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Abstract

Let H be a subgroup of some locally compact group G. Assume that H is approximable by discrete
subgroups and that G admits neighborhood bases which are almost invariant under conjugation by
finite subsets of H. Let m : G — C be a bounded continuous symbol giving rise to an L ,-bounded
Fourier multiplier (not necessarily completely bounded) on the group von Neumann algebra of G for
some 1 < p < oo. Then, m, yields an L ,-bounded Fourier multiplier on the group von Neumann
algebra of H provided that the modular function Ag is equal to 1 over H. This is a noncommutative
form of de Leeuw’s restriction theorem for a large class of pairs (G, H). Our assumptions on
H are quite natural, and they recover the classical result. The main difference with de Leeuw’s
original proof is that we replace dilations of Gaussians by other approximations of the identity for
which certain new estimates on almost-multiplicative maps are crucial. Compactification via lattice
approximation and periodization theorems are also investigated.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 42B15 (primary); 22D15, 46L.52 (secondary)

1. Introduction

In 1965, Karel de Leeuw proved three fundamental theorems for Euclidean
Fourier multipliers. Given a bounded symbol m : R* — C, let us consider the
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corresponding multiplier

Taf (&) = m(£) f(©),
T f(x) = / m(€) f(&)e™ 4 dg.
]Rn

The main results in [15] may be stated as follows.

(1) Restriction. If m is continuous and 7,, is L ,(IR")-bounded,
T, / F)xndu(hy / m(h) f (h) o dp(h)
H H

extends to a L p(ﬁ) -bounded multiplier for any subgroup H C R", where the
X stand for the characters on the dual group and p is the Haar measure.

(ii) Periodization. Given H C R" any closed subgroup and m, : R"/H — C
bounded, let m, : R" — C denote its H-periodization, which is defined by
my(§) = m,(§ + H). Then we find that

T, : L,(R") = L,R)| = |T,, : L,R"/H) — L,(R"/H)||.
(iii) Compactification. Let Ry ;= be the Pontryagin dual of R}, equipped with
the discrete topology. Given m : R” — C bounded and continuous, the

L ,(R")-boundedness of T, is equivalent to the boundedness in L,(Rf ;)
of the multiplier with the same symbol,

Ty Y fExe > Y mE) fE)xe
Riise Riise
Together with Cotlar’s work [11], de Leeuw theorems may be regarded as
the first form of transference in harmonic analysis, prior to the Calderén and
Coifman and Weiss contributions [6, 9]. The combination of the above-mentioned
results produces a large family of previously unknown L ,-bounded Fourier
multipliers—a sample of them will appear in Appendix A—and both restriction
and periodization are nowadays very well-known properties of Euclidean Fourier
multipliers. Although not so much known, the compactification theorem was the
core result of [15].

Our goal is to study these results within the context of general locally compact
groups. Shortly after de Leeuw, and Saeki [54] extended these theorems to
locally compact abelian (LCA) groups with an approach which relies more on
periodization and the structure theorem of LCA groups. In contrast, no analogous
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transference results in the frequency group seem to exist for nonabelian groups;
see [16, 17, 29, 60] for a dual approach. This gap is partly justified by the
noncommutative nature of the spaces involved. Namely, the action in de Leeuw
theorems occurs in the frequency groups, and the Fourier multipliers must be
defined in the corresponding duals. The L, space over the dual of a nonabelian
locally compact group should be understood as a noncommutative group von
Neumann algebra. If ;g denotes the left Haar measure on a locally compact group
G and Ag : G — U(L,(G)) stands for the left regular representation on G, the
group von Neumann algebra £G is the weak-* closure in B(L,(G)) of operators
of the form

fZ/J?(g))»G(g)dMG(g) with f € C.(G).
G

The Plancherel weight is determined by 7G(f) = f(e) for fin C.(G) % C.(G),
and L,(G) denotes the noncommutative L, space on (LG, 7). Although very
natural in operator algebra and noncommutative geometry, group von Neumann
algebras are not yet standard spaces in harmonic analysis. The early remarkable
works of Cowling and Haagerup [13, 25] on approximation properties of these
algebras and [14, 26] were perhaps the first contributions in the line of harmonic
analysis. The L ,-theory was not seriously considered until [28]. However, only
during very recent years has a prolific series of results appeared in the literature
[7, 34-36, 39, 43, 45].

In contrast with [15, 54], where compactification and periodization took the
lead respectively, we will first put the emphasis on restriction. Throughout the
paper we will assume that our groups are second countable. We say that a locally
compact group H is approximable by discrete subgroups (H € ADS) when there
exists a family of lattices (/7);>; in H with associated fundamental domains
(X;) j>1 which form a neighborhood basis of the identity. On the other hand, we
say that G has small almost-invariant neighborhoods with respect to a subgroup
H (G € [SAIN]y) if, for every F C H finite, there is a basis (V) of symmetric
neighborhoods of the identity with

. (K™ "V;R)AV))
lim :

=0 forallh eF.
j—oo we(Vj)

THEOREM A. Let H be a subgroup of some locally compact group G. Assume
that H € ADS, G € [SAIN]y, and Ag lu= 1. Let m : G — C be a bounded
continuous symbol giving rise to an L ,-bounded multiplier for some 1 < p < oo.
Then

| T, s L) — L, < [T : L,G) — L,@G)].
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A natural difficulty for the proof of Theorem A comes from the fact that we only
assume boundedness of our multipliers. Indeed, when G is amenable, completely
bounded (cb-bounded) analogs easily follow from the recent transference results
in [7, 43] between Fourier and Schur multipliers. It should however be noted that
for L ,-bounded multipliers, or even for cb-bounded multipliers over nonamenable
groups, our approach requires a different strategy which does not rely on
previously known techniques.

Pairs (G, H) satisfying Theorem A include restriction onto Heisenberg groups
and other classical nilpotent groups. In fact, amenable ADS subgroups of locally
compact groups with Ag |y = 1 also fulfill the hypotheses. Other nonamenable
pairs will be considered in the paper. Our assumptions are indeed natural for this
degree of generality. The condition G € [SAIN]y has its roots in de Leeuw’s
original argument. Although not explicitly mentioned, a key point in his proof is
the use of an approximate identity intertwining with the Fourier multiplier. In the
Euclidean setting of [15], this was naturally achieved by using dilations of the
Gaussian, which is fixed by the Fourier transform. In our general setting, the heat
kernel must be replaced by other approximations and the SIN condition—small
invariant neighborhoods, which have been studied in the literature—yields certain
approximations intertwining with the Fourier multiplier. Our jump from SIN to
the more flexible almost-invariant class SAIN requires a more functional analytic
approach which circumvents the technicalities required for a heat kernel approach
in such a general setting. The crucial novelty are certain estimates for almost-
multiplicative maps of independent interest. Surprisingly, our argument is equally
satisfactory and much cleaner. We will prove a limiting intertwining behavior of
our approximation of the identity as a consequence of the following result. The
mapping T : M — M defined in its statement acts on L,(M) (1 < p < 00)
boundedly by interpolation.

THEOREM B. Let (M, 1) be a semifinite von Neumann algebra equipped with a
normal semifinite faithful trace. Let T : M — M be a subunital positive map
witht o T < t. Then, givenany 1 < p < ooand x € Lgp(/\/l),

|T() = T, < 2T = T2,

We will use Haagerup’s reduction method [27] to extend the implications of
Theorem B for type III von Neumann algebras. This will be the key subtle
point in proving Theorem A for nonunimodular G. Theorem B seems to provide
new insight even in the commutative setting. Namely, arguing as in the proof of
Theorem A, we can use Theorem B to control the frequency support of a fractional
power of a function in terms of the frequency support of the original function, up
to certain small L ,-correction terms. We refer to Remark 2.6 for further details.
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Let us now go back to the other assumption in Theorem A. The ADS property of
H was implicitly used in de Leeuw’s original argument, and it could be a natural
limitation for restriction of Fourier multipliers in this general setting; perhaps
more powerful restrictions could be used for nice Lie groups [59]. In our case,
we will just prove the validity of Theorem A for discrete subgroups I' of a
locally compact group G in the class [SAIN],. Then, assuming that H € ADS
is approximated by (17) >, the complete statement follows from the inclusion

[SAIN]y C [ |[SAIN],,.

jz1
and the following noncommutative form of Igari’s lattice approximation [31, 32].

THEOREM C. If G € ADS is approximated by (I'}) j>1,
17 ,© > L, @] <sup [T, : L,(T) > Ly(T))]

forany 1 < p < oo and any bounded symbol m : G — C continuous pg—almost
everywhere.

Apart from arbitrary discrete groups and many LCA groups, other nontrivial
examples in the ADS class include again Heisenberg groups and other nilpotent
groups. Although Theorem C is not very surprising, its proof is certainly
technical, and it becomes a key point in our compactification theorem. Let G
be a locally compact group, and write Gy for the same group equipped with the
discrete topology. Our next goal is to determine under which conditions

T, : LG = L,@&)| ~ | T : Lp(Gae) = L, (Gae) |

for bounded continuous symbols. Of course, we may not expect that such an
equivalence holds for arbitrary locally compact groups, since this would mean
that Fourier multiplier L ,-theory reduces to the class of discrete group von
Neumann algebras. Note also that restriction in the pair (G, H) always holds
when both group algebras admit L ,-compactifications, since restriction within the
family of discrete groups follows by taking conditional expectations. This gives
more evidence that compactification only holds under additional assumptions. We
finally consider the periodization problem. Let H be a normal closed subgroup of
some locally compact group G. Consider any bounded symbol m, : G/H — C
(not necessarily continuous), and construct the H-periodization given by m, (g) =
m,(gH). The periodization problem consists in giving conditions under which

| T, - L,(G) — L, @) ~ || T, : L,(G/H) — L,(G/H).
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THEOREM D. Let G be a locally compact unimodular group and H a normal
closed subgroup of G. Let us consider a bounded continuous symbolm : G — C,
and let m, : G/H — C be bounded with H-periodization m,(g) = m,(gH). Then,
the following inequalities hold for 1 < p < oo.

(i) IfG is ADS,

T : L,G) = L@ < [T : Lp(Gae) = Lp(Gad)|-

(1) If Gy is amenable,

| T : Ly (Gaise) = Lp(Ga) | < | T : L, (G) — L,@G)].

(iii) IfGis LCA,

| - L,©) — L@ < | T, : L,(G/H) - L,(G/H)|.

@iv) IfH is compact,

| T, - L,(G/H) = L,(G/B)| < | T, : L,(G) — L,(G)|.

The unimodularity of G seems crucial for compactification, given the fact that
Gyise 1S always unimodular. The ADS condition is certainly natural to control
Fourier multipliers on G by the same ones defined on Gy;. It is an interesting
problem to decide whether this assumption is in fact necessary. As we will see the
amenability in (ii) and the commutativity in (iii) (which goes back to Saeki) are
very close to optimal. The inequality in (iv) also holds for nonunimodular G.

Our conditions above can be substantially relaxed for amenable groups on the
assumption that our multipliers are completely bounded. This follows from the
transference results in [7, 43] between Fourier and Schur multipliers—which
work in the cb setting for amenable groups—together with an approximation
result for Schur multipliers from [39]. In particular, de Leeuw theorems hold in
full generality in this context, as we shall prove in Section 9. The validity of our
results for nonamenable groups is what forces us to find new arguments in this
paper. We will close this article with two appendices. In Appendix A, we analyze
a certain family of idempotent Fourier multipliers in R. By using restriction and
lattice approximation we will relate these multipliers with Fefferman’s theorem
for the ball [18] and solve a question from [36]. Appendix B contains an overview
of what is known in the context of Jodeit’s multiplier extension theorem [32] for
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locally compact groups (see Appendix B for the statement of the original Jodeit
theorem).

2.  Almost-multiplicative maps

In this section we shall prove Theorem B and some consequences of it which
will be crucial in our approach to noncommutative restrictions. Our results are
of independent interest in the context of almost-multiplicative maps on L.
Throughout this section (M, t) will be a semifinite von Neumann algebra with
a given normal semifinite faithful trace. We will need the following classical
inequalities. They are well known for Schatten classes and can be found in
Bhatia’s book [4, Theorems 1X.4.5 and X.1.1]. The proofs given there can be
generalized to any semifinite von Neumann algebra, but we will provide more
direct arguments. The second result is a one-sided generalization of the Powers—
Stgrmer inequality.

LEMMA 2.1. Given 1 < p < oo, the identity

ds

1 . .
051/2]/,3]/2:5'/‘()[_”(0(]/"1‘)/,3)/3”
R

cosh(ms)

holds in L,(M) for any a, B, y in L,,(M) with o, B > 0. In particular, the
following hold.

O o2y, < Loy + v

;
i) Ify =y~ oya |, < far],

Proof. Inequalities (i) and (ii) follow from the first identity. By an approximation
argument we may assume that «!/?> and B'/? have discrete spectrum, so they are
linear combinations of pairwise disjoint projections. By direct substitution this
reduces the problem to «, 8 € R, and y = 1. Since the map z — «a!=8% is
holomorphic on the strip A = {0 < Rez < 1} and continuous on its closure, its
value at z = % is given by the integral formula

061/2,31/2 :/ al*lﬂzdu(z)’
A

where p is the harmonic measure on d A relative to the point z = % Now, since

this measure gives the probability for a random walk from the point % of hitting the
boundary 9 A, it coincides at both components d; = {Rez = j} of the boundary
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(j = 0, 1). This means that there is a probability measure v on R satisfying the
identity

al/2ﬁ1/2 — l(/a]is,B”dv(s)—F/a”ﬁlH'ydv(S))
2 R R

= lfa”(a + B)B™ dv(s).
2 Jr

An inspection of the harmonic measure in dA yields dv(s) = ds/cosh(ms).
Indeed, this can be obtained from the harmonic measure on the unit circle
by means of a conformal map; see for instance [3, page 93]. The proof is
complete. O

LEMMA22. If1<p<o00,0<6<1l,andx, ye Lgp(./\/l),
[ =", < llx = ylig,

Proof. Cutting x and y by some of their spectral projections we may assume that
(M, 1) is finite and that x, y € M. Indeed, let p, (respectively, g,) be the spectral
projection of x (respectively, y) of the interval [1/n, n]. Assume that the lemma
holds in every corner (p,V¢,) M(p,V¢,), and note that p, Vg, = pn+Gn—PuAqn
is finite. As p, /' supp(x) and g,  supp(y) strongly, [37, Lemma 2.3] yields,
forl < p < o0,

[«” =], = tim | pux” = ¥qu ], < tim | pux = yau |5, = Il = yl5,.

