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INTEGRABLE MEASURE EQUIVALENCE AND THE
CENTRAL EXTENSION OF SURFACE GROUPS

KAJAL DAS AND ROMAIN TESSERA

ABSTRACT. Let I'y; be a surface group of genus g > 2. It is known that
the canonical central extension f‘g and the direct product I'; x Z are quasi-
isometric. It is also easy to see that they are measure equivalent. By contrast,
in this paper, we prove that quasi-isometry and measure equivalence cannot
be achieved “in a compatible way”. More precisely, these two groups are not
uniform (nor even integrable) measure equivalent. In particular, they cannot
act continuously, properly and cocompactly by isometries on the same proper
metric space, or equivalently they are not uniform lattices in a same locally
compact group.

1. INTRODUCTION

Measure equivalence (ME) is an equivalence relation on finitely generated
groups introduced by Gromov in [Gr93], as a measure-theoretic analogue of quasi-
isometry (QI). The first detailled study of ME was performed in the work of
Furman [F99] in the context of ME-rigidity of lattices in higher rank simple Lie
groups. LP-measure equivalence (LP-ME) is defined by imposing LP-condition on
the cocycle maps arising from a measure equivalence relation. Such integrability
condition is implicit in Margulis’s proof of the normal subgroup theorem for irre-
ducible lattices [Ma79]. It plays a prominent role in the work of Shalom [Sh00],
where the L%-integrability condition on the cocycle maps is used for inducing
1-cocycles associated to certain non-uniform lattices to 1-cocycles of their ambi-
ent groups. Shalom also introduces the concept of uniform measure equivalence
(UME) or L*°-ME in [Sh00’] where he makes the crucial observation that UME
and QI coincide for amenable groups (see also [LSW10], [Sa06]). The most signif-
icant achievement in the context of LP-ME has been recently obtained by Bader,
Furman, Sauer in [BES13]. These authors prove an integrable measure equiva-
lence or L*-ME-rigidity result for lattices in Isom(H"), where n > 2. On the side
of amenable groups, Austin has shown that virtually nilpotent groups which are
L'-ME have bi-Lipschitz equivalent asymptotic cones [AT3]. In an appendix of
that paper, Bowen proves that for general finitely generated groups, the growth
function is invariant under L!-ME.

It clearly appears from this already impressive list of results that LP-measure
equivalence is becoming a central notion, lying at the intersection of measured

and geometric group theories.
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We prove in the present paper that the canonical central extension of the
surface group Iy of genus g > 2 and its direct product with Z are not L'-
measure equivalent, although they are known to be measure equivalent and quasi-
isometric. Before stating more precise results, let us recall some background.

1.1. Central extension of surface groups. Let g > 2, and I'; be the funda-
mental group of the compact orientable surface of genus g. Recall its classical
presentation

<.§U1, LR xgvylu s 7yg; ['rlu yl] o [xgu yg]>
Denote by R = [x1, 1] ... [7g,y,]. Let T'y be the central extension of ', given by

the presentation

1

(z,21,...%g,Y1,-..,Yg; Rz ",z is central).

Clearly, this central extension is such that its center, generated by z, is contained
in the derived subgroup of f‘g. Another way to describe this extension is as
follows. Given an inclusion of I'j < SL(2,R) as a cocompact lattice, by a well-
known result of Milnor [Mi5g], f‘g is isomorphic to the pre-image of I'y in the
universal cover SL(2,R) of SL(2,R).

1.2. Quasi-isometry versus measure equivalence. It is well-known that
SL(2,R) and SL(2, R) x Z are quasi-isometric, from where it follows that I'; and
I'y x Z are themselves quasi-isometric. Let us briefly recall the simple argument:
Let T be the subgroup of upper triangular matrices in SL(2,R). It is a closed
cocompact subgroup, therefore quasi-isometric to SL(2,R). On the other hand
being simply connected, its pre-image in S~L(2, R) is a direct product with Z.

Besides, fg and I'y x Z are measure equivalent. Indeed, this follows from the
fact that SL(2, R) has a lattice obtained by pulling back a free lattice in SL(2, R)
(observe that a central extension of a free group always splits).

By contrast, we shall see that quasi-isometry and measure equivalence cannot
be achieved “in a compatible way”.

