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Haagerup property for wreath products constructed with
Thompson’s groups

Arnaud Brothier

Abstract. Using recent techniques introduced by Jones, we prove that a large family of discrete
groups and groupoids have the Haagerup property. In particular, we show that if ' is a discrete
group with the Haagerup property, then the permutational restricted wreath product Pg ,IxV
obtained from the group I' and the usual action of Richard Thompson’s group V' on the dyadic
rational QQ of the unit interval has the Haagerup property.

1. Introduction

In the 1930s, Ore gave necessary and sufficient conditions for a semi-group to embed in
a group, see [34]. Similar properties can be defined for categories giving a calculus of frac-
tions and providing the construction of a groupoid (of fractions) and in particular groups,
see [25]. Richard Thompson’s groups F C T C V arise in that way by considering certain
diagrammatic categories of forests, see [17, 18] and [6,32] for the categorical framework.

Recently, Jones discovered a very general process that constructs a group action (called
Jones’ action) ne: Ge ~ Xo from a functor ®: € — D, where € is a category admitting
a calculus of fractions and where Ge is the group of fractions associated to € (and a fixed
object) [31, 32], see also the survey [8]. The action remembers some of the structure of
the category O and, in particular, if the target category is the category of Hilbert spaces
(with linear isometries for morphisms), then 7 is a unitary representation (in that case
we call it a Jones’ representation). This provides large families of unitary representations
of Thompson’s groups [1, 12, 13, 16, 33]. Certain coefficients of Jones’ representations
can be explicitly computed via algorithms which makes them very useful for understand-
ing analytical properties of groups of fractions. This article uses for the first time Jones’
machinery for proving that new classes of groups (and groupoids) satisfy the Haagerup

property.
Haagerup property. Recall that a discrete group has the Haagerup property if it admits a

net of positive definite functions vanishing at infinity and converging pointwise to one [2],
see also the book [19] and the recent survey [39]. It is a fundamental property having
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applications in various fields such as group theory, ergodic theory, operator algebras, and
K-theory for instance. The Haagerup property is equivalent to Gromov’s a-(T)-menability
(i.e., the group admits a proper affine isometric action on a Hilbert space) and, as suggested
by Gromov’s terminology, it is a strong negation of Kazhdan’s property (T): a discrete
group having both properties is necessarily finite [28]. One additional motivation to study
the Haagerup property is given by a deep theorem of Higson and Kasparov: a group having
the Haagerup property satisfies the Baum—Connes conjecture (with coefficients) and in
particular satisfies the Novikov conjecture [30].

Wreath products. The class of groups with the Haagerup property contains amenable
groups and many other since it is closed under taking free products and even graph
products [4]. However, it is not closed under taking extensions and in particular under tak-
ing wreath products. We call wreath product (instead of permutational restricted wreath
product) a group of the form ' 2x A := @y I’ x A, where I, A are groups, X is a A-set,
@Dy T is the group of finitely supported maps from X to I', and the action A ~, Py I’
consists in shifting indices using the A -set structure of X . It is notoriously a difficult prob-
lem to prove that a wreath product has the Haagerup property or not. Cornulier, Stalder
and Valette showed that, if I and A are discrete groups with the Haagerup property, then
so does the wreath product (B, I' % A and so does P,ep/a I' ¥ A, where A is a nor-
mal subgroup of A such that the quotient group A/A has the Haagerup property [21].
See also [20], where this result was extended to commensurated subgroups A < A. How-
ever, no general criteria exists for wreath products like @y I" x A, where X is any A-set.
Moreover, there exist many examples of wreath products @y I' x A having relative Kazh-
dan’s property (T) thus not having the Haagerup property even when I', A have it, see [21].

Thompson’s groups. There have been increasing results on analytical properties of Thomp-
son’s groups ' C T C V: Reznikoff showed that Thompson’s group 7" does not have
Kazhdan’s property (T) and Farley proved that V' has the Haagerup property [24, 37].
Independently, the works of Ghys—Sergiescu and Navas on diffeomorphisms of the circle
imply that F" and T do not have Kazhdan’s property (T) [26,35]. Using Jones’ technology,
Jones and the author constructed explicit positive definite maps on V. This permitted to
give two independent short arguments proving that V' does not hat Kazhdan’s property (T)
and that 7" has the Haagerup property [12].

Wreath products using Thompson’s groups. In this article, we consider wreath products
built from actions of Thompson’s groups. More precisely, let Q, be the set of dyadic
rationals in [0, 1) and consider the usual action V' ~, Q5. Given any group I, we can form
the wreath product
T,V =TV
Q2

More generally, if 6 is an automorphism of I", we can form the twisted wreath product

r 3?)2 v,
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where the action V' ~, @Qz I is given by

- a)(x) = 02V TN R 1)) forallv e V, a e @F, x € Q.
Q2

Using Jones’ technology, we define in this article a net of coefficients vanishing at
infinity on the larger group V' and thus reproving Farley’s result. By mixing these coeffi-
cients together with representations of a given group I (see below for details), we manage
to prove the following result.

Theorem A. Consider a discrete group T and an automorphism of it 0 € Aut(I"). If T
has the Haagerup property, then so does the twisted wreath product I' 2%2 V.

New examples. Wreath products obtained in Theorem A were not previously known to
have the Haagerup property. Moreover, we provide the first analytic but not geometric
proof showing that a wreath product has the Haagerup property. Indeed, previous tech-
niques were based on showing that the group admits a proper isometric action (for example
using an action on a space with walls). We thank Adam Skalski for pointing this out.

