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SUMMARY

This thesis deals with multipliers and transference on noncommutative Ly-spaces. It
falls within the realm of noncommutative harmonic analysis, i.e. harmonic analysis on
noncommutative spaces. Such spaces appear in several areas of mathematics, such as
non-abelian groups, quantum groups, noncommutative geometry and the general the-
ory of operator algebras. Already the pioneering work of von Neumann, Gelfand and
Dixmier showed that there are close connections between operator theory and repre-
sentation theory of locally groups. These results formed the foundations for the theory
of noncommutative harmonic analysis.

More recently, the Lj,-theory of noncommutative spaces have been studied, open-
ing the door to many interesting generalisations of the classical theory. Among those is
one of the most fundamental questions of harmonic analysis: which symbols give rise
to bounded Fourier multipliers on L,? These Fourier multipliers are an example of the
multipliers on noncommutative spaces studied in this thesis. However, noncommuta-
tive spaces also yield other interesting kinds of multipliers, such as Schur multipliers.
They are defined on bounded operators on a Hilbert space. It turns out that within the
setting of locally compact groups, the notions of Fourier and Schur multipliers are in-
timately related, as was first proven by Bozejko and Fendler in [BF84]. This is called a
transference result between Fourier and Schur multipliers. Transference results such as
this will be another recurring theme in this thesis.

After the introduction and before going into the main results, we first give an exposi-
tion of the required background material in Chapter 2. In particular, we give a detailed
account of the theory of noncommutative L,-spaces for non-tracial weights, including
references for all results or providing proofs where there is a lack of good references. We
also treat in detail the theory of locally compact groups, their group von Neumann alge-
bras and corresponding noncommutative Ly-spaces. Finally, we give the definitions of
Fourier and Schur multipliers and provide some of the backgroud theory.

In Chapter 3, we revisit the definition of linear Fourier multipliers on noncommu-
tative Lp-spaces of (non-unimodular) locally compact groups. We then discuss how to
define multilinear Fourier multipliers in this setting; the choice of definition turns out
to be subtle. The main result of this chapter is a transference result between multilin-
ear Fourier and Schur multipliers on noncommutative L,-spaces. One implication uses
an adaptation of an advanced result from [CJKM23] which is in turn based on involved
estimates from [CPPR15]. Parts of these estimates have to be generalised to arbitrary
von Neumann algebras using Haagerup reduction. The other implication holds only
for amenable groups (just as in the linear case). As a corollary, we get a multilinear De
Leeuw-type restriction result for non-unimodular groups.

ix



X SUMMARY

In Chapter 4 we prove non-boundedness results for the bilinear Hilbert transform in
the case of p = 1. This shows that a result of [AU20], [DLMV22], which is a Schatten-
valued version a dimension-independent version of the Lacey-Thiele result [[T99], can-
not be extended to the case p = 1. This result relies on transference between Fourier and
Schur multipliers, although not on the result proven in Chapter 3. We also give a similar
result for Calderon-Zygmund operators.

In Chapter 5, we turn our attention to semigroup BMO spaces of von Neumann al-
gebras. These BMO spaces are constructed from a quantum Markov semigroup on the
von Neumann algebra. We extend (one of) the definition(s) by Junge and Mei [[M12] to
the non-tracial case, in a slightly different way than Caspers [Cas19]. We prove a version
of the Fefferman-Stein duality, but only for the column and row BMO spaces, and the
Hardy spaces we construct are abstract in nature. We also prove that our BMO space
serves as an endpoint for interpolation. As preparation for the proof of the Fefferman-
Stein duality, we need to generalise some theory of L,-modules, which we do in the first
two sections.

With these BMO results under our belt, we prove L,-boundedness of so-called Fourier-
Schur multipliers in Chapter 6. These Fourier-Schur multipliers are an analogue of Schur
multipliers on quantum groups. They should be considered as ‘Schur multipliers in the
Fourier domain’, where the Fourier domain is the space of matrix coefficients of finite
dimensional unitary corepresentations of the quantum group. We consider the quan-
tum group G = SU,(2) and construct a quantum Markov semigroup on it, using again a
transference trick. We then prove that if a symbol m € ¢, (Z) yields a bounded Fourier
multiplier Ly, (T) — BMO(T), then this induces a bounded Fourier-Schur multiplier on
Ly (G) for 1 < p < oo. In order to prove the L,-BMO endpoint estimate, the Fefferman-
Stein duality results proven in Chapter 5 are crucial.

In a final chapter which is somewhat isolated from the rest of the thesis, we undertake
a systematic study of the relative Haagerup property for o-finite von Neumann algebras.
The setting is a unital inclusion A" < .# equipped with a normal faithful conditional ex-
pectation E 4 : 4 — A . We give our definition, and show that it does not depend on the
choice of normal faithful state preserved by E 4 . If A is finite, then the relative Haagerup
property does not even depend on the choice of conditional expectation. It is therefore
an intrinsic property of the inclusion A" € .#. This is the main result of the chapter. We
also show that in this case, one can weaken or strengthen some of the conditions in the
definition. Finally, we give several examples in cases where .4 = %B(A), ./ is finite di-
mensional, or .# is the amalgamated free product of two von Neumann algebras over a
common subalgebra A"



SAMENVATTING

Dit proefschrift gaat over multiplicatoren en transferentie op niet-commutatieve L,-
ruimtes. Het valt binnen het vakgebied van niet-commutatieve harmonische analyse, of-
tewel harmonische analyse op niet-commutatieve ruimtes. Zulke ruimtes spelen een rol
in verschillende gebieden van de wiskunde, zoals niet-abelse groepen, kwamtumgroe-
pen, niet-commutatieve geometrie en de algemene theorie van operator-algebra’s. Het
pionierswerk van Gelfand, von Neumann en Dixmier legde al nauwe connecties bloot
tussen operatortheorie en de representatietheorie van lokaal compacte groepen. Deze
resultaten vormden het fundament voor de theorie van niet-commutatieve harmoni-
sche analyse.

Later is ook de Ly-theorie van niet-commutatieve ruimtes bestudeerd. Dit baande
de weg voor het generaliseren van allerlei interesante stellingen en problemen uit de
klassieke theorie. Dit gold ook voor een van de meest fundamentele vragen van de
harmonische analyse: welke symbolen geven begrensde Fourier-multiplicatoren op L,?
Zulke Fourier-multiplicatoren zijn een voorbeeld van de multiplicatoren die we in dit
proefschrift bestuderen. Op niet-commutatieve ruimtes bestaan echter ook andere in-
teressante multiplicatoren, zoals Schur-multiplicatoren; deze zijn gedefinieerd voor be-
grensde operatoren op Hilbert ruimtes. Binnen de context van lokaal compacte groepen
blijken Fourier en Schur-multiplicatoren sterk gerelateerd te zijn; dit werd voor het eerst
bewezen door Bozejko en Fendler in [BF84]. Dit wordt een transferentieresultaat tus-
sen Fourier en Schur-multiplicatoren genoemd. Zulke transferentieresultaten zijn een
terugkerend thema in dit proefschrift.

Na de introductie en voordat we ingaan op de hoofdresultaten, geven we eerst een
expositie van het benodigde achtergrondmateriaal in Hoofdstuk 2. In het bijzonder gaan
we uitgebreid in op de theorie van niet-commutatieve Lj-ruimtes voor niet-traciale ge-
wichten. Hierbij geven we bronnen voor alle resultaten of een bewijs waar een goede
bron ontbreekt. Ook geven we een gedetailleerd overzicht van de theorie van lokaal com-
pacte groepen, groeps-von Neumann-algebra’s en hun niet-commutatieve L,-ruimtes.
Tenslotte geven we de definities van Fourier- en Schur-multiplicatoren en noemen we
een paar resultaten over deze multiplicatoren en de connecties tussen beide.

In Hoofdstuk 3 beginnen we met het opnieuw bekijken van de definitie van lineaire
Fourier-multiplicatoren op niet-commutatieve L,-ruimtes van (niet-unimodulaire) lo-
kaal compacte groepen. Dit is de opmaat voor een discussie over de definitie van multili-
neaire Fourier-multiplicatoren in deze setting. De keuze voor deze definitie blijkt subtiel
te zijn. Het hoofdresultaat van dit hoofdstuk is een transferentieresultaat tussen multili-
neaire Fourier- en Schur-multiplicatoren op niet-commutatieve Ly-ruimtes. De ene im-
plicatie gebruikt een aangepaste versie van een geavanceerd resultaat uit [CJKM23] dat

Xi



Xii SAMENVATTING

op zijn beurt weer gebaseerd is op ingewikkelde afschattingen uit [CPPR15]. Een deel
van deze afschattingen moet gegeneraliseerd worden naar algemene von Neumann-
algebra’s; hiervoor gebruiken we Haagerupreductie. De andere implicatie geldt alleen
voor amenabele (of middelbare) groepen. Als gevolg van dit resultaat verkrijgen we een
De Leeuw-restrictieresultaat voor niet-unimodulaire groepen.

In Hoofdstuk 5 bekijken we semigroep BMO ruimtes van von Neumann-algebra’s.
Deze BMO ruimtes worden geconstrueerd door middel van een kwantum Markovsemi-
groep op de von Neumann-algebra. We breiden een (van de) definitie(s) van Junge en
Mei [JM12] uit naar het niet-traciale geval, op een net wat andere manier dan Caspers
[Cas19]. We bewijzen een versie van de Fefferman-Stein-dualiteit, maar alleen voor de
kolom- en rij-BMO ruimtes; bovendien is de Hardyruimte die we construeren abstract
van aard. Verder bewijzen we dat onze BMO ruimte gebruikt kan worden als eindpunt
voor interpolatie. Als voorbereiding op het bewijs van de Fefferman-Stein-dualiteit moe-
ten we eerst wat theorie van L,-modules generaliseren; dit doen we in de eerste twee
secties.

Met deze BMO resultaten op zak, bewijzen we in Hoofdstuk 6 L,-begrensdheid van
zogenoemde Fourier-Schur-multiplicatoren. Dit zijn een soort Schur-multiplicatoren
op kwantumgroepen; ze kunnen worden beschouwd als ‘Schur-multiplicatoren op het
Fourier-domein’. Het Fourier-domein is hierbij de ruimte van matrixcoefficienten van
eindig-dimensionale unitaire corepresentaties van de kwantumgroep. We beschouwen
de kwantumgroep G = SU;(2) en construeren daarop een kwantum Markovsemigroep;
hierbij maken we opnieuw gebruik van een transferentiemethode. Het hoofdresultaat
stelt dat als een symbool m € ¢, (Z) een begrensde Fourier-multiplicator Lo, (T) — BMO(T)
geeft, dan induceert die ook een begrensde Fourier-Schur-multiplicator op L,(G) voor
1 < p < co. De Fefferman-Stein-dualiteit bewezen in Hoofdstuk 5 is cruciaal bij de Loo-
BMO afschatting.

Het laatste hoofdstuk is ietwat geisoleerd ten opzichte van de rest van het proef-
schrift. Hierin ondernemen we een systematische studie van de relatieve Haagerupei-
genschap voor o-eindige von Neumann-algebra’s. We beschouwen een unitale inclusie
van von Neumann-algebra's A < .4, samen met een normale trouwe conditionele ver-
wachting E 4 : 4 — & . We geven onze definitie van de relatieve Haagerupeigenschap,
en laten zien dat deze niet afhangt van de keuze van een normale trouwe toestand die
bewaard wordt door E_4. Als A eindig is, hangt de relatieve Haagerupeigenschap zelfs
niet af van de keuze van conditionele verwachting; het is dan een intrinsieke eigen-
schap van de inclusie A4 < 4. Dit is het hoofdresultaat van dit hoofdstuk. We laten
ook zien dat je in dit geval sommige van de voorwaarden in de definitie kunt verzwak-
ken of versterken. Ten slotte geven we een aantal voorbeelden: we bekijken de gevallen
M = B(H), N is eindig-dimensionaal, of .# is het geamalgameerde vrije product van
twee von Neumann-algebra’s over een gezamenlijke subalgebra .A4.



INTRODUCTION

This introduction aims to give context to the material of the thesis. The style of writing
will gradually become more advanced. The intent is for the beginning to be readable for
any mathematics PhD student; this means more or less that the background required is
no more than that of a Bachelor in Mathematics. We start by taking the reader along with
the story of ‘quantum mathematics’. We then give a brief, low-level overview of selected
topics in harmonic analysis before combining the two to come to the main topic of this
thesis: noncommutative harmonic analysis. After that, we highlight several parts of the
theory, each leading up to the contents of one or two of the chapters. We will not go into
much detail here; a more elaborate overview of the contents of each chapter is included
in the beginning of the chapter.

QUANTUM MATHEMATICS

Quantum mathematics could loosely be described as the study of noncommutative ob-
jects. This field of study was inspired by the noncommutative nature of quantum phys-
ical phenomena, and the need for a mathematical framework to explain these phenom-
ena. In particular, the Heisenberg uncertainty principle implies, from a mathematical
point of view, that the operations of measuring position and momentum are mutually
‘noncommutative’.

Mathematics students quickly stumble upon noncommutative objects when learn-
ing about matrix multiplication: for n x n matrices A and B, the products AB and BA
do not coincide in general. Behind this simple fact is a rich mathematical theory for the
beginning mathematician to explore. In quantum physical terms, carrying out a mea-
surement corresponds to applying a self-adjoint matrix A on some vector ¥ € C", called
a state. The result of the measurement is a random eigenvalue A € R of A, and the prob-
ability distribution is determined by the state . Moreover, the measurement ‘collapses’
the state ¥, meaning that the state becomes an eigenvector corresponding to the eigen-
value A. In this formalism, the noncommutativity of matrix multiplication implies that



2 1. INTRODUCTION

the order in which we apply measurements makes a difference.

To explain quantum physical phenomena, it is not always enough to consider finite
dimensional objects. Indeed, let P and Q be the position and momentum operators re-
spectively; so these are the operators we apply to our physical state to measure the posi-
tion and momentum. The Heisenberg commutation relation underlying the Heisenberg
uncertainty principle states that

QP-PQ=ihl

where 7 is the reduced Planck constant, and I is the identity operator. This equation
implies that P and Q cannot be finite dimensional matrices; indeed, in that case, the
left hand side would have trace 0 while the right hand side would not. This means that
we need to consider infinite dimensional states on a Hilbert space # and (possibly un-
bounded) linear operators T on /. Such linear operators (or just operators) take the
place of functions, and a great amount of effort has been made for the past 90 years or
so to generalise results from the classical ‘commutative’ theory of functions to the non-
commutative realm of operators.

Let us first restrict our attention to the space of bounded operators on a Hilbert space
J. It will be denoted by 28(#°). Such spaces have a rich mathematical structure. We still
have all the structure from finite dimensional matrix spaces; i.e. the vector space oper-
ations, multiplication, the taking of adjoints (called involution). In other words, (/)
forms a *-algebra. Moreover, we get several topological structures; the norm topology,
the strong topology, the weak topology, and the list goes on. These will be discussed in
Section 2.2.1. As opposed to the finite dimensional case, these topologies are all funda-
mentally different, leading to a significant enrichment (and complication) of the theory.

A subspace of () that is closed under multiplication is called an operator algebra.
It is this object that grants its name to the theory of operator algebras, of which this thesis
is a part. Although the concept of an operator algebra is rather broad, the theory of op-
erator algebras usually focuses on two specific types of operator algebras: C*-algebras
and von Neumann algebras. The latter algebras are named after John von Neumann,
whom one could consider the founder of the theory of operator algebras. C*-algebras
are operator algebras that are closed under the involution and in norm. Von Neumann
algebras are C*-algebras that are moreover closed in any of the topologies mentioned
in the previous paragraph. In this thesis, we will focus almost exclusively on von Neu-
mann algebras. We will always be explicit about the Hilbert space # that the C*- or von
Neumann algebra is represented on, although it is possible to build an abstract theory
without fixing the representation.

C*-algebras and von Neumann algebras are said to be noncommutative analogues
of topological spaces and measure spaces, respectively. This statement is justified by
considering commutative C*- and von Neumann algebras. Indeed, it can be proven that
every unital commutative C*-algebra is isomorphic to C(X), the space of continuous
functions on some compact Hausdorff topological space X. Commutative von Neu-
mann algebras acting on a separable Hilbert space are moreover isomorphic to Ly, (X, 1),



where (X, ) is a o-finite measure space. In fact, X is again a Hausdorff compact space
and p a regular Borel measure. Here Lo, (X, i) acts on Ly (X, u) by multiplication. This
gives an intuitive reason why von Neumann algebras are the main object of interest in
noncommutative harmonic analysis, the main topic of this thesis.

We will treat some general theory of von Neumann algebras in Section 2.2, and give
references there containing more extensive treatment. Of particular importance is the
special case of group C*-algebras or group von Neumann algebras corresponding to a
locally compact group. We will treat those in Section 2.6.

CLASSICAL HARMONIC ANALYSIS

Harmonic analysis is a wide area that is not easily described in one sentence, but at its
basis it is more or less the theory that studies functions using their Fourier expansions. In
other words, the idea is to to decompose complicated functions into simpler ‘harmonic’
functions. It has a wide range of uses in partial differential equations and many other
areas of mathematics. We will focus here on a few parts of harmonic analysis that are
relevant for the thesis.

One part of harmonic analysis is what is usually called Fourier analysis; i.e. the anal-
ysis of a function f via its Fourier transform % (f) = f. Related to the Fourier transform
is the notion of Fourier multipliers. If ¢ is a bounded function on R4, then the Fourier
multiplier Ty with symbol ¢ is the operator given by multiplication with ¢ in the Fourier
domain, i.e.

Te(f) = F L f).

If ¢ is the Fourier transform of some integrable function v, then the Fourier multiplier
is nothing but left convolution with . In turn, convolution operators are exactly those
operators that commute with translations, and these have important applications in the
study of partial differential equations.

We recall that the space L,,([R&d) contains all functions f : RY — C for which |f|” is
integrable. One of the most important problems in harmonic analysis is to find condi-
tions on symbols to define bounded Fourier multipliers on Lj-spaces. For p = 2, this is
true for all bounded symbols. If the Fourier multiplier is bounded on Lp([Rd), then it is
bounded also on Lq([Rd) where % + % =1, with the same norm. The celebrated Mikhlin
multiplier theorem gives sufficient conditions for 1 < p < co in terms of the decay of the
partial derivatives of the symbol ¢b. For these and more results in this direction, we refer
to [Gral4al.

Some tools that have been used to great results in this endeavour are complex inter-
polation and BMO spaces. In its most basic form, complex interpolation tells us that ifan
operator T is bounded on Ly, (®%) and Ly, (R%) where 1 < p; < p» < oo, then itis bounded
onL, (R%) for p1 < p < p,. Its norm is then bounded by the Riesz-Torin formula:

IT:Ly®RY) — Ly®RDI < T2 Ly, R — L, RO T: L, RY) — Ly, R
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where 0 is such that % = 1;—19 + %. The ‘endpoint’ values pj, p2 are usually taken to be

either 1, 2 or co. However, the cases p = 1,00 can sometimes be the exceptions where
an operator is not bounded. If this happens, one can sometimes use BMO spaces as a
replacement for Ly, ([Rd).

A function of bounded mean oscillation is a function that ‘does not oscillate too wildly’.
Let us describe this more precisely. For any cube Q < R?, the mean of a (locally inte-
grable) function f on R% is denoted by fo:= \_(lg| fQ fds. The oscillation, or distance from
the average, in a point s € Q is given by | f(s) — fol. For the mean oscillation, we take
the square of this term and average over Q: ﬁ fQ |£(s) = fol®ds. Finally, we say that a
function has bounded mean oscillation if

1/2
— 1 2
= up — — d
”f”BMO (S p |Q| f |f(s) _fQ| S) <00

where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q < R%. The space of all functions with
bounded BMO-norm is denoted by BMO(RY). However, Il - Mo is only a seminorm, as
[l fllsmo = 0 only implies that f is constant. Hence, in the space BMO(IRd), a usual con-
vention is to identify functions whose difference is constant.

Clearly, one has LOO(I]'\Pd) < BMO(RY) with Il flismo < 2l flloo- This inclusion is indeed
strict, as the unbounded function f(x) = log(|x|) is in BMO(R?). As we alluded to ear-
lier, one has the following interpolation result: if an operator is bounded on Lp([Rd) and
bounded as an operator Loc(Rd) — BMO(R?), then it is bounded on Lq([Rd) forpsg<oo
with

IT: Lg@®RY) — Lg®DI < 1T : Ly® — Ly RDIPIIT : Lo ®Y) — BMOR?) ',

As an example, Calderon-Zygmund operators are bounded from Ly, (R%) to BMO(RY).
Many are not bounded on L., (R%) though, including the Hilbert and Riesz transforms.
One way to prove this is via a duality argument. This brings us to another important
property of BMO spaces: the Fefferman-Stein duality. This duality states that BMO is the
Banach dual of the so-called Hardy space H'. We will not give a definition here, but itis a
concretely defined space that is an object of intensive study in its own right. The duality
argument mentioned above consists of first proving boundedness from H' to L; (R%),
and then taking adjoints. For more about BMO and Hardy spaces, we refer to [Gral4b].

NONCOMMUTATIVE HARMONIC ANALYSIS

With the knowledge of the previous two sections, we can now introduce the main topic
of this thesis: a ‘quantised’ or noncommutative version of harmonic analysis. As men-
tioned in the first section, the goal is to build a theory that replaces functions by op-
erators, but retains as much of the original theory as possible. The first issue at hand,
then, is how to define Lj,-spaces of operators. This is where von Neumann algebras,
the noncommutative variant of measure spaces, come into play. They take the role of
the Loo-space, and are used as a basis to construct a family of L,-spaces with properties



very similar to the classical ones. What makes von Neumann algebras so suitable in this
context is the existence of a good analogue for integration over a measure: a so-called
weight. These are positive functionals on the von Neumann algebra that are allowed
to take infinite values. Not all weights are suitable to build a satisfying L,-theory, but
a sufficiently ‘nice’ weight (namely a normal, faithful and semifinite one) always exists.
Moreover, it turns out that the resulting L,-spaces do not depend on the choice of such
a ‘nice’ weight.

Given a von Neumann algebra .# (and a ‘nice’ weight), let us denote the correspond-
ing Lj-spaces by L, (#) for now. Classically, L,-functions need not be bounded; sim-
ilarly, operators in Ly (.#) will be unbounded operators in general. The simplest case
occurs when the von Neumann algebra admits a ‘nice’ weight that is tracial; i.e. when
M is semifinite. In this case, the L,-spaces overlap, and all are contained in the set of
operators affiliated to .4 (see Section 2.2.4 for a definition). This is the case that is the
most similar to L,-spaces on RY. If our trace is moreover finite, i.e. an actual positive
functional, then the von Neumann algebra is called finite and we have L, (.#) < L,;(4)
for p = g. This corresponds to the case of a compact measure space. If on the other hand
M = B(FE), or M = Djc; B(H;), then Ly (M) 2 Ly(AH) for p = q. This corresponds to
discrete measure spaces.

The theory of noncommutative Lj,-spaces with respect to a trace was developed al-
ready in the 50’s in [Dix53], [Kun58]; see also [Nel74] and [Yea75]. The basic idea is quite
simple: we extend the trace to positive self-adjoint affiliated operators through the spec-
tral decomposition, and simply replace integration by the trace:

lxllp = (|x|P)VP; Ly (M) = {x: x affiliated with .4, T (|x]”) < oo}.

For a long time, there was no alternative for non-tracial weights. The difficulty is that, if
you try using the above definition, then the p-norm will not satisfy the triangle inequal-
ity. One can even construct a counterexample for this with 2x2 matrices for p = 1: take
matrices x and y such that |x + y| > |x| +|y| (e.g. x = I, the identity matrix, and y = e,
the matrix with a 1 in the lower left corner) and find a corresponding positive functional
¢ for which ¢(|x+ y|—|x|—1yl) > 0.

Haagerup [Haa79a] was the first to propose a construction of noncommutative L -
spaces with respect to a ‘nice’ weight. His solution was to consider the crossed product,
and use the trace that comes with it. Later, Hilsum [Hil81] created a different construc-
tion of operators that act on the original Hilbert space using Connes’ theory of spatial
derivatives [Con76], and it is this construction that will be used in most of the thesis.
Later, Kosaki [Kos84], Terp [Ter82] and Izumi [Izu97] showed that these L,-spaces allow
interpolation arguments. In fact, complex interpolation gives a third way to construct
these Lj-spaces. If the weight considered is a finite weight, i.e. a positive functional,
the construction simplifies somewhat. We usually assume that the positive functional is
normalised (meaning that its value in the identity is 1), i.e. it is a state. If a von Neumann
algebra admits such a ‘nice’ state, it is called o-finite.
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L,-spaces corresponding to a non-tracial weight are significantly more complicated
than their tracial counterparts; both in their definition and in their use. Nowadays, new
results in noncommutative harmonic analysis are still often written only in the semifi-
nite or finite cases. A large part of this thesis will be dedicated to generalising results
from the finite or semifinite to the o-finite or general case. For that reason, we will give
an extensive overview of the latter two methods and corresponding results in Section 2.4.

In the next two sections, we will look at noncommutative variants of two other topics
discussed in the previous section on classical harmonic analysis: Fourier multipliers and
BMO spaces.

FOURIER AND SCHUR MULTIPLIERS

Before, we defined Fourier multipliers on Rd, as we have a Fourier transform handy
there. The Fourier transform can be similarly defined for any abelian locally compact
group G. It makes use of the fact that an abelian locally compact group has a dual group
G, which consists of all group homomorphisms G — T mapping to the unit circle T of C.
Such homomorphisms are called characters. The Fourier transform sends functions on
G to functions on the dual group G of characters on G. Instead of the Lebesgue measure,
we use the left Haar measure of G in order to define the spaces Ly (G). This is a measure
that is invariant under left translations (and satisfies other ‘nice’ properties), and every
locally compact groups has a unique one. Now, the Fourier transform maps L;(G) to
Co($), and it defines an isometric isomorphism Ly (G) = L, G.

Just as in the case G = R%, we can define a Fourier multiplier by multiplying with
some symbol ¢ in the Fourier domain. The symbol will now be a function in Ly (G).
Many of the basic properties holding on R¥ also hold on G. We note that there is a differ-
ent way to view Fourier multipliers which does not involve the dual group. This involves
the left regular representation, which sends a function f to the convolution operator
A(f): g — f = g. It also involves the group von Neumann algebra of G, denoted by ZG.
This is the von Neumann algebra generated by the image of L; (G) in 28(L»(G)) under the
left regular representation. As it turns out, upon conjugation with the Fourier transform,
the group von Neumann algebra £G gets transformed into Lo, (G); i.e. FLGF ! =
Loo(G). Moreover, under this transformation, an element A(f) gets transformed into f.
So, if we reverse the roles of G and G, then we can define the Fourier multiplier with sym-
bol ¢ € Lo (G) on Z£G by A(f) — AP f). Of course, this assignment might not extend to
a bounded operator on ZG; it does if and only if the Fourier multiplier in the ‘original’
sense is bounded on Lo (G).

When alocally compact group is not abelian, there is no dual group or Fourier trans-
form available. But in that case, the map A(f) — A(¢f) above still makes sense. This is
now taken as the definition of the Fourier multiplier. The noncommutative L,-spaces
Ly (£G) now take the place of L,,(G), and we may wonder when the symbol ¢ induces a
bounded Fourier multiplier on L, (£ G). For p = oo, the answer is known; it was proven
by Eymard [Eym64] that the map A(f) — A(¢f) extends to a bounded map on £G pre-



cisely when the symbol ¢ is in the multiplier algebra M(A(G)). Here A(G) is Eymard’s
Fourier algebra. The same symbols work for p = 1. For p = 2, all symbols in L, (G) work,
just as in the abelian case.

Another interesting question is when the corresponding Fourier multipliers are com-
pletely bounded (see Section 2.5). This is where Schur multipliers come into play. Schur
multiplication is what one could define as ‘naive matrix multiplication’; it is what an
elementary schooler would probably do if you gave them two squares of numbers and
asked them to somehow multiply these. Namely, he would carry out a pointwise multi-
plication of each of the entries. So, if x is a n x n matrix, a Schur multiplier with symbol
x is defined by

My y— (Xijyiji,j-
One can also define Schur multipliers on ‘continuous matrices. With this, we mean
elements from Sy (L, (X)), the Hilbert-Schmidt class operators on functions on a mea-

sure space X. These elements can be written as integral operators over some kernel in
Ly (X x X), and it is this kernel that takes the role of the matrix.

Let us now come back to our question about completely bounded Fourier multipli-
ers. Bozejko and Fendler [BF84] proved that a symbol ¢ defines a completely bounded
Fourier multiplier on £ G precisely when the ‘diagonal symbol’ (s, £) — ¢ (st~ ') defines a
bounded Schur multiplier on %8(#°). This is called a transference result between Fourier
and Schur multipliers. Similar transference results hold for p < co: this was proven for
discrete groups by Neuwirth and Ricard [NR11], and in the general case by Caspers and
de la Salle [CS15a]. However, for the Schur to Fourier direction, the group needs to be
amenable. We will give some intuition behind the relation between Fourier and Schur
multipliers and an overview of these results in Section 2.6.5.

The relation between Fourier and Schur multipliers has been an important tool to
prove several multiplier results. For instance, bounding the norm of Fourier multipliers
by that of Schur multipliers played a crucial role in [PRS22]. The converse transference
was used in [Pis98] to give examples of bounded multipliers on Lj-spaces that are not
completely bounded. Similar transference techniques were used in [CGPT23] to prove
Hormander-Mikhlin criteria for the boundedness of Schur multipliers, and in [L.S11] to
find examples of non-commutative L,-spaces without the completely bounded approx-
imation property.

In Chapter 3, we focus our attention on multilinear multipliers. Multilinear Schur
multipliers were defined in [JTT09]. Such multipliers and the related notion of multi-
ple operator integrals have been used to prove several interesting results such as the
resolution of Koplienko’s conjecture on higher order spectral shift functions in [PSS13].
Todorov and Turowska [TT10] defined a multidimensional Fourier algebra and proved a
transference result for multiplicatively bounded multilinear Fourier and Schur multipli-
ers. A bilinear transference result for Lj-spaces of discrete groups was proven ‘along the
way’ in [CJKM23, Proof of Theorem 7.2], in order to provide examples of L,-multipliers
for semidirect products of groups. In Chapter 3 we finish the picture by proving transfer-
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ence results for general Holder combinations of Lj-spaces.

BOUNDEDNESS OF VECTOR-VALUED MULTIPLIERS

In Chapter 4, we will give some applications of transference between Fourier and Schur
multipliers. The setting will be a bit different however, namely we consider bilinear
Fourier multipliers on matrix-valued functions on R. Hence, this chapter should be seen
not as an immediate application of the results of Chapter 3, but rather as a collection of
separate interesting results which happen to use similar techniques.

We consider two boundedness results on multilinear mappings on Ly (R, SZ’). The
first, by Lacey and Thiele [['T99], proves that the bilinear Hilbert transform is bounded
as amap Ly, (R, S7!) x Ly, ®, 1) — Ly, ), with ; = -+ -, aslong as § < p < oo
and 1 < pj, p2 < oco. Moreover, for 1 < p < co and under extra conditions on the values
of g, q1, g2, [AU20] and [DLMV22] independently proved that this operator is bounded
uniformly in m. Hence, the result can be extended to certain Banach-valued function

spaces.

The Hilbert transform is generally one of the first examples that one considers when
analysing boundedness properties of multipliers or, more generally, singular integral op-
erators. Another class of singular integral operators is the class of Calderén-Zygmund
operators. These are operators given by integration against a kernel, where the kernel
has to satisfy certain properties. The paper [DLMV20] considers multilinear Calderén-
Zygmund operators on scalar-valued functions. These can be ‘extended’ to act on vector-
valued functions. [DLMV20] proves that a multilinear Calderon-Zygmund operator on
scalar-valued functions extends to a bounded operator on functions with values in a so-
called UMD Banach space. This result holds only for p > 1 in the range space. This is the
second boundedness result we consider.

In Chapter 4, we prove that both of these results cannot be extended to p = 1 in the
range space. The idea is to consider functions with values in m x m-matrices, and prove
that the associated operators are bounded from below by Clog(m). We do this first for
the bilinear Hilbert transform. Then we give an example of a bilinear Calderon-Zygmund
operator (or really just a Fourier multiplier) that is bounded as a map Ly, x Ly, — L, for
% < p < oo, but whose bound on m x m-matrix-valued functions for p = 1 is bounded
below by Clog(m). Both proofs use transference to Schur multipliers.

NONCOMMUTATIVE BMO SPACES

Let us now go back to the setting of a general von Neumann algebra. The first instances
of noncommutative BMO spaces were defined in [PX97]. This paper uses noncommu-
tative martingales to define noncommutative Hardy and BMO spaces, and proves the
noncommutative analogue of the Fefferman-Stein duality (H y* = BMO. We will refer
to these BMO spaces as martingale BMO spaces. This work was continued by several
authors. [Pop00] proved a noncommutative analogue of the classical boundedness re-



sults on the Riesz transform; [Mus03] studied complex interpolation for martingale BMO
spaces. [J[M07] proved the noncommutative analogue of the John-Nirenberg theorem, an
important result describing integrability properties of BMO functions, and in [JP14] the
methods from [PX97] were extended for continuous martingales.

Martingale BMO spaces are however not the BMO spaces we will be considering in
this paper. The disadvantage is that they require the existence of a filtration of the von
Neumann algebra. For some applications this structure is insufficient, see e.g. [MP14],
[Meil7], [Cas19], [C]SZ20]. We will focus instead on semigroup BMO spaces, introduced
by Tao Mei in [Mei08]. It uses the classical idea of replacing averages over cubes by dif-
fusion semigroups, which goes back (at least) to [Var85], [SV74]. Much more recently
an analysis of duality and comparison of several such BMO-spaces was carried out in
[DY05a], [DY05b]. In the noncommutative case, Tao Mei used instead Markov semi-
groups. These are families of unital completely positive maps on the von Neumann alge-
bra satisfying certain extra conditions. As opposed to the classical case, we have separate
column and row BMO spaces, that are each others adjoints. The column BMO norm of
an element x € Ly (.#) with respect to a Markov semigroup ® := (®;) ;»¢ is defined by

1% Igp0g = SUP P (1= () oo,
t=0

where the Markov maps ®; extend naturally to Ly (#) and L, (/). Again, this is only a
seminorm. To get a normed space BMO®(.#, ®), we will have to divide out some nonde-
generate part. The space BMO(.#, ®) is then defined by taking all equivalence classes
in Ly () for which the column BMO norm is finite. The row norm is defined as the col-
umn norm of the adjoint, and the row BMO space is defined as equivalence classes with
finite row BMO norm. Finally, the BMO norm is the maximum of the column and row
norms and the BMO space is the intersection of the column and row spaces.

The theory of semigroup BMO spaces was further developed in [JM12]. This paper
considers several variants of the BMO norms and proves interpolation results, using the
results for martingale BMO spaces. These BMO spaces have been studied by several au-
thors; we highlight the recent paper [JMPX21] where a very general Calderon-Zygmund
theory was achieved via a ‘metric’ BMO space. It should be noted that these papers only
consider finite von Neumann algebras. [Cas19] studies BMO spaces for o-finite von Neu-
mann algebras and generalises the interpolation result from the finite case. However, in
[Cas19] BMO is defined by only considering x in .# and then taking an abstract comple-
tion with respect to the BMO norm. This ‘smaller BMO space’ has the benefit that basic
properties like the triangle inequality and completeness follow rather easily.

In Section 6.4, we introduce semigroup BMO spaces for o-finite von Neumann alge-
bras. Here we stay closer to the ‘larger BMO space’ of L, -elements with finite BMO-norm
as defined above, and show that the triangle inequality and completeness still hold. We
do this by proving a Fefferman-Stein duality result. Our predual will be of an abstract
nature, unlike the concretely defined Hardy spaces whose dual are the martingale BMO
spaces. We will also only prove that the interpolation results from [Cas19] still hold for
our ‘larger’ BMO spaces.
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MULTIPLIERS ON QUANTUM GROUPS

We have described how von Neumann algebras play a role in the Fourier analysis of non-
abelian locally compact groups. If we go yet one step further in the generalisation/quan-
tisation process, we get the concept of a quantum group. For a quantum group G, there
is no longer an underlying group but only an ‘algebra of functions’. This can be either
a Hopf algebra (when one wants to work purely algebraically) or a C*-or von Neumann
algebra (when one wants to work topologically as well). The latter two are denoted by
C(G) and L (G) respectively, and will be our main source of interest. These algebras
have some additional structure that describes the ‘group laws’. For instance, it has a co-
multiplication A : C(G) — C(G) ® C(G) that describes the ‘group multiplication’. If G = G
is an actual locally compact group, then the comultiplication is given by A f (s, t) = f(st).

We will focus on the case of compact quantum groups as developed by Woronowicz
[Wor98]. There is also a notion of locally compact quantum groups, but this theory is out-
side the scope of this thesis. For a compact quantum group, one can define the concept
of unitary representation. Specifically, we will need the concept of a finite dimensional
representation. If G is a compact group, then a finite dimensional (strongly continuous,
unitary) representation is a strongly continuous group homomorphism u : G — % (C").
We can also identify u as an element (u;;);,; € M (C(G)). In this identification, the group
homomorphism property means u;;(pq) = Xi uix(p)ug;(q). Generalising this picture,
a finite dimensional representation of a quantum group I is an element u € M, (C(G))
such that A(u; ) = X i Uix ® ug;j.

In Section 6.2 we will define so-called Fourier-Schur multipliers on compact quan-
tum groups. These can be viewed as Schur multipliers on finite dimensional represen-
tations. The main result of Chapter 6 is an L,-boundedness results for Fourier-Schur
multipliers on the quantum group SU,(2). The proof uses our interpolation result on
BMO spaces as well as our construction of the preduals h{ (., ®), h$(#,®). This chap-
ter should therefore be viewed as an application of the results of Chapter 5.

In Chapter 6, we will only consider the quantum group SU,(2). These are so-called
q-deformations of the compact group SU(2). Also, at the very end of Chapter 7, we will
very briefly consider the free orthogonal quantum group Of. Hence, we will not need
the general theory of (compact/locally compact) quantum groups very much. We will
only give a short recap of the definitions in Section 6.1.2. For an accessible treatment of
compact quantum groups, we refer the reader to the lecture notes [MV98]. For a more
comprehensive treatment about quantum groups in general, the reader may consult the
book [Tim08]

HAAGERUP PROPERTY

Chapter 7 is a bit different from the rest of the thesis, as it doesn’t really have anything
to do with noncommutative harmonic analysis. Indeed, the noncommutative L,-spaces
will not appear here. Instead, it deals with approximation properties of groups and their
generalisations to von Neumann algebras.
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The prototypical example of an approximation property of a group is amenability.
Let us limit ourselves to discrete groups for ease of exposition. One of the many equiv-
alent definitions of amenability for a discrete group G is that there exists a net of posi-
tive definite, finitely supported functions (¢;);e; on G such that ¢p; — 1 pointwise. Two
weaker versions of this property have been studied. The first relaxes the finite support
condition: we say that G has the Haagerup property (or HAP) if there exists a net of pos-
itive definite functions (¢b;) ;7 vanishing at co such that ¢; — 1. Here, a function ¢ van-
ishing at co means that for every € > 0, the set {s € G : |¢;(s)| > €} is finite. This is the
property we are interested in. The second property is called weak amenability, and it
relaxes the positive definite condition. We will not give the definition here since we will
not use this property; see [BO08a, Section 12.3] for more information. As an example,
the free group [, has the Haagerup property and is weakly amenable but not amenable
([Haa79c]).

Similar definitions can be made for von Neumann algebras. A von Neumann algebra
is said to be amenable (or semidiscrete) if there exists a net (®;);¢; of finite rank, com-
pletely positive normal maps .# — ./ such that sup; [|®;|l < co and ®;(x) — x strongly
for all x € 4. A discrete group G is amenable if and only if the group von Neumann
algebra £G is amenable. Here too, we can relax the finite rank condition. Let ¢ be a
normal faithful state on a von Neumann algebra .#. Then .# has the Haagerup property
(or HAP) if there exists a net (®;);e; of normal maps .# — .4 such that

®;(x) — x strongly for each x € .«
For each i € I, ®; is completely positive
sup;e; 1P;ll < oo

pod=gp
(DE.Z) is compact.

ANl o

The reader is encouraged to compare this definition with Definition 7.2.2. Here <D§.2) is
the ‘L,-implementation’ of ®;, see Section 7.1. The first three conditions overlap with
those of amenability, while the latter two should be seen as a relaxation of the finite rank
property. We note that a priori, this definition seems to depend on the choice of nor-
mal faithful state. However, by [CS15b, Theorem 5.6], the HAP is independent of such a
choice. Note that the Haagerup property is actually defined for normal faithful semifi-
nite weights in [CS15b], but we will restrict our attention to the case of states.

Let us give some background to these approximation properties. The Haagerup prop-
erty is the property that Haagerup proved for free groups in [Haa79c]. Haagerup then
used this property to prove other approximation properties for free groups. The Haagerup
property is often used as a sort of opposite to Kazhdan’s property (T): a group has both
properties if and only if it is compact. We refer to [BO08a, Chapter 12]. Another famous
result is that groups with HAP satisfy the Baum-Connes conjecture [HK01]. It was Choda
[Cho83] who gave the above definition of HAP for von Neumann algebras with a normal
faithful trace. Jolissaint [Jol02] proved that this definition does not depend on the choice
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of trace. Moreover Bannon and Fang [BF11] showed that some of the conditions in the
definition can be weakened.

For several years the study focused on finite von Neumann algebras, mainly as the
motivating examples came from discrete groups. This changed with the articles [Bral2a],
[DFY14], which established the Haagerup property for the von Neumann algebras of cer-
tain discrete quantum groups, and the paper [DFSW16], which introduced and studied
the analogous property for quantum groups themselves. A definition of the Haagerup
property for general von Neumann algebras was then given by Caspers and Skalski in
the aforementioned paper [CS15b], and a different equivalent definition was given si-
multaneously by Okayasu and Tomatsu in [OT15].

In Chapter 7, we consider the notion of relative Haagerup property (or rHAP). Such
relative properties have been studied in several group-theoretic and operator algebraic
contexts. For example relative Property (T) is key to showing that Z? x SL;(Z) does not
have the Haagerup property. In the context of tracial von Neumann algebras, the relative
Haagerup property appeared first in [Boc93] in the study of Jones’ towers associated with
irreducible finite index subfactors. It was later applied in [Pop06] as a key tool to obtain
deep structural results about algebras admitting a certain type of ‘Cartan inclusion’. The
case of Cartan subalgebras was also the first in which a definition of a relative Haagerup
property was proposed beyond finite von Neumann algebras [Ued06], [Anal3]. Notably
the latter developments took place even before the usual Haagerup property for arbi-
trary von Neumann algebras was well understood.

In Chapter 7 we propose a definition of the relative Haagerup property for general
o-finite von Neumann algebras. More precisely, we consider a unital inclusion A < .#
equipped with a faithful normal conditional expectation E 4 : 4 — .A&. Again we first
define it in terms of a fixed faithful normal state (preserved by E 4 ) but then quickly
show that it depends only on the conditional expectation in question. Much more can
be said in the case where A" is assumed to be finite; in this case the rHAP does not even
depend on the choice of conditional expectation. It is therefore an intrinsic property
of the inclusion A" < .#. We also show that in this case, one can weaken or strengthen
some of the conditions in the definition. Finally, we give several examples in cases where
M = B(F), N is finite dimensional, or .# is the amalgamated free product of two von
Neumann algebras over a common subalgebra A"



PRELIMINARIES & NOTATION

In this chapter, we will give an overview of the material needed for this thesis. We have
found the existing literature lacking in certain aspects of the theory; in particular there
seems to be no good expository text which treats embeddings of Connes-Hilsum L,-
spaces for normal semifinite faithful weights. Similarly, we have not found satisfactory
expositions of Connes-Hilsum Lj-spaces of non-unimodular locally compact groups, al-
though the appearance of Terp’s final article [Ter17] has partially filled that gap. Due to
these facts, we have chosen to give a rather extensive picture of these topics, including
even results that are not strictly necessary for the thesis. We have made an effort to in-
clude proofs or references to sources containing clear proofs for all claims that we make.
This means that Sections 2.4 and 2.6 are perhaps longer than strictly necessary. How-
ever, the hope is that these sections might be helpful for people that are not as familiar
with noncommutative Lj-spaces of general von Neumann algebras.

2.1. NOTATION AND GENERAL PRELIMINARIES

Let us first fix some general notation. We shall use the convention N = {1,2,...}. With an
isomorphism (of Banach spaces), we shall mean a linear bijection that is bounded and
whose inverse is also bounded. We write = when the isomorphism is isometric.

We use the following notation for tensor products:

* A® B for the algebraic tensor product of vector spaces.
* # &N for the von Neumann algebra tensor product.
e of ®min 9 for the minimal tensor product of C*-algebras.

* A ®, A for the Hilbert space tensor product.

The following standard result shall be used several times in this paper. The proof
follows directly from the definitions.

13



14 2. PRELIMINARIES & NOTATION

Proposition 2.1.1 (See [Con90]). Let X,Y be Banach spaces and T : X — Y a bounded
linear map. Then T* : Y* — X* is weak-*/weak-* continuous.

Let us recall the notion of completely positive maps here. Let # be a Hilbert space
and V € ZB(A) be an operator system, i.e. a norm closed, *-closed subspace containing
the identity 15#). Let M, (V) := M, (C) ® V be the space of n x n-matrices with coeffi-
cients in V. Then M, (V) has a natural ordering given by the positive cone M, (V)* :=
M, (V)N B(A™)*. Positive maps on M, (V) are then those maps on M, (V) sending
M, (V)* to itself. Now let V, W be operator systems. A map ®: V — W is called com-
pletely positive if the maps

O M, (V) — My(W),  (xi))i,j — (@(xi )i

are positive for all m > 1. More restrictively, ® is called n-positive if @ is positive for all
1 = m < n. We refer to [ER00, Chapter 5] for more information about operator systems
and completely positive maps. In this thesis, the only operator systems we will encounter
are von Neumann algebras.

2.2. PRELIMINARIES ON VON NEUMANN ALGEBRAS
For general von Neumann algebra theory we refer to [Mur90] or Takesaki’s books [Tak02],
[Tak03a], [Tak03Db].

2.2.1. OPERATOR TOPOLOGIES

As mentioned in the introduction, von Neumann algebras .# are *-subalgebras of 2(#)
that are closed under some operator topology. Since these topologies are all weaker
than the norm topology, every von Neumann algebra is a C*-algebra. There are several
topologies that work equally well to define von Neumann algebras. The most common
topologies are:

 The strong topology. This is the locally convex topology on %8(#°) determined by
the seminorms x — [ x¢||, for { € . A net (x3); in %B(H) converges to x in the
strong topology whenever x)¢ — x¢ in A for all § € A.

* The weak topology. This is the locally convex topology on %(/#°) determined by
the seminorms x — [(x¢,n)| for &,n € /. A net (x3), in .4 converges to x in the
weak topology whenever (x)¢&,n) — (x¢,n) in C for all {,n € A.

* The o-weak topology. This is the locally convex topology on %(#°) determined by
the seminorms x — |Y_,(x¢,,n,)| for sequences &,,1, € A such that ), €112 <
0, Y n IInnII2 < o0o. Anet (xy), in 4 converges to x in the o-weak topology when-
ever Y07 {(xXA&n,Mn) — X ow; (X n, My for all sequences ¢, 1, as above. As it turns
out, every von Neumann algebra has a unique predual .4, and the o-weak topol-
ogy coincides with the resulting weak-* topology on .# .

There exist also the o-strong, the strong-* and the o-strong-* topologies, but these
will rarely be used in the thesis. Note that the * in the strong-* topology refers to the
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fact that the involution is continuous, so this does not have the same meaning as the *
in the weak- * topology! For more information on all these topologies, we refer to [Tak02,
Section I1.2]. We recall here some important facts, that will be used throught the thesis
without reference. Firstly, the various topologies are related as follows:

Norm < o-strong-*+ < o-strong < o-weak
A A A
strong- * < strong <  weak

Here, "<" means that the left hand side is finer, i.e. stronger than the right hand side.
Next, we have the following facts:

* The weakly continuous and strongly continuous functionals on .# are the same.
Similarly, the o-weakly and o-strongly continuous functionals are the same.

* The weak and o-weak topology coincide on the unit ball of .#. Similarly, the
strong and o -strong topologies coincide on the unit ball of ./ .

The unit ball is compact under the weak and o-weak topologies.

* A convex subset C of B(#) is strongly closed if and only if it is weakly closed. Sim-
ilarly, it is o-strongly closed if and only if it is o-weakly closed. This is in particular
the case for linear subspaces.

A bounded operator T : 4 — ./ is called normal if it is o-weak/o-weak continuous.
This terminology should not be confused with normal weights as defined in the next
section. Categorically speaking, normal bounded operators are the ‘morphisms’ of von
Neumann algebras.

2.2.2. WEIGHTS
Weights are the noncommutative analogues of measures, and they are the cornerstone
of noncommutative integration theory.

Definition 2.2.1. A weight on avon Neumann algebra .4 isamap ¢ : .4, — [0,00] which
preserves addition and scalar multiplication with positive scalars. Associated to a weight
@ are the following sets:

p(p:{x“:uﬂ+3(l’(x)<00}
Ny ={X€M:x"XEPy}

n
* .
m(pz{in y,-.xl,...,xn,yl,...,ynEn(p}.
i=1

By [Tak03a, Lemma VIL.1.2], n,, is aleft ideal of .4 and every element of m,, can be written
as a linear combination of four elements in p,,. Hence a weight can be linearly extended
to the set m,, satisfying also ¢(x*) = @ (x). Additionally, this implies that Py SMy SNy
and that m,, is a *-subalgebra. A weight ¢ is called

i) normal if sup, ¢(x)) = @(sup, x,) for every bounded increasing net (x;); in ...
This can be viewed as an analogue of the monotone convergence theorem.
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ii) faithfulif p(x) #0forany 0 # x € 4.

iii) semifinite if p, generates ./ as a von Neumann algebra; equivalently, if n,, is o-
strongly dense in 4.

iv) tracial if p(x* x) = @(xx*) for any x € /. Tracial weights are usually denoted by 7.

For a normal semifinite weight ¢, one can construct a so-called semi-cyclic represen-
tation (1, #p, 1) by applying the GNS construction on n,. More precisely, define

Np={xen, : px"x) =0}

and consider the quotient map 7, : ny — ny/Ap. We endow ny,/ A, with the sesquilin-
ear form

N (X), M (1)) = @(y* x)

and define #, to be the Hilbert space completion of n, /.4, with respect to this inner
product. For x € ./, consider the operator given by

Tp(X) 10yl Ny =yl Ny, Np(y) = Ne(xy).
By the inequality x*a*ax < lal>x* x, this map is well-defined and bounded, hence it
extends to /. This defines a normal x-representation 7y, : 4 — 9B(7,). The assign-
ment x-§ = 7y (x)¢ gives a left action of .# on #,. In practice we often leave out 7,
in the notation, writing just x{. We remark that if ¢ is not bounded, then n, does not
contain the unit, hence we do not have a canonical cyclic and separating vector in /.

If ¢ is a moreover faithful, then the semi-cyclic representation (7, #, 1) is faithful,
and the map 7, is injective. In this thesis, we will generally only consider normal faithful
semifinite weights, as this allows for the construction of a canonical family of L,-spaces.
Moreover, these conditions are natural when considering weights as analogues of mea-
sures, as the following example shows.

Example 2.2.2. Let (X, u) be a o-finite measure space, and set .4 := Lo(X,u) to be
the commutative von Neumann algebra of (equivalence classes of) essentially bounded
functions on X. Set ¢ to be the weight on Lo, (X, 1) given by ¢(f) = [y fdp. We show
that ¢ is normal, faithful and semifinite. By standard integration theory, if f = 0, then
Jx fdp =0 if and only if f = 0 a.e., hence ¢ is faithful. Next, note that ny = Loo(X, 1) N
Ly (X, p). Itis straightforward to show that this is weak-* dense in Lo, (X, ). Hence (since
its o-strong closure is convex) it is also o-strong dense. Thus, ¢ is semifinite.

For normality, we cannot just use the monotone convergence theorem since it does
not hold for nets. Instead, we use a different characterisation of normality (see [Tak03a,
Theorem VII.1.11 (iv)]): ¢ is normal if and only if

@x)=suplw(x):we M w=@}, x€M,.

We show that this condition holds. Let f € Loo (X, ). First assume that [y fdu = oo, i.e.
f &by Since X is o-finite, we can find measurable sets A, with finite measure such that
Jx1a,fdu> n. Note here that 1,4, € L; (X, )" = .4 . Now assume that [ fdu < ooand
let € > 0. Using again o-finiteness, we find a measurable set A with u(A) < oo such that
Jx Ix\afdp < €. This shows normality.
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We will see another example of a normal faithful semifinite weight, the Plancherel
weight, in section 2.6. As it turns out, a weight with these three properties always exists.

Proposition 2.2.3. [Tak03a, Theorem VIL.2.7] Every von Neumann algebra 4 admits a
normal faithful semifinite weight.

In the remainder of the thesis, we will use the abbreviation nfs weight for a normal
faithful semifinite weight.

2.2.3. FINITE, SEMIFINITE AND 0 -FINITE VON NEUMANN ALGEBRAS

There are several ways to classify von Neumann algebras in several subcategories. We
will distinguish between von Neumann algebras of four types: finite, semifinite, o-finite
and general von Neumann algebras. This distinction depends on the existence of nfs
weights with stronger properties.

Definition 2.2.4. A von Neumann algebra is called

i) semifiniteif it has a nfs tracial weight 7.

ii) o-finite if it has a normal faithful state ¢; i.e. a normal faithful functional with
(g =1

iii) finiteif it has a normal faithful tracial state 7.

A different characterisation of a o-finite von Neumann algebras is that it has at most
countably many orthogonal non-zero projections (see [Tak02, Proposition I1.3.19]). This
explains the term ‘o -finite’.

The Tomita-Takesaki theory described in the Section 2.3 is trivial when working with
a tracial weight. Moreover, the Lj,-theory described in Section 2.4 is relatively straightfor-
ward in this case. However, even if a von Neumann algebra is semifinite (resp. finite), we
sometimes want to work with a more canonical non-tracial weight (resp. state). There-
fore Tomita-Takesaki theory can still be useful even when working with semifinite von
Neumann algebras.

2.2.4. UNBOUNDED OPERATORS

We will recall some theory of unbounded operators that we will need in the next section.
An unbounded operator on a Hilbert space J/ is a linear map x : D(T) — /¢, where D(x)
is some linear subspace of # called the domain of x. Sums and products are defined
through D(x; + x2) = D(x1) N D(x2), D(x1x2) = { € D(x2) : xo¢ € D(x1)} and the obvi-
ous operations. We say that x; € x, if D(x1) € D(x») and x,¢ = x»¢ for ¢ € D(x1). An
unbounded operator x is said to be densely defined if D(x) is dense in #; closed if the
graph G(x) = {({, x¢) : { € D(T)} is closed in A x /. An unbounded operator x is closable
if the closure G(x) is the graph of some operator. In that case, the operator with graph
G(X) is called the closure of x and denoted by [x].

If an operator x is densely defined, we set

D(x*) ={n € #:the map D(x) — C, ¢ — (x¢&,n) is bounded;.
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For each n € D(x*), there exists by the Riesz representation theorem an element x*n € #
such that (x¢,n) = (£, x*n) for all ¢ € D(x). The unbounded operator x* : D(x*) — A thus
defined is called the adjoint of x. The adjoint x* is automatically a closed operator. It is
densely defined iff x is closable, and in that case x** = [x]. We also have the following
elementary inclusions for densely defined operators x;, x2, which we will use without
reference:

e If x; + X, is densely defined, then x + x5 < (x1 + x2)*.

e If x,x; is densely defined, then x} x5 < (xpx1)*.

e If x; € xp, then x5 < x7.

We do prove the following lemma, although it is also elementary, as we will use the
results a lot.

Lemma 2.2.5. Let y be a closed operator on /€ and x € B(H). Then yx is closed. If
moreover y is densely defined, then (xy)* = y*x*.

Proof. Take ¢, € D(yx) such that (£, yx¢,) — (£,n) for some ¢,n € /. Then x¢,, — x as
x is bounded. Hence, since y is closed, we have x¢ € D(y) and yx¢,, — yx¢. This means
that { € D(yx) and n = yx¢, hence (¢,1) € G(yx) and thus yx is closed.

