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Geometric Property (T) and Kazhdan projections

Ignacio Vergara

ABSTRACT. We characterise Geometric Property (T) by the existence of a certain projection
in the maximal uniform Roe algebra C∗

u,max
(X), extending the notion of Kazhdan projection

for groups to the realm of metric spaces. We also describe this projection in terms of the
decomposition of the metric space into coarsely connected components.

1. Introduction

1.1. Kazhdan’s Property (T). Property (T) is an analytic property of groups that can be seen
as a rigidity phenomenon for unitary representations. It was introduced by Kazhdan [8]
as a tool to prove that certain lattices in Lie groups are finitely generated, and it has since
become one of the most important concepts in analytic group theory, providing connections
with several branches of mathematics.

Let G be a (discrete) group. We say that G has Property (T) if there is a finite subset Q ⊂ G

and a constant c > 0 such that, for every unitary representation π of G on a Hilbert space H,

max
s∈Q

‖π(s)ξ − ξ‖ ≥ c‖ξ‖, ∀ξ ∈ (Hπ)⊥, (1)

where (Hπ)⊥ denotes the orthogonal complement of the space of π-invariant vectors. More-
over, if this holds, G is finitely generated, and any finite generating set Q will satisfy (1) for
some constant c > 0. We refer the reader to [2] for a detailed account on Property (T) and its
many characterisations and applications.

Property (T) is often regarded as a strong negation of amenability. A group G is said to
be amenable if the space ℓ∞(G) admits a left-invariant mean; we refer the reader to [7] for
details. Amenability is an obstruction to Property (T) in the following sense: if G is amenable
and satisfies Property (T), then it is necessarily finite; see e.g. [2, Theorem 1.1.6].

1.2. Geometric Property (T). In connection to their work on the coarse Baum–Connes con-
jecture, Willett and Yu [12] introduced Geometric Property (T) as an analogue of Kazhdan’s
Property (T) in the context of metric spaces. These ideas were further developed in [13],
where a new, equivalent definition of Geometric Property (T) was given. This definition is
quite similar in spirit to the one for groups, but the absence of a group structure requires one
to consider a different kind of representation, and a new notion of invariant vector.

We will focus on metric spaces (X, d) such that the distance d is allowed to take the value
∞. We will always assume that (X, d) has bounded geometry, meaning that, for every R > 0,

sup
x∈X

|B(x,R)| < ∞,

where B(x,R) denotes the ball of radius R centred at x. A typical example of such a space is
the disjoint union of a family of finite graphs of uniformly bounded degree. We define the
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2 I. VERGARA

tube of diameter R as

TubeX(R) = {(x, y) ∈ X ×X | d(x, y) ≤ R}.

We say that a subset E of X ×X is controlled if there is R ∈ (0,∞) such that E ⊆ TubeX(R).
Given two subsets E, F ⊂ X ×X , their composition is defined as

E ◦ F = {(x, y) ∈ X ×X | ∃z ∈ X, (x, z) ∈ E, (z, y) ∈ F}.

We define inductively E◦(n+1) = E ◦ E◦n, where E◦1 = E. We say that a controlled set E is
generating if, for any controlled set F , there is n ≥ 1 such that F ⊆ E◦n. We say that X is
monogenic if there exists a controlled generating set inside X .

Two points x, y are in the same coarse component if the set {(x, y)} is controlled, which
is equivalent to the fact that d(x, y) < ∞. This is an equivalence relation and the equiva-
lence classes are called coarse components of X . The space is coarsely connected if there is only
one coarse component. One can show that a monogenic coarsely connected metric space is
coarsely geodesic; see e.g. [9, Proposition 2.57]. We will use the same convention as in [13]:

Convention: Throughout this paper, a space will mean a bounded geometry, monogenic
metric space with at most countably many coarse components.

