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Consider a standard probability space (X, u), i.e., a space isomorphic to
the unit interval with Lebesgue measure. We denote by Aut(X,u) the au-
tomorphism group of (X, u), i.e., the group of all Borel automorphisms of
X which preserve p (where two such automorphisms are identified if they
are equal u-a.e.). A Borel equivalence relation £ C X? is called countable
if every E-class [z|g is countable and measure preserving if every Borel au-
tomorphism 7" of X for which T'(z) Ex is measure preserving. Equivalently,
FE is countable, measure preserving iff it is induced by a measure preserving
action of a countable (discrete) group on (X, i) (see Feldman-Moore [FM]).

To each countable, measure preserving equivalence relation E one can
assign the positive-definite function ¢g(S) on Aut(X, i) given by pgr(S) =
p({zx : S(x)Ex}); see Section 1. Intuitively, pg(S) measures the amount
by which S is “captured” by E. This positive-definite function completely
determines E.

We use this function to measure the proximity of a pair £ C F' of count-
able, measure preserving equivalence relations. In Section 2, we show, among
other things, the next result, where we use the following notation: if a count-
able group I acts on X, we also write v for the automorphism z +— ~ - x; if
A C X and F is an equivalence relation on X, then E|A = E N A? is the
restriction of E to A; if E C F are equivalence relations, then [F' : E] = m
means that every F'-class contains exactly m classes; if F' is a countable,

measure preserving equivalence relation on (X, u1), then [F] is the full group
of F,ie., [F]={T € Aut(X,pu) : T(z)Fz, p—a.e.(z)}.

Theorem 1. Let I" be a countable group and consider a measure preserving
action of T on (X, u) with induced equivalence relation F = EX.

i) If E C F is a subequivalence relation and inf,cr op(y) = ¢% > 0,
then there is an E-invariant Borel set A C X of positive measure such that



[F|A: E|A] =m < g%o, so that if ¢ > 1, F|A = F|A.
E
it) If E is any countable, measure preserving equivalence relation and
€ >0, then ¥y € I'(pr(y) > 1 —€) implies VS € [F](¢r(S) > 1 — 4e).

Remark. Popa pointed out that some version of part (i) of the preceding
theorem was known in the theory of operator algebras, see, for example,
the appendix to Popa [PO1]. Actually our initial proof of that theorem
was inspired by Popa’s technique of conjugating subalgebras in a finite von
Neumann algebra (see Section 2 in [PO2]) but, for consistency with the rest
of the paper, we give another self-contained, ergodic-theoretic proof.

With some additional work, Theorem 1 has the following consequences:

a) In the context of i), if % > 0, the action of T is free (i.e., v -z #
x,Vv # 1, for almost all ) and E is induced by a free action of a countable
group A, then I', A are measure equivalent (ME).

b) Again in the context of i), if %, > 3 and E is aperiodic (i.e., has no fi-
nite classes), then C,(F) < C,(E), where C,,(R) is the cost of an equivalence
relation R (see [G1] or [KM] for the theory of costs).

¢) In i) if ¢%, > 3, then we can find A so that u(A) > 4¢% — 3.

In Section 3, we consider a recent co-inducing construction of Epstein
[E]. Given a measure preserving, ergodic action by of a countable group I'
on (X, ) with associated equivalence relation F' = Eff and a free, measure
preserving action ag of a countable group A on (X, ) with associated equiv-
alence relation F = EX C F = FE{, Epstein’s construction gives for any
measure preserving action a of A on a space (Y,r), a measure preserving
action b of I on a space (Z,p), called the co-induced action of a modulo
(ag,bo), in symbols b = CInd(ag, by)L(a). This construction has important
applications in the study of orbit equivalence of actions — see Epstein [E].

For further potential applications of this method, it seems that one should
have a better understanding of the connection of ergodic properties between
a,b as above. We show, for example, that if by is free, mixing and aq is
ergodic, then: a is mixing = b is mixing. There are however interesting situ-
ations under which b is always mixing for arbitrary a. It turns out that this
phenomenon, for given (ag, by), is connected to the positive-definite function
discussed earlier. We show the following;:

Theorem 2. If by is mixing, the following are equivalent:
(i) For all actions a of A, b= Clnd(ag, by)X(a) is mizing,
(it) ep(v) — 0 as v — oo.



The condition (ii) in Theorem 2 somehow asserts that £ is “small” relative
to F. In the opposite case we have the following fact. If %, = inf,er pp(y) >
0, then b is ergodic = a is ergodic.

It is well-known that for any ergodic by as above one can find a free,
mixing action ay of A = Z with E C F (see, e.g., Zimmer [Z], 9.3.2). We
show that when by is mixing, one can find such an ag so that (ii) of Theorem
2 holds. This gives a method of producing, starting with arbitrary measure
preserving 7Z actions, apparently new types of measure preserving, mixing
actions of any infinite group I'.

Theorem 3. Let I' be an infinite countable group, and let by be a free,
measure preserving, mizing action of T' on (X,u). Then there is a free,
measure preserving, mizing action ag of Z on (X, u) such that E = EX C
F = FE¥ and op(y) — 0 as v — oo.

When the group I' is non-amenable, then by work of Gaboriau-Lyons
[GL] one can find a free, mixing action by of I on (X, 1) and a free ergodic
action ag of 5 on (X, p) with £ = B C F = EX. We show again that
such ag can be found so that (ii) of Theorem 2 holds. This is joint work with
. Epstein.

Theorem 4 (with I. Epstein). Let I' be a non-amenable countable group.
Then there is a free, measure preserving, mizing action by of I' on (X, u)
and a free, measure preserving, ergodic action ag of Fy on (X, ) such that
E=E} CF=Ef and ¢g(y) — 0 as v — .

Remark. Our proof of Theorem 4 uses the Gaboriau-Lyons [GL] result
and additionally the co-inducing construction to produce a pair of actions
satisfying Theorem 4. In [GL] the authors actually produce two different
pairs of actions as above. After seeing a preliminary version of our paper,
Lyons pointed out that their first construction can be shown to satisfy Theo-
rem 4, using results of Benjamini-Lyons-Peres-Schramm [BLPS], in particular
formula (13.8) in that paper. Subsequently, we realized that the second con-
struction of [GL] also may give a pair of equivalence relations satisfying The-
orem 4. More precisely, if one chooses a Cayley graph of I with sufficiently
many generators and p € (p., p,) close enough to p., then the subequivalence
relation one obtains using the method of [GL] and our Lemma 4.2 will, in
fact, satisfy Theorem 4. See [GL], Pak—Smirnova-Nagnibeda [PS] and the
proof of Benjamini-Schramm [BS], Theorem 4, for more details. We also
note that sometimes the cluster subequivalence relation £ for Bernoulli per-



colation in the non-uniqueness phase does not satisfy ¢g(y) — 0 as v — oo
(see Lyons-Schramm [LS], Remark 1.3).

We use Theorem 4 to study the complexity of the classification problem of
free, measure preserving, ergodic actions of a countable group I' under orbit
equivalence (OE). After a series of earlier results that dealt with various
important classes of non-amenable groups (see Gaboriau-Popa [GP], Hjorth
[H2], Ioana [I], Kida [KI], Monod-Shalom [MS], Popa [PO2]), Epstein [E]
finally showed that in general any non-amenable group admits uncountably
many non-orbit equivalent free, measure preserving, ergodic actions. This
was proved earlier by Toana [I] in the case where F; < T, and his main lemma
in that proof could be also used to derive, in this case, the stronger fact that
the equivalence relation Fy (on 2%, where zFEyy < Invm > n(xz(m) = y(m))
can be Borel reduced to OE on the space of free, measure preserving, ergodic
actions of I'. Moreover OE on that space cannot be classified by countable
structures (see [K], Section 17, (B)). However, it was not known whether this
non-classification result extends to all non-amenable groups and whether
every non-amenable group admits uncountably many non-orbit equivalent
free, measure preserving, mizing actions. Putting together Theorems 2.4
and the work of Epstein [E] leads now to the following positive answer. This
is again a joint result with I. Epstein.

Theorem 5 (with I. Epstein). Let I' be a non-amenable countable group.
Then Eqy can be Borel reduced to OE on the space of free, measure preserving,
maxing actions of I' and OE in this space cannot be classified by countable
structures.

Thus we have the following strong dichotomy concerning orbit equiva-
lence: If T" is (infinite) amenable, there is exactly one free, measure preserv-
ing, ergodic action of I' up to OE, while if I is non-amenable, OE of free,
measure preserving, mixing actions of I' is unclassifiable in a very strong
sense.

The proof of Theorem 5 shows that the conclusion in that theorem also
holds if OE is replaced by conjugacy (isomorphism) of actions. This fact is
also known to be true for abelian T" (see [K], 5.7, where the proof is presented
for Z but easily generalizes to any abelian I').

In Section 4, we review some basic facts concerning invariant bond per-
colation on Cayley graphs of finitely generated groups (see Lyons-Schramm
[LS] or Lyons-Peres [LP]). We also give in Section 5, (C) an alternative



proof of Theorem 4.1 (for Cayley graphs) in Lyons-Schramm [LS], using our
Theorem 1.

In Section 5, we apply the preceding results to property (T) groups. Recall
that a Kazhdan pair (Q, €) for such a group consists of a finite generating set
@ C T and a positive € such that for any unitary representation 7 of I' on a
Hilbert space H, if there is a vector & € H with ||7(7)(&) =& < €|€]],Vy € @Q,
then there is a non-0 invariant vector. We state below some sample results.

Theorem 6. Let I be an infinite group with property (T), (Q,€) a Kazhdan
pair and P an invariant, ergodic, insertion-tolerant bond percolation on the
Cayley graph Gg of I' (with respect to Q). If the survival probability P({w :
w(e) = 1}) of each edge e is > 1 — %, then w has a unique infinite cluster,
P-a.s. In particular, if p,(Q) is the critical probability for existence of unique
z’nﬁnéte clusters in Bernoulli percolation on this Cayley graph, then p,(Q) <
1-5.

Theorem 7. For each p > 0 and every infinite group T with property (T),
there is a finite set of generators ) for I' such that for any invariant, ergodic,
insertion-tolerant bond percolation P on Gq, if the survival probability of each
edge is > p, then w has a unique infinite cluster, P-a.s.

Remark. Lyons-Schramm [LS] had earlier shown that, in the notation of
Theorem 6, p,(Q) < 1. Lyons pointed out that one could also easily deduce a
version of Theorem 6 from the results of their paper (with perhaps a different
constant instead of 1 — %) Similarly for Theorem 5.9 below. Finally, Lyons
mentions that for the special case P = P, Bernoulli percolation, Theorem
7 was known even for groups I' for which there exists @) such that p,(Q) < 1
but which do not necessarily satisfy property (T).

Denote below by C(I") the cost of a countable group I'. If I" is an infinite
countable group with property (T) and n is the smallest cardinality of a set
of generators for I', then we have 1 < C(I") < n (the strict inequality follows
from Gaboriau [G1], since no free, measure preserving action of I is treeable,
see Adams-Spatzier [AS]). At this time no example of a property (T) group
with C(I') > 1 is known. We obtain here some upper bounds for C(I') in
terms of n,e, where n = card(Q) and (Q,€) is a Kazhdan pair. One such
result is the following:

Theorem 8. Let I' be an infinite group with property (T) and (Q,¢) a



Kazhdan pair for T'. If card(Q) = n, then

Another example is the following.

Theorem 9. Let I' be an infinite group with property (T) and let (Q,¢€)
be a Kazhdan pair, where ) contains an element of infinite order. Then if
card(Q) = n,

62

c(I) §n—§.

(e2)?

In particular, if I' is torsion-free and 2-generated, then C(I') < 22—~ where
€9 1s the sup of the € such that (Q,¢€) is a Kazhdan pair with card(Q) = 2.

Remark. Since in this paper we work completely in a measure theoretic
context, we neglect null sets if there is no danger of confusion. So given a
measure space (X, u), we do not often distinguish between a statement being
true for all z € X or for all x € X, p-a.e.
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1 Equivalence relations and positive-definite
functions on Aut(X, )

First we recall the standard definitions of positive-definite and negative-
definite functions. Given a set Y, a function ¢ : Y xY — C is positive-definite
if for every finite subset {y1,...,y,} C Y and every a; € C,1 < i < n, we
have >, ; i, @i (yi, y;) > 0. Such a function is (conditionally) negative-
definite if ¥ (y, z) = ¥ (z,y) and for every finite subset {y1,...,y,} C Y and
every a; € C,1 <4 <n, with > | 0 =0, we have >, .., &9 (yi, y;) <
0. A function ¢ : G — C on a group G is positive-definite (resp., negative-
definite) if the function ¢ : G x G — C defined by ¥(g,h) = p(g'h) is
positive-definite (resp., negative-definite).
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Let (X, ) be a standard measure space and Aut(X, i) the group of mea-
sure preserving automorphisms of (X, ). Denote by u the uniform topology
on Aut(X, u), induced by the metric

0u(S,T) = p({w - S(x) # T(x)}).

