arXiv:2501.12808v1 [math.GR] 22 Jan 2025

On growth of cocycles of isometric representations on L^p-spaces

Antonio López Neumann and Juan Paucar

January 28, 2025

Abstract

We study different notions of asymptotic growth for 1-cocycles of isometric representations on Banach spaces. One can see this as a way of quantifying the absence of fixed point properties on such spaces. Inspired by the work of Lafforgue, we show the following dichotomy: for a compactly generated group G, either all 1-cocycles of G taking values in L^p-spaces are bounded (this is Property F L^p) or there exists a 1-cocycle of G taking values in an L^p-space with relatively fast growth. We also obtain upper and lower bounds on the average growth of harmonic 1-cocycles with values in Banach spaces with convexity properties. As a consequence, we obtain bounds on the average growth of all 1-cocycles with values in L^p-spaces for groups with property (T ). Lastly, we show that for a unimodular compactly generated group G, the existence of a 1-cocycle with compression larger than √ n implies the Liouville property for a large family of probability measures on G.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 20J06, 22D05, 22D55, 46B08.

Keywords and Phrases: locally compact groups, cocycles, uniformly convex spaces, property F L^p, ultraproducts, random walks.

Contents

1 Preliminaries 6 1.1 Uniformly convex and uniformly smooth metric spaces . . . . . . . . 6 1.2 Duality mappings in smooth Banach spaces . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 1.3 Isometric representations on Banach spaces and 1-cohomology . . . . 8 1.4 Cohomologically adapted probability measures . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

2 Growth of cocycles in L^∞-norm 10 2.1 Ultrafilters and ultraproducts of representations . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 2.2 Ultraproducts of isometric actions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

3 Growth of harmonic cocycles in L^p-norm 16 3.1 Harmonicity and spectral gap . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16 3.2 Average growth of harmonic cocycles . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 3.3 Growth of cocycles for groups with Property (T ) but without F L^p . 19

4 Equivariant compression of cocycles and drift 20 4.1 A general inequality for Hilbert cocycles . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20 4.2 Drift and equivariant compression . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 4.3 Large equivariant compression . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23

Introduction

Let G be a compactly generated locally compact group with compact generating set S and associated word length | · |_S . Let π : G → O(E) be a continuous isometric representation of G on some Banach space E. A 1-cocycle for the representation π is a continuous map b : G → E that satisfies the so-called cocycle relation: b(gh) = b(g) + π(g)b(h), for every g, h ∈ G. The space of 1-cocycles for π is denoted by Z^1(G, π).

Given a 1-cocycle b, we may look at how it "grows at infinity". This sentence can have different meanings. Here we investigate three different notions of growth for 1-cocycles. The first one is the diameter growth of b, that is, the function given by: n → sup_{|g|} S ≤n ||b(g)||_E . We may also look at the equivariant compression of b, this is the function defined by: n → ρ_b(n) := inf_{|g|S =n} ||b(g)||_E . We also introduce a third notion of growth that will often interpolate between these two previous notions. Given a cohomologically adapted probability measure μ on G (see Definition 1.12) and 0 < p < ∞, we may look at the average growth of b in L^p(μ)-norm, which we define by: n → ||b||_Lp_{(μ}∗n_) := ( ∫ G ||b(g)||^p_E dμ^{∗n}(g) )_{1/p} . Most of the results in these notes are extensions of previously known results on the asymptotic behaviour of the growth of 1-cocycles of unitary representations from [Laf06, DCTV07], to isometric representations on (separable) L^p-spaces.

An L^p-analogue of a theorem by Lafforgue Property (T ) (or more precisely Property (F H)) can be reformulated as follows: all 1-cocycles of unitary representations are bounded [BdLHV08]. Hence looking at growth of 1-cocycles on unitary representations is only interesting for groups without property (T ). It is natural to ask if there exist groups that are close to having property (T ) in the sense that all 1-cocycles of unitary representations grow slowly. In [Laf06], Lafforgue showed that from the very moment a group does not have property (T ), it admits a 1-cocycle for some unitary representation whose diameter grows relatively fast.

Theorem. [Laf06, Théorème 3] Let G be a locally compact, compactly generated group with compact generating set S and without property (T ). Then there exists a Hilbert space H, a unitary representation π : G → U(H) and a 1-cocycle b ∈ Z^1(G, π) such that for all n ≥ 1: sup |g|_S≤n ||b(g)||_H ≥ (√ n 2 − 2 ) sup |g|_S ≤1 ||b(g)||_H. Lafforgue’s proof relies on a convergence argument for functions conditionally of negative type and a circumcenter argument.

The direct extension of property (T ) to an L^p-setting are the fixed point properties F L^p for 0 < p < ∞. Throughout this article, L^p-space means L^p(Ω, m) where (Ω, m) is some measured space and 0 < p ≤ ∞. We will mostly focus on separable L^p-spaces, which are known to coincide with standard L^p-spaces (these are exactly L^p([0, 1]) with Lebesgue measure, ℓ^p(N) with the counting measure, finite dimensional ℓ^p spaces and finite direct sums of these spaces).

Definition 0.1. A locally compact group G is said to have property F L^p if every continuous affine isometric action on any separable L^p-space has a fixed point. Equivalently, G has F L^p when all 1-cocycles associated to isometric representations on separable L^p-spaces are bounded.

Property F L^p is equivalent to property (T ) for p ∈ (0, 2] [BFGM07]. On the other hand, it is a stronger property for p > 2, as any discrete hyperbolic group Γ admits affine actions without fixed points for p > Confdim(∂Γ) [BP03] and there exist hyperbolic groups with property (T ). Hence we can ask whether an analogue of Lafforgue’s result holds for groups without property F L^p for p > 2. This is what we prove.

Theorem A. Let G be a locally compact, compactly generated group with compact generating set S and without property F L^p. Then there exists a separable L^p-space E, a constant c_p = c_p(E) > 0 and a strongly continuous isometric representation π : G → O(E) and a cocycle b ∈ Z^1(G, π) such that: sup |g|_S ≤n ||b(g)|| ≥ ( 1 2 (c_p(n − 1) + 1)^{1p} − 2 ) sup |g|_S ≤1 ||b(g)|| for all n ≥ 1 and sup_{|g|S≤1} ||b(g)|| > 0, where the constant c_p only depends on p.

Our main difference with [Laf06] is that instead of using properties of functions of conditionally negative type, we use an ultraproduct construction and tools from [dlS19] to ensure the continuity of the desired ultraproduct isometric action (see Theorem 2.7).

Remark. Theorem A is mostly relevant when the group G has property (T ). Indeed, [MdlS23, 3.1] says that for every 1-cocycle b of any unitary representation and for any 1 < p < ∞, there exists some separable L^p-space E, a continuous isometric action π_p : G → O(E) and a cocycle b_p ∈ Z^1(G, π_p) such that for all g ∈ G we have: ||b_p(g)||_E = ||b(g)||_H. If G does not have property (T ), plugging the cocycle given by Lafforgue’s Theorem into this result yields for any 1 < p < ∞ a 1-cocycle b_p on some separable L^p-space such that for every g ∈ G and n ≥ 1 we have: sup |g|_S ≤n ||b_p(g)|| ≥ (√ n 2 − 2 ) sup |g|_S ≤1 ||b_p(g)||.

Harmonic cocycles and average growth We can recover Lafforgue’s result in a more direct way using a theorem by Shalom. Indeed, Shalom proved that Property (T ) is equivalent to vanishing of the first reduced cohomology group for every unitary representation [Sha00, 6.1]. For unitary representations, the first reduced cohomology group can be identified with the space of μ-harmonic 1-cocycles, for any cohomologically adapted probability measure μ on G (see Definition 1.12). This means that the absence of Property (T ) is equivalent to the existence of a nonzero μ-harmonic cocycle of a unitary representation. Since a μ-harmonic cocycle b of a unitary representation satisfies: ||b||_L2_{(μ}∗n_) = √ n ||b||_L2_{(μ)} (see e.g. [EO18]). Moreover, we can choose some cohomologically adapted measures such that supp(μ) ⊆ S, so that for all n ≥ 1 we have: sup |g|_S≤n ||b(g)||_H ≥ ||b||_L2_{(μ}∗n_), which implies Lafforgue’s result with a (potentially) worse multiplicative constant.

