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POSITIVE DEFINITE MAPS ON AMENABLE GROUPS, II

MIKAËL PICHOT AND ERIK SÉGUIN

Abstract. We introduce an Ulam-type stability condition for positive defi-
nite maps defined on a countable group and prove that this condition charac-
terizes amenability.

1. Introduction

This paper is a continuation of ref. [6] on Ulam stability [8] for positive definite
maps on groups.

A countable discrete group G is said to be Ulam stable (following [1, 2, 3]) if for
every δ > 0, there exists some ε > 0 such that for every Hilbert space H and every
ε-representation ϕ∶G → U(H), there exists a unitary representation π∶G→ U(H)
such that

∥ϕ(x) − π(x)∥ < δ

for all x ∈ G, where U(H) denotes the group of unitary operators acting on H, ∥ ⋅ ∥
denotes the operator norm on the algebra B(H) of bounded operators on H, and
a map ϕ∶G → U(H) is said to be an ε-representation of G if

∥ϕ(xy) −ϕ(x)ϕ(y)∥ ≤ ε

for all x, y ∈ G.
It is a well–known theorem of Kazhdan [5, Theorem 1] that every countable

discrete amenable group [4] is Ulam stable. The converse is an open problem (see
in particular [3, Question 1.5]).

Ulam stability can also be formulated in terms of positive definite maps. Namely,
the following two assertions are equivalent (see [6, Prop. 1.2]) for every group G

and Hilbert space H:

(0) there exist real numbers κ > 0 and 0 < δ < 1 such that for every 0 < ε < δ
and every unitary ε-representation ϕ∶G→ U(H) there exists a unitary rep-
resentation π∶G→ U(H) such that

∥ϕ(x) − π(x)∥ ≤ κε

for all x ∈ G;
(0’) there exist real numbers κ1, κ2 > 0, 0 < δ < 1, and p > 1 such that for every

0 < ε < 1 such that κ1ε
p−1 ≤ δp−1 and every ε-representation ϕ∶G→ U(H)

there exists a unital positive definite κ1ε
p-representation ψ ∶ G→ B(H)

such that

∥ϕ(x) −ψ(x)∥ ≤ κ2ε

for all x ∈ G.

In this equivalence, the first assertion is a variation on Ulam stability, in which ε

is required to depend linearly on δ, and the second assertion can be understood as
1
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2 MIKAËL PICHOT AND ERIK SÉGUIN

an Ulam stability condition for sufficiently multiplicative positive definite maps on
the group G.

In the present paper we propose a new stability condition for positive definite
maps on G and prove that it characterizes amenability. This extends the results of
[6] and provides further justification for the shift in emphasis from unitary repre-
sentations to positive definite maps.

Let us first quote results from [6] to motivate the new condition. A map ϕ∶G→
B(H) is said to be uniformly bounded if

∥ϕ∥ ∶= sup
x∈G

∥ϕ(x)∥ <∞.

The following characterization of amenability is part of Theorem 1.3 of [6].

Theorem 1.1. The following are equivalent:

(1) G is amenable;
(2) there exists a state τ ∈ St(ℓ∞(G)) such that for every uniformly bounded

map ϕ ∶ G→ B(H), there exists a positive definite map ψ ∶ G→ B(H) such
that

Φ(ϕ(x)∗ ψ(x)) = τy Φ(ϕ(x)
∗ϕ(xy)ϕ(y)∗)

for all x ∈ G and every normal linear functional Φ ∈ B(H)∗.

The discussion of this result in [6] isolates two important characteristics of Con-
dition (2):

(A) the fact that the state τ in (2) provides an invariant mean on a group G;
in fact, Condition (2) can be viewed as a characterization of the invariance
of a mean in terms of positive definite maps;

(B) the fact that (2) applies to all uniformly bounded maps, as opposed to
restricting to ε-representations.

We look for an Ulam-type stability condition for positive definite maps which takes
these directions into account. By Problem (A) and Problem (B), we mean the
formulation of a condition characterizing amenability analogous to (2) which does
not refer to the state τ , and, respectively, restricts to ε-representations.

Considering the equality

Φ(ϕ(x)∗ψ(x)) = τy Φ(ϕ(x)
∗ ϕ(xy)ϕ(y)∗), ∀x ∈ G, ∀Φ ∈ B(H)∗

in relation with Problem (B), the following result was established in [6].

