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MEASURABLE BOUNDED COHOMOLOGY OF t-DISCRETE

MEASURED GROUPOIDS VIA RESOLUTIONS

F. SARTI AND A. SAVINI

Abstract. We define bounded cohomology of t-discrete measured groupoids with
coefficients into measurable bundles of Banach spaces. Our approach via homolog-
ical algebra extends the classic theory developed by Ivanov and by Monod. As a
consequence, we show that the bounded cohomology of a t-discrete groupoid G can
be computed using any amenable G-space. In particular, we can compute bounded
cohomology using strong boundaries.

1. Introduction

The continuous cohomology H•
c(G) of a topological group G with complex coefficients

is defined by considering the cohomology of the complex of G-invariant C-valued con-
tinuous functions on G. There exist several and relevant cases in which the continuous
cohomology is well understood. For instance, when G is discrete, continuity is trivially
satisfied and its cohomology boils down to the one of the associated classifying space
BG [Bro82, Chapter II.4]. When G is a semisimple Lie group of non-compact type, we
can recover its continuous cohomology either by looking at the G-invariant differential
forms on the associated symmetric space [BW80, Chapter IX] or by considering the De
Rham cohomology of the compact dual symmetric space [Gui80, Chapitre III.7]. Blanc
[Bla79] showed that if G is σ-compact and it acts on a locally compact σ-compact space
X by fixing some positive measure on it, then the complex of locally p-integrable func-
tions on X still computes the continuous cohomology of G. More recently Austin and
Moore [AM13] have proved that, if G is locally compact and second countable, then its
continuous cohomology is equivalent to its measurable variant.

By focusing our attention on the subcomplex of bounded continuous functions, we can
construct the continuous bounded cohomology H•

cb(G). The latter is a much more mys-
terious invariant and explicit computations are known only in few cases. For instance,
when G is amenable its continuous bounded cohomology is trivial. For semisimple Lie
groups, continuous bounded cohomology is well understood only in low degrees (see for
instance Burger and Monod [BM99]).

The need to compute bounded cohomology using different resolutions pushed Ivanov
[Iva87] to develop a new framework in the context of discrete groups which mimics the
one already known for the usual cohomology. Indeed, a relevant part of his work was
devoted to reformulate classic notions like injectivity for modules and the definition of
contracting homotopy in the bounded setting. Thanks to this new perspective, he was
able to show that the singular bounded cohomology of an aspherical space X depends
only on its fundamental group π1(X) [Fri17, Theorem 5.5], in complete analogy to the
unbounded case.

Almost twenty years later, Burger and Monod [BM02] extended Ivanov’s approach to
continuous bounded cohomology of locally compact groups. One of the crucial aspects
of their theory was the possibility to compute continuous bounded cohomology via
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the complex of essentially bounded measurable functions on any amenable G-space
[BM02, Theorem 2]. Relevant examples of amenable G-spaces are either the Furstenberg
boundary when G is a semisimple Lie group or the Poisson boundary with respect to
an étale measure on G.

Since groups are particular instances of groupoids (i.e. small categories in which every
morphism is invertible), it is natural to look for any suitable cohomological theory for
groupoids. When the groupoid is measured, namely it admits a well-behaved measure
under multiplication and inversion, Westman [Wes69] exploited the complex of mea-
surable functions to extend measurable cohomology of groups to groupoids. Something
similar was done by Feldman and Moore [FM77] in the case of countable equivalence
relations and by Series for more general fibred coefficients [Ser81].

With the goal of adding a missing piece to the puzzle described above and inspired by
several rigidity results for measurable cocycles [SS22, SSb, SS23], in a recent work [SSc]
the authors settled the foundation of the theory of bounded cohomology for measured
groupoids. More precisely, given a measured groupoid G, its bounded cohomology is
defined by taking essentially bounded functions on the fibred space G(•+1) consisting
of (• + 1)-tuples sharing the same target. The analogies with bounded cohomology
of locally compact groups extends beyond the mere definition. Just to mention few
of them, we recall the exponential isomorphism [SSc, Theorem 1] and the vanishing
result for amenable groupoids [SSc, Theorem 4]. Despite the similarities, the absence of
a topology and the groupoid structure introduced new difficulties with respect to the
theory developed by Monod. For instance, in order to keep the parallelism with bounded
cohomology of groups, the authors suitably modified the notion of coefficient module
[Mon01, Definition 1.2.1] by replacing the continuity of the action with measurability
[SSc, Definition 3.3]. However, the fibred nature of groupoids and of the complexes
defining their cohomology suggest that coefficients should have a compatible fibred
structure. Precisely, the natural candidate to replace Banach spaces in our framework
are measurable bundles of Banach spaces. The goal of this paper is exactly to define
bounded cohomology of measured groupoids with such coefficients.

Roughly speaking, given a measured groupoid G over X, a G-bundle of Banach spaces
is the datum of a family of Banach spaces (Ex)x∈X organized in a measurable fashion
and endowed with a G-action by isometries (Definition 3.1). A morphism of bundles
is a family of linear maps that preserves measurability (Definition 3.13). Bundles and
morphisms are the building blocks starting from which we construct our cohomological
theory. To this end, we introduce relative injectivity for bundles (Definition 3.20) and
the notion of strong resolutions (Definition 3.29). Then we prove the Fundamental
Lemma of Homological Algebra in this context (Lemma 3.32). As a consequence we
deduce that any two strong resolutions by relatively injective bundles must share the
same cohomology (Corollary 3.33).

Once we have fixed all the necessary tools, we move on and we focus on the standard
resolution of essentially bounded sections, namely the complex described in Example
3.12 and whose generic bundle is given by

L(G(•+1), E) , x 7→ L∞
w∗((G(•+1), ν•+1

x ), Ex) .

For t-discrete groupoids, the space of essentially bounded sections of the above bundle,
together with the standard homogeneous coboundary operator, defines the bounded
cohomology of G. The reason why we restrict only to t-discrete groupoids is subtle and
explained at the beginning of Section 4.

Definition 1. The bounded cohomology H•
mb(G, E) of a t-discrete measured groupoid

G with coefficients in a dual measurable G-bundle E is the cohomology of the complex



BOUNDED COHOMOLOGY OF MEASURED GROUPOIDS 3

(L∞(X,L(G(•+1), E))G , d•), namely

Hkmb(G, E) := Hk(L∞(X,L(G(•+1), E))G , d•) .

Given an amenable G-space (S, τ) and a G-bundle E , we consider an analogous com-
plex with generic bundle

L(S(•+1), E) , x 7→ L∞
w∗((S(•+1), τ•+1

x ), Ex) ,

and we show that the corresponding resolution satisfies the hypothesis of the Funda-
mental Lemma of Homological Algebra. Precisely, we prove the following

Theorem 2. Let G be a t-discrete measured groupoid, (S, τ) an amenable G-space and
E a measurable G-bundle that is the dual of a separable measurable G-bundle. Then we
have a natural isomorphism

Hk(L∞(X,L(S(•+1), E))G) ∼= Hkmb(G, E)

for every k ≥ 0.

To sum up, the bounded cohomology of a t-discrete measured groupoid G can be
computed via the resolutions of essentially bounded sections on any amenable G-space.
A relevant example of such space is given by a G-boundary [SSa]. As a consequence
any G-boundary can be used to compute the bounded cohomology of G (Corollary 4.9).
This extends known results proved by Ivanov for discrete groups and by Monod in the
continuous setting.

As a consequence of Theorem 2 we get a new proof of the following result, which first
appeared in [SSc].

Corollary 3. Let G a t-discrete amenable measured groupoid and E a measurable G-
bundle that is the dual of a separable measurable G-bundle. Then we have that

Hkmb(G, E)
∼= 0,

for k ≥ 1.

Structure of the paper. The paper is divided in three sections. In Section 2 we
introduce some background material, precisely we recall the basics about groupoids
(Section 2.1) and about amenability (Section 2.2). Then, in Section 3, we focus on
measurable bundles, providing a brief overview of the theory (Section 3.1), then proving
a disintegration isomorphism for integrable and essentially bounded sections (Section
3.2) and finally introducing the necessary homological tools for our theory (Section
3.3). In Section 4, we define bounded cohomology, we prove all the results stated in the
introduction and we discuss some consequences.

Acknowledgements. The authors were partially supported by INdAM through GN-
SAGA. The first author’s research is funded by MUR through the PRIN project “Ge-
ometry and topology of manifolds”.

2. Preliminaries

We start with a list of some tools and notions that we are going to exploit along the
paper. We warn the reader that we will not be exhaustive and we will sometimes avoid
technicalities to make the exposition clearer. For any detail we refer to the book by
Anantharaman-Delaroche and Renault [ADR01]. Here the notation is the same adopted
by the authors in our previous papers [SSc, SSa].
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2.1. Measured groupoids. A groupoid is a small category whose morphisms are in-
vertible. We denote the space of objects (the unit space) as X and the space of mor-
phisms (the groupoid) as G. With t : G → X and s : G → X we refer to the target
map and the source map, respectively. For every x ∈ X, we write Gx = t−1(x) and
Gx = s−1(x).