For the second part, we need only show that D((xy)*) € D(y* x*). Soletn € D((xy)*).
Then there is some C; > 0 such that [{y¢,x*n)| = Kxyé,m)| < Cyl¢ll for & € D(y). This
means that x*ne D(y*),i.e. ne D(y*x™"). O

An operator x is called symmetricif x < x*; it is called self-adjoint if x = x*; it is called
positiveif (x¢, &) = 0for all £ € D(x). A self-adjoint operator satisfies the spectral theorem,
i.e. there is a projection-valued measure y* on R, mapping Borel sets to the correspond-
ing eigenspaces, such that x = [ Ady*.

Now let .4 be a von Neumann algebra acting on a Hilbert space /. An unbounded
operator x on J# with polar decomposition x = u|x| is affiliated with .4 if u € .4 and
X3, € A for every bounded set E < o (x); equivalently, if x commutes with every unitary
operator in .#'. The set of all closed, densely operators affiliated with .# will be denoted
by ..

2.3. TOMITA-TAKESAKI THEORY AND SPATIAL DERIVATIVES

2.3.1. TOMITA-TAKESAKI THEORY

Let ¢ be a nfs weight on a von Neumann algebra .# . Tomita-Takesaki theory is the anal-
ysis of the structure of the semi-cyclic representation (7, #, 1) obtained through the
adjoint mapping. We give here a rather short overview of the terms we need, since the
details of the underlying theory are not very relevant to this thesis.

Since ¢ is faithful, 7, is nothing but the identity mapping. Hence we may consider

ny mn;:, as a subset of 7, on which the antilinear map Sy : x — x* is well-defined. n,, mnj;,

is a so-called left Hilbert algebra (cf. [Tak03a, Chapter VI, Theorem VII.2.6]), although we
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will avoid using that terminology whenever possible.

As proved in the mentioned reference, the map Sy is closable, and we define its clo-
sure by S. The antilinear operator S is densely defined; thus, we can define its antilinear
adjoint S*, satisfying (S* f, g) = (Sg, f). We write S = ](/,A(},,/2 to be the polar decomposi-
tion of S. The operator J, is called the modular conjugation. It is an antilinear isometry
satisyfing ]3, = I. The operator A, is called the modular operator with respect to ¢. It is

a positive self-adjoint operator satisfying A, = $*S and A;l =S8S5%, i.e.
Mo f,8)=(Sg, S (A,'f,8)=(5"g S .
By the main theorem of Tomita-Takesaki theory [Tak03a, Theorem VI.1.19], we have
JpMJy=M" Ny MN =M, tER.

Thanks to this result, we can define an automorphism group a(f (x) = AfptxA;," ! known as
the modular automorphism group. By [Tak03a, Theorem VIIIL.1.2], it satisfies ¢ o O'(f = .
Moreover, the relation J,. 4 ]y = M " allows us to define a right multiplication action of
A on FE, by setting ¢ - x := J,x* J,¢. When the weight ¢ is clear, we will leave out the
reference to ¢ and just write J, A and ;. As we will see in the next section, there are also
other ways to implement the modular automorphism group.

The centralizer of a von Neumann algebra with respect to a nfs weight ¢ is given by
MP={xeM:0¥(x)=xVIER).

If ¢ is a normal faithful state (meaning that .# is o-finite), then by [Tak03a, Theorem
VIIIL.2.6] we have the equivalent characterisation

MP={xeM:p(xy)=p(yx)Vye M}
There is an analogous, but slightly more complicated characterisation for nfs weights.

However we will only use the centralizer in the state case.

Of special importance are those x € .# for which the mapping ¢ — U‘f(x) extends an-
alytically to an entire function z — o? (x). These elements are called analytic elements,
and the set of analytic elements with respect to ¢ is denoted by .4 . By [Tak03a, Lemma
VIII1.2.3], .4 is a 0-weakly dense *-subalgebrain .#, and o satisfies the expected arith-
metic properties; let us only emphasize the property o (x*) = 0? (x)*. Analytic elements
satisfy the following commutation relation. We have not been able to find a proof in the
literature, hence we provide it here for convenience of the reader.

Proposition 2.3.1. Letx € ./ and a€R. Then
fo;, c Agait(x).
Proof. Letus write A:=Ay. Take { € D(xA?) = D(A?). We claim that, for each n € D(A%),

(0ia(X)&,A%) = (xA%E,n).
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From the claim, we conclude that the map 1 — (0;,(x)¢,A%n), n € D(A?) is bounded,
and hence g;4(x)¢é € D((A%)*) = D(A%). Taking A% to the other side, we moreover find
A% ;4(x)€ = xA%E, which finishes the proof.

Let us now prove the claim. Denote D, = {z € C: —a < Im(z) < 0} and set «/p,(F) to
be all bounded and continuous functions f : D, — # that are analytic on D,. Now, the
function z — A% is in o, (F€) by (the proof of) [Tak03a, Lemma VI.2.3]. Since x is a
bounded operator, the function z — xAiZE is also in «/p, (7). Hence, for all n € A, the
function z — (xA#Z¢, n) is in «/p, (C) (this is a standard result for Banach-valued analytic
functions).

Now fix some 1) € D(A%). As above, the function z — A*nis in o, (F€). By a straight-
forward noncommutative variant of the product rule, the function z — o_;(x*)A¥n is
also in o/p, (#). Hence, the function z — (0, (x)¢, Aizn) = (¢, U_z(x*)AiZT]) isin ofp, (C).
We have now proved that the functions

z2— (XAE,m); 2= (0 ()& APD)
are both in «/p, (C). But for ¢ € R we have
(- (& A ) = (Ao _ ()&, m) = (xATTE ).

Hence the functions coincide on R; but then they must coincide on D,. Fillingin z = —ia
proves the claim. O

A further useful subset of .7 is the Tomita algebra 7, - Itis defined as
Tp={xe My 0% (x)en,nng,z€Ch

Note that ‘our’ Tomita algebra 9, is defined differently from the Tomita algebra ao as de-
fined in [Tak03a, p. 99]; but by [Tak03a, Equation (5)] we have ap € 9. Hence J, is also
a o-weakly dense *-subalgebra of .#, see [Tak03a, Theorem V1.2.2]. Moreover, 1,(J)
is dense in /. By taking a suitable approximation of the unity, one can prove the same
statements for ?/—(pz (see [Ter82, Lemma 9], [Cas13, Appendix A]).

Finally, let us recall the notion of standard form. A quadruple (M, .77, J, P) of a von
Neumann algebra .4 on a Hilbert space ./, an antilinear isometric involution J : /4 —
/€ and a selfdual cone P in # is called a standard form of ./ if

L Juj=4

2. JxJ =x" for all x € Z(M), the center of .4,

3. J¢é=C¢foralléeP

4. xJxJ(P)c Pforallxe #.

By [Haa75, Theorem 1.6], the quadruple (., 76, ]y, Jé’; ) is a standard form, where

Hy = {xUpx]y) | XE M} S T

The main result about standard forms is that they are unique in a rather strong sense:
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Proposition 2.3.2. [Haa75, Theorem 2.3] Let (M, 7, ], P) and (M, 7, ], P) be two stan-
dard forms and assume that there is a *-isomorphism ® : 4 — 4. Then there exists a
unique unitary u: /£ — F2 such that ®(x) = uxu* forallxe 4 and J = uju*, P = u(P).

2.3.2. SPATIAL DERIVATIVES

In this section, we fix a von Neumann algebra .# represented on a Hilbert space ./,
and let .#' be the corresponding commutant. The spatial derivative Z—jz is a self-adjoint
positive (unbounded) operator on . corresponding to a pair of weights ¢ on .4 and y
on .#'. It functions as a noncommutative analogue of the Radon-Nikodym derivative of
measures, and it is an important tool in the construction and analysis of noncommuta-
tive Ly-spaces. Spatial derivatives were originally introduced by Connes in [Con80], but
we will mostly refer to the more detailed works [Ter81] and [Tak03a, Section IX.3]. We
will give here the basic construction, without going into too much detail.

Let us fix a nfs weight v on .#', and let (my,#,1y) be the corresponding semi-
cyclic representation. For ¢ € /7, we define the operator

RV (&) :nyny) = A,  RY(Eny () = yé.

We say that ¢ is w-bounded if RY () extends to a bounded operator /5, — .#. We de-
note by D(#,vy) the set of -bounded vectors in /. Note that when A = 7, RY (&) is
simply a right multiplication operator.

Now let ¢ € D(A,y), y € 4 and z € ny,. Then
YRV (Ony(2) = yz$ = RV (Ony (y2) = RY Oy (1)ny (2),

hence yRY (£) = R ({)my (y) forall y € .4'. By taking adjoints, we also find 7, (y) RV (§)* =
RY(&)*yforall y e .#'. Hence, the operator RY (§) R (¢)* commutes with .#" and thus it
isin /.

Now let ¢ be a normal semifinite weight on .#. By [Tak03a, Theorem IX.3.8], there

exists a unique positive self-adjoint operator Z—$ such that

2

d 1/2
PRYORY (") = H(ﬁ) ¢l Ve DA, y): RY (R (E)" € py. (2.3.1)

Definition 2.3.3. The operator Z—i determined by 2.3.1 is called the spatial derivative
with respect to ¢ and v.

Example 2.3.4. Let .« = B(H). Then #' = C1 5, where 1 % denotes the identity opera-
tor on /. Hence the only non-zero semifinite weights on .#' are the positive functionals
W(Alz) = al, a>0. Now take (A1) = A. We have .#, = Cl 7 and RV ({)A1l., = AL.
Hence, |RY ()|l = €]l 7, and D(A,w) = #. Through a straightforward calculation, one
finds that RY (&)*n = (1, &) 717 and RY () RY (£)* is the rank 1 operator n — (1, &) #€.
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Now let ¢ € B(HA);. Let d, € S1(A)* be the corresponding operator such that

@(x) = tr(dyx) for x € B(A). We will show that Z—:Z =dy. Let { € A and assume that
[I€]l = 1. Let (¢;); be an orthonormal basis for . where &é; = . Then we have

PRV R ()" =tr(dyR(ORY (") =) (dpRY )RV ()"§1,6i) = (dyd, &)

by definition of RY (&) RY (¢)*. Hence, we find 3—5 =dy.

Example 2.3.5. For this example, we look at matrix amplifications of a von Neumann
algebra. Let ./ be represented on #, let ¥ be some nfs weight on .#4’, and let n > 1.
Then M, (.#) is naturally represented on ", and in this case M, (%) = 1&.4'. We
endow M, (/)" with the nfs weight " := Tr®y where the trace is normalised, in other
words, " (1®y) = ¥(y). Now nyn(1®y) = 1®ny(y), nyn = 1@ ny and Hyn = 1 H5,
with (1®¢,1®17) Hogn = (x, ) oy It follows by a straightforward check that D(A#",¢") =
D(#,y)" and RV )1 @) = (RY" (£)0); for & = ()i € DA™, y™) and 1®( € Hyn.
Moreover, one finds that RY" ©O*n=1¢ Z;‘zl RY (¢))*n; forne #". Hence,

n
RV ORV O =Y RYEIRVEN ;| = RYENIRYEN™ijn.

j=1 i

We will continue this calculation in the proof of Proposition 2.5.4.

We will calculate the spatial derivative in another concrete case in Proposition 2.6.7.
Next, we will state some of the properties of spatial derivatives, namely the ones that we
will need in thesis. For the following, we refer to [Ter81, Theorem III.14]:

dpr+gz) _dpr  dgpz
= dw  dr 2.3.2)

and J . J
a9 x) _ 4P xewt (2.3.3)
ay dy
where x-¢-x*(y) = ¢(x* yx). Here ¢, ¢1, @2 are normal semifinite weights on .#. More-
over, it turns out that spatial derivatives implement the modular automorphism group:

if (1) is a nfs Weight on ,/ﬂ, then
d(p )” ( d([)

We refer to [Tak03a, Theorem IX.3.8]. This fact will be used repeatedly without reference.
We also get the following commutation relation for analytic elements:

—ir
o(f(x):( ) , xe M, teR.

t t
x(Z—i) Q(Z_Z) o), xeMateR. 2.3.4)

The proof is the same as that of Proposition 2.3.1, after replacing all instance of A by ZT(’;.
Remark 2.3.6. Let ¢ be some nfs weight on .4 and assume that /# = #,. Then there is

some weight 7 on .#' such that the modular operator A,, is equal to the spatial derivative

Z—;’j; this v is the so-called opposite weight of ¢. We refer to [Con80, Proof of Theorem 9].
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2.4. NONCOMMUTATIVE LP—SPACES CORRESPONDING TO VON
NEUMANN ALGEBRAS

As we have mentioned before, the theory of von Neumann algebras is considered to be
a noncommutative analogue of measure theory. Hence, it makes sense to attempt to
construct a scale of Banach spaces that satisfy general properties of classical Lj,-spaces.
Indeed, the fact that a von Neumann algebra admits a predual and a standard form al-
ready gives us plausible candidates for L;- and Ly- spaces. We will see that indeed, the
L;- and L,-spaces below are isomorphic to these.

In most cases, the noncommutative L,-space is constructed as a space of closed
densely defined unbounded operators. However, this creates difficulties when defin-
ing sums and products of elements in L,. Indeed, the sum or product of closed densely
defined operators need not be closed again. A subtle part of the theory deals with the
problem of showing that sums and products of elements are closable; once this is done,
one simply defines addition and multiplication by taking closures of the corresponding
sum and product operators. Such sums and products are called the strong sum resp.
strong product, and are denoted by [x + y] and [xy].

We will start by considering the relatively simple case of noncommutative L,-spaces
with respect to a trace 7. In this case, the L,-spaces are contained in .#, the space of
closed densely defined affiliated operators. If we consider instead a nfs weight ¢, then
the construction of a suitable scale of L,-spaces becomes significantly more compli-
cated. For instance, the triangle inequality is no longer true if we would just take the
tracial definition, as mentioned in the introduction. Haagerup [Haa79a] was the first to
propose a construction of noncommutative Lj,-spaces with respect to a nfs weight. His
solution was to consider the crossed product, and use the trace that comes with it. Later,
Hilsum [Hil81] defined Ljy-spaces of unbounded operators on the Hilbert space that
the von Neumann algebra is represented on, using Connes’ spatial derivatives [Con80]
which we define in Section 2.3.2. This is called the Connes-Hilsum construction. How-
ever, he was only able to prove that sums of elements in L, are closable after first con-
structing an isometric isomorphism between his Lj-spaces and that of Haagerup. Later
still, Kosaki [Kos84] defined Lj-spaces for normal faithful states by using complex in-
terpolation. He proved that these L),-spaces are isomorphic to the ones considered be-
fore, thus giving access to interpolation methods to prove boundedness results of oper-
ators on Lp. Terp [Ter82] and Izumi [Izu97] generalised this construction to general nfs
weights; we will call this the Kosaki-Terp-Izumi construction.

We will give the Connes-Hilsum and Kosaki-Terp-Izumi constructions here. We will
not use the Haagerup construction. However, it should be noted that this construction
is essential in proving properties of the other constructions; it is the foundation which
made the other constructions possible.
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2.4.1. THE TRACIAL CASE

We give the construction of the tracial case mostly to give some intuition. The idea is
to take the tracial weight as a replacement for integration over some measure. Let .4 <
PB(A) be avon Neumann algebra, and let 7 be a nfs tracial weight on .#. We can extend
7 to ./ as follows: if x is a positive self-adjoint operator affiliated to .#, then we set

7(x) =sup7(xjy ;)
neN

where )(ﬁ),n] is the spectral projection of x. The definition of the L,-space is now remark-
ably simple.

Definition 2.4.1. Fix 1 < p < oco. The noncommutative L,-space with respect to 7 is
defined as

Ly(M,7):={x€ M :T(x|") < o0}.

For x € L, (4, 1), we set
lxll, = 7(1xIP)!P.

We simply set Loo (M) = A .

It is possible to define a space of 7-measurable operators (an analogue of the mea-
surable functions of a measure space) together with a so-called measure topology, in
which every Lj,-space continuously embeds as a closed subspace. Using the proper-
ties of T-measurable operators, one can prove that sums and products of elements in
L, (4, 7) are closable. With respect to strong sum and product, the L,-norms satisfy the
Minkowski and Hélder inequalities. This makes (L, (.#,1), - ll) into a Banach space
with respect to strong sums. The set {x € .4 : T(|x]) < oo} is dense in L, (.#, 1) for each
1 = p < oo, and the Ly-spaces satisfy the usual duality relations. For these facts, we refer
to [Nel74].

2.4.2. THE CONNES-HILSUM CONSTRUCTION

In this section, we consider a nfs weight ¥ on .#’. We will start by introducing the no-
tion of y-homogeneous operators and defining an ‘integral’ for (—1)-homogeneous op-
erators.

Let y € R. A closed densely defined operator x on # is called y-homogeneous with
respect to y if, for all y € (.#")!/ (i.e. analytic elements with respect to ),

yxc xall.!;(y). (2.4.1)

We denote by JZY the set of all y-homogeneous (hence closed, densely defined) opera-
tors. In [Con80] a different but equivalent definition is used (see [Ter82, p. 339]).

Lemma2.4.2. i) Ifx) € My, X, € My, such that x,x, is closable, then [x1x,] is ay; +
y2-homogeneous operator.

ii) Ifx isy-homogeneous, then x* is alsoy-homogeneous.
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Proof. For part i), it is easy to see that x; x, satisfies (2.4.1). But then [x; x2] must sat-
isfy (2.4.1) as well. For part ii), take y € (.#')%. Then also U’fl.y(y*) € («")Y, hence

U‘fl.y(y*)x < xy*. By taking adjoints and applying Lemma 2.2.5, we get
yx*c(xy*)* c (allf;/(y*)x)* = x*aiy(y).
This shows that x* is y-homogeneous. O

Note that the 0-homogeneous operators are precisely operators affiliated with ./, i.e.
My = M. By [Tak03a, Theorem IX.3.11] (using the equivalent notion of y-homogeneity),
the self-adjoint positive (—1)-homogeneous operators are precisely the d—iﬁ for normal
semifinite weights ¢ on .. This implies that if x is a (—~1/p)-homogeneous operator,
then we must have |x|? = Z—;’; for some normal semifinite weight ¢ on .. We will later
define the noncommutative L,-space to be a subspace of the (—1/p)-homogeneous op-
erators.

Now let x be a self-adjoint positive (—1)-homogeneous operator. Then we define the
integral with respect to y as

fxdw = (1),

where ¢ is the (unique) normal semifinite weight on .4 such that x = Z—:z. Remark the
similarity of this formula to the property of the Radon-Nikodym derivative.

Definition 2.4.3. Let 1 be a nfs weight on .4’ and 1 < p < co. The noncommutative
L,-space with respect to v is defined as

Ly (M, p):= {xeﬂ_l/p:flxlpdw < oo}.

1/p
Il = (f|x|’°dw) .

For p =00, we set Loo (M, W) = M .

For x € L, (M, y) we set

Let us now fix a nfs weight ¥ on .#’. The following lemma is a slight generalisation
of [Hil81, Theorem 4 (1)], and we will need it several times:

Lemma 2.4.4. Letx€ L, (M, ) andyeﬂ_l/p suchthatx<y. Theny=x¢€ Ly(M,y).

Proof. Let up and T be as defined in [Ter81, IV.(7) and IV.(8)]. By [Ter81, Corollary IV.6],
ug(x® TYP)uy is in the Haagerup L,-space; in particular, it is T-measurable (see [Ter81,
Definition 1.14]) on the crossed product A := .4 x5 R. By [Ter81, Corollary IV.7], u; (y®
TYPyuy € N . Moreover, us(x® TYPyuy < us(y® TY'PYuy, hence it follows from the def-
inition that u; (y ® TYPyuy is also T-measurable. But then, by [Ter81, Corollary 1.15], we
have uj (x® T''P)ug = u (y ® T'P)uy. Hence by [Ter81, Corollary IV.7], x = y. O
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We summarise some properties of L, (.#,v) in the following proposition. They can
be found in [Ter81, Section IV]; the proofs all use the passage to the Haagerup construc-
tion. In particular for part ii) this seems to be the only viable path to a proof.

Proposition 2.4.5. Let x,y € L, (4, y) and z € Ly(M,y), where % + % = % and 1 <
p,q, 1 <oo. Then we have

) x*€Lp(M,p) and || x*|p=xlp.

ii) x+ y is densely defined and closable, and [x+ y] € Ly, p) with||[x+ylllp <lxlp+
lyllp. Ly, p) isa Banach space with respect to strong sums.

iii) xz is densely defined and closable, [xz] € L. (., y) and the (generalized) Hélder's
inequality holds: ||[xz]|l; < x| zll4.

iv) The integral can be linearly extended to all of L (4, ), and if r = 1, then [[xz]dy =
Slzxldw.

v) If r =1 and q > 1, then Ly(M,p) is isometrically isomorphic to the dual space of
Ly (M, p) through the pairing(a, b) p,q = [labldy for a€ L,(4,y), b€ Ly(M, ).

Remark 2.4.6. The first part of Proposition 2.4.5 iv) is implicitly used, but not proven
in [Ter81]. This fact uses parts i) and ii) and Lemma 2.4.4 (or [Hil81, Theorem 4 (1)]).
Indeed, the operator a + a* is a priori only symmetric; but since it is in L; (4, ) and
its adjoint is in L) (4, ), by Lemma 2.4.4 we must have (a + a*)* = a+ a*. This shows
that every element is the sum of two self-adjoint elements. Now let x € L; (.4,y) be
self-adjoint with polar decomposition x = u|x| = |x|u. Then u = p — g, for two projec-
tions p, g € ./ with orthogonal ranges (namely p = x{" o), 4 = X{0.00))- Hence, we have
px = pulx| = plx|] 2 0 and gx = —qlx| = 0. Hence x = px + gx expresses x as a linear
combination of two positive operators.

Notation 2.4.7. Part iv) of Proposition 2.4.5 tells us that the integral satisfies a tracial
property on the scale {L,(/,y) : 1 < p < oo} (with respect to the strong product). This
justifies the following notation, which we will use throughout the thesis for ease of writ-
ing:

Tr(x)::fxdu/, xe L (4, v).

In all situations where this is used, the nfs weight v on .#' will be fixed, so the lack of
reference to y will not lead to any confusion.

We now prove a concrete expression for the identification Ly (4, y)" = 4} .

Proposition 2.4.8. Let ¢ € 4. Then we have

(92 =p,  xeu
dwx =¢(x), X .

In other words, if we define for x € L1 (M, y) the corresponding element in M, by ¢ (y) =
Tr(xy), then @ apiay = ¢



2.4. NONCOMMUTATIVE L])-SPA(ZL’S CORRESPONDING TO VON NEUMANN ALGEBRAS 27

Proof. Note first that Z—://j x is automatically closed by Lemma 2.2.5, so that the statement

makes sense. Now assume that x is positive and write x = y*y for y € 4. Then, by
Proposition 2.4.5 iv) and (2.3.3) we have

d ) ( dy *) ( (yd. l//'y*)) *

xl= Rk VL [ ) Ak AR [ = i

r( 1//x r|y y T oy y) =dx)

For general x € ./, the result follows by taking linear combinations. O

Remark 2.4.9. Another fact that follows through the identification with Haagerup L,-
spaces is that the noncommutative L,-spaces do not depend on the choice of nfs weight
w. More precisely, if ¥ is another nfs weight on .#’, then there exists an isometric iso-
morphism

Ly( M, ) — L,(M,F), 1<p<oo.

Remark 2.4.10. If v is non-tracial and p # g, then L, (4, y) N Ly(4,y) = {0}; more
generally, we have .4y, Ny, = {0} if y1 #v».

Remark 2.4.11. L,(#,y) may also be defined in the same way for 0 < p < 1. Itis not a
normed space though. All we shall need in the thesis, in particular in the construction
of L,-modules in Chapter 5, are the following properties for % <= p <1. Letg,rsuch
that % + % = %. Then a product of elements in Lg(A,p) and L, (A, ) is in Ly (A, ).
Moreover, the square root of a positive element in L, (4, v) is in L, (A, ).

Our next goal is to construct embeddings from a suitable subset of .4 into Ly (.4, )

for 1 = p < co. We fix now a nfs weight ¢ on .# and write D, := Z—$ and Ly(4) =
Ly, (4, ) for notational convenience. The proof of the next proposition is an adaptation
of [Cas13, Proposition 2.21 (1)].

1-0 0
Proposition 2.4.12. Letx € 3—(’)2, 0€l0,1] and1 < p <oo. Then Dw’” xDq’; is closable and
1-0 0
D, xD} | €Ly(t0).

1/p
¢

Ly (4, y). So by Lemma 2.2.5 and Proposition 2.4.5 i), we also have Di,/px = (x*D;,/p)* =
[x* Dy P1* € Ly (Mt ) for p=2.

Proof. From [Ter82, Theorem 26], we know that for p = 2, thlp/p isclosableand [xD,, "] €

Now write x = ab, a,b € J,. Assume that 0 = % Let us use the notation -’ for the
strong product. By using (2.3.4) in the first inequality and Proposition 2.4.5 iii) in the
last,

1 1

10 0 1
- > 2p 2p 2p
r Xth c Dq,pUie—;/z (ab)Dq,’” c Dq,p (Tl..c)f;/z (a)-

D,

Uie—Tl/z(b)Dj”]
€ Lop( M) Lop (M) S Lp(M).

Hence,

Hie;;/z(b)D(f,i”

1-0 a\* 1 *
(D(p” xD(Z) Q(D(;plfig—l/z(d)' ) €L,(M).
P
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1-0 0 1-0

-0 0\* L] [
’ xDq’i is densely defined, so Dq,” xD(Z is closable. Then D(pp xD(Z and

(7]
its adjoint must be (—1/p)-homogeneous by Lemma 2.4.2. Now by Lemma 2.4.4, we get

IE NS 1-0 120 g\**
(Dq,” xD(z) € Ly(,v). Hence by Proposition 2.4.5 i), = (D(p” xD(Z) €

Thus, (D

0
p p
D(/, xD(p

Ly(4). Nowlet 0 < 1. Then,
1-6 oy* 0\*  1=0 0 1-6

p p p P _ P Ep P
(D(p xD(p) Q(xD(p) D, =Dyx D, .

By what we have just proved, the right hand side is closable and we have

10 0y* [ 1-0
(D(p” xD(z) 2 |Dyx"D,’ | € Ly(M).
I )
Hence by the same arguments as before, we conclude that D,” xD,, is closable and
1-0
' 0/p
[D(p” xDy " | € Ly(AL). O

We recall that D;‘, is injective and self-adjoint for a € [0, 1]. Since ker(x*) = ran(x)* for
unbounded operators x, we find that Dg also has dense range. This proves the injectivity
statement in the following definition:

Definition 2.4.13. For 1 < p <ooand 6 € [0, 1] we define the injective embeddings
0 JE ]
Kp:¢°72—>L,,(JM,1;/); X— w” xD£

e D

As a corollary of Lemma 2.4.4, or directly from [Hil81, Theorem 4 (1)], we have the
following strengthening of (2.3.4):

K?,(x):Kz,(U(fei, (),  xeJTf, 0,0'€(0,1]. (2.4.2)
P

In some cases, the assignment of K(Z can be extended to larger spaces.

is closable and

1
Proposition 2.4.14. i) Let2 < p <oo and® = 1. Then for x € ny, xD,

1
p
xD(p

€ LP(JZ , ). Hence, we can extend K}, ong.

ii) Letl<p<ocoandf = %, orlet2 < p<ooand0 € (0,1]. Then for a,b € n,, the element
1-0 /]

D, a*|bD,

" is closable and its closure is in L, (., y). Hence, by linearity, we can

0
extendx p oM.

Proof. Part i) is proven in [Ter82, Theorem 23 & 26]. Now let x = a*b, a,b € ny. Then
1-6 ]

bD(E is closable and its closure is in

Ly (A, ). This proves part ii). O

by Proposition 2.4.5 i), iii) and part i), Dq,” a*
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We will see in the next subsection that the images of the embeddings are dense for
p <2, see Proposition 2.4.25. For p = 2 and 0 = 1, this can be proven directly.

Proposition 2.4.15. [Ter82, Theorem 23] We have

Il Ly = Inp Dl xEn,.

Moreover, K% (ny) is dense in Ly (A ,y); hence, the map 1y (x) — K%(x) extends to a unitary
t]ﬁ(p - L2 (-/%) 1//) .

Proposition 2.4.16. [1er82, Theorem 26] Let2 < p < oco. Then K}j(n(p) isdensein L, (M, ).

Let us now consider the extension of operators on .# to the L,-spaces. The next
proposition is a special case of [H]X10, Remark 5.6].

Proposition 2.4.17. Let T : 4 — M be a positive @-preserving map. Then T extends to a
bounded positive map TP : Ly, ) — Lp(M,y) for 1 = p <oo satisfying
1 1
TV (3(x) =x5(T(x), xem,.

Remark 2.4.18. A map T satisfying the conditions of Proposition 2.4.17 is automatically
normal; this is a special case of [H]X10, Proposition 5.4].

Notation 2.4.19. Justified by Proposition 2.4.5 ii), iii) and Proposition 2.4.12 we will sim-
1-6 2]

ply denote x + y, xy and D(p7 zD(g for the strong sum and strong product for the rest of
the thesis, whenever we are in one of the cases described above.

In this notation, we can use the previous results to deduce, for x,y€ # and 1 < p <
00,2 < (g <oo:

1
Kz(x)* = K};e (x®), K%(x)Kl,(y) = K;/Z(xy). (2.4.3)

We leave the details to the reader.

2.4.3. INTERPOLATION OF NONCOMMUTATIVE Lp -SPACES AND THE KOSAKI
TERP-1ZUMI CONSTRUCTION

Let us first recall some theory on compatible couples and interpolation. A compatible
couple is a pair of Banach spaces (Ay, A;) together with continuous inclusions iy : Ag —
A, i1 : A} — Ainto some Hausdorff topological vector space A. We will identify A; and
ij(Aj) and suppress the embeddings iy, 7; in our notation. Given a compatible couple
(Ap, A1), one can define a sum space Ay + A; € A and an intersection space Agn A; € A.
These are Banach spaces when endowed with the norms

%Il A+ 4, :=inf{llall o, + 1Dl 4, : x = a+ b}; lxll agna, := max{llx|l ag, | X1l 4;}-

The complex interpolation functor yields Banach spaces [Ag, A1l S Ap + Ay forn e
[0, 1] called interpolation spaces. We refer to [BL76] or [Cas13] for the construction. We
have a contractive, dense inclusion Ag N Ay € [Ag, A1l for 0 = <1 ([BL76, Theorem
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4.2.2]).

Let (By, B1) be another compatible couple. Two maps T; : A; — B;, i =0,1 are called
compatible morphisms if Tp and T) agree on Ap N A;. In that case, there exists a unique
extension T : Ag + A; — By + B;. This extension restricts to a map Tj, : [Ao, A1l —
[Bo, B11y), which satisfies the Riesz-Torin inequality:

Tyl < I Tl Ty |7, (2.4.4)

Let us now fix a von Neumann algebra .# with nfs weight ¢. The goal is to embed
the spaces .# and .#. into some common Hausdorff topological vector space (in our
case, a Banach space) such that (.#,.#.) becomes a compatible couple. It turns out that
there are several ways to do this; indeed, every z € C gives a different compatible couple
structure. The values z € [—%, %] correspond to the values of 6 € [0, 1] from the previous

chapter, as we will see later.
We first define an ‘intersection’, i.e. a map from a subspace of .4 to .#.. For z € C
(called the interpolation parameter), let
Loy =ixe 39 e M. st.Ya,beTy: 9P (a*b) = (my(x)JA* Ny (@), JA "0, (b))}

By [1zu97, Proposition 2.3], we have 9,2 € L(;). This means that L) is in particular o-
weakly dense in .#. We now endow L ;) with the intersection norm

Il 1, = max{lixll.«, 1P ..}

With this norm, L, is a Banach space. Next, we define contractive injections
iéé)ZL(z)—'./ﬂ,xHx; i{z)IL(z)ﬁaﬂ*,X'—'([)gcz).

Here injectivity of iia follows from the density of 74, (J) in #,. Considering the (re-
striction of) the adjoint maps for interpolation parameter —z, we get the outer arrows in
the following diagram:

Ly > L) > L.
iiz\ /uéo”)*
M

By [[zu97, Theorem 2.5], the outer arrows commute; this implies in particular the injec-
tivity of (i{_Z))* , since injectivitiy of the bottom arrows is clear. This yields a compatible
couple (4, #.). By [1zu97, Corollary 2.13], we have

() ) N GG () = (5P 0iP (L)

In other words, if one suppresses again the embeddings in the notation, we have .4 n
./ﬂ* = L(z).
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Definition 2.4.20. For ze€ C and 1 < p < oo, we define
LP (M) = (M, M) 1) S L

For p = oo, we set L2 (M) = (l( )" (40). Moreover, we set z( D Ly — L(Z) () to be the
canonical embedding of the intersection space in the 1nterp01at10n spaces

We note that for p = 1, we get L(lz) ) = (i%?)* () by density of iﬁz) (Lz)) in Ms;
see [[zu97, Proposition 2.4] and [BL76, Theorem 4.2.2].

As it turns out, the Banach spaces L(,,Z) (#) are isomorphic for different values of z;
however, it should be stressed that the spaces L, are still different in general.

Theorem 2.4.21. [Iz197, Theorem 3.8] Let 1 < p < oo and z = t+ si,z' = t' +§'i for
t,t',s,s' €R. Then there exists an isometric isomorphism

Up 2, L () — L ()

ag2.
such that forx € 7 5.

Up 2,0 (P () =i (0, rot x)). (2.4.5)

L—(s'-s)

We now focusonthecasez=te [—%, %]. The previous theorem is summarised in the
following commutative diagram:

(1)

T —— LY (M)
lgi”,/ lUp,(t’,t)
i )

T2 —— Ly ()

We construct isomorphisms between the Connes-Hilsum construction and the above
Kosaki-Terp-Izumi construction. We will need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.4.22. Forxe€ L) and a,b € 9, we have

@@ b) =01, (D)x0 1 _ (@) (2.4.6)
If moreover x € Ly Ny, then fory € I2

(t) (y) = (p(gl,(%ﬂ) (¥ x). (2.4.7)
Proof. Letx € Ly and a, b € 9. By [Tak03a, VIIL(5)],
(t) 1 1
(a*b) = (mp(x)]AZThp(U,'(%_t)(a))JAZThp(Ui(%H)(b)))
= (p(X)SN¢ (01 _1y(@), SNp(0;(1 4 (D))

= <n(p(xo-l(t_,)(a )) n(p(U_l( +t)(b ))>
:‘P(Ui(én)(b)xai(t—%)(a ).
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This proves (2.4.6). Now assume that moreover x € m,. Then we can apply [Tak03a,
Lemma VIII.2.5 (ii)] to obtain from the previous calculation:

0@ b) =01, ) (D)x0 1@ =0y, (@ b)),
This proves (2.4.7). O

Proposition 2.4.23. For x € Ly (4, V), set ¢y : y — Tr(xy) to be the corresponding func-
tional in M. Then for x € 37,,2 and@ € [0,1], we have

30
) = Px

Proof. Letye J, (pz' Using subsequently Proposition 2.4.5 iv) twice, (2.4.2), again Propo-
sition 2.4.5 iv), Proposition 2.4.15 and (2.4.7), we get:

) = Tr(D;,’eng Y= Tr(Dg,y . D;]’Gx) =Tr(x- DZyD;,*e) =Tr(xDy0ia-6) ()
= Tr(Déai(l,g) » -xDé,) = <XD(,%;,01'(1—0) (y)*Dq%))Lz(uﬂ)
= (10, 1@ 100N = 9100 WD =0 .
By o-weak density of J, (/)2 in ./, the result follows. O

Proposition 2.4.24. Let1<p<ooandt€[-1,3]. Set0 = § — t. There exists an isometric

isomorphism dbg) : Lg) (M) — Lp(A,p) such that, for x € 9(5,
@ . ;04— 10

(Dp iy (x) kp(x). (2.4.8)

Proof. For p =1, we set @g) : ¢p — x. By Proposition 2.4.23, we have for x € 3—(;,2:

) (01" () = @) () = @) (@ 0,)) = K] ().

-3

b 2 ) —

For p > 1, [Cas13, Proposition 2.21 (2)] gives an isometric isomorphism ®,:L

-1
L, (M, y) satisfying i,(7 2 (x) K, (x) for x € 7.2 Now we can compose with the isomor-
phism from Theorem 2.4.21 to get an isometric isomorphism

). .10
©)) = @poU, 1 Ly (M) — Ly( A, ).

By applying (2.4.5) and (2.4.2) we get, for x € J,

_1
(U, g 5 ) = @iy * (02 (1) = K} 001 (0) = K 0.
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Letf€[0,1] and set ¢ = % —0. Using Proposition 2.4.24, we can construct an interpo-
lation structure corresponding to 8 in the Connes-Hilsum picture. First, for 1 < p < oo,
we can extend K‘Z to Ly by setting

5 =0 (P ().

The maps K% then describe the inclusion of the intersection space Ly in the interpola-
tion spaces L, (£ G). The 0-embeddings .# — L( o L, y) — LE‘_ ;) are described as
follows in the Connes-Hilsum picture. If y € L; (4, ), it acts on L_; simply by restric-
tion:

WXdLe, Ly = Py (x) =Tr(yx).

-1’
If ye 4, itacts on L_p as follows:

GO 1oy =i ) =Tr(yx) 0 (x)).

(=1

With these embeddings, (#, L, (.#,w¥)) becomes a compatible couple. We will denote
this compatible couple structure by (., L1 (.4,))g. Its interpolation spaces are isomor-
phic to L, (.4, ), and the embeddings mapping the intersection L) into the L,-spaces
are given by K‘Z,.

Let us now focus on density results. By general interpolation theory, the spaces
K(Z(L(t)) are dense in L, (4, y) for any 1 < p <oo, 8 € [0,1]. For 1 < p <2, we have the
following stronger result:

Proposition 2.4.25. Foranyl<p<2and6¢€|0,1], K?, (37(,,2) isdensein L, (M, ).

Proof. We first claim that it suffices to prove the Proposition for 6 = 1. Indeed, it is clear
from the definition that 9, (and thus J (pz) is invariant under any o, z € C. Hence, by
(2.4.2), we have
052y _ .1 g2\ — 1 (g2
Kp(Tp) =1(03021(T)) =K (T ).
1

This proves the claim. Now by [Cas13, Proposition 3.4], the set (iéé)) *o li 2 (f/—(pz) is dense
in L( ) ()N L( ) («#) in the intersection norm. Since intersection spaces are dense in

1nterpolat10n spaces and || lp < max{ll- I3, - l2} for 1 < p < 2, we also conclude that

i 2)(572) is dense in L ~3) () for 1 < p < 2. Hence, by Proposition 2.4.24, (3“2) is

denseL (Ml//)for1<p<2 O

2.4.4. SPECIALISATION FOR 0 -FINITE VON NEUMANN ALGEBRAS

We now consider the special case where ./ is a o-finite von Neumann algebra with nor-
mal faithful state ¢. In that case the theory simplifies somewhat, and we get some nice
additional properties. We fix again a nfs weight ¢ on .#' and write D, := ‘p . The GNS
Hilbert space /£, now contains a cyclic vector, which we denote by Q,,. The map 1 NOW
takes the form x — xQ,.
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Perhaps the most important property that becomes true in the o-finite case is that
we have Dy, € Ly (., vy); indeed,

dep
1Dyl =Tr(D,) =fwd1// —p)=1.

It is now clear that the embeddings Kz are contractive and defined on all of .#. We
can now also apply the properties from Proposition 2.4.5 on D,,. For instance, part iv)
combined with Proposition 2.4.8 immediately yields that any embedding K‘;) is ‘state-
preserving’:

Proposition 2.4.26. Let x € 4. Then for any0 € [0,1] we have
Tr (K‘f (x)) = @(x).

Another application is the following density result. Note that the proof in the refer-
ence given is written in the Haagerup construction, but the exact same proof works in
the Connes-Hilsum construction when replacing the density operators D with the spa-
tial derivative D,,.

Proposition 2.4.27. [J/X03, Lemma 1.1] For any 1 < p < oo and any 0 € [0,1], the set
Kf, (JZZ’) (and hence K?,(Jl)) isdensein Ly (M, V).

Next, we state the following strenghtening of Proposition 2.4.17. This is a special case
of [HJX10, Proposition 5.5].

Proposition 2.4.28. Let T : 4 — M be a positive @-preserving map such that Too; =
oioT,t€R. Then T extends to a positive bounded map TP : L, (.l ,w) — L, (M, ) for
1 < p < oo satisfying

TP (0) =K (T(x), xe,

which is independent of the choice of 0 € [0,1]. Additionally, TV is trace-preserving. If T
is unital, then TP is contractive.

Proof. We prove only the statement that TV is trace-preserving. Consider first x =
x’D(p € L1 (A, ) for x' € 4. By Proposition 2.4.26 we have

Tr(TY (x)) = Te(T(x') Dy) = p(T(x) = p(x)) = Tr(x).
For general x € L) (4, ) the statement follows by approximation. O

In the current situation we furthermore have 9, = MY . Also, since my, = 4, we can
now apply [Tak03a, Lemma VIII.2.5 (ii)] to obtain that the map z — ¢(0;(x)) is analytic
for x € .47 . But this map is constant on R, hence it is constant everywhere, and we find

P (X)) =px), xel, zeC. (2.4.9)

As for interpolation, let 7 € [~ 3, 3]. By (2.4.7) and (2.4.9), we have for x,y € 72

03 ) = 9044, ND = PYT (11 (0)
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On the other hand, by [Kos84, Theorem 2.5], the following is true for any x € .#: the
map ¢ — @(-0:(x)) extends to a bounded .4 -valued function on the strip -1 <Imz <0,
analytic on the interior. This means that L) = 4 for any ¢ € [—%, %], and the Izumi
embeddings coincide with that of Kosaki in [Kos84, Part IT]. As we have .# — .. in this
case, we can apply the reiteration theorem (see e.g. [BL76, Theorem 4.6.1]) to conclude,
forl=< p1, P2 =00,

1 1-6 0
[Lpl(-/%)/(//))llpz(/%)w)]eSLp(-/%)u/)) GE[O,I], —=—++ .

— (2.4.10)
p p1 p2

Next, we consider a very useful topological property of o-finite von Neumann alge-
bras.

Proposition 2.4.29. Set the GNS topology on # to be the topology inherited from the
inclusion ng : M — Fp. The GNS topology coincides on bounded sets with the strong
(equivalently o -strong) topology.

Proof. By [Tak02, CorollaryIIl.3.10], the o-strong topology on .# does not depend on the
representation. Thus, the same is true for the strong topology on bounded sets. Hence,
we may assume that .# < %B(H,). Now if (x;) ;e is a net in M converging strongly to x,
then |9y (x; —x) IIng = [(x;—x)Qyp II% — 0. Conversely, suppose that (x;);cy is a bounded
net in M such that ||n, (x; - x)||ﬁ¢ = l(x; = x)Qyll — 0. Then for a € M;p =9, we have
by [Tak03a, Lemma VIII.3.18 (ii)] that

I(xi = x)aQyl < 0%, (@ Il (x; = X)Qq | — 0.

Recall from Section 2.3 that such elements aQ,, a € M are dense in /. Since (x;) ey is
bounded, we conclude by a 2¢-estimate that x; — x strongly. O

By Proposition 2.4.15, the GNS topology coincides with the topology induced by K%.
Combining this observation with Proposition 2.4.29 and [JS05, Lemma 2.3], we get the
following:

Proposition 2.4.30. Let x) € 4 be a bounded net converging to 0 in the strong topology.
Then foranyl<p<ooandxe€ Ly(M,y):

laxxll, — 0.

We can ‘extend’ the domain of the embeddings K‘?, to the L,-spaces as well: we define
for % =g=<p<=<oo

K9, i Lp(ll, ) — Lg(M,y), x— D,

0
q
P

1-0_1-6 _8
p p

xD

See Remark 2.4.11 for the case g < 1. It is immediate by Proposition 2.4.27 that the em-
beddings have dense range for g = 1. Moreover, we can extend (2.4.3) as follows: for
X, y€Ly(#)and 1= p < g <oowehave

(2) * _ o (=2) (-1 1) — .0
Kq'p(x) =Kgp (x7), Kgp (x)Kq’p(y) _Kq/Z,p/Z(xy)' (2.4.11)
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2.5. OPERATOR SPACES

2.5.1. GENERAL OPERATOR SPACE THEORY

Let us recall here some theory on operator spaces and completely bounded maps. We
refer to [ER00] and [Pis03] for details. A concrete operator space E on a Hilbert space
€ is a linear subspace of 8(#). E carries natural matrix norms on the matrix spaces
M,,,(E), namely the one on My, (B(A)) = B(A"). An abstract operator space is a linear
space E together with matrix norms | - ||, on M, (E) satisfying

L. lve wlpem =max{|| vl lwlmn}, v € My(E), w € My, (E);
2. lavBlly < lalllvilIBl, a € Mpm(C), BEMpn(C), veMyE).

An assignment of matrix norms to a linear space E satisfying the above conditions is said
to be an operator space structure on E. Every abstract operator space can be represented
as a concrete operator space, although it is often preferable to work in the abstract set-
ting. This is true for instance in the case of L,-spaces.

From now on, we will use the letter m to denote the matrix size and reserve the letter
n for the amount of variables of a multilinear operator in the next subsection. Let E be
an (abstract) operator space and let E* be its dual space. There exists a natural operator
space structure on E* through the identification M,,(E*) = B(E, M;,(C)). Now let T :
E — Ebeanoperator, and m = 1 an integer. The m’th matrix amplification of T is defined
as
T =10 ©)® T': My (E) — My, (E)

T is said to be completely bounded if || T'| ¢ := sup,,, | TM| < co. We say that T is com-
pletely contractive if | T, < 1 and that T is completely isometric if || T = 10Im
forall m =1, v e M,,(E). If F is another operator space and there exists a completely
isometric isomorphism T : E — F, then E and F are said to be completely isomorphic.

We can again use interpolation arguments for completely bounded maps. Indeed,
if (Ep, E1) is a compatible couple of operator spaces, then there is a canonical operator
space structure on Ey N E1, Ey + E1 and (Ep, E1) ) for 0 <7 < 1. Moreover, if Ty : By — Ey
and T : Ey — Ej are completely bounded and compatible morphisms, then the maps T,
on (Ep, E1)y) are again completely bounded with

1Tyl < 1 Toll3, 2N T 1S, 2.5.1)

We refer to [Pis96, Section 2] for the details.

2.5.2. OPERATOR SPACE STRUCTURE OF Lj,-SPACES

Now let .# be a von Neumann algebra on # and ¢ € [—%, %]. Set Lg) () to be the
Kosaki-Terp-Izumi Ly-space. Let us now describe the operator space structure of the
spaces Lg) () (and hence of the Connes-Hilsum Lp-spaces). Firstly, .# has a natural
(concrete) operator space structure, being a subspace of 8(#). Next, .4, has a natural
operator space structure from its inclusion in the dual .4 *. However, to correctly define
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the operator space structure on L,-spaces, we need to consider the opposite operator
space structure here; see [Pis03, p. 139]. This gives us the cases p = 1,00. Hence, for
1 < p < oo, we can endow L(pn () with the operator space structure obtained via inter-
polation.

Now set L, (#, ) to be the Connes-Hilsum L,-space for some nfs weight v on .#'.
Then the isomorphisms CD;” from Proposition 2.4.24 also give an operator space struc-
ture on Ly (4, ). By (a special case of) [Fid99, Theorem 6], all operator space structures
obtained in this way are completely isomorphic. This gives a canonical operator space
structure on Ly, (4, ).

We now construct a different set of matrix norms on L (#, ), which do not give an
operator space structure (they do not satisfy the axioms), but for which we will nonethe-
less define a notion of complete boundedness. This is the definition used in [CS15a].
The idea is to embed the matrix spaces M, (L, (4, y)) into L, (M, (4),y™) (see Exam-
ple 2.3.5).

Proposition 2.5.1. Let x € My, (Lp (A, ) and consider x as an unbounded operator on
™ with domain D(x) = H;.”:I ﬂ;’;l D(x;;). Then x is closable, and [x] € L,(My, (M), y™).
Proof. We first consider a matrix unit x = e;; ® y, y € L, (.4, ). This operator is easily

seen to be closed and densely defined. From the fact that olt//m =1 ®a;’/ and (M,, (4 )’)3, =
1® (j[’)f;,, it also follows readily that x is (—1/p)-homogeneous. Now let ¢ € ./, be

such that |y|P = Z—fﬁ, and set ¢; = e;; ® ¢. Recall from Example 2.3.5 that D(A#",¢™) =

D(#,y)™ and, for ¢ € D(A™,y™), we have RY" (ORY" ()" = (RY )RV (E))*);,j. Now
let ¢ € D(A™,w"™). Then, by Example 2.3.5 and the definition of the spatial derivative,

i RY" ORY" (") = p(RY EHRY €)= lyIP2E:1%,

12y 12 12212
= ll(e; ® 117" )N Gom = 11XIP“E N pm.

This means that |x|P = %, and hence x € L, (M, (4),y™) with ||x]|, = llyll,. This
proves the result for matrix units. The general case follows by taking linear combina-
tions and using Proposition 2.4.5 ii). O

Definition 2.5.2. We set Spm ® Ly (A, y) to be the space My (L, (.#,vy)) equipped with
the norm

Ixlismer,ay) = NN L, My a0),ym)-

We say that an operator T : L, (4, ) — Ly (A, ) is p-completely bounded if

Tl p-cp:=sup 1T : S & Ly, (M, y) — S} ® L (M, )| < 0.
m=1

Remark 2.5.3. Definition 2.5.2 should be compared to Pisier’s construction of vector-
valued Lj-spaces. Indeed, if # is semifinite, then by [Pis98, Equation (3.6), Lemma 3.3]
we have S?f ® Ly(M,p) = Spm [Ly (A, y)], where the latter are as constructed in [Pis98].
Hence it follows from [Pis98, Lemma 1.7] that our notion of p-completely bounded maps
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coincides with the notion of completely bounded maps defined by the natural operator
space structure on L, (4, V).

In the proof of Proposition 2.5.1, we have seen that |le;; ® x| SPeLy (M) = =[xl . Next,

we show the more general property that the norm on S}, ® Ly (A, ) is a ‘cross norm’ in
the following sense:

Proposition 2.5.4. Letx € L, (M, y) and a € M, (C) form=1. Then
la® xllsmor, .y = lalg I1xlp.

Proof. Let ¢ € 4} and ¢ € My, ()7 be such that

d do
9. laoxPl=[lal’ ®|x|"] = A

P =
| x| dw, du]m'

Now it suffices to prove that ¢(1,, ® 1 4) = lallgy ¢(1.4). We can write ¢ = (§ij)i,j for
(Z),-j € M. Then, for £ € D(A™, "), we have by Example 2.3.5,

RV EORY" ) =Y ¢ij(RYEDRVED™.
I,Jj
Set = |a|P’2. Then on the other hand, we have

IdalP2 @ 1xIP2)ENZm = Y NY. BrilxIP2Eil% = X (BrilxIP2Es, Br j1xIP'2E ).
k i i,j k

We find from the definition of the spatial derivative (and the fact that we may choose
Ee DA™, y™) freely):

Gii(RYEDRY(EN™) = Y (BrilxIP2E s, B il xIP2Er)
k

—Zlﬁkt

& 1Br.il*p(RY (ENRY (EN™).
(dw) Njf LIkt
Hence

PUm®1L1) =3 i) = 31 Bril*P(La) = I Bligpllxll, = ||a||§’g, -
i ik

We close this section by mentioning the following result for later use.

Proposition 2.5.5. [CH85, Lemma 1.5] Let 4, / be von Neumann algebrasand T : 4 —
M be a normal completely bounded map. Then the map 1 4 ® T extends to a normal
operator on N @ .
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2.5.3. MULTIPLICATIVELY BOUNDED MAPS

In this section, we consider an analogue of complete boundedness for multilinear maps.
Let Ej,...,Ey,, E be operator spaces and T : Ej x --- x E;; — E be a multilinear map. First
recall that T is said to be bounded if the norm

T(x1,...,x
P | CPE ]
xiek; 1xll-.. -l xpll
is finite. For m = 1, the multiplicative amplification T\ : My, (E1) % ... My, (E) — M, (E)
of T is defined as

T (@@ x1,...,@n®Xp) = a1...0n® T(X1,...,Xn), @i € My(C),x; € E;
and extended linearly. The map T is said to be multiplicatively bounded if

I Tllmp = sup I T < oo,
m=1

Now let .4 be a von Neumann algebra and let L,(.#,vy) be the Connes-Hilsum L,-
spaces for some nfs weight y on .#'. We denote L, (.#) := L,(#,) for notational con-
venience. One could use the natural operator space stucture on Ly (.#) to define a mul-
tiplicatively bounded norm on L,-spaces. However, this definition is not the correct one
for our transference results of Chapter 3. Instead, we use a multilinear generalisation of
p-complete boundedness, which was introduced by Caspers, Janssens, Krishnaswamy-
Usha and Miaskiwskyi [CJKM23]. We note that this time, there does not seem to be a case
for which this coincides with ‘normal’ multiplicative boundedness, as [Pis98, Lemma
1.7] does not generalise to the multilinear case.

Definition 2.5.6. Let 1 < py,...,pp,p <cowith p™' =¥ p-!. We define a map T':
Ly, (M) % ...x Ly, (M) — Ly(M) to be (p1,..., pp)-multiplicatively bounded if

I py,ospr-mb = sup 1T S @ Ly, (M) % ... x S}t ® Ly, (M) — S} ® Ly (M)]| < 0.

Remark 2.5.7. If ./ is semifinite, then 827 ®Ly(H) = S”f [Ly ()] as mentioned in Re-
mark 2.5.3. So in this case, Definition 2.5.6 coincides with the definition of (py,..., pn)-
multiplicative boundedness from [CJKM23] and [CKV23].

Remark 2.5.8. Even in the semifinite case, it is unclear if this definition of (py,..., pn)-
multiplicative boundedness corresponds to complete boundedness of some linear map
on some appropriate tensor product of the E;’s. In the special case the range space is C
and n = 2 such a tensor product has been constructed in [Xu06, Remark 2.7]. However,
this tensor norm does not seem to admit a natural operator space structure, nor does it
seem to work in the multilinear case.

2.6. LOCALLY COMPACT GROUPS AND THEIR NONCOMMUTA-

TIVE L,-SPACES

In this section we outline the theory of locally compact groups and the associated group
von Neumann algebras. We will consider the Plancherel weight and the associated non-
commutative Lj,-spaces. We also introduce Fourier and Schur multipliers and state some
transference results.
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2.6.1. LOCALLY COMPACT GROUPS AND FUNCTION SPACES

Recall that a topological group is a group with a topology under which the group oper-
ations are continuous. A locally compact group is a topological group whose topology is
locally compact and Hausdorff. A left Haar measure p on a locally compact group G is
a nonzero Radon measure satisfying u(sE) = u(E) for every s € G and Borel set EC G. It
turns out that every locally compact group has a left Haar measure, which is unique up
to scalar multiplication with positive scalars; see [Fol16, Theorems 2.10 and 2.20].

We now fix a locally compact group G and a left Haar measure u on G. Then the
measure [y (E) := pw(Ex) is also a left Haar measure. Hence there is a scalar A(x) > 0 such
that p, = A(x)p. This yields a function A : G — (0,00) that we call the modular function.

Proposition 2.6.1. [F0l16, Propositions 2.24 and 2.31]
A is a continuous group homomorphism G — ((0,00), x). It satisfies

fo(s*l)A(s*l)dp(s):fcf(s)dp(s)=A(r)fcf(sz)dp(s), teG,feL(G).

We will frequently use these properties without reference. In the sequel, we will just write
ds for integration against the left Haar measure.

An important subclass of the locally compact groups are the unimodular groups,
those groups where A = 1. In this case, the left Haar measure p will also be right invari-
ant, in the sense that u(Es) = u(E) for every s € G and Borel E < G. Therefore, we will refer
to the chosen left Haar measure of a unimodular group as just the Haar measure. Many
concrete groups are unimodular; for instance, abelian groups, discrete groups and com-
pact groups are unimodular. Indeed, discrete groups have the counting measure as Haar
measure which is trivially left and right invariant. If G is compact, then A(G) is a com-
pact subgroup of ((0,00), x), hence A(G) = {1}. Other examples of unimodular groups are
connected semisimple Lie groups and connected nilpotent Lie groups.