Let £ C X2 be a countable, measure preserving equivalence relation on X.
Define on Aut(X, u)?:

vp(8,T) = p({z - 7' () BT (2)}).

(We use S, T~ instead of S, T to make ¢g left-invariant-see below.) So if
E = A, the equality relation, then 1 — ¢ g(X,T) = §,(5,T). We claim that
Yp is a continuous, positive-definite function on (Aut(X, p), uw). Continuity
is straightforward. The proof that ¥ g is positive-definite is similar to that
in Aizenman-Newman [AN]. Fix a finite set {S1,...,S,} C Aut(X, ) and
a; € C, 1 <i<n, in order to show that

Z @iaj¢E<Si, Sj) Z 0.

1<ij<n
For each z € X, define the equivalence relation ~, on {1,...,n} by
i~y j & S (2) ES; (@),

Let CT,...,C2

. be the ~;-classes. Then if (1) denotes the above sum, we
have

(1) _/ Z @iOéjX{JC:S;l(g;)ES;l(w)}du

1<i,j<n

-/ SUS i )du(a)

k=1 i,jECT

=[5 ante)

k=1 i€Cy
> 0.

Thus 1 — ¥g(S,T) is negative-definite. In particular, if £ = A, then

0u(S,T)=1—9a(S,T),
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so the metric 9, is negative-definite.
Note also that 1 g is left-invariant, so

ep(S) =vr(1,S)

is a continuous, positive-definite function on (Aut(X,pu),u). If Ag(S) =
{z : S(z)Ez}, then ¢gr(S) = u(Ag(S)), and we view the quantity ¢g(S)
as measuring the amount by which S is “captured” by E. By the GNS
construction (see, e.g., [BHV], p. 355), there is a (unique) triple (75, Hg, {g),
consisting of a cyclic continuous representation of (Aut(X, ), u) on a Hilbert
space Hg with cyclic unit vector £ € Hg such that

pe(S) = (me(5)(€r), €r)-
Now if [E] is the full group of E, then

Se[E]l < vr(S) =1,

so ¢p completely determines [E] and thus F, i.e., E is encoded in ¢g. Also
note that
S € [E] & mp(5)(Er) = &b,

i.e., [E] is the stabilizer of &g in 7p.

It is not clear how to characterize the continuous, positive-definite func-
tions ¢ on (Aut(X, u),u), which are of the form g for some E. Clearly
any such ¢ satisfies 0 < ¢ < 1 and (1) = 1. Another necessary condition
is that ker(¢) = {S € Aut(X,pu) : ¢(S) = 1} (which is a closed subgroup
of (Aut(X, p),u)) is separable in the uniform topology. The following ob-
servation may also be relevant here. Let I' < ker(yp) be a countable dense
subgroup of ker(p). If ¢ is of the form ¢ for some E, then I' is uniformly
dense in ker(p) = ker(pgp) = [E], so E = EX = the equivalence relation
induced by T'.

Next consider the negative-definite function

0(S) =1 - ¢p(S)
on Aut(X, ). Put also
0.(S, [E]) = inf{0,(S,T) : T € [E]},

for the distance (in d,) of S to [E]. Then we have
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Proposition 1.1. 05(5) = 6,(S, [E]) = inf{6,(S,T) : T € [E]} and more-
over this inf is attained.

Proof. We will use the following well-known fact:

Lemma 1.2. Let S € Aut(X, ) and let E be a countable, measure preserving
equivalence relation on X. Then there is T € [E] such that S(z) = T(z),
whenever S(x)Ex.

Granting this, given any .5, find 7" as in 1.2 and note that

5.(8.T) = p({x : = S(2) Ex})
= 0(9).

On the other hand, for any R € [E], {z : = S(x)Ez} C {z : S(x) # R(x)},
50 05(S) < 64(S, R), thus 05(S) = 6,(S, T) = 6.(S, [E]).

Proof of 1.2. Let A = {z: S(z)Ex} and B = S(A). It is enough to find
a Borel bijection (modulo null sets) S" : AUB — AUB with S'(z) = S(x) for
x € Aand S'(x)Ex, for v € AUB. Then we can take T' = S'Uid|(X \ (AUB)).

Put Y = AU B and consider the equivalence relation F' on Y induced
by S|A. Some F-classes C' will consist of a cycle {z, S(z),...,5"(z)}, where
St (z) = . For such C, we have C' C A, so we can let S’(z) = S(x),Vx €
C. In every other F-class ', we can define the ordering

T <cy< dn>05"(x) =y).

The union of the infinite C' in which there is a largest or smallest element
in <¢ has clearly measure 0. So we can assume that <¢ is either a finite
ordering, with largest and smallest elements b¢, ac, resp., in which case AN
C = C\ {bc} or else <¢ looks like a copy of the order on Z, in which case
C C A. In the first case, we define S" on C' by §'(z) = S(x), if © # be and
S'(be) = ac. In the second case, we put S’(x) = S(z),Vx € C. This clearly
works. o

Note that if 9, also denotes the metric induced by 4, on the homogeneous
space Aut(X, u)/[E], i.e.,
0. (S|E], T[E]) = inf{6,(5",T") : S" € S[E|,T' € T|E]}



then

0u(S[E], T[E]) = 0,(S™'T, [E])
=0p(ST'T) =1 —vg(S,T),

so &, on Aut(X,u)/[E], with the quotient topology of w, is a continuous,
negative-definite function.

And we conclude with some further observations on metrics on Aut(X, u)
and certain subgroups of it.

The weak topology w on Aut(X, i) is induced by the metric

5,(5.T) = 3 27" u(S(A,)AT(A,)),

where {4, } is dense in the measure algebra MALG,, of (X, ;). Now for each
fixed Borel set A C X,

pa(5,T) = p(S(A)AT(A))

is negative-definite, since

pa(S,T) = / Xs(a) = X *du

= |Ixs(a) — XT3,

and the function (£,7) — [|€ — 7|3 is negative-definite on L?*(X, u). It fol-
lows that the left-invariant metric ¢,, is negative-definite. In particular, the
complete metric 0, (S, T) = 0,(S,T) + 6,(S71,T71) on Aut(X, u) is also
negative-definite.

Now consider an aperiodic (i.e., having infinite classes) F and the nor-
malizer N[E] of its full group. Then N[E] has a canonical topology induced
by the complete metric

v (S, T) = 6u(S,T) + Y 27"6u(SynS ™, T T ™),

n=1

where {~,} is a countable subgroup of Aut(X,u) inducing E (see, e.g.,
Kechris [K]). Since for each n, the function (S,T) — 6,(Sv,S~", Ty, T7") is
negative-definite, so is dn(g)(S,T) on N[E].
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2 Proximity of subequivalence relations

(A) We view the quantity ¢g(S) = u({z : S(z)Ez}) as measuring the
amount by which S is captured by F. We will next see that if a countable
group I acts in a measure preserving way on (X, ) inducing an equivalence
relation F' = EX | and every element of I' (viewed as an element of Aut(X, p)
viaz — v-x,v € I') is “substantially captured” by F, then E, F' are somehow
“close” to each other.

Towards this goal we will study a canonical representation associated to a
pair £ C F of countable measure preserving equivalence relations on (X, ).

Let such E,F be given and decompose X = |_|Ne{1,2 7777 Ro} Xy, where
Xn = {x : There are exactly N E-classes in [z]r}, so that X is F-invariant.
Thus [F|Xy : E|Xy] = N. If F is ergodic, clearly X = Xy for some N. Fix
now for each N a sequence of Borel functions {Cr(LN)}TLEN, e x N — X,
where we identify N here with {0,..., N — 1}, if N is finite, and with N, if
N = Ny, such that ") = id| Xy, for each z € Xy, CV(z) # OO (), if
m # n, and {C’r(LN) (x)} is a transversal for the E-classes contained in [z]p.
These are called choice functions.

Remark 2.1. For further reference, notice that if E is ergodic, so that
X = Xy for some N, in which case we can write oM = C, if there is no
danger of confusion, then we can take the choice functions e = ¢, tobe 1-
1, i.e., to be in Aut(X, ). To see this, start with arbitrary {C)(lN)} ={C,}.
Fix n € N and consider C,,. As it is countable-to-1, let X = |_|Z°:1 Y. be
a Borel partition such that C,|Yy is 1-1. Let then Z, = C,(Y}%), so that
w(Zy) = p(Yy). Since E is ergodic, there is Tj, € [F] with T(Zx) = Yj. Let
then D, (z) = T}(Cy(2)), if x € Yy. We have D, (z)EC,(x),Vz, and D, is
1-1. So {D,} are choice functions and each D, is 1-1.

Define now the index cocycle w7y : F| Xy — Sy (= the symmetric group
of N) by the formula:

(@, y) (k) = n < [Cu(@)]e = [Ca(y)le

(see Feldman-Sutherland-Zimmer [FSZ]). Finally, we can define oy : [F| X x| x
XN — SN by
on (5, x) = mn(x, S(x)).
Since S € [F|Xy] is not a function but an equivalence class of functions
identified p-a.e., oy again is to be understood as an equivalence class of
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functions (on)s(z) = on (S, ) identified p-a.e. We again have the cocycle
identity: For each S,T € [F|Xy],

on (ST, 2) = on(S, T(x))on (T, z),

for almost all z € Xy.
Consider now the Hilbert space

H=EDL* Xy x N),
N

where Xy x N has the o-finite measure (u|X,,) X pn, with gy = the counting
measure on N, and the unitary representation 7 of [F] on H given by

()P Fv) = Do

gN(x>n) = fN(Sil(x)70N<Sil>x)(n))a

for (x,n) € Xy X N, fx € L*(Xnx N). Clearly each L?( Xy x N) is invariant.
Notice that the representation 7 is independent of the choice functions
{C’T(LN)}, up to unitary equivalence.
Consider the unit vector

§o = EJ?XXNx{O}
in H. Then for S € [F],
()@ = 3 / BT @) o (ST ) )& (o m)d@) ()
- ;M({x € Xy :on(S71,2)(0) =0})
- ZN:M({:U € Xy : 87 (z)Ex})
- %:,u({x € Xy :2ES(x)})

p({x: S(x)Ex})
ve(9).
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Thus the representation 7 restricted to the closed span of {7(5)(&) : S € [F]}
is the GNS representation of [F] associated with pg.

If now I' is a countable group acting in a Borel way on (X, u) so that
EX = F, then, denoting by v also the map z — 7z, the cocycle oy restricts
to a cocycle, also denoted by oy, from I' x Xy to Sy: on(v,z) = nn(z,v-2).
Similarly, the representation 7 restricts to a representation, also denoted by
7,0of I' on 'H.

We now characterize the condition on £ C F' under which the represen-
tation 7 has an invariant non-0 vector. First we note the following:

Proposition 2.2. A vector £ is invariant under the I'-representation iff £ is
invariant under the [F|-representation.

Proof. Suppose ¢ is invariant under the I'-representation, i.e., for £ =

@NSNa
fN(l’, n) = £N(771 © T, UN(’Yilam)(n))a

for all x € Xy, for all v € I" (neglecting as usual null sets). Let now S € [F].
Then for each x € Xy, there is v = v, € I' with S7!(x) = ~~1 - 2. Thus

T(S)(En) () = En (ST (@), on (ST, 2)(n))

and on (St x)(n) = k, where

[Cr(2)]5 = [Ck(S™(@))]
= [Ce(y" - @),

soony(vy 1, z)(n) =k =on(S7!, x)(n), therefore

T(S)(En)(w,n) = Ev(v! -2 on (77 @) (n)
- €N<x7 n)?

i.e., £n and thus ¢ is also invariant under 7(5). =

We now have:

Proposition 2.3. The representation T has an invariant non-0 vector iff
there is a Borel set A C X of positive measure which is E-invariant and
1 < m < oo such that [F|A : E|A] = m, i.e., on some E-invariant Borel
set of positive measure A, there are exactly m E-classes contained in each
F|A-class. In particular, if E is ergodic, [F : E] < cc.
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Proof. If such an A exists, we can clearly assume that A C Xy for some
N. Then let B C Xy x N be defined by

(z,n) € B« [CN(x)]p C A.

Clearly for each z € Xy, B, = {n : (z,n) € B} has cardinality < m, so
if £ = xp,& € L*(Xy x N) and obviously ¢ # 0. Now we claim that ¢ is
[-invariant, i.e., for y € T',

E(z,n) =&(y™" -z, on (v, 2)(n)).

This is clear, since [C)Y (z)]g = [C2,

(1) (Y - )], by the definition of
ON.