Given such a groupoid, a left G-space is a set S endowed with a map tS : S → X
satisfying the following conditions

(i) (gh)s = g(hs), whenever (gh, s) ∈ G ∗ S and (g, hs) ∈ G ∗ S;
(ii) tS(gs) = t(g) whenever (g, s) ∈ G ∗ S;
(iii) gg−1s = g−1gs = s, whenever (g, s) ∈ G ∗ S.

Here G ∗ S denotes the fibred product G ∗ S = {(g, s) ∈ G × S | s(g) = tS(s)}. For a
left G-space, following Anatharaman-Delaroche and Renault [ADR01, Chapter 2.a], we
endow the fibred product S ∗ G = {(s, g) ∈ S × G | tS(s) = t(g)}, with the groupoid
structure having units S, target t(s, g) = s, source s(g, s) = g−1s and inverse (s, g)−1 =
(g−1s, g−1). We call S ∗ G semidirect groupoid and we denote it by S ⋊ G.

A Borel groupoid is a groupoid endowed with a σ-algebra such that the composition
and the inverse map are measurable. Since we are interested in groupoids equipped with
a measure, from now on we assume that the unit space X is a standard Borel space and
µ is a probability measure on it.

A Borel Haar system of measure on G is a family ρ = {ρx}x∈X of σ-finite measures
with ρx(G \ Gx) = 0 for every x, such that the map

x 7→ ρx(f) :=

∫

G
f(g)dρx(g)

is measurable whenever f : G → R is so and it holds that

(1)

∫

G
f(gh)dρs(g)(h) =

∫

G
f(h)dρt(g)(h)

for every g ∈ G.
The composition of a Haar system ρ with the measure µ gives back a measure on G

defined by

ρ ◦ µ(f) :=

∫

X

ρx(f)dµ(x) .

If the measure class of ρ ◦ µ is unchanged by the inverse map, we say that ρ ◦ µ is
quasi-invariant.

Definition 2.1. A measured groupoid is a Borel groupoid G endowed with a quasi-
invariant measure of the form ρ ◦ µ, where ρ is a Haar system and µ a probability
measure on X.

It is often useful to replace ρ ◦ µ with an equivalent probability measure. As shown
by Renault [Ren80], one can find such a measure ν ∼ ρ ◦µ that admits a disintegration

ν =

∫

X

νxdµ(x) .

In this context we will have that

(2) g∗ν
s(g) ∼ νt(g),

namely they are not the same measure, but they share the same measure class. From
now on, we will consider a measured groupoid equipped with a quasi-invariant proba-
bility measure on it.
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When Gx is countable and ρx is precisely the counting measure for every x ∈ X, we
say that G is a t-discrete groupoid.

Given a measured groupoid (G, ν), any left G-space S is assumed to be a Borel space
endowed with a measure τ that disintegrates with respect to tS , namely

τ =

∫

X

τxdµ(x).

Additionally, for the family of measures {τx}x∈X , we require that

g∗τ
s(g) ∼ τ t(g),

namely it holds something similar to Equation (2). With the above assumptions, S⋊G
has a natural structure of measured groupoid over S, whose measure is given by ν ◦ τ .
Here the system {νx}x∈X is extended to a system parametrized by S with the help of
the map tS , that is ν

s := νtS(s).

2.2. Amenability. Amenability of measured groupoids has several equivalent defini-
tions, for instance via a fixed point property or through the notion of means. In
what follows we are going to give a fibred version of classic amenability of groups
passing through the notion of invariant measurable systems of means introduced by
Anantharaman-Delaroche and Renault [ADR01].

Let (G, ν) be a measured groupoid and let µ be the probability measure on the unit

space X. An invariant measurable system of means is a family {mx |x ∈ G(0)} of linear
functions mx : L∞(G, νx) → R of norm one such that the map x 7→ m

x(λ) is Borel for
every λ ∈ L∞(G) and for ν-almost every g ∈ G one has

(3) gms(g) = mt(g),

which means

(4) m
t(g)(λt(g)) = m

s(g)(g−1λt(g)) .

In the above equation we exploited the disintegration isomorphism [SSc, Equation (12)]
which allows us to write an element λ ∈ L∞(G) as an essentially bounded section
{λx}x∈X of a suitable measurable bundle, namely λx ∈ L∞(G, νx). With this notation,
we have that

(g−1λt(g))(h) = λt(g)(gh),

for every h ∈ Gs(g). We refer the reader to the next section for more details about
measurable bundles and about the disintegration isomorphism.

Definition 2.2. A measured groupoid G is amenable if it admits an invariant measur-
able system of means.

A G-space (S, τ) is amenable if the measured groupoid S ⋊ G is amenable.

Given two left G-spaces (S, τ) and (T, θ), we can consider the fibred product S ∗ T
with respect to the maps tS : S → X and tT : T → X. The latter is stills a left
G-space with the standard diagonal action. Additionally we can endow S ∗ T with a
quasi-invariant probability by defining the fibred product measure

τ ∗ θ :=

∫

X

τx ⊗ θxdµ(x).

In this way (S ∗ T )⋊ G becomes naturally a measured groupoid.

Lemma 2.3. Let (S, τ) and (T, θ) two left G-spaces. If S is G-amenable, then also the
fibred product (S ∗ T, τ ∗ θ) is G-amenable.
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Proof. In order to prove the claim we need to exhibit an equivariant family of means
{m(s,t)}(s,t)∈S∗T . If we set x = tS(s), we define

m
(s,t) : L∞(G, νx) → R , m

(s,t)(ϕ) := m
s(ϕ) .

The measurability of the map

(s, t) 7→ m
(s,t)(ϕ)

follows by the fact that s 7→ m
s(ϕ) is measurable, by assumption. Moreover, the

assignment (s, t) 7→ m
(s,t) is G-equivariant, indeed

gm(g−1s,g−1t) = gmg−1s = m
s = m

(s,t) .

This concludes the proof. �

3. Measurable Bundles of Banach spaces

3.1. Definition and examples. In this section we introduce measurable bundles of
Banach spaces, which are the main object of our theory. Suitable references for this
topic are the book by Fell and Doran [FD88] and the one by Anantharaman-Delaroche
and Renault [ADR01].

Definition 3.1. Ameasurable bundle of Banach spaces (or simply a measurable bundle)
over a standard Borel probability space (X,µ) is a family of Banach spaces E = (Ex)x∈X
endowed with a measurable structure, that is a collection M of vector fields σ : x 7→
σ(x) ∈ Ex such that

(1) σ1 + σ2 ∈ M whenever σ1, σ2 ∈ M;
(2) ϕ · σ ∈ M whenever σ ∈ M and ϕ is µ-measurable on X;
(3) if σ ∈ M then x 7→ ‖σ(x)‖Ex is µ-measurable;
(4) if (σn) is a net in M and σn(x) → σ(x) for µ-almost every x ∈ X, then σ ∈ M.

An element σ ∈ M is called measurable section of E .
A measurable bundle of Banach spaces is separable if there exists a countable family

{σn}n∈N of sections such that (σn(x))n∈N is dense in Ex, for almost every x ∈ X.

In the theory of measurable bundles it is often useful to decide whether a family of
vector fields determines a measurable structure for the bundle. Given a linear space
of vector fields Q such that x 7→ ‖σ(x)‖Ex is µ-measurable for every σ ∈ Q, we can
construct the measurable structure generated by Q. This is the smallest measurable
structure containing Q and it is constructed as follows: we first take the set

R := {ϕ · σ |ϕ : X → C simple function , σ ∈ Q}

and then we consider all the vector fields that can be realized as limits almost everywhere
of elements in R.

Remark 3.2. Separable measurable bundles of Banach spaces are a particular instance
of measurable fields of metric spaces studied by Arino, Delode and Penot [ADP76] and
by Anderegg and Henry [AH14]. Given a measurable field E of metric spaces over
X, Duchesne, Lecureux and Pozzetti [DLP21, Lemma 4.12] proved that X contains a
full-measure subset X0 such that the set

E =
⊔

x∈X0

Ex

admits a standard Borel structure turning the projection E → X0 into a Borel map.
Additionally, the set of measurable sections of X0 → E corresponds to the sections in
M (see also [ADP76, Proposition 1.9]).
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We describe below some examples that we are going to use in the rest of the paper.
In order to simplify the exposition, we will leave some technical but elementary details
to the reader.

Example 3.3. Let E be a measurable bundle of Banach spaces over a standard Borel
probability space (X,µ). Let M be the measurable structure on E . Given a family
K = (Kx)x∈X , where Kx < Ex is a Banach subspace of Ex, we can consider the
restriction of M to K, namely

M|K := {σ ∈ M | σ(x) ∈ Kx, ∀x ∈ X}.