1.3. Integrable measure equivalence. Given countable discrete groups I and
A, a measure equivalence (ME) coupling between them is a nonzero o-finite mea-
sure space (X, p), which admits commuting p-preserving actions of I" and A
which both have finite-measure fundamental domains, respectively Xr and Xj.
Let a: I'x Xy — A (resp. f: A x Xp — I') be the corresponding cocycle defined
by the rule: for all x € X,, and all v € I', a(y,z)yx € X) (and symmetrically
for ). If, for any A € A and v € T, the integrals

/X la(y, 2)Pdu(z)  and /X By, o) Pdpu(a)

are finite, then the coupling is called LP-ME and the groups are called LP-measure
equivalent. The strongest form is when p = 0o, in which case the coupling is called
uniform, and the groups uniformly measure equivalent (UME), as it generalizes
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the case of two uniform lattices in a same locally compact group. For p = 1,
the coupling is called integrable, and the groups are said to be integrable measure
equivalent (IME).

1.4. Main results. The main goal of this paper is to prove the following theo-
rem.

Theorem 1.1. The groups fg and 'y X Z are not IME (therefore not LP-measure
equivalent for 1 < p < o0).

Corollary 1.2. The groups fg and I'y X Z are not uniform lattices in a same
locally compact group.

As already mentioned, fg and I'y x Z are ME. This can be strengthened as
follows, showing that Theorem [[.1lis optimal in a strong sense:

Theorem 1.3. The groups fg and 'y x Z admit an ME coupling which is in LP
for allp < 1.

The last result was suggested to us by Shalom. Its proof, which is given in §3]
relies on the fact, proved in [Sh00], that the standard ME-coupling between T,
and a free lattice in SL(2, R) is in L? for all p < 1 (this extends to their preimages
in SL(2,R), see Proposition [5.1)). To apply this to our situation it remains to
establish transitivity of the relation “having an ME coupling which is in L? for
all p < 17. This is obtained by slightly modifying the proof of [BFSI3| that
LP-measure equivalence is transitive when p > 1.

We now proceed with a description of some intermediate steps in the proof of
Theorem [[.T] which we believe to be of independent interest.

1.5. An ergodic theorem for integrable cocycles. In order to prove Theo-
rem [Tl one needs to be able to distinguish non-trivial central extensions from
trivial ones from the “ergodic point of view”. This is done through the following
result.

Proposition 1.4. Let .
1-C—-G—->G—=1

be a central extension such that C' is isomorphic to Z and contained in the derived
subgroup of G. We assume G finitely generated and equipped with a word metric
|- |a. Let (Q,v) be a standard probability space on which G acts by measure-
preserving automorphisms. Then, for every 1 < p < oo, every l-cocycle with
values in LP(§2,v) is sublinear in restriction to the central subgroup C':

1b(c)]]

lle

as ¢ € C and |c|g — oo, for all b € ZY(G, ), where 7 is the norm-preserving
representation of G on LP(Q,v).

—0
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This proposition is proved in Section 3.1l The idea behind this statement goes
back to Shalom’s proof that Property Hy is stable under central extension [Sh04]
(see also [Sh007), and culminates in a recent paper of Bader, Rosendal and Sauer
[BRS13], where very general results are obtained under optimal assumptions (see
g6.11 for more details). In [ANT13], a short proof of Proposition [[L4] is given for
the particular case of the Heisenberg group. In the present paper, we essentially
reproduce this proof which is based on the Mean Ergodic Theorem. Applying
the same ideas, one also obtains a proof of Serre’s stability of Property FH under
central extensions which extends to super-reflexive Banach spaces (see §6.2)).

1.6. Monod-Shalom’s ME-rigidity. A crucial technical step for the proof of
Theorem [[.1]is the following statement.

Theorem 1.5. [MS06] Suppose (X, ) is an ME-coupling for T := fg and A :=
I'y x Z. Then there exists a fundamental domain X, of A so that the associated
cocycle a(x,-) sends the center of I' to the center of A for almost all x € Xy .

n [MS06], the above result is hidden in the proof of Theorem 1.17 where it is
shown for the central extensions of groups having nonzero second bounded co-
homology, with coefficients in some Cy-representation on some separable Hilbert
space. For the convenience of the reader, we sketch its proof for the particular
case of surface groups in § following the arguments given in [MS06].

As Yehuda Shalom pointed to us, as stated, Theorem [[LHis a priori not enough
for our purpose, since changing the fundamental domain might result in a cocycle
which is no longer integrable. However, in our very specific situation (see §l) the
proof of Theorem provides some additional information that enables us to go
around this difficulty.

