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ON WEAK AMENABILITY OF FOURIER ALGEBRAS

VIKTOR LOSERT

1. Introduction and Main results

Let A be a Banach algebra, X a Banach A–bimodule. A linear map D : A→ X

is called a derivation if D(ab) = aD(b) + D(a) b for a, b ∈ A . By A′ we denote

the dual space of A with the dual action (also called the dual module of A). A is

called weakly amenable if every bounded derivation D : A→ A′ is inner (i.e. there

exists f ∈ A′ such that D(a) = af − fa for a ∈ A).

From now, we assume that A is commutative. X is called a symmetric

A–bimodule if ax = xa for a ∈ A , x ∈ X . Then ([Da]Th. 2.8.63) A is weakly

amenable iff there is no non–zero bounded derivation from A to any symmetric

Banach A–bimodule X .

Our main subject will be A = A(G) the Fourier algebra of a locally compact

group G .

Theorem. Let G be a connected locally compact group. If A(G) is weakly amenable

then G is abelian.

Corollary. Let G be a locally compact group with identity component G0.

A(G) is weakly amenable if and only if G0 is abelian.

Some History

The notion of weak amenability was introduced by Bade, Curtis and Dales for

commutative Banach algebras and then extended by Johnson, see [Da] p. 306 for

more details and references. For the Fourier algebra it was shown in [J] that A(G) is

not weakly amenable forG = SO(3) and then in [Pl] forG any non-abelian compact

connected Lie group. For non-compact groups, the case of the ax + b group was

settled in [CG1] and then the Heisenberg group in [CG2]. Finally in [LLSS] it was

shown that A(G) is not weakly amenable for any non-abelian connected Lie group

G .

Proof of the Corollary. If G0 is abelian it was shown by Forrest and Runde ([FR]

Th. 3.3) that A(G) is weakly amenable. There is a heredity for subgroups ([FR]
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L. 3.1): if G is any locally compact group and A(G) is weakly amenable then A(H)

is weakly amenable for every closed subgroup H of G . Hence the converse in the

Corollary follows from the Theorem (and this was already conjectured in [FR]). �

Outline of Proof of the Theorem. The proof of the theorem will take most of the

remaining sections. The basic strategy follows the approach of the earlier authors.

By the heredity for subgroups (see above) it will be enough to prove the theorem for

“small” non–abelian connected groups. In Section 2 we present lists (M),(M+) of

the minimal non–abelian connected groups (extending that in [LLSS]). Using the

results from AppendixA on connected dense subgroups we show (Proposition 1)

that every non–abelian connected locally compact group has a closed subgroup

isomorphic to one of the groups in (M)∪ (M+).

For the treatment of A(G) for specific groups, [LLSS] used techniques from spectral

synthesis. Put ∆̌G = {(g, g−1) : g ∈ G} (the anti–diagonal). For a connected Lie

group G they show ([LLSS]Th. 3.2) that A(G) is weakly amenable iff ∆̌G is of local

synthesis for G × G . This synthesis property is inherited by locally isomorphic

groups, hence it was enough to check the simply connected groups from (M). But,

so far, this approach works only for Lie groups.

We will use the method of Johnson, Choi, Ghandehari who consider explicit deriva-

tions arising from differentiation operators. Differentiation operators are proto-

types of derivations on function spaces and their continuity properties express some

kind of smoothness for the functions. It is a basic construction for a Lie group G

with Lie algebra g that the elements of g correspond to point derivations (at e)

on the algebra C∞(G) of C∞-functions. These point derivations extend to left

invariant (or right invariant) derivations on C∞(G) ([Va] Sec. 2.3 and 1.1). Norm

estimates for such derivations are done using Fourier transforms. In AppendixB we

review the relevant properties of the non–commutative Fourier transform and also

the applications to Fourier algebras. It turns out that in some cases the deriva-

tions that we consider do not map to the dual VN (G) of A(G). Then (taking

up constructions from [CG2]) we consider appropriate A(G)–modules which needs

some knowledge about the dual convolution for these groups. In the case of the

group M(2) (and the related groups M̃(2) and M(2)K) this becomes somewhat

more involved. �

Notations

On semidirect products G = H⋉K : in those examples where the notation should

(hopefully) make it easy to distinguish elements ofH and K we will use the internal
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presentation (see [HR] I.2.6). Thus H and K are considered as (closed) subgroups

of G , with H normal, H ∩ K = {e} (e denoting the unit element of G ), G=HK

( (h, k) 7→ hk defining a homeomorphism H×K → G ). There is given a continuous

(left) action of K on H , denoted by ◦ , (equivalently, a continuous homomorphism

K → Aut(H) ) and the group multiplication of G is governed by the rule kh =

(k◦h) k for k ∈ K, h ∈ H . Then a mapping ϕ : G→ G1 (G1 some other topological

group) is a continuous homomorphism iff its restrictions to H and K are continuous

homomorphisms and it preserves the action, i.e. ϕ(k ◦ h) = ϕ(k)ϕ(h)ϕ(k)−1. In

Section 4 we use a slightly modified notation.

2. Minimal non–abelian connected groups

In [LLSS]Prop. 3.1 the minimal non–abelian real Lie algebras are listed. The

corresponding simply connected (and connected) Lie groups are

(M) SU (2) , Rn ⋊ R (n ∈ {1, 2})

with the actions (t, x, y, z ∈ R , v ∈ R2)

n = 1 t ◦ x = etx ax+ b group

n = 2 t ◦ (y, z) = (y, z + ty) H Heisenberg group

t ◦ v = Atv with At =

(
cos t − sin t
sin t cos t

)
M̃(2) universal covering of the

Euclidian motion group of the plane

t ◦ v = Atv with At = eat( cos t − sin t
sin t cos t ) Ga Grélaud groups , a > 0 .

Their Lie algebras do not have a proper non–abelian subalgebra and any non–

abelian finite dimensional real Lie algebra contains a copy of one of them.

Lemma 1. Let G be a non–abelian connected locally compact group. Then there

exists a group H from (M) and a continuous homomorphism ϕ : H → G with

discrete kernel.

Proof. We represent G using an Iwasawa pair, G ∼= (L × K)/D where L is a

connected Lie group, K a compact group (not necessarily connected), D a discrete

central subgroup ([G1] Prop. 5, see also [PW] sec. 2 for more properties and [L] p. 120

for further references). This gives homomorphisms jL: L → G , jK : K → G with

discrete kernel (in fact, it is easy to modify the representation so that jL , jK are

injective). G being connected, the image of L × K0 must be dense. Hence if G

is non–abelian, then either L or K0 must be non–abelian. If L is non–abelian

there exists (using e.g. [Va]Th. 2.7.5 and Cor. 2.7.4) a group H from (M) and a
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homomorphism ϕ0: H → L with discrete kernel. Then we may take ϕ = jL ◦ ϕ0 .

Similarly, if K0 is non–abelian then (using e.g. [HM]Cor. 9.6, Th. 9.19(i),(ii) and

Prop. 6.46(IV)) it follows that there exists a homomorphism ϕ0: SU (2) → K with

discrete kernel. �

We see that for arbitrary connected groups one has to consider also closures of

non–abelian homomorphic images of the groups from (M). This gives in addition

the groups

(M+) SO(3) , HK , M(2)K

where K is a (non–zero) solenoidal group i.e. K compact and there exists a con-

tinuous homomorphism ϕ0: R → K with dense image, K is written additively.

HK = (R×K)⋊ R , action t ◦ (y, k) = (y, k + ϕ0(ty)) (t, y ∈ R , k ∈ K ).

M(2)K = R2⋊K with the additional assumption that there exists a proper closed

subgroup K0 of K such that ϕ0(2πZ) = K0 ∩ ϕ0(R) . Then K/K0
∼= R/2πZ and

the action of R on R2 (defining M̃(2) ) induces an action of K on R2.

Special cases: For K = R/Z (ϕ0 the quotient mapping) HK is the reduced Heisen-

berg group. For K = R/2πZ (K0 = {0}) M(2)K equalsM(2) the Euclidian motion

group of the plane.

Proposition 1. Every non–abelian connected locally compact group G has a closed

subgroup isomorphic to one of the groups in (M)∪ (M+).

Proof. By Lemma1 there exists a group H from (M) and a continuous homomor-

phism ϕ : H → G with discrete (hence central) kernel. Replacing G by ϕ(H) we

want to show that G is isomorphic to one of the groups in (M)∪ (M+).

For H = SU (2), ϕ(H) is closed, hence G ∼= H/ kerϕ ([HR]Th. 5.29 and Th. 5.27).

Since Z(SU (2)) = {±I} (centre), it follows that G ∼= SU (2) or G ∼= SU (2)/{±I}.

It is classical (see e.g. [HM]Ex.E1.2(ii) ) that SU (2)/{±I} ∼= SO(3).

For the other groups in (M) we use the results and constructions from AppendixA.

For the ax+b–group and the Grélaud groups one can check that the centre is trivial,

hence ϕ must be injective. A necessary condition for x ∈ H to generate a relatively

compact subgroup in Aut(H) is relative compactness of the orbit {xnyx−n : n ∈ Z}

for every y ∈ H . Again one can check that this does not happen for x 6= e . In the

notation of TheoremA it follows that the vector group V is trivial, hence ϕ(H) is

always closed and as above it follows that ϕ(H) ∼= H (i.e. these are examples of

“absolutely closed” groups, [G2] p. 728).
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For H = H the Heisenberg group an element generates a relatively compact sub-

group in Aut(H) iff it belongs to the centre Z(H) = {(0, z) : z ∈ R} (nota-

tion as in (M)). Hence the only non–trivial vector group as in TheoremA is

V = Z(H) . Then kerϕ is trivial and the action α is trivial on ϕ(V ) . Thus the

action α0 in Proposition 6 (one has H1 = H) is trivial on K = ϕ(V ) . By Proposi-

tion 6(b) it follows that G ∼= (H×K)/D . It is easy to see that the homomorphism

((y, z)t, k) 7→ (y, ϕ0(z) + k) t (mapping H × K onto HK) induces an isomorphism

of (H ×K)/D and HK . These gives the cases where kerϕ0 = kerϕ is trivial. But

the construction of Proposition 6 works more generally for K as in (M+) with

kerϕ0 discrete (see also Remark (c) in AppendixA). In TheoremA this adds the

cases where V is trivial. Then ϕ is surjective, hence as above G ∼= H/ kerϕ .

When kerϕ0 is a non–trivial subgroup of Z(H) ∼= R, ϕ0 is also surjective, thus

K ∼= R/ kerϕ0 . It gives the reduced Heisenberg group and some variants that are

isomorphic to it.

For H = M̃(2) = R2 ⋊ R the universal covering of the Euclidian motion group of

the plane, h ∈ H generates a relatively compact subgroup in Aut(H) iff h /∈ R2 and

then h is conjugate to an element of R . Hence, in TheoremA, if V is non–trivial

we may assume that V = R (the second factor in the semidirect product). The

centre Z(H) is 2πZ (subgroup of V ), thus kerϕ is trivial. Put K = ϕ(V ), K0 =

ϕ(2πZ), ϕ0 = ϕ|V . By Proposition 6(b) (splitting case, H2 = R2), G ∼= R2 ⋊ K .

The action α is trivial on K0 and non–trivial on ϕ(R\2πZ) (using that α◦ϕ = ιH).

It follows that ϕ0(2πZ) = K0 ∩ ϕ0(R) and one can check that the action used in

Proposition 6(b) (restricting α0 to R2) coincides with that described in (M+).

Again there are the additional cases where V is trivial. Then ϕ is surjective,

G ∼= H/ kerϕ ∼= R2 ⋊ (R/ kerϕ) . kerϕ has to be a subgroup of 2πZ . Thus

K ∼= R/2kπZ k = 0, 1, . . . , giving M(2) (k = 1) and its finite covering groups

(k > 0), and of course M̃(2) (k = 0). Conversely, if K is a compact group as in

(M+) it is easy to see that ϕ0 extends to a homomorphism ϕ : M̃(2) → M(2)K

with dense image and discrete kernel. �

Remarks. (a) For an alternative argument, one can compute the adjoint action

of the groups. It turns out that all the groups H in (M) are CA–groups, i.e.

Int(H) is closed in Aut(H). By [G2] 4.1, if the connected Lie group H is a CA

group, ϕ : H → G an injective (continuous) homomorphism with dense image, G a

Hausdorff topological group, then G = ϕ(H)ϕ(Z) (Z = Z(H) denoting the centre

of H). This holds more generally when H is a connected locally compact group
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and a CA group, kerϕ totally disconnected (compare [PW]Cor. 4.2). It follows

that G is a central extension of H/Z .

(b) As explained in AppendixA,Rem. (c), for a (necessarily abelian) compact group

K as in (M+), the dual group K̂ is isomorphic to a subgroup of R . For the

Heisenberg group H any non–zero subgroup Γ of R defines in this way a group

HK (the trivial subgroup would give R2 ∼= H/Z(H), this is a case where kerϕ is

non–discrete, as mentioned in AppendixA,Rem. (c); it follows that there is no

minimal extension HK). One can show that two subgroups Γ,Γ′ define isomorphic

groups HK,HK′ iff Γ′ = tΓ for some t > 0.

For H = M̃(2) a restriction comes through the adjoint action. Put χt(x) = eitx

and use χt ↔ t for the identification of R̂ and R . One computes that (in the

notation of AppendixA,Rem. (c)) ι̂0(Γ0) = Z , hence ϕ̂0(K̂) must be a subgroup of

R containing Z and this is also equivalent to the condition ϕ0(2πZ) = K0 ∩ ϕ0(R)

of (M) (and then K̂0
∼= ϕ̂0(K̂)/Z). Different groups Γ,Γ′ ⊆ R (containing Z)

give non–isomorphic groups M(2)K ,M(2)K′ . The minimal case is Γ = Z with

K = R/2πZ , M(2)K = M(2) . The maximal case is Γ = R (discrete topology)

with K = b(R) (Bohr compactification), this is also mentioned in [LLSS]Ex. 3.4

(denoted as Rap). M(2)K is a Lie group iff Γ is finitely generated and it is second

countable iff Γ is countable.

3. The groups SO(3) and SU (2)

For G = SU (2) Johnson’s method has been elaborated in [CG1] sec. 3. We add

here the aspect of (generalized) convolution operators that will be useful in the

following sections.