Note that if " is finitely presented, then so does the wreath product by a result of
Cornulier [22]. Further, if T" satisfies the homological (resp. topological) finiteness prop-
erty of being of type F'P,, (resp. Fy;) for any m > 1 or m = oo, then so does the wreath
product I' 2, V by Bartholdi, Cornulier, and Kochloukova [5], see also [10, Section 4.3].
We obtain the first examples of finitely presented wreath products (or of any type Fj,
or F'P, with m > 2) that have the Haagerup property for a nontrivial reason that is: the
group acting (here V') is nonamenable and the base space (here Q) is not finite. We are
grateful to Yves de Cornulier for making this observation.

Pairwise non-isomorphic examples. Since the class of groups satisfying the Haagerup
property is closed under taking subgroups, we obtain the same statement in Theorem A
when we replace V' by the smaller Thompson’s groups F' and 7. Moreover, note that
we obtain infinitely many pairwise non- isomorRhic new examples. Indeed, we previ-
ously proved that if T’ 2% Vis 1som0rph1c toT 29 V, then there exists an isomorphism
B:T — T and h € T satisfying 6 = ad(h) o ﬂQ,B , see [11, Theorem 4.12]. The same
conclusion holds when V is replaced by F or T.

We were able to prove Theorem A because I 2%2 V is the fraction group of a cer-
tain category to which we can apply efficiently Jones’ technology. These specific groups
previously appeared independently in two other frameworks. Indeed, Tanushevski con-
sidered those as well as Witzel and Zaremsky [38, 40]. Note that the approach of Witzel
and Zaremsky, known as cloning systems, is a systematisation of a construction due to
Brin of the so-called braided Thompson’s group [7]. We refer the reader to the appendix
of [9] for an extensive discussion on these three independent constructions.

A similar diagrammatic construction provides the following groups:

C(C,T)xV,
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where € := {0, 1} is the Cantor space, and C(C, I') is the group of all continuous maps
from € to I' (i.e., the locally constant maps) equipped with the pointwise multiplication.
The action V' ~, C(€, T') is the one induced by the classical action V' ~, € on the Cantor
space. Even if these groups arise from categories similarly to the wreath products from
Theorem A, we have been unable to understand their analytic properties leading to the
following problem.

Problem B. Assume that T is a discrete group with the Haagerup property. Is is true that
C(C,TI') x V has the Haagerup property?

We refer the reader to [9], where we extensively study this specific class of groups.

Proof of the main result. The proof is made in three steps. Step one: we construct a family
of functors starting from the category of binary symmetric forests (the category for which
Thompson’s group V is the group of fractions) to the category of Hilbert spaces giving us
a net of positive definite coefficients on V. We prove that this net is an approximation of
the identity satisfying the hypothesis of the Haagerup property and thus reproving Farley’s
result that I has the Haagerup property [24].

Step two: given any group I', we construct a category with a calculus of left-fractions
whose group of fractions is isomorphic to the wreath product @Qz I' x V. Elements of V'
are described by (equivalence classes) of triples (z, 7, '), where ¢, ¢t are trees with same
number of leaves and 7 a bijection between the leaves of ¢ and leaves of . For the larger
group @Q2 I'" x V, we have a similar description with an extra data being a labeling of
the leaves of ¢, ¢’ by elements of the group T.

Step three: given a unitary representation of I and a functor of step one, we construct
a functor starting from the larger category constructed in step two and ending in Hilbert
spaces. This provides a net of coefficients for the wreath product indexed by representa-
tions of I" and functors of step one. We then extract from those coefficients a net satisfying
the assumptions of the Haagerup property.

Step two is not technically difficult but resides on the following key observation: given
any functor E: ¥ — Gr from the category of forests to the category of groups we obtain,
using Jones’ machinery, an action ag: F ~ Gg of Thompson’s group F on a certain limit
group Gz. In certain cases (for example, when E is monoidal), we can extend oz intoa V-
action. We observe that there exists a category €g whose group of fractions is isomorphic
to the semi-direct product Gz x4 V and this observation works more generally whatever
the initial category is, see Remark 2.8. Moreover, the category €z and its group of frac-
tions have very explicit forest-like descriptions allowing us to extend techniques built to
study Thompson’s group V' to the larger group of fractions of €g. By choosing wisely
the functor E, we obtain that the group of fractions of €z is isomorphic to @Qz r'xV.
This procedure shows that certain semi-direct products G x V' (or more generally § x G o,
where G g is a group of fractions) have a similar structure than V (resp. G o) and thus we
might hope that certain properties of V' (resp. Gp) that are not necessarily closed under
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taking extension might still be satisfied by G x V (resp. § X Gp). Note that the groups
appearing in Problem B arise in that way.

The main technical difficulty of the proof of Theorem A resides in steps one and
three; in particular, in showing that the coefficients are vanishing at infinity. In step one,
we define functors ®: ¥ — Hilb from binary forests to Hilbert spaces such that the
image ®(¢) of a tree t with n 4 1 leaves is a sum of 2" operators. We let this operator
acting on a vector obtaining a sum of 2" vectors. To this functor we associate a coefficient
for Thompson’s group V where a group element described by a fraction of symmetric
trees with n + 1 leaves is sent to 2" x 2" inner products of vectors. We show that if the
fraction is irreducible, then most of those inner products are equal to zero implying that
the coefficient vanishes at infinity. In step three, we adapt this strategy to a larger cat-
egory where leaves of trees are decorated with elements of the group I' that requires the
introduction of more sophisticated functors. This extension of step one is not straight-
forward. One of the main difficulty comes from the fact that fractions of decorated trees
are harder to reduce. For example, there exists a sequence of trees #, with n leaves such
that g;'nt” is a reduced fraction, where g, has only one nontrivial entry equal to a fixed
x € T (see Section 2.3.1 for notations). If we forget g,, then the fraction % corres-
ponds to the trivial element of Thompson’s group F. Therefore, a naive construction of
a functor that would treat independently data of trees and elements of I" cannot produce
coefficients that vanish at infinity since it will send g;'nt” to a nonzero quantity depending
only on x.