Theorem 1.2. Let G be a group and H be a Hilbert space. Suppose that there
exists a state τ ∈ St(ℓ∞(G)) and 0 < δ < 1 such that for every δ-representation
ϕ ∶ G→ U(H), there exists a positive definite map ψ ∶ G→ B(H) such that

Φ(ϕ(x)∗ ψ(x)) = τy Φ(ϕ(x)
∗ϕ(xy)ϕ(y)∗)

for all x ∈ G and every normal linear functional Φ ∈ B(H)∗.
Then G is Ulam stable.

Here is a tentative formulation of an Ulam-type stability condition for positive
definite maps:

(3) for every ε > 0, every Hilbert space H, and every unitary ε-representation
ϕ ∶ G→ U(H), there exists a positive definite map ψ ∶ G→ B(H) such that

∥ϕ(x) −ψ(x)∥ ≤ ε

for all x ∈ G.
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Note that Condition (3) does not refer to a state on ℓ∞(G) and the statement
applies to ε-representations ϕ ∶ G→ B(H) for all ε > 0.

Question 1.3. Does there exist a non-amenable countable discrete group G for
which Condition (3) holds?

Thus, a negative answer to this question would resolve both Problem (A) and
Problem (B).

Condition (3) should be compared with the conclusion of Kazhdan’s theorem
in the case of unitary representations, by which we mean the following assertion
(which corresponds to Condition (0) and Condition (4) in [6, Prop. 1.2] at κ = 2):

there exists a real number 0 < δ < 1 such that for every 0 < ε < δ, every
Hilbert space H, and every unitary ε-representation ϕ∶G → U(H), there
exists a unitary representation π∶G → U(H) such that

∥ϕ(x) − π(x)∥ ≤ 2ε

for all x ∈ G

We shall make some remarks in particular on the “numerical” discrepancies be-
tween the above assertion for unitary maps and Condition (3) for positive definitive
maps.

The first remark concerns the constant κ = 2 (in the notation of [6, Prop. 1.2(4)])
in the conclusion of Kazhdan’s theorem. This constant is not intrinsic to the group
G and it can be removed by using positive definite maps (namely, the fact that G
is amenable implies (3) with constant 1).

The second remark concerns the constant δ (with respect to κ = 2). Kazhdan
proves that δ = 1

200
is small enough. The corresponding “Ulam stability gap”,

namely, the interval [δ,1], can be reduced, for example by using the techniques
developed in [2, 3]. Thus, one may choose δ = 1

4
for instance (see [7]). (Since κ = 2,

stability is tautological for ε > 1.) This constant is also unnecessary in the case
of positive definite maps (namely, the fact that G is amenable implies (3) without
imposing a restriction on the values of ε).

One may introduce several variations on Condition (3). For example, the follow-
ing formulation was put forward in [6, Question 8.3]:

(4) for every Hilbert spaceH and every unitary map ϕ ∶ G→ U(H), there exists
a positive definite map ψ ∶ G→ B(H) such that

∥ϕ(x) − ψ(x)∥ ≤ sup
y∈G

∥ϕ(x)ϕ(y) −ϕ(xy)∥

for all x ∈ G.

Question 8.3 in [6], which is open, asks if this condition characterizes amenability.
An equivalence between the amenability of G and Condition (4) would resolve
Problem (A), and would partially resolve Problem (B) in the sense that (4) ensures
that ψ is close to ϕ in the case that ϕ is an ε-representation.

In the present paper, we consider a variation of Condition (4) in which the
“proximity” relation between ψ and ϕ is expressed in the strong operator topology,
rather than the operator norm. Furthermore, we prove that the new formulation is
equivalent to amenability.

This resolves Problem (A), because Condition (5) does not make reference to a
state on ℓ∞(G), and this resolves Problem (B) partially, in the sense that Condition
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(5) ensures that ψ is close to ϕ—in the operator norm—in the case that ϕ is an
ε-representation.

Our main result can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Let G be a countable discrete group. The following are equivalent:

(1) G is amenable;
(5) for every (separable) Hilbert space H and every uniformly bounded map

ϕ ∶ G→ B(H), there exists a positive definite map ψ ∶ G→ B(H) such that
for every finite set F ⊂ G, every integer n ≥ 1, and every finite family of
functions ξ1, . . . , ξn, ζ1, . . . ζn∶F →H, there exists a y ∈ G such that

n

∑
i=1

∑
x∈F

∥ϕ(xy)ϕ(y)∗ ξi(x) −ψ(x) ξi(x)∥2

≤

n

∑
i=1

∑
x∈F

∥ϕ(xy)ϕ(y)∗ ξi(x) − ζi(x)∥2.

