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GROUPS WITH FEW FINITE DIMENSIONAL UNITARY
REPRESENTATIONS

MARIA V. FERRER AND S. HERNANDEZ

ABSTRACT. The Bohr compactification of an arbitrary topological group G is defined
as the group compactification (bG,b) with the following universal property: for every
continuous homomorphism A from G into a compact group K there is a continuous
homomorphism h? from bG into K extending h in the sense that h = h?ob. The Bohr
compactification (bG, b) is the unique (up to equivalence) largest compactification of
G. Although, for locally compact Abelian groups, the Bohr compactification is a big
monster, for non-Abelian groups the situation is much more interesting and it can be
said that all options are possible. Here we are interested in locally compact groups
whose Bohr compactification is small. Among other results, we characterize when the
Bohr the Bohr compactification of a locally compact group is topologically isomorphic
to its Chu or unitary quasi-dual. Our results fixe some incorrect statements appeared
in the literature.

1. INTRODUCTION

Suppose an algebraic group G is equipped with two locally compact topologies
G1 = (G,7n1) and Gy = (G, 7). In case G is abelian, we have that G; and Gy are
naturally (topologically) isomorphic if and only if so are their respective Bohr com-

pactifications bG; and bGs. Furthermore, if 71 C 79, then |%| > 2° Therefore the

=

Bohr compactification of a locally compact abelian group completely characterizes its
topological and algebraic structure.

This fact is known not to extend to non-Abelian groups and basically all options
are possible for these groups. This happens because for a non-abelian group the set of

finite-dimensional representations no longer reflects its overall topological and algebraic
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structure. In fact, there are compact groups that are the Bohr compactification of
themselves when equipped with the discrete topology (the so-called self-bohrifying
groups). Here we are interested in studying when the Bohr compactification of a
locally compact group is close to itself. Our main result characterizes when the Bohr
compactification of a locally compact group is topologically isomorphic to its Chu or
unitary quasi-dual. We also provide an example that clarifies the application of the
previous result. Our results fix some incorrect statements that have appeared in the

literature.

2. PRELIMINARIES

All topological groups are assumed to be Hausdorff. For a (complex) Hilbert space
‘H the unitary group U(H) of all linear isometries of #H is equipped with the strong
operator topology (this is the topology of pointwise convergence). With this topology,
U(H) is a topological group. If H = C", we identify U(H) with the unitary group U(n)
of order n, that is, the compact Lie group of all complex n x n matrices M for which
M~t = M*.

A unitary representation p of the topological group G is a continuous homomorphism
G — U(H), where H is a complex Hilbert space. A closed linear subspace £ C H is
an invariant subspace for S C U(H) if ME C E for all M € S. If there is a closed
subspace E with {0} C E C H which is invariant for S, then S is called reducible;
otherwise S is irreducible. An irreducible representation of G is a unitary representation
p such that p(G) is irreducible.

Two unitary representations p : G — U(H;) and ¢ : G — U(H2) are equivalent
(p ~ v) if there exists a Hilbert space isomorphism M : H; — Hs such that p(x) =
M=Y4(z)M for all x € G. The dual object of a topological group G is the set G of
equivalence classes of irreducible unitary representations of G. Sometimes it is more

useful to consider the subset of representations with a finite range. In that sense, we
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will denote by G/ the subset of the equivalence classes corresponding representations
with a finite range.

If G is a precompact group, the Peter-Weyl Theorem (see [8]) implies that all irre-
ducible unitary representation of GG are finite-dimensional and determine an embedding
of G into the product of unitary groups U(n).

If p: G — U(H) is a unitary representation, a complex-valued function f on G is
called a function of positive type (or positive definite function) associated with p if there
exists a vector v € ‘H such that f(g) = (p(g)v,v) (here (-,-) denotes the inner product
in H). We denote by P, be the set of all functions of positive type associated with p.
Let P, be the convex cone generated by P, that is, the set of sums of elements of P
Observe that if p; and py are equivalent representations, then P} = P and P, = P,,.
Let GG be a topological group and R a set of equivalence classes of unitary represen-

tations of G. The Fell topology on R is defined as follows: a typical neighborhood of
[p] € R has the form

W([p]v{fla te afmoa 6}) = {[O] ER: Elgla oy 9n € PU Ve el |fl(x) _gz(x)| < E}a

where fi,-- -, fo € P, (or P}), C'is a compact subspace of ¢, and € > 0. In particular,
the Fell topology is defined on the dual object G.