The translation algebra Cu[X ] is the set of matrices T = (Tx,y)x,y∈X with coefficients in C,
satisfying

sup
x,y∈X

|Tx,y| < ∞,

and such that the support

supp(T ) = {(x, y) ∈ X ×X | Tx,y 6= 0}

is a controlled set. The usual matrix operations and adjoint make Cu[X ] into a ∗-algebra.
The elements of Cu[X ] are also called finite propagation operators.

A partial translation on X is a bijective map t : A → B, where A,B are subsets of X , and
such that the graph

graph(t) = {(x, y) ∈ B ×A | x = t(y)}

is a controlled set. Partial translations can be viewed as elements of Cu[X ] in the following
way. If t : A → B is a partial translation, we can identify it with the matrix v ∈ Cu[X ] defined
by

vx,y =

{

1, t(y) = x

0, otherwise.
(2)

Observe that supp(v) = graph(t). We will also refer to v as a partial translation.
A representation of Cu[X ] on a Hilbert space H is a unital ∗-homomorphism π : Cu[X ] →

B(H), where B(H) stands for the algebra of bounded operators on H. We say that ξ ∈ H is
an invariant vector if

π(v)ξ = π(vv∗)ξ,

for every partial translation v. We denote by Hπ the subspace of invariant vectors of H.
Now we can give the definition of Geometric Property (T) as in [13, Definition 3.4]. We

refer the reader to that same paragraph for the analogy with Property (T) for groups. We say
that a space X has Property (T) if, for every controlled generating set E ⊆ X , there exists
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c > 0 such that, for every representation π : Cu[X ] → B(H) and every ξ ∈ (Hπ)⊥, there is a
partial translation v with support in E satisfying

‖(π(v)− π(vv∗))ξ‖ ≥ c‖ξ‖.

This property not only is inspired by the one for groups, it also provides a characterisation
in the residually finite case. More precisely, a residually finite group has property (T) if and
only if the box space associated to a nested family of finite-index subgroups with trivial
intersection has Property (T); see [12, Lemma 7.3] or [13, Theorem 7.1] for details.

The notion of amenability for spaces also plays a crucial role in this work. As in the case of
groups, it is defined in terms of the existence of an invariant mean; see Section 2.2 for details.
Moreover, for infinite coarsely connected spaces, non-amenability is equivalent to Property
(T); see [13, Corollary 6.1]. We will also give an alternative proof of this fact in Lemmas 2.6
and 4.2.

1.3. Main results. For groups, Property (T) can be characterised by the existence of a certain
projection in the full group C∗-algebra; see [1, Lemma 2] or [10, Proposition 2]. The main
goal of this paper is to extend this result to spaces by looking at the maximal uniform Roe
algebra instead.

Let X be a space. The C∗-algebra C∗
u,max(X) is defined as the completion of Cu[X ] for the

norm

‖T‖C∗

u,max(X) = sup {‖π(T )‖ | π is a representation of Cu[X ]} .

By [5, Lemma 3.4], this supremum is finite, so this is a well-defined norm. We call C∗
u,max(X)

the maximal uniform Roe algebra of X .
In order to precisely state our main result, we need to consider the following subalgebra

of Cu[X ]:

AX =

{

A ∈ Cu[X ] | ∃c ∈ C, ∀x ∈ X,
∑

y∈X

Ax,y =
∑

y∈X

Ay,x = c

}

. (3)

This is a ∗-subalgebra of Cu[X ], and the map θX : AX → C defined by

θX(A) =
∑

y∈X

Ax,y (4)

is a ∗-homomorphism. We will denote by A+
X the subset of AX given by all those A such that

Ax,y ≥ 0 for all x, y ∈ X . We also define
(

A+
X

)

1
= A+

X ∩ θ−1
X ({1}).

We may now state the characterisation of Property (T) for spaces. Recall that a projection
in a C∗-algebra is an element P such that P = P ∗ = P 2.

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a space. The following are equivalent:

i) The space X has Property (T).
ii) There exists a projection P in C∗

u,max(X) such that, for every representation π : Cu[X ] →
B(H), π(P ) is the orthogonal projection onto the subspace of invariant vectors Hπ.