The rest of the paper is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.4. It relies on
the results of [6], Tarski’s characterization of amenability (in terms of paradoxical
decompositions [9]), and uses a new characterization of closed convex hulls for a set
of bounded operators with respect to the strong operator topology (see §2).

We also provide an alternative argument relying on compactness rather than
Tarski’s theorem (see Remark 3.5).

For the sake of completeness, let us prove here the remark we made before the
statement of the main theorem:

Remark 1.5. Condition (5) implies that ψ is close to ϕ in the operator norm
assuming that ϕ is a unitary ε-representation.

Proof. Choose

F = {x}
n = 1

ζ(x) = ϕ(x)ξ(x)
for all x ∈ G and all ξ∶F →H. This implies

∥ϕ(x) −ψ(x)∥ ≤ 2ε,
for every x ∈ G, by taking the supremum over ξ∶F →H of norm 1. Note that κ = 2
in this case. �

Acknowledgment. The authors are partially funded by NSERC Discovery Fund
234313.
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2. SOT closed convex hulls

We shall begin with a new characterization of closed convex hulls in B(H) with
respect to the strong operator topology:

Theorem 2.1. Let H be a Hilbert space, T ∈ B(H) be a bounded operator, X be a
nonempty set, and ϕ ∶ X → B(H) be a map. The following are equivalent:

(1) ∀ξ1, . . . , ξn ∈H, ∀η1, . . . , ηn ∈H, ∃x ∈X such that

n

∑
i=1

∥ϕ(x) ξi − Tξi∥2 ≤
n

∑
i=1

∥ϕ(x) ξi − ηi∥2;

(2) T ∈ conv{ϕ(x) ∶ x ∈X}, where the closure is with respect to the strong op-
erator topology.

We require the following lemma which characterizes closed convex hulls in Hilbert
spaces in terms of closed half-spaces associated with certain orthogonal (namely,
median) hyperplanes. It could be viewed as a sort of “separation theorem”, although
it is of course restricted in scope compared to the Hahn–Banach theorem due to its
Hilbertian nature.

Lemma 2.2. Let H be a Hilbert space, ξ ∈ H be a vector, X be a nonempty set,
and f ∶ X →H be a map. The following are equivalent

(1) ∀η ∈H, ∃x ∈X such that

∥f(x) − ξ∥ ≤ ∥f(x) − η∥;
(2) ξ ∈ conv{f(x) ∶ x ∈X}, where the closure is with respect to the norm topol-

ogy.

Proof. Let C = conv{f(x) ∶ x ∈X} and suppose that

∀η ∈ H, ∃x ∈X ∶ ∥f(x) − ξ∥ ≤ ∥f(x) − η∥
and ξ ∉ C. Let η denote the orthogonal projection of ξ onto C. Clearly, η ≠ ξ. The
median hyperplane for [ξ, η] divides H into two disjoint open half-spaces; we denote
by H the open half-space which contains η. Since η is the orthogonal projection of
ξ onto C, the closed convex set C is included in H , and therefore

∥ζ − η∥ < ∥ζ − ξ∥
for every ζ ∈ C. For x ∈ X as above we obtain

∥f(x) − ξ∥ ≤ ∥f(x) − η∥ < ∥f(x) − ξ∥
which is a contradiction.

Conversely, suppose that

∃η ∈H,∀x ∈X ∶ ∥f(x) − ξ∥ > ∥f(x) − η∥
and ξ ∈ C. Note that ξ ≠ η. Let H denote the closed half-space of the median
hyperplane for [ξ, η] which contains η. Clearly, f(x) ∈ H for every x ∈X . Since H
is closed and convex, this implies that C ⊂H .

Thus, ξ ∈ H , which is a contradiction. �
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Proof of Theorem 2.1. Consider T ∈ B(H) such that ∀ξ1, . . . , ξn ∈ H, ∀η1, . . . , ηn ∈
H, ∃x ∈ X such that

n

∑
i=1

∥ϕ(x) ξi − Tξi∥2 ≤
n

∑
i=1

∥ϕ(x) ξi − ηi∥2.