In this way we obtain a new measurable bundle (K,M|K) of Banach spaces over X
which is called subbundle of (E ,M).

Example 3.4. Given a Borel map π : Y → X between standard Borel probability
spaces (Y, ν) and (X,µ), a measurable bundle of Banach spaces E = (Ex)x∈X over X
gives rise to a measurable bundle F = π∗E over Y called pullback of E via π. Precisely,
we set

Fy = (π∗E)y := Eπ(y)

for every y ∈ Y and we consider the measurable structure π∗M generated by the set

N := {σ ◦ π , σ ∈ M},

where M is a measurable structure for E .
Notice that if E is separable then F = π∗E is separable too: a countable dense

family of sections for the latter can be constructed starting from the one for E and
precomposing each section with π.

Example 3.5. Let E = (Ex) be a separable measurable bundle over (X,µ) and consider
the dual bundle E∗ = (E∗

x). Given M a measurable structure for E , we can consider
the family

M∗ := {x 7→ η(x) ∈ E∗
x |x 7→ 〈η(x), σ(x)〉 is µ−measurable ∀ σ ∈ M} .

By [ADR01, Lemma A.3.7], the separability of E implies that M∗ satisfies conditions
(i)-(iv) of Definition 3.1. Thus E∗ is a measurable bundle of Banach spaces, which is
not separable in general.

The presence of a norm on each fiber would suggest to consider the analogous of
Lp-spaces. This can be done by taking measurable sections whose norm is p-integrable
as a function on (X,µ). We will be particularly interested in the cases when p = 1,∞.

Definition 3.6. Let E be a measurable bundle over a standard Borel probability space
(X,µ) with measurable structure M. Given a measurable section σ ∈ M, we define

‖σ‖ : X → [0,∞), ‖σ‖(x) := ‖σ(x)‖Ex .

The space of integrable sections is

L1(X, E) := {σ ∈ M|µ(‖σ‖) < +∞}/∼µ ,

where we identify sections that coincide µ-almost everywhere. This space is naturally
normed by

‖[σ]‖L1(X,E) := µ(‖σ‖).

The space of essentially bounded sections is given by

L∞(X, E) := {σ ∈ M|‖σ‖ ∈ L∞(X)}/∼µ ,
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where again we identify sections that coincide µ-almost everywhere. Also in this case,
we have a natural norm defined by

‖[σ]‖L∞(X,E) := ‖σ‖L∞(X).

With an abuse of notation, we will refer to elements of either L1(X, E) or L∞(X, E)
by dropping the parenthesis of the equivalence class and considering a generic represen-
tative.

We conclude the section with the following duality isomorphism.

Proposition 3.7. [ADR01, Proposition A.3.9] Let E be a separable measurable bundle of
Banach spaces over a standard Borel probability space (X,µ). Then we have a canonical
isomorphism

L∞(X, E∗) ∼= L1(X, E)∗

3.2. The disintegration isomorphism. In what follows we show a disintegration
isomorphism similar to the one exposed in [SSc, Section 4.1], but valid in the more
general context of measurable bundles of Banach spaces.

We fix a Borel map π : Y → X between standard Borel probability spaces (Y, ν) and
(X,µ) and a separable measurable bundle of Banach spaces E = (Ex)x∈X over X. If we
assume that π∗ν = µ, by Hahn disintegration theorem [Hah78, Theorem 2.1] we must
have that

ν =

∫

X

νxdµ(x) ,

where νx is a probability measure on Y such that νx(Y \ π−1(x)) = 0 and

x 7→ νx(f)

is Borel for every bounded Borel function f on Y .
Following Example 3.4, we consider F = π∗E and its measurable structure N . We

can define the space of integrable sections L1(Y,F). On the other hand, we consider
the bundle

L(Y, E) : x −→ L1((Y, νx), Ex),

endowed with the measurable structure generated by

(5) Q := {η ∈ N | νx(‖η‖) < +∞ for µ− a.e. x ∈ X} ,

which exists by [FD88, Proposition 4.2]. In fact any measurable section σ ∈ Q defines
a vector field of L(Y, E) by setting

(6) x 7→ σx(y) =

{
0 if y /∈ π−1(x)

σ(y) otherwise.

If we consider the space of integrable sections L1(X,L(Y, E)), we have the following:

Theorem 3.8. The function

Φ : L1(Y,F) → L1(X,L(Y, E)) , σ 7→ (x 7→ σx)

is an isometric isomorphism of Banach spaces.

Proof. We start noticing that Φ is well-defined. Indeed, given a measurable section
σ ∈ N such that ν(‖σ‖) is finite, by Hahn disintegration theorem [Hah78, Theorem 2.1]
we have

(7) ν(‖σ‖) =

∫

Y

‖σ‖(y)dν(y) =

∫

X

∫

Y

‖σ‖(y)dνx(y)dµ(x) =

∫

X

νx(‖σ‖)dµ(x).
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As a consequence νx(‖σ‖) must be finite for µ-almost every x ∈ X. The same formula
shows that if σ and σ′ differ by a set of ν-measure zero, then Φ(σ) and Φ(σ′) define the
same class. Equation (7) proves also that Φ must be an isometry on the image: indeed
we have that

‖σ‖L1(Y,F) =

∫

X

∫

Y

‖σ‖(y)dνx(y)dµ(x)

=

∫

X

‖Φ(σ)(x)‖L1((Y,νx),Ex)dµ(x) = ‖Φ(σ)‖L1(X,L(Y,E)).

We are left to show the surjectivity. By the separability of E , there exists a countable
family of sections (σn)n∈N. Since Y is standard Borel, there exists a countable family
of Borel subsets (Bk)k∈N which generates the σ-algebra. The family of sections

S :=

{
ℓ∑

k=1

akχBk
· (σk ◦ π) | ak ∈ Q(i)

}
,

is a subset of the generating family Q defined by Equation (5). Since Φ is surjective on
S and the latter is dense in L1(X,L(Y, E)), the claim is proved. �

The last part of the proof of the previous theorem shows that the separability of E and
the fact the Y is standard Borel imply that L(Y, E) is separable. By Example 3.4 the
bundle F is separable too. Thanks to Proposition 3.7, we can dualize the isomorphism
given in Theorem 3.8 to obtain

L∞(Y,F∗) ∼= L∞(X,L(Y, E)∗),

where
L(Y, E)∗ : x −→ L∞

w∗((Y, νx), E∗
x) ,

and the measurable structure is dual to the one of L(Y, E).
In our constructions, we will be interested into bundles of Banach spaces endowed

with an isometric action by a measured groupoid. From now on, G will be a measured
groupoid over a standard Borel probability space (X,µ) endowed with a probability
measure ν =

∫
X ν

xdµ(x) as described in Section 2.1.

Definition 3.9. Let G be a measured groupoid. Given a measurable bundle E of Banach
spaces over X, we define the fibred product

G ∗ E := {(g, v) |v ∈ Es(g)}.

An isometric left G-action (or simply a G-action) on E is a map

L : G ∗ E −→ E , (g, v) 7→ L(g)v

such that for, any g ∈ G, the function

L(g) : Es(g) → Et(g), v 7→ L(g)v

is a linear isometry and, if σ is a measurable section for E on X, then the map g 7→
L(g)σ(s(g)) is a measurable section of t∗E on G.

A measurable G-bundle (E , L) of Banach spaces is a measurable bundle E endowed
with an isometric left G-action L.

Definition 3.10. Let G be a measured groupoid. Given a measurable G-bundle of
Banach spaces (E , L) over X, we say that a measurable section σ of E is almost G-
invariant if we have

L(g)σ(s(g)) = σ(t(g)),

for almost every g ∈ G. We will denote by L1(X, E)G (respectively L∞(X, E)G) the space
of integrable (respectively essentially bounded) G-invariant sections of E .
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Example 3.11. Let E = (Ex)x∈X be a separable measurable bundle of Banach spaces
over X and denote by M its measurable structure. Consider the dual bundle E∗ = (E∗

x).
If E is endowed with an isometric left action L : G ∗ E → E of a measured groupoid G,
then we can define the dual action L∗ : G ∗ E∗ → E∗ in the following way

〈L∗(g)θ, v〉 := 〈θ, L(g)−1v〉

for every θ ∈ E∗
s(g) and v ∈ Et(g).

The next example will be the main ingredient in the definition of the bounded coho-
mology of a groupoid with bundle coefficients.

Example 3.12. Let G be a measured groupoid. Consider a measurable G-bundle (E , L)
of Banach spaces over X which is the dual of a separable measurable G-bundle (E♭, L♭).
This means in particular that the predual action is fixed once and for all.