Moreover, in this case, P lies in the closure of
(

A+
X

)

1
inside C∗

u,max(X).

We see from the definition of the norm of C∗
u,max(X) that, if the projection in Theorem 1.1

exists, then it is unique. We call it the Kazhdan projection of C∗
u,max(X).
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Since the spaces that we consider here decompose into coarsely connected components, it
is natural to ask what the Kazhdan projection looks like on each component. More precisely,
let

X =
⊔

n

Xn

be the decomposition of X into coarsely connected components. Let Qn : Cu[X ] → Cu[Xn]
be the restriction map to Xn. In other words,

Qn(T ) = T1Xn
, ∀T ∈ Cu[X ],

where 1Xn
is the partial translation associated to the identity on Xn. This map extends to a

∗-homomorphism Qn : C∗
u,max(X) → C∗

u,max(Xn); see Lemma 4.3. Using this fact, together
with Theorem 1.1, we prove the following.

Corollary 1.2. Let X be a space, and let X =
⊔

n Xn be its decomposition into coarsely connected
components. If X has Property (T), then so does Xn for every n. Moreover, if P denotes the Kazh-
dan projection of C∗

u,max(X), then Qn(P ) belongs to Cu[Xn] and it is the Kazhdan projection of
C∗

u,max(Xn). Its coefficients are given by

Qn(P )x,y =

{

1
|Xn|

if Xn is finite,

0 otherwise,

for every x, y in Xn.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we prove the implication (ii) =⇒ (i) in
Theorem 1.1. The converse is proved in Section 3. Finally, we prove Corollary 1.2 in Section
4.

2. Proof of sufficiency

In this section, we show that the existence of a Kazhdan projection implies Property (T).
For this purpose, we need to review some facts about ultraproducts of representations, and
the notion of amenability for spaces.

2.1. Ultraproducts. Ultraproducts provide a very powerful tool in functional analysis. In
particular, for group representations, they allow one to construct invariant vectors as ultra-
limits of almost invariant vectors; see e.g. [3, Proposition 1.1]. We briefly describe here how
this idea can be extended to representations of Cu[X ]; for details on ultraproducts of spaces
and operators, we refer the reader to [6].

Let X be a space, and let I be a directed set such that, for every i ∈ I there is a representa-
tion πi : Cu[X ] → B(Hi). We can consider the filter F on I given by all the sets containing a
subset of the form { i ∈ I | i ≥ i0} for some i0 ∈ I . Now let U be an ultrafilter containing F ,
and let

H = (Hi)U

be the ultraproduct Hilbert space. We can define a representation π : Cu[X ] → B(H) by

π(T )(ηi)U = (Tηi)U , ∀T ∈ Cu[X ], ∀(ηi)U ∈ H.

This construction allows us to obtain invariant vectors in the following way.
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Proposition 2.1. Let X be a space, and let πi : Cu[X ] → B(Hi) be a net of representations. Assume
that there is a net of unit vectors ξi ∈ Hi such that, for every partial translation v,

lim
i
‖πi(v)ξi − πi(vv

∗)ξi‖ = 0.

Then, taking the ultraproduct H = (Hi)U as above, the unit vector ξ = (ξi)U belongs to Hπ.

Proof. First observe that

‖ξ‖ = lim
U

‖ξi‖ = 1,

so ξ is indeed a unit vector. Moreover, for every partial translation v,

‖π(v)ξ − π(vv∗)ξ‖ = lim
U

‖πi(v)ξi − πi(vv
∗)ξi‖ = 0,

which shows that ξ belongs to Hπ. �

2.2. Amenability. A space X is said to be amenable if ℓ∞(X) admits an invariant mean.
More precisely, there is a positive unital linear functional φ : ℓ∞(X) → C such that, for every
f ∈ ℓ∞(X), and every partial translation t : A → B such that B contains the support of f ,

φ(f ◦ t) = φ(f).

Here we view f ◦ t as an element of ℓ∞(X) by extending it by 0 outside of A. The following
lemma will not be used in the proofs of our results. We state it here with the sole purpose
of emphasising that, although this definition of amenability naturally extends the one for
groups, it has some rather counter-intuitive properties.