For p = oo, the latter (in)equalities are obvious. We may also reduce the above
estimate to the case when x > y > 0. To that end, note that, if 1 < p < oo,

la = bIIZ < llall? + 5112
fora,b > 0.Indeed, letq, = 1,_,>0and g_ = 1,_,o; then

lla = b11% = llgs (@ — b)g, 1% + llg-(b — a)g_ |
< Nlgragq: 2+ lg-bg-11% < llall2 + 1bII2 (1)

as 0 < g.(a — b)gy < graq., and similarly for the other term. Now let 5, 5_
be the positive and negative parts of § = x — y = §, — 6_. Let us consider the
operators

a=x+8) —x and b= (y+68)" —y’.
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Since y + 8, = x + §_, we deduce that x’ — y = b — a. Moreover, by operator
monotonicity of s > s, a and b are positive. Then the result forx +85_ > x >0
and y +6, > y = Oyields

= lla—=bl% < llalls+ 1615 < 18- gy + 184115, = 181155 = llx = ylIg).
2

||x9—y9 P

For p = oo, (1) becomes
lla = blleo < max{llalloo, [1D]loo}

for a, b > 0. This can be proved similarly by using the fact that the equality holds
true whenever a and b have disjoint supports. Using that ||z||?, = ||z’||~ for any
z 2 0, (2) for p = oo becomes the following:

|x" = ¥l . = lla = blloe < max {llalls, 5]}
< max {[18_[1%, 16:11%} = max {[16% l|oc. 1187 [l }
= 118” + 8% lloo = 1181 loo = 118117, = llx — I’

Let us then prove the assertion when x > y > 0. We will also assume that y > €1
to avoid unnecessary technical complications. Using the integral representation
for s € M invertible,

. s dt u® -
s = ¢y —  with¢y = —du .
R, S+ 1 r, u(l+u)

Differentiating the above integral formula and putting § = x — y, we get

1
_xe—yg:(;g/ / 'y +us+0)7"'8(y +us+1)""dtdu.
0o Jr,

Now, for a fixed u € [0, 1], we consider the continuous function

1 (v 4 us)1=972
Vo (y+ud+t)

with positive values in the commutative algebra generated by y + ud. Moreover,

819
69/ t"u,zdtzc—e/ o U / dt =
R, 0 Jr, (y+u8+t)2 (1—|-t)2

Therefore, the map on M defined by

t— u, =

> 69/ tPu,zu, dt
Ry
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is unital, completely positive, and trace preserving. In particular, it extends to a
contraction on L,(M) for all I < p < oo; see [27, Theorem 5.1] for further
details. We deduce that
1
[+ =57, <6 [ o+ 250 4+ 05y 7, du
0
1 1
— 9/ ”31/2()7 + u5)0—181/2“pdu < 9/ u9—1”89l|pdu — ”3”217’
0 0

0

where the last inequality follows from the operator monotonicity of s > s'=?, so
(v +ub)' =% > (u8)'?, and hence (y + ud)?~' < us)’~". O
Proof of Theorem B. Given 1 < p < 0o, we claim that
12
|RG) = R, < 3| RG) = R@)?[ 3)

for any subunital positive map R : £, — M with values in M N L;(M) and
any positive x € £-_. The assumption above about the range of R is to ensure that
R : ¢! — L,(M) is well defined. Before proving this claim, let us show how this
implies the assertion. Indeed, if T : M — M is a subunital positive map with
toT < 7, it follows from [27, Remark 5.6] that T extends to a positive contraction
on L,(M). Now, when x € L;, (M) has a finite spectrum x = }_ 4, p; with
Ao = 0 and p; spectral projections, then p; € M N L;(M) for j > 1, and
we may define R : ¢2, — M by R(e;) = T(p;), where (ej);f:l denotes the
canonical basis of €7 . The map R clearly satisfies the assumptions of our claim,
and R(z*) = T (x*) forz = Z?:l Aje; and any o > 0. Hence (3) gives

1/2
|T@) = T2, < 4T =T

as desired. The general case x € L;“p (M) follows by standard approximations.
Let

I’l2 k
Xy = Z ;l[k/n.(k+1)/n)(x)-

k=1
Then an easy check shows that, for o € {1, 2, %}, xy — x“ in the appropriate
L ,-space.

Let us now prove claim (3). As usual, (¢;;); =1 will denote the canonical basis

of the matrix algebra M,,. We first use an explicit Stinespring’s decomposition for
R.Letm : £2 — M, be the usual diagonal inclusion, and put

u* = Zejl ® R(ej)l/2 S Mn,l(M)a

=1
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so that we have R(x) = um(x)u*. As R is subunital, uu* < 1,4, and u*u <
11, 0m- For any positive y € €5, we get

2

R(Y*) — R = ur (A — w*w)w(Mu* = |1 — urusm (y)u*

Let us consider the following operators:

a=R(x) =un(Vx)u* € M,
b =~1—uwurn(x)V1 — uu € M,(M).

Then we find z € M, ; (M) with ||z]lo < 1, s0 /1 — w*um (V/x)u* = b'/*za'’?
and

V1 —wrur ()ut = V1 — wrur (V) (A — uu) + uu)w (Vx)u*

— 2702 4 b\ 230,
We apply Lemma 2.1 twice to conclude. First,

[RC) = RWDP[,, = [672a' 2], = [a'Petbea ],

< Jlaz'bz],, < [az"b],,

Then, taking (, v, B) = (a, a'*z*b'/?, b), we obtain

1/2

Jocbl, < 3125 402252, = [ RG) ~ RG?]

2

This completes the proof of our claim and also the proof of Theorem B. O

COROLLARY 2.3. Let T : M — M be a subunital positive map witht o T < t.
Then there exists a universal constant C > 0 such that the following inequality
holds for any x € LY (M) and any 0 < 0 < 1:

6/2 6/2

1T %) —x),, < C|T &) — x|, Ixly"

0
||2/0
Proof. Given x € L3 (M), note that
IT(x) = x5 < ITxl3+ Ixl; < T(T () + x5 < 21x]3

by Kadison’s inequality for 7" and the fact that t o T < 7. In particular, the result
is trivially true for # = 1 with constant 2'/#. We claim the assertion holds for
6 = 27" with constant % We will proceed by induction, since we know it holds
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forn = 0. By Lemma 2.2 and n 4+ 1 applications of Theorem B,

|76 =)
<Ire -
< ||T(x27("+”)2 . T(xzfn) - + HT(xT") _ 2 -
n
<JT27 Ired —1r|y " + 7637 =57 .
=
C,=22""-2

On the other hand, Kadison’s inequality and the fact that t o T < 7 yield

1T = T@)?|, = (TG = Tx)*) < t(x* = T(x)?)
< [ =T, <2|T) — x|, lxll2.

since T extends to a contraction on L,(M) by [27, Remark 5.6]. Combining the
above estimates with the induction hypothesis for & = 27", we finally deduce that

2 y—+1) —(n+1)
po <[5 227 Ca]lx]

2—(+1) 2—(n+1)

|7 (x

2= (n+l)|

)_

700 - ]

However, the constant in the right-hand side is less than %, and the result follows
for & = 2=*D which completes the induction argument. For other values of 0 <
0 < 1, we write = a2~V for some a € (1, 2). Recall that s — s* is operator
convex and s > s%/2 is operator concave on R, so, by Choi’s inequalities [8],

TG ST ST,
In conjunction with Lemma 2.2, Theorem B, and our result for & = 27", this
yields
HT(XH) - xgnz/e < ”T(xg) —T(x*")*"? e+ ||T(x27n)a/2 - x9||2/9
< ||T(x27”)a/2 - T(XT(HH))Q ”2/0 + ”T(xzin)a/z —x’ ”2/(9
Ty =TS 4 T -2l
< [(22*<f'+1>cn)a/2 n (%)a/z] Tx — xHZﬁ” ”6/2'

Hence, a simple calculation shows that the result follows for some C <

G ++2)/2. O
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COROLLARY 2.4. Let T : M — M be a subunital positive map witht o T < t.
Then there exists a universal constant C > 0 such that the following inequality
holds for any self-adjoint y € L,(M) with polar decomposition y = u|y| and
any () <6 < 1:

[T @lyl®y = ulyl’|,, < C|TG) = y]; Iy 5"

Proof. Let us write y = y, — y_ for the decomposition of y into its positive and
negative parts, so that u|y|” = y? — y?. By positivity of the trace and 7', we have

T(T(ypys) +t(T(y)y-) = (T (y)y).

In particular,

IT(ye) = yells + 1T 0 = -l < 2ly15 = 20(T()y) < 20T Q) = ylalylla.
Using this and Corollary 2.3, we deduce that

T ulyl®) — ulyl’ 11306

0 0 0 0 46
< [HT(er) - y+||2/0 + ||T(y7) -y ”2/9]

_ 4/6 4/6
<2 o =y + 170D =2 ]
(2C)4/9
< 5 [T () = v I3y I3 + 1T (=) = y- 13 1y-113]
Q20)*"
<S50 = v B+ 1700 = y- 131115

< COYINT ) =yl Iyl

The assertion follows by taking powers 6 /4 on both sides of the above estimate.
O

REMARK 2.5. In the above corollary, one can remove the assumption that y = y*
but assuming that 7 is 2-positive by a standard 2 x 2-matrix trick (see [53]).

REMARK 2.6. The above corollary will be useful to localize the frequency
support of square roots for elements in L,(G). This is even interesting in the
commutative case where we may control the frequency support of a fractional
power f“ in terms of the frequency support of f, up to small L ,-corrections. As
an illustration, if the Fourier transform of f € L,(R) is supported by (—«, @), we
may consider the positive definite functions

|x]

Lp(x) = (1 - ﬁ)+ for g > 0.
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The associated Fourier multipliers are positive, unital, and trace preserving, so
we are in position to apply our results above. When 8 = «/2¢, we obtain that
supp ¢ C 1/e(—a, ) and 1 — {g(x) < € for x| < «. This yields, for p > 2,

| a2 = N0 < Cleaf = FILIFI S el £13.

REMARK 2.7. It is well known that, if T : M — M satisfies the above
hypothesis and t is finite, then its fixed points form a *-subalgebra. This is
not true anymore when t is semifinite: take for instance the map x +— s*xs
on B(£,), where s is a one-sided shift. Nevertheless, in general, it is not
difficult to show using the generalized singular value decomposition that, if
x € LF(M) U LT (M) satisfies T(x) = x, then T(x?) = x? for 6 € [0, 1].
Hence one could think of an ultraproduct argument to get perturbation results as
given explicitly in Corollary 2.3, with an upper bound of the form F (|| T (x) —x]||,)
for a certain continuous function F vanishing at 0. Unfortunately, semifiniteness
is not preserved by ultraproducts, and one would have to deal with type III von
Neumann algebras. The situation is then much more intricate (even to define 7 on
L,(M)), that is why we choose to deduce the type III result from the semifinite
one in Section 8.2. The fact that there exists a unital completely positive map
T :(M, @) — (M,q)withpoT = ¢ but T does not commute with the modular
group of ¢ (think of a right multiplier on a quantum group with its left Haar
measure) is an evidence that in the type III situation one needs extra arguments
such as the ones in Corollary 8.4.

3. Group algebras

Let G be a locally compact group equipped with its left Haar measure pg. Let
A : G — B(L,(G)) be the left regular representation Ag(g)(£)(h) = £(g'h)
for any & € L,(G). When no confusion can arise, we shall write u, A for the left
Haar measure and the left regular representation of G. Recall the definition of the
convolution in G:

§xn(g) = / Enh'g)du(h).
G

We say that & € L,(G) is left bounded if the map n € C.(G) > & * n € L,(G)
extends to a bounded operator on L,(G), denoted by A(£). This operator defines
the Fourier transform of &£. The weak operator closure of the linear span of A(G)
defines the group von Neumann algebra £G. It can also be described as the weak
closure in B(L,(G)) of operators of the form

f= / F@r() du(g) = A(f) with f € C.(G).
G
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The Plancherel weight g : LG, — [0, oo] is determined by the identity
w6(f*f) = / F@)P du(e)
G

when f = A(f) for some left-bounded f € L,(G) and tg(f*f) = oo for any
other f € LG. Again, we shall just write T for tg when the underlying group
is clear from the context. After breaking into positive parts, this extends to a
weight on a weak-* dense domain within the algebra £G. It will be instrumental
to observe that the standard identity

T(f) = fle)

applies for f = k(f) € MC.(G) * C.(G)); see [47, Section 7.2] and [56, Section
VIL3] for a detailed construction of the Plancherel weight. Note that, for G
discrete, T coincides with the natural finite trace given by t(f) = (fd., é.). It
is clear that the Plancherel weight is tracial if and only if G is unimodular, which
will be the case until Section 8. In the unimodular case, (LG, 7) is a semifinite
von Neumann algebra, and we may construct the noncommutative L ,-spaces

W(C.(G)%C(G)) " for

~ 1 <
L,(LG,1)=L,G) ="~ =
p(LG, 1) = L,(G) con " for2 <

where the norm is given by

£, =T fIDY?

and the pth power is calculated by functional calculus applied to the (possibly
unbounded) operator f; we refer to Pisier and Xu’s survey [51] for more details
on noncommutative L ,-spaces. On the other hand, since left-bounded functions
are g\ense in L,(G), the map A : £ — A(£) extends to an isometry from L,(G) to
L,(G). We will refer to it as the Plancherel isometry and use it repeatedly in what
follows, with no further reference. Given a symbol m : G — C, we may consider
the associated multiplier 7,, defined by

T (f) = / m(g) F(@)r(g)du(g) for f € C.(G) x C.(G).
G

T,, is called an L ,-Fourier multiplier if it extends to a bounded map on L 1,(6).
The rest of this section will be devoted to collecting some elementary results

around amenability and Fell absorption principles that will be used in what

follows. We will also need the following result, which we prove for completeness.
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LEMMA 3.1. Let G be a second countable locally compact unimodular group.
Then the group von Neumann algebra LH is a von Neumann subalgebra of LG
for any closed unimodular subgroup H of G.