The Lie algebra g of G consists of the complex skew-hermitian 2 × 2 matrices

with trace 0 . For X ∈ g we consider the distribution d = limt→0
1
t
(δexp(−tX) − δI)

(directional derivative for the tangent vector −X ; δx point measure at x , I identity

matrix). We put D(f) = f ⋆d . Classically, d and D are defined for C1-functions, d

gives a point derivation at the unit I of G , D defines a left invariant derivation on

C∞(G) (i.e. D(δx ⋆ f) = δx ⋆ D(f) for all x ∈ G). The example of [CG1] (related

to that of Johnson [J] for SO(3)) is obtained for X0 =
( i

2
0

0 − i
2

)
.

We take normalized Haar measure on G , then the Plancherel measure on the

discrete space Ĝ gives the weights ν({π}) = dim(π) . Thus for f ∈ A(G) (⊆ L1(G)

in the compact case) ‖f‖A =
∑

π∈Ĝ dim(π)‖π(f)‖1 and ‖f‖VN = supπ∈Ĝ‖π(f)‖

for f ∈ L1(G). If f is a C1-function such that f, f ⋆ d ∈ L1(G) it is easy to

see that π(f ⋆ d) = π(f) ◦ π(d) (using the extension of π to compactly supported
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distributions). For X0 as above, π(d) = −Fπ (for the standard realization of π) as

given in [CG1] p. 6508. As explained there, one has ‖Fπ‖ = dim(π)−1
2

. It follows that

‖f ⋆ d‖VN ≤ 1
2
‖f‖A . By [E] Prop. 3.26 A(G) contains the space D(G) of compactly

supported C∞-functions as a dense subspace (for any Lie group G). It follows that

D extends to a bounded operator A(G) → VN (G) which is still a derivation.

This construction of derivations on C∞(G) can be applied on any Lie group G . For

a compact semisimple Lie group, similar arguments as above show that this gives

derivations A(G) → VN (G) for any X ∈ g . But the same estimate applies also to

the corresponding right invariant derivations D(r)f = d⋆f . Combined the method

produces a subspace of derivations A(G) → VN (G) with the dimension 2 dim(G)

(for any compact semisimple Lie group, with the extended theory of [HM]Th. 9.49

this extends to some extent even to general compact connected semisimple groups).

In any case the guess made in [LLSS]Rem. 2.4 needs some revision.

4. The ax+ b group

G = R ⋊ R , the (proper) affine transformations of the real line. For clarity, we

use the notation G = β(R)α(R), i.e. (x, t) 7→ β(x)α(t) defines a homeomorphism

R2 → G , α, β : R → G are homomorphisms and group multiplication is governed

by the relation α(t) β(x) = β(etx)α(t) (t, x ∈ R; hence β(R) is the normal factor).

For (left) Haar measure we take e−tdx dt . G is not unimodular, ∆(β(x)α(t)) =

e−t. Irreducible representations are described in numerous texts (and with numer-

ous variations), starting with Gelfand, Naimark. We keep close to [CG1] sec. 4.

Take H = L2(R+, 1
ψ
dψ) (with R+ = [0,∞[) and for f ∈H , (π+(β(x))f)(ψ) =

e−ibψf(ψ), (π−(β(x))f)(ψ) = eibψf(ψ), (π±(α(t))f)(ψ) = f(etψ), (Kf)(ψ) =

ψf(ψ) (t, x ∈ R , ψ ∈ R+). π+, π− define non-equivalent representations and up

to equivalence these are the only infinite dimensional irreducible representations

of G . K (= K+, K−) is a Duflo–Moore operator for π±, the Plancherel mea-

sure is concentrated on {π+, π−} with ν({π+}) = ν({π−}) = 1
2π

. Thus F maps

VN (G) isomorphically to the l∞-sum B(H)⊕B(H). FA(f) = ([π±(f)K]), ‖f‖A =
1
2π
(‖[π+(f)K]‖1+‖[π−(f)K]‖1) for f ∈ A(G)∩L1(G). FA extends to an isometry

of A(G) onto the l1-sum S1(H)⊕ S1(H) weighted by ν .

We consider the distribution d = limx→0
1
x
(δβ(−x)− δβ(0)) and D(f) = f ⋆ d (taking

a direction from the normal factor; up to a constant factor this is the derivation D♭

considered in [CG1] p. 6510). It follows that (π+(d)g)(ψ) = iψg(ψ), (π−(d)g)(ψ) =

−iψg(ψ) hence π±(d) = ±iK . If f is a C1-function on G such that f, f ⋆d ∈ L1(G)
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one has π(f ⋆ d) = [π(f) ◦ π(d)]. Hence, if in addition f ∈ A(G) holds, it follows

that ‖f ⋆ d‖VN ≤ 2π‖f‖A , D extends to a bounded derivation A(G) → VN (G) .

If d involves a direction from the non-normal factor one can show that this does

not give a bounded mapping A(G) → VN (G) , the same when considering right in-

variant derivations D(r)f = d⋆f . Hence for the ax+b group the method produces

just a one dimensional space of derivations A(G) → VN (G).

5. The Heisenberg group H

We use the parametrization given in Section 2, H = R2⋊R , considering R,R2 as

subgroups (i.e. omitting embeddings α, β as in Section 4) elements are written as v x

with x ∈ R , v ∈ R2, with multiplication rule x v = (x◦v) x where x◦v = (y, z+xy)

for v = (y, z) . For Haar measure we take standard Lebesgue measure of R3. H is

unimodular. The representation theory is again classical. Take H = L2(R). For

real t 6= 0 an irreducible representation πt is defined for f ∈ H by (πt(v)f)(ψ) =

eit(z−yψ)f(ψ) , (πt(x)f)(ψ) = f(ψ−x) (x, ψ ∈ R , v = (y, z) ∈ R2) . The represen-

tations πt are pairwise non-equivalent and exhaust (up to equivalence) all the infi-

nite dimensional irreducible representations of H . The image of {πt : t 6= 0} (with

the topology inherited from R\{0}) defines a locally compact (but non-closed) sub-

set of Ĥ . The Plancherel measure is concentrated on this subset and with the given

parametrization of the representations we have dν = 1
4π2 |t|dt . As explained in Ap-

pendixB, it follows that B⊕
1 (Ĥ, ν) = L1(Ĥ, ν,S1(H)) ∼= L1(R, 1

4π2 |t|dt,S1(H)) and

‖f‖A = 1
4π2

∫
R
‖πt(f)‖1|t| dt for f ∈ L1(H) ∩ A(H) . General elements of B⊕

1 (Ĥ, ν)

will be denoted as T = (Tt)t∈R .

We review now the approach of [CG2] for H . Z = {(0, z) : z ∈ R} is the centre of H

and we consider the distribution d = limz→0
1
z
(δ(0,−z)−δ(0,0)) and D(f) = f ⋆d (up

to a constant factor this is the derivation ∂Z considered in [CG2] (4.1) ). It follows

that (πt(d)g)(ψ) = −itg(ψ) (for g ∈ H) and it is easy to see that now D does not

produce a bounded mapping A(H) → VN (H) . Using distributional derivatives we

have a linear mapping D : A(H) → D(H)′. The idea is to construct a symmetric

Banach A(G)–bimodule containing the range of D and making D bounded. The

module operation should extend pointwise multiplication. The obstacle is that the

product with functions is not defined for general distributions and we should show

that the distributions in the image of D are sufficiently tame to allow multiplication

with functions from A(H). Technically, this becomes practicable when working on

the dual side.
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Put W = L1(R, dt,K(H)) and for T = (Tt) ∈ B⊕
1 (Ĥ, ν) we put D̂(T ) = (−itTt).

Obviously, D̂ : B⊕
1 (Ĥ, ν) → W and ‖D̂(T )‖W =

∫
R
|t|‖Tt(f)‖1dt = 2π‖T‖B⊕

1
. For

a C1-function f ∈ A(H) with D(f) ∈ L1(H) we have (using the extension of F

to A(H)) F(D(f)) = D̂(F(f)) . W ∩ B⊕
1 is dense in W . The main observation

of [CG2] is now that dual convolution ♯ can be extended to make W a (Banach)

B⊕
1 -module (hence also an A(H)-module). D defines certainly a derivation on the

space of C1-functions, thus by density and continuity D̂ ◦ F : A(H) → W becomes

a derivation.

Products of representation coefficients are coefficients of the tensor product of the

representations (π1(x)f1|g1) (π2(x)f2|g2) = ((π1 ⊗ π2)(x)(f1 ⊗ f2)| g1 ⊗ g2) . For-

mulas for ♯ are obtained by considering decompositions of π1 ⊗ π2 into irreducible

representations. For the Heisenberg group H this was done in [CG2] sec. 5 (their

notation is slightly different, defining ♯ as a product on L1(Ĥ, dt,S1(H)) which is

isomorphic to B⊕
1 (Ĥ, ν) by the mapping (T F )t = |t|−1Ft — this simplifies some

formulas). More abstractly, πt can be obtained as an induced representation from

the subgroup R2 and then one can apply e.g. [KL]Th. 1.4.11 (a special case of

Mackey’s tensor product theorem). This gives πt1 ⊗ πt2 ≃ ∞ πt1+t2 . But we need

an explicit description of the equivalence.

H ⊗2 H denotes the (completed) Hilbert space tensor product and we use the

identification with L2(R2) (be aware that [Fu] p. 9f. uses a different notion of

tensor product which is quite non-standard, compare [Fo] 7.3). For t1 + t2 6= 0,

we consider a unimodular coordinate transformations giving rise to a unitary op-

erator (Wt1,t2f)(ψ1, ψ2) = f(ψ1 −
t2

t1+t2
ψ2, ψ1 +

t1
t1+t2

ψ2) for f ∈ L2(R2) . Then

Wt1,t2 ◦ ((πt1 ⊗ πt2)(h)) = (πt1+t2(h)⊗ 1) ◦Wt1,t2 for h ∈ H (1 denoting the identity

operator) and the mapping (t1, t2) 7→ Wt1,t2 is continuous for the strong operator

topology. Let 1⊗tr : S1(H⊗2H) → S1(H) be the dual operator for the embedding

A 7→ A ⊗ 1 (B(H) → B(H ⊗2 H) ), i.e. tr(A ◦ (1 ⊗ tr)(B) ) = tr((A ⊗ 1) ◦ B)

for A ∈ B(H), B ∈ B(H ⊗2 H). For A1, A2 ∈ S1(H) put θ(A1, A2, t1, t2) =

(1⊗tr)(Wt1,t2(A1⊗A2)W
∗
t1,t2) (∈ S1(H) ) . This describes the products of coefficients

of πt1 , πt2 , i.e. tr(A1πt1(h)
∗) tr(A2πt2(h)

∗) = tr( θ(A1, A2, t1, t2) πt1+t2(h)
∗ ) for

h ∈ H . θ is continuous in all variables (for ‖ ‖1 and t1+ t2 6= 0). It follows that (in

our notation) |t| (S♯T )t =
1
2π

∫
R
θ(|s|Ss, |t− s|Tt−s, s, t− s) ds for S, T ∈ B⊕

1 (Ĥ, ν) .

Recall that F(uv) = F(u) ♯F(v) for u, v ∈ A(H) and thatF extends to an isometric

isomorphism VN (H) → L∞(R, ν,B(H)) . This provides estimates for the operator

norm ‖S♯T‖ ≤ ‖S‖1‖T‖ for S ∈ B⊕
1 , T ∈ B⊕

1 ∩ L∞ (= F(A(H) ∩ VN (H)) ) .
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Considering this for St = f(t)A1 , Tt = g(t)A2 with continuous f, g it follows

by standard arguments that ‖θ(A1, A2, t1, t2)‖ ≤ |t2|
|t1+t2|

‖A1‖1‖A2‖ for A1, A2 ∈

S1(H), t1 + t2 6= 0 (it does not look easy to prove this more directly, alternatively

one can also use arguments as in the proof of [CG2]Th. 4.3 on p. 2458). This easily

implies ‖S♯T‖W ≤ ‖S‖1‖T‖W for S ∈ B⊕
1 , T ∈ W∩B⊕

1 and this allows to extend ♯ ,

making W a B⊕
1 -module.

6. The groups HK

The reduced Heisenberg group has been treated in [CG1] sec. 6 and for general

groups HK the method works similarly. We take up the notations of Section 2,

HK = (R×K)⋊R , K is a non-trivial compact group and we have given a continuous

homomorphism ϕ0: R → K with dense image, K is written additively. The action

of R on R×K is defined by x ◦ (y, k) = (y, k+ ϕ0(xy)) (x, y ∈ R , k ∈ K ). Then

ϕ(y, z) = (y, ϕ0(z)) extends to a continuous homomorphism ϕ : H → HK with

dense image. jK(k) = (0, k) (jK : K → HK) maps K isomorphically onto the centre

of HK , similarly with jZ(z) = (0, z) (jZ : R → H) , and we have ϕ ◦ jZ = jK ◦ ϕ0 .

For Haar measure we take the product of standard Lebesgue measure on R2 and

normalized Haar measure on K . HK is unimodular. The dual group Γ = K̂ is

considered as a subgroup of R in such a way that for t ∈ Γ the corresponding

character χt of K satisfies χt(ϕ0(z)) = eitz for z ∈ R (see Rem. (b) in Section 2 and

Rem. (c) in AppendixA).

If π is an irreducible representation of HK then π◦ϕ must be irreducible. Hence if π

is infinite dimensional it follows that π◦ϕ ≃ πt for some t 6= 0 . Conversely, looking

at the definition of πt in Sec. 5, it is easy to see that πt can be written as π ◦ ϕ

iff the mapping ϕ0(z) 7→ eitz is well defined on ϕ0(R) and extends continuously

to K (then defining a character of K). By our identification this is equivalent

to t ∈ Γ \ {0} . The corresponding representation induced on HK will be denoted

again by πt . The finite dimensional irreducible representations of H are trivial on Z

and one dimensional. Hence they are given by characters on H/Z ∼= R2 (projecting

(y, z)x ∈ H to (x, y) ∈ R2) and every character of R2 defines also a one dimensional

representation of HK . As above we identify (R2)̂ with R2 associating to w ∈ R2

the character χw(v) = ei(v|w) (v ∈ R2). The corresponding representation of HK

(and its extension to L1 and distributions) will also be denoted by χw . With these

notations and parametrizations we get (HK)̂= (Γ \ {0}) ∪ R2. It is not hard to

see that both parts are open, on R2 the dual induces the euclidian topology and on
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Γ\{0} the discrete topology (in particular (HK)̂ is Hausdorff; HK are FC−-groups,

general results for the dual of FC−-groups have been shown in [Li]).