Lemma 2.2. Let X be a space and let X0 be a coarse component of X . If X0 is amenable, then so is
X .

Proof. Let φ ∈ ℓ∞(X0)
∗ be an invariant mean. Define φ̃ : ℓ∞(X) → C by

φ̃(f) = φ(f |X0
), ∀f ∈ ℓ∞(X),

where f |X0
denotes the restriction of f to X0. Then φ̃ is an invariant mean on ℓ∞(X). �

Observe that there is a copy of ℓ∞(X) inside Cu[X ] given by the subalgebra of diagonal
matrices. The following lemma is a reformulation of [13, Proposition 6.1].

Lemma 2.3. Let X be a space. The following are equivalent:

(i) The space X is amenable.
(ii) There exists a representation π : Cu[X ] → B(H) such that Hπ 6= {0}.

Proof. Assume first that (ii) holds, and let ξ be a unit vector in Hπ. We define a unital linear
map φ : Cu[X ] → C by

φ(T ) = 〈π(T )ξ, ξ〉, ∀T ∈ Cu[X ].

We claim that the restriction of φ to ℓ∞(X) is an invariant mean. Indeed, let f ∈ ℓ∞(X),
t : A → B a partial translation such that B contains the support of f , and let v be the
element of Cu[X ] associated to t as in (2). Recall that we view f ◦ t as an element of ℓ∞(X)
by extending it by 0 outside of A. Observing that f ◦ t = v∗fv and vv∗ = 1B, we see that

φ(f ◦ t) = 〈π(v∗fv)ξ, ξ〉

= 〈π(fv)ξ, π(v)ξ〉

= 〈π(f)π(vv∗)ξ, π(vv∗)ξ〉

= 〈π(f)ξ, ξ〉

= φ(f).
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Finally, the identity φ(|f |2) = ‖π(f)ξ‖2 shows that φ is positive. We conclude that φ is an
invariant mean.
Conversely, assume that (i) holds. By [13, Lemma 6.1], there is a net of unit vectors (ξi)i∈I in
ℓ2(X) such that, for every partial translation v,

‖vξi − vv∗ξi‖ → 0.

By Proposition 2.1, the ultraproduct representation has a non-trivial invariant vector. �

In [13, Corollary 6.1], it was proved that, for infinite coarsely connected spaces, Prop-
erty (T) is equivalent to non-amenability. Although the coarse connectedness assumption is
needed for one direction of the equivalence, the other one holds in full generality. In order
to prove this, we will use the following characterisation of Property (T); for a proof see [13,
Proposition 3.1].

Lemma 2.4 (Willett–Yu). Let X be a space. The following are equivalent:

(i) The space X has Property (T).
(ii) There exist a controlled generating set E ⊆ X and c > 0 such that, for every representation

π : Cu[X ] → B(H) and every ξ ∈ (Hπ)⊥, there is a partial translation v with support in E

satisfying

‖(π(v)− π(vv∗))ξ‖ ≥ c‖ξ‖.

Remark 2.5. Lemma 2.4 says that it suffices to consider one generating set in the definition of Property
(T).

Lemma 2.6. Let X be a space. If X does not have Property (T), then it is amenable.

Proof. By Lemma 2.4, for every n ≥ 1, there is a representation πn : Cu[X ] → B(Hn) and a
unit vector ξn ∈ (Hπn

n )⊥ such that, for every partial translation v with support in TubeX(n),

‖(πn(v)− πn(vv
∗))ξn‖ <

1

n
.

By Proposition 2.1, the ultraproduct representation has a non-trivial invariant vector. There-
fore, by Lemma 2.3, X is amenable. �

2.3. Proof of Property (T). Now we are ready to prove that the existence of the Kazhdan
projection implies Property (T).

Lemma 2.7. Let X be a space, and assume that there is P in C∗
u,max(X) such that, for every represen-

tation π : Cu[X ] → B(H), π(P ) is the orthogonal projection onto the subspace of invariant vectors
Hπ . Then X has Property (T).