Denote by rep,,(G) the set of all continuous n-dimensional unitary representations
of a topological group G, i. e., the set of all continuous homomorphisms of G into the
unitary group U(n), equipped with the compact-open topology. It follows from a result
due to Goto [4] that rep,(G) is a locally compact and uniformizable space (the space
rep(G) = U,<urep, (G) (as a topological sum) is called the Chu dual of G [1]).

The set G = %(G) of equivalence classes of unitary representations of dimension

n may be equipped with the quotient topology induced by the mapping

Q. : rep,(G) — Gr.
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It is easily seen that on each G this quotient topology coincides with the Fell topology
defined above. Furthermore, if G is a compact group then each partial dual space G¥
is uniformly discrete.

We also equip the subset irrep, (G), of all irreducible representations of dimen-
sion n, with the compact open topology inherited from rep,(G) and we denote by
G, = % = Q,(irrep,,(G)) the quotient space formed by the equivalence classes of
irreducible representations of dimension n. Again, the space (A}’n is equipped with the
Fell topology defined above.

If G, H are groups, then Hom(G, H) is the set of all homomorphisms from G to H.
If G, H are topological groups, then C Hom(G, H) is the set of continuous elements of
Hom(G, H).

A (group) compactification of the topological group G is a pair (X, ¢), such that X
is a compact group, ¢ € CHom(G, X), and ran(yp) is dense in X.

If (X,p), (Y,9) are two compactifications of G, then (X, ¢) < (Y, ) if and only if
¢ =T o1 for some I' € CHom(Y, X). (X, p) and (Y,v) are equivalent if (X, ) <
(v, ) and (¥, ) < (X, ).

Observe that the I' in the definition above is unique and onto (since the range of
a compactification is dense). In the case that (X, ) and (Y, ) are equivalent, I is a
continuous isomorphism.

The Bohr compactification of an arbitrary topological group G is defined as the group
compactification (bG,b) with the following universal property: for every continuous
homomorphism A from G into a compact group K there is a continuous homomorphism
h? from bG into K extending h in the sense that h = h®ob. The Bohr compactification

(bG, b) is the unique (up to equivalence) largest compactification of G in the order <.
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3. SELF-BOHRIFYING GROUPS

If G is a topological group, then GG; denotes the same group with the discrete
topology. According to Hart and Kunen [5], a compact group X is self-bohrifying if
(X, b) is the Bohr compactification of Xy, where b: X; — X is the identity map. That
is b(Xy4) = X. Previously, in [6, page 195], Comfort had defined a topological group
G to be a van der Waerden group (vdW-group) if every homomorphism from G to a
compact group is continuous. It is easily seen that a compact group is a vdW-group
if and only if its topology is the finest totally bounded group topology on G. Finally,
a topological group G is tall if for each positive integer n there are only finitely many
classes [p] € G,. It is remarkable that all the notions introduced above are related for

compact groups (cf. [5, Th. 1.15]).

Proposition 3.1. Let G be a compact group and let Gy be the same algebraic group

equipped with the discrete topology. The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) Gy is tall.
(2) G is self-bohrifying.

(3) (Gq), U{la} is discrete for all n € N.
(4) G is a vdW -group.

Proof. (1) = (3) is obvious.

(3) = (1). If G4 is not tall, then some partial dual (Gg4),, must be infinite. Applying
Proposition 5.5 of [2], it follows that (@)m U{l¢} is not discrete for some 1 < m < n?
(1) < (2) can be found in [5].

(2) < (4) is clear. O

For profinite groups, it may be more useful to look at the smaller subclass of rep-
resentations with finite range. Indeed, suppose that GG is a profinite group with a

neighbourhood base at the identity {N; : i € I} consisting of open normal subgroups
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of G, then G is the projective limit of the family {G//N; : ¢ € I} consisting of finite
groups. Fach representation with finite range p € G has a kernel containing some N;.

