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M;-MULTIPLIERS OF A LOCALLY COMPACT GROUP

BAT-OD BATTSEREN

ABSTRACT. We show that the space Mq(G) of Mg-multipliers of a locally compact group
G is isometrically isomorphic to the Banach space of bounded functionals on the d-fold
Haagerup tensor product of Ll(G) vanishing on the kernel of the convolution map. Con-
sequently, we see that My(G) is isometrically isomorphic to the dual space of X4(G), the
completion of L*(G) in the dual of My(G). We also show that M-type-approximation-
properties are inherited to lattices.

INTRODUCTION

In [Pis05], a commutative Banach algebra My(T") was introduced in pursuit of studying
Dixmier’s Similarity Problem, where I' is a discrete group and d is an integer greater than
one. When d = 2, this is the algebra of Herz-Schur multipliers of '. In general, M,(T") stands
between the Fourier-Stieltjes algebra B(I") and the algebra of bounded functions /*(T"). By
the usual (¢%°(T),¢(T))-duality, we can embed ¢}(T') in the dual of My(I'). Denote by
X4(T) the completion of ¢}(T") in My(T')*. Pisier showed in [Pis05] that My(T') =~ X4(T)*
isometrically using Paulsen-Smith’s theorem [PS87]. In essence, it means the space My(T")
can be alternatively described as the dual of a quotient of the d-fold Haagerup tensor product
of £X(T).

This last construction can be performed for a locally compact group G by using L'(G)
instead of ¢}(I"). However, as indicated in [Pis05, Remark after Theorem 2.10], it is not
clear how the functionals in this space would correspond to (continuous) functions on G. In
the discrete case, this correspondence was clear because I' is naturally contained in ¢!(T").
We elaborate on this problem for locally compact second countable groups.

In [Bat23a], the author defined the space My(G) of My-multipliers of a locally compact
group G as the subspace of all continuous functions in My(Gq), where G4 denotes the
discrete realization of G. More precisely:

Definition 0.1. Let G be a locally compact group. A bounded continuous function ¢ on
G is called an Mg-multiplier if there exist Hilbert spaces Hy,...,Hq and bounded maps
& :G—> B(HiyHi—1) fori=1,...,d such that Hy = Hq = C and

(0.1) o(xy - xgq) =& (x1) - &a(xg) (1) for all x,...,x24 € G.

We denote by My(G) the space of all Mg-multipliers and endow it with the norm

d
lela, = inf [ [ &l
i=1

where the infimum is taken over all H;’s and & ’s satisfying (0.1).
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This definition is compatible with the definition given by Pisier for discrete groups. Be-
cause the identity map My(Gq) — ¢*(Gq) is contracting, My(G) = My(Gq) nC(G) becomes
a commutative Banach algebra. Our main result is the following, which demonstrates that
the two previously mentioned constructions of My(G) are the same for locally compact
second countable groups.

Theorem 0.2. Let G be a locally compact second countable group and let d be an integer
greater than one.
(1) If ¢ is an Mg-multiplier of G, i.e. ¢ € My(G) = My(Gq) n C(G), then there is a
bounded functional ¢ on LY(G) @y, -+ @y LY(G) such that |@| = |olla, and

P([r® - ®fa) = (o, fr** fa) o)1 (@)

for all f1,..., fae LYG).

(2) Conversely, if ¢ is a bounded functional on L*(G)®y, - -y LY(G) vanishing on the
kernel of the convolution map convy : LY(G)® - ® LY(G) — LY(Q), then there is
an Mg-multiplier ¢ € My(G) such that |@|r, = |4| and

(&, 1o * fa) @)y = (1 ® - @ fa)
for all f1,..., fse LY(G).
Moreover, we have p = ¢ and ¢ = QCS

If we restrict the (L®(G), L}(G))-duality on My(G), we can embed L'(G) in My(G)*.
Denote by X;4(G) the completion of L'(G) in My(G)*. After Theorem 0.2 and Paulsen-
Smith’s theorem, it is easily seen that X;(G) is a Banach predual of My(G).

Theorem 0.3. Let G be a locally compact second countable group and let d be an integer
greater than one. Then we have My(G) = X4(G)* isometrically.