For 1 = p < oo, we will denote by L,(G) the classical function spaces corresponding
to the left Haar measure p. For functions f, g € L; (G) we will define the convolution and
involution operations as follows:

(f*g)(r)=fcf(s)g<s‘1r)ds,
fro=ae"Hfe.

With convolution as multiplication and the given involution, L; (G) becomes a Banach
x-algebra. Convolution can be defined for other L, spaces by the same formula. We
have the following non-unimodular version of the Young inequalities:

Proposition 2.6.2. [Ter17, Lemma 1.1] Let1 < py, p2, p < 0o, with % + % =1+ %,. Take q1

1
such that % + % =1. Then for f € Ly, (G) and g € Ly, (G), the convolution f * A7 g exists
and is contained in Ly(G), with

1
If % AT gllp < £l g,
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Let C.(G) be the space of continuous compactly supported functions of G. Multi-
plication with A is a homomorphism with respect to convolution products in C.(G): if
f=g*h, g heC.(G)and z € C, we have

(A% F)(s) =AZ(S)ng(t)h(t_ls)dt

=f A*(Dg(OA*(t ) h(t s)dt (2.6.1)
G
= ((A*g) * (A*h))(s)

Next, we recall some facts about abelian groups G from [Fol16, Secction 4]. In this
case, the set of characters G forms another locally compact abelian group, called the

Pontryagin dual. We have é = G. For f € Li(G), the Fourier transform & : L,(G) —
Co(G), f — f is defined as

f© :fo(s)§(s)ds.

It is a norm-decreasing *-homomorphism with dense range. By the Plancherel theorem,
the Fourier transform defines a unitary L,(G) — L (G).

2.6.2. THE GROUP C*-ALGEBRA AND VON NEUMANN ALGEBRA
The left regular representation on G is the map A : G — % (L2(G)), s — A; where the latter
is defined by

As) (1) =g(s™'D,  geLy(G), teG.

For f € L;(G), we define A(f) € BB(L2(G)) by

AP0 = fG FAeg)(Dds = (f * £)(0).

Through this assignment, A defines a *-representation of the Banach *-algebra L;(G). A
straightforward calculation yields the following commutation formulae:

A*As = AP () A A%, zeC,seG (2.6.2)

and
A*A(f) = MA®fIA?, z€C, feC.(G). (2.6.3)

We similarly define the right regular representation on G by
(0s) (1) = AZ(9)g(ts), g€ La(G), t€G.
Set f(s) := f(s™1). Now p induces another *-representation on L1 (G) given by
(N = fo(s)(psg)(t)ds = fo(s)A% (s)g(ts)ds = (g A2 )(2).

We leave the calculations to the reader.
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The reduced group C* -algebra C} (G) is defined as the norm closure of A(L; (G)) within
PB(Ly(G)). Note that, unless G is discrete, 1; ¢ CZ(G) for s € G. In particular, C;{ (G) is
non-unital. The (left) group von Neumann algebra £ G is defined as the o-weak closure
of C;[ (G) within (L, (G)). Equivalently, it is given by

LG=AL1(G) =MLG) " =AG)" =SpanA(G)° ".

We refer to [Tak03a, Proposition VIL.3.1] for the equality of the second and fourth space.
Similarly, we can define a right group von Neumann algebra by

RG=p(L1(G)" =p(G)" = (£LG).

We refer again to [Tak03a, Proposition VII.3.1] for the last two equalities.

In analogy with the abelian case, we have the following:

Proposition 2.6.3. The left regular representation A is a norm-decreasing, injective *-
homomorphism L,(G) — Cj(G) with dense range. Consequently, A(L1(G)) is o -weakly
densein £G.

Proof. 1t is straightforward to check that A(f)A(g) = A(f = g) and A(f)* = A(f*). Ais
norm-decreasing by Young’s inequality. Now assume f, g € L;(G) are such that A(f) =
A(g). Let ¢y € C.(G) be an approximate identity for L, (G); see [Fol16, Proposition 2.44]
and the discussion thereafter. Then

= l. = l. =
f=limf«py=limg+gu=g
where the limits are in the Lj-norm. Finally, the range of A is dense by definition of
C; (G). O
Corollary 2.6.4. A(C.(G)) is o-weakly densein £G.

Proof. Since C.(G) isnorm dense in L; (G), it follows from Proposition 2.6.3 that A(C.(G))
is norm dense in C; (G), hence o-weakly dense in £G. O

Let us now consider the Fourier algebra A(G). It can be defined in several equivalent
ways (see [KL18, Proposition 2.3.3]). We will use the following: for a function g: G — C,

denote g'(s) := g(s71). Then we define
AG):={f+g": f,g€ L2(G)} € Co(G).

We refer to [Fol16, Proposition 2.41] for the last inclusion. The fact that this is an algebra
is non-trivial, we refer to [Eym64, p. 218] or [KL18, Theorem 2.4.3]. The main result about
this algebra is the following:
Theorem 2.6.5. [KL.18, Theorem 2.3.9] We have A(G) = £G., where the pairing is given
by

@A = [ pr@as.

For ¢ € A(G), we denote again by ¢ the corresponding functional in ZG,: it satisfies
@ (As) = ¢p(s) for s € G. We will come back to the Fourier algebra in Section 2.6.5.
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2.6.3. THE PLANCHEREL WEIGHT AND CORRESPONDING Lp -SPACES

We say that a measurable function f: G — C is left bounded if the mapping g — f * g ex-
tends from C.(G) to a bounded operator on Ly (G). In that case, we denote this mapping
again by A(f). Similarly, we say that f is right bounded if the mapping g — g * f extends
boundedly from C.(G) to L»(G), and write A’ (f) for the resulting bounded operator. Note

that for f € C.(G), we have p(f) = A’(A‘%f).
Definition 2.6.6. The Plancherel weight ¢ on £G is defined for x € £G as

(p(x*x):{llfllg if x = A(f) for some f € L,(G)
(e,0]

else.

We have a Plancherel weight  on Z2G = (£ G)’ defined for y € ZG* as w(y) = ¢(JyJ), or
in other words,

. s if x=A/(f) for some f € Ly(G)
w(y y)—{oo

else.

These weights are nfs weights; this follows from [Tak03a, Theorem VII.2.5, Theorem
VIL3.4]. We see from the definition that ny, = {A(f) : f € L2(G) left bounded}. Moreover,
for x = A(f) € ny, we have

7o (X)L, = p(x* 0% = | fll2.

Hence, the map n,(ny) — L2(G) given by 14, (A(f)) — f is isometric, so it extends to an
isometric map #, — L2(G). Now since C.(G) is dense in L»(G) and A(C¢(G)) € ny, this
mabp is surjective and we get a unitary /&, — L»(G). Identifying these spaces, the vari-
ous objects from Tomita-Takesaki theory take the following form:

Np:Af)—f,  S:f—f7 (ApfI(s) =A(s) f(s), (]f)(S)=A%(S‘1)f(S‘1).

The latter two facts follow from straightforward calculations. In a similar way, we find
that .7, = L»(G) and that under this identification, we have ny, = {A'(f) : f € Lo (G) right
bounded} and 1y : A'(f) — f.

We will now calculate the spatial derivative Z—iﬁ, where we identify ./, and Ly (G).

Proposition 2.6.7. We have Z—:ﬁ =Ay.

Proof. For ¢ € C.(G), we have
RV f = R"’(E)nw(/l’(f)) =AM (HE=AOT.

Hence, by density, we have RY (¢) = A(¢) and D(L,(G), ) = ny. lf&eny,n n(’;,, then also
AEAE)™ € py. Thus the spatial derivative % is the unique positive self-adjoint operator

satisfying
2

, fen(pnn

. d(ﬂ 1/2
PAOLE) )‘”(@) ¢

*
¢
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Now A, is a positive self-adjoint operator and we have for ¢ € ny Nng;:

PAOAE") = 112 = fG (s HPAG D) ds
1 1
=fG|5(s)|2A(s)ds=fG|(Aj,£)(s)|2ds= 1AZE12.

This shows that indeed % =Ay. O

The domain of A, is exactly {f € L,(G) : [ A%(s)|f(s)[*ds < oo}. Usually we will only
apply A, to continuous compactly supported functions, so that no technical complica-
tions can arise. In what follows, we will generally drop the subscript and just write A for
both the modular operator and the modular function.

Let us now consider the Lj-spaces corresponding to £G. We define L,(£G) :=
Ly(£G,) to be the Connes-Hilsum Lj-spaces with respect to the Plancherel weight v
on (ZG)'. By combining the unitary L, (G) = #, with the one from Proposition 2.4.15,
we get a unitary

L(G) = [o(£G),  f— A(fAZ. (2.6.4)
Moreover we have L; (£ G) = A(G) through Theorem 2.6.5. As mentioned after this the-
orem, we again denote by ¢ the corresponding functional in ZG. given by ¢p(1;) = ¢(s),
s € G. Now for ¢ € A(G); = (£G)F, Proposition 2.4.8 tells us that the identification
A(G) 2 L1(Z£G) is given by ¢ — Dy. Let us push this a bit further still. Recall the no-
tation f(s) = f(s™!). Let ¢ € A(G); be such that ¢ € L(G). Then by [Ter17, Corollary
5.14], we have D, = A(h)A. So in this case we can identify ¢ € A(G) with A($)A € L, (£G).

For 2 < p < oo, we have the following variant of the Hausdorff-Young theorem. Here
we will consider A(f) for general f as an unbounded operator on L, (G).
Theorem 2.6.8. [Terl7, Theorem 4.5] Let 1 < q <2 < p < oo such that % + %7 =1. Let

f€Ly(G). Then Af)AVP € L, (ZG) and the resulting mapping f — MFPAYP is linear,
norm-decreasing, injective and has dense range.

1

Remark 2.6.9. The operator A(f)A? mentioned above was not proved to be closable in
Section 2.4.2. However, this operator is in fact already closed, as can be seen by use of
Proposition 2.6.2.

Now define
Co(G)*xC.(G):=Span{f xg: f,g€ C.(Q)}; L:=AC.(G) % C:(Q)).

Note that L € A(C.(G)) € F, by (2.6.3), with a?(A(f) = MA?f) (andin fact L :’Tq,z). The
following corollary of Theorem 2.6.8 will be crucial in Chapter 3.

Corollary 2.6.10. Let6 € [0,1]. Then Kf,(/l(CC(G))) isdensein L,(£G) for2 < p <oo and

K‘Z (L) (and hence K(Z,(fj—(f)) isdense in L,(£G) for1 < p < oo. Moreover, L is dense in £G
in the o -weak topology.
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Proof. Note that by (2.6.1) we have A?(C.(G) * C.(G)) = C.(G) x C;(G). By (2.6.3), this
implies
K =xm), 0,0c1. (2.6.5)

So it suffices to prove the result for any choice of 8 € [0, 1]. Now the first part follows from
Theorem 2.6.8 and the fact that C;(G) is dense in each L,(G).

Nowlet1 < p <ooand x € L,(£G) with polar decomposition x = u|x|. Then, by the ﬁrst
part there are sequences (x,), (¥,) in A(C.(G)) such that AZP Xp — u|x|2 and y, AZP —
|x| By Hoélder’s inequality and a 2e-argument, we then find that x (xy) AZV Xp -+

ynAZP — x. For the final part, one can take a continuous approximate identity as in
[Foll6, p59] to see that C.(G) * C.(G) is dense in L;(G). By Proposition 2.6.3, L is then
norm dense in CZ (G) and hence o-weakly dense in £G. O

Remark 2.6.11. The weight v considered here is slightly different than the weight con-
sidered in, for example, [CS15a]. There, the following weight is considered instead:

e IIfII% if x = p(f) for some f € L,(G)
= {oo else.

But since both weights are nfs (in fact they are equal on {x*x : x € p(C.(3))}), we have
Hby = Ay and Ly (M, ) = Ly (AH,). Moreover, it follows from a straightforward cal-

culation that R‘p(E)R‘i’(E) = AMOAE)*, and hence du7 = Ay as well. This means that

Ly (A, y) and L, (4 ,) have a common dense subset Kp (L).

Let us close this section by mentioning that multiplication with A5 preserves the L -
norm:
IAsxAillL, 26 = 1xlL,26), S tEG. (2.6.6)

Left multiplication is easy since |Asx|% = |x|2 and hence |Asx| = | x]. Right multiplication
then follows by taking adjoints and using Proposition 2.4.5 i).

2.6.4. SCHATTEN CLASSES AND SCHUR MULTIPLIERS

For this section, we temporarily leave the domain of locally compact groups. We start
by stating some properties of Schatten classes for general Hilbert spaces #’, and then
specialise to the case # = L, (X) for an arbitrary measure space (X, p). This is the most
natural context in which to define Schur multipliers.

For a general Hilbert space /£, we denote by S, (/) the standard Schatten class on
. Recall that S, (A) € S4(A) for p < q. Moreover, we have Sy, (A) = L,(%(A4), Tr)
for 1 < p < co where the latter is defined as in Section 2.4.1. Hence, we have an operator
space structure on Sy, () as defined in Section 2.5.2. Also, this allows us to use interpo-
lation. Note that as S1(A) S Seo(H), (Soo(HE), S1(H)) is also a compatible couple. We
claim that

[Seo (H), S1(AOV (11 p) = |B(HE), $1(FO) 111 p) = Sp(HE), l=p=oo. (2.6.7)
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Indeed, by [BL76, Theorem 4.2.2 (b), (c)], the space [ZB(H), S1 (A)] g is precisely the clo-
sure of S} (A) = S1(A) N B(H) in B(A), which is S (A). Hence, the claim follows by
[BL76, Theorem 4.2.2 (b)].

To define Schur multipliers, we will consider only the case # = L,(X) where (X, )
is an arbitrary measure space. If X is a finite set, then clearly S, (¢2(X)) = S}, where
m = | X|. In this case, the Schur multiplier with symbol x € £, (X?) is given by ‘pointwise
matrix multiplication, i.e.

My y— (XijYij)ijex-
This map is clearly bounded on S;(¢2(X)). When considering the Schur multiplier as an
operator on 8(C™), it depends on the choice of basis. However, we will always spec-
ify the index set X and define the Schur multiplier with respect to the standard basis
{6;:i € X}, so that no ambiguity is possible.

Now let X be a general measure space. Motivated by the matrix example, we can
isometrically identify S, (L, (X)) with the space of kernels L, (X x X). Through this iden-
tification, a kernel A € L, (X x X) corresponds to the operator

(A&)(s) =f A(s, 1)é(ndt; (ely(X), seX.
X

This should be seen as a continuous version of matrix multiplication. We will make
no distinction between an operator A and its kernel. Let us state some further conse-
quences of this identification before going to the definition of Schur multipliers. Let
1<p<2s<q<oowith % + % = 1. The dual pairing of S,(L»(X)) and Sq(L2(X)) can be
expressed in terms of kernels, at least for a dense subset of S;(L2(X)). Indeed,

(AB)pg= fxxz A(s,0)B(t,5)dtds, A€ Sp(La(X)), Be Sp(La(X)). (2.6.8)

We refer to [LS11, Section 1.2] for more details. Next, we can define complex conjugate
and transpose operations on S, (L, (X)) via its identification with Ly (X x X), i.e. Als, t) =
A(s, 1) and AT (s, 1) = A(t,s) = A (s, ). These operations can also be defined on S, (L2 (X))
for 1 < p < 00, by continuous extension for p > 2. We claim that

1A 1,00 = 1 Als, 05 1A, = 1Als,es 1A s, = 1Alls, ). (2.6.9)

The first equality is well-known (and also follows from Proposition 2.4.5). The second
equality is clear for p = 2 and p = co; now it follows for general 1 < p < co by

anP —1ap/2y2 _ /12112 _ pl22 _
TAE ) = 1A, 0 = AP, ) = AP0, ) = 1Al -

In the second step, we use that [A|”/2 = | A|P/2 holds since P(A) = P(A) holds for polyno-
mials P. Finally, the third equality follows by the first two.

Definition 2.6.12. Let ¢ € Lo, (X x X). The Schur multiplier with symbol v is defined as

My : S2(L2(X)) = S2(L2(X)), Sy (A)(s, ) =w(s, DA, D).
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Now let 1 < p < co. Assume that 1 < p <2 (resp. 2 < p < oc0). Then we say that ¢ isa
p-Schur symbol if Sy, restricts (resp. extends) to a bounded map S, (L2 (X)) — S, (L2(X)).
Similarly, we say that y is a p-cb Schur symbol if Sy, is completely bounded on S, (L2 (X)).
Note that for p = co, we are considering the space Sy, (L2 (X)) and not 28(L, (X)), although
we will see in Lemma 2.6.13 below that it doesn’'t matter.

Lemma 2.6.13. Lety € Loo(X x X). Then

i) Assume thaty is a p-Schur symbol (resp. p-cb Schur symbol) and let% + % =1. Then
v is also a q-Schur symbol (resp. q-cb Schur symbol) with

1My = Sp(La(X)) = Sp(La(O) = 1My : Sq(La (X)) — Sq(L2 (X)) (2.6.10)

and a similar equality holds for the completely bounded norms. Also, v is a r-Schur
symbol (resp. r-cb Schur symbol) for r between p and q.

ii) The following statements are equivalent:

(a) v is aoco-Schur symbol;
(b) My extends to a bounded normal operator on 9B(L2(X));
(c) My extends to a bounded operator on %8(L»(X)).

iii) Foranyl < p < oo, ¥ is a p-Schur symbol (resp. p-cb Schur symbol) if and only if for
every o -finite subset Xo € X, W|x,xx, is a p-Schur symbol (resp. p-cb Schur symbol).

iv) Ify is a co-Schur symbol, then it is automatically a co-cb Schur symbol with | My, :
B(Ly (X)) — B(L2(X))lep = 1My = B(L2(X)) — B(L2(X))|l. Hence the statements
from ii) are equivalent to the completely bounded versions.

Proof. Let us first prove (2.6.10) for 1 < p < co. We note that the adjoint map My, on

S4(L2(X)) satisfies Mf;, = er, where 1//T(s, t) = y(t, s). This means that wT isa g-Schur

symbol with the same norm. By applying (2.6.9), we find

1My Allsg 2,00 = 1Myt ATl 1,000 = 1Myt AT s, 1,000
< 1My 12 Sq(L2(X)) = Sq(La (NI All's,, (5 x))-
This shows that v is also a g-Schur symbol and
My : Sq(La(X)) = Sq(L2 (Xl < [ M1 : Sq(L2(X)) — Sq(L2 (X))

By symmetry, the other inequality also holds. For the completely bounded case, we apply
the result on the space Xy = X x {1,..., N} and function ¥y ((s,7)) = w(s). We use the
isometric identifications

SqLa(Xn)) = Sq(La(X)N) = S @ 84 (Lo (X))

and the fact that under these identifications, we have My, ((4;}); ;) = Mf/,N ) ((A;)i,j) for
Ajj € §4(L2(X)). We leave the details to the reader.
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Let us now prove ii). Assume that v is an co-Schur symbol. Then the double adjoint
M{;,* is a normal bounded extension of M, to 98(L»(X)) — 2B(L,(X)). This proves (a) =
(b). The implication (b) = (c) is trivial. Now assume that M,, extends to a bounded map
on AB(L,(X)). Then for A€ %B(L,(X)) and B € S1(L2(X)), we have

(A, M;,(B»%(LZ(X)),@(LZ(X))* =My (A), B)3(1,(x),51 (Lo (x)) = (A, My, 1(B)).

Hence My, (B) = M,,1(B) € S2(L2(X)). Since [| My, (B)lls, 1,x) = 1My (Bl a1, x)* < 00,
we moreover have Ml’/‘, (B) € $1(L2(X)). This means that Ml’/‘, is an extension of the map
MWT 181 (L2 (X)) — S1(L2(X)), which is therefore bounded. Hence v is a 1-Schur symbol.
Thus, by interpolation (and the proof of (2.6.7)), we find that M,, defines a bounded map
on Sy, (L2 (X)). This proves (c) = (a).

Now let us finish the proof of i). If p =1, then the adjoint map M,,r is a bounded
normal map on % (A2 (X)), hence it restricts to a bounded map on Sy, (L2 (X)). The result
for the bounded and completely bounded cases now follow by the same arguments as
before. The final statement follows by (2.6.7) (using (2.5.1) for the completely bounded
case).

Part iii) follows exactly as in [CS15a, Proof of Theorem 3.1]; the continuity assump-
tion on v is not used here. Then the completely bounded case follows as in the proof of
part i).

Finally, part iv) follows for o-finite X by [LS11, Theorem 1.7] and a straightforward
continuous analogue of [PisO1, Proof of Theorem 5.1 (ii) = (iv)]. The case of general
measure spaces now follows by part iii). O

Remark 2.6.14. For the case p =1 (or p = o0), there is a characterisation for symbols
of p-Schur multipliers called the Grothendieck characterisation, which was used in the
final part of the proof above. See [Pis0O1, Theorem 5.1] for a good overview of the dis-
crete case. For the continuous case, the provided reference [LS11, Theorem 1.7] con-
tains a nice proof, although the result was known earlier. However, we will not use the
Grothendieck characterisation further in this thesis, therefore we do not give the precise
statement.

Let us now define multilinear Schur multipliers. Again, we first consider the matrix
case. Let X be a finite set and let x € £, (X*"*1). Then the multilinear Schur multiplier
with symbol x is defined as

1 n . ol 2 n
Wy =l X FigiaVign Viris+ Yin-ri
1] yeeey in-1€X io,in€X

If x is the constant 1 function, then the above is just matrix multiplication. For general
measure spaces, we again take a continuous analogue of this definition.

Definition 2.6.15. Let @ € Loo(X*"*"1). The multilinear Schur multiplier with symbol v
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is defined as

My S2(La(X)) x ... x S2(L2(X)) — S2(L2(X)),
Mw(Al,...,An)(t(), ty) = an_l Y(to,..., th) A1(fo, 11) A2 (t1, 1) ... Ap(tn-1, th)dty...dty_.

The fact that this takes values in Sy (L, (X)) follows from Cauchy-Schwarz, as we show
here in the case of n = 2:

ff U &(r,s, 1) A1, 5)B(s, t)ds

X2 |JXx

sn(pnioff (f |A(r,s)|2ds)dr(f IB(s,t)Izds)dt
XJX X X

=lplZ IAlI3IBI3.

The case of higher order # is similar to [PSST17, Lemma 2.1]. Nowlet1 < p, p1,...,pn <
oo, with p™ =¥ p7!. Restrict My, in the i-th input to Sp(L2(X)) N Sp, (L2(X)). Assume
that this restriction maps to S, (L2 (X)) and has a bounded extension to Sp, (L2 (X)) x...x
Sp, (L2(X)). Then we say that v is a (p1,..., pn)-Schur symbol. The extension of My, is
again denoted by My,. If My, is (py,..., pn)-multiplicatively bounded, we say that y is a
(p1,--., pn)-mb Schur symbol.

2
drdt

Next, we note that the norms of multilinear Schur multipliers are determined by the
restriction of the symbol to finite sets. This is the multilinear version of [LS11, Theorem
1.19] and [CS15a, Theorem 3.1]. It will be the starting point for the proof of Theorem
3.3.1.

Theorem 2.6.16. Let u be a Radon measure on a locally compact space X, andy : X" —
C a continuous function. Let K > 0. The following are equivalent for1 < py,..., pn, p < 00!

(i) y is the symbol of a bounded Schur multiplier Sy, (L2 (X)) x...xSp, (L2(X)) — S, (L2(X))

with norm less than K.

(ii) For every o -finite measurable subset Xy in X, the restriction y| xpn! is the symbol of
a bounded Schur multiplier Sy, (L2(Xo)) % ... x Sp, (L2(Xo)) — Sp(L2(Xo)) with norm
less than K.

(iii) For any finite subset F = {sy,..., SNy} € X belonging to the support of i, the restriction
Wl pxmen) IS the symbol of a bounded Schur multiplier Sy, (€2(F)) x ... x S, (£2(F)) —
Sp (€2 (F)) with norm less than K.

The same equivalence is true for the (p,..., pn) — mb norms.

Proof. (i) = (ii) is trivial. The implication (ii) = (i) remains exactly the same as in
[CS15a, Theorem 3.1] except for the fact that we have to take x; € Sp, (L2(X)) and take
into account the support projections of x1, xj, ..., X», X;, when choosing Xy. Again, con-
tinuity of v is not used here. The equivalence (ii) < (ii7) is mutatis mutandis the same
asin [LS11, Theorem 1.19]. For the (py,..., pn) — mb norms, we apply the theorem on the
space Xy = X x {1,..., N} and function v x((so, io),---, (Sn, in)) = ¥(So, ..., Sn) and use the
isometric identifications that we already used in the proof of Lemma 2.6.13. O
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2.6.5. FOURIER MULTIPLIERS AND TRANSFERENCE RESULTS

Let us now return to the setting of a locally compact group G. Recall that if G is abelian,
then the Fourier multiplier with symbol ¢ is defined as Ty (f) = & “1@f). As we have
already seen in Proposition 2.6.3, the role of the Fourier transform on L; (G) is taken by
the left regular representation A. However, we now wish to see G as the ‘frequency side’;
i.e. it takes the place of the dual group G from the abelian case. Hence, we interpret A
instead as the inverse Fourier transform. This yields the following definition:

Ty : A(f) = AB ).

We say that ¢ is a co-Fourier symbol when this map extends to a normal map on ZG.
The following classical result says that the set of continuous co-Fourier symbols coin-
cides with M(A(G)), the multiplier algebra of A(G). Note that functions in M(A(G)) are
automatically continuous, since A(G) contains only continuous functions and vanishes
nowhere.

Proposition 2.6.17. Let ¢ € Lo (G). The following are equivalent:

1. ¢p€ M(A(G))

2. There exists a (unique) normal operator Ty on LG such that TpAs = $p(s)As for
seG.

3. ¢ is a bounded continuous function on G, and there exists some C > 0 such that

IA@NI = CIANI,  feLi(G).

Proof. This statement is just [CH85, Proposition 1.2] if we add the global condition that
¢ is continuous. However, this assumption is only necessary in the third statement, and
it is automatically satisfied in the first as mentioned above. So the only non-trivial part is
to show that the implication 2. = 1. holds without assuming continuity in 2., i.e. to show
that every oo-Fourier symbol is continuous. By normality of T, its adjoint restricts to an
operator on the predual A(G). This ‘pre-adjoint’ satisfies, for f € A(G) and s€ G,

(Tp)« ))& =L(Tp)« [, A5y = ([, p(HAs) = h(S) f(9).

Hence ¢ f = (Typ)« f € A(G). This means that ¢ € M(A(G)). O

We define by M, A(G) the subset of M(A(G)) of (continuous) symbols ¢ for which T
is completely bounded on £G. It is endowed with the norm ¢l a6) = 1Ty : LG —
ZLGlcp-

Let us now look at the relation between Fourier and Schur multipliers. We start with
a motivating example.

Example 2.6.18. Let G = Z. Elements of B(¢»(Z)) can be expressed as matrices; in this
way, an element 1, is a matrix which is supported down a single diagonal. A general
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element in £7Z looks as follows:

Xo X-1
in/liZ .
- X X X_
ieZ 1 0 1
X1 Xo

Now let ¢ € Loy (Z), and define ¢ € Lo (Z2) by ¢ (i, j) = (i — j). Then we see that

ieZ

o p0)xg Pp(—1)x_;
wfan) | (

ieZ

£ k]

ieZ

$(1)x1 ¢(0)xo

Hence, we have T = M@I <z Assuming that M@ is bounded on %(¢,(Z)), we find that
Ty is bounded on £Z and

ITy: L2 — LZI < Mg :B2(0)) = B(L2D)].

We get the same inequality for completely bounded norms by taking matrix amplifica-
tions.

As it turns out, the inequality from the previous example holds for general locally
compact groups. Moreover, the inequality becomes an equality when considering com-
pletely bounded norms. We call this a transference result between Fourier and Schur
multipliers. Proofs for the following result can also be found in [Jol92] or [PisO1, Theo-
rem 6.4].

Proposition 2.6.19 ([BF84]). Let € Loo(G) and define € Loo(G x G) by (s, 1) = p(st™1).
Then Mg is bounded on B(L,(Q)) iff € M, A(G). In this case

Mg : B(L2(G)) = B(L2(G)llep, = I Ty : LG — LGl cp-

If ¢ € Lo (G) is such that Mg is bounded on %(L,(G)), then ¢ is sometimes called a
Herz-Schur multiplier. The space of all Herz-Schur multipliers is denoted by B, (G), and
it is endowed with the norm ||l s, = IIM(E : B(L2(G)) — B(L2(®)|lcp- Hence, Proposi-
tion 2.6.19 says in short that M., A(G) = B2(G) with equality of norms.

Remark 2.6.20. Proposition 2.6.19 also implies that a Schur multiplier is bounded on
B(Ly(G)) if and only if it is completely bounded. Of course, we already knew this from
Lemma 2.6.13.
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MULTILINEAR FOURIER MULTIPLIERS
Let us now look at the multilinear case. We have the following definition from [TT10]:

A" (G) :={f € Loo(G*™) : there is a normal m.b. map
D: (LG - Cs.t. f(s1,..-,80) =®(Ag,,...,A5,)}

From the paragraph below (2.6.4), A!(G) coincides with A(G). Note that by the normality
condition, functions in A”(G) are continuous. For f € A(G), we define 6,,(f) € A"(G) by

0n(f)(S1,..,80) = f(s1...80)
Now we define M, A(G) to be those ¢ € Ly, (G*") for which ¢0,(f) € A™(G) for all f €

A(G). Once more, functions in M,, A(G) have to be continuous.

We say that a symbol ¢ € Lo (G*™) is a (0o, ...,00)-mb Fourier symbol if the map
(A/Sl ye. ')/lsn) — (P(Sl) LR SI’L)/IS]...Sn

extends to a multiplicatively bounded normal map (ZG)*" — £G. The space of such
symbols ¢ is denoted by M,Cle(G). By [TT10, Proposition 5.4], Msz(G) < M, A(G), and
hence (oo, ...,00)-mb Fourier symbols are continuous.

We have a transference result in the multilinear case as well:

Proposition 2.6.21. [7710] Let ¢ € Loo(G*™) and define ¢ € Loo(G*™1) by
@(so,...,sn) = ([)(sosl_l,slsz_l,...,sn_lsgl).
Then Mg is multiplicatively bounded as an operator Seo(L2(G))*" — Soo(L2(®) iff ¢ €
M,CLbA(G). In this case, we have
I TNl mp = I Mgl mp-

Let us give a proof of the “if" direction that is slightly different from [TT10] by using
the transference techniques from Theorem 3.3.1, which simplify in the current setup.

Proof of “=". Assume that Ty is multiplicatively bounded. Let F € G finite with | F| =
Let ps € B(ZZ(F)) be the projection on the one dimensional space spanned by the delta
function &5. Let ¢ := | pxns1. By Theorem 2.6.16 (using that ¢ is continuous), it suffices
to prove that

Mg, :B(€2(F)*" — B(£2(F))

and its matrix amplifications are bounded by || Ty |l ;5. Define the unitary U = ¥ e ps ®
As € B(£2(F)) ® £G and the isometry

m:BWls(F)) — BWs(F)® %G, nx)=Uxeid)U".
Note that n satisfies n(Es;) = Eg; ® Ag4-1. For sp,...,s, € F:

(M, (Esosl’Eslsz, yEs,_15,)) = H((E(So, «.»Sn)Esys,,)

_ -1
_(,b(sosl ye ;Sn ls )E505n®ﬂ’sos
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while
Ty (T (Esys))s- 0B, 15,)) = Ty (Bsgsy @ Ao Bsyysy @ A, 1)
= Egs, ® T¢(/1$08171,...,/18n_1851)

-1 -1
=508y -ensSn-18, VEsys, ® A1

It follows that T(;N) om* ™ =mo Mg, This implies that

~ | = | = (N) xn (N)
||M¢F||—||7I°M¢F||—||T¢ orn ||S||T¢ I < 1Tpllmp-
By taking matrix amplifications, we prove similarly that || M, br lmb = 1 Tl mp- O

Remark 2.6.22. A multilinear map on the product of some operator spaces is multi-
plicatively bounded iff its linearization is completely bounded as a map on the corre-
sponding Haagerup tensor product. However, as [JTT09, Lemma 3.3] shows, for Schur
multipliers Mg on Seo(L2(G))*", just boundedness on the Haagerup tensor product is
sufficient to guarantee that Mg is multiplicatively bounded. Note that even in the lin-
ear case, when p < oo, it is unknown whether a bounded Schur multiplier on Sy, (L2 (R))
is necessarily completely bounded unless ¢ has continuous symbol (we refer to [Pis98,
Conjecture 8.1.12], [LS11, Theorem 1.19], [CW19]).

LINEAR FOURIER MULTIPLIERS ON L,
We now give the construction of linear Fourier multipliers on L, (£ G) from [CS15a]. The
definition is given with the help of a certain intertwining property with Schur multipliers.

Let 1 < p < oco. Then we have L,(Z£G) N S,(L2(G)) = {0} in general, so we cannot
directly link Fourier and Schur multipliers as in the case p = co. We use the following
trick to circumvent this difficulty. We will also use this trick in Section 3.4. Let F c G
be a relatively compact set with positive measure and let Pr : L(G) — Ly (F) be the or-
thogonal projection. Then, for 1 < p < oo, and x € Ly,(Z£G), xPr defines an operator
in 825, (L2(G)) (see [CS15a, Proposition 3.1]). For x € L, (£ G) with polar decomposition
x = ulx|, we will abusively denote by PrxPr the operator (1x|Y2u* Pp)*|x|Y2 PE, which
lies in S, (L2(G)) whenever x € L, (£ G). By [CS15a, Theorem 5.1], we have

IPEXPElls, 1, 6) < M(F)Upllxlle(zG)- (2.6.11)
Moreover, by [CS15a, Theorem 6.2 (ii), (iv)], we have for x € Ly(Z£G)
If PrxPp =0 VF < G relatively compact, then x = 0. (2.6.12)

We can now define Fourier multipliers on L, (ZG).

Proposition 2.6.23. [CS15a, Definition-Proposition 3.5] Let p € M., A(G) and 1 < p < oo.
There is a unique p-completely bounded map T(f 1 Lp(£G) — Lp(ZLG) that satisfies

Pr Td’f(x)PF = M(PpxPF).

It has completely bounded norm less than || Pl p,, aG) -
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For ¢p € M., A(G), the map Tgf from Proposition 2.6.23 will be called the Fourier mul-
tiplier on L,(£G).

Remark 2.6.24. We note that Proposition 2.6.23 defines Fourier multipliers on L, (£ G)
only for ¢p € M., A(G). However, with the same proof, we can also define Fourier mul-
tipliers T(f on L, (£G) for ¢ € M(A(G)) (this uses the fact that the map A(f) — A(f) on
ZGisisometric; see for instance [KL18, text above Definition 2.3.10]). These multipliers
are then only bounded, not completely bounded. We note that trivially, A(G) € M(A(G)),
and hence the space A(G) suffices to provide us with plenty of Fourier multipliers on

L,(£G); we will use this fact in the proof of Theorem 3.3.1.
We now state the corresponding transference result.

Proposition 2.6.25. [CS15a, Theorem 4.2 & 5.2] Let p € M., A(G). Then (]5 isa p-cb Schur
symbol and

1M : Sp(L2(@) = Sp(La(G) lep < I Ty : Lp(LG) = Ly(L Gl cb-
If G is amenable, then the opposite inequality also holds.

The transference theorems in Chapter 3 applied to the case n = 1 give a strenghten-
ing of this result. Namely, they work also for general p-Fourier symbols, not just symbols
in M., A(G).

Now let f € C.(G) * C;(G), 1 < p<ocoand @ €[0,1]. Then PFK(Z,(/l(f))PF € Sp(L2(G))

as mentioned above. It is given by integration against a kernel, which we calculate now
for later use. We write a := % and b:= % so that K‘Z(/l(f)) =A“A(f)AP. Then,

(PEAA(f)APPEg)(s) = 11(5)A%(s) fG FOAL 1 gt dr
= 1F(S)Aa(5)/ fsabaeHipeHe Hdte
G

= 1F(s)A“<s)f fstHabo1rmacHgnadr.
G
Hence the kernel of PFK?” (A(f)) Pr is given by

(5,0 — 1p(AYS) f(stHAP (D)1 R(D). (2.6.13)

Clearly, this function is compactly supported and bounded, hence it is in L, (X x X). This
means in particular that PFK‘Z,(/I(f))PF € Sy (Lo (G)).

MULTILINEAR FOURIER MULTIPLIERS ON Lj,

Finally, we consider multilinear Fourier multipliers on L, (£ G). We will do this only for
unimodular groups G for now. Let p;,..., p, be such that 1 < p;,..., p, < oco. Unlike in
the linear case, the choice of how to define the case p; = co is important.
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Definition 2.6.26. Assume that G is unimodular. Let ¢ € Loo(G*"*) and 1 < py,...,pp, p <
cowith p~! = X pi‘l. Consider the map Ty : L*" — £G defined by

Ty A = [ G0t b (0o )yl

for fi € Cc(G) x Cc(G). If this map takes values in L,(£G) and extends continuously
to Ly, (£LG) x ... x Ly, (£G), then we say that ¢ is a (py,..., pn)-Fourier symbol. The
extension is again denoted by Typ. In case p; = oo, we replace Ly, (£ G) by C;(G) in the
i’th coordinate. If the extension is (p1, ..., p)-multiplicatively bounded, then we say that
¢isa(py,..., pn)-mb Fourier symbol.

Note that this definition works due to the fact that L < L, (£ G). This is not the case
for non-unimodular groups. We will give a definition for the non-unimodular case in
Section 3.2.

Remark 2.6.27. We note that a priori, the set of (oo, ...,00)-mb Fourier symbols is smaller
than M,Clb A(G). However, these sets are actually the same. This follows for instance from
a combination of our results in Chapter 3 and [TT10, Theorem 5.5]. One does not need
the complicated machinery of Section 3.3 however. It follows already from the proof of
[TT10, Theorem 5.5], or from the proof of Proposition 2.6.21, that it suffices to require
that Ty is multiplicatively bounded on (C/’{ (G)*".

The purpose of Chapter 3 is to prove a transference result for multilinear Fourier
multipliers on L, (£ G), extending Proposition 2.6.25.







Lp-TRANSFERENCE BETWEEN
MULTILINEAR FOURIER AND
SCHUR MULTIPLIERS FOR GENERAL
LOCALLY COMPACT GROUPS

This chapter is based on the following articles:

1. Martijn Caspers, Amudhan Krishnaswamy-Usha, Gerrit Vos, Multilinear trans-
ference of Fourier and Schur multipliers acting on non-commutative Ly-spaces,
Canadian Journal of Mathematics, 75(6):1986-2006 (2023).

2. Gerrit Vos, Transference of multilinear Fourier and Schur multipliers acting on
non-commutative Ly -spaces for non-unimodular groups.
Preprint: 2023.arXiv:2308.16595

In this chapter, G will be an arbitrary locally compact group. We prove here a mul-
tilinear transference result between Fourier and Schur multipliers, extending the results
from [CS15a] and [CJKM23]. This chapter is based on [CKV23], except for the final sec-
tion, and [Vos23]. [CKV23] contains the main ideas for the transference results of Theo-
rem 3.3.1 and Corollary 3.4.2. However, this paper only deals with unimodular groups.
[Vos23] contains the entirety of Section 3.2 and generalises the results of [CKV23] for
non-unimodular groups. We will follow the proofs of the unpublished manuscript, oc-
casionally indicating where the proof simplifies in the unimodular case. We have also
added a separate section on linear Fourier multipliers, whereas in [Vos23] this was in-
corporated in the preliminaries.

The main difficulty for non-unimodular groups comes from the non-traciality of the
Plancherel weight. This means that we have to deal with spatial derivatives, which by
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Proposition 2.6.7 is just multiplication with the modular function A. In particular, this
raises the question how the multilinear Fourier multiplier should be defined for p < co.
It turns out that, in order to prove transference results, one needs to use the definition

1 1
that ‘leaves the A’s in place’. More precisely, for f; € C.(G)xC.(G) and x; = A2Pi A(f;)A%Pi,
the Fourier multiplier is defined as

1 1 1 1
Ty (x1,..., %) :f (81,8 [1(81) .. fu(Sp) AP g A2PL (L A2Pn Ay A2Pnds)...dspy.
Gxn

A major drawback of this definition is that it is not suitable for interpolation results when
n > 2, unless the ‘intermediate’ p;’s are all equal to co. All this will be discussed in Sec-
tion 3.2. Our first main result gives the multilinear transference from Fourier multipli-
ers as defined above to Schur multipliers. This is Theorem 3.3.1. The definition of the

(p1,..., pp)-multiplicative norm was given in Section 2.5.3

Theorem A. Let G be a locally compact first countable group and let 1 < p <00, 1 <
P1,...,Pn < 00 be such that p™' = X' p;'. Let ¢ € C,(G*") and define ¢ € C,(G*"™*)
by

$(so,...,sn) = (p(sosl_l,slsz_l,...,sn_lsﬁl), s; €G.
If ¢ is the symbol of a (p1,..., pn)-multiplicatively bounded Fourier multiplier Ty of G,
then ¢ is the symbol of a (py, ..., pn)-multiplicatively bounded Schur multiplier Mg of G.
Moreover,

Mg 2 Sp, (La(G)) % ... x Sp, (La(G)) = Sp(La (Gl (py,...py-mb
< Tp: Lp (LG) % ... x L, (LG) — Ly(L Ol py...p)-mb-

The proof is mostly an adaptation of the proof of [CJKM23, Lemma 4.6]. As there
are changes in several places, we have chosen to include the proof in full detail here. To
tackle the non-unimodular case, we will need a generalisation of the reduction lemmas
[CJKM23, Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4]. We do this already in Section 3.2. Note that [CJKM23,
Lemma 4.4] does not give any details for the proof, even though it is not that trivial even
in the unimodular case. In Lemma 3.2.8 we give an elegant induction argument which
fills this gap. Also, we need an extension of the intertwining result [CJKM23, Proposition
3.9] for non-unimodular groups, which we state in Proposition 3.3.3. We will sketch the
proof in a separate technical section at the end. We also note that in [CKV23, Theorem
3.1], the group was required to be second countable, but in the proof actually only first
countability was needed.

For amenable groups, we also have the converse transference result. In fact, one
no longer needs a continuous symbol, nor the first countability condition on the group.
This is Corollary 3.4.2.

Theorem B. Let G be an amenable locally compact group and 1 < p, p1,..., pn < oo be
such that% =X %. Let ¢ € Loo(G*™) and define ¢ as in Theorem A. If ¢ is the sym-
bol of a (p1,..., pn)-bounded (resp. multiplicatively bounded) Schur multiplier then ¢ is
the symbol of a (py, ..., pn)-bounded (resp. multiplicatively bounded) Fourier multiplier.

Moreover,

l T(p”(pl,...,pn) = ”M(;”(pl,...,pn); I T(p”(pl,...,pn)—mb = ||M$||(p1,...,pn)—mb-
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Again, the proof is similar to [CKV23], but with additional technical complications.
We also abstain from using ultraproduct techniques since they were not actually neces-
sary for the proof. It should be noted that if p; = co for some 1 < i < n, then our methods
only yield the above boundedness results of the multilinear Fourier multiplier on Cj (G)
in the i’th input (and conversely, boundedness on Cj (G) is all we need for the converse
direction in Theorem A). Of course, if p; =... = p;, = p = 0o, then the result from [TT10]
guarantees that the Fourier multiplier is indeed bounded on (£ G)*".

Let us describe the structure of the chapter. First we briefly look again at the linear
case in Section 3.1 as preparation for the multilinear case. In Section 3.2, we discuss
possible definitions of the multilinear Fourier multiplier, and explain why the definition
as stated above is the correct one for transference. We also prove some properties of
the multilinear Fourier multiplier that we will need later. In Sections 3.3 and 3.4, we
prove the transference from Fourier to Schur (Theorem A) and transference from Schur
to Fourier (Theorem B) respectively. In Section 3.5, we sketch the proof of Proposition
3.3.3 using Haagerup reduction. This section is rather technical and not essential to un-
derstand the bigger picture.

3.1. LINEAR FOURIER MULTIPLIERS

Before considering the multilinear case, let us first give an alternative, more concrete
definition of linear Fourier multipliers which will be more in line with the multilinear
definition given later. This definition is broader than the one in Section 2.6.5, since it
also allows for symbols that only define bounded Fourier multipliers for a specific p.

Recall from Section 2.6.5 that A takes the role of the inverse Fourier transform on
L, (G) in order to define Fourier multipliers on £ZG. In the case p = 2, the Plancherel
identity (2.6.4) gives a natural Fourier transformation f — A(f)A2. As such, the Fourier
transform with symbol ¢ € L (G) is given by

Tp:Lo(£G) — Lo(LG),  AIAZ —AGfIAZ, feLy(G).

By (2.6.4), this map is well-defined and bounded:

IA@NIAZ N2 = IS l2 < 1Pllooll Fll2 = [ Pllool A(HAE 2.

For 2 < p < oo and % + % =1, one can consider more generally the map L;(G) —
Ly(Z£G), f— A f)AYP as the noncommutative analogue of the Fourier transform on
L4(G), see Theorem 2.6.8. For 1 < p < 2 we use the same mapping, but we will a pri-

ori take £G(_y, p)» the space of closed densely defined (-1/p)-homogeneous operators
on L,(G), as codomain. This yields the following definition (recall that L := A(C.(G) *
Cc(G)):

Definition 3.1.1. Let ¢ € L,(G) and 1 < p < oo (the case p = co was already defined in
Section 2.6.5). We set

Ty:xp(L) = LG 1p),  MHOAP = A@NHAYP,  feCe(G)xCe(G), (3.1.1)
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When the map Ty maps to L,(£G) and extends continuously to a bounded map on
L,(£G), we say that ¢ is a p-Fourier symbol. When the extension is moreover p-completely
bounded on L, (£ G) (see Section 2.5.2), we say ¢ is a p-cb Fourier symbol.

It follows from Lemma 2.4.2 that the map (3.1.1) is well-defined. Note that by Remark
2.4.10, the lack of reference to p in the notation cannot lead to any confusion. Recall that
by Corollary 2.6.10, K}?(L) is dense in L, (£ G), and hence the extension to L, (£ G), if it
exists, is unique.

Remark 3.1.2. For p = 2, Ty(x) always maps KZ(L) to L,(£G). Indeed, let f € C.(G) x
Cc(G). Then ¢f is a bounded, compactly supported function, hence in L;(R). So by
Theorem 2.6.8, Ty (f) = AP IAYP € Ly (£G).

Remark 3.1.3. One can define analogous Fourier multipliers for any 8 € [0,1], and it
turns out that these are all equal. Indeed, let 1 < p <oco and 6 € [0, 1] and define

Ty AN =xSA@f), [ €ClG*Cel(G).
Now let f € C.(G) x C;(G) and take g = A%f; then by (2.6.3),
0. 0 1-0 0 1-0 1 1 1
T¢(1<p()t(f))) =AP AMPpIAP =AA P Gf)AP = A(PpQAP = T¢(Kp(/1(g))).
Also, we have K?,()L(f)) = K},(/l(g)) (by the above formula for ¢ = 1); hence Tg = Ty on
K‘;(L) =K, (D).

Let us now prove that our definition coincides with the one from Proposition 2.6.23
(or Remark 2.6.24) for ¢p € M(A(G)). We will denote by T(f: the Fourier multiplier from
Remark 2.6.24.

Proposition 3.1.4. Let¢p € M(A(G)) and 1 < p < oo. Then for x € L, we have
Ty (k, (1)) = Ty (k, ().

This means that ¢ is a p-Fourier symbol and Ty coincides with Tg on L, (£G). Similarly,
ifp € M., A(G), then ¢ is a p-cb Fourier symbol.

Proof. For p = oo there is nothing to prove. For p = 1, we use (2.6.12). In fact, we will
show that for f € C.(G) x C.(G),

PpTy(A(f)A)PF = Mg(PrA(f)APF) = Pr T(;(/l(f)A)PF.

The equality on the right is true by Proposition 2.6.23. By (2.6.13), the kernel of the left
most term is given by
(5,0 = Lp()p(st™ ) f(st™H1p(D)

which coincides with Ma(PFJL(f)APF) by again (2.6.13). This proves the case p = 1.
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Forl < p <oo, T(/l; is defined through interpolation. Hence we know its values on

K},(L), as it is contained in the intersection space (see the text after Proposition 2.4.24):
Tk, (0) =k, (T0 (1) = Tk (x)),  x€L.
This finishes the proof. O

Remark 3.1.5. We note that the proof of the fact that T:;o and Tgll) are compatible mor-
phismsis non-trivial, and uses (2.6.12). This argument does not extend to the multilinear
case; see also Remark 3.2.4.

Proposition 3.1.4 in particular tells us that

PrTy(x)Pp=My(PrxPp),  x€Lp(£G), € M(AG)). (3.1.2)

3.2. MULTILINEAR FOURIER MULTIPLIERS

Let 1 < py,...,pn,p <cowith p~' = Y7 p~! and ¢ € Lo (G*™). In this section we ex-
plore what a suitable definition for the Fourier multiplier Ty : Ly, (£G) x...Lp, (£G) —
L, (£ G) might be. Our first requirement is that it must coincide with the linear defini-
tion for n =1, i.e. it must satisfy (3.1.1).

Secondly, we would like the definition to be compatible with interpolation argu-
ments. More precisely, if Ty is bounded as a map £G x ... x £G — £G and as a map
Ly (£G)x...x Ly, (£G)— Lp(Z£G), then it should also be bounded as map Lp: (£ G) x
. X Lpn (£G)— Lp(ZLG) forall 0 < v < 1. This means that the definition mustvbe ‘com-
patiblev’ with the definition on (£ZG)*", in the sense that in each input, the maps T must
coincide on the intersection space of some compatible couple (with respect to some 6).
This tells us what the Fourier multiplier should look like on the dense subsets K‘Zi (L):

Definition 3.2.1 (“Wrong definition"). Let 6,...,8,,0 €[0,1] and x; = K%'l. (A(fi) fori =
1,...,n,where f; € C.(G) * C.(G). We set

9000 (x1, ) = KO (T (AU, ., AUf))). 3.2.1)

Definition 3.2.1 might seem reasonable at first glance; it coincides with the linear def-
inition for n = 1, and it is the only option if we want interpolation results. However, there
are several problems with Definition 3.2.1. Firstly, the definition depends on the choice
of embeddings, which is not an issue in the linear case by Remark 3.1.3. Secondly, there
are several properties of multilinear Fourier multipliers on unimodular groups which do
not carry over. This includes for instance [CJKM23, Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4], which
are crucial in the proof of the transference from Fourier to Schur multipliers. Moreover,
if we want to prove an approximate intertwining property as in (3.4.1), Corollary 3.4.5
tells us that the definition of the Fourier multiplier has to ‘preserve products of linear
multipliers’, in the sense that

T¢(x1, ...,xn) = T(pl ()Cl) v T<Pn (xn)
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whenever ¢(sy,..., ;) = P1(s1)...¢,(s,). Defition 3.2.1 does not do this. This means that
there is essentially no hope of proving the transference from Schur to Fourier multipliers
either.

The above requirement on the preservation of products leads us to consider instead
the following definition. Let 6; € [0,1] and set a; = 1;—?" and b; = %, so that K?,ii (x) =
A% xAPi, Now for f; € Cc(G) x Cc(G), we formally define the Fourier multiplier corre-
sponding to 0y, ...,8, by

T, 01,00 (Ko ADoK (A(fr)) = fG e ) fi(01) o ) %

AU, APz Abnerrany APy di,.
3.2.2)

A priori, it is not clear how to define the integral in (3.2.2). After all, the integrand
Ht, oo tn) i= Gty t) fi(11) oo fr () AP A APTYR L Abnm1an ) Abn

is a function that has unbounded operators as values. However, on closer inspection,
the ‘unbounded part’ of this operator doesn't really depend on the integration variables.
Indeed, using the commutation formula (2.6.2), we can write

H(tly---r tn)
= Gtrreeor ) fLl11) o (B AP () AP TR0 () AT @+ EES iy, AVP

J j-1
=Pty ) AP YD) o AP F) DAy r, - AYP, Bi=Y ai+ Y by
i=1 i=1

Note here that the functions AP f; are still in C.(G) x C.(G) by (2.6.1). Hence, a more
rigorous way to define the Fourier multiplier is

T, 01,00 Koh Ao Ko AUf)) = Tp(MAPT fi), ..., A AP fr) AP

However, we will keep the notation from (3.2.2). The integral is justified through the
above arguments. The latter expression also makes clear that (3.2.2) takes values in
LGy p); see Lemma 2.4.2. Just as in the linear case, it is not clear that it takes val-
ues in L, (£ G) in general; this will be part of the assumptions.

It turns out that the operator Ty g, ,...0,) in (3.2.2) does not depend on the choice of
01"8:

Proposition 3.2.2. Letl < py,...,pn, p <oco and6y,...,0, € [0,1]. The maps T, 61,60
and Ty (o,..,0) coincide on the space 1<(;,1 (L) x...x K%n (L). Consequently, if one of the maps
has image in L,(£G) and extends continuously to Ly, (£G) x ... x Ly, (£G), then the
other does as well and these extensions are equal.

Proof. The proofis similar to that of Remark 3.1.3. Recall that by (2.6.5), K(Z,ii (L) = K%i (L)
for i = 1...,n. For any such i, take a;, b; as above, i.e. so that K(;i (x) = A% xAPi, Let
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fi € Ce(G) % Cc(G) and set g; = A1 f;, so that x; := k% (A(f) = «9,(A(g1)). By (2.6.2) we
find

AU, ADFaz ) Abnevrany ADngy o d,
= fG DUt ) AT (0) filE) AT (1) fo(12) .. AT (1) fn (1) %
AVPIA AP AV dt .. dty,
=Tp,0,..0 APIAGD, ..., AP A(g1)) = Ty, 0,00 (X1, - ) Xn).-
O

With this issue out of the way, we can now formally define Fourier multipliers inde-
pendent of the choice of 6;’s:

Definition 3.2.3 (“Correct definition"). Let 1 < p3,...,pu, p < oo with p‘l = Z”:I pi‘l.
Alsolet ¢p € Loo(G*"™). For i =1,..., n, take any a;, b; € [0,1] such that a; + b; = pl.’i. If the
map

Ty, (L) x ... x K, (L) = LG 11p)

which is given for x; = A% A(f;) AV with f; € C.(G) * C.(G) by

Tp(x1,..., Xn) :fcxn(P(tl’“" ) fi(t1) ... fultn)x

AU, AbFaz ) Abnevtany ADngy dt,

(3.2.3)

takes values in L, (£ G) and extends boundedly to Ly, (£ G) x...x Ly, (£G) in the norm
topology (in case p; = oo for some i, we use the space C; (G) instead of Lo (ZG) = LG
in the i’th leg) then we say that ¢ is a (py, ..., pn) -Fourier symbol. We denote the exten-
sion by Ty, or T(f =Pn when we wish to emphasize the domain of the operator. This
is especially useful when writing an operator norm, since writing out the full domain
and codomain generally makes equations too long. If Ty is (p1, ..., p»)-multiplicatively

bounded, then we say that ¢ isa (py, ..., pn)-mb Fourier symbol.

.....

Clearly, for n = 1, Definition 3.2.3 reduces to (3.1.1). It does not give the problems
that Definition 3.2.1 does; as we saw already, it does not depend on the choice of embed-
dings. Moreover, the properties [CJKM?23, Lemma 4.3 and 4.4] do carry over, as we show
in Lemmas 3.2.6 and 3.2.8. Finally, it preserves products in the following more general
way: if ¢ is such that there exist m < nand ¢; : G*™ — C, ¢po : G**7™ — C such that

(p(sl»---;Sn) :(pl(sl’---»sm)¢2(5m+1’---»sn)y
then
Tp(x1,..,Xn) = Ty (X150, X)) Tpy (X415 -+, X2 (3.2.4)

However, we have to give up interpolation results in general. The only instances where
interpolation might work is when the L,-spaces ‘in the middle’ are all equal to C;(G).
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Indeed, in that case we can take 8; =0,60,=1,0 = o SO that the Fourier multiplier Ty
from Definition 3.2.3 also satisfies (3.2.1). We note that for n > 2 and p; < oo for some
2<i=<n-1,(3.2.3)isnotof theform (3.2.1) forany 0,...,0,,0, and hence Ty cannotbe a
compatible morphism for any ‘usual’ compatible couple structures on (Z'G, Ly, (£ G))g;,.