Fix ξ1, . . . , ξn ∈ H. Consider ξ = (Tξ1, . . . , T ξn) ∈ H⊕n and let η = (η1, . . . , ηn) ∈H⊕n
be an arbitrary vector. By assumption, there exists x ∈X such that

∥f(x) − ξ∥2 =
n

∑
i=1

∥ϕ(x) ξi − Tξi∥2

≤

n

∑
i=1

∥ϕ(x) ξi − ηi∥2

= ∥f(x) − η∥2.
By Lemma 2.2, ξ ∈ conv{f(x) ∶ x ∈X}, and therefore there exists a net (µα) of
finitely supported probability measures on X such that

∫
X
fdµα → ξ

in the norm topology. Let

Tα ∶= ∫
X
ϕdµα ∈ conv{ϕ(x) ∶ x ∈X}.

Then
n

∑
i=1

∥Tαξi − Tξi∥2 = ∥∫
X
fαdµα − ξ∥2 → 0.

This shows that T ∈ conv{ϕ(x) ∶ x ∈X}, where the closure is with respect to the
strong operator topology.

Conversely, suppose T ∈ conv{ϕ(x) ∶ x ∈X}, where the closure is with respect
to the strong operator topology, and let ξ1, . . . , ξn ∈ H, η1, . . . , ηn ∈ H. Define
f ∶X →H⊕n, ξ, η ∈ H⊕n as above. Then

ξ ∈ conv{f(x) ∶ x ∈X},
where the closure is with respect to the norm topology, and therefore, by Lemma
2.2, there exists an x ∈X such that

∥f(x) − ξ∥ ≤ ∥f(x) − η∥.
Therefore,

n

∑
i=1

∥ϕ(x) ξi − Tξi∥2 ≤
n

∑
i=1

∥ϕ(x) ξi − ηi∥2

establishing (1). �

Remark 2.3. The above result may also be compared to the von Neumann bi-
commutant theorem, which characterizes the SOT closures of unital ∗-algebras;
furthermore, it can be used (and was discovered) to answer certain questions in
the majorization theory, in particular regarding the self-adjointness assumption on
unitary orbits.
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3. Positive definite maps and Tarski’s theorem

The following characterization of amenability follows by combining the tech-
niques developed in [6] and Tarski’s theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let G be a countable discrete group. The following are equivalent:

(1) G is amenable
(6) for every separable Hilbert space H and every uniformly bounded map ϕ∶G→

B(H), there exists a net (µα)α ⊂ Prob(G) and a positive definite map
ψ∶G → B(H) such that

lim
α
∫
G
ϕ(xy)ϕ(y)∗dµα(y) = ψ(x) ∀x ∈ G

where the limit is with respect to the strong operator topology.

We subdivide the proof into three equivalences (6) ⇔ (7) ⇔ (8) ⇔ (1), where
(7) and (8) are stated below. Since the group G is countable, one may replace the
net (µα) by a sequence in these statements.

Lemma 3.2. Let G be a countable discrete group. The following are equivalent:

(6) for every separable Hilbert space H and every uniformly bounded map ϕ∶G→
B(H), there exists a net (µα)α ⊂ Prob(G) and a positive definite map
ψ∶G → B(H) such that

lim
α
∫
G
ϕ(xy)ϕ(y)∗dµα(y) = ψ(x) ∀x ∈ G

where the limit is with respect to the strong operator topology.
(7) for every separable Hilbert space H and every finite set of uniformly bounded

maps ϕ1, . . . , ϕn ∈ ℓ
∞(G,B(H)), there exists a net (µα)α ⊂ Prob(G) and

positive definite maps ψ1, . . . , ψn ∈ ℓ
∞(G,B(H)) such that

lim
α
∫
G
ϕi(xy)ϕi(y)∗dµα(y) = ψi(x) ∀x ∈ G and i = 1, . . . , n

where the limit is with respect to the strong operator topology.