This duality between M;(G) and X4(G) was used in [Ver23, Bat23b] to define M, type
approximation properties. We recall the definitions.

Definition 0.4 (M, type approximation properties). Let G be a locally compact group and
let d be an integer greater than one.

We say that G has Mg-approzimation-property (Mg-AP in short) if there is a net (p;) of
functions in C.(G) n Mg(G) such that p; — 1 in o(M4(G), Xq(G))-topology.

We say that G is Mg-weakly-amenable (Mg- WA in short) if there is a net (¢;) of functions
in C.(G) n My(G) such that sup; |i|m, < C < w0 and ¢; — 1 in o(Mg(G), X4(G))-
topology. The number Ao (G, d) = inf C is called the My-Cowling-Haagerup constant. We
conventionally write Ao (G,d) = o0 if G is not My-WA.

We say that G has Mg-weak-Haagerup-property (My-WH in short) if there is a net
(i) of functions in Co(G) N My(G) such that sup; |pilly, < C < o0 and ¢; — 1 in
o(M4(G), Xq4(Q))-topology. The number Aw i (G,d) = inf C is called the M 4-weak-Haagerup
constant. We conventionally write Ay (G, d) = o if G does not have My-WH.

When d = 2, these are exactly the usual approximation property, weak amenability, and
weak Haagerup property [DCH85, CH89, HK94, Knul6, Haal6]. Allow us to mention a
couple of motivations to study My type approximation properties in general extent. The first
one is related to the Similarity Problem: A group with M;-AP for all d € N has an affirmative
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answer to the Similarity Problem [Ver23, Theorem 1.2]. The second one is their stability: My
type approximation properties are stable under von Neumann equivalence [Bat23b], hence
also under Measure equivalence and W*-equivalence. See [[PR24, Ish24, Bat23a, Bat23b]
for more about von Neumann equivalence.

The following result allows one to relax the convergence conditions in the definition of

Mys-WA and Mz;-WH.

Proposition 0.5. Let G be a locally compact second countable group and let d be an integer
greater than one. Then G is Mg-WA if and only if there is a net (¢;) of functions in
Ce(G) n My(G) such that sup; |@i|am, < C < 0 and ¢; — 1 uniformly on compact subsets.
We have inf C = Acy(G,d). Similarly, G has Mg-WH if and only if there is a net (v;)
of functions in Co(G) N My(G) such that sup; |@illa, < C' < 00 and p; — 1 uniformly on
compact subsets. We have inf C" = Aw (G, d).

A key step in proving Theorem 0.2 is Lemma 1.3 in which we observe that we can choose
the maps & : G — B(H;,Hi—1) in Definition 0.1 to be continuous where B(H;, H;—1) is
endowed with the weak operator topology. Proposition 0.5 is a simple consequence of this
observation. Since the uniform convergence on compact subsets pass to closed subgroups
via the restriction map, the following is immediate.

Corollary 0.6. If G is a locally compact second countable group and H is a closed subgroup
of G, then we have Acr(H,d) < Acu(G,d) and Awg(H,d) < Awwu(G,d) for all integers
d=>2.

As shown in [Bat23a, Theorem 3], the converse inequalities hold true when H is a lattice
of G, hence the following.

Theorem 0.7. If G is a locally compact second countable group and I is a lattice of G,
then we have Acpy(I',d) = Acu(G,d) and Aw (T, d) = Awn(G,d) for all integers d = 2.

The argument used to prove Corollary 0.6 does not work for My-AP due to the lack of
uniform norm boundedness. However, if we assume H is a lattice in GG, there is an easier
approach to obtain a similar results.

Theorem 0.8. If G is a locally compact second countable group and I is a lattice of G,
then G has My-AP if and only if T has Mg-AP.

We acknowledge that this work is strongly inspired by [Haal6] and [Pis05] where the case
d = 2 and the discrete case are studied.

1. PRELIMINARY

Throughout the paper, G is a locally compact second countable group, G4 is the discrete
realization of GG, d € N is an integer greater than one, and H;, H, and K are Hilbert spaces.
We conventionally write Hg = Hg = C and vg = vg = 1.

