
A NOTE ABOUT DUAL REPRESENTATIONS OF GROUP
ACTIONS ON LIPSCHITZ-FREE SPACES

MICHAEL MEGRELISHVILI

Abstract. Let F(M) be the Lipschitz-free space of a pointed metric space M . For
every isometric continuous group action of G we have an induced continuous dual
action on the weak-star compact unit ball BF(M)∗ of the dual space Lip0(M) =
F(M)∗. We pose the question when a given abstract continuous action of G on
a topological space X can be represented through a G-subspace of BF(M)∗ . One
of such natural examples is the so-called metric compactification (of isometric G-
spaces) for a pointed metric space. As well as the Gromov G-compactification of a
bounded metric G-space. Note that there are sufficiently many representations of
compact G-spaces on Lipschitz-free spaces.
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1. Introduction

The Lipschitz-free space F(M) is a Banach space canonically defined for every
pointed metric space M which captures several metric properties of M . The theory
of Lipschitz-free spaces is a rapidly growing important direction. See, for example,
[5, 1, 13] and references therein. Alternative terminology is the free Banach space of
M as in a work by V. Pestov [11].

In the present note we propose to study dual representations of abstract continuous
group actions on Banach spaces F(M).

First we give necessary definitions. To every Banach space (V, || · ||) one may
associate several important structures. Among others: the topological group Is(V ) of
all linear onto isometries (in its strong operator topology), its canonical dual action on
the weak-star compact unit ball BV ∗ of the dual Banach space V ∗. One of the natural
ideas is to give a kind of linearization of abstract continuous actions G×X → X of
a topological group G on a topological space (we say, a G-space) through the dual
action on some BV ∗ .
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Definition 1.1. [8, 3, 4] Let X be a G-space. A representation of (G,X) on a Banach
space V is a pair

h : G → Is(V ), α : X → V ∗

where h : G → Is(V ) is a continuous homomorphism and α : X → V ∗ is a weak∗

continuous bounded (e.g., α(X) ⊂ BV ∗) G-mapping with respect to the dual action

G× V ∗ → V ∗, (gφ)(v) := φ(g−1v).

G×X

h
��

α
��

// X

α

��
Is(V )× V ∗ // V ∗

Proper representation will mean that α is a topological embedding. Note that when X
is compact then every weak-star continuous α : X → V ∗ is necessarily bounded.

This definition brings some new tools studying abstract dynamical G-systems using
the geometry of Banach spaces. For some applications and more information we refer
to [8, 4].

Our aim in the present note is to propose linearizations of actions (in the sense of
Definition 1.1) but just on the Lipschitz-free space V := F(M). See Definition 3.2
as a special case of Definition 1.1. Theorem 3.8 provides a kind of such linearization
for the so-called metric compactification (of isometric G-spaces) for a pointed metric
space. As well as the Gromov G-compactification of a bounded metric G-space.

Note that (see Remark 3.4) there are sufficiently many representations of compact
G-spaces on the Lipschitz-free spaces F(M). Below we give a necessary background
and pose some general questions (3.3, 3.5, 3.6).

Acknowledgment. I would like to thank the organizers and participants of the First
Conference on Lipschitz-Free Spaces (Besancon, September 2023) for their inspiration
and stimulating discussions. A part of the present article’s ideas was presented on
this conference.

2. Lipschitz-free spaces

Here we recall shortly well known facts about Lipschitz-free spaces. Let M be a
nonempty set. A molecule of M is a formal finite sum

m =
n∑

i=1

ci(xi − yi),

where xi, yi ∈ M, ci ∈ R, n ∈ N. It can be identified with a function m : M → R
having a finite support such that

∑
x∈M m(x) = 0. The set Mol(M) of all molecules

is a vector space over R. Now, let d be a pseudometric on M . Define

||m||d := inf{
n∑

i=1

|ci|d(xi, yi) : m =
n∑

i=1

ci(xi − yi)}.

This is a seminorm on Mol(M). It is well known (and not hard to show) that || · ||d
is a norm if and only if d is a metric. In this case (Mol(M), || · ||d) is said to be the
Arens-Eells normed space of (M,d). Mostly we write simply Mol(M) and || · ||.
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Remark 2.1. Note that this norm sometimes is called Kantorovich-Rubinstein norm
and it plays a major role in a classical branch of the optimization theory. Namely, in
transportation problems.

Denote by F(M) the completion of (Mol(M), || · ||). This Banach space is said to
be the Lipschitz-free space of (M,d).
Let (M,d,0) be a pointed metric space with a distinguished point 0 ∈ M . For

every x ∈ M define the molecule χx := x− 0. The set {χx : x ∈ X} is a Hamel base
of the vector space Mol(M,d). Define the following natural injection

χ : M → Mol(M,d), x 7→ χx.

