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GROUP APPROXIMATION IN CAYLEY TOPOLOGY AND COARSE
GEOMETRY,
PART II: FIBRED COARSE EMBEDDINGS.

MASATO MIMURA AND HIROKI SAKO

ABSTRACT. The objective of this series is to study metric geometric properties of disjoint
unions of Cayley graphs of amenable groups by group properties of the Cayley accumu-
lation points in the space of marked groups. In this Part II, we prove that a disjoint
union admits a fibred coarse embedding into a Hilbert space (as a disjoint union) if and
only if the Cayley boundary of the sequence in the space of marked groups is uniformly
a-T-menable. We furthermore extend this result to ones with other target spaces. By
combining our main results with constructions of Osajda and Arzhantseva—Osajda, we
construct two systems of markings of a certain sequence of finite groups with two opposite
extreme behaviors of the resulting two disjoint unions: With respect to one marking, the
space has property A. On the other hand, with respect to the other, the space does not
admit fibred coarse embeddings into Banach spaces with non-trivial type (for instance,
uniformly convex Banach spaces) or Hadamard manifolds; the Cayley limit group is,
furthermore, non-exact.

CONTENTS

1. Introduction

2. Precise statements of main results and the organization of this paper

3. Preliminaries

3.1.  Space of k-marked groups and Cayley topology

3.2. Fibred coarse embeddings

3.3. Equivariant coarse embeddings and a-M-menability

4. Several operations on (pointed) metric spaces

4.1. Direct {,-products and metric ultraproducts

4.2.  The classes UP(M), Fy(M), FS4(M) and £,(M)

4.3. A model example of closeness under formation of several operations

4.4. Examples of classes of Banach spaces

4.5. Examples of classes of non-linear metric spaces

5. Idea of the proof: Metric ultraproducts and the key to non-linear version of
Gromov’s trick

5.1.  Metric ultraproducts and proof of Proposition

5.2.  Metric ultraproducts of fragmentary actions

5.3. Key to the non-linear version of Gromov’s trick

BEREER BEEEREEEEEmes

Date: March 15, 2019.
2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 20F65; Secondary 20F69.
Key words and phrases. Fibred coarse embedding; a-T-menability; space of marked groups; exact
groups; expanders.
Work was in part done while the first-named author was partially supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant
Number JP25800033.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.10614v2

2 MASATO MIMURA AND HIROKI SAKO

6. From fibred coarse embeddings to equivariant embeddings of groups in the
Cayley boundary

6.1. Proof for finite marked group sequences

6.2. Non-linear version of Gromov’s trick and proof for amenable group sequences

7. From equivariant equi-coarse embeddings of the Cayley boundary to fibred
coarse embeddings

8. The absorption trick

8.1. Standard (restricted) wreath products

8.2.  The absorption trick

9. Examples

9.1. Special linear groups

9.2. Three markings one of whose limit is amenable but the others are non-exact

9.3. Embedded Banach expanders

9.4. Uniformity is not automatic for a-M-menability

9.5. Upper triangular products

9.6. Embedded expanders from fixed point property, and exotic examples from

symmetric groups
Acknowledgments
References

EEE BEEEEEERREE EBEEE

1. INTRODUCTION

The main topics of this paper are the fibred coarse embeddings of disjoint unions of
Cayley graphs and equivariant coarse embeddings of groups. Before proceeding to these
two concepts, we first recall the definition of (genuine) coarse embeddings. By generalized
metrics, we mean metrics that possibly take the value +o0o. A basic example of generalized
metric spaces is constructed as follows. For a sequence of metric spaces (X, dp )men, we
define a generalized metric d on | |,,cy Xom by d(z,y) = dpm(z,y) if 2,y € X, for some m
and d(x,y) = +o0 otherwise. We call the resulting generalized metric space (|_|,,cr Xm, d)
the disjoint union, and simply write it as | |,y Xm-

Definition 1.1. Let (X,dx) be a generalized metric space and M be a non-empty class
of (genuine) metric spaces.

(1) Let (M,dpr) be a (generalized) metric space. A (possibly discontinuous and possibly
non-injective) map f: X — M is said to be a coarse embedding, if there exist two non-
decreasing functions p,w: [0,00) — [0,00) that are proper (namely, lim,_, ., p(r) =
lim, oo w(r) = +00) such that for all z1, 29 € X such that dx(z1,22) < +00,

pldx (z1,22)) < dp(f(21), f(22)) < wldx(21,72))

holds true. The p, w, (p,w) are, respectively, called a compression function, an expan-
ston function and a control pair for f.

(2) We say that X admits a coarse embedding into M if there exist M € M and a coarse
embedding f: X — M.

(3) We say the pair (p,w) of two non-decreasing proper functions [0,00) — [0,00) is a
control pair for X into M if there exist M € M and a coarse embedding f: X — M
such that (p,w) is a control pair for f. Denote by CP (X)) the set of all control pairs
for X into M.
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(4) If X = G is a marked group (with the metric dg; see Subsection B.l), we write

CPm(X) as CP,(G) in order to distinguish it from the set CP&A(G) of equivariant
control pairs; compare with Definition B.10l

We make a remark that our convention on coarse embeddability of generalized metric
spaces, as in (i) above, is slightly non-standard. More precisely, we impose no condition on
any pair of points with infinite distance to formulate coarse embeddabilty. This is because
our model example of generalized metric spaces is the disjoint unions of an infinite family
of connected graphs; in that case, it is natural to put no conditions on pairs of two vertices
in distinct components.

The notion of fibred coarse embeddings was introduced by Chen—Wang—Yu [CWY13].
This is a weakening of the (genuine) coarse embeddability; see Remark In this paper,
since we consider the disjoint union of possibly infinite graphs, we relax the condition on
exceptional sets, and call the modified notion that of fibred coarse embeddings as a disjoint
union; see Definition B.4l This new notion coincides with the original notion of [CWY13]
for a coarse disjoint union of finite graphs; see Remark In [CWY13|, they proved
that if a coarse disjoint union X of finite graphs of uniformly bounded degree admits a
fibred coarse embedding into a Hilbert space, then the maximal Baum—Connes conjecture
holds for X. Furthermore, Chen—Wang—Wang |[CWW14] proved that if X above admits
a fibred coarse embedding into a complete, connected and simply connected Riemannian
manifold with non-positive sectional curvature (it is called an Hadamard manifold), then
the coarse Novikov conjecture holds for X. M. Finn-Sell [FS14] studied a coarse disjoint
union of finite connected graphs with uniformly bounded degree, in relation with the
associated boundary groupoid, that admits a fibred coarse embedding into a Hilbert space;
he deduced the coarse strong Novikov conjecture for such a metric space.

The concept of equivariant coarse embedding is defined for finitely generated groups in
terms of isometric actions. It relates to Gromov’s a-T-menability if the target space is a
Hilbert space, and to a-M-menability in general cases; see Definition B.10l

We employ the space of (k-)marked groups G(k) to study a relationship between these
two notions. This space was intensively studied by R. I. Grigorchuk [Gri84] Section 6], and
it is the space of (equivalence classes of) all pairs of a group and a k-generating ordered
set. The space G(k) is equipped with the topology of local convergence as rooted diagrams.
This topology is sometimes called the Cayley topology, and it is compact and metrizable.
We will briefly recall G(k) in Subsection BIl For a sequence (G,,)men, we consider the
following two objects:

e The disjoint union | |,,, .y Cay(Gy,) of Cayley graphs, which is a generalized metric
space without group structure.
e The Cayley boundary Ocay(Gm)men(C G(k)), defined as follows.

Definition 1.2. The Cayley boundary Ocay(Gm)men is defined as the set of all
accumulation points of (G, )men in G(k) in the Cayley topology.

It forms a non-empty compact set, consisting of marked groups Goo € Ocay(Gm)men-

Definition 1.3. Let K be a non-empty subset of G(k) (k € N>1). For a non-empty class
of metric spaces M, we say that K is uniformly a-M-menable if it admits equivariant
equi-coarse embeddings into M. That means, there exists a common pair (p,w) of non-
decreasing proper functions [0,00) — [0,00) such that for every G € K, (p,w) is an
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equivariant control pair from G into M. In short, it holds that

) CPI(G) #0;

GeK
see Definition [3.10] for related definitions.

Our main result, Theorem [A] requires several technical terminologies for the statement.
In this introduction, instead of stating it, we exhibit a corollary to Theorem [Al, Theo-
rem [[L4l It, in particular, relates fibred coarse embeddability into a Hilbert space (as
a disjoint union) of the disjoint union of Cayley graphs of amenable marked groups to
uniform a-T-menability of the Cayley boundary. We refer the reader to Section [2 for the
statement of Theorem [Al

Theorem 1.4 (See Corollary [Bl for more detailed statements.). Let (Gy,)men be a se-
quence of amenable marked groups in G(k). The disjoint union | |,y Cay(Gp) admits a
fibred coarse embedding into a Hilbert space as a disjoint union if and only if Ocay (Gm)men
is uniformly a-T-menable.

More generally, for fized q € [1,00), | ey Cay(Gm) admits a fibred coarse embedding
into Lq, that means the Lebesque Lg-space Lgy([0,1],R), if and only if Ocay(Gm)men is
uniformly a-Lq-menable.

Some work has been done by other researchers before our results in the context of box
spaces for a RF (Residually Finite) group. If a finitely generated infinite group G with
a finite generating set S admits a chain (Ny,)men, Nm+1 < Np, of normal subgroups of
finite index in G such that (,,cy Vi = {ea}, then the box space of G is defined by

0G = Ow,,.G = [[ Cay(G/Nm; S mod Nyy),

meN

where ], denotes a coarse disjoint union (see [MSI3| Definition 2.17.(2)] and Subsec-
tion[3.2). Chen-Wang—Wang [CWW13] showed that (G admits a fibred coarse embedding
into a Hilbert space if and only if G is a-T-menable. They also showed that for a metric
space M, if G is a-M-menable, then [JG admits a fibred coarse embedding into M. The
present paper supplies several examples that admit fibred coarse embeddings into Hilbert
spaces, but that do not admit genuine coarse embeddings; compare with Example
Here we stress that the following points are visible only after extending the framework
from the class of box spaces to our general class; see the definitions of RF/LEF/LEA
groups in Definition
(a) The Cayley boundary Ocay(G,)m may consist of infinitely many points.
(b) Even when Ocay (G,)m is a singleton {Go}, the Cayley limit group Goo = lim,, Gy,
is in the class of LEA (Locally Embeddable into Amenable groups) group when G,
m € N, is amenable; it is in the class of LEF (Locally Embedabble into Finite groups)
group when G,,, m € N, is furthermore finite. In general, the implications

RF =— LEF = LEA

hold, and none of the implications can be reversed; see [MSI13l, Subsection 2.2].
(c) Coarse properties of | | . Cay(G,, Sim) may be considerably affected by the choice
of the system (S,,)m of generators of G,,, even when it might look a slight change.

To illustrate point (¢) above, we study the following example. Here we set

Noad = {3,5,7,...}.
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(This set denotes the set of odd integers at least 3; this is for a technical reason to avoid
using 2m + 1 everywhere in the example below.)

FEzample 1.5. Fix a prime p. For n € N>y, denote by Fj,» the finite field of order p™. It
is well known that the multiplicative group F;n is cyclic; for each p and each n, we fix a
generator t, = t,, € Fyn of it. Fix a sequence (1, )men,,, of positive integers such that
lim,,—s 00 My, = +00.

Let Gy, = SL(m,Fpnm). Then for m € Nygq, we consider the following two systems
(Sm)meN,aqs (Tm)meN,q, of generators of Gy,.

e For m € Nygq, Sy = (o™, 0™ 70m) Here

odd

1 1 0 0 1 t,, 0 - 0
0 1 0 : 0 1 0 :
odm=1": o 1 , vm™ = 0 1 ;
0 : 0
0 0 1 0 0 1
and
0 - 0 1
1 0 0
M=o 1 o0
0 -~ 0 1 0

Define X' = ler,(nm) = Unen, .y, Cav(Gm; Sm).
e For m € Nygq, Trn = (6™, 6’ 0™ 7)) Here o™, v(™ and 7™ are the

same as above, and ¢/(™ = t¢(M) ig the transpose of ¢(™).
Define Y’ = Y;f’(nm) = Unen, .y Cav(Gm; Tim).

For the proof of the fact that S,, and T}, are, respectively, markings of G,,, see [MS13|
Remark 5.5].
For these X’ and Y’, we have the following contrast.

Corollary 1.6 (See Corollary 2.2] for more detailed statements.). Let X' and Y’ be as in
Example [L5L

(1) ([MS13, Remark 5.10]) The space X' enjoys property A of G. Yu [Yu00]. In particular,
X' admits a coarse embedding into every infinite dimensional Banach space; see the
discussion below.

(2) The space Y’ does not admit a fibred coarse embedding as a disjoint union into Biypes1,
the class of all Banach spaces with (linear, also known as Rademacher) type > 1; see

(4) of Example ATTl

For the first item, see also [MS13| Corollary B and Proposition 2.22] in our Part I paper.
In the current paper, we do not recall the definition of property A; see [Yu00] or [MS13]
Definition 2.19]. Yu [Yu0O] showed that property A implies the coarse embeddability
into a Hilbert space. By the Dvoretzky theorem [BL0O0O, Chapter 12] and a theorem of
M. I. Ostrovskii [Ost12], it then follows that a locally finite generalized metric space with
property A admits a coarse embedding into every infinite dimensional Banach space. Thus
we obtain the second assertion of (1) above. At the other end of the spectrum, by (2), the



6 MASATO MIMURA AND HIROKI SAKO

space Y’/ above does not admit a fibred coarse embedding as a disjoint union into a large
class of Banach spaces, such as uniformly convex Banach spaces (see (7) of Example TT]
for the definition). We refer the reader to [T.J89] and [BLOO|] as treatises on geometry of
Banach spaces.

We investigate phenomena as in point (¢) to a greater extent by employing standard
(restricted) wreath products G ! H; see Subsection B1] for the definition. By making use
of the absorption trick, observed by L. Bartholdi and A. Erschler [BEI5, Lemma 6.13]
(we explain it in Subsection B.2]), we obtain the following extreme example, which relates
to non-ezactness of groups. See [Mim18a] and [Mim18b| for further developments in this
direction.

Theorem 1.7 (See Theorem [C] for the detailed statement.). There exist a sequence of
finite groups (Gp)nen with limy, oo #(Gp) = 0o and d € N such that the following holds
true: There exist three systems (Sp)n, (Tn)n and (Uy)y of d-markings of G,, such that the
following hold true:

(1) The sequence ((én, Sn))nen converges in the Cayley topology to an amenable group.

(2) The sequence ((Gn; Tn))nen converges in the Cayley topology to a group without prop-
erty A. In other words, it is a non-exact group. The Cayley limit group is, however,
a-T-menable.

(3) The sequence ((Gp;Up))nen converges in the Cayley topology to a non-exact group; in
addition, the Cayley limit group is not a-M-menable for M = Biype>1.

In Theorem [[L7, we employ a constructions of D. Osajda [Osal8] of a RF non-exact
group. More precisely, we use the LEF property for that non-exact group. This part of
[Osal§| is built on earlier work of Osajda [Osald] and Arzhantseva—Osajda [AO14]; see
the first part of Subsection See also Remark for item (2) above.

Three examples as in Theorem [I.7] provide three disjoint unions

|_|Cay(én 2 Sn), UCay(Gn :T,) and UCay(Gn :Uy),

whose coarse geometric properties are noteworthily different to each other; see discussions
below Theorem [Cl It may indicate that, beyond the world of box spaces, it is no longer
reasonable to write disjoint unions as | |, Gy, without expressing markings.

In the results above, we furthermore consider classes of non-linear metric spaces, such
as certain classes of CAT(0) spaces. See Section [2 for the precise statements in the full
generality.

We, moreover, observe that point (a) above is striking in the study of fibred coarse
embeddings: Unlike amenability and property (T), uniformity is not automatic for a-M-
menability; compare with [MS13, Proposition 3.4] and [MOSS15, Proposition 5.1]. Owing
to this observation, we answer the question of Yu (in private communication) which asks
whether the fibred coarse embeddability into a Hilbert space is closed under taking finite
direct products. The answer is that it is almost never true for (coarse) disjoint unions:

Proposition 1.8. Let (I'yy)men and (Ap)nen be two sequence of connected graphs of uni-
formly bounded degree. Let X1 = | |,,cny T and Xo = | |, ey An. Endow X1 x Xo with the
structure of a disjoint union

X1 x Xy = |_| (T x Ap),

m,neN
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where I'yy, X Ay, is equipped with the ¢1-metric from dr,, and dy, . Let M be a non-empty
class of metric spaces such that UP(M) C M; see Subsection X2 for the symbol UP(M).
Then X1 x Xo admits a fibred coarse embedding as a disjoint union into M only if
X1 and Xo both admit (genuine) coarse embeddings into M. In particular, this assertion
applies to the case where M = Hilbert, that means, the class of all Hilbert spaces.

If all T',, and A,, are finite, then we may replace disjoint unions above with coarse
disjoint unions. In this case, the product above is equivalent to the product as metric
spaces and fibred coarse embeddings may be taken in the original sense.

The argument for the proof of Proposition [I.8| provides the following exotic example as
well; see also Theorem [D] for another example.

Theorem 1.9. There exists a sequence (I'y)jen of finite graphs of uniformly bounded degree

such that all of the following hold true.

(1) The sequence (I'}); forms an expander family; see Definition [0.0.

(2) The disjoint union | |;cy 'y does not admit a fibred coarse embedding as a disjoint union
into CAT (0)<1, that means, the class of complete CAT(0) space with Izeki-Nayatani
invariant strictly less than 1; see Definition 12 Neither does it admit a fibred coarse
embedding as a disjoint union to Banach spaces that are sphere equivalent (see below)
to a Hilbert space.

(3) There exists a complete CAT(0) space M such that | |;c T admits a biLipschitz em-
bedding into M, namely, it admits a coarse embedding with control pair (p,w), where
p and w are both linear functions.

Here two Banach spaces are said to be sphere equivalent if there exists a bijection ®
between the unit spheres such that ® and ®~! are both uniformly continuous; see [Mim15]
for details. Many reasonable CAT(0) spaces, including Hilbert spaces, all Hadamard
manifolds and all Euclidean buildings associated with simple algebraic groups, belong to
the class CAT (0)<1; see a paper of T. Toyoda [Toyl0] for other examples of elements in
CAT(0)<q.

In Section (2, we present the precise statements of our main results. In the last part of
Section [2, we scratch the idea to prove our main result (Theorem [A]); there we in addition
explain relationships to relevant work by other researchers, and the organization of the
current paper.