Therefore we have

—

~ G
o-y(%)
I\

where we identify the representations of a quotient of G with representations of G. If
G is a residually finite group, we denote by G its profinite completion, which is a group
compactification of G.

Next result is a variant of Proposition B.] for profinite groups.

Proposition 3.2. Let G be a profinite group and let G4 the same algebraic group with

the discrete topology. The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) Gy is tall for representations with finite range; that is, the set (é’\d)fl, of equi-
valence classes of n-dimensional irreducible representations with finite range of
Gy is finite for each positive integer n.

(2) Ga=G.

(3) (@)5 U {lg} is discrete for alln € N.

Proof. (1) = (2). By definition G4 = G if and only if every homomorphism of finite
rank on G is continuous. Moreover, the latter is equivalent to that every abstract
subgroup of finite index in G is open. On the other hand, G is tall for representations
with finite range if and only if it has only finitely many abstract subgroups of index
n for each integer n. Thus, by [10, Th. 2], if Gy is tall for representations with finite
range, every abstract subgroup of finite index is open, which yields (2).

(2) = (3). If (3) is false, then for some n € N, the set (é:l)fl is infinite. According
to [10, Th. 2], this means that some abstract subgroup of finite index is not open,
which means that there are group homomorphisms of finite range defined on G that

are not continuous. Thus (2) is also false.
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(3) = (1). If G, is not tall for representations with finite range, it follows that the
set (C/l\d)fl is infinite for some n € N. Applying Proposition 5.5 of [2], it follows that

(@)fn U {1} is not discrete for some 1 < m < n?. O

4. BOHR COMPACTIFICATION VERSUS CHU DUALITY

In this section we study when the Bohr compactification bG of a locally compact
group G coincides with the Chu quasi-dual of G.

The main feature of Chu (or unitary) duality is the construction of a bidual of G from
rep(G). This bidual is formed by the so-called quasi-representations. If we define U =
Un<,U(n) (topological sum), a quasi-representation of rep(G) is a continuous mapping
p : rep(G) — U which preserves the main operations between unitary representations:
direct sums, tensor products, unitary equivalence and sends the elements of rep, (G)
into U(n) for all n € N (see [I] or [7] for details). The set of all quasi-representations
of G equipped with the compact-open topology on rep(G) is a topological group with
pointwise multiplication as the composition law, called the Chu quasi-dual group of G
and denoted by G*®. Thus, a neighborhood base of the identity of G** consists of
sets of the form [K,,V] = {p € G** : p(K,,) C V}, where V is any neighborhood of
the identity in U(n) and K, is any compact subset of rep, (G), n € N. It is easily
verified that the evaluation map £z : G — G* is a group homomorphism which is a
monomorphism if and only if G is MAP. We say that G satisfies Chu duality when the
evaluation map &g is an isomorphism of topological groups. In this terminology, it was
shown in [1], that LCA groups and compact groups satisfy Chu duality (indeed Chu
duality reduces to Pontryagin duality and to Tannaka duality, respectively, for such
groups). Here, the group £;(G) is always assumed to be equipped with the topology
inherited from G**. Remark that Gji¢ o) € C(rep,(G),U(n)) , where C(X,U(n))

|rep,, (G

denotes the space of all continuous functions from a topological space X into U(n).
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Next results provides a characterization of locally compact groups whose Chu quasi-
dual coincides with its Bohr compactification. It fixes a wrong assertion stated in [3]

Theorem 4.4] (see also [0, Proposition 2.2]).

Theorem 4.1. Let G be a locally compact group. It holds that G* is topologically

1somorphic to bG if and only if the space G is discrete for any n € N.

Proof. Necessity: Let &, : rep,(G) — rep, (G*) the canonical evaluation map
defined by &,(D)(p) = p(D) for all D € rep,(G) and p € G™. We first check that
&, is continuous and injective. For the continuity, taking into account that the spaces
rep,,(G) and rep, (G**) are equipped with the compact open topology on G and G**,
respectively, let {D;} be a net converging to D in rep,,(G). Given an arbitrary compact
subset K of G**, since rep,(G) is locally compact and Gig, (o) € C(rep,(G), U(n)),
it follows that K is an equicontinuous subset of C(rep,(G),U(n)). Furthermore, the
net {D;} converges to D in the compact open topology on rep, (G) and every element
p € G* is continuous on rep, (G), which means that the net {p(D,)} converges to
p(D) for all p € G**. That is to say, the net {&,(D;)} converges to &,(D) pointwise on
G*®. Hence, since K is an equicontinuous subset of C(rep, (G),U(n)), it follows that
{&€.(Dj)} converges to &,(D) uniformly on K. This yields the continuity of &,.