Conversely, let ¢ € ‘H be non-0 and I'-invariant. Clearly we can assume
that £ € L*(X x N) for some N. Now

0< [ 3l < o
XN neN

so for almost all z € Xy, > cyl&(x,n)[> < oo. Let then N, = {n € N :
|£(z,n)| is maximum among all [£(x,7)],i € N}. Let a, be this maximum.
Then N, is finite, provided that a, > 0. Since £ is I'-invariant

{(x,n) = 6(7_1 ) x,aN(v_l,x)(n)),

son € N, & on(y ,z)(n) € Ny1,, card(N,) = card(N,-1.,), and a, =
1.4, thus o +— card(N,),z — a, are F-invariant. Also as

| S letembdu>o,

neN

Y

{z € Xy : a; > 0} has positive measure. So fix m > 0 and a set Y C Xy

of positive measure, which is F-invariant, and for x € Y we have a, > 0 and
m = card(V;). Let then

A= J(CY@)p:zeY,neN,}

Then A is E-invariant, has positive measure and [F|A : E|A] = m. —

Consider now the closed convex hull C' of {y-&;: vy € T'}, where S - & =
7(5)(&). Since pr(y) = (v &, &), we see that if inf,cr pr(y) = ¢% > 0,
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then (7-&o, &) > %, Vy € T, 50 (n,&) > ¢%,Vn € C. If then ¢ is the unique
element of least norm in C', we have (£,&) > ¢%, and thus £ # 0. Clearly £
is invariant (under I and thus [F]). Thus we have

Proposition 2.4. Ifinf.cr ¢p(y) = ¢% > 0, then there is a non-0 invariant
vector for T.

(B) We can conclude from 2.3 and 2.4 that if ©% > 0, then there is an
E-invariant set of positive measure A such that [F|A: E|A] = m < co. We
can in fact obtain an estimate for such m (and prove a somewhat stronger
version).

Theorem 2.5. Let I' be a countable group and consider a measure pre-
serving action of T' on (X, p) with associated equivalence relation F = EX.
Let E C F be a subequivalence relation. Let S, S € [F] and assume that
inf,er pp(SvS’) = ¢ > 0. Then there is an E-invariant Borel set A of posi-
tive measure such that [F|A : E|A] = m < L. In particular, if ¢ > §, F|A =
E|A.

Proof. Since SvS5" = (S9)((S")~1vS"), by replacing the action v - x of
' by the conjugate action v * z = (S')7*(y - S'(x)), which also induces F,
we can assume that S’ = id. Thus we have inf,cp pp(Sy) = ¢ > 0. So
(Svy-&,&) > c,or (v-&,S71-&) > ¢,Vy €T, thus if C is the closed convex
hull of {7 & : v € '}, and € the element of least norm in C, £ is invariant

for 7 and (¢, 571 - &) = (S - &, &) = (€, &) > ¢
Now fix e > 0 and let a, ..., a4 € [0, 1],Wichf:104i =1,and ..., €

I be such that if & = S5 a;(7; - &), then ||€/ — €] < e. Then, as € is in-
variant, for any 7' € [F| we have

(T-&,&)=(T-(§ =8&,&)+ (&) =>c—e
(note that (T - &', &) is real). Thus for any T € [F],

k
Z%(T% &o,&0) > c—€
i=1

or
k

Z aipp(T;) > c—e. (1)

=1

We will now use the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.6. Assume E C F are countable, measure preserving equivalence
relations on (X, u) and let n > 1. Then either there is an E-invariant
Borel set A C X of positive measure such that every F|A-class contains at
most n E|A-classes or there are Ty, ..., T, € [F]| such that To(x) = = and

[Ti(2)]e # [T3(2)]e, if i # 5.
Assuming the lemma, take n = [%] If the first case of 2.6 occurs, then

the conclusion of the theorem immediately follows, so it is enough to show
that no such Ty, ..., T, exist. Otherwise, apply (1) to Ty, ..., T, to get

n k

3™ awen(Ti) = (n+ (e —e).

=0 i=1
But notice that
S pu(TT) < 1V € [F).
=0
This holds since

n n

Y en(iT) =Y pul{a: T,T(x)Ex})

3=0 J=0

and the sets {z : T;T(x)Ez},j = 0,...,n are pairwise disjoint. Thus

(n—i—l)(c—e)SZai:l,

S0, as € is arbitrary, n + 1 < %, a contradiction.
So it only remains to give the proof of 2.6.

Proof of Lemma 2.6. Assume first that F' is ergodic.

Consider then the ergodic decomposition of E (see, e.g., [KM], Theorem
3.3). This is given by a Borel map ¥ : X — &, where £ is the standard
Borel space of invariant, ergodic probability measures for E, such that (i) 2
is E-invariant; (i) If e € £ and X, = X7 !({e}), then e(X,.) = 1 and e is
the unique FE-invariant probability measure on X.; (iii) If ¥, = p,, then
pw= [edu.e), ie., u(B) = [e(B)du.e), for all Borel sets B C X.

Let & be the atomic part of p,, and put & = £\ &. Split X; = Ue€€1 X
into E-invariant Borel sets X; = AoU- - -UA,,, where u(A;) = p(A;), Vi, j,and
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let @i j € [F|X1} be such that @Z,](Al) = Aj, 0 S Z,j S n. Now let ’QD(), Ce ,77[1” .
{0,...,n} — {0,...,n} be the bijections defined by
Yi(m) = (m+1i) mod (n+1).
Then define gogl) € [F|X,1] by
1
901( )|Am = Pmp;(m)

(so that ¢ (A,) = Ay,em). Note that = {" () B (x), if i # j. Thus
we have found ", ... o € [F|X1] with (" (z) = 2, - gogl)(x)Eg0§l)(x), if
i ],

Consider now e € &, so that u(X.) > 0. If [F|X, : F|X.] <n, then A=
X_ satisfies the first alternative of the lemma. So we can assume that [F| X, :
E|X.] > n+1,Ve € &. Since E|X, is ergodic, we can find ¢f, ..., ¢S €
[F|Xc] with of(z) = 2 and = ¢f(2)E§(x), if i # j (see 2.1). Let @50) =
Uee&) ¢, Thus gaz(»o) € [F|Xo], where X, = Ueego X. = X'\ Xy, and go[()o)(x) —
x, - %(0) (x)Egpg-O)(x), if 1 # 7. Finally let T; = gol(-o) U 9051). This clearly works.

If F is not ergodic, consider its ergodic decomposition and apply the
preceding argument to each piece of the ergodic decomposition. o

We also have the following result concerning the “proximity” of E to F'.

Theorem 2.7. Let I be a countable group and consider a measure preserving
action of T' on (X, u) with associated equivalence relation F = EX. Let E
be a countable measure preserving equivalence relation on (X, u). If € > 0 is
such that pp(y) > 1 —€,Vy € I, then pp(S) > 1 —4¢,VS € [F].

Proof. Since for S € [F], ¢(S) = ¢rnr(S), we can assume that £ C F.

In the earlier notation of Section 2, (A) concerning the representation

7 of [F], we have that (y-&,&) > 1 —¢,Vy € I' (where we put as before
7(S)(€) = S-&). If £ is the element of least norm in the closed convex hull of
{~-& : 7 €T}, then £ is invariant for 7 and (£,&) > 1 —¢, thus ||€ — &l]? <
2(1= (€, &) < 2¢. Thus for any S € [F], £ — S - & = [|S-€— 5 &7 < 2
50 ||S - & — &l < 2v/2¢, therefore 2(1 — pp(S)) < 8¢, and so g(S) > 1 —4e.
_|

(C) We will next derive some consequences of the preceding results. We
refer to Gaboriau [G2] for information about the concept of measure equiva-
lence (ME) introduced by Gromov.
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Lemma 2.8. Let I'; A be two countable groups and consider free, measure
preserving actions of I'; A on (X, p) with associated equivalence relations
E = EX C F = E{¥. If there is an E-invariant Borel set A C X such that
every F|A-class contains at most finitely many F|A-classes, then T') A are
ME.

Proof. By shrinking A we can assume that there is n such that [F|A :
E|A] =n. Fix Borel T}, --- , T, : A — A such that the F'|A-class of x is the
union of the E|A-classes of T;(x),i =1,...,n.

Let Q = {(x,y) : x € A,y € X,2Fy} C F and consider on 2 the o-
finite Borel measure v|(2, where v is the o-finite Borel measure on F' given
by v(B) = [y card(B N F*)du(z), for every Borel B C F. Then A acts
on Q by: 0-(z,y) = (0 - x,y), since A is A-invariant, and I' acts on €
by: v - (z,y) = (z,7-y). These actions clearly preserve v|Q2 and commute.
So it is enough to show that each of the A I actions admits a transversal
(fundamental domain) of finite measure. Let T : [A]r — A be a Borel map
such that T'(y)Fy. Then ; = {(T\T(y),y) : y € [Alr,i = 1,...,n} is a
finite measure transversal for the A-action and Qy = {(z,z) : x € A} is a
finite measure transversal for the I'-action. =

Corollary 2.9. In the context of 2.8, if there are S,S" € [F] such that
inf,er pp(SvS’) > 0, then I') A are ME.

Corollary 2.10. Let I' be a countable group and consider a free mea-
sure preserving action of T' on (X, pu) with associated equivalence relation
F = EX. If E C F is ergodic, treeable and there are S,S' € [F] such
that inf cp pp(SyS') > 0, then I' has the Haagerup Approximation Property
(HAP).

Proof. By Hjorth [H3|, E is given by a free action of a group A. Then
A has the HAP (see, e.g., Gaboriau [G2]), and by 2.8 T, A are ME, so I has
the HAP (see, again Gaboriau [G2]). —|

Below, for an equivalence relation F', we denote by [[F]] the set of measure
preserving bijections 0 : dom(#) — rng(6) with dom(6), rng(#) Borel sets and
O(z)F(x), for almost all x € dom(#).

Lemma 2.11. Let F' be a countable, measure preserving, ergodic equivalence
relation on (X, ) and let E C F. Let Xoo = {x € X : [x]g is infinite}.
Assume that there is an E-invariant Borel set A of positive measure such
that FIA = E|A (and thus A C X ). Then for every ¢ > 0, there is
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0 € [[F]] with p(dom(0)) < € such that if EV 0 is the subequivalence relation
generated by E and 0, then (E'V 0)|Xo = F| X, a.e. So if in addition E is
aperiodic (i.e., Xoo = X ), then EV 0 =F, a.e.

Moreover, if F is given by an action of a finitely generated group T’
and {Y1,%2,---,Ya} @S a set of generators for T', then there are Borel sets
By, ..., B, with u(B;) < €,¥i <n, such that if E' = EN v|B1 V-V 7,| By,
then E'| Xy = F| Xw.

Proof. Consider the ergodic decomposition of F, as in the proof of 2.6,
whose notation we keep below.

Since u(A) > 0 and F|A is ergodic, it follows that the measure p. has
atoms, and A = X,,, for some atom ey of p,.. Let & be the set of atoms of
iy, E1 ={e € E\ & : € is non-atomic} and & = E\ (EgUE) ={o €€ e
is atomic}. Note that Xe, = .ce, Xe = Xn = X \ Xoo. We can clearly
assume that . (€ \ (E2U{eg})) > 0, otherwise there is nothing to prove.

Fix now p(X.,) > € > 0. If e € &, then e is not atomic, so we can
find Y, C X, a Borel set with e(Y,) = €¢/2. Then, by ergodicity, Y. meets
every E|X-class. Let Y = [.gg, s, Yer 50 that 0 < p(Y) < e. Then
there is 6§ € [[F]], with dom(#) = Y,rng(d) C X,,. We claim that if £ =
EV0,E|X,, = F|X.. To see this note that if y € X, for some e € &, e # e,
then there is z € Y, with yEz. Thus yE0(z) € X,,. So every y € X, is
E-equivalent to an element of X,,. Since E|X,, = F|X,,, we are done.

For the last assertion, decompose dom(f) = Y into countably many
Borel sets of positive measure {Y;,}°°_,, so that there are words {w,,}°_; in
{7, Y} with 0|Y,, = w,|Y,,. Say w,, has length k,,. Then find a Borel
set Z, C Y, such that u(Z,,) < ﬁu(Ym) and for every e & &, e # ey, if
e(Y,, N X.) > 0, then e(Z,, N X.) > 0 (again ignoring null sets for pu.). Let
Z =,, Zm, so that e(Z N X,) > 0, for each e # &, e # ey. Let ' = 0|Z.
Then as before (EV ¢')|Xo = F|Xw. Note now that if w,, ="' .. 7,
then 0|Z,, = 0'|Z,, is a composition of 7?;;|Zm,viiil|vi;(Zm), ... Thus
graph(0|Z,,) C v ]Bim) Ve - -V’yn\Bflm) = the equivalence relation generated by
~|B™ 1 <i < n, where B'™ are Borel sets with p(B™) < ko 1t (Ym) =
u(Yn), Vi < n. Let B, =, BZ-(m). Then p(B;) < >, 1(Yn) < € and
EVO CE,so0 E'|Xs = F| Xo. 4

Remark 2.12. In the notation of 2.11, it is clear that, under the same
hypothesis, if E is also ergodic, then £ = F'.

Below we denote by C),(E) the cost of the countable, measure preserving
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equivalence relation £ on (X, p) (see Gaboriau [G1] or Kechris-Miller [KM]).

Corollary 2.13. Let I' be a countable group and consider a measure pre-
serving, ergodic action of I' on (X, p) with associated equivalence relation
F = FE%. Let E C F be a subequivalence relation. If E is aperiodic and for
some S, 5" € [F|,inf,er ¢p(S7S') > 3, then C,(F) < C,(E).

Proof. By 2.11 and 2.5. o
The following gives a quantitative version of (part of) 2.5.