1.7. Organization. Section ] is dedicated to the proof of Theorem [L5 The
proof of Proposition [[L4 is given in §3l Theorem [[.1] is proved in §4. In g3
we establish Theorem Finally, g6 deals with further results in the spirit of
Proposition [L.4

1.8. Acknowledgements. We thank Yehuda Shalom for signaling a point that
we had overlooked in an earlier version of this paper and for suggesting Theorem
L3l We are grateful to Bachir Bekka for helping us with the bibliography.

2. MEASURE EQUIVALENCE AND BOUNDED COHOMOLOGY

In preparation for the proof of Theorem [Tl and Theorem [[L5, we first recall
some terminology and define some notation regarding ME-coupling and bounded
cohomology. We refer to [Gr93], [MS06], [Sh04] for details.

Following the notation used in the introduction, let I' and A be two countable
discrete groups which are ME, and let (X, 1) be a coupling space. We let X be a
fundamental domain for A and « : I' x X, — A be the corresponding cocycle map
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defined by the rule that a(v,z)yx € X,. We shall denote the element a(~, z)vyx
by v - x.

Given some isometric representation m of A on a Banach space B, we define
the induced representation Ind} 7 of T' on

Lp(XA,B) Z:{’QZ)ZXA—)B | |w|pdu<00}

XA

in the following way:

y(z) =m(a(y z) Yy " 2).

Let us now recall the concept of bounded cohomology of a discrete group with
coefficients in a representation on some separable Banach space (see [MS06] for
details). Suppose (7, F)-is a I'-module such that E is the dual of some separable
Banach space and I' action is defined by the adjoint actions. (m, F) is called a
coefficient I'-module. The bounded cohomology of T' with coefficients in (7, ),
denoted by Hj (I', ), is defined as the cohomology of the complex

0— ([, E)" =1~ E)Y -1~ E" — -,
where the I'-action is defined on [*°(I'", E) in the following way:

(V- 05 m) = 7N 0007 )

2.1. Proof of Theorem Recall that with our notation, A = Z x I'y, while
I' is the non-trivial central extension fg.

We know that I'y embeds as a cocompact lattice inside G' = SLy(R). Consider
the quasi-regular representation I'y ~, L?(G/T,) which splits as 1 & Hy, where
H, denotes the orthogonal complement of the constant functions. We denote the
representation of I'y on H, by mp. It follows from a theorem of Howe and Moore
[HMT79] that 7 is co (i.e. its coefficients vanish at infinity).

From Proposition 7.12 of [MS06], it follows that H;(I',, my) # 0. We extend
Ty to a representation (still denoted by my) of A = I'y x Z by letting Z act
trivially. By Corollary 3.6 of [MS06], the inflation map sends Hy (', o) injec-
tively inside Hj(A, 7). Now, we induce this representation on I'. By Theorem
4.4 of [MSQ6], the induction map from HZ(A,m) to HZ(T, Ind}m) is injective.
These two facts together imply that H} (T, Indiﬂo) is nonzero. By Proposition
3.8 ([MS06]), the inflation map from H(T'/Z, (Ind}m)?%) to H(T, Ind}m) is an
isomorphism (which is due to the fact that Z is a normal amenable subgroup
of T'). Since H}(I', Ind} 7o) is nonzero, we obtain that there exists a nonzero Z-
invariant vector in Indj7p. This means that there exists a nonzero measurable
function ¢ : X, — H, such that

V(v - x) = mo(aly, z))Y(z)
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for all v in Z and for almost all x in X,. Consider the quotient space mo(A)\Ho =
mo(I'y)\ Ho. Being co, the action of I'j on H, is smooth, so we can get a measurable
section s from I')\H, to Hoy, and a measurable map f : X, — I'; satisfying

mo(f (2))¢ () = s([1(2)]),

for almost all x € X, where [£] denotes the image of £ € Hq in the quotient
space A\ Ho. By the definition of f, f(y-z)a(y,z)f(x)" fixes s([t)(z)]) for almost
all x € X,. But, the stabilizer of each nonzero vector in Hg is Z. Therefore,
modifying f on {z|[v(z) = 0}, if needed, we get f(v - z)a(y,z)f(x)"! € Z for
all v € Z and for almost all z € X,. We define the new fundamental domain
Xy ={f(z)x :z € X,}. Now, we have

vf(@)z = f(x)ye = f@)aly,2) -z = (f(v-2)aly,2) f(@) ) (fly-2)y - 2)

for all v € Z and for all z € X,. It follows that the cocycle o defined by the
formula

o/ (v, f(@)x) = f(y - 2)aly,2) f (),

sends the center of I' inside the center of A for almost all y € X},. O

3. REDUCED COHOMOLOGY AND CENTRAL EXTENSION

3.1. Proof of Proposition [I.4l. We start with the following simple observation.

Lemma 3.1. Let G be a locally compact, compactly generated group acting by
isometries on a metric space X, and let | - | be the word metric on G associated
to some compact generating subset S. Assume that this action has almost-fized
points, e, for all e > 0, there exists x € X such that sup,cgd(sz,z) <e. Then
its orbits are sublinear, in the sense that

d
(gz, x) .
9]

for every x € X, as |g| — oo.