We show that μ-harmonic cocycles on p-uniformly convex spaces satisfy an estimate similar to the one obtained in Theorem A, but for averages in L^p-norm. We also obtain a complementary estimate for q-uniformly smooth spaces, though this inequality was already obtained in [NPSS06] for discrete groups.

Theorem B. Let G be a locally compact, compactly generated group and let μ ∈ Prob(G) be a cohomologically adapted probability measure on G. Let π : G → O(E) be a continuous isometric representation of G on a Banach space E and let b ∈ Z^1(G, π) be a μ-harmonic 1-cocycle.

• If E is a smooth (p, c_E )-uniformly convex Banach space, then for every n ≥ 1 we have: ||b||_Lp_{(μ}∗n_) ≥ (c_E (n − 1) + 1)^{1p} ||b||_Lp_{(μ)}. • If E is a (q, d_E )-uniformly smooth Banach space, then for every n ≥ 1 we have:

||b||_Lq_{(μ}∗n_) ≤ (d_E (n − 1) + 1)^{1q} ||b||_Lq_{(μ)}.

From the inequalities obtained in Theorem B, we deduce that for groups with property (T ) but without property F L^p for some 2 < p < ∞, all 1-cocycles of isometric representations on separable L^p-spaces that are not cohomologous to zero satisfy inequalities similar to those in Theorems A and B.

Theorem C. Let G be a locally compact, compactly generated group with property (T ) but without property F L^p for some 2 < p < ∞ and μ ∈ Prob(G) be a cohomologically adapted probability measure on G. Then for every continuous isometric representation π : G → O(E) of G on any separable L^p-space E such that H^1_{ct}(G, π) ≠ 0 and for every 1-cocycle b ∈ Z^1(G, π) \ B^1(G, π), there exist C = C(b, p) such that for all n ≥ 1 we have: ||b||_Lp_{(μ}∗n_) ≥ C^{−1}n^{1/p} and ||b||_L2_{(μ}∗n_) ≤ Cn^{1/2}.

A consequence of this fact is the absence in separable L^p-spaces of a classical property of cocycles of unitary representations. Indeed, given a locally compact a-T -menable group G, there exist "arbitrarily slow proper cocycles", that is, for any proper function f : G → [1, +∞) there exists a proper 1-cocycle b on some unitary representation of G such that ||b(g)|| ≤ f(g) for g ∈ G [DCTV07, 3.10]. Theorem C implies that given any locally compact group with property (T ), for any 2 < p < ∞, if b is a 1-cocycle of some isometric representation on a separable L^p-space for which there is some α < 1/p such that ||b(g)|| ≤ |g|^α for all g ∈ G, then b is bounded.

Drift and equivariant compression The following theorem deals with unitary representations and strengthens a result by Cornulier, Tessera and Valette [DCTV07, Theorem 1.2].

Theorem D. Let G be a unimodular, compactly generated locally compact group. Suppose that there exist a unitary representation π : G → U(H) and a 1-cocycle b ∈ Z^1(G, π) such that: inf_{|g|S=n} ||b(g)||_H ≻ √ n. Then for every cohomologically adapted probability measure μ ∈ Prob(G) with compact support S, the drift l(μ) of the random walk driven by μ is 0. This means that (G, μ) has the Liouville property, that is, every continuous bounded μ-harmonic function on G is constant.

In fact this strengthening was already known for finitely generated groups as a combination of [DCTV07, 1.2] and [ANP09, 1.1]. The only novelty in Theorem D is that it works in the locally compact setting. Our proof is similar to the proof from [ANP09] in the sense that we use an inequality reminiscent of that of Markov type, but that also holds for compactly generated groups.

Outline of the paper Section 1 contains preliminaries used in the subsequent sections. It introduces convexity properties on metric spaces and Banach spaces, group cohomology and cohomologically adapted probability measures. Most of its content is standard and well known, except for Lemma 1.7. Section 2 introduces ultraproducts of isometric actions on Banach spaces and is devoted to the proof of Theorem A. Section 3 introduces harmonic cocycles before presenting proofs of Theorems B and C. Section 4 recalls standard facts on random walks before giving a proof of Theorem D.

Acknowledgements The first author is funded by the National Science Center Grant Maestro-13 UMO- 2021/42/A/ST1/00306. He wants to thank Piotr Nowak for many discussions around convexity on Banach spaces and Eduardo Silva for discussions on random walks. The second author wishes to thank his advisor Romain Tessera for the suggestion of the problem and encouragement and Tomas Ibarlucía for discussions about L^p-spaces. We both thank Mikael de la Salle for helping us with separability issues on L^p-spaces, most notably, he communicated to us Proposition 2.3.

1 Preliminaries

This section introduces convexity properties on metric spaces, group cohomology and cohomologically adapted probability measures. We first introduce uniformly convex and uniformly smooth metric spaces. The reason to introduce this more general non-linear setting is that many arguments in Section 2 work in this setting, even though we will later restrict ourselves to (separable) L^p-spaces when formulating our main results. We then introduce standard group cohomology vocabulary. We conclude this section by introducing cohomologically adapted probability measures.

1.1 Uniformly convex and uniformly smooth metric spaces

Definition 1.1. We say that a complete metric space (E, d) is uniquely geodesic if for every two points x, y ∈ E, there exists a unique geodesic γ between x and y; that is, a path γ : [0, 1] → E such that d(γ(s), γ(t)) = |s − t|d(x, y) for all s, t ∈ [0, 1]. We will denote by [x_0, x_1] this unique geodesic and by m_{xy} the middle point of the geodesic [x, y].

All Banach spaces are examples of complete uniquely geodesic metric spaces. We now start to narrow down the family of spaces we will work with, by introducing convexity properties.

Definition 1.2. Let (E, d) be a uniquely geodesic complete metric space, we say that E is a uniformly convex metric space if for each ϵ > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that for all x, y, z in E with d(x, y) ≥ ϵ max(d(x, z), d(y, z)), we have that: d(z, m_{xy} ) ≤ (1 − δ) max(d(x, z), d(y, z)). These spaces are important because they are our minimal requirement to define a notion of center and radius of bounded subsets.

Definition 1.3. Given (E, d) a uniformly convex metric space, for any bounded subset A we define c(A) and ρ(A) as the center and the radius of the ball of smallest radius containing A.

We now introduce the two main classes of metric spaces we will be dealing with, that is, p-uniformly convex and q-uniformly smooth metric spaces.

Definition 1.4. We say that a uniquely geodesic complete metric space (E, d) is (p, c_E )-uniformly convex if for all points x, y, z in E, we have that:

d(z, x_t)^p ≤ (1 − t)d(z, x_0)^p + td(z, x_1)^p − c_E t(1 − t)d(x_0, x_1)^p,

for every z, x_0, x_1 ∈ E, where x_t is the linear parametrization of the segment [x_0, x_1] for all t ∈ [0, 1]. We will say that (E, d) is p-uniformly convex if it is (p, c_E )-uniformly convex for some c_E > 0.

Definition 1.5. We say that a uniquely geodesic complete metric space (E, d) is (q, d_E )-uniformly smooth if for all points x, y, z in E, we have that:

d(z, x_t)^q ≥ (1 − t)d(z, x_0)^q + td(z, x_1)^q − d_E t(1 − t)d(x_0, x_1)^q

for every z, x_0, x_1 ∈ E, where x_t is the linear parametrization of the segment [x_0, x_1] for all t ∈ [0, 1]. We will say that (E, d) is q-uniformly smooth if it is (q, d_E )- uniformly smooth for some d_E > 0.

The classical examples of such spaces are standard L^p-spaces.

Proposition 1.6. [Chi09, Ch. 4 and 5] Let (Ω, μ) be some standard Borel space. • For 1 < p ≤ 2, the space L^p(Ω, μ) is 2-uniformly convex and p-uniformly smooth. • For 2 ≤ p < ∞ the space L^p(Ω, μ) is p-uniformly convex and 2-uniformly smooth.

CAT (0)-cube complexes with l^s-metrics for 1 < s < ∞ as constructed in [HHP23] are examples of nonlinear p-uniformly convex and q-uniformly smooth metric spaces (where again p = max{2, s} and q = min{2, s}).

We have the following lemma for p-uniformly convex metric spaces, that generalizes [dC06, Lemma 4.7.1] from CAT(0) spaces to p-uniformly convex metric spaces.