Proof. Assume by contradiction that X does not have Property (T). Thus, by Lemma 2.4, for
every n ≥ 1, there is a representation πn : Cu[X ] → B(Hn) and a unit vector ξn ∈ (Hπn

n )⊥

such that, for every partial translation v with support in TubeX(n),

‖(πn(v)− πn(vv
∗))ξn‖ <

1

n
.

Now we take the ultraproduct H = (Hn)U for some ultrafilter U on N. By Proposition 2.1,
ξ = (ξn)U is a non-trivial invariant vector for the ultraproduct representation. However,
since ξn belongs to (Hπn

n )⊥, we have

1 = ‖π(P )ξ‖ = lim
U

‖πn(P )ξn‖ = 0,

which is a contradiction. �
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3. Proof of necessity

For the proof of the implication (i) =⇒ (ii) in Theorem 1.1, we will need some facts about
colourings on graphs.

3.1. Graphs and colourings. Let X = (V,E) be a graph and d ≥ 1 an integer. We say that a
map c : E → {1, . . . , d} is a d-colouring of E if, whenever e1, e2 are two adjacent edges, we
have c(e1) 6= c(e2). The following result was proved in [11]; see also [4, Theorem 5.3.2].

Theorem 3.1 (Vizing). Let d ∈ N and let X = (V,E) be a finite graph such that every vertex in X

has degree at most d. Then there exists a (d+ 1)-colouring of E.

This result extends to infinite graphs by standard arguments. We include the proof of this
fact for completeness.

Corollary 3.2. Let d ∈ N and let X = (V,E) be a countable infinite graph such that every vertex in
X has degree at most d. Then there exists a (d+ 1)-colouring of E.

Proof. Let (Xn) be an increasing sequence of finite subgraphs of X such that X =
⋃

n Xn. Let
us write Xn = (Vn, En). Since En is contained in E, every v ∈ Vn has degree at most d in Xn.
By Theorem 3.1, En admits a (d+ 1)-colouring. Let

K = {1, . . . , d+ 1}E .

Recall that this is a compact space for the product topology. For each n, define

Kn = {c ∈ K | c|En
is a (d+ 1)-colouring} .

Then (Kn) is a decreasing sequence of closed subsets of K. Moreover, they are non-empty
by the observation above. By the finite intersection property, the set

⋂

nKn is non-empty.
Any element of this intersection is a (d+ 1)-colouring of E. �

Let now X be a space. We denote by SX the set of finite propagation permutation matrices.
In other words, every A in SX is an element of (A+

X)1 with coefficients in {0, 1}.

Remark 3.3. Since every A ∈ SX is a permutation matrix, it is in particular a unitary. Indeed, for
every x ∈ X , there is a unique y ∈ X such that Ax,y = 1, and vice versa. All the other coefficients
are 0. Hence

(A∗A)x,y =
∑

z∈X

Az,xAz,y =

{

1, if x = y,

0, otherwise.

The same reasoning applies to AA∗.

Lemma 3.4. Let X be a space and let R > 0. There exist A0, A1, . . . , An ∈ SX such that, for every
partial translation v with support in TubeX(R), there exist f0, f1, . . . , fn ∈ ℓ∞(X) with f 2

i = fi
such that

v =
n

∑

i=0

fiAi.

Moreover, we have vv∗ =
∑n

i=0 fi.

Proof. Define a graph (V,E) with V = X and

E = {{x, y} | x 6= y, d(x, y) ≤ R} .



8 I. VERGARA

It has bounded degree because X has bounded geometry. By Corollary 3.2, there is a colour-
ing c : E → {1, . . . , n}. We will extend c to the diagonal of X ×X by

c({x, x}) = 0, ∀x ∈ X.

Define A0 = 1 and Ai (i = 1, . . . , n) by

(Ai)x,y =











1 if {x, y} ∈ c−1({i}),

1 if x = y, ∄ z such that {x, z} ∈ c−1({i}),

0 otherwise.