1.1. Fourier and Fourier-Stieltjes algebras. Recall that a unitary representation of
G is a continuous group homomorphism 7 : G — U(H), where H is a Hilbert space and
U(H) is the group of all unitary operators on ‘H endowed with the weak operator topology
(WOT). Given vectors v,w € H, we call the function

(1.1) O =Ty :g€G— (m(x)v,w)
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the coefficient of m associated to v,w € H. These are typical elements of My(G). To see

that, put Hy = -+ = Hg—1 = H, &1(x) = (n(2)-, w), £i(z) = 1 — 7m(x)v, and &a(x) = -+ =
&4—1(x) = w(x). Then we have
§i(ar) -+~ a(wa)(1) = (m(ar - - wa)v, w) = T w(@1 - - 2a)
[ ]l

The Fourier-Stieltjes algebra B(G) consist of all coefficients of unitary representations
of G. Endowed with the pointwise product and the norm |¢|p = inf |v|[|jw], where the
infimum is taken over all (H, 7, v, w) satisfying (1.1), the Fourier-Stieltjes algebra is a com-
mutative Banach algebra.

The Fourier algebra A(G) is the smallest closed subalgebra of B(G) containing B(G) n
C.(G). Some basic facts about the Fourier algebra include that it consists of the coefficients
of the left regular representation A : G — U(L?(G)) and that if ¢ € A(G) then we can find
f.9 € L*(G) such that ¢ = A, and |¢|p = | f[2]g|2- To distinguish that ¢ is in the
Fourier algebra, we write [|¢|a = ||¢]|B. We refer the readers to [Eym64, KL18, Run20] for
more about these algebras.

The Fourier algebra contains abundant continuous functions so that when a function ¢
multiplies the Fourier algebra, i.e. pA(G) € A(G), it is necessarily continuous. We will
make use of this fact. The following lemma is comparable to the well known fact [Gaa73,
Theorem V.7.3] that every weakly measurable unitary representation on a separable Hilbert
space is continuous.

Lemma 1.1. Let A,B : G — H be two bounded weakly measurable maps (i.e. H is
endowed with o(H,H*)-Borel space structure) into a separable Hilbert space H. Assume
that ¢ : G — C is a function such that p(yx=1) = (A(z), B(y)) for all z,y € G. Then ¢
multiplies the Fourier algebra A(G). In particular, ¢ is continuous.

Proof. Let (en)nen be an orthonormal basis for H. By assumption, there exist uniformly
bounded measurable functions a,,b, € L*(G) such that A(x) = > an(x)en, B(y) =

> bn(y)en, and

plyr™) = (A(z), B(y)) = Zan

Take any f,g € L*(G). By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

Sl lalbagls < (3 lanf13)2( tnold)"
_ DS |ay, (2)2dz) /2 )2 () 2dz) Y2
(L|f< 3 a0 ) <L|g< 3 )P

< [Alloo | Bllooll fll2llgll2 < o2,

thus >, Aa, £, € A(G). On the other hand, if we fix € G, since the bounding function

N
9) Y an(a™'Y)ba()] < £ 9)g ()| Ao ] Bloo

n=1



My-MULTIPLIERS OF A LOCALLY COMPACT GROUP 5

is integrable over y € G, by the dominated convergence theorem we have

(PAr)a) = | o) e )l = | Ala™). BO)Ia ity
= |, e 0B 50 = (S e s100)2)
In other words, ¢ is a Fourler multiplier, hence continuous. ]

A similar statement can be achieved for any Mgy-multipliers. More precisely, if ¢ €
M4(Gq) and the &’s in (0.1) are weakly measurable, then we can deduce that ¢ € My(G).
This will be used to see that ¢ in Theorem 0.2 is continuous.

1.2. The space My(G) of Myzmultipliers. The key step in proving Theorem 0.2.(i) is
to show that we can choose &’s in (0.1) to be WOT-continuous, i.e. the maps z € G —
(& (x)vi, v;—1 ) are continuous for any v; € H; and v;—1 € H;—1. The case d = 2 is done in
[Haal6, Theorem 3.2]. We adapt it to the general case. Beforehand, let us denote

Al = {£i+1(xi+1) to gd(xd)vd € H; | Titly-++,%4 € G}’ i1=0,... ’d -1,
and

B; = {[&1(z1) - &) vo e Hi | x1,..., i1 € G}, i=1,...,d.