Lemma 1.7. Let E be a (p, c_E )-uniformly convex metric space, A any bounded subset of E which is included in some other bounded subset B of E. We then have the following inequality: c_Ed(c(B), c(A))^p ≤ (ρ(B)^p − ρ(A)^p). Proof. Since A ⊂ B ⊂ B(c(B), ρ(B)), it is clear that ρ(A) ≤ ρ(B). Let’s suppose that the conclusion of the lemma is false. In this case we can’t have that c(A) = c(B), so we can suppose that c(A) is different from c(B). Let’s denote by d the distance between c(A) and c(B) and by c_t for t in [0, 1] the point in [c(A), c(B)] such that d(c(A), c_t) = td and d(c_t, c(B)) = (1 − t)d. Moreover let’s consider as well any point a in A. We can see all these informations on the following figure:

c(A)c_t a c(B)

≤ ρ(A)

≤ ρ(B) td(1 − t)d

We then have that for any point a in A: d(a, c_t)^p ≤ (1 − t)d(a, c(A))^p + td(a, c(B))^p − c_E t(1 − t)d^p We know as well that a ∈ B(c(A), ρ(A)) and since A ⊂ B, we have as well that a ∈ B(c(B), ρ(B)). This will give us the following bound:

d(a, c_t)^p ≤ (1 − t)ρ(A)^p + tρ(B)^p − c_E t(1 − t)d^p = h(t)

Furthermore, if we suppose that c_E d^p > (ρ(B)^p − ρ(A)^p), we then get that the function h(t) = c_E d^pt^2 − (ρ(A)^p − ρ(B)^p + c_E d^p)t + ρ(A^p)

has its minimal value at t_0 = ρ(A)^p − ρ(B)^p + c_E d^p 2c_E d^p that belongs to [0, 1/2] and

that h(t_0) < ρ(A)^p. We then have that for all a in A: d(a, c_{t0} )^p < ρ(A)^p. Which contradicts the fact that B(c(A), ρ(A)) is the ball of minimal radius that contains A.

1.2 Duality mappings in smooth Banach spaces

We are particularly interested in the case where our p-uniformly convex and quniformly smooth metric spaces are Banach spaces. An important characterization of these Banach spaces requires the introduction of duality mappings. We follow the presentation in [Chi09].

Let E be a real Banach space. We denote by E^∗ its continuous dual with its norm ||f||_E∗ := sup_{x∈E,||x||E=1} |f(x)| for f ∈ E^∗. We denote by ⟨·, ·⟩ : E × E^∗ → R the natural pairing between E and E^∗ defined by ⟨x, f⟩ := f(x), where x ∈ E and f ∈ E^∗.

Definition 1.8. A Banach space E is said to be smooth if there exists a normalized duality mapping ∗ : E → E^∗, x → x^∗ uniquely determined by the conditions ||x^∗||_E∗ = ||x||_E and ⟨x, x^∗⟩ = ||x||^2_E for every x ∈ E. As the terminology indicates, a q-uniformly smooth Banach space (1 < q ≤ 2) is automatically smooth [Chi09, 2.6].

Remark. The map ∗ : E → E^∗ is linear if and only if E is a Hilbert space. In general it only satisfies (λx)^∗ = λx^∗ for x ∈ E [Chi09, 3.7]. In the case of an L^p-space, the normalized duality mapping is just the (normalized) Mazur map L^p → L^q, f → Mf defined by Mf(x) = sgn(f(x))|f(x)|^{p−1}||f||^{2−p}_p . For 1 < r < ∞, we write x^{∗r} := ||x||^{r−2}x^∗ ∈ E^∗ for x ∈ E, x ≠ 0 and x^{∗r} = 0 for x = 0.

The results in Section 3 will follow from the following inequality.

Proposition 1.9. [Chi09, 4.17] Let E be a smooth (p, c_E )-uniformly convex Banach space. For all x, y ∈ E we have: ||x + y||^p ≥ ||x||^p + p⟨y, x^{∗p} ⟩ + c_E ||y||^p. Uniformly smooth spaces satisfy an inequality similar to that of uniformly convex spaces given in Proposition 1.9.

Proposition 1.10. [Chi09, 5.8] Let E be a (q, d_E )-uniformly smooth Banach space. For all x, y ∈ E we have: ||x + y||^q ≤ ||x||^q + q⟨y, x^{∗q} ⟩ + d_E ||y||^q. 1.3 Isometric representations on Banach spaces and 1-cohomology

We now introduce some group cohomology vocabulary. Standard references include [BdLHV08].

Let G be a locally compact second countable group. We say that a representation π : G → GL(E) of G on a Banach space E is continuous (or strongly continuous) if the map G × E → E, (g, x) → π(g)x is continuous when E carries the strong topology. It is isometric if π(g) ∈ O(E) for all g ∈ G, where O(E) denotes the group of linear isometries of E.

Definition 1.11. Let π : G → O(E) be a continuous isometric representation of G on a Banach space E. A 1-cocycle for the representation π is a continuous map b : G → E satisfying the cocycle relation: b(gh) = b(g) + π(g)b(h), for every g, h ∈ G. The space of 1-cocycles for π is denoted by Z^1(G, π).

Similarly, one defines 1-coboundaries as maps b : G → E for which there exists some v ∈ E such that b(g) = v − π(g)v for g ∈ G and denote by B^1(G, π) the space of all 1-coboundaries associated to π. The space B^1(G, π) is a subspace of Z^1(G, π) and we denote by H^1_{ct}(G, π) = Z^1(G, π)/B^1(G, π) the first continuous cohomology group of π.

All 1-coboundaries are bounded. If the Banach space E is uniformly convex, then the converse also holds, that is, bounded 1-cocycles are exactly 1-coboundaries.

By considering an increasing family of compact subsets (Q_n)_n of G, such that ⋃ n Q_n = G, we see that Z^1(G, π) is a Fréchet space for the family of seminorms ||b||_{Qn} = sup_{g∈Qn} ||b(g)||. If the group G is moreover compactly generated with compact generating set S, we endow G with the word length | · |_S on S defined by |g|_S = min{n ∈ N, g ∈ S^n} and the cocycle relation guarantees that the function ||b||_S = sup_{g∈S} ||b(g)|| is a norm on Z^1(G, π), and the space Z^1(G, π) endowed with || · ||_S is a Banach space.

1.4 Cohomologically adapted probability measures

Let G be a compactly generated locally compact group, S be a compact generating set of G and endow G with the word length | · |_S on S defined by |g|_S = min{n ∈ N, g ∈ S^n} for g ∈ G. Let π be a continuous isometric representation of G on a Banach space E. For b ∈ Z^1(G, π) define ||b||_S = sup_{g∈S} ||b(g)||_E . Let μ ∈ Prob(G) be a probability measure on G. For p > 0, we say that μ has finite p-moment if: ∫ G |g|^p_S dμ(g) < ∞. Under this condition, we define for the same value of p > 1: ||b||_Lp_{(μ)} := ( ∫ G ||b(g)||^p_E dμ(g) ) 1_p . The following definition encapsulates all the hypotheses we will further need.

Definition 1.12. [Bek17, Definition 1] Let G be a compactly generated locally compact group with compact generating set S. We say that a probability measure μ on G is cohomologically adapted if: • μ is symmetric, • μ is absolutely continuous with respect to the Haar measure m_G on G, • the support of μ contains S, • inf_{x∈S}^{dμ}_{dmG} (x) > 0, • μ has finite p-moment for every 1 ≤ p < ∞.

The simplest example of such a probability measure is, for a unimodular group G, the restriction of the Haar measure m_G to a compact symmetric generating subset. For a non-unimodular group G with modular function Δ_G, one considers the restriction of the measure Δ_G(g)^{−1/2}dm_G(g) to a compact symmetric generating subset.

The following proposition states that given a cohomologically adapted probability and an isometric representation on a separable Banach space, the norms on the space of 1-cocycles we have defined so far are equivalent. This result and the separability assumptions are not required in our further results, as these do not need to exchange these norms.

Proposition 1.13. Let μ be a cohomologically adapted probability measure on G and assume that E is a separable Banach space. Then for every p ≥ 1, the function || · ||_Lp_{(μ)} is a norm on Z^1(G, π), so that (Z^1(G, π), || · ||_Lp_{(μ)}) is a Banach space and the norms || · ||_S and || · ||_Lp_{(μ)} are equivalent.