Notation and Conventions: We use G for a (non-marked) group and G for a marked
group. We write the group unit of G as eg. A finite generating set S of G is regarded
as an ordered set (sometimes an ordered multi-set) S = (s1,s2,...,sk) so that (G;95) is
seen as a marked group. A marked group G = (G;9) is said to be finite (respectively,
amenable, and a-T-menable) if so is G. For k € N>1, we denote by Fy the free k-marked
group, namely, Fy = (Fj;aq,...,ax). Here (ay,...,a;) denotes a free basis of Fj. For
R € Rxq, let |R] denote the integer part of R. For m € N>y, let [m] = {1,2,...,m}.
We use the terminology isometries for surjective ones; we use geodesics for minimal ones,
namely, a geodesic from y € M to z € M is an isometric embedding c: [0,d(y, z)] — M.
We always exclude the empty-set from metric spaces. For a metric space M, we write the
class {M} consisting only of M as M for short. As mentioned in the introduction, we use
the symbol
Noaa = {3,5,7,...}

for the set of odd integers at least 3. (This is a non-standard notation; nevertheless, we
use it for simplicity of description.)
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2. PRECISE STATEMENTS OF MAIN RESULTS AND THE ORGANIZATION OF THIS PAPER

In this section, we collect our main results for the reader’s convenience. Some of them
require several terminologies for the statements. We suggest the reader first cast a brief
glance at this section to obtain a feel for the main theorems in the present paper, and then
proceed to subsequent sections. He/she may look back on this section to recall the precise
statement of some result when diving into the proof. In the last part of this section, we
describe the organization of the present paper.

To state Theorem [A] we need to formulate several operations on classes of metric spaces:

M = UPM), Fg(M), FSg(M) and (4(M), forq e [1,00).

See Subsection 4.2 and Subsections 4.4l and 3] respectively, for the definitions and ex-
amples. See also Definitions B4 and BI0, respectively, for CPP and CP.

Theorem A (Main Theorem). Let M be a non-empty class of metric spaces. Let (Gp,)men
be a sequence in G(k) (k € N>q).

(i) (1) Assume that all Gy,, m € N, are finite. Then, for every q € [1,00), the following
holds true: If | |,,cn Cay(Gy,) admits a fibred coarse embedding into M as a
disjoint union, then Ocay(Gm)men is uniformly a-Fq,(M)-menable.

Moreover, it holds that for every q € [1,00),

P <U0ay(Gm)> c N P (Ge)

Goo Eacay (Gm)m

(2) Assume that all G, m € N, are amenable. Assume moreover that
o cither there exists ¢ € (1,00) such that for every M € M, there exists an
element L in Fy(M) that is uniquely geodesic, see Definition 2], or
e the class M consists only of Banach spaces (with no restriction on q €
[1,00).
Then for every such q in the first case (respectively, for every q € [1,00) in
the second case) the following holds true: If | |, Cay(Gy,) admits a fibred
coarse embedding into M as a disjoint union, then Ocay(Gm)men s uniformly
a-FS¢(M)-menable.
Moreover, it holds that for every such q above,

P <|_| Cay(Gm)> c M CPhs, ) (Goo)-

Goo eaCay (Gm)m

(#1) For every q € [1,00), the following holds true: If the Cayley boundary Ocay(Gm)meN
is uniformly a-M-menable, then the disjoint union | |,y Cay(Gr) admits a fibred
coarse embedding into Ly(M) as a disjoint union.

Moreover, it holds that for every q € [1,00),

N CPY(Go) C CPIE <|_|Cay )

Goo 68Cay (G'rn)m

If (Gi)men is a convergent sequence, then we may replace £4(M) with the original
class M in the assertions above; in that case, it holds that

CP(Goo) C CPR <|_| Cay (G )
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where Goo is the Cayley limit group of (Gp)m.-

Theorem [A] in particular, applies to the case where M = Hilbert, the class of all Hilbert
spaces. Thus we obtain the former half of Theorem [[.4] from Theorem [AlL More generally,
we have the following corollary. See Examples [L.11] and [4.13] for main examples of the
class M in the current paper.

Corollary B. Let (Gy,)men be a sequence of amenable marked groups in G(k).

(1) The disjoint union | |, o Cay(Gy,) admits a fibred coarse embedding into a Hilbert
space as a disjoint union if and only if Ocay(Gm)men is uniformly a-T-menable.

(2) Let M be either of the following classes. Then, | |, .y Cay(Gm) admits a fibred coarse
embedding into M as a disjoint union if and only if Ocay(Gm)men is uniformly a-M-
menable.

(2-1) For q € [1,00), Lq denoting L4([0, 1], R).

(2-2) Forr € (1,2] and for C > 0, B:,’yge being the class defined in (4) of Example 4111

(2-3) For dy € [0,1], CAT (0)<s, denoting the class of all complete CAT(0) spaces with
Izeki-Nayatani invariant at most ég; see Definition A12]

Furthermore, for M being the class Hilbert or being as in (2), we have that

cPih <U Cay(Gm)> = N CP'((Goo).

Goo Eacay (Gm)m

Item (1) in Corollary [Blis essentially a special case of (2-1) with ¢ = 2.
We provide a similar example to one in Example

Ezxample 2.1. Let (I;,)men, 4 be @ sequence of integers at least 2 such that lim,,, o0 {;, = 00.
For m € Nyqgq, set Hy, = SL(m,Z/l,,Z) and take two markings P,,,, Q., as follows:

e Set P,, = (0™ 7)) where 0(™ and 7("™) are the matrices with exactly the same
entries of 0 and 1 as in, respectively, o™ and 7(™) as in (1) above.
Define V! = V(| =l nen, ., Cov(Hm; Prn)-
e Set Q,, = (a(m),a’(m),T(m)), where (™) and 7("™) are the same as P,,, and ¢/("™) =
to(m),
Define W' =W, s = ,en, ., Cav(Him; Qm)-

In a similar argument to one in [MS13l Remark 5.5], it follows that P,, and @,, are
both markings of H,,.
To state Corollary 2.2] for every prime p, set
1 1
€ (0,=));
) ( ( I 2))7

VP
2(1- 3%

o(p) =1~-

see the discussion above Example[d.14] and Remark [0.3]for the background of this constant.
For ¢y € (0,1], let CAT (0)<5, denote the class of all complete CAT(0) spaces whose Izeki-
Nayatani invariants are strictly less than dy.

Corollary 2.2. Let X' and Y', and V' and W' be, respectively as in Examples and

211

(1) The spaces X' and V' both have property A.

(2) The spaces Y', V', W' do not admit a fibred coarse embedding as disjoint unions into
(ITcw, @7 )ey or into ([Ton, M)e,, where QT denotes the class of all quasi-trees and
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M is the class of all finite dimensional, complete, connected and simply connected
Riemannian manifolds with strictly negative sectional curvature that are cocompact;
see Remark [LI5] and Definition [{.16 for the definitions.

(3) The space Y' = Yp/’(nm)m does not admit a fibred coarse embedding as a disjoint union
into Biypes1. Neither does Y' admit a fibred coarse embedding as a disjoint union into
CAT(0)<5(p) -

(4) The space W' does not admit a fibred coarse embedding as a disjoint union into Bgci/2;
see (5) of Example A111

For every prime p, the class CAT (0) <5(,) as in (3) above includes CAT (0)<o; the subclass
CAT (0)<o contains all (possibly infinite dimensional) complete, connected and simply con-
nected Riemannian manifolds with non-positive sectional curvature. Hence, such spaces.
After work [BBF15] of Bestvina—Bromberg—Fujiwara, study of actions on finite products
of quasi-trees has been paid an intensive attention.

The precise from of Theorem [[.7] is stated in the following manner. To deduce Theo-
rem [L.7 from Theorem [C] fix p and (I,,), and let Gy, = G, 1SL(2n + 3, F ).

Theorem C. There exist a sequence of finite groups (Gp)neny and d € N such that the
following holds true: For every prime p and for every sequence (1, )nen of integers at least 2
such that lim, o l,, = 00, there exist three systems (Sp)n, (Tn)n and (Uy)y, of d-markings

Sy o= (s, s,

T, = @, ),
U, = (u&n),uén), e ,ugln)),
of (Hnp(= Hyp (1,),) = G VSL(2n + 3,F 1) Jnen, such that the following hold true:

(1) For every n € N and for every i € [d], there exist hi = hyp; € Hyp and ki = ky,p; €

H, , such that
h;lsin)hi = tgn) and k:i_lsz(.n)k:i = ugn).

(2) The sequence ((Hpp; Sn))nen converges in the Cayley topology to an amenable group.

(3) The sequence ((Hp,p;Tn))nen converges in the Cayley topology to a non-exact group,
but the Cayley limit group is a-T-menable.

(4) The sequence ((Hy, p;Uy))nen converges in the Cayley topology to a non-exact group.
Moreover, the Cayley limit group is not a-M-menable for M = Biypes1 or M =

CAT(0)<s(p)- Here 6(p) is as in Corollary 2.2l

By the main result of our Part I paper [MS13|, Theorem A}, the disjoint union | |, .y Cay (Hy,p; Sn)
has property A. By Theorem [L4] | |, Cay(Hyp; T) admits a fibred coarse embedding
into a Hilbert space. At the other end of the spectrum, by (i) of Theorem [Al (in the cur-
rent paper), | |,cn Cay(Hp,p; Un) does not admit a fibred coarse embedding into Biype>1
or CAT(0)<5(p).

T. Pillon introduced a notion of fibred coarse amenability |[Pill8] and showed that a box
space of a group has this property if and only if the group has property A. In this aspect,
it is furthermore plausible that | |, . Cay(Hpp; Ty) and | |, Cay(Hyp; Uy) both fail to
enjoy fibred property A. D. Sawicki [Sawl7, Proposition 7.4] also introduced a notion of
piecewise property A in the context of warped cones, and showed a similar statement in
that framework under certain conditions.

The method of constructing (I';) as in Theorem produces the following exotic ex-
ample, which concerns markings of finite symmetric groups.
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Theorem D. There exist (k;)ien of a sequence of natural numbers at least 2 with limy_, k; =
oo and two (ordered) systems of generators (Z;)1en, (S2)ien of symmetric groups (Sym(k;))ien
that satisfy all of the following.

(1) For alll € N, 4(Z;) = 8 and 4(€4) = 9. For each l € N, §; is constructed by adding
one extra element to =;.
(2) The disjoint union | |,y Cay(Sym(k;); Z;) has property A.
(3) The disjoint union | |;cy Cay(Sym(k;); €Y) does not admit a fibred coarse embedding as
a disjoint union into any of these spaces:
e Banach spaces of non-trivial type, and Banach spaces that are sphere equivalent

to Banach spaces of non-trivial type.
o Elements in CAT (0)<1.

The construction as in Theorem [D] is done in a completely explicit manner; see Sub-
section for details. For the proofs of Theorems and [D] we utilize the notion of
embedded expanders; see Definition and Proposition

Our proof of Theorem [A] is inspired by a trick by Gromov, [dCTV07, Proposition 4.4
for Hilbert spaces and [NP11, Section 9] for general Banach spaces, as we will explain
in Sections Bl and [l Independently to our results, S. Arnt [Arn16] applied this trick in
a special situation where the coarse disjoint union is a box space (in particular, all G,,,
m € N, are finite) and the target class consists only of Banach spaces. For the case where
M = Hilbert, V. Alekseev and Finn-Sell [AFS16] extended the framework of Theorem [A]
for the case where (G,)., is a LEF approximation of G, see Definition [3.2] to a sofic ap-
proximation of a sofic group. However, in that generality, only one direction (the direction
of () in Theorem [A]) can be deduced; see the construction of a counterexample to the other
direction by T. Kaiser [Kail7], which is explained below Theorem 5.3 in the concerning
reference [Kail7]. Compare also with our points (a), (b) with LEA approximations, and
the case where M is general.

Organization of the paper: In Section Bl we briefly explain the space of marked groups
and the Cayley topology, and the definition of fibred coarse embeddings (as a disjoint
union). In Section M, we formulate several operations to classes of metric spaces and pro-
vide examples of our interest. We also provide a model example in Subsection .3 to prove
closeness properties under formation of these operations. In section Bl we explain the key
idea to non-linear version of Gromov’s trick in relation to (pointed) metric ultraproducts.
Section [6 is devoted to the proof of (i) of Theorem [Al It is done by the non-linear ver-
sion of Gromov’s trick. In Section [7, we prove (i7) of Theorem [Al and Corollary [B] (and
hence Theorem [L.4] as well). Section [§] is for description of the absorption trick, which
plays a key role in the proof of Theorem [Cl In Section [0, we discuss various examples to
apply Theorem [A] (and Proposition [5.4]), including the proofs of Corollary (and hence
Corollary as well) and Proposition [[.L8 Theorem [C] (and hence Theorem [[7] as well)
is proved in Subsection 0.2} Theorem and Theorem [D] are verified, respectively, in
Subsections and

3. PRELIMINARIES

3.1. Space of k-marked groups and Cayley topology. We recall basic facts of the
Cayley topology from our Part I paper [MS13]; see Subsection 2.1 there for more details.
Fix k € N>;. A k-marked group G = (G;S) = (G;s1,52,...,5) is a pair of a finitely
generated group G and an ordered k-tuple S = (s1,...,si) of generators of G (as a group).
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From a k-marked group G, we construct two combinatorial objects, the Cayley diagram
CayD(G) and the Cayley graph Cay(G) of G as follows. The former is defined as a
diagram (edge-colored and edge-oriented graph), with the edge coloring set [k], by setting
the vertex set as G and by putting edges of the form (g, s;¢) with orientation from g to s;g
in color j(€ [k]) for every j € [k] and every g € G. The latter is the graph (with no edge
colorings or no edge orientations) constructed by forgetting the edge-colorings/orientations
of CayD(G). Both of them are endowed with the shortest path metric dg (in CayD(G),
we ignore the edge-orientation to consider dg) on the vertex set G. In this way, we regard
CayD(G) and Cay(G) as geometric objects. We also consider G itself as a metric space
with this metric dg; in other words, dg on G is the right-invariant word metric with
respect to S.

For ) #Y C G and for R € N4, denote by dg(Y,R) the R-neighborhood of Y in
dg, namely, the set of all h € G such that there exists g € Y such that dg(g,h) < R. If
Y = {g}, then we simply write dg({g}, R) as Ba(g, R) (closed ball of radius R centered
at g). In this setting, we define Beayn(g)(g, R) by restricting the vertex set of CayD(G)
to Ba(g, R) and by taking the induced sub-diagram (more precisely, we collect all edges
connecting vertices in Bg(g, R) with remembering its edge-colorings/orientations). By
declaring g to be the root, Bcayn(g)(g, R) has the structure of a rooted diagram. Note
that BCayD(G)(eG7 R) completely remembers the multiplication table of G up to word length
|R/2].

Denote by G(k) the set of all k-marked groups (up to marked group isomorphisms).
This space is equipped with a natural topology, the Cayley topology, which is metrizable
and compact. One definition of that topology is the induced topology of the product
topology on {0, 1}F k to the set of all normal subgroups in Fj; there is a natural one-to-
one correspondence between that subset of {0,1}* and G(k) by the standard marked
quotient map Fx — G. Another characterization of this topology is the topology of local
convergence (also known as the Gromov-Hausdorff convergence in this setting) among
rooted diagrams, as stated in the following lemma (Lemma 2.4 in [MS13]). Here for two
groups (G, H and for two subsets e € K1 C G and ey € Ko C H, amap B: K1 — Ky is
called a partial homomorphism if

for all g1, g2 € K1 such that g1g2 € K1, B(g192) = B(91)8(g2)

holds true. The map ( is called a partial isomorphism if it is furthermore bijective.
The Cayley topology on G(k) is identical to the relative topology of the Chabauty
topology for Fy; see [MS13, Remark 2.5].

Lemma 3.1. In G(k), (Gy,)men converges to Goo if and only if the following holds true:
(%) “For every m € N, there exists Ry, € N such that h_H)l R,, = +00 and

BCayD(Gm)(eGm, R,) = BCayD(Goo)(er,Rm) as rooted diagrams.”

Here an isomorphism of rooted diagrams means a graph automorphism that preserves edge-
colorings (in [k]) and edge-orientations and that sends the root of the former diagram to
the root of the latter.

In other words, for G = (G s1,...,sk) € G(k), if we define for each R € N,

N(G,R) ={H = (H;t1,...,tx) € G(k) : the map t; — s; induces
a partial isomorphism Pug r: Bulew,R) — Bg(eg, R).},
then {N (G, R)}ren forms an (open) neighborhood system of G.
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Proof. For every m € N, set R,, to be the largest R such that R < m and that m > mg,
where mp is as in [MS13, Lemma 2.4]. Then, it follows that lim,, o Ry = +00. O

We write the convergence in the Cayley topology as lim,, o G, = G or Gy, C—>ay G-
The readers who are not familiar with the Cayley topology may consult Section 5 in our
Part I paper [MS13], specially Lemma 5.1 therein, for pedagogical examples of the Cayley
convergence.

We also recall the definitions of RF/LEF/LEA groups; recall these abbreviations from
the introduction.

Definition 3.2. Let G be a finitely generated group.

(1) The group G is said to be RF if there exists a sequence (Ny,)men of finite index normal
subgroups of GG such that

liminf,, oo Ny (= U ﬂ Ny,) = {eq}

meNneN>,,

holds true.

(2) The group G is said to be LEF if for some (equivalently, every) marking G of G, there
exists a Cayley convergent sequence consisting of finite marked groups that converges
to G .

(3) The group G is said to be LEA if for some (equivalently, every) marking G of G,
there exists a Cayley convergent sequence consisting of amenable marked groups that
converges to G .

We say a sequence (G, )n, is a LEF (respectively, LEA) approzimation of G if it consists
of finite (respectively, amenable) marked groups converging to G in the Cayley topology.
A LEF approximation is moreover called an RF approximation if it consists of marked
group quotients; namely, for every m, there exists a group quotient map p,,: G — Gy,
that sends the marking S = (s1,...,s;) of G to that S, = (ng)7 . .,s,(fm)) of G, with
preserving the orders on them: ¢,,(s;) = sg-m) for every j € [k]. An RF approximation of
(G;S) is of the form ((G/Np,; S mod Np,))men, where (Np,)men satisfies the conditions
of (1) of Definition

In (1) in the definition above, we may relax the condition of liminf,, ., N,,, = {eg} to
(i Nm = {ec}; indeed, if we set new (N, )y as Ny, =,y N, then iminfo, oo Ny, =
{ec} is equivalent to (), N/, = {eg}. However, if we hope to have a RF approximation
out of (Ny,)m by taking marked group quotients, then the right condition is the former
one, not the latter.

Remark 3.3. If a marked group G is finitely presented (this is independent of the choice
of markings), then the set of all marked group quotients of G forms an open set. Hence,
in that case, every LEF approximation eventually is a RF approximation; see [VG97] and
[MS13, Subsection 2.1].