Proof. By the Effros—Mackey cross section theorem [55, Theorem 5.4.2], there
exists a Borel measurable map o : H\ G — G defined on the space of right
cosets of G. Hence, we have a Borel measurable correspondence between G and
H\ G x H given by

T:G> g+ (Hg, h(g)) € H\G x H,
where ¢ = h(g)o (Hg). According to [20, Theorem 2.49] for right cosets, and

since both G and H are unimodular, we know that there exists a G-invariant Radon
measure on right cosets. Therefore, the map

Er>EoY !

defines an isometry between L,(G) and L,(H\G x H). This allows us to identify
the algebras B(L,(G)) and B(L,(H\G) ®, L,(H)). Then, for any & € H, we get
the identity

(id ® Au(h)) (& o Y™ ")(Hg, h(g)) = &(h'h(g)o (Hg))
=§&(h7'g) = rs()(E)(Q)
for & € L,(G) and g € G, which proves that LH >~ {Ag(h) : h e HY" € LG. [

In what follows, if no confusion is possible and when Lemma 3.1 applies,
we might use the notation A(%) to denote both Ag(h) and Agx(h). Let us now
recall some well-known characterizations of amenability. Recall that amenability
is stable under closed subgroups, quotients, direct products, and group extensions.

LEMMA 3.2. TFAE for any locally compact group G, the following hold.

(1) G is amenable.

(ii) Fglner condition. Given ¢ > 0 and F C G finite, there exists Ug,. C G of
finite positive measure such that W(Ug g A Ur,) < eu(Ug,) forall g € F.

(iii)) Almost-invariant vectors. Given ¢ > 0 and F C G finite, there exists a norm-
one function § € L,(G) such that ||A(8)§ — &1, < €forall g € F.

@iv) The inequality

<

D4

geF

Y a4, ®(e)

geF

M MBLG
holds for any finite F C G, any von Neumann algebra M, and (a,) e C M.
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Proof. The equivalence between the first three properties is well known and can
be found for instance in [48]. Let us show that (iv) is an equivalent condition.
Assume that G is amenable, and fix a von Neumann algebra M, a finite subset
F C G, a finite family (a;),cr C M, and ¢ > 0. According to property (iii), we
may find a unit vector & € L,(G) satisfying

—1
IA(Q)E — Ellyc) <& | Y ay

geF

M

Then, if M acts on H, we have, for any n € H with ||n|l» = 1,

((&e)ro] =) eeree),

<(Zag> n® (& — A(Q)E). 1 ® s>

geF

N

H®2L2(G)

+ <<Zag®x<g>) n®s,n®s>
geF H®2L(G)

Y4, ®(e)

geF

<e+

MBLG

This yields the required inequality. Reciprocally, fix F C G a finite set containing
the identity e, and let ¢ > 0. Moreover, we may assume that F is symmetric. Then
X = deF A(g) is self-adjoint, and we may write x = x, — x_ with x, and x_
positive and having orthogonal supports. We claim that ||x|| . = ||x || zc. Indeed,
otherwise we would have ||x||zc = ||x_|lzc, and according to (iv) this would
imply that ||x_||zc = | F|. However, x = 1+deF\{e} %(k(g) +i(g™H) =2—|F|,
which implies that ||x_|| zc < |F| —2. This proves the claim and implies that there
exists a unit vector £ € L,(G) in the support of x,, with

Y| < <<Zx<g>)s,s>+ -
LG 8€F

geF
Then, taking M = C and a, = 1, for any g € F, we get

Y r@)E =]}, =2 (1 — Re(r(9)E, &)

geF geF
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=2 <|F| ~ <ZF s, s>)

Yo - <Zx<g>s,s> <e,
LG

<2

geF geF

where the second identity used the symmetry of F. This completes the proof. [

4. Lattice approximation

In this section, we want to deduce the boundedness of an L ,-Fourier multiplier
from the uniform boundedness of its restriction to certain families of lattices.
As stated in Theorem C, this will be possible if G is approximated by these
lattices in the sense G € ADS defined in Section 1. Observe that, if G € ADS
is approximated by (I;);>1, then the union | J; I'; of the approximating lattices
is dense in G. Indeed, let g € G, and let V be an open neighborhood of g.
Then Vg~! is an open neighborhood of e, and for j large enough we have
X; C Vg~!, where X; denotes the fundamental domain associated to I';. Let
g; be the representant of ¢~' in X;. In other words, there exists y; € I'; such
that g; = y;¢~". This implies that y; = g;g € X;¢ C V,so I; NV # ¢, and
we deduce the density result mentioned above. Also note that, by [52, Remark
1.9], any group admitting a lattice is unimodular. In particular, any ADS group is
unimodular. Thus our preliminaries on group von Neumann algebras from Section
3 suffice for our lattice approximation result. In the proof of Theorem C we shall
need the following elementary result.

LEMMA 4.1. Let G be a locally compact group, and let K C 2 C G with K
compact and §2 open. Let (V;);> be a basis of neighborhoods of the identity.
Then, there exists an index jy > 1 such that, for any j > jj,

KclJev,ce.

geK

Proof. Take a left invariant distance d on G, so that d(K, £2¢) = § > 0. Since
diam(V;) — 0, any j, with diam(V;) < § for j > j satisfies the conclusion. [

Proof of Theorem C. The case when p = 2 is straightforward, since m is
continuous almost everywhere and the union of lattices I'; is dense in G, so the
L.-norm of m is determined by lattice approximation. On the other hand, by a
standard duality argument, we may assume that p < 2. Moreover, the case when
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p = 1 follows from the assertion for 1 < p < 2 and the three-lines lemma,

”Tm“1—>1 < lim ||Tm||p—>p < lim sup ”Tm
p—1 p—1

||p—>p < SUPHTm‘r, ”]—>1-
j=>1 i>1 /

\rj

Therefore, we may and will assume in what follows that 1 < p < 2. The strategy
will be to approximate 7,, f weakly in L, by a sequence S; f constructed from a
family (S;);> of uniformly bounded maps as follows. For each j > 1, we first
define the map

@;: LT3 My) = hjr(y)h; € LG,

where h; = A(lx ) € LG and 1x denotes the characteristic function of X. Since
X;isa fundamental domain associated to the lattice I';, we have 0 < u(X;) < oo.
Itis clear that @, is completely positive, and we may deﬁne the family of operators

o7 = w(X;)*r@; forany 1 < p < oo.
Now we note the straightforward inequality
1Ml e = X)) Nhjllze < nXD 72117 ,6 =1

Moreover, since the sets (¥ X;), cr; are disjoint, we also have, for y € I},

T(®;(A(y) = t(h;A(y)h)) = (M(¥)hj, hj) 1,6
= <1yX‘/-’ 1X,~>L2(G) = p(X)éy.. = n(X)T(A(y)).

By complete positivity of @;, the first estimate implies that &7 : LI'; — LG is

a contractive map. The second identity implies that ch is trace preserving, and
hence defines a contraction L,(LI;) — L,(LG) by means of [27, Theorem 5.1].
Using interpolation of analytic families of operators, we get

|®7: L(F) — L,G)| <1 forl<p< oo

On the other hand, the L,-adjoints ¥; = @7 are given by

wi(f) =Y (WA Dh, f)Ay)

verl;
for f € LG. Moreover, given 1 < p < oo, consider the contractions
=(®]) = u(X_,»rl—”wj : L,(G) — L, (I,
where p’ denotes the conjugate of p. We are finally ready to introduce the maps

Sj = @) T, ¥/ = w(X)) 0T, W : L,G) — L,@G),
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which are uniformly bounded by
C, = sup | T, L,(T) — L,(I)].
iz
If we fix f € A(C.(G) % C.(G)), the sequence (S; f) ;> is uniformly bounded in
L,(G) by C,ll fll.,@)> and it accumulates in the weak topology. We claim that
S; f weakly converges to T,, f = w-L,-1im; S; f for 1 < p < 2. The theorem

will follow by the L ,-density of A(C.(G) * C.(G)). To prove it, we can reduce
ourselves to showing that

T,f =Ly lim S, forany f € A(C.(G) * Co(G)). )
Indeed, if it holds true and ¢ is any t-finite projection,
lim g7 f =4S f],,6 < 1900 im ITuf = ;e =0,
where 1/p = 1/r + 1/2. Hence
qTof =Ly~ lim(qS;f) = w-L,- lim (¢S, f) = q(w-L,- lim S, f)

for any t-finite projection ¢, which implies that 7,, f = w-L,-1im; S; f. We now
turn to the proof of the key result, (4). Let us introduce some notation. For j > 1,
define R R

Lt Ly@G) > f > u(X)"'h; f € Ly(©)

and

P LyG) > f D AR LA ¥R € La@G).

vely

n(X;)

Given g € G, and since (¥ X;),cr; forms a partition of G, there exists a unique
y € I'j such that g € yX;. Let us write y;(g) for this element, and consider the
map m; : G — C given by m;(g) = m(y;(g)). We claim that the following hold.

(i) S; = LtP;T,,L; on Ly(G).
(i) L;, Lj., P; : Lz(a) — LZ(G) are contractive, and
|7, : La@G) — Ly@)| < lImlloe
(iii) Given f € A(C.(G)), the following identity holds:
jlgglo IL;f = flle.e + L f = flle 1P f = fllne
T, f — T f 1,6 = 0.

In fact, the first three summands also converge to O for f € LZ(G).
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The L,-convergence (4) follows from this. Indeed, (i) gives, for f € A(C.(G)),

1T f = S; flle,e) < W Twf — LT fliL,@)
+||Lijf LP;T, fllL,@
LGP T f — LiP;i T, @)
+ ||Lj'Pijjf - Lj'Pijijf”Lz(G),

which clearly tends to 0 as j — oo by (ii) and (iii). Therefore, it suffices to justify
properties (i)—(iii). Let us start by noticing the following identity, which follows
from Plancherel’s isometry:

(T, £ 20OR5), 6 = (i F L)) = MO ADR), 6

Applying this to & f, we get

Sif = wX)7 Ym0, 6 hA R,

yerl;

= uX) 7Y AT, (A ), A(Ry), 6 WMy = L3 PiT, L f,

verl;

which proves (i). Claim (ii) for L; follows from ||,u(Xj)"hj leg <
(X)) 1x, I, < 1. The boundedness for P; is clear, since it is the orthogonal
projection onto the closed linear span of (A(y)h;),cr;. The last assertion in (ii)
is trivial, since ||m;|lo < |lm|ls. Let us finally prove the convergence results in
property (iii). By [20, Proposition 2.42], the family h = u(X;)” llx forms an
approximation of the identity, so

Jim |7 56 =€, =0 foré e Ly(G).

By Plancherel’s isometry, this yields vanishing limits for the first two terms in
(ii1). Moreover, the third term will converge to 0 if and only if the orthogonal
projection P; of L,(G) onto span{l,x; : y € I';} satisfies

j]l)n;o |Pe —¢ I, L =0 foranyé e Ly(G). 5)
By the density of the simple functions in L,(G), we may assume that £ = 1, for
a Borel subset 2 of G with finite measure. Moreover, since the Haar measure is
outer regular, £2 can be assumed to be open. On the other hand, given any ¢ > 0,
and since p is inner regular on open sets, there exists a compact set K C £2 such
that £ (£2\K) < €. By applying Lemma 4.1 to the basis of neighborhoods of the
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identity given by (X;IX 7)j>1, we obtain that there exists jo > 1 such that, for any
J = Jos
Kcl|Jr@X; cl JeXi'X; c 2.
gekK gekK

The sets (yX;),er; being disjoint, we can find a subset F C K satisfying

Kc| |vi@X; ce.

geF

Moreover, since the sets §2 and y;(g)X; are of finite measure, the set F has to be
finite. Hence, the function n = deF 1,.ox, satisfies [|& —77”%2((;) < u(2\K) < ¢,
and the limit (5) is proved. It remains to consider the last term in (iii). Let ¢ > 0,
and let f € A(C.(G)) be frequency supported by a compact set K. Since y;(g) —
g as j — oo and m is continuous p-a.e., we have m; — m pu-a.e. Moreover, by
Egoroft’s theorem [21, Theorem 2.33], there exists a set E C K with u(E) < ¢
and such that m; — m uniformly on K\E. Pick j, > 1 satisfying

sup |m;(g) —m(g)| < e&'?
g€KE

for all j > j,. Then we get, for j > jo,
T, f = T f 6 = 10, = m) F 117,
<[ |f<g)|2|mj<g>—m(g>|2du<g>+f|f<g)|2|mj<g>—m(g)|2du(g>,
KE E

which is dominated by & (|| ﬂliz(G) +4Imll; ﬂﬁw(c))’ and proves (iii) for the
last term. O

REMARK 4.2. Modifying the proof above, we may extend Theorem C. Namely,
let G € ADS be approximated by (Ij);>1, m : G — C be a.e. continuous, and
m;: I'; — C.If we assume that 71; o y; — m a.e., and that sup |7 o ¥} L) <
C, then

T, : L,(G&) - L, < sup | Ts, - L,(T) — L (T
Jz

for any 1 < p < oo. Indeed, it suffices to define

and consider m; = m; o y; in the proof of Theorem C. Then our assumptions
ensure that the fourth summand in (iii) converges to 0, and we conclude as in the
proof of Theorem C.
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REMARK 4.3. We have not performed an extensive study of groups satisfying the
ADS condition. Apart from discrete groups and many LCA groups, of particular
interest to us is the Heisenberg group, defined as the set H, = R” x R" x R with
inner law (a, b, c¢)-(a',b',c¢') = (a+a’,b+b',c+c' + %((a, b'y—{(da',b))).Itisa
simple example of an ADS group. Namely, take for instance the family of lattices
I, = (1/))Z" x (1/j)Z" x (1/2j*)Z which trivially satisfy the ADS condition.
Other nilpotent groups satisfying the ADS condition are the groups H(K, n) of
upper triangular matrices over the field K = R, C with Is on the diagonal. In this
case, a simple choice of latticesis I'; =1d, + (" *Z ®e,; : 1 <r <5 < n).