Proof. It is classical to show that the space L^p(G, μ, E) of all measurable maps b : G → E satisfying ||b||_Lp_{(μ)} < ∞ modulo the relation ||b||_Lp_{(μ)} = 0 is a Banach space. The closed subspace of maps satisfying the cocycle relation for π is hence also a Banach space, we now show that this space coincides with Z^1(G, π) by showing that these elements are automatically continuous outside a null set.

Let b : G → E be a measurable map such that ||b||_Lp_{(μ)} < ∞ and satisfying the cocycle relation. For ϵ > 0, it is enough to show that the set B = {g ∈ G, ||b(g)|| < ϵ} contains an open neighborhood of e_G (as the cocycle relation propagates continuity over all G). Since E is separable, choose a sequence g_n ∈ G such that the set {b(g_n), n ∈ N} is dense in b(G). The cocycle relation implies that G = ⋃ n∈N g_nB, and hence m_G(B) > 0. We may also assume that m_G(B) < ∞. Under this condition, define the continuous function ϕ = 1_B ∗ 1_B. Since ϕ(e_G) = m_G(B), the open set U = ϕ^{−1}(0, +∞) is an open neighborhood of e_G and U ⊂ B^2. Hence b ∈ Z^1(G, π). For every b ∈ Z^1(G, π) we have: ||b||_Lp_{(μ)} = ( ∫ G ||b(g)||^p_E dμ(g) ) 1_p ≤ ( ∫ G |g|^p_S dμ(g) ) 1_p ||b||_S . This proves that (Z^1(G, π), ||·||_Lp_{(μ)}) is a Banach space and that the identity map on Z^1(G, π) is a bijective continuous linear map from (Z^1(G, π), || · ||_S ) to (Z^1(G, π), || · ||_Lp_{(μ)}). Hence the Banach isomorphism theorem tells us that the inverse map is also continuous.

2 Growth of cocycles in L^∞-norm

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem A. We start by introducing ultrafilters and ultraproducts of representations. We recall tools from [dlS19] to deal with continuity issues for representations on ultraproducts. We conclude the section by proving Theorem A, first in the discrete case and then in the general locally comcpact setting.

2.1 Ultrafilters and ultraproducts of representations

An ultrafilter on a set I is a set U of subsets of I that is closed under taking supersets, and such that for every subset A of I, U contains either A or I \ A (but not both). As is standard, the set of ultrafilters on I is in natural bijection with the set of characters of l^∞(I): an ultrafilter is something that chooses, for every bounded family (a_i)_{i∈I} of complex numbers a point in the closure of {a_i : i ∈ I} in a way compatible with pointwise multiplication and addition.

If U is an ultrafilter on a set I, we denote by (a_i)_{i∈I} → lim_U a_i the associated character on l^∞(I). It is characterized by the fact that A ∈ U if and only if lim_U 1_{i∈A} = 1.

For our purposes we will only need ultrafilters on N. We will say that U is a principal ultrafilter if it is the filter of all subsets that contain a fixed element. By Zorn’s lemma it follows that there exist non-principal ultrafilters on N. From now on, U will denote a non-principal ultrafilter on N.

Given a family of L^p-spaces (E_i)_{i∈N} , it is known that the ultraproduct ∏ U E_i is an L^p-space [Hei80, Theorem 3.3 (ii)]. However, if we consider a locally compact group G and a family of strongly continuous isometric representations π_i : G → O (E_i), the natural representation G → O( ∏ U E_i) will not be necessarily strongly continuous. In order to deal with that issue, we will recall the following notions and propositions from [dlS19]:

Definition 2.1. Let’s consider G a locally compact group together with a family of strongly continuous isometric representations π_i : G → O(E_i) on L^p-spaces E_i, let’s denote by π : G → O( ∏ U E_i) the natural induced group morphism. Moreover, for any f in C_c(G) we will consider π_i(f)x = ∫ G f(g)π_i(g)x dm_G(g) and define π(f) by the following π(f).(x_i)_i = (π_i(f).x_i)_i. Define then E_U as the closure of the space spanned by: { π(f)x | | x ∈ ∏ U E_i, f ∈ C_c(G) } . And we will denote by π_U the restriction of π to E_U . It can be seen that this is a strongly continuous isometric representation.

Proposition 2.2. [dlS19, Proposition 4.11] Under the same hypotheses as in Definition 2.1 we have that E_U is also an L^p-space.

A technical issue we will encounter is that even if we start from a separable L^p-space E, the L^p-space E_U may not be separable anymore. Nevertheless, it is possible to find a slightly smaller separable L^p-space on which G still acts.

Proposition 2.3. Let G be a locally compact second countable group acting by continuous affine isometries on some L^p-space E, there exists some separable L^pspace F , contained inside E that is G-invariant.

Proposition 2.4. [dlS19, Proposition 4.12] Let (σ_i)_{i∈N} be a family of affine isometric actions of G on Banach spaces E_i, with linear part π_i and translation part b_i : G → E_i, that is, σ_i(g)ξ = π_i(g)ξ + b_i(g) for all ξ in E_i. Assume that: (i) The cocycles b_i are pointwise bounded; that is, for every g ∈ G we have: sup_{i∈N} ||b_i(g)|| < ∞.

(ii) The cocycles are equicontinuous at the identity of G; that is, for all ϵ > 0, there exists a neighbourhood of the identity U ⊂ G such that: sup_{i∈N} sup_{g∈U} ||b_i(g)|| < ϵ. We then have that there is a continuous affine isometric action of G on E_U with linear part π_U and translation part b(g) = (b_i(g))_U . Moreover we have that: sup ||g||≤n ||b_U (g)|| = lim_U sup_{||g||≤n} ||b_i(g)||. 2.2 Ultraproducts of isometric actions Let G be a locally compact group together with S a relatively compact symmetric neighborhood of the identity generating G. We will first prove the analogue of [Laf06, Lemma 2] for p-uniformly convex metric spaces.

Lemma 2.5. Given G, a (p, c_E )-uniformly convex metric space E together with an isometric continuous action of G on E that doesn’t have fixed points, we have that for every N and ϵ > 0 there exists v ∈ E such that: ρ(S^n · v) ≥ (c_E (1 − ϵ)(n − 1) + 1)^{1/p} ρ(S · v) for all n in {1, 2, · · · , N}.

Proof. For any v ∈ E let’s denote ρ(S^n · v), c(S^n · v) by ρ_n(v), c_n(v) respectively. The idea of the proof will be to suppose the conclusion of the lemma to be false and arrive at the following claim:

Claim. For any v ∈ E, we can find a v^′ ∈ E such that ρ_1(v^′) ≤ (1 − ϵ)^{1/p}ρ_1(v) and d(v^′, v) ≤ Cρ_1(v) for some C that is independent of v.

This claim will allow us to arrive to a contradiction, since if we start with v_0 ∈ E we can apply the claim recursively and obtain a sequence (v_n)_{n≥0} such that:

ρ_1(v_n) ≤ (1 − ϵ)^{np} ρ_1(v_0) d(v_n, v_{n+1}) ≤ Cρ_1(v_n).

For all n ≥ 0, which then implies that (v_n)_{n≥0} is a Cauchy sequence. Let’s denote by v its limit, it is then clear that v is a fixed point of the action giving us a contradiction.

Proof of Claim. Suppose that the conclusion of Lemma 2.5 is false, that is, there exists some N and some ϵ > 0 such that for every v ∈ E, there exists some m in {2, · · · , N} such that:

ρ_m(v)^p < (c_E (1 − ϵ)(m − 1) + 1)ρ_1(v)^p This implies that there exists some n in {1, 2, · · · , m − 1} such that: ρ_{n+1}(v)^p − ρ_n(v)^p ≤ c_E (1 − ϵ)ρ_1(v)^p.

Since for all g in S we know that gS^n · v ⊂ S^{n+1} · v by Lemma 1.7 we have that:

c_E d(g · c_n(v), c_{n+1}(v))^p ≤ ρ_{n+1}(v)^p − ρ_n(v)^p ≤ c_E (1 − ϵ)ρ_1(v)^p.