Remark 3.2.4. Although (3.2.1) is a necessary condition for the Fourier multiplier to al-
low interpolation, we have not been able to prove that it is a sufficient condition. The
issue is that to prove that the mapping for (py,..., ps) is compatible with the one for
(00, ...,00), we have to prove that they coincide on the entire intersection space L, (£ G)n
£ G (within L( r)) However, we do not know whether L is dense in this space in the inter-
section norm. In fact, for p > 2, we do not even know if J (pz is dense in the intersection
norm.

11
Remark 3.2.5. We could have just taken (the extension of) the map Tdf'"” as the def-

inition of our Fourier multiplier. This would have allowed us to skip Proposition 3.2.2,
and all the proofs further on in this paper would still work by approximating only with
elements in the central embedding. However, the more general definition allows some
flexibility to choose convenient embeddings for notation or to avoid some technicalities
(in particular in Lemma 3.2.6).

Let us now prove some properties of the multilinear Fourier multiplier for later use.
Lemmas 3.2.6, 3.2.7 and 3.2.8 are used in the proof of Theorem 3.3.1. Here Lemma 3.2.6
generalises [CJKM23, Lemma 4.3] and Lemma 3.2.8 generalises [CJKM23, Lemma 4.4].
Since the proofs of these two lemmas require careful bookkeeping with modular func-
tions, we will give the full details. The proof of [CJKM23, Lemma 4.4] was omitted, but it
is not that trivial; our argument fills that gap.

Lemma 3.2.6. Let1 < p;,p < oo and fix some 1 < i < n. Suppose that ¢ : G*"* — C is
bounded and measurable and set forr, t,r' € G:

g . N ._ -1 !
G(S1y. 0, S L 6T ) i=p(rS1, ., Si 6T Siglyee o, SnT).

Thend¢ isa(py,..., pn)-Fourier symbol (resp. (py, ..., pn)-mb Fourier symbol) iﬁ‘J)(-; rt,r")
is a (p1,..., pn)-Fourier symbol (resp. (py,..., pn)-mb Fourier symbol). In that case, for
xj €Ly, (£G),

5. (3.2.5)

T(Z,(,;r,t'r,)(xl,...,xn) 2/1; T¢()er1,x2,...,x,-/lt,/l;‘xiﬂ,...,xn/lrl))tr
Further, we have
Pl1:-»Pn Pls--»Pn
||T ||—||T¢( rtr,)ll

and (r,t,1') — T5(..r,1,ry Is strongly continuous. In the multiplicatively bounded case, we

have for any N = 1
Pl Py (N) PLiPn (V)
(T, = |I(T¢( r”,)) I

as maps Sy [Lp, (L) x ... x S}, [Lp, (LG)] = SN Ly (LGN, and (r,t,r) = TS

strongly continuous.
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Proof. Itis straightforward to check thatfor s € G, f € C.(G), wehave A;A(f) = A(As(f)) =
A(f(s71+)); moreover, we have

Mf))tszff(t)/l,sdtzA(s_l)ff(ts_l)/ltdtzA(s_l))l(f(-s_l)). (3.2.6)
G G

We will only make a choice for some of the embeddings and leave the rest open; this is
notationally more convenient. Let x; = A% A( fj)Abf €Ly, (£G), with fj € C.(G) x Cc(G)

#, etc). We compute

and a; = b; = a;+1 = b, =0 (hence b; = %,ai =
T(Z)(-;r,t,r’)(xl""’xn)

:f By S3 T 6T FI(SD) o (5 A APT2 A, APn1Tan ) o sy ds,
le’l

=fo"</>(s1,...,sn>f1(r*1s1)...A(t)*lf,-(s,-t*l)ﬁﬂ(ts,-ﬂ)...A(r/)*lfn(sn(r’ﬂ)x

A Abrtaiz  pAbnoitany o dsyLLdsy

* — = —— g %
=A; T (X1, X2, .o, Xiy Kit 1o v s Xn) A

Ab1+a2 .“Ahl’_1+ai A'Si

rls Si+1

Here
= AMACT DAY, F= ATYOAYAS YY)
T = Afin (A = AT E A A () TY).

By (3.2.6) we can write
Xn = A"A(f)Ar = XnAp

and similarly
X=Ax; X%i=xds o Xzl = A X
Combining everything together we conclude
Toim e, (X1yeeey Xn) = A7 Tp(ArXx1, X2, .., Xidpy Af Xig1s oo Xn Ayt ) AT

By (2.6.6), we have

I T@(‘;r,t,rl)(xl;---;xn)”p = T(p(/lrxler;---yxi/lt;A:le;-~-;xn/1r’)”p

.....

Hence, on the dense subsets of elements x; as above we have || T&(-;r, el = 1Tl If we
set w = ¢(-;1,t,1"), then (-;r~ 1, 71, (r")~1) = ¢p. Hence, applying the above result to
@(-;r~ 71, (7)™ yields the reverse inequality. By density, we conclude that the first
three statements of the lemma hold. By [JSO5, Lemma 2.3], the (left or right) multipli-
cation with Ag, s € G is strongly continuous in s. This implies the strong continuity of
(r 6,1 = T, 1)-
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Now assume ¢ is a (py, ..., pn)-mb Fourier symbol and let N = 1. Denote by ¢y the
N x N-identity matrix. Then by writing out the definitions and using (3.2.5) we find, for
X €Sy ® Ly (£G),

(N)
¢nt,r’)

=(n® AN T (N ® Ar) X1, Xy ® Ae), (8 ® AP Xis1, o, X (N @ A ) iy ® A7),

(xly--'rxﬂ)

Hence, by a complete/matrix amplified version of the above arguments, we deduce the
last two statements. O

Lemma 3.2.7. Let1 < pj,p < oo and fix somel < i < n. Suppose thatp :G*" — Cisa
(p1,--., pn)-Fourier symbol and ¢; : G — C is a p;-Fourier symbol. Set

(Z)(Slr---ysn) =(,b(51yu-;3n)¢i(si)-
Then (ﬁ isa(py,..., pn)-Fourier symbol and for x; € ij (£G),
T(Z)(xlr---)xn) = T(p(xl)---»xi—lr T([)l (xi))xi+1!"-)xn)- (3.2.7)

In particular,
||T§1 """ P =Ny P N Ty, 2 Ly (£G) — Ly (LG (3.2.8)

Proof. For x;j € K(;,j (L) (or any other embedding), it follows directly from writing out
the definitions that (3.2.7) holds (cf. (3.1.1)). By density, (3.2.7) holds for general x; €
Ly, (£G) which implies (3.2.8), so Tgl """ Pm is bounded. O

Lemma 3.2.8. Let1< py,...,p, <oo. Let q]TI =Xr; p;! and suppose that ¢ : G — C is
a qj-Fourier symbol for1 < j < n. Set

(,B(Sl; vy Sp) = P1(S1... Sn)P2(S2...8n) ... Pr(sn).
Then ¢ is a (ps,... pn)-Fourier symbol and for x; € Ly, (£ G) we have
T(Z,(xl, ey xn) = T</>1 (x1 T</>2 (.X,'Z v T¢n (xn) .. )) (3.2.9)

Proof. We first show (3.2.9) on the dense subset ‘K(;)i (L) x...x K(;,n (L). The lemma then
follows from boundedness of the T, together with Holders inequality.

We make the slightly stronger claim that for any ¢, ..., ¢, as in the assumptions and
any x; € K%i (L), there exists a compactly supported function g : G — C such that for all
¢ as in the assumptions,

1
Tp(x1,.., xp) = AN Ap18) = Ty, (x1 Ty, (x2... Ty, (xp) ...)). (3.2.10)

We will prove (3.2.10) with induction on n. We will need this intermediate step in order
to expand the outer Fourier multiplier in the right-hand side of (3.2.9).
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The case n = 1 follows directly from (3.1.1). Now assume that (3.2.10) holds for any
choice of ¢y,...,¢,-1 as above and x1,...,x,-1 with x; € K‘;ﬂ (L). Fix functions ¢y, ...,¢n

1
as in the assumptions and xj,..., X, so that x; = Ari A(f;) for f; € C.(G) x C.(G). Take g
compactly supported such that, for any g»-Fourier symbol v : G — C,

1
Ty (X2 Tpy (x3... T, (x) ...)) = A2 A(w g) = Typ (x2, ..., Xp) (3.2.11)

where W (s2,...,Sp) =W (S2...Sp)P3(s3...5,) ... ¢pn(sy). We calculate

(3.2.11)

1 1
T(p] (x1 T(Pz (x2... T(pn (xn)...) T(pl (APr1 A(fl)A q2 )l((l)zg))
2.6.3)

89 7, (AT AAT i) * ($28)))

311 L ~a
CLY AT AGH(ATE fi) * (2.

This shows the second equality from (3.2.10). Continuing the previous equation,

1 N
T¢1(X1T¢2(X2...T%(Xn)...))=fG(P1(l‘) (fG(A 7 fl)(sl)((ng)(Sl_lt)dsl AT A dt
_1 N
:fG[GdJl(sﬂ)(A % f1)(s1) (p28) (AN A, rdtds)
©2.6.2) 1 N
= fol(SﬂAﬂl YLSIL(PMSN)(PZ(I)g(t)A‘U/ltdtdsl
L 1
=Lf1(sl)An1 A A% Apr(s1-)p28)ds.
Applying (3.2.11) again but now with ¢ (s; - )¢, in place of v, we get:

T(p] (x1 T(Pz ()Cg e T(pn (xn) .. ))
1
=fo1(s1)A”1 /hlfoH(/)1(3132...sn)¢>z(Sz...sn)</)3(53---sn)...</>n(sn)x

1 1
o(s2) .. fu(sp)APr2 A, .. .APn A, dsy...dspds;
=Td—)(x1,...,xn).

This finishes the proof. O

Finally, we calculate a convenient form for the kernel of a corner of the Fourier mul-
tiplier for use in Theorem 3.4.1.

Lemma 3.2.9. Let F < G compact and x; = A“i/l(ﬁ)Abi € Ly, (£G) as above for f; €
Cc(G) % Cc(G). Then the kernel of PrTy(x1,..., X,) PF is given by
(to,tnwlp(to)lp(tn)fon_lwot;l,...,tn_lt,;l)fl(totfl)...fn(tn_lt,;l)x

AY (1) AP (1) APt )A (s .. ) AR ... Ay
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given by

fo— 1F(t0)an¢(tl»---;tn)fl(tl)---fn(tn)x
(AU A, AP, APn1tan )y AbnpLey(to)dty ... dt,
:1F(t0)an¢(t1,...,tn)fl(tl)...fn(tn)Aal(tO)Ab1+“2(t1_1t0)x...
Abntanel ) AP ) (8, ) d . d ity
:1F(t0)fcxn¢>(t0t1,tz,...,tn)fl(totl)fz(tz)...fn(tn)A”I(tg)Abl*“Z(tfl)x

AP2tas gy APnitanel e hyAbn eyt e dn . dty,

1F(¢0)an¢(t0tfl;t2,---ytn)fl(totl_l)fz(tz)---fn(tn)Aal(tO)Ab1+a2(t1)><

Ab2ras -y APntan el ey (AP pg) () 5 ) A Yd e . d iy,

- 1F(m)f6xn¢<m e a5 ALY o a1, VAT (1) AP (1) x ..
Abr1tn i, AP 1Eg) () A ... 1) Vdt ... d iy,

It follows that the kernel has the required form. O

3.3. FOURIER TO SCHUR TRANSFERENCE

Let G be a locally compact first countable group. In this section we prove the transfer-
ence from Fourier to Schur multipliers for such groups. We will not indicate any simpli-
fications for the unimodular case, since the extra complications are only in the proof of
Proposition 3.3.3 and the final part of Lemma 3.3.2.

An important ingredient will be the following ‘split’ coordinate-wise convolution: fix
functions ¢y € C;(G) x C.(G) < A(G) such that ||@k|l; = 1 and the supports of ¢} form a
decreasing neighbourhood basis of {e}. In other words, (¢y) is an approximate unit for
the Banach *-algebra L; (G). Note that we use the first countability of G here. Now, given
a bounded function ¢: G*" — C and some fixed 1 < i < n, we define

n
(pk(sly'-')sn)::j;;x (Pfl ..... tn(slr~--ysﬂ)(n(pk(tj))dtl"'dtn
n j=1

Jj=i+l

i n
:fGX bu,.., tn(e,...,e)(H(pk(sj...sitj))( H Qr(LSit1...SA(S41...85) |dny...dty.
n ]:1
(3.3.1)
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The last term of (3.3.1) in combination with Lemma 3.2.8 will allow us to reduce the
problem to the linear case. The necessity of the ‘split’ between indices i and i + 1 will be
explained later.

Theorem 3.3.1. Let G be a locally compact first countable group and let1 < p < oo, 1 <
P1,..., Pn-1 S 0o be such thatp™ =Y p:'. Let ¢ € C,(G*™) and define ¢ € C,(G™""*)
by

(}f(so,...,sn) = (p(sosl_l,slsz_l,...,sn_lsgl), $;€G.
If ¢ isa (p1,..., pn)-mb Fourier symbol, then & isa(py,..., pn)-mb Schur symbol. More-
over,

.....

Proof. Let F ¢ G finite with |F| = N. By Theorem 2.6.16, it suffices to show that the norm
of
M(E:Spl (l2(F) % ...Sp, (€2(F)) — Sp(£2(F))

and its matrix amplifications are bounded.

For s € F, let ps € B(¢2(F)) be the orthogonal projection onto the span of §;. Define
the unitary U = ) cp ps ® A5 € B(¢2(F)) ® £G. In the case p = oo, the Fourier to Schur
transference is proven through the transference identity

Téj\”(U(a1 ®V)U*,...,Ula,® DU*) =UMylay,...,an) @ DU*,  a; € B(C2(F)).

The idea is to do something similar in the case p < co. However, the unit does not embed
in L, (£ G), so we need to use some approximation of the unit instead. We construct this
as follows: let 7 = (V;) ;eny be a decreasing symmetric neighbourhood basis of the identity
(this is possible because G is first countable). For V € 7 we define the operator

kv = 11y A~ Y4500y ATV AY2 € L (26)

which is proven to be self-adjoint in [CPPR15, Section 8.3]. Let ky = uy hy be its polar

decomposition. Then we have hf//p € L,(£G) and, by (2.6.4), IIh?,/pllp = 1. Now for any
V € 7 we have, by Proposition 2.5.4,

2

”M(z(alnuran)"sg:”M(z(al;---ran)®h5“51’¥®Ln($G); a; € B({»(F)). (3.3.2)

Next, fixan i € {1,..., n} such that p; := (Zle pl’l)_l >1and pp := (Z?:Hl pl’l)_l > 1.
This is possible by our assumption that py,...,p, > 1. We now define the functions
Py,...1, and ¢ asin (3.3.1) for the chosen i.

The condition py, p2 > 1 is necessary for the use of Proposition 3.3.3 at the end of the
proof of Lemma 3.3.2; this also explains why we need the ‘split’ in the pointwise convo-
lutions. If p > 1, then one can take i = n in which case the proof of Lemma 3.3.2 simpli-
fies somewhat. Note that in [CJKM23] and [CKV23], the convolutions were defined for
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i = n—1. In the latter paper, this creates a problem in case p, = oo, p = 1; this problem is
resolved by splitting instead at some i chosen as above.

Let ay,...,a, € B(¢,(F)). By continuity of ¢, we have that ¢ — ¢ pointwise. In-
deed, for € > 0, we can take K such that for n1,..., ¢, € suppox, l¢s,... 1, (51,...,5) —
&(s1,...,8,)| < €. Then for k > K, we get |pr(s1,...,S,) —P(s1,...,5,)| < €. Since we are
working in finite dimensions, this implies

Mg (ay,..., an) — Mg(ay, ..., an)

in Sg. Together with (3.3.2) we find

2
5 T - p
IMg(ar,..., an)llgy = h}?hr‘r}f;lp IMg, (a,...,an) ® hy lls¥er,26)

2

BRT . ~ ; *
= 11]ICnlnlr/1€s;1p I U(Md)k(al""’ a,) ® hV)U ”SQ’@L,J(fc)

2 2
<limsuplimsup | Ty" (U@ @ h)! YU*,...,Ulan ® b)) YU gnor (26
k VeV poEp

2 2
+limsuplimsup || T (U (a1 ® b} YU*,..., Ulan ® h{) )U™)

k Vev
2
_ MU
_U(M¢k(alr---ran)®hv)U ”SQ’@Lp(fG)
=A+B.
First, we have
(N) o o
A <limsuplim T ®hl! ®hl"
ksup Ves;lp [ ok lax hV ||S]z¥1®LP1($G) lan hV ”Sgn®Lﬂn($G)

—1i )
—hmksup 1Ty Marlgy - lanllgy -

By repeated use of Lemma 3.2.6 (in particular we can use Fubini because of the strong
continuity property) we find

n

(N) (N) _ (N _ (V)
I T(Pk [ fon I T(p l (I:HI |‘Pk(tj)|) diy...dt,=| T(/, Meeli =1 Td) I =1 Tyl py,...pp)—mb-
and hence

A<]| T(p”(pl,...,pn)—mb” ay ”51311 el an”sgn .

It remains to show that B = 0. By the triangle inequality, it suffices to show this for a; =
E;, | ri»T0,..., T € F (for other combinations of matrix units, the term below becomes 0).
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In that case we get, by applying Lemma 3.2.6 in the second equality:

2 2 2
Ty (U(Ery,r, ® hy)U", ..., U(Er, r, ® hy"YU™) = UM (Erg ryy - B,y ) @ B U
2 2 2
=Epr, ® (T(,,km,oh{;l AbreeosApy RO AE ) = pr(rori .., rn_lr,;l)ﬂtmh(;/l’;n)

2 2 2
_ r1 p -1 -1\, P *
_Ero,rn®/lro(T(pk(ro.rl—l,"”rnil.rrzl)(hv e YY) =i (rory 5. i1ty )hv)/lrn.

Hence,

2 2 2
B =limsuplimsup | T, hy! ,...,h"}")—¢k(rorf1,...,rn_1r;1)h";

. Ver k(o 17y b

p
(3.3.3)

The limit over k exists and is 0; we postpone the proof to Lemma 3.3.2 below.

For the multiplicatively bounded estimate, we prove using similar methods that, for
K=1and ay,...,ay € MK(B(IZ(F)))Y

(K) (KN)
1M @ @l S UMl . Nl g

Here we use 1,7, ®U in place of U. Moreover, by the triangle inequality it suffices to prove
the estimate for B for a; = Ej,_, j, ® Ey,_, r;, with 1 < j; < K and r; € F; the expression for
B then reduces to (3.3.3) again. O

The following Lemma is similar to [CJKM23, Lemma 4.6]. In our case we have x; =1
which allows us to avoid the SAIN condition used in that paper; on the other hand, we
work with translated functions and our result works for non-unimodular groups. Already
in [CKV23, Theorem 3.1] it was explained how to adapt the proof of [CJKM23, Lemma 4.6]
for the translated functions. However this paper only considered unimodular groups.
Here we spell out the full proof for convenience of the reader.

Lemma 3.3.2. In the proof of Theorem 3.3.1, we have that

=0.
p

2 2 2
s s P1 pn -1 -1\, 7
limlimsup T¢k(ro~rf1,...,rn71~r,;‘)(hv e Y)Y =P (rory e T, )Ry,

Vey

The main idea is to reduce the problem to the linear case using (3.3.1) and apply
the following result for linear Fourier multipliers. For unimodular groups, this is just
[CJKM23, Proposotion 3.9].

Proposition 3.3.3. Let V' be a symmetric neighbourhood basis of the identity of G. Let
2<sg<psooorlsp<q=<2. Assumevy € Cy(G) is a p-Fourier symbol. Then we have

. 2/q 2/q
lim | Ty, () = (W Ay Yl — .
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The proof of Proposition 3.3.3 is a matter of combining results and remarks from
[CJKM23, Proposition 3.9], [CPPR15, Claim B and Section 8] and applying Haagerup re-
duction to [CPR18, Lemma 3.1] to generalise that estimate to general von Neumann al-
gebras. We give more details in Section 3.5.

Proof of Lemma 3.3.2. The idea is to use a dominated convergence argument in the last
expression of (3.3.1). However, the functions ¢ need not be integrable. We work around
this by multiplying with compactly supported functions that are close to 1 around e,
so that as V € 7 decreases to {e} we are just ‘multiplying by 1’ in the limit. Define a
function ¢ € C;(G) N A(G) with {(e) = 1 which is positive definite and (therefore) satisfies
1Ty : Lpy(Z£G) — Lp(ZLG)| <1 foralll < p <oo (cf. Remark 2.6.24). Next let

(j(S)=((rj_flsrj), 1<j<n, seG.
We define a product function as follows:

(Qb((l,---,(n))(sl;---;sn) = (P(Sl,---,Sn)(l(sl)---(n(sn)-

Then
2 2 ) . 2
p — —
T ryr oy -y (P LGRS = pr(rory Tt RO

2 2
S [ ST ) A (Y O I o ) LA €Y L RORY IY i 14
2 2 2
+1T; -1 1y (R B = @@ C)kor e Taoar DR
(CICS ) PAC RN SR SR pri) ety LreesbnlJkU0T eeer In=10p Jity lip

+IT,

Pr(ro-ry

= Ak,V + Bk,V + Ck,V-

2 2 2 2
p1 Pn pr1 pPn
bern Y e o B = Ty et rt oy - By oo Byl

Here ¢(({1,...,{n))k is defined again by (3.3.1) for the same i. We will estimate these
terms separately. We start by showing thatlimy limsupy¢y Ax,v andlimglimsupy¢y Cr v
are 0, essentially reducing the problem to the integrable functions ¢((,...,{,). We then
apply the idea mentioned above to show that limycy By, = 0 for any k.

Firstly, since ;. — v pointwise for any y € C,(G)*"* we have
limsup A,y = (@1, {i(rory s Tao1 ) = drlrory oy rua1 V|
VeV

—1prory e, oty DA =G oy D . Lnramiry ) = 0.

Next, we estimate the limit in k of limsupy¢y C,v. Set u; = t}Tlrj,l, vj=t;rjand

2 2
CV(tl,-'-’ tn) = ” T?‘](h‘l;l ”h‘ljn )"p)
where

-1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1
N=(p-¢C1,.... ) W1 Uy 5o U1 Uy UG T, T Vi, Vie] " Vpypyeeey Un—1- Vg ).
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Thanks to the strong continuity statement of Lemma 3.2.6, we can use Fubini to deduce:

n
Ckysfc Cv(tl,...,tn)(Hl(pk(tj)l)dtl...dtn. (3.3.4)
n i=1
Now set
l‘
Yiv=Auhy Ay forl<j<i-1,  yiv= Au,h"%* y,-H_V:/l,,h”’”/l’;Hl,

2
Yiv =/lyj_lh‘l;j /ljj fori+2<j<n.

Denote (4 for the identity operator on L4 (£ G). The symbol 1 is used both for the con-
stant 1-function and the number 1. Then we get the following estimate, where we apply
Lemma 3.2.6 and (2.6.6) in the first line and Lemma 3.2.7 and the assumption that 77 is
a contraction in the third line:

Cv(ty,.., ta) = 1 To-¢(c1, ) Y1LVs -0 Y, V) I p

n
< Y T, =17 111yt VLV oo V) I p
= e (3.3.5)

n
STy : Ly, X-upr,,_’Lp”z:l ||(T(j_lpj)(J/j,V)||pj l;l.nyi,V”p,- .
7= 7]

By (2.6.6), we have |ly;,v |l p; = 1. Further, by applying again Lemma 3.2.6 and Proposition
3.3.3,

2
b -1
”(T(]- _Lp]-)(J’j,V)”pj = T(j(uj-u]fil)—l(hV] )”pj - |(](u]u]+1) -1

for1 < j <i-1. Filling in the definition of { i

ICj(uju; ,+1 IC(r] il ri- 17y Vi) -1

and this equals 0 when evaluated at #;, ;11 = e. Similarly, we find for i < j < n that
limyey || (T(j =0l Ly, (£G) exists and equals 0 when evaluated at the identity in the
corresponding fi,..., ;. Moreover, all these values are bounded by 2. Going back to
(3.3.4), let us write M := | Typ: Ly, % ... x Ly, — Lpll. We find

n n
Cr,v Sfo M(Z (T, _l)(J/j,V)"pj) (H |<Pk(tj)|) dn...dty. (3.3.6)
"oo\j=1 j=1

The integrand of (3.3.6) is bounded by the integrable function 2M T[], l¢(¢;)I. Hence,
by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, the right hand side of (3.3.6) converges
in V. We find that

n n
limsup Cry < M (Z lim [|(T;; ~ t)(yj,v)n,,j) (]‘[ |<pk(rj)|) dn...dt,.
Vev G*n j=1 Vev i=1
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This quantity goes to 0 in k. This concludes the proof for Cy, .

Finally we prove that limycy B,y = 0 for any k. We fix a k for the remainder of the
proof. Recall that since ¢ € A(G), Ty, is bounded on L;(£G) forany 1 < g < co. More-
over, since @ € C.(G) x C;(G), we also have @A € C.(G) * C.(G) < A(G) (cf. the calcula-
tion before (2.6.5)), hence Tj, a is also bounded on L4 (£ G) for any 4.

We may assume, by scaling ¢ if necessary, that Ty, : L;(£G) — Ly(Z£G) and Ty, :
Ly(£G) — Ly(£G) are contractions for any Holder combination g of p,...,p,. Of
course, this means that ||¢|l; need no longer be 1 from now on. Set

i
-1
W(S1yenes S tlyenn, Bp) 1= (H Pr(rj-1Sj...8i1; tj))
j<1

n

-1 -1

X( [1 Pic(tjTiSiv1 ... ST )ATSiv1... 85T ))
Jj=i+l

1 2
::Wk(sl)---rsi; 1.0y ti)Wk(sl'+1)---,sn; Litly--o) tn)

By using the last term of (3.3.1) and Fubini, we get

(3.3.7)

2 2 2
XN Ty itpnt BY e B =i (L, Lty ) R D pd ty L d .

Note that |¢¢| < 1 by the assumed contractivity of T, . Indeed, for s € G, apply T, to
As to deduce that |@g(s)| = 1. Hence, |y (1,...,1; 11, ..., i) < H;?:Hl A(rirj‘l). Moreover,
from the expression (3.3.9) below we see that

2 2
1Ty sttt RO oo s RO < A1 £0) 7).

Since ¢((3,...,{,) is compactly supported, the integrand of (3.3.7) is dominated by an
integrable function. Hence by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, it suffices
to show that the term

2

2 2 2
||T1//k(-;t1 ..... tn)(hplyrh";")_’lyl’k(lr,]-)tlrtn)h";”p (3.3.8)

goes to 0 in V for any choice of 1,..., t;, € G.

Fix fy,...,tp€G. Forl1 < j<1i,set q]TI = 5:]' pl‘1 (sogr=p1)and T; = ka(rjil.ri-ltj).
By Lemma 3.2.6, T} is a contraction on qu (£G). For‘i +1<j<n,set q]fl = Z‘;l:j P[l (so
qiv1 = p2) and T = ka([j,i.rjfl)A(ri,rfl). We can estimate the norm of T 1Lg;(£G) —
Lg;(2£G) by using again Lemma 3.2.6:

1712 ATy 0yt = A0 DI Tl S A,
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Now, by Lemma 3.2.8, we have
2 2 2 2 2
Tyt i Ay oo y) = Ti(hy! To(hy? - Ti(hy).L)),
2 2 _2 2 2
Twi(-;ti+1,...,tn)(h5i+‘ veer B = Ty (R Tiga (R L Typ(hy™)..0)).

Clearly, Tw}c(,;th._”ti) is contractiveasamap on Ly, (£G) x...x Ly, (£G). Letx; € Lp,(£G)
with || x; IIij (26 < 1; then, from (3.2.4),

” ka(~;t1,...,tn) (xlv- . -yxn)”p = " TWi(';tl’“'rtﬂ) (-xi+1’- . -yxn) ”ﬁz

< A(tig1.. t)7H).

This validates the use of the dominated convergence theorem above. Now we go back
to estimating (3.3.8). Using subsequently the triangle inequality and Holder’s inequality
(with again (3.2.4)), we find

(3.3.9)

2 2 2
||T1//k('§t1,...,tn)(h";1r---)h‘?n)_Wk(]-)---)l; tl;tn)h{;”p
2 zo 2 2
< ITyt oy, (BY v By (L L i, R — (L Lt )R
2 2 2 2 2
P P pi 2 . 2
+| Tlllk(';l‘h-.-,tn)(hvl ,...,h";”)— Tu/i(';tlr'“vti)(h 1""’hV )'U/k(lw--»l’ti+1’---»tn)hvz lp

n 2 2 2
5( I1 A(rirj_l))IITW}C(.;IL'"J[)(h{;I,...,h“}’)—u/i(l,...,l;tl,...,ti)h";l [
j=i+l
2

2 2 2
+ ” Tu/ l»n)(h{;H—l ,,h‘ﬁn)—'u/i(l,,l, ti+1r---r tn)h‘Zz ”p_z

i(';fiﬂ:m,

—.pl 2
=: Bk,V + Bk,V'

We show only that limyey Bi v = 0; the equality limyey B,lC v = 0 follows similarly and is
in fact slightly easier since the T; are contractions for j < i. Now set, fori < j < n,

n 2 A
Rj'vzz( [1 (pk(tlrirl‘l)) Tia (R L Ti(hy ).
I=j+1

2
Here R;v =1/, @k(trrir; ' . Then

n

Bi,vs Y. IR v —Rj_1vlp,
j=i+l
Recall that ol < 1. Hence
IRj,v = Rj-1,vlL,,z0)
i ( Il |(pk(tlrir’_l)') 1T B T () (X)) = gateyriry Sy 0. ),
I=j+1

2 2

< A((tis1 - ) T ) = rltjrir TRy g
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We know that g; > p» > 1 for any i + 1 < j < n. Additionally, T; is bounded on £G and
L, (Z£G). By Proposition 3.3.3, the above terms converge to 0 in V. Hence, limy¢y Bi v=
0. This finishes the proof. O

Remark 3.3.4. As in the unimodular case (see [CKV23, Remark 3.3]) we do not know if
Theorem 3.3.1 holds if p = p; = 1 forsome 1 < i < n (and pj = oo for all j # i). The proof
above fails in that case because we cannot apply Proposition 3.3.3.

3.4. SCHUR TO FOURIER TRANSFERENCE FOR AMENABLE GROUPS

In this section we prove the transference from Schur to Fourier multipliers for amenable
groups. Here, we will indicate at one place how the proof simplifies in the unimodular
case. We also fixed a small mistake in the version of [CKV23], as will be mentioned at the
relevant spot.

Recall [Pat88, Theorem 4.10] that G is amenable iff it satisfies the following Folner
condition: for any € > 0 and any compact set K < G, there exists a compact set F € G with
non-zero measure such that w

net F(, k) of such Folner sets using the ordering (1, K}) < (g2, K2) if €1 = €2, K € K>.

< e for all s € K. This allows us to construct a

Theorem 3.4.1. Let G be a locally compact, amenable group and let1 < p,p’, p1,..., pn <

oo be such that% =¥, % =1- ﬁ. Let ¢ € Loo(G*™) and define ¢ € Loo(G*"*1) by

e -1 -1 -1
P(Sos..r Sn) = P(S0S] H 8185 5.v s Sn=1S5, ), s;i€G.

Assume that ¢ is a (p1,..., pn)-Schur symbol. Then there is a net I and there are complete
contractions ig,q : Lg(£G) — Sq(L2(G), a € I, such that for all f;, f € C.(G) % Cc(G),

i (Tp (X1, ., X)) i, @ (1)) =AM (i (51D, i ), Epra(PD)| 20, (3.4.1)

where x; = A%A(f))AV! € LPi(£G), y = AA(f)AP € LV (£G) (ie. a;+b; = pL) Ina
similar way, the matrix amplifications of iy o approximately intertwine the multiplicative
amplifications of the Fourier and Schur multipliers.

Proof. Let F,,a € I be aFolner net for G, where I is the index set consisting of pairs (¢, K)
for £ > 0, K < G compact and the ordering as described above.

Let P, = Pg, be the projection of L,(G) onto Ly (Fg). Consider the maps
ipa:Lp(£G) = Sp(La(B)),  ipa(x)=p(Fa) 'PPexPy,
They are contractions by [CS15a, Theorem 5.1]. By replacing G by G x SU(2), one proves

that they are in fact complete contractions (see also the last paragraph of [CS15a, Proof
of Theorem 5.2]).
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Now fix a. From (2.6.13), we deduce
M(E(ipl,a(xl)r ey ip,,,a (xn))(t(), tn)

_ 1 -1 -1 -1 -1
_WlFa(IO)IFaU”)fF;n_l‘WOtI e tnm1ty ) ity ) el fu(tn-18,7) %

AN (to)Ab1+“2 (). AP () A .. ) Ddn . dity .

From Lemma 3.2.9 we have a similar expression for the kernel of iy o (T (x1,. .., X5)):

(to, tn) — 1pa(to)1pa(tn)me Pty sy tn1 1) filtofy ) o fn(tnor 1)

1
W(F )P
AY (1) AP (1) AP () A ... ) d B ... Ay

Now we need to take the pairing of these kernels with i,y ,(y) and calculate their
difference. To that end, we define the following function ®:

D(ty,..., tn) =P(tot; ... tno1 D) Al t] ) o fr (b1 £, f 1y 1)
ADFE g AP (1) AP Aty .. )T,

and the function ¥,:
Wol(to,..., th) = 1Fa (tO)lFa(tn) - 1F;"+1 (foy. s tn) = 1FaX(F¢§"_1)C><Fa (to,..-s tn).

Note that in [CKV23], the indicator function was mistakenly taken over Fy x (F5)* n=lyp,
instead. This correction leads to an extra term 7 in the choice of the lower bound of « at
the end. Also note thata priori, itis not clear that Ty (x1, ..., ;) liesin L, (£ G), and hence
itis not clear that ip o (Ty(x1, ..., Xn)) lies in S, (L2(G)). However, both i o (T (x1,..., X5))
and iy 4 (y) are given by integration against a kernel in L, (G x G), so the pairing (2.6.8) is
still well-defined as a pairing in Sy (L2 (G)) instead. Now we have:

Kip,a(Tep(x1, ..., Xn)), ipra (V) = AMg(ipy,a(X1),- - Epy,a (X)) Epr,a (¥))]

1 (3.4.2)
W(Fa) Jor 1q)(t(),...,[n)\l"a(t(),...,tn)dt()...dtn
a n+

Let K < G be some compact set such that supp(f;),supp(f) € K and e € K. Let
to,..., Iy be such that both ®(t,..., t;) and W, (1, ..., ;) are nonzero. Since ¥, (to, ..., t;,)
isnonzero, we must have 1, t,, € F, and t; ¢ F, forsome i € {1,...,n—1}. Since ®(ty,..., t;)
is nonzero, there are ki,...,k, € K such that t,_1 = k,t,, th-2 = kn-1knty, ..., fH =
ki...kyt,. Hence we find

th€Fan(k...kn) " Fo\((ka...kp) ' Fen...nk;' Fa)
CFa\((ka...kp) "Fyn...nk;' Fy) (3.4.3)
= (Fa\(kp...kp) 'Fp) U...U(Fo \ k' Fy)

We want to apply change of variables in (3.4.2). We note that this is much simpler in the
unimodular case; the reader interested only in that case can deduce (3.4.4) more directly
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and skip (3.4.5) completely. Let us first look at a simple case: assume g € L;(G x G) is
such that g(s, 1) # 0 only when st~ ! € K. Then

/ g(s,t)dsdtzf lK(st_l)g(s,t)dsdt:f 1x(s)g(st, HA(t)dsdt
G><2 G><2 G><2

:ffg(klt,t)A(t)dkldf
GJK

where we renamed the variable s in the last line. Applying the above formula twice for a
function g € L;(G*3) such that g(r, s, t) #0 only when rs~! € K, st~! € K, we get

f g(r,s,t)drdsdt:f fg(kls,s,t)A(s)dkldsdt
Gx3 Gx2 K

fo 2g(klkzl',kgt,t)A(kzl’)A(l’)dkldkzdt.
GJK*

Carrying on like this, we obtain

1
‘ O(ty,..., ) VYalto,..., th)dty...dty,

U(Fg) Jgxn+

1
:|H(F )fK fGGD(kl...kntn,...,kntn,tn)‘Pa(kl...kntn,...,kntn,tn)x (3.4.4)
o xXn

Alky...knty)...Alknty)A(ty)dtydky ...dky,

Note that a+ b+ X!, a; + b; = 1, hence

[D(k1...kntn, ..., kntn, t))IA(K2 ... kntn) ... Alknty) A(t,)
< NPfi-e fufllooA™ Py . knt) AP (kK ) .. AP F 0¥ (e 1)
Ab"+a+l(tn)A(kflk£2...k,;n t;lnil) (3~4-5)

=1 fi - fuf oA 07 (k) AU+ PED (o) ANPnm e
slpfi-- faflooCron =2 M.

Here the constant Ck,, can be chosen to be dependent only on K and z (and G).
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Applying (3.4.2), (3.4.4), (3.4.5) and (3.4.3) consecutively we get
|<ip,uc(T¢(x1r ey xn)); ip’,a (y)>p,p’ - (M[ﬁ(ipl,a(xl); ey ipn,oc (xn)); ip’,a (y))l

1
=)#(F )fo chb(kl...k,,tn,...,k,,t,,,t,l)\ya(kl...kntn,...,kntn,t,,)x
a n

Alky...knty)...Alkpty) A(t)dtydky ... dky,

< f‘I/a(kl...Icntn,...,kntn,tn)dtndkl...dkn
w(Fy) Jr=n Jg (3.4.6)
M
= Kxnp(Fam(kl...kn)‘lFa\((kg...k,,)‘lFam...mk;lFa))dkl...dkn
n
< Y wFa\ (ki..kn) ' Fp)dky ... dky

B 1(Fg) Jxxn i=2

1(Fa \ KF,)
<Mm-DuE)" sup ————=
H kb nlFo)

Using the ordering described earlier, if the index a = (¢ x (Mnug(K)") ~1K'""), then
the Folner condition implies that (3.4.6) is less than €, and hence the limit (3.4.1) holds.

From (3.4.1), it follows from writing out the definitions that the matrix amplifications
of i o also approximately intertwine the multiplicative amplifications of the Fourier and
Schur multipliers. i.e. for §; € S)y, f € SQ’,, we have

(id@ip'a(T(;)N)(ﬁl®X1y...;,6n®xn))yid®ip’,a(ﬁ®y)>p,p’_ (3.47)
(M (0 ®ip, a1 ©11),...,1d 81,y ® X)), id@iy o (FE )| =0

O

Corollary 3.4.2. Let G be an amenable locally compact group and 1 < p, py,...,pn < 00
be such that % =X, %. Let ¢ € Loo(G*™). If ¢ is a (py,..., pn)-Schur symbol (resp.
(p1,-.., pn)-mb Schur symbol) then ¢ is a (p1,..., pn)-Fourier symbol (resp. (p1,...,Pn)-
mb Fourier symbol). Moreover,

Proof. Let x; be as in the hypotheses of Theorem 3.4.1 and let iy, o be as in the proof of
Theorem 3.4.1. Let p’ be the Holder conjugate of p. In [CS15a, Theorem 5.2] it is proven
that

(ip,a(X),ip a (W) p,pr = X, V) p,pts X€Lp(&£G), ye Ly (£G). (3.4.8)

Note that this inequality also holds, and in fact is explicitly proven for p = co; by symme-
try it also holds for p = 1. We remark that this result also uses the Folner condition.
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Let £ > 0. Then we can find y = A“A(f)A?, f € Cc(G) x C;(G) such that [lyll,y <1 and
1Ty (X1, X)) llp = KT (X150, Xn), WY + €.

Next, by (3.4.8) and Theorem 3.4.1 we can find « € I such that the following two inequal-
ities hold:
KTp(x1,.. Xn), ¥) = lp,a(Tp(x1, ..., Xn), ip o (YN <€

and

|<ip,a(T¢(xly-- -;xn))r ip’,(x(y»p,p’ - <M$(ip1,a(xl);---: ipn,a(xn)); ip/,a(y»p,p’l <E.
By combining these inequalities we find

I Tp (X1, o Xl < KM iy, (X1, oy (o)), @ (1)) |+ 3

The elements x; as chosen above are norm dense in Ly, (£ G) (resp. C; (G) when p; = 00),
hence we get the required bound. The multiplicative bound follows similarly. O

Remark 3.4.3. In [CS15a], [CKV23], the proof runs via an ultraproduct construction. The
ultraproduct is not actually necessary as demonstrated above, as all limits are usual lim-
its and not ultralimits.

As another corollary, we get the following multiplicatively bounded, non-unimodular
version of [CJKM23, Theorem 4.5]. Moreover, we no longer need the SAIN condition and
the subgroup need no longer be discrete.

Corollary 3.4.4. Let G be a locally compact, first countable group and let1 < p < oo and
1< p1,...,pn <co with p™t =Y p7l. Let ¢ € C,(G*") be a (p,..., pp)-mb Fourier
symbol and let H < G be an amenable subgroup. Then

I T</>|H><n ”(p1 ..... pn)—-mb = I Tgb”(pl ,,,,, pn)—-mb

Proof. The associated inequality for Schur multipliers follows from Theorem 2.6.16. Now
Corollary 3.4.2 (using amenability of H) and Theorem 3.3.1 yield the result. O

In the next corollary we prove a necessary condition for a ‘Fourier multiplier’ to sat-
isfy (3.4.1) for the embeddings i, , defined above. This was used in the discussion in
Section 3.2.

no1

Corollary 3.4.5. Fixn>1,1<py,...,pn, p,p’ < oo such that% =X, o = 1- % and let
01,...,0,,0,0' €[0,1]. Let ip,a be as in the proof of Theorem 3.4.1. Assume that for each
¢ € Lo (G*™), we have a map Sy : K?,li (L) x...x K?,Z (L) — Kz (L) satisfying

(ip,a (S([)(xl) ceey xn)); ip’,a((_V))p,p’ - <M$(ipl,a(x1), ey ipn'a (xn)), iplla(y)>p’pl| E, 0.
(3.4.9)
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for x; € K?,ii (D), y€ K‘Z/, (L). Now let ¢(sy,...,5n) = P1(51)...¢n(sy) for some functions
b1,...,¢Pn € L°(G). Then Sy must satisfy

Se(xX1,...,Xn) = Ty, (x1) ... T, (xXn)
for x; EK?,ii(L), i=1,...,n.
Proof. Fixsome y e KZ/, (L). By density, it suffices to show that
(Sp(xX1,...,Xn), ) = (Tp, (x1) ... Typ,, (X1), ¥)-
By (3.4.8), it suffices to show
gg}“ip,a(s(p(xly---;xn) =Ty, (x1) ... T, (X)), iy o (YN = 0.

By running the proof of Theorem 3.4.1 with the constant 1 function in place of ¢ and
Ty, (x;) in place of x;, we find that

l(ig}uip,a(T(/)l (x1)... Tp, (xn)) = ipy,a (T, (X1)) ... ip,,a(Tp, (Xn)), ipr o (YD) = 0.

Since multiplication with ¢; only maps C.(G) x C.(G) to C.(G), we no longer need to have
that Ty, (x;) € Kgil. (L), so we cannot apply Theorem 3.4.1 directly. But since we have ¢p =1,
this does not give any technical complications in the proof.

Using the kernel representations, it is straightforward to show that

ipl,a(Td)l (x1))... ipn,a(T(/bn (xn)) = Mg’bz (ipl,a(-xl)) .- MJ,; (ipn,a (xn))

= M&(ipl,a (x1), -5 Ipp,a(Xn))-

By combining the above observations with (3.4.9), we get the required result. O

3.5. LINEAR INTERTWINING RESULT

In this section, we sketch the proof of Proposition 3.3.3. The main ingredient to be added
to already existing results is the extension of [CPR18, Lemma 3.1] to general von Neu-
mann algebras via Haagerup reduction. The Haagerup reduction method is described
by Theorem 3.5.1, proved for o-finite von Neumann algebras in [H]X10] and extended to
the weight case in [CPPR15, Section 8].

Recall from Section 2.3.1 that the centraliser .# ¥ of a nfs weight ¢ on a von Neumann
algebra ./ is given by
M ={xeM:0¥(x)=xVIER).

Theorem 3.5.1. Let (#,p) be any von Neumann algebra equipped with a nfs weight.
There is another von Neumann algebra (R, p) containing # and with nfs weight § ex-
tending ¢, and elements a,, in the center of the centralizer of  such that the following
properties hold:
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1. Thereis a conditional expectation & : & — M satisfying

o8& =0, U(spog:éaoa?, seR.

2. The centralisers R, :== R of the weights ¢, := p(e” % -) are semifinite forn = 1.

3. There are conditional expectations &, : # — &, satisfying
Pon=0, 0¥08,=8,007, seR

4. &(x) — x o-strongly for x € ng, and U1 %y is o -strongly dense in .

Now assume that T : .# — ./ is unital completely positive (ucp) and satisfies po T <
¢. Recall that by Proposition 2.4.17, T ‘extends’ to a map TP on Ly (A), in the sense

that T® (D, *” xD,/*") = D}, *’ T(x) D}, " for x € mg. If T satisfies 0¥ o T = Too?, then

@ @
we moreover have T (Delpr((pl_e)/p) = Dzlp T(x)D((pl_e)/p forany0<6 <1and xemg.

@
In particular, the conditional expectations &, &, ‘extend’ to maps &), é",(f ) from Ly(%,P)
to Ly, (M, @) resp. L, (%, ). The following statement is [CPPR15, Lemma 8.3]:

lim e () -xl,=0, 1<p<oo, xeL,(%, Q). (3.5.1)

We need a few more facts; we refer to [CPPR15, Section 8.2] for the details. First, there
is an isometric isomorphism xp : Ly (%5, ) — Lp(Zn, @y) given by Kp(Dtlﬁ/ZPxD(lAp/zl’) =
en/2P xen!2P for x € my. Next, assume that T : .4 — .4 is ucp and preserves ¢ and
o?. Then by [H]X10, Section 4] there exists an extension T : % — % which is also ucp
and preserves ¢ and o¥. Hence T itself also ‘extends’ to the various noncommutative
Ly,-spaces. Moreover, the following diagram commutes:

&l _
Lp(B,0) 5 Ly @, @) —2 Lp(Tn, )

f(p)T T(p)T TT
g(p)

Lp(B,0) 5 Ly R, @) —2 Lp(n, ).

Note that since ¢, is tracial on 2, the T in the rightmost upwards arrow is actually an
extension of the operator T on %, so we do not need to use the notation T here.

Finally, for 1 < p, g < oo we define the Mazur maps M, 4 : L, (#) — Ly( M) by x —
u|x|P'9 where x = u|x| is the polar decomposition of x. The Mazur maps satisfy ko
Mp,q = My, 4 0%, see for instance [Ricl5, end of Section 3]. We are now ready to state
and prove the generalisation of [CPR18, Lemma 3.1] for general von Neumann algebras.
This result was already shown for 2 < p < 0o in [CPPR15, Section 8], but we will prove the
result for all 1 < p < oo at once since this does not take any extra effort.
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Lemma 3.5.2. Let (4, ) be a von Neumann algebra equipped with nfs weight. Let T :
M — M be a unital completely positive map satisfying o T =@ and Toc? =a? o T for
all s € R. Then there exists a universal constant C > 0 such that for any x € Ly () and
l1<p<oo:

1TP My, (x)) = Ma,p (01l < CIT® () = x 11§ 11 %1157,

— Ll P 2
where 0 = 7 min{3, p}.

Proof. The proof runs via Haagerup reduction, using the estimates for the semifinite
case from [CPPR15, Claim B] for p > 2 and [CPR18, Lemma 3.1] for p < 2. Note that the
latter was stated only for finite von Neumann algebras, but the same proof works for the
semifinite case as well.

Set y = My,,,(x). Since T = T on .# and Ly,(4,¢) — L,(%,P) canonically and iso-
metrically, we have T (y) = T (y) and

1TP ) = YL, cap =1 TP @) = Vi, @.p-
Now fix n = 1. Then
167 TP 1) = EL DLy = 1%p (8 TP ) = 87 ) 1, g
= 1T &Y ) = kp@E DLy o)
Now we can apply the result for the semifinite case on x p(c?,(l”J ( ¥)) to obtain
1EP TP (1) - &P WLz

< CITMp 20y &P W = My 26cp G O, g, oy 1 Mp2 G p &L DI 0

= Clico (TP (M2, 1) = k2 (Mp2 & O, 8, oy 162 M2 NN, G 1

= CITP WM 267 )~ Mpa &L DG, . 5 1M 2 O o)
=:cAYBL Y.
By the triangle inequality, the main result from [Ric15] and (3.5.1), we find

(p)
By = IIMp,z((g’n’[J () =Mp 2V 120,0) + 1 Mp 2Ly %,,0)
» min{Z,1}
=Cepl&y” () - y||Lp(@2m¢) + XN Ly %09 — 1%Ly i, )
for some constant Cy, , independent of 7. Similarly, we find

min{Z,1}

An= Cepl T® = 12118 1) = VI (g o)+ 1T 0 = Xl 1y 62,0 = 1T () = XLy .-
Hence, taking limits and applying again (3.5.1), we conclude

|7 W=yl = nh—l:lgo ”gﬁlp)(f(lﬂ) ) _g"(lp) Wz, @np < Cl T® (x) - xllgllxllé—ﬁ
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Proof of Proposition 3.3.3. The proof is essentially a matter of adapting [CPPR15, Proof
of Claim B] using results and remarks from [CJKM23, Proposition 3.9], [CPPR15, Section
8], and applying Lemma 3.5.2. We indicate only the changes to [CPPR15, Proof of Claim
B]. The statement we have to prove is precisely [CPPR15, Equation (9)], but without the
u; (this is just a different choice based on convenience). The T; constructed in [CPPRI5,
Proof of Claim B] is a ¢-preserving ucp map that commutes with the modular automor-

phism group; one can see this from (2.6.3). Hence, we can apply Lemma 3.5.2 on Ty and

hy to show [CPPR15, Equation (10)] (but without the u;). Then, setting z; = h%,/q, the

rest of the proof is the same. O



LOWER BOUNDS FOR CERTAIN
BILINEAR MULTIPLIERS

This chapter is based on (part of) the following article:

1. Martijn Caspers, Amudhan Krishnaswamy-Usha, Gerrit Vos, Multilinear trans-
ference of Fourier and Schur multipliers acting on non-commutative Ly-spaces,
Canadian Journal of Mathematics, 75(6):1986-2006 (2023).

In this short chapter we prove a result about non-boundedness of the bilinear Hilbert
transform and Calderon-Zygmund operators based on our multilinear transference tech-
niques. This chapter is mostly based on the final section of [CKV23]. The results from
Lemma 4.1.3 and Proposition 4.1.4 are new; they were obtained after the publication of
[CKV23] but not published anywhere.

We consider the case of vector valued bilinear Fourier multipliers on R. Lacey and
Thiele have shown in [IT99] that the bilinear Hilbert transform is bounded from L, (R) x
Lp,®) — L,(R), when 3 < p < co and ’—17 = % + é. The vector valued bilinear Hilbert
transform is bounded as a map from

Lp, (R, Sgqy) x Lp, (R, Sg,) = Lp(R, Sg)

whenever 1 < + L__ asshown by Amenta and Uraltsev in [AU20]
max{qz,q,}

rnax{lq,q'} + max{zlh,qi}
and Di Plinio, Li, Martikainen and Vourinen in [DL.MV22]. In particular, this class does
not include Holder combinations of g;. We show that this result does not extend to the
case when p; = g;,p = g = 1, using a transference method similar to the ones used in

earlier sections. To be precise, we prove the following result (Theorem 4.1.2).

Theorem C. Let1 < py, p2 < oo be such that % + i =1 andset h(s,t) = x>o(s—t). There
exists an absolute constant C > 0 such that for every m € N>y we have

NT™ < L, (R, Spt) % Ly, (R, Sie) — Ly (R, S7)1| > Clog(m).
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Additionally, we show a similar result for Calderén-Zygmund operators. Here Grafakos
and Torres [GT02] have shown that for a class of Calder6n-Zygmund operators we have
boundedness L; x L; — L 1o in the Euclidean case. Later, a vector valued extension was
obtained in [DLMV20]. Here for a class of Calderén-Zygmund operators the bounded-
ness of the vector valued map was obtained for Ly, x Ly, — L, with 1 < p, p1, p2 <ocoand
L - L, L Theorem 4.2.1 shows that the latter result cannot be extended to the case

PP p2
when p =1.

The structure of the chapter is straightforward: in Section 4.1 we prove result on the
bilinear Hilbert transform, and state some other (unpublished) results in this context. In
Section 4.2, we prove the Calder6n-Zygmund result.

4.1. LOWERBOUNDS FOR THE VECTOR VALUED BILINEAR HILBERT

TRANSFORM

For 0 < p < oo recall that S;’f = Sp(Cm) is the Schatten Lj-space associated with linear
operators on C™. For 0 < p <1 we have that S} is a quasi-Banach space satisfying the
quasi-triangle inequality:

1_
Ix+ylp <27 Uxlp+1ylp),  xyeSi.

We set
h(&1,62) = x=061-62),  ¢1,62€RR,
where we take the convention that the indicator function satisfies y>((0) = % The first

statement of the following theorem is the main result of [LT99] and the latter statement

of this theorem for 1 < p < co was proved in [AU20] and [DLMV22].
Theorem 4.1.1. For everyl < q1,q2,q, p1, P2 < oo,% < p < oo with % =14 i and me

P1
Ny there exists a bounded linear map
T : Ly, R, S % Ly, R, Sj2) — Ly (R, S} (4.1.1)

that is determined by
T (fi, f2)(s) = fR fR A@DRERELE) ™D dE dEy,

wherese€Rand f;,i = 1,2 are functions in Ly, (R, S;’:) whose Fourier transformsfi are con-

tinuous compactly supported functionsR — SZ?. Ifi<p:= (% + %)‘1 <ooand
1 + 1

max{qi,q;} =~ max{qz,qj}

1
max{q,q'} +
> 1 we have that this operator is moreover uniformly bounded in m.

Note that the map T}(Lm) as defined above coincides with the multiplicative amplifi-
cation of the map T}, :=T, ;ll) as defined in Section 2.5.3, so this notation is consistent.

Our aim is to show that the results of [AU20] and [DLMV22] cannot be extended to
thecase p;=¢q;, g=p=1= % + i; i.e. the bound of (4.1.1) is not uniform in m. In
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particular we show that the bound can be estimated from below by Clog(m) for some
constant C independent of m.

For a function ¢ : R> — C we recall the definition

B(Ao, A1,12) = p(Ag — A1, A1 — L), AieR.

L

s = 1. There exists an absolute

Theorem 4.1.2. Let 1 < pj,p2 < oo be such that % +
constant C > 0 such that for every m € N>, we have

Aprpsm = ITI Ly, (R, SP1) x Ly, (R, Si) — L1 R, ST > Clog(m).

Proof. In the proof let Z,, = [-m, m] nZ. We may naturally identify S,(£2(Z;,)) with
§3"*1. Let ¢ € Cc(R), ¢ = 0 be such that ¢ (1) = (1), L € R, ll¢llL, ) = 1 and its support

is contained in [—%, %]. Set for s1, 52 €R,

H(sl,sz):fh(sl+t,—t+sz)<p(t)dt.
R

Then H is continuous and H equals & on Z x Z. As a consequence of Lemma 3.2.6 (or a
multiplicatively bounded version of [CJKM23, Lemma 4.3]) we find

NTE"™ D Ly, R, S5 x Ly, R, Son ™) — LiR, S ) < Apy pyome1-

By the multilinear De Leeuw restriction theorem [CJKM23, Theorem C] applied to the
subgroup M, (T) € M, (R) we have

I Tl(flrzn:zl) 1Ly, (-U—,SIZQTH) x L, (T, S%mrl) - Ll(-ﬂ—»s%mﬂ)” =< Apy,ps.2m+1- (4.1.2)

Let {;(z) = zl,zeT,l € Z. Set the unitary U = ),
isometric map

e_,P1®¢; and for any 1 < p < oco the
p: Sy — ST L, (T) 1 x— Uxe U™,
Then, similarly to the proof of Proposition 2.6.21,

2m+1)
THIsz

o(mp, xwp,) =Mpo Mﬁnzs .
This together with (4.1.2) implies that

2m+1 2 1 2m+1
Mg , ST X St = ST < Apy pp2mi1- 4.1.3)
m

Now set Hj(s, 1) = ﬁIsz(s,j, 1), s,t € Z. Note that
Hj(s, 1) = x=o0(s+t-2j).
By [PSST17, Theorem 2.3] we find that

max || M, : S7" = ST < IMEY ST ST siH. (4.1.4)
-msjsm \Z%
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For j = 0 we have that My; is the triangular truncation map and therefore by [Dav8s,
Proof of Lemma 10] (apply My, to the matrix consisting of only 1’s) there is a constant
C >0 such that

Clog(2m+1) < | Mg, : 3™+ — g2m+1), (4.1.5)

Combining (4.1.3), (4.1.4), (4.1.5) yields the result for 2m + 1. Since the norm of Tl(l'”) is
increasing in m the result for even m also follows. O

The last part of the previous proof deals with finding a lower bound for a bilinear
Schur multiplier. Let us state some other results in this context, where p; = oo or p» = co.
These cannot be used directly to deduce lower bounds for multipliers as in Theorem
4.1.1, since the restriction theorem from [CJKM23, Theorem C] does not hold for p; = oco.
We first prove the following lemma.