Lemma 2.14. Let F' be a measure preserving, ergodic equivalence relation on
(X, p) and E C F a subequivalence relation. Assume that VS € [F|(pg(S) >
0). Then there is an E-invariant Borel set A of positive measure such that
E|A = F|A. Moreover, for some S € [F|,{z : S(z)Ez} C A, so that

p(A) > ¢gr(S).

Proof. Consider the ergodic decomposition of E as in the proof of 2.6,
whose notation we keep below.

Claim. pu, has atoms, i.e., & # 0.

Proof. If y, is non-atomic, fix A, C € with u,(A,) = % If X71(A,) = A,
then 1(A) = 1 and A is E-invariant. Let T € [F] be such that T(A4) =~ A.
Then pg(T) = 0, a contradiction.

If e € &, then pu(X,) > 0. If for all e € &), E| X, # F|X., then as E| X, is
ergodic, we can find ¢, € [F|X.] such that = ¢.(z)Ex, Vo € X, (see Remark
2.1). If also p.(~ &) > 0, then we can split ~ & into two pairwise disjoint
sets of equal measure and thus split ~ Xg, =~ Ueeso X,, into two sets of
equal measure X;, Xy which are E-invariant. Then let T} € [F] be such
that 71(X1) = X5, T1(X3) = X;. Then - Ty (z)Ex for x & Xg,. If T € [F
is defined by T' = (U.cg, e) U (Th] ~ Xg,), then clearly = T'(z)Ex,Vz, a
contradiction.

Thus we see that there must be some atom e of p, with E|X, = F|X,.

Enumerate in a sequence (finite or infinite) {eg,e1,...} all elements e
of & such that E|X. = F|X, in such a way that u(X.,) > pu(X.,,,). Put
A =X, LetY =J,X.,Z =~ Y. We have seen that there is S; €
[F|Z] with = Si(2)Ez,Vz € Z. Let for n > 0, 0,11 € [[F]] be such that
dom(0,41) = Xe,,,,mg(0n11) € X, and let 6* = |, 0n, so that 0% :
Uiso Xei — U; Xe,, 07 € [[F]] and - 6*(z)Ex. Let 0** € [[F]] be such that
dom(6**) = X, and rng(6**) = (U, Xe, \ " (U= Xe,). Put So = 0*U 0™, so
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that Sy € [F|Y] and = Sy(y)Ey, if y ¢ X,,. Then if S = 51 U Sy, S € [F]
and {x: S(z)Ex} C X, = A. =

Corollary 2.15. Let I' be a countable group and consider a measure pre-
serving, ergodic action of T' on (X, p) with associated equivalence relation
F =E{¥. Let E C F be a subequivalence relation. If p% = inf,cr pp(y) > %,
then there is an E-invariant Borel set A with E|A = F|A such that p(A) >
49 — 3.

Proof. By 2.14 and 2.7. -

3 Epstein’s co-inducing construction

(A) We will next study some properties of a co-inducing construction of
Epstein [E].

We first describe this construction. Fix a standard measure space (X, ),
a countable, measure preserving equivalence relation F' on (X,u) and a
subequivalence relation £ C F such that there is a fixed number N €
{1,2,3,...,8g} of E-classes in each F-class. This is the case, for exam-
ple, if F' is ergodic. Fix choice functions {C), },cn, where we identify N here
with {0,1,..., N — 1}, if N is finite, and with N if it is infinite, as in Section
2, (A), and let 7 : F — Sy (= the symmetric group of N) be the index
cocycle given by the formula:

m(z,y)(k) = n < [Co(@)]e = [Ca(y)]e.

Now assume that £ as above is induced by a free action ag of a countable
group A. Then we can define § : FF — AN by

(5(1’, y)n . Cﬂ(m,y)*l(n)(w) = Cn(y)

The group Sy of permutations of N acts on AN by shift (7 - ), = 5ﬂ71(n),
so we can consider the semi-direct product Sy x A, whose multiplication
is defined by:

(771;51>(7T2752) = (7Tl7T2,51(7T1 : 52))-
It is easy to check that

p(z,y) = (n(z,y),0(z,y))

21



is a Borel cocycle
p: F — Syx AN,

Now given any measure preserving action a of A on a standard mea-
sure space (Y,v), we can define a measure preserving action of Sy x A on
(Y™, ) by

((7?7 5) ) g)n =0y - Yr=1(n)-
Then we can define a near-action of [F] on (X xYY uxv), i.e., a continuous
homomorphism of [F], with the uniform topology, into the automorphism
group Aut(X x YV, u x ), with the weak topology, by letting S € [F] act
on X x Y as a skew product via p, namely

S+ (2,y) = (S(x), plw, 5(2)) - 9)
= (5(z), (n = 0(2, 5(2)n * Yn(z.5(2) 1 (m)))-

(For information about near-actions, see Glasner-Tsirelson-Weiss [GTW],
and concerning the uniform and weak topologies, see Kechris [K].)

In particular, if ¢y is a measure preserving action of a countable group A
on (X, p) with EYX C F, then A € A gives rise to an element x — Xz of [F],
so we can define

T\ z) =7n(x,\-1),0(\ ) = (2, - 1),
p(\ z) = (m(A, 2),0(), 7))

and then p : Ax X — Sy x A is a Borel cocycle. The restriction of the near
action of [F] on (X x Y, 1 x ) gives then a measure preserving action of
Aon (X x YN ux vN), which is the skew product

c=cox, (YN, u")

defined by

- ()‘ * L, (n = 6()\7 x)n ' gﬂ(/\,x)—l(n))'

Fix now a Borel action by of a countable group I' on (X, u) with F = E¥X.
Then applying the above to A = I', ¢y = by, we associate to each measure
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preserving action a of A on (Y,r) a measure preserving action b of I' on
(X x YN ux V), relative to the fixed pair (ag,by) of the actions of T', A,
resp., on X (and the choice of {C,,} — but it is not hard to check that this
action is independent of the choice of {C,}, up to isomorphism). We call
this the co-induced action of a, modulo (ag,by), in symbols:

b = Clnd(ag, bo)x (a).

We can view this as an operation from the space A(A,Y,v) of measure pre-
serving actions of A on (Y,v) (see, e.g., Kechris [K]) to the space A(T", X x
YN ux o).

By applying the preceding to A = A, ¢y = ag, we also have a measure
preserving action @’ of A on (X x Y, x vV). Clearly this action gives a
subequivalence relation of the equivalence relation given by b. We note that
by is a factor of b via (z,y) — x, a is a factor of @’ via (z,y) — 7o (recall here
that Cy(z) = x, so that m(v,z)(0) = 0 iff v - xEx) and finally ao is a factor
of d’ via (z,y) — x. In particular, if by is free, so is b, and a’ is always free.

Finally, for further reference, we note that the map a — Clnd(ag, by)X (a)
is a continuous map from A(A,Y,v) to AT, X x YN 1 x V), where each is
equipped with the weak topology (see Kechris [K]| for its definition).

(B) We will now study some connections between ergodicity properties of
an action and its co-induced action. In the notation of (A), if ag is ergodic
we can choose the choice functions to be 1-1 and it will be assumed in this
case that the co-inducing construction is done with such choice functions.

Proposition 3.1. In the notation of (A) above, if by is free, mizing and ay
15 ergodic, then

a is miring = b= Clnd(ag, b)x(a) is mizing.

Proof. Assume that by, a are mixing, by is free, and aq is ergodic and
consider the action b of T' on (X x YV u x ). Then T acts on L*(X X
YN uxvN)by v- f(x,9) = f(v ' (x,7)) and it is enough to show that for
fige LA(XxYN, uxv™), [(v1 g — ([ F)([ g) as v — oo. Without loss
of generality, we can assume that f(z,y) = fo(x)EFo(%0) - - - Fin(Um), 9(x,y) =
90(2)Go(Yo) - - - G (Ym), for bounded fy, g0 : X — C, F;,G; : Y — C. Note
that since by is mixing, [ fo(v - 2)go(z)dp(z) — ([ fo)([ go). Now we have

/(vl-f)g— /fo(v-r)go(x)[/HE@(%x)i~?Jm,x)—l(i))Gi@i)dﬂ]dﬂf-
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Note that if {¢,},q, : Z — C,{r,},r, : Z — C, are uniformly bounded,
where Z is a probability space, ¢,(z) — a,Vz, and [, — b, then

[l = [ - ) +a [ rae) - ab

by Lebesgue Dominated Convergence. So it is enough to show that for each

/it w1 (f7)(f5).

as y — 00.
Fix then x € X and put

Sy = {7y, 2)71 (i) 14 < m,w(y,2) 7 (@) < m}.
For each S C {0,...,m}?, let

m

HE(S(77 ) yﬂ'('yx) I( yl

=0

Fs:{’yEF:Ssz}.

Then I' = | |¢I's is a finite partition of I, so it is enough to show that for
each fixed S, with I'g infinite, (x) holds as v — oo,y € I's.
For such S and v € I'g, let

L= {i<m:n(y,2)7 () <m)

and let
pv(i) = 7'('(’)/, x)_l(i>’
for ¢ € I,. Thus graph(p,) = S.
Then

/ [(ﬂﬂ(g (7, %); - ?Jn<w,w>—1<z’>)Gi(ﬂi)] dy

= / 1T E6Gn )i - Gp,6) G ) Tori)

1€1y

HE(E(’% y7r (v,x)~1( H G Zj

igl, lgp’y([ )
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Noticing that if ¢ € I,,7 < m, then 7(y,z) (i) > m, so that

p’Y([’Y)7 {m(v, x)_l(i) i é Iv}a {0,...,m}\ p’Y([’Y)

are pairwise disjoint, and applying independence, we see that the above in-
tegral is equal to

11 / / / LT GG )i - 9, ) G ) W) 4

i€l ip (1) i€l

Thus for each i € I, if j = p,(i), it is enough, by independence again, to
show that

7erlsigl_)oo/F(g(% x)i - ¥;)G;(y;)dy = (/E) (/Gj>

or equivalently

/E(5(%fv)i-y)Gj(y)dy—> (/F) </ Gj)

as v — 00,7 € I'g. Using that the action a of A on Y is mixing, it is then
enough to show that for each i,

vy — 00 = d(7,1); — o0.

Otherwise, there is a finite K C A such that for infinitely many ~ €
[,6(y,2); € K. Now §(v,z); - Cj(z) = Ci(y - z), so Ci(y - z) takes only
finitely many values for infinitely many ~ € I', contradicting the fact that
the I'-action on X is free and Cj is 1-1. =

There is another condition, concerning the “smallness” of F in F, that
actually guarantees that the co-induced action b is mixing for any a (mixing
or not).

In the context of (A), let for each vy € ', k,n € N,

AR (y) = {a : w(y, z) (k) = n}.
={z: Cx(x)EC, (v - x)}.

Thus A% (y) = {z : v - zEz}. Put
o (1) = n(AE"(7)-
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Clearly 90%0 = Yg.

Lemma 3.2. If pp(y) — 0 as v — oo, then for any k,n, go%"(’y) — 0 as
v — 0.

Proof. We have ¢%"(7) = pu({z : Cx(x)EC, (v - z)}). Put S = Cy,, T =
Cn. There is a partition X = | |, A, and 7; € T' such that S = [ |, v|A4;.
Similarly there is a partition X = [ |,y Bj and d; € I" such that T' = [ |; 6;[ B;.

Assume pg(y) — 0 as v — oo, and let € > 0. We will find a finite
set F C I such that for v ¢ F,¢}"(y) < e. First find J, such that
> isg M(Bj) < ¢/3. Then fix Iy such that > ., u(A;) < €/3[Jo|. Since
for each i, 7,777 10; — 0o as v — oo, there is a finite set F' C T" such that
for v & F\3 i1 i<t goE(’yﬁ_léj’l) < €/3. We show that if v ¢ F, then

o (1) <e.
We have for any ~:

o () = p({z : S(2)ET (v - )})
= Z,u({x cx € Ay e €y By Ay, - B8y - 1))

i.j
= Z,u({x yto v e AinyTlo e ey By
Y]

Ayiy 1o xEx})
:Z,u({x:y_léj_l~x€Ai/\5]~_1-x€Bj

1,J

Ayiy~'o; - wEx}).

Let o)
v cAmlgTl -1
Am-—{x.y 5]' ZL'EAZ/\(SJ 'ZL’EB]‘}.

Then
WAL = p({e iy -2 e Ainz € BY)
=u{z:x€ Ay Ny -z € B;}),

50 Y S (AT = S, u(By) < ¢/3. Also 3,5 Y (AL <
D ity 2isty H(Ai) < €/3. So it follows that

O DD eptyr o] + 2€/3,

i<lp j<Jo
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thus if v € F,
5" (7) < e.
_|

We denote below by i the trivial action of A on (Y,v): -y =y. We now
have:

Theorem 3.3. In the notation of (A) above, and assuming that by is mizing,
the following are equivalent:

(i) pp(v) = 0 asy — oo,

(ii) CInd(ag, bo)X (i) is mizing,

(iii) Ja € A(A,Y,v) (a is not ergodic and Clnd(ag, bo)k (a) is mizing),

(i) Ya € A(A,Y,v)(Clnd(ag, by)k (a) is mizing).