Lemma 1.2. If ¢ € My(G) is non-zero, we can choose H;’s and &;’s in (0.1) such that A;
and B; are total in H; for alli=1,...,d— 1.

Proof. Let P; € B(H;) be the projection onto the closed linear span of A;. Note that Py is
just the identity map because ¢ is nonzero and Hg =~ C. It is easily checked that the Hilbert
spaces P; H; and the bounded maps P;_1&; also satisfy (0.1). Thus replacing (H;,&;)’s by
(P; Hq, Pi—1&;)’s, we can and will assume that each A; is total in H,;.

Let Q; € B(H;) be the projection onto the closed linear span of B;. Again, Qg is just the
identity map on Hy4 because firstly

Q@1+ 2q) = (va, [§1(21) - - €a(@a)]*v0)
is nonzero for some z1,...,z4 € G and secondly Hg =~ C. Put H, = Q; H; and & (z;) =
Qi—1&i(x;) for all @ = 1,...,d with Qg = idy,. Then (H},&!)’s still satisfy (0.1). To see
that, take any vectors v} = [&1(x1) - - &(mi)]*vo € H), and v; 11 € H}, ;. Then we have
(Qii41(2i41)Qiv1vi41,vi) = Wipy, Qis[€r(@1) -+ &i(wig1)] vy
= Wiy, [§1(@1) -+ Gi@is) 0D
= <Qi§i+1(9€z‘+1)vz‘+17 vi)-

Since such v}’s are total in M}, the above equality is true for any v} € Hj. In other words,
we have

(1.2) Qiit1(2it1)Qit1 = Qiit1(Tit1).

From this, it is easily seen that

&1(@1) - E(@a)va = Qo (x1)Q1&2(22)Q2 - - - Qa—1&a(zd)va
= &1(21) - &a(wa)va = p(T1 -~ 4).
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Moreover, the set
B; = {[¢i (1) - &(@)] vo € Hi | 21, -1 € G}
is total in H}. Now, the main concern is whether
Aj = €1 (ir1) - &g(@a)va € Hi | i1, ..., za € G}
is total in H/. Let us prove it by reverse recursion. Firstly,
i-1 = {Qa-18a(ra)va € Hi | x4 € G}

is total in H), | = Qq—1 H;—1 because Ag_ is total in H,_1 by assumption. Assume that
Al is total in Hj,, = Qiy1 Hit1. Then by (1.2) and the totality condition of A;’s, we
have

spand; = span U &1 (@iv1)A] vg = Span U Qiit1(2it1)Qis1 Hita

{L'Z'+1€G :B¢+1€G
= span U Qiliv1(wiv1) Hipr =5panQ; A; = Q; Hi = Hj,
{L'Z'+1€G
showing that A/ is total in H;. This proves the lemma. O

Lemma 1.3. Let ¢ € My(G) be non-zero and let H;’s and &’s be as in Lemma 1.2. Then
&’s are WOT-continuous and H;’s are separable.

Proof. Choose H;’s and &;’s as in Lemma 1.2. Suppose that :cz(j)
vectors

vi = &iv1(Tir1) - a(a)vg € Hiy,  vic1 = [§1(w1) -+~ &1 (zi—ny]Fvo € Hit .
Then by continuity of ¢ we have

— x; in G. Take any

@i, vimr)y = plar -2 - xg) = @1 x4) = Ei(@)vi, vim1)-
By uniform boundedness of &; and totahty assumptions, the above convergence is true for
any v; € H; and v;_1 € H;—1. This shows that each & is WOT-continuous. Now, H; is

separable since G is second countable, & is WOT-continuous, and A; is dense in H;. O
Lemma 1.4. If f € LY(G) and ¢ € My(G), then we have f * @ € My(G) with | f = ¢|u, <
[ £l lepllaz, -