Lemma4.1.3. Let¢ € 200(23) and let X ¢ Z finite with | X| = m. Set ¢x := Plys. Then for
anymz=1,
1My : My % My — SP| 2 sup | Mgy .y 2 ST — ST
keX

Proof. Let k € X arbitrary and let e ;. be the corresponding matrix unit. The main trick
is the observation
S;nek,kZSEnekvk, lsp=<oco

Indeed, for x = (x;)iex € S} ek, k,

x*x= (Z xlz) ek k

ieK
and hence
1/2
2
lxll, = (Z xi) =lxllz, lspsoo.
ieX

We observe that My, restricts to a map My, x My, ey — S;,”ek,k. Hence

Mgy : My x My — Sl = sup | Mgy (x, Ml
XEMp,YEMmej k.,
Ixloo=lYlco=1

sup 1 Mpy (x, Y2
XEMm,yGSgnek'k,
Ixloo=l1yl2=1

sup

XEMp,y€ST ex ks
Ixloo=Nyll2=1

sup (@G, j, k)xij)ijlleo

XeMm, || xXllco=1

= 1Spy (., k) : Mp — Mpll.

(Z o, j, k)xijyj)

jex

2

By duality (see Lemma 2.6.13, although the matrix case is simpler), the last expression is
equal to [|S (.. k) : S§ — ST This proves the lemma. O
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Proposition 4.1.4. Let (i, j, k) = y=0(i + k—2j). Forany 1 < p < oo, there exists an abso-
lute constant C > 0 such that for every m € N> we have

IMy) 5 : Moy x S — S5 > Clog2m +1).
Proof. Setagain ¢ (i, k) = Plzs (@, ], k). By Lemma 4.1.3 we have
1My : Mamsr x Mamsy = S 2 1My : ST — S

Observe that My, is again the triangular truncation map. Hence, as we already saw in
the proof of Theorem 4.1.2,

| Mg, : ST — S2™*1) > Clog(2m +1).

Since | - || sn < |l -llgn for 1 = g < p < oo (which is easily seen using the singular value
formula for the norms), we get the result. O

4.2. LOWER BOUNDS FOR CALDERON-ZYGMUND OPERATORS

The aim of this section is to show a result similar to Theorem 4.1.2 for Calderén-Zygmund
operators by considering an example. This shows that the results from [DL.MV20] cannot
be extended to the case where the range space is p = 1. This is in contrast with the com-
mutative situation where Grafakos-Torres [GT02] have shown boundedness of a class
of Calderén-Zygmund operators with natural size and smoothness conditions as maps
Lyx...xLp— Ly for pe(1,00).

Consider any symbol ¢ that is smooth on R?\{0}, homogeneous and which is deter-
mined on one of the quadrants by

S
Pl =—1)  sERs 1€R. 4.2.1)

Here homogeneous means that ¢p(As, A1) = ¢p(s, 1),s,t € R,A > 0. We assume moreover
that ¢ is regulated at 0, by which we mean that

¢(0)=n‘1r‘2f O(t, t)dtdt,,  r>0.

(1,82 l2=7

As ¢ is homogeneous this expression is independent of r. This type of symbol ¢ is im-
portant as it occurs naturally in the analysis of divided difference functions; for instance
it plays a crucial role in [CSZ21].

L

s = 1. There exists an absolute

Theorem 4.2.1. Let 1 < pj,p2 < oo be such that % +
constant C > 0 such that

Bpypam =l :rg") :Lp, R, S)t) x Ly, (R, Sp) — L1 (R, S7) | > Clog(m).

Proof. By [Dav88, Lemma 10] (and the proof of [Dav88, Corollary 11]) there exist con-
stants 0 = Ag < A; <...< A, such that the function

Ai=Aj
/1,' + /1]' ’

1<i,j=m,

v, j)=
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is the symbol of a linear Schur multiplier My, : S* — S{"* whose norm is at least Clog(m)
for some absolute constant C > 0. Without loss of generality we may assume that A; €
K, Z for some K, € N5 by an approximation argument. Then in this proof let A, =
{10, A1,..., A m}. We may naturally identify SZ’“ with S, (£2(A)) by identifying E;, ; with
Ej;a;- We proceed as in the proof of Theorem 4.1.2.

For A € K,!Z let p, be the orthogonal projection of ¢;(K;,'!Z) onto C§,. Further
for 1 € K,;IIZ set {3 : T — C by {,(2) = z57*,0 € R. This way every z € T determines a
representation A — { (z) of K;,,! Z and this identifies T with the Pontrjagin dual of K,,! Z.
Set the unitary U =} ¢4, P2 ® {1 and for any 1 < p < oo the isometric map

Mp: Syt = SP e L, (T) :x— Uxe 1) U™

For r > 0, consider the function

¢r(s1,82) = ¢, t)drdty.

2
T J\(si—t1,52—t2)llo<T

This function is continuous and bounded, and hence we may apply the bilinear De
Leeuw restriction theorem [CJKM?23, Theorem C] to get

(i i, L Lp (TS x Ly, (T, S50 — La (T, ST
. (4.2.2)
<| T”’” YLy, R, S x Ly, (R, Sp1) — Ly (R, ST .

Since ¢y | (x-17)2 converges to ¢| -1z pointwise, we obtain (by considering the action of
the multiplier on functions with finite frequency support),

M 770 Lo T Sp) x Ly, (T, S5 = LT, S7 )

” T(erl) . L (T Sm+1) x [ ('|]' Sm+1) Li(T Sm+1 (423)
- p1 p1 p2 'O py - 1( )91 )”'

Further, viewing ¢, as a convolution of ¢ with an L (R?) function, from Lemma 3.2.6 (or
[CJKM23, Lemma 4.3]),

I TV s Ly, R, Sy x L, ®, S, — Li®, ST |

(m+1) . +1 +1 +1 (4.2.4)
< ||T 1Ly (R, Sm ) XLpz([R,SZ; )= Li(R, S )|l = Bp,,ps,m
Combining the estimates (4.2.3), (4.2.2), (4.2.4) we find that
NTgY 2Ly (T, S50 x L, (T, St = Li(T, ST 1 < By, - 4.2.5)

We View Bl x A xA,, as the symbol of a Schur multiplier Sj*! x S5+ — ST+1, Then,

(m+1) _ —
T</>|K_ o(p X Tp,) =Tpo Mgy, s irm”
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It follows with (4.2.5) that

Mg, o 2SS — S
(m+1) . 1 1 1 (4.2.6)
SITY D Ly (TS50 % Ly (TS = LTS3 < By e

By [PSST17, Theorem 2.3] we find that

1M Sy — SP < IM Sl S S (4.2.7)

[AmxAmxAm (+,0) [AmxAmxAm

Now for s, € Rso we find

55,00 =ds-00-0=—— =20+ 0 La e
¢s0.0=¢ ’ Tt 20 Tsxg T2u VS

It follows therefore by the first paragraph that for some constant C > 0,

Clog(m) < | M Sl gl

[Amx A xAm (+50+)
The combination of the latter estimate with (4.2.6) yields the result. O

Remark 4.2.2. In [GT02] it is shown that for a natural class of Calder6n-Zygmund oper-
ators, the associated convolution operator is bounded as amap L1 x L; — L 1o @8 well

as Lp, x L, — L, with % = % + é and 3 < p < 00,1 < pi, p2 < co. This applies in partic-
ular to the map Ty, with symbol ¢ as in (4.2.1), see [GT02, Proposition 6]. Our example
shows that this result does not extend to the vector-valued setting in case % <p<sl
On the other hand, affirmative results in case 1 < p < oo, and % = % + i were ob-
tained in [DLMV20]. The question remains open whether a weak Li-bound Ly, x Ly, —

Licor % + é =1 holds, even in the case p; = p, = 2.







NONCOMMUTATIVE BMO SPACES

This chapter is based on (part of) the following article:

1. Martijn Caspers, Gerrit Vos, BMO spaces of o -finite von Neumann algebras and
Fourier-Schur multipliers on SU4(2), Studia Mathematica 262(1):45-91 (2022).

In this chapter, we define semigroup BMO spaces for o-finite von Neumann alge-
bras and prove duality and interpolation results. The material comes from the first half
of [CV22]. We note that compared to the published version, there are some changes in
Section 5.4. Namely, we no longer define a predual for BMO but only for the row and
column spaces. These changes are outlined in the Erratum [CV].

As this was done in [CV22], we will for this chapter only use the convention that in-
ner products are antilinear in the first component and linear in the second. In the entire
chapter ./ is a o-finite von Neumann algebra with faithful normal state ¢. We also fix
some nfs weight ¢ on .4’ (the precise choice doesn’t matter) and denote Dy, := Z—:ﬁ for the
associated spatial derivative and L, (%) := L, (4 ,) for the Connes-Hilsum Lj,-spaces.

We shall take the approach to BMO from [Mei08], [[M12] as a starting point. It as-
sumes the existence of a Markov semi-group @ = (®,);>¢ on a finite (or semi-finite) von
Neumann algebra (.#, 1), see Definition 5.3.1. [J[M12] considers various BMO-norms as-
sociated with this and its subordinated Poisson semigroup. We only consider the norm
Il lemoe (OI |- lIBMO@) in the notation of JM12]). For x € Ly(.#) the column BMO-
seminorm is then defined as

I51ar0p, = SUPIP: (1 = : (1)) oo (5.0.1)
where the Markov maps @, extend naturally to L, (.#) and L;(#). Then column space
BMOC(,®) is defined as the space of elements from L,(.#) (minus some degenerate

part) where the norm (5.0.1) is finite. Finally, BMO(#, ®) is defined as the intersection

93


http://doi.org/10.4064/sm201202-18-6
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of BMO®(.#,®) and its adjoint row space.

[IM12] establishes the natural interpolation results between BMO and L, by making
use of Markov dilations and interpolation results for martingale BMO spaces. [Cas19] ob-
tains similar interpolation results in the more general context of o-finite von Neumann
algebras through the Haagerup reduction method [H]X10] and the finite case [JM12].
Both papers do this for several of the various BMO-norms defined in [JM12]. The main
advantage of considering the BMO-norm (5.0.1) as opposed to the norm | - [[pmo, is that
the Markov dilation is not required to have a.u. continuous path in order to apply com-
plex interpolation.

There is a very subtle but important point that makes a difference between this chap-
ter and [Cas19]. In [Cas19] BMO is defined by only considering x in .# and then taking an
abstract completion with respect to the norm (5.0.1) (or one of the other BMO-normes).
This ‘smaller BMO space’ has the benefit that basic properties like the triangle inequality
and completeness follow rather easily. Here we stay closer to the ‘larger BMO space’ of
L,-elements with finite BMO-norm as defined above, and show that these basic proper-
ties still hold. We do this by proving a Fefferman-Stein duality result.

In this chapter, we study abstract BMO spaces of o-finite von Neumann algebras.
Instead of a direct H'-BMO duality theorem, we will prove such a duality only for the
column and row BMO spaces, which suffices for our purposes. This is Theorem 5.4.1.

Theorem D. There exist Banach spaces h} (., ®) and h{(4,®) such that
BMO® (M, ®) = hi (M, ®)",  BMO" (M, D)= hi(M,D)".

The proof parallels the tracial proof in [MP14]. The main difficulty lies in the fact
that L, spaces beyond tracial von Neumann algebras do not naturally intersect and we
must deal with Tomita-Takesaki modular theory. It should be mentioned that the H'
Hardy spaces we construct here are abstract in nature and the question of whether every
(column) BMO space has a natural Hardy space as its predual remains open. We refer to
[Mei08] and [[M12, Open problems, p. 741] for details about this question, where it was
resolved under additional assumptions on the semi-group.

Within the construction of the preduals we need some L,-module theory, see [Pas73]
and [JS05]. In particular, we need to extend some results to the o-finite case. We give an
introduction to the theory and prove the necessary results in Sections 5.1 and 5.2. The
existence of preduals for the column and row BMO space then settles important basic
properties of the BMO space itself, namely the triangle inequality and completeness of
the normed space.

Finally, we show that the interpolation result of [Cas19] still holds for our larger BMO
space and extends [JM12] beyond the tracial case. We refer to Section 6.6 and [JM12],
[Cas19] for the definition of a standard Markov dilation. The following is Theorem 5.5.6.
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Theorem E. If® is ¢p-modular and admits a ¢-modular standard Markov dilation, then
foralll < p<oo,1<g<oo,

[BMO (A, ®), L, (U)]11q = pg L} (M)

pq
Here =y, means that the Banach spaces are isomorphic and the norm of the isomorphism
in both directions can be estimated by an absolute constant times pq.

We note that the modularity assumptions are only needed to carry out the Haagerup
reduction method as in [Cas19]. Many natural Markov semi-groups are modular or can
be averaged to a modular Markov semi-group in case ¢ is almost periodic, see [CS15b,
Proposition 4.2], [OT15, Theorem 4.15].

Let us describe the structure of the chapter. We start by recalling some L,-module
theory as introduced in [JS05]. In the second section of this chapter, we extend some
duality results to the o-finite case; specifically, the duality relations of the L,-module
corresponding to the GNS modules. In Section 5.3, we introduce Markov semigroups
and construct BMO spaces of o-finite von Neumann algebras. In Section 5.4, we con-
struct preduals for the associated column and row BMO spaces, using the theory of L,-
modules developed in the first two sections. In Section 5.5, we show that the interpo-
lation results from [Cas19, Theorem 4.5] hold again for the current definition of BMO.
Finally, in Section 5.6 we describe an operator space structure on a suitable subset of .4
with respect to the BMO-norm.

5.1. GENERAL THEORY OF L,-MODULES

Definition 5.1.1. Let 1 < p < oo. A sesquilinear form (:,-) : X x X — Lj/2(.#) on a right
A(-module X is called an Ly -valued inner product if it satisfies for x,y€ X and a € 4

@ (x,x)=0,
(i) (x,x)=0 < x=0,
(i) (x,y)=(px0",
(iv) (x,ya) =<{(x,y)a.
A Lp/2-valued inner product defines a norm on X given by

- 1/2
Il = 11<x, )1y 5

For p < oo, X is called an L, .4 -module if it has a Ly/>-valued inner product and is
complete with respect to the above norm. For p = co, we require that X has a Ly,-valued
inner product and is complete in the topology generated by the seminorms

x—w(x,x)Y?, we. k.

We call this the STOP topology (after [[M12]).
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Lemma 5.1.2. [/S05, Proposition 3.2] For x,y € X there exists some T € 4 with |T|| <1
such that (x,y) = (x, x)é Ty, ) 2. This implies the ‘L,,-module Cauchy Schwarz inequal-
ity

1<%, Y2 sz < NxIHyI-

Remark 5.1.3. The norms defined here are a priori only quasinorms. However, Theorem
5.1.6 will show that they are in fact norms.

An important class of L, .#-modules are the so-called principal L,-modules. Re-
call the column space Ly (.# ;ZZC (I)) defined for 1 < p < oo as the norm closure of finite
sequences X = (Xg)aer, Xa € Ly (), with respect to the norm

— 241/2
1%l 1, gy = 1O 1%l 2.
ael
These spaces are isometrically isomorphic to L, (.4 ®9(¢>(1)))e1,1, the column subspace
of L, (A ®PB(0>(1))), via
X1 0

(xq) — x 0

For p = oo, we take the space of all sequences in Lo, (.#) such that its image under the
above mapisin Lo, (# &% (¢, (1))). See [PX97] for more details about the above construc-
tion.

Now let 1 < p < co be fixed, I be some index set and (gq)qes € # be a set of projec-
tions. Consider the closed subspace

Xp ={(*a)ael : Xa € GaLp(M), Y XyXa € Lpja (M)} S Lp(M; 5 (D).

ael

We define an L/>-valued inner product on X, by

()= (xa)" Ya-

acl

We refer to [JS05] for the fact that this is indeed a well-defined L/>-valued inner product.
This makes X, into an L, .#-module. We call X, a principal L,-module and denote it

by @1 qalp(AD).
Note that we have the isometric isomorphism

@1 O
@D qoLy (M) = QL (MEBUs(Der), Q=0 2 | (5.1.1)
I N . .

This equation combined with the following general lemma (which has nothing to
do with L,-modules) will show that the family of principal Ly-modules @ qqLy(A),
1 < p < oo, satisfies the expected duality relations (although the identifications become
antilinear).
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Lemma 5.1.4. Let A be a o-finite von Neumann algebra and let P,Q € & projections.
Then for1 < p < oo, % + % =1 we have the following antilinear isometric isomorphism:

(QLy(AN)P)* = QLy (AP

Proof. Let 1 = p < oco. Define Sy := QLy(AN)P S Ly(/). It follows (see for instance
[Con90, Theorem II1.10.1]) that S;‘, =Ly (,/V)/Sll,, where S; ={be Ly (A): Tr(Spb) = 0}
Hence it suffices to prove L (A)/ Sj ZQLy (AN)P.

Leta€ Ly(A), b€ Ly (A). Then Tr((QaP)b) = Tr(a(PbQ)), hence for b€ Ly (A):
beS, < PbQ=0 < Qb*P=0.
Therefore if we define the surjective map
W:Ly(A)—QLy(AN)P b~ Qb"P

then kerV = Sj and hence the induced map @ : Ly (JV)/S;; — QL (A)P is an isomor-
phism. ¥ is contractive, hence @ is also contractive. Conversely, for b € Ly (A), we have

P(b—PbQ)Q=PbQ—-PbQ=0,
hence b— PbQ € S, or in other words PbQ € b+ Sf;. Thus
1Qb* Pl = IPBQIl = b+ S5 .
This implies that ®~! is also contractive, so ® is an isometric isomorphism. O

Corollary 5.1.5. Let (qq)qer be some family of projections. Then for1 < p < oo, % + # =1,
we have an antilinear isometric identification

@D daLp ) =@ qaLy (M.
I I

The main theorem concerning L,-modules states that every L,-module is in fact
isometrically isomorphic to a principal L,-module.

Theorem 5.1.6 (Theorem 3.6 of [JS05]). Let X be a right Ly A -module. Then there exists
some index set I and projections (qq) qc1 € 4 such that

X =P gaLp(t0).

acl

The following lemma allows us to transfer the duality results of principal L,-modules
to general families of L,-modules satisfying certain requirements. The lemma is essen-
tially copied from [JP14, Corollary 1.13] with some adjustments to go from the finite to
the o-finite case. It is in fact slightly more general to circumvent difficulties with finding
an embedding X, — Xj.
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Lemma5.1.7. Let (Xp)1<p<oo beafamily of L, 4 -modules. Assume that there exist maps
Igp:Xq— Xp (q<o00)and I p : A— X, for some submodule A € X, that satisfy for
lsp<r<g=soo:

. _ @ : _
D) Igpxa) = Iq,p(x)ai(%ié)(a) forxe X, (orxe Aifqg=o0), a€ T,

ii) Ipoly, =1Igp

iii) K;’é,p,zux, Nx,) = Uqp), Igy(N)x, forx,y € X, (orx,y € Aifq=o0),

iv) Iso,p(A) is dense in X,.

Then there exists a family of projections (qa)aer € A such that X, = @ger GaLp( M), 1 =
p <oo.

Proof. We give details only for those parts that differ from [JP14, Corollary 1.13]. One
shows that the maps I, ,, are automatically contractive embeddings. By applying Theo-
rem 5.1.6 (which holds for o-finite von Neumann algebras) to the p = co case we acquire
projections (g,) such that Xo, = @y Go Loo (A), say through an isometric isomorphism
of Loo-modules ¢, For 1 < p < oo, the embeddings I, , allow us to ‘transfer’ this map
to Xp:

Pp : Loo,p (D) = @ GaLp (M), @0 p(x) = DK} Poo (X)) = D Poo(0)aDy ¥

ael acl ael

We show that ¢, preserves inner products; for x, y € A:

1/ * 1/

<(Pp (Ioo,p(x))y(Pp(Ioo,p(y)»@qaLp = ZD(/) p((l)oo(x)a) ‘Poo(x)aDq) P

K12 (oo (X), Yoo (V)@ go Loo
},’éux ) xo0) = Uoop (), Too,p (1)) x, -
Since Ioo,p(A) is dense in X, ¢, extends to an isometric homomorphism on X, It turns
out to be an isomorphism since we can use a similar argument to construct an inverse.
Next we show that ¢, preserves the module structure (this was not an issue in the finite
case); forx€ A, a€ J,:

@pUoo,p(X)a) = (pp(Ioop(xa (a)))—GB%O(xa (a))a “p

a(—:[

—@(poo(x)aa‘” (@D, eawoo(x)aDq, a=¢plep(x)a.

acl acl

(5.1.2)

Now let a € ./ be arbitrary. By Kaplansky and strong density of 9, in .4/, we may choose
a bounded net (ay), in 9, converging to a in the strong topology. Then by Proposition
2.4.30 we have

Il oop ()@= an)lix, = 1@ = an)* (loop (), Io,p (X)) x, (@~ ap) 5 — 0

and similarly ¢ (Io,p(X))(a - a)) @4, L, — 0. Since ¢ is continuous it follows that
(5.1.2) holds forany a € .4 . O
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5.2. THE GNS-MODULE

We now describe the GNS-module as introduced by [Pas73], but in the context of von
Neumann algebras. Let ® : .4 — .4 be a completely positive map of von Neumann
algebras. We define the Ly,-valued inner product:

Q_ai®b;,) a;eb)e=) b;®a;a)b]
i I ij
and set .Aj to be the quotient of 4 ® .4 by the set{z e 4 ® 4 :{z,z) = 0}.

For 1 = p < oo, we define the Lj/>-valued inner product by simply taking the inclu-
sion of ./ into Ly/>(#) (see Remark 2.4.11 for the case 1 < p <2):

(2,2 p2 = K,lg//zz (z2,2Y0), 22 €el®M. (5.2.1)
This Ly,>-valued inner product gives rise to a norm ||zl p,0 := Iz, z),,/ZII;J//Z2 on Ay. We

define L, (.# ®¢ .#) to be the Banach space completion of Aj with respect to this norm.

Next we define a module structure on Ly, (4 ®¢ #). For z€ 4 ® 4 and a € T, it is
given by
z-a=z(ly®0_ i(a). (5.2.2)
P

Note that by (2.4.2), this module structure satisfies property (iv) of Definition 5.1.1. By
Kaplansky and strong density of 9, in .4, we can approach a € ./ by a bounded net
(ap)a € 4 converging to a in the strong topology. Setting by, = aj —a,, and using Propo-
sition 2.4.30, we have

Iz ballpo = 142 baw 2- b pr2llyf = 10} 42, 2 pr2ba gl = 0.
Hence we can extend (5.2.2) for elements a € .4, where the right hand side takes val-
ues in Ly (4 ®¢ ). This right action is then strong/|| || »,¢-continuous on the unit ball
of /.

By the L,-module Cauchy Schwarz inequality, the L,,>-valued inner product and the
module structure extend to the space Ly, (/ ®¢ .#). With this, L, (.# ®¢ .#) turns into a
well-defined L, .4 -module.

For p = oo, we define Lo, (A ®¢ #) to be the completion with respect to the STOP
topology, i.e. the one generated by the seminorms z — w((2, 2)oo) /%, W € Mx. (Voo
is continuous in both variables on .# ® .# with respect to the STOP topology (and the
weak-* topology in the range); one can see this by writing (z, z')o0 = (2, 2)}[2 T(2', 2) /2
asin Lemma 5.1.2 and, for w € .4, using the classical Cauchy Schwarz inequality on the
bilinear form (z, z') — w({z, z') o). Hence (-, -)oo extends to an .# -valued inner product
on Loo (M ®¢ ). The module structure is simply given by z- a := z(1 ® a).

Proposition 5.2.1. There exists a family of projections (qa)acr € A such that Ly (M ®¢
M) ED1qaLly( M), 1= p=oo.
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Proof. To use Lemma 5.1.7, we must construct maps Iy, as in the assumptions of that
lemma. The maps will be extensions of the identity map ¢: 4 ® 4 — M4 ® 4. For
q = oo, the space A from the lemma will be .4 ® .4 and I, ;, is simply the identity:: A —
Ly (A ®¢ A). For p < g < oo, the extensions exist because of the following estimate for
zeEMOM:

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
l2llg0 = 14z, 2 gr2l L3 = IKK2, 1, (2 2o 1L 2 IKLE (b2 (2, 200 12
1/2 1/2
= Ik (2 Do) 12 = 12l p o

It follows that ¢ extends to a contractive map Iy p : Ly(M ®¢ M) — Ly(M ®¢ A#). The
properties i)-iv) all follow from the previous constructions. Now we can apply Lemma
5.1.7 to deduce the result. O

Remark 5.2.2. We can deduce in hindsight the existence of the expected embedding
Loo (M ®) M) — Lp(M ®¢ M)

through the identification with principal L,-modules where the embedding is clear. We
will need this observation later. In this case there is a common dense subset so there is
no need to keep track of embeddings here; instead, we may ‘redefine’ the GNS-modules
for 1 < p =< ocoto be closures within L; (/4 ®¢, /) instead of abstract completions, so that
Ly( M ®0, M) S Ly(M ®¢, ) for 1 < p < g < co. Then through the identification with
principal modules, we see that (5.2.1) also holds for z,z" € Lo (A ®q¢, A); this was not
entirely trivial.

Our next goal is to define duality results on the GNS-modules. To define a dual rela-
tion, we need to show that the bracket can be extended to a map taking arguments from
different spaces. This follows easily through the identification with principal modules
where this extension is evident. In the GNS-picture, the bracket is given by

X P pa =Dy P (% Yoo D T =117 (%, o) (5.2.3)
for x,y € 4 ® 4 and ’—17 + %7 = % with 1 < p, g, r < cobut p and g not both co.

The (antilinear) duality pairing is then defined as follows:
1 1
Y =Tc(x, V) p,q)y XELp(M &0 M), yE Ly(M®) M), ; + E =1. (5.2.4)

This duality identifies Ly, (.4 ®q¢ .#) as a subspace of L;(.# ®¢ .#)*. Using the identifi-
cation with principal modules, we can show that this inclusion is an (isometric) isomor-
phism.

Corollary5.2.3. Forl<p<oo, % + = =1, we have an antilinear isomorphism

1
q
(Lp (M ®¢ M) = Ly(M ®0 M).

Proof. This follows from Proposition 5.2.1 and Corollary 5.1.5. O
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Remark 5.2.4. The definition of -,-),, , coincides with that of {-,-),/2. Both notations
make sense; the first refers to the inputs, the second to the output (and it corresponds to
the term L/»-valued inner product). We will mostly be using the latter notation.

Remark 5.2.5. Due to the tracial property, the embedding we choose to define the du-
ality bracket does not matter. In particular, if x € Ly (4 ®¢ M) N Lo(M ®¢p #4) and y €
Loo (M ®p M) N Ly (M ®¢ A) then

Tr({x, y)1) = Tr({x, ¥)1,00)

In the next lemma we check that the inner product behaves as expected when we use,
informally speaking, elements from L, (.#) in the first tensor leg as inputs. For this last
lemma, we presume that ® satisfies the conditions of Proposition 2.4.28 so that ®P/?
exists.

Lemma5.2.6. Let1 < p < oo, and let ® be a unital completely positive (ucp) ¢-preserving
map such that ® o U(f = cr(f o® forallt eR. The map

Wy K, (M) = Lp(M ®¢ M), 1,(x)—x81
extends to a contractive mapping ¥y, : Ly(M) — Ly(M ®¢ M). For x,y € Ly(M), z =
Yjaj®bje M &M, it satisfies
(¥ (x), ¥ (1)) pr2 = P2 (x* ), 2<p<oo,

(Wp(X),2)pr2 = Zd)(”)(x*aj)bjD}p/p, 1< p<oo.
j

Proof. We first note the following identity for x, y € 4

2.4.

(x®l,y®1)ppn = K;://zz (@(x*y)) =0P/? (KL//ZZ(X*J’)) CLID ppr2) (K;(x)*K})(y)) (5.2.5)
Hence, by the generalised Holder inequality

2 1 1 1/2 1 1 1/2
2@ 1y = 1072 (), () %, GG < iy, (1), (D15

1 *01/2),.1 1/2 _ 1
< kb 0 12k G2 = Kb ().

This shows that ¥, is contractive on K}, () and hence extends to a contractive mapping
on Ly ().

Nowlet x, y € Ly (.#) and take (x), (yn) € 4 such thatk},(x,) —p xand k},(yn) —p y.
From Minkowski’s inequality and the generalised Holder inequality it follows that

K (Xn) Ky (Yn) = pra X*y.
Hence by (5.2.5) and continuity of ®(/?):
(Wp (0, ¥ p(1pr2 = M (X @1,y 8 1)pr2 = lim 0P acy (60) "1, (y)) = P2 (x7y).

The final equality is proved with a very similar method and is left to the reader. O
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5.3. MARKOV SEMIGROUPS AND BMO SPACES
Definition 5.3.1. A (GNS-symmetric) Markov semigroup is a semigroup (@) ;> of linear
maps 4 — M satisfying the following conditions:

i) ®;isnormalucp, t=0,
ii) @@:(x)y) =@x®:(y), x,y € A, t =0 (GNS-symmetry)

iii) The mapping ¢ — ®(x) is strongly continuous, x € .#.
The Markov semigroup is called ¢-modular if ;00 =% o ®, forall se R, £ = 0.

Note that by condition ii), ¢(®;(x)) = ¢@(x); in particular, the ®; are faithful. If ® :=
(®4) =0 is a @-modular Markov semigroup, then by Proposition 2.4.28 there are exten-
sions <I>(tp ) 1Ly (M) — Lp(M), where Q(tl) is trace-preserving. Note that condition ii) im-
plies, after appropriate approximations, that <I>(t‘2) is self-adjoint.

For the rest of this section we assume ® = (®;) ;>0 to be a ¢-modular Markov semi-
group. We define closed subspaces of .4 and L, (.#) as follows

M° ={x € M | D(x) — 0 o-weakly as t — oo},
L, () ={x € Ly () | 10 ()l — 0, £ — o0},

0

ap restrict to contractive inclu-

Then [Cas19, Lemma 2.3] assures that the inclusions x
sions Ly (#) — Ly, (M) for q = p.

We record here two short lemmas for later use. We will need the generator A, of the
semigroup ((D(tz)) t=0, i.e. the positive self-adjoint unbounded operator such that e~ tA2 =
(D(IZ) ; the existence is guaranteed by a very special case of the Hille-Yosida theorem and
we refer to the papers [Cip97] and [GL.95] for a more elaborate analysis of generators of
Markovian semi-groups.

Lemma 5.3.2. For each x € ./, the net {®;(x)} ;>0 converges o -strongly as t — co.

Proof. Let x € 4 and write xD(i)/2 =& + & for &) e ker(Ay),&s € ker(Az)L. Then
@, (x)Dy* = ®P (xDy?) = e 2 (&1 + &) =&y + e 28,

It follows by elementary spectral theory for unbounded operators that e~ /42¢, — 0 as
t — oo. Therefore ®;(x) D(},/ 2 converges in the L,-topology, i.e. ®;(x) is Cauchy within .4
in the || - ||2-topology generated by the GNS inner product {x, y) = ¢(x*y), x, y € 4. Since
the @, are contractive, the net ®,(x) is bounded in .#. So as the | - ||2-topology and the
strong (and o-strong) topology coincide on the unit ball, the net ®,(x) converges to an
element in ./ in the strong (and o-strong) topology. O

Lemma 5.3.3. Assume that x € L] () is such that Tr(xz) =0 forallz€ #°. Then x = 0.

Proof. Let y € # and set the o-strong (hence o-weak) limit P(y) = lim;_.o, ®;(y), which
exists by Lemma 5.3.2. Then y — P(y) € .4°, hence we have

Tr(xy) =Tr(x(y — P(y))) + Tr(xP(y)) = Tr(xP(y)).
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Now using condition ii) of Definition 5.3.1 and appropriate approximation, we can show
that Tr(w®(2)) = Tr(®" (w)2) for w € Ly (4), z € 4. Hence

Tr(xP(y)) = lim Tr(x®,(y)) = lim Tr(@" (x)y) =0
t—oo t—o0
since x € L] (#). As y € ./ was arbitrary, we must have x = 0. O

For x € .4 we define the column and row BMO-norm:

24172
Ixligmog = sup 1P (1x =@ (0)llee s Xm0y, = ||X*||BM03)~
120

The BMO-norm is defined as || x|lpmog = max{IIxIIBMO(cD, IIxIIBMO(rD}. This defines a semi-
norm by [JM12, Proposition 2.1].

Since @ is faithful, we see that for x € #, || xllsmo, = 0 implies that x = ®;(x) for all
t > 0. This means that the above seminorms are actually norms on .#°.

Next, we turn our attention to defining an analogous BMO-norm on the space Ly (#)
such as in [JM12]. This turns out to be more involved in the o-finite case.

The embedding K}/ 2 allows us to define || - loo 00 L; () (it takes values co outside of
K}/ 2(.)). We will also denote this by || - loo- Then we can define analogous column and
row BMO-(semi)norms on Ly (#) by

Ixlppog, = sup 19 (1x— @ 0PI lxlsmor = %" lsmog (5.3.1)
=0

We will only show later (at the end of this chapter) that these seminorms satisfy the tri-
angle inequality. As with the corresponding norms on .#, these seminorms are norms
on L3 (.#). Now we define the column BMO space as

BMO‘ (A, ®) = {x € Ly () | | xllpmoy, < oo}

and we define the row BMO space as the adjoint of the column BMO space with norm as
in (5.3.1). We emphasize that we have thus constructed a column (resp. row) BMO-norm
both on ./° and L3 (.#) which by mild abuse of notation are denoted in the same way.
They are identified by the right embedding for the column norm and the left embedding
for the row norm:

1 1/2
I3 () IBmog, =l XDy, “llemog, = 1 xllBmo, »
(5.3.2)

0 1/2
Iz () IBmoz, =Dy, “Xlmor, = I xllBmor, »

where x € .4°. These equalities are straightforward to check. Since clearly IIxIIBMog) <

4||x||§O for x € #°, it follows that K% embeds .#° into BMO® (., ®), and similarly K(z) em-
beds .#° into BMO' (., D).
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The first idea for a definition of the BMO-norm would be maX{IIxIIBMOg), ||x||BMoer},
similarly to the definition on .#. However, this is not a suitable definition for the follow-
ing reason. The equalities (5.3.2) show how the right and left embeddings of .4 in L, (.#4)
preserve the column and row norms respectively. However, there is no embedding of .4
into Ly (#) that would preserve the maximum of these norms.

Instead, we embed BMO°(.#,®) and BMO’ (./,®) in L] (.#) through the embed-
dings k3, and «} ; respectively. This turns (BMO®(.#Z, ®), BMO' (./,®)) into a compati-
ble couple. The following diagram commutes:

L)

Ké Ul K(Z),l
BMO° (4, ®)

Ki/Z

./%o

LS (M)

i

O BMO’ (4, ®)
N
L3(A0)

We define
BMO (A, ®) =5 ; (BMO® (A, ®)) Nk (BMO' (M, D))

to be the intersection space, and for x € BMO(.#/, ®) we denote by
Xc € BMOC (4, D), X, € BMO' (4, ®)
the elements such that ngl (xc)=x= Ké,l (x;). The norm on BMO(.#, ®) is defined as

IxliB7mO, = maxillxellzmog » I1%r lBmor, }-

When no confusion can occur, we omit the reference to the semigroup in the notation

of the various BMO-norms and just write, for instance, | - [gmo. We check that 1/ is

indeed an embedding of .#° into BMO(.#) that preserves | - [lgmo:
1" (2) lsmo =max{lix} (2) lpmoe, 1x3(2) lpymor}

=max{|| zllgmos, I zllsmor} = lzllBmo-
The next estimate shows that L] (.#) contains the closure of K}/ 2(.#°) with respect to

I - lIsmo, as expected.

Lemma 5.3.4. For x € L3(#), we have | x|2 < || xllgmoc and | xll2 < | xlgmor. Hence for
x € BMO(4,®), we have

lxllBMo = maxillxcllz, 1x,ll2} = [l x11.
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Proof. Let x € L (#). If | xllgmoc = oo then the inequality trivially holds. Now assume

that || x[lgmoc < oo. Then for all ¢ = 0 there exists a y; € .4 such that CIJ(tU |x— CD(tz) X)) =
1/2

Kl (J/t)

Let € > 0. Then we can find ¢ > 0 such that ||¢)(t2) (x)]l2 < €. Then since db(tl) is trace-
preserving:

lxllz < lx=@P ()2 + & =Tr(lx - P (0)AH 2 + e = Tr(@P |x - D, (0D 2+

1/2 1/2
o]

=Tr(k; 2y +e= oy + e <yl dF + € < lxlipmoe + €.

Since [l xll2 = |x*|l2, we also get ||xll2 < [l xllgmor- The final statement follows from the
definition of | - |[gmo and contractivity of Kg 1 This finishes the proof. O

It is not a priori clear whether BMO (.4, ®) is complete. However, this will follow as a
corollary from the result of the next subsection, which provides an ‘artificial’ predual to
BMO(4, D).

5.4. A PREDUAL OF BMO

We dedicate this section to proving the following theorem:

Theorem 5.4.1. There exist Banach spaces h{ (A, D) and hf(% , @) such that
BMOC (M, ®) = hi(M,®)",  BMO' (M, D) = h§ (M, D).

In this part we will suppress the reference to .# and ® in the notation of BMO¢, BMO”
and their preduals k[, h{.

In the finite case a predual for BMO was found in [JM12, Section 5.2.3], see also
[JMP14, Appendix A]. Our proof mostly follows the lines of [JMP14], although we will
not attempt to define a sum space h;. Also, our predual of BMO® will instead be k] and
vice versa, which makes the identification in Theorem 5.4.1 linear instead of antilinear.

Proof of Theorem 4.5. Since BMO” lies within L; (), we have at our disposal an inner
product that can provide us with a duality bracket. We take the Hahn-Banach norm
relation as the definition of the norm of h:

Iyllee= " sup |Tr(xy)l, ye€Ly(A).

[Ixlligmor =1

which would be a well-defined norm even if || - [[gpor wouldn't satisfy the triangle in-
equality. As we can always find x € .#° such that |TI'(K(2)(X) ¥)I >0, we have |y he > 0 for

¥ # 0 (for example take x such that K(Z)()C) is close to y*).

Now by Lemma 5.3.4:

Iyllpe = sup [Tr(xy)l=lyll2.

lxl2=1
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Hence we define £ to be the completion of L3 (.#) with respect to | - || he» and we obtain
a contractive inclusion L3 (.#) < h{. We define h] analogously by taking the sup over x
with ||x||BMOC <1.

We will only show that BMO” = (h{)* (the other case follows similarly). It is not hard
to show that BMO" < (h{)* contractively. Conversely, let y € (h{)*. Then /| L1500 €
L3 (4)* by Lemma 5.3.4. Hence by the Riesz representation theorem there exists an
Xo € L5 () such that

¥ (2) =Tr(xy 2)

forall z € L;(.#). What remains to be shown is that x; € BMO", with || xg llsmor < 9l s¢)«
(the other inequality follows from the definition of h{). This is equivalent to requiring
that xo € BMO€ with || xg|lgmoc < ||1//||(h41:)*

Fix 7 > 0. We will now use the L,-modules L, (.# ®q, .#) corresponding to the ucp
map ®;. Let ¥, be the embedding of Lemma 5.2.6. Then we can define the map

et Ly (M) — Lo(M &0, M), ur(y)=T2(y— P ().
Now it suffices to show that

Ut (Xo) € Loo (M @0, ) and |1 (Xo) lloo,0, < 1Yl (e

since then
_ 1 ) 2y, 1/2 Lem. 3.13 1/2
| %o llBmoc = sup 1D} (1x — @7 (x0)|Vle™ — = sup lI{u(x0), U (X0)) 110
=0 =0
Rem. 3.9
=7 sup iy (4 (%0), 14 (X0))oo) 1567 = SUP (142 (X0), 14 (X0)) oo | 507
=0 =0

= sup [ s (X0) lloo,, = W1l (ne)=-

=0

where we have used respectively the first identity of Lemma 5.2.6, the last part of Remark
3.9 and the definition of || - ||oc in L1 ().

Define ¢, (x,) to be the dual action of u;(xp) on Ly (A ®¢, #) restricted to M ® M,
ie.
Pu,(xp) (2) 1= Tr((ue (x0), 2)1)

The goal is to prove that u,(xp) also defines a dual action on L; (4 ®¢, .#). The proof is
rather technical, so we contain it in a separate lemma.

Lemma5.4.2. Letze 4 ® 4. Then
[Pu, ) (D = Wl ey zll 1,0,

In particular, @y, x,) extends to an element of Ly (M ®¢ M) With ||@y, x|l < 191l (hey»
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Proof. Letz=};a;j®b;. Using the second identity of Lemma 5.2.6 and the fact that <D(tz)
is self-adjoint we have

Tr({ue (x0), 2)1) = 3 T (@ ((x — @ (x0))* @) b; Dy *)
J
=) i@ (x5 aj)b;Dy*) ~ Tr(@P (@ (x5) @) b; Dy)
J
= Tr(xg a; @7 (b; Dy ) - Tr (@ (x5) a; @ (b;Dy*))
J

=Y Tr(x; a; @ (b;Dy/*) - Tr(xg @7 (a;0P (b; D}*)
j

=3 Tr(xy [a; (b;Dy*) ~ © (a9 (b; Dy D)
J
=Tr(xg u; (2)).

Thus u} (2) := X a;® (b;DY/?) - 0 (a;®? (b; DL/?)) € Ly ().

We are done if we can prove that || u} (2) IIhf < |zll;,»,. However, we do not even have
u;(z) € L5 () in general, so this will not be possible. To circumvent this, let 7 be the
projection Ly (.#) — L3 (/). Then 7 is self-adjoint and 7 (xp) = xo, hence

Tr(xg uy (2)) = Tr(xg 7 (uy (2))).

We claim that IIn(u;‘(z))II he < llzll1,0,. Indeed, by (5.2.3) and Remark 5.2.5:

I (uy (@) lpg = sup  |Tr(ym(u; (@)= sup [Tr(y*m(u; (2))

Iyllgmor =1 I yllgmoc =1

= sup |Tru:(,221)1= sup |Trus(¥),2)oo0,1)l

l¥llpmoe =1 Iylpmoc <1
= sup lzlholurM o, = 12l1,0,
l¥liBmoe =1

It follows that indeed

[Qu ) (@D =Tr(guz () < sup |Tr(xgWllzle, = 1Yl 1210,

17l <1
O
Now through our duality result of Proposition 5.2.3, u;(xg) € Loo (A ®¢ #) and
o llBmoc = sup [l (Xo) loo,@, =sup sup | Tr({us(xo), Z)oo, )| < 1Yl 1)+ -
=0 120 |zl <1
This shows that indeed BMO" = (h{)*. O

Note that this also proves that ||-||[gmoc, II-llBmor satisfy the triangle inequality and that
BMOf and BMO" are Banach spaces. Hence (BMO¢,BMOQ") is a well-defined compatible
couple and the intersection space BMO is also a well-defined Banach space:
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Corollary 5.4.3. BMO(,®), BMO (.4, ®) and BMO’ (.« ,®) are Banach spaces.

Remark 5.4.4. In the absence of a predual for BMO, we will define a “weak-* topology"
in a different way, namely as the locally convex topology inherited from the topologies
o (BMO¢, k) and 0(BMO’, h{). By slight abuse of notation, we will call this the weak-
topology. More precisely, recall that for x € BMO, we denoted by x. € BMO€ and x, €
BMO' those elements for which x = Kgyl (xc) = Kil (x;). Then we say that a net x* € BMO
converges to x € BMO in the weak-* topology if x} — x, in the weak-* topology of BMO®
and x} — x, in the weak-* topology of BMO'.

5.5. INTERPOLATION FOR BMO SPACE

In this section we show that [Cas19, Theorem 4.5] holds again for the current definition
of BMO. Similar to how [Cas19, Theorem 4.5] is proved, the proof is a mutatis mutandis
copy of the methods in [Cas19, Section 3] provided that conditional expectations extend
to a contraction on BMO. In other words, we must show that [Cas19, Lemma 4.3] still
holds in the current setup. This is done in Proposition 5.5.5 below. We start with some
auxiliary lemmas that could be of independent interest.

Let us state some preliminary facts. By [Ter81, Theorem I1.36], a standard form for
M is (M, Ly (M), ], L7 (M), where ] is the conjugation operator. Hence we will consider
A as avon Neumann subalgebra of 98(L, (#)) by left multiplication. With an inclusion
of von Neumann algebras .4, < .4 we mean a unital inclusion, meaning that the unit of
) equals the unit of 4. It is a well known fact that .4, admits a ¢-preserving condi-
tional expectation if and only if O'(f(./ﬂl) = for all t € R, see [Tak03a, Theorem IX.4.2].
If & is a p-preserving conditional expectation, then we can use Proposition 2.4.28 to ex-
tend it to a contraction &'P) : L,,(.#() — L,,(.4), which can be checked to land in L, (4).

Lemma 5.5.1. Let /4, < ./ be a von Neumann subalgebra that admits a ¢-preserving
conditional expectation &. Then for x € Ly () and y € 4 we have

Tr(x& () =Tr Y (x) p).
Proof. If x = Dyx' with x’ € .4 we have since &V is Tr-preserving,
Tr(x& () = Tr (&Y (28 (1)) = Te(Dy& (X' E (1)) = Te(Dy& (x)E (1))
=Tr(Dy&(E (X)) = Tr(EM (D& (x)y) = Tr(EW () y).
For general x € L; (/) the statement follows by approximation. O
The following lemma is a variation of the Kadison-Schwarz inequality.

Lemma 5.5.2. Let /) < ./ be a von Neumann subalgebra that admits a ¢-preserving
conditional expectation&. Then for x € Ly (#) we have the following inequality in L, (4),

PP (x)* <&W (xx*).
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Proof. Naturally Ly (#1) € Ly () is a closed subspace and we have that £® : L, (.#) —
L, () is the orthogonal projection onto this subspace, see [Tak03a, Proof of Theorem
1X.4.2]. Ly(A4) is an invariant subspace for .. Therefore .4, commutes with both & @
and 1-&®@. Hence, for y € A and x € Ly(#) we have

(&2 (x),y8? (0) + (1= (), y(1 - D) (1)) = (x, y ).
And so for y € 4™ we have
TrENEP EPD (0)*) = (P (x),8(0NEP (%)) < (x,E()x) =Tr(E(yxx*).  (5.5.1)
We further have by Lemma 5.5.1,
Tr( & (y)xx*) = Tr(y&Y (xx*)),
and since &V is a projection onto L; ()
& (EP WEX (1)) =Tr(ys" (P (6P (1)) = Tr(y&? (&P (0.
Therefore (5.5.1) shows that we have the following Kadison-Schwarz type inquality,

Y0P x0)* <&V (xx").

Lemma5.5.3. Letw € .4} . The following are equivalent:

1. We havew < ¢.

11
2. There exists x € 4 with0 < x <1 such that Dy, xDg, = D,.

Proof. For (1) = (2), consider the map

1
x+— D2 x, XEM.

1
T:Ly(M)— Lo(M) :D(f,

From the fact that w < ¢ it follows that T is a well-defined contraction. Moreover, we
claim that T € .#. Indeed, the commutant of .4 acting on L, (.#) is given by J.# ] where
J: & — &F is the modular conjugation. Then it follows that for x, y € .4 we have

1 1 1 1
TJyJDyx=TDgxy" =Dgxy” =JyJT(DgX).

1 1 1 1
Nowset x=T*T € .4 sothat0 < x < 1. We have TD;, = D/ so that (D(f, T*)(TD(f,) =D,,.
The implication (2) = (1) follows as for y € .# we have

11 1 1
w(yy*) =Tr(Dyyy*) =Tr(y* Dy xDgy) = (Dgy, XDg y)

1 1
<(Dyy,Dgy) =Te(y" Dypy) = p(yy™).
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1 1
Lemma5.5.4. Leta,be Ly(4)" and supposethata < b andb = Dy x,Dg, with x, € ™.

1 1
Then there exists x, € M such that a = D xqDg,. Moreover xg < Xp.

Proof. Let ¢, and ¢}, be in . such that Dy, = a and D, = b. The assumptions and
Lemma 5.5.3 imply that ¢y, < [|xpllp. We find that ¢, < ¢y, < | xpllp. Therefore Lemma
1 1

5.5.3 implies that there exists x4 € .4 with 0 < X, < || x| such that a = D) x,D;,. We have
moreover X, < X since a < b implies that for y € .4,

1 1
(D Nz qu »=Te(y" D2 qu y) =Tr(D2 anéyy*) =Tr(ayy™)

<Tr(byy*) = Tr(D2 be yy )= <D(py, be .

O

Proposition 5.5.5. Let.# < ./ be avon Neumann subalgebra that admits a ¢-preserving

conditional expectation &. Let ® = (@) ;>0 be a Markov semi-group on .4 that preserves

M. Then we have isometric 1-complemented inclusions

BMO (A, D) < BMO(A, D).

Proof. That the isometric inclusion exists is clear from the definitions. We have to prove

that the inclusion is 1-complemented. For ¢ > 0 and x € BMOg, (%) < L3 (.#) we have the

following (in)equalities in L; (.#) by Lemma 5.5.2,

62 (x0) - 0P (P () = 6P (x - 0 (1) 6P (x - 0 (1)
<& (x = (1) (x— @ (1))

As CI)(tl) preserves positivity and commutes with &1,
oW (6@ x) - 2P (EP ()?) =W @P ((x - P (x))* (x - P (). (5.5.2)
By assumption we may write
@ (x =@ ()" (x - 0 (1) = k7 * (x),

for some x’t € . So the right hand side of (5.5.2) equals K”Z(é"(xt)) By Lemma 5.5.4 it
follows that there exists x} € .# with 0 < x} < &(x}) such that

@ (6% (1) - 2 (P ))IP) = k1 (x]).
Taking norms we have

2
16 (x) Igmoc = sup 113} oo < sup 1€ (X)) oo < sup 1%} lloo = I XlIBMOE-
>0

The row BMO-estimate and the BMO-estimate follow similarly. O
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We may now conclude the following theorem. The proof (based on the Haagerup
reduction method) follows exactly as in [Cas19, Sections 3 and 4] where [Cas19, Lemma
4.3] needs to be replaced by Proposition 5.5.5. Note that in the statement of [Cas19,
Theorem 4.5] the standard Markov dilation must be modular as well (this is a misprint in
the text of [Cas19]).

Theorem 5.5.6. Let ® be a ¢-modular Markov semigroup on a o -finite von Neumann al-
gebra (M, p) admitting a modular standard Markov dilation. Then forall1 < p <oo,1 <
g < oo,

[BMO(AM, ®), Ly, (M)1/q = pq Lyq (A).

Here =4, means that the Banach spaces are isomorphic and the norm of the isomorphism
in both directions can be estimated by an absolute constant times pq.

5.6. COMPLETELY BOUNDED MAPS WITH RESPECT TO THE BMO -

NORM

As before, we let ® = (D) ;~¢ be a Markov semigroup on .#. Fix some n = 2. Then the
maps ty, ® ®, define a Markov semigroup on M, (). Hence we can define the ma-
trix BMO-norms || - [[gmo, on M, (#)° with respect to the semigroup Sy := (tpr, ® D) r=0.
Through a straightforward calculation, one also checks that M, (.#)° = M, (#°). Hence
the above norms define matrix norms on .#°. It is not hard to prove that these norms
turn .#° into an operator space, which we denote by (.#4°, || - lBmo). We leave the details
to the reader.

Let N < BB(H) be a o-finite von Neumann algebra. Then A4 & # is again a o-finite
von Neumann algebra. Similarly as in the matrix case, S:= (t_y ®D;) ;>0 is a semigroup on
N ®4. Inline with the main text, we denote | - | pmo, for the corresponding BMO-norm
on (N &®4)°.

Using the fact that A, ® . is dense in (A ®.#) . (see [Sak71, Chapter 1.22]) one can
show that &/ ® #° S (N &4)° .

Proposition 5.6.1. Let o/ < ./ be a linear subspace and T : ¢ — (M°, | - |smo) be com-
pletely bounded. For xe N ® o,

Ity ® T)(X)lIBMOg = I Tllepll Xl 2200 7) -

Proof. Take x € & ® of and write x =Y, x, ® x},. Let 2= (1y ® T)(x) € & ® #°. Setting
wy = T(x},) we have z = },, x, ® wy,. For a finite dimensional subspace F < .7 let Pg
be the projection onto F. Denote x,f = Ppx, Pr the truncation of x,, to F. Denote zF =
Yoxbew,and xF =Y, xl e x).

Now we prove the column estimate. Let { € 4 ® £ (algebraic tensor product) and
write § =) 1 {x ®Ng. Define F < # to be

F =Span{&y, xmlk, XpXméx | n,m, k}.
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Then we note that F is finite dimensional and (x£)*xk & = x7x,,&1, Let t = 0 be arbi-
trary. Writing out the expression in the column BMO-norm gives

Uy @@)(1z=(ty ®P)(@P) = Y X5 X ® D (Wy — P (W) * (Wi — D (Win))).
n,m

Hence, denoting Sr := (tgz(r) ® P) =0,

Ity @ @)z -y @ @) (D))l we,n

I(taz(z) ® @) (12" = ) @ @) ()Nl pore

< Nz @ @)2" - ta@) @ 2) (") P)llarEs.n ]

< llell%MogF 1€l = o ® T) (xF)nZBMogF HEN < NTN2,1x0 5 0,2 I€]-

In the last step, we used that T is also completely bounded when considering || - [gyvoe on
the right. Taking the supremum over all { € # ® % with ||{] = 1 and # = 0, we conclude

Ity ® T)(X)Ipmog < I Tllepll Xl m, 7)
The row BMO estimate follows similarly, from which the BMO estimate follows. O

Remark 5.6.2. In the case where ./ is a finite von Neumann algebra, we can extend
the operator space structure to BMO(., ®). In the o-finite case however, it seems to be
more difficult than expected to prove that M, (BMO(,®)) € BMO(M,(4),pm, ® D).



LP-BOUNDEDNESS OF
BMO-VALUED FOURIER-SCHUR
MULTIPLIERS ON SUq(Z)

This chapter is based on (part of) the following article:

1. Martijn Caspers, Gerrit Vos, BMO spaces of o -finite von Neumann algebras and
Fourier-Schur multipliers on SU4(2), Studia Mathematica 262(1):45-91 (2022).

In this chapter, we provide concrete examples of multipliers on the compact quan-
tum group SU,(2) as an application of our BMO results of Chapter 5. This is based on the
second half of [CV22]. There are some changes here to the original version in the proof
of Theorem 6.5.1, which are described in [CV]. The proof had to be adapted because, as
mentioned in the beginning of Chapter 5, we no longer define a predual for BMO but
only for the row and column spaces.

The multipliers we consider are so-called Fourier-Schur multipliers. The notations
from the following definition will be defined in Section 6.1.2.

Definition A. Let G be a compact quantum group and T : Pol(G) — Pol(G) a linear map.
We call T a Fourier-Schur multiplier if the following condition holds. Let u be any fi-
nite dimensional corepresentation on .. Then there exists an orthogonal basis e; such
that if u;,; are the matrix coefficients with respect to this basis, then there exist numbers
ciji= cl?fj € C such that

Tu; j = cijui,j-

In this case (¢}’ J.)i, j,u is called the symbol of T

Basically, Fourier-Schur multipliers are Schur multipliers acting on the ‘Fourier do-
main. This can be given meaning through the definition of the Fourier transform on

113
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quantum groups, see e.g. [Casl3, Section 4, 5]. We consider Fourier-Schur multipliers
on G4 := SU4(2), g € (-1,1)\{0} associated with completely bounded Fourier multipliers
on the torus T.