Proof. Clearly (ii) = (iii) and (iv) = (ii).

(i) = (iv): By 3.2 we have that ©%"(y) — 0,Vk,n. Let

A () = {z e w(y,2)7H(0) = 5}

and

APy = U AF().

1<i,j<m
Then going over the proof of 3.1 and keeping its notation, we see that for
T ¢ AY(7),

m m

JILEGO ) per )Gl = T[ [ £ [ @),

=0 =1
by independence. Thus, for some bounded H (z),

m

Jortno= [, @ [ weeoe@lI R e

~([ ([

as y — 00, since M(A(E:n) (7)) — 0 and by is mixing.

(iii) = (i): Fix such an action a and aset B C Y with 0 < p = u(B) < 1,
which is invariant under this action. We will show that ¢g(y) — 0. Put
B = {(z,9) : 9o € B}. Since the co-induced action is mixing, we have that

(wx vM)(y- BONBO) — (ux v™M)(BY) - (u x vN)(BO) = p.
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Now
’YB(O) = {’7 (l',g) : (xvg> € B(O)} = {’7 (iﬁ,g) :QO = B}’
SO

~-BO®nBO

290 € BA(p(v, %) §)o € B}

190 € BAS(Y 2)o Un(ra)10) € B}

“Yo € BA Yr(vy,z)-1(0) € B}

(z,y) : w(v,2)(0) =0A g € B}

U{y-(x,9) : 7(y,2)(0) #0AGo € BAYr(y0)-1(0) € B}

-2
=
<

I
N e e )
=2
—~
8
S
S— N N N

2
®
<

)
<

So, by Fubini,

(b x V™) (v BO N BO) = (AR (v)) - u(B) + (1 — u(AR (7)) - u(B)?
= pu(AR° (7)) + p*(1 = (AR (1))

Since (1 x vV)(y- BONBO) — p? and 0 < p < 1, u(AR’ (7)) = ¢p(y) — 0.
_|

It follows that if for some k,n, ©5"(y) # 0, as 4 — oo, then for every a €
A(A,Y,v), if CInd(ag, by)X (@) is mixing, then a is ergodic. By strengthening
the hypothesis, we can obtain the following stronger conclusion.

Proposition 3.4. In the notation of (A) above, if for some k,n, we have
inf.ep o™ (y) > 0, then for any a € A(A,Y,v), if b = CInd(ag, bo)(a) is
ergodic, then a is ergodic.

Proof. Assume that a is not ergodic, in order to show that b is not
ergodic. Let f € LE(Y) ={f € L*(Y) : | f =0} be real such that ||| =1
and 0- f = f,¥5 € A. Let f® f ¢ [2(X x YV) be defined by f®(z,7) =
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f@e), f™(z,9) = f(7.). Then for the 'action on L2(X x YV,

(y7he f pRy = / FOUy - (2, 9) P (@, g)dady

= / f(n) (7 © T (n = 5(% x)n : gﬂ('y,m)—l(n)))f(k)<x7 g)d$dg

| #00 pe o s d
~AR" ()

- /A’g”w (/ f2> o /~A’g’"w> (/ f)de
= (A" (7)) = ¢5" (7).

Thus for some ¢ > 0, (y~' - f™ f®)) > ¢ > 0. If K is the closed convex
hull of {7 - f™ : v € '}, then (¢, f®)) > e, VE € K, 50 0 ¢ K. If & is the
unique element of least norm in K, clearly 0 # & € L2(X x YY), and & is
[-invariant, so the action b is not ergodic. -

Let by be a free action of a countable group I" on (X, 1) and let ag be a
free action of a countable group A on (X, i), so that £ = EX C F = EX.
If there exist S, S" € [F| with inf,er 9g(S7S") > 0, then, by 2.9, T', A are
ME. In particular, if ag is ergodic, so that we can take the choice functions
{C.,} to be in [F], we note that %" () = u({z : Ch(x)EC,(v-2)}) = p({z :
CoyCiH(z)Ex}) = pp(CpyCyh), thus we have:

Corollary 3.5. Let by be a free measure preserving action of I' on (X, )
and let ag be a free, ergodic action of A on (X, u) with E = EX C F = EX.
If for some k,n,inf ep @%n(v) > 0, then I') A are ME. In particular, T' has
property (T) (resp., HAP) iff A has property (T) (resp., HAP).

Remark 3.6. In the context of 3.5, when by is also mixing and I" does not
have the HAP, one can show that A does not have the HAP by the following
alternative argument, which may be of some independent interest.

We will use the following characterization of groups with HAP, see Kechris
(K], 12.7. Below ERG(T, X, u1) is the set of ergodic actions of T" on (X, u),
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and MIX(T", X, i) the set of mixing actions. We consider these as subspaces
of the space of actions A(I', X, u) with the weak topology.

Theorem 3.7. Let I' be an infinite countable group. Then the following are
equivalent:

(i) T' does not have the HAP,

(ii) MIX(T', X, u) € ERG(T, X, p).

Consider now the continuous map
a € A(A,Y,v) —ba) € AT, X x YV ux v,
where b(a) = CInd(ag, bo) (a). Then we have, by 3.1,
a is mixing = b(a) is mixing
and, by 3.4,
b(a) is ergodic = a is ergodic.

Let C = {a € A(A,Y,v) : b(a) € MIX(I', X x YN 1y x vN)}. Then C is
closed and MIX(A,Y,v) C C. So MIX(A,Y,v) C C. If a € C, then b(a) €
MIX(T, X x YN o x vN) CERG(I, X x YV uxvY). Soa € ERG(A,Y,v),
ie., MIX(A)Y,v) C ERG(A,Y,v), and thus A does not have the HAP.

(C) Let T" be an infinite countable group and let by be a free mixing
action of I" on (X, p). It is well-known that there is a free, mixing action aq
of Z on (X, u) such that £ = B C F = EX (see, e.g., Zimmer [Z], 9.3.2).
We will construct below ag so that moreover ¢r(v) — 0 as vy — oo. Then by
3.3, for every action a of Z on (Y,v), the action CInd(ay, by)%(a) is mixing,
which produces a large supply of seemingly new free, mixing actions of I'.

Theorem 3.8. Let I be an infinite countable group and let by be a free,
measure preserving, mizing action of I' on (X,u). Then there is a free,
measure preserving, mizing action ag of Z on (X, p) with E = B C F = E
and op(y) — 0 as v — oo.
Proof. We will use the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.9. Let I' be an infinite countable group. Then there exists a
positive, symmetric (i.e., invariant under inverses) function f € co(I') \
(Y(T) such that whenever S C T and Y () < 00, then for any 61,05 €

[,> 0 cs f(01702) < oo (ie., the summable ideal associated to f is two-sided
invariant).
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Proof. Fix a sequence {Q,}n>o of finite, symmetric subsets of I" with
QO = {1}>Qn - Qn+17Qn+1 \ (Qn)n 7é 0 and Un Qn =TI Let ‘F)/| = mln{n :
v € (Qn)"} (this is motivated by an idea in Struble [ST]). Note that |y| =
[y~ and [vd] < [v] + 0], so [yd] = | |y = 10| |, for any 7,0 € I'. Put now
fly) = ﬁ Then clearly f € ¢o(I") and for every n, there is v € I" with
[yl =n+1,s0 f & LH(T). Fix now S CT with 37 f(y) < oo. For § €T,
let |§] = ¢, and notice that

1 1
SIS 3 it X fren

v€S {rv:lvl<e} {res:hy|>c}
> et R
" e PO H SRSl
Similarly, >~ ¢ f(07) < oo and we are done. -

Consider now the given free, measure preserving, mixing action by of I'
on (X, ) with F = EX the associated equivalence relation.

Lemma 3.10. Let f be as in Lemma 3.9. Let R C F be a finite subequiva-
lence relation with uniformly bounded size of its equivalence classes, and let
A, B C X be disjoint with u(A) = p(B) and such that AU B is a section
of R (i.e., no two distinct members of AU B belong to the same R-class).
Suppose also that pr(y) < f(7),Vy € I'. Then there exists 0 € [[F]] with
dom(#) = A,rng(0) = B such that

orve(7) < f(7),Vy €. (1)

Proof. Let T € [F] generate R and let N be such that 7% = 1. Notice
that for any 0 € [[F]] with dom(#) C A,rng(#) C B we have

orve(y) < er() + Y pl{z : TOT (x) = v - x})

i,j=1
N
+ > u{x T (@) = - x}).
i,j=1

Let 0 € [[F]] be maximal (under inclusion) with dom(f) C A,rng(f) C
satisfying (1). We will show that this works, i.e., dom(f) = A, rng(f) =
Otherwise, A; = A\ dom(0), B; = B\ dom(6) have positive measure.

B
B.
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For p € [[F]],y € T let

Z ({z: T'pT(x) = v - x})

N

5 ul{a s T T () = 7 -2},

ij=1
and put

S={v:¢er(7) +5,(0) = F(71)}.
Let then K C I be finite, symmetric such that p(J,{z : T"(z) € K - 2}) <
“(A1 ,and put 8’ = KSK UKS K.

Claim. ) s f(7) < o0.
Proof. First notice that 37 . pr(y) = > cpp({z @ J < N(T'(2) =

v)}) < Dien Yoner #{w 1 TH(x) = v - 2}) < N, as the sets {z : T'(x) =
v-x},y € T, are pairwise disjoint by the freeness of the action. Similarly
> er 54(0) < 2N?, since the sets {x : T°0T7(x) = - x},y € T, are pairwise
disjoint. Thus >° ¢ f(7) < X2 s Pr(Y) + D c5 54(0) < o0

So by Lemma 3.9, > o f(7) < 0o and hence I'\ 5" is infinite. Since the
action is mixing, there is 9 € I'\ S’ such that u(yo- A1 N By) > (3/4)u(AL)>.
Then

(KyvwKUKy,'K)NnS = 0.

Put

D= ANy BN\ (Jfz:T'@) ¢ K -ayug' - Ho: T'(2) ¢ K - 2)).

Then pu(D) > (3/4)u(A1)* — (2/4)u(A1)* > 0. Also for any i, j,
T'(%|D)T(z) € KoK - x,

if the left-hand side is defined. Indeed for such z,7%(z) € D, so x =

TN=ITi(z) € K-TV(x) and T%yT?(z) € K -4T?(x). Thus T’(x) € K -x and

TiT(x) € KyoK . Similarly T°(vg o (D))T? (z) € Kv; 'K -x, whenever
the left-hand side is defined. In particular,

T'(%|D)T7 (), T (75 [70(D)) TV (x)
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are not in S - x, when they are defined. Take now D’ C D with

0<pu(D) < . r}g}f}lﬁ_lK(f(v) —@r(7) = 5,(0))/(2N?).

This makes sense as 7 € KoK U K~y 'K implies v € S, so f(7) — pr(y) —
s,(0) > 0. Let 6y = v|D’ and 6" = 6 U 6,. We claim that this contradicts
the maximality of §. We need to verify that 6’ satisfies (1). Now

orver (7) < @rve(y) + Z p({x: TOT (2) =y - x}
+ 3 nlfe: T(00) T (@) = - 7)),

ij=1
But if T'0,T7(z) = T'(vo|D)T?(z) = 7 -z, then v € KyK, so if {x :
T0yT(x) = ~ - x} is not empty, then v € Ky K and similarly if {x :
T (00)'T7(z) = v-x} is not empty, v € Kv, ' K. Thus for any v ¢ Ky, K U
K5 ' K, orver (7) < wrve(y) < f(y) and for v € KoK U Ky ' K,

erver(7) < or(Y) + 5,(6) + 2 Z u(D')
() = or(y) — 5,(0)
2N?

< or(r) + 5, (0) + 2%
< f(v),

so the proof of the lemma is complete. -

To complete the proof of the theorem, we follow the argument of [Z],
9.3.2 (or [KM], 7.13), which shows how to construct an ergodic, hyperfinite
subequivalence relation £ C F. That proof proceeds by constructing a
sequence of finite equivalence relations £y C E, C ... each with classes
of bounded size such that E; = equality and E,.y = E, V 0,, where 6,
is any 0 € [[F]], with dom(#) = A,,rng(f) = B,, where A,, B,, are some
appropriately chosen Borel sets with u(A,) = u(B,) and A, U B,, a section
of E,. Choose now f as in Lemma 3.9 and by Lemma 3.10 choose inductively
0, so that g, ., (7) = ¢e.ve. () < f(7),Vy (we can of course assume that

f(1) =1, s0 that pp, (v) < f(7),¥7). Then op(y) = limy, o0 pp, () < f(7),
and thus pgp(v) — 0 as v — oo.
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Finally note that, since by Dye’s Theorem all ergodic, hyperfinite equiv-
alence relations are isomorphic, we can find a free mixing action aq of Z that
induces E. -

It is an old problem of Schmidt [S] to find out whether there exist infinite
countable groups I' for which every ergodic action is mixing. One possible
approach towards showing the non-existence of such groups is the following.
Fix a free, mixing action by of a countable infinite group I" on (X, ). Then
there is a free, mixing action ag of Z on (X, u) such that £ = B C F = E.
There is a weakly mixing action a of Z on (Y, ) which is not mixing. One
might hope that by constructing judiciously ag, CInd(ag, by)%(a) might also
be weakly mixing but not mixing.