Lemma 2. Using Haar measure and parametrization as above, the Plancherel mea-

sure ν of HK satisfies dν = 1
4π2dw on R2 and ν({t}) = |t|

2π
for t ∈ Γ \ {0}.

Proof. This follows by similar computations as for the Heisenberg group ([Fo] 7.6.1).

�

If K is not metrizable (equivalently, if Γ is uncountable) this gives an example

of the Plancherel theorem for a group that is non-compact, σ-compact, but not

second countable – of course the Plancherel measure is not σ-finite in that case

(see also Rem. (d) in AppendixB). It follows that B⊕
1 ((HK) ,̂ ν) is the sum of

(complex valued) L1(R2, 1
4π2dw) and a (S1(H)-valued) weighted l1-space. ‖T‖1 =

1
4π2

∫
R2 |Tw| dw + 1

2π

∑
t∈Γ\{0}|t| ‖Tt‖1 .

We project now the distribution from Section 5 to HK , putting d = limz→0

1
z
(δϕ(0,−z) − δϕ(0,0)) and D(f) = f ⋆ d . Recall that ϕ(0, z) = ϕ0(z). If K is a

Lie group (equivalently, if Γ is finitely generated), ϕ0 is analytic ([Va] L. 2.11.1 or

more directly, using a duality argument) and it follows that d and D are defined for

f ∈ C1(HK) (HK being again a Lie group). In the general case, K is the projec-

tive limit of Lie groups K/K1 (e.g. taking all finitely generated subgroups of Γ)

and HK/K1
∼= HK/jK(K1). With the usual embeddings (see also Rem. (d) in Appen-

dixB) d andD are defined for f ∈
⋃

{C1(HK/K1
) : K1 a closed subgroup of K with

K/K1 Lie }. It is easy to see that χw(d) = 0 for w ∈ R2 and (as in Section 5)

(πt(d)g)(ψ) = −itg(ψ) for g ∈ H and t ∈ Γ \ {0}. Then (similar to Section 3) our

formula for the Plancherel measure (Lemma2) implies that ‖f ⋆d‖VN ≤ 2π‖f‖A for

f ∈ A(HK)∩L
1(HK)∩

⋃
C1(HK/K1

) with f ⋆ d ∈ L1 (e.g. f of compact support).

It follows that D extends to a derivation A(G) → VN (G) .

Remarks. (a) We recall from [CG1] 2.1, for a Banach algebra A , a derivation

D : A → A′ is called cyclic if (Da, b) = −(Db, a) holds for a, b ∈ A ( ( , ) de-

noting the evaluation of functionals). Grønbæk called A cyclically amenable if

there are no non-zero bounded cyclic derivations. For SO(3), SU (2), ax + b, HK

the derivations that we considered are cyclic. By [CG1]Prop. 2.5, for any locally

compact group G that has one of these groups as a closed subgroup the Fourier

algebra A(G) is not cyclically amenable. But the situation is not clear for the

groups H, M̃(2), M(2)K, Ga .

(b) The distribution d that we used for HK is central, thus D(r) = D (D is left and

right invariant). For derivatives involving a non-central direction one does not get
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a bounded mapping A(HK) → VN (HK) . Hence the present method produces just

a one dimensional space of derivations A(HK) → VN (HK).

7. The Euclidian motion group M(2)

M(2) is not covered by [CG1],[CG2]. In [LLSS] sec. 2.2 it was shown that

A(M(2)) is not weakly amenable, using spectral synthesis. We develop here our

method in detail, since the constructions are basic for the treatment of M(2)K in

the next section. Defining derivations as before, it turns out that they do not

give bounded mappings A(M(2)) → VN (M(2)). Working on the dual side, we

are constructing a B⊕
1 -module W such that D̂ : B⊕

1 → W is bounded. First we

will derive a formula for the dual convolution ♯ . For M(2) it turns out that ♯

behaves quite differently compared to the case of H . We did not succeed to find

estimates making it possible to define W similarly as in Section 5 as a weighted

L1-space of K(H)-valued (or S1(H)-valued) functions. Recall that if H = L2(Ω),

trace class operators are integral operators and for a finite measure space this gives

embeddings S1(H) ⊆ S2(H) = L2(Ω2) ⊆ L1(Ω2). In our case, for the infinite

dimensional representations we may choose Ω = T = R/(2πZ) with normalized

Haar measure 1
2π
dψ . We will define W as a subspace of the weighted L1-space

W = L1(]0,∞[, w(ρ) dρ, L1(T2)) with the weight function w(ρ) =
ρ

1 + ρ2
, leading

(partially) outside B(H).

Similar to Section 5 we use the parametrization M(2) = R2⋊T . With the rotation

matrices Aα =

(
cosα − sinα
sinα cosα

)
= exp

(
α

(
0 −1
1 0

))
(α ∈ R, but depending only

on the coset mod 2π), the action is defined by α ◦ v = Aαv (v ∈ R2). For Haar

measure we take
1

(2π)2
dv dα ([Su]Ch. IV, (3.1)). M(2) is unimodular.

The representation theory is again classical. Take H = L2(R, 1
2π
dψ). For real

ρ > 0 an irreducible representation πρ is defined for f ∈ H by (πρ(v)f)(ψ) =

eiρ r cos(φ−ψ)f(ψ) , (πρ(α)f)(ψ) = f(ψ − α) (α, ψ ∈ T , v = r
(
cosφ
sinφ

)
∈ R2, polar co-

ordinates) . M(2) is of type I . The representations πρ are pairwise non-equivalent

and exhaust (up to equivalence) all the infinite dimensional irreducible representa-

tions ofM(2) . For usage in the next section, we discuss also the finite dimensional

representations. We have M(2)/R2 ∼= T . For n ∈ Z , χn(ψ) = einψ (ψ ∈ T)

lifts to a one dimensional representation of M(2) (again denoted by χn). We

have M̂(2) = {χn : n ∈ Z} ∪ {πρ : ρ > 0} (more precisely: this gives a com-

plete set of representatives). {πρ : ρ > 0} is an open subset and M̂(2) induces
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the standard topology of ]0,∞[ . On {χn : n ∈ Z} we get the discrete topology,

{πρ} = {πρ} ∪ {χn : n ∈ Z} for each ρ > 0 . The Plancherel measure is concen-

trated on {πρ : ρ > 0} and with the given parametrization of the representations

we have dν = ρ dρ ([Su] IV,Th. 4.2, [Vi] Ch. IV §5 uses a different normalization

of Haar measure, resulting in a compensating factor in the Plancherel measure).

Hence B⊕
1 (M̂(2), ν) ∼= L1(]0,∞[, ρ dρ,S1(H)), general elements of B⊕

1 (M̂(2), ν) will

be denoted as T = (Tρ)ρ>0 .

For the direction e1 =
(
1
0

)
∈ R2 we will consider, similarly as before, the distribu-

tion d = limy→0
1
y
(δ−ye1 − δ0e1) and D(f) = f ⋆ d . It follows that (πρ(d)g)(ψ) =

−iρ cos(ψ) g(ψ) (for g ∈ H) and it is easy to see thatD does not produce a bounded

mapping A(M(2)) → VN (M(2)) . As sketched above, we will next investigate the

dual convolution.

For the decomposition of tensor products, we follow [Vi] Ch. IV, §6. H⊗2 H (com-

pleted Hilbert space tensor product) is identified with L2(T2, 1
(2π)2

d(ψ1, ψ2). For

f ∈ H ⊗2 H define (Wf)(µ)(ψ) = f(ψ, ψ + µ). It follows from standard measure

theory that (Wf)(µ) ∈ H for a.e.µ and W : H ⊗ H → L2(T, 1
2π
dµ,H) gives an

isometric isomorphism.

For ϕ ∈ T , g ∈ H , we define (Uϕg)(ψ) = g(ψ − ϕ), giving a unitary opera-

tor on H , depending strongly continuously on ϕ . Fix now ρ1, ρ2 > 0 and for

µ ∈ R put ρ1 + ρ2 e
iµ = ρ eiϕ, defining functions ρ = ρ(ρ1, ρ2, µ) = |ρ1 + ρ2 e

iµ|

and ϕ = ϕ(ρ1, ρ2, µ) (using only the cosets of µ, ϕ mod 2π) . Finally, we define

(Wρ1,ρ2f)(µ) = Uϕ((Wf)(µ)) (f ∈ H⊗2H), giving again an isometric isomorphism

Wρ1,ρ2 : H ⊗2 H → L2(T, 1
2π
dµ,H), (ρ1, ρ2) 7→ Wρ1,ρ2 is strongly continuous. For

n ∈ Z we define Mng = χn · g giving also a unitary operator on H .

Proposition 2. For ρ1, ρ2 > 0, n ∈ Z, x ∈M(2) , we have

Wρ1,ρ2 ◦ (πρ1 ⊗ πρ2)(x) ◦W
∗
ρ1,ρ2

=

∫ ⊕

T

πρ(x) dµ

(χn ⊗ πρ)(x) = Mnπρ(x)M
∗
n .

The first formula gives a decomposable operator on L2(T, 1
2π
dµ,H) ([T1]Ch. IV,

Def. 7.9). Both generalize to the extensions of the representations to L1(M(2)).

Proof. Take f ∈ H ⊗2 H and put g = Wρ1,ρ2f . Then f = W ∗
ρ1,ρ2

g and g(µ)(ψ) =

(Wf)(µ)(ψ−ϕ) = f(ψ−ϕ, ψ−ϕ+µ). It is enough to consider the case f = f1⊗f2 ,

then f(ψ−ϕ, ψ−ϕ+µ) = f1(ψ−ϕ) f2(ψ−ϕ+µ) and (πρ1⊗πρ2)(x)f = (πρ1(x)f1)⊗

(πρ2(x)f2). For α ∈ T an easy computation gives [(Wρ1,ρ2◦(πρ1⊗πρ2)(α))f ](µ)(ψ) =

f1(ψ−ϕ−α) f2(ψ+µ−ϕ−α) = [πρ(α)(g(µ))](ψ) , and vor v = r
(
cosφ
sinφ

)
∈ R2, using
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ρ1
(
cosψ
sinψ

)
+ ρ2

(
cos(ψ+µ)
sin(ψ+µ)

)
= ρ

(
cos(ψ+ϕ)
sin(ψ+ϕ)

)
one gets [(Wρ1,ρ2 ◦ (πρ1 ⊗ πρ2)(v))f ](µ)(ψ) =

eiρr cos(φ−ψ)f1(ψ − ϕ) f2(ψ + µ− ϕ) = [πρ(v)(g(µ))](ψ) showing the first formula.

We identify C ⊗H with H (via γ ⊗ h 7→ γh) and consider χn ⊗ πρ as a represen-

tation on H . The second formula is checked easily (it implements the equivalence

χn ⊗ πρ ≃ πρ). �

The embedding of the subalgebra L∞(T)⊗B(H) of decomposable operators into

the algebra B(L2(T,H)) of all bounded operators defines a projection prS :

S1(L2(T,H)) → L1(T,S1(H)) of the preduals (using [T1]Ch. IV,Th. 7.17). For

A1, A2 ∈ S1(H) define

θ0(A1, A2) = prS(Wρ1,ρ2 ◦ (A1 ⊗A2) ◦W
∗
ρ1,ρ2

) (∈ L1(T,
1

2π
dµ,S1(H))

(a more explicit description in terms of integration kernels will be given in Lemma3

below).

Corollary 1. For A1, A2 ∈ S1(H) consider coefficients uj(x) = tr(Aj πρj (x)
∗)

(j = 1, 2). Then

u1(x) u2(x) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

tr
(
πρ(x)

∗ θ0(A1, A2)(µ)
)
dµ .

Proof. It is enough to show this for Ajh = (h|hj)kj , where hj , kj ∈ H (j = 1, 2).

Then uj(x) = (kj| πρj (x)hj), u1(x) u2(x) = ( k1 ⊗ k2 | [(πρ1 ⊗ πρ2)(x)](h1 ⊗ h2) )

and the formula follows by a short computation from Proposition 2. �

By a change of coordinates, this can be expressed in terms of the Plancherel mea-

sure. We have cosµ =
ρ2 − ρ21 − ρ22

2ρ1ρ2
, hence µ 7→ ρ(ρ1, ρ2, µ) (briefly ρ(µ) ) is

injective on [0, π] and on [π, 2π] and it maps both intervals onto [|ρ1−ρ2|, ρ1+ ρ2] .

In addition ρ(µ) = ρ(2π − µ). For A1, A2 ∈ S1(H), ρ = ρ(µ), we define

θ(A1, A2)(ρ) = θ0(A1, A2)(µ) + θ0(A1, A2)(2π − µ)

(θ0, θ depend on ρ1, ρ2 as well, sometimes we will write θ(A1, A2, ρ1, ρ2) ). For

|ρ1− ρ2| < ρ < ρ1+ ρ2 put K(ρ1, ρ2, ρ) =
2

π
√
4ρ21ρ

2
2 − (ρ2 − ρ21 − ρ22)

2
(this is the

kernel defining the Bessel-Kingman hypergroup – [BH] p. 235 with α = 0).

Corollary 2. For A1, A2, u1, u2 as in Corollary 1, we have θ(A1, A2, ρ1, ρ2) ∈

L1( [|ρ1 − ρ2|, ρ1 + ρ2] ,
1
2
K(ρ1, ρ2, ρ) ρ dρ ,S

1(H) ) and

u1(x) u2(x) =

∫ ρ1+ρ2

|ρ1−ρ2|

1

2
tr
(
πρ(x)

∗ θ(A1, A2)(ρ)
)
K(ρ1, ρ2, ρ) dν(ρ) .
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Thus u1 · u2 = F−1
(
(1
2
θ(A1, A2)(ρ)K(ρ1, ρ2, ρ))|ρ1−ρ2|<ρ<ρ1+ρ2

)
∈ A(M(2)) (the

operator field is meant to be extended by 0 for ρ outside the interval). In particular,

one gets that πρ1⊗πρ2 ≃ 2
∫ ρ1+ρ2
|ρ1−ρ2|

πρ dρ , but the formula above gives more detailed

information for the product of coefficients.