Proof. Suppose that (6) holds. Fix a separable Hilbert space H and uniformly
bounded maps ϕ1, . . . , ϕn ∈ ℓ

∞(G,B(H)). For i = 1, . . . , n, let Ui ∶H ↪H
⊕n be the

canonical inclusion map onto the ith coordinate and let ϕ ∶ G→ B(H⊕n) be the
uniformly bounded map defined by

ϕ(x) = U1ϕ1(x)U∗1 +⋯ +Unϕn(x)U∗n .
Applying (1) to ϕ then yields a net (µα) in Prob(G) and a positive definite map
ψ ∶ G→ B(H⊕n) such that

lim
α
∫
G
ϕ(xy)ϕ(y)∗dµα(y) = ψ(x) ∀x ∈ G

where the limit is with respect to the strong operator topology. For i = 1, . . . , n, let
ψi ∶ G→ B(H) be the positive definite map defined by

ψi(x) = U∗i ψ(x)Ui
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As ϕi(x) = U∗i ϕ(x)Ui for i = 1, . . . , n and all x ∈ G, it follows that

∥∫
G
ϕi(xy)ϕi(y)∗ξdµα(y) − ψi(x) ξ∥

= ∥∫
G
U∗i ϕ(xy)UiU

∗

i ϕ(y)∗Uiξdµα(y) −U∗i ψ(x)Ui ξ∥
≤ ∥U∗j ∥ ∥∫

G
ϕ(xy)ϕ(y)∗Uiξdµα(y) −ψ(x)Ui ξ∥→ 0

for all x ∈ G and ξ ∈ H, which proves the implication (6)⇒ (7). The converse is
clear. �

Lemma 3.3. Let G be a countable discrete group. The following are equivalent:

(7) for every separable Hilbert space H and every finite set of uniformly bounded
maps ϕ1, . . . , ϕn ∈ ℓ

∞(G,B(H)), there exists a net (µα)α ⊂ Prob(G) and
positive definite maps ψ1, . . . , ψn ∈ ℓ

∞(G,B(H)) such that

lim
α
∫
G
ϕi(xy)ϕi(y)∗dµα(y) = ψi(x) ∀x ∈ G and i = 1, . . . , n

where the limit is with respect to the strong operator topology.
(8) for every separable Hilbert space H and every finite set of uniformly bounded

maps ϕ1, . . . , ϕn ∈ ℓ
∞(G,B(H)), there exists a conditional expectation

E∶ ℓ∞(G,B(H))→ B(H)
such that the maps ψi∶G→ B(H) defined by

ψi(x) = Eyϕi(xy)ϕi(y)∗
are positive definite for all i = 1, . . . , n.

Proof. The forward implication follows by taking a weak∗ cluster point of the net
(µα)α in the state space St(ℓ∞(G)) and considering the associated conditional
expectation E∶ ℓ∞(G,B(H)) → B(H). The converse implication follows by using
the density of Prob(G) in St(ℓ∞(G)) with respect to the weak∗ topology. �

We shall deduce the last lemma from Tarski’s theorem.

Lemma 3.4. Let G be a countable discrete group. The following are equivalent:

(1) G is amenable;
(8) for every separable Hilbert space H and every finite set of uniformly bounded

maps ϕ1, . . . , ϕn ∈ ℓ
∞(G,B(H)), there exists a conditional expectation

E∶ ℓ∞(G,B(H))→ B(H)
such that the maps ψi∶G→ B(H) defined by

ψi(x) = Eyϕi(xy)ϕi(y)∗
are positive definite for all i = 1, . . . , n.

Proof. If G is amenable, every invariant mean on G extends to a conditional ex-
pectation E∶ ℓ∞(G,B(H)) → B(H) such that for every uniformly bounded map
ϕ∶G→ B(H), the map ψ∶G→ B(H) defined by

ψ(x) = Eyϕ(xy)ϕ(y)∗, ∀x ∈ G
is positive definite (see [3]). This is a strengthening of Condition (8) in which
the conditional expectation is uniform. That this statement actually characterizes
amenability was observed in [6].
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Conversely, suppose that (8) holds for H = C and G is not amenable. Then there
exist elements s1, . . . , sn, t1, . . . , tm ∈ G and pairwise disjoint subsets

A1, . . . ,An,B1, . . . ,Bm ⊂ G

such that

G =
n

⋃
j =1

sjAj =
m

⋃
k =1

tkBk

Let X denote the set of elements of the form ilχG, ilχAj
, ilχBk

for every 1 ≤ j ≤

n, 1 ≤ k ≤ m,0 ≤ l < 4. Let ⟨ , ⟩∶ ℓ∞(G) × ℓ∞(G) → C be the positive semi-definite
sesquilinear form defined by

⟨f, g⟩ = E(f∗g).
As ψf is positive definite for all f ∈ X , in turn ⟨λ( ⋅ )f, f⟩ is positive definite for all
f ∈X; as X is stable under multiplication by i, it follows by [6, Lemma 6.1] that