Consider now the case of non-amenable groups I'. Gaboriau and Lyons
[GL] have shown that if I" is a non-amenable group, there is a free, measure
preserving, mixing action by of I" on (X, ) and a free, measure preserving,
ergodic action of Fy = (a,b) on (X, u) such that £ = E}f C F = Eff. We
will show below that one can find such a pair of actions so that moreover
¢r(y) — 0asy — oo.

Theorem 3.11 (with I. Epstein). Let I' be a non-amenable countable
group. Then there is a free, measure preserving, mizing action by of I' on
(X, 1) and a free, measure preserving, ergodic action ag of Fy on (X, p) with
E=E} CF=E{ and ¢g(y) — 0 as vy — .

We will postpone the proof of this theorem until Section 4, (D), as it will
require some ideas from percolation on Cayley graphs.

(D) We will finally show how the combination of 3.11 and the work
of Epstein [E|, who showed that any non-amenable countable group I' has
uncountably many non-orbit equivalent free, measure preserving, ergodic ac-
tions, provides the following strengthening to a non-classification result and
also sharpens it by restricting to mixing actions. We refer the reader to [H4]
for background information concerning Borel reducibility and the theory of
turbulence and classification by countable structures.

Theorem 3.12 (with I. Epstein). Let I' be a non-amenable countable
group. Then Ey can be Borel reduced to OE on the space of free, measure
preserving, mizing actions of I' and OE on this space cannot be classified by
countable structures.

Proof. We fix a free, measure preserving, mixing action by of I on (X, u)
and a free, measure preserving, ergodic action ag of F5 on (X, ) with £ =
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E} C F = Ef* such that ¢g(y) — 0. Then for any action a € A(F,,Y,v)
we have the co-induced action b = CInd(ag, by)}, (a) € A(T, Z, p), where
Z =X xYN p=puxvV and the action a' € A(F,, Z, p), which gives a
subequivalence relation of that given by b. The action b is free and by 3.3 it
is mixing. Also a’ is free.

From Epstein [E], and the fact that in our case b is ergodic, we also have
the following additional properties:

(*) For any Borel homomorphism g : Y — Y of a to a free action a €
A(F,,Y,7), we have, letting f : Z — Y be defined by f(z,%) = %o:

p{z€Z:Fy#1Ugo f(y-2z)=go f(2))}) =0.

(**) For every a/-invariant Borel set A C Z of positive measure, if py =
%, is the normalized restriction of p to A, f,pa = v, thus a is a factor of
(a/|A7 pA) :

Consider now the standard action of SLy(Z) on (T? \) with the usual
product measure A, and fixing a copy of F, of finite index in SLy(Z) let aq
be the restriction of this action to F5. We will use the following basic lemma
originally proved in Ioana [I], when F; < T', but realized to hold as well in
the more general case stated below in Epstein [E].

Lemma 3.13. Let T' be a countable group and let {b;};c; be an uncountable
family of OE free, measure preserving, ergodic actions of I' on (Z, p) such
that for each i € I there is a free, measure preserving action a;, of Fy on
(Z, p) with the following two properties:

(i) Eo C By, (where E. is the equivalence relation induced by an action

¢),

(1i) There is a Borel homomorphism f; : Z — T? of a} to ay such that

p({z: Iy # 1(fily - 2) = fi(2))}) = 0.

Then there is an uncountable J C I such that given any i,j € J, there
are aj, aj-invariant Borel sets A;, A; of positive measure, so that the actions
a;|Ai, ai|A;j are isomorphic (with respect to the normalized measures pa,, pa;)-

Denote by Irr(Fz, H) the Polish space of irreducible unitary representa-
tion of Fy on a separable, infinite-dimensional Hilbert space H (see, e.g., [K],
Appendix H). By a result of Hjorth [H1] (see also [K|, Appendix H) there

is a conjugacy invariant dense Gs set G(I',’H) C Irr(Fy, H) such that the
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conjugacy action of the unitary group U(H) on G is turbulent. As a con-
sequence, if = denotes isomorphism between representations, = |G(I', H) is
not classifiable by countable structures.

Finally for each unitary representation 7 of F, on H denote by a, the
corresponding Gaussian action of Fy (on a space (€, 7); see [K|, Appendix
E). It has the following two properties:

(1) 7= p=ar = a,,

(2) If k¢~ is the Koopman representation on LZ(Q,7) associated to a,
then m < k™.

Given now any m € G(I',’H), consider the (diagonal) product action
a(m) = ap x ar on (T? x QA x 7) = (Y,v). Let then b(w) € A(T, Z, p)
be the co-induced action of a(7) and &'(7) the associated Fy-action. Thus
7 +— b(m) is a Borel function from G(I',H) into the space of free, measure
preserving, mixing actions of I on (Z, p). Put for m,p € G(I', H):

mRp < b(m)OEb(p).

Then R is an equivalence relation on G(I', H) and © = p = 7Rp.
Claim. R has countable index over =.

Granting this, the proof is completed as follows. First, to see that Fj
can be Borel reduced to OE on the space of free, measure preserving, mixing
actions of I' it is of course enough to show that it can be Borel reduced to R.
The equivalence relation R is analytic with meager classes (as each =-class
in G(I', H) is meager in G(I',’H), and every R-class contains only countably
many =-classes), so R is meager and contains the equivalence relation =
induced by the conjugacy action of U(H) on G(I',’H) which has dense orbits
(being turbulent). Then Ej, is Borel reducible to R by the argument in
Becker-Kechris [BK], 3.4.5.

To prove non-classification by countable structures, it is of course enough
to show that R has the same property. If this fails, towards a contradiction,
there is Borel F' : G(I',’H) — X, where X is the standard Borel space of
countable models of a countable language L, such that

TRp < F(m) = F(p),
so that, in particular,

= p= F(r) = F(p).
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But then, by turbulence, there is a comeager set A C G(I',’H) and M, € X
with
F<7T) = Mo,Vﬂ' € A

Since every R-class is meager, there are R-inequivalent 7, p € A, so that
F(m) 2 F(p), a contradiction.

Proof of the claim. Assume, towards a contradiction, that there is an
uncountable family {m;},c;r € G(I',’H) of pairwise non-isomorphic represen-
tations such that if we put b; = b(m;), then {b;};c; are OE. Let a; = d/(m;),
so that By C E,,. Moreover if f; : Z — T? is given by fi = g o f, where
g : Y — T? is the projection, then f; is a Borel homomorphism of a} to @
such that

p({z: 3y # 1(fily - 2) = fi(2))}) = 0

(by property (*) of the co-induced action mentioned earlier). So, by Lemma
3.13, there is an uncountable J C [ such that given any ¢,5 € J, there
are aj, a’-invariant Borel sets A;, A; of positive measure, so that the actions
a;| A, aj|A; are isomorphic. Note that we also have, by property (**) of the
co-induced action, that a(m;) = ay X ar, is a factor of a}|A;.
Fix any ig € J. Then for any j € J, fixing A;,, A; as above, 7; <
_ . 1A ’ . ’ .
/ag < KSOX“ T < Ry i o a4 < k"o. This produces an uncountable
family {m;};es of pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible subrepresentations of

209

/7
k%o, which is impossible. -

4 Percolation on Cayley graphs of groups

(A) Let T be a finitely generated group, @ = {71, ...,7.} a set of generators
for I" not containing 1, and let Gg = (I', E) be the left Cayley graph of T',
with respect to @), whose set of edges E¢ consists of all {v,77},1 < i <
n,y € I'. Note that the edges of our Cayley graphs are unordered pairs of
vertices and that we do not require the set () to be symmetric. In fact, for
most of our applications, the set Q N Q™! will only contain elements of order
2.

The group I" acts on I' and thus on the Cayley graph by right translations:
6 {7, 7iv} = {791, 7707}, So T acts also on the space Qg = 2F@ by shift:

(v-w)({8.6}) =w(y - {0.e}) = w({d7, e7}).
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Every w € g can be viewed as the subgraph of Gg with vertex set I' and an
edge set w (here we identify, as usual, elements of 2F¢ with subsets of Eg).
The connected components of w are called the clusters of w.

An invariant bond percolation on this Cayley graph is a ['-invariant prob-
ability Borel measure P on lg. The percolation P is ergodic if the action
of I' is ergodic with respect to P.

Consider now a free measure preserving action of I' on (X, ) and fix
Borel subsets Ay, ..., A, of X satisfying the condition:

if 7,75 € Q and 75 = 77", then ;- A; = A;.
Define ® : X — Qg by
(@)({5.7:6}) =15 6z € A,

The condition above ensures that ® is well defined. It is also easy to check
that ® is ['-equivariant and thus if P = ®,u, P is an invariant bond perco-
lation on the Cayley graph Gg.

Note that if £ = ~|A; V --+ V 4,]A, is the subequivalence relation of
F = E{ generated by vi|Ay, ..., V.| A, and if z € X is such that ®(z) = w,
then the map v — - x is a 1-1 correspondence of T with ' - 2 = [z]r = {y :
yFx}, which sends the clusters of w to the E-classes contained in [z]r. So
the structure of the F-classes in [z]r is equivalent to the structure of clusters
of ®(x) = w. The E-class of x corresponds to the cluster of 1 in w. We let

Xoo = {x € X : [2]p is infinite}.
For v, € T, put
Cys ={w € Qg : 7,0 are in the same cluster of w}

and (as in Lyons-Schramm [LS]), let
7(7,6) = P(Cys).
Note that by invariance
7(7,0) = 7(ye, 0¢), Ve € T,

so 7(7,0) = 7(1,0771). If
ny = Clﬂ
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and
A, ={z: () € C,),

then x € A, iff v-2 € [z]p iff x € Ap(y) and so

we(7) = 1(Ae(y)) = P(C,) = 7(1,7),
where we identify here v with z — - x.

(B) Conversely, let P be an invariant bond percolation on Ggy. The
action of I' on {1 might not be free P-a.e. So fix a free, measure preserving
action of I" on some space (Y,r) and consider the product action of I" on
(X, ) = (Q¢ x Y, P x v), which is clearly free. (If the action of I' on Qg is
already free, we can simply take (X, ) = (Qq, P).) Let

Ci={w e Qo w,m) =1},

Consider 71|41, ..., 7|A, and @ : X — Qg defined as before. Then if
x = (w,y), we have

O(z)({,70}) =1<d-z€ A
& (0w, d-y) €A
Sd-wed
&0-w({l,v}) =1
< w({d,7d}) =1,

i.e., P(r) = P(w,y) = w. We can also define F', E, and X, the same way as
before.

(C) For further reference, we discuss some additional concepts and results
concerning percolation.

In the context of (B), and assuming that the I-action on (X, i) is ergodic
and p(Xe) > 0, we say that P has indistinguishable infinite clusters if F| X
is ergodic (this is not the standard definition but is justified by Gaboriau-
Lyons [GL], Prop. 5).

For any invariant bond percolation P on Gy and edge e € E(, define
e : Qg — Qg by m.(w) =w U {e}. Then we say that P is insertion-tolerant
if P(A) >0 = P(n.(A)) >0 foralle € Eg and A C Qp. An example of
insertion-tolerant, ergodic percolation is Bernoulli percolation.
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It is well-known, see Newman-Schulman [NS] or Lyons-Schramm [LS], 3.8,
that if P is ergodic and insertion-tolerant, then exactly one of the following
happens: w has no infinite clusters, P-a.s.; w has infinitely many infinite
clusters, P-a.s.; w has exactly one infinite cluster P-a.s. Thus in the context
of (B), if P is insertion-tolerant, then either the E-classes are finite, p-a.e.,
or there are infinitely many infinite £-classes in each F-class, p-a.e., or there
is exactly one infinite E-class in each F-class, u-a.e.

Moreover, again in the context of (B), Lyons-Schramm [LS] and Gaboriau-
Lyons [GL], Prop. 6, show that if P is ergodic and insertion-tolerant, and
has infinite clusters, P-a.s., then P has indistinguishable infinite clusters.

Finally, Lyons-Schramm [LS], Theorem 4.1, show that for any ergodic,
insertion-tolerant, invariant bond percolation P,

inlﬁT(l, 7) > 0 = w has a unique infinite cluster, P—a.s.
e

This implies that in the context of (B), if P is ergodic and insertion-tolerant,
then if inf.ep pr(y) > 0, there is a unique infinite E-class in each F-class,
p-a.e., and thus F| X = F| X, p-a.e.