Proof. The continuity of f = ¢ is a well known fact of harmonic analysis. Let H;’s and &;’s
be as in Lemma 1.3. Define &} : G — B(H1,Ho) as

Dor = | S0 Doy
for all z € G and v € H;. Note that |[&}]| < [ f]1]&1] and

€ (21)6a() - Ealza)va = f P Ey e0)ea() - Ealza)va)dy

f F@)e(y ey xq)dy

* o) (@1 2q)
for all z1,...,24 € G. Therefore, f* ¢ € Md(G) with || f = |, < |Ifll1]ela,- O
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Proof of Proposition 0.5. Let (¢;) be a net in My(G) such that ¢; — 1in o(My(G), Xq(G))-
topology. It follows that ¢; — 1 in o(L*(G), L'(G))-topology. By uniform boundedness
principle, we have sup; ||« < 00. Take any compactly supported positive function f €
C.(G) with | f|1 = 1 and put ¢, = f = ;. Now the proof of [Haal6, Lemma 2.2] works too
see that ¢ — 1 uniformly on compact subsets. We note that if ¢; is compactly supported,
then so is ). Similarly, if ¢; vanish at infinity, then so does ¢}. By Lemma 1.4, we have
b € Mg(G) with |¢}|am, < |@ilam,. This shows that if we replace the o(My(G), X4(G))-
convergence by uniform convergence on compact subsets in the definition of Mz;-WA and M-
WH, we will get weaker properties. Conversely, it is always true that uniform convergence on
compact subsets implies o(L*(G), L' (G))-convergence. Moreover, for a uniformly bounded
net in My(G), its o(L*(G), L*(GQ))-convergence implies o(My(G), X4(G))-convergence as
LY(G) € X4(G) is dense. This completes the proof. O

1.3. The dual space M)(G) of X/(G) = L}(G)®y,- - -®, L' (G). Let us recall the following
theorem by Paulsen-Smith (see [PS87, Theorem 3.2], [ER22, Theorem 9.4.4], and [Pis03,
Corollary 5.4]).

Theorem 1.5. Given operator spaces Vi, ..., Vg, a linear mapping
O VI® - ®Vy— B(Ha, Ho)

extends to a completely bounded map on the Haagerup tensor product if and only if there
exist Hilbert spaces Hi, ..., Hq—1 and completely bounded linear maps

ni:‘/i_’B(Hi7Hi—1)7 iIl,...,d

such that
(1.3) P11 ® - ®vg) =mi(v1) - Ma(va)
for allvy € Vi, ..., vg € Vg. Moreover, we can assume that || = |1l - [|7dllco-

Conventionally, we only consider Ho = Hgq = C. Denote
X4(G) = L(G) @+ @1 L(C)

d

where L'(G) is endowed with its maximal operator space structure. Denote by M}(G)
the (operator) dual of X/(G). If we put V; = L'(G) and Hy = H4 = C in Theorem 1.5,
we simply get @[l = @] because C = B(C,C) is abelian [ER22, Proposition 2.2.6], and
1Milles = |m]| because L'(G) has its maximal operator space structure [ER22, Section 3.3].
With this simplification, we get the following version of Theorem 1.5.

Corollary 1.6. A linear map ¢ : L}(G)® --- ® LY(G) — C extends to a bounded linear
functional g € M)(G) = X(G)* on X(G) if and only if there exist Hilbert spaces H;’s and
bounded linear maps n; : L*(G) — B(H;, Hi_1) such that

(1.4) (1 ®--® fa) =m(f1) - nalfa)
for all f1,..., fs€ LY(G). Moreover, we can assume that |¢| = |- -+ |74
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Let ¢ € M/ (G) and let H;’s and 7;’s be as in (1.4). Denote

Ci = niv1(fis1) - na(fa)va € Hi | firts--os fae LNG)}, i=0,....d—1,

and

Di ={[m(f)-n(fl*voe Hi | f1,-.., ficie LN@)}, i=1,...,d.

We have an analogue of Lemma 1.2. The proof is done in exactly the same way by replacing
(Ai, Bi, &, zi)'s by (Ci, Di,mi, fi)’s. We present the proof for convenience.