3.2. Fibred coarse embeddings. Recall from the introduction the construction of the
disjoint union | |, Xm out of a sequence of metric spaces (X, dy)men. If every X,
has finite diameter (the diameter is defined as the supremum of the distances between
two points in the metric space), then we may construct a coarse disjoint union [, .y Xm,
which is a (genuine) metric space. However, we do not go into details in this paper;
instead, we refer the readers to [MSI13| Definition 2.17.(2)] on this notion.
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In this paper, we study fibred coarse embeddings from the disjoint union constructed
above. For this purpose, we relax the definition of the fibred coarse embeddings as follows.
For a generalized metric space X, we say that X is uniformly locally finite if for every
R € R>, there exists C' € N such that every closed R-ball (for every center z € X) has
cardinality at most C. For a sequence of metric spaces (X, )men, we say that it is equi-
uniformly locally finite if every X, is uniformly locally finite and if moreover C' = C'(R) is
taken uniformly on m € N for every R € R>q. If (X;;,)men is equi-uniformly locally finite,
then the disjoint union X = | |,y X is uniformly locally finite.

Definition 3.4. Let M be a non-empty class of metric spaces. Let (X,d) = | |,,cny Xm be
the disjoint union of a sequence of metric spaces (X;,)men that is equi-uniformly locally
finite. Let p,w: [0,00) — [0,00) be two non-decreasing proper functions.

(1) We say that X admits a (p,w)-fibred coarse embedding into M as a disjoint union
if there exists M € M such that the following holds true: There exist
e a field of metric spaces (M,)zex over X such that each M, is isometric to M,
e asection s: X — | |, oy M, (namely, s(z) € M, for every z € X),

such that for every R € R there exists m(®) € N>y such that for each non-empty
-
subset C' C X'\ (I—lN<m(R)

tor: (My)zec — C x M such that the following holds. The restriction of tc r to
the fibre M, x € C, is an isometry tc g(z): M, — M that satisfies
(1) for every x1,z2 € C,

p(d(z1,72)) < du(tor(z1)(s(z1)), te,r(v2)(s(22)) < w(d(1,22));

Xm) of diameter at most R, there exists a “trivialization”

(2) for every two subsets Cq,Co C X'\ (leeN . Xm) of diameter at most R with
<m

C1 N Cy # 0, there exists an isometry to, ¢, r: M — M such that to, g(z) o
tc%R(a:)_l =tc,,0o,r for all z € C1 N Co.

(11) We say (p,w) is a control pair for fibred coarse embeddings as a disjoint union for X
into M if there exists a (p,w)-fibred coarse embedding from X to M as a disjoint
union. Denote by CPR(X) the set of all control pairs above. The functions p and
w are, respectively, called a compression function and an expansion function in the
setting above.

We say that X admits a fibred coarse embedding into M as a disjoint union if for some
pair (p,w) of non-decreasing and proper functions, the condition of () is satisfied. This is
equivalent to saying that

CPIR(X) # 0.

Note that if a non-empty subset C' of X = | |, X, is of bounded diameter, then there
exists a unique m € N such that C' C X,,.

Remark 3.5. In the original formulation in [CWY13| Definition 2.1] (for the case M being
the class of all Hilbert spaces), for each R € N, we are allowed to choose a bounded
exceptional set K, and consider C' of diameter at most R from X \ K. In our definition
of fibred corase embeddability as a disjoint union, we relax this process and allow to take
K= |—|m€N<m(R> Xm, the disjoint union of finitely many components in X = | | Xom.

Therefore, in Definition B4l if all X,,, m € N, are finite, then our notion of the fi-
bred coarse embeddability as a disjoint union coincides with that of the fibred coarse
embeddability in the original sense from a coarse disjoint union [, Xm.
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In this paper, we discuss quantitative aspects (control pairs) for fibred coarse embed-
dings (as a disjoint union) as well as qualitative aspects (the property itself). For this
purpose, disjoint unions are more suited than coarse ones.

Remark 3.6. The fibred coarse embeddability into M (as a disjoint union) is weaker than
the the (genuine) coarse embeddability. Indeed, if f: X = || X,, — M is a coarse
embedding with control pair (p,w), then set mB) = 0 for all R and M, = M for all
reX. Let s: X — | |,cx M be s(xz) = f(x), and tc g = idys for all R and for all C' of
diameter at most R. This gives rise to a (p,w)-fibred coarse embedding as a disjoint union
into M.

If M consists of Banach spaces, then we furthermore assume that all isometries in the
conditions as in Definition [34] are affine. However, by the Mazur—Ulam theorem [BLOO,
Chapter 14.1] and by formation of the Taylor complexification, this issue is not essential
in many cases. Therefore, in the present paper, hereafter we do not discuss this matter.

Remark 3.7. Though it was implicit in the original formulation [CWY13| Definition 2.1],
the “trivialization” tc = tc g in Definition B.4] is allowed to be incompatible on changing
R. More precisely, for 0 < Ry < Ry and for C' C X \ (|_|N (o)

<m\2

Ry, we do not require that tc g, = tc,gr,. This observation is important in our proof of
(#4) of Theorem [Al

Xm> of diameter at most

We observe the following two lemmata. Here for a metric space X, z € X and R € R+,
denote by Bx(z, R) the closed ball of radius R centered at z.

Lemma 3.8. Let (X,)men be a sequence of metric spaces that is equi-uniformly lo-
cally finite. Let X = ||, oy Xm. Let M be a non-empty class of metric spaces. Let
p,w: [0,00) — [0,00) be two non-decreasing proper functions. Then, X admits a (p,w)-
fibred coarse embedding into M as a disjoint union if and only if there exists M € M such
that the following holds true: There exist

a field of metric spaces (M, )zex which are all isometric to M,

there exists a section s: X — | |,cx My,

a sequence of non-negative real numbers (R, )men such that lim, . R, = +00,

a local trivialization ty rr | | M, — Bx,, (g, R.,)x M, for eachm € N

and each g € X,

such that the following hold.

(1) For every n € N, for every g € X,, and every x € Bx, (g,R],), the restriction
tor, (x): My — M of ty g is isometry;

(2) for every x1, 22 € Bx,, (g9, Rpy),

pld(z1,32)) < dni(tg,ry, (21)(s(21)), tg Ry, (22) (s(22)) < w(d(21,22));
(3) if Bx,, (91, R;,) N Bx,, (92, R;,,) # 0, there exists an isometry tg, g 1+ M — M such
that tg, g () o tg, rr (¥)™1 = tg, go.r for all x € Bx,, (g1, R},,) N Bx,, (g2, R},)-

Lemma 3.9. In the setting of LemmaB.8, let Y = | |, cn Yim, be such that (mp)nen is a
subsequence of (m)men and for each n € N, Yy, is a non-empty subset of X,,, equipped
with the induced metric. Then, if X admits a fibred coarse embedding into M as a disjoint
union with control pair (p,w), then so does Y.

Proofs of Lemma 3.8 and Lemma B9 Lemma [3.9]is obvious.

r€Bx,, (9,R},)
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To show that the (p,w)-fibred coarse embeddability as a disjoint union implies the con-
ditions as in Lemma B8, take R — m? as in Definition B4l set R/ = min{sup{r €
R>p : m > m)Y m} for every m € N, where we set my = 0. By construction,
limy, 00 Ry, = +00. For g € Xy, set ty e astpy (gr )R -

To show the converse direction, for each R € Ry, set m() = max{m € N: R <
R}+1. Since limy,—,o R}, = 400, it holds that mp € N. For each C' C X'\ (|_|m<m<R> Xm)
of diameter at most R, there exist (unique) m € Ny (r) and (non-unique) g € X,,, such
that C C By, (g,R). Since R), > R for all m E_N>m(R), we may define tc p as the
restriction of ¢y g on C. There is an ambiguity on the choice of g; however, if we fix
the choices for all C, then condition (3) as in Lemma B.8 ensures condition (2) as in

Definition [3.41 Recall also Remark [3.71 O

3.3. Equivariant coarse embeddings and a-M-menability. In Section 4 in our Part
I paper [MS13], we recall the definition of a-T-menability for finitely generated groups.
Here we generalize this concept in terms of other target spaces. The following property
should be stated as a-F y4-menability in the strict sense. However, through communications
with Arnt, we have agreed to use the terminology of a-M-menability to avoid messes on
notation. In the following definition, recall that a marked group G is naturally equipped
with the metric dg; see Subsection [3.11

Definition 3.10. Let G be a marked group and M be a non-empty class of metric spaces.

(1) The marked group G is said to be a-M-menable if there exist M € M and a coarse
embedding f: (G,dg) — M such that the following condition is satisfied: The map f
is of the form

flg) =y-alg),
where a: M v~ G is a right action by isometries and y € M. We say that a coarse
embedding f is (G-)equivariant if it satisfies the condition above.

(2) We say a finitely generated group G is a-M-menable if for some (equivalently, all)
marking G = (G; S) of G, G is a-M-menable.

(3) The pair (p,w) of two non-decreasing proper functions [0,00) — [0,00) is called an
equivariant control pair for G into M if there exist M € M and an G-equivariant
coarse embedding f: G — M such that (p,w) is a control pair for f. In this case,
we call p and w, respectively, an equivariant compression function and an equivariant
expansion function from G into M.

(4) We denote by CPEV,(G) be the set of all equivariant control pairs for G into M.

In the definition above, we take a right action, not a left action, because we equip
marked groups with right-invariant metrics.

Let Hilbert denote the class of all Hilbert spaces. Then the notion of a-Hilbert-
menablity coincides with that of a-T-menability.

Remark 3.11. We warn that, unlike some other literature, the control pair (p,w) is regarded
as the pair of concrete functions, not only as growth orders. In particular, if (p,w) €
CP&,I(G) and if C1,Cy > 0, it does not necessarily hold that (Cp, Cow) € CP%M (G). If
we consider a class M that is not necessarily closed under rescaling, this remark applies
even when C) = Cy. A similar issue to above applies to CP aq(X) and CPEE(X).

For a fixed finitely generated group G and for a fixed equivariant coarse embedding
f: G — M, equivariant compression functions for f depends on markings of G up to con-
stant multiplication. Therefore, the set CP&/I(G) does depend on the choice of markings;
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recall our discussion above. This observation is important because the Cayley boundary
Ocay(Gm)m of a sequence (G, ), may possibly consist of infinitely many marked groups.

4. SEVERAL OPERATIONS ON (POINTED) METRIC SPACES

A pointed metric space (M,y) is a (genuine) metric space M = (M,dys) with a base
point y € M. We define certain operations on a class of metric spaces

M = UPM), Fy(M), FS;(M) and £(,(M), forqe [1,00),

which appears in the statement of our main theorem, Theorem [Al In this section, we first
give formulations of these operations; then we explain several classes of metric spaces that
are closed under formation of these operations.

4.1. Direct /,-products and metric ultraproducts. The direct ¢,-product of pointed
metric spaces is defined as follows.

Definition 4.1. Let ¢ € [1,00). Let B be a non-empty set that is at most countable.
Let (r;)jep be such that r; € (0,00) for all j € B. For a sequence (M;,d;,vy;)jeB
of pointed metric spaces, define the (pointed) £4-product with scaling (r;j);, denoted by
(ILjes(Mj,y5,7))e, by

1/q
11O u5.m) | =14 ijen s | D (ridi (2, 95))" <00
jeB 0 jeB
with the metric
1/q
dy ), (23)5: (wi)g) = | D (rd;(z5,w5)) s ()i () € | TT M5, w5.7m5)
jeB jeB .

and with the base point (y;);.

If the scaling factor (rj); is all 1 (r; = 1 for all j € B), then we simply write
(ILies(Mj.95,1))e, as (I1;ep(Mj,yj))e,- This space is called the (pointed) £q-product
of (Mj,y;);. (If M; are Banach spaces, then it is usually called the pointed ¢;,-sum.)

If §(B) < oo, then (the isometry type of) the resulting space ([[;c5(M;,y;,75))e, does
not depend on the choice (y;); of base points. In that case, we write it as ([[;c (M;,75))e,
for short.

We now switch our subject to (pointed) metric ultraproducts. An wultrafilter U over
N has a one-to-one correspondence to a probability mean v (finitely additive measure
with ¥(N) = 1) on N that is {0,1}-valued and is defined over all subsets of N. The
correspondence is given by setting that A € U if and only if v(A) = 1. The cofinite
filter Ueon = {A C N : §(N\ A) < oo} is a filter, but not an ultrafilter. A non-principal
ultrafilter ¢ is an ultrafilter that includes Uonn (as a subfilter). In what follows, fix a
non-principal ultrafilter U over N.

For a sequence (7, )men in R and for 7o, € R, we say that limy, r,,, = ro if it holds that

for every e >0, {meN:|ro —rp| <€} elU.

By local compactness and Hausdorff property of R, it is standard to show that every
bounded real sequence (ry,)men has a unique U-limit. The limit in general depends on
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the choice of a non-principal ultrafilter /. However, if lim,,_.oc 7, exists, then limg vy,
coincides with the limit above.
We now consider a sequence ((M,,, diy Ym))men of pointed metric spaces. Set

(H (Mmaym)> = {(Zm)mEN : sup dm(zmyym) < OO}
l

meN meN

oo

and define dyy by setting for (2 )m, (Wm)m € ([Lnen(Mm, y¥m)) e
du((zm)m, (Wm)m) = hbr{n A (Zm Wi

This is a pseudo-metric, namely, dy; does not separate points in general. To obtain a
genuine metric space,introduce an equivalence relation ~g, =0 on ([ [,en(Mm, ym))es bY
defining (2m)m ~dy=0 (Wm)m by du((2m)m, (Wm)m) = 0. Finally, the quotient space

hén(Mm,ym) = <H (Mmaym)> / ~dy=0
l

meN

oo

is equipped with a genuine metric dyy. We call the resulting space the (pointed) metric
ultraproduct of (My,,ym) with respect to Y. We write the equivalence class with respect

to ~g,=0 of (Zm)m as [(zm)mlu-

4.2. The classes UP(M), Fy(M), FS;(M) and £,(M).

Definition 4.2. A metric space M is called a geodesic space if for every x,y € M, there
exists a geodesic c: [0,d(x,y)] — M connecting x and y.

The space M is moreover said to be uniquely geodesic if for every x,y € M, there exists
a unique geodesic c¢: [0,d(z,y)] — M from z to y. For a uniquely geodesic space M and
for x,y € M, let [x,y] be the (uniquely determined) geodesic from x to y.

Here, recall from the introduction that by geodesics, we mean minimal ones.
We give the definitions of UP (M), Fy(M), FS¢(M) and £,(M) out of a given class
M. Here ¢ € [1,00) is a fixed exponent.

Definition 4.3. Let M be a non-empty class of metric spaces. We define UP(M) to
be the class of all pointed metric ultraproducts (after forgetting metric ultraproducts) of
a single space in M. More precisely, it is the class of all spaces (isometric to those) of
the form limy(M,y,,). Here M € M and for every m € N, y,, € M; U runs over all
non-principal ultrafilters on N.

Definition 4.4. Let M be a non-empty class of metric spaces. Fix ¢ € [1,00). We define
the following two new classes, F;(M) and FS,(M), of metric spaces constructed from

M.

(1) We define F,(M) as the class of all metric spaces (that is isometric to ones) that are
constructed by the following three steps.
e (Step 1.) Take M € M.

: . 1
e (Step 2.) Consider all metric spaces of the form (erF(M, W)>gq for non-

1

empty finite sets F. Here (W

1
(@(F)a-

) fer means that we take the constant scaling

factor
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e (Step 3.) Take an arbitrary sequence ((Ny,, Ym))men, where for all m € N, N,,, =
N (F™) lies in the class of all metric spaces constructed in Step 2 that is
associated with a finite set F(™ such that lim,,—_ oo f(F (m)) = oo and y,, € Np,.
Construct all metric spaces of the form limy,(Ny,, ym) (after forgetting the base
points) for non-principal ultrafilters U of N.

(2) The new class FS4(M) is defined if every element L in F,(M) is a geodesic space. If
this is the case, then we construct FS;(M) in the following way.

e If M consists only of Banach spaces, then every element L in Fy (M) has a
structure of affine Banach spaces. Then set FS,(M) as the class of all Banach
spaces isometrically affinely isomorphic to non-empty closed affine subspaces of
L for all L € Fy(M).

e Otherwise, define FS,(M) to be the class of all metric spaces isometric to non-
empty closed and geodesically convex subsets Lg of L (equipped with the induced
metric from L) for all L € F,(M). Here a non-empty subset Ly C L is said to be
geodesically conver if for every z, w € Ly and for every geodesic c: [0,d(z,w)] — L
from z to w in L, ¢ (more precisely, the image ¢([0,d(z,w)])) is included in Ly.

Definition 4.5. Let M and ¢ be as in Definition 44l Then, we define ¢,(M) as the
class of all metric spaces (that is isometric to ones) of the form (J[;c5(M;,y;))e, (after
forgetting the base point) for a non-empty at most countable sets B and for M; € M and
y; € M for j € B.

Note that unlike the construction of ¢,(M), in Step 1 of the construction of F (M),
we use a single M € M to take the ¢,-product with scaling. (Similarly for UP(M).) The
symbol F in (1) of Deinfition 4] stands for finite and Fginer. The symbol FS in (2) of
Definition 4] stands for Fglner and subspaces (or subsets).

Remark 4.6. The scaling factor (W) fer in Step 2 as in (1) of Definition d.4lis chosen

. . . 1 .
exactly in order to ensure that the diagonal embedding M — (erF(M, G )>zq7

z > (2,2,...,2) is isometric.

4.3. A model example of closeness under formation of several operations. In
the next subsection, we discuss several examples of classes M of metric spaces which are
closed under formation of (some of) operations

M = UPM), Fg(M), FS;(M) and {4(M),
for appropriate ¢ € [1,00). The goal of this subsection is to provide a model example
to verify closeness above; in Subsections [£.4] and [4.5] we will omit the arguments for it
because the basic idea is exactly the same as one in this subsection. Our pedagogical

example in this subsection is the class of all complete CAT(0) spaces. The reader who is
familiar with the argument for closeness may skip this subsection.

Definition 4.7. A metric space M is said to be CAT(0) if it is a geodesic space (see
Definition 2] and if for every x € M and for every geodesic c: [0,d(y,z)] — M with
c(0) =y and ¢(d(y, z)) = z and for every 0 <t < 1, the following inequality

d(z,c)* < (1 —t)d(w,y)* + td(z, 2)* — t(1 — t)d(y, 2)?
holds true, where ¢; denotes c(td(y, z)).

See [BH99, Chapter II.1] for more details and for different characterizations.
As we mentioned above, the goal of this subsection is to prove the following.
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Lemma 4.8. Let CAT(0) denote the class of all complete CAT(0) spaces. Then for
M =CAT(0), we have that

UP(M)C M, FSy(M)CM and lr(M)C M.