We note here that one can give an alternative proof of Theorem 4.1 in
[LS] by using the results in the present paper and the indistinguishability
of infinite clusters for insertion-tolerant percolations. Indeed assume that
inf,er7(1,v) > 0. In the notation of (A), (B) above, since 7(1,7) = ¢gr(7),
this means that ¢% = inf crpr(y) > 0, so by 2.5, there is an E-invariant
Borel set A C X of positive measure such that [F|A : F|A] < co. By taking
in (B) the action of I" on (Y, v) to be weakly mixing, we have that F' = EX
is ergodic and thus A meets every F-class. It follows that A C X, and thus,
since P is insertion-tolerant, so that £| X, is ergodic, we have that A = X ..
So w has finitely many infinite clusters, P-a.s. and therefore exactly one.

Remark 4.1. Note that for any free, measure preserving action of an
infinite group I' on (X, p) and any subequivalence relation £ C F = EJ,
if F has finite classes, then ¢g(y) — 0, as v — oo. Indeed, pr(y) =
[ f(v,z)du(x), where f(y,2) =1if v -z € [2]g;= 0, if v- 2 & [z]p. Since
for each z, f(v,z) — 0, this conclusion follows by the Lebesgue Dominated
Convergence Theorem.

(D) The rest of this section is devoted to proving Theorem 3.11 whose
statement we recall below.

Theorem 3.11 (with I. Epstein). Let I' be a non-amenable countable
group. Then there is a free, measure preserving, mizing action by of I' on
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(X, u) and a free, measure preserving, ergodic action ag of Fy on (X, u) with
E=E} CF=E¥ and pg(y) — 0 as vy — .

Proof. We start with the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Consider a free, measure preserving, ergodic action of a count-
able group I' on (X, u), a Borel set A C X of positive measure and E4 a
Borel equivalence relation on A satisfying Ea C EfY and lim, o p({z € A :
v-x €A andy-xEax}) =0. Then there exists a Borel equivalence relation
E C E¥ on X with E|A = Ex such that op(y) — 0 as v — co. Moreover,
if E4 s treeable (resp., ergodic), then E is treeable (resp., ergodic).

Proof. Let X \ A = || . D,, with v(D,) C A,Vy € I'. This exists
since A is complete section for F¥. Let E = E4V {v|D, : v € '} be the
equivalence relation generated by E4 and {y|D, : v € I'}. Clearly E has all
the required properties except perhaps that pg(y) — 0 as ¥ — oo, which we

now proceed to verify.
Define f: X — I' by

flzx)=yexeD,or (e Aand y=1).

Fix € > 0. Let K C T be finite, symmetric such that p({z : f(z) € K}) <e.
Let F' C T be finite such that u({z € A:v-x € A and y-zEz}) < ¢/|K|? for
v & F (where |K| = card(K)). We will show that pg(y) < 3eif vy ¢ KFK.
Indeed, fix such v. Notice that for each z such that v-xFEx,y can be uniquely
written as f(v-z) 9. f(z) for some 7/,. We have

p({z vy -2EBx}) <2+ p({z:v-rEx and f(z) € K and f(y-2)"' € K}).

Now it only remains to notice that if x is in the second set above, 7., & F
and 7., € KyK. So, by the choice of F', the second summand is bounded by
e and we are done. o

By Gaboriau-Lyons [GL], we fix a free, measure preserving, mixing action
by of I on (Y, p) and a free, measure preserving, ergodic action ag of F, on
(Y, p) with E5, C Ej, and such that moreover if F5 = (g1, g2) then (g;) also
acts ergodically on (Y, p) and thus, by Dye’s Theorem, we can in fact assume
that the action of (gy) is mixing. Let N = [Ej, : Eg,]. We can of course
assume that N > 1.

Let G = (Fy, E) be the Cayley graph of Fy corresponding to the set of
generators Q = {g1, g2}. We consider on G Bernoulli p-percolation P, with
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1/3 < p < 1, so that w has infinitely many infinite clusters P,-a.s., see [LP].
Consider the usual shift action a of F; on (2, v), where Q = 2F v = P, and
the co-induced action by = CInd(ao, by)k, (a) on (X, ) = (Y x QY p x vN).
This action is mixing by 3.1. Consider also the associated action a’ of Fy on
(X, 1), so that E C E,, = Ef = F and a is a factor of a’ via ¢(y,0) = @,
so, in particular, a’ is free. The same argument as in the proof of 3.1 also
shows that the action of (g;) on X is mixing, hence @’ is ergodic as well.

Recall that the action a’ of F; on (X, ) is given (in the notation of Section
3) by

- (y,@) = (0 -y, (0= 0(8,Y)n * Dn()-1(m))-

where (0, y) (k) = 1 & [Cp(Y)] iz, = [Cn(0-Y)] s, and 0(8,Y)nCragy1(m) () =
C(6-y). Since Cy(y) = y, we have 7(5,4)(0) = 0. Moreover §(5,y)o-y = -,
0 0(8,7)0 = 0. It follows that

J- (y,@) = (6 Y, 0- Wo, (n >0 5(67 y)n : ‘Dw(é,y)*l(n))%

so (up to an obvious isomorphism) X = Q x (Y x QV\%) and the action
a’ is the product action of @ and a free, measure preserving action of F on
(Y x QMO 5 VMO The projection of X =Y x QN to the first factor
in the above product is of course ¢(y, o) = @y. Thus we are in the situation
of Section 4, (B).

We can then define the associated subequivalence relation E' C E, by

11 E'ry & 30 € F5(6 - 11 = 29 and 1,6 are in the same p(z;) cluster),
ie., E' = g1|Ay V g2|Ay,, where Ay, = {z : ¢(z)({1,9;}) = 1}. Let

A= X, ={z:[z]p is infinite}
= {z : the cluster of 1 in ¢(x) is infinite}.

Since P, has indistinguishable infinite clusters, E4 = E’|A is ergodic. It is
also clear that E, is treeable and non-hyperfinite, as the canonical treeing
on it has infinitely many ends, a.e. (see [LP], 7.29).

We next show that E4 satisfies the hypothesis of 4.2. Indeed we have by
Fubini

n({(y, @) - Ea(y,w)}) =
/ N{@ - (1, @) Ealy, @) }dp(y)
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and it is enough to show that the function under the integral converges to
0 as vy — oo for any y € Y. Fix y € Y and consider an arbitrary sequence
Yn — 00. Notice that if v - (y,0)Ea(y, ), then v - (y,w)E'(y,w), so there is
d € Fy with v (y,w) =0 - (y,w) and thus -4y = § - y. Since we can clearly
assume that for each n, {© : v, -(y,0)Ea(y,©)} # 0, there is (unique) d,, € Fy
with v, -y =6, -y and 7, - (v, 0)Fa(y,0) = Y- (y,©0) = 6, - (y,w). Clearly
0, — 00. So

€l

vN{© - (4, 0)Baly, @)}) =
vV ({@: 6 (y,0)Ba(y,©)}) < 7(1,8,) — 0.

Thus by 4.2 there is a treeable, ergodic, non-hyperfinite equivalence re-
lation E; C EX with Eij|A = E, such that pg (7) — 0 as v — oco. In
particular, the cost of E; is > 1. Then by [GL], Proposition 13, one can find
a free, measure preserving, ergodic action ag of F» on (X, u) such that, letting
E = Eifz be its associated equivalence relation, we have £ C E; C F = Eﬁf )
Clearly pg(v) — 0 as v — oo and the proof of 3.11 is complete.

5 Property (T) groups

(A) Let now I' be an infinite group with Kazhdan’s property (T). A Kazhdan
pair for I is a pair (@, €), where @ is a finite generating set for I" and € > 0
is such that for any unitary representation m of I' on a Hilbert space H, if
there is a vector £ € H with [|[7(7)(&) — &|| < €||€]|,Vy € @, then there is a
non-0 I-invariant vector. The group I' having property (T) is equivalent to
the assertion that there is a Kazhdan pair (@, €) and also equivalent to the
assertion that for every finite generating set ) there is € > 0 with (Q,¢) a
Kazhdan pair. Let

€o = max{e: (Q,¢) is a Kazhdan pair} > 0

be the mazimum Kazhdan constant associated to @ (this is sometimes de-
noted by K(Q,T)). It is easy to see that ¢g < /2 and Shalom (private
communication) has shown that supgeq = V2 (where the sup is over all
finite generating sets). We state below a more precise quantitative version.

Proposition 5.1 (Shalom). Let I" be a countable group satisfying property
(T). Let (Q,¢€) be a Kazhdan pair for I, with QQ symmetric containing 1. Let
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card(Q)) = k. Then for everyn > 1,

(- =2)

is also a Kazhdan pair. In particular, supg €q = V2, where the sup is over
all the finite generating sets.

Proof. Note that (Q, €) is a Kazhdan pair iff for any unitary representa-
tion 7 : I' — U(H) which has no non-0 invariant vectors, we have

max |(7)(6) — €] > &

for every unit vector £ € ‘H or equivalently

minRe (r()(€),6) <1 -, (*)

for any unit vector £ € H.

So fix Q' = Q", ¢ = \/2[1 — (%2/2)”] in order to show that (x) holds
for (@', €') and any 7w without invariant non-0 vectors. For this define the
averaging operator

Since T' is self-adjoint, we have

IT]] = sup [{T'(£),¢)]

l€l=1

—swp =1+ 3 Re (x(1)(),€)

I€]I=1 yeQ\{1}
< sup 1 (<k D+ 62))
< sup — — ——
lef=1 K 2
_ k-3
k

(by (¥) for (@,¢€)).
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Then for every n > 1 and every unit vector £ € H, we have

1
o DL Redmn)(€),6) = (T7(€).€)
k
Y1 1 €Q
<TI0 < | — .
This gives
: < -5
min Re (m(7)(§), &) < ( . ) ,
for every unit vector £ € H. o

We can also see that restricting the number of generators to a fixed size n
gives an upper bound strictly less than /2. More precisely we have for each
infinite group I' with property (T):

2n —1
2n+1°

e,(T) = sup{eg : Q generates T, card(Q) < n} < v2-

To see this fix  with card(Q)) < n and consider the left regular representation
Aof T let @ = QU{1}UQ", so that card(Q) = m < 2n+1, and let § € £*(T)
be the unit vector £ = \/LTTLXQ' Then, as for each v € Q,vQ N @ contains
{1,7}, we have (y-&,§) = card(yQ N Q) > & > 527,50 [y - &€ = ¢|]° =

2(1 — (v - &) < 2(1 — 2n2+1) = 2(32—:&) Since A has no non-0 invariant

vectors, €g < V2 - ,/%. We do not know if the above upper bound for
€,(I") is best possible.
We see from 5.1 that if @) is a symmetric generating set with card(Q) = &

and (Q, €) is a Kazhdan pair for I', then

(1) > V/2- \/1 - (k_TGQ/Q)n,vn > 1.

In a preliminary version of this paper, we raised the following question: Fix
n > 2. Is inf{e, (") : T is an n-generated infinite group with property (T)}>
0?7 Shalom pointed out that this is false, with the counterexamples being
products of two groups with one factor a finite cyclic group. The question
remains open whether there are such counterexamples if one considers only
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property (T) groups which are perfect (i.e., groups equal to their commutator
subgroups).

The following fact is well-known.

Proposition 5.2 (see [BHV, 1.1.9]). Let (Q,€) be a Kazhdan pair for T
Then for any 1 > 6§ > 0, any unitary representation (7, H) of I' and £ € H,
if Vy € Q|lm () (&) =&l < dellél]), then there is a T'-invariant vector n with
1€ = nll < lll]-

The next result is a consequence of Deutch-Robertson [DR], but we will
give the short proof for the reader’s convenience.

Proposition 5.3. Let I' be a group with property (T), (Q,€) a Kazhdan pair
forT'0 > 0, and ¢ a positive definite function on I' with o(1) = 1. Then
Vv € Q(Re () > 1 — Z2) implies ¥y € T(Re o(y) > 1 — 252).

=

Proof. Let (7, H,§) = (m,, Hy, &) be the GNS representation of I'
associated to ¢, so that (m(7)(£),&) = (7). In particular £ is a unit vector
as (1) = 1. Also ||(7)(§) —€* = 2(1 = Re ¢(v)). Soif Re ¢(y) > 1- %5
for v € @, then ||7(7)(&) — &> < 6%€%, so there is a [-invariant vector 7
with [}¢ — ]| < 8. Then |7(1)(€) — 1l] < 6, s0 [ m(1(E) — €] < 26, thus
2(1 —Re ¢(v)) <46 ,VyeT or Re p(y) > 1—26*VyeTl. -

(B) Consider now a measure preserving action of a group I with property
(T) on a standard measure space (X, ) and let F = EX be the associated
equivalence relation and £ C F a subequivalence relation. Applying the
preceding to ¢p, we obtain:

Corollary 5.4. Let T be an infinite group with property (T) and (Q,¢€) a
Kazhdan pair for T'. If T acts in a measure preserving way on (X, p) with
associated equivalence relation F = EX and E C F is a subequivalence
relation, then:

(1) For any § > 0, min,eq pr(y) > 1—
1—262,

(1) If min,co op(y) > 1— %, then there is an E-invariant set of posztwe

52¢?

implies o = infer pp(y) >

measure A such that [F|A : E|A] < oo. If moreover min,eq goE(fy) >1-—
then ¢ > 0 and [F|A : E|A] < (p%. If min,cq goE(’y) >1— <, then ¢Y% > 2
and F|A = E|A. Finally if min,eq pp(y) > 1—
find such an A with p(A) > 4¢% — 3.