Clearly, χ0 is the zero element 0 of F(M).
Now recall the description of the dual Banach space F(M)∗ of F(M) (equivalently,

the dual of the normed space Mol(M,d)). For every functional F : F(M) → R we
have an induced function f : M → R, f(x) := F (χx − 0) = F (χx). Conversely, for
every real function f : M → R with f(0) = 0 define F : Mol(M,d) → R extending f
linearly. Formally, F (m) =

∑n
i=1 ci(f(xi) − f(yi)) for every m ∈

∑n
i=1 ci(xi − yi) ∈

Mol(M,d). Note that for pointed metric spaces every molecule can be represented as
m =

∑n
i=1 rixi =

∑n
i=1 ri(χxi

− 0). These observations are useful for example in the
verification of Fact 2.2.

By Lip0(X) we denote the space of all Lipschitz functions f : X → R satisfying
f(0) = 0. It is well known that Lip0(X) is a Banach space with respect to the natural
norm ||f || := Lip(f). Recall some well known important properties.

Fact 2.2. Let (M,d,0) be a pointed metric space. Then

(1) F(M)∗ = Lip0(M).
(2) Weak-star topology on bounded subsets F(M)∗ = Lip0(X) coincides with the

topology of pointwise convergence.
(3) ||m||d is the largest seminorm on Mol(M,d) such that ||χx − χy|| ≤ d(x, y).

Moreover, ||χx − χy||d = d(x, y). That is, χ : M → Mol(M) is an isometric
embedding.

(4) (Universal property) Let V be a Banach space and f ∈ Lip0(M,V ) there
exists a unique bounded linear map Tf ∈ L(F(M), V ) such that f = Tf ◦ χ
and ||Tf || = ||f ||Lip.

(5) (Canonical linearization) Let f : (M1,0) → (M2,0) be a Lipschitz map be-
tween two pointed metric spaces extends to a unique continuous linear map
f̄ : F(M1) → F(M2) such that f̄ ◦ χ1 = χ2 ◦ f .

M1

χ1

��

f // M2

χ2

��
F(M1)

f̄ // F(M2)

3. Representation of dynamical systems on Lipschitz-free spaces

As before we denote by (M,d,0) a pointed metric space. Suppose that we have an
isometric continuous left action π : G×M → M of a topological group G on M such
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that g0 = 0 for every g ∈ G. Naturally extending this action to the normed space
Mol(M) of all molecules we get a continuous isometric linear action

G×Mol(M) → Mol(M).

Passing to the completion we obtain an unique continuous linear (isometric) extension

G× F(M) → F(M).

Let h : G → Is(F(M)) be the corresponding canonically defined continuous group
homomorphism, where Is(F(M)) is the topological group of all linear isometries
(endowed with the strong operator topology). Note that if G is a subgroup of the
topological group Is(M,d) (with the pointwise topology) then h is a topological group
embedding. It follows that every pointed metric space with an isometric action (which
fixes the distinguished point) admits a natural linearization on F(M). In Definition
3.2 we deal with a different kind of linearization when the main target is the actions
on the dual ball BF(M)∗ .

Lemma 3.1. The induced dual action π∗ : G×BF(M)∗ → BF(M)∗ is continuous, where
BF(M)∗ is the weak-star compact unit ball in the dual space F(M)∗.

Proof. This is a particular case of a general well know fact (see, for example, [8,
Fact 2.2]) which is true for all isometric linear actions of G on Banach spaces V .
More precisely, the dual action G × BV ∗ → BV ∗ is continuous for every topological
subgroup G ⊆ Is(V ) and every normed space V , where BV ∗ is the weak-star compact
unit ball. □

Definition 3.2. Let X be a topological G-space and M be a pointed metric space. A
representation of (G,X) on F(M) is a pair (h, α) where h : G → Is(M) is a con-
tinuous homomorphism and α : X → BF(M)∗ is a weak-star continuous G-equivariant
map.

Question 3.3. Let M be a some class of pointed metric spaces. Which dynamical
systems (G,X) can be properly represented on F(M) for some M ∈ M ? Especially,
whenever M somehow is related to the original topological space X.

Recall that (in view of Definition 1.1) proper representation simply means that α is
a topological embedding. Every properly representable G-space is G-compactifiable.

Remark 3.4. Note that there are sufficiently many representations of compact G-
spaces on the Lipschitz-free spaces F(M). Indeed, one may show that if K is a compact
G-space then (G,K) admits a proper representation on F(M), where M := BC(K) is
the norm closed unit ball as the desired metric space (zero of the Banach space C(K)
is the distinguished point).