5. The restriction theorem

In this section, we prove Theorem A for unimodular groups. In other words,
we prove that, under the SAIN condition, L ,-Fourier multipliers of a unimodular
group G restrict to multipliers of any ADS subgroup H, and this restriction map
is norm decreasing. Observe that, by unimodularity of G, no condition on the
modular function is needed. All our work so far will be needed in the proof.

Proof of Theorem A: unimodular case. Let m : G — C be a bounded continuous
symbol, and let 1 < p < oco. We first reduce the proof to the particular case of the
restriction from a locally compact unimodular group G to a discrete subgroup H.
Indeed, assume that Theorem A is valid under the additional assumption that the
subgroup is discrete. Consider an ADS subgroup H approximable by the family
(I';)j>1, and assume that G € [SAIN]y. Since I'; C H C G and

[SAIN]y C [ |[SAINI,,
izl
we may restrict from G to any ;. In conjunction with Theorem C this yields

| Ty, : Lp(H) — L, (|
<sup [T, < Ly(T) > Ly < T2 1,6 — L, @)
s .

Hence, we shall consider in what follows a discrete subgroup I' of a locally
compact unimodular group G satisfying G € [SAIN],. We have reduced the
proof of Theorem A for G unimodular to this particular case. Arguing as we
did at the beginning of the proof of Theorem C and using the continuity of the
symbol for p = 2, it suffices to consider 2 < p < co. Moreover, by density of the
trigonometric polynomials in L p(f ), it is enough to prove that

1T, £l < NT s LG = L@ 1S e, (6)
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for any trigonometric polynomial f € LI'. As we explained in Section 1, the
basic idea is to construct an approximation of the identity in G which intertwines
with the pair (7},, T,, ) in the limit. Let us fix such a trigonometric polynomial
fo € LI',and let F C I" denote its frequency support,

fo=Y_ for).

yeF

Let (V;);>1 be the symmetric neighborhood basis of the identity associated to
F by the SAIN condition. Moreover, since I” is discrete, we may take j large
enough and assume that the sets (yV;),er are disjoint. Let us define the self-
adjoint elements z; = (V;)""?A(1y,) with polar decomposition h; = u;|h;|,
and set

@7 () > AMy)u;lh;|? fory € I' and 2 < g < oo.
Then the proof will rely on the two following results.
Claim A. Given 2 < g < oo, we have the following.
@) Q>}’ extends to a contraction L, (F) - L, (G).

(ii) Given any f € LI frequency supported by F, we have

Jim, 127 fllL,@ = I1flL,d-
Claim B. Let p be as we fixed at the beginning of the proof. Given 2 < g < p and
any trigonometric polynomial f in LT,

lim |19 (T, f) = T(@] Dz, @ = 0.

Let us finish the proof of Theorem A before proving these two claims. Let f;
be the trigonometric polynomial in £I" frequency supported by F that we have
fixed above. We claim that,

1o, Sollyey = BT, foll, oy
Indeed, ¢ +— log |7,

dl
continuous at p. "
Since T, . fo is also frequency supported by F, Claims A and B yield

Jollz,(7) 1s convex by complex interpolation, and hence
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1T folle, ) = lim lim | 7(T,,, fo)llz, @)
= li}n 1im 1T (@] f)ll 2, @

< lim lim ||7, : L ,G) > L (G)”H¢qf0“Lq(G)

q/p j—oo

= i Tl | foll, ey < [T L@ = L@ folle,
The latter inequality follows by interpolation, since

0
1T llg—q < NTull,=5 N Tl

forl/g=(1—-0)/24+6/p,s0o60 — 1asqg — p. This completes the proof of (6).

Proof of Claim A. Since the SAIN condition implies that G is second countable,
we may consider LI as a von Neumann subalgebra of £G by Lemma 3.1. Thus
Claim A(i) is clear for g = 0o by writing |6 fll .6 = | fu;llce < I fllce =
Il £ Il zr- Moreover, by Plancherel’s isometry and disjointness of the sets (y V), er,
we get

2

B2 FI2, 6 = £ 15112, 6 = (V)™ D Fnl,y,

yel’

La(G)

Claim A(i) then follows using interpolation for analytic families of operators; we
leave the details to the reader. The upper estimate in Claim A(ii) follows from
(1), and it suffices to show that lim; ||(qu. (Nz,e = 1fll,o for trigonometric
polynomials f in LI frequency supported by F. Let ¢* be the L,-conjugate index
of g,sothat1/q 4+ 1/¢q* = 1/2. We have

||f||Lq(f) = ||f*||L,,(F) = sup ||kf*||L2(f)-

Kl 7y <1
k trigonometric polynomial

Fix such a polynomial k = > 75()/))»()/). Then, since (DJ? is an isometry, by

(N,

kS sy = 192KF M a@ = I16F 75 6
<Nkf*hy — &4 Bu; 84 () @ + 197 ©u; @) 0-

yeM

By Holder’s inequality and Claim A(i),

17 Ku; D) e < NPT Bl @ 1P 1,0 < 1P L,@-
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For the first summand, let us prove that
Jim [lkf*h; = @ R)u; ] ()l =0
This will complete the proof of Claim A. Since 4 ; is self-adjoint,
&L (R)u; @ (f)* = kuj ;7w by 0w’ f* = kh; f*.
Then, by Plancherel’s isometry and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we get

”kf*hj - khjf*”Lz(a)

= > koHTGHAE R = AR T)

y'eM,yeF

Ly(@)
< D0 R FOLRGH2 DR = 2R e,
y'eM,y eF
= > RO FO v | Lm0, =1y ] 6
y'eM,yeF
~ (T VAV
> |k<y>f<y)|<y(—fv?)’)
y'eM,yeF KAV
1/2 1/2
o w(y~Viy AV))
<[ > koHFoor Yo BY _ren
y'eM,y eF y'eM,y eF M(Vj)
(y 'V,iy AV)) v
My Vivav;
= Mkl FlleMI72 (Y == ) ®)
L& flne ; (V)

which converges to 0 as j — oo, since we have assumed that G € [SAIN],. [
Proof of Claim B. Without loss of generality, we may assume that f = A(y) for
some y € I" by the triangle inequality in L,(G). Replacing m by m(y -), we may
assume that y = e (we leave the details to the reader here). This means that we
are reduced to proving that

jlg{.lo ||m(€)“j|hj|2/q - Tm(”‘j|h/‘|2/q)||L,,(6) =0. ©)

Given ¢ > 0, and since m is continuous in e € G, there exists a neighborhood U,
of the identity such that |m(g) — m(e)| < ¢ for every g € U,. Since G is locally
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compact, we may assume that U, is relatively compact, and so u(U,) < oo. Let
W, be a symmetric neighborhood of e with W2 C U,, and define

_ W NgWo) _ (i(@)lw, 1u,)
(W, (W)

Hence, ¢ is a coefficient function of the left regular representation, and the
coefficient is given by the positive vector state with respect to the vector
w(W,)~121y, . It is then standard that ¢ is continuous, positive definite, and
¢(e) = 1. Furthermore, by construction, supp ¢ C U,. Let T; be the associated
Fourier multiplier; then 7, : LG — LG is a normal, trace-preserving, unital,
completely positive map. This implies that it extends to a contraction

T, : L,(G) — L,(G)

¢(g)

for every 1 < p < oo. By Plancherel isometry, we have

|Teh; =il 6 = & = DV ™21y |} 6 = 1£(8) — 112 dp(g).

1
/’L(Vj) V;
which converges to 0 as j — o0, since V; — {e} and ¢ is continuous at e. At

this point we need our result on almost-multiplicative maps. Indeed, since £ is a
self-adjoint operator of L,-norm one, we deduce from Corollary 2.4 that

im ([ Gl PP = uylhy 74 6y = 0. (10)
Let us now prove (9). Setting z; = u;|h;|*4, we write
Im(e)z; — TuzillL,@ < Ilm(e)(z; — ez,
+lme)T;z; — Tu(Tez)llL, @)
+ 1T (Trz)) — TuzjllL, @ = A + B; + C;.
By (10), lim; A; = lim; C; = 0. By definition of U,, we have
| Zinior-me = L2(G) = La@) | = Gm(e) = m)¢ |1y < e-
On the other hand, since ||T; : L ,,(G) — L ,,(G)H =1, we get
[T £, @) = L, @) < Im@] + | T+ L, G) > L, G|
By the three-line lemma, we obtain

B; < | Tonier-myc : L@ = Lo@) | ™| Tomer-mye = L, (G) = L, (G|’

R R 1 1-6 6
< (m@1+ [T : L,G) > L) for o= —=+ .

This implies (9), which gives Claim B and completes the proof of Theorem A. [
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We end this section by giving some examples of groups satisfying the
conditions of Theorem A. We have already considered the ADS condition in
the previous section, so let us analyze the SAIN condition. There are two general
conditions which imply small almost-invariant neighborhoods.

e G € [SIN]y (small invariant neighborhoods) if there exists a neighborhood
basis of the identity of G consisting of open sets that are invariant under
conjugation with respect to H; see for instance [24, 41] for this class of pairs
(G, H) when G = H. Of course, we have [SIN]y C [SAIN]y.

e Another interesting class of pairs satisfying the SAIN condition is given by
amenable discrete subgroups I” satisfying Ag |r= 1; see Theorem 8.7 below.
As a consequence of it, we shall show that Theorem A holds for pairs (G, H)
with H any ADS amenable group.

Concrete examples (even in the nonunimodular setting) will be given in
Section 8.

REMARK 5.1. Both properties above are strictly stronger than the SAIN
condition, since none of them is included in the other one. To see this, let
us construct examples of pairs (G, I'), where I" is a discrete subgroup of a
unimodular locally compact group G, satisfying only one of these two following
properties.

(i) The free group with two generators I, can be represented as a (nonclosed)
subgroup of SO(3). This way [, acts on R?, and the open balls B,(0) C
R* with center 0 and radius r are invariant under the action of IF,. We may
consider the semidirect product G = R* x [F,, which is unimodular since
the action of I, is measure preserving. Then the sets B,(0) are naturally
contained in G, and in fact form a basis of neighborhoods of the identity
which are invariant under conjugation with respect to IF,. Hence R* x [F, €
[SIN]g,, but IF, is not amenable.

(i1) Let G be the Heisenberg group in R”, and let I" = Z" x {0} x {0} C G. Then
I’ satisfies our second property above, but G ¢ [SIN],. Indeed, let U be a
small neighborhood of (0, 0, 0) invariant under conjugation by I". Assume
that U C R" x R* x [-L, L] for some L > 0. Since conjugation in the
Heisenberg group gives

(_a’_b7 —C)'()C, yvt) . (aybvc) = ()C, yvt_ (av y>+<b7x))’

we deduce that (x, y,t) e U = (x, y,t —{a,y)) € U foralla € Z". But we
can find an element (x, y, ) € U with y # 0 and a sequence (a;);>; in Z"
verifying [{a;, y)| — oo, which contradicts this property.
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REMARK 5.2. We already know that every ADS group is unimodular. On the
other hand, it also holds that G € [SAIN]y with Ay = Ag |g implies that H is
unimodular, since

(Vi)
Ag(h) = Ag(h) = lim ———
u(h) c(h) Jim, (V)
— lim u(h_Ith) —u(h_Ith\Vj)
j—>o0 uw(V;)
R 'V.hNV; \A'V.h
:hmu( j ])=1_hmu(V]\ i _
j=oo n(Vy) j=o0 u(V;y)

for every h € H. In particular, all our conditions in Theorem A point to the
unimodularity of H. As we shall see in Section 9, this is not the case when we
work with amenable groups in the category of operator spaces. We leave as an
open problem to decide whether unimodularity is an essential assumption for
restriction of Fourier multipliers.

6. The compactification theorem

We now extend de Leeuw’s compactification theorem. In other words, given a
locally compact group G, let us write Gy to denote the same group equipped
with the discrete topology. Under the conditions in Theorem D, we prove that the
L ,-boundedness of a Fourier multiplier on G is equivalent to the L ,-boundedness
of that multiplier defined on Ggi. In this section, and for the sake of clarity, we
will write A = Ag and A’ = Ag,, for the left regular representation on G and
Guise, respectively. Moreover, we shall use a similar terminology for trigonometric
polynomials in both £G and LGg;s.:

F=Y Ffloreg o =) Flone.

geF geF

Before proving the compactification theorem, let us first discuss the conditions on
the group G that we impose. In de Leeuw’s proof of the compactification theorem
for R", the following basic properties were crucial.