This implies that S · c_n(v) ⊂ B(c_{n+1}(v), (1 − ϵ)^{1p} ρ_1(v)) which in turn implies that ρ_1(c_n(v)) ≤ (1 − ϵ)^{1/p}ρ_1(v). It can also be seen that d(c_n(v), v) ≤ ρ_n(v) ≤ ρ_m(v) ≤ (c_E N + 1)^{1/p}ρ_1(v) which finishes the proof of our Claim.

In a similar manner as [Laf06], let’s define a_n(v) = sup_{|g|≤n} d(g.v, v) and note that:

2ρ_n(v) ≥ a_{2n}(v) ≥ a_n(v) ≥ ρ_n(v)

The first inequality coming from the fact that B_n.v ⊂ B(c_n(v), ρ_n(v)) and that the diameter of B_n.v is a_{2n}(v); while the last inequality comes from the fact that S^n · v ⊂ B(v, a_n(v)). This implies then the following:

Corollary 2.6. Under the same hypothesis as Lemma 2.5, for all N ∈ N and ϵ > 0 there exists v ∈ E such that:

a_n(v) ≥ (c_E (1 − ϵ)(n − 1) + 1)^{1/p} a_2(v) 2 for all n in {1, 2, . . . , N}.

This allows us to prove the desired theorem in the discrete setting.

Theorem 2.7. Given Γ that doesn’t have property F L^p, there exists a separable L^p-space F , an isometric representation π : Γ → O(F ) and a cocycle b ∈ Z^1(Γ, π) such that: sup_{|g|≤n} ||b(g)||_F ≥ 1 2 (c_p(n − 1) + 1)^{1p} sup_{|g|≤1} ||b(g)||_F

for all n ∈ N and such that sup_{|g|≤1} ||b(g)||_F > 0.

Proof. Start with some separable L^p-space E and an isometric affine action of Γ on E. Since Γ does not have property F L^p, we may assume that this affine action does not have fixed points. By Lemma 2.5 and Corollary 2.6, there exists a sequence (v_i)_{i∈N} in E such that: sup_{|g|≤n} ||g.v_i − v_i|| ≥ 1 2 ( c_p ( 1 − 1 i ) (n − 1) + 1 ) 1_p sup_{|g|≤1} ||g.v_i − v_i||. We can then consider the cocycles b_i(g) = g.v_i − v_i in Z^1(Γ, ρ) and then renormalize them to obtain new cocycles b_i so that for all i: sup |g|_S≤1 ||b_i(g)|| = 1 and such that: sup_{|g|≤n} ||b_i(g)|| ≥ 1 2 ( c_p ( 1 − 1 i ) (n − 1) + 1 ) 1_p sup_{|g|≤1} ||b_i(g)|| for all n in {1, . . . , i}. We can then just consider the L^p-space ∏ U E, it is clear then that the cocycle b: Γ → ∏ U E given by b(g) = (b_i(g))_U of the isometric representation π : Γ → O( ∏ U E) satisfies: sup_{|g|≤n} ||b(g)|| ≥ 1 2 (c_p(n − 1) + 1)^{1p} sup_{|g|≤1} ||b(g)||.

By Proposition 2.4, the cocycle b takes values in the L^p-space E_U . We have shown that the cocycle b : G → E_U satisfies the statement of our Theorem, but the space E_U may not be an L^p-space over a standard Borel space. Proposition 2.3 ensures that there exists some separable L^p-space F inside E_U that is G-invariant for the affine G-action associated to b. Hence b takes values inside F and we conclude that the cocycle b : G → F satisfies the statement of our Theorem.

In the locally compact setting we have a similar statement. The proof of the following Theorem is essentially the same as that of Theorem 2.7. It is technically more involved as we need to convolute in order to guarantee the continuity of the ultraproduct actions.

Theorem 2.8. Given G without F L^p, there exists F a separable L^p-space together with a strongly continuous isometric representation π : G → O(F ) and a cocycle b ∈ Z^1(G, π) such that: sup |g|_S ≤n ||b(g)|| ≥ ( 1 2 (c_p(n − 1) + 1)^{1p} − 2 ) sup |g|_S ≤1 ||b(g)|| for all n ≥ 1 and sup_{|g|S≤1} ||b(g)|| > 0.

Proof. Consider a separable L^p-space E with an isometric affine action of G on E. Assume that this affine action does not have fixed points. By Lemma 2.5 and Corollary 2.6, there exists a sequence (v_i)_{i∈N} in E such that: sup_{|g|≤n} ||g.v_i − v_i|| ≥ 1 2 ( c_p ( 1 − 1 i ) (n − 1) + 1 ) 1_p sup_{|g|≤2} ||g.v_i − v_i||, for all n ≤ i. We can then renormalize the cocycles g → g.v_i − v_i, obtaining new actions σ_i : G ↷ E and vectors v_i ∈ E, with cocycles b_i(g) := σ_i(g)(v_i) − v_i such that: sup_{|g|≤2} ||b_i(g)|| = 1 and that, for all n ≤ i: sup_{|g|≤n} ||b_i(g)|| ≥ 1 2 ( c_p ( 1 − 1 i ) (n − 1) + 1 ) 1_p sup_{|g|≤2} ||b_i(g)||. Consider then a function χ: G → [0, ∞) of compact support included in V , a symmetric neighbourhood of the identity such that V.V ⊂ S and V.S.V ⊂ S^2 and ∫ G χ(g)dm_G(g) = 1. Let’s define then the following:

ṽ_i := ∫ G χ(h)σ_i(h)(v_i)dm_G(h).

Consider the 1-cocycles given by b_i(g) := σ_i(g)(ṽ_i) − ṽ_i. Let’s first prove that: sup_{|g|≤1} ||b_i(g)|| ≤ 1. This being true since we have that for all g ∈ S: ||b_i(g)|| = ||σ_i(g)(ṽ_i) − ṽ_i|| = ‖ ‖ ∫ V ∫ V χ(h_1)χ(h_2)[σ_i(gh_1)v_i − σ_i(h_2)v_i]dm_G(h_1)dm_G(h_2) ‖ ‖ ≤ ∫ V ∫ V χ(h_1)χ(h_2) ‖ ‖σ_i(h^{−1}_2 gh_1)v_i − v_i ‖ ‖ dm_G(h_1)dm_G(h_2) ≤ 1, where the last inequality was obtained from the fact that V.S.V ⊂ S^2. Now we can prove condition (i) in Proposition 2.4, that is for any g ∈ G, we have that: ||b_i(g)|| ≤ |g|_S sup_{|g|≤1} ||b_i(g)|| ≤ |g|_S . Now, in order to see that these cocycles satisfy condition (ii) of Proposition 2.4, let’s consider ϵ > 0 and see that: ‖b_i(g)‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ G χ(h)σ_i(gh).v_i dm_G(h) − ∫ G χ(h)σ_i(h).v_i dm_G(h) ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖ ∫ G χ(g^{−1}h)σ_i(h).v_i dm_G(h) − ∫ G χ(h)σ_i(h).v_i dm_G(h) ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ G χ(g^{−1}h)[σ_i(h).v_i − σ_i(g).v_i] dm_G(h) + ∫ G χ(h)[σ_i(g).v_i − σ_i(h).v_i] dm_G(h) ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ G [χ(g^{−1}h) − χ(h)][σ_i(h).v_i − σ_i(g).v_i] dm_G(h) ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ ∫ G |χ(g^{−1}h) − χ(h)||h^{−1}g|_S dm_G(h). Let’s choose U a neighbourhood of the identity in G such that U ⊂ S and such that, for all g in U, we have: ∫ G |χ(g^{−1}h) − χ(h)| < ϵ. Let’s fix then g in U. Since any h not in gV ∪ V we have |χ(g^{−1}h) − χ(h)| = 0, and for any h ∈ gV ∪ V we have that |h^{−1}g|_S ≤ 2; we have that: ||b_i(g)|| ≤ 2|χ(g^{−1}h) − χ(h)| < 2ϵ, which proves condition (ii) of Proposition 2.4. It is also clear by construction that: ||ṽ_i − v_i|| = ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ V χ(h)[σ_i(h).v_i − v_i] dm_G(h) ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ ∫ V χ(h) dm_G(h) = 1, which then implies that: ||b_i(g) − b_i(g)|| ≤ ||σ_i(g).ṽ_i − σ_i(g).v_i|| + ||ṽ_i − v_i|| ≤ 2. We then have that, for all n ≤ i: sup_{|g|≤n} ||b_i(g)|| ≥ sup_{|g|≤n} ||b_i(g)|| − 2 ≥ 1 2 ( c_p ( 1 − 1 i ) (n − 1) + 1 ) 1_p − 2. By setting b(g) := (b_i(g))_U , this inequality implies that: sup_{|g|≤n} ||b(g)|| ≥ lim_U ( 1 2 ( c_p ( 1 − 1 i ) (n − 1) + 1 ) 1_p − 2 ) = 1 2 (c_p(n − 1) + 1)^{1p} − 2.