Since we can disintegrate

ν =

∫

X

νxdµ(x),

Theorem 3.8 guarantees the isometric isomorphism

(8) L1(G,F) ∼= L1(X,L♭(G, E)),

where F = t∗E♭ and L♭(G, E) : x −→ L1((G, νx), E♭x) is endowed with the measurable
structure generated by Equation (5).

By Proposition 3.7, we can dualize Equation (8) to obtain

L∞(G,F∗) ∼= L∞(X,L(G, E))

where L(G, E) : x −→ L∞
w∗((G, νx), Ex) and the measurable structure is dual to the one

by Equation (5). Moreover, the bundle L(G, E) admits a natural isometric left G-action
given by

L : G ∗ L(G, E) → L(G, E), (g, λ) 7→ L(g)λ,

where (L(g)λ)(g0) = L(g)λ(g−1g0) and L denotes the isometric left G-action on E .
The above argument can actually be generalized to the fibred target map t(•+1) :

G(•+1) → X, so that we obtain isometric isomorphisms

(9) L∞(G(•+1), (F•+1)∗) ∼= L∞(X,L(G(•+1) , E)) .

where F•+1 = (t•+1)∗E♭ and L(G(•+1), E) : x −→ L∞
w∗((G(•+1), ν

(•+1)
x ), Ex). Moreover,

the isometric left G-action

L
(•+1)

: G ∗ L(G(•+1), E) → L(G(•+1), E), (g, λ) 7→ L
(•+1)

(g)λ,

is similarly defined by L(g)λ(g0, . . . , g•) = L(g)λ(g−1g0, . . . , g
−1g•). More generally,

the above construction and the isomorphism of Equation (9) can be generalized to any
G-space S. Such bundle will be the main object of Section 4.

We finally point out that, when E is the constant bundle, Equation (9) boils down to
[SSc, Equation (10)].

3.3. Homological algebra for measurable bundles. In this section we will define
the main framework that we need to introduce our cohomological theory. We start with
the following:

Definition 3.13. Given two measurable bundles E and F of Banach spaces over (X,µ),
a morphism between them is a collection ϕ = (ϕx)x∈X , where each ϕx : Ex → Fx is a
bounded linear map such that

(i) for every measurable section σ of E the evaluation x 7→ ϕx(σ(x)) is a measurable
section of F ;
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(ii) it is bounded, namely there exists a constant C such that

‖ϕx‖ < C,

for almost every x ∈ X. We denoted by

‖ϕx‖ := sup
‖v‖Ex=1

‖φx(v)‖Fx

the usual operator norm.

If (E , LE ) and (F , LF ) are endowed with isometric left G-actions, a G-morphism is a
morphism such that

ϕt(g)(LE(g)v) = LF (g)ϕs(g)(v)

for almost every g ∈ G and every v ∈ Es(g).

Remark 3.14. It is worth noticing that Definition 3.13(i) can be actually checked on a
generating family of sections. More precisely, let E ,F be measurable bundles of Banach
spaces over (X,µ). Let M be the measurable structure on E and consider a generating
linear subset N ⊂ M. First of all, notice that we can always substitute N with the set

R := {ψ · σ | ψ is simple, σ ∈ N}.

The latter is still a linear generating subspace of M. Given a family of continuous linear
operators ϕx : Ex → Fx, suppose that ϕx(σ(x)) is a measurable section of F for every
σ ∈ N . By the linearity of each ϕx, the same statement holds also for any measurable
section of R. The latter set is dense in M by [FD88, Lemma 4.3]. By the continuity of
each ϕx, we must have that ϕx(σ(x)) is a measurable section of F for every σ ∈ M.

Notation 3.15. We fix, once and for all, the following conventions.

(i) Unless otherwise specified, all bundles are assumed to have the same base space,
which is implicitly denoted by (X,µ).

(ii) Let E ,F ,K be measurable bundles over (X,µ). Given a morphism ϕ : E → F
and another morphism ψ : F → K, we denote the composition ψ ◦ϕ : E → K as
the morphism defined by ψx ◦ ϕx for every x ∈ X.

(iii) We will always consider functions on X up to null sets. In the same flavour, two
morphisms ϕ, θ : E → F such that ϕx = θx holds for almost every x ∈ X will be
identified. Thus, all the statements about bundles morphisms (such as identities,
commutativity, etc.) must be intended to hold almost everywhere with respect
to the measure on the base space. However, to lighten the notation, we will
always omit this fact.

Definition 3.16. A morphism ϕ : E → F is injective (respectively surjective, bijective,
isometric) if ϕx is injective (respectively surjective, bijective, isometric) for every x ∈ X.

Remark 3.17. Given a morphism ϕ : E → F , we can naturally define the subbundle
Ker(ϕ) of E by setting

Ker(ϕ) : x −→ Ker(ϕx),

where we consider the restricted measurable structure given by Example 3.3.

Remark 3.18. By Definition 3.13(ii), given a morphism ϕ : E → F there exists a well-
defined map on the space of essentially bounded measurable sections, namely

ϕ∗ : L∞(X, E) → L∞(X,F), ϕ∗(λ)(x) := ϕx(λ(x)).
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Assume now that (E , LE ) and (F , LF ) are measurable G-bundles and ϕ is a G-morphism.
If σ is an almost G-invariant section of E , one has

LF (g)ϕs(g)(σ(s(g))) = ϕt(g)(LE (g)σ(s(g)))

= ϕt(g)(σ(t(g))) .

Thus, ϕ∗ preserves almost G-invariant sections and it restricts to a map

ϕ∗ : L∞(X, E)G → L∞(X,F)G .

Definition 3.19. Let E ,F measurable G-bundles. A morphism ϕ : E → F is admissible
if there exists a morphism η : F → E such that

(i) ‖η‖∞ := ess sup‖ηx‖ ≤ 1;
(ii) ϕ ◦ η ◦ ϕ = ϕ.

We observe that, when an admissible morphism ϕ is also injective, the condition (ii)
above means that ηx is a left inverse for ϕx.

Admissible morphisms are the main ingredient in the definition of relatively injective
bundles.

Definition 3.20. A measurable G-bundle of Banach spaces E is relatively injective if for
every F ,K measurable G-bundles, for every injective admissible G-morphism α : F → K
with left inverse η : K → F and for every G-morphism β : F → E , there exists a G-
morphism ψ : K → E with ‖ψ‖∞ ≤ ‖β‖∞ such that

ψ ◦ α = β,

namely the following diagram of G-morphisms commutes

(10)

F K

E .

α

β ψ

η

A crucial property of admissible morphisms is that the domain can be actually de-
composed as the direct sum of the kernel and its complement.

Definition 3.21. Let E = (Ex)x∈X be a measurable bundle of Banach spaces. A
subbundle H = (Hx)x∈X < E is complemented if there exists another subbundle K =
(Kx)x∈X such that

Hx ⊕Kx = Ex
for every x ∈ X.

Following the case of Banach spaces [Mon01, Section 4.2], one can see that the ex-
istence of an idempotent morphism p : E → E such that Im(p) = H implies that H is
complemented. The fact that p is idempotent means that p2 = p and Im(p) = H implies
that Im(p) is actually a subbundle of E . We call p a projection morphism on H.

Let E be a bundle over X with measurable structure M and consider a subbundle
H < E . Suppose that there exists a projection p : E → H. By the previous observation
H is actually complemented. Exploiting the projection we can define a measurable
structure on the quotient bundle

Q : x −→ Qx := Ex/Hx

as follows. First we endow each quotient Qx with the Banach structure induced by the
norm

‖[v]‖Qx
:= ‖v − px(v)‖Ex .
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If we denote by πx : Ex → Qx the quotient projection, a measurable structure for Q is
generated by the family

(11) N := {η : x 7→ η(x) ∈ Qx | η(x) = πx(σ(x)) , σ ∈ M} .

Notice that the fact that p is a morphism of measurable bundles guarantees that N
satisfies the hypothesis of [FD88, Proposition 4.2]. With such measurable structure the
projection π : E → Q becomes a morphism of measurable bundles.

Definition 3.22. Let E be a measurable bundle and letH < E be a subbundle. Suppose
to have a projection p : E → E on H. We call quotient bundle the pair (Q,M), where
Qx = Ex/Hx is the quotient Banach space andM is the measurable structure generated
by the set of vector fields given by Equation (11). The morphism π : E → Q is called
quotient map.

The next step in our investigation is to prove a factorization property for quotient
bundles.

Proposition 3.23. Let E be a bundle with measurable structure M and consider a
subbundle H < E. Suppose that there exists a projection p : E → H. If ϕ : E → F is a
morphism of measurable bundles with H < Ker(ϕ) and π : E → Q is the quotient map,
then there exists a unique morphism ϕ : Q → F such that

ϕ = ϕ ◦ π.

Proof. The conditionHx < Ker(ϕx) implies the existence of a unique map ϕx : Ex/Hx →
Fx such that ϕx ◦ πx = ϕx for every x ∈ X. It is also clear that the boundedness of the
family (ϕx)x∈X implies that

‖ϕx‖ <∞.