The semigroups we use to define BMO are the Heat semi-group on T and the Markov
semigroup ® on G4 constructed in Section 6.4. We use the shorthand notation BMO(T),
BMO(G) for the associated BMO spaces; see again Section 6.4. The core of this chapter
is the following endpoint estimate, which is Theorem 6.5.1:

Theorem F. Let m € £, (Z) with m(0) = 0 be such that the Fourier multiplier T,, is com-
pletely bounded as a map Loo(T) — BMO(T). Let Ty, : Pol(Gq) — Pol(Gy) be the Fourier-
Schur multiplier with symbol (m(—i — j)); j,1 with respect to the basis described in (6.3.1).
Then Ty, extends to a bounded map

T2t Loo(G4) — BMO(Gy).

Moreover | TS : Loo(Gg) — BMO(G)Il < [ T : Loo(T) — BMO(T) l cp-

We also prove a L-L, estimate in Section 6.3 by a careful analysis of the Peter-Weyl
decomposition. Now, using the interpolation results of Section 5.5, also the correspond-
ing L, — L, follow. This is proved in Theorem 6.7.1.

In the proof of Theorem I we use our column and row H'-BMO duality principle to
show that Fourier-Schur multipliers extend from the weak-* dense subalgebra of matrix
coefficients of irreducible unitary corepresentations. The other important ingredient is
a transference principle. Another fact we need is that the Markov semigroup ® admits a
Markov dilation, which we prove in a somewhat isolated Section 6.6.

Let us describe the structure of the chapter. We start by giving some preliminaries
on BMO functions of the torus, quantum groups and SU;(2). In Section 6.2 we define
Fourier-Schur multipliers and introduce the class of Fourier-Schur multipliers on SU,(2)
that we will study. In Section 6.3 we prove the lower endpoint estimate for p = 2. In
Section 6.4 we define the BMO spaces of SU,(2) using a transference principle. Then,
in Section 6.5, we prove the upper endpoint estimate from Lo, to BMO, which is the
core of the chapter. Then we prove the final fact needed for interpolation, namely the
existence of a markov dilation, in Section 6.6. Finally, in Section 6.7, we apply complex
interpolation to prove that our Fourier-Schur multipliers are bounded on L.

6.1. PRELIMINARIES

6.1.1. BMO SPACES OF THE TORUS
Define trigonometric functions

(k:T—ﬂT:z—wk, keZ.

Set the *-algebra Pol(T) := Span{( : k € Z}. For m € £ (Z) let Ty, : Ly(T) — Lo(T) be the
Fourier multiplier defined by T}, ({x) = m(k){, k € Z. For t = 0let h; € ¢, (Z) be given by
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he(k) = ¢~'%*. Then the maps Ty, are well-known to define a Markov semigroup on the
von Neumann algebra L, (T) (as they are restrictions of the Heat semi-group on L, (R)).
We use the shorthand notation

BMO(T) := BMO (Lo (T), (Th,) r=0)-
Let m € £« (Z) be such that m(0) = 0. Then as t — oo,

1T, (Tl D)lloo = € 1M klloo — 0.

So Ty, maps Pol(T) to L (T).

6.1.2. COMPACT QUANTUM GROUPS
For the theory of compact quantum groups we refer to [Wor98] or the notes [MV98]
which follows the same lines.

Definition 6.1.1. A compact quantum group G = (C(G), A) consists of a unital C*-algebra
C(G) and a unital *-homomorphism A : C(G) — C(G) ®min C(G) called the comultiplica-
tion such that (A®1) oA = (t® A) oA (coassociativity) and such that both A(C(G))(C(G)®1)
and A(C(G))(1 ® C(G)) are dense in C(G) ®yin C(G). Here 1 : C(G) — C(G) is the identity
map.

A finite dimensional (unitary) corepresentation is a unitary u € C(G) ® M, (C) such
that (A®id) (1) = uj3ug3 where up3 = 1® 1 and w3 is the flip applied to the first two tensor
legs of uy3. All corepresentations are assumed to be unitary. The elements (id ®w) (1) €
C(G) with w € M, (C)* are called matrix coefficients. The span of all matrix coefficients is
a =-algebra called Pol(G). A maps Pol(G) to Pol(G) ® Pol(G).

Here we shall mainly be concerned with the quantum group SU,(2) and we shall
introduce further structure such as Haar states and von Neumann algebras for this case
only.

6.1.3. INTRODUCTION SUy4(2)
Let G, := SU,4(2) with g € (-=1,1)\{0}. It was introduced by Woronowicz in [Wor87b]. Its
C*-algebra is the one generated by the operators a,y on the Hilbert space .4 = > (N) ®,

¢,(2) given by
ale;® fj) =\/1-q*e;_1® fj,
y(ei® fj)=q'e; ® fj:1.

where e; ® fj,i €N, j € Z are the basis vectors of . The operators a, y satisfy the follow-
ing relations:

YY=vvy, ay=qya, ay* =qy*a,
y=1, aa* +q*y*y=1

The comultiplication is given by

Al@)=ava-qy* ey, A)=y®a+a*ey.
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We define Ly (G4) = (a,7)" < B(H). The corresponding Connes-Hilsum L,-spaces
are written as L, (G4) := L (Loo(G4)). We also define Pol(Gq) € Ly (Gq) to be the *-algebra
generated by a,y. This is equivalent to the definition given in Section 6.1.2. It is the lin-
ear span of elements akyl(y*)m, ke z,1,meN, where we set a* = (a*)!*! in case k < 0.
Obviously, Pol(Gg) is weakly (or weak-+) dense in Lo, (Gg).

The Haar state on L, (G) is given by the following formula:

p)=1-g3 Y. g er® fo,x(er® fo)). (6.1.1)
keZsq

See [Wor87a, Appendix Al] for the complete calculation. Note that (p(akyl (y*)™) is non-
zero if and only if k = 0, ] = m. It is also faithful, as follows for instance from (6.1.1).
The modular automorphism group is given by

o? @yl (y )™ = g aky ™. (6.1.2)

This can be derived from [Tak03a, Theorem VIII.3.3], where the u; from the theorem is
equal to (y*y)'! and the v is a trace.

Remark 6.1.2. The above definition of L. (G4) is not the standard way to define the
von Neumann algebra; usually this would be the double commutant within the GNS-
representation corresponding to the Haar state ¢p. However, these von Neumann alge-
bras are isomorphic, although they are not unitarily isomorphic.

6.2. FOURIER-SCHUR MULTIPLIERS ON SU(2)

Definition 6.2.1. Let G be a compact quantum group and T : Pol(G) — Pol(G) a linear
map. We call T a Fourier-Schur multiplier if the following condition holds. Let u be any
finite dimensional corepresentation on .. Then there exists an orthogonal basis e; such
that if u;, ; are the matrix coefficients with respect to this basis, then there exist numbers
Ciji= cl'.fj € C such that

Tu; j = ci,jui,j-

In this case (cl?‘j) i,j,u is called the symbol of T.

Remark 6.2.2. If G comes from a classical abelian group G, i.e. if all irreducible corepre-
sentations are one-dimensional, then the above definition coincides with the definition
of a classical Fourier multiplier. In general, we see that T = #S& ~1 where S is a Schur
multiplier. Hence the name ‘Fourier-Schur multiplier’.

We will construct Fourier-Schur multipliers from Fourier multipliers on the torus T <
C. We assume henceforth that m € ¢,(Z) with m(0) = 0 such that T}, : Lo, (T) — BMO(T)
is completely bounded. In the remainder of this section, we will consider the map

Ton 1 Pol(G,) — Pol(Gy), aby!(y™)™— m(k)ary! (y*)™ (6.2.1)

We will see after the next subsection that T}, is indeed a Fourier-Schur multiplier. We
remark that the symbol m is used both as an element of ¢,,(Z) and a power of y*; the
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context will always make clear which is meant.

We introduce at this point the Markov semigroup that we will use to define the BMO
space:
@@y (y )™ = e Kokl kez,l,meN,t=0.
We will only prove in Section 6.4 that the maps ®; extend to form a Markov semigroup
on Ly (G4). However, for the sake of exposition it will be convenient to already define the
corresponding spaces L; (G4) as in Section 5.3.

The final goal is to prove that this map extends boundedly to L, (G4) — L},(G4) for all
p = 2. We do this through complex interpolation (Riesz-Torin). This requires 3 steps: (1)
a lower endpoint estimate; (2) an upper endpoint estimate involving BMO spaces and
(3) the construction of a Markov dilation in order to apply Theorem 5.5.6.

We treat the Markov dilation in Section 6.6. The remainder of this section is devoted
to the endpoint estimates.

Similarly to the torus, we have

Lemma6.2.3. Let1<p <oco. Then K,lg o Typ maps Pol(Gy) to L5, (Gy).

Proof. Let x = akyl(y*)m. For k = 0, we have T,,,(x) =0 € L;(Gq). Now assume |k| > 0.
Then for any 1 < p < oo, we have as t — oo,

10 L (TnD = 165 @ (T (D = Imk)e™* [l ()11, — 0.

Since Pol(Gg) is the span of elements a*y!(y*)™, the result follows by linearity. (Note
that for p = 0o, the o-weak convergence follows from norm convergence.) O

6.3. L,-ESTIMATE
In this subsection we prove that (6.2.1) extends to a bounded map L(G4) — L2(G4). At
the same time we prove (essentially) that it defines a Fourier-Schur multiplier. The main
ingredient will be the Peter-Weyl decomposition of G, (see [KS97, Theorem 4.17]) that
we shall summarize now.

A complete set of mutually inequivalent irreducible corepresentations of G, can be
constructed as follows. They are labeled by half integers [ € %N. Consider the vector
space of linear combinations of the homogeneous polynomials in «,y of degree 2/. For
some specific constants Cy x, 4, we define basis vectors as follows:

gV =Crrqa ™y k=—1,-1+1,...,L (6.3.1)

The precise value of the constant Cj g can be found in [KS97, Chapter 4.2.3]; it is of little
importance to us. Next, we define the matrix ue Pol(Gq) ® My;41(C) by

!
A(g,(cl))= > u&.@glgl).

i=—1
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The Peter-Weyl theorem now takes the following form from which we derive the main
result of this subsection in Proposition 6.3.2.

Lemma 6.3.1 (Proposition 4.16 and Theorem 4.17 of [KS97]). The matrix coefficients of
uD € Moyq(Loo (Gy)) are a linear basis for Pol(Gq) satisfying the orthogonality relations

(p((u(l)) u(k)) = C(l)al k6l r6] s

for some constants Clw eC.

Proposition 6.3.2. The ugl; form an orthogonal basis of eigenvectors for the map T, de-
fined in (6.2.1) with eigenvalues m(—i — j).

)

Proof. To prove this, we will calculate an explicit expression for the matrix elements u; i

-1

With our notation aa™! = aa* = 1 - g*y*y. Hence,

ak(a*)k — ak_l(l _qZ,},*Y)(a*)k—l =(1- Zk’}’*}/)ak_l(a*)k_l
===y DAy ). A=Y D = (@Y 1 de

The notation (a; b) is known as the Pochhammer symbol. We define [ ] g0 be the g-
binomial coefficients from [KS97, Section 2.1.2]. They satisfy the formula

k . .
w+wk= ;)[’f]q,l viwk
i=

for v, w satisfying vw = qwv. Below we will use this formula on both tensor legs simul-
taneously, which means that the subscript of the g-binomial coefficient becomes g2
Thus:

=Cliql@a®a—qy" ey iysa+a* eyt

1-i ) . . ‘
= Cl,i,q (Z (—q)l—l—a [l;ll]q_2 aa(y*)l—l—a ® aayl_l_”)
a=0

I+i
i I+i— I+i—
x (Z [lerl]q-Z Ys(a*) +i S®as)/ +i s)
$=0
I=i I+i

— Cl,i,q Z Z C;’sam—s_l_i(}f )l i—a Spas(y 7) ®aa+syzl—a—s
a=0s=0

where

/ _ l-i—a (l+l S)(s+l—i—a)-s(l-i—a) [ |- I+i
C llq,as (= q) [ l] [sl]q*Z
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and P, s(y*,y) := Py i,q,a,s(y",7) is some polynomial in the variables y*, y depending on
the minimum value of {a,! + i — s}. If the minimum value is [ + i — s then P, (y*,y) =
(qzy*y; qz) min(a,1+i—s); if it is a then the Pochhammer symbol appears instead to the left
of a®*$~1=1 50 after interchanging we obtain extra powers of g in the terms of the poly-
nomial.

Next, we substitute s by j where j = —a— s and set

Py = T Y TP o), Cl = Cly i,
with slight abuse of notation. This gives:

I-i l-a
! —(i+] I-j 1+
Mg =Crig)., Y Cua PP, (' pea iyt

a:0j=—a—i

min{l-i,l—-j}

=Cliqg Z Y G gtyec ) g?.
j=—1a=max{0,—i-j}

Hence we find
(l) — o))
iy = o U+ Clqul]qZCal]lq az]lq(y 7 (6.3.2)

Now since the only power of a that occurs in (6.3.2) is a~(*7, the ugl; are eigenvec-
tors for the maps Ty,. O

Corollary 6.3.3. The map (6.2.1) is a Fourier-Schur multiplier for G4 with symbol (m(—i—
Miji wherel € %N indexes the corepresentation and 1 < i, j <21+ 1.

Corollary 6.3.4. For every m € ¢, (Z) there is a map T® . L, (Gg) — L2(Gy) extending
(6.2.1) by

T@oxl=xto Ty
which is bounded with norm at most | m|lso. If m(0) = 0 then T,(,%) (Lo (Gg) — Lg (Gy).

Proof. Define the ¢-GNS inner product on Pol(G,) by {x,y) = ¢(x*y) and denote the
associated GNS space by #,. By Lemma 6.3.1 and Proposition 6.3.2 we see that T, :
Pol(G,4) — Pol(G,) is bounded with respect to this inner product with bound at most
Imllo. Hence it extends to a map T,(','; : Sy — Hp. By Proposition 2.4.15 we have that

Pol(Gy) — Ly(Gg) : x— xDy/*

is an isometry with respect to this inner product on the left and hence extends to a uni-
tary map U : #p — L2(G4). Then the map T(Z] UT(p U*: L, (G4) — L2(Gy) satisfies the
conditions. The final statement is Lemma 6.2.3.

O
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6.4. TRANSFERENCE PRINCIPLE AND CONSTRUCTION OF THE
BMO SPACE

In this subsection we construct the BMO spaces corresponding to G; = SU,(2) for q €
(=1, 1D\{0} that we need for the upper endpoint estimate. The main tool behind both the
construction of the BMO spaces and the proof of the actual upper endpoint estimate is
the transference principle of Lemma 6.4.2. The idea is to obtain properties of Fourier-
Schur multipliers on Lo, (G4) from properties of Fourier multipliers on Ly (T).

Le.t e;,j be the matrix units in 9(¢>(Zx)) and recall that {; : T — T was defined by
z— z'. We define the unitary

o0
U= e;i®lgy,z) ®(i € B(F)SLy(T),
i=0

and the injective normal *-homomorphism
70 : B(HE) — B(F)BLoo(T): x— U (x® 1) U.
Lemma 6.4.1. We have forke Z,1,meN that
n@yl ™ = afy iy " e L. (6.4.1)
Proof. Forée Ly(T),i€Zx, jEZ,
m@y oy )™ e o fj @)

=U* (@Y (y") " ®id)(e; ® fj ® ;)

—U* \/(l — @)1 - g2 (- 22k ) g e o fr e E

:\/(1 -2 -q?2)...0- qzifszrz)qi(l+m)eHC ® fis1-m® (k&

=@y y) " e lp)(ei® f;® ).

O

This implies that 7 maps Pol(Gq) into Pol(Gq) ® Lo (T). Hence by density, it maps
Lo (Gy) into Loo(G4)® Lo (T). We denote ¢ 4 for the identity operator .4 — .4 on a von
Neumann algebra .#, reserving 1 4 for the unit of .#. The following identity is now
immediate. We refer to this identity as the ‘transference principle’.

Lemma 6.4.2. Letme€ ¢ (Z). Forke Z,l, m e N we have
(110G, ® T @y (y*)™ = m)m(a®y (y)™.

Set again the Heat multipliers h;(k) = e"kz, ke Z,t=0. Let us define a semigroup
0N Lo (G4)®Loo(T) by S = (S¢) 20 with S := UeoGg) ® Th, - Recall that (T},) ;>0 is a Markov
semigroup (see Section 6.1.1). By approximation with elements from the algebraic tensor
product and Proposition 2.5.5, one can prove that S is also a Markov semigroup. From
this and the transference principle, we can now prove that the semigroup (®;);>9 we
defined in Section 6.2 is actually a well-defined Markov semigroup.
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Proposition 6.4.3. The family of maps given by the assignment
@@y (y )™ = e okl kez,lmeN,t=0,

extends to a Markov semigroup of Fourier-Schur multipliers ® := (®) >0 0n Lo (G4) sat-
isfying
mo®d;=Sso7.

Moreover, the semi-group is modular.

Proof. By Lemma 6.4.2 we have the commutative diagram:

Loo(6)8Loo(T) —5 Loo(64)® Loo(T)

A il

POl(Gg) —— % Loo(Gy)

7 is a normal injective *-homomorphism so that we may view L, (G) as a (unital) von
Neumann subalgebra of Ly, (G4)®L(T). We find that ®,, being the restriction of S; to
Pol(G), is also a normal ucp map. This means that ®, extends to a normal ucp map on
Ly (Gg). By the same argument, we deduce strong continuity of ¢ — ®,(x). This shows
properties (i) and (iii) of Definition 5.3.1.

To show property (ii), we recall (see (6.1.1)) that the Haar functional ¢ on G, is non-
zero on basis elements ak}/l(y*)m onlyifk=0,l=m.Ifx= akyl(y*)m, y= ak/yl/ (y*)m/,
then xy = Cak*F'yl+!' (y*ym+m’ for some constant C. Thus, p(x®;(y)) = @(@;(x)y) on
basis elements x, y, and hence everywhere. Finally, by the formula for the modular au-
tomorphism group (6.1.2), we find that ®; is ¢p-modular. O

We define corresponding BMO spaces for this semigroup. We use the shorthand no-
tation BMO(G,) for BMO(L (G4), @), and similarly for the column and row spaces. We
can also define a BMO-norm || - [|[BMog 01 (Loo(G4)® Loo (T))°. We will do some of the esti-
mates within the normed spaces (L3, (Gg), [l [BM0g) and ((Leo(Gg) ® Loo (T))°, || - IBMO;) tO
avoid some technicalities.

Lemma 6.4.4. The map 7 is isometric as a map between normed spaces

T (LZO(Gq), I IBMO,) — ((Loo(Gq)@_bLoo(T))oy I - IBMOg)-
Proof. This follows from the commutative diagram of Proposition 6.4.3 and the fact that
7 is an injective, hence isometric, *-homomorphism Ly (Gy4) — Loo (Gq)éLm(T). Indeed,

for x € Lo (G4)°, we have that

I1S:((xX)lloo = (7m0 P (X) oo — O,
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which implies in particular o-weak convergence. Hence 71 (x) € (Lo (G4)® Loo (T))°. Also,
170 o = sup |S¢(1m(x) - S = sup IS¢ (x) — (@ (x) )]l

—sugllst(n(lx @, (x)[? ))II—supllﬂ(d%(Ix @ ()l
>

= sup @, (1= @, (D) = ¥l -
=0

Replacing x by x* yields isometry for the row BMO-norm from which it follows that 7 is
isometric on BMO as well. O

6.5. L,,-BMO ESTIMATE

We proceed to prove an upper end point estimate for T,. Recall that we defined a “weak-
* topology" on BMO(G,) in Remark 5.4.4.

Theorem 6.5.1. Let m € o, (Z) with m(0) = 0 be such that Ty, : Loo(T) — BMO(T) is com-
pletely bounded. Then there exists a bounded weak-+*/weak-+ continuous map

T Lo (G4) — BMO(Gy),
satisfying T (x) = k1/2 (T (x)) for x € Pol(Gq). Moreover,
1T Lo (Gg) — BMO(G)Il < [ T 2 Loo(T) — BMO(T) - (6.5.1)

The proof consists of the following two lemmas. We first prove a BMO-norm estimate
of T, for the polynomial algebra, using again the transference principle from Lemma
6.4.2.

Lemma 6.5.2. Let m € ¢ (Z) with m(0) = 0 be such that Ty, : Loo(T) — BMO(T) is com-
pletely bounded. Then for x € Pol(Gg):

1T () IBMOG < 1 Tt Loo (T) = BMO(D) | ¢ | Xl co- (6.5.2)

Proof. By Lemma6.2.3, T,,, maps Pol(Gg) to LY, (G4). Note that 7 sends Pol(Gq) t0 Lo (G4)®
Pol(T) and ULoo(G4)® T sends Leo (G4) ®Pol(T) t0 Lo (G4) ®L (T) < (Loo(Gq)éLoo(T)f (see
also Appendix 5.6). Now Lemma 6.4.2 gives us a commutative diagram like in Proposi-
tion 6.4.3.

lLooGg)®

Loo(G4) @ Pol(T) —) (Loo(Gg)® Lo (T))°

A _ 0

Pol(Gy) Lo > L3,(Gy)

Note that the restriction T, : Pol(T) — (L3, (T), |l - lsmo) is also completely bounded.
Now Lemma 6.4.4 and Proposition 5.6.1 allows us to find a BMO-estimate on T, for
x € Pol(Gg):
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1T (0) 1BMOG = 177 © T (%) BMOs = | (1L (64) ® Tim) © 71(X) I BMOS

S 1 TmllepllmCN = 1 Tmllepll XNl oo

where || Tinllch = 1T : Loo (T) — BMO(T) I ¢p. O

Recall that K}’ 2 isometrically embeds the normed space (L3, (Gg), |- IBmMo,) into BMO(Gy).

Now define 7.5 =«1/2 o T,;, which we may consider as a bounded map from Pol(Gg) to
BMO(Gg4) by Lemma 6.5.2. It remains to prove that this map extends to Ly (G4). The
proof is essentially that of [[MP14, Lemma 1.6] together with a number of technicalities
that we overcome here.

Lemma 6.5.3. T.5° has a weak-*/weak-+ continuous extension to L (G4) — BMO(G,).

Proof. Let h{(Gg) := h{(Ls(G4), ®) and h](Gy) := h](Le(G4), ®) be the preduals con-
structed in Section 5.4. We will construct maps S : h{(G4) — L1(G4) and S; : h{(G,) —
L1 (G4) such that their adjoints are equal and extend T,

Construction of maps S. and S,. We construct the map S : h{(G,4) — L1(G4) by proving
that the map Kéyl o (T,(,%))* is bounded as a map L3 (G4) — L;(G,4) with respect to || - | he(Gy)
on the left. For y € L3 (G4) and z € Pol(G4) we find

(2 (TSN (NDy*) = (Dy* 2, (TZY* (1)) = (Dy)* T (2), ). (6.5.3)

By the Kaplansky density theorem and [Tak02, Theorem I1.2.6] the unit ball of Pol(Gg) is
weak-* dense in the unit ball of L. (G4). Hence for y € L] (G,) we find:

I3, (T Wne) = sup 1z (TE)* (D)
z€Pol(Gg) <1

= sup Dy * T2, M < 1 TllenllYling -
z€Pol(Gg)<1

In the last step we used that [|k)(Tn(2)) Ismor = | T (2)llpmor < I Tmllepll 2llco. We con-
clude thatx; ; o (T@)* extends to a bounded map

Se: hEGy) — Ly (Gy).
In a similar manner we can prove that the map «3 , o (T2)* extends to a bounded map
Sy R} (Gg) — L1(Gy).

By taking limits in (6.5.3), we can prove the following equalities for z € Pol(Gg), y, €
h{(Gy) and y; € h] (Gg):

(2,5:(ya)) = Dy * Tm(2), ¥a), (2, Sr(yp)) = (Tm(2)Dy %, yi) (6.5.4)
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Analysis of the adjoint maps. Now consider the adjoint maps S; : Lo (G,4) — BMO¢(G,)
and S; : Lo(G,) — BMO'(G,). They are weak-*/weak-* continuous by Proposition
2.1.1. By composition, we get maps

Tei=x3,08F 1 Loo(Gg) — L} (Gg),  Tr:=k3,08; : Leo(Gg) — L (Gy).
Let z € Pol(G,) and y € h{(G,). Then (6.5.4) yields
(S5(2),3) =2, Sc (1)) = (Dy* Tim(2), )

so S} extends K(Z) o T,,. Hence, T, is a weak-* /weak- * continuous extension of K}/ 20T, =
T In a similar way, we find that T, is a weak-* /weak-# continuous extension of 7,5,
In particular, T, and T; coincide on Pol(G,). It remains to prove that T, = T}; this implies
that the image of this map is contained in BMO(G), and hence it is the weak- * /weak-*

continuous extension of T.5° that we were looking for.

Proof of the equality T, = T.. Let x € L (G4) and take a net x, € Pol(G,) such that x; — x
in the weak-* topology. By the weak-*/weak-* continuity of Sy, we have S;(x;) —
Sy (x) =: y. € BMO‘(G) in the weak-* topology. Similarly, we have S:(x;) — S7(x) =:
¥r € BMO' (G,) in the weak- * topology. We need to prove that D;,/Zyc = yrD(}a/2 in L7 (Gg).

Firstlet ze L3, (G4). In that case, we have
(S7(x2), 2Dy *Ypnoe i = (Te(X), 2)1,00 = (Tr (X2), 21,00 = (S5 (X2), Dy > 2YBnor e
Hence,
(Dy? Ve, V1,00 = (Ver 2Dy VB, n = li/rln(S;‘ (x2), 2Dy *Ygmoe it

: 1/2 1/2 1/2
:11£n<8$(x/1),D(p 2)BMo7 k¢ = Vr» Dy “2YBMo7,hg = (¥rDy > 2)1,00-

Now let z € Lo, (G4). Let E be the projection of Lo, (G4) onto LS, (G4). Then as in Proposi-
tion 2.4.28, we get a projection EV : L; (G,) — Lj (G4) which is the adjoint of E. Hence,

(Dy%ye,2) = €V (Dy?ye), 2) = (D% ye, E(2) = (3r Dy %, E(2)) = (3 D%, 2).

We conclude that D?y, = y, Dj)?; this finishes the proof. 0

Proof of Theorem 6.5.1. The existence of TS follows from Lemma 6.5.2 and 6.5.3. The
inequality in (6.5.1) follows from (6.5.2) and the Kaplansky density theorem. O

6.6. A MARKOV DILATION OF THE MARKOV SEMIGROUP ®
Definition 6.6.1. We say that a Markov semigroup ® on a o-finite von Neumann algebra
# with faithful normal state ¢ admits a standard Markov dilation if there exist:

(i) a o-finite von Neumann algebra .4/ with normal faithful state ¢_4,
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(i) an increasing filtration (A5) >0 with ¢_4-preserving conditional expectations &; :
N — A,

(iii) a *-homomorphisms ;: .4 — A5 such that ¢ 4 omg = ¢ 4 and

Es(ms (X)) =ms(@rs5(x)), S<LxEM.

A Markov dilation is called ¢-modular if it additionally satisfies

JTSOO'(f =0<f” om;, §=0,t€R.
One can analogously define the notion of a reversed Markov dilation; we refer to
[C]SZ20, Definition 5.1] for the precise statement.

In this section, we construct a Markov dilation for ®. To construct the Markov dila-
tion, we use the fact that L., (G4) can be written as the tensor product of two relatively
simple von Neumann algebras. This is a well-known fact; we give a sketch of the proof
for the convenience of the reader. We let £ (Z) be the group von Neumann algebra of Z
generated by the left regular representation A.

Proposition 6.6.2. Ly (Gg) = B(02(Z20))®ZL(Z).

Proof. Let Ty, Tj be the multiplication maps on ¢, (Z¢) with symbols m(k) = qk , m(k) =
\/1— g?*. Then we can write

Y= Tm ® /11]2, a= (/1?220 Tm) ®1

where we denote 117 and 11,7, for the right shift on £,(Z) and ¢2(Zx¢) respectively.
From these expressions it is immediately clear that L, (G4) S 98(¢2(Zx0))®<£ (Z). For the
other inclusion, note that the partial isometries in the polar decompositions of «,y are
1® 11,7 and AT,ZZ() ® 1 respectively. These elements generate 1 ® £ (Z) and 98(¢2(Zxp)) ®

1 respectively as von Neumann algebras. Hence the other inclusion follows from the
definition of the von Neumann algebraic tensor product. O

Through this expression for Lo, (G,) we will show that ®; can be written as a Schur
multiplier.

Proposition 6.6.3. The semi-group ® admits a (standard and reversed) ¢ -modular Markov
dilation.

Proof. We prove first that @, can be written as a Schur multiplier on the left tensor leg of
Loo(Gy). Let x = a*y!(y*)™. x acts on basis vectors by

ei® fr > cei k® friiom €= Cqklmir= \/(1 - g¥) (1 - g272) .. (1 - g2i-2ke2)gilhem),

In other words, the matrix elements of x are given by

(xe; ® fr, e;j® fo=c 6j,i—k6s,r+l—m-
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Hence if we define W, : B(¢2(Zx¢)) — B({2(Z>p)) as the Schur multiplier given by
W, (e;;) = e~ ti-il e;,j, then we have

Ds(x) = e x= (P ®idgz)(x)

Hence ®; and ¥; ® id ¢(z) coincide on Pol(Gg). Since both are normal (Proposition 6.4.3
for ®; and Lemma 2.6.13 ii) for ¥) they must coincide on L, (Gy).

The proof from now on is essentially that of [Ric08] or [C]SZ20, Proposition 4.2] with
the main difference that the unitary u below only sums over the indices of £»(Z~). Let
€ > 0 be arbitrary. We define a sesquilinear form on the real finite linear span /4 =
Spang{e;, i = 0} < A by setting

—e(i—1)2
Em=Y e U en;, Enet
i,j20

We define A#g to be the completion of .#; with respect to (-,-) after quotienting out the
degenerate part. Let I = I'(A#R) be the associated exterior algebra (see [C]SZ20, Section
2.8]) with vacuum vector 2 and canonical vacuum state 7. The dilation von Neumann
algebra (28, p ) will be given by

B = Loo(Gq)él“é’c’o, PpB=0OTH®

where the infinite tensor product is taken with respect to 7. Next we describe the dila-
tion homomorphisms 7. We consider the unitary

u=Y e;;®lgyz ®se)®18° € Lo (G,) 8™
i=0

which is defined as a strong limit of sums. Let S: v — 1 ® v be the tensor shift on e,
and let §: 28 — % be defined by f(z) = u* (i, ® S)(2)u. The x-homomorphisms
75 : Loo(Gy) — 9B are given by

Mp:x—x®1®1..., nk:xH(ﬁkono)(x), k=1.
One shows by induction that for x € Lo, (G4)

m(x)= ) ejixej;® (s(ei)s(ej))®k® 19,
i,j=0

By (6.1.1) it follows that 7 is state-preserving, and by [Tak03b, Proposition XIV.1.11], it
is ¢-modular.
Finally, the filtration is given by

Bm = Loo(Gg) T ® 17%° < %B.
One checks that the associated conditional expectations satisfy
Emleiixe;,j ® (s(e;)s(ej)®F ®idE™)

=To(s(ei)s(e))* ™e; ixe;,; ® (s(en)s(e;)®™ @ 1§,
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From this and the identity
Ta(s(e)s(e))) = (s(e))Q, s(ep)Q) = e U0
one deduces that indeed
(Emom)(x) = 7 (Pe(k—m (X)).

So the semigroup (?,,) ;=0 admits a Markov dilation for any ¢ > 0. By [C]SZ20, Theorem
3.2], (¥4)s=0 admits a standard Markov dilation. This theorem is stated only for finite
von Neumann algebras, but it also holds in the o-finite case with the same proof mutatis
mutandis. A reversed Markov dilation can be obtained by essentially the same argument
and a o-finite analogue of [C]SZ20, Theorem 5.3]. O

6.7. CONSEQUENCES FOR Lj,-FOURIER SCHUR MULTIPLIERS

Theorem 6.7.1. Let m € ¢ (Z) with m(0) = 0 be such that the Fourier multiplier Ty, :
Leo(T) — BMO(T) is completely bounded. Let Ty, : Pol(Gq) — Pol(Gq) be the Fourier-Schur
multiplier with symbol (m(—i — j)); j,1 with respect to the basis described in (6.3.1), where
le %I\I indexes the corepresentation and 1 < i, j <21+ 1. Then for 1 < p < oo, Ty, extends
to a bounded map

T Lp(Gg) — L (Gy),
where by ‘extension’ we mean that T."" (i}, (X)) = K, (T (X))

Proof. Proposition 6.3.4 and Theorem 6.5.1 show that T,S;’o) and T,(,? together are com-
patible morphisms. Therefore, by Riesz-Torin (2.4.4), we get bounded maps on the in-
terpolation spaces. Since ® admits a Markov dilation (see Proposition 6.6.3), Theorem
5.5.6 tells us that

[BMO(Gy), L5 (Gg)la/p = L;, ().

Also we have by (2.4.10) that
[Loo(Gg), L2(Gg)l2rp = Lp(Gg).

This proves that for 2 < p < oo we can construct bounded maps T,(,f ' Ly(Ggq) — L;, (Gg)
that extend T, - or more precisely, they satisfy T,ﬁf ) (K,lo (x) = K}Q(Tm (x)) for all x € Pol(Gg).

Now consider 1 < p < 2 and let p’ be such that ,ly + % = 1. Then the adjoint map T},
is simply the Fourier multiplier with symbol m, and hence by the above argument T,

extends to a map on L, (Gg4). Hence the map T,Si’) : Lp(Gg) — Lp(Gy) given by the double
adjoint is the extension we were looking for. O

Remark 6.7.2. The condition that m(0) = 0 is not very important: if we ‘add a constant
sequence to m7, i.e. we switch to the map Ty,121 = Ty, + Atz (1), then this map still ‘ex-
tends’ (in the sense of the theorem) to a bounded map L, (G,4) — Ly(Gg).
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Remark 6.7.3. [JMP14, Lemma 3.3] constructs classes of completely bounded multipli-
ers Loo(T) — BMO(T). Further, in [[MP14, Lemma 1.3] the connection between classical
BMO-spaces and non-commutative semi-group BMO spaces is established giving fur-
ther examples. This shows that indeed the class of symbols m to which Theorem 6.7.1
applies is non-empty and contains a reasonable class of examples.



THE RELATIVE HAAGERUP
PROPERTY

This chapter is based on the following article:

1. Martijn Caspers, Mario Klisse, Adam Skalski, Gerrit Vos, Mateusz Wasilewski,
Relative Haagerup property for arbitrary van Neumann algebras, to appear in Ad-
vances of Mathematics.

In this chapter, we undertake a systematic study of the relative Haagerup property
for unital expected inclusions of o-finite von Neumann algebras. This chapter is some-
what isolated from the rest of the thesis, and does not use the theory of noncommutative
Ly-spaces developed in Section 2.4.

We will study the relative Haagerup property in the following context: we have a uni-
tal inclusion A < .4 of o-finite von Neumann algebras equipped with a faithful nor-
mal conditional expectation E 4 : 4 — /. We first define it in terms of a fixed faith-
ful normal state (preserved by E 4) but then quickly show that it depends only on the
conditional expectation in question. Essentially, for a triple (.#, 4',E_4) to have the rel-
ative Haagerup property we require the existence of completely positive, normal, A4 -
bimodular maps on .# which are E_4 -decreasing, L,-compact (in the sense determined
by the conditional expectation E_y), uniformly bounded and converge point-strongly to
the identity, see Definition 7.2.2. Much more can be said in the case where .4 is assumed
to be finite; here we obtain the following theorem, which is a combination of Theorem
7.4.4 and Theorem 7.4.5. It is one of the main results of the chapter.

Theorem G. Suppose that N < M is a unital, expected inclusion of von Neumann al-
gebras and assume that A is finite. Then the relative Haagerup property of the triple
(A, N ,E x) does not depend on the choice of a faithful normal conditional expectation
Ey : M — N. Moreover if (M, N ,E ) has the relative Haagerup property and we are
given a fixed state T € N, we can always assume that the approximating maps are unital
and 1 oE_y -preserving.

129
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The key idea of the proof once again, as in [CS15c], uses crossed products by mod-
ular actions and the passage to the semifinite setting that (Takai-)Takesaki duality per-
mits. However, the relative context makes the technical details much more demanding
and makes adapting the earlier methods — including those developed in [BF11] — signifi-
cantly more complicated. On the other hand, allowing non-trivial inclusions allows us to
significantly broaden the class of examples fitting into our framework and yields certain
facts which are new even in the context of the standard Haagerup property of finite von
Neumann algebras. This is exemplified by the next key result of this work and its corol-
lary (which also requires proving a general theorem on the relative Haagerup property of
amalgamated free products). These are Theorem 7.6.6 and Corollary 7.7.2.

Theorem H. Supposethat AV < . is a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras equipped
with a faithful normal conditional expectationk 4 : M — N and assume that /N is finite-
dimensional. Then the relative Haagerup property of the triple (4, N ,E_y) is equivalent
to the usual Haagerup property of M .

Corollary I. Suppose that N < M, and N < M, are unital inclusions of von Neumann
algebras equipped with respective faithful normal conditional expectations. If N is finite-
dimensional and both (,, 4> have the Haagerup property, then the amalgamated free
product A4 *_y M also has the Haagerup property.

We illustrate our results with examples coming on one hand from the class of g-
deformed Hecke-von Neumann algebras of (virtually free) Coxeter groups, and on the
other hand from discrete quantum groups. Of particular interest is also the elementary
case of .4 = %B(A) which provides us with both triples (#(#°), /,E_4) that do and do
not have the relative Haagerup property. This is rather surprising as it gives examples
of co-amenable inclusions of von Neumann algebras in the sense of [Pop86] (see also
[BMO20]) without the relative Haagerup property.

Let us describe the contents of the chapter. we recall some facts regarding von Neu-
mann algebras, their modular theory and completely positive approximations in Section
7.1, and introduce (certain variants of) the definition of the relative Haagerup property
in Section 7.2. The latter section also contains the initial discussion of the independence
of our notion of various ingredients, mainly in the semifinite setting. Section 7.3, the
most technical part of the chapter, introduces the crossed product arguments allowing
us to reduce the general problem to the semifinite case. Section 7.4 contains the main
general results of the paper, including Theorem G. In Section 7.5 we briefly describe the
known examples of Haagerup inclusions related to Cartan subalgebras. Here we also
study the case .# = 98(#¢) which leads to very interesting counterexamples. In Section
7.6 we show that in the case of a finite-dimensional subalgebra the relative Haagerup
property is equivalent to the Haagerup property of the larger algebra and prove Theo-
rem H. In Section 7.7 we discuss the behaviour of the relative Haagerup property with
respect to the amalgamated free product construction and show Corollary I. In Section
7.7 we also discuss briefly a consequence of these results for the Hecke-von Neumann
algebras associated to virtually free Coxeter groups. Finally in a short Section 7.8 we
present an example of a Haagerup inclusion coming from quantum groups, which in
fact is even strongly of finite index.
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7.1. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATION

We stress that in this chapter, the symbol A is used for the inclusion of R into the crossed
product. It still behaves like the left regular representation, but it acts on the Hilbert
space L (R, /) instead of L (R).

We will assume throughout this chapter that the von Neumann algebras we study
are o-finite, i.e. they admit faithful normal states. For a o-finite von Neumann alge-
bra .# with normal faithful state ¢, we denote by Q,, its cyclic vector. For this chap-
ter, we also denote L (L, @) := #, to be its GNS Hilbert space, so that we include the
underlying von Neumann algebra in the notation. We denote the norm on Ly (4, ¢)
by || - ll.. We will usually identify .# with its image under the GNS representation, so
M < B(Lr (M, ). We further write || x|z, := @(x*x)1/? for x € 4 o, if ¢ is clear from
the context, [ x|z := [ xll2,,. Recall that right multiplication of .4 on Ly (.4, ¢) is given by
§x:=Jpx" Jps

We will always assume inclusions of von Neumann algebras ./ < .4 to be unital
in the sense that 1 4 € 4, and conditional expectations to be faithful and normal. We
will usually repeat these conditions throughout the text. We recall that for a functional
@ € M, and elements a, b € /4 we denote by apb € ./, the normal functional given by
(apb)(x) := @(bax), x € 4, and further write ag for apl and @b for 1¢b.

Recall the definition of the centralizer .4 from Section 2.3.1. We will often consider
the situation where A" < ./ is a unital embedding, equipped with a faithful normal con-
ditional expectation E 4 : 4 — A, T € A, is a faithful tracial state, and ¢ = 7oE 4. Then
an easy computation shows that A < .#?.

Let us specialise Proposition 2.4.28 to the case p = 2, while remaining in the GNS
picture. Let (., ) and (A, y) be o-finite von Neumann algebras with normal faithful
states ¢ and y. For a linear map @ : .4 — A we say that its L2 -implementation ®®
(with respect to ¢ and y) exists if the map xQ, — ®(x)Qy extends to abounded operator
o? ., (M ,p) — Ly(N,w). This is the case if and only if there exists a constant C > 0
such that for all xe ./,

W(O(x)*D(x) < Co(x*x).

In particular, if @ is 2-positive (see the beginning of Section 2.2) with o ® < ¢, the
Kadison-Schwarz inequality implies that ®® exists with @@ || < |®(1)[|'/2. Indeed, for
xeHu

D)y 115 Y(@(x)* ®(x)) < DD lly (P (x" x))

1Dl (x*x) = [P xQp 13

IA

This implies that if ® is contractive then so is ®@.

The general principle of the following lemma was used as part of a proof in [CS15c]
and [Jol02] a number of times. Here we present it separately. We will also need several
straightforward variations of this lemma. Because they can be proved in a very similar
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way, we shall not state them here. The essence of the result is that, given two nets of
maps with suitable properties that strongly converge to the identity, the composition of
these maps gives rise to a net that also converges to the identity in the strong operator
topology.

Lemma?7.1.1. Let (M, p) and (N ,¢j), j €N be pairs of von Neumann algebras equipped
with faithful normal states. Consider a normal completely positive mapn: M — N, a
bounded sequence of normal completely positive maps (¥ : N — M) jen and for every
J €N a bounded net of completely positive maps (¥ : N — N)kek;. Assume that for
all j €N, k € K the inequalities pjon < ¢, po¥j <@ and ¢p;jo®; < ¢; hold, that
Wjom(x) — x strongly in j for every x € ./ and that for every j €N, x € ;A: we have
®; 1 (x) — x strongly in k. Then there exists a directed set & and a function (j, k): & —
{(j,k) 1 jeN, ke K;}, F— (f(F),E(F)) such that ‘P]v(F) oq>]7(F),%(F) om(x) — x stronglyin F
foreveryxe M.

Proof. For jeNand k € K; write
a? LAl ) = PN, 9)), xQp— m(1)Qy,,
v PN, = L), xQp;— D (X)Qy,
o 1 LP(N,@) = LHN, ), xQp— D (X)Qy;
for the corresponding L?-implementations with respect to ¢ and ¢ j- Let C=1bea

bound for the norms of (¥ ;) jeny and hence for the norms of (\1’3.2)) jen. We shall make

use of the fact that on bounded sets the strong topology coincides with the L?-topology
determined by a state, see Proposition 2.4.29. Therefore we have strong limits ‘I’(?)nf) —

1in B(L? (M, p)) and @5.22 — 1in B(L*(N, ¢;)). Now let F < L*(#, ¢) be a finite subset.
We may find j = f(F) € N such that forall { € F,

2) (2 -
M PaP ¢l <P

In turn, we may find k = E(j,F) = k(F) such that for all & € F,

2) (2 2
10 P~ P el <IFI7

From the triangle inequality and by using that the operator norm of \PS.Z) is bounded by
C,

Yo aPe—¢l. = 1WPRaPE -l + 1P ~¢l
< PP lef s~ n(2)5||2+||\11(2) Pe=cl
< Q+O)F™
This implies that ¥ o® % -1 strongly in B(L?(4, ¢)) where the net is in-

JB) 7B, kB [E)
dexed by all finite subsets of L? (., ¢) partially ordered by inclusion. Using once more
Proposition 2.4.29, one sees that for x € .4 we have that ‘I’}r(F) o (Df(F),%(F) om(x) — x
strongly. The claim follows. O
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7.2. RELATIVE HAAGERUP PROPERTY

In this section we introduce the relative Haagerup property for inclusions of general o-
finite von Neumann algebras and consider natural variations of the definition. For this,
fix a triple (4, /', p) where A < ./ is a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras and
where ¢ is a faithful normal positive functional on .# whose corresponding modular
automorphism group (cr‘f)temg satisfies U‘f(ﬂ ) € A for all t € R. To keep the notation
short, we will often just write (4, 4, ) and will implicitly assume that the triple satisfies
the mentioned conditions. By [Tak03a, Theorem IX.4.2] the assumption cr‘f (NN,
t € Ris equivalent to the existence of a (uniquely determined) ¢-preserving (necessarily
faithful) normal conditional expectation [Efv : M — N . If the corresponding functional

@ is clear, we will often just write E_4 instead of [Efv (compare also with Subsection 7.2.2).

7.2.1. FIRST DEFINITION OF RELATIVE HAAGERUP PROPERTY
For a triple (4, ./, ) as before define the Jones projection

el =E% L2 (M, ) — L* (M, ),

to be the orthogonal projection onto L? (A, @) € L? (4, @) and let (.4, N ) € B(L? (M, p))
be the von Neumann subalgebra generated by efv and .4 . This is the Jones construction.
We will usually write e_4 instead of efv if there is no ambiguity. Further set

Hoo (M, N, @) :=Spanixeyy|x,y€ M} < BL*(M,p))

and
Z(J%N/V;(P) = ZOO(J%H/V!(I))-

Then Ay (A, N, ) is a (not necessarily closed) two-sided ideal in (#, .#") whose el-
ements are called the finite rank operators relative to A". Similarly, £ (4, A/ ,¢) is a
closed two-sided ideal in (.#, /") whose elements are called the compact operators rela-
tive to 4. Note that if /" = C1 4, then e 4 is a rank one projection and the operators in
K (M, N, ) are precisely the compact operators on L? (.4, ¢).

Remark 7.2.1. In the following it is often convenient to identify a finite rank operator
aeybe KoM, N, ), a,be # with the map aE 4 (b-): 4 — 4. The latter does not
depend on ¢ (but only on the conditional expectation E 4 ), and the notation is naturally
compatible with the inclusion .4 < L?(, ). We will often write aE 4 b:= ak_y (b-).

Definition 7.2.2. Let A4 < .4 be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras and let ¢
be a faithful normal positive functional on .# with O'(f(JV ) € A for all £ € R. We say that
the triple (., &, ) has the relative Haagerup property (or just property (rHAP)) if there
exists a net (?;);c; of normal maps ®; : .4 — ./ such that

1. @; is completely positive and sup; | ;|| <oco forall i € I;
2. ®;isan A - A -bimodule map forall i € I;

3. ®;(x) — x strongly for every x € 4 ;

4. po®;<gpforalliel;




134 7. THE RELATIVE HAAGERUP PROPERTY

5. Forevery i € I the L?-implementation
P L2 () — L* (M, ), xQyp — ©;(X) 2y,
is contained in & (A, N, ¢).

Remark 7.2.3. (1) In many applications ¢ will be a faithful normal state, but for nota-
tional convenience we shall rather work in the more general setting. Note that we may
always normalize ¢ to be a state and that the definition of the relative Haagerup property
does not change under this normalization.

(2) Note that in [Pop06] (see also [Jol05]) a different notion of relative compactness is
used to define the relative Haagerup property. It coincides with ours in case 4’ N.# <
A . However, the alternative notion is not very suitable beyond the tracial situation since
it requires the existence of finite projections; we will return to this issue in Section 7.5.1.
(3) In the case where A4 = C1_y4 Definition 7.2.2 recovers the usual definition of the (non-
relative) Haagerup property, see [CS15c¢, Definition 3.1].

There is a number of immediate variations of Definition 7.2.2. For instance, one may
replace the condition (1) by one of the following stronger conditions:
(1) For every i € I the map ®; is contractive completely positive.

(1") For every i € I the map @; is unital completely positive.
We may also replace the condition (4) by the following condition:
@) po®@;=¢

One of the results that we shall prove is that if the subalgebra .4 is finite, then condition
(4) is redundant. We will further prove that in this setting the approximating maps ®;,
i € I can be chosen to be unital and state-preserving implying that all the variations
of the relative Haagerup property from above coincide. To simplify the statements of
the following sections, let us introduce the following auxiliary notion, which is a priori
weaker (see Section 7.2.3).

Definition 7.2.4. Let A < ./ be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras and let ¢
be a faithful normal positive functional on .# with o¥ (#) € A for all ¢ € R. We say that
the triple (4, ./, ) has property (rHAP)™ if there exists a net (®;);c; of normal maps
®; : M — M such that

1. ®; is completely positive for all i € I;

2. ®;isan A -4 -bimodule map forall i € I;
3. [|®;(x) - xll2,p — O for every x € ;
4

. Forevery i € I the L?-implementation
P LM, ) — L2 (M, ), xQp — D (1)Qy,

exists and is contained in & (4, A, p).
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7.2.2. DEPENDENCE ON THE POSITIVE FUNCTIONAL: REDUCTION TO THE

DEPENDENCE ON THE CONDITIONAL EXPECTATION
Let A < ./ be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras which admits a faithful nor-
mal conditional expectation E 4 : 4 — A . Recall ([Tak03a, Theorem I1X.4.2]) that for
every faithful normal positive functional ¢ on .# with ¢ oE_4 = ¢ the corresponding
modular automorphism group (U(f) rer satisfies U(f(JV ) = A for all t € R. Note that such
a functional always exists, as it suffices to pick a faithful normal state w € .4, (which
exists by our standing o-finiteness assumption) and set ¢ = woE 4. In this subsection
we will examine the dependence of the relative Haagerup property of (.4, /", ¢) on the
functional ¢. We shall prove that the property rather depends on the conditional expec-
tation E 4 than on ¢.

Lemma 7.2.5. Let®: .4 — M be N - -bimodular. Then the following statements are
equivalent:
1. Eyo®=<Ey (resp.Eo®=E 4).
2. Forallge M with@oE 4 = ¢ we have po® < ¢ (resp. po D = ).
3. There exists a faithful functional ¢ € M with @ oE_ 4 = @ such that po® < ¢ (resp.
pod=q).
Further, the following statements are equivalent:

4. There exists C > 0 such thatE_y (®(x)*®(x)) < CE 4 (x* x) forallx e 4.

5. There exists C > 0 such that for all ¢ € M with poE 4 = @ and x € M we have
@@ (x)* D (x)) < Cp(x*x).

6. There exists C > 0 and a faithful functional ¢ € M with ¢ oE 4 = ¢ such that for
all x € M we have p(®(x)*D(x)) < Cep(x*x).

In particular, if the L?-implementation of ® with respect to ¢ exists, then it exists with
respect to any other v withwoE 4 =y.

Proof. We prove the statements for the inequalities; the respective cases with equalities
follow similarly. The implications (1) < (2) = (3) of the first three statements are trivial.
For the implication (3) = (1) take ¢ as in (3). For x € A consider the positive functional
x*@x € M} which again satisfies (x*@x) oE_4 = x*@x. Then, for y e 4~

(X*@x)oE g o®(y) = ok y o ®(xyx™) <o 4 (xyx™) = (x"px)oE 4 ().

Since the restrictions of functionals x*@x, x € A to A are dense in 4,7 we conclude
that E 4 o® < E_4. The equivalence of the statements (4), (5) and (6) follows in a similar
way. O

The following lemma shows that in good circumstances compactness of the
L2-implementations does not depend on the choice of the state.

Lemma 7.2.6. Let ¢, ¥ € 4] be faithful with ¢ o€ 4 = ¢ and woE 4 = y. Let further
®: .M — M be a completely positive N - -bimodule map whose L?-implementation
(Dfﬁ) with respect to ¢ exists (hence, by Lemma 7.2.5, the L? -implementation CD$) of ® with

respect toy exists as well). Then, CI)fpz) e X (M, N,p) ifand only iffbg) X (M, N,V¥).
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Proof. Let U be the unique unitary mapping the standard form (., L? (., ¢), Jyp, Py) to
the standard form (., L? (4, ), Jy, Py), see Proposition 2.3.2. It restricts to the unique
unitary map between the standard forms (A, L2, ), Jyl 4 Py ) and
(Q/V,LZ(JV,W),],,,M,P,,,M). Indeed, for all x € 4, p(x) = (xUQ,, UQy) and by [Haa75,
Lemma 2.10], UQ,, is the unique element in L2 () satisfying this equation. On the
other hand, applying [Haa75, Lemma 2.10] to ¢| 4 implies the existence of a unique vec-
tor & € L2(A, ) such that ¢(x) = (x¢, &) for all x € 4. By approximating ¢ by elements
in A& Qy and by using the assumptions ¢ oE 4 = ¢ and ¥ oE 4 = ¢ one deduces that for
allxe 4,

Px) = @ok y (x) = (Ex (0)E,8) = (x¢, )
and hence UQ,, = & € L*(A, ). This implies U(A/ Q) < L2(,v) and therefore (by
density and symmetry) U(L?(A,y)) = L*(A,v). Finally, using that 0¥ (#) = 4 and
hence Jy| , = Jp)lr2( N p) (and similarly Jy , = Jy)lp2( JV»II/)) itis straightforward to check
that the restriction of U satisfies the other properties of the unique unitary mapping be-
tween the standard forms (A, L*(A, @), Jy) ,» Py|,) and (N, L* (N, 9), Ty, » Py, )-

Since e”, = (E”,)? is the orthogonal projection of L?(.Z, ) onto L?(.4, ¢) and e”, =
([Ef‘,)(z) is the orthogonal projection of L?(.#,y) onto L?(A,y), we see that U* erU =
effv. Hence, for every map A of the form A = aE_y b with a, b € ./ the L?-implementation
Ag) with respect to ¢ and the L?-implementation Af;,n with respect to v exist with Ag) =
ae’,b=U*ae’, bU=U"A}U.

Now assume that db((pm € X (M, N,p). Then there exists a sequence (D) xen of maps
MM — M of the form Oy = Zﬁcl a,-,k[Edybi'k with N € N and al,k,bl,k,...,de,k,ka,k €
A whose L?-implementations d)fzp € Koo (A, N, ) (with respect to ¢) norm-converge
to CDfpz). By the above, U(DfL)U* € Koo (A, N ,p) is given by xQy — Dr(x)Qy for x €
. We claim that the sequence (U' @fzp U*) ken S Koo (A, N, ) norm-converges to <I>$).

Indeed, by the density of the set of all elements of the form x(¢| 4)x*, x € A in A" we
find a net (x;);je; €A such that x; ((pl&,y)xl?* — | 4. In combination with ¢ oE 4 = ¢ and
ol y =y this also implies x;¢x} — . For ye .4 and k€N,

@) - Py l13,
lim (@ (y) - DM xiQl5,

I@f ~ U U*)yQyl,

: @ _ @ 10 12
llgnll(fbw i) YXiQol2,

IA

lim 0 - ©F) I (] y* yxi)

= o -oF I*y(y*y).
In the third step we used the A- A -bimodularity of ® and the right A4 -modularity of ®.
Now, @izp — CI)((I?) and (U@%L)U *)ren is a Cauchy sequence, hence the above inequality
leads to U @gsz * - <D$) as claimed. In particular, (Dg) € X (M, N ,¥) which finishes
the proof. O
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Theorem 7.2.7. Let & < ./ be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras which ad-
mits a faithful normal conditional expectation E y : M — A . Further, let p,w € M]
be faithful normal positive functionals with ¢ oE 4 = ¢ and yoE 4 = w. Then the triple
(M, N, ) has property (rHAP) (resp. property (rHAP)™ ) ifand only if the triple (4, N ,v¥)
has property (rHAP) (resp. property (rHAP)™ ). In particular, property (rHAP) (resp. prop-
erty (rHAP)™ ) only depends on the triple (M, N ,E_x).