Question 3.5. For every f ∈ BF(M)∗ (individual 1-Lipschitz function on M) we
have a compact G-space Kf := clw∗(Gf) ⊂ BF(M)∗. It would be interesting to study
dynamical properties of such dynamical systems (G,Kf ).

Question 3.6. For every f ∈ BF(M)∗ and every v ∈ M one may consider the corre-
sponding matrix coefficient (which is bounded right uniformly continuous)

mf,v : G → R, g 7→ f(gv).
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It would be interesting to study whether such functions on G belong to dynamically
interesting class of functions. For instance, when mf,v ∈ WAP(G) ? When mf,v ∈
Asp(G) ? When mf,v ∈ Tame(G) ?

For the definitions of the algebras WAP(G),Asp(G),Tame(G) and their roles in
Banach representations theory, see for example, [4].

Example 3.7. If d is a stable metric on G (that is, if it satisfies the double limit
property of Grothendieck) then (making use the Grothendieck’s criterion of WAP)
one may show that mρa,v ∈ WAP(G) for the matrix coefficient defined by any pair
v ∈ Mol(M) and ρa ∈ BF(M)∗, where ρa(x) := d(a, x)−d(a,0) (as defined in Theorem
3.8 below).

In the future we are going to study these (and similar) questions. In the present note
we discuss the so called metric (hori)compactifications interprating it as a particular
case of a representation in the sense of Definition 3.2 and giving a partial response to
general Question 3.3.

3.1. Metric equivariant compactifications. Recall that if (X, d) is a bounded
metric space (not necessarily pointed), with a continuous G-action, then one may
consider the following family of elementary (bounded) distance functions

(3.1) Γ := {ga : X → R, γa(x) := d(a, x)}a∈X .

Let Aγ be a G-invariant closed unital subalgebra of Cb(X) (the algebra of all con-
tinuous bounded functions with the sup-norm) generated by this family. Denote by

γ : X → X̂γ the corresponding compactification (maximal ideal space). Then γ is a
topological embedding because Γ separates points and closed subsets). In fact, γ is
a G-compactification as it was mentioned in [9]. That is, there exists a continuous

action G× X̂γ → X̂γ which extends the given action on X. For some examples and
applications (among others, for the Urysohn’s sphere) we refer to [7] and [12]. In
particular, note that the Gromov compactification of the Urysohn sphere (SU , d) can
be identified with the greatest G-compactification of SU with respect to the action of
its Polish isometry group G := Is(SU).

Below we deal with a closely related general construction of the so called metric

compactifications m : M → M̂ . This concept was introduced by M. Gromov but
there are several (distinct versions in the literature). Note that m is always contin-
uous injective but not necessarily an embedding. Relevant information about metric
(hori)compactifications can be found, for example, in [10, 6, 2].

Let us say that a point x0 in (M,d) is equidistant if d(x, x0) = c0 > 0 is constant
for every x ∈ M \{x0}. Clearly, then d is bounded, diam(M,d) ≤ 2c0. Conversely, for
bounded metrics, one may adjoin a new point 0 which is equidistant. This also is very
useful in view of actions because in this way any isometric G-action on a bounded
metric G-space M can be naturally embedded into an isometric G-action on M ∪{0}
fixing the new isolated point. In this case assertion (3) of Theorem 3.8 in fact speaks
about the ”original” non-pointed metric space M and its Gromov compactification.

Below h : G → Is(F(M)), as before, be the canonically defined continuous homo-
morphism induced by the action of G on F(M).
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Theorem 3.8. Let (M,d,0) be an isometric G-space. Define

ρ : M → (F(M)∗, w∗), ρ(a) = ρa,

where

ρa(x) := d(a, x)− d(a,0).

(1) Then the pair (h, ρ) is a well defined continuous injective representation of the
G-space M on F(M), with ρ(0) = 0F and ||ρ(a)||Lip = 1 for every a ∈ M \{0}.

(2) The induced continuous (injective) G-map

ρ : M → M̂ := clw∗ρ(M) ⊂ BF(M)∗

is equivalent to the metric (hori)compactification of (M,d,0).
(3) If 0 is equidistant (or, equivalently, if there exists an equidistant point in M)

then ρ is a topological embedding and the induced compactification

ρ : M \ {0} → clw∗ρ(M \ {0})
is equivalent to the Gromov compactification of (M \ {0}, d).

Proof. (1) First shortly observe that ρ is well defined. We repeatedly use the
equality F(M)∗ = Lip0(M) (Fact 2.2.1).

Indeed, ρ0(x) = 0 for every x ∈ M . Hence, ρ0 = ρ(0) = 0F. Also,

|ρa(x)− ρa(y)| = |d(a, x)− d(a,0)− (d(a,0)− d(a, y))| ≤ d(x, y).