The argument works identically for countable and uncountable discrete groups I.
Interestingly, the coefficients of Thompson’s group V appearing in step one are not the
one constructed by Farley nor the one previously constructed by the author and Jones
but coincide when we restrict those coefficients to the smaller Thompson’s group 7', see
Remark 4.8 and the original articles [12,24].

We could have given a single proof showing that if I" has the Haagerup property, then
so is the associated (possibly twisted) wreath product I' ¢, V. Although, for pedagogical
reasons we choose to provide several proofs for various groups. This permits to under-
stand easily the scheme of the proof and to appreciate the gap of difficulties between
various cases. We thus prove the Haagerup property for F, then for 7', then for V, then
for I" 2g, V, and finally for a twisted version of it. The largest gaps of technicality reside
between 7" and V' and between V and the wreath product.

The proof of Theorem A is based on a categorical and functorial approach that is more
natural to use for studying groupoids. We present such a groupoid approach allowing now
k-ary forests rather than only binary trees. This leads to the following theorem:

Theorem C. Consider atriple (I',0,k), where I is a group, 0:T — I' an injective morph-
ism, and k > 2. There exists a unique monoidal category € (see Section 2.3.1) whose
objects are the natural numbers and morphisms from n to m are k-ary forests with n
roots, m leaves together with a permutation of the leaves and a labelling of the leaves



A. Brothier 676

with elements of I'. Moreover, the composition of morphisms satisfies the relation

Yieog=(0(g).e.....e)0 Yk,

where g € T and Yy is the unique k-ary tree with k leaves.
If e is the universal groupoid of € and T is a discrete group that has the Haagerup
property, then e has the Haagerup property.

Note that the groups appearing in Problem B corresponds to the category built from
the relation Y o g = (g, g)o Y forg € I'.

If 95, is the universal groupoid of the category of k-ary symmetric forests, then the
automorphism group (i.e., the isotropy group) ¥s#, (r, ) of the object r is isomorphic to
Higman-Thompson’s group Vi ., see [17,29]. Further, by adding decoration of the leaves
with a group I' and setting 6 = idr the identity, we obtain that the isotropy group at the
object r is isomorphic to the wreath product

2o 00 Vir = @ I Vi,
Qi (0,r)

where Vi, ~ Qx (0, r) is the usual action of Higman-Thompson’s group V% , on the set
of k-adic rationals inside [0, ). If 6 is a nontrivial automorphism, then we obtain a twisted
wreath product similarly to the binary case.

Corollary D. Let T" be a discrete group with the Haagerup property and 0 € Aut(T") an
automorphism. Denote by T’ 3@ ©.r) Vi r the twisted wreath product associated to the
usual action Vi, ~ Q(0,r) and 0 fork > 2, r > 1. We have that T ZQ ©.r) Vk.r has the
Haagerup property.

This corollary generalises Theorem A which corresponds to the case k =2 and r = 1.

Apart from the introduction, this article contains five other sections and a short ap-
pendix. In Section 2, we introduce all necessary background concerning Thompson’s
groups, groups of fractions and Jones’ actions. We then explain how to build larger cat-
egories from functors and how their group of fractions are isomorphic to certain wreath
products. In Section 3, we provide short and simple proofs that ' and 7" have the Haagerup
property by constructing an explicit net of linear isometries and by considering associated
positive definite maps. We then easily observe that they vanish at infinity and converge
pointwise to 1. In Section 4, we prove that Thompson’s group V has the Haagerup prop-
erty by refining substantially the proofs for F' and T but by keeping the same strategy.
It is still easy to see that the positive definite maps converge pointwise to 1. Although,
it is much harder to show that they vanish at infinity. In Section 5, we prove Theorem A.
We explain how to build matrix coefficient on larger fraction groups. We then follow a sim-
ilar but more technical strategy. In Section 6, we adopt a groupoid approach. We introduce
all necessary definitions and constructions that are easy adaptations of the group case.
We then prove Theorem C and deduce Corollary D. In a short appendix, we provide a dif-
ferent description of Jones’ actions using a more categorical language.
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2. Preliminaries

2.1. Groups of fractions

We say that a category € is small if its collections of objects and morphisms are both sets.
The collection of morphisms of € from a to b is denoted by €(a, b). If f € €(a,b), then
we say that a is the source and b the target of f. As usual we compose from right to left,
thus the source of g o f is the source of f and its target the target of g. When we write
g o f we implicitly assume that g is composable with f meaning that the target of f is
equal to the source of g. We sometime write gf for g o f.

2.1.1. General case. We explain how to construct a group from a small category together
with the choice of one of its object. We refer to [32] for details on this specific construction
and to [25] for the general theory of calculus of fractions.

Let € be a small category and e an object of € such that

(1) If p, g have same source e, then there exists &, k such that hp = kg (left-Ore’s
condition at e).

(2) If pf = qf, where f has source e, then there exists g such that gp = gg (weak
left-cancellative at e).

We say that such a category admits a calculus of left-fractions in e.

Proposition 2.1. Let Ge be the set of pairs (t, s) of morphisms with source e and common
target that we quotient by the equivalence relation generated by (t,s) ~ (ft, fs). Denote
by f; the equivalence class of (¢, s) that we call a fraction. The set of fractions admits
a multiplication - such that

ot t

- — = / forany f, f’ satisfying fs = f't’.

s s f/s/ .
This confers a group structure to Ge such that % is the inverse of g and thus % is the
identity for all t. We call Gee the group of fractions of (€, e) or of € if the context is clear.

Proof. Given two pairs (t, 5), (¢/,s’) as above, there exist by Ore’s condition at e some
morphisms f, f’ satisfying fs = f't’. We write (¢, 5)s, ¢ (', s’) for the product giving
(ft, f's’). We claim that % only depends on the classes § and ;—l, Consider another
pair of morphisms g, g’ satisfying gs = g’¢’ and observe that (¢, )¢, ¢/(t',s") = (gt, g's’).