(P1) We have
R = J2-iz".
izl
(P2) There is an injective homomorphism ¥ : R" — Rp, —the dual to the
canonical inclusion map R} . — R"—with dense image and such that

disc
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f = f oW for any pair (f, f') € Loo(R") X Ly (RYE,,,) of trigonometric
polynomials with matching Fourier coefficients. In particular,

I lewry,) = sup | f o W) = sup | fE) = IIf | Lo
EeR” EcR?

Of course, we will replace (P1) by our ADS condition. On the other hand, (P2)
is not a general property of locally compact groups. Indeed, according to Lemma
3.2(iv) for M = C (see the proof), if || fllzc = Il f' |l cGy,. for any trigonometric
polynomial f in LG, then the amenability of G is equivalent to the amenability of
Guisc.. However, this is false in general. Consider for instance the group G = SO(3)
which is compact, and hence amenable. In contrast, since the free group F; is a
subgroup of Ggise = SO(3)gisc, the discretized group Gy is not amenable. In the
following result we show that || f || zc = || f’ll 264 When Gy 1S amenable.

LEMMA 6.1. If f is a trigonometric polynomial in LG, then the following hold.

() We always have | f'll coge < I fl G-
(ii) The reverse inequality holds true whenever Gy is amenable.
Proof. Let (V;);>1 be a symmetric basis of neighborhoods of the identity in G

(recalling that G is second countable), and let F C G be finite. Then, for j > 1
large enough and i; = u(V;)~"?A(1y,), the following map is isometric:

Ly, €(F) 3 (ag)ger > (Z ag,\(g)> h; € Ly(G). (11)

geF

Indeed, since (gV;),er are disjoint for j large enough,

doad )| =D lal = Dl

geF L>(G) geF

2

To prove (i), we first write

”f/”»CGdisc = Sup(f’%-l’ %‘2)52(Gdisc)’

where the supremum runs over all finite subset X C G and all &, & € £,(X)
with ||&(|l> = ||&2]l» = 1. Pick any such X and &, &,. Since f’& is supported by
FX, the inner product above can be taken in £,(S), where S = FX U X. Applying
(11) to this finite set S, we may find an isometry L, : £,(S) — L,(G). Since

Ly(f'&) = fLi(D),
(f'&1, &) = (La(f'&), Lh(fz))Lz(G) = (fLy&D, Lh(EZ))Lg(G) < M fllzo-
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Taking suprema, we obtain (i). If Gy, is amenable, Lemma 3.2 yields

Ifllca = | D Fl)r(g)
g€k £G
<D For (g =11 'll G-
g€k LGS LGise
where the last equality comes from Fell’s absorption principle [44]. 0

REMARK 6.2. It follows that G4 amenable = G amenable, but not reciprocally.

We can now prove Theorem D(i) and (ii), the noncommutative version of
de Leeuw’s compactification theorem. The first implication requires an analog
of (P1), and it follows easily from the lattice approximation in Theorem C.
The second one requires an analog of (P2)—Gyg;,. amenable, as suggested by
Lemma 6.1—and it follows by adapting our restriction argument in Theorem A.

Proof of Theorem D(i) and (ii). If G € ADS is approximated by lattices (1) j>1,
then I'; C G for j > 1. Since both groups are discrete, we may restrict by
taking a conditional expectation. In conjunction with Theorem C, we obtain

[T L,©) > Ly @) < sup [T, : L,(T) — Ly(T))]
S0P [ o
< |+ Ly(Gane) = Ly(Ga)|-

This proves (i). For the converse implication, we may and will assume as in the
proof of Theorem A that 2 < p < oco. Now, since Gg; is amenable, we claim that
G € [SAIN]g. Namely, it follows by the exact same argument as in Theorem 8.7,
since our proof there does not use the fact that the topology on the subgroup is
induced by the topology of G. Once we know that the SAIN condition holds, the
goal is to show that

1T f 'l < | T 2 Lp(G) = L@ | 111,65

for any trigonometric polynomial [’ € LGy.. Fix such a trigonometric
polynomial f5 = > . fo(¥)A'(y) € LG, and let F C G denote its frequency
support. Let (V;);>; be the neighborhood basis of the identity associated
to F by the SAIN condition. Following the proof of Theorem A, define
h; = wu(V;)""?x(1y,) with polar decomposition h; = u;|h;|. The main
difference with the restriction theorem is that we may no longer assume that

https://doi.org/10.1017/fms.2015.23 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/fms.2015.23

M. Caspers et al. 32

the sets (gV;),ec are disjoint. Then we cannot define properly the maps cbj’-’ for
all j, since they are not contractive any longer. However, this still holds true at
the limit.

Claim A’. Let 2 < g < 00. Then the following hold.

(i) If f' € LGy is any trigonometric polynomial

jlinolo | fujin; P ||Lq(a) < M, -

(ii) If f' € LGy is frequency supported by F, we also have

lim || fu;lh;|*4
j—oo

/ —
L,,(G) = ”f ”Lq(Gdisc)'

The intertwining result we gave in Claim B of the proof of Theorem A—restated
conveniently without using the maps CD;’ —holds on replacing I" by Gy With
verbatim the same argument. Moreover, Theorem D(ii) follows from it and Claim
A’ above exactly as in the proof of Theorem A. Thus, it suffices to justify this
claim. O

Proof of Claim A’. Let ¢ > 0, and let f’ be any trigonometric polynomial in
LGy Since interpolation cannot be used any longer in our case, Claim A’(i) will
simply follow from the three-lines lemma. Let a = a(f’, ¢, ¢) be a trigonometric
polynomial in £G such that

H |f197 — aHLG = Hlf/lqﬁ - a/HLde < %gq/Z’ (12)

where the equality comes from Lemma 6.1 (together with a standard
approximation argument in the norm-topology), since Gy is amenable, and
a’ denotes the trigonometric polynomial in LGy associated to a. By (11), there
exists an index j, = jo(f’, €, g) such that

lahjliL,@ = lld'llL,Ge forany j = jo. (13)
The map F;(z) = u| f|*/*u;|h;|*, where f = u|f] is the polar decomposition of
f € LG, is holomorphic on the strip A = {0 < Rez < 1} and continuous on its

closure. Since F;(it) = u| f|"9"/?u;|h;|" is a partial unitary,

sup || F;(it)llce < L.
teR
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On the other hand, by (12) and (13), we get, for all € R,

1F;(1+iD)ll, @
= [1£1h; g,
2

q/2 el /
<A1 = a)hs] 6 + Nahllg < = + 10
e?/? / 1q/2 /2 /2 a/?
z — | q q
< 2 + ||a |f | || LZ(GdisL) H |f | || LZ(Gdlsc) 8 + ”f ||Lq(GE;c).
Therefore, the three-lines lemma implies that, for any j > jj,

IF; /DN, @ = I fuilh1 L, @)

2/q
/2 a2 Nz,
< (=PI )  <e I e, 09

which proves Claim A’(i). To prove Claim A’(ii), we proceed exactly as in
the proof of Theorem A, but using our version of Claim A’(i). For a fixed
trigonometric polynomial f” in LGy frequency supported by F, letk’ = k'(f', ¢,
q) be another trigonometric polynomial in LGy (frequency supported by M C G
finite) and satisfying ||k’ Ly (Gane) = 1 with

€
”f/”Lq(@C) <K ™ N6 + 5

where 1/q + 1/g* = 1/2. We may choose j, = jo(f’, €, ¢) such that, for any
Jj = Jo, the following hold.

() ”k/f,*”Lz(de) ||k/f,*h ||L2(G)

<1l+e.

(g 1V;gAV)) &
(i) 3, M2 .
&< vy &3 1L£ 13 IM]

Namely, the first property follows from (11), the second one from (14), and the
third one from the SAIN condition. By the same argument as in the proof of
Theorem A, we obtain that, for any j > jj,

1 N2y < &+ A4 fuslhi 0L, @)

Letting ¢ — O, this implies Claim A’(ii) and completes Theorem D(ii). O
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REMARK 6.3. According to Remark 4.3, we know that the Heisenberg group H,
and the upper triangular matrix groups H(K, n) are ADS. Moreover, since they
are nilpotent, the same happens for their discretized forms, which implies in turn
that the discretized forms are amenable. In summary, if G denotes any of these
groups, it satisfies the two-sided compactification result in Theorem D(i) and (ii)
for bounded continuous symbols

| T : L,(G) = L,@@)|| = | T : Ly(Gaie) = Lp(Gaid)|-

7. The periodization theorem

We finish our collection of noncommutative de Leeuw’s theorems in the
Banach space setting for unimodular groups with the periodization theorem;
nonunimodular groups and statements in the operator space setting will be
considered below. In this section, we consider a locally compact, unimodular,
second countable group G; a normal closed subgroup H of G; a bounded symbol
m, : G/H — C and its H-periodization m, : G — C given by m(g) = m,(gH).
As mentioned in Section I, the abelian case has been solved by Saeki [54], but
we cannot go further in the line of Theorem D(iii). More precisely, in general,

T,, : L,(G/H) — L,(G/H) bounded # T,,, : L,(G) — L,(G) bounded.

Indeed, consider for instance the infinite permutation group H = &,,, and
construct the Cartesian product G = T x &, so that G/H ~ T. By [49,
Proposition 8.1.3], for 1 < p # 2 < oo, we can find a bounded m, : T — C
giving rise to a Fourier multiplier which is bounded in £,(Z) but not completely
bounded. Then, its H-periodization m,, = m,®id cannot define a bounded Fourier
multiplier on .

L,(G) =L,(Z; L,(R)),

where R = LS, denotes the hyperfinite II; factor. Hence, Theorem D(iii) fails
for this pair (G, H). In fact, since Pisier’s result on the existence of bounded/not
cb multipliers has been extended to any infinite LCA groups [1, 28], with that
process we can construct a large class of counterexamples by taking any group of
the form G = K x H with K an infinite LCA group and H a group satisfying that
LH contains arbitrarily large matrix algebras M,. This suggests that there is not
so much to do in this direction outside the class of abelian groups. The result in
Theorem D(iii) was already proved by Saeki [54]. Hence, we now focus on the
reverse implication given in Theorem D(iv) for G nonabelian and H compact.

Proof of Theorem D(iv). Assume that H is compact, and let uy denote the
normalized Haar measure on H. By duality it is enough to consider the case when
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p > 2. By Lemma 3.1, we may see LH as a von Neumann subalgebra of £G and
identify Ag(h) and Agx(h) for any h € H. Consider the operator

I = / Ah)dun(h) € LH C LG.
H

Since H is a normal compact (unimodular) subgroup of G, we deduce that I7
is a central H-invariant projection of £G onto the functions of L,(G) which are
constant on H-cosets, denoted by

H =1I1Ly(G) = {§ € L2(G) : £(g) = £(g) when gH = g'H}.

The map 7 : G — M := (LG)II given by m(g) = A(g)II defines a *-
representation of G over the Hilbert space /. Moreover, 7 is invariant on
cosets; hence this yields a x-representation of the quotient G/H still denoted
by 7 : G/H — M. Observe that 7(gH) = vAgmu(gH)v*, where the unitary
v : L,(G/H) — H is the natural identification. Hence 7 can be extended to
a normal map 7 : L(G/H) — M by setting 7 (f) = vfv*. Since this map is
isometric and surjective at the L., and L, levels, this yields by interpolation an
isometric map . R
7:L,(G/H) - L,(M)=L,(GIT

for any 2 < p < oo. On the other hand, 7 intertwines the Fourier multipliers
so that w o T,,, = T,,, o . Indeed, let f € A(C.(G/H)). Since the G-invariant
measure on left cosets [20, Theorem 2.49] coincides with the Haar measure on
the quotient group G/H when H is normal, we get

7o T, (f) = / my(gH) f(gH)A ()T dpigm(gH)
G/H

= [ mitem Flem ( / A(gh)dua(h)> dicym(gH)
G/H H
= / m(8) F(§HA(R) duuc(9)IT = T, o 7(f).
G
Using this property, we conclude with the estimate

1 Ton, f e, 67m = 17 © Ty (DL, cmy = 1T, 0 T ()|, 6

< |7, 1 L, = L, O] I7(Hll,@n
= T, : L,(G) > L,(G)|| I fllz,Grm
for f e L p(éﬁ-l). This completes the proof of Theorem D(iv). O
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8. Nonunimodular groups

This section is devoted to extending our results to nonunimodular groups.
Again the main focus will be on restriction, since compactification and
periodization admit fewer generalizations; see Remark 8.9. When G is
nonunimodular, the modular function Ag is not trivial, and the Plancherel
weight—defined in Section 3 and denoted by ¢ in this section—is not a trace. This
forces us to introduce noncommutative L ,-spaces associated with arbitrary von
Neumann algebras. We will consider the Haagerup definition [57]. Equivalently,
one could use the Connes—Hilsum one [30]. Recall that the proof of Theorem A
in the unimodular case is based on crucial results derived from Theorem B.
Thus we will need to extend these results to arbitrary von Neumann algebras by
using Haagerup’s reduction method. After that, we will derive Theorem A for
nonunimodular groups and give some examples.

8.1. Haagerup’s reduction for weights. We start by recalling the reduction
method from [27] adapted to a von Neumann algebra M C B(H) equipped with a
fixed normal semifinite faithful (nsf) weight ¢. Note that the constructions in [27]
are carried out with respect to a normal faithful state ¢ instead of a weight. This
is not sufficient for our purposes. The weight case is treated in an unpublished
extended version of [27] by Xu. For the sake of completeness, we will indicate
below the technical modifications of the arguments in [27] to obtain the analogous
results for weights instead of states. Here, we consider the so-called Haagerup L ,-
spaces defined in [57]; see also [27] for a standard introduction to the concepts
involved. Since they are only used in this auxiliary technical subsection and the
next one, we will not detail the construction but refer to the above-mentioned
works. Let 0¥ be the modular automorphism group of ¢, and denote

n,={x e M:p(k'x) <oo} and m, = nj;nw = span{y*x : x,y € n,}.