By definition, every coefficient of Ai is either 0 or 1. Moreover, since c is a colouring, for
every x ∈ X , there is a unique y ∈ X such that (Ai)x,y = 1, and vice versa. Thus Ai is an
element of SX . Now, given a partial translation v with support in TubeX(R), we define fi
(i = 0, . . . , n) by

fi(x) =

{

1 if ∃ y such that {x, y} ∈ c−1({i}) and vx,y = 1,

0 otherwise.

Then we have, for every i ∈ {0, . . . , n},

fi(x)(Ai)x,y =

{

1 if {x, y} ∈ c−1({i}) and vx,y = 1,

0 otherwise,

which shows that

v =

n
∑

i=0

fiAi.

Moreover,

n
∑

i=0

fi(x) =

{

1 if ∃y, vx,y = 1,

0 otherwise,

which means that vv∗ =
∑n

i=0 fi. �

3.2. Proof of the necessary condition. Now we will prove the implication (i) =⇒ (ii) in
Theorem 1.1. For this purpose, we will need a characterisation of Property (T) in terms of
diagonal operators. Recall that there is a copy of ℓ∞(X) in Cu[X ] given by the subalgebra of
diagonal matrices. We can define a map ΦX : Cu[X ] → ℓ∞(X) by

ΦX(T )(x) =
∑

y∈X

Tx,y, ∀T ∈ Cu[X ], ∀x ∈ X.

Observe that ΦX is well defined because X has bounded geometry. The following was
proved in [13, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 3.5 (Willett–Yu). Let X be a space. For every representation π : Cu[X ] → B(H), a vector
ξ ∈ H is invariant if and only if

π(ΦX(T ))ξ = π(T )ξ,

for all T ∈ Cu[X ].
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Remark 3.6. Recall the definition of AX in (3). The image of AX under ΦX consists of the constant
functions on X . Moreover, for all A ∈ AX and x ∈ X ,

ΦX(A)(x) = θX(A), (5)

where θX is the morphism defined in (4).

Lemma 3.7. Let X be a space with Property (T). Then there exists a projection P in the closure
of (A+

X)1 inside C∗
u,max(X) such that, for every representation π : Cu[X ] → B(H), π(P ) is the

orthogonal projection onto the subspace of invariant vectors Hπ.

Proof. Let E be a controlled generating set. By definition, there is a constant c > 0 such that,
for every representation π : Cu[X ] → B(H) and every ξ ∈ (Hπ)⊥, there is a partial translation
v with support in E such that

‖π(v)ξ − π(vv∗)ξ‖ ≥ c‖ξ‖. (6)

By Lemma 3.4, there exist A0, A1, . . . , An ∈ SX such that, for every such v, there exist
f0, f1, . . . , fn ∈ ℓ∞(X) satisfying f 2

i = fi and

v =

n
∑

i=0

fiAi.

Since π(vv∗) =
∑

π(fi) and ‖π(fi)‖
2 = ‖π(fi)‖, the inequality (6) yields

c‖ξ‖ ≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

i=1

π(fi)(π(Ai)ξ − ξ)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤

n
∑

i=1

‖π(Ai)ξ − ξ‖.

This shows that there exists j in {1, . . . , n} such that

‖π(Aj)ξ − ξ‖ ≥
c

n
‖ξ‖.

Recall that Aj is a unitary matrix in Cu[X ]; see Remark 3.3. Hence π(Aj) is a unitary operator.
By the parallelogram identity,

∥

∥

∥

∥

π(Aj)ξ + ξ

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ δ‖ξ‖,

where δ =
(

1−
(

c
2n

)2
)1/2

. Notice that δ only depends on the controlled set E, and not on

the representation π or the vector ξ. Defining A ∈
(

A+
X

)