d(gz,x)
lg]
it to x such that sup,.gd(sz,z) < e, we see that it is less than e for any € > 0,

hence equal to 0. Indeed, write g as a product of |g| elements in S, g = s155. ..
and use triangular inequality to write

Proof. Let A = limsup),_, . Clearly, A does not depend on x. Applying

d(gz,z) < d(syz,x) +d(s152x, $12) + ... = d(s1z,x) +d(sex,x) +... < ¢lg|. O

The following theorem is originally due to Alaoglu and Birkhoff for super-
reflexive Banach spaces. In [BRSI13], the authors introduce the following ter-
minology: a (strongly) continuous representation of a locally compact group is
weakly almost periodic (wap) if its orbits 7(G)v are weakly relatively compact.
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Theorem 3.2. [AB40, BFGMOT, BRS13|] Let (G,7) be a wap representation of

a group G on a Banach space B. Then the space of w(G)-invariant vectors has
a canonical complement. In particular, this complement is invariant under the
group of all norm-preserving linear transformations of B.

This includes, for instance, the case where B is reflexive, but also the case where
G acts on L' of a probability space via measure-preserving automorphisms. In
the case of a single transformation (i.e. G = Z), the theorem is a consequence of
the Mean Ergodic Theorem which was proved for wap representations already in

1938 [Y3§] (see also [K38]).

Proposition 3.3. Let
1-C—-G—-G—1

be a central extension of locally compact groups such that C' ~ Z and let (é, ) be
a continuous representation of G on a Banach space B without w(C)-invariant
vectors. Suppose, in addition, that w(C) satisfies the Mean Ergodic Theorem.

Then Hl(é, 7) = 0.

This proposition is a special case of [BRS13, Theorem 2] when the represen-
tation is wap. Their conclusion is stronger as they also obtain vanishing of the
reduced cohomology groups of higher degree. Their assumptions on G and C' are
also more general, but we shall see below that our proof can be easily extended
to this situation.

Proof. Let o be the affine action associated to b. Let ¢ be a generator of C' and

let
Uy = 1 g b(c®)
n n M

For every g € G, one has

o(9)on —va = — > (blge") = b(c"))

which tends to zero when n — oo by the Mean Ergodic Theorem. U

Proposition [[L4l is a corollary of the following more general statement:
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Proposition 3.4. Let B
1-C—-G—-G—=1

be a central extension such that C' is isomorphic to Z and contained in the derived
subgroup of G. We assume G finitely generated and equipped with a word metric
|-|g- Let (B, 7) be a wap representation of G. Then, every 1-cocycle b € Z1(G, )
1s sublinear in restriction to the central subgroup C':
ol _,
¢l
as c € C and |c|g — o0.

Proof. We first apply Theorem to reduce to the case where m(G) has no
nonzero invariant vectors. Indeed, otherwise b decomposes accordingly as b’ + b”,
where V' is a morphism and therefore factors through G /C' since C' belongs to
[é’, C:*] By the Mean Ergodic Theorem, B decomposes canonically as a direct
sum B; @ By, where By is the space of 7(C)-invariant vectors. Any 1-cocycle
be Z 1(@, 7) decomposes accordingly as a direct sum by + by. Observe that for
all ¢ € C, by(c) is 7(G)-invariant. Hence by is trivial in restriction to C'. Now,
by Proposition B.3] the affine action associated to b, has almost fixed points. We
conclude with Lemma [B.1] O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

From now on, we let X be an L!-coupling between the groups I' := fg and
A =Ty xZ, and Xr and X, be fundamental domains of I" and A respectively.
By Theorem [LH there exists a fundamental domain X} so that the resulting
cocycle o/(+,z) sends the center of I" to the center of A for almost all z € X}.
Moreover, the proof of that theorem specifies X} as {f(z)x, = € X} for some
measurable function f: X, — I'y, while o/ : T' x X} — A is defined as

(4.1) o (7, f(w)a) = fy-x)aly, ) f() 7,
for all x € X,. Observe that A has an obvious morphism b to R, mapping
its second factor to Z C R. This morphism can be interpreted as a 1-cocycle
b € Z'(A, 1) associated to the trivial representation. Obviously, this cocycle
grows linearly in the direction of Z.