By Ore’s condition at e, there exist &, k such that hf's = kgs. Observe that
hf't' = hfs = kgs = kg't’.

By the weak cancellation property at e, there exists b such that bhf’ = bkg’. Moreover,
since hf's = kgs, we have bhfs = bkgs, and thus by the weak cancellation property at e,
there exists a such that abhf = abkg. We obtain the following equalities:

(1) bhf' = bkg';
(2) abhf = abkg.
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Observe that
St byq) Dhft  bhft vy abhft  abkgt gt
f's' — bhf’s’  bkg's’  abkg's’ abkg's'  g's'’

This proves the claim. The rest of the proposition follows easily. |

When € satisfies the above property for any of its object, we say that it admits a cal-
culus of left-fractions. This is then the right assumptions for considering a groupoid of
fractions, see Section 6.1. We will be mostly working with categories of forests defined
below and refer to [6, 18] for more details about this case. Note that those categories sat-
isfy stronger axioms as they are cancellative (right and left) and satisfy Ore’s property at
any object.

Remark 2.2. We have followed the original conventions appearing in the first articles on
Jones’ technology. Unfortunately, they are different from the more recent articles when
we consider right-fractions instead of left-fractions. Note that § corresponds formally to
t~1 o s and is sometime denoted [t, s]. In more recent articles we often write Frac(€) for
the fraction groupoid of a category € and Frac(€, e) rather than G for the fraction group
of € at the object e.

The formal notation permits to check easily the identities % cn = % by computing
(7Y os) o (s7! ou) and check that ;Z; = L by computing (f o7)"' o (f o).

2.1.2. Categories of forests and Thompson’s groups. Trees and forests. Let ¥ be the
category of finite ordered rooted binary forests whose objects are the nonzero natural
numbers N* := {1,2, ...} and morphisms ¥ (1, m) the set of forests with n roots and m
leaves. We represent them as diagram in the plane R? whose roots and leaves are distinct
points in R x {0} and R x {1} respectively and are counted from left to right starting

from 1. For example,

is a morphism from 3 to 6. A vertex v of a tree has either zero or two descendants v;,
v, that are placed on the top left and top right, respectively, of the vertex v. The edge
joining v and v; (resp. v, ) is called a left-edge (resp. a right-edge). We compose forests
by stacking them vertically so that f o ¢ is the forest obtained by stacking f on top of ¢
where the i-th root of f is attached to the i-th leaf of ¢. We obtain a diagram in the strip
R x [0, 2] that we rescale in R x [0, 1]. For example,

if t:\</, then f ot =

A tree is a forest with one root and conversely a forest with 7 roots is nothing else than
a list of n trees.

f =
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Thompson’s group F. The category ¥ admits a calculus of left-fractions. We consider
the object 1 and note that morphisms with source 1 are trees. The associated group of
fractions G# is isomorphic to Thompson’s group F.

Fraction. By definition, any element g € F can be expressed as a fraction % where 7, §
are trees with the same number of leaves say n. Moreover, if ' = f ot ands’ = f oy,
where f is any forest having n roots, then g is also expressed by the fraction ;—;

Elementary forest. For any 1 <i < n, we consider the forest f; , (denoted by f; if the
context is clear) the forest with n roots and n + 1 leaves where the i-th tree of f; , has
two leaves and all other trees are trivial. We say that f; , is an elementary forest. Here is

an example:
f2,4 B \( .

Note that every forest is a finite composition of elementary forests.

Notation 2.3. We write T for the collection of all finite ordered rooted binary trees and
by Y = f1.1 the unique tree with two leaves and / the unique tree with one leaf that we
call the trivial tree. By tree we always mean an element of .

Symmetric forests and Thompson’s group V. Consider now the category of symmetric
forests § ¥ with objects N* and morphisms

SF(n,m)=F (n,m)x Sy,

where S}, is the symmetric group of m elements. We call an element of S ¥ (n, m) a sym-
metric forest and, if n = 1, a symmetric tree. Graphically, we interpret a morphism (p,0) €
SF (n, m) as the concatenation of two diagrams. On the bottom we have the diagram
explained above for the forest p in the strip R x [0, 1]. The diagram of ¢ is the union of m
segments

[Xi, Xy + (O, D], i=1,....,m

in R x [1, 2], where the x;’s are m distinct points in R x {1} such that x; is on the left
of x;j+1. The full diagram of (p, o) is obtained by stacking the diagram of ¢ on top of the
diagram of p such that x; is the i-th leaf of p. If we consider the permutation t such that
(1) = 2, t(2) = 3, t(3) = 1, then its corresponding diagram is

7

Ift = \</ then the diagram associated to (¢, 7) is
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Two kinds of morphisms. We interpret the morphism (p, o) as the composition of the
morphisms (/,,,0) o (p,id), where I, is the trivial forest with m roots and m leaves (thus
m trivial trees next to each other) and id is the trivial permutation. By identifying o with
(I, 0) and p with (p, id), we obtain that (p,0) = o o p. We have already defined com-
positions of forests in the description of the category ¥ . The composition of permutations
is the usual one. It remains to explain the composition of a forest with a permutation. Con-
sider a permutation 7 of n elements and a forest p with n roots and m leaves and let /; be
the number of leaves of the i-th tree of p. We define the composition as

pot=S8(p,t)ot(p),

where 7(p) is the forest obtained from p by permuting its trees such that the i-th tree
of t(p) is the 7 (i)-th tree of p and S(p, t) is the permutation corresponding to the diagram
obtained from v where the i-th segment [x;, x) + (0, 1)] is replaced by /;(;) parallel
segments. For example, if we consider the forest f and the permutation 7:

YV AL

Jor=S8(fr)ot(f).

f=

then

where

This is a category admitting a calculus of left-fractions whose group of fractions associated
to (§F, 1) is isomorphic to Thompson’s group V. Note that the relations between forests
and permutations can be interpreted as a Brin—Zappa—Szép product of the category of
forests ¥ and the groupoid of all symmetric groups. For more details on such products,
we refer the reader to the articles of Brin and of Witzel and Zaremsky [7,40].