1
by

A =
1

n

n
∑

i=1

1 + Ai

2
,

we see that

‖π(A)ξ‖ ≤
1

n

∥

∥

∥

∥

ξ + π(Aj)ξ

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

+
1

n

∑

i 6=j

∥

∥

∥

∥

ξ + π(Ai)ξ

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤
δ

n
‖ξ‖+

n− 1

n
‖ξ‖

= δ̃‖ξ‖,
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where δ̃ = 1 − 1−δ
n

< 1. This inequality holds for every representation π and every ξ in
(Hπ)⊥. Now let pπ be the orthogonal projection onto Hπ. Observe that π(A)pπ = pπ because
θX(A) = 1; see Lemma 3.5 and Remark 3.6. On the other hand,

pππ(A) = (π(A∗)pπ)
∗ = p∗π = pπ.

Using these two facts, an induction argument shows that

π(Ak)− pπ = (π(A)− pπ)
k

for all k ≥ 1. Let η ∈ H. By the discussion above, we know that

‖π(A)η − pπη‖ = ‖π(A)(η − pπη)‖

≤ δ̃‖η − pπη‖

≤ δ̃‖η‖.

In other words, ‖π(A)− pπ‖ ≤ δ̃. Furthermore, for all k ≥ 1,
∥

∥π(Ak)− pπ
∥

∥ =
∥

∥(π(A)− pπ)
k
∥

∥ ≤ δ̃k. (7)

Since this bound holds for every representation, we see that (Ak)k≥1 is a Cauchy sequence
in C∗

u,max(X), and therefore it converges to an element P . Since Ak belongs to
(

A+
X

)

1
for

every k ≥ 1, P is in the closure of
(

A+
X

)

1
. The inequality (7) shows that π(P ) = pπ for every

representation π, which in turn shows that P is itself a projection. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The proof follows directly from Lemmas 2.7 and 3.7. �

4. Kazhdan projections and coarsely connected components

In this section, we study coarsely connected spaces and prove Corollary 1.2. Most of the
results concerning Property (T) that we present here were already established in [13]. Our
main contribution is the description of the Kazhdan projection in each case. We begin by
characterising the Kazhdan projection of a finite space.

Lemma 4.1. Let X be a finite, coarsely connected space. Then X has Property (T), and its Kazhdan
projection P is given by

Px,y =
1

|X|
, ∀x, y ∈ X.

Proof. Let P ∈ Cu[X ] be given by Px,y = |X|−1 for all x, y ∈ X . Observe that P belongs to
(A+

X)1, and P = P ∗ = P 2. By Theorem 1.1, we only need to show that π(P ) is the projection
onto Hπ for every representation π : Cu[X ] → B(H). First, if ξ belongs to Hπ, by Lemma 3.5
we have

π(P )ξ = π(ΦX(P ))ξ = π(1)ξ = ξ.

On the other hand, for all T ∈ Cu[X ] and x, y ∈ X ,

(TP )x,y =
∑

z∈X

Tx,z|X|−1 = ΦX(T )x,x|X|−1 =
∑

z∈X

ΦX(T )x,zPz,y = (ΦX(T )P )x,y.

Hence, for every ξ ∈ H,

π(T )π(P )ξ = π(ΦX(T ))π(P )ξ,

which shows that π(P )ξ is an invariant vector. We conclude that π(P ) is the orthogonal
projection onto Hπ . �
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Lemma 4.1 settles the finite case. The infinite case is even simpler. The following was
proved in [13, Corollary 6.1]. We present here an alternative proof using Proposition 2.1.

Lemma 4.2. Let X be an infinite, coarsely connected space. If X has Property (T), then it is not
amenable. In particular, the Kazhdan projection of C∗

u,max(X) is 0.

Proof. Assume by contradiction that X is amenable. By [13, Lemma 6.1], there is a net of unit
vectors (ξi)i∈I in ℓ2(X) such that, for every partial translation v,

‖vξi − vv∗ξi‖ → 0.