We induce the cocycle b € Z1(A, 1) to a 1-cocycle B of the induced represen-
tation Indil by the following expression:

B(y)(x) == bla(y, z)).
This formula makes sense even if X is simply an ME coupling. However, its
L'-integrability, and therefore the fact that B € Z'(T,Ind}1) follows from the
condition that the coupling is integrable. Now, the fact that b factors through Z
together with (4.]) implies that for all z € X, and v € T,

(4.2) B(y)(z) = B'(7)(y) == b('(7,9)),
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where y = f(x)z € X4. It follows that B’ € Z1(I",Ind} 1) and satisfies || B'(v)|| =
|B(v)]| for all v € T.

We shall prove that B’ does not grow sublinearly in the direction of the central
subgroup C' < f’g, contradicting Proposition [L4l We denote the set of integers
between a and b in the center of T' by the symbol [a,b]r. Similarly, we define
[a,b]x. In the rest of the proof, v and A denote elements in the center of T' and
A, respectively. Without loss of generality, we can assume that p(X) N Xr) > 0.
Therefore, for every positive integer k,

(=, knlpX3) > p(X4 1 Xp) (2kn + 1),
which implies that
p([=kn, kn]r X \[—n, n]aX}) = w(X3 N X1)(2kn + 1) — pn(X})(2n + 1).
So, for k large enough,
(4.3) p([=kn, knjp X)\[=n, n]s X}) > n.

Now, we have

kn kn
o 2 1801 = 5 3 [ et

i=—kn y=—kn

kn [e%S)
1
= 5 > > (X, NyXy)

y=—kn A=—o00

kn
1
> o Z Z Alp(AX} Ny XR)

y=—kn |\|>n
1
> ([ ke X3\ [,y X4,

Therefore, by using @3, we get 57— ij_kn ||B'(i)|| > m, which finishes the
proof of the theorem.

5. LP-MEASURE EQUIVALENCE FOR p < 1

This section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem [[L3 Let G be a locally
compact group equipped with a Haar measure u, and let A and I' be two lattices
in GG. Consider the measure-preserving action of A (resp. I') by left (resp. right)
translation on (G, pu), and let X, (resp. Xr) be a fundamental domain. This
defines an ME coupling between these groups.

Proposition 5.1. Two lattices A and I in SL(2, R) admit fundamental domains
such that the corresponding cocycles are in LP for all p < 1. The same holds for
the pull back A and I" in SL(2,R).
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Proof. The first statement follows from the proof of [Sh00, Theorem 3.8]. The
second statement relies on the fact that the central extension SL(2, R) of SL(2, R)
can be represented by a bounded 2-cocycle: one can consult for instance [GhOI],
but for the convenience of the reader, let us briefly sketch its proof.

Recall that the action of SL(2,R) on the boundary of the hyperbolic plane
induces an embedding from SL(2,R) to Homeo, (S'). The restriction of this
embedding to SO(2,R) being a homotopy equivalence [GhOI, Proposition 4.2,
we deduce that the fundamental group of Homeo, (S') is isomorphic to Z, so
that we have the following central extension

1 — Z — Homeo, (S') — Homeo, (S') — 1,

where Homeo, (S') is naturally identified to a subgroup of Homeo,(R), and
Z as the subgroup of integral translations. Denote the projection by p, and
consider the section o : Homeo, (S') — Homeo, (S?) defined as follows: given
f € Homeo, (S), o(f) is the unique preimage of f under p such that o(f)(0) €
[0,1). One easily checks that the 2-cocycle c(f, f') = o(f)o(f)o(ff)™t € Z is
bounded, and more precisely that it takes values in {0, 1} (see for instance [Gh01]
Lemma 6.3]). By restriction, o defines a section for the exact sequence

1 —Z—SL(2,R) — SL(2,R) — 1.

Now let Sy be a finite symmetric generating subset of A. Note that the set
o(Sy) U{e}, where ¢ is a generator of the center, generates A. We shall denote
by | - |a and | - |5 the corresponding word lengths.

Lemma 5.2. For all A € A, one has |o(\)|z < 2|A|a.