We only need to show point (i) in Definition 3.13. As already discussed, in Remark 3.14
we can check that property on the family

N := {η : x 7→ η(x) ∈ Qx | η(x) = πx(σ(x)) , σ ∈ M} .

Let σ be a section in N . This means that there exists a section σ of E such that
σ(x) = πx(σ(x)) for almost every x ∈ X. As a consequence, we must have that

ϕx(σ(x)) = ϕx(πx(σ(x))) = ϕx(σ(x)).

Since ϕ is a morphism, this concludes the proof. �

We are now ready to show that both the kernel and the image of an admissible
morphism are complemented subbundles.

Proposition 3.24. Let ϕ : E → F be a morphism of measurable bundles. If ϕ is
admissible, then both Ker(ϕ) and Im(ϕ) are complemented. In particular, Im(ϕ) is a
subbundle of F .

Proof. We follow the line of [Mon01, Proposition 4.2.1]. By hypothesis there exists a
morphism η : F → E such that ϕ ◦ η ◦ ϕ = ϕ for almost every x ∈ X. The morphism
Id− ηϕ : E → E is idempotent, namely we have that

(Id− σϕ)2 = Id− σϕ .

Additionally, its kernel is Im(η) and its image is precisely Ker(ϕ). Thus we obtain that

Ker(ϕ)⊕ Im(η) = E .

Similarly, the morphism Id − ϕη : F → F is idempotent, its image is Ker(η) and its
kernel is Im(ϕ). As a consequence we obtain that

Im(ϕ)⊕Ker(η) = F ,
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and the conclusion follows. �

Relative injectivity ensures that the extension problem of Diagram (10) has a solution
whenever α is injective. In order to prove the fundamental lemma of homological algebra
in our setting we need to drop the injectivity assumption. Precisely, we will consider
the following generalized extension problem

(12)

Ker(α) F K

E ,

α

β ?

η

where α ◦ η ◦ α = α.

Proposition 3.25. Let α : F → K be an admissible G-morphism and β : F → E a
G-morphism. If E is relatively injective and Ker(α) is a subbundle of Ker(β), then there
exists a G-morphism ψ : K → E with ‖ψ‖∞ ≤ ‖β‖∞ such that

ψ ◦ α = β.

Proof. Since α is admissible, by Proposition 3.24 the subbundle Ker(α) is complemented
in F . We can consider the quotient bundle Q := F/Ker(α). By Proposition 3.23 we
have an induced G-morphism α : Q → K such that the following diagram commutes

F K

Q .

α

p
α

We can collect all those maps in the following diagram

F

Q K

E .

p
α

β

α

β
?

Here β : Q → E is the G-morphism whose existence is guaranteed by the condition
Ker(α) < Ker(β). The conclusion follows by taking the solution of the extension prob-
lem of the lower triangle, ensured by the relative injectivity of E . �

We conclude the part about relative injectivity with the following useful property.

Lemma 3.26. Let E ,F be measurable G-bundles and ϕ : E → F a G-morphism with
‖ϕ‖∞ ≤ 1. Assume that there exists a morphism σ : F → E such that

(i) σ ◦ ϕ = id;
(ii) ‖σ‖∞ ≤ 1.

If F is relatively injective, then so is E.

Proof. We consider the extension problem
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A B

E ,

α

β ?

η

Since F is relatively injective, there exists ψ : B → F of norm at most ‖ϕ ◦ β‖∞ such
that ϕ ◦ β = ψ ◦ α. We set χ := σ ◦ ψ, so that the following diagram commutes

A B

E

F .

α

β ψ

η

χ

ϕ

σ

We compute

‖χ‖∞ ≤ ‖ψ‖∞ ‖σ‖∞ ≤ ‖ψ‖∞ ≤ ‖ϕ‖∞‖β‖∞ ≤ ‖β‖∞ .

Hence χ is a solution of the initial extension problem, thus E is relatively injective. �

We move on the construction of our theory giving a list of definitions of classic notions
of homological algebra translated in the framework of bundles. Since we will consider
only G-bundles and G-morphisms, we introduce the category of complexes and their
morphisms only in the equivariant setting.

Definition 3.27. A complex (E•, δ•) of measurable G-bundles is a sequence

· · · E•−1 E• E•+1 · · ·δ•−1 δ•

where each δ• is a G-morphism and δ•+1 ◦ δ• = 0.
A morphism of complexes (E•, δ•) and (F•, ∂•) is a sequence of G-morphisms ϕ• :

E• → F• that commute with the coboundary operators, that is

ϕ•+1 ◦ δ• = ∂• ◦ ϕ• ,

in any degree.

Definition 3.28. A chain homotopy between two G-morphisms ϕ•, ψ• : (E•, δ•) →
(F•, ∂•) is a family of G-morphisms k• : E• → F•−1 such that

(13) ∂•−1 ◦ k• + k•+1 ◦ δ• = ϕ• − ψ• ,

in any degree.

Definition 3.29. A contracting homotopy for a complex (E•, δ•) is a family of (not
necessarily G-equivariant) morphisms

k• : E• → E•−1

such that
δ•−1 ◦ k• + k•+1 ◦ δ• = idE•

and ‖k•‖ ≤ 1, in any degree.
A complex (E•, δ•) of measurable G-bundles is strong if it admits a contracting ho-

motopy.

Definition 3.30. A resolution of a measurable G-bundle E is an augmented complex
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0 E E0 E1 · · ·ǫ δ0

of measurable G-bundles (E•, δ•) with E• = 0 for • < 0 which is exact, namely such that
Im(ǫ) = Ker(δ0) and Im(δ•−1) = Ker(δ•), in any degree.

Remark 3.31. Given a complex of measurable G-bundles (E•, δ•), one can construct the
complex of essentially bounded sections, namely the complex of Banach spaces

· · · L∞(X, E•−1) L∞(X, E•) L∞(X, E•+1) · · ·d•−1 d•

where d• is the map induced by the coboundary δ•. Since each morphism δ• is actually
a G-morphism, we can restrict to the subcomplex of almost G-invariant vectors

· · · L∞(X, E•−1)G L∞(X, E•)G L∞(X, E•+1)G · · ·d•−1 d•

In the same spirit, a contracting homotopy for (E•, δ•) descends to a contracting
homotopy for (L∞(X, E•), d•) (but not necessarily of (L∞(X, E•)G , d•)).

The following result is the analogue of the fundamental lemma of homological algebra.
We refer to [Mon01, Section 7.2] in the case of continuous bounded cohomology of
groups.

Lemma 3.32. Let G be a measured groupoid and E ,F be measurable G-bundles. Let
(E•, δ•) be a strong resolution of E with augmentation ǫ : E → E0. Let (F•, ∂•) be
a resolution of F by relatively injective bundles with augmentation ε : F → F0. If
ϕ : E → F is a G-morphism, then there exists a unique, up to chain homotopy, extension
of ϕ to a morphism ϕ• : E• → F•.

Proof. We start by constructing an extension ϕ0 of ϕ, and then we proceed by induction
on the degree. Since (E•, δ•) is strong, it admits a contracting homotopy, say k• : E• →
E•−1. For • = 0 we have the following extension problem

E E0

F0 .

ε

∂◦ϕ

k0

?

By relative injectivity of F0 there exists a map

ϕ0 : E0 → F0

such that ϕ0 ◦ ε = ∂ ◦ ϕ.
Assume now that ϕ•−1 is constructed. We have a diagram

E•−2 E•−1

E•−1 E•

F• ,

δ•−2

id
k•−1

δ•−1

∂•−1◦ϕ•−1

k•

where now k• ◦ δ•−1 + δ•−2 ◦ k•−1 = idE•−1 . Let v ∈ Ker(δ•−1
x ). Then

v = k•x ◦ δ
•−1
x (v) + δ•−2

x ◦ k•−1
x (v) = δ•−2

x ◦ k•−1
x (v)
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hence

∂•−1
x ◦ ϕ•−1

x (v) = ∂•−1
x ◦ ϕ•−1

x ◦ δ•−2
x ◦ k•−1

x (v) = ∂•−1
x ◦ ∂•−2

x ◦ ϕ•−2
x ◦ k•−1

x (v) = 0 ,

that is v ∈ Ker(∂•−1
x ◦ ϕ•−1

x ). The inclusion Ker(δ•−1) ⊂ Ker(∂•−1 ◦ ϕ•−1) allows to
exploit relative injectivity of E• as follows. Consider the following diagram

E•−1

E•−1 E•

F• ,

p•−1
δ•−1

∂•−1◦ϕ•−1

δ•−1

∂•−1◦ϕ•−1

k•

where E•−1 is the quotient of the bundle E•−1 by Ker(δ•−1) and p•−1 : E•−1 → E•−1 is

the projection to the quotient. The map δ•−1, respectively ∂•−1 ◦ ϕ•−1, is the unique
morphism making the middle, respectively lower, triangle commutative. Thanks to the
equality

δ•−1 ◦ k• ◦ δ•−1 = δ•−1 ,

the injective morphism δ•−1 is admissible. In fact, since p•−1 is surjective, we have the
following implication

δ•−1 ◦ p•−1 ◦ k• ◦ δ•−1 ◦ p•−1 = δ•−1 ◦ p•−1 ⇒ δ•−1 ◦ (p•−1 ◦ k•) ◦ δ•−1 = δ•−1 .