Proof. It follows from Lemma 7.2.5 and Lemma 7.2.6 that if (®;) j¢; is a net of approx-
imating maps witnessing the relative Haagerup property of (.4, /', @) (resp. property
(rtHAP)™ of (., /', )), then it also witnesses the Haagerup property of (4, 4, y) (resp.
property (tHAP)™ of (./,./,¥)) and vice versa. O

We will later see that in the case where the von Neumann subalgebra .4 is finite
the statement in Theorem 7.2.7 can be strengthened: in this case property (tHAP) (and
equivalently property (rHAP)™) does not even depend on the choice of the conditional
expectation E 4.

Motivated by Theorem 7.2.7 we introduce the following natural definition.

Definition 7.2.8. Let A < ./ be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras which
admits a faithful normal conditional expectation E 4 : 4 — 4. We say that the triple
(A, N ,E 4) has the relative Haagerup property (or just property (rHAP)) if (M, N, )
has the relative Haagerup property for some (equivalently any) faithful normal positive
functional ¢ € .4 with @oFE_4 = ¢. The same terminology shall be adopted for property
(tHAP)™.

7.2.3. STATE PRESERVATION, CONTRACTIVITY AND UNITALITY OF THE AP-

PROXIMATING MAPS IN A SPECIAL CASE
In this subsection we will prove that the relative Haagerup property of certain triples
(4, N ,E 4) may be witnessed by approximating maps that satisfy extra conditions, such
as state-preservation, contractivity and unitality. This will play a crucial role in Section
7.4. The approach is inspired by [BF11, Section 2], where ideas from [Jol02] were used.

Lemma 7.2.9. Let ./ be a von Neumann algebra, ¢ € M, a faithful normal state and
yeM. Ifyp =y (e ye M?) then yQy=Qpy.

Proof. As mentioned in Section 2.3.1, we have that U‘f(y) = y for all t € R. But then y is
analytic and moreover o i2(y) =y. Hence

Qpy =Jpy JpQp =Tp0% 1, (¥ ) pQyp = TpAy 2 y* 8, 2 TpQp = Sy Sy Qp = yQy.
The claim follows. O

Proposition 7.2.10. Let & < ./ be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras that
admits a faithful normal conditional expectation E y. Assume that A is finite and let
T € N, be a faithful normal tracial state that we extend to a state ¢ := 10E 4 on /. Let
further ® : # — 4 be a normal, completely positive, N - /& -bimodular map for which
there exists 6 > 0 such thatc:=®(1) <1-6 and @ o ® < (1—-08)¢g. Then one can find a,b €
N0 suchthata=0,E 4 (a) =1, at_y (b*b) =E_ 4 (b*b)a=1-c and bob* =@ —@o®.
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Proof. The complete positivity of ® implies that 0 < |®| = [®1)]| = llc|l =1 -6, hence
the map ® must be contractive. It is clear that ¢ = ®(1) = 0. Further, since E 4 (1—c¢) >
E 4 (0) =6, the element E_4 (1 — ¢) € A is boundedly invertible. Additionally, the A"-A -
bimodularity of ® implies that for every n e A4/,

nc=n®1)=eo(n)=o1)n=cn,
so c € /' n .. The latter two observations imply that for
a=(1-0Exr1-0)"
wehave ae /' NM,a=0andE 4 (a)=1.
Consider the positive normal functional ¢ — @ o ® € #.. By [Haa75, Lemma 2.10]

there exists a unique vector ¢ € L2, @) such that (¢ — @ o ®)(x) = (x¢,&) forall x € .
Note that {/,xQ, | x € .4} is dense in L2, ¢) and define the linear map

b: L (M, @) — L* (M, p), JpxQp — JpXE.

Itis contractive since

IbUpxQp) 5 = 1 TpXENI5 = 1xE13 = (@ — o @) (x*x) < p(x*x) = [xQqp 15 = 1JpxQ 13
for all x € 4. Further, for x,y € 4,

blpx]pUpyQp) = blpxyQep = Jpxy& = JpXJpJpy§ = JpxJpbUpyQyp).

It hence follows that b and J,,xJ, commute and therefore that b€ (Jy.#J,)' = 4" = M.

We claim that a and b from above satisfy the required conditions. It remains to show
that be /' N, bob* =@p—@o®and ak 4 (b*b) =E 4 (b*b)a=1-c.

e be N n.: By the assumption we have ¢ — @ o ® = §¢ and therefore ¢ — @ o @ is
a faithful normal functional. For x € .#, n € A the A -A4"-bimodularity of ® and
the traciality of ¢ on .4 (implying that 7 is contained in the centralizer of ¢) imply
that po®(xn) = (@ (x)n) = p(n®(x)) = pod(nx), hence n(p—Pod) = (p—pod)n.
The unique isomorphism between the standard forms induced by ¢ and ¢ — @ o ®
maps ¢ to the canonical cyclic vector in L?(.#, ¢ —@o®). Hence, from Lemma 7.2.9
applied to ¢ — @ o ® we get né = ¢n for all n € A, which, together with the fact that
JpnQy = n*Qy, implies that for x € .4

bn(JyxQy) = blpxJynQy=Dblyxn*Qy=Jyxn*¢
](pri’l* = JpxJpnJp = njpxs =nb(JpxQy),
so be ' n.# by the density of {J,xQy | x € M} in L* (M, ¢).

* bpb* =@ —@od: For every x € ./ the equality
(bob™)(x) = (xbQgp, bQy) = (x&,&) = (p— P o D) (x)

holds, i.e. bpb* =@ —@o®.
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e akE 4 (b*b) =E 4 (b*b)a=1-c: For x € 4 we find by b € &' n.# and bpb* =
@ —@o® that

QXE 4 (b* D) = pE 4 (x)D*b) = p(D*E 4 (x)b) = (p — p 0 D) (E_y (x))
= @EHX)—@E,()P1) =@(x)—@(E  (P(1)) =@ (xE 4 (1-c0))

and hence E 4 (1 — ¢) =E_4 (b*b). It follows by the definition of a that ak_y (b* b) =
ak_y(1-c¢)=1-cand similarly, as ae A’ n.#, we haveE 4 (b*b)a=1-c.

O

Lemma?7.2.11. Let N < ./ bea unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras which admits
a faithful normal conditional expectation E . Assume that A is finite and let T € N be
a faithful normal tracial state that we extend to a state ¢ := ToE 4 on . Let further
x € N N be an element which is analytic for a®. ThenE 4 (yx) =E 4 (U‘f(x)y) for all
VyeEM.

Proof. For n € & we have by the traciality of ¢ on .4 (implying that »n is contained in
the centralizer of ¢) that

naf(x) = Uf(n)af(x) = Uf(nx) = Uf(xn) = Uf (x)Uf(n) = Uf (X)n.

for all z € C. Therefore, 0¥ (x) € &' N4 and in particular otip(x) e &' n.. One further
calculates that for y € .4,

(pn)(Ex (yx)) @(Ey (nyx)) = p(nyx) = p(o? (x)ny)

@(no? (x)y) = (@n)E.x (0¥ (x)y)).

Since the set of functionals of the form ¢n, n € A is dense in 4, we find that E 4 (yx) =
E 4 (a‘f(x) ¥), as claimed. O

Lemma 7.2.12. Let & < 4 be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras that admits
a faithful normal conditional expectation t 4 . Assume that N is finite and let T € A, be
a faithful normal tracial state that we extend to a state @ := ToE 4 on M. Let hy,hy € M
and let h3, hy € ¥' N be analytic for 0. Suppose that ® : M — M is a normal map
such that@ff) € X (M, N, ) and define the map @ := hy®(hy - h3)ha. Then we also have

that®y) € K (M, N ,@).

Proof. First, by [Tak03a, VIIL.3.18(i)] (and its proof), ® hasabounded Lz-implementation
with IId)fl,z) I < C||<I>$) I, where the~ constant C > 0 depends on hy, hy, hs, hy. It thus suffices
to show that the passage ® — @ preserves the property of having a finite-rank imple-
mentation. Let then a, b € .4 so that aenb is in £y (A, N, ®). So for x € 4 we have by
Lemma 7.2.11,

hi(aenb)(haxhs)haQy = hyahsen(o? (h3)bhyx)Qy,

and so this map is in Ay (A, N, ). O
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We are now ready to formulate the main result of this subsection. In combination
with Lemma 7.2.14 it will later allow us to deduce that the relative Haagerup property
of a triple (., /,E_4) with finite A4 may be witnessed by unital and state-preserving
maps. Its proof is inspired by [BF11, Section 2].

Theorem 7.2.13. Let A < .4 be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras which ad-
mits a faithful normal conditional expectationE 4 . Assume that /N is finite, let T € N, be
a faithful normal tracial state that we extend to a state ¢ := 1o _y on # and suppose
that the triple (M, N ,¢) has property (rHAP) witnessed by contractive approximating
maps. Then, if all the elements of /4 are analytic with respect to the modular automor-
phism group of ¢ — for example if there exists a boundedly invertible element h € 4™ with
O'(f (x) = h”xh‘”for allteR, x € M, property (rHAP) of (M, ,p) may be witnessed by
unital and state-preserving approximating maps, i.e. we may assume that 1") and @')
hold.

Proof. Let (®;) jej; be anet of contractive approximating maps witnessing property
(rHAP) of the triple (.4, -/, ¢) and choose a net (§;) jej, with §; — 0. We now set J =
J1 x J2 with the product partial order and for j = (j1, jo) € Jweset ®; =®; and §; =6 ,.
Then forall j € J,

Cj:=(1—6j)q)j(1)51—5j and (1—5j)((p0¢'j)5(1—6j)(p.

In particular, we may apply Proposition 7.2.10 to (1 -§;)®; to find elements a;,b; €
NN with aj = 0, [Edy(aj) =1, aleW(b;bj) = [Edy(b;bj)aj =1- Cj and bj(pb;f =@p-
(1-6;)(@o®;). For j € J define

‘*I’j M- M, ‘{’j(x) = (1—5]')@]'(36) + aj[EJy(b;fxbj).
Itis clear that ¥ ; is normal completely positive and .4"-4"-bimodular. Further,

\Pj(l) =(1 —6]')(Dj(1) + aj[EJy(b;bj) =Cj +(1 —Cj) =1
and for any x € 4

po¥i(x) = (1-0)¢(@;(x)+¢(aEybjxb;)
= (1-0))p@;(x) +(P([EJv(dj)b;7ij)
= (1-6)p@;x)+ (bj(pb;f)(X)
= (1-6)e@;(x)+@x)—1-6)p@;(x))
= W),

so the ¥ are unital and ¢-preserving.

For the relative compactness note that by the assumption that every element in .4 is
analytic for 0¥, Lemma 7.2.11 implies that for all x € .4

\Pj(x) = (1—(5j)<I>j(x)+ajEW(Uf(bj)b;fx),
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hence,
V& =1-6))07 +aje ol (bybj e K (M, N ).

It remains to show that for every x € .4, ¥ j (x) — x strongly. For this, estimate for x = 0,

(¥ —(1-6,)®,)(x)

1/2 %7y 1/2

a; [EJy(bij])aj
1/2 xp y 172

= ||x||a] [EJV(bjb])aj

= Il -cp.

A

Since ¢c; = (1-67)®;(1) — 1 and (1-6;)®;(x) — x strongly it then follows that
Vi) =W;jx)-1-6)P;x)+(1-6;)P;(x)—x
strongly for every x € .# . This completes the proof. O

Another important statement that was proved in [CS15b] in case of the usual (non-
relative) Haagerup property is the following lemma. It will later ensure the contractivity
of certain approximating maps and allow us to apply Theorem 7.2.13 in a suitable setting.

Lemma 7.2.14. Let ./ be a finite von Neumann algebra equipped with a faithful normal
tracial state T € M, and let & < M be a unital inclusion. Assume thath € N' 0. is
a boundedly invertible self-adjoint element and define ¢ € . by ¢(x) := t(hxh) for x €
M. Then, if (M, N, @) has property (rHAP), the approximating maps (®;);e; witnessing
property (rHAP) may be chosen contractively, i.e. we may assume that (1') holds.

Proof. The proofis given in [CS15b, Lemma 4.3]. One only needs to check that the con-
dition h € &' Nn.#™ ensures that the maps @, @i and ¥; defined there are A -4 -
bimodule maps that are compact relative to 4. Let us comment on this. Firstly, in Step
1 of the proof of [CS15b, Lemma 4.3] it is shown that the approximating maps @ wit-
nessing the Haagerup property maybe chosen such that sup; [®ll < co. In the current
setup of (rHAP) this is automatic (see Definition 7.2.2) and so we may skip this step.

We now turn to Step 2 in the proof of [CS15b, Lemma 4.3]. Let @4 be the approxi-
mating maps witnessing the (rHAP) for (., A/, ¢). In particular @y is A -4 -bimodular
and @f) € X (M, N,p). By [Tak03a, Theorem VIII.2.211] we have o(f(x) = hitxp~it,
t e R, x € 4. Now recall the map defined in [CS15b, Lemma 4.3] given by

ol (x) a%f e 1lo? @r(0? ()dt
1

:,/_foo e it (h xh Y d .
It J-0o

Since h € A" N4 this map is A -4 -bimodular. Since 0¥ (h'%) = hi%, s, t € R it follows
from Lemma 7.2.12 that the L?-implementation of

(7.2.1)

x— 0¥ (@10%,(0)) = h'®p(h " xh'" )R, teR, (7.2.2)
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exists and is compact, i.e. contained in & (4, /,¢). By assumption h is boundedly
invertible and so ¢ — h'! depends continuously (in norm) on t. Hence the map (7.2.2)
depends continuously on ¢ and it follows that (7.2.1) is compact.

Next, in the proof of [CS15b, Lemma 4.3] the following operators were defined:
g =0k,  f=Fugh,

where Fy(z) = e "= V* z e C,neN. Since ®! is A -4 bimodular it follows that g! €

N'"n .. Therefore also fk"'l € A" n.#. Then the proof of [CS15b, Lemma 4.3] defines
for suitable n(j),k(j),1(j) € N,&; > 0 depending on some j in a directed set the map
WV :. M — A via the formula:

1 nGLID gl D) ¢y D)
‘}’f(')_(l_,_gj)sz(j) (Dk(j)(')fk(j) :

Since f,f(%)’l(j e A" (M it follows that ¥ j is both A -4 -bimodular and compact, i.e.
‘PE.Z) € K (M, N,¢). The last part of the proof of [CS15b, Lemma 4.3] shows that \115.2) -1
strongly and this holds true here as well with the same proof. By Proposition 2.4.29 this
shows that for every x € .4 we have ¥ ;(x) — x strongly.

O

7.3. FOR FINITE 4" : TRANSLATION INTO THE FINITE SETTING

Let again A < ./ be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras which admits a faithful
normal conditional expectation E_4. Assume moreover that .4 is a general o-finite von
Neumann algebra, though in many of the statements below we shall add the assump-
tion that 4 is finite. The aim of this section is to characterise the relative Haagerup
property (resp. property (rHAP)™) of the triple (4, /,E 4) in terms of the structure of
certain corners of crossed product von Neumann algebras associated with the modular
automorphism group of some faithful ¢ € .4 with ¢ oE_4 = ¢. These statements will
play a crucial role in Section 7.4.

7.3.1. CROSSED PRODUCTS

Let us first recall some of the theory of crossed product von Neumann algebras and their
duality for which we refer to [Tak03a, Section X.2]. For this, fix an action R A% .# on
M < B(F), define the corresponding fixed point algebra

MY ={xeM|a(x)=xforall teR}

and let 4 x4 R € B(A ® [2(R)) = B(L*(R, #)) be the corresponding crossed product
von Neumann algebra. It is generated by the operators 74(x), x € 4 and 1, := AY, t€R
where

(ma (X)) (1) = a_ (x)E(1) and (A&)(8) =¢(s—1)

fors,t€R, x € M, & € A ® L2(R); we will also occasionally use A to denote the left reg-
ular representation on I[2(R), which should not cause any confusion. Recall that this
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construction does not depend on the choice of the embedding .# < 28(#) and that
M = 7, (). For notational convenience we will therefore omit the faithful normal rep-
resentation 7, in our notation and identify .# with 74 (#) and A with n,(A4"). Note
that 74 (x) = x® 1 for all x e #%. Set further A(f) := fRf(tMtdt for fe LY(R) and

LR =AM fFeLl'RY = {As| seRY € B(H ® L*(R)).

Remark 7.3.1. For f € L' (R) we denote by
f(s):ff(r)e"“dteL“’(R),
R

its Fourier transform. Let %, : L2([R) — L2(R) : [~ (Zﬂ)_%fbe the unitary Fourier trans-
form operator on L?(R). Then ZA( )&, is the multiplication operator with f We
shall occasionally extend our notation in the following way. Let f € L?(R) be such that
its Fourier transform f is in L°(R). We shall write A(f) for &, fgz where we view f
as a multiplication operator. This is naturally compatible with the earlier notation for
fel'(R)

LetR A 4 x « R be the dual action determined by
a:(x)=x, and a:(As) =exp(—ist)As, (7.3.1)
for x € 4, s, t € R and recall that its fixed point algebra is given by
M= (M AR (7.3.2)
The expression
Tz(x) :=fREis(x)ds, Xe (U xR,

defines a faithful normal semi-finite operator valued weight on .# x, R which takes val-
ues in the extended positive part of .#. Choose f € L' (R) n L?(R) with || f||» = 1 such that
the support of the Fourier transform f equals R. We keep f fixed throughout the whole
section. One has Tg(A(H)*A(f) =If |I§ =1, hence we may define the unital normal com-
pletely positive map

Tf = Tfﬁt% XNgR— M, x— Ta(/l(f)*xl(f)).

By Proposition 2.4.29 Ty is strongly continuous on the unit ball. For a given map @ :
M X o R— M 1R and a positive normal functional ¢ € .4, we further define

Dl — M, Dp(x)=T(P()).
and
Pl xqgR—C, Pr(x)=@(Tr(x)).

The functional @ ¢ is normal and positive. It is moreover a state if ¢ is a state. Since we

assumed the support of f to be equal to R, by Remark 7.3.1 the support projection of
A(f) equals 1. It follows that @ ¢ is faithful if and only if ¢ is faithful.
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Lemma 7.3.2. Assume that & < #*. Then Ty is N - -bimodular, meaning that for
X, yeN,a€ M xqR wehaveTr(xay)=xTr(a)y.

Proof. As N < " we have that A and A(f) commute. From the definition of T; and
(7.3.2) we get that for x, ye A and a € 4 x4 R,

Ta(A(f)* xayA(f) = Ta(xA(f)* aA(f)y) = xTa(A(f)" aA(f))y.
This concludes the proof. O

We recall the following formula which was proved in [CS15¢, Lemma 5.2] (which ex-
tends [Haa78, Theorem 3.1 (c)]) in case k = g; the general case then follows from the
polarization identity. For k, g € L?(R) such that k, g € L™ (R) we have:

Ta(/l(k)*xxl(g))=fmg(t)a_t(x)dt, xeM. (7.3.3)
R

We shall need the following consequence of it. For g € LY(R) define g* (1) := g(—1), which
is the involution for the convolution algebra LY (R).

Lemma7.3.3. Lethe C.(R) and let x € 4. Then, fork,g € L'(R)n L?(R) and a := A(h)x,

Ta(/l(k)*a/l(g))ZIRka*(s)g(t)h(—s—t)a_t(x)dsdt,

and
T2 AR *Alg)a) = f f (Oh(=s— txdsdt.
RJRE*(s)g

Proof. We have A(k)*a = A(h* * k)* x. The equality (7.3.3) then implies

Tz (A(k)" al(g)) Ta(AMR* % k)" xA()

_[R(h* * k) () g(Da_(x)dt

ffk*(s)g(t)h(—s—t)a,t(x)dsdt.
rRJr

This concludes the proof of the first formula. The second formula follows from the first
after observing that Tz(A(k)*A(g)a) = Tg(A(k)* A(g) A (M) x. O

7.3.2. PASSAGE TO CROSSED PRODUCTS
Let us now study the stability of the relative Haagerup property with respect to certain
crossed products. The setting is the same as in Subsection 7.3.1.

Proposition 7.3.4. Let®: ./ xR — M x4 R be a linear map and fix f € L' (R)n L2(R) as
before. Then the following statements hold:

1. If® is completely positive then so is ® Iz

2. Assume that N < #*. If ® is an N -N -bimodule map then &Df is an N - N -
bimodule map.
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In the remaining statements let ¢ € M be a faithful normal positive functional with
@oE y =@ andpoa,= ¢ forall t eR. Then:

3. Ifpro® =Py (resp. Pro®=y) then(poff)f < (resp. <pofl3f =).

4. Ifthe L?-implementation of ® with respect to r exists, then the L2-implementation
of ® ¢ with respect to ¢ exists as well.

Now, if ¥ € M* Eyoar=FE 4 forallt e R and f is continuous, then:
5. If® € Koo (M xo RN ,Py), then ® ¢ € Koo (M, N, ).
6. IfO€ K (M XaR,N,Py), then®s € K (M, N ,¢) .

Proof. (1) is straightforward from the constructions and (2) follows from Lemma 7.3.2.

3): If @c odb< ¢f we have for x € /™, using (7.3.3) and the a-invariance of ¢,

Podf(x) PTH(@(X) = Py (@) < Py ()

P(TagAf)* XA = fR If(D1Ppla;(x)dt = ().

Moreover, if @ f o ® = @ ¢ then the inequality above is actually an equality.

(4): Assume that there exists a constant C > 0 such that ¢f (@(x)*D(x) < C(ﬁf(x* X)
for all x € 4. Then, by the Kadison-Schwarz inequality and (7.3.3),

P@)*Dr(x) = QT @) TH(P(X))) < Pp(@(x)* P(x)) < CPr(x*x) = Cp(x* x)

for all x € ./, where we use the fact (proved above) that ¢ and @ coincide on .#,.. This
implies that the L?-implementation of ®  with respect to ¢ exists.

(5): By Lemma 7.3.2 and the discussion before, F 4 = E_4 o Ty is the unique faithful
normal § ¢-preserving conditional expectation of .4 xgRonto A Let a,b € 4 xoR. By
N < M* we have for x € 4,

(af y b) §(x) := Tr(al x (bx)) = Tr(@)F y (bx) (7.3.4)

We shall show that F_y (bx) = [EJV(Ex) for all x € 4, where b := Tz (A()* A(f)b). For this
it suffices to consider the case where b = A(h)y for some compactly supported function
h e C.(R) and y € .#, since such elements span a o-weakly dense subset of .4 x, R
and the map b — b is o-weakly continuous. Using Lemma 7.3.3 twice and the fact that
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Eyoa;=E 4 forall t € R one has
Fiy(bx) = Eyo Tf(bx)

Ex (fRfRf* &) f(Oh(-s- t)a_t(yx)dsdt)

fR/Rf*(S)fU)h(—S—t)E,v(yx)dsdt

[Eﬂ(fff*(S)f(t)h(—s—t)ydsdtx)
RJIR
E.x (bx),

as claimed. Combining this equality and (7.3.4) we get that (aE 4 b) r=Tr(aF Jyl;. By
considering linear combinations of such expressions one gets that if ® € &y (A x4
IR?,JV,@f) then also @€ Koo (M, N, ). This proves (5).

(6): This follows directly from (5) by approximation and the fact that ) rl=l®l. O

In the following we will direct our attention to certain choices of functions f € L' (R)n
L2(R) with || fll2 = 1 whose support of the Fourier transform f equals R. For this, define
for j € N the L?>-normalized Gaussian

j 1/4
fi:R—R, fj(s):= (7:) exp(—js*/2).

Further set for a given map @ : 4 xR — 4 x4 R and a positive normal functional
QE M

@j:z(ﬁfj and EIv)j:ZEIV)fj.

Theorem 7.3.5. Let A < ./ be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras with a faith-
ful normal conditional expectationE y : M — N . Let further ¢ € M be a faithful nor-
mal positive functional with ¢ oE_y = ¢ and R ~A% .4 be an action such that ¥ < MH*.
Finally assume thatE 4 o a; = E 4 (o1, equivalently under the earlier assumptions, that
@ =@oa;) forallt € R. Then the following statements hold:

1. If the triple (M o R, N, ;) has property (rHAP) (resp. property (rHAP)™) for all
JEN, then (M, N ,¢) has property (rHAP) (resp. property (rHAP)™).

2. If for all j € N property (rHAP) of (M X o R, N, ;) is witnessed by unital (resp. @ -
preserving) approximating maps (see (1') and (4') in Section 7.2), then also property
(rHAP) of (M, NV , ) may be witnessed by unital (resp. @-preserving) approximating
maps.

Proof. (1): For fixed j € N let (@ )kek; be a bounded net of normal completely posi-
tive maps witnessing the relative Haagerup property of (# x4 R, A, $;). In particular,
@ — 1 in the point-strong topology in k. Set @ . := T, oD k.. As s — a(x) is strongly
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continuous for x € ./ and f; is [2-normalized with mass concentrated around 0, Lemma
7.3.3 shows that for x € .,

Tfj(x)=fnx|ﬁ(s)|2as(x)ds~x

as j — oo in the strong topology. Lemma 7.1.1 then shows that we may find a directed
set # and a function (j,k) : & — {(j,k) | j € N,k € Kj}, F — (j(F), k(F)) such that the
net ((D]v( ). k(p)) FeF converges to the identity in the point-strong topology. By Proposition
7.3.4 these maps then witness the relative Haagerup property for (4, ./, ¢). In the same
way, using a variant of Lemma 7.1.1, we can deduce that if (% x4 R, .4/, ® ;) has property
(rtHAP)™, then (., ./, ¢) has property (fHAP) ™ as well.

(2): Note that if @; x is unital for all k € N, then @ j,k is unital as well and if ®;  is
@ j-preserving for all k € N, then ®@; ; is ¢-preserving, c.f. Proposition 7.3.4. O

We will now apply this theorem to the modular automorphism group o of ¢ as well
as its dual action.

Theorem 7.3.6. Let A < ./ be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras with a faith-
ful normal conditional expectationt y : M — N . Assume that N is finite and let T € N
be a faithful normal tracial state. Further define the faithful normal (possibly non-tracial)
state :=1oE_4 on 4. Then the following statements hold:

1. If for all j € N the triple (M Xs¢ R, N ,§;) has property (rHAP) (resp. property
(rHAP)™ ), then (M, N , @) has property (rHAP) (resp. property (rHAP)™ ).

2. If for all j e N property (rHAP) of (M X o R, N ,{;) is witnessed by unital (resp. ;-
preserving) approximating maps, then also property (rHAP) of (M, ,¢) may be
witnessed by unital (resp. @-preserving) approximating maps.

Proof. This is Theorem 7.3.5 for a = g¥; the assumptions are satisfied, as follows from
the fact that & < 4. O

We will also prove the converse of Theorem 7.3.6 by using crossed product duality.
We first recall the following lemma which is well-known. We will use the fact that every
function g € L°°(R) may be viewed as a multiplication operator on L?(R).

Lemma7.3.7. Forg,he Cp(R)n L%(R) we have that gA(h) e B(L%(R)) is Hilbert-Schmidt
with
Tr((gA(h)* gA(h) = lIgl3lI kI3

Proof. Let % (#) denote the Hilbert-Schmidt operators on a Hilbert space #. We have
linear identifications 7 ® 7 = % () where & ® 1 corresponds to the rank 1 operator
v — &n*(v). We identify L?(R) with L2(R) linearly and isometrically through the pairing
&= fR &(s)n(s)ds. Therefore we have isometric linear identifications

S (L*R) = [*(R) ® L*(R) = L*(R?), (7.3.5)
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where the rank 1 operator én* corresponds to the function (s, £) — &(s)n(1).

Now, gA(h) is an integral operator on L% (R) with a square-integrable kernel K(x, y) :=
g(x)h(x—y). Then gA(h) is Hilbert-Schmidt and corresponds to K € L2(R?)in (7.3.5), so
that |[gA(B)ll.» = IKll2 = I gll21l Bll2. O

Further recall that for j € N the Gaussian f; was defined by f;(s) := jY/4n~ /4 Js'/2,

seRand f] denotes its Fourier transform. Both these functions are L?-normalized by
definition and the Plancherel identity. Define for i, j € N a positive linear functional v; ;
on %(L?*(R)) by R ~

Wi (x) = Te((fid(f))* x fi (7).
It is a state by Lemma 7.3.7. We will need the following elementary lemma for which we
give a short non-explicit proof following from the results in [CS15c].

Lemma 7.3.8. Foralli,j €N the pair (B(L2 (R),v;,;) has the Haagerup property in the
sense that the triple (B(L*R)),C, v, i) has the relative Haagerup property, see [CS15¢, Def-
inition 3.1]. Moreover, the approximating maps may be chosen to be unital and vy, ;-
preserving.

Proof. According to [CS15c, Proposition 3.4], (B(L2(R), Tr) has the Haagerup property.
By [CS15¢, Theorem 1.3] the Haagerup property does not depend on the choice of the
faithful normal semi-finite weight and hence (B(L?(R)), v, ;) has the Haagerup property
forall i, j € N. In [CS15b, Theorem 5.1] it was proved that the approximating maps may
be taken unital and state preserving. This finishes the proof. O

As before, let &/ < 4 be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras which admits a
faithful normal conditional expectation E_4 and fix a faithful normal state ¢ on .4 with
¢ = ok 4. Let 0 be the corresponding modular automorphism group, .4 Xg¢ R the
crossed product von Neumann algebra and let

szt;?P:RmJ%xgw[R{

be the dual action as defined in (7.3.1). Define for j € N the state ¢; := @ o T, 5 on
M X 59 R as before and recall that ./ (hence also ./) is invariant under 6. We may in turn
consider the double crossed product which admits an isomorphism of von Neumann al-
gebras (i.e. a bijective *-homomorphism, which is automatically normal by Sakai [Sak71,
Theorem 1.13.2]),

(M Xgo R) xgR= M ® B(L*(R)). (7.3.6)

Let us describe what this isomorphism looks like. For g € L™(R) write u(g):=1,® g€
M ®B(L%(R)) for the multiplication operator acting in the second tensor leg. The double
crossed product above is generated by .4 x s+ R and the left regular representation of the
second copy of R, denoted here by /1?, t € R. Under the isomorphism, .# x4¢ R is iden-
tified as a subalgebra of . ® %(L?(R)) via inclusion. Further, A? is identified for every
t e Rwith u(e;) =1 4 ® e; where e;(s) := exp(—ist) for s € R. Under this correspondence,
A9(f;) = w(f;). We find that for x € /4 ® B(L*R)),

@oTpoo T = @(To (AN Ty (W xu(F) A()))
o (To (T3 (AUD* (D xu(FIAS))).-
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By [Tak03a, Theorem X.2.3] and the fact that ¢ o a‘f = ¢ we have that (formally, being
imprecise about domains) the normal semi-finite faithful weight ¢ o Ty o T; coincides

with ¢ ® Tr. Hence, for i, j € N we have equality of states
PoTfp0Trg=0®Vi.

The following theorem now provides a passage to study the relative Haagerup property
on the continuous core of a von Neumann algebra, which is semi-finite.

Theorem 7.3.9. Let A < ./ bea unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras which admits
a faithful normal conditional expectation E_y and assume that N is finite with a faithful
normal tracial statet € N,. Set ¢ = 1ok 4 € M. Then the following two statements hold:

1. The triple (M, N, @) has property (rHAP) (resp. property (rHAP)™) if and only if
(M X590 R, N, 9 ;) has property (rHAP) (resp. property (rHAP)”) for all j € N.

2. If property (rHAP) of (M, N ,p) is witnessed by unital (resp. ¢-preserving) maps,
then for all j € N property (rHAP) of (M X q R, N, ;) is witnessed by unital (resp.
@ j-preserving) maps, and vice versa.

Proof. The if statements were proven in Theorem 7.3.6. For the converse of (1) assume
that (/,./,¢) has the relative Haagerup property. (B(L*(R)),C,v;, j) has the relative
Haagerup property for all i, j € N, see Lemma 7.3.8. Therefore by a suitable modifica-
tion of [CS15¢, Lemma 3.5], we see that (% ® B(L*(R)), NV ® C,p ®y; ;) has the relative
Haagerup property forall i, j € N. It follows from Theorem 7.3.5 and the discussion above
that (A ¢ R, A, $;) has the relative Haagerup property !, The statements in (2) and
the statement about property (rHAP)™ follow in the same way. O

7.3.3. PASSAGE TO CORNERS OF CROSSED PRODUCTS

In Section 7.3.2 we characterised the relative Haagerup property of the triple (.4, A4, ¢)
for finite A" with a faithful normal tracial state 7 € A, and ¢ := T oE 4 € .#. in terms of
the crossed product triples (/4 x4 R, A, ®;), j € N. In the following we will pass over to
suitable corners of these crossed products which allows to translate our investigations
into the setting of finite von Neumann algebras. In this setting the following lemma will
be useful.

Lemma 7.3.10. Let & < .4 be a unital inclusion of finite von Neumann algebras, let
T € My be a faithful normal tracial state and letE 4 : M — N be the unique 1 -preserving
faithful normal conditional expectation onto & . Further, let h € &' N .4 be self-adjoint
and boundedly invertible. For a linear completely positive map @ : M — M set

®"(x) = h ' d(hxh)h L.

Then, the L?-implementation ®? of ® with respect to T exists if and only if the L? - imple-
mentation (tbh)(Z) of(Dh with respect to ht h exists. Further, oD e (M, N,T) ifand only
if (@M@ e (M, N, hh).

INote that in the picture above 7m(x) = x® 1 and hence 7n(A4) = A ® C since ¢ is tracial on 4. This is used
implicitly in the identifications of 4" in the double crossed product isomorphism (7.3.6).
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Proof. Note first that the assumptions on & imply that E_4 (h?) is a positive boundedly
invertible element of the center Z(4") of 4. Indeed, we have for all n € A the equal-
ity n[EJy(hz) = [Edy(nhz) = [Edy(hzn) = [EJy(hz)n, and if h is boundedly invertible, then
h? = cl 4 for some ¢ >0, hence E_y (h%) = cl 4.

Now the map [Eﬁv X — [E(/y(hz)’l/zlEJV(hxh)[Et/y(hz)’”2 is the unique normal hth-
preserving conditional expectation onto .4". Indeed, we can verify it is an idempotent,
normal, ucp map with image equal to .4/ and for any x € .# we have

T(hE_y (W) "V2E 4 (hxh)E_ 4 (h*) Y2 h)
= 1(h*Ex (W) 'Ex (hxh)

= T(Ex (h*Ex (h*)'Ex (hxh))

= TEx(WEx (h*)'Ex (hxh)

= T(Ex(hxh))

= 1(hxh)

= (hth)(x).

(hth)E", (x))

Now assume that the L?-implementation ®®? of ® with respect to 7 exists, i.e. that
there exists a constant C > 0 such that 7(®(x)*®(x)) < Ct(x* x) for all x € 4. Then

(hth)(@" (x)* ®"(x)) = T(@(hx* W h™>®(hxh)) < | 2| T(@(hx* ) @(hxh)
< C||h7?| r(hx* hhxh) < C|h72|| | ?| T (hx* xh) = C | h™2|| | h? | (hr h) (x* x)

for all x € .4, so the L?-implementation (®")® exists as well. The converse implication
also follows, as ® = (@)™
For elements a, b, x € # the equality

(aE_y b)"(x)

h~'aE  (bhxh)h™!

= hlaky (W)'VPE" (W by (R 2R
= (h™'aE (KR HE", (W bhx)

= (h'aE (KR 'E" h™ bh)(x)

implies by taking linear combinations and approximation that if ®@ € & (., /1),
then (@M@ e & (4, N, hth). The converse statement follows as before, which finishes
the proof. O

Now, for a triple (4, ./, @) let h be the unique (possibly unbounded) positive self-
adjoint operator affiliated with .# x,¢ R such that h'* = A, for all ¢ € R. If we further
assume that & < .#°" (which implies that .4 is finite with a tracial state ¢|y) we have
for x € A that A;xA} = a‘f(x) = x and hence A; € /' N (A Xge R). This implies that
h is affiliated with A’ n (4 x4# R) and so its finite spectral projections are elements in
N (M H50R). Setfor ke N

Pk = X1k (R) and hy = hpg.
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Here y ;-1 ;) denotes the indicator function of [k, k] <R and py is the corresponding
spectral projection. Then, for every k € N, hj is boundedly invertible in the corner al-
gebra pi (A X g0 R) pi and we write h,;l for its inverse which we view as an operator in
M A ge R

Denote by @ := ¢ o Ty the dual weight of ¢ and let T be the unique faithful normal
semi-finite weight on .# X s¢ R whose Connes cocycle derivative satisfies (D@/ D71 ) =
hit for all ¢ € R (we refer to [Haa79b, Lemma 5.2]; the proofs below stay within the realm
of bounded functionals). It is a trace on .# x4 R which is formally given by

Tu(X) =@oTp(h 2xh™2),  x€ (M xgoR)".
By construction we have

1 1
Pj(prxp) =T (REAN XA(fPR]), X €M x50 R. (7.3.7)

for all j € N, where @; and f; are defined as in Subsection 7.3.2. Further note that the
operators A(f;) and h; commute.

Remark 7.3.11. Following Remark 7.3.1, for k € N the operators py and hj can be de-
scribed in terms of multiplication operators conjugated with the Fourier unitary &,. In-
deed, %1%, is the multiplication operator on L*(R,.#) with the function (s — e'’%)
and therefore (under proper identification of the domains) %, hgz* coincides with the
multiplication operator with (s— e°). It follows that for all k e N, F,p kgz* is the multi-
plication with (Ix : s = X[~ 1og(k),log(k)) (8)) and F» h &, is the multiplication with (Ji : s —
X1-log(k) log(k) (8)e®). Therefore, by Remark 7.3.1,

pe=AI), =AU, and  h'=A00,
where ],;1 is the function (s — ¥ [-1og(k) log(k1 € °)- We also have that
M i = MFATR = M = Ji) = F5 [i Ik T, (7.3.8)
where we view the product f] Tk asa multiplication operator. Since the Fourier transform
of fj is Gaussian we see that &%, f; J;.% is positive and boundedly invertible in the corner
algebra py (A x40 R) pi. Further, by (7.3.3) and the Plancherel identity,
To(hp") = Ty AU AT = 1T 213 = 1205 = k- k7
It follows that
Ty (pi) = (T2 peh ™) = p(Ty () = k— k7.
In particular, 7« (pg) < 0o. Since T is tracial we also have for x € 4 x50 R,

T (prxpi) = o To(hi' pexpr). (7.3.9)
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In the next statements we will work with property (rtHAP) (resp. property (rHAP)™)
for general faithful normal positive functionals instead of just states, see Remark 7.2.3.
This is notationally more convenient. Note that p;@;py, j € N is not a state, but a posi-
tive scalar multiple of a state.

We shall use the fact that the unique falthful normal @ ;-preserving conditional ex-

pectation E’; % of M x50 Ronto A is given by E', - =E y o Ty;. This fact was used in the
proof of Pr0p0s1t10n 7.3.4 already.

Lemma 7.3.12. For every k €N, j €N there is a faithful normal py§ j pr.-preserving con-
ditional expectation of pi.(M X g R)py onto pxN py given by

X g prEy (Tr, () pie = ! PrE’) (0 pi (7.3.10)

where pii:= Ty, (pr) = IIij[—log(k),log(k)] I2. In particular, Ty, (pi) is a scalar multiple of the
identity.

Proof. First note that by Remark 7.3.1 and Remark 7.3.11 the operator pyA(f;) coincides

with A(g; x) where gj x is the inverse Fourier transform of the function ]‘} X1-log(k) log(k)] -
The equality (7.3.3) then implies that

Ty (pi) = ToAU) " prAS)) = To(A(g,1) “ A (g k) = lgjkll3 = bk (7.3.11)
is a multiple of the identity. For x € py (4 X ¢ R) pr expand
. ?j
?j(piE  (X)pr)

(¢ 0 Ty,) (PrEy (T, (X)) pic)
(9o To) A(f)" PE. (Tf, (0) PrA(f)).

(Pk®; PR (PRE" () pr)

Since A& <.4°" we see that

(PP (PEE” (0 pi) (¢ 0 Tp) . (Ty, CNA " PeAf)

= @Ex(T5 )Ty (pr)).
With (7.3.11) we can continue as follows:
(PrPj pk)(Pk[E () pr) = ey (Tr, (0)) = (T, (0) = e (0) = 1@ (P xpio).

This proves that (7.3.10) is px®j pi-preserving, as claimed. For x € &/ <./« o’ we have
that x and p; commute. Therefore, using the .#"-module property of the maps involved,

PkEy (Tg; (prxpi)) pr = prxXPrEy (TF;(pr)) = B PrX Pk

This shows that the map x — p;l PiEy (T, (X)) pi is a unital (the unit being py) normal
completely positive projection onto pi.A py (see [BO08b, Theorem 1.5.10]). O
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Lemma7.3.13. Let A < ./ bea unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras which admits
a faithful normal conditional expectation t 4 . Assume that N is finite and let T € N, be
a faithful normal tracial state that we extend to a state ¢ := 1oE_4 on 4. Then we have
[EJV(Tfj (xa)) = [EJV(Tfj(ax)) andt_y (Tp(xa)) =E 4 (Tp(ax)) forevery jeN, ae L ([R) and
XE M Xge R.

Proof. We first prove that E y (T, (xa)) = Ey (Tf; (ax)). Suppose a = A(k) and x = yA(g)
forye 4, ke LY(R) and g € C.(R). Let us first compute Tf]. (xa) and Tfj(ax). By the
formula (7.3.3) we have

Tf].(xa):jl;fj*(—t)(g*k*fj)(t)o‘ft(y)dt.

By a similar computation we get

Ty (ax) ZfR(fj* « k) (-0)(g* f[Hna? (yat.

We now apply E 4 to these expressions and use the fact that .4 is contained in the cen-
tralizer of ¢, so E 4 (U‘ft(y)) =E_4(y). It therefore suffices to prove the equality of the
integrals fR fj*(— D(g* k= fj)(H)dt and fR(fj* * k)(—=1)(g * fj)(1)dt; Using the commuta-
tivity of the convolution on R, we can rewrite the first one as

fffj*(—t)(g*fj)(t—s)k(s)dsdt
RJR

and the second one is equal to

fffj*(—t—s)k(s)(g*fj(t))dsdt.
rJr

In the second integral we can introduce a new variable t' := ¢ + s and it transforms into

fff}*(—t’)(g*fj)(t’—s)k(s)dsdr’,
RJR

which is equal to the first one. For arbitrary a € Z(R) and x € .4 x50 R we can find
bounded nets (a;);c; and (x;) ;e; formed by linear combinations of elements of the form
discussed above that converge strongly to a and x, respectively, as a consequence of Ka-
plansky’s density theorem. As multiplication is strongly continuous on bounded sub-
sets, we have strong limits lim;c; a;x; = ax and lim;e; x;a;. As both E 4 and Tfj are
strongly continuous on bounded subsets, we may conclude. The equality E_4 (Ty(xa)) =
E_x (Tg(ax)) follows by a similar computation. O

The ideas appearing in the proof of the next statements are of a similar type.

Proposition 7.3.14. Let & < ./ be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras which
admits a faithful normal conditional expectation E 4. Assume that A is finite and let
T € N, be a faithful normal tracial state that we extend to a state ¢ := 1oE 4 on /. Then,
for every j €N, the following statements hold:
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1. The triple (M X0 R, N ,9;) satisfies property (rHAP) if and only if; for every k €N,
the triple (pi (M Xge R) pi, prN pPr, Px®jPr) satisfies property (rHAP). Moreover,
the (rHAP) may be witnessed by contractive maps, i.e. we may assume that (1')
holds.

2. Ifforevery k € N the property (rHAP) of the triple (py. (M X 5o R) pi, PN Pk, Px P Pi)
is witnessed by unital p§ j p-preserving approximating maps, then the relative
Haagerup property of (M Xge R, N ,$ ;) is witnessed by unital § j-preserving maps.

3. Ifthe triple (M x50 R, N, 9 ;) satisfies property (rHAP)™ then the triple (pi (M X g
R)pi, pxN Pr, PP Pi) satisfies property (rHAP)™ as well for every k € N.

Proof. First part of (1): For the “=” direction assume that (/4 X4 R, N, ;) satisfies
property (tHAP) and that it is witnessed by a net of maps (®;);c;. Fix k € N. We will show
that (px®;(-)pi)icr is a net of approximating maps witnessing the relative Haagerup
property of (pi (M X g0 R)pi, PN P Pk P P

It is clear that for every i € I the map p;®;(-)px is completely positive, that the net
(pr®;(-)pi)ier admits a uniform bound on its norms and that p;®;(-)pi — id in the
point-strong topology in i as maps on py (4 49 R)pg. By our assumptions, A < .4 o’
and hence py and A commute. Hence for a,be A, x € pi(M X g0 R) pr. we have

pr®@i(praprxprbpr) pr = prPi(aprxpib) pr
= pra®;(prxp)bpr = prapr®i (prxpi) prbpi,

which shows that p®;(-) px is a px AN pi-prN pr-bimodule map for every i € I.

We have by [Tak03a, Theorem VIIIL.3.19.(vi)], [Tak03a, Theorem X.1.17.(ii)] and the
fact that py and A(f;) commute that

¥ (po) = AU P POAUN ™ = AU PIAU) T = pre
Therefore by [CS15¢c, Lemma 2.3], for x € pi (A Xg¢ R) py positive,
(PP pr) (Px@i(X) pr) = @ j(pr @i () pr) <P j(P; (X)) <P (%) = (pxPjpr) (1),
ie. (px®@;pi) o (pr®@i(-)pi) < pxP;pr-

Now, for every map ® on .4 X« R of the form ® = a[Ei’,()b with a,b € 4 x50 Rand

X € pr(M X g0 R)pr we have, using Lemma 7.3.13 (recalling that [Ey =E o T;) and the
fact that py commutes with .4/, that

Pe®(X)pi = prak y (bprxpi) pi = prak. ) (pibpex) i = (PrapoE p (pebpix).

Lemma 7.3.12 then implies that (px®(+) px)® € Foo (P (M 359 R)pr, peH P PP P)-
By taking linear combinations and approximating we see that for maps ® on .4 xs0 R
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with®? € & (M x150R, N, ;) we musthave (@ () pi)? € F (pi(M X goR) P, PN Pis
prx®jpi). Therefore for the approximating maps ®;, i € I we conclude that

(Pr@i () pi)? € H (pi(M 350 R i, PrN P PEP PE)-

This shows that (px®;(-)pr)ier indeed witnesses the relative Haagerup property of the
triple (py (4 X g0 R) i, Pk i, Pk P PR)-

(3): Note that if (/4 x40 R, A, ;) has property (rHAP)™ witnessed by the net (®;) ¢y,
then property (HAP) ™~ of (py (A X 50 R) pr, PxN Pi, Pr@j pi) follows in a very similar way
as above. The only condition that remains to be checked is that the L?>-implementation
(kaDi(-)pk)(Z) exists. For this, assume that there exists C > 0 with @; (@;(x)*D;(x) <
CP;(x*x) for all x € .4 X9 R. Then, using again [CS15c, Lemma2.3] for the second
inequality,

(Pr@j PR (Px @i () pi)* (Pr @i (O pr) = Pj(pr®@i(x™) px®; (X) i)
< Qj(pr®; ()" ®;(x)pr)
< §;(@0°0;(x)
< CPj(x*x)
= Cpx@jpr)(x"x)

for all x € py (M X g¢ R)pg. The claim follows.

Second part of (1): For the “«<” direction assume that for every k € N the triple
(Pr(AM X g0 R) pi, prN Pr, Px®j Pi) satisfies property (rHAP) witnessed by approximat-
ing maps (@, ;);e7,. We wish to apply Lemma 7.2.14 for which we check the conditions.
By & <.4°" we have that .# and A, commute for every ¢ € R and hence so do .# and
hi. In particular, hy € (pr A pi) O pr( Al X0 R)pi. By (7.3.8) and the remarks after it,
it follows that A(f;) ki is positive and boundedly invertible. Now, from (7.3.7) we see
that the conditions of Lemma 7.2.14 are fulfilled and this lemma shows that the maps
of the net (¥ ;)ies, can be chosen contractively, i.e. we may assume that (1') holds.
We shall prove that (@ ; (px - Pr))ken,ier, induces a net witnessing property (rHAP) of
(M X go R, N ,$ ). This in particular shows that we may assume (1').

By the contractivity of the @y ; it is clear that the maps ® ; (px - px) are completely
positive with a uniform bound on their norms. Since 4" and p; commute we see that
fora,be &/ and x € M x50 R

@y i(praxbpy) = @ i(praprxprbpi)
= prapi®@ri(prxpr) prbpr
= api®@,i(prxpr)prb
= a®;(prxpi)b.

Therefore @y ; (px - px) is an A - A bimodule map for every k € N, i € I;.. We have, using
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again [CS15¢, Lemma 2.3], that for x € (A X g0 R)*

P (prPr,i (PrxXPL)PK)
= (Pr@jpr) @k i (Prxpi))
< (pk®jpK)(pPrxpr)

= @j(prxpr) =P (x).

(@i (prxpi))

ie.Pjo®r;(pr - pPr) =Q;j.

We claim that (@, (pi - pi))® € K (M x50 R, N, p;) for all k €N, i € I;. Indeed,
take an arbitrary map ® of the form ®(x) = pkapk[Edy(Tfj(pkbpkx)) for x € M x40 R

where a,b € ./ x50 R. The L?-implementations of such operators span oo (pi. (A X g¢
R)pk, pxN Pr, PkPjpi) by Lemma 7.3.12. Lemma 7.3.13 and the fact that py and A
commute show that for x € 4 x40 R,

@ (prxpi) = prapkEy (Tf;(pbprxpir)) = prapiEy (T, (pibpix)).

Then, since E y o Ty, is the faithful normal @ j-preserving conditional expectation of

A X 5o R onto N, this implies that (®(p - pi))@ € Hoo (4 2" R, N, ;). By taking lin-
ear combinations and approximation we see that if ® € & (py. (A x50 R) pi, pr-H Pres
pe®;pi), then (@(pi-pi))® € & (M x7¢ R,.4, ;). We conclude that (@ ; (px - pr))® €
H (MR N, P)).

Now, for x € ./ x50 R we see that

lim hm(bk i(prxpr) =

k—ooi€

in the strong topology. Then a variant of Lemma 7.1.1 shows that there is a directed set
& and a function (k,i) : & — {(k,i) | ke N,i € I}, F — (k(F),i(F)) such (q’%(p),'f(F))Feg
witnesses the relative Haagerup property of (4 X g0 R, N, $;).

(2): It only remains to show that if for every k € N the property (rHAP) of the triple
(Pr( A Ao R) P, PrN P, PL@jpi) is witnessed by unital pi®;pi-preserving approx-
imating maps, then the relative Haagerup property of (/4 xg¢ R, A, ;) is witnessed
by unital @ ;-preserving maps. For this, assume that the maps (®g ;);e; from before
are unital and pi@;pi-preserving and choose a sequence () ken € (0,1) with g —

0. Recall that pr € &' N (M X0 R) and note that [E 1-Qa- L) Pr) = €. We then
have [E (1-(1-e)pp) € N ﬁ,/V’ the inverse ([EJV(I —(Q-epp))te NN ex-

istsand a; := (1-(1 —gk)pk)([E (1 -1 -ex)p))” Le A0 (M Xgo R) is positive. Set
bi:=1-(1-¢€r)prgeq0. Define the maps

By, () 1= (=0 (pr - pi) + L (BY? - L),

Obviously @ ; is normal, completely positive and .4 -4 -bimodular. We may finish the
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proof as in Theorem 7.2.13 now; since the statement of that theorem is not directly ap-
plicable here we will give the complete proof for the convenience of the reader. We have

D i (1) = (1— ) Dy, (pr) + ak[Efé(bk) =(1-g)pr+A-1A-¢gp)pr) =1

Now, since @y ; is px§ j pr-preserving we have that ;o Oy ; (prxpr) = P (prxpx) for all
X € M X9 R, and hence with Lemma 7.3.13 we deduce that

PjoDpi(x) (1= 0@ ( Pk i (pexpi) +@j(arE ) (b *xbi/*)
= (-2 (prxp) +§; €} (@b *xb})

= (1-£@j ok (prxpi) +PjoE ) (b > xb}/®)

= (1_gk)ijo[E§’,'(pkx)+¢j0[E§J,'(ka)

= (1-€)@j(prx)+@j(brx)

= (ﬁ](x)

By the fact that (@ ; (px - p))® € & (M x50 R,.A,@;) and by Lemma 7.3.13, we have
O = (1) (@i i (pic - PP + are’) by € K (M x50 RN, P)).

Further, for every x € (A Xg0 R)4,

By i (x) — (1 - £1)Pr,i (Prxpk) dk[Eﬁ&(b,lclszllclz)
Il axE”) (by)

lxll (1 -1 —er)pi)s

IA

from which we deduce that limpgc g &D%( PLiE) = id_y SoR- Thus, the net @E( P F)) Feg Of
unital § ;-preserving maps witnesses the relative Haagerup property of (/4 X 59 R, A, § ).
O

We are now ready to formulate the key statement of this section. Note that for every
k € N the von Neumann algebra py (4 x40 R)py is finite with a faithful normal tracial

state piT x Pk-

Theorem 7.3.15. Let & < ./ be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras which ad-
mits a faithful normal conditional expectationE 4 . Assumethat ./ is finite and lett € N
be a faithful normal tracial state that we extend to a state ¢ := 1ok 4 on 4. Then the fol-
lowing are equivalent:

1. Thetriple (M, N, ) has property (rHAP);
2. (M X9 R, N,9;) has property (rHAP) for every j € N;
3. (pr(M Xgo R)pk, PN P> Pk T x Pk) has property (rHAP) for every k € N.

Further, the following statement holds:
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4. Ifthetriple (M, N, ) has property (rHAP)™, then for every k €N, (py (M X 5o R) pi,
PN Pk, PkT x Px) has property (rHAP)™.

Proof. The equivalence “(1) < (2)” was proved in Theorem 7.3.9.

“(2) = (3)”: Assume that for j € N the triple (& x40 R, A, ;) has property (rHAP)
and fix k € N. Then by Proposition 7.3.14, the triple (pi (A X g0 R) pr, PV Prr PxPj P
also has the (rHAP). Let (®;);c; be a net of suitable approximating maps and define the
self-adjoint boundedly invertible operator Ajg = )L(fj)h,lcl2 € (PrN pr) N (Pr( M X g0
R) pr). By (7.3.7) for every x € pi (M Xg¢ R) py the equality

(Pe@jPi)(X) = T (A} XAj k) = (AjkPTx PrAj i) (X)

holds and hence Lemma 7.3.10 implies that the L2-implementation of the map ()=
Aj,kq),-(A]‘.,}C . A;}C)Aj,k exists and is contained in & (pg (A X ge R) pi, PN Pi» PkT x Pk)-
Similarly to the proof of Proposition 7.3.14 one checks that the net (q);) ie] Witnesses
property (tHAP) of (pg (A X g0 R)pk, PN Pi PiT x Px)- We omit the details.

“(2) < (3)” Now assume that the triple (pi (A X ge R) px, pxN Pk Pk T x Px) has prop-
erty (rHAP) for every k € N. It suffices to show that the triple (p (4 X 5o R) pi, PxN P
pr®jpi) has property (rHAP) as it implies the desired statement by Proposition 7.3.14.
So let (®;);c; be a net that witnesses property (rHAP) of the triple (px (4 Xg¢ R)pk,
PN Pi> PkTx Pi) and set @ := A]‘.’}CtID,-(AJ-';C . Aj,k)A;}c- Lemma 7.3.10 and (7.3.7) imply
that for every i € I the L*-implementation (®/)® of ® with respect to the positive func-
tional pi®; py is contained in & (pi (M X g0 R) pi, pxN Pr, PxPj pi)- Again, similarly to
the proof of Proposition 7.3.14 one checks that the net (') ;¢; witnesses property (rHAP).

It remains to show (4). The statement easily follows from Proposition 7.3.9, Proposi-
tion 7.3.14 and the arguments used in the proof of the implication “(2) = (3)". O

7.4. MAIN RESULTS

After the main work has been done in Section 7.3 we can now put the pieces together.
This allows us to show that in the case of a finite von Neumann subalgebra the notion
of relative Haagerup property is independent of the choice of the corresponding faithful
normal conditional expectation, that the approximating maps may be chosen to be uni-
tal and state-preserving and that property (rtHAP) and property ({HAP)™ are equivalent.
The general notation will be the same as in Section 7.3.