Proof. Let n = |\, so that v = s1...s,, where for every i, s; lies in Sy. The
fact that the cocycle ¢ takes values in {0, 1} implies that o(s;...s,) differs from
o(s1)...,0(s,) by an element of the center of absolute value at most n. Hence
the lemma follows. O

The second statement of Proposition Gl now results from the following lemma.
O

Lemma 5.3. We keep the notation of Proposition[2 1. Let X, be a fundamental
domain for the action of A on SL(2,R), and let oo : I' x Xy — A be the associated
cocycle. Then o(Xx) C SL(2,R) is a fundamental domain for the action of A
and the corresponding cocycle & : T x o(Xy) — A satisfies that for all v € T,
there exists a constant C' = C(7y) such that for all x € Xj,

|y, o(2)[z < 2lalp(), 2)|a + C.

Proof. We let v € T, and let zy, € Z be such that vt = (cop(y))tzy. Let
x € X,: by definition, a(v, o(x)) is the unique A € A such that A\o(z)y™! = o(y)
for some y € X,. Now, projecting to SL(2, R), we obtain that

(5.1) p(Nap(y) ' =y,
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from which we deduce that
(5:2) a(p(7), x) = p(A)-
Applying o to (B.1]), we get
o(p(Nap() ™) = o(y).
We deduce from the fact that the cocycle ¢ takes values in {0, 1} that

g op(Na(x)(oop(y)™" = o(y)z,
where |z| < 3. Therefore, we have that
A=o0o p()\)z_lzv_l,

which, combined with (5.2]) and Lemma [5.2] yields the conclusion of the lemma
with C' = |z,| + 3. O

Remark 5.4. Observe that Lemma[5.3is actually valid under the following general
hypotheses: A and I' being two lattices in a locally compact group G and A and
T being their pull-back in G, where G is a central extension of G associated to a
bounded 2-cocycle.

Corollary 5.5. Let F be a free lattice in SL(2,R). Then I'y and F admits an
ME coupling whose cocycles are in LP for all p < 1 (actually one of them is in
L for obvious reasons). The same conclusion holds for I'y x Z and ¥ x Z, and

for’fg and F ~F x Z.

For the proof of Theorem [[L3] we proceed as follows: we have seen that fg and
F xZ (resp. I' x Z and F' x Z) admit an ME-coupling whose cocycles are in L? for
all p < 1. In order to conclude we need to establish transitivity of this relation,
which is the object of the following proposition.

Proposition 5.6. The relation “admitting an ME-coupling whose cocycle is in
L? for all p < 17 is transitive and therefore defines an equivalence relation among
compactly generated locally compact unimodular groups.

Proof. Recall that this statement was proved for cocycles in LP for p > 1 in
[BES13, Appendix 1]. The only part of that proof that needs to be adapted is
[BES13, Lemma A.1]. This is done below. O

Lemma 5.7. Let G, H and L be compactly generated groups, G ~ (X, ) and
H ~ (Y,v) be finite measure-preserving actions and o : G x X — H and

B :HxY — L be LP-integrable cocycles for all p < 1. Consider Z = X XY
and the action of G ~ Z defined by g : (z,y) — (9 x,a(g,x) - y). Then the
cocycle v : G X Z — L given by

V(9. (z,y)) = Blalg, x), y)
s in LP for allp < 1.
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Proof. Let p < p’ <1 and let us prove that v is in L?. Fix word length on G, H
and L. We know that |3 is a subadditive cocycle, meaning that

BRI y)| < [B(h, hy)l + 1B(R y)],

and since p’ < 1, we also have
BRI I < B W)L + 1B, )7,
for a.e. y € Y and all h, ' € H. Therefore L,(h) = f|ﬁ(h,y)|’£’dlj(y) is a

pseudo-length on H, and hence is < Clh|y for some constant C.
Now, using Jensen’s inequality for ¢ = p’/p > 1, we have, for a.e. z € X, and

all g € G,

B8(alg, =), y)|rdv(y) |B(a(g,x), 9)I7dv(y) p/p/§(0|a(g7x)\ﬂ)p/”'-
/ < )

Since p/p’ < 1, it follows from the assumption on « that [ |a(g, x)|%p/dﬂ(:c) < 00.
Hence we are done. U

6. FURTHER RESULTS

6.1. Generalization of Proposition It turns out that the proof of Propo-
sition B3] can easily be adapted to the more general setting of [BRS13, Theorem
2], leading to what is essentially a geometric reformulation of their proof (i.e. in
terms of almost fixed points). Looking back at the proof of Proposition B3] we
observe that the construction of the sequence (v,) of almost fixed points relied
on the existence of a net of formal finite convex combinations of elements of C|
say (D .co )\(Z)c),, such that the corresponding net of operators (3 .. A 7(c));
converges in the strong operator topology to 0. In the setting of Proposition 3.3]
a natural choice was to take a Cesaro sum in order to apply the Mean Ergodic
Theorem.