Lemma 1.7. If ¢ € MC’I(G) is mon-zero, we can choose H;’s and n;’s such that C; and D;
are total in H;. In this case, H;’s are separable.

Proof. Let P; € B(H;) be the projection onto spanC;. P is the identity because ¢ is nonzero
and Hy =~ C. The Hilbert spaces P; H; and the bounded maps P,_i7; also satisfy (1.4),
thus we can and will assume that each C; is total in H;. Let Q; € B(H;) be the projection
onto spanD;. Again, Qg is just the identity on Hy4 because

H(i® - ® fa) = wa, [m(f1) - na(fa)]*vo)

is nonzero for some fi, ..., fs € L'(G) and Hyq = C. Put H; = Q; H; and ni(fi) = Qi—ini(fi)
for all i = 1,...,d with Qo = idy,. Then (M}, n})’s still satisfy (1.4). Indeed, take any
vectors v} = [n1(f1) - ni(fi)]*vo € H; and v;41 € H, ;. Then we have

Qiniv1(fix1)Qiv1vi1, vy = iy, Qiva[m (f1) - - mi(fiy1)]*vi)
= <Uz,‘+17 [m(f1)- "ni(fi+1)]*vz,‘
= Qi1 (fix1)Viy1,vi)-

Since such v}’s are total in M}, the above equality is true for any v} € Hj. In other words,
we have

(1.5) QiNi+1(fi+1)Qit1 = Qinit1(fiv1)-

From this, it is easily seen that

m(f1) - na(fa) = Qom (f1)Q1m2(f2)Q2 - - - Qa—1ma(fa)
=m(f1) - na(fa) = o(/1®- @ fa).

Moreover, the set

D} = {[ni (F1) -+ i (F)] o0 € Hi | fu,-.. fimr € LN(G))

is total in H}. Let us prove that
Cf = i1 (fisnr) - 0y(fa)va € Hi | fivr,--. fae LH(G))

is total in H by reverse recursion. Firstly,

Ch_1 = {Qa—1ma(fa)va € Hi | fa€ LY (G)}
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is total in H/,_; = Q4—1 Hq4—1 because Cy_; is total in Hg_;. Assume that C/, , is total in
d—1 i+1
+1 = Qi1 Mi+1. Then by (1.5) and the totality condition of C;’s, we have

spanC; =span | | nf(fis))Cl =5pan () Qumier (fir1)Qinr Hint

fi+1€LY(G) fir1€LY(G)
= Span U Qini+1(fix1) Hit1 = spanQ;C; = Q; H; = H;,
fir1€LY(G)

showing that C! is total in Hj. This proves the first assertion of the lemma. Recall that
G is second countable, equivalently L'(G) is separable. Now, by density and continuity, it
follows that the Hilbert spaces H, are separable. O

Consider the d-convolution map

convy : Pl(G)®"'®L1(G2 — LYG)
(1.6) M
fl®®fd'_)f1**fd

Denote by Y the closure of the kernel of conv, in X/j(G). Denote by Y+ < M/(G) the
closed subspace of functionals that vanish on Y (equivalently on the keNrnel of convy). We
note that a functional ¢ € M/(G) is in Y1 if and only if there is a map ¢ : L' (G) — C such
that

(1.7) O(frx-xfa) =d([1® - ® fa)va.

Theorem 0.2 suggests that My(G) and Y+ are in a natural correspondence. Then Theorem
0.3 is straightforward since Y+ =~ (X/(G)/Y)* isometrically.

2. MAIN SECTION

In this section, we will prove the main results.

2.1. Mapping from M,(G) into Y+ € M/(G). For p € My(G), we write
(2.1) P(fri® - ®fa) = (o, f1 % * fa) (Le@),11 ()

for all f1,..., fs€ L'(G). Since convy is linear, ¢ extends to a linear functional on L'(G)®
.-+ ® LY(G) and vanish on the kernel of conv,.

Lemma 2.1. The map ¢ € My(G) — ¢ € Y+ < M/(G) is a well defined contraction.