Proof. Again, an elementary computation shows that under the substitution,
1
2π
dµ = 1

2
K(ρ1, ρ2, ρ) ρ dρ holds for µ ∈ [0, π] and similarly for µ ∈ [π, 2π]. �

Corollary 3. For S = (Sρ), T = (Tρ) ∈ B⊕
1 (M̂(2), ν), we get

(S♯T )ρ =

∫∫

Dρ

1

2
θ(Sρ1 , Tρ2)(ρ)K(ρ1, ρ2, ρ) ρ1ρ2 d(ρ1, ρ2)

where Dρ denotes the half-strip {(ρ1, ρ2) : ρ1, ρ2 > 0, |ρ1 − ρ2| < ρ < ρ1 + ρ2}.

It follows that if Sρ = 0 for ρ /∈ [a1, b1], Tρ = 0 for ρ /∈ [a2, b2] then (S♯T )ρ = 0 for

ρ /∈ ]|a1−a2| , b1+b2[ (see also Lemma6). One can give similar expressions for prod-

ucts of functions from the Fourier-Stieltjes algebra, using arbitrary finite measures

on ]0,∞[ and adding contributions from the one dimensional representations.

Proof. For fixed ρ1, ρ2 > 0 , A1, A2 ∈ S1(H), we have noted after Corollary 2 that

ρ 7→ 1
2
θ(A1, A2)(ρ)K(ρ1, ρ2, ρ) (extended by 0 outside ]|ρ1 − ρ2|, ρ1 + ρ2[ ) defines

an element dc(A1, A2, ρ1, ρ2) of B⊕
1 (M̂(2)) of norm ≤ ‖A1‖1‖A2‖1 . Once we can

show that for S, T ∈ B⊕
1 (M̂(2)) (ρ1, ρ2) 7→ dc(Sρ1 , Tρ2 , ρ1, ρ2) defines a measur-

able mapping ]0,∞[2→ B⊕
1 (M̂(2)) , its integrability (with respect to ν⊗ ν) follows

immediately, hence the integral in the Corollary defines an element dc(S, T ) of

B⊕
1 (M̂(2)). Then, by Fubini’s theorem and Corollary 2 it is not hard to see that

F−1(dc(S, T )) = F−1(S)F−1(T ) , hence dc(S, T ) = S♯T proving the Corollary.

Since (ρ1, ρ2) 7→ Wρ1,ρ2 is strongly continuous it follows that (ρ1, ρ2) 7→ Wρ1,ρ2 ◦

(A1 ⊗ A2) ◦ W
∗
ρ1,ρ2 is norm continuous for fixed A1, A2 ∈ S1(H). Consequently,

(ρ1, ρ2) 7→ θ0(A1, A2, ρ1, ρ2) ∈ L1(T,S1(H)) is norm continuous. From basic prop-

erties of the Bochner integral (see e.g. [DS]Th. III.11.17) it follows that (ρ1, ρ2, µ) 7→

θ0(A1, A2, ρ1, ρ2)(µ) ∈ S1(H) is (a.e.) measurable on ]0,∞[2×T . The substitution

ρ = ρ(µ) being continuous, we get that (ρ1, ρ2, ρ) 7→ θ(A1, A2, ρ1, ρ2)(ρ) is measur-

able on {(ρ1, ρ2, ρ) : |ρ1 − ρ2| < ρ < ρ1 + ρ2}. Then by standard measure the-

oretical approximation techniques it follows that (ρ1, ρ2, ρ) 7→ θ(Sρ1 , Tρ2, ρ1, ρ2)(ρ)

is measurable for S = (Sρ), T = (Tρ) ∈ B⊕
1 (M̂(2)). (ρ1, ρ2, ρ) 7→ K(ρ1, ρ2, ρ) being

continuous, we get measurability of (ρ1, ρ2) 7→ dc(Sρ1 , Tρ2 , ρ1, ρ2). �

We represent now as integral operators (Ah)(ψ) = 1
2π

∫ 2π

0
kA(ψ, ψ1) h(ψ1) dψ1

(ψ ∈ T , h ∈ L2(T) ; kA ∈ L2(T2) being called the integration kernel for A).
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By classical results, A 7→ kA defines an isometric isomorphism S2(H) → L2(T2,
1

4π2d(ψ, ψ1)). Recall that S1(H) ⊆ S2(H), hence this applies for A ∈ S1(H). For

one dimensional operatorsAh = (h|h0)k0 , h0, k0 ∈ H (as in the proof of Corollary 1

above), one has kA(ψ, ψ1) = k0(ψ) h0(ψ1) . In general, kA can also be obtained by

considering A ∈ S1(H) as an absolutely convergent sum of one dimensional op-

erators. The operators Mn (n ∈ Z) defined before Proposition 2 induce operators

Mn : S1(H) → S1(H) by Mn(A) =Mn ◦ A ◦Mn
∗.

Lemma 3. For ρ1, ρ2 > 0 , A1, A2 ∈ S1(H) we have for almost all µ ∈ T

kθ0(A1,A2)(µ)(ψ, ψ1) = kA1(ψ − ϕ , ψ1 − ϕ) kA2(ψ − ϕ+ µ , ψ1 − ϕ+ µ).

kMn(A)(ψ, ψ1) = χn(ψ − ψ1) kA(ψ, ψ1) for A ∈ S1(H), n ∈ Z .

ϕ = ϕ(ρ1, ρ2, µ) is defined before Proposition 2. Adding the kernels obtained above

for µ and 2π − µ (observe that ϕ(2π − µ) = −ϕ(µ)) gives a corresponding rep-

resentation for θ(A1, A2)(ρ) . For A1, A2 one dimensional, θ(A1, A2)(ρ) will (in

general) be a two dimensional operator. It is not hard to construct examples

of (e.g. one dimensional) A1, A2 ∈ S1(H) such that (using the formula above)

kθ0(A1,A2)(µ) /∈ L2 for some µ . Then, in general, θ(A1, A2)(ρ) ∈ S1(H) holds just

ρ-a.e. and ρ 7→ ‖θ(A1, A2)(ρ)‖1 is unbounded.

Proof. This follows again from the definitions by direct computation, starting with

one dimensional A1, A2 . �

We extend the operators Mn to operator fields, defining for T = (Tρ) : Mn(T ) =

(Mn(Tρ)) (n ∈ Z).

Corollary. θ0(A1,Mn(A2)) = Mn(θ0(A1, A2)) for A1, A2 ∈ S1(H).

S ♯Mn(T ) = Mn(S♯T ) for S, T ∈ B⊕
1 (M̂(2), ν).

We use the embedding A 7→ kA to consider S1 as a subset of L1(T2, 1
(2π)2

d(ψ, ψ1)).

For better distinction, we denote the L1-norm as ‖ ‖L1 , ‖ ‖1 shall refer (as before)

to the S1-norm. Using the formula of Lemma3 we define θ(a1, a2)(ρ) for arbitrary

measurable functions a1, a2 on T2 (thus θ(kA1, kA2)(ρ) = kθ(A1,A2)(ρ) ). Also the

operators Mn (n ∈ Z) extend to measurable functions on T2, giving isometrical

isomorphisms of L1(T2). As above, they extend further to L1(T2)-valued vector

fields.

Lemma 4. (a) ‖kA‖L1 ≤ ‖A‖1

(b) ‖θ(kA1 , kA2)(ρ)‖L1 ≤ 2 ‖A1‖1 ‖A2‖1

(c) ‖θ(a1, a2)(ρ)‖L1 ≤ 2 ‖a1‖L∞‖a2‖L1

(d) ‖θ(a1, a2)(ρ)‖L∞ ≤ 2 ‖a1‖L∞‖a2‖L∞ .
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Note also that L∞(T2) ∩ S1 is dense in S1(H) for the S1-norm, S1 is dense in

L1(T2) for the L1-norm.

Proof. For (a): ‖kA‖L1 ≤ ‖kA‖L2 = ‖A‖2 ≤ ‖A‖1 . For (b) use Lemma3 and the

Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. (c),(d) are easy too. �

For a weight function w on ]0,∞[ (i.e. w : ]0,∞[→ [0,∞[ is a measurable function;

it will be specified later, see Proposition 3 and the Remark (a) below), let

W = L1
(
]0,∞[ , w(ρ) dρ , L1(T2,

1

(2π)2
d(ψ, ψ1) )

)

be the L1(T2)-valued weighted L1-space on ]0,∞[. It consists of (equivalence

classes of) Bochner-measurable functions t = (tρ) with tρ ∈ L1(T2) and ‖t‖W =∫∞

0
‖tρ‖L1 w(ρ) dρ <∞ .

W0 shall consist of the (classes of) bounded, measurable, L∞-valued and boundedly

supported functions (i.e., tρ ∈ L∞(T2), supρ ‖tρ‖L∞ < ∞ and there exists b > 0

such that tρ = 0 for ρ > b ; in analogy to [T1]Ch.IV,Def. 7.7 we do not require

that the range of t is a.e. separable for the norm topology of L∞).

W shall consist of the (classes of) Bochner-measurable functions t = (tρ) with

tρ ∈ L1(T2) and
∫ b
0
‖tρ‖L1 ρ dρ <∞ for each b > 0 .

Lemma 5. We have W0 , B
⊕
1 (M̂(2), ν) ⊆ W .

W0 ∩ B⊕
1 is dense in B⊕

1 (for the B⊕
1 -norm).

If w(ρ) ≤ ρ for all ρ > 0 , then W0 , B
⊕
1 ⊆ W , both are dense (for the W-norm).

If ρ
w(ρ)

is bounded on ]0, b] for each b > 0 , then W ⊆ W .

Proof. Considering S1 as a subset of L1(T2, 1
(2π)2

d(ψ, ψ1)) defines (using Lemma

4(a)) a contractive embedding of B⊕
1 (M̂(2), ν) into L1(]0,∞[, ν, L1(T2)) and we will

identify now B⊕
1 with this subspace of L1-valued functions. The other properties

use standard estimates and approximation techniques (see also the comment after

Lemma4). �

Lemma 6. Let f, g : ]0,∞[→ [0,∞[ be measurable functions such that f(ρ) = 0 for

ρ > b. Then for all ρ > 0∫∫
Dρ
f(ρ1) g(ρ2)K(ρ1, ρ2, ρ) ρ1ρ2 d(ρ1, ρ2) ≤ supρ1 f(ρ1)

∫ ρ+b
max(ρ−b,0)

g(ρ2)ρ2 dρ2 .

Proof. See Proposition 2 for the definition of Dρ . This is a special case (called

”straightforward” in [BH] p. 27) of convolvability in the Bessel-Kingman hyper-

group. More explicitely, one uses that (for fixed ρ, ρ2) ρ1 7→ K(ρ1, ρ2, ρ) ρ1 is a
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probability distribution concentrated on ] |ρ − ρ2| , ρ + ρ2[ and if f vanishes out-

side ]0, b] , then the domain of integration in the left integral can be restricted to

max(ρ− b, 0) < ρ2 < ρ+ b . �

Lemma6 and Lemma4(c) imply that if s ∈ W0 , t ∈ W , then (s♯t)ρ can be defined

for each ρ > 0 by an integral as in Cor. 3 to Prop. 2, giving a measurable function

s♯t : ]0,∞[→ L1(T2) . This extends the dual convolution of B⊕
1 .

Lemma 7. (a) For s ∈ W0 , t ∈ W , we have s♯t ∈ W . If sρ = 0 for ρ > b we

have ‖(s♯t)ρ‖L1 ≤ 2 supρ1‖sρ1‖L∞

∫ ρ+b
0

‖tρ2‖L1 ρ2 dρ2 for each ρ > 0 .

(b) For s, t ∈ W0 , we have s♯t ∈ W0 .

(c) For s(1), s(2) ∈ W0 ∩ B⊕
1 , t ∈ W , we have (s(1)♯s(2)) ♯ t = s(1)♯ (s(2)♯ t) .

(d) For n ∈ Z , t ∈ W we have Mn(t) ∈ W , W0,W are Mn-invariant subspaces,

‖Mn(t)‖W = ‖t‖W , for s ∈ W0 s ♯Mn(t) = Mn(s♯t) .

Proof. (a) follows from Lemma6 and Lemma4(c). Similarly, Lemma4(d) is used

for (b). We know that (c) holds for t ∈ B⊕
1 . By (b) there exists b > 0 such

that s
(1)
ρ , s

(2)
ρ , (s(1)♯s(2))ρ = 0 for ρ > b. Consider on W the seminorms ‖t‖b′ =∫ b′

0
‖tρ2‖L1 ρ2 dρ2 . If ρ > 0 is fixed, b′ ≥ ρ+ b, it follows from (a) that t 7→ (s(2)♯ t)ρ

is continuous for ‖ ‖b′ . Then for each b′ > 0, we get that t 7→ s(2)♯ t is a continuous

mapping (W , ‖ ‖b′+b) → (W , ‖ ‖b′). As in Lemma5, B⊕
1 is dense in (W , ‖ ‖b′) for

each b′ > 0. It follows by approximation that (c) holds pointwise (for each ρ > 0)

for general t ∈ W .

The last statement of (d) follows from the Corollary to Lemma3, the others are

easy. �

From now we assume that w(ρ) ≤ ρ for all ρ > 0 and that ρ
w(ρ)

is bounded on ]0, b]

for each b > 0 (see Lemma5). We define

W = {t ∈ W : s♯t ∈ W for all s ∈ W0 ∩ B⊕
1 and there exists c ≥ 0

such that ‖s♯t‖W ≤ c ‖s‖B⊕
1
for all s ∈ W0 ∩ B⊕

1 } and

‖t‖W = sup {‖αt + s♯t‖W : α ≥ 0, s ∈ W0 ∩ B⊕
1 , α + ‖s‖B⊕

1
≤ 1} (see also

Remark (c) below).

Lemma 8. Dual convolution ♯ extends to an action of B⊕
1 (M̂(2)) on W . W is a

Banach B⊕
1 -module and Mn-invariant, ‖Mn(t)‖W = ‖t‖W (n ∈ Z, t ∈ W) .