We have thus shown that the cocycle b : G → E_U satisfies the inequality in the statement of our Theorem. We can argue as in the end of the proof of Theorem 2.7 to conclude that b takes values in some separable L^p-space F .

3 Growth of harmonic cocycles in L^p-norm

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorems B and C. It first introduces general properties of harmonic cocycles before proving the main results.

We begin by describing the common setting for all of this section. Let G be a compactly generated locally compact group with compact generating set S and associated word length | · |_S and let and μ ∈ Prob(G) be a cohomologically adapted probability measure on G.

3.1 Harmonicity and spectral gap We first introduce μ-harmonic cocycles. Recall that a 1-cocycle b : G → E of a continuous isometric representation on a Banach space E is always Bochner-measurable (they are continuous, and defined on a separable space) and the sublinearity of a 1-cocycle implies that b is Bochner-integrable for any measure on G with finite first moment.

Definition 3.1. Let E be a Banach space, π : G → O(E) be a continuous isometric representation of G on E and b ∈ Z^1(G, π). We say that b is μ-harmonic if the following Bochner integral vanishes:

b(μ) := ∫ G b(g)dμ(g) = 0. μ-harmonic cocycles are of particular importance for the study of unitary representations. The main drawback to use this definition in Banach settings is that it is hard to show their existence or to reduce problems to them. This is due to the fact that the duality mapping ∗ : E → E^∗ is not linear when E is not a Hilbert space. One situation in which we know that they are abundant is when our representation has spectral gap.

Definition 3.2. Let E be a Banach space and π : G → O(E) be a continuous isometric representation of G on E. We say that π has spectral gap if there exists ϵ > 0 such that for every v ∈ E we have: sup_{g∈S} ||v − π(g)v||_E ≥ ϵ||v||_E . The following result is obtained by combining [DN19, 1.1] and [MdlS23, 6.1].

It also appeared in the Hilbert setting in [Bek17, 4] and in L^p-settings in [Gou15, 3.12]. We write a proof for completion.

Proposition 3.3. Let E be a uniformly convex Banach space and π : G → O(E) be a continuous isometric representation of G on E. If π has spectral gap then every cohomology class in H^1_{ct}(G, π) contains a unique μ-harmonic representative. More precisely, every b ∈ Z^1(G, π) can be written as b = b_{harm} + b_0 where:

b_0(g) = v_0 − π(g)v_0, v_0 = ∞∑ i=0 π(A_μ)^ib(μ), π(A_μ) = ∫ G π(g) dμ(g)

and b_{harm} ∈ Z^1(G, π) is μ-harmonic.

Proof. Let b ∈ Z^1(G, π). Since E is uniformly convex and π has spectral gap, [DN19, 1.1] implies that the operator π(A_μ) = ∫ G π(g) dμ(g) : E → E satisfies ||π(A_μ)|| < 1. Hence the series

v_0 = ∞∑ i=0 π(A_μ)^ib(μ) converges to an element in E and satisfies:

π(A_μ)v_0 = ∞∑ i=1 π(A_μ)^ib(μ).

This means that if we set b_0(g) := v_0 −π(g)v_0, we have that b_0 ∈ B^1(G, π) and that:

b_0(μ) = v_0 − π(A_μ)v_0 = b(μ).

Hence b − b_0 is μ-harmonic.

The following theorem, due to Bader, Furman, Gelander and Monod, shows that Property (T ) (which can be defined as spectral gap on all unitary representations) implies spectral gap for all continuous isometric actions on L^p-spaces.

Theorem 3.4. [BFGM07, Theorem A] Let G be a locally compact group with property (T ). Then all continuous isometric representations of G on separable L^p-spaces for 1 < p < ∞ have spectral gap.

3.2 Average growth of harmonic cocycles In this section we prove Theorem B as a concatenation of the two following propositions.

Proposition 3.5. Let E be a smooth and (p, c_E )-uniformly convex Banach space, π : G → O(E) be a continuous isometric representation of G on E and b ∈ Z^1(G, π). If b is μ-harmonic, then for every n ≥ 1 we have: ||b||_Lp_{(μ}∗n_) ≥ (c_E (n − 1) + 1)^{1p} ||b||_Lp_{(μ)}. Proof. Let b ∈ Z^1(G, π). For any two cohomologically adapted probability measures μ, ν ∈ Prob(G), the cocycle relation and the symmetry of the measure μ give that: ||b||^p_{Lp(μ∗ν)} = ∫ G ∫ G ||b(gh)||^pdμ(g)dν(h) = ∫ G ∫ G ||π(g)^{−1}b(g) + b(h)||^pdμ(g)dν(h) = ∫ G ∫ G ||b(h) − b(g^{−1})||^pdμ(g)dν(h) = ∫ G ∫ G ||b(h) − b(g)||^pdμ(g)dν(h). Now Proposition 1.9 implies that:

||b||^p_{Lp(μ∗ν)} ≥ ∫ G ∫ G ||b(h)||^p + c_E ||b(g)||^p − p⟨b(g), b(h)^{∗p} ⟩dμ(g)dν(h) = c_E ||b||^p_{Lp(μ)} + ||b||^p_{Lp (ν)} − p ⟨b(μ), ∫ G b(h)^{∗p} dν(h)⟩. Hence if b is μ-harmonic, we have ||b||^p_{Lp(μ∗ν)} ≥ c_E ||b||^p_{Lp(μ)} + ||b||^p_{Lp(ν)}. Now for n ≥ 1 we can choose ν = μ^{∗(n−1)} and after iterating this inequality (n − 1) times we obtain: ||b||^p_{Lp(μ∗n)} ≥ c_E ||b||^p_{Lp(μ)} + ||b||^p_{Lp(μ∗(n−1))} ≥ (1 + c_E (n − 1))||b||^p_{Lp (μ)}.

Proposition 3.6. Let E be a (q, d_E )-uniformly smooth Banach space, π : G → O(E) be a continuous isometric representation of G on E and b ∈ Z^1(G, π). If b is μ-harmonic, then for every n ≥ 1 we have: ||b||_Lq_{(μ}∗n_) ≤ (d_E (n − 1) + 1)^{1q} ||b||_Lq_{(μ)}.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as that of Proposition 3.5, but instead of using the inequality of Proposition 1.9, we use the inequality from Proposition 1.10.

3.3 Growth of cocycles for groups with Property (T ) but without F L^p Here we deal with consequences for groups with property (T ) but without Property F L^p. Recall that hyperbolic groups do not satisfy F L^p for large p [BP03], hence hyperbolic groups with property (T ) are an example of a family of groups we want to deal with here. These include Sp(n, 1) for n ≥ 2, the group F^{−20}_4 [BdLHV08, 3.3], their cocompact lattices and many random groups [DM19].

We first prove Theorem C.

Proof of Theorem C. Suppose that G has property (T ) but does not have Property F L^p for some p > 2. Then combining Theorem 3.4 and Proposition 3.3 we obtain that for every isometric representation π on any separable L^p-space E and for every b ∈ Z^1(G, π) there exists a μ-harmonic cocycle b_h ∈ Z^1(G, π) such that b_0 := b−b_h ∈ B^1(G, π). Recall that separable L^p-spaces for 2 < p < ∞ are p-uniformly convex and smooth. Hence using Proposition 3.5 we obtain that for n ≥ 1: ||b||_Lp_{(μ}∗n_) ≥ ||b_h||_Lp_{(μ}∗n_) − ||b_0||_Lp_{(μ}∗n_) ≥ (1 + c_E (n − 1))^{1p} ||b_h||_Lp_{(μ)} − sup_{g∈G} ||b_0(g)||.