In this subsection, we fix G =  ,»,, 27"Z with the discrete topology and consider
the crossed product R = M x,¢ G. Recall that R is the von Neumann algebra
acting on L, (G, H) generated by the operators

D& () =& —1) and  (w(0)E)(s) = 0¥, (X)E(s)
fors,r € G,x € M and & € L,(G, H). We define the unitary operator
W»)E)(s) =y (5)§(s)
for (s, 7,&) € G x G x L,(G, H) and a,(z) = w(y)zw(y)* for z € R. Then

7 (M) is the fixed-point algebra for @, and the conditional expectation £ : R —
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M is given by £(x) = [5a,(x)dy. The dual weight ¢ on R is defined as ¢ =
@ om~'o&. Let R be the centralizer of ¢ in R, and denote by Z(R;) its center.
Consider

b, = —iLog(x(27™")) and a,=2"b,,

with Log the principal branch of the logarithm, so that 0 < Im(Log(z)) < 2.
Then b, € Z(R;) and ¢,(-) = @(e * -) formally defines an nsf weight. More
precisely, ¢, has Connes cocycle derivative (D¢, /D®), = e~ for s € R.

THEOREM 8.1. Let R, be the centralizer of ¢, in R. The sequence (R,),>1
forms an increasing sequence of von Neumann subalgebras of R. Moreover, the
following properties hold.

(1) R, is semifinite for each n > 1 with trace @,.
(i1) There exist conditional expectations &, : R — R, such that

9ok =9 and &, oa‘? = afogn foralls € R.
(iii) &,(x) — x o-strongly for x € ng and | J,~, R, is o-strongly dense in R.

Proof. The proof is a mutatis mutandis copy of the arguments in [27, Section 2].
We indicate the main adaptations. Observe that [27, Lemma 2.2] does not remain
valid. This lemma is applied only in two places, where the arguments need to be
adapted. First, it is needed to prove the uniqueness of b, in [27, Lemma 2.3], but
this does not play a role in the subsequent proofs. Second, it is used in the proof
of [27, Lemma 2.6]. However, we claim that the following fact still holds true:
for every x € ng and every € > 0 there exists a trigonometric polynomial P on T
with

b, — P(A27")), x]llz <& foralln e N, (15)
where [x, y] = xy — yx denotes the commutator of two operators x and y and

||y||§) = @(y*y) for any y € R. This fact is what is actually needed. Let us now
prove it. If x € ng, then

I(by — PAL2™NxNIZ = (x*|by — P(L27")[*x).

Now @(x* - x) is a normal functional on R, and hence it restricts to a normal
functional w on the von Neumann subalgebra generated by A(27"), which equals
L (T). So w corresponds to integration against a function in L,(T). Recalling
that b, = —iLog(A(27")), we see that we may choose P such that for every n we
have w(|b, — P(L(27))|?) < €. On the other hand, we first consider

x € Tz :=={x € R : x is analytic foro® andaf(x) en,Nn; ¥z e Ch.
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In that case, from Tomita—Takesaki theory (see [56, Lemma VII.2.5]), we have

Ix (b, — PO
= (b, — P27 x*x (b, — P(L27)))
=9 (x(by — P07, ((by — P(L27))*x*))
=@ (xb, — PR’ (x),

and as above we may find P such that for every n this expression becomes smaller
than e. This proves our claim (15) when x € 7T;. For a general operator x € ng,
the claim follows by taking a net (x;);c, in 75 such that || x; — x|z — O (see for
instance [56]) and using that ||b, | < 27.

Let us now return to the constructions of [27, Section 2]. The statements and
proofs of [27, Lemmas 2.3-2.5] remain unchanged except that b, might not be
unique, which is not relevant for the proof. Note in particular that the restriction of
@, to its centralizer is semifinite. Then Lemma 2.6 remains true provided that x €
n; instead of general x € R, and also Lemma 2.7 remains valid for x € n;. Indeed,
as in the proof of Lemma 2.7, this follows from Lemma 2.6 when x € n; (and also
in the weight case one invokes Lemma 2.5 to derive strong convergence, which
implies o -strong convergence for a bounded net). This completes the proof. [

Let L,(M), L,(R) and L,(R,) be the Haagerup L ,-spaces constructed from
the weights ¢, @, and @ restricted to R, respectively; see [57] or [27, Section
1.2]. The modular automorphism group o restricted to M ~ (M) equals o¢.
By Theorem 8.1, the restriction of @ to R, is semifinite. This implies that the
crossed products M x,» R and R, X,7R are well-defined subalgebras of R x,sR.
Let D be the generator of the left regular representation in each of these crossed
products; then D is the usual density operator in the Haagerup L ,-space L,(R).
Recall that we have two @-preserving conditional expectations £ : R — M and
&, R —> R, Forl < p < oo, by [27, Remark 5.6 and Example 5.8], we obtain
contractive projections

E":L,(R)y—- L,(M) and &':L,(R)— L,(R,)

given by E7(D'?Px D'/?P) = D27 E(x)D'/?? for any x € my, and similarly for
&,. More generally, for any p < r, s < oo such that 1/r 4+ 1/s = 1/p, we have
EP(D'VrxD')y = DV E(x)D'* for x € my; see [27, Proposition 5.5] for the
proof in the state case.

REMARK 8.2. The notation D'"xD'* for x € m; used in [27] and which

we keep using in what follows is formal. If x can be decomposed as a finite
sum x = ), y¥z; with y;,z; € ng, then the notation D'/"xD'* stands for
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>, D'"y%-[z; D], which is a well-defined element of L”(R) by [58, Theorem
26] and Holder’s inequality. Here, [ - ] denotes the closure of a preclosed operator.
Arguing as in [22], one can derive that this expression does not depend on the
decomposition of x.

The following can be shown as in [27].
LEMMA 8.3. Givenl < p < ocoandx € L,(R), we have

lim ||EF(x) — x|, = 0.

8.2. Almost-multiplicative maps on arbitrary von Neumann algebras. We
now apply the reduction method detailed above to the results of Section 2 needed
to prove Theorem A in the nonunimodular setting. Let M be a von Neumann
algebra with an nsf weight ¢, and let T : M — M be a positive map such that
poT < ¢.Given 1 < p < o0, and according to [27, Remark 5.6], the map T
induces a bounded map T, on the Haagerup L ,-space L ,(M) determined by

T,(D,*’xD)*’) = DJ*’T (x)D,/*"

for x € m,, where D, denotes the density operator of ¢. With that notation, we
can state and prove the following analogs of Corollaries 2.3 and 2.4 for arbitrary
von Neumann algebras.

COROLLARY 8.4. Let M be a von Neumann algebra equipped with an nsf weight
@, and let T : M — M be a subunital completely positive map with o o T < ¢
and Too? = ofoT foreverys € R. Then there exists a universal constant C > 0
such that the following inequality holds for any x € LY (M) and any 0 < 6 < 1:

0/2 0/2
I Ts6(x") = x 120 < ClITa(x) — x| [1x]15".

Proof. We use the notation of Section 8.1. By [27, Section 4], we know that the
map 7 admits a subunital completely positive normal extension, which is given
by

T:R>70)A0s) > 71(T@x)A(Gs) € R
for any (s,x) € G x M. Note that LG is in the multiplicative domain of T.
Moreover, we also have

90T <¢ and Gfo?:?o(ff.
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Recall that o, and &, are defined in [27] respectively by
. —~ . 27”
o (x) =e ""af(x)e"™ and &,(x) = 2”/ of"(x)ds
0

for any (x, s) € R x R. Note that these expressions were used in [27] for states,
although the same construction is valid for weights, and the resulting conditional
expectations commute with the action of the modular automorphism group. Since
e* e LG, we deduce that T commutes with &,. Hence, we may consider its
restriction to R, and deduce that we still have that

goT < g

By Theorem 8.1(i), (R, ¢,) is semifinite, and we may extend T to a contractive
map on the tracial L ,-space L,(R,, ¢,). This extension does not depend on p.
On the other hand, for 1 < p < oo, the map given by

f",,(D%/ZPxD%/Z") = D%/Z"/f(x)D%/ZP forx € my

extends to a bounded map T :L,(R,9) — L,(R,9) by [27, Remark 5.6]. Since
EoT =To&, where € : R — M is the @-preserving conditional expectation,
the restriction of T,, to L,(M) equals T,. Moreover, it commutes with £7, and
we may consider the restriction

T,:L,(Ry.® — L,(R,.§).

As is proved in [57, Section IV, Corollaries 5 and 6], we have L,(R,, ®) =~
L,(R,, ¢,) isometrically, and the isomorphism preserves positive elements. The
two restriction maps T and fp are compatible with respect to that isomorphism.
Namely, let «, : L,(R,,®) — L,(R,, ¢,) be the isometric isomorphism given
by Kp(Dl/prD%/zp) = e™/*Pxe™/?P for any x € my; then

kyoT,=Tox, onL,(R,, ),

since a, lies in the multiplicative domain of T.Fixx € LT (M). Then, by Lemma
8.3 and the fact that T commutes with £7, we can write

n?

|| T2/9(x9) —x" ||L2/0(M) - || Tz/e(xe) - Lo (R)

=]nn“€wo]bﬂx)—gya

n—o0

= Jim, “ Ty (€, (")) = &7 (x )”Lm(mv@

= 1im [T (k20 (£} ")) = iz (€ )1,

(x7) ” La/g(Rn.®)
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By Corollary 2.3, in (R, ¢,) applied to the map 7 and to i (&0 (xe))l/(’ €
Ly (R, ¢u),

” T2/9(x9) —x’ ||2/0
<€ Jim | TG (€77 0) ") = o (€7° ) |

Ly(Rn.n)
176 (162
x icays (€21 x)
Ly(Ru.¢n)

— C lim Hf((c/-z/e(xe)l/e) _ 52/9(x9)1/9 ”9/2 ”52/0( )1/9 ”9/2

T Do 172\ n Ly(Ru.9) Ly(Ra. )"
We finally claim that

lim |7 (x)"" — x|l =0,

which yields the result, since ||’T\2(x) — x|l» = [T>»(x) — x]|». This claim follows

from Lemma 8.3 and the fact that, for any operators x, y € L,(R)* such that
lyll2 < |lx]l> and any parameter 0 < 6 < 1, we have

3
0 0 1/0 1-0.
lr = yla < Glx" =yl lxlla ™

see [53] or [38] for slightly worse estimates. O

COROLLARY 8.5. Let M be a von Neumann algebra equipped with an nsf weight
@, and let T : M — M be a subunital completely positive map with 9 o T < ¢
and T oo? = 0¥ o T for every s € R. Then there exists a universal constant
C > 0 such that the following inequality holds for any y € L,(M) with polar
decomposition y = uly| and any 0 < 6 < 1:

I Toso (u|y|?) — uly|llye < CIT2(y) =yl Iy 137

Proof. The proof is similar to the ones of Corollary 2.4 and Remark 2.5, so details
are omitted. O

8.3. Nonunimodular restriction theorem. To fix notation, recall that when G
is not unimodular the Plancherel weight ¢ is nsf, and its modular group is given

by
VfeC(G), of((f))=rALS). (16)

Thus the set A(C.(G)) consists of analytic elements, and A(C.(G) % C.(G)) C m,,
is weak-x dense; see [56, Proposition VII.3.1].
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Let D denote the density operator of ¢. The construction of noncommutative
L ,-spaces gives

Iy

_ | *(C(G) xC(G)Dr
W” Iy

for

~ 1<p<?2,
Lr(@) f0r2<p

p < 00.

Note that D'?’A(C.(G) * C.(G)D'?*’ = \(C.(G) * C.(G))DY? due to
relation (16).

Let 2 < p < 00, and consider any symbol m € L,,(G). We may consider the
associated multiplier defined by, for f € C.(G),

TP : L,(G) 3 A(f)D"? > A(mf)D"" € L,(G),

which is called an L ,-Fourier multiplier if it extends boundedly to L ,,(6) (toa
normal map if p = 00).

For 1 < p < 2 and a given bounded symbol m, we define the associated
multiplier by

T, :=(T;X). and T} = (T )" wheremy(s) =m(s™").

We are ready to sketch the proof of the restriction theorem in the
nonunimodular setting, enlightening the main changes. Note that, in the
nonunimodular case, the Fourier multipliers depend on p. However, for the
sake of clarity we just used the notation 7,, in the statement of Theorem A
given in Section 1. After the proof, we shall construct some natural examples
illustrating Theorem A which complement what we did in Section 5. We shall
also give a brief discussion on Theorem D in Remark 8.9.

Proof of Theorem A: nonunimodular case. The proof follows the same strategy
as in the unimodular case, the main ingredient being that in this case the operator
h; should be defined as

hy = 11y, 46117} r Ly, A5H D2 € Ly (@G).