Hence, ||ρa||Lip ≤ 1 for every a ∈ M . Furthermore,

|ρa(x)− ρa(a)| = |d(a, x)− d(a,0)− d(a,0) + d(a, a)| = d(a, x).

Therefore, ||ρa||Lip = ||ρ(a)||Lip = 1 for every a ∈ M \ {0}.

ρ is injective. Indeed, let a, b ∈ M and ρa(x) = ρb(x) for every x ∈ M . Then,
in particular, ρa(a) = ρb(a) and ρa(b) = ρb(b). So, d(a,0)− 0 = d(b,0)− d(a, b) and
d(a,0)− d(b, a) = d(b,0)− 0. Then we get 2d(a, b) = 0. Hence, a = b.

For every x ∈ M define the following function

φx : M → R, φx(a) := d(a, x)− d(a,0) = ρa(x).

Then φx is bounded because |φx(a)| ≤ d(0, x) and continuous by

|φx(a1)− φc(a2)| ≤ 2d(a1, a2).

Every function ρa can be identified with the following element of RM as follows:

(ρa(x))x∈X = (d(a, x)− d(a,0))x∈M = (φx(a))x∈X ∈ RM .

Since φx(a) := d(a, x) − d(a,0) = ρa(x), the function ρ : M → RM , a 7→ ρa is the
diagonal product of the following family of functions Φ := {φx : x ∈ M}. Denote by
τw the corresponding pointwise (weak) topology on ρ(M) which coincides with the
topology of the corresponding precompact uniformity µΦ on M .

As we already established, ρ(M) ⊂ BF(M)∗ ⊂ Lip0(M) holds. Since ρ(M) is norm
bounded in Lip0(M), the weak-star topology inherits on ρ(M) the pointwise topology
(Fact 2.2.2). That is exactly the subspace topology τw of the product RM . Every
φx : M → R is continuous. Hence, τw ⊆ top(d). This implies that the injection
ρ : M → BF(M)∗ is continuous.
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ρ is G-equivariant. That is, ρ(ga) = gρ(a) for every g ∈ G. Indeed,

ρ(ga)(x) = ρga(x) = d(ga, x)− d(ga,0) = d(a, g−1x)− d(a,0) = ρa(g
−1x) = (gρa)(x)

for every x ∈ M . For a description of the dual action see Definition 1.1.

(2) It is well known that the metric compactification m : M → M̂ is the completion
of the precompact uniformity µΦ on X generated by the family (of bounded) functions
Φ := {φx : x ∈ M}. See, for example, [2, Section 2.4].

(3) We have to show that ρ is a topological embedding of (M, top(d)) into the
weak-star compact space (BF(M)∗ , w

∗).
Since 0 is equidistant, there exists c0 > 0 such that d(x,0) = c0 for every x ∈

M \ {0}. Therefore, φx(a) = d(a, x) − c0. We claim that the following family of
functions

(3.2) Γ0 := {φx : X → R, φx(a) = d(a, x)− c0)}x∈M .

separates points and closed subsets in M . Indeed, for every closed subset B ⊂ M
and a point x0 /∈ B we have φx0(x0) = −c0 and φx0(b) ≥ c1 − c0 for every b ∈ B,
where c1 := d(x0, B) > 0. Hence, φx0(x0) ̸= cl(φx0(B)).

Clearly, the family ΦX := {φx|X : x ∈ X}, with X := M \{0}, generates the same
unital subalgebra of Cb(X) as the family

Γ := {γa : X → R, γa(x) := d(a, x)}a∈X
from Equation 3.1.

□

Remark 3.9.

(1) One of the corollaries of Theorem 3.8 is that for every isometric pointed metric
G-space M the canonically defined representation (h, ρ) on its own Lipschitz-
free space F(M) is an injective representation of (G,M) which in fact induces
the classical metric compactification.

(2) The metric compactification m : M → M̂ is always continuous and injective
for every pointed metric space M but in general it is not a topological em-
bedding. As an important sufficient condition, note that an important fact in
metric geometry which asserts that m is a topological embedding for every com-
plete geodesic and proper (the latter means that all closed balls are compact)
metric space (M,d).

(3) The metric compactification is independent (up to the homeomorphism) of the
choice of base point. This justifies the first line in assertion (3) of Theorem
3.8.

(4) The topology of m(M) inherited from M̂ is the weak topology (in terms of [10])
generated by the family Φ (see also [2, Remark 2.6]).

(5) The continuity of the induced G-action on X̂ was verified in [2, Lemma 2.5].
This fact follows directly from the continuity of the dual actions Lemma 3.1.
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