Elements of V as fractions. Any element of V is an equivalence class of a pair of sym-
Tot

-1 .
Observe that 2L = ‘Hﬂ Hence, any element of V' can be written as

gos”® gos
2L for some trees ¢, s and permutation ¢. Note that formally the fraction 2% is equal to

the signed path of morphisms (tot) ' o(cos)=t"lor looos.

metric trees

Affine forests and Thompson’s group T. Let Z /mZ be the cyclic group of order m iden-
tified as a subgroup of the symmetric group S,, and consider the subcategory A% C SF
of affine forests, where

AF (n,m) = F(n.m) x Z/mZL.

It is a category admitting a calculus of left-fractions and the group of fractions associated
to the object 1 is isomorphic to Thompson’s group 7. We will often identify ¥ and AF
as subcategories of § ¥ giving embeddings at the group level F C T C V.
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Reduced pair. We say that a pair of symmetric trees (t o ¢, 0 o s) is reduced if there are
no other pairs (t/ o ¢/, 6" o s’) in the same class such that ¢" has strictly less leaves than ¢.

Monoidal structure. We equipped § ¥ with a monoidal structure ®, that is,
n®m:=n-+m
for objects n, m, and the tensor product of two symmetric forests
(o f)®(0'of)=(c®c)o(f®f)

consists in concatenating the two diagrams horizontally such that (o o f') is placed to the
left of (6" o f7). If we consider the tree and forest ¢, f of above, then

oY

This monoidal structure of § ¥ confers a monoidal structure on the smaller category ¥
but not on AF as a product of cyclic permutations is in general not a cyclic permutation.

Remark 2.4. Note that the common definition of a monoidal or tensor category demands
that ® has a neutral element. Here, this can be added by considering the object O and the
empty diagram playing the role of idy.

Metric. We equip forests with the usual metric. Hence, an edge between two vertices is
of length one. Now, recall that by convention the trivial tree / has one root and one leaf
that are equal and thus is of diameter zero. If Y is the tree with two leaves, then each of
its leaf is at distance one from the root. If we consider the tree

=Y/

then its first leaf is a distance two from the root and the second and third leaves are at
distance two and one from the root, respectively.

Order. We equip ¥ with a partial order < defined as follows:
s <t if there exists f satisfyingt = f os.

Note that if s, ¢ are trees, then s < ¢ if and only if s is a rooted subtree of z. Moreover,
the set of trees equipped with < is directed, i.e., for all trees s, ¢ there exists a third tree z
suchthats <zandt < z.

2.1.3. Classical actions of Thompson’s groups on the unit interval. We present the
usual action of V' on the unit interval which explains the correspondence between trees
and certain partitions of the unit interval. Additional details can be found in [18].
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Standard dyadic interval and partition. Consider the infinite binary rooted tree o, and
decorate its vertices by intervals such that the root corresponds to the half-open interval

[0, 1) and the successors of a vertex decorated by [d, d’) are decorated by [d, d+Td,) to the
left and [‘HTd', d’) to the right. Here is the beginning of this labelled tree:

[0,1/4) [1/4,1/2) [1/2,3/4) [3/4,1)

[0.1/2) (1/2.1)

\/

[0, 1).

Intervals appearing in this tree are called standard dyadic intervals and form the set

{[i,a+1):n20,05a§2n—1}.
o on

Consider a tree ¢ € T and write [, for the interval corresponding to the n-th leaf of ¢,
where ¢ is viewed as a rooted subtree of #»,. We have that {Iy, ..., I} is a partition of
[0, 1) that we call a standard dyadic partition.

Action of V on the unit torus. Now consider g = ;—Zg € V and the standard dyadic parti-

tions {/y,...,Ip}and {Jy,..., J,} of [0, 1) associated to the trees s and 7, respectively. The
element g acting on [0, 1) is the unique piecewise linear function with positive constant
slope on each I that maps I;-1(;y onto Jo—1(; for any 1 <i < n. From this description
of V.~ [0, 1) we easily deduce that T is the group of homeomorphisms of the unit torus
that is piecewise affine with slopes powers of 2 and finitely many breakpoints while F is
the subgroup of T fixing 0 (and thus acting on [0, 1] by homeomorphisms).

Action of V on the dyadic rationals. Put QQ, for the set of dyadic rationals in [0, 1) and
observe that the action of V on [0, 1) restricts to an action on Q. This action will appear
in the construction of the wreath product g, I' x V' of the main theorem. Note that the
action V' ~y Q5 is conjugated to the homogeneous action of V'~ V/ V5, where V5 is
the stabiliser subgroup of the point 1/2.

2.2. Jones’ actions

2.2.1. General case. Consider a small category € admitting a calculus of left-fractions
in a fixed object e, another category £ whose objects are sets, and a covariant functor
®: € — D. Consider the set of morphisms with source e that we equip with the following
order:

t <s if there exists f satisfyings = f ot.
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This is the generalisation of the order we put on the set of trees at the end of Sec-
tion 2.1.2. Note that it is a directed set precisely because € satisfies Ore’s condition in e.
Given t € €(e, b), we form the set X; a copy of ®(b) and consider the directed system
(X;:t a morphism with source ¢) with maps L{t: X; — Xy given by ®(f). Let X be the
inductive limit that we write h_r)nt’cb X, to emphasize the role of ®. It can be described as

{(t,x):t € €(e,b),x € D(b),b € 0b(C)}/~,
where ~ is the equivalence relation generated by

(t.x) ~ (1. 2(f)(x)).
We often denote by f—c the equivalence class of (¢, x) and call it a fraction.