Note that £ is a self-adjoint operator. Indeed, according to [22, Lemma 2.5] and

the fact that V; is symmetric (recalling that £*(g) = Ag(g) '&(g~")), we obtain
the following identity:

* —1/4— —1/4\ %
e =11y, A1k DALy, A
—1/4),— —3/4
= 11,4611 ) D1 (Ly, A
—1/4,— —1/4
= 11y, A5 "z e Ly, A5 "H DY = h;.
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Then one defines again @ : L,T) 3 f+ fujlh;|?4 € L,(G), where h; =
uj|h;| is the polar decomposition. The proof proceeds then exactly as in the
unimodular case in Section 5, which relies on two claims. Claims A and B can be
proved mutatis mutandis except for two conceptual points. First, Claim A(ii) is the
place where we need the condition Ag|r = 1. Indeed, this condition implies that
for every y € I' the operators A(y) and Ag acting on L,(G) strongly commute.
Therefore, with the same notation, the estimate (8) is now as follows:

”kf*hj - khjf*“Lz(a)

> RO TGy R = Ay A )

A L2(@G)
< Y ROOF| [0 h = D], g
y'eM,yeF

= > [k Flity, a5

y'eM,yeF

x ALy, 45D = ALy, A5 DA THD 6,

= Y [kOFON1Ly A6 156 [ vy = 1) AG" L)

y'eM,yeF

which, continuing as in (8), converges to 0 as j — o0, since we have assumed
that G € [SAIN], and Ag is a continuous function which attains the value 1 in
the identity of G. Second, we need Corollary 2.4 for noncommutative L ,-spaces
associated with type III algebras. Recall that we applied this result to the Fourier
multiplier 7, for some unital, continuous, positive definite function £ € L (G).
Then T, is a unital completely positive ¢-preserving map, and by [27, Example
5.9] it commutes with the modular automorphism group. Thus, we may apply
Corollary 8.5. O

We now illustrate Theorem A with some examples, the main of which will be
to show that we can apply restriction to any ADS amenable subgroup for which
the modular function restricts properly. We need a preliminary technical result.
LEMMA 8.6. Let G be a locally compact group. Let € > 0 and &, 1y, ..., n, be

positive functions in L (G) satisfying > ,_, I — nelly < € and ||&]l, = 1. Then
there exists t > 0 such that

n
Z 1 e — Linsnllnio < ellenlo-
=1
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Proof. Given g € Gand 1 < € < n, we have

E(9)l = f Ligoron dt,
0
1E(g) — ne(g)] =/ 1Lie>) — Line-nl dt.
0

Hence the hypothesis can be written as follows:

co N n
/ Z 110 — Line=nlleio dt = Z 15 = el
0 =1 =1

o0
<eléll, @ = 8/ 1Li=nll, ) dt.
0

This immediately implies the existence of some ¢ > 0 satisfying the assertion. [

THEOREM 8.7. Let G be a second countable locally compact group. We have
G € [SAIN]r

for any discrete amenable subgroup I' satisfying that Ag|r= 1.

Proof. Fix a finite set F C I". Since I" is amenable and discrete, we know from
the Fglner condition (see Lemma 3.2) that for any j > 1 there exist a finite subset
Ug,j C I" such that

Ur. iy AUE; 1
Wiy AUl 1 iny y € .
|U]:_yj| JIF|

Let (Z;);>1 be a basis of symmetric neighborhoods of e such that u(Z;) < oo.
Since the sets (U, ;) > are finite, by continuity of the multiplication on G we can
find a sequence (W;);> of symmetric neighborhoods of the identity such that
Useur, g 'W;g C Z;. Define for each j > 1

: 1
5= |UF,|M( W) 2 Lo

8€UF,;

Since Ag|r =1, we have ||§;]l.,) = 1, and we can prove that

1
Ig; (y - y - Eilleo) < m forany y € F.
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Indeed, using that for any j > 1, we have

1
Loy h—f=—— | > L= Y Lo

| UF"’ W(Wj ) 8€Ur, jY\Ur,j 8€Ur j\UF,j¥

and by construction of the Fglner sets (Ur ;) ;> we get

|UF,jJ/AUF,j| 1

1€, - v =&l < <=
J JHL1(G) |UF/| ]|F|

Here we also used that Ug ;y U Ug; C I' for any y € F and Ag | = 1. Hence,
by applying Lemma 8.6, for each j > 1 we can find #; > 0 such that the set
V; ={§; > t;} satisfies

Z M(yfl‘/_/VAVj) _ Z 11y, — 1y*1ij||Ll(G) - l (17)
w(V;) o 11v 1l J

yeF

It remains to check that (V;);> is a basis of symmetric neighborhoods of the
identity. Since W; is symmetric, we have §;(g™") = &;(g) for any g € G, and V;
is clearly symmetric. On the other hand, note that ||§; || = &;(e) = ;L(Vj)’l. Thus
&;(e) > t;; otherwise, we would have 1y, = 0, which contradicts (17). Finally,
the inclusions

Vv, csupp€)) € | g7'Wig c z;

8€UR,j

ensure that (V;) ;> is a basis of neighborhoods of the identity. O

COROLLARY 8.8. Let G be a second countable locally compact group. We have

for any ADS amenable subgroup H satisfying the identity A |g = 1.

Ty Ly(H) — L) < [T, : L,G) - L,G)]

Proof. According to Theorem C, we have

[T, = LpE) — L) < sup | T, L(T)) = Ly(5)]
]z

for any family (I7;) ;> of discrete subgroups approximating H. By amenability of
H, and since Ag |z = 1, each I'; clearly satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 8.7,
from which the assertion follows. This completes the proof. O
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Beyond discrete amenable subgroups of unimodular groups, other pairs (G,
H) satisfying Corollary 8.8 are given by G unimodular and H belonging to the
families in Remark 4.3. Corollary 8.8 also admits pairs with G nonunimodular:
consider for instance the affine group G = R” x GL, (R) which is nonunimodular
[20]. However, Ag restricts to SL,(R) (which is unimodular) trivially, and hence
also to every ADS subgroup. In particular, ADS subgroups of O,(R) will form
examples of subgroups of G that satisfy the criteria of Theorem A.

REMARK 8.9. Outside the cb setting (Section 9), the compactification
Theorem D(i) and (ii) does not have a suitable analog in the nonunimodular
setting (at least not from our techniques), since we require that Ag = Ag,,. = 1.
Similarly the periodization Theorem D(iii) is meaningless, since we showed that
commutativity of G (hence unimodularity) is an essential assumption. However,
Theorem D(iv) does generalize to nonunimodular groups provided that Ag |g = 1
(recalling that compact groups are unimodular); the proof is analogous to the one
we gave for unimodular groups.

9. Operator space results

The goal of this section is to study de Leeuw’s theorems for locally compact
groups in the category of operator spaces. More precisely, we are interested in
restriction, compactification, and periodization results under the assumption that
our multipliers are not only bounded, but completely bounded when we equip our
L ,-spaces with their natural operator space structure [49, 50]. Then we aim to
show that the conclusions also give cb-bounded multipliers. It is easily seen that
this is the case when we keep the hypotheses of Theorems A, C, and D. In other
words, we have the following for 1 < p < oo.

e If H € ADS and G € [SAIN]y, we have
[T, : L, ) > L@, < |

T, :L,G) - LG,
for bounded continuous symbols m : G — C provided Ag |y= 1.

o If G € ADS is approximated by (I';);>1,

|7, : L,G) - L,©)|, < §1§1)|

for bounded m : G — C which are continuous pg—almost everywhere.

Tm‘rj . Lp([']) g Lp(Fj)”cb

o If Gis ADS, Gy is amenable, and m continuous ,
1Tw: L,(G) = LG, = [Tw: Lp(Guise) = Lp(Gaise)| -
The < holds for G € ADS, and the > for G4, amenable and G unimodular.
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e If H < G is compact and m,(g) = m,(gH) is bounded ,
| T, : L,G) = L, @), > | T, : L,(G/H) — L,(G/H)],.

Indeed, except for Theorem D(iii), our results remain valid when we apply
them to the Cartesian product of G with any finite group, since our ADS and
SAIN assumptions are stable under that operation. This operation allows us to
generalize our results to the cb setting in a trivial way.

REMARK 9.1. The upper estimate < in our cb periodization result can be
extended to any pair (G, H) as long as G is discrete and £G is QWEP. Indeed,
the discreteness of G and G/H allows us to apply Fell’s absorption principle [44]
to the unitary representation 7 : g — Ag/u(gH), and the existence of an invariant
measure is then used to factorize the integral over G as an integral over G/H x H.
After rearrangement and using Fubini’s theorem (for which we use the QWEP
property following [33]) one concludes.

Motivated by the transference results from [5, 7, 43] between Fourier and Schur
multipliers, an alternative approach to obtain de Leeuw type theorems is to exploit
that such results are much more elementary for Schur multipliers. Namely, given
a bounded symbol m : G — C, recall that the associated Herz—Schur multiplier
is formally defined as the linear map

. —1
Sm . E : Ugy.8,€51.80 > § : m(gl gZ)agl.gzegl,gz-
81,82€G 81,82€6G

By the boundedness of m, it is clear that §,, is (completely) bounded on the
Schatten class S,(L»(G)). When it maps S,(L2(G)) N S,(L2(G)) to S,(L2(G))
and extends to a cb map on S,(L,(G)), we say that S, is a cb-bounded
Schur multiplier on S,(L,(G)). Let us analyze de Leeuw operations for Schur
multipliers.

LEMMA 9.2. If1 < p < ocoandm : G — C is continuous,
1S : S,;(Lz(G)) - Sp(Lz(G))”cb =[Sy : Sp(KZ(Gdisc)) - Sp(ZZ(Gdisc))”cb-

Moreover, let H be a closed subgroup of G. Then we additionally have the
following.
(1) If m : G — C is continuous,
IS, = Sp(La(H) = S,(Lo(H)) |,

< [ $,(La(G) = S,(La(GD ],

IH
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(i1) IfH < Gand m, : G/H — C is continuous,

IS, = Sp(L2(G)) — S,(L2(G)) ],
< || S, © Sp(L2(G/H)) — S,(Lr(G/H)) | .-

Proof. Lafforgue and de la Salle established in [39, Theorem 1.19] (extending an
unpublished result of Haagerup in the L. -case) that, for any locally compact
group G and any continuous symbol m : G — C, the cb norm of the Schur
multiplier is given by

Sm . S])(LZ(G)) - Sp(LZ(G))”cb
= sup 8, ¢ 5, (28 ~ S, (18)

F finite

The first assertion (compactification) and property (i) (restriction) follow directly
from this. The cb periodization (ii) for Schur multipliers can also be deduced from
[39] as follows (compare to [39, Lemma 1.5]). For a fixed fundamental domain
X, we consider the natural map o : G/H — X. Then we may identify the group G
with the Cartesian product G/H x H as in the proof of Lemma 3.1 via the bijective
map

T:G2gmr— (gH, h(g)) € G/H x H,

where ¢ = o (gH)h(g). For 1 < p < oo, this gives a map
T 1 §,(L2(G)) — S,(L2(G/H) @ La(H)),

which is completely isometric on finite subsets. By using this identification, [39,
Lemma 1.5 and Remark 1.6] directly implies the cb periodization (ii). Indeed, it
suffices to consider the measure space (H, wy), which is o -finite since H is locally
compact and second countable. O

This shows that de Leeuw theorems extend in almost full generality to the
context of Schur multipliers: only continuity of the symbols is needed. In
particular, we do not impose any of our former conditions like ADS, SAIN, the
compatibility of modular functions, or the amenability of Ggs.. We now want
to use certain transference results to obtain de Leeuw type theorems for Fourier
multipliers from the results in Lemma 9.2. More precisely, we will use that we
have

|7 L,G) = L, @), = ||Sn : $,(L2(G) = S,(L2(G)], (19

for 1 < p < oo under the following conditions.
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(i) G is an amenable group.
(i) m € L, (G) defines a completely bounded Fourier multiplier on L p(é).

When p = 1, oo, this was proved by Bozejko and Fendler [5]. Other values of p
were first considered by Neuwirth and Ricard [43], who proved (19) for amenable
discrete groups. Caspers and de la Salle [7] then obtained this result for arbitrary
amenable groups and 1 < p < oco. We shall need this identity to transfer Lemma
9.2 to Fourier multipliers. Hence the price to avoid our conditions listed at the
beginning of this section is to assume amenability of G.

REMARK 9.3. Observe that the transference theorem proved in [7] requires the
extra assumption that the symbol m : G — C gives rise to a completely bounded
Fourier multiplier on £G. The set of such symbols is denoted by M4 (G). By
approximation we may extend the identity (19) to any bounded symbol m : G —
C satisfying the above condition (ii) whenever G is amenable. Indeed, consider
a symbol m € L, (G) verifying (ii). Notice that when G is amenable there is a
continuous contractive approximate unit (7;);> in the Fourier algebra A(G) with
compact support. Take also (x;);>: a contractive approximate unit in L, (G) that
also belongs to L,(G). Define

m; ;= x; * (mym) € Lo(G).

Clearly m; ; € A(G), and hence lies in M., (G). On the other hand, one can check
that

|| Tm : Lp(a) - LP(G)”cb = lllel'l || T"

i, j

: LP(G) - Lp(a) ||cb’

[0+ 8, (La(G)) = 8,(La(G))] , = lim|

S, 1 Sp(La(G)) — S,(L2(G)] .

Indeed, the lower estimates easily follow from standard properties of Fourier and
Schur multipliers, and we may deduce the upper estimates from the fact that
T, — T, (respectively, S, , — S,) pointwise in the weak topology of L ,(G)
(respectively, S,(L,(G))). Using Caspers and de la Salle’s result for the symbols
m; ; in M (G), this allows us to conclude that (19) holds true for the symbol m.

THEOREM 9.4. Let 1 < p < 00, and let G be amenable.

(1) If m : G — C is bounded and continuous and H is a closed subgroup of G,

HT’"m : Lp(ﬁ) - Lﬂ(ﬁ) ch S H T Lp(a) g LP(G) ch'
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(ii) If m : G — C is bounded and continuous and Gy is amenable, we have

|7 : L,(G) — L, @), = |Tw: Lp(Gase) > Lp(Gase) |-

(iii) If m; : G/H — C is bounded and continuous and H is a normal closed
subgroup of G,

|, : L,@G) = L, @), = Tn, : L,(G/H) > L,(G/H)],.