Proof. It follows immediately from the definition that W is a subspace of W , ‖ ‖W

a norm, ‖t‖W ≤ ‖t‖W , ‖s♯t‖W ≤ ‖s‖B⊕
1
‖t‖W for s ∈ W0 ∩ B⊕

1 , t ∈ W . Let

(t(n)) be a sequence in W with ‖t(n)‖W ≤ 1 for all n and converging in W , t(0) =
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W- limn→∞ t(n) . Let s ∈ W0 ∩ B⊕
1 , b

′ > 0 be fixed. It follows from Lemma7(a)

(use that ρ
w(ρ)

is bounded on bounded intervals) that there exists c > 0 (depending

only on s, b′, w) such that
∫ b′
0
‖(s♯t)ρ‖L1 w(ρ) dρ ≤ c ‖t‖W for all t ∈ W . This gives∫ b′

0
‖( s♯(t(n) − t(0)) )ρ‖L1 w(ρ) dρ → 0 for n → ∞ , hence

∫ b′
0
‖(s♯t(0))ρ‖L1 w(ρ) dρ

≤ ‖s‖B⊕
1
. It follows that ‖s♯t(0)‖W ≤ ‖s‖B⊕

1
for all s ∈ W0 ∩B⊕

1 , thus t
(0) ∈ W . If,

in addition, (t(n)) is a Cauchy sequence in W , we get similarly that t(n) → t(0) in

W , hence W is complete.

It follows easily from Lemma7(c) that s♯t ∈ W for s ∈ W0 ∩ B⊕
1 , t ∈ W and

‖s♯t‖W ≤ ‖s‖B⊕
1
‖t‖W . By density (Lemma5) ♯ extends to s ∈ B⊕

1 and W becomes

a Banach B⊕
1 -module. Concerning Mn the properties follow from Lemma7(d). �

W is the maximal B⊕
1 -submodule of W (for ♯). By Lemma5, B⊕

1 ⊆ W but the

abstract definition does not give more information about the size of W (which

depends also on w).

Proposition 3. For w(ρ) =
ρ

1 + ρ2
, we have L1(]0,∞[, dρ,S1(H)) ⊆ W .

Since D̂ = (πρ(D)) maps B⊕
1 (M̂(2), ν) to L1(]0,∞[, dρ,S1(H)), we have found the

desired B⊕
1 -module containing the image of the derivation. This will finish our

proof that A(M(2)) is not weakly amenable.

Proof. By direct evaluation,

∫ ρ1+ρ2

|ρ1−ρ2|

K(ρ1, ρ2, ρ)w(ρ) dρ = 1
π

∫ π

0

1

1 + ρ2
dµ =

1√
(1 + (ρ1 − ρ2)2)(1 + (ρ1 + ρ2)2)

≤
1

ρ2
. Since

‖(s♯t)ρ‖L1 ≤
∫∫

Dρ

1
2
‖θ(sρ1, tρ2)(ρ)‖L1 K(ρ1, ρ2, ρ) ρ1ρ2 d(ρ1, ρ2)

≤
∫∫

Dρ
‖sρ1‖1 ‖tρ2‖1K(ρ1, ρ2, ρ) ρ1ρ2 d(ρ1, ρ2), this gives

∫∞

0
‖(s♯t)ρ‖L1w(ρ) dρ ≤

∫∞

0

∫∞

0
‖sρ1‖1 ‖tρ2‖1 ρ1 d(ρ1, ρ2) ≤ ‖s‖B⊕

1

∫∞

0
‖tρ2‖1 dρ2 . �

Remarks. (a) By additional estimates, one can show that more generally the con-

clusion of Proposition 3 holds for a (positive, measurable) weight function w on

]0,∞[ , if w is bounded and
∫∞

0
w(ρ)
ρ

dρ < ∞ . These conditions are necessary as

well. For the extension of ♯ we needed that ρ
w(ρ)

is bounded on every bounded

interval ]0, b], b > 0. If one wants that B⊕
1 ⊆ W , then w(ρ)

ρ
should be bounded (on

]0,∞[) as well.

(b) Further derivations B⊕
1 → W are obtained if the distribution d is defined using

some other direction from the normal subgroup R2. But, again this does not work

if d involves a direction from the non-normal factor.
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(c) We used the unitization of B⊕
1 to define the norm onW . One can show (using an

appropriate approximate unit for B⊕
1 ) that it is also given by ‖t‖W = sup {‖s♯t‖W :

s ∈ W0 ∩ B⊕
1 , ‖s‖B⊕

1
≤ 1} .

Example. We consider the trigonometric basis χn(ψ) = einψ (n ∈ Z) of H . For

m,n ∈ Z there are one dimensional operators A(m,n)h = (h|χn)χm (h ∈ H). Then

A(m,n) ∈ S1(H) with kA(m,n)
(ψ, ψ1) = χm(ψ)χn(ψ1) . For the corresponding coeffi-

cients u(x) = tr(A(m,n) πρ(x)
∗) (x ∈ M(2)) one gets u(αxα′) = u(x)χm(α)χn(α

′)

for α, α′ ∈ T and u(v) = ei(m−n)φJn−m(ρr) for v = r
(
cosφ
sinφ

)
∈ R2 where Jn−m denotes

the classical (J-) Bessel functions (see also [Va] p. 206 (9) ). Then Lemma3 implies

θ0(A(m1,n1), A(m2,n2), ρ1, ρ2)(µ) = kA(m1,n1)
(ϕ, ϕ) kA(m2,n2)

(µ−ϕ, µ−ϕ)A(m1+m2,n1+n2)

and θ(. . . )(µ) = 2ℜ
(
kA(m1,n1)

(ϕ, ϕ) kA(m2,n2)
(µ − ϕ, µ − ϕ)

)
A(m1+m2,n1+n2) (this is

an example where θ(A1, A2)(µ) is one dimensional). Form1 = m2 = 0 , n = n1+n2

one gets from Cor. 2 to Prop. 2 the multiplication formula

Jn−n2(ρ1r)Jn2(ρ2r) =
2

π

∫ ρ1+ρ2

|ρ1−ρ2|

cos(nϕ− n2µ) ρ Jn(ρr)√
4ρ21ρ

2
2 − (ρ2 − ρ21 − ρ22)

2
dρ

for r, ρ1, ρ2 > 0 , n, n2 ∈ Z with µ = arccos(
ρ2−ρ21−ρ

2
2

2ρ1ρ2
) , ϕ = arccos(ρ1+ρ2 cosµ

ρ
)

(taking the principal branches of arccos , i.e. µ, ϕ ∈ [0, π]; in fact the formula

extends to r ∈ R ). Observe that there is an error in [Va], the corresponding

formula (3) in [Va] p. 210 is not correct for all m,n .

For mj = nj = 0 (this corresponds to the “radial” part of A(M(2)) , B(M(2)), i.e.

thefunctions that are both left and right T-periodic) one gets the multiplication of

the Bessel-Kingman hypergroup, [BH] p. 235 with α = 0.

8. The groups M(2)K and M̃(2)

M̃(2) is covered by [LLSS]Th. 1.6 (using spectral synthesis). M(2)K was the

main open case for our Theorem (see [LLSS]Ex. 3.4).

We take up the notations of Section 2,M(2)K = R2⋊K , K is a non-trivial compact

group and we have given a continuous homomorphism ϕ0: R → K with dense image,

K is written additively and there exists a proper closed subgroup K0 of K such that

ϕ0(2πZ) = K0∩ϕ0(R) . Then K/K0
∼= T (= R/2πZ) giving a continuous surjective

homomorphism αK : K → T with kerαK = K0 , αK ◦ϕ0 is the canonical projection

R → T . The action of K on R2 is given by k ◦ v = AαK(k)v (k ∈ K , v ∈ R2),

using the rotations Aα from Section 7. Then αK extends to a continuous surjective

homomorphism M(2)K → M(2) , again denoted by αK , with kerαK = K0 . For
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Haar measure we take
1

2π
dv dk (with normalized Haar measure on K ). HK is

unimodular. As in Section 6, the dual group Γ = K̂ is considered as a subgroup

of R in such a way that for t ∈ Γ the corresponding character χt of K satisfies

χt(ϕ0(z)) = eitz for z ∈ R (see Rem. (b) in Section 2 and Rem. (c) in AppendixA).

Under this identification K⊥
0 = Z (hence Z ⊆ Γ). Conversely, for any subgroup

Γ of R with Γ ⊃ Z , K = Γ̂ gives a compact group satifying the conditions above

(with ϕ0 the dual of the inclusion Γ → R , i.e. restricting the characters of R to Γ ;

K0 = Z⊥; αK : restricting the characters of Γ to Z ).

M̃(2) = R2 ⋊ R (universal covering group of M(2)). For Haar measure we take
1

(2π)2
dv dα (now α ∈ R). M̃(2) is unimodular. ϕ0: R → K extends to a continuous

homomorphism ϕ : M̃(2) → M(2)K with dense image. In particular for K =

T = R/2πZ (ϕ0 the quotient mapping), ϕ1 : M̃(2) → M(2) gives the covering

homomorphism, for general K ϕ1 = αK ◦ ϕ . The representations πρ of M(2)

(Section 7) lift to M̃(2) and M(2)K , we denote these again by πρ (ρ > 0). R2 is

the commutator subgroup of M̃(2) , hence the one dimensional representations of

M̃(2) are given by the characters {χt : t ∈ R} of R ∼= M̃(2)/R2. 2πZ (⊆ R) is

the centre of M̃(2) . If π is an irreducible representation of M̃(2) its restriction to

2πZ is given by a character which extends to a character χt of R (for some t ∈ R).

Then χt ⊗ π is trivial on 2πZ , hence it induces an irreducible representation of

M(2) ∼= M̃(2)/(2πZ). If π is infinite dimensional, it follows that χt ⊗ π ≃ πρ ,

hence π ≃ χt ⊗ πρ for some ρ > 0 . Put R = [0, 1[ . χt and χt+n (n ∈ Z)

coincide on 2πZ , hence we may choose t ∈ R . We put ρ = (t, ρ) and use the

notation πρ = χt⊗πρ (considered again as a representation on H , see the proof of

Proposition 2). It is not hard to see that for ρ 6= ρ′ ∈ R×]0,∞[ the representations

πρ, πρ′ are not equivalent. Thus we get

(
M̃(2)

)̂
= {χt : t ∈ R} ∪ {χt ⊗ πρ : 0 ≤ t < 1, ρ > 0}

(as a complete set of representatives; one might get this also from Mackey’s theory).

One can show that {πρ} is open and (taking on R the quotient topology from

R/Z) it carries the product topology of R×]0,∞[ . On {χt} one gets the standard

topology of R , {χt ⊗ πρ} = {χt ⊗ πρ} ∪ {χt+n : n ∈ Z} for each ρ > 0 , t ∈ R .

For M(2)K the centre is K0 . Let RΓ be a set of representatives for the cosets in

Γ/Z (e.g. RΓ = Γ ∩ [0, 1[). Then a similar argument as above gives

(M(2)K)̂= {χt : t ∈ Γ} ∪ {χt ⊗ πρ : t ∈ RΓ , ρ > 0}
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On the open subset {πρ} one has the product topology of RΓ×]0,∞[ (taking the

discrete topology on RΓ) and on {χt} the discrete topology. The closure {χt ⊗ πρ}

is as above.

Lemma 9. (a) Using Haar measure and parametrization as above, the Plancherel

measure ν of M̃(2) is concentrated on {χt ⊗ πρ : 0 ≤ t < 1, ρ > 0}. It is the

product of standard Lebesgue measure on [0, 1[ and dν = ρ dρ on ]0,∞[ .

(b) Plancherel measure ν of M(2)K is concentrated on {χt ⊗ πρ : t ∈ RΓ , ρ > 0}.

It is the product of counting measure on RΓ and dν = ρ dρ on ]0,∞[ .

If K is not metrizable (equivalently, if Γ is uncountable) (b) gives again an example

of the Plancherel theorem for a group that is non-compact, σ-compact, but not

second countable (see also Rem. (d) in AppendixB).

Proof. Again, this follows by direct computations (compare Lemma2), using the

Plancherel theorem for R2,R and K . �

The distribution d and the corresponding derivation D can be defined as in Sec-

tion 7. M̃(2) is a Lie group, d and D are defined on C1(M̃(2)). For M(2)K we

can use approximation by Lie groups as in Section 6, d and D are defined on⋃
{C1(M(2)K/K1)} ranging over the closed subgroups K1 of K0 such that K0/K1 is

Lie (equivalently, K⊥
1 is finitely generated and K⊥

1 ⊇ Z). We have χt(d) = 0 and

for ρ = (t, ρ) this gives πρ(d) = πρ(d) where again (πρ(d)g)(ψ) = −iρ cos(ψ) g(ψ)

(for g ∈ H = L2(R, 1
2π
dψ) ). In both cases D does not produce a bounded map-

ping A → VN . We will next investigate the dual convolution and then use the

construction for M(2) to find a suitable B⊕
1 -module W .

First, we consider now M(2)K . We assume that RΓ = Γ ∩ [0, 1[ . We start

with the decomposition of tensor products making a similar procedure as in Sec-

tion 7. For t ∈ R , [t] denotes the integer part, {t} the fractional part. For ρj =

(tj , ρj) ∈ RΓ×]0,∞[ (j = 1, 2) we define (Wρ1,ρ2
f)(µ) = M−[t1+t2] ◦ ((Wρ1,ρ2f)(µ))

(Wρ1,ρ2
: H⊗2H → L2(T, 1

2π
dµ,H) ). With the notations made before Proposition 2

we get

Proposition 4. For ρj = (tj , ρj) ∈ RΓ×]0,∞[ (j = 1, 2), x ∈M(2)K , we have

Wρ1,ρ2
◦ (πρ1

⊗ πρ2
)(x) ◦W ∗

ρ1,ρ2
=

∫ ⊕

T

π({t1+t2},ρ)(x) dµ .

Proof. Remembering our identifications, we have (πρ1
⊗ πρ2

)(x) = χt1+t2(x)

(πρ1 ⊗ πρ2)(x) . Using t = [t] + {t} , the result can be obtained from Proposi-

tion 2. �
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We put θ0(A1, A2,ρ1,ρ2) = prS(Wρ1,ρ2
◦ (A1 ⊗ A2) ◦W

∗
ρ1,ρ2

) and θ(A1, A2)(ρ) =

θ0(A1, A2)(µ) + θ0(A1, A2)(2π − µ) (A1, A2 ∈ S1(H) ).