Since Fa(M) C FS2(M) in general, Lemma (A8 also implies that F2(CAT(0)) C
CAT(0). A complete CAT(0) space is also called a Hadamard space, but we do not
use this terminology in the current paper.

The following lemma, is a key to the proof of Lemma [£.38]

Lemma 4.9. Let M € CAT(0). Then M is uniquely geodesic.

Furthermore, for every D > 0 and t € [0,1] and for every € > 0, there exists k =
k(D,t,€) > 0 with lim¢ gk = 0 (for all fized D and for all fized t) such that the following
holds true: Let x,y € M with |d(z,y) — D| < €. Let z=c¢; € M for ¢ = [x,y]. Then, for
every w € M with

|d(3§‘,U)) - td(ﬂj‘,y)| <€ and |d(y7w) - (1 - t)d(x7y)| <,
it holds that d(z,w) < k(D,t,¢€).

The latter part of the assertions of LemmalL.9lroughly states that, not only M € CAT(0)
is uniquely geodesic, but also for x,y € M, all points w € M that satisfy

d(z,w) =~ td(x,y) and d(y,w)~ (1—1t)d(z,y)

are uniformly close (in terms of d(x,y) and t) to the point z which divides [z, y| internally
in the ratio t : (1 —t).

Proof. We give the proof which can be generalized to the case of r-uniformly convex metric
spaces; see (2) of Example T3]

To prove unique geodesic property, let z,y € M and let W ) [0,d(z,y)] — M be
two geodesic from x to y. Fix t € [0, 1]. Take a geodesic ¢: [0, d(cgl),cgz))] — M from cgl)
to c§2). Apply the inequality as in Definition .7 with ¢ = 1/2 and ¢ = ¢ respectively for
(z,y,2) = (=, cgl),cf)) and for (z,y,2) = (y, cgl), cgz)). Then we have that

d(m,c’l/z)2 < td(z,y)? - %d(cgl), c§2))2, and
1
dly. ) < (L= tPd(a,y) - Jd(e o),
If d(cgl),ciz)) > 0, then it would imply that
d(z,y) < d(z, 6'1/2) + d(y,c’l/Q)
(d(z,9)*)"? + (1 = 1) d(x,y)*)"/?
= d(z,y);

a contradiction. Therefore, ¢!) = ¢(?)| and we are done.
Next, we prove the latter assertion. Take a geodesic [z, w] and let u be the midpoint of
it. Then in a similar way to one above, we have that

N

d(z,u)? < % {tzd(x,y)2 + (td(x,y) + 6)2} - id(z,w)Q, and

dyup < 5 {1 0Pd(w,p)? + (1= () + )~ 70z w)
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Hence, we have that

d(z,y) < d(z,u)+d(y,u)

< \/ {t2d(x,y)? + (td(x,y) +€)2} — %d(z,w)2

1
+\/§ {1 = 1)2d(z,y)? + (1 = t)d(z,y) + €)*} — 7d(z,w)*.
From the inequalities above, we may conclude the existence of k = k(D,t,¢€) such that
d(z,w) < k(= k(D,t,€))

and that it satisfies

limk(D, t,e) = 0.

el0
Here our initial estimate of k depends on d(z,y), t and €; since D — e < d(z,y) < D + ¢,
Kk may be expressed as a function on D, t and e. O

Note that the function k = k(D,t,€) above is universal: It can be determined only
from CAT(0) geometry (the inequality as in Definition [4.7]), and it does not depend on
the choices of the pair (x,y).

Proof of Lemma 8. Let M = CAT(0). It is easy to see by Lemma 4.9 that fo(M) C M.
Indeed, every pointed fo-product of complete and uniquely geodesic spaces is complete
and uniquely geodesic. Moreover, since the inequality

d(z,c)? < (1 —t)d(z,y)? + td(x, 2)? — t(1 — t)d(y, 2)*

as in Definition F7] is expressed only in terms of square sums and since validity of it is
stable under formation of rescalings, we may confirm that this inequality remains valid for
every resulting ¢o-product space (possibly with rescalings). Indeed, take the square sum of
inequalities which are obtained coordinatewise (recall that the resulting ¢o-product space
is uniquely geodesic as well).

Secondly, we will show that UP (M) C M. Standard arguments on metric ultraproducts
show that every (pointed) metric ultraproduct of a geodesic metric space is geodesic, and
a metric ultraproduct is always complete. Hence, what remains is to show the inequality
as in Definition .71 A basic philosophy to study metric ultraproducts is the following:
An inequality with uniform constants on uniformly finitely many points in metric spaces
passes to metric ultraproducts. We will explain this philosophy in our example of the
inequality for CAT(0) spaces, as in Definition 4.7l Strictly speaking, this inequality is not
on uniformly finitely many points (because it involves a geodesic); however, Lemma [£.9]
enables us to reduce the inequality to two inequalities on there (or four) points.

Let M = (M,d) € M and take a pointed metric ultraproduct (M, dyy) = limy (M, yp,).

Let x(l) = [(z (1))m] and a:(z) = [(xs,%))m] be two points in M. Let ¢y: [O,du(azz(}),xz(j))] —
My be a geodesic from xz(/{l) and :17(2). Let uy = [(um)m) be in My. Let t € [0,1]. Then,
our goal is to prove that

dug (g, cu)? < (1= By (ugg, 1)) + tdy (g, 250)? — (1 — t)dy (), 22,

where ¢+ = [(Wm)m] is taken as cu(tdu(xz(/{), (2))) Let Dy = du(a:z(j),xz(/{)).
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We claim that for every e > 0, there exists U, € U such that the following holds: For
every m € U,

(), 2®) = Dyl <€, |z wn) — td@D), 22)| < e

m m ‘
and |d(x%),wm) —(1- t)d(:ng,}b),x%)ﬂ < e.

Indeed, by definition of metric ultraproducts, there exists Ve(l) € U such that for every
m € Ve(l), it holds that |d(x%),:p£§)) — Dy| < €. Similarly, there exist V? € U and
V¥ € U such that for every m € v eu, \d(x%),wm) — tDy| < € holds and for every

me V¥ e u, |d(:17£3),wm) — (1 —t)Dy| < € is satisfied. Then set
V. = Ve(l) N VE(Q) N ]/6(3).

Since an ultrafilter corresponds to finitely additive {0, 1}-valued probability measures on
N, the membership of it is closed under formation of finitely many intersections. Therefore,
it follows that

Veel.

Finally, set
U = Vé (e U);

it is now easy to see that this U, satisfies all of the conditions of the claim above. This
argument explains importance in the philosophy above to restirct ourselves to an inequality
on uniformly finitely many points in metric spaces.

Let m € U.. Apply Lemma L9l Then we have that d(zy,, wy,) < k(Dy,t,€) with

lim #(Dyy, t,€) =
e%m( u,t,€) =0,

where 2, is the point that divides [m%), x%)] internally in the ratio ¢ : (1—¢). The key here
is the function x does not depend on the choice of m € Ug; recall that k was determined
only by CAT(0) geometry. We may apply the inequality as in Definition [.7] for the triple
(zm,m%),x%)) (because the original space M is CAT(0)); hence we have that for every
m € U,

At 2m)? < (1 = ) d(tpm, 23)2 + td(tm, 222 — (1 — t)d(zD), 2(2))2,

Since d(zm, wp,) < K(Dy,t,€), we in addition have that
AUy, W) < d(Upy, 2m) + K(Dyy, t,€).
Finally, we let € | 0. Then by the two inequalities above, it follows from the definition of
the metric ultraproduct that
dus (s cue)® < (1 — )y (g, @y))? + by (g, 252 — t(1 — t)dy (wly) )2,

Therefore, we obtain our goal; it proves that M € CAT(0).
Once we showed l3(M) € M and UP(M) C M, it is straightforward to verify that
Fa(M) C M. Indeed, in general,

Fo(M) CUP(Ly(M)).
holds true for every ¢ € [1,00). Finally, to see that FS3(M) C M, observe that all
conditions for complete CAT(0) spaces (completeness, geodesic property and the inequality

as in Definition 7)) pass to closed and geodesically convex subsets. Hence it is deduced
from the inclusion Fao(M) C M. O
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Remark 4.10. If our metric space M = FE is a Banach space, then the philosophy as in the
proof above on metric ultraproducts is stated in the following way: An inequality with
uniform constants on uniformly finite dimensional subspaces in Banach spaces passes to
metric ultraproducts.

This statement above for Banach spaces is formulated in a rigorous manner as follows:
For every Banach space FE, each metric ultrapower Ey = limy(FE,0) of E is finitely repre-
sentable in E; see the definition and discussions in [BLO0, Chapter F]. It morally means
that, quantitative information of finite dimensional subspaces of Ey may be approximated
as accurate as we hope by that of F.

4.4. Examples of classes of Banach spaces. We discuss several examples of classes
of metric spaces of our interest. They are main examples of M which is closed under
formation of (some of) the following operations

M = UPM), Fy(M), FSg(M) and £y(M),

for an appropriate exponent ¢ € [1,00). In this subsection, we discuss certain classes of
Banach space; in the next subsection, we deal with those of non-linear metric spaces.

The reader may consult the proof of Lemma [£.§] for basic ideas behind the proofs of the
closeness.

Example 4.11. First we consider classes of Banach spaces.

(1) Let r € [1,00). Then M = ¢,(= {¢,}) satisfies £;(M) C M for g = r.

(2) More generally to (1), let M = By, denote the class of all L,-spaces (over all measure
spaces). (We fix R or C, and construct the class above over the fixed coefficient field.)
Then, ¢;(M) C M for ¢ = r. Furthermore, Krivine showed that UP(M) C M; see
the survey [Hei80]. It implies that F,.(M) C M.

In particular, by letting r = 2, we observe that for M = Hilbert (the class of all
Hilbert spaces), £2(M) C M and Fa(M) C M; the proof of the latter item is much
easier than that for the general L,-space case. In that case, moreover, FSo(M) C M
holds.

(3) More generally to (2), let M = Byncy, denote the class of all non-commutative L,.-
spaces (associated with all von-Neumann algebras). Then, ¢, (M) C M and UP(M) C
M; the latter follows from the work of Raynaud [Ray02]. It also holds that F,.(M) C
M.

(4) A Banach space E is said to be of non-trivial (linear or Rademacher) type if there
exists 7 € (1,2] and a constant C > 0 such that the following holds true: For every
m € N1 and for every (§;)icjm] in E,

B, |1Y ] aéill"| <™ > &l
i€[m]

1€[m]

If the inequality above is satisfied for fixed r and C, we say that E has a type r
with constant C. Here E(,,[-] means the expected value (average) over the uniform
distribution of (¢;);en over {—1,1}". Let M = Biype>1 denote the class of all complex
Banach spaces of non-trivial type. Then, UP(M) C M and Fa(M) C FS2(M) C
M hold true. Indeed, having type > 1 is stated in terms of conditions on finite
dimensional subspaces; recall Remark .10l

Moreover, for a fixed r € (1,2] and C > 0, if we consider the subclass ngo of all

complex Banach spaces that have type r with constants C, then Kr(Bﬁf’ge) C Bﬁ?’ge.



24

MASATO MIMURA AND HIROKI SAKO

Indeed, the condition of the membership of Btype is stated only in terms of £,.-sums;
recall the first part of the proof of Lemma 48] See [TJ89] for details of types of Banach
spaces.

Celebrated work of V. Lafforgue [Laf08], [Laf09] yield fixed point properties with
respect to Biypes1; see (1) of Theorem
N. Tomczak-Jaegermann [TJ89, Chapter 6], and T. de Laat and M. de la Salle
[dLAIST8] studied quantities (di(FE))kens, and the class Bg<y/p (see also [dLMdIS16,
Formula (1.1)]), which are defined as follows: For two isomorphic (but not necessarily
isometrically) Banach spaces Ey and Es, the Banach—Mazur distance dpn(Eq, Es) is
defined to be the infimum of ||T||||7||, where T: E; = Ej runs over all isomorphisms

between Fj and Es, and || - || denotes the operator norm. For a complex Banach space
E, for each k € N>, we define di(E) by

dy(E) = sup{dBM(E' EdlmC( N ¢ dime(E') < k},

where E’ runs over all (complex) linear subspaces of E with the condition above.
Here ¢3¢ denotes the m-dimensional complex ¢3-space for m € N. The class Bg<y/2 is
deﬁned as the class of all complex Banach spaces E for which there exist 0 < 5 < 1/2
and C' > 0 such that the condition

for all k € N>y, dip(E) < CkP

is satisfied. Then, it follows that UP(Bg<1/2) € Bgcyjp and that Fa(Bgcyijz) C
FSa(Bg<ij2) € Bg<iya- Moreover, for fixed 8 € (0,1/2) and C' > 0, if we denote
by Bg,c the class of all complex Banach spaces such that the condition above holds
for that pair (3, C), then ¢2(Bg ) € Bs,c holds. The proofs of these inclusions above
go along the same line as ones in (4).

A fact states that a complex Banach space E is of non-trivial type if and only if
limy o0 k_l/zdk(E) = 0; see [T.J89]. In particular, Bg<1/2 € Biype>1- It is not known
whether the inclusion above is strict.

de Laat-Mimura—de la Salle [dLMdIS16] studied fixed point properties with respect
to Ba<1/2; see (3) of Theorem 9

Similar to (4), for each r € [2,00) and each C' > 0, we define the class Bwtype as that
of all Banach spaces that satisfy the cotype r inequality with constant C’

Eey, |1 D @&l =07 > &l
1€[m] 1€[m]

Here the expected value in the left-hand side is defined as one in (4). Then for
M= Bwtype in a similar way to one in (4), it holds that £.(M) C M, UP(M) C M
and F, (M) C FSp (M) C M. The union Beotype<oo = Uﬁc Bf%ype equals the class of
all Banach spaces of non-trivial cotype.

A Banach space FE is said to be uniformly convez if there exists a strictly positive real-
valued function A: (0,2] — R+ such that the following holds: For every &,n € S(E)

with & # 1,
-

7 = ade -

Here S(E) denotes the unit sphere of E. For a fixed r € [2,00), if there exists C' > 0
such that A above satisfies that A(e) > C"¢" for all € € (0,2], then we say that E
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is uniformly convex with modulus of convexity of power type r. Ball-Carlen—Lieb
[BCL94, Proposition 7] showed that the condition above is equivalent to saying that
there exists C' > 0 such that for all {,7 € X and for all ¢ € [0,1], the following
inequality holds true:

1L = )¢+l < (X = EN" + tllnl” = (C) A = D)€ = nl".

They also made estimate between C' and C’ above. In this paper, we say a Banach
space E is r-uniformly convex with constant C' if the inequality above is satisfied; this
terminology is compatible with that of r-uniformly convex metric spaces in a more
general framework; see (2) of Example L.13]

A Banach space F is said to be superreflezive if every (equivalently, some) metric
ultrapower limy,(E, 0) is reflexive. Enflo’s characterization states that E is superreflex-
ive if and only if F is isomorphic to a uniformly convex Banach space. A theorem of
G. Pisier [Pis75] shows that, moreover, for every superreflexive Banach E, there exists
r € [2,00) such that E is isomorphic to a uniformly convex Banach space with modu-
lus of convexity of power type r. For r € [2,00), for C/ > 0 and for D > 1, we define
the class Bf,r ' p as that of all Banach spaces whose Banach—Mazur distance at most
D to r-uniformly convex Banach spaces with constant C’. Then, for M = ifcg D it
holds that ¢,(M) C M, UP(M) C M and F,.(M) C FS,(M) C M. Indeed, without
the condition of Banach—Mazur distances, they follow from a similar argument to one
in (4). It may be easily verified that the extra condition in terms of Banach-Mazur
distances does not affect the closeness properties above.

By aforementioned theorems in [BCL94] and [Pis75], the union By = U, v p Bilcr p
coincides with the class of all superreflexive Banach spaces. It is known that By, C
Biypes1 € Beotype<oo and that both of the inclusions are strict; see [T.J89] and [BLO0].

We make a remark that if UP(M) C M holds, then in many cases this inclusion hap-
pens to be strict. For instance, let M = Hilbert. Then as we argued in Example [Z.17] the
inclusion above holds. It is a standard fact that a metric ultrapower of an infinite dimen-
sional Banach space is always non-separable; see [BL0O0]. Hence, the class UP(Hilbert)
does not contain an infinite dimensional separable Hilbert space.

4.5. Examples of classes of non-linear metric spaces. In this subsection, we discuss
classes of non-linear metric spaces. Our main examples are subclasses of CAT(0) as
in Lemma (A8 as the class CAT(0) itself is too enormous. For instance, to the best
knowledge of the authors, it might not be known whether there exists an infinite RF
(finitely generated) group that has the fixed point property with respect to the class
CAT(0). In order to restrict to subclasses of CAT(0), we employ the following numerical
invariant of a complete CAT(0) space.

Definition 4.12 (Izeki-Nayatani invariant; [INO5]). Let M € CAT(0). Let Py, (M)
denote the set of all finitely supported probability measures on M supported on more
than one point. In other words, each p € Py, (M) is of the form Zle t;Dirac,, with
t; > 0 for i € [k], Zle ti =1 and k € N>o. Here Dirac, means the Dirac mass at p. For
such pu, there exists a unique point iz € M that minimizes the function

k

M>x— ZtidM(pi,x)2 € R>o;
i=1
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this point [ is called the barycenter of u. For such u, define
2
|2, i)
= inf - 5
2i= till £ (i)
Here f runs over all maps from supp(u) to Lo = Lo([0, 1]) that satisfies the two conditions

indicated above, and i and j there vary all indices in [k].
The Izeki-Nayatani invariant 6(M) is defined as

SM) = swp 6.
HEP<xy (M)

6(p) Nf@)ll = da(pi 1), 1f(pi) — f(i)ll < daa(pi, pj)

The Izeki-Nayatani invariant takes values in [0,1]. For instance, if M is a tree (or
R-tree), a Hilbert space or a (possibly infinite dimensional) Hadamard manifold (that
is, a complete, connected and simply-connected Riemannian manifold with non-positive
sectional curvature), then 0(M) is computed to be 0; see [INO5]. As we mentioned in
the introduction, many reasonable CAT(0) spaces M, such as all Euclidean buildings
associated with simple algebraic groups, have §(M) < 1; see [Toy10]. For this reason, we
may regard M € CAT(0) with §(M) =1 as a singular CAT(0) space.

Ezample 4.13. Here we discuss certain classes of non-linear metric spaces.
(1) Fix 09 € [0, 1]. We define a class

CAT(0)<5, = {M : M is complete and CAT(0), 6(M) < dp}.
Then for each dy, the class M = CAT(0)<s, satisfies
l(M) C M, Fo(M) C FSa(M) M and UP(M) C M.