Proof. The proof follows from Lemma 9.2, the transference theorem (19) from
[7], and Remark 9.3. O

REMARK 9.5. Recall that the lattice approximation Theorem C only works in the
unimodular setting (since we need to assume that G € ADS); hence applying the
transference in that case would not improve the cb result obtained directly from
Theorem C. In fact, applying the transference theorem from [7] and Remark 9.3
in conjunction with Theorem 9.4(i) to that result, we deduce the analog for Schur
multipliers. Namely, for any group G € ADS approximated by (I';);>1, 1 < p <
oo and any bounded a.e. continuous symbol m : G — C, we have

1S = Sp(L2(G)) = §,(L2(G))lleb = sup IS,

I,
jzl /

LS, (6(T7) = Sy(6(T) .
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Appendix A. Idempotent multipliers in R

Idempotent Fourier multipliers are those whose symbols are the characteristic
functions of a measurable set X'. Intervals in R or polyhedrons in R” are examples
of idempotent symbols which yield L ,-bounded Fourier multipliers (1 < p <
o0) as a consequence of the boundedness of the Hilbert transform. When n >
1, we know from the work of Fefferman [18] a fundamental restriction for L ,-
boundedness of idempotent Fourier multipliers over (say) convex sets X with
boundary 0 X'. Namely, let

Ixt={wesS!'vLlax).
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Then, given IT C R" any two-dimensional vector space, £2 = d X+ N [T cannot
admit Kakeya sets of directions in the sense of [18] or [23, Lemma 10.1.1] when
2 leads to an L ,-bounded idempotent multiplier. To be more precise we need
a bit of terminology. Given a rectangle R in R?, denote by R’ one of the two
translations of R which are adjacent to R along its shortest side. A subset £2
of the unit circle in R? admits Kakeya sets of directions when for every N > 1
there exists a finite collection of pairwise disjoint rectangles R (N) with longest
side pointing in a direction of §2, and there exists a family R, (N) formed by
rectangles R’ adjacent to the members of R, (N) along their shortest side and
such that

U ®

ReRo(N)

>N| |J r|.

R'€R/,(N)

This definition is extracted from Fefferman’s original argument; see [18, 23].
The above symbol || refers to the Lebesgue measure. This notion is closely
related to Bateman’s notion of Kakeya sets of directions [2]. Fefferman’s theorem
implies that 0 must have vanishing curvature for L,-boundedness, as for
polyhedrons. Other regions with flat boundary—polytopes with infinitely many
faces—may or may not admit Kakeya sets of directions. This is very connected
to the boundedness of directional maximal operators [2, 46], but we shall
not analyze these subtleties here. Apart from the geometric aspect of X, one
may consider which topological structures of X yield L,-boundedness. In
dimension 1, Lebedev and Olevskii [40] showed that X~ must be open up to a set of
zero measure; see also Mockenhaupt and Ricker [42] for L ,-bounded idempotents
which are not L ,-bounded.

Our aim in this appendix is motivated by a problem left open in [36]. The
authors provided there a noncommutative Hormander—Mikhlin multiplier
theorem using group cocycles in discrete groups as substitutes of more standard
geometric tools for Lie groups. This gave rise to some exotic Euclidean
multipliers which are L,-bounded in R". Consider the cocycle b : R — R*
given by

s b(s) = (cos(2ms) — 1, sin(2mws), cos(rBs) — 1, sin(2wBs))
associated with the action o : R ~ R* ~ C?:

2niﬂsz2).

oy (X1, X2, X3, X4) = (21, 22) = (€721, €
Then, any symbol of the form m(s) = ni(b(s)) satisfying that

10271 (s)] < |s|7#1 fors € R*\{0} and 0 < |B] < 3
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defines an L ,-bounded Fourier multiplier in R for 1 < p < oo. Take for instance
m a Hormander—-Mikhlin smoothing of the characteristic function of an open set
X in R* intersecting the range of b. If B € R\ Q, the cocycle b has a dense
orbit, and m oscillates from O to 1 infinitely often with no periodic pattern. A
moment of thought shows that the L ,-boundedness of such a multiplier follows
from the combination of de Leeuw’s restriction and periodization theorems, but
this cocycle formulation led Junge, Mei, and Parcet to pose a similar problem in
[36] when the lifted multiplier 7 is not smooth anymore. More precisely, let 7 be
the characteristic function of certain set X' which yields an L ,-bounded multiplier
in R* and intersects the range of the cocycle b. Is m = i o b an L ,-bounded
idempotent multiplier on R?

In order to answer the question above, let us formulate the problem in a more
transparent way. The image of the cocycle b is an helix in a two-dimensional
torus which up to a translation we may identify with T?> ~ [0, 1]>. Moreover,
under this identification, the helix corresponds to the straight line y in R? passing
through the origin with slope §. Let us consider the set £2 which results from
the intersection between X and the two-dimensional torus where b takes values.
We shall identify this set with the corresponding set in [0, 1]?, still denoted by
£2. According to the results in [18], we know that X' must have a flat boundary.
Assume for simplicity that X' is a simple object like a semispace or a convex
polyhedron—finite unions and certain infinite unions of this kind of sets also
define L ,-bounded idempotent multipliers—so that §2 is a open simply connected
set. In summary, given a simply connected set £2 in [0, 1]* and certain slope S,
we may consider the idempotent Fourier multiplier associated with the symbol
determined by Figure 1 below and given by

Mg s(s) = 1o((s, Bs) + Z*) fors € R.

Our problem is to decide for which pairs (§2, 8) we get L ,-bounded idempotent
multipliers on R. There are two cases for which the answer is simple. If the
slope B € Q, the helix is periodic, and so is Mg g. Therefore, by de Leeuw’s
periodization theorem, the problem is reduced to a finite interval where the
multiplier jumps from O to 1 and inversely finitely many times. The result then
follows from the L ,-boundedness of the one-dimensional Hilbert transform for
1 < p < oo. On the other hand, we also obtain L ,-boundedness when £2 is a
polyhedron (finitely many faces), since we know that its characteristic function
defines an L ,-bounded idempotent multiplier in R? (finitely many directional
Hilbert transforms). Namely, its Z2-periodization in L p(RZ) and its restriction
to y in L,(R) are still bounded by de Leeuw’s periodization and restriction
theorems. In particular, the interesting case arises for sets £2 admitting Kakeya
sets of directions—either having smooth boundary with nonzero curvature as
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0 0 0 0 0 d-9°
00 970 9 ¢

O B R

Figure 1. The idempotent symbol Mg, 5. M s = 1 when y intersects §2 4+ Z* and
0 otherwise.

in Figure 1 or with infinitely many flat faces admitting Kakeya sets—and slope
B € R\Q. We will answer this problem in the negative by combining de Leeuw’s
restriction, lattice approximation, and Fefferman’s construction. Recall that a
bounded measurable function M on R is called regulated if

hm—f M(x +1t)dt = M(x) forallx € R.

THEOREM A.l. Let m : [0, 11> C R?* — C be almost everywhere continuous,
1 < p <o and B € R\Q. Assume that M(s) = m((s, Bs) + Zz) is regulated.
Then

Tw:L,R)— L,(R) bounded = T,: L,,(Rz) — LP(RZ) bounded.

In particular, when m = 1g for some open simply connected set 2 C [0, 1]?
admitting Kakeya sets of directions, M = Mg, g does not give rise to a bounded
multiplier in L ,(R) for 1 < p #2 < o0.

Proof. Let 1 < py < oo be such that

1Tv : L, (R) = L,,(R)|| <Cy < o0. (A.1)

According to Dirichlet’s diophantine approximation, since g is irrational, we may
find infinitely many coprime integers p, ¢ so that |8 — p/q| < 1/g>. Denote by
7 the set of such pairs of coprime integers, and pick (p, q) € Z. By dilation
invariance of the L, -operator norm of Ty, (A.1) implies that

2 2
”TMP"’ : LPO(R) - LpO(R)H <G fOI'Mp’q(S) =M (\/%S) .
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Let us now consider the truncation M{yf.(s) = MP4(s)1o 1;(s). If HT,,, denotes
the norm of the Hilbert transform on L ,,(R), it is clear that we have the following
bound:

| Ty

ra Ly (R) — L, (R)|| < 2CoHT,,.
The truncated symbol can be seen as a symbol on the one-dimensional torus, and
by [32, Theorem 2.3] we obtain

| Typa 2 €py(Z) — £,y (Z)|| S CoHT . (A.2)

trunc

Divide the segment in y running from the origin to the point (1, 8) into pg
equidistributed points. Formally, we identify this segment with the torus T, and
the set of points

k k
{(—ﬂ—):Oéképq—l}Z{k/pqsoéképq—l}
Pq  pq

with the cyclic group Z,,. According to (A.2) and de Leeuw—Saeki’s restriction,

|| T(Mf;ﬁ.c)mpq : Lﬂo (ZM) - Lpo (qu) || 5 COHTPO'
Here we use that M, and hence also M%;! . is regulated. Since p and g are coprime,
we may consider the group isomorphism

k k k
A:qu9—|—><—,—>eprZq,
rq P q

where Z, x Z, is viewed as a lattice of [0, 1]%. It is clear that A extends to an
isometry on L, of the corresponding dual groups (still denoted by A), and we
obtain . .

T, 2 Lpo(Zy x Zy) = Ly (Z,, x Zy)|| S CoHT,, (A.3)

where m, ,(s1, $2) = MP4 (A~ (s, 5,)). Given 0 < k; < p—land0 < k, < g—1,
let k = k(ky, k,) be the only integer 0 < k < pg — 1 satisfying that k mod p = k;
and k mod g = k,. Then, we can write

w3 5) ()

P q pq g1+ B2
2 2

_ m<—”’+qk(1, B) + Zz>.
pqy/ 1+ B?

Letting ez and e,/, be the unit vectors in the directions of y and (1/p, 1/q),
respectively, we have
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VP e, (LB k k V¢ JP+
k - —, = = keﬂ_
Pq JI+p \p g Pq g

kepq

vritqe 1
SVPPH@leg —epl S ——5— 5

q? q
since we may assume with no loss of generality that 8 < 1 and p < ¢g. We obtain

(k Clk> <<k qk> (k) 2) ith | QIR —1
m s =m s + + Z with |a,, S -
e p p e e q

Then the family of symbols (m,,) ez satisfies the conditions of the
lattice approximation result obtained in Remark 4.2. Indeed, [0, 1]? is clearly
approximable by (Z, x Z;), qez. Recall that, if X, ; is a fundamental domain
of Z, x Z,, then for any g € [0, 1]* we denote by y, ,(g) the unique element y
in Z, x Z, satisfying g € y + X, ;. Since m , , is a small perturbation of the a.e.
continuous symbol m, we can show that m, , o y, , — m a.e. Thus Remark 4.2
together with (A.3) yields that

T i € (Z7) — €, (ZP)]] S CoHT .

Po

By de Leeuw’s periodization theorem combined with the L , -boundedness of the
Hilbert transform in R?, we obtain that 7,, : L,(R?) — L,(R?) is bounded. This
result can be applied to the particular case of a characteristic function m = 1.
Indeed, in that situation M is equal a.e. to a regulated function, and the result
remains valid. Fefferman’s theorem [18] (proving that the indicator function of
the unit Euclidean ball in R", n > 2 is not a bounded L”-multiplier, p # 2) then
implies the conclusion. O

REMARK A.2. This result also holds in higher dimensions with the same
argument for slopes giving rise to dense orbits. On the other hand, when 8 € R\Q
and £2 is a polytope with infinitely many faces not admitting Kakeya sets of
directions, the conjecture is that such §2 defines a L ,-bounded Fourier multiplier
(1 < p < 00), so that we may argue as we did for polyhedrons with finitely many
faces. In dimension 2, this is supported by the results in [2, 10] as for higher
dimensions by [46].

Appendix B. Noncommutative Jodeit theorems

Jodeit’s theorem [32] provides another approach to de Leeuw’s
compactification by looking at extensions of Fourier multipliers. He proved
that any L ,-bounded Fourier multiplier on Z" is the restriction of a L ,-bounded
Fourier multiplier on R”". To be more precise, define
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Mi@G) ={m:G— C|T,:L,G)— L,G))

for 1 < p < g < oo. One of the results in [32] is that there is a bounded linear
map ¢ : M} z"y — M (R™) so that the restriction of ¢ (m) to Z" is m. When
n = 1, the symbol ¢ (m) = m is just the multiplier given by the piecewise linear
extension m = 1;_y/5,1/2) * m % 1_151,2 of m. Then the ADS property readily
gives compactification, but one loses on the norm by some constant depending
on n.

This question of extending multipliers from a subgroup makes sense for general
LCA groups and suits in our framework. A commutative solution was provided
by Figa-Talamanca and Gaudry in [19] by extending Jodeit’s result to arbitrary
discrete subgroups I" of LCA groups G. Given any such pair, they construct a
contractive map ¢ : M4(I") — M{(G) so that ¢ (m) = m withm = Axm * A,
where A is a positive definite function with small support relative to I". This is not
the exact analog of Jodeit’s result (as A = 1;_y 212 % 1;_1,2,1/2;), but one gains on
the constants. Shortly after, Cowling [12] generalized it to all pairs H C G where
H is closed but not open, G LCA, and m € C.(H). In the same paper, he also
looked at periodization. The underlying idea is to use suitably the disintegration
theory and with that respect are of commutative nature.

If we restrict ourselves only to discrete subgroups, such a result would perfectly
fit in our framework. In full generality, we yet do not have the right tools to
extend Fourier multipliers. However, for the completely bounded ones, we can
use transference from Schur multipliers as in Section 9. Indeed, the latter are
much more flexible, and it is proved in [39, Lemma 2.6] that a Jodeit’s theorem
for them is elementary. More precisely, if I" C G is a lattice with a symmetric
fundamental domain X and m : I’ — C is a cb-bounded Schur multiplier on
S,(£2(IM)), then m = 1x +m * 1y is a cb-bounded Schur multiplier on S,(L,(G)).
In particular, we obtain the following extension result.

THEOREM B.1. Let I' C G be a lattice in an amenable locally compact group

G with a symmetric fundamental domain X. For any m : I' — C with m =
1X km k 1)(,

|75 : L,G) — L,©)|, < |T,: L, () — LD,

In particular, the cb-bounded version of Jodeit’s theorem holds with constant 1.
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