Corollary 1. For A1, A2 ∈ S1(H), ρj = (tj, ρj) ∈ RΓ×]0,∞[ consider coeffi-

cients uj(x) = tr(Aj πρj
(x)∗) (j = 1, 2, x ∈ M(2)K). Then θ(A1, A2,ρ1,ρ2) =

M−[t1+t2](θ(A1, A2, ρ1, ρ2)) ∈ L1( [|ρ1 − ρ2|, ρ1 + ρ2] ,
1
2
K(ρ1, ρ2, ρ) ρ dρ ,S

1(H) )

and

u1(x) u2(x) =

∫ ρ1+ρ2

|ρ1−ρ2|

1

2
tr
(
π({t1+t2},ρ)(x)

∗ θ(A1, A2)(ρ)
)
K(ρ1, ρ2, ρ) dν(ρ) .

In particular, πρ1
⊗ πρ2

≃ 2
∫ ρ1+ρ2
|ρ1−ρ2|

π({t1+t2},ρ) dρ . Similarly, there is an analogue

of Corollary 1 to Proposition 2 in terms of θ0 .

Proof. An expression for θ0 and then for θ can be obtained as in Lemma3. For the

product formula compare the Corollaries 1,2 to Proposition 2, using now Proposi-

tion 4. �

For an operator field T = (Tρ) ∈ B⊕
1 ((M(2)K) ,̂ν) and t ∈ RΓ we put T (t) =

(T(t,ρ))ρ>0 . Then T (t) ∈ B⊕
1 (M̂(2), ν) and ‖T‖B⊕

1
=

∑
t∈RΓ

‖T (t)‖B⊕
1
. Thus we get

an isomorphism B⊕
1 ((M(2)K) ,̂ν) ∼= l1(RΓ ,B

⊕
1 (M̂(2), ν) ).

Corollary 2. For S, T ∈ B⊕
1 ((M(2)K) ,̂ν), t ∈ RΓ , we have

(S♯T )(t) =
∑

t1∈RΓ

M[t−t1](S
(t1)♯T ({t−t1}))

Thus one gets a sort of twisted convolution.

Proof. This follows from Corollary 3 to Proposition 2 and Corollary 1 above. �

Let W(M(2)) be the Banach module defined before Lemma8 with w as in Propo-

sition 3 (see also Remark (a) in Section;7). We consider now

W = l1(RΓ ,W(M(2)) ) = {(w(t)) : w(t) ∈ W(M(2)),
∑

t∈RΓ

‖w(t)‖W <∞} .

Proposition 5. We have B⊕
1 ((M(2)K) ,̂ν) ⊆ W and l1(RΓ , L

1(]0,∞[ , dρ ,

S1(H)) ) ⊆ W . Dual convolution extends to an action of B⊕
1 on W . W is a Banach

B⊕
1 -module.

This finishes our proof that A(M(2)K) is not weakly amenable.

Proof. This follows from the properties of W(M(2)) obtained in Lemma8, Propo-

sition 3 and Lemma5, and using Corollary 2 above and Lemma7 (d) to get the

extension of ♯ . �
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The construction works quite similarly for M̃(2) . With R = [0, 1[ , Proposition 4

holds in the same way for ρj ∈ R×]0,∞[ , x ∈ M̃(2) and also Corollary 1. As

above, B⊕
1 (

(
M̃(2)

)
,̂ν) ∼= L1([0, 1[, dt,B⊕

1 (M̂(2), ν) ) by transforming operator

fields. Similarly, in Corollary 2 one gets (S♯T )(t) =
∫
R
M[t−t1](S

(t1)♯T ({t−t1})) dt1 .

Finally, one can take W = L1(R , dt,W(M(2)) ) .

Remarks. The formulas given above depend on the choice of RΓ . If RΓ (⊆ Γ) is

an arbitrary set of representatives for Γ/Z there is a section σ : Γ → RΓ and a

corresonding cocycle n(t1, t2) = σ(t1)+σ(t2)−σ(t1+ t2) (∈ Z for t1, t2 ∈ Γ). Then

in the definition ofWρ1,ρ2
one has to replace [t1+t2] by n(t1, t2) and in Proposition 4

replace {t1 + t2} by σ(t1 + t2), the same in Corollary 1. In Corollary 2 one replaces

{t− t1} by σ(t− t1) and [t− t1] by −n(t1, t− t1).

9. The Grélaud groups Ga

They were treated in [LLSS] sec. 2.3, using spectral synthesis. We present also

(slightly more briefly) our method for this case.

We use the complex presentation Ga = C ⋊ R with the action t ◦ z = ewtz

(t ∈ R, z ∈ C), putting w = a + i for a 6= 0 . It is not hard to see that G−a
∼= Ga

hence we will always assume that a > 0 (similarly for the version used in [FL] 4.4,

G−a
∼= Gθ with θ = − 1

a
). Using the homeomorphism with C×R given by (z, t) 7→ zt

we take for (left) Haar measure e−2atdz dt . Ga is not unimodular, ∆(zt) = e−2at.

The irreducible representations can again be obtained by Mackey’s theory. We take

here H = L2(R) (as in Section 5). For real b 6= 0 an irreducible representation πb is

defined for f ∈ H by (πb(z)f)(ψ) = exp (ibℜ(e−wψz))f(ψ) , (πb(t)f)(ψ) = f(ψ−t)

(ℜ denoting the real part; in the notaion of [FL] this corresonds to πµ with µ = −b).

For t = 2π ∈ R , πb(t)πb(x)πb(−t) = πbe2πa(x) (x ∈ Ga) gives πb ≃ πb e2πa and

for t = π , πb(t)πb(x)πb(−t) = π−beπa(x) implies πb ≃ π−b eπa . It follows that one

can restrict to b ∈ [1, e2πa[ and in this domain one can show that the representa-

tions are pairwise non-equivalent, they exhaust (up to equivalence) all the infinite

dimensional irreducible representations of Ga . {πb : b ∈ [1, e2πa[ } defines an open,

compact (but non-closed) subset of Ĝa (again, the complement consists of the one

dimensional representations, they are given by R̂ ). It carries the quotient topology

of [1, e2πa] , obtained by identifying the end points. Formulas for closures are as in

Section 7.

Ga is type I, Plancherel measure is concentrated on {πb : b ∈ [1, e2πa[ }. Put

(Kf)(ψ) = e−2aψf(ψ) (densely defined on {f ∈ H : Kf ∈ H} ). K is positive
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definite, self-adjoint and satisfies the semi-invariance relations for all πb . Hence it

gives Duflo–Moore operators (independent of b , see AppendixB). The correspond-

ing Plancherel measure is given by dν = 1
(2π)2

b db (that can again be verified by

direct calculation). Thus FA(f) = ([πb(f)K]) ([·] denoting now the closure of the

operator), B⊕
1 (Ĝa, ν) ∼= L1([1, e2πa[, 1

(2π)2
b db,S1(H)), general elements of B⊕

1 (Ĝa, ν)

will be denoted as T = (Tb)1≤b<e2πa .

As before, we consider distributions defined using directional derivatives from the

normal subgroup C . For example, writing z = x+ iy , put d = limx→0
1
x
(δ−x − δ0)

and D(f) = f ⋆ d , defined on C1(Ga). Put D̂b = πb(d) and for T = (Tb) , D̂(T ) =

([TbD̂b]). Then (D̂bg)(ψ) = −ibe−aψ cos(ψ) g(ψ) (for appropriate g ∈ H) and

FA(D(f)) = D̂(FA(f)) for f ∈ A(Ga) ∩ C1(Ga) with D(f) ∈ A(Ga) . One can

check that {([TbD̂bK
−1]) : T = (Tb) ∈ B⊕

1 } is not contained in L∞(Ĝa, ν,B(H)) ,

hence D does not produce a bounded mapping A(Ga) → VN (Ga) .

For the decomposition of tensor products, we proceed similarly as in Section 7.

H⊗2H is identified with L2(R2). For f ∈ H⊗2H define (Wf)(µ)(ψ) = f(ψ, ψ+µ)

giving an isometric isomorphism W : H⊗H → L2(R,H) . For ϕ ∈ R , g ∈ H , we

define (Uϕg)(ψ) = g(ψ − ϕ), giving a unitary operator on H , depending strongly

continuously on ϕ . Fix now b1, b2 6= 0 and for µ ∈ R put b1 + b2 e
−wµ = r e−iϕ (po-

lar coordinates) and b = r eaϕ, defining functions r = r(b1, b2, µ), ϕ = ϕ(b1, b2, µ)

(see below) and b = b(b1, b2, µ) . Finally, we define (Wb1,b2f)(µ) = Uϕ((Wf)(µ))

(f ∈ H⊗2 H), giving again an isometric isomorphism Wb1,b2 : H⊗2 H → L2(R,H),

(b1, b2) 7→ Wb1,b2 is strongly continuous. As an analogue of Proposition 2 one gets

Wb1,b2 ◦ (πb1 ⊗ πb2)(x) ◦ W
∗
b1,b2

=
∫ ⊕

R
πb(x) dµ for x ∈ Ga . prS : S1(L2(R,H)) →

L1(R,S1(H)) shall be dual to the embedding of the subalgebra L∞(R)⊗B(H) into

B(L2(R,H)) and for A1, A2 ∈ S1(H) we define again θ0(A1, A2) = prS(Wb1,b2 ◦

(A1 ⊗A2) ◦W
∗
b1,b2

) (∈ L1(R,S1(H) ). Then for uj(x) = tr(Aj πbj (x)
∗) (j = 1, 2,

x ∈ Ga) it results as in Corollary 1 to Proposition 2 that u1(x) u2(x) =∫
R
tr
(
πb(x)

∗ θ0(A1, A2)(µ)
)
dµ .

The definition of the function b(µ) and the operators Wb1,b2,θ0 depends on the

choice of ϕ . If ϕ is replaced by ϕ + 2π , then b transforms to b e2πa and simi-

larly for Wb1,b2, θ0 . The expression for u1(x) u2(x) above is valid for any measur-

able choice of ϕ(µ) . We will now assume that ϕ is chosen so that b ∈ [1, e2πa[

holds. This determines ϕ uniquely for all µ where r 6= 0 . For fixed b1, b2 ,

r(b1, b2, µ) = 0 can happen just for one µ (see Remark (b)). We define now

θ(A1, A2)(b) = (2π)2

b

∑
b(µ)=b θ0(A1, A2)(µ) |

db
dµ
(µ)|−1 . This gives u1(x) u2(x) =



WEAK AMENABILITY 26

∫ e2πa

1
tr
(
πb(x)

∗ θ(A1, A2)(b)
)
dν(b) . Finally, it follows as in Corollary 3 of Proposi-

tion 2 that for S = (Sb), T = (Tb) ∈ B⊕
1 (Ĝa, ν), we have

(S♯T )b =

∫∫
θ(Sb1 , Tb2)(b) dν(b1) dν(b2) a.e.

As in Lemma3 there is an expression in terms of integration kernels, for µ ∈ R one

has kθ0(A1,A2)(µ)(ψ, ψ1) = kA1(ψ−ϕ , ψ1−ϕ)kA2(ψ−ϕ+µ , ψ1−ϕ+µ) . It allows ex-

tensions of θ0 , θ and ♯ . For a Borel measurable function a0 : R
2 → C and ξ1, ξ2 ∈ R

we put ‖a0‖L1,ξ1,ξ2 =
∫ ξ1+1

ξ1

∫∞

0
| a0(ξ + t, ξ2 + t)| dt dξ . We consider now measurable

fields t = (tb)1≤b<e2πa of functions, i.e. (b, ψ, ψ1) → tb(ψ, ψ1) shall be Borel mea-

surable and use W = {t :
∫
‖tb‖L1,ξ1,ξ2db <∞ for all ξ1, ξ2 ∈ R} (identifying fields

which coincide a.e.), W0 = {t : supb‖tb‖∞ < ∞ and there exists a compact set

C ⊆ R2 such that for all b tb(ψ, ψ1) = 0 holds when (ψ, ψ1) /∈ C}. Then, using

the formula above, s♯t can be defined for s ∈ W0 , t ∈ W . The case b2 = e±πab1

causes some technical complications, it is not always true that s1♯s2 ∈ W0 for

s1, s2 ∈ W0 .

Finally, we consider W = {t : supξ1,ξ2
1

1+e−ξ2

∫
‖tb‖L1,ξ1,ξ2db < ∞} . Clearly

W ⊆ W and one can define now W as in Section 7. Similarly as in Lemma8,

dual convolution ♯ extends to an action of B⊕
1 (Ĝa) on W , making W a Banach

B⊕
1 -module. One can show that {T :

∫
‖ [TbK

1
2 ] ‖1 dν(b) < ∞} ⊆ W hence

D̂(B⊕
1 ) ⊆ W finishing our proof for A(Ga) .

Remarks. (a) It follows from the arguments above that πb1 ⊗πb2 ≃
∫ e2πa

1
n(b) πb db

for some multiplicities n(b, b1, b2) ∈ N0 ∪ {∞} . The behaviour of n(b) depends on

the relative sizes of a, b1, b2 . For b2 6= e±πab1 , 1 ≤ b1, b2 ≤ e2πa one has that n(b) is

finite for all b 6= b1, b2 , but n(b) → ∞ when b→ b1 or b→ b2 (and n(b) is bounded

on every closed interval not containing b1, b2). In the exceptional cases b2 = e±πab1

one gets n(b) = ∞ for all b .

(b) Geometrically, β(µ) = b1 + b2 e
−wµ describes a logarithmic spiral. For 1 ≤

b1, b2 ≤ e2πa, β(µ) = 0 (equivalently r(µ) = 0) happens only for b2 = e±πab1 ,

and for b2 = eπab1 it happens only for µ = π . With some computations one can

show that db
dµ

= −ea(ϕ−µ)b1b2(a
2+1) sin(µ)

r
at every continuity point of ϕ . It follows

that b(µ) is monotonic on every subinterval of [kπ, (k + 1)π] where ϕ is chosen as

a continuous function of µ (k ∈ Z). This justifies also our definition of θ above (in

particular that θ(A1, A2)(b) ∈ B⊕
1 (Ga) ), based on the coordinate transformation

b = b(µ) .