Indeed, it is known from [IN0O5] and [Toy09] that the Izeki-Nayatani invariant does
not increase by formation of metric ultraproducts or by taking closed and geodesically
convex subsets. Also they showed that if for every M,,, € CAT (0), m € N, satisfies that
§(M) < b9, then for every choice (ym)m of base points, the space (IT,,en(Mm, ym))é2
belongs to CAT (0)<s,. Hence, the assertions above follow from Lemma [£.8

For dp € (0, 1], we define the following class:

CAT(0)<s, = |J CAT(0)<s-

6’ <do
Then for M = CAT(0)s,, it holds that
Fo(M) C FSo(M)C M and UP(M)C M.

However, it does not hold that ¢3(M) C M; recall the discussion below Definition 5]
Izeki and Nayatani [IN0O5] studied fixed point properties with respect to CAT (0)<s,
for certain dg; see (2) of Theorem
(2) Fix r € [2,00). Then, some /,-analogue of item (1) may be defined as follows: Let
C € (0,1]. A geodesic space M is said to be r-uniformly convex with constant C
if for every x € M and for every geodesic c: [0,d(y,z)] — M with ¢(0) = y and
c(d(y, z)) = z and for every 0 <t < 1, the following inequality

d(z,er)” < (1 —t)d(z,y)" +td(x,2)" — C"t(1 —t)d(y, z)"
holds true, where ¢; denotes ¢(td(y, z)). See also [NS11]; compare with the inequality

of r-uniformly convex Banach spaces in (7) of Example 211l The Clarkson inequality
(see for instance [BLO0O|]) shows that L, is r-uniformly convex with a certain constant
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C,. For fixed C' € (0,C,], we write the class of all complete r-uniformly convex
(geodesic) spaces with constant C' as UC, c. Note that UCy 1 = CAT(0).

Note that we may modify the proof of Lemma (.8 to the current case. Indeed, the
inequality above is stated only in terms of £,.-sums and that validity of it is stable under
formation of rescalings. Furthermore, the proof of Lemma [£.9] may be adapted to the
current setting. Thus, we conclude that for every C' € (0,C,], the class M = UC, ¢
satisfies that

0 (M) C M, Fo(M)C FS,(M)C M and UPM)C M.

In addition, it follows that every M € UC, ¢ is uniquely geodesic.
However, similar to CAT (0), the class M = UC, ¢ itself is too huge. We discuss
some subclass in Example 4141

In the next example, we discuss certain subclasses of UC, ¢ into which fibred coarse em-
beddability may be reasonable to study. Before proceeding to it, we explain importance of
the Izeki—Nayatani invariant of a complete CAT(0) space in relation to fixed point proper-
ties. Let M € CAT(0). Let I' = (V(I"), E(I"), m) be a weighted finite connected graph(we
consider I" as a directed graph by considering each unoriented edge as two oriented edges).
It means, m: E(I') — Ry, satisfies that m(v,w) = m(w,v) for all (v,w) € E(I"). For
v € V(D), let m(v) = 3, ey ) (uw)erm m(v,w). For I' = (V(I'), E(I'), m), define the
Wang-type non-linear spectral gap with target in M by

T Demwmenm (v, w)d(f(v),
27 VIO=M Yy m(v)d(f(v), f)?
)

Here f runs over all non-constant maps V(I') — M; f is the (2-)barycenter of f(V(I'))
(recall Definition d.12]). Namely, f denotes the unique point in M that minimizes

M>zx+— Z )2€R20.
veV (T

It is known that if M = R, then A\ (I', M ) equals A1 (I"), the first strictly positive eigenvalue
of the normalized Laplacian of I". The key property of §(M) to the fixed point property
is that for every I', the following inequality

AL, M) = (1 = 6(M))A ()

holds; see [IN05, Proposition 6.3].

Now fix r € [2,00). Let M be a complete and r-uniformly convex metric space. Then,
in a similar way to one above, we may define a Wang-type non-linear r-spectral gap with
target in M for a weighted finite connected I' = (V(T'), E(T"), m) by

ATy = L g Zeswenn) m<v7w>d<f<f(>;)f<w>>ﬁ
2f:V(ID)=M EveV(F) m(v)d(f(v), f )"

Here f runs over all non-constant maps V(I') — M; 7(” is the r-barycenter of f(V(I)),
that means, a point that minimizes

M>xw— Z ) €R>0

w 2
€T M) = fw)”

[

By r-uniform convexity and completeness of M, f( uniquely exists. In this setting, it
might not be reasonable to require A")(I', M) to be bounded from below by some scalar



28 MASATO MIMURA AND HIROKI SAKO

multiple of A(") (T,R). Instead, we consider a function which controls the behavior of
AT, M) for each weighted graph I' in terms of A(")(I",R). This formulation yields the
following example of subclasses of UC,. c.

Ezample 4.14. Fix r € [2,00). Fix a non-decreasing function
v:[0,2] = [0,2]

such that for all ¢ € [0,2], () < t. For C € (0,C,], let L{ngc be the class of all complete
r-uniformly convex metric spaces with constant C' such that the following holds true: For
every weighted finite connected graph I', it holds that

A, M) > §(AT)(D,R)).

Then it may be showed that for every ¥ (and for every r and C'), the subclass M = uc;lj C
of UC, ¢ satisfies that

0, (M) C M, Fo(M) C FS,(M)C M and UPM)C M.

Indeed, in a similar argument to one in the proof of Lemma [£9] we may show some
stability (with respect to approximations) of r-barycenters of maps. Then, for a fixed
graph I' and for a fixed € > 0, the following condition on M,

AT, M) > €

can be essentially written as some inequalities with uniform constants on uniformly finitely
many elements (the number is estimated in terms of #(V(T"))) on M. It then follows that
UP(M) € M. To show that £,(M) C M, observe that the condition on M above is
stated only in terms of £,.-sums.

For instance, if (r,C) = (2,1) and if ¥ = W is of the form
Us(t) = (1 =0,
for some § € [0, 1], then it follows that
UC33 D CAT(0)<s.

As we mentioned above, non-linear spectral gaps relate to the study of fixed point
properties; see Remarks and

We make a remark that this construction of Z/{C;If ¢ is not new: It has been studied by
Naor [Naol4] and other researchers. See also [NS11]. In [Naol4], Naor regarded a weighted
finite graph as a symmetric stochastic matrix via the associated weighted adjacency matrix,
and he considered r-Poincaré modulus. Although the formulation may look different, it is

essentially identical to ours.

Remark 4.15. The main difference between F (M) and UP(M) is that the latter does
not take (finite) ¢,-products (or rescaling) before taking metric ultraproducts. Therefore,
the latter procedure may preserve some “dimension” under certain conditions. First we
consider the class RT of all R-trees (namely, geodesic 0-hyperbolic metric spaces). By the
four-point condition of Gromov-hyperbolicity [BH99, Chapter ITI. Remark 1.21], it follows
that UP(RT) C RT. Even if we consider a smaller class T of all simplicial trees (considered
as geodesic spaces, possibly with uncountably many vertices), then UP(T) C T. This
is because we may endow a metric ultraproduct with a simplicial structure by declaring
vertices to be (equivalence classes of ) bounded sequence of vertices; we draw edges between
those with the limit distance 1.
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We consider the class QT of quasi-trees, namely, graphs (considered as geodesic spaces,
possibly with uncountably many vertices) that are quasi-isometric ([BH99, Chapter I.
Definition 8.14]) to simplicial trees. By the argument above, we see that UP(QT) C OT;
recall that we fix a single element of M and take pointed metric ultraproducts of it to

construct UP(M).

Definition 4.16. Let M be a non-empty class of metric spaces and ¢ € [1,00). Denote
([T<x, M)e, by the class of all metric spaces (isometric to) finite £,-products ([ [;cp Mj)e,,
where 1 < §(F) < oo and M; € M for all j € F.

JEF

Since for a fixed m € N>9, taking an m-fold product is compatible with taking a metric
ultraproduct, we conclude that UP(([]_x, @T)e,) € (I1cn, QT )e,- (We may replace £,
simultaneously with ¢, for each ¢ € (1,00).)

Another construction is the following. Let M = M be a proper metric space that is
cocompact. Here the properness means that all closed bounded balls are compact; M
is said to be cocompact if the full isometry group of M acts on M cocompactly. Then,
UP(M) = M. Here the cocompactness assumption is needed in order to make control on
choices of base points (¥, )m to take a pointed metric ultraproduct.

Remark 4.17. Here we make more precise on what “dimension” means in examples in
Remark Gromov [Gro93] introduced an analogue of covering dimension in coarse ge-
ometry for a generalized metric space M. This concept is called the asymptotic dimension,
written as asdim; see [NY12l Chapter 2.2] for the definition. This is an invariant under
coarse equivalence. Moreover, it is showed that if f: X — M is a coarse embedding, then
it holds that
asdim(X) < asdim(M).

Also, a finite product of spaces with finite asymptotic dimension has finite asymptotic
dimension. See [NY12, Proposition 2.2.4, Theorem 2.2.5 and Example 2.4.1] for details of
these facts. Every tree has asymptotic dimension at most 1 ([NY12, Proposition 2.3.1];
see also [BSO7, Proposition 10.2.1] for R-trees). Hence, every element in ([]_y, Q7 )¢, has
finite asymptotic dimension. For M a complete, connected and simply connected finite
dimensional Riemannian manifold with sectional curvature strictly negative, results in 1.E}
in [Gro93|] implies the following: If such M is cocompact, then asdim(M) < co.

5. IDEA OF THE PROOF: METRIC ULTRAPRODUCTS AND THE KEY TO NON-LINEAR
VERSION OF GROMOV’S TRICK

We explain how metric ultraproducts play a role in the proofs of Proposition and
(i) of Theorem [Al

5.1. Metric ultraproducts and proof of Proposition To illustrate the ideas, we
first prove the following result.

Lemma 5.1. Let M be a non-empty class of metric spaces. Let (Gp,)men be a convergent
sequence in G(k) (k € N>1) and let G be the limit. Let p,w: [0,00) — [0,00) be two non-
decreasing proper functions. Then, the following holds true: If | |, . Cay(Gy,) admits a
(genuine) coarse embedding into M with control pair (p,w), then Goo admits a coarse
embeddings into UP (M) with the same control pair (p,w).

If M consists only of Banach spaces, then the following holds true: If | |, . Cay(Gp)
admits a coarse embedding into M, then G, admits a coarse embedding into the original
class M.
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One key to the proof of Lemma Bl is () in Lemma B} For each m € N, take
R,, € N as in there. Hence, fa,, G,k 8ives a complete identification between R,,-
balls BeayD(Gn) (€G> Bom) and Beayd (G ) (€Goos Bm); also, Ry — 400 as m — oco. By
employing this identification and by taking a pointed metric ultraproduct associated
with a well-chosen sequence of base points (ym)men, we construct a coarse embedding
Cay(Goo) — limy/ (M, yy,) out of the original coarse embedding | |, Cay(Gy,) — M.
The precise argument goes as follows.

Proof of Lemma[BJl. Let M € M. Suppose there exists a coarse embedding
f: |_| Cay(G,,) = M

meN
with control pair (p,w). For every m € N, take R,, as above.
Now, for each g € G, we associate the following sequence (y(g)m )men of points in M:

( ) = f((/BG'nuGoo,Rm)_l(g))? lf g € BCay(Goo)(eGoo7Rm)7
Y\gm fleg,,)s otherwise.

By (x), we observe the following:
e For every g € Geo,

sup A (Y(9)ms f(ec,,)) < w(dao (eGa: 9))(< 0).

e For every g1,92 € G, let my, 4, be the smallest m such that for every n > m, it
holds that g1, g2 € Bay(Guo)(€G s Iin)- (Since limy;,— 00 Ry, = 400, such m exists.)
Then, for all m > mg, 4,, it holds that

P(dGo (91, 92)) < drr(Y(91)ms ¥(92)m) < w(dgo (91, 92))-

Finally, fix a non-principal ultrafilter i/ over N and take the pointed metric ultraproduct
My = limy (M, dys, f(eq,,)); we define the following map

fooi (Cay(Goo)sdao,) = Mus g = [(Y(9)m)menlu-

By the two observations above, we conclude that this f., is well-defined, and that it is a
coarse embedding with the same control pair (p,w) as one for the original f.

If M = E is a Banach space, then the arguments in the paper of Ostrovskii [Ost12]
indicate a way to construct a coarse embedding from Cay(Gy) to the original E out of
the metric ultraproduct construction above; this procedure will affect the control pair by
some multiplicative and additive factors. O

Lemmal5.0] can be generalized to the following proposition, which deals with the general
case where the sequence of marked groups may not converge in the Cayley topology.

Proposition 5.2. Let M be a non-empty class of metric spaces. Let (Gu)men be a
sequence in G(k) (k € N>1). If | ], cn Cay(Gim) admits a fibred coarse embedding into M
as a disjoint union, then Ocay(Gm)men admits equi-coarse embeddings into UP(M); that
means,

N CP}ppy (Goo) # 0.
Gm€30ay (Gm)m

If M consists only of Banach spaces, then the following holds true: If | |, . Cay(Gp,)
admits a fibred coarse embedding into M as a disjoint union, then Ocay(Gm)men admits
equi-coarse embeddings into the original class M.
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See Proposition [5.4] for a further generalization to disjoint unions of connected graphs
with uniformly bounded degree, not necessarily those of Cayley graphs.

Proof. Let M € M. Suppose there exists a fibred coarse embedding from | |, .y Cay(Gy,)
into M with control pair (p,w). Let Goo € Ocay(Gm)men. By definition, there exists a
subsequence (G, )n of (Gy,) that converges to G in G(k). By Lemma [B.9] there exists
a fibred coarse embedding from | |, Cay(Gy,,,) into M with control pair (p,w). Thus, we
may assume that (G, )men itself converges to Geo.

For every m € Nxi, take Ry, as in (x) and take R), as in Lemma B8 Let R/ be

the minimum of R,, and R],. By construction, lim,, , R, = 4o0c. Take the local
trivialization
tee R | | My = Beay(Gpn) (€6 Rip) X M.

TE€Bcay(Gm)(€am Bin)

Define a map

Im: BCay(Gm)(eGm7R;n) - M; x+— teGm,R;n(l‘)(S(l‘)).

By (2) in Lemma [3.8] this f,, is a coarse embedding with compression pair (p,w).
Then, we may modify the construction of (y(g),,) as in the proof of Lemma B by
setting for every m € N,

(9)m = fn((BGm,Goo,r) "1 (9)), i g € Beay(ao)(€au, B),
Y\gm fm(ea,,), otherwise.

Then it will complete our proof of Proposition O

Remark 5.3. To prove these lemma and proposition, we do not use the property that
BGum,Geo, 1S an isomorphism as rooted diagrams; what we needed above is this map is an
isomorphism as rooted (non-labelled, non-oriented) graphs. From this point of view, we
consider the space of rooted graphs with bounded degree and generalize Proposition in
the following manner; see Proposition 5.4 for the conclusion.

Fix k € N>o, We set R(k) as the space of all connected graphs (without labellings/orientations)
(T, rp) with roots rp(€ V(I')) such that the degrees of all vertices are at most k. We say
¢: (I'1,rp,) = (Do, rr,) is an isomorphism as rooted graphs if ¢(rp,) = rp, and if ¢ is a
graph isomorphism. In R(k), we identify two rooted graphs that are isomorphic in the
sense above. We endow R(k) with the topology of local convergence as rooted graphs.
This means, ((I'ym,7T,,))men converges to (I'so,rr, ) if for every R € N>, there exists
mp € N such that for every m > mpg, the R-balls Br,, (r1,,, R) and Br_ (rr.,, R), centered
at roots, are isomorphic as rooted graphs. The space R(k), equipped with this topology,
is a compact metrizable space.

Consider a sequence (I';)men of connected graphs with all degrees at most k. Then,
cach T, forms a (possibly, non-singleton) subset Ty, = {(Tyn, v) : v € V(I')} of R(K); we
define the rooted graph boundary of (T'y,)., by the set of all possible accumulation points
of UmeNli1 in R(k) as m — oo. We write it as 9, (I'y)men-

Proposition 5.4. Let k € N>go. Let M be a non-empty class of metric spaces. Let (I'p,)men
be a sequence of connected graphs with all degrees at most k. If | |, cnTm admits a fibred
coarse embedding into M as a disjoint union, then the rooted graph boundary Oy (T, )meN
admits equi-coarse embeddings into UP(M); that means,

N CPupmy(Loo) # 0.

(Foo 77"00)667“ (Fm)m



32 MASATO MIMURA AND HIROKI SAKO

If M consists only of Banach spaces, then the following holds true: If | |, cxT'm admits
a fibred coarse embedding into M as a disjoint union, then 0p(I'y)men admits equi-coarse
embeddings into M.

5.2. Metric ultraproducts of fragmentary actions. In Subsection 5.1, we saw how
to recover (non-equivariant) coarse embeddings from Cayley limit groups out of a (fibred)
coarse embeddings of the disjoint union.

In this subsection, we discuss some recovery procedure of equivariant coarse embeddings.
One important point here is that for this, what we need is not the global actions of the
whole groups G,,, but local actions of balls; compare with the proof of Lemma 5.1l Here
we give the definition of a fragmentary action of a subset of a group, which is a local
version of the action of the whole group.

Definition 5.5. Let M be a metric space. Let G be a group and e € K C G be a subset.
A partial homomorphism from K to the isometry group Isom(M) is called a fragmentary
action of K on M. In other words, a right fragmentary action a: M «~ K (where for all
g € K, a(g) is an isometry on M) satisfies the following property: For every g;,g2 € K
such that g1g2 € K,

z-a(gige) = (2 - ag1)) - alg2)
for all z € M.

We use the word “fragmentary” because the terminology “partial action” is referred to
a quite different concept in the literature.

Proposition 5.6. Let G, R Goo- Let p,w: [0,00) — [0,00) be two non-decreasing
proper functions. Assume that for every m € N, there exists ry, € N>1 with limy, o0 7 =
+00 such that the following holds: For every m € N, there exists an pointed isometric
right fragmentary action (nm, My, ym) of Ba,, (€., m)

a: My, » BGm(eGm,T‘m), Ym € My,

such that the orbit map of Y, is an (equivariant) coarse embedding of (Bg,, (eG,,,™m),daG,,)
with (equivariant) control pair (p,w).

Then, for every non-principal ultrafilter U over N, there exists a pointed isometric right
action (oqr, My, yu) of Goo such that the orbit map of yy is an (equivariant) coarse em-
bedding of (Goo,da., ) with equivariant control pair (p,w). Here My = limy(My,, ym) and
Yu = [(ym)m]u-

Compare the statement of Proposition with the standard argument, for instance, in
a survey of Y. Stalder [Sta09, Theorem 3.12].

Proof. For every m € N, take R, € N and fg,, G...R,, as in (x). Set R/, = min{R,, "}
For each g € G, define o/, (g): My, — Mp,; 2+ z-al,(g) by

zZ - O/ ( ) _ Z am((ﬂGm,GOO7Rm)_1(g))7 lf-g G BGoo(chxﬂRg’L)’
m\9) = z, otherwise.