In particular, by the injectivity of δ•−1, we deduce that (p•−1 ◦ k•) ◦ δ•−1 = id
E•−1 .

Since F• is relatively injective, there must exist a G-morphism ϕ• : E• → F• such that
‖ϕ•‖∞ ≤‖∂•−1 ◦ ϕ•−1‖∞ satisfying

ϕ• ◦ δ•−1 = ∂•−1 ◦ ϕ•−1 .

Thus, by commutativity of the diagram, it holds that

ϕ• ◦ δ•−1 = ∂•−1 ◦ ϕ•−1 ,

and

‖ϕ•‖∞ ≤ ‖∂•−1 ◦ ϕ•−1‖∞.

This concludes the proof about the existence of an extension.
For the uniqueness, it is sufficient to prove that any extension ϕ• : E• → F• of the

trivial morphism 0 : E → F is homotopic to the trivial extension 0• : E• → F•. To this
end, we set h−1, h0 to be zero.

Assuming that h•−1 has been constructed, we look for h•. We consider the following
diagram

E•−1 E•

F•−1 .

δ•−1

ϕ•−1−∂•−2◦h•−1 ?
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This is a generalized extension problem (notice that δ•−1 is admissible because the
complex is strong). We need to check that Ker(δ•−1) is contained in the subbundle
Ker(ϕ•−1−∂•−2 ◦h•−1). Given v ∈ Ker(δ•−1

x ), by the inductive hypothesis it holds that

∂•−2
x ◦ h•−1

x ◦ δ•−2
x ◦ k•−1

x (v) = ∂•−2
x ◦ (ϕ•−2

x − ∂•−3
x ◦ h•−2

x ) ◦ k•−1
x (v)

= ∂•−2
x ◦ ϕ•−2

x ◦ k•−1
x (v).

We have already seen that v = δ•−2
x ◦ k•−1

x (v). As a consequence

(ϕ•−1
x − ∂•−2

x ◦ h•−1
x )(v) = (ϕ•−1

x − ∂•−2
x ◦ h•−1

x )(δ•−2
x ◦ k•−1

x )(v)

= (∂•−2
x ◦ ϕ•−2

x ◦ k•−1
x )(v) − (∂•−2

x ◦ h•−1
x ◦ δ•−2 ◦ k•−1

x )(v)

= 0,

which proves the desired inclusion. By the relative injectivity of F•−1 we can conclude.
�

Corollary 3.33. Let G be a measured groupoid and E be a measurable G-bundle. Then
there exists a unique (up to chain homotopy) strong resolution of E by relatively injective
bundles.

Proof. Given two such resolutions E• and F•, it is sufficient to apply twice Lemma 3.32
exchanging the role of E• and F•, and then exploit the uniqueness of the extension up
to chain homotopy. �

Corollary 3.33 together with Remark 3.31 implies the following

Corollary 3.34. Let G be a measured groupoid and E be a measurable G-bundle. Let
(E•, δ•) and (F•, ∂•) be strong resolutions of E by relatively injective bundles. Then
there exists a canonical isomorphism

Hk(L∞(X, E•)G) ∼= Hk(L∞(X,F•)G)

for any k ≥ 0.

4. The bounded cohomology of measured groupoids

The goal of this section is to give the definition of bounded cohomology of a t-discrete
measured groupoid G with coefficients into a dual measurable bundle of Banach spaces.
This is done via a characterization that follows the classic approach to bounded co-
homology of groups due to Ivanov [Iva87] and to Monod [Mon01]. The results of the
previous section shows that any two strong resolutions by relatively injective bundles of
a given G-bundle E share the same cohomology (Corollary 3.34). Among all such reso-
lutions, the natural candidate to define the bounded cohomology of G with coefficients
in E is induced by the complex

(L∞(X,L(G(•+1), E)), d•+1) , L(G(•+1), E) : x→ L∞
w∗((G(•+1), ν(•+1)

x ), Ex)

defined in Example 3.12. Unfortunately, we are able to prove the relative injectivity of
those bundles only when the groupoid is t-discrete. For this reason, in what follows we
restrict to t-discrete groupoids.

Let (G, ν) be a t-discrete groupoid with unit space (X,µ), where ν disintegrates with
respect to the target map t : G → X as

ν =

∫

X

νxdµ(x) .
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For every x ∈ X, the measure νx is a probability measure equivalent to the counting
measure on the fiber t−1(x). We consider a G-space (S, τ) where τ disintegrates as

τ =

∫

X

τxdµ(x) ,

with respect to the map tS : S → X. Let E : x → Ex be a measurable G-bundle
over X with left action L which is the dual of a separable G-bundle F . We denote by
F• := (t•S)

∗F , by E• its dual and by L(S(•+1), E) the G-bundle over X whose fiber is

L∞
w∗((S(•+1), τ

(•+1)
x ), Ex), for x ∈ X. Here the G-action works as follows

(14) L(g)λ(s0, . . . , s•) = L(g)λ(g−1s0, . . . , g
−1s•)

for every g ∈ G, λ ∈ L∞
w∗((S(•+1), τ

(•+1)
s(g) ), Es(g)). Similarly, we define the predual bundle

L♭(S(•+1),F). The same arguments used to show the isomorphism of Theorem 3.8 can
be applied to prove the G-equivariant canonical isometric isomorphism

(15) L1(S(•+1),F•+1) ∼= L1(X,L♭(S(•+1),F)) .

whose dual version is

(16) L∞(S(•+1), E•+1) ∼= L∞(X,L(S(•+1), E))

We introduce the coboundary operator

d• : L(S(•+1), E) → L(S(•+2), E) , d• =

•+1∑

i=0

(−1)iδ•i

where

δ•i : L(S(•+1), E) → L(S(•+2), E)(17)

(δ•i )xf(s0, . . . , s•+1) = f(s0, . . . , ŝi, . . . , s•+1)

for every f ∈ L∞
w∗((S(•+1), τ

(•+1)
x ), Ex).

Lemma 4.1. In the context described so far, the function d• is a morphism of G-bundles.

Proof. We show that each δ•i sends measurable sections of L(S(•+1), E) to measurable

sections of L(S(•+2), E). We pick any section σ of L(S(•+1), E) and a measurable section

η of L♭(S(•+2),F) and we prove that

x 7→ 〈(δ•i )xσ(x), η(x)〉

is µ-measurable.
It holds that

〈δ•i σ(x), η(x)〉

=

∫

S(•+2)

〈σ(x)(s0, . . . , ŝi, . . . , s•+1) , η(x)(s0, . . . , s•+1)〉dτ
•+2
x (s0, . . . , s•+1)

=

∫

S

· · ·

∫

S

〈σ(x)(s0, . . . , ŝi, . . . , s•+1) ,

∫ B

S

η(x)(s0, . . . , s•+1)dτ
x(si)〉dτ

x(s0) · · · dτ
x(s•+1) ,

where
∫ B
S denotes the Bochner integral. In the above equation we applied the fact that

the Bochner integral commutes with linear operators [Mon01, Section 3.1]. We notice
that the map

(s0, . . . , si−1, si+1, . . . , s•+1) 7→

∫ B

S

η(x)(s0, . . . , s•+1)dτ
x(si)
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is a measurable section of L♭(S(•+1),F). Indeed, the Bochner integral is fiberwise contin-
uous and measurability follows by Remark 3.14 applied to the generating family defined
in the proof of Theorem 3.8. The duality between L♭(S(•+1),F) and L(S(•+1), E) implies
that the map x 7→ 〈δ•i σ(x), η(x)〉 is µ-measurable, as claimed.

Furthermore, d• is bounded since each δ•i has norm at most • + 1 by definition.
Finally, a straightforward computation show that each δ•i is also G-equivariant, whence
d• is a morphism of G-bundles. �

Definition 1. The bounded cohomology H•
mb(G, E) of a t-discrete measured groupoid

G with coefficients in a dual measurable G-bundle E is the cohomology of the complex
(L∞(X,L(G(•+1), E))G , d•), namely

Hkmb(G, E) := Hk(L∞(X,L(G(•+1), E))G , d•) .