(c) Our representations πb are basically those of [FL] (more pecisely, πb ≃ πµ

with πµ as in [FL] p.108, µ = −b). Another version is given by (π′
α(z)f)(ψ) =
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exp (iℜ(e−wψzα))f(ψ) , (π′
α(t)f)(ψ) = f(ψ − t) where α ∈ C , |α| = 1 and as

before f ∈ H . Then π′
α ≃ πb with α = b−

i
a , b > 0. The family {π′

α : |α| = 1}

better reflects the periodicity in the infinite dimensional representations of Ga .

Appendix A. Connected dense subgroups

We elaborate (and slightly extend) results of Malcev, Goto, Poguntke.

Theorem A. Let G be a locally compact group, H a connected Lie group,

ϕ : H → G a continuous homomorphism such that kerϕ is discrete. Then there

exists a closed vector subgroup V of H (i.e. V ∼= Rn for some n ≥ 0) such that

ϕ(H) = ϕ(H) ϕ(V ) , ϕ(V ) is relatively compact in G , ϕ(V ) ∩ ϕ(H) = ϕ(V ) and

the image ιH(V ) of V in the group of inner automorphisms Int(H) is relatively

compact in Aut(H) . Furthermore, V ∩ kerϕ is trivial, V kerϕ closed.

ϕ(H) is a normal subgroup of ϕ(H) and there exists a continous homomorphism

α : ϕ(H) → Aut(H/ kerϕ) (necessarily unique) such that α ◦ϕ = ιH/ kerϕ ◦ π1 and

this lifts also to an action of ϕ(H) on H .

Writing ιx(y) = xyx−1 (x, y ∈ H) for inner automorphisms defines the homomor-

phism ιH : H → Int(H). π1: H → H/ kerϕ denotes the quotient map. We do not

exclude the case that ϕ(H) is closed. Then V must be trivial.

Proof. Clearly, we can assume that ϕ(H) = G . First, we consider the case where

G is a Lie group. We follow the method of [Po]. Put H1 = H/ kerϕ and let

ϕ1 : H1 → G be the induced homomorphism, π1 : H → H1 denotes the quotient

mapping. Thus ϕ = ϕ1 ◦ π1 and ϕ1 is injective. By [Po] Prop. 1.10 there exists

a vector subgroup V1 of H1 such that G = ϕ1(H1)ϕ1(V1) , ϕ1(V1) is relatively

compact in G and ϕ−1
1

(
ϕ1(V1)

)
= V1 (hence V1 is closed). Put V = π−1

1 (V )0

(identity component). π−1
1 (V ) is a Lie group, locally isomorphic to V (using that

kerϕ is discrete, see [Va] 2.6). It follows that π1(V ) = V1 , hence ϕ(V ) = ϕ1(V1)

and (V1 being simply connected) π1|V is an isomorphism. Consequently, V is a

vector subgroup of H , V ∩ kerϕ is trivial, V kerϕ = π−1
1 (V ) closed. ϕ(V ) is rela-

tively compact. ϕ−1
1

(
ϕ1(V1)

)
= V1 is equivalent to ϕ1(V1) ∩ ϕ1(H1) = ϕ1(V1) and

this is also equivalent to the corresponding property for V . ϕ1(H1) is normal in

G by [Po] 1.2. The construction of a homomorphism α : G → Int(H1) is explained

in [Po] p. 636 (using the notation Aϕ and AdH for our ιH). H and H1 are locally

isomorphic, hence as explained in [Po] p. 634, Int(H) and Int(H1) are both isomor-

phic to the same subgroup of automorphisms of the Lie algebra of H and it follows
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that α lifts to a homomorphism α+ : G → Int(H) with α+ ◦ ϕ = ιH , in particular

ιH(V ) = α+
(
ϕ(V )

)
is compact.

In the general case, G is a connected locally compact group, hence a projective

limit of Lie groups. Let K be a compact normal subgroup of G such that G/K is

a Lie group and the dimension of the Lie group D = ϕ−1(K) becomes minimal. If

D would be non–discrete, take x ∈ D0 \ kerϕ. Then ϕ(x) 6= e and there would

exist a compact normal subgroup K1 ⊆ K of G such that G/K1 is a Lie group

and ϕ(x) /∈ K1 . Then x /∈ ϕ−1(K1) contradicting the minimality condition for K .

Thus D must be discrete. Let πK : G → G/K be the quotient mapping and put

ϕK = πK ◦ ϕ . Then kerϕK = D and we can apply the special case to G/K ,ϕK .

Let V be a vector subgroup of H satisfying the properties of TheoremA for ϕK . As

mentioned above, this implies that ϕ−1
K (ϕK(V )) = V and then the same property

for ϕ follows easily. Compactness ofK implies that ϕ(V ) is relatively compact inG .

For T = ϕ(V )K we get that G = ϕ(H) T . Then by [Po] L. 1.1(ii), ϕ(ϕ−1(T )) =

T . We have πK(T ) ⊆ ϕK(V ) and this implies ϕ−1(T ) ⊆ ϕ−1
K

(
ϕK(V )

)
= V

hence T = ϕ(V ) . Let αK : G/K → Int(H/ kerϕK) be the homomorphism with

αK ◦ ϕK = ιH/ kerϕK
. Then α− = αK ◦ πK : G→ Int(H/ kerϕK) and as above this

lifts to α : G → Int(H/ kerϕ) and α+ : G → Int(H) with the required properties.

In particular ιH(V ) = α+
(
ϕ(V )

)
is compact. For y ∈ G , x ∈ H it follows by

approximation that y ϕ(x) y−1 = ϕ
(
α+(y)(x)

)
hence ϕ(H) is normal in G . �

Proposition 6. (a) Let H1 ,K be locally compact groups, V1 a closed subgroup

of H1 , ϕ0 : V1 → K , α0 : K → Aut(H1) continuous homomorphisms such that

α0 ◦ ϕ0 = ιH1 |V1 , K = ϕ0(V1) . Put D = {x−1ϕ0(x) : x ∈ V1} (in H1 ⋊
α0

K),

G1 = (H1 ⋊
α0

K)/D . Let π : H1 ⋊
α0

K → G1 be the quotient map, ϕ1 = π|H1.

Then ϕ1(V1) = π(K) ∼= K (topologically), ϕ1(H1) ∩ ϕ1(V1) = ϕ1(V1) = π(imϕ0),

ϕ1 : H1 → G1 , kerϕ1 = kerϕ0 , ϕ1(H1) = G1 = ϕ1(H1)ϕ1(V1) (“attaching K to

H1 along V1”).

(b) Conversely, assume H,ϕ, V, α are as in TheoremA with G = ϕ(H) , K =

ϕ(V ) . Put H1 = H/ kerϕ and let ϕ−: H1 → G be the induced homomorphism,

π1: H → H1 the quotient mapping, V1 = π1(V ), ϕ0 = ϕ−|V1 , α0 = α|K . Then

x k 7→ ϕ(x) k (x ∈ H1 , k ∈ K) induces a (topological) isomorphism of G1 =

(H1 ⋊
α0

K)/D and G . With ϕ+
1 = ϕ1 ◦ π1 : H → G1 it follows that (G,ϕ) and

(G1, ϕ
+
1 ) are equivalent in the sense corresponding to [Po]Def. 2.1.

If there exists a closed normal subgroup H2 of H1 such that H1 = H2 ⋊ V1 splits
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(equivalently, there exists a closed normal subgroup H+
2 of H such that H+

2 ⊇ kerϕ

and H = H+
2 ⋊ V splits), then G1

∼= H2 ⋊K (restricting the action α0 to H2).

As usual, we identify H,K with the corresponding subgroups of the semidirect

product.

Proof. Using density of ϕ0(V ) in K one can show that D is a normal subgroup

(if V1 is abelian then D is even central). The properties of G1 follow by routine

computations (see also [Po] p. 637f. for a related construction). In the situation

of TheoremA, H is connected, K compact and it follows that G1 is σ–compact.

By [HR]Th. 5.29 the isomorphism between G1 and G is also a homeomorphism. A

condition for the splitting case is [Po]Th. 1.12 and [Po] 1.12 an example of non–

splitting. �

Remarks. (a) A related result was shown in [G2]Th. 3 for the case where G is

an arbitrary Hausdorff topological group. But then ϕ(V ) need not be relatively

compact in G . [Po] gives a more direct argument for the case where G is a Lie

group and adds various refinements, using the notion (from [G2]) of a “generalized

maximal torus” in H . This can also be extended to the case of locally compact G ,

similarly as in the proof of TheoremA (but we do not need it for our applications

in Section 2).

(b) In [PW] extensions to [G2] are given for the case where H is locally compact

connected group. One can also extend most of TheoremA to the case where H,G

are locally compact groups, H connected, ϕ : H → G a continuous homomorphism

such that kerϕ is totally disconnected, except for the property ϕ(V ) ∩ ϕ(H) =

ϕ(V ) .

(c) For a connected Lie group H and a discrete central subgroup D1 put H1 =

H/D1 . Given a closed vector subgroup V1 of H1 such that ιH1(V1) is relatively

compact in Aut(H1) the possible choices of compact groups K and continuous

homomorphisms ϕ0: V1 → K , α0: K → Aut(H1) with K = ϕ0(V1) (hence K must

be abelian), α0 ◦ ϕ0 = ιH1 |V1 can be obtained by duality. Put Γ = K̂ , Γ0 =(
ιH(V1)

)̂ (dual groups), ι0 = ιH1 |V1 . The dual homomorphisms ϕ̂0 : Γ → V̂1 ,

ι̂0 : Γ0 → V̂1 (called the adjoint homomorphism in [HR] 24.37) must be injective

and satisfy ϕ̂0 ◦ α̂0 = ι̂0 . Hence, up to isomorphism, the discrete group K̂ must be

a subgroup (algebraically) of V̂1 (∼= Rn) containing ι̂0(Γ0). Conversely, for any such

subgroup K̂ of V̂1 (equipped with discrete topology), taking ϕ̂0 the inclusion, one

can apply PropositionA, producing a continuous homomorphism ϕ1 : H1 → G1

with ϕ1(H1) = G1 = ϕ1(H1)ϕ1(V1) , ϕ1(V1) ∼= K compact. Composition with
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the quotient mapping π1 : H → H1 gives ϕ = ϕ1 ◦ π1 : H → G1 . The maximal

case is Γ = V1 (discrete topology) giving K = b(V1) (Bohr compactification). By

[HR] 24.41, ϕ0 is injective iff K̂ is dense in V̂1 and then kerϕ = D1 giving (up

to isomorphism all) examples for TheoremA. If ϕ0 is not injective then kerϕ0

contributes to kerϕ and this does not fit with the setting of TheoremA (if kerϕ0 is

non–discrete one even gets cases where kerϕ is non–discrete, see also Remark (b)

in Section 2 on H = H).

It is easy to see that if V satisfies the properties of TheoremA, the same is true

for xV x−1, x ∈ H .

The saturation condition ϕ(V ) ∩ ϕ(H) = ϕ(V ) (going back to [Po]) is essential

for the representation in Proposition 6(b) as a quotient of a semidirect product.

Often there exist proper subgroups V0 of V with ϕ(V0) = ϕ(V ). For example, if

G is second countable there always exists a one dimensional subgroup with this

property ([G1] Prop. 12). But one cannot directly apply Proposition 6 with V0 .

The representation in [Po] p.637 (based on [Po]Th. 2.5) is closely related to our

Proposition 6(b), but in the notation of [Po] V may also contain a compact part.

As indicated in (b), for general locally compact connected groups H (e.g. when

H is not arcwise connected) there are examples where it is not possible to choose

V with the saturation condition. Then the classification of the extensions G gets

more involved.

Appendix B. Fourier transform, inversion and extensions

[KL] does not touch the topic of the non–commutative Fourier transform. We will

recall here some basic definitions and review the general background. See also [Fu]

for a slightly more detailed survey.

Let G be a locally compact group. We take a fixed (left) Haar measure, in integrals

we write simply dx etc. Lp(G) denotes the standard (complex) Lp–spaces, M(G)

the space of bounded complex Radon measures, convolution is denoted by ⋆ (see

[HR] for basic properties). Representations π of G will always be strongly contin-

uous and act unitarily on Hilbert spaces with inner product denoted by ( | ). The

extension to the algebra L1(G), π(f) =
∫
G
f(x)π(x)dx (f ∈ L1(G) ) is denoted by

the same letter, similarly for M(G). The Fourier–Stieltjes algebra B(G) consists

of all coefficient functions x 7→ (π(x)f |g) of all representations of G . The Fourier

algebra A(G) consists of the coefficients of the left (or right) regular representation

of G on L2(G) (see [E]). Both are Banach algebras under pointwise multiplication.

VN (G) denotes the von Neumann algebra on L2(G) generated by the left regular
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representation. It is isometrically isomorphic to the dual space A(G)′.

For H a Hilbert space, B(H) denotes the space of bounded linear operators, K(H)

the subspace of compact operators, S2(H) the Hilbert–Schmidt operators (with

norm ‖·‖2) and S1(H) the trace class (norm ‖·‖1).

Ĝ (the dual object of G) consists of the equivalence classes of irreducible represen-

tations of G , it has a topology and a Borel structure ([Di] Ch. 18). If G is type I

and second countable there exists a Plancherel measure on Ĝ which we denote

by ν . There exists a measurable selection of representatives from the equivalence

classes. We fix such a selection (defined up to a set of ν–measure 0) and will use

for simplicitly the same letter π for a representation on the space Hπ selected in

this way from the class π . This gives a (ν-)measurable field of Hilbert spaces (Hπ)

providing a decomposition of the left regular representation as a direct integral

of factorial representations, VN (G) ∼=
∫ ⊕

Ĝ
B(Hπ) dν(π) . Following [Fu] we will use

the abbrevation B⊕
1 (Ĝ, ν) for the space of measurable operator fields (Tπ) satisfying

Tπ ∈ S1(Hπ) ν-a.e. and ‖(Tπ)‖1 =
∫∞

0
‖Tπ‖1 dν(π) < ∞} (with the usual equiva-

lence classes with respect to ν ; in the notation of [T1] p. 285 this is
∫ ⊕

Ĝ
S1(Hπ) dν(π)

describing the predual of VN (G) ). Similarly B⊕
2 (Ĝ, ν) denotes the direct integral

of Hilbert spaces
∫ ⊕

Ĝ
S2(Hπ) dν(π) (i.e. ‖(Tπ)‖

2
2 =

∫
Ĝ
‖Tπ‖

2
2 dν(π) ).