By construction, the restriction of o/, on Bag, (ec.., Ry,) is a fragmentary action.
Finally, for every g € G, define ay(g): My — My by

(i) mlu - ca(g) = [(2m - O‘;n(g))m]lxl for every [(2m)mlu € Muy.

It is straightforward to check that this is well-defined. Since lim,, o, R}, = 400, this oy
is a (global) action of G on My (by isometries). By assumption, it furthermore holds
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that for every g1, 92 € G,

pldca. (91, 92)) < dny (Y - c(g1), yu - cu(92)) < wldao (91, 92)),
as desired; compare with the proofs of Lemma [5.1] and Proposition d

5.3. Key to the non-linear version of Gromov’s trick. Proposition [(.6] will be used
for the proof of (i).(1) of Theorem [Al To deal with (i).(2), we employ the following defi-
nition.

Definition 5.7. Let G be a group and e € K C G be a subset. Let M be a metric space
and y € M. Let € > 0. We say that a map a: K — Isom(M) is an e-almost fragmentary
(right) action at y if the following condition is fulfilled: For every g¢;,g2 € K such that
9192 € K,

d(y - a(g192), (y - a(g1)) - a(ga)) < e.

If K = G and « is a 0-almost fragmentary at y, then a: G — Isom(M) gives rise to a
genuine action on the G-orbit {y - a(g) : g € G} of y.

Proposition 5.8. Let G, Cay Goo- Let p,w: [0,00) — [0,00) be two non-decreasing
proper functions. Assume that for every m € N, there exist vy, € N>y with limy,, oo 7 =
+00, a sequence (pPm,wm)m of two non-decreasing proper functions [0, 00) — [0,00), €y, > 0
with limy, o0 €, = 0 and y., € My, such that the following conditions hold:

e For every m € N, there exists an €,,-almost (right) fragmentary action o, at y,
of Bg,,(ea,,,rm) (by isometries) on M,y,.

e Two sequences (pm)m and (wWm)m, respectively, converge to p and w pointwise.

e For every m € N and for every g1, 92 € Ba,,(eG,,,™m), it holds that

pmlda,, (91,92)) < daty, Ym - m(91), Ym - am(g2)) < wim(da,, (91, 92))-

Assume that there exists a non-principal ultrafilter U over N such that My = limy (Mo, Ypm)
1s uniquely geodesic.

Then, for every such U over N, there exist a closed and geodesically convex subset Lg of
My and an isometric right (genuine)action (ogy, Lo) of Geo that satisfy all of the following
conditions:

o For yy = [(Ym)mlu, it holds that {yy - ay(g9) : 9 € Goo } C Lyg.
e The orbit map of yyu by oy is an (equivariant) coarse embedding of (Goo,da.,)
(into Lg) with equivariant control pair (p,w).

Here we equip Ly with the induced metric from that of My.

Proof. For each g € G, the construction of ay(g): My — My is exactly the same as
one in the proof of Proposition Indeed, since each «a,,(h), for h € Bg,, (eq,,,m), is
isometric, ay, is e-almost fragmentary action at y and the “orbit map” of y,, by ., is a
coarse embedding with control pair (p,,wn, ), it follows that for each g € G,

meN m

sup dar,, (2 - Al (9), ) < 00 for every (2)m € <H<Mm,ym>> ;
Loo

recall that p,, and w,, are non-decreasing. The construction of «y(g) above is well-defined,
and ag¢(g) is an isometry. We, however, warn that in general, ay/(gh) may not coincide
with azs(g) o ags(h) (the composition is from left to right) as maps My — My,.
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Nevertheless, we observe that oy : Goo — Isom(My) is 0-almost fragmentary action at
Yy because lim,, oo €, = 0. Therefore, it is a genuine action on L' = {yy - ay(g) : g €
G }. For every g1, g2 € G, define

Ly, g, = {2 € My : z- (a(g1) 0 a(g2) © ag192) ") = 2}

Because a(g1) o a(g2) o a(gig2)~! is an isometry and we assume that My is uniquely
geodesic, each Lg, 4, is a closed and geodecially convexr subset of My with L' C Ly, ..
(Observe that every isometry sends geodesics to geodesics.) Finally, take

Lo = m Lgg (2 L/)'

91,92€G o0

Then Ly = Lo - ay(G) holds, and ayy gives rise to a genuine action on Ly. We rewrite
the restriction of az; on Lg as agy: Lg v Go; it satisfies the required two conditions. [

Remark 5.9. We may remove the assumption of the unique geodesic property on My = Ey
if M = & consists only of Banach spaces. Indeed, if we assume that all «,, are complex
affine, then take Lo as the closure of the algebraic complex affine span of L’; this Lg is a
non-empty complex affine subspace of Ey;. Even if we do not assume it, the Mazur—Ulam
theorem states that all «,,, are real affine. Then we can take a desired Lg as a non-empty
real affine subspace of Eyy.

6. FROM FIBRED COARSE EMBEDDINGS TO EQUIVARIANT EMBEDDINGS OF GROUPS IN
THE CAYLEY BOUNDARY

In this section, we prove item (i) of Theorem [Al As mentioned in the introduction, our
idea of the proof(s) is based on a trick of Gromov. We first demonstrate the proof of
(7).(1) in Subsection Then we proceed to the proof of (i).(2) in Subsection

6.1. Proof for finite marked group sequences. We already know from Proposition [5.2]
the way to recover (non-equivariant) coarse embeddings of groups in the Cayley boundary
from local information from the fibred coarse embedding. The point in our proof is how
to recover moreover equivariant coarse embeddings. The key tool here is Proposition

Proof of (i).(1) of Theorem[Al Similar to the proof of Proposition (5.2] we may assume
that (Gy,)men is a convergent sequence. Let G be the Cayley limit of it. Assume that
|lnen Cay(Gpn) admits a fibred coarse embedding into M, M € M, with control pair
(p,w). Take as s, Ry, ty rr , tg, g, r as in LemmaB.8 Fix g € [1,00).

For each m € N, set
1 1/q
o= T 0% (i) )
0

z€Gm q

recall Definition 411
For every g € Bg,,(ea,., R,), define a,,(g): Myyq — My, 4 by

(zm)meGm : am(g) = (t:c,g:c,R;n(Zggc))meGmy for (zm)m € Mm,q-
We claim the following.

Lemma 6.1. (1) This o, is a fragmentary action (by isometries)

Mm,q ) BGm (eG R;n)

m)
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(2) Let ym = (Ymz)acGn € Mpm g, where Ym » = tx,R;n(x)(s(x)) for every x € G,,. Then
the orbit map of ym by the fragmentary action oy, is an (equivariant) coarse embedding
from Bg,,(eq,,, Ry,) into My, o with control pair (p,w).

Proof of LemmaB.1l Since all ¢, 4, g are isometries, a,,(g) is an isometry for all g €
Gp,. Assume that g1,92,9192 € Bg,,(eq,,, R,,). Then since for each z € G,,, gigox €
Bg,, (1927, R.)) N Bg,, (922, R),,) N Bg,, (z, R,,,), it holds that

/

te,gow R}, © tgow,g1g22,RY,
=ty (91927) © (tgoarr (91922)) " 0 tgow rr (91927) © (tgygom i, (91G27))
= tum (91927) © (tgrgomrr, (91922))
= lzgigow,R,-

Therefore, we have that by setting w, = t4 g,0,r (2912),

((22)e - alg1)) - alg2) = (tw,ggw,R;n(wgzw))w

(tz,gom, Rl © Lgoa,grgom, Rl (2g1923) )
= (tw,g1g2w,R£n(Zg1gz:c)):c
(22)z - (g192).

This proves (1).
For (2), observe that for every g € Bg,, (z, R),) and every x € G,

Art (Y, ta,go, vy, (Ym,ge)) = At (e, ry, (2)(s(2)), o, ry, (92) (5(g97)).-
By assumption and by recalling Remark [£.6, we verify (2). O

By applying Proposition with 7, = R}, we obtain from Lemma an equivariant
coarse embedding from G into limy, (M, 4, Ym ) with equivariant control pair (p,w). Since
limy (Mo, q, Ym) € Fq(M), it proves the desired assertions. O

6.2. Non-linear version of Gromov’s trick and proof for amenable group se-
quences. In order to extend the argument as in Subsection to the case of amenable
marked group sequences, we employ a Fglner set of G, instead of G, itself and utilize
Proposition 5.8l This idea dates back to Gromov, and well known if M = Hilbert. We
extend this framework to possibly non-linear settings.

For € > 0 and for R € N, an (¢, R)-Folner set F' of a marked group G is a non-empty
finite subset of G that satisfies

8(F)
Amenability of G is characterized by the existence of (e, R)-Fglner sets for all (> 0) and
for all R (this property does not depend on the choices of markings of G).

< €.

Proof of (i).(2) of Theorem[Al We describe the modifications needed from the proof (¢).(1)
of Theorem [Al Fix ¢ € [1,00). For each m € N, choose ¢,, > 0 appropriately (we will
specify later) and take an (6,,, R.,)-Folner set F(™) of G,,. Set

z€F(m) 2,
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For every g € Ba,, (€G> Rn), let ap(9): My g — My g be (22) e pom) - @m(g) = (wy), for
(22)a € My, q. Here w, € M is defined by

w — tm,gm,Rg,L(ng)7 if gz € Fm),
v 2z, otherwise.

We claim the following.

Lemma 6.2. Let Y = (Ymz)zeGr € Mm,q, where Ym o = to r (2)(s(x)) for every x €
1

G- Let &, o = 65 "w(RL,).

(1) For every g € Bg,,(eq,,, R.,), am(g) is an isometry.

(2) This cu, is a 30y, ,-almost fragmentary action of Ba,,(eq,,, | Rn/2]) at ym; recall

Definition 5.7,
(3) For every q1,92 € Bag,, (eq,., | R.,/2]), it holds that

(1 - 25m)p(dGm(gl7g2)) S de(ym : am(gl)7ym : am(g2)) S w(dG'rrL(gl?gQ)) + 26;)1,(]’

Proof of Lemma[62l. Ttem (1) is by construction. For (2), let g1, g2 € Bg,,(ec,., | R../2])
such that ¢192 € Bag,,(ea,,, | R.,/2]). Let Fg(:?))d = FO) 0 (g7 FM) 0 (g P F) N
((g192) "' F™)) and Fé:zl) = F(m) \Fg(gz)d Then, by the Fglner property for F, ﬁ(Fé:é)) <

30,,4(F (™). Note that by the proof of Lemma B for all z € Fyoar

((Ym - (91)) - a(92)) (@) = (Ym - 2(9192))(x),
where (-)(z) indicates the z-th coordinate.

Now let = € Fé::i). Then, similar to one above, we have that

dar((Ym - (g1)) - (g2))(2), (Ym - a(g192))(2))
< max{w(da,, (7,7)) : 7.7 € {ea,, 91,92, 9192}}
= w(max{da,,(7,7) : 7.7 € {€G,n, 91,92, 9192}})
< w(R}).

By recalling that we take the scaling factor (1/#(F(™))Y/4 to construct M,, , from M, we
conclude that

m)y . W)Y @
a0 al0) ol alarge))) < (300 S
< 30, % (R,
as desired. Item (3) will be proved in a manner quite similar to one above. 0

For given ¢ € [1,00), w: [0,00) — [0,00) and (R],)m, we can choose (6;)m, 0m > 0,
such that lim,, o 0, = 0 and lim,,_ oo (5;,17(1 = 0. Finally, apply Proposition 5.8 with r,, =
| R,/2], €m = max{25,,,35;, .} and (pm,wm) = ((1 — €n)p,w + €m), and we thus obtain
the conclusion. If M only consists of Banach spaces, then consult also Remark O

By setting G,,, = G for a fixed amenable group and by restricting embeddings to genuine
coarse embeddings (recall Remark [3.6)), we in particular have the following corollary. It
may be regarded as a non-linear version of Gromov’s trick. Although this may have been
previously observed by other researchers, we include it for the sake of convenience of the
readers; compare with [NP1I, Theorem 9.1] for the case of Banach spaces.
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Corollary 6.3. Let M be a non-empty class of metric spaces that satisfies the conditions
as in Theorem [AL(7).(2). Assume that for some of such ¢, it holds that FSo(M) C M.
Then for every amenable marked group G, it holds that

CPIL(G) = CPh(G).

On the other hand, for non-amenable marked groups, CP%(G) is much restrictive than
CP(G). For instance, E. Guentner and J. Kaminker |[GK04, proposition 4.2] showed
that for every a € (0, 1), there exists C' > 0 such that (Cr%,7) € CP3pe(F2). However,
they [GK04, Theorem 5.3] also proved that if there exist a € (1/2,1] and C' > 0 such that

(Cror) e CPg_ﬁlert(G), then G must be amenable.

7. FROM EQUIVARIANT EQUI-COARSE EMBEDDINGS OF THE CAYLEY BOUNDARY TO
FIBRED COARSE EMBEDDINGS

Here we prove (i) of Theorem [Al Unlike the proofs in Section [G] we do not need to
impose conditions on G,,, m € N. First, we provide the proof where (G, ), is a convergent
sequence.

Proof of (ii) of Theorem [l for the case where §(Ocay(Gm)m) = 1. Let G be the Cayley
limit of (Gy,)m. For each m € N, take R,, and Bg,, G..R, @ in Lemma B3Il Assume
that there exist M € M and an equivariant coarse embedding from G, into M with
equivariant control pair (p,w), Let a: M « G be an action by isometries and y € M
such that the orbit map G 3 goo > y-a(g) € M gives the (equivariant) coarse embedding
above. Write as X = | |, .y Cay(Gp,).

Let R, = |Ry/2] for every m € N and M, = M for every € X. Define a section
5: X = |y,ex M by s(z) = y(€ M = M,) for every x € X. Now for m € N, g € Gy,

define a local trivialization tg r; @ |,epg (g.m )M = Ba,, (9, Rpy) X M by
(tg,R}w (.Z'))(Z) =z a(ﬂGm7Go<>7Rm(xg_l))7 for T € BG'rn(g?R;n) a‘nd KRS M

Here note that since G,, acts on CayD(G,,) by right, Bg,, (9, R.,)9~* = Ba,, (eq,,, R.,)-
In what follows, we will verify conditions (1)-(3) of Lemma B.8 For (1), for each
z € Ba,, (9, Ry,), the map t, g (x): M — M is an isometry. For z1,22 € Bg,,(9, Rp,),

dur((tg,ry, (1)) (s(21)), (g Ry, (22))(s(22)))
= du(y - alBan,Goo i (€1971)), Y - A(BG Goo B (T2 7))
Since
G (BGm,Goo,Bon (T197 ), BG Goo o (X297 ))
dg,, (x19~" 229™")
= dg,,(r1,72),

it follows (2). Finally, we check (3). Let Bg,, (9, R,,) N Ba,, (¢, R],) # 0. For each

z € Bag,, (91, R;,,) N Ba,, (92, Ry,,),

((tgy.my, () © (tgyry, (#))(2) = (2 (BGm.Goor o (T2 1) 1)) - (BG 1 Goo R (297 1))
= (2-al(Bap.Goo ke (92271))) - UBGrn,Goo o (297 1))
= 2 ABCm.GoorBon (927 )BC 1. Goos o (X7 )

2 0BG, Goo o (922 g7 1))

(B Goo R (9201 1))-

= Z
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Indeed, here we observe that fSq,,.G. R, 1S a partial isomorphism from Bg,, (eq,,, Rm)
to Bag..(ec.,, Rm) and that gog;' € Ba,, (eq,,,2R.,) C Ba,,(ec,,, Rm). The expression
in the very below side of the equalities above is independent of # € Bg,, (g1, R.,) N
Bg,, (g2, R.,,). It proves (3), and hence our proof completes. Moreover, it follows from our
arguments that

(p,w) € CPR(X).
O

We proceed to the proof of the general case; we here employ the class £,(M). Recall
the definition of an open neighborhood N (G, R) of G from Lemma 3.1

Proof of (ii) of Theorem [Al in full generality. For each R € N, {N(H, R) : H € 0cay(Gm)m}
is an open cover of Ocay (G )m. By compactness of Ocay (G )m, there exist i(R) € N and
H((]R), e ,Hf.g%) such that

i(R)

U NE™, R) 2 0cay (G-

i=0

Let HSR), e ,HZ.((RR)) be, respectively, the underlying groups of H(()R), . ,HE(}%. By defini-

tion of Ocay(G)m, for each R, there exists ng € N>q such that,

i(R)
U NES R) 2 Gl 2\ {Go,- -, Grp1}
=0

holds, where ﬁcay denotes the closure in the Cayley topology. Note that for R = 0,

then the left-hand side above, in fact, includes (Gm)mcay. For each R € N and for every

m € N>, choose 0 < i < i(R) such that G,, € N(HZ(.R),R) (if there exist at least two
(R)

such 4, choose the smallest 7). We write this ¢ as 4,, .
Set a new disjoint union as

X' = U U U Cay(Gum)

REN \ 0<i<i(R) \ pp<m<npii1+R : i =i

Now assume that Ocay(Gm)m is uniformly a-M-menable; there exists a pair (p,w) of
non-decreasing proper functions [0,00) — [0, 00) such that

(p,w) € N cPLH).
HEaCay(Gm)m
In particular, for every R € N and for every 0 < i < i(R), there exist Mi(R) e M,
y-(R) € MZ-(R) and an action aER): MZ-(R) a HZ-(R) such that the orbit map HZ-(R) > hm—

1
yi(R) . ozZ(R)(h) € Mi(R) is an (equivariant) coarse embedding with equivariant control pair

(p,w). Fix q € [1,00) and define

Mq = H H (Mi(R),y,(R))

ReN \0<i<i(R) ty

Note that this is an (at most) countable ¢,-product; hence M, € £,(M).
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By Lemmal[3.9] it suffices to construct a fibred coarse embedding as a disjoint union from
X" into M,. Let (My), = M, for all x € X" and s: X' — | |,cy, My be s(x) = (y](-r))m.
For each np < m < nry1 + R with i%%) = 4, consider the component Cay(G,,) in X’
associated with these R and 4. Set R;, = |R/2] and construct ty /by

(tg,r,, (2))((2)r5) = (wrj)r,;
for = € Bg,,(g, R;,) and for (z),; € Mg, where,

R _ . . .
o e a8y g pleg ) i () = (R),
rj — s L ) .
! Zr.js otherwise.