Definition 2.5. Let Ge be the group of fractions of € at the object e. The Jones’ action
we: Ge ~ X associated to the functor ®: € — D is defined by the following formula:

(z ) r pt f tisfvi
ne|-)— = ——— for p, g satisfying ps = qr.
s/x D(g)(x)

One can check that this formula does not depend on the choice of p, ¢ and thus the
action is well-defined.

Remark 2.6. (1) When € is right-cancellative at e and ¢ < s, then there exists a
unique f satisfying s = ft. Although, when € is only weak right-cancellative
at e, then there may be several f satisfying s = ft. We still obtain a directed
system but to stay fully rigorous we should write ¢, s rather than ¢} since there
may be several maps going from X; to Xj.

(2) Note that if € admits a calculus of left-fractions (at any objects), then we can
adapt the construction and obtaining an action of the whole groupoid of fractions,
see Section 6.

(3) If we replace X; by the set of morphisms D(®P(e), ®(target(¢))) in the construc-
tion, then we no longer need to assume that the objects of the category D are sets.
This was the original definition of Jones [32].

(4) A similar construction can be done for contravariant functors ®: € — D leading
to an action of Ge. Formally, this makes no difference since we may consider the
opposite category of £ and recovering a covariant functor. Although, in practice
we will obtain inverse systems and limits rather than direct systems and colimits.
For instance, if P is the category of finite groups, then a covariant functor will
typically provide an amenable discrete group while a contravariant functor will
provide a profinite group.

2.2.2. The Hilbert space case: representations and coefficients. Let D = Hilb be the
category of complex Hilbert spaces with linear isometries for morphisms. Consider a func-
tor ®: € — Hilb. We often write $; = X, for the Hilbert space associated to ¢ € € (e, b).
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The inductive limit has an obvious pre-Hilbert space structure that we complete into a Hil-
bert space and denote by He = limt’cb 8;. The Jones’ action 7¢: Ge ~ Heg is a unitary
representation that we call a Jones’ representation.

Let $ be the Hilbert space ®(e) associated to the chosen object e that we consider as
the subspace 9;q of He, where id € €(e, e) is the identity morphism. Note that if & is
a vector of  and g = § € Ge is a fraction, then

(o (2)e.€) = (@516, 205 e

We will be considering exclusively those kind of coefficients that can be easily computed
if one understand well the functor ®. In particular, if ®(n) is a space constructed via
a planar algebra, like in [1, 31, 33], then the coefficient of above can be computed using
the skein theory of the planar algebra giving us an explicit algorithm, see also [27,36].

2.2.3. The group case. Let £ = Gr be the category of groups and consider a functor
®: € — Gr. We often write ['; = X, for the group associated to a morphism ¢ € €(e, b).
The inductive limit lim ® I'; is usually denoted by G¢ and has a group structure. More-
over, the Jones’ action e: Ge ~ G is an action by group automorphisms. We equipped
Gr with the monoidal structure ® such that I'; ® I'; is the direct sum of these groups.
If 0;: 1 — A;, i = 1,2 are group morphisms, then o7 ® o, is the following group
morphism:
1 @& 2 3 (g1,82) = (01(g1),02(82)) € A1 ® As.

Functors of this form were first considered by Stottmeister and the author in [14, 15].
A systematic study of the semi-direct product of groups S¢ »x Ge has been initiated
in[9,11].

2.2.4. Monoidal functors. We will mainly consider covariant monoidal functors from
the category of forests ¥ into Hilb or Gr. On Hilb we consider in this article the classical
monoidal structure ® so that £2(1) ® £2(J) ~ £>(I x J). Observe that an elementary
forest f; , decomposes as follows:

I®i—1 ® Y ® In—i.
If &: F — D is a monoidal functor, then
d(n) = ©(1)®" and P(fi,) =id® 1 QO(Y) ®id" .

Since any forest is the composition of some f; ,, we obtain that ® is completely character-
ized by the object ®(1) and the morphism ®(Y): (1) - ®(1) ® ®(1). When D = Hilb,
we can use the following notations: $ := ®(1) and R := ®(Y). Inthatcase R:H > H R H
is a linear isometry.

If & = Gr, then we may adopt the notations: E: ¥ — Gr with I' := E(1) and § :=
®(Y). Hence, S:T" — I @ I is a group morphism.
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Given a monoidal functor ®: ¥ — D, we have a Jones’ action 7¢: F ~ X. Assume
that D is a symmetric category like Hilb and Gr. We can then extend this action into an
action of the larger Thompson’s group V' via the formula

Oot s t
ogos x  Tens(—1lo)x’

Tens(k)(x1 ® -+ @ Xp) = Xy—1(1) ® *++ ® Xy—1(p). (2.2)
When O = Hilb, then formula (2.1) becomes

(w(%)s, £) = (Tens(0) ®(s)¢, Tens(6) (1))

for & € O(1).

Here is another interpretation of the extension of the Jones’ action to Thompson’s
group V. We extend the monoidal functor ®: ¥ — D uniquely into a monoidal functor
®:8F — D satisfying (1) = (1), D(Y) = &(Y) and where ®(c') = Tens(o) for a per-
mutation . We then perform the Jones’ construction applied to ®. We have an inductive
limit of spaces $,.; where now Hilbert spaces are indexed by pairs (o, ¢) with ¢ a tree
and o a permutation. Observe that $,0, embeds inside $; via ®(c~!) and thus the limit
Hilbert space for the functor ® can be canonically identified with the one of ® since any
morphism of § ¥ with source 1 (a symmetric tree) is smaller than a morphism of ¥ with
source 1 (a tree), i.e., the set of trees is cofinal inside the directed set of symmetric trees.
The Jones’ action for ® of the larger group of fractions Gs ¢ satisfies

7'[(5 - =

(901)5 o '0r ¢ B t
X x  ®@Olo)x Tens(f~lo)x

oS

as in formula (2.2).