When G is abelian, Ĝ coincides with the dual group of G , ν is a (suitably normal-

ized – see below) left Haar measure, B⊕
1 (Ĝ, ν) = L1(Ĝ, ν), B⊕

2 (Ĝ, ν) = L2(Ĝ, ν).

If G is a compact group, Ĝ is discrete, B⊕
1 (Ĝ, ν) is a weighted l1-sum, B⊕

2 (Ĝ, ν)

a weighted l2-sum. In the examples of the Sections 4,5,7, we have that Hπ = H

is a fixed Hilbert space for ν–almost all π . Then B⊕
1 (Ĝ, ν) = L1(Ĝ, ν,S1(H))

(Bochner integral for S1(H)–valued functions, [T1]Ch. IV, Sec. 7 uses the notation

L1
S1(H)(Ĝ, ν) ), B

⊕
2 (Ĝ, ν) = L2(Ĝ, ν,S2(H)). Similarly, VN (G) ∼= L∞(Ĝ, ν,B(H)) ∼=

L∞(Ĝ, ν)⊗B(H) when using a slightly weaker notion of measurability for B(H)-

valued functions ([T1]Ch.IV,Def. 7.7). A slightly different example is in Section 6.

For f ∈ L1(G) we write F(f) = (π(f)) for the (non–commutative) Fourier trans-

form of f (similarly for µ ∈ M(G) ). Let λ(f)(g) = f ⋆ g (g ∈ L2(G)) be the

left convolution operator on L2(G). Then λ defines an embedding of L1(G) to a

w*-dense subalgebra of VN (G) and F extends to a w*-continuous isomorphism of

von Neumann algebras VN (G) → L∞(Ĝ, ν) (again denoted by F).

Assume now that G is unimodular. Then the crucial property of the Plancherel

measure is that for f ∈ L1(G) ∩ L2(G) we have F(f) ∈ B⊕
2 (Ĝ, ν) and ‖f‖2 =

‖F(f)‖2 (and this determines ν uniquely when fixing a Haar measure on G).

F extends to an isometric isomorphism of Hilbert spaces L2(G) → B⊕
2 (Ĝ, ν) (again
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denoted by F ; [Fu]Th. 3.31 uses the notation P), it follows also that (f |g) =∫
Ĝ
tr(π(g)∗π(f)) dν(π) for f, g ∈ L1(G)∩L2(G) (tr(·) denoting the trace of the op-

erator). For f ∈ L2(G)∩VN (G) (i.e. the functions defining a convolution operator

on L2(G); called the Hilbert algebra of G , [Di] 13.10) the two extensions of F coin-

cide. For f ∈ L1(G) ∩A(G) we have F(f) ∈ B⊕
1 (Ĝ, ν) and ‖f‖A = ‖F(f)‖1 (note

that ‖·‖A does not depend Haar measure, but F(f) does and this is compensated by

the Plancherel measure). F extends to an isometric isomorphism of Banach spaces

A(G) → B⊕
1 (Ĝ, ν) (again denoted by F ). For f ∈ L2(G) ∩ A(G) the two exten-

sions of F coincide (recall also that for unimodular G , VN (G) ∩A(G) ⊆ L2(G) ).

The inverse mapping, for T = (Tπ) ∈ B⊕
1 (Ĝ, ν) , u = F−1(T ) ∈ A(G) is given by

u(x) =
∫
Ĝ
tr(π(x)∗ Tπ) dν(π) (x ∈ G) .

In the general case (if G is not necessarily unimodular), let ∆ be the modular

function for G . In [DM]Th. 5 it is shown that there exists a measurable fam-

ily (Kπ) of unbounded (densely defined) operators (called Duflo–Moore opera-

tors) such that for ν–almost all π , Kπ is positive definite, self-adjoint (on Hπ)

and satisfies the semi-invariance relations π(x)∗Kπ π(x) = ∆(x)Kπ for all x ∈ G

([Fu]Th. 3.48 uses Cπ = K
− 1

2
π ). This gives rise to a modified Fourier transform

F2(f) = ([π(f)K
1
2
π ]) ( [·] denoting the closure of the operator – if it exists). For

f ∈ L1(G) ∩ L2(G) one has F2(f) ∈ B⊕
2 (Ĝ, ν) and ‖f‖2 = ‖F2(f)‖2 , F2 extends

to an isometric isomorphism of Hilbert spaces L2(G) → B⊕
2 (Ĝ, ν) (again denoted

by F2 ). The modification FA(f) = ([π(f)Kπ]) satisfies for f ∈ L1(G) ∩ A(G)

that FA(f) ∈ B⊕
1 (Ĝ, ν) and ‖f‖A = ‖FA(f)‖1 , FA extends to an isometric iso-

morphism of Banach spaces A(G) → B⊕
1 (Ĝ, ν) (again denoted by FA ). Simi-

lar to the unimodular case, the extensions are compatible. For example, when

f ∈ L2(G)∩VN (G) (the left bounded elements of L2) one has F2(f)π = [F(f)πK
1
2
π ]

ν–a.e. The inverse mapping, for T = (Tπ) ∈ B⊕
1 (Ĝ, ν) , u = F−1

A (T ) ∈ A(G) is

again given by u(x) =
∫
Ĝ
tr(π(x)∗ Tπ) dν(π) (x ∈ G) . The Plancherel measure

ν depends in the general case also on the choice of the family (Kπ) , different

Plancherel measures are equivalent (as noted in [Fu]Th. 4.4, the formula for F−1
A

does not involve the Duflo–Moore operators). The formulas given before for the

unimodular case amount to take for Kπ identity operators.

The isomorphism FA (resp. F) can be used to transfer pointwise multiplication

on A(G) to define a multiplication ♯ on B⊕
1 (Ĝ, ν) called dual convolution. Thus for

S, T ∈ B⊕
1 (Ĝ, ν), S♯T = FA(F

−1
A (S)F−1

A (T ) ).

For a Lie group G one can also extend a representation π to the algebra of distri-

butions of compact support. Then π(d) will in general be an unbounded operator,
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defined e.g. on the G̊arding subspace of Hπ . This applies in particular to the

elements of the Lie algebra of G which can be seen as distributions supported by

{e} (see [W] Sec. 4.4.1).

We want to add here some comments about a statement of [Fu]. In proving results

on pointwise inversion of the Plancherel transform Führ asserts about a ”gap” in

a density argument used by earlier authors and introduces a new method based on

positivity and bounded vectors (see also [Fu] Rem. 4.16(a)). The author seems to

be unaware of Stinespring’s paper [St] (in particular Th. 9.17 from there and its

proof). Terminology and notation of [St] is quite different. For the unimodular

case, we give here an argument for the (critical) ”only if”-part of [Fu] Th. 4.15, in

the spirit of [St] Rem. 9.4, adapted to our notation above (which is close to [Fu]).

The general (non–unimodular) case is sketched in Remark (b) below.

For clarity, we denote here the extension of F to L2(G) by P (Plancherel trans-

form). For A ∈ B⊕
1 , a = F−1

A (A), G unimodular (and type I), we want to show

that a ∈ L2(G) implies A ∈ B⊕
2 and A = P(a).

First, we treat the special case where, in addition, P(a) ∈ B⊕
1 holds. Put A(0) =

A−P(a), a0 = F−1
A (A(0)). Then A(0) ∈ B⊕

1 and for g ∈ (L1∩L2)(G) an easy compu-

tation, using the Parseval equality ([Fu]Th. 4.4) and unitarity of P ([Fu]Th. 3.31),

shows that
∫
Ĝ
tr(π(g)A

(0) ∗
π ) dν(π) = 0.

Recall that F extends to a w*-continuous isomorphism of the von Neumann alge-

bras VN (G) and
∫ ⊕

Ĝ
B(Hπ) dν(π). B

⊕
1 is the predual of

∫ ⊕

Ĝ
B(Hπ)dν(π) ([T1]Ch.IV

Prop. 8.34) and the Parseval equality of [Fu]Th. 4.4 says that F−1
A is the dual map-

ping for this isomorphism (for the sesquilinear duality). It follows that {F(g) :

g ∈ (L1 ∩L2)(G)} is w*-dense in
∫ ⊕

Ĝ
B(Hπ) dν(π), hence A

(0) = 0, i.e., Aπ = P(a)π

holds ν-a.e.

For the general case, take h ∈ L1(G). Then by Fubini’s theorem (see [Fu] p. 81) and

continuity of P, we have P(h⋆a) = F(h)◦P(a) and similarly, F−1
A (F(h)◦A) = h⋆a .

If h ∈ (L1 ∩ L2)(G) then F(h) = P(h) ∈ B⊕
2 , hence F(h) ◦ P(a) ∈ B⊕

1 . Thus

F(h) ◦A satisfies the additional requirement of the special case and it follows that

π(h) ◦Aπ = π(h) ◦ P(a)π holds ν-a.e. (with an exceptional set depending possibly

on h).

For c > 0, put Mc = {π ∈ Ĝ : ‖Aπ‖1 ≤ c} and A
(c)
π = Aπ − P(a)π for π ∈ Mc ,

A
(c)
π = 0 else, A(c) = (A

(c)
π ). Then ‖Aπ‖2 ≤ ‖Aπ‖1 implies A(c) ∈ B⊕

2 and we get∫
Ĝ
tr(π(h)A

(c)
π ) dν(π) = 0 for all h ∈ (L1∩L2)(G). Since {P(h) : h ∈ (L1∩L2)(G)}

is dense in B⊕
2 , it follows that A

(c) = 0 in B⊕
2 , thus Aπ = P(a)π a.e. on Mc . c > 0
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was arbitrary, hence we arrive at A = P(a) ∈ B⊕
2 .

A similar argument shows that just assuming a ∈ VN (G) already implies a ∈

L2(G). Also one gets that P(Bg) = F(B) ◦ P(g) for B ∈ VN (G), g ∈ L2(G) and

then that P coincides with F on VN (G) ∩ L2(G).

Remarks. (a) Some care is needed when using the duality between A(G) and

VN (G). Traditionally it is obtained from the extension of the pairing 〈f, g〉 =∫
G
f(x) g(x) dx (f ∈ A(G), g ∈ L1(G)) (and then the dual A(G)-module struc-

ture on VN (G) becomes the extension of pointwise multiplication). Under Fourier

transform there is an extended Parseval equality
∫
G
f(x) g(x)dx =∫

Ĝ
tr
(
π(g)∗FA(f)π

)
dν(π). To get expressions for 〈f, g〉 (and more generally for

〈f, T 〉 where T ∈ VN (G) ) one has to analyze the effect of the conjugation g 7→ ḡ

(which extends also to a semi-linear automorphism of VN (G) ) on the disintegration

(see also [Fu] p.110).

(b) The density argument above works similarly (with some more technicalities)

for non-unimodular groups G (of type I and second countable). Let K = (Kπ) be

the field of Duflo-Moore operators, and similar to [Fu], [T ] = ([Tπ]) shall denote the

field built from the closures of a field of densely defined operators T = (Tπ). Then

for A, a as above, the aim is to show that a ∈ L2(G) implies [A ◦K− 1
2 ] = F2(a) ∈

B⊕
2 . If in addition [F2(a) ◦K

1
2 ] ∈ B⊕

1 holds, this can be done as in the unimodular

case above. For u ∈ L1(G) one has F−1
A (A◦F(u)) = a⋆(∆ u). Then observe that for

those π where the semi-invariance relations hold (thus for ν-almost all π) one gets

for (1+∆− 1
2 ) f ∈ L1(G) that π(f)◦K

1
2
π ⊆ K

1
2
π π(∆− 1

2f) (in the sense of unbounded

operators, i.e., the right operator is an [in general proper] extension of the left

one). It follows also that [K− 1
2 ◦F2(f)◦K

1
2 ] = F2(∆

− 1
2 f) for (1+∆− 1

2 ) f ∈ L2(G)

(compare [Fu] L. 4.14). This implies F2(f) ◦ F2(v) = [F2(f ⋆ (∆
1
2 v)) ◦ K

1
2 ] for

f ∈ L2(G), v ∈ (L1 ∩ L2)(G) and using this, one can treat the general case similar

as above.

(c) The Plancherel theorem was shown by Duflo–Moore [DM] for an arbitrary

second countable group G for which the left regular representation λ is of type I

(in particular, for all second countable groups of type I). The restrictions in the

earlier work of Tatsuuma, Kleppner, Lipsman are unnecessesary: if λ is of type I,

then the same is true for the regular representation of N = ker∆ ([DM] p.240);

”N regularly embedded” (used also in [Fu]) can be replaced by a weaker property

which as they show is always satsfied when λ is of type I .

(d) The Plancherel theorem (and the consequences above) extends to σ-compact G

(instead of second countable): for K = {K : compact normal subgroup of G with
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G/K second countable} the Kakutani-Kodaira theorem (see [LNPS] L. 24) says

that G is the projective limit of (G/K)K∈K . This implies that Ĝ =
⋃
K∈K Ĝ/K

(more precisely, Ĝ/K is homeomorphic to an open-closed subset of Ĝ). Simi-

larly to [LNPS] L. 1 there are embeddings of L2(G/K) into L2(G) and L2(G) =
⋃
K∈K L

2(G/K). VN (G/K) is isomorphic to a von Neumann subalgebra of VN (G)

and
⋃
K∈KVN (G/K) is w*-dense in VN (G). A(G/K) is isomorphic to a subal-

gebra of A(G) and A(G) =
⋃
K∈KA(G/K) (see [KL]Prop. 2.4.2). When G is not

second countable (but σ-compact) the Plancherel measure is no longer σ-finite.

(e) In [St] a duality theory (including Plancherel theorem and Fourier inversion)

is developed for arbitrary unimodular locally compact groups (with no topological

countability assumptions and no restrictions on the type). This extends to the non-

unimodular case using the Plancherel weight ([T2] p. 67). It gives rather abstract

statements in terms of unbounded operators on L2(G). If the group is second

countable (or just σ-compact), there is a disintegration of the weight built up on

the central disintegration of the left regular representation. Explicit examples can

be found in a paper of Kajiwara (ref.[69] in [Fu]). In the non-type I case, non-

trivial subfactors of B(Hσ) (and non-trivial weights) arise. In the examples these

are often related to ergodic theory.
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