Proposition 6.1. [BRSI3| Theorem 2| Let N and C be closed subgroups of a
locally compact group G, with C' lying in the centralisizer of N. Assume m is a
normed preserving representation on a Banach space such that 7(C) is wap and
has no nonzero invariant vectors. Let o be an affine isometric action of G whose
linear part is w. Then o(N) has almost fized points.

Proof. Let us assume for simplicity that G is discrete. If C' was isomorphic to
Z, we could apply verbatim the proof of Proposition B3l In replacement for the
Mean Ergodic Theorem we shall use the Ryll-Nardzewski fixed point theorem
[R62]. Indeed, for every v € B, the closed convex hull of the 7(C)-orbit of v
is weakly compact, and therefore contains some 7(C')-invariant vector. Since C
does not have nonzero invariant vectors, this implies that there is a sequence of
such convex combinations converging to 0. A diagonal argument implies that

there exists a net 0@ = > . )\g)ﬁ(c) of such convex combinations such that
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6@ v]| — 0 for all v € B. Now, replace m(c)v by b(c) in each convex combination
6@ this defines a net v; € B. This sequence is then shown to be almost o(N)-
fixed using that for all ¢ € C'and n € N, b(nc) — b(c) = b(cn) — b(c) = w(c)b(n).
Indeed, for all n € N, we get that

o(n)v; —v; = > A (b(nc) = b(e)) = Y AV = 6Db(n),

ceC ceC

which tends to zero in norm as ¢ — oo. ]

6.2. Fixed-point properties and central extensions. Let us end this section
with a Banachic version of Serre’s theorem as announced in the introduction.

Definition 6.2. Let C be a class of super-reflexive Banach spaces stable under
ultralimits (such as LP-spaces for a fixed 1 < p < 0o, or uniformly convex Banach
spaces with modulus of convexity bounded from below). A locally compact group
has Property FC if every continuous affine isometric action on some element of
C has a fixed point.

Theorem 6.3. Let .
1-C—-G—-G—1

be a central extension of locally compact groups such that C' C [ ,G]. If G has
Property FC, then so does G.

Proof. Let 7 a norm-preserving representation of G' on some Banach space in C,
and let b € Z'(G, 7). By Theorem B2, only two cases need to be considered: the
case where 7(G) = {id}, and the case where it does not have nonzero invariant
vectors. In the first case, b is a morphism, and in particular factors through G:
it is therefore trivial. .

We can therefore assume that 7(G) does not have nonzero invariant vectors.
Again we can split the problem into two cases: either 7(C') = {id}, or 7(C) does
not have nonzero invariant vectors. In the first case, m induces a representation
7 of the quotient G. Since b(c) is 7(G)-invariant for all ¢ € C, b is identically
zero in restriction to C. It therefore factors through a cocycle in Z'(G,7), which
is a coboundary by our assumption on G. It follows that b itself is a coboundary.

In the second case, we deduce from [BRS13, Theorem 2] (see Proposition [6.1])
that every continuous norm-preserving representation of G has trivial first re-
duced cohomology. We conclude (thanks to the following theorem of Gromov
[Gx03]): if a group admits an affine isometric action on a Banach space without
fixed points, then it admits an affine isometric action on some ultralimit of this

Banach space without almost invariant points. O
REFERENCES
[A13] Tim Austin, with an Appendix by Lewis Bowen. Integrable measure equivalence for

groups of polynomial growth. 34 pp. Preprint 2013. larXiv:1310.3216


http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.3216

14

[ANT13]

[AB40)]

DAS AND TESSERA

T. Austin, A. Naor, R. Tessera. Sharp quantitative nonembeddability of the Heisen-
berg group into super-reflexive Banach spaces. Groups Geom. Dyn. 7 (2013), no. 3,
497-522.

L. Alaoglu and G. Birkhoff. General ergodic theorems. Ann. of Math. 41 (1940), no.
2, 293-309.

[BFGMO07] U. Bader, A. Furman, T. Gelander and N. Monod. Property (T) and rigidity for

[BFS13]
[BHVO0S]
[BRS13]
[F99)
[Gho1]
[Gr93]
[Gr03]
[HM79)
[K38]
[KL97]

[LSW10]

[MaT79]
[Mi58]
[MS06]

[R62]

[Sa06]

[Sh00]

[Sh00']

[ShO4]

actions on Banach spaces. Acta Math. 198 (2007), no. 1, 57-105.