Proof. It ¢ : G — B(H,K) is a bounded weakly measurable map, we can extend it to a
bounded linear map ¢ : L' (G) — B(H,K) as

E(f)v,w) = Lf(x)<§(x)v,w>dx, veH, wek.
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Clearly, we have || < sup,q ||€(x)]. For ¢ € My(G), we choose separable H;’s and WOT-
continuous &;’s as in Lemma 1.3. Observe that

E(fr) - €alfa)va, vo) = J @) (@) (f2) - Ealfa)va, voddzy
- L L Fr(@n) fo(2)(Ex(w2)E5(23) - - Ea(fa)va, €1 (1) voddzady

(2.2)
:f f fi(@1) - fa(xa){€a(xa)va, Ea—1(za—1)" - & (21) vo)dag - - - dy
¢ Jo

= f f fi(@y) - fa(za)p(zr - za)dzg - - daa
G G

= (p, fr® = fa) e @@),L1 @) = P(FLO - ® fa).

for all f1,..., fs € L*(G). By Corollary 1.6, ¢ extend to a bounded linear functional on
X (G) with

d d
ol < TI&l < T Tlgilo = lellar,-
i=1 i=1

This proves the lemma. O
2.2. Mapping from Y! € M/(G) into My(G). We want to define a contraction
peYt — de MyG)

that is inverse to the map in Lemma 2.1. Let (kj)nen be a bounded left-right approximate
identity of L'(Q) consisting of compactly supported, positive, self-adjoint functions, i.e.
kn € Co(G) g, ks = kin, [knlly <1, [knx f— fl1 — 0, and || f 5k — 1 — 0 for aufeLl( ).
For ¢ € Y+, define ¢ as

(2.3) ¢:xeG—limo\z)k, ® - ®ky)vg
We will see soon that the above is a well defined continuous function on G.
Lemma 2.2. The map ¢ € Y+ < M)(G) — ¢ € My(G) is a well defined contraction.

Proof. Let ¢ € Y1, Choose H;’s and 7;’s as in Lemma 1.7. Denote h,, = k, % --- % k,. Then
(hn)nen is also a bounded approximate identity with the same properties. Take any = € G.

For v; = mip1(fi * fir1)niv2(five) - ma(fa)va € Hi and vi—y = [m(f1) -+ mi—1(fi1)]"v0 €
H;_1 with f1,..., fq € LY(G), define the operator 7j; () as

i (@)vi,vim1) ={P(1® - ® fir1 ®AN2) fi ® fir1 ® - ® fa)va, vo)
= (m(f1) - mima(fim)ni(A(@) fo)niva (fivn) - - - ma(fa)va, vo)

= LG (f1) - i1 (fi)m A @) o+ fi) i1 (Fin) - - nal fa)va, vo)
= lirfln@(fl s fiogw Ma)hn * fixoox fa),v0)

= L (f1) - - i1 (fi0)i (AN @) e )i1 (fi % fier) - - ma( fa)va, vo)
= ligl(m()\(:c)hn)vi, Vio1).

(2.4)
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This extends to a well defined linear map on the linear span of v;’s because ¢ € Y' and
Ho = Hqg = C. Since LY(G) * L*(G) is dense in L'(G) and ;41 is continuous, such v;’s
are total in H;. By density and boundedness, 7;(x) extends to a bounded linear map in
B(H;, H;—1) with norm not exceeding |7;||. In other words, we have 7; : G — B(H;, Hi—1)
well defined and uniformly bounded by [7;|. Observe that

(1) - Tla(xa)va = lim - lim o (A(@1)hn,) - 1a(A(@a) oy )va
= lim---lim &(A(xl)hm w0k N @ge1) iy, * N@g)kng - % k)
n1
= lim - -limng (AMz1)hny * - % A@a-1)hng_y * A@a)kng )12 (Kng) - Na(kng)va
= lim i (A1 2a)kn )02(kng) - 12 (kng )va
= liin d(A (1 2)kn Qkp ® -+ ® ky)vg.
This shows that the function ¢ from (2.3) is well defined and in My(Gq) with
5 d d
I@0n, < Tlasl < T [l = 19l
i=1 i=1