2.3. Construction of larger groups of fractions

This section explains how to achieve step two described in the introduction: given a functor
E:F — Gr, we construct a category €g whose group of fractions is isomorphic to the
semi-direct product § x V', where V' ~, G is the Jones’ action induced by 2.

2.3.1. Larger groups of fractions. A functor gives an action. Consider a group I', a
group morphism S:I' — I' @ I', and the unique monoidal functor E: ¥ — Gr such that
B()=Tand E(Y)=S.Set G :=limsex, z I'; the inductive limit group with respect to
this functor, where

Iy :={(g.1), g € E(target(r))}

is isomorphic to I'” when ¢ is a tree with n leaves. Intuitively, I'; can be interpreted as
all possible decorations of the leaves of ¢ with elements of I"'. We have a Jones’ action
wg: F ~ G that we extend to an action wg: V ~, G as explained above. Since 7z is an
action by group automorphisms, we can construct the semi-direct product G .. V.
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Group of fractions. We now show that G x, V arises naturally as a group of fractions.
Define the category € := €g with object N* and sets of morphisms

Cn,m):=Fm,m)x Sy, xIT™.

We interpret & (n, m) (resp. Sy, and I'™) as morphisms in €(n, m) (resp. in €(m, m)),
i.e., a triple (f, 0, g) € €(n,m) is interpreted as a composition g o o o f. A morphism
is identified with an isotopy class of diagrams that are vertical concatenation of forests,
permutations, and a tuple of elements of .

Composition of morphisms. We previously explained what are the diagrams for forests
and permutations and how to compose permutations with forests. We now explain how to
compose tuples of elements of I" with forests and permutations.
An element g = (g1,...,8m) € ' is the diagram consisting of placing n dots on
a horizontal line labelled from left to right by g1, g2, ..., gm. If f € F(n, m), then the
diagram g o f is represented by the forest f whose j-th leaf is labelled by g;.
81 82 &3

\( and g=(g15g25g3)7 thengof: \(

If p € ¥ (m, k) is another forest, then the diagram p o g is represented by the forest p

whose j-th root is labelled by g;. For example,
\( \%/, then po g = \( \%/
81 82 83

Now, we can lift up the g;’s on top of the forest p by applying the functor E. We obtain
that

It f=

if p=

pog=E(p)gop.

The element E(p)(g) is an element of I'® which decorates the six leaves of the forest p.
This process shows that a forest (here p) with roots decorated by elements of I' is equal
to the same forest with now its leaves decorated by elements of T".

Formally, the rules of compositions are

fog=E(f)geof VfeFmnm), gel”
00(g1,---+8n) = (&o-1(1)> -+ &-1(m)) 00 Vg €T, 0 €§y.

This indeed defines associative compositions for morphisms and provides a categorical
structure to €. Define a monoidal structure ® on € such as n ® m := n + m for objects
and the tensor product of morphisms corresponds to horizontal concatenation from left
to right as in § ¥ . The following proposition follows from the definitions of calculus of
left-fractions.
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Proposition 2.7. The category € admits a calculus of left-fractions. Its group of frac-
tions Ge associated to the object 1 is isomorphic to the semi-direct product G Xz V
constructed via the functor 8: ¥ — Gr.

Proof. The two axioms of calculus of left-fractions are trivially satisfied by €. Let us build
an isomorphism from § X,z V to Ge. Consider v € V and g € G. There exists a large
enough tree ¢ such that v = Ut—s and g € I'y, where s is another tree and o a permutation.
To emphasise that we consider the representative of g inside I'; we write g as a fraction é.
Define the family of maps
t ot gt
A

os’ g os’
Those maps are compatible with the directed systems associated to V', G, and Ge. Indeed,
. . . t _ ft t St ;
if f is a (symmetric) forest, then - = Fo5 and o = EDE) Our maps satisfy the

following:

os’ g

fro_f (NS _ St _ g
(T 5 @) = For = os =~ av = o)

fos fos os
The limit map lit_)nt P; defines a group isomorphism from G .. V onto Ge. ]

Fractions. Every element of V' can be written as a fraction "S—t, where ¢, s are trees with the
same number of leaves and o is a permutation. Similarly, using composition of morphisms
inside the category €z, we observe that any element of Ge can be written as a fraction
ogt _ &

== = ﬁ like in V' but where we labelled the leaves of ¢ with elements of the group I'.

Remark 2.8. We have explained how to construct a category €z from a functor E: ¥ —
Gr starting from the category of forests such that the group of fractions of €g is iso-
morphic to the semi-direct product obtained from the Jones’ action induced by Z. This
process is very general and we can replace the category ¥ by any other small category
admitting a calculus of left-fractions at a certain object e € ob(D). Indeed, consider a func-
tor E: D — Gr and the associated Jones’ action ag: Gp ~ Gz, where G o is the group of
fractions of (D, e). Define a new category €z with object ob(€z) = ob(D) and morph-
isms €g (a,b) = D(a,b) x E(b) for a, b objects. As before we identify D(a,b) and E (b)
as morphisms of €g from a to b and from b to b, respectively. The composition of morph-
isms of €z is defined such that

fog=E(f)g)o f for feD(a,b), g E(a), a,b € ob(€x).

One can check that €5 is a small category admitting a calculus of left-fractions at e whose
associated group G, is isomorphic to the semi-direct product Gz % Gg.

In particular, we can choose to replace permutations by braids and obtaining braided
versions of our groups. This produces wreath product where the braided Thompson’s
group is acting rather than V.