U. Bader, A. Furman, F. Sauer. Integrable measure equivalence and rigidity of hy-
perbolic lattices. Invent. Math. 194 (2013), no. 2, 313-379.

B. Bekka, P. de la Harpe, A. Valette. Kazhdan’s Property (T). New mathematical
monographs: 11, Cambridge University Press, 2008.

U. Bader, C. Rosendal, R. Sauer. On the cohomology of weakly almost periodic
representations. To appear in J. Topol. Anal.

A. Furman. Gromov’s measure equivalence and rigidity of higher rank lattices. Ann.
of Math. (2) 150 (1999), no. 3, 1059-1081.

E. Ghys. Groups acting on the circle. Enseign. Math. (2) 47 (2001), no. 3-4, 329-407.
M. Gromov. Asymptotic invariants of infinite groups. In G. Niblo and M. Roller
(Eds.), Geometric group theory II, number 182 in LMS lecture notes. Camb. Univ.
Press, 1993.

M. Gromov. Random walks on random groups. GAFA, Geom. funct. anal. Vol. 13
(2003), 73-146.

R. Howe, C. C. Moore, Asymptotic properties of unitary representations, J. Funct.
Anal. 32 (1979), 72-96.

S. Kakutani. Iteration of linear operations in complex Banach spaces. Proc. Imp.
Acad. Tokyo vol. 14 (1938), 295-300.

B. Kleiner and B. Leeb. Rigidity of quasi-isometries for symmetric spaces and Eu-
clidean buildings. Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. 86 (1997), 111-197.

W. Liick, R. Sauer, C. Wegner. L?-torsion, the measure-theoretic determinant con-
jecture, and uniform measure equivalence. Journal of Topology and Analysis (2010),
Volume 2, Issue 2, 145-171.

G.A. Margulis. Finiteness of quotient groups of discrete subgroups. Func. Anal. Appl.
13 (1979), 178-187.

J. Milnor. On the existence of a connection with curvature zero. Comm. Math. Helv.
32, (1958), 215-223.

N. Monod and Y. Shalom. Orbit equvalence rigidity and bounded cohomology. Ann.
of Math. 164 (2006), 825-878.

C. Ryll-Nardzewski. Generalized random ergodic theorems and weakly almost peri-
odic functions. Bull. Acad. Polon. Sci. Ser. Sci. Math. Astronom. Phys. 10 (1962),
271-275.

R. Sauer. Homological invariants and quasi-isometry. Geom. Funct. Anal. 16 (2006),
no. 2, 476-515.

Y. Shalom. Rigidity, unitary representations of semisimple groups, and fundamental
groups of manifolds with rank one transformation group. Ann. of Math. 152 (2000),
113-182.

Y. Shalom. Rigidity of commensurators and irreducible lattices. Invent. Math. 141
(2000), 1-54.

Y. Shalom. Harmonic analysis, cohomology, and the large scale geometry of amenable
groups. Acta Mathematica 193 (2004), 119-185.



CENTRAL EXTENSION OF SURFACE GROUPS 15

[Y38] K. Yosida, Mean ergodic theorem in Banach spaces, Proc. Imp. Acad. Tokyo vol. 14
(1938) pp. 292-204

UMPA UMR 5669, ENS LyoN, 69364 LyoN CEDEX 7, FRANCE
E-mail address: kajal.das@ens-lyon.fr

LABORATOIRE DE MATHEMATIQUES, BATIMENT 425, UNIVERSITE PARIS-SUD 11, 91405
Orsay, FRANCE
E-mail address: romain.tessera@math.u-psud.fr



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Central extension of surface groups
	1.2. Quasi-isometry versus measure equivalence
	1.3. Integrable measure equivalence
	1.4. Main results
	1.5. An ergodic theorem for integrable cocycles
	1.6. Monod-Shalom's ME-rigidity
	1.7. Organization
	1.8. Acknowledgements

	2. Measure Equivalence and Bounded Cohomology
	2.1. Proof of Theorem ??

	3. Reduced cohomology and central extension
	3.1. Proof of Proposition ??

	4. Proof of Theorem ??
	5. Lp-measure equivalence for p<1
	6. Further results
	6.1. Generalization of Proposition ??
	6.2. Fixed-point properties and central extensions

	References