E(λ(s)χAj
) = ⟨χG, λ(s)χAj

⟩ = ⟨λ(s−1)χG, χAj
⟩ = ⟨χG, χAj

⟩ = E(χAj
)

for all s ∈ G and j = 1, . . . , n, and similarly

E(λ(s)χBk
) = E(χBk

)
for all s ∈ G and k = 1, . . . ,m. However, this implies that

E(χG) + E(χG) = E(λ(s1)χA1
) +⋯+E(λ(sn)χAn

)
+E(λ(t1)χB1

) +⋯+E(λ(tm)χBm
)

= E(χA1
) +⋯+ E(χAn

) +E(χB1
) +⋯+E(χBm

)
= E(χA1

+⋯ + χAn
+ χB1

+⋯+ χBm
)

≤ E(χG)
which is a contradiction, since E(χG) = 1. It thus follows that G is amenable. �

Remark 3.5. Instead of Tarski’s theorem in (8)⇒ (1), one can use a compactness
argument to construct an invariant mean. Namely, suppose that (8) holds forH = C,
so that for every finite set of uniformly bounded maps ϕ1, . . . , ϕn ∈ ℓ

∞(G,B(H)),
there exists a state τϕ1,...,ϕn such that the maps ψi∶G→ B(H) defined by

ψi(x) = τϕ1,...,ϕn

y ϕi(xy)ϕi(y)∗

are positive definite for all i = 1, . . . , n. Since St(ℓ∞(G)) is compact in the weak∗

topology, the net

{τϕ1,...,ϕn
∶ ϕ1, . . . , ϕn ∈ ℓ

∞(G,B(H))}
obtained by ordering the finite subsets of ℓ∞(G,B(H) by inclusion admits a cluster
point τ such that

ψ(x) = τyϕ(xy)ϕ(y)∗
is positive definite for every ϕ ∈ ℓ∞(G). It follows by [6, Corollary 6.5] that G is
amenable.
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4. Proof of Theorem 1.4

Let H be a separable Hilbert space and ϕ ∶ G→ B(H) be a uniformly bounded
map. We assume that Condition (5) holds:

there exists a positive definite map ψ ∶ G→ B(H) such that for
every finite set F ⊂ G, every n ≥ 1, and every finite family of
functions ξ1, . . . , ξn, ζ1, . . . ζn∶F →H, there exists a y ∈ G such that

n

∑
i=1

∑
x∈F

∥ϕ(xy)ϕ(y)∗ ξi(x) −ψ(x) ξi(x)∥2

≤

n

∑
i=1

∑
x∈F

∥ϕ(xy)ϕ(y)∗ ξi(x) − ζi(x)∥2.

and establish Condition (6).
Let ψ ∶ G→ B(H) be positive definite satisfying (5). Let F ⊂ G be a finite set.

Since ϕ is uniformly bounded, the map

ϕF ∶G → B(⊕
x∈F

H)
y ↦ [ξ ↦ (ϕ(xy)ϕ(y∗)ξ(x)))x∈F ]

is uniformly bounded.
Let T ∈ B(⊕x∈F H) be the operator defined by

T (ξ) = (ψ(x)ξ(x)))x∈F .
Let ξ1, . . . , ξn, ζ1, . . . , ζn∶X →H. By assumption, there exists a y ∈ G such that

n

∑
i=1

∑
x∈F

∥ϕ(xy)ϕ(y)∗ ξi(x) −ψ(x) ξi(x)∥2 ≤
n

∑
i=1

∑
x∈F

∥ϕ(xy)ϕ(y)∗ ξi(x) − ζi(x)∥2

Thus,
n

∑
i=1

∥ϕF (y)ξi − Tξi∥2 ≤
n

∑
i=1

∥ϕF (y)ξi − ζi∥2.

By Theorem 2.1, T ∈ conv{ϕF (y) ∶ y ∈ G}. Therefore there exists a net (µα)α ⊂
Prob(G) such that

lim
α
∫
G
ϕ(xy)ϕ(y)∗dµα(y) = ψ(x) ∀x ∈ F

where the limit is with respect to the strong operator topology. It follows by a
diagonal argument that Condition (6) holds. The converse follows by reversing the
steps and therefore (5) is equivalent to (6).

By Theorem 3.1, (6) characterizes the amenability of G. This concludes the
proof of Theorem 1.4.
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