Similarly, separable L^p spaces are 2-uniformly smooth for 2 < p < ∞, so Proposition 3.6 yields: ||b||_L2_{(μ}∗n_) ≤ ||b_h||_L2_{(μ}∗n_) + ||b_0||_L2_{(μ}∗n_) ≤ (1 + d_E (n − 1))^{12} ||b_h||_L2_{(μ)} + sup_{g∈G} ||b_0(g)||.

We conclude this section with some remarks dealing with the existence of (proper) slow cocycles on separable L^p-spaces. Cornulier, Tessera and Valette showed that for a-T -menable groups, there always exist proper 1-cocycles with arbitrarily slow growth [DCTV07, 3.10]. In fact, combining this result with [MdlS23, 3.1] one can extend this statement to 1 < p < ∞. More precisely:

Proposition 3.7. Let G be a locally compact a-T -menable group. For every 1 < p < ∞ and for every proper function f : G → [1, +∞), there exists some isometric representation π : G → O(E) on some separable L^p-space E and a proper 1-cocycle b of π such that ||b(g)||_E ≤ f(g) for all g ∈ G.

Nevertheless, Theorem C says that all a-F L^p-menable groups (that is, groups admitting a proper action by affine isometries on some separable L^p-space) for some p > 2 with property (T ) impose restrictions on the proper functions f with the same property. Indeed, Theorem C implies that: given a group G with property (T ), for every function of the form f(g) = |g|^α with 0 < α <^1_p , all 1-cocycles b on any L^p-space satisfying ||b(g)|| ≤ f(g) for all g ∈ G are automatically bounded. Remark. It is worth noting that for any compactly generated locally compact (a-T - menable) group G, if some proper function f : G → [1, +∞) is already the norm of a 1-cocycle b : G → H of some unitary representation, that is f(g) = ||b(g)||_H for g ∈ G, then any cocycle b^′ : G → H^′ of any unitary representation satisfying ||b^′(g)||_H′ ≤ ||b(g)||^α_H for all g ∈ G and some 0 < α < 1 is automatically an almost coboundary. Indeed, our assumption together with Proposition 4.1 give that for every n ≥ 1: ||b^′||^2_L2_{(μ}∗n_) ≤ ||b||^{2α}_L2α_{(μ}∗n_) ≤ ||b||^{2α}_L2_{(μ}∗n_) ≤ n^α. So lim_{n→∞}^1_n ||b^′||^2_{L2(μ∗n)} = 0 and hence b^′ is an almost coboundary by [EO18, 2.2].

Similarly, for a locally compact group G with property (T ), if one assumes that f(g) = ||b(g)|| for some 1-cocycle b on some L^p-space for some 2 < p < ∞, then any 1-cocycle b^′ on any separable L^p-space such that ||b^′(g)|| ≤ f(g)^{2α/p} for all g ∈ G and some 0 < α < 1 is automatically bounded. Indeed if such a cocycle b^′ was unbounded then Theorem C implies that there exist constants C, D > 0 such that for large n: Cn ≤ ||b^′||^p_{Lp(μ∗n)} ≤ ||b||^{2α}_L2α_{(μ}∗n_) ≤ ||b||^{2α}_L2_{(μ}∗n_) ≤ Dn^α. This is absurd unless α = 1.

4 Equivariant compression of cocycles and drift

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem D. We first show that cocycles on Hilbert spaces satisfy an inequality reminiscent of the Markov property as in [NPSS06]. We then recall general properties of the drift of a random walk and prove Theorem D.

4.1 A general inequality for Hilbert cocycles

The inequality obtained in the following proposition is similar to [EO18, 2.2]. It can also be understood as a Markov type inequality as in [NPSS06].

Proposition 4.1. Let G be a compactly generated locally compact group, with compact generating set S and let μ ∈ Prob(G) be a cohomologically adapted symmetric measure. Let (π, H) be a unitary representation of G. Then for every cocycle b ∈ Z^1(G, π) and n ∈ N, we have: ||b||_L2_{(μ}∗n_) ≤ √ n ||b||_L2_{(μ)}. Moreover, this is an equality if and only if b is μ-harmonic.

Proof. Let μ and ν be two cohomologically adapted measures. Recall that we denote by b(μ) := ∫ G b(g) dμ(g) and by π(A_μ) := ∫ G π(g) dμ(g). A direct computation shows that we have: ||b||^2_L2_{(μ∗ν)} = ∫ G ∫ G ||b(gh)||^2dμ(g)dν(h) = ∫ G ∫ G ||π(g)^{−1}b(g) + b(h)||^2dμ(g)dν(h) = ∫ G ∫ G ||b(g)||^2 + ||b(h)||^2 + 2⟨π(g)^{−1}b(g), b(h)⟩dμ(g)dν(h) = ||b||^2_L2_{(μ)} + ||b||^2_L2_{(ν)} − 2 ⟨∫ G b(g^{−1})dμ(g), ∫ G b(h)dν(h) ⟩

= ||b||^2_L2_{(μ)} + ||b||^2_L2_{(ν)} − 2 ⟨∫ G b(g)dμ(g), ∫ G b(h)dν(h) ⟩

= ||b||^2_L2_{(μ)} + ||b||^2_L2_{(ν)} − 2⟨b(μ), b(ν)⟩. If we apply this n times to μ^{∗n} = μ^{∗(n−1)} ∗ μ we have: ||b||^2_L2_{(μ}∗n_) = ||b||^2_{L2 (μ∗(n−1))} + ||b||^2_L2_{(μ)} − 2⟨b(μ^{∗(n−1)}), b(μ)⟩ = n||b||^2_L2_{(μ)} − 2 ⟨_{n−1} ∑ k=1 b(μ^{∗k}), b(μ) ⟩ . The cocycle relation for probability measures gives: b(μ^{∗k}) = k−1∑ j=0 π(A_μ)^j b(μ). Moreover, the operator π(A_μ) has operator norm 1 (μ is a probability) and is self-adjoint (μ is symmetric). Hence for n ≥ 3: ⟨_{n−1} ∑ k=1 b(μ^{∗k}), b(μ) ⟩ = ⟨ ∑ 1≤k≤n−1 ∑ 0≤j<k π(A_μ)^jb(μ), b(μ) ⟩

= ⟨_{n−2} ∑ j=0 (n − 1 − j)π(A_μ)^j b(μ), b(μ) ⟩

= ∑ 2j≤n−2 (n − 1 − 2j)||π(A_μ )^j b(μ)||^2 + ∑ 2j+1≤n−2 (n − 2 − 2j)⟨π(A_μ)^jb(μ), π(A_μ)^{j+1}b(μ)⟩ ≥ ∑ 2j≤n−2 (n − 1 − 2j)||π(A_μ )^j b(μ)||^2 − ∑ 2j+1≤n−2 (n − 2 − 2j)||π(A_μ)^j b(μ)||^2 ≥ ∑ 2j+1≤n−2 ||π(A_μ)^j b(μ)||^2 ≥ 0. Plugging this into our previous equality shows that the inequality ||b||^2_L2_{(μ}∗n_) ≤ n ||b||^2_L2_{(μ)} holds, and that there is equality if and only if ⟨ ∑_{n−1} k=1 b(μ^{∗k}), b(μ)⟩ = 0, and this happens if and only if b(μ) = 0.

4.2 Drift and equivariant compression For a unimodular compactly generated locally compact group G and Haar measure m_G, let μ ∈ Prob(G) be a cohomologically adapted probability measure on G with compact support S. Denote by |·|_S the word length in S. Denote by X_n the random walk on G with transition probability μ: ω = (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n, . . .) → X_n(ω) = ω_1 . . . ω_n. The real valued function |X_n|_S is sublinear in n. Hence by Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem the limits

lim_n |X_n|_S n = lim_n 1 n ∫ G |g|_S dμ^{∗n}(g) = inf_n 1 n ∫ G |g|_S dμ^{∗n}(g) exist and are constant almost everywhere [KL07]. The drift (or escape rate) of the random walk is the almost everywhere value of the limit l(μ) = lim_n^{|Xn|S}_n ≥ 0.

This is the analogue of [ANP09, 1.1].