1= 3

Since the map x € G+ \(z)g € L'(G) is continuous for every g € C.(G) (see for example
[Ped89, Lemma 6.6.11]), {7;(-)vs,vi—1) is a pointwise limit of continuous functions, hence
measurable. Now, the continuity of ¢ follows from Lemma 1.1 by putting

H=Ha, Alx)=ialz o, By) = [i(y))ile) - ia1(e)]*vo.
This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 0.2. It only remains to prove that the maps in Lemma 2.1 and Lemma
2.2 are inverse to each other. If ¢ € M;(G), by definition (2.1) and (2.3) we have

o(x) = lign PN x)kn ® -+ @ kn)vg
= hyrln((p, Aa)kp, %o % ]{)n)(Loo(G)7L1(G))
= p(x).

for almost every z € G, but since both ¢ and ¢ are continuous, they coincide. Conversely,
if $ € Y-, we have

SN ® - ®fs) = ( fre-- s fa) =)0 (@)

= . Glzy - 2q) fi(z1) - falwg)dmy - - - dag

= | (@) na(za)va, vo)fi(xr) - -+ fa(za)dry - - - dzg

Gn
= (m(f1) -+ na(fa)va, vo)
=o(f1® @ fa)

for all f1,..., fq € C.(G). By totality and continuity, we get gzcb = ¢. O
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Proof of Theorem 0.3. Hanh-Banach’s theorem yields that Y+ =~ (X/(G)/Y)* isometrically.
Thus, by Theorem 0.2 we have an isometric isomorphism

itpeMy(G) — [¢] € (X5(G)/Y)*
such that

(2.5) [PI[A® @ fal) = (o, f1 % * fa) (L)1 (@)
for all f1,..., fg€ L'(G). If we restrict its dual map onto X/(G)/Y, we get an isometry
i*: XN(Q))Y — My(G)*

onto a closed subspace of My(G)* (which is a Banach predual of M;(G)) such that i*([f1 ®

- ®fd]) = fix-- = fyforall fi,..., fg€ L} (G). Since the inclusions L' (G)®--- Q@ L'(G) <
X(G) and LY(G)*? < LY(G) < X4(G) are dense, we deduce that i*(X}(G)/Y) = X4(G)
and M;(G) = X4(G)* isometrically. O

Proof of Theorem 0.8. The "if” part is handled in [Bat23b, Theorem 1.4]. We now prove
the other direction.

Suppose that 2 € G is a measurable, finite measured fundamental domain for I' so that
we have G = | | . 7€2. We can normalize the Haar measure dw of G so that ) has measure
1. Define a unital mapping

i1 pe L(G) — i(p) € ((T), iw»w>=J;@wwa

We claim that this map is normal. To see that, it is enough to show that the dual map ¢*
sends ¢1(T") into L}(G). Take any f € £*(T"). Observe that

(0, () (e @),zo@yx) = (19); ) ()00 (r)) Z f(y f

vyell

=j<2f ) #(9)dg

vyell

and

dw < S F)IRQ = If]1 < .

vyel

D@

f ~yell

This shows that i*(f) is in L'(G) and the claim is true.
Take any ¢ € My(G) and let &’s be as in Lemma 1.3. Observe that

uwm~w@=L¢m~nwww=mmw<¢m%nL@mmmk

This shows that the mapping

is well defined and norm decreasing. Moreover, it is o(Mg(G), Xq(G))-o(My4(I'), Xq(T ))
continuous since i* : £}(T') — L!(G) is well defined and the inclusions /! (I') € X4(I') and
LY(G) € X4(G) are dense.
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Take any ¢ € C.(G). Observe that

2

li(o)l3 = 3

vyell

L p(yw)dw

< 3 | letru)du | 12w = ol < o
‘ade Q

In other words, i(p) € £2(I') = A(T).

Now the proof is straightforward. As G has My-AP, there is a net (¢;) in C.(G) n My(QG)
that converges to 1 in o(My(G), Xq(G))-topology. Then, (i(¢;)) is a net in A(T") that
converges to 1 in o(My(T"), X4(T"))-topology. As pointed out in [Bat23b, Definition 2.2 and

Remark 2.3], this is enough to deduce that I" has My-AP. ]
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