Then in a similar argument to one in the previous proof for the case where §(0cay (Gp)) =
1, we may verify conditions (1)—(3) in Lemma [3.8} recall also Remark 3.7l Furthermore,

we obtain that
(p,w) € P ( |_| Cay(G >

meN
O

Proof of Corollary[Bl. For the case where M = Hilbert, Btype or CAT(0)<s,, the asser-
tions immediate follow from Theorem [Al see also arguments in Examples @11 and A13]
For M = L,, Naor and Y. Peres employed the classification of separable closed subspaces

of Lg-spaces and indicated a way to coming back to L, from FS,(Lg); see the last assertion
of [NP11, Theorem 9.1] for more details. O

8. THE ABSORPTION TRICK

In this section, we explain the absorption trick, which appeared in the work of Bartholdi
and Erschler [BE15]. We employ this trick to prove Theorem

8.1. Standard (restricted) wreath products. We recall the definition of standard
(restricted) wreath products; see also [MS13l, Proposition 2.11]. For two groups G and H,
G H is defined to be (@he I G) x H, where H acts by permutation of coordinates by
right. For g € G and h € H, by gd), we denote the element in &, ;; G whose h-entry
is g and all of the other entries are eq. We use e for the group unit of @, 5 G. If

= (G;s1,...,8,) and H = (H;ty,...,t) are two marked groups, then we endow G H
with the standard (k + [)-marking as follows:

((3166H7 GH), (3256}17 GH), ey (Sk(SeHa CH), (eutl)a (e7t2)7 ey (e7tl))’

We write the marked group of G H with the standard marking above as G ! H. Then,
for G, & Goo and H,, — H, (respectively in G(k) and G(1)) in the Cayley topology, we
have that as min{m,n} — oo,

GniH, % GoiHs inG(k+1):

see §2.4. Theorem in [VG97] or [MimI8al, Lemma 4.6]. This may be clear to the reader
who is familiar with a relationship between wreath products and random walks.
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8.2. The absorption trick. The following lemma enables us to absorb a group into some
abelian group by taking the wreath product by an infinite group. For this reason, we call the
idea of it the absorption trick. The original form in the paper of Bartholdi and Erschler
[BE15] stated it in terms of permutational (restricted) wreath products; here we formulate
it for a simpler case.

Lemma 8.1 (A prototype of the absorption trick; Special case of Lemma 6.13 in Bartholdi—Er-
schler [BE1S)). Let G be a finitely generated group and fix (g1,...,95) a marking of G.
For each j € [k], let C; be the cyclic group of the same order as for g;. Then, for every
infinite and finitely generated group P, there exists a system of marking (Sp)men of GUP
with fized size such that

(GULP;Sp) % (CrxCyx--x )P,

with a suitable marking of the Cayley limit group.

For the sake of completeness, we include (idea of) the proof. See [Miml18al Subsec-
tion 5.2] for a more detailed demonstration for P = Z.

Proof. Fix a marking T' = (t1,...,¢;) of P. Since P is infinite, for every m € N, there
exists ep = xgm),:ngm), - ,$I(€m) € P such that Beayp(p:r) (:Eg-m),m), J € [k], are mutually

disjoint. Now, define a system (S, )men of markings of G P by
Sm = ((9156137 eP)v (925xém) ) eP)v SRR (gkémém%elj)) (ev tl)y B (ea tl))a

where e means the group unit of @, G. Let (Sp,)1 be the set of the first & elements in the
marking S,,. Then the following holds true: For i,y elements in GIP of the form ~loT,
o € (Sm)1, T € P, if y1,72 and y172 are all contained in the ball B(gp;s,,)(ecp,m) of
radius m, then v1 and 2 commute. By a similar reasoning to one in the proof of [MS13|

Lemma 5.1], we conclude that as m — oo,

(GULP;Sp) <% (CixCyx--xCp) P,
with a suitable marking of the Cayley limit group. See [Mim18al, the proof of Lemma 5.3]
for more details. 0

Since the constant sequence of G P with a fixed standard marking converge to itself,
Lemma B8] can be utilized as a source of producing two systems of different markings of
a group that produce Cayley limit groups of quite different nature. For instance, we have
the following.

Lemma 8.2 (A variant of the absorption trick). Let G be a LEF group. Let (Gp,)men be
a sequence of finite groups that is obtained from the underlying groups of a LEF approz-
imation of G (with a fivred marking). Then, there exist two different systems of markings
(Sm)m and (Tr)m of (Gm U (Z/MZ))mens, such that the following two conditions hold
true:

o The sequence (Gm L (Z/MZ); Spm)mens, converges in the Cayley topology to a solv-
able marked group. -

o The sequence (G U (Z/mZ); Tyn)men-, converges in the Cayley topology to G Z
with a suitable marking. -

We will make use of another variant of the absorption trick in the proof of Theorem [Cl
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Proof. Fix (g1,...,9x) a marking of G. For every m € Nx3, let (g%m),...,g,(ﬁm)) be the
corresponding marking of Gy, in the LEF approximation. Note that ((Z/mZ;1))men-,
converges to (Z; 1) in the Cayley topology; here we can take R, = [(m — 1)/2] as in (%)
in Lemma 3.1l For every m € N>3, set

di D(Z/mZ);1

o g, | €YD/ 1) |
4k

Then, lim,, oo m = +o0o. There exist 0 = xgm),xgm),...,$,(€m) € Z/mZ such that

Bcayp(z /mZ;l)(xgm),rm), j € [k], are mutually disjoint. Finally, define two systems (S;,)m
and (T},)m of markings of (G 1 (Z/MZ))mens, by

Sm = ((gYn) 5ez/mza eZ/mZ)v (gém) 51,%“1) > eZ/mZ)7 cee (g](gm)(sxl(cm) ) eZ/mZ)a (97 1))7
Tm = ((9§m) 5ez/mza eZ/mZ)v (gém) 5ez/mza eZ/mZ)a R (g]gm) 5ez/mza eZ/mZ)v (e7 1))7

where e means the group unit of €, i G- (Hence T, is the standard marking of
G Y (Z/mZ).) Then, we have that

(G (ZJMZ); Sm)  Z% (Ch x Oy x -+ x Cy) 1 Z,
(Gm 0 (Z/mZ) T) =% Gz,
where for every j € [k], C; is the cyclic group of the same order as for g;. O

Remark 8.3. K. W. Gruenberg |[Gru57] showed that a wreath product G ! H with an
infinite H is never RF unless G is abelian. Hence, our construction as in Lemma
may be available only after we extend the framework from RF approximations to LEF
ones. In addition, if G is not abelian, then the Cayley convergence of (G, ! Pp; Sm) to
the amenable marked group (C} x --- x Ci) U P above is a LEF approximation, but not a
RF one. This is because Cy x --- x (Y} is abelian but G,, for large m is not.

We refer the reader to [Mim18a] for a further development on the absorption trick.

9. EXAMPLES

9.1. Special linear groups. Here we discuss coarse properties of X', Y’, V' and W' as
in Examples and 21 In our Part I paper [MSI13l Remark 5.10], we observed that

(G S) B No(ZF) ) X Z , (Gos Tn) =3 SL(Z, F,[t]) % Z,

(Hp; Pr) S5 N(Z,Z) XL, (Hy Q) 2% SL(Z,Z) % Z,

with respectively suitable markings of the Cayley limit groups. Here for a unital com-
mutative ring A (associative), the group SL(Z, A) denotes the union of SL(K, A) = {g €
Mat g« (A) : det(g) = 1} over all finite non-empty sets K C Z (via the natural inclusion
SL(K,A) < SL(Z, A)). Similarly, N~ (Z, A) denotes the union of

N.(K,A) ={g € Matgxr(A):(9)i; =1forallie K, (g9);; =0foralli>j,ijecK}

over all finite non-empty sets K C Z. Here > is the standard total order on Z. The
actions of Z in the semi-direct products above are given by the right translation of Z on
the coordinate set Z. In the Part I paper [MS13, Remark 5.10], we deduced property A for
X’ and V' by amenability of the Cayley limit groups N+ (Z,F,[t]) X Z and N+ (Z,Z) » Z.
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Definition 9.1. Let M be a non-empty class of metric spaces. We say that a group G
has property (Faq) if for every M € M, every action a: M G by isometries admits a
global fixed point.

The following are showed by several researchers.

Theorem 9.2. (1) (V. Lafforgue [Laf08], [Laf09]) For every prime p and for every n €
N>3, the group SL(n,F,[t]) has property (FBypest)-

(2) (Izeki-Nayatani [INO5]) For every prime p and for everyn € N>z, the group SL(n,F,[t])
has property (Fea7 (o) 50)‘

(3) (de Laat-Mimura—de la Salle [{LMdIS16]) For every E € Bg.y /9, there exists N €
N>3 such that for every n € N>y, the group SL(n,Z) has property (Fg).

Indeed, (2) is deduced from the following argument: First, we consider a uniform lattice
in SL(n,F,((t71))). Consider the first strictly positive Laplace eigenvalue A; for the link
graph associated to it; recall the argument above Example A 14l Then, exactly the same
estimate as one for a uniform lattices in SL(n,Q)) applies. This is because local informa-
tion is the same for buildings associated with PGL(n,Q,) and for those associated with
PGL(n,F,((t71))). By [IN0O5, Section 6, Example 1], the estimate is given as

Alzl—ﬁ.
p+1

For every prime p, the estimate above of A is strictly bigger than 1/2. Then, by [IN05L
Theorem 1.1], every uniform lattice in SL(n,F,((¢1))) has property (Fear(o).,). Even
though SL(n,F,[t]) is a non-uniform lattice in SL(n,F,((t7!))), we obtain the same con-
clusion as in (2) through Le-induction process; see [BEGMO7, Section §].

Item (1) of Theorem has been generalized to other higher rank lattices over non-
archimedean fields; see [Lial4].

Remark 9.3. On (2) of Theorem [0.2] with the aid of [INO5, Proposition 6.3], the following
strengthening holds true: For every prime p and for every n € N>3, the group SL(n,F,[t])
has property (Faq), where M = CAT(0)5(,) and (p) is described above Corollary
The key here is for every dy < d(p), it holds that

(1—50)< —ﬁ> >1.

p+1 2
By combining this with the inequality
(0, M) > (1— 6(M))A (T)

as in the argument above Example [L.14] we have that for every M in CAT(0)s(), the
Wang-type non-linear spectral gap of the link graph with target in M is greater than 1/2.
Then, [INO5, Theorem 1.1] applies and establishes property (Fps).

Proof of Corollary [LGl Ttem (1) follows from the main result [MS13, Theorem A] of our
Part I paper, because the Cayley limit groups for X’ and V' are both amenable. To show
(2), observe that SL(Z,F,[t]) X Z, N>(Z,Z) x Z, SL(Z,Z) x Z have infinite asymptotic
dimension. Then combine it with Proposition and Remark @17l Items (3) and (4)
both follow from (7).(1) of Theorem [Al (and Corollary [B]) and Theorem [0.2] together with
Remark Note that if a group G contains an isomorphic copy of an infinite group with
property (Faq), then G fails to be a-M-menable. O
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We make a remark that similar constructions to ones above are available for even num-
bers m by slight modification; see the last part of [MS13, Remark 5.10].

Remark 9.4. The proof of (2) of Theorem by Izeki and Nayatani [INO5] has been
generalized to the case of fixed point properties with respect to r-uniformly convex metric
spaces. More precisely, if

v(A(D,R)) > T
is satisfied for a large enough 7' = T'(r,C) (for instance, T = 1/2 works for several
situations), then we may establish property (Fucg’c) for the corresponding group. In this

manner, results in [Boul2] may be utilized to demonstrate certain fixed point properties
for groups acting on As-buildings.

9.2. Three markings one of whose limit is amenable but the others are non-
exact. We prove Theorem [Cl The main ingredient is a remarkable result by Osajda
[Osal§| of the existence of a (finitely generated) RF group that is non-exact. In fact,
what we need in our construction is the LEF property. This property is deduced in a
much simpler way than the full argument in [Osal8]: Indeed, it is automatic because this
group is constructed as a limit in the Cayley topology of RF groups, and such groups are
always LEF. In [Osal4] and [AO14], discussion on the LEF property was not explicitly
written. In aforementioned work of Osajda [Osal8], the construction that satisfies the
condition above was given.

Remark 9.5. Osajda pointed out to the authors that although it is implicit in his paper,
the resulting group (RF but non-exact) in [Osal8| is furthermore a-T-menable. To see
this, he used a method developed in [Osal4] to transfer wall structures on the finite
presented graphical small cancellation groups in his construction at all finitary stages to
that on the infinitely presented limit group. See also [Osal4] and [AO14]. We employ this
a-T-menability in our proof of Theorem [C|

An outline of our construction as in Theorem [C| goes as follows: We combine the
absorption trick in Subsection with our examples as in Subsection (Example [[.5)),

(SL(m, Fyrm); 00, 00, 7(M) - 25 N_(Z, F,[1)) % Z,
(SL(m, Fpnm ); a(m),a'(m),v(m),T(m)) Cay SL(Z,Fy[t]) x Z,
with respect to suitable markings of the Cayley limit groups. Here recall that the former

limit group N (Z,F,[t]) ¥ Z is amenable, whereas the latter SL(Z,F,[t]) X Z contains a
copy of SL(3,F,[t]), which has property (Faq) for M = Bypes1 and M = CAT(0)5¢p)-

Proof of Theorem|[Cl Let G be the (finitely generated) RF group without property A
constructed in [Osal8|, and S = (g1,...,9x) be a k-marking of G. Take (Gy)neny a RF
approximation of (G;S) (in fact, what we need here in principle are a LEF group without
property A and a LEF approximation of it; see also [Osal4] and [AO14]). For every n € N,
write G, = (Gy; g%n), . ,g,(g")). Recall from Remark that this G is a-T-menable.

Recall two systems (a(m),v(m),T(m))meNodd and (o™, 0’(m),v(m),7(m))m€Nodd of mark-
ings of (SL(m,Fpnm))men, 4, from Example Set m = 2n + 3, and rewrite n,, and
oM g'(m) (M) +(m)  respectively, as I, and oy, o), Un, Tn. Hence, we have two markings
(00, Vn, Tn) and (o, 0y, Un, 7o) of SL(2n + 3,F ).

Let Hyp = GplSL(2n + 3,F,,). Let d =k + 4. Then,

(SL2n+3,F 0 ) 0ny Uy 7o) =% No(Z,Fylt]) x Z,
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with the suitable marking of N (Z,F,[t]) x Z. For each n € N, take R,, € N as in (%) in
Lemma [B.T] associated with the convergence above. Let

v = min{R,. {diam(CayD(SL@n Zk?), Fpin ); On, Un,s Tn))J Y

(n)

Then lim,, oo, = +00. By definition of r,, for each n € N, there exists ;' =
€SL(2n+3,F ),:Egn), .. :L",im € SL(2n + 3,F,u,) such that the r,-balls in the Cayley di-
pn

agram CayD(SL(2n + 3,F i, ); 0, Un, Tn) centered at xg-n)

Finally, for every n € N, set a marking S,, of H,, , as

, Jj € [k], are mutually disjoint.

_ ((,m) (n) (n)
Sp = ((gl 5eSL(2”+3’Fpln ) eSL(2n+3,Fpln ))7 (92 51,%”) ’ eSL(2n+3,]Fpln )) ceey (gk 5961(:) ) eSL(2n+3,Fpln))7

(e7 Un)? (e7 (Un)_1)7 (ea Un)a (e, Tn))y
where e is the group unit of Bgp,2p155 , ) Gn- (The (e, (0,)~ 1) above is redundant as a
= pln

marking; this element is added only in order to meet assertion (1) of the theorem.)

For the other two markings (7},), and (U, )., without employing a:gn), ce a:,(ﬁn), we simply
set
n

( (n)

( g eSL(2n+3 F in ) eSL(2n+3 F pin )) gk 565L(27L+SVFPI7L ) eSL(2n+3,FPZn ))7

€ Un) ( (Jn) 1)7(e7vn)7(e77_n))7
91 6SL(2n+3 Fin)’ €SL(2n+3,F pln )) (gk eSL(2"+3’Fpln ) eSL(2n+3,IFpln ))7

e,0n), (e, 07,), (e, vn), (€, 7).

Then as n — oo, respectively with suitable markings of the Cayley limit groups, we have
the following Cayley convergences:

(
(
= ((g)"
(

Cay

(Hpp; Sn) — (C1 xCyx -+ x Cp) U(NS(Z,Fplt]) x Z),
(HopiT) =% GUNs(Z,E,[f) # Z),
(Hpp;Un) =% G1(SL(Z,F,lt]) x Z),
where C1,...,C}, are as in Lemma B Indeed, the first Cayley convergence follows from

a variant of the absorption trick; compare with Lemmata [R.1] and By Theorem
and Remark [0.3] we confirm (2) and (4); note that exactness of countable discrete groups
passes to subgroups. To see (3), recall Remark and the fact that in a short exact
sequence of countable discrete groups,

1 — G — Gy — G — 1,

Gy is a-T-menable if Gy is a-T-menable and if G5 is amenable; see |[CCJT01, Exam-
ple 6.1.6]. Assertion (1) is by construction; observe that (¢,,)~! and o/, are conjugate in
SL(2n + 3,F ., ). It ends our proof. O

9.3. Embedded Banach expanders. In this subsection, we give a definition of embedded
Banach expanders.

Definition 9.6. Let £ be a non-empty class of Banach spaces and fix ¢ € [1,00). A
sequence of finite connected graphs (I'y, )men of uniformly bounded degree is said to admit
embedded Banach (€, q)-expanders if there exist a subsequence (my)nen of (m)y, and a
sequence of finite connected graphs (A, Jnen such that all of the following hold true:
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e There exists D > 0 such that for each n € N, there exists an injective map
tmy 2 V(Am, ) = V(I'm,) between the vertex sets such that the map vy, : (V (A, ), da,n, ) —
(V(I'y,,,),dr,,, ) is D-Lipschitz.

e There exists d € N>9 such that for every n, each vertex of A,,, has degree at most
d.

e The number §(V (A,,,)) tends to oo as n — .

o (Poincaré-type inequality) For every E € &, there exists Cg > 0 such that the
following holds true: For every n € N and for every map fp,,: V(An,) — E, it

holds that
1 B veo [ 1 B .
V) 2 M7l < Ce{ gy 2 W00 = Sl )

where m(fp,, )n denotes the mean of fp,,,:

1
m(fm,) = ) Ue%mn)fm7l(v) (€ EB).

The sum on the right-hand side of the inequality above runs over all edges e €
E(Ay,) in Ay, , and for each e € E(A,,,), by writing e = (v, w) we express that
e connects the vertices v and w.
We say that (I'y;,)men is a family of Banach (€, q)-expanders if we can take m,, = m and
A, =T, (that also means that ¢, = idy(r,,)) for every n € N.

The concept of ordinary expanders is one with (£, q) = (Hilbert, 2). It is known from
work of Q. Cheng [Chel6] that the condition of being Banach (&, ¢)-expanders does not
depend on the choice of the exponent ¢ € [1,00). Also, the Poincaré-type inequality above
naturally relates to (unweighted and non-normalized version of) Wang-type non-linear
spectral gaps; see Example [£.14l Here we use the mean of f, instead of the r-barycenter,
thanks to the linear structure of the Banach space E.