Remark 4.2. The above definition extends the one of measurable bounded cohomology
of a measured groupoid introduced in [SSc]. Indeed, if E is the constant bundle, namely
each fiber coincides with a fixed Banach space E, essentially bounded sections of E•

are precisely E-valued essentially bounded functions on G(•+1). Thus, thanks to the
isomorphism of Theorem 3.8, we have

L∞(X,L(G(•+1), E)) ∼= L∞
w∗(G(•+1), E) .

and these modules are the ones used in [SSc] to define the functor H•
mb with constant

coefficients.

Remark 4.3. The bounded cohomology of a measured groupoid with coefficients into the
dual of a separable bundle was already mentioned by Delaroche and Renault [ADR01,
Section 4.3]. The authors consider bounded inhomogeneous 1-cocycles and 1-coboundaries
in order to characterize the amenability of semidirect groupoids in terms of the vanish-
ing of the resulting 1-cohomology. As it happens for groups [Fri17, Mon01], we believe
that their definition via inhomogeneous cochains coincides with our homogeneous con-
struction.

In analogy with bounded cohomology of groups [Mon01, Proposition 7.4.1], when the
coefficient bundle is relatively injective the bounded cohomology vanishes.

Proposition 4.4. Let G be a t-discrete measured groupoid and E a measurable G-bundle
that is the dual of a separable measurable G-bundle. If E is relatively injective, then

Hkmb(G, E) = 0

for every k ≥ 1.

Proof. Consider the following complex

(18) . . . 0 −→ E −→ E −→ 0 −→ . . .

which is an augmented resolution of E by relatively injective modules. We claim that it
is strong. If this is true, the conclusion follows by Corollary 3.34. Indeed, the bounded
cohomology of G coincides with the one of the complex

0 −→ L∞(X, E)G −→ 0 −→ 0 −→ . . . ,

which is zero in all positive degrees. To prove the claim, we construct the following
contracting homotopy for the resolution of Equation (18)

k• =

{
0 if • 6= 0

Id if • = 0
.
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The fact that each k• does not increase the norm is obvious. To verify that they are
contracting homotopies is straightforward. �

The goal of the remaining part of this section is to prove that, for amenable G-spaces,
the complex (L∞(X,L(S(•+1), E))G , d•) forms a strong resolution by relatively injective
bundles. This, together with the results of Section 3.3, shows that one can compute
the bounded cohomology via essentially bounded functions on any amenable space,
generalizing a classic result by Burger and Monod [BM02, Theorem 2].

First of all, we show that the complex (L(S(•+1), E), d•) with augmentation morphism
the inclusion of constants E →֒ L(S, E) provides a resolution of E that admits a con-
tracting homotopy. This is true for all measured groupoids (not necessarily discrete)
and all G-spaces (not necessarily amenable).

Proposition 4.5. Let G be a measured groupoid, (S, τ) a G-space and E a G-bundle
that is the dual of a separable G-bundle F . Then the resolution

0 E L(S, E) L(S(2), E) · · ·ǫ δ0

where the augmentation G-morphism ǫ is defined as

ǫ : E → L(S, E) , ǫx(v)(s) := v

is strong.

Proof. Given any section λ of L(S(•+1), E) we denote by λx := λ(x). We set

k0 : L(S, E) → E , k0x(λ
x) :=

∫ (GD)

S

λx(s)dτx(s)

and in higher degree we set

k• : L(S(•+1), E) → L(S(•), E) ,

k•x(λ
x)(s0, . . . , s•−1) :=

∫ (GD)

S

λx(s, s0, . . . , s•−1)dτ
x(s)

where
∫ (GD)

is the Gelfand-Dunford integral [Mon01, Section 3.2]. To see that k0 is a
morphism in the sense of Definition 3.13, we take a measurable section x 7→ λx of the
bundle L(S, E) and we show that the map x 7→ κ0x(λ

x) is a measurable section of E .
Since E is the dual of F , we need to show that for any measurable section η of F the
map

x 7→ 〈k0x(λ
x), η(x)〉 = 〈

∫ (GD)

S

λx(s)dτx(s), η(x)〉

is µ-measurable, where 〈·, ·〉 is the duality pairing between Ex and Fx. This is equivalent
to show the µ-measurability of

(19) x 7→

∫

S

〈λx(s), η(x)〉dτx(s) .

Since essentially bounded sections are dense, by Remark 3.14 we can suppose that λ
is essentially bounded. Thus we can think of λ as a section on S and we can rewrite
Equation (19) as follows

x 7→

∫

S

〈λ(s), η(tS(s))〉dτ
x(s) .

The measurability follows again by the disintegration properties of the family {τx}x∈X .
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In higher degree, we can consider two sections λ ∈ L∞(X,L(S(•+1), E)) and η ∈
L1(X,L♭(S(•),F)). We need to show that

x 7→ 〈k•+1
x (λx), ηx〉 = 〈

∫ (GD)

S

λx(s, s0, . . . , s•−1)dτ
x(s) , ηx(s0, . . . , s•−1)〉

is µ-measurable. Here the pairing 〈·, ·〉 on the left is the one between L1((S(•), τ•x), Fx)

with L∞
w∗((S(•), τ•x), Ex), whereas the one on the right refers to the duality between Fx

and Ex. By the isomorphism of Equation (15), we can think of both λ and η as sections
defined over S(•+1). In the case of η, we can actually extend it by the formula

η̂(s, s0, . . . , s•−1) := η(s0, . . . , s•−1) .

As a consequence, we obtain the following computation

〈

∫ (GD)

S

λx(s, s0, . . . , s•−1)dτ
x(s) , ηx(s0, . . . , s•−1)〉

=

∫

S

〈λ(s, s0, . . . , s•−1) , η̂(s, s0, . . . , s•−1)〉dτ
x(s) .

For any fixed (s0, . . . , s•−1), the measurability of the map

s 7→ 〈λ(s, s0, . . . , s•−1) , η̂(s, s0, . . . , s•−1)〉

implies that

x 7→

∫

S

〈λ(s, s0, . . . , s•−1) , η̂(s, s0, . . . , s•−1)〉dτ
x(s)

is measurable, again by the usual disintegration properties of the family {τx}x∈X . The
boundedness of k• is straightforward, thus we can conclude that k• is a morphism.

Finally the equality

δ•−1
x ◦ k•x(λ

x) + k•+1
x ◦ δ•x(λ

x) = λx

holds for every x ∈ X. In fact, the standard algebraic argument used for groups can be
similarly reproduced fiberwise in this context. This concludes the proof. �

We move on to the proof that, whenever G is t-discrete and S is G-amenable, each
bundle L(S•, E) is relatively injective. The strategy is the same used by Monod in the
case of groups [Mon01]. Indeed, we first prove relative injectivity of the above bundle
when S = G.

Proposition 4.6. Let G be a t-discrete measured groupoid and E be a separable mea-

surable G-bundle. Then the G-bundle L(G(•), E) : x 7→ L∞
w∗((G(•), ν

(•)
x ), Ex) is relatively

injective.

Proof. We will only deal with the degree one case, since the proof for higher degrees is
analogous and we leave it to the reader.

By hypothesis, Gx is discrete for every x ∈ X. Hence the space L∞
w∗((G, νx), Ex) boils

down to ℓ∞(Gx, Ex), that is the Banach space of E-valued bounded functions on Gx

endowed with the supremum norm. In particular, the equivalence relation on functions
is trivial, since the latter is induced by the counting measure.

Consider now the extension problem
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F K

L(G, E)

α

β ?

σ

where F ,K are measurable G-bundles of Banach spaces,

α : F → K

is an admissible G-morphism and

β : F → L(G, E)

is a G-morphism. Moreover,

σ : K → F

is a left inverse for α such that ||σ||∞ ≤ 1. In other words,

(20) σx ◦ αx = idFx

holds for almost every x ∈ X. By definition we have

(21) αt(g)(LF (g)v) = LK(g)αs(g)(v)

for almost every g ∈ G and for every v ∈ F and

(22) βt(g)(LF (g)v)(h) = LE(g)βs(g)(v)(g
−1h)

for almost every g, h ∈ Gx and for every v ∈ F . We define a morphism

ψ : K → L(G, E)

as

ψx(w)(h) := βx(LF (h)σs(h)(LK(h
−1)w))(h)

for every x ∈ X, h ∈ Gx and w ∈ Kx.
The fact that ψ is a morphism of G-bundles follows by the fact that both σ and β

are so. Moreover, for every g, h ∈ Gx and for every w ∈ Ks(g) we have

ψt(h)(LK(g)w)(h) = βt(h)(LF (h)σs(h)(LK(h
−1)LK(g)w))(h)

= LE(g)βs(g)(LF (g
−1)LF (h)σs(h)(LK(h

−1g)w))(g−1h)

= LE(g)βs(g)(LF (g
−1h)σs(h)(LK(h

−1g)(w)))(g−1h)

= (L(g)(ψs(g)))(w)(h) ,

hence ψ is a G-morphism. In the above computation we moved from the second line to
the third one thanks to Equation (22), then we exploited the properties of the G-actions,
and we concluded by definition of ψ and of the G-action on L(S, E) given by Equation
(14).