7.4.1. INDEPENDENCE OF THE CONDITIONAL EXPECTATION

Let A4 < . be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras for which .4 is finite with a
faithful normal tracial state 7 € #,. Let further E_4,F_4 : 4 — A& be two faithful normal
conditional expectations and extend 7 to states ¢ :=ToE 4 and ¥ :=70oF 4 on 4. In
this subsection we will prove that the triple (.#, ./, E 4) has property (rHAP) if and only
if the triple (4, /,F_4) does, i.e. the relative Haagerup property is an intrinsic invariant
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of the inclusion A < .. Let us first introduce some notation.

As in Section 7.3 consider the crossed product von Neumann algebra .# X s¢ R which
contains the projections py € &' N (4 Xz0 R), k € N and carries the canonical normal
semi-finite tracial weight 7 which we will from now on denote by 7,;. For € R write
)L‘f for the left regular representation operators in .# Xq¢ R. Similarly, we write 7 » for
the canonical normal semi-finite tracial weight on .4 x,v R and denote the correspond-
ing left regular representation operators by /llt’/, teR.

For t e Rlet u; := (D@/Dy); € 4 be the Connes cocycle Radon-Nikodym derivative,
so in particular uta(f(us) = Uy and alf(x) = u;‘a‘f(x)ut hold for all s, € R. Then (see
[Tak03a, Proof of Theorem X.1.7]) there exists an isomorphism p : 4 X 5v R — 4 X 50 R of
von Neumann algebras which restricts to the identity on .4 and for which p()th’/) =u t/l(f
for all ¢ € R. This implies that the dual actions 8% and 0¥ of ¢ and oV respectively are
related by the equality 0;” op=po 6;”, t € R. Further, 74,1 0p = Ty 2 (see the footnote
“). Denote by hy, the unique unbounded self-adjoint positive operator affiliated with
M X,y R such that h{/f = /1;” for all £ € R and set

Pyk:=Xi-1hhy)  and  gr:=p(py,i)-
for k € N. Further, define
hy k= PO,k (By) ) = p(Py i hy).

Recall that for all k € N and ¢ € R we write h'’ = )L‘f, Pk = X111 (B), and hy := prh. The
following statement compares to Lemma 7.3.12.

Lemma 7.4.1. For every k € N there is a (unique) faithful normal pT w1 px-preserving
conditional expectationk, . : pr(M X oo R) pr — pxN pi given by

x— v prEy (Too (R X)) pr,
where vy := Too (') = k— k™. In particular, Toe (hi;) is a scalar multiple of the identity.
Proof. The proof is essentially the same as that of Lemma 7.3.12. First note that by Re-

mark 7.3.11 the operator hj coincides with AUr) where Ji(s) = X(-log(k),log(ky) €° and that
v = Tpe(h ") = k— k™" is a multiple of the identity. For x € pi(.# X 49 R) pj one checks

2This is well-known to specialists, but it seems that the statement does not appear explicitly in [Tak03a]. The
argument goes as follows. Firstly, as p intertwines the dual actions on .# x ;¢ R and .4 x ;¢ R we find that
@ o p is the dual weight of ¢ in the crossed product .# x ;¢ R. Let t € R. By [Tak03a, Theorem X.1.17] we have

Connes cocycle derivative (%)z = us = p(uy). Then by the chain rule [Tak03a, Theorem VIIL.3.7],

Dt Dt Dy Do _
( x,2 ) :( >i,2) ( AW ] ( pop ) :/ﬂ/tp A = 1.
Dt y,10p/; Dy ) \Dpop) \ Dty 10p);

Hence Ty ,100="Tx,2-
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using (7.3.9) for the second and last equality, that

(P71 P PREy (Too (R ) pr) = Ty (PREy (Too (R ) pi)
= o Too(prhy Ex (Tow (i ) p)
= @o Tyo(hy ' Ey (Tge (hi' X))
= @(Too (hVE (Tge (' x)))
= vk (Ex (Toe (h;' %))
= vigo Tyo(hi'x))
= ViTx,1(PeXpi),
hence E;  is indeed pj7w,1pr-preserving. Here we used in the fourth line that A" is
invariant under the dual action 8 and in the fifth line that Tye (h;l) is a multiple of the
identity.
From Lemma 7.3.13 we see that

Vi PrEy (Too (R ) pi = Vi PrEy (Too (2 - B ) py,

and from the right hand side of this expression it is clear that (7.4.1) is completely posi-
tive. The remaining statements (i.e. thatE, j is a unital faithful normal p. A pi-pi A pi-
bimodule map) are then easy to check.

O

The following lemma provides the analogous statement for the functional g7 %1 gk
and the inclusion g A gy S g (M X150 R) qr.. We omit the proof.

Lemma 7.4.2. For every k € N there is a (unique) faithful normal qiT « 1qx-preserving
conditional expectationEy i : gy (M XN oo R)qr — g N qk given by

X — vzl qrEx (Toe (h;/,lkx))qk’
wherevy. = k— k™! as before.

Proposition 7.4.3. Let & < ./ be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras for which
N is finite with a faithful normal tracial state Tt € N,. Let further E 4 ,F 4 : M — N
be two faithful normal conditional expectations and extend T to states ¢ := 1o 4 and
v :=710F 4 on .. Then the following statements are equivalent:

1. Foreveryk €N thetriple (pi. (M X 50 R)pk, PN Pk, PiT x,1Pk) has property (rHAP).
2. Forevery k €N the triple (qi (M X go R) qr, G Gk, qxT x,1qx) has property (rHAP).

Proof. By symmetry it suffices to consider the direction “(2) = (1)”. For this, fix k,/ € N
and let (®; ;);e;, be a net of maps witnessing the relative Haagerup property of the triple
(qi1(AM x50 R)q1, q1 N q1, G177 %,191), which we can assume to be contractive by Lemma
7.2.14. Define for i € I; the normal completely positive contractive map

D1t PR X oo R) pr — pr(l Ao R) Py X = pr®y,i(q1Xq7) -
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As N <. % and N <.4°’, & commutes with both q; and py. Thus we have that for
X € pr(M XgoR)prand a,be N

Pi®@i(qipraprxpibprg) i = px®ri(qiaxbq) pk

= pe®Li(qiaqixqibq) pr = peq1aqi®rLi(qixq) qibqipr
= pra®i(qixq)bpi = prapr®@,i(qixq) prbpk

= prapr®y; ;O prbpr,

@y, /(Praprxpbpi)

ie. @96,” is pxN pr-prN pr-bimodular. Further, (pi7x,1pk) O(le,l,i < PxTx,1Pk since
for all positive x € pi (M X g0 R)pr we have

(PETx1pK) 0@y (0 = Ty, (k@i (@iPRXPRGD PE) < T ,1(@1,i (q1PkXPraD)
T30,1(q1P1i (q1prxprqD ) < Tx1(q1PxXPrqi)
< (PrTx,1PK)(X).

A

For every map @ on q;(# Xg¢ R)q; of the form ® = ak, ;b with a,b € q;(H x50 R) q;
and x € py (A Xge R)pr we have by Lemma 7.4.2 that

prakz,1(bqixqp) pi
= Vl_lpkaQIﬂ':JV(Tgw(h;/,llbqlqu))qlpk
= Vl_lpkalﬂk[Ew(Tew(hl;,llbqlxqz)).

pr@(q1xq) pk

Now we may use the isomorphism p and apply Lemma 7.3.13 to .# X ,v R to get

pe®(qixqpe = ;' peaprEy (Tgw (py,ihy' 0~ (D) py, 10~ () py,D)
Vi praprEy (Tov (py,ihy' 0~ (D) py,1p ™! (1))
Vflpkdpk[E,/v(Tew(6llh;,,llb6nx))-

Then by Lemma 7.3.13 applied to .4 x4¢ R for the second equality and Lemma 7.4.1 for
the last equality, we find

Vl_lpkapk[EJv(Tew(Cllh;,,llbﬂnxpk))
= v, peapiEy (Too (e (hiqihy, | bqix) pi

pr@(q1xq1) px

= vivy ' praky((heqihy, | bap ).

Thus (px®(q; - 1) pi)® € Koo (Pr(M X0 R) P, PN Pr> PrT x,1 Pk)- Taking linear com-
binations and approximation, we see that if ®@ € & (q; (A x50 R)q1, 1N 1, 17 %1 G1),
then also py®(q; - q)pr)? € H (Pr(M X150 R) P, PN P PiT 4,1 Pk)- In particular, we
find (<I>’k,l,i)(2) € K (pi(M X g0 R)pr, N Pry PkTx,1pk) for k,leNand i € I;.

For every x € py (M xg0 R) pi we have that

lim im @), ;(x) = x
l—o0 i€l "
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in the strong topology. A variant of Lemma 7.1.1 then shows that there is a directed set
& and an increasing function (1,7) : & — {([,i) | k e N,i € I}}, F — (I(F), i(F)) such that

(q);C i 7(F)) reg Witnesses the relative Haagerup property of (pi (A4 Xge R)p, PN Pk»

PkTx,1PK)- O

Theorem 7.4.4. Let N < . be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras with N
finite. LetE 4,F 4 : M — N be two faithful normal conditional expectations. Then the
triple (M, N ,E 4) has (rHAP) if and only if the triple (4, N ,F_4) has (rHAP).

Proof. Assume that the triple (4, ./ ,E 4) has the relative Haagerup property. Let 7 be
a faithful normal tracial state on .4 that we extend to a state ¢ := ToE 4 on 4. The-
orem 7.3.15 implies that for every k € N the triple (px (A Xgo R)pk, PN Pk PiT x,1Pk)
has the (rHAP). With Proposition 7.4.3 we get that for every k € N the triple (qx (4 X g9
R) gk, N gk, G T x,1qx) has the tHAP). The isomorphism p restricts to an isomorphism
qr (M X5 R)Gr = py k(M X gv R) py x which maps gg A g onto py A py,r and for
which (qxTx,1qx) © p = Py kT x,2 Py k- Combining this with Theorem 7.3.15 implies that
(M, N ,F_4) has the (tHAP). O

7.4.2. UNITALITY AND STATE-PRESERVATION OF THE APPROXIMATING MAPS
The following theorem states that for triples (.4, ./, ¢) with A finite the approximating
maps may be assumed to be unital and state-preserving. The proof combines the pas-
sage to suitable crossed products and corners of crossed products from Section 7.3 with
the case considered in Subsection 7.2.3.

Theorem 7.4.5. Let N < ./ be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras which admits
a faithful normal conditional expectation E 4. Assume that N is finite. Lett € N, be a
faithful normal (possibly non-tracial) state that we extend to a state ¢ := T1oE 4 on M
and assume that the triple (M, N, @) has property (rHAP). Then property (rHAP) may be
witnessed by a net of unital and ¢-preserving approximating maps, i.e. we may assume
(1") and 4').

Proof. First assume that 7 is tracial. Since the triple (#,./,¢) has property (tHAP)
we get with Theorem 7.3.9 and Proposition 7.3.14 that for all j € N, k € N the triple
(Pr(AM X0 R) pr, PN Pr> PP j pi) has property (rHAP) as well and that it may be wit-
nessed by a net of contractive approximating maps. As we have seen before, for every
k € N the element hllc/ 20 fi) € pr(M x50 R) py is positive and boundedly invertible in
P (M X590 R)pg. Further, by (7.3.7) and [Tak03a, Theorem VIIL.2.11] the equality

O_fk@pk(x) — (h]lc/ZA(fj))itx(hllc/z/l(fj))—it

holds for all x € py (A x50 R) pg, t € R. Theorem 7.2.13 then implies that property (rHAP)
of (pr (M X5 R) pi, PN Pr, Pk@j pr) may for every j, k € N be witnessed by a net of uni-
tal (pr@ j pi)-preserving maps. By applying the converse directions of Proposition 7.3.14
and Theorem 7.3.9 we deduce the claimed statement.

Now we show that we may replace 7 by any non-tracial faithful state in V.. Letstill 7 €
N, be a faithful tracial state. Let (®;);c; be approximating maps witnessing the (rHAP)
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for (4, /,t oE 4) which by the previous paragraph may be taken unital and 7 oE_4-
preserving. The proof of Theorem 7.2.7, exploiting Lemmas 7.2.5 and 7.2.6 shows that
(®;)ies also witness the (rHAP) for (#, A, oL 4) for any faithful state ¢ € N... Further
Lemma 7.2.5 shows that ®; is ¢ oE_4 -preserving and we are done. O

7.4.3. EQUIVALENCE OF (RHAP) AND (RHAP)™

In [BF11] among other things Bannon and Fang prove that for triples (.4, ./, 1) of finite
von Neumann algebras with a tracial state 7 € .4, the subtraciality condition in Popa’s
notion of the relative Haagerup property is redundant. It is easy to check that their proof
translates into our setting, which leads to the following variation of [BF11, Theorem 2.2].

Theorem 7.4.6 (Bannon-Fang). Let 4 be a finite von Neumann algebra equipped with
a faithful normal tracial state T € M. and let N/ <  be a unital inclusion of von Neu-
mann algebras. If the triple (4, N ,T) has property (rHAP)™, then it has property (rHAP).
Further, property (rHAP) may be witnessed by unital and trace-preserving approximating
maps.

In combination with Theorem 7.4.5 the following theorem provides a generalisation
of Theorem 7.4.6.

Theorem 7.4.7. Let N < ./ bea unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras which admits
a faithful normal conditional expectation E 4. Assume that A is finite. Let T € N, be a
faithful normal state that we extend to a state ¢ := 1ok _y on /. Then thetriple (M, N ,p)
has property (rHAP) if and only if it has property (rHAP)™.

Proof. By Theorem 7.2.7 we may without loss of generality assume that 7 is tracial on
A . It is clear that property (fHAP) implies property ({tHAP)~. Conversely, if the triple
(A, N, @) has property (rtHAP)™, then we deduce from Theorem 7.3.15 that for every
k € N the triple (pi (A X oo R) pr, PN P> Pk T x,1 Pi) has property (tHAP) ™ as well. Recall
that py (A x50 R) py is finite since py T » pi is a faithful normal tracial state. We can hence
apply Theorem 7.4.6 to deduce that (pg (A X ge R) pk, PV Pk PkT x,1Pk) has (tHAP) for
every k € N. In combination with Theorem 7.3.15 this implies that the triple (%, /', ¢)
has property (tHAP). O

We finish this subsection with an easy lemma which will be needed later on. It could
be formulated in a greater generality, but this is the form we will use in Section 7.7.

Lemma 7.4.8. Let N < 4\ < M be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras with
N finite. Assume that we have faithful normal conditional expectations ty : M, — N
andFy : M — M and a faithful tracial statet € N,.. Set ¢ = 1o oF,. Then if the triple
(M, N, @) has property (rHAP) then the triple (4, N, | 4,) also has property (rHAP).

Proof. Suppose that (®;);cs is a net of approximations (unital, ¢-preserving maps on .#)
satisfying the conditions in the property (tHAP) for the triple (%, /", ¢). Foreach i € I
define ¥; :=F; o ®;|_4, . Our conditions guarantee that [, is ¢-preserving, so ¥; is a nor-
mal, ucp, A -bimodular, ¢| 4, preserving map on .#;. Due to the last theorem, we need
only to check that (¥;);c; satisfy the conditions in the property {HAP)™ (for the triple
(A, N, ¢l4,)). Condition (iii) holds as for x € .47 we have ¥;(x) —x = F;(®;(x) — x) and
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F?) is the orthogonal projection from L?(.4, ¢) onto L?(41, ¢l.a,).-

To verify the last condition we assume first that ®; is of the form a(E; oF;)(b-) for
some a, b € /. But then for x € .4, we have

W;(x) =F1(a(E; oF1)(bx))) =F1(a)(E; oF1)(bx))) =F1(@)E; (F1(D)x),

so we get that ‘PE.Z) € Koo (A1, N, |« ). Taking linear combinations and approximation
ends the proof. O

7.5. FIRST EXAMPLES

In this section we first put our definitions and main results in concrete context, dis-
cussing examples of the Haagerup (and non-Haagerup) inclusions arising in the frame-
work of Cartan subalgebras, as studied in [Jol02], [Ued06] and [Anal3], and then present
the case of the big algebra being just 2(#°). The examples related to the latter situation
show that the relative Haagerup property is not implied by coamenability as defined in
[Pop86].

7.5.1. EXAMPLES FROM EQUIVALENCE RELATIONS AND GROUPOIDS

In this subsection we will discuss examples of inclusions of von Neumann algebras which
satisfy the relative Haagerup property and have already appeared in the literature. As
mentioned in the introduction, the notion of the Haagerup property regarding the von
Neumann inclusions beyond the finite context first appeared in the study of von Neu-
mann algebras associated with groupoids/equivalence relations.

The first result here is due to [Jol02], still in the finite context. Note that Jolissaint uses
the definition of the Haagerup inclusion A" c .4 due to Popa in [Pop06], namely the one
using the larger ideal of ‘generalised compacts’ than the one employed in this paper, but
also note that due to [Pop06, Proposition 2.2] both notions coincide if /' N.# < A, so
for example if .4 is a maximal abelian subalgebra in .4, which is the case of interest for
the result below.

Theorem 7.5.1. [Jol02, Theorem 2.1] Let Z be a measure preserving standard equivalence
relation on a set X (with the measurev on X induced by the invariant probability measure
w1 on X). Then the following are equivalent:

(i) Z has the Haagerup property, i.e. it admits a sequence of positive-definite functions
(@n : R — C)pen Which are bounded by 1 on the diagonal, converge to 1 v-almost
everywhere and satisfy the ‘vanishing property’: for every n € N and € > 0 there is

v{(x,y) € Z:|pn(x, y)| > €}) <oo;
(ii) the von Neumann inclusion (of finite von Neumann algebras)
L®(X,u) € L(R)

has the relative Haagerup property.
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The definition beyond the finite case has first been considered in [Ued06]; a more
detailed study has been conducted by Anantharaman-Delaroche in [Anal3]. Note that
both these papers use the notion of the relative Haagerup property for arbitrary (ex-
pected) von Neumann inclusions identical to the one studied here. We will now describe
the setup.

Let ¢ be a measured groupoid with countable fibers, equipped with a quasi-invariant
probability measure y on the unit space 4 (note that a measure preserving standard
equivalence relation as considered above is one source of such examples). Again p in-
duces a measure v on ¢; we further obtain a (not necessarily finite) von Neumann alge-
bra £(9) c %(L?(4,v)). The following result holds.

Theorem 7.5.2. [Anal3, Theorem 1] Let94 be a measured groupoid with countable fibers,
as above. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) ¢ has the Haagerup property, i.e. it admits a sequence of positive-definite functions
(Fp : 9 — C)pen which are equal to 1 on 9%, converge to 1 v-almost everywhere
and satisfy the ‘vanishing property’: for everyn e N and € > 0 there is

vI{geY  l9pn(g)l > €}) <oo;

(ii) the von Neumann inclusion
L@, 1) c L9
has the relative Haagerup property.

Ueda shows in [Ued06, Lemma 5] (and then Anantharaman-Delaroche reproves it in
[Anal3, Theorem 3]) that a property of a groupoid as above called treeability implies the
Haagerup property. [Anal3, Theorem 5] also shows that for ergodic measured groupoid
with countable fibers the Haagerup property is incompatible with Property (T); we are
however not aware of explicit examples of such Property (T) groupoids leading to von
Neumann algebras which are not finite, and a general intuition regarding Property (T)
objects says that these should naturally lead to finite von Neumann algebras (for exam-
ple discrete property (T) quantum groups are necessarily unimodular, see [Fim10]).

7.5.2. EXAMPLES AND COUNTEREXAMPLES WITH 4 = AB(A)

We end this section by studying which triples (8(A#), & ,E ) have (rHAP). Since the
conditional expectation E 4 is assumed to be normal it follows by a result of Tomiyama
from [Tom59] that A4 must be a direct sum of type I factors, so N = &;¢;B(£;) for
some index set I. Note that each 2(%;) may occur in 2(#°) with a certain multiplicity
m; € NU {oo}. In general, we have that ./ is spatially isomorphic to ®;c;%(%;) ® Cl,y,
where 1,,, is the identity acting on a Hilbert space of dimension m;. For simplicity in the
examples below we assume that all multiplicities m; equal 1 and ignore the spatial iso-
morphism. In that case the normal conditional expectation of 28(#°) onto &;c;B(%7)
is unique and determined by E_4 (x) = }_;c; piXp; where p; is the projection onto %;.
Therefore, in this case we can speak not only of the Haagerup property of the inclusion
N < B(H), but also about maps being compact and of finite index relative to this in-
clusion.
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Theorem 7.5.3. Assume that /€ is a separable Hilbert space, that 7€ = @;c; X;, where
I is an index set and that the dimension of %; does not depend on i € I. Put N =
Dic1 B(X;) € B(H). Then the triple (B(FC), N ,E x) has the property (rHAP).

Proof. We may assume that £; = £ for a single (separable) Hilbert space .# . The inclu-
sion A < B(H) is then isomorphic to the inclusion £°(I) ® B(A#) € B> (1)) ® B(K).
In the case where I is finite £*°(I) < %(¢*(I)) is a finite dimensional inclusion which
clearly has (tHAP). In the case where I is infinite we may assume that I = Z and the in-
clusion £*°(Z) < %(¢?(Z)) has the (tHAP) with approximating maps given by the (Fejér-
)Herz-Schur multipliers T, with

k
Tn((xi,j)i,jez) = W — j)Xi,j)i,jezs W (k) := max(1 - l—nl,O)-

Since W = %( X0,n1) * X[0,n is positive definite and converges to the identity pointwise it
follows that T}, is completely positive and T,(f) converges to the identity strongly. Further
T is finite rank relative to £*°(Z), so certainly compact. In both cases (I being finite or
infinite), we tensor the approximating maps with Idg( %) and find that /(1) ® (%) <
9B(L*(1) ® B(X ) has (tHAP). O

With a bit more work Theorem 7.5.3 could be proved in larger generality by relaxing
the assumption that the multiplicities are trivial and that the dimension is constant (as
opposed to say for example uniformly bounded). However, we cannot admit just any
subalgebra ./ as the following counterexample shows.

Theorem 7.5.4. Let # = %1 & %>, where £\, %> are Hilbert spaces such that dim(.%7) <
oo and dim(%3) = co. Set N = B(X1) ® B(A>). Then the triple (B(F), N ,E x) does not
have the property (rHAP).

Proof. Let p be the projection of # onto %7. Let ® : B(A) — PB(A) be anormal linear
map. The proofis based on two claims.

Claim 1: If @ is an A4 -4 bimodule map then %(#°)p is an invariant subspace. More-
over, the restriction of ® to 8(#) p lies in the linear span of the two maps xp — pxp and
xp— (1-p)xp.

Proof of Claim 1. Note that p is contained in A4 from which the first statement follows.

For the second part let E,’C , be matrix units with respect to some basis of .£;. Then for
x € B(A) we have dD(E]’c‘kxEl"l) = E]’Cyk(D(x)E]’C,k so that Ellc,k‘%(‘;ﬂEIlc,k is an eigenspace
of @ (i.e. @ is a Herz-Schur multiplier). Moreover ¢)(Ellc,'k, xEl’,,l,) = E,’C,ka(E]lc,k,xE;,yl)E;’l,
so that the eigenvalues of these spaces only depend on i. This in particular implies the
claim.

Claim 2: If ® is compact relative to the inclusion A < B(H#°) then B(A)p is an invari-
ant subspace. Moreover, the restriction of ® to B(#)p is compact (in the non-relative
sense).

Proof of Claim 2. By approximation it suffices to prove Claim 2 with ‘compact’ replaced
by ‘finite rank’. So assume that ® = af_y b with a, b € %(#). Note that p e &/ N A" and
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therefore ak 4 (bxp) = apE_y (bx)p = ak_y (pbxp). The first of these equalities shows
that B(A)p is invariant. Further x — (pxp) is finite rank as p projects onto a finite
dimensional space. This proves the claim.

Remainder of the proof. Suppose that @ is both A - A4 bimodular and compact relative
to . By Claim 1 we know that there are scalars 11,1, € C such that ®(xp) = A1 pxp +
A2(1 = p)xp. If A, # 0 then the associated L?>-map is not compact (in the non-relative
sense) since (1 — p) projects onto an infinite dimensional Hilbert space. This contradicts
Claim 2 because the restriction of ® to 8(#) p is compact. We conclude that A, = 0 for
any normal map @ : .# — ./ that is A -4 -bimodular and compact relative to .4#". But
then we can never find a net of such maps that approximates the identity map on %(#)
in the point-strong topology. Hence the inclusion A < B(A) fails to have (tHAP). O

Remark 7.5.5. Recall that a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras A" < . is said to
be co-amenable if there exists a (not necessarily normal) conditional expectation from
A" onto .#', where the commutants are taken with respect to any Hilbert space realiza-
tion of 4. Theorem 7.5.4 shows — surprisingly — that a co-amenable inclusion in general
need not have (tHAP).

Note that this also means that a naive extension of the definition of relative Haagerup
property in terms of correspondences, modelled on the notion of strictly mixing bimod-
ules [OOT17, Theorem 9] valid for the non-relative Haagerup property, cannot be equiv-
alent to the definition studied in our paper. Indeed, the last fact, together with the ex-
amples above, would contradict [BMO20, Theorem 2.4].

7.6. PROPERTY (RHAP) FOR FINITE-DIMENSIONAL SUBALGE-
BRAS

In this section we consider the case of finite-dimensional subalgebras and show equiv-
alence of the relative Haagerup property and the non-relative Haagerup property. For
this, we fix a unital inclusion A < .# of von Neumann algebras and assume that it ad-
mits a faithful normal conditional expectation E 4. Assume that .4 is finite-dimensional
and let T € 4, be a faithful normal tracial state on .4 that we extend to a state ¢ := 7oE 4
on ./ . We will prove that the triple (#, ./, ¢) has property (rtHAP) if and only if (A4, C, ¢)
does. Recall that by Theorem 7.2.7 the Haagerup property of (.4, ./, ¢) does not depend
on the choice of the state 7.

Denote by zy,..., 2, € Z(A) the minimal central projections of A". There exist nat-
ural numbers ny, ..., n; € N such that zg A = My, (C) for k=1,...,n. Let (f,-k)lsisnk be an
orthonormal basis of C"*, write E fj, 1 <1, j < ny for the matrix units with respect to this
basis and set Elk = Elkl for the diagonal projections. We have that E lk] flk =0, fl.k for all
keN,1=<i,j,l<ngand ¥7_ ¥ EF=1. Setd:= Y. %-, "k, choose an orthonormal

basis (fk,i)1<k<n, 1<i<n; Of C? with corresponding matrix units e, j) € Mq(C) where
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1<k/l<n,1<is<ng1<j<n;anddefine
ok
p:=) Ef. (7.6.1)
k=1

For a general linear map ®: p.# p — p.# p we may define a linear map ®: .4 — 4
by
O(EfxE}) := Ef OB xE} DB} (7.6.2)

foralll<k,l<n,1<i<ng 1< j<n;andxe 4. Letus study the properties of o.

Lemma7.6.1. Let®: p.# p — p M p be alinear map. Define

n ng n N
U= Z Z eq,n),k,i) ®El{€’1 eMu;OC)® M, V= Z ka,i ®E{c’i eCle..
k=1i=1 k=1i=1

Then, B
O(x) = V* (idg 2y 1) ®P) (U Q@ x)U) V.

Proof. We have for x € zz Mz; with 1 < k,[ < n that

ng n

k gl
U lex)U= )} ew,n)®E XE},
i=1j=1
so that
* . N R
V*(idg2oym@P) (U Qex)U)V = i_zljz_lEiyltb(ElyixEj‘l)ELj.
By definition this expression coincides with ®(x). The claim follows. O

Lemma 7.6.2. If®: p.t p — p.4 p is a unital normal completely positive map, then ® is
contractive, normal and completely positive.

Proof. The normality and the complete positivity follow from Lemma 7.6.1. We further
have

_ _ _ n ng n ng
11 = ®M)=d| ) Y Ef|= ) Y Ef PEDE,
k=1i=1 k=1i=1
L&k ok e ok
< ) ZEi,lEl,i =) ) E =1,
k=1i=1 k=1i=1
i.e. @ is contractive. O

Lemma?7.6.3. Let®: p.# p — p. p bea linear map. Then® is an N - -bimodule map.
Proof. Letxe #.Forl<l,k,m<nandl<r,s<njl<i<ngl<j<n,wehave

Ei,scB(EfxEj’.") = EfysEllfl(D(EfixEﬁ)Ef‘j

8s,i01 K Ef OES XETDE],

Ey\®(EY  E; EFXET'ET)E],.
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We hence find that for y € E;CxE]'.", Eﬁ'ﬁ)(y) = (PIVJ(Eﬁlsy). The linearity of ® then implies
that it is a left A#"-module map. A similar argument applies to the right-handed case. O

Proposition 7.6.4. Define the map

n @(EFxEF
Diag: pUp— pMp, x— ) (pl—k
k=1 @(E})

Then Diag=E .

Proof. 1t is clear that the map Diag is linear, unital, normal and completely positive.
Hence, by Lemma 7.6.2 and Lemma 7.6.3, Diag is contractive normal completely posi-
tive and .4 -/ -bimodular. It is easy to check that Diag is even unital. In particular, Diag
restricts to the identity on .. It is further clear that Diag is faithful and that it maps .
onto A, so ISi\a/g is a faithful normal conditional expectation. For x€ .# and 1< k,[ < n,
1<i<ng 1<j<n;wehave

¢ o Diag(Ef xE})

o (¥, Diag B} 2! ) EL )
n (p(E;"E{f ixEj.,lE{")

= Ef EME!
m=1 (p(Ein) (p( i 1,])
(E\E{ XE} | E))
’ ’ k plpl
) @(Eh i E )
1
PUEL B )
’ ) 1 1
= 6k,lW(p(Ei,1El,j)
1
P(EL B )
= 6 ——I ().
4 1 LJ
‘L'(El)
But then, since 7 is tracial,
@oDiag(EfxE)) = 8;;0x19(E},XE} ) =08;;0k17(Ex (E] XE]))

= 8:,j0kiT(E] ;Ex (0E; ) = T(EfE4 (X)E})

1

= @(EfxE)),

i.e. Diag is @-preserving. Since E 4 is the unique faithful normal ¢-preserving condi-
tional expectation onto .4/, we get that Diag = 4 . O

Lemma7.6.5. Let®: p.# p — p4 p bea normal completely positive map with po® < ¢
and assume that the L?-implementation ®® of ® with respect to |, 4, is a compact
operator. Then ® satisfies p o ® < ¢ and (®)? € & (M, N ,p).




170 7. THE RELATIVE HAAGERUP PROPERTY

Proof. For1<k,l<n,1<i<ng, 1< j<n;and x e # positive we have by the traciality
of 7,

poBEFXED = o(Ef 0l xE] DE] )

o (ES E (@CE e ) B )

- 5l-,j5k,,r(E{‘[Eﬂ(qufixE;fl))),

so in particular @ o O(E lk xE }) > 0. We get (as A4 is contained in the centralizer .4 %)

(poé(EfxEj-) = 6i,j5k,lT(E{C[EJV((D(E{CJXEEI)))
< 010k (Ex @EL xEf )
< 6i,j6k,l(p(E{C,iXElk,l)
= (p(Ellch}).

This implies that ® indeed satisfies ¢ o ® < ¢. In particular, the L?>-implementation of ®
with respect to ¢ exists.

It remains to show that (®)® € # (4, /,¢). For this, let ¥: p.ép — p.A4p be
a map with Y@ = gecb where a,b € p.#p and ec denotes the rank one projection
@lp.ap(IP)? € BUL*(pMP,Plpup). Forl<k,l<nl<isnglsjsnandxe.#
we then have

\'P(EfxE}) = El?flmp(bEfixE},l)E{J = El{flmp(bEfixE]l.,l)E{E{’j.

Note that by Proposition 7.6.4,

LG n
Y Ev(E[bEf ;xE} )= )" Diag(E] bEf ,xE} )
= r=1

r=1

E (bE},xE} )
_ 2 N r k 1 1
= ) EjDiag(E] bEy ;xE; |)Ey

r=1

n n @EMEbEF xEL E™)
_ Z Z 1 -1 1,i j171 E{ElmE{

r=1m=1 (p(E1m)
l k 1 k l
~ (p(Elel,iXEj,l) l_(p(bEl,iXEj,l) ;
p(E}) ! pEh

where in the last equality we again used that 7 is tracial. Hence

V(EfXE}) = p(E\)E}, ak y (bE{ ,xE} )E} ; = p(EDE], aE 4 (bEY EfxE)).  (7.6.3)

1l
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Fix now suitable #y, jo, ko, lo and x € .4 and compute the following expression:

>3y

k=1Il=1r=1t

n

=

M=

@(E})E¥, aEle v E{ bE} t) (EFo xEj.g Q,)

1

n
Z (EDER aB{E v (E{ bEY, xE)Q,

M: I M:

Q(EDE aE{E 4 (bE, xE’O DED

1]0

~
I
—

Now the equality (7.6.3) implies that the value of the conditional expectation appearing
in the last formula is a scalar multiple of E{", so the whole expression equals

QEL)ER, aE y (DEY, XE)Qy = V(B2 XED)Q,.

Hence we arrive at

(\I/)(Z) Z Z Z

ii M?§

(Elr)Ef,laE{edyElrbEft € Koo (M, N ,p).

Thus, by taking linear combinations, for every map ¥ with ¥® € %40 (p.4 p,C, ¢)
the L?-implementation of ¥ is contained in .#yo(.#,./, ). Via approximation we then
see that (@)@ € K (M, N, P). O

We are now ready to prove the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 7.6.6. Let N < ./ be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras and assume
that it admits a faithful normal conditional expectationt y: M — N . Assume that N is
finite-dimensional and let T € A, be a faithful state on & that we extend to a state ¢ :=
1ok 4 on 4. Then M has the Haagerup property (in the sense that the triple (A ,C, ¢)
has the relative Haagerup property) if and only if the triple (M, N ,¢) has the relative
Haagerup property.

Proof. By Theorem 7.2.7 we may assume without loss of generality that 7 is tracial.

<” Assume that the triple (4, ./, ¢) has the relative Haagerup property and let
(®;);es be a net of normal completely positive maps witnessing it. Since .4 is finite di-
mensional, e_4 is a finite rank projection. In particular, £y (4, , ) consists of finite
rank operators and hence £ (A, N, ) < X (4,C, ). In particular, @5.2) e X (M,C,p)
for every i € I. Further, ®;(x) — x strongly for every x € .#. This implies that the net
(®;) ;e also witnesses the relative Haagerup property of the triple (4, C, ¢).

=" Assume that .# has the Haagerup property. Recall that the projection p was
defined in (7.6.1). By [CS15¢c, Lemma 4.1] the triple (p.# p,C, ¢|p.«p) also has the rel-
ative Haagerup property and by Theorem 7.4.5 we find a net (®;);e; of unital normal
completely positive ¢-preserving maps witnessing it. By Lemma 7.6.2, Lemma 7.6.3
and Lemma 7.6.5 we find that ®; is a contractive normal completely positive A -4 -
bimodule map with ¢ o ® < ¢ and (®)? € # (4, , ) for every i € I. It follows directly
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from the prescription (7.6.2) that ®;(x) — x strongly for every x € .. It follows that the
net (D;) ;e witnesses the relative Haagerup property of the triple (4, A, ¢). O

7.7. THE RELATIVE HAAGERUP PROPERTY FOR AMALGAMATED

FREE PRODUCTS

In this section we study the notion of the relative Haagerup property in the context of
amalgamated free products of von Neumann algebras. We will further apply our results
to the class of virtually free Hecke-von Neumann algebras.

7.7.1. PRESERVATION UNDER AMALGAMATED FREE PRODUCTS

The following theorem demonstrates that in the setting of Section 7.4, property (rHAP)
is preserved under taking amalgamated free products (for details on operator algebraic
amalgamated free products see [Voi85] or also [BO08b]). For finite inclusions of von
Neumann algebras this has been proved in [Boc93, Proposition 3.9].

Theorem 7.7.1. Let N < ) and N < 4> be unital embeddings of von Neumann alge-
bras which admit faithful normal conditional expectationsEy : My — N, Ep : Myp — N
and for which A is finite. Denote by M := (M(1,E1) * x (M2, E2) the amalgamated free
product von Neumann algebra of 4, and > with respect to the expectations E;, Ey and
letE_4 be the corresponding conditional expectation of # onto A . Then (4, N ,E}) and
(Mo, N, E2) have the relative Haagerup property if and only if the triple (4, N ,E x) has
the relative Haagerup property.

Proof. “=" Assume that both (4, A ,E;) and (4>, /', E») have the relative Haagerup
property, let T € A, be a faithful normal tracial state and set ¢; := ToE;, @2 := ToEy.
Then the triples (1, ./, ¢1) and (4>, N, 2) have the relative Haagerup property. With-
out loss of generality we can assume that the corresponding nets (®;1);e; and (®;2)jer
witnessing the relative Haagerup property are indexed by the same set I. By Theorem
7.4.5 we can also assume that the maps are unital with ¢; o ®;; = @1, p20P;5 = ¢
for all i € I, which then implies that ®; ;| 4 = ®;2|4 = id 4 and that E; o ®;; = [y,
Exo®;» = Ex. Choose a net (€;);e; (We can use the same indexing set, modifying it if
necessary) with €; — 0 and define unital normal completely positive .4"-.4"-bimodular

maps @} | := = (@) +€;F1), @) 5 : (@; 2 +&;Ep).

1 =1
- 1+¢€; - 1+¢€;

In the following we will need to work with certain sets of multi-indices: for each
neNset Z, =1{j=(....Jn) ¢ jr € {1,2}and ji # jrs1fork =1,...,n—1}; put also
f =Unen jn

Set p:=ToE 4, let ¥;:= ;) * D; »: M4 — 4 be the unital normal completely pos-
itive map with ¥;| 4 = id_» and ¥;(x1...x,) = <I>/l.‘j1 (xl)...CDZ.,jn (xp) for j € #, and x; €
M, nker(E;,) fork=1,...,n (see [BD01, Theorem 3.8]) and define ¥} := @} | @] , anal-
ogously. We claim that the net (‘I”l.)ie 1 witnesses the relative Haagerup property of the
triple (4, &, @). Indeed, it is clear that the maps satisfy the conditions (1), (2) and (4) of
Definition 7.2.2. Tt remains to show that ¥, (x) — x strongly for every x € .4 and that the
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I?-implementations (¥/)® are contained in & (&, ., ).
Define for n € N and j € _#, the Hilbert subspace
H6 = Span{x1...x,Qy | X1 €ker(Ej),..., x, € ker(Ej,)} = LM, )
and let Pj € B(L? (4, ¢)) be the orthogonal projection onto 7. Note that these Hilbert
subspaces are pairwise orthogonal for different multi-indices ji,j. € _#, orthogonal to
N Qp < L2(M, @), one has inclusions ¥? 7 < 76, (¥})®) #; < 76 and the span of the
union of all 7 (j € _#) with A'Q,, is dense in L? (., ¢).

For the strong convergence it suffices to show that ||‘P§.2)£ —¢ll2 — 0 for all { € A,
je Z.SoletneN,je &y, x; eker(Ey,), ..., xn € ker(Ej,). Then,

IOPD @ (120 Q) = X100 X0 Qpll2 = 19 5 (1)@ 5 (X0) Qp = X1 X0 Qg 12

< @5, ()~ x)®) , (62).. P, (4l
Hlxa D] 5, (x2)..@; ;. (Xn)Qp = X2 Xn Q2
= .= ” ((D/l,jl (xl) - xl)q)’i,jg (Xz)q)’wn (xn)Q(p ”2

H /(@ 5, (x2) — x2)@; 4, (x5)... D} 5 (Xn) Qg2

+o -1l ”q)’i,jn (X)) Qp — xpQgpll2 — 0.
This implies that indeed ¥; (x) — x strongly for every x € /.

To treat the relative compactness, express the operators (CIJ’l. 1)(2) € X (M, N, 1),
(@ )@ € H (Mo, N ,p2) as norm-limits

Nl(i,l) N(.i'Z)
J
5 N2 _ 15 (i,1) @1 4.(i,1) rN2) s (i,2) 92 4,(i,2)
(@] ) _lhrg > alelyb)) and (@] ,) —lhm > a; et b,
T k=1 —X0 k=1

: (i,1) (i,2) (i,1) 3,(3,1) (i,2) 4,(i,2)
for suitable N, ,Nj enN, ap’ 'bk,l € 1 and ap’ ’bk,l €M .

Claim. For neN, je _¢,, we have

n
vy @ p s( ) 771
e < (o 7.7
and
@HPp= lim Y P b e, pliin | pE) 7.7.2)
i ]_11,...,ln—»ook s S I N A N e R o
1yl

where the convergence is in norm.
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Proof of the claim. For x; € ker(Ej,), ..., x, € ker(E;,) one calculates

()@ Py (x1...2,Q)

O] (1)@ ()

1 n
= (1+£.) D; iy (x1)...@j, 1, (X)) Qg
i

1 n
= [— | Y9 x...x,Q0)
T \1gg) i

and hence (‘P’l.)(Z)Pj =1+ ei)_"‘PE.Z)Pi. By the unitality of ®;; and ®;» the inequality

(7.7.1) then follows from
n 1 n
"N@p.| = (2) (2) A =
”(\P") P’” (1+£) ” P]H (1+5) “ (1+£) I¥: (1+£,~) ’

We proceed by induction over n. For n = 1 the equality (7.7.2) is clear. Assume that
the equality (7.7.2) holds for j € _#,-; and let j, € {1,2} with j, # in-1, j’ = (j, ja). One
easily checks that the left- and right-hand side of (7.7.2) both vanish on the orthogonal
complement of . Further, for x; € ker(E},), ..., x,, € ker(E},), we get by the assumption

(PN (X120 Q) = W} (01 X0 1) D] (X Qgp = P (0110 0-1) (@] 5 )P (2, Q49)

T (i,j1) (#,jn-1) (i, jn-1) (,j1)
- lll,l.?llnk ;c Pty Py L l[E (bkn Liln-1" bk1,l1 xl"'x”_l) x
1.y kpn—1

Za(lv]n)e b(l ]n) an .
knyln In ¢
kn

Since the (D’i , and (ID’I. are A -4 -bimodular, we have (d)’ )(2) e N ' N{(N, ) and
hence

)P (x)..x,0Q,) = lim Z @l a Wy (D00 b ) O,

1,...,l kn:ln niln

i.e.

(i,j1) (i,jn) (i,jn) (ly]l) \(2)
Z “km Ao 1, €N Dy g by — (F))

strongly in [y, ..., [,,. The second part of the claim, i.e. (7.7.2), then follows from noticing
that

(i, j1) (i,jn) (i,jn) (i, j1)
Z Werly Ve 1, €N Dy g - bkl,h)
Iyl

lyvn

is a Cauchy sequence (compare with [Boc93, Section 3]).

The (in)equalities (7.7.1) and (7.7.2) in particular imply that (¥/)® can be expressed
as a norm limit
2) _ : 2)
() —edv+nlglolo'z v P

j€7n
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and hence (¥})® € # (U, , ) for all i € I. This finishes the direction “=".

“<" It suffices to prove the result for .#;. Note first that [BD01, Lemma 3.5] shows
that we have a normal conditional expectation [, : .4 — ./, such that Ej oF} = E 4.
Hence Lemma 7.4.8 ends the proof. O

In combination with Theorem 7.6.6, Theorem 7.7.1 leads to the following corollary.
This generalizes a result by Freslon [Frel3, Theorem 2.3.19] who showed this corollary
in the realm of von Neumann algebras of discrete quantum groups, and the analogous
property for classical groups was first shown in [Jol00] (see also [CC]JVO01, Section 6]).
To the authors’ best knowledge even for inclusions of finite von Neumann algebras the
statement of the following corollary is new.

Corollary 7.7.2. Let & < M\ and N < > be unital embeddings of von Neumann alge-
bras which admit faithful normal conditional expectations E; : M1 — N, Ep : Mo — N
and assume that N is finite-dimensional. Assume moreover that 4, and (>, have the
Haagerup property. Then (41,E}) * y (M2, E2), the amalgamated free product von Neu-
mann algebra, has the Haagerup property as well.

7.7.2. HAAGERUP PROPERTY FOR HECKE-VON NEUMANN ALGEBRAS OF VIR-

TUALLY FREE COXETER GROUPS
Let us now demonstrate the application of Corollary 7.7.2 in the context of virtually free
Hecke-von Neumann algebras.

A Coxeter system (W, S) consists of a set S and a group W freely generated by S with
respect to relations of the form (st)”' = e where mg; € {1,2,...,00} with mgs =1, mg =2
for all s # t and mg; = mys. By mg; = oo we mean that no relation of the form (st)™ = e
with m € N is imposed, i.e. s and t are free with respect to each other; and the system is
said to be right-angled if mg; € {2,00} for all s, ¢ € S, s # t. The system is of finite rank if
the generating set S is finite. A subgroup of (W, S) is called special if it is generated by a
subset of S.

With every Coxeter system one can associate a family of von Neumann algebras, its
Hecke-von Neumann algebras, which can be viewed as g-deformations of the group von
Neumann algebra £ (W) of the Coxeter group W. For this, fix a multi-parameter q :=
(gs)ses € Rio with g5 = g; for all s, t € S which are conjugate in W. Further, write p;(q) :=
(gs —1)//qs for s € S. Then the corresponding Hecke-von Neumann algebra A (W) is

the von Neumann subalgebra of BO2(W)) generated by the operators Ts(q), s € S where
T . B2 (W) — B(L2(W)) is defined by

7@ _ )Osw , if | sw| >
) v Osw+ ps(@ow ,if [sw]| < |wl )

Here |- | denotes the word length function with respect to S and (Ow)wew < £%(W) is the

canonical orthonormal basis of £2(W). For a group element w € W which can be ex-

pressed by a reduced expression of the form w = s;...s, with sy,..., s, € S we set T‘ﬁ,q) =
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T, S(lq)...Ts(j) € N4 (W). This operator does not depend on the choice of the expression
s1...8p and the span of such operators is dense in Ng(W). Further, the von Neumann
algebra A (W) carries a canonical faithful normal tracial state 7, defined by 74(x) :=
(x6¢,6,) for x € A4 (W). For more details on Hecke-von Neumann algebras see [Dav0s,
Chapter 20].

The aim of this subsection is to study the Haagerup property of Hecke-von Neu-
mann algebras of virtually free Coxeter groups. We will approach this by decomposing
these Hecke-von Neumann algebras as suitable amalgamated free products over finite-
dimensional subalgebras. In the case of right-angled Hecke-von Neumann algebras the
Haagerup property has been obtained in [Cas20, Theorem 3.9].

Fix a finite rank Coxeter system (W, S). A subset T < S is called spherical if the special
subgroup Wr < W generated by T is finite. (W, S) is called spherical if S is a spherical
subset.

If W is an arbitrary group which decomposes as an amalgamated free product W =
Wh *w, W2 where (W1, S1), (W2, S,) are Coxeter systems with Wy = Wy n W, and Sy :=
S1Nn S, generates Wy, then (W, S; U Sy) is a Coxeter system as well. We may now define
the class of virtually free Coxeter systems as the smallest class of Coxeter groups con-
taining all spherical Coxeter groups and which is stable under taking amalgamated free
products over special spherical subgroups. Note that the original definition of virtually
free Coxeter systems is different, but by [Dav08, Proposition 8.8.5] equivalent to the one
used here.

Now, for a multi-parameter g := (gs)ses € Rio as above we have a natural unital
embedding A, (W) < A4 (W) (see [Dav0s, p. 19.2.2]). Let Eﬂq(wo) : Ng(W) — A (Wh)
be the unique faithful normal trace-preserving conditional expectation onto A (Wp).
Then, for we W the following equality holds:

(q) .
E o )(T(q]) _ qu , ifwe Wo
W 0, ifwe Wo.

Let us show that the amalgamated free product decomposition of a Coxeter group
translates into the Hecke-von Neumann algebra setting. Note that the arguments using
the (iterated) amalgamated free product description of Hecke-deformed Coxeter group
C*-algebras appear for example in [RS22], exploiting the earlier work on operator alge-
braic graph products in [CF17].

Proposition 7.7.3. Let (W,S) be a finite rank Coxeter system that decomposes as W =
Wy *w, W2 where (W1, S1), (Wa, S2) are Coxeter systems with S = S1 U Sz, Wy = Wi n W,
such that Sy := S1 N Sy generates Wy. For a multi-parameter q = (qs)ses With qs = q;
forall s, t € S which are conjugate in W the corresponding Hecke-von Neumann algebra
N4 (W) decomposes as an amalgamated free product of the form

Ng(W) = Ng, (W) * oy, wg) N, (Wa),
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where qo := (qs)seSy» q1 = (Gs)ses, and qz = (qs)ses,. The decomposition is taken with
respect to the restricted conditional expectations (E_y, wy))|.v,, (wy) and €y, wi))lag, ws)-

Proof. We will use the multi-index notation from the proof of Theorem 7.7.1. By the
uniqueness of the amalgamated free product construction in combination with our pre-
vious discussion, it suffices to show that [qu(wo)(al---ﬂn) =0forallneN,je _¢, and
a € Jquk Wihn ker([EJVq(WO)). Let Ay, (W;)1 denote the unit ball of A7, (W;). Let Span
denote the strong closure of the linear span. By Kaplansky’s density theorem,

Ny (W1 nKer(Eu, wy) = A, (Wi)1 nSpan{Ty” [we Wi\ Wol,

and
Ny (Wa)1 NKer(Eu, wy) = Ny (Wa)y nSpan{T” [we Wy \ Wol.

By [Mur90, Remark 4.3.1] the element a;...a, can hence be approximated strongly by a

bounded net of linear combinations of reduced expressions of the form T‘SZ) T‘,(VZ) with

wi € Wj, \ Wp. But this expression coincides with Tva??..wn where wy..w, € W\ W is

non-trivial, so E Ny (Wo) (aj...ay) =0since E Ny is normal and hence weakly continuous on
bounded sets. O

The following corollary is an example of an application of Corollary 7.7.2 in a setting
which is not covered by the results in [Frel3].

Corollary 7.7.4. Let (W, S) be a finite rank Coxeter system, let q = (g)ses € Rio be a multi-
parameter with qs = q; if s, t € S are conjugate in W and assume that W is virtually free.
Then the corresponding Hecke-von Neumann algebra A, (W) has the Haagerup property.

Proof. This follows from a combination of [Cas20, Theorem 3.9], Proposition 7.7.3 and
Corollary 7.7.2. O

7.8. INCLUSIONS OF FINITE INDEX

In this section we will discuss finite index inclusions for not necessarily tracial von Neu-
mann algebras defined in [BDH88]. We will pick one of the (possibly nonequivalent)
definitions, which is most suitable in our context, and then we will illustrate this notion
using certain compact quantum groups, namely free orthogonal quantum groups.

Definition 7.8.1. Let A < ./ be an inclusion of von Neumann algebras with a faithful
normal conditional expectation E 4 : 4 — .A&. We say that a family of elements (m;);er
is an orthonormal basis of the right 4 -module L?(.#)_y if

1. foreach i, j € I wehave E y (m;m;) =6;jpj, where pj is a projection in A
2. YiegmiN =L (M).

We say that the inclusion A < . is strongly of finite index if it admits a finite orthonor-
mal basis.

Lemma 7.8.2. Ifan inclusion & < . is strongly of finite index then it has the Haagerup
property.
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Proof. Let my,..., m, be a finite orthonormal basis for our inclusion. It suffices to show
that x = Z?:l m;E Jy(m;.* x) for each x € 4. Indeed, this would show that the identity
map on L2(.4) is relatively compact with respect to .4/, so clearly the triple (4, A ,E )
satisfies the relative Haagerup property. The equality x = X", m;E 4 (m] x) has been
already observed by Popa (see [Pop95, Section 1]) in a more general context. O

7.8.1. FREE ORTHOGONAL QUANTUM GROUPS

We will now present a certain inclusion arising in the theory of compact quantum groups
that has the relative Haagerup property. For the theory of compact quantum groups we
refer the reader to the excellent book [NT13].

Definition 7.8.3 ([VW96]). Let n = 2 be an integer and let F € M,,(C) be a matrix such
that FF = c1 for some c € R\ {0}. Let Pol(O7) be the universal *-algebra generated by
the entries of a unitary matrix U € Mn(Pol(O;)), denoted u;, subject to the condition
U =FUF!, where (U);; := (u;j)* forall i, j = 1,..., n. Then the unique *-homomorphic
extension of the map A(u;;) := ZZ:1 Uik ® urj makes Pol(O;;) into a Hopf x-algebra,
whose universal C*-algebra completion yields a compact quantum group.

Remark 7.8.4. As every compact quantum group admits a Haar state, we can use the
GNS construction to construct a von Neumann algebra L (O})).

In [Ban96] Banica classified irreducible representations of the compact quantum
group Oj. He showed that they are indexed by natural numbers, U k where U is the
trivial representation and U' = U is the fundamental representation U. Moreover, the
fusion rules satisfied by these representations are the following:

UkeU' = Ut e U 2g...0 U* ! kleN,

just like for the classical compact group SU(2). From the fusion rules one can infer that
the coefficients of representations indexed by even numbers form a subalgebra. Further,
one can use the defining relation U = FUF~! to show that they form a *-subalgebra.

Definition 7.8.5. Let ./ := L™°(0}). We define the even subalgebra .4 to be the von
Neumann subalgebra of .4 generated by the elements (u;jug)1<i,j k,1<n- It is equal to
the von Neumann algebra generated by the coefficients of the even representations; in
fact it is related to the projective version of O}, usually denoted PO7..

Remark 7.8.6. It has been shown by Brannan in [Bral2b] that A" < .# is a subfactor of
index 2 in case that F = 1 (it is then an inclusion of finite von Neumann algebras).

We now roughly outline Brannan’s argument and then mention why it cannot im-
mediately be translated into our setting. There is an automorphism ® of .# such that
®(u;j) = —u;j; © can be first defined on Pol(O};) by the universal property but it also
preserves the Haar state, so can be extended to an automorphism of L°°(O;§). The fixed
point subalgebra of @ is equal to the even subalgebra .4 and therefore E_4 := %(Id +®d)
is a conditional expectation onto .4 that preserves the Haar state. As a consequence
Ey — %Id is a completely positive map, so one can use the Pimsner-Popa inequality,
which works for II; -factors, to conclude that the index of A& < .4 is at most 2. On the
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other hand, any proper inclusion has index at least 2, so the result follows. Unfortunately
in the non-tracial case it is not clear if the condition that E 4 — % Id is completely positive
implies that the inclusion A < ./ is strongly of finite index; so far it is only known that it
implies being of finite index in a weaker sense (see [BDH88, Théoréme 3.5]). Fortunately
in our case it is possible to explicitly define a finite orthonormal basis.

Proposition 7.8.7. Let n =2 be an integer and let F € M, (C) be a matrix such that FF =
cl for some c € R\{0}. Let 4 := L°(O},) and let N be the even von Neumann subalgebra
of #. Then the inclusion N < M is strongly of finite index. Moreover, one can find an
orthonormal basis consisting of at most n> + 1 elements.

Proof. One can verify by an explicit computation that .4 is left globally invariant by the
modular automorphism group of the Haar state h of L°°(O;§), so we do have a faithful
normal h-preserving conditional expectation E 4 : .4 — .. We start with n? + 1 ele-
ments of .4, namely 1 and all the u;;’s. Since we have all the coefficients of the funda-
mental representation, it follows from the fusion rules of O;; that &/ @ Zﬁ o1 Wi jNisa

dense submodule of L?(.#)_y .

Note that all the elements u;; are odd, i.e. ®(u;;) = —u;j for i, j =1,...,n. Suppose
that we have a family x,..., x; of odd elements. Then we can perform a Gram-Schmidt
process to make this set orthonormal. To do it, first notice that x;.k x; is an even ele-
ment, hence so is | x;| - we conclude that the partial isometry in the polar decomposition
x; = v;|x;| is odd as well. Our process works as follows: we first replace x; by the corre-
sponding partial isometry v;. Then we define X, := x» — v1 v x2. Because v is a partial
isometry, we get v} X, = vj x — v v1 V] X2 = 0. We then define v, to be the partial isome-
try appearing in the polar decomposition of %y; it still holds that v, is odd and v} v; = 0.
We can continue this process just like the usual Gram-Schmidt process and obtain an
orthonormal set of odd partial isometries v; such that Zle x; N < Zle v; A; note that
the projections v} v; belong to 4. If we apply this procedure to the family (u;;)1<i,j<n,
we obtain a finite orthonormal basis for the inclusion A4 < .. O

Corollary 7.8.8. The inclusion & < ./ := L*(0},) has the relative Haagerup property.
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