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that there exists ϵ > 0 and a function f : R_+ → R_+ that is increasing at most at linear speed, such that f(t)^{t→+∞}−−−−→ +∞ and such that for all n ∈ N: P(|X_n|_S ≥ f(n)) ≥ ϵ. Then for every continuous isometric representation (π, E) of G on a Banach space E and every b ∈ Z^1(G, π), for every 1 < p < ∞ and n ∈ N we have: ρ_b(f(n)) ≤ ϵ^{−1/p}||b||_Lp_{(μ}∗n_). Proof. We have: ||b||^p_{Lp(μ∗n)} = ∫ G ||b(g)||^pdμ^{∗n}(g) ≥ ∫ {|g|_S≥f(n)} ||b(g)||^pdμ^{∗n}(g) ≥ ρ_b(f(n))^p P(|X_n|_S ≥ f(n)) ≥ ϵρ_b(f(n))^p.

Proposition 4.3. Suppose that l(μ) > 0.

• There exists a constant C = C(μ) > 0 such that for every unitary representation (π, H) of G, for every 1-cocycle b ∈ Z^1(G, π) and for every n ∈ N we have: ρ_b(n) ≤ C||b||_L2_{(μ)} √ n. • Let E be a (q, d_E )-uniformly smooth Banach space, π : G → O(E) be a continuous isometric representation of G on E. There exists a constant C = C(μ, q, d_E ) > 0 such that for every μ-harmonic 1-cocycle b ∈ Z^1(G, π) and for every n ∈ N we have: ρ_b(n) ≤ C||b||_Lq_{(μ)}n^{1q} .

Proof. Since^{|Xn|S}_n converges almost everywhere to l(μ) > 0 when n → ∞, this convergence is also in probability. Hence for every ϵ > 0 we have: P (| | | |X_n|_S n − l(μ) | | | ≥ ϵ )_{n→∞} −−−→ 0. In particular, for ϵ = l(μ)/2 we have that: P ( |X_n|_S n ≥ l(μ) 2 )_{n→∞} −−−→ 1. Choose N = N(μ) large enough so that P (_{|Xn|S} n ≥^{l(μ)}_2 ) ≥^1_4 for n ≥ N. Let b be a 1-cocycle of a unitary representation. Using Proposition 4.2 (with a linear function f) and Proposition 4.1, we have for n ≥ N: ρ_b ( l(μ)n 2 ) ≤ 2||b||_L2_{(μ}∗n_) ≤ 2||b||_L2_{(μ)} √ n. Hence for n ≥ N:

ρ_b(n) ≤ 2 √ 2 l(μ) ||b||_L2_{(μ)} √ n. Similarly, let b be a μ-harmonic 1-cocycle of an isometric representation on a q-uniformly smooth Banach space E. Using Proposition 4.2 and Proposition 3.6 (instead of Proposition 4.1), there exists a constant D = D(q, d_E ) > 0 such that for n ≥ N we have: ρ_b ( l(μ)n 2 ) ≤ 4^{1q} ||b||_Lq_{(μ}∗n_) ≤ 4^{1q} D||b||_Lq_{(μ)}n^{1q} . Hence for n ≥ N: ρ_b(n) ≤ ( 8 l(μ) ) 1_q D||b||_Lq_{(μ)}n^{1q} .

4.3 Large equivariant compression

We will now prove Theorem D.

Proof of Theorem D. Let G be a unimodular compactly generated locally compact group and suppose that there exists a unitary representation π and a 1-cocycle b ∈ Z^1(G, π) such that: ρ_b(n) ≻ √ n. The fact that l(μ) = 0 is just the contrapositive of Proposition 4.3. If G is a discrete group, it is classical to show that l(μ) = 0 implies that (G, μ) has the Liouville property. For example, this can be shown as a combination of [KV83, 1.1] and the computation in [KL07, Section 4].

If G is a compactly generated locally compact group, one can define the asymptotic entropy h(μ) of the random walk driven by μ by using densities as in [Der06, Section III]. One can reproduce the argument of [KL07, Section 4] in the locally compact case to show that the condition l(μ) = 0 still implies that h(μ) = 0. We obtain that (G, μ) has the Liouville property using [Der06, Théorème p.255].

References

[ANP09] Tim Austin, Assaf Naor, and Yuval Peres, The wreath product of Z with Z has Hilbert compression exponent^2_3 , Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society 137 (2009), no. 1, 85–90.

[BdLHV08] Bachir Bekka, Pierre de La Harpe, and Alain Valette, Kazhdan’s property (T), vol. 11, Cambridge University Press, 2008.

[Bek17] Bachir Bekka, Harmonic cocycles, von Neumann algebras, and irreducible affine isometric actions, New York J. Math 23 (2017), 1205– 1218.

[BFGM07] Uri Bader, Alex Furman, Tsachik Gelander, and Nicolas Monod, Property (T ) and rigidity for actions on Banach spaces, Acta mathematica 198 (2007), no. 1, 57–105.

[BP03] Marc Bourdon and Hervé Pajot, Cohomologie l_p et espaces de Besov, J. reine angrew. Math. 558 (2003), 85–108.

[Chi09] Charles Chidume, Geometric Properties of Banach spaces and Nonlinear Iterations, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1965 (2009).

[dC06] Yves de Cornulier, Relative Kazhdan’s property (T ), Ann. Sci. Ecole Norm. Sup. (2006), 301–333.

[DCTV07] Yves De Cornulier, Romain Tessera, and Alain Valette, Isometric group actions on Hilbert spaces: growth of cocycles, GAFA Geometric And Functional Analysis 17 (2007), 770–792.

[Der06] Yves Derriennic, Entropie, théoremes limite et marches aléatoires, Probability Measures on Groups VIII: Proceedings of a Conference held in Oberwolfach, November 10–16, 1985, Springer, 2006, pp. 241–284.

[dlS19] Mikael de la Salle, A local characterizations of kazhdan projections and applications, Comment. Math. Helv. (2019), no. 3, 623–660.

[DM19] Cornelia Druţu and John M Mackay, Random groups, random graphs and eigenvalues of p-laplacians, Advances in Mathematics 341 (2019), 188–254.

[DN19] Cornelia Druţu and Piotr W Nowak, Kazhdan projections, random walks and ergodic theorems, Journal für die reine und angewandte Mathematik (Crelles Journal) 2019 (2019), no. 754, 49–86.

[EO18] Anna Erschler and Narutaka Ozawa, Finite-dimensional representations constructed from random walks, Commentarii Mathematici Helvetici 93 (2018), no. 3, 555–586.

[Gou15] Antoine Gournay, Boundary values, random walks, and ℓ^p-cohomology in degree one, Groups, Geometry, and Dynamics 9 (2015), no. 4, 1153– 1184.

[Hei80] Stefan Heinrich, Ultraproducts in Banach space theory, J.Reine Angew. Math. (1980), 72–104.

[HHP23] Nima Hoda, Thomas Haettel, and Harry Petyt, lp metrics on cell complexes, arXiv:2302.03801 (2023).

[KL07] Anders Karlsson and François Ledrappier, Linear drift and poisson boundary for random walks, Pure and Applied Mathematics Quarterly 3 (2007), no. 4, 1027–1036.

[KV83] Vadim A Kaimanovich and Anatoly M Vershik, Random walks on discrete groups: boundary and entropy, The annals of probability 11 (1983), no. 3, 457–490.

[Laf06] Vincent Lafforgue, Une remarque sur les fonctions conditionnellement de type négatif, Comptes Rendus. Mathématique 342 (2006), no. 7, 497–499.

[MdlS23] Amine Marrakchi and Mikael de la Salle, Isometric actions on L_pspaces: dependence on the value of p, Compositio Mathematica 159 (2023), no. 6, 1300–1313.

[NPSS06] Assaf Naor, Yuval Peres, Oded Schramm, and Scott Sheffield, Markov chains in smooth Banach spaces and Gromov-hyperbolic metric spaces, Duke Mathematical Journal 134 (2006), no. 1, 165–197.

[Sha00] Yehuda Shalom, Rigidity of commensurators and irreducible lattices, Inventiones mathematicae 141 (2000), no. 1, 1–54.

Antonio López Neumann Institute of Mathematics of the Polish Academy of Sciences (IMPAN), Warsaw 00-656 Warsaw, Poland alopez@impan.pl

Juan Paucar Zanabria Institut de Mathématiques de Jussieu-Paris Rive Gauche (IMJ-PRG), 8 Place Aurelie Nemours 75013 Paris jpaucar@imj-prg.fr