Let λ : C∗
u,max(X) → B(ℓ2(X)) be the extension of the natural representation of Cu[X ] on

ℓ2(X). Let U be an ultrafilter on I , and let π denote the ultraproduct representation on
H = (ℓ2(X))U . By Proposition 2.1, ξ = (ξi)U is a non-trivial invariant vector for π. In other
words, if P denotes the Kazhdan projection of C∗

u,max(X), then π(P )ξ = ξ 6= 0. On the other
hand, since X is infinite and coarsely connected, ℓ2(X) does not have non-trivial invariant
vectors. In particular, λ(P )ξi = 0. This shows that

‖ξ‖ = ‖π(P )ξ‖ = lim
U

‖λ(P )ξi‖ = 0,

which is a contradiction. We conclude that X is not amenable. Therefore, by Lemma 2.3, P
is 0. �

Now we have completely characterised Kazhdan projections of coarsely connected spaces.
In order to prove Corollary 1.2, we need to study the restrictions of a Kazhdan projection on
a space to its coarse components.

Lemma 4.3. Let X be a space, and let X0 be a coarse component of X . The map Q : Cu[X ] → Cu[X0]
defined by

T 7→ T1X0
, ∀T ∈ Cu[X ],

where 1X0
is the indicator function of X0 seen as a diagonal operator, extends to a unital ∗-homomorphism

Q : C∗
u,max(X) → C∗

u,max(X0).

Proof. Observe that Q is a unital ∗-homomorphism from Cu[X ] to Cu[X0]. We only need to
show that it extends to a continuous map from C∗

u,max(X) to C∗
u,max(X0). Let T ∈ Cu[X ], and

let us write it by blocks as follows:

T = T0 ⊕ T ′,

where T0 ∈ Cu[X0] and T ′ ∈ Cu[X \ X0]. Observe that Q(T ) = T0. Let us now take a
representation π : Cu[X0] → B(H), and let π̃ : Cu[X ] → B(H⊕ ℓ2(X \X0)) be given by

π̃(T0 ⊕ T ′) = π(T0)⊕ T ′.

Then

‖π(T0)‖B(H) ≤ max
{

‖π(T0)‖B(H), ‖T
′‖B(ℓ2(X\X0))

}

= ‖π̃(T0 ⊕ T ′)‖B(H⊕ℓ2(X\X0))

≤ ‖T0 ⊕ T ′‖C∗

u,max(X).

Taking the supremum over all the representations of Cu[X0], we find

‖Q(T )‖C∗

u,max(X0) ≤ ‖T‖C∗

u,max(X),

which completes the proof. �
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Lemma 4.4. Let X be a space, X0 a coarse component of X , and Q the map defined in Lemma 4.3.
If X has Property (T), then so does X0. Moreover, if P is the Kazhdan projection of C∗

u,max(X), then
Q(P ) is the Kazhdan projection of C∗

u,max(X0).

Proof. Since Q is a ∗-homomorphism, Q(P ) is a projection. Now let π : Cu[X0] → B(H)
be a representation, and define π̃ : Cu[X ] → B(H) by π̃ = π ◦ Q. Again, since Q is a
∗-homomorphism, π̃ is indeed a representation. Furthermore, π̃(P ) is the orthogonal pro-
jection onto the subspace of invariant vectors Hπ̃. Since π̃(P ) = π(Q(P )), we only need to
show that Hπ̃ = Hπ. This is true because

ξ ∈ Hπ̃ ⇐⇒ π̃(T )ξ = π̃(ΦX(T ))ξ, ∀T ∈ Cu[X ]

⇐⇒ π(Q(T ))ξ = π(Q(ΦX(T )))ξ, ∀T ∈ Cu[X ]

⇐⇒ π(T0)ξ = π(ΦX0
(T0))ξ, ∀T0 ∈ Cu[X0]

⇐⇒ ξ ∈ Hπ.

�

Now we are ready to prove Corollary 1.2.

Proof of Corollary 1.2. The fact that each coarse component Xn has Property (T) follows from
Lemma 4.4. Moreover, Lemma 4.4 also implies that Qn(P ) is the Kazhdan projection of
C∗

u,max(Xn). The description of Qn(P ) in each case follows from Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2. �
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