For the injectivity, suppose that D, E belong to rep,,(G) and &,(D) = &,(E). Then
p(D) = p(F) for all p € G*. In particular, D(g) = E(g) for all g € G. Thus, D=E.

Now, we define A, : GZ — (G**)* so that the following diagram commutes

rep, (G) —2— rep, (G*)

o e

Gi = (G

n

where ), and Q%" are the canonical quotient mappings.
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Since we are assuming that G** is topologically isomorphic to bG, it follows that G

is dense in G** and, using this fact, it is easy to see that A,, is well defined and 1-to-1.
The fact that @), and Q7" are quotient mappings yields the continuity of A,. On the

other hand, since G** is compact, it follows that (G**)*

T is discrete (see [7]). Since

A, is continuous and injective, it follows that G is also discrete. This completes the
proof.

Sufficiency: The Bohr compactification bG of G can be realized as the set of all (con-
tinuous or not) quasi-representations of rep(G) endowed with the topology of pointwise
convergence. On the other hand, the group G** is complete and there is a continuous
isomorphism of G** onto a dense subgroup of bG (see [3]). Hence, in order to prove that
bG = G™*, it suffices to prove that G** is precompact. To do this, we will verify that,
on G* the compact open topology and the pointwise topology on rep(G) coincide.
Remark that the latter topology is trivially precompact since embeds G** into a product
of finite dimensional unitary groups.

Therefore, let K be an arbitrary compact subset of rep,,(G). The continuity of @,
implies that @,(K) will be a compact in G7 and, by hypothesis, necessarily finite.
Form a finite subset ®, = {o1,...,01} C rep,(G), taking a representative of each
element in K. The unitary groups U(n) contain a neighborhood basis of the identity
I, whose elements are invariant under conjugation. Furthermore, the density of G in
G** implies that the elements in the latter group preserve conjugation. Altogether,
this yields that the convergence on the finite set ®,, is the same as uniform convergence

on K, which completes the proof.

Next follows an example of a Chu reflexive discrete group G whose partial dual

spaces (A}’n, equipped with the Chu topology, are discrete.

Example 4.2. Let H be a finite simple non abelian group, let I be an infinite index

set and consider the discrete group G = H). Remark that the group G also accepts a
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precompact topology as a dense subgroup of the compact group H!. We want to prove
that ((A}’n,tp(G)) is a discrete topological space. To see this, we show that for every
¢ € irrep, (G) there is a finite subset F' of G and € > 0 such that if ¢ € irrep,,(G) and
1 € N(g, F,¢€), then ¢ ~ .

This is vacuously true for n = 1 because H is a finite simple non abelian group.

For n > 1, note that if ¢ € irrep, (G), then ¢ ~ ¢, ® -+ @ @iy, p;, € irrep,, (H),
n>1,1<I<Nandny ---ny=n. Set Fj, .. ;, = H B;, where B; = {e}, i # i;, and
B;, = H,1 <1< N. We proceed by induction over ffl

Suppose first that ¢(x) = (p;, om,)(z), v = (2;)icr € G, where m;, : G — H;, is the
canonical projection of G onto H;, = H. With some notational abuse, we identify ¢|r,
with ¢;,. Therefore we have ¢|r, = ¢;, € irrep,(H). Take ' = F;,, which is a finite
subgroup of G, and € = +. It is known that if ¢ € irrep,(G) and |¢(z) — ¥ (z)|| < =
forall x € F' = F;, = H, then ¢;;, = ¢

F, ~ Y|k, (see [T, Satz 12.1.6]). Moreover,
assuming that ¢ ~ ¥, ® - - ®;,,, ¥y, € irrep,,, (H), 1 <1 < M and my ---my = n.
If iy ¢ {j1,---,jm} then Q/J‘Fil ~ I,, where I, is the n-dimensional identity matrix.