The following is a variant of the well-known fact asserting that expanders do not admit
a coarse embedding into a Hilbert space. For the sake of completeness, we provide a proof;
compare with the proof of [NY12l Theorem 5.6.5].

Proposition 9.7. Let £ be a non-empty class of Banach spaces and let ¢ € [1,00). If a
sequence of finite connected graphs (U'y,)men of uniformly bounded degree admits embedded
Banach (&, q)-expanders (A, Jnen, then for the disjoint union | |,,cn(I'm,dr,,) does not
admit a coarse embedding into &.

In particular, if (I'm)men admits embedded (ordinary) expanders, then | |, (T, dr,,)
does not admit a coarse embedding into a Hilbert space.

Proof. Suppose that there exists a coarse embedding f: | |,,cn(I'm, dr,,) — E with control
pair (p,w). Then for every n € N and for every v,w € V(A,,,) adjacent in A,, , it holds
that || f(c(v)) — f(t(w))]] < w(D). By the Poincaré-type inequality in the conditions above,
we therefore have that

1 g - w(D)4
RV, o Mm@ = otmolyian I < Cod (D'

Since the right-hand side of the inequality above is independent of n, the images f (tm,, (V (Am,)))
must be concentrated around its mean m((f © tm,)|v(a,,, ))- It contradicts the properness



46 MASATO MIMURA AND HIROKI SAKO

of p as n — oo, because iy, is injective, §(V (A, )) — oo, and (I'y;)m is of uniformly
bounded degree. O

The proof above works for a more general setting of graphs that admit weakly embedded
expanders; see [ATTH].

The following is deduced from [Miml5, Theorem A]; compare with [Naol4, Theo-
rem 1.10] and [Oza04, Appendix A].

Proposition 9.8. Let F' be a Banach space and let ¢ € [1,00). Let E be a Banach
space that is sphere equivalent to F', namely, there exists a bijection ®: S(F) — S(FE)
between unit spheres such that ® and ®~1 are both uniformly continuous. If a sequence of
finite connected graphs (I'y,)men admits embedded Banach (F,q)-expanders, then it admits
embedded Banach (E,q)-expanders.

Recall that [INO5, Proposition 6.3] shows the following inequality for (Wang-type) non-
linear sepctral gaps: For M € CAT(0) and for every weighted finite connected graph
L,

M (D, M) > (1= 5(M))A (D).

From this, the following may be showed in a similar manner to one in the proof of Propo-
sition

Proposition 9.9. If a sequence of finite connected graphs of uniformly bounded degree
(I'a)men admits embedded expanders, then | |, . T'm does not admit a coarse embedding

into CAT (0)<1.

Mendel and Naor [MN15| constructed a complete CAT(0) space M and a sequence of
graphs (I'y;)m such that (I'y,), forms an expander family with respect to M, but that
expanders coming from random graphs are not expanders with respect to M. This M
must have the Izeki-Nayatani invariant 1.

9.4. Uniformity is not automatic for a-M-menability. For a non-empty class of
metric spaces, we say that a non-empty set K C G(k) is pointwise a-M-menable if every
G € K is a-M-menable. Concerning amenability and property (T), uniformity is auto-
matic for Cayley-compact subsets, namely, the pointwise property automatically implies
the uniform one; see [MS13, Proposition 3.4] and [MOSS15|, Proposition 5.1]. In contrast,
concerning a-M-menablity, uniformity is not automatic, as the example below indicates.

Ezample 9.10. The classical ping-pong argument shows that Fo = (Go; < (1) ? , é (1) >)

as marked groups, where G(~ F5) is the group generated by these two elements. For each
odd prime p, consider the mod p reduction. Then Gy maps onto SL(2,F,) and

(SL(2,F)); < (1) ? ) mod p,( ; (1) > mod p) %) F,

as p — oo. We write the marked group in the left-hand side as G,. Then K = {G, :
p odd prime.}U{F2} is a compact subset in G(2). This set K is pointwise a-T-menable, but
not uniformly a-T-menable. Indeed, for the latter assertion, by work of A. Selberg [Sel65],
it follows that (Cay(G,)), forms an expander family; see also [Lub10]. By Proposition @7
there does not exist a common pair (p,w) that serves as a control pair of all of the G,, p
odd primes.
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In this example, the obstruction to uniformity is the coarse non-embeddability, not the
equivariant one of the sequence. Hence, we are able to utilize this observation to prove
Proposition [[.8 in the following manner.

Proof of Proposition [L.8. By the way of contradiction. Assume that | |, .y I, does not
admit a coarse embedding into M. Choose an element A, in the rooted graph boundary
Or (A )nen; recall the definition from Remark 5.3l Then, for every m € N, the subsequence
(T'y X Ap)nen, with changing roots, has '), X A as an accumulation point in the space
of rooted graphs. Hence by Proposition (5.4, in particular, (I';;, X Aco)men, must admit
equi-coarse embeddings into M. This contradicts coarse non-embeddability of | |,,cxI'm

into M.

9.5. Upper triangular products. We saw in the previous subsection that by taking
the disjoint union |_|m7neN(Fm X An), we can embed a copy of each Ty, and A, (as an
isometrically embedded subgraph) in the rooted graph boundary. In what follows, we slightly
modify this construction and call the resulting object the upper triangular product. We
exhibit it in the context of the space of marked groups.

Let (Gu)men C G(k1) and (Hp)neny C G(k2). For each G = (G;sy,..., Sk ) and
G = (H;ty,...,tg,), define the direct product marked group G x H by

G xH= (G X H; (sl,eH), ey (skl,eH), (e(;,tl), ey (eg,th))(G Q(k;l + kg))

Definition 9.11. The upper triangular product of | |, Cay(Gy,) and | |,y Cay(Hy) is
defined by

|_| Cay(G,, x Hy)

(m,n)eNxN,m<n

equipped with the total order given by comparison firstly on n and secondly on m on the
index set {(m,n)}; namely, (0,0) < (0,1) < (1,1) < (0,2) < (1,2) < (2,2) < (0,3) < ---.
If (Gy,)m and (H,,), are indexed by sets that are respectively order isomorphic to (N, >),
then we modify the order accordingly.

We write the sequence (G X Hp)(mn)enz, m<n in G(k1 + k2), with the enumeration
with respect to the order above, identified with that by I € N, as (G,)m 7 (Hp)n-

Note that for the upper triangular product,

Ocay (Gm)mV (Hp)n) = < U (Gm x 8Cay(Hn)n)>U U (Goo X Ocay (Hp)n)
meN Goo€0cay (Gm)m

In this way, we can embed (isomorphic and isometric copies of) (Gu)m in the Cayley
boundary (as subgroups of respectively suitable Cayley boundary groups).

Proof of Theorem [L9. Take the sequence of marked groups (Gy), over odd primes p as in
Example [0.10 and construct the upper triangular product (H;)eny = (Gp)p 7 (Gp)p- Set
I'; as Cay(H;). Since (Cay(G,)), forms an expander family, so does (I'});en. The Cayley
boundary of that sequence contains an isometric copy of (Cay(Gy))p; hence by Proposi-
tion together with Propositions [0.7], and [3.9] we confirm the second assertion. To
see the third assertion, G. A. Margulis showed that there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all
odd prime p,

girth(Cay(Gy)) > ¢ - diam(Cay(G,))
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holds, where the girth of a connected graph is the length of shortest cycle; see [DSV03]
Appendix A]. For such a sequence of finite graphs (Cay(Gy))p, T. Kondo [Konl2] con-
structed a complete CAT(0) space My = My((Cay(Gy))p) such that the disjoint union
LI, Cay(Gyp) embeds biLipschitzly into Mp. Therefore, the disjoint union of (I';); admits
a biLipschitz embedding into M = (Mo x M)y, . O

9.6. Embedded expanders from fixed point property, and exotic examples from
symmetric groups. Here we prove Theorem [Dl First we prove the following proposition,
which may be of its own interest. It may be regarded as a generalization of [MOSS15]
Corollary 1.2] of our Part III paper.

Proposition 9.12. Let (G, = (Gp; ng)7 . ,s,(fm)))meN be a Cayley convergent sequence
consisting of finite marked groups and G = (G;s1,...,8;) be the limit. Let £ be a non-
empty class of Banach spaces that satisfies both of the following two conditions:

(1) There exists q € [1,00) such that for every E € &, it holds that £4(N,E) € £.

(2) The class € can be written as a union of subclasses

£=Jé
A

such that each such subclass €y satisfies the following: For every (E,,)men with E,, €
&y for everym, there exists a non-principal ultrafilter U over N such that limy (E,,,0) €
Ex.
Assume that G contains an infinite subgroup H with property (Fg). Then the sequence of
Cayley graphs (Cay(Gmn,))men admits embedded Banach (£, q)-expanders.

By combining this with Proposition 0.7, we deduce that the disjoint union | |, .y Cay(Gyy,))
of such a sequence does not admit a coarse embedding into £.
To prove Proposition [0.12] we employ the following three results.

Lemma 9.13. Assume that a non-empty class of Banach spaces & satisfies condition (1)
as in Proposition[0.12. Then, if a countable discrete group H satisfies property (Fg), then
H is finitely generated.

Proof. Generalize the proof of [BAIHV0S, Proposition 2.4.1 and Corollary 2.4.2]. O

Proposition 9.14. Assume that a non-empty class of Banach spaces € satisfies condition
(1) as in Proposition @12l Let H = (H;T') be an infinite marked group such that H has
property (Fg). Let (H,, = (Hp;Tn))nen be a sequence of finite marked group quotients
(recall the definition from Definition B2) such that lim,, o §(H,) = oco.

Then, the sequence (Cay(H,))nen forms a family of Banach (€, q)-expanders.

Proof. By [BEGMO07, 3.a], H has property (T¢) in the sense of Bader—Furman—Gelander-
Monod. For each £ € . in particular, H has property (T, v g)). This implies that
the (T)-type constant associated with (H,¢y(N, E)), defined in our Part I paper [MSI13|
Definition 6.6.(2)], is strictly positive. Then, in a similar argument to one in the proof
of [MS13l Lemma 6.8] (by replacing the square sums there with g-sums), we deduce that
(Cay(H,))nen satisfies the Poincaré-type inequality as in Definition By construction,
degrees are bounded by 2k, and (oo >)4(H,,) — oo. O

Proposition 9.15. Assume that a non-empty class of Banach spaces € satisfies condition
(2) as in Proposition with Ex = E. Let H = (H;T) be an infinite marked group such
that H has property (Fg). Then there exists a finitely presented marked group H such
that it has property (Fg) and there exists a marked quotient map H — H.
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Proof. This follows from a well-known Gromov-Schoen argument; see the survey [Sta09]
of Stalder. More precisely, [Sta09, Theorem 1.5] implies that the subset of all marked
groups in G(k) with property (Fg) forms an open subset in the Cayley topology. Here
k = #(T). If H itself is finitely presented, then we are done. Otherwise, there exists a
Cayley convergent sequence (Hy,)men to H

Cay
—

Hy=F,—H, »Hy > - >H,, » - H

consisting of finitely presented marked groups, constructed by putting relations of H one
by one. By the openness property above, there must exist m € N such that H,, has
property (Fg). This H,, is a desired H. O

On Proposition 015 the case where & = Hilbert was proved by Shalom [Sha00]; see
also [KS97]. In this case, property (Fyimbert) (for countable discrete groups) is equivalent
to the celebrated property (T) of D. Kazhdan; see [BAIHV08| on property (T), including
this equivalence (the Delorme-Guichardet theorem).

Proof of Proposition [0.12l. By Lemmal[0.13] H is finitely generated. Fix a finite generating
set T'= (t1,...,%;) of H. Then, each t;, j € [I], may be written as a product of elements in

S = (s1,...,58k); fix such an expressions for each j € [l]. For each m € N, t(m), J € [l], be

J
Z(.m) in that expression for all i € [k].

Let H,,(< G,,) be the group generated by these tgm), . ,t,(fm). Then for every m € N,
H,, is finite, and

the element in G,, constructed by replacing s; with s

(Hos 8™ 1My S50 g

Now fix E € £. Then by condition (1) and (2), there exists a subclass £, as in (2) of
€ that contains ¢,(N, E). We apply Proposition to £\ and take finitely presented
marked lift H of H with property (Fg,). Then by finite presentation of H., the set of all
marked group quotients of H is an open neighborhood of H; recall Remark In partic-

ular, the sequence ((H,y; tgm), . ,tlgm)))m eventually consists of marked group quotient of

H. Therefore, Proposition applies and (Ay,)m = (Cay(H,p; tgm), . ,tlgm)))m forms a
Banach (E, q)-expander family. (Strictly speaking, for small m, the marked group might
not be a marked group quotients of H. However, since these are only finitely many, they
do not affect the Banach (E, ¢)-expander property.) Because this holds for each FE € &,
(Ap)m forms a Banach (&, ¢)-expander family.

Finally we go back to the original graphs (I';,)men = (Cay(Gy,))men. First, the vertex
set V(A,,) = Hyy, injects into V(T'y,) = Gy, via b2 Hyy <= Gy, (as a subgroup H,,, < Gyy).
Moreover, by construction of (tgm), . ,tlm)), there exists D > 0 such that for every m € N,
the map (A, da,,) = (I, dr,,) induced by ¢y, is D-Lipschitz. This ends our proof. [

Before proceeding to the proof of Theorem [Dl we state the following lemma, which
enables us to encode information of a Cayley convergence into symmetric groups. Here,
for a non-empty set B, denote by Sym(B) the full symmetric group, and by Sym_y, (B)
the symmetric group with finite support, namely, the group of all permutations on B that
fix all but finitely many elements in B. For | € N>, we abbereviate Sym([l]) as Sym({).

(m)

Lemma 9.16 (Encoding into symmetric groups). Let k € N>1. Let (Gp,)men = (Gm; sy - .-

be a LEF approzimation of an infinite group Goo = (Goo;sgoo), . ,s]goo))

for every m € NU {oc} and for every j € [k], it holds that sg-m) #eq,, -

. Assume that
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Then we have the following Cayley convergence in G(2k):

(Sym(Gim )i X om -y X om O 6m s, B ()
Cay
— (Sym oy, (Goo) X Gooi X ()5 -5 X (00058 (00), - -0 (00)).
1 k 1 k

Here, G acts on Sym_y (Goo) as permutations induced by right multiplication; for
a countable group G and for v € G\ {eq}, we define elements x, € Sym_y (G) and
6, € Sym(G) by
X~y = (the transposition on {eq,7v}),
0, = (the permutation on G given by the right-multiplication of ).

For the proof, see [Mim18al, the proof of Lemma 4.9].

Proof of Theorem [Dl. We take two sequences of marked groups ((Gp;Sm))men,,, and
((Grm; Trn))men,q, s in Example[LH More precisely, Gy, = SL(m, Fpnm ), Sy = (o), 0™ 7(m))
and Ty, = (o™, "™ (™) £07)) Let (Hp)penw, = ((Z/nZ;1)),. Then, take upper tri-
angular products

@ien = ((Gm3;Sm))m V (Hn)n  n G(4),

(JI)IEN = ((vaTm))m \V4 (Hn)n in g(5)

By construction, concerning Cayley boundaries, we have that
Ocay(M)r = {(Gm; o™, 0™ 70M) € Noga} x Z
U {(N>(Z,Fplt]) x Z; 0, 0(>) 7)) x 7},
Ocay(J1)1 = {(G; o™ o™ M) M)y e Nogq} x Z
U {(SL(Z,F,t]) x Z; () ') () 7()y s 7}

for some markings (0(°), 0™ 7)) and (6(>), /(%) (™) (<)) Here Z = (Z;1).

Note that for each [ € N, the underlying groups of I; and J; are the same; we write it
as K;. The marking of I; is of the form (bgl), bg), bg),c(l)) and the one of J; is of the form
(bgl), b’l(l), bg), bg), c). Here by, b}, by, by are associated, respectively, with o, o', v, 7, and
¢ corresponds to the generator 1 of H,,.

Finally, we employ the encoding into symmetric groups as in Lemma More pre-
cisely, consider two systems of markings (Z;);en and (2)en of (Sym(Kj))ien by

—_

= (X0 Xy 05 Xy 05 Xet)5 O, 0, 0y, 0, 805 0,0,
U = (X0 Xp 05 Xp. 05 X 0y 0,0, 0,0, @), 00,8, )
1 2 3 1 2 3 b}

In what follows, we will verify the assertions as in Theorem [Dl Item (1) is by construc-
tion. To see (2), all underlying groups appearing in Ocay(I;); are

Sym_y, (G X Z) ¥ (G X Z), m € Nogq, and  Sym_y (Goo) X (Goo),

where Goo = (Nx(Z,F,[t]) x Z) x Z. Since all of them are amenable, [MST3, Theorem A]
implies that the disjoint union | |, Cay(I;) has property A.

Finally, we deal with (3). In a similar argument to one above, we see that the Cayley
boundary Ocay(J;); contains an isomorphic and isometric copies of ((Gm;Tm))meN,.q (s
subgroups of respectively suitable Cayley boundary groups). Now recall that

(G T) 2% SL(Z,F,[t]) % Z
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with respect to a suitable marking of the limit, and that the Cayley limit group contains
SL(3,F,[t]), which has property (Fps,,..,). Note that the class Biype>1 fulfills the two
conditions in Proposition [0.121 Indeed, to see (2), decompose as

type
Btyp0>1 = U BT?IC .
re(1,2], C>0

Hence by Proposition [0.12] we conclude that (Cay(Gy,; Tin))men, , admits embedded Ba-
nach (Biypes1,2)-expanders. This with Propositions [0.7] and imply that Ocay (J);
does not admit equi-coarse embeddings into M, where M is either of the two classes as
in the assertion of (3). Thus by Proposition we complete the proof. Here for every
l € N, we set k; = $(K;) and identify Sym(k;) with Sym(kKj). O

Remark 9.17. In this specific example above, we do not need to appeal to Proposition @.15]
to obtain a finitely presented lift with property (Fp,,..,). Indeed, it follows from work
of H. Behr [Beh98] that SL(n,[F,-[t]) is finitely presented for every prime p and for every
r € N>y, provided that n > 4. Thus the Cayley limit group SL(Z,F,[t]) x Z of our
concern in the example above contains a copy of a finitely presented group SL(4,F[t])
with property (Fg,,,..;) as a subgroup.

We make a final remark, which is similar to one in the Part I paper [MS13]: The
construction above is “semi-explicit” because in general, there is an issue to have an
explicit generator of Flfnm. To obtain a fully explicit construction, replace coefficient rings
(Fpnm )m with explicit other quotient rings of Fp[t]; for instance take (Fp[t]/(t"™ — t))m,
and replace (t,, € Fpnm )m with (¢ € Fp[t]/ ("™ —t))m.-
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