(iii) If the action of T is free and E is induced by a free action of A, then
if minyeq ep(y) > 1 — %, [ and A are ME and so A has property (7T).

<, then ¢ > 2 cmd we can
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Proof. (i) follows from 5.3. For (ii) first notice that if min,ecq pr(y) >
1-— %, then for the representation 7 discussed in Section 2, (A) and letting
7(7)(§) = 7-& we have [|v-& — &> = 2(1 = {v-&, &) = 2(1—pr(y)) < €,
for all v € @, so 7 has an invariant non-0 vector, thus, by 2.3, there is an
E-invariant set A C X of positive measure for which [F|A : E|A] < co. If

min.eq ¢p(y) > 1— %, then, by 5.3, 9% > 0, so by 2.5 we can find such an A
with [F|A: E|A] < é. If min,eq p(y) > 1—%, then again by 5.3, ¢%, > 1,

€2

so such an A can be found with E|A = F|A. Finally if min,cq ¢p(v) > 1—5,
then ¢% > 2 and such an A can be found with p(A) > 4¢% — 3, using 2.15.
Clearly (iii) follows from the above and 2.8. =

We next note the following quantitative version of 3.4 for groups with
property (T).
Proposition 5.5. In the notation of Section 3(A), let T' have property (T)
2

and let (Q,€) be a Kazhdan pair for I'. If min,eq pp(y) > 1 — 5, then for
any a € A(A,Y,v), if b = Clnd(ag, by)\ (a), then

b is ergodic = a s ergodic.

Proof. Assume that a is not ergodic and repeat the proof of 3.4, with
k=mn=0. Then for £ = fO (y-£¢) = ou(y™") = ¢u(y),Yy € Q. So
v &€ —=€J7 =2(1 — (y-&,€)) < €2, Vy € Q, thus there is a non-0 [-invariant
vector, so b is not ergodic. o

(C) We next consider some consequences concerning percolation on Cay-
ley graphs of property (T) groups.

Theorem 5.6. Let I be an infinite group with property (T), (Q, €) a Kazhdan
pair, and P an invariant, ergodic, insertion-tolerant bond percolation on Gg.
Then if the survival probability P({w : w(e) = 1}) of each edge e is > 1— %, w
has a unique infinite cluster, P-a.s.

Proof. In the context of Section 4, whose notation we keep below, take
the free action of T" on (Y, v) to be weakly mixing, so that the I'-action on
(X, p) = (Q¢ x Y, P xv) is free and ergodic. If Q@ = {m,...,7}, then we
have P({w : w({1,7:}) = 1}) < 7(1,7%) = ¢p(v), so min,eq pp(y) > 1 - %;
thus, by 5.4 (ii), there is an E-invariant set A C X, of positive measure
with [F|A : E|A] < oo. Since P is insertion-tolerant, by Section 4, (C),
E|X is ergodic, so A = X, which again by Section 4, (C) implies that
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[F|A : E|A] =1, ie., F|Xo = E|Xs. This means that w has a unique
infinite cluster, P-a.s. .

In the case of Bernoulli bond percolation P,,p € (0,1) on Gy, let p, =
pu(Q) be the critical probability for uniqueness defined by: p, = inf{p :
there is a unique infinite cluster, P,—a.s.}. In Lyons-Schramm [LS] the au-
thors show that for property (T) groups I' and any finite set of generators ()
one has p,(Q) < 1. From the preceding result one has a quantitative version.

Corollary 5.7. Let I' be an infinite group with property (T) and (Q,¢€) a
2

Kazhdan pair. Then p,(Q) <1— 5.
We also have the following:

Corollary 5.8. For each p > 0 and every infinite group T with property (T),
there is a finite set of generators Q) for I such that for any invariant, ergodic,
insertion-tolerant bond percolation P on Gg, if the survival probability of each
edge is > p, then w has a unique infinite cluster, P-a.s.

Proof. By 5.1, supgeq = V2, where the sup is taken over all finite
generating sets () for I'.

So fix p > 0,T" an infinite group with property (T) and @ a finite gener-
ating set of I" such that e = eg > 1/2(1 — p). Then for P as in the statement
of the present corollary, the survival probability of each edge is bigger than
1-—- %, so w has a unique infinite cluster, P-a.s., by 5.6. -

There is also a version of 5.8 for arbitrary invariant, ergodic bond perco-
lations.

Corollary 5.9. Let I' be an infinite group with property (T) and (Q,¢€) a
Kazhdan pair. Then for any invariant, ergodic bond percolation P on Gq,
if the probability of survival of every edge is > 1 — %, there isn > 1 and a
[-invariant Borel map Cy : Qg — [2']" (= the space of n-element subsets of
the power set of T') such that Co(w) is a set of n infinite clusters of w, P-a.s.

In particular, for every p > 0 and every infinite group I with property
(T), there is a finite set of generators @ for I' such that for any invariant,
ergodic bond percolation P on Gq, if the survival probability of each edge is
> p, then we can assign in a I'-invariant Borel way a finite set (of fized size)
of infinite clusters to each w, P-a.s.

Proof. We follow the proof of 5.6, whose notation and that of Section

4 we use below. Let @ = {71,...,7}. Then p(A;) >1— %, so if E is the
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equivalence relation induced by v1|Ay1, ..., Vn|An, we have pg(v;) > 1 — %
So, by 5.4, there is an E-invariant set A C X, of positive measure such that
[F|A: E|A] = k < co. For each x = (w,y), let f(x) ={y:v -z € A} € 2",
Clearly for 6 € ', f(0-z) = f(x)d~' = & - f(x), where T" acts on the set
of subsets 20 of I by right multiplication. Moreover f(z) is the union of
k infinite clusters of w. Thus the map f, : Y — [C(w)]* = (the set of k-
element subsets of C(w)), where C(w) = (the set of infinite clusters of w),
given by f,(y) = (the set of clusters contained in f(w,y)), induces a measure
(fo)«v = v, on [C(w)]*. Moreover, y-v,, = V.., where v-1,(B) = v,(y ' B),
for B C [C(w)]*. But (f,)«v is a countably additive measure on the countable
set [C(w)]*, thus can be viewed as given by a weight function W (w,C),C €
[C(w)]*, where 0 < W(w,C) < 1, and D Celc(w)k W(w,C) = 1. Moreover,
W(w,C) =W(y-w,v-C). Let {C1(w),...,Cr)(w)} be the set of k-element
subsets of C'(w) of maximum weight. Again w — {C1(w),...,Ch(w)} is
[-invariant. By the ergodicity of P, n(w) = ng, P-a.s. Let Co(w) = C;(w) U
c UGy (w) € [C(w)]=N = (the set of finite subsets of C(w)). Again Cy(w) is
['-invariant, so for some n, Cy(w) € [C(w)]™, P-a.s., and the proof is complete.

_|

(D) Next we derive some upper bounds for the cost of a group with
property (T). Below C(I') denotes the cost of a group I'. If I' is infinite
and has property (T) and @ is a finite set of generators with card(Q) = n,
then it is well known that 1 < C(I") < n (the strict inequality follows from
Gaboriau [G1], since no free measure preserving action of I' is treeable, see
Adams-Spatzier [AS]). We prove below some improvements on this upper
bound. It should be pointed out however that at this time no property (T)
groups I with C(I") > 1 are known to exist.

The next result is obtained by a combination of Lyons-Peres-Schramm
[LPS] and 5.7.

Theorem 5.10. Let ' be an infinite group with property (T). Let (Q,¢€) be
a Kazhdan pair for I'. Then if n = card(Q),

€2 n—1

C<F)§n(1_§)+2n—1'

Proof. For the Bernoulli bond percolation P,,p € (0,1) on Gg, let
pe = p(Q) be the critical probability for infinite clusters defined by: p. =
sup{p : all clusters are finite, P,—a.s.}. If d is the degree of G, so that
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d < 2n, it is well-known that p, > -, see Lyons-Peres [LP]. Consider the
probability space

Qo = {@ € [0,1]P2 : all edge labels are distinct}

equipped with the product measure of the Lebesgue measure on [0,1]. Con-
sider the random variable § : Qg — 2F@ corresponding to the free minimal
spanning forest as defined in Lyons-Peres-Schramm [LPS].
Then we have
cl) <

E(deg,S) < z(2+ d/pu 0(p)*dp), (2)

Pe

DO | —
DO | —

where deg,; < is the degree of the identity of I' in the forest. Here 0(p) is
the probability that the cluster of 1 is infinite in Bernoulli p-percolation.
The first inequality, due to Lyons, follows from the following observation.
Fix a positive number € and consider the probability space 2Fe equipped
with the Bernoulli measure P.. Consider also the diagonal action of I" on
QQ x 2Fe with associated product measure p. Define the graphing G of the
orbit equivalence relation as follows:

{(&17(")1)7 (5)27(")2)} c g @3’7 € Qh/ . ((:)1,(,()1) - (@27(’02)
and ({1,7} € S(@1) or {1,7} € wi)].
That G spans the equivalence relation follows from [LPS], Theorem 3.22 and
for the cost, we have

C(G) < 5 (B(deg, 3(5)) + Eldeg,)) = 5 (B(deg; 3) + ).

Since € was arbitrary, we obtain the desired inequality. The second inequality
in (2) is [LPS], Corollary 3.24.

Thus we have, using 5.7,
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The first inequality in this calculation comes from Gaboriau [G3] and is
contained in the proof of Proposition 8.7 (page 40) attributed to Lyons.

When I is torsion-free we also obtain some additional estimates.

Theorem 5.11. Let T' be an infinite group with property (T) and (Q,¢€) a
Kazhdan pair for T'. Let card(Q) = n. If Q contains an element of infinite

order, then

62

cCIT)<n—(n-— 1)§

Proof. Consider a free, ergodic action of I' on (X, u) with associated
equivalence relation F' = EX. Let Q = {71,...,7.}, where v, has infinite
order. Fix 0 < 5 and let A C X have measure p(A4) =1— 52262. Let E =V
V2| AV -+ V.| A be the equivalence relation generated by v1,72|A4, ..., Ya|A,
so that E is aperiodic. Then C,(E) <14 (n—1)(1 — 52252). Also ¢p(y) >

1 —557,¥y € Q, 50, by 5.4 (), 9§ > 126> > §. Then, by 2.13, Cu(F) <

2
Cu(E) <1+ (n—1)(1- 52262). Taking & — 1 we are done. =
Theorem 5.12. Let I" be an infinite group with property (T) and let (Q,€) be

a Kazhdan pair for I' with Q containing an element of infinite order. Then

2
cT)<n Px

Proof. Let by be a free, mixing action of T on (X, u) and put F = EX.

Let @ = {71,...,7}, where 7, has infinite order. Consider the graphing
of F' given by 71,...,7,. Applying the argument in Kechris-Miller [KM],
28.11, and (independently) Pichot [P], we obtain a treeing of a subequiv-
alence relation E C F, generated by v1,7s|As, ..., Ym|A,, for some Borel
sets A, ..., Ay, such that C,(E) > C,(F). Thus C,(F) < 1+ > ", u(A;).
Now FE is treeable and ergodic, so by Hjorth [H3], F is induced by a free
action ag of a group A. If we had p(A4;) > 1 — %, for all i = 2,...,n,
then min,cqg pp(y) > 1 — %, so, by 5.4 (iii), A has property (T) a con-
tradiction (since by Adams-Spatzier [AS] no free, measure preserving ac-
tion of an infinite group with property (T) can be treeable). So for some

2

i=2,...,n,u(4;) < l—é,therefore C.(E) < 1+(n—2)+(1—§) =n—5.

_|

(E) Finally, we note that there is an analog of 5.4 (iii), when I" does not
have the HAP.

o1



Proposition 5.13. Let I' be an infinite group without the HAP. Then there
exists € > 0 and a finite set Q C I with the following property:

Let A be a group and consider two free, measure preserving actions of I’
and A on (X, p) such that E = EX C F = Ef. If min,eqr(y) > 1 —¢,
then A does not have the HAP.

Proof. Since I' does not have the HAP, we can find e > 0 and Q C I’
finite such that if ¢ : I' — C is a positive-definite function with ¢(1) = 1 and
¢ € ¢o(T), then min,eqg p(y) <1 —e.

Now let A be as above and assume that it has the HAP. Let ¢, : A — C
be positive-definite functions such that lim,, ., ¥,(5) = 1, for all § € A, and
Pn € co(A), for all n. If A5 ={r € X : -2 =0 -z}, then the formula
On(7) = D sen n(6)1(A,5) defines a sequence of positive-definite functions
on I'.

Next we have that

lim @u(v) = > p(Ays) =p({z € X iy v e A-a} = pp(v),Vy €T,

n—oo
dEA

Thus, to get a contradiction to the non-HAP assumption, it suffices to show
that ¢, € co(I'), for all n. This is clear, since for a fixed n we have that
lims oo ¥ (0) = 0, limy oo (A, 5) = 0, for all 6 € A, and >, u(A, ) < 1,
for all v € T. o
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