Therefore ¢;, ~ I,, which is impossible. Thus, there is an index j, = i;. Hence

§0|Fi1 ~ ¢|F,-1 yields

Pip = 90|F121 ~ w|F121 Nwil ®[mik Ni/fza @\"',@wil'

n

mE
Since, the decomposition as a direct sum of irreducible representations is unique except

for order and equivalence (see [7]), we deduce ;- =1 and ¢;, ~ 1;,. That is
w :wil O iy ~ Piy © Ty = .

Thus, the case N =1 is verified.

Assume now that the assertion holds for N and consider

Y = (901'1 X Qpiy ® QOZ'NH) O T(i1,eing1)s
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where
W(il,...,iN+1) G = Hh X ... HiN+1

is the canonical projection, ¢;, € irrep,, (H), 1 <I < N +1and ny---nyp =n.

We now look at ¢ as follows:

v =(p1 @ pq)o0 T(1,2),

where
01 =P @ Q Piy,
Y2 = Pinyis
Tag: G — HI\ND Hiy.,
is the canonical projection, ¢y € irrep,, (H/NNaD) my = ny...ny, and ¢;, €
irrep,,, ., (H).

Again, with some notational abuse we have

and
OlFy,, = 2 €lrrep,, (H).

1

Take F' = Fj, .. which is a finite subgroup of G, and € = . Let ¢ € irrep, (G)

SIN419

such that ||¢(z) —¢(z)|| < = for all z € F. Then
1
i) = (@)l < for all 2 € Fy .
and
1
lo(x) —(z)|| < - for all z € F,.
By our induction hypothesis, and using [7, Satz 12.1.6], we deduce that
01 = @l gt n ~ Y] gniivay =t Y1 € irrep,, (H\vD)
and

P2 = §0|FiN+1 ~ ¢|FiN+1 =: ’QZ)Q € irrepmv-u (H)



12 M. V. FERRER AND S. HERNANDEZ
Therefore
Y1~ @ @ iy
and
Yo ~ Qiy.y-

This implies that

Yo @~ 0y @ R Qi @ Pinyy = @

It was proved in [I] that the discrete group G'= H) is Chu reflexive. Nevertheless,
we include a short version of it here for the reader’s sake. Let ¢ € rep,(H) be a
faithful unitary representation of H and set ¢; = ¢ o m;, where m;: G — H; is the
canonical projection of G onto H; = H. Since G = H) is a discrete group, it is easyly
verified that the trivial representation I, (the one that sends every element to I,,) is
a closure point of the discrete subset {y; : i € J} for every infinite subset J C I. On
the other hand, we have that bG = H! (see [I, Cor. 3.10]). Thus, ir order to show
that G is Chu reflexive, it will suffice to no element in H! \ G defines a continuous
quasi-representation. Hence, take (z;) € H'\ G. Then there is an infinite subset J C I
such that x; # ey for all i € J. Furthermore, since the group H is finite, we may
assume without loss of generality that x; = x; for all ¢, 7 in J. As a consequence, there
is A € U, such that (x;)[¢;] = p(x;) = A # I, for all i € J. This implies that (z;) is

not continuous on rep,,(G), which completes the proof.

Remark 4.3. Tt was stated in [3, Theorem 4.4] that if G is a locally compact group
such that G, is discrete for all n € N , then bG = G** and therefore the group G may
not be Chu reflexive. This result is incorrect as we have shown in Example and the
reason this happens is subtle. It was proven in [2, Cor. 5.6] that if G is a discrete group
and some partial dual object @n is infinite, then the trivial representation 14 is not an

isolated point in in some G U {1} with 1 < m < n?. This means that although the
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topological space @m may be discrete, the uniformity that @m inherits from G is not,
as asserted in [3]. This said, we want to emphasize that the main consequences of [3]
Theorem 4.4] are preserved without modification using Theorem Tl In particular, we

have:

Corollary 4.4. If G is an infinite vd W-group, equipped with the discrete topology, then

G does not satisfy Chu-duality.
Corollary 4.5. A Kazhdan group satisfies Chu duality if and only if it is compact.
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