Furthermore, for almost every g ∈ G and for every v ∈ Ft(g) we have

ψt(h) ◦ αt(h)(v)(h) = βt(h)(LF (h)σs(h)(LK(h
−1)αt(h)(v)))(h)

= βt(h)(LF (h)σs(h)αs(h)(LF (h
−1)v))(h)

= βt(h)(LF (h)LF (h
−1)v)(h)

= βt(h)(v)(h) ,

hence ψx ◦ αx = βx for almost every x ∈ X. In the above computation we moved from
the first line to the second one by definition of ψ, from the second line to the third one
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exploiting Equation (21), from the third line to the fourth one by Equation (20) and
we concluded thanks to the property of the G-action.

Finally, since ‖σ‖∞ ≤ 1, for almost every x ∈ X and for every g ∈ Gx, w ∈ Kx, we
have

‖βx(LF (h)σs(h)(LK(h
−1)w))(h)‖Ex ≤ ‖βx‖∞‖w‖Kx

and thus
‖ψ‖∞ ≤ ‖β‖∞ .

This concludes the proof. �

Remark 4.7. We stress the fact that the above argument cannot be extended to general
measured groupoids. Indeed, the discreteness assumption allows to evaluate an essen-
tially bounded section of L(G, E) on each fiber, which is crucial to define the solution
of an extension problem .

The strategy adopted by Monod [Mon01, Lemma 4.4.3] to prove the same result for
topological groups strongly relies on topological considerations. For this reason, we do
not see how to adapt it in our context.

Proposition 4.8. Let G be a t-discrete measured groupoid, (S, τ) an amenable G-space
and E be a G-bundle that is the dual of a separable G-bundle F . Then the G-bundle
L(S(•+1), E) is relatively injective for every • ≥ 0.

Proof. Thanks to Lemma 2.3, it is sufficient to prove the proposition for L(S, E). Indeed,
by [Mon01, Corollary 2.3.3] for each x ∈ X we have canonical isometric isomorphisms

L∞
w∗((Sx)•+2, Ex)) ∼= L∞

w∗(Sx, (L∞
w∗((Sx)•+1, Ex)))

that induce a bundle isomorphism

L(S(•+1), E) ∼= L(S,L(S(•), E)) ,

in any degree.
Moreover, by [Mon01, Corollary 2.3.3] we also have a canonical isometric isomorphism

L∞
w∗(Sx × Gx, Ex) ∼= L∞

w∗(Gx,L∞
w∗(Sx, Ex))

for every x ∈ X. In this way we obtain an isomorphism of G-bundles

L(S ∗ G, E) ∼= L(G,L(S, E)) .

Thanks to Proposition 4.6 the right hand side is relatively injective, thus the same holds
for the left hand side.

Consider now the morphism

ι : L(S, E) → L(S ∗ G, E)

induced by inclusions L∞
w∗(Sx, Ex) →֒ L∞

w∗(Sx×Gx, Ex). By definition we see ‖ι‖∞ ≤ 1.
We claim that ι admits a left inverse of norm at most one. If this is the case, we are
in the condition to apply Lemma 3.26. Since L(S ∗ G, E) is relatively injective, we can
conclude.

The rest of the proof is devoted to prove the claim, namely to construct a morphism
σ : L(S ∗ G, E) → L(S, E) such that σ ◦ ι = id and ‖σ‖∞ ≤ 1. Since S is G-amenable,
there exists an equivariant family

m
s : L∞((G, νx), Ex) → R

of means. We define σ fiberwisely as

σx : L∞
w∗(Sx × Gx, Ex) → L∞

w∗(Sx, Ex),

〈σx(ϕ)(s), v〉 := m
s(g 7→ 〈ϕ(g, s), v〉)
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where v ∈ E♭x. Here 〈·, ·〉 refers to the pairing between Ex and E♭x.
The fact that σ is well-defined relies on the fact that the predual F := E♭ is separable.

Now we show that σ is a morphism. To this end we fix a measurable section η of
L(S ∗ G, E) and we prove that x 7→ σx ◦ η(x) is a section of L(S, E). Precisely, since

L(S, E) is the dual of L♭(S,F), we need to show that the map

x 7→ 〈σx ◦ η(x), ξ(x)〉

is µ-measurable for every measurable section ξ of L♭(S,F). Here 〈·, ·〉 refers to the
pairing between L1(S,E♭x) and L∞

w∗(S,Ex). By Remark 3.14 we can reduce to the case

when η ∈ L∞(X,L(G ∗ S, E)) and ξ ∈ L1(X,L♭(S,F)). Thus we have

〈σx ◦ η(x), ξ(x)〉 =

∫

S

〈σx ◦ η(x)(s), ξ(x)(s)〉dτ
x(s)

=

∫

S

m
s(g 7→ 〈η(g, s), ξ(s)〉)dτx(s)

In the above computation we exploited twice the disintegration isomorphisms of Section
3.2 to view both σ and η as measurable sections on S ∗G and S, respectively. The mea-
surability now follows since m

s is a system of means, hence s 7→ m
s(g 7→ 〈η(g, s), ξ(s)〉)

is measurable, and because τx is a Borel system.
We move on our proof and we focus on the G-equivariance. On one hand we have

that

g((σs(g)(ϕs(g))(s))(v) = m
g−1s(h 7→ 〈LE(g)ϕs(g)(h, g

−1s), v〉)(23)

= g−1
m
s(h 7→ 〈LE (g)ϕs(g)(h, g

−1s), v〉)

= m
s(h 7→ 〈LE(g)ϕs(g)(g

−1h, g−1s), v〉,

where we moved from the first line to the second one using the invariance of the system
of means and we concluded by applying the usual action on essentially bounded sections.

On the other hand we compute

σt(g)(gϕs(g)(s))(v) = m
s(h 7→ 〈(gϕs(g))(h, s), v〉)(24)

= m
s(h 7→ 〈LE (g)ϕs(g)(g

−1h, g−1s), v〉).

Since Equation (23) and Equation (24) produce the same result, the claim is true and
this concludes the proof. �

Putting together Proposition 4.5 and Proposition 4.8 we finally obtain the following

Theorem 2. Let G be a t-discrete measured groupoid, (S, τ) an amenable G-space and
E a measurable G-bundle that is the dual of a separable measurable G-bundle. Then we
have a natural isomorphism

Hk(L∞(X,L(S(•+1), E))G) ∼= Hkmb(G, E)

for every k ≥ 0.

Proof. Since the resolution

0 E L(S, E) L(S(2), E) · · ·ǫ δ

is strong (Proposition 4.5) by relatively injective bundles (Proposition 4.8), we can apply
Corollary 3.34 and get the desired isomorphisms. �
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A direct application of Theorem 2 is that bounded cohomology can be computed
using strong boundaries. In the following result we use the definition of G-boundary
introduced by the authors [SSa].

Corollary 4.9. Let G be a t-discrete measured groupoid, (B, τ) a G-boundary and E a
measurable G-bundle that is the dual of a separable measurable G-bundle. Then we have
a natural isomorphism

Hk(L∞(X,L(B•, E))G) ∼= Hkmb(G, E)

for every k ≥ 0.

Another relevant consequence is the following vanishing result, that was already
proved by the authors ([SSc, Theorem 4]) with different techniques.

Corollary 3. Let G a t-discrete amenable measured groupoid and E a measurable G-
bundle that is the dual of a separable measurable G-bundle. Then we have that

Hkmb(G, E)
∼= 0,

for k ≥ 1.

Proof. If the groupoid is amenable, the unit space X is an amenable G-space. Addi-
tionally, the fibred product X(•) is done with respect to the identity, hence we have
that

L∞(X,L(X(•+1), E))G ∼= L∞(X, E)G ,

in any degree. By Theorem 2 the complex

0 L∞(X, E)G L∞(X, E)G L∞(X, E)G · · ·0 Id 0

computes the bounded cohomology of G with E-coefficients. Since it is acyclic, we obtain

Hkmb(G, E)
∼= 0

when k ≥ 1. �
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Poincaré, Series B, 12(1):11–42, 1976. Cited on page: 6
[ADR01] C. Anantharaman-Delaroche and J. Renault. Amenable groupoids. Contemporary Mathemat-

ics, 282:35–46, 2001. Cited on page: 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 20
[AH14] M. Andregg and P. Henry. Actions of amenable equivalence relations on CAT(0) fields. Ergod.

Theory Dyn. Syst., 34(1):21–54, 2014. Cited on page: 6
[AM13] T. Austin and C. C. Moore. Continuity properties of measurable group cohomology. Math.

Ann., 356(3):885–937, 2013. Cited on page: 1

[Bla79] P. Blanc. Sur la cohomologie continue des groupes localement compacts. Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm.
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