Notation 2.9. We often write v for an element of V', g for an element of I" or I'”, and v,
for an element of Ge.
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Extending Jones’ actions to larger categories. We explain how to extend a Jones’ action
to a larger category. Assume we have a monoidal functor ®: ¥ — D into a symmetric
category. This defines a Jones’ action : F' ~, X that can be extended to an action of V'
as we saw in Section 2.2.4. Let us explain how this same process allow us to extend 7 to
an action of the even larger group Ge, where € = €g. Write X := ®(1) and assume we
have an action by automorphisms p: I' i, X. We extend 7 to the group of fractions Ge

such as
(gat) N t 2.3)
al—)— = .
s /x  Tens(o=1)p®n(g—1)x

for ¢, s trees with n leaves, 0 € S, and g € I'".

Formula (2.3) can be obtained as follows. Extend the functor ® into a functor ®: € —
D such that ®(1) = &(1), D(Y) = ®(Y) and ®(0) = Tens(o), P(g) = p(g), o € Sy,
g € I'. We observe that for any morphism got of € with source 1, we have that got <t
and thus we can identify the inductive limit X obtained with ® with the inductive limit
obtained with ®@. Therefore,

got got _ (go)~'got o t
”(T)x X ®((go)~Yx  Tens(c~")p®"(g~")x

which recovers formula (2.3).

2.3.2. Isomorphism with a wreath product. We end this subsection by giving a precise
description of G for a specific choice of functor. Let V', Q; be the restriction of the
usual action of V' on the unit interval to the dyadic rationals QQ,, see Section 2.1.3 for
details. Let I" be a group and 8 € Aut(I") an automorphism of I'. Given v € V and x € Q3,
we write v’(x) for the right-derivative of v at x. Moreover, we denote by log, the logarithm
in base 2 so that log,(2") = n for all n € Z. Consider the direct sum P, I' of all maps
a:Q, — T that are finitely supported and define the actions

VA @F, W-a)(x) = 0920 DGRy veV, ae @l", x € Q,.
Q2 Q2

We write
6 o 0
I,V =r='v
Q2

for the associated semi-direct product that we call a twisted wreath product. When 6 = id
is the identity, we drop the superscript 6 and say that we have a wreath product or an
untwisted wreath product. Here is a key observation that was done in [11, Section 4.2].

Proposition 2.10. Fix a group T" and an automorphism 6 € Aut(I"). Consider the unique
covariant monoidal functor &: ¥ — Gr satisfying

E(l)=T and EY)(g) = (0(g),e) forallg €.

Denoteby G := hm crE Ty the limit group obtained and by wg:V ~ G the Jones’ action.
There is a group lsomorphlsm from G onto @Q I' that intertwines the Jones’ action
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wg:V ~ G and the twisted action V ~, @Qz TI" described above. In particular, the group
of fractions Ge associated to the larger category € := €g is isomorphic to the twisted
wreath product T’ 2%2 V.

Note that it is easy to understand graphically the composition of morphisms in the
category €z associated to the specific functor E of Proposition 2.10. Indeed, ¥ o g =
(6(g),e) oY forany g € T'. Hence, elements of I" can go up in a tree by going to the left

and by adding some trivial elements e to their right. For example, if g = (g1, g2, g3) and

816(g2) e O(g3) e e

81 82 g3

f=

then

fog=

3. Haagerup property for Thompson’s groups F and T

In this article, we prove that certain wreath products have the Haagerup property. This
result is new and is done by using the original definition of the Haagerup property: there
exists a net of positive definite maps vanishing at infinity that converges pointwise to 1.
The construction of the net is done using Jones’ technology and by identifying wreath
products with certain groups of fractions. We could give a single proof. However, for
pedagogical reasons we will give five of them with increasing level of technicality. More
precisely, we provide proofs for the following results:

(1) Thompson’s group F has the Haagerup property.
(2) Thompson’s group T has the Haagerup property.
(3) Thompson’s group V' has the Haagerup property.
(4) If " has the Haagerup property, then so does the wreath product I' g, V.

(5) If T has the Haagerup property and 6 € Aut(I") is any automorphism of I, then
the associated twisted wreath product " 262 V has the Haagerup property.

The important gaps of difficulties between these cases are from 7" to V' and from V' to the
untwisted wreath product.
3.1. Proof for Thompson’s group F

Consider the Hilbert space $ := ¢?(N), where N is the additive monoid of natural num-
bers (including zero). We write (8,:n > 0) for the usual orthonormal basis of $. We
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identify $®* with £2(N¥) and consider the usual orthonormal basis (8,: x € N¥) of it for
all k > 1. Fix a real number 0 < @ < 1 and set 8 := v/1 — 2. We now define a linear
isometry

Ry: 9 —> 509, 8o aboo+ P11, 6nt>Sppforalln > 1.

This defines uniquely a monoidal covariant functor ®,: ¥ — Hilb and thus a Jones’ rep-
resentation 1w,: F ~, Hey. Now, $ embeds in H, and we may then consider 8¢ as a unit
vector of JHy. We set

$o: F = C. g (7a(g)do. 80)

our matrix coefficient which is a positive definite map.

Key fact. Consider a tree ¢ with n leaves and the list d* := (d1,....d}) of distances
between the root of ¢ and each of its leaf. The map 7 > d’ is injective. With this fact, we
will be able to easily prove the Haagerup property for F.

By the key fact, we have that when o = 0, then the cyclic component of 7y associated
to the vector 8y is unitary equivalent to the left-regular representation Ag: F ~, £2(F).
When o = 1, then the cyclic component of §o becomes unitary equivalent to the trivial rep-
resentation 1. Hence, we have constructed a continuous path of representations between
the trivial and the left-regular ones.

In particular, for all g € F we have that limy_, ¢4 (g) = 1. To conclude that F has
the Haagerup property it is then sufficient to prove that for all 0 < « < 1 we have that ¢
vanishes at infinity. We explain briefly why this is the case.

Consider g = % in F, where ¢, s are trees with the same number of leaves, say #.
Observe that

Bu(®) = (7 (£ )0, 80) = (@a5)8e. Dal0)Se)

The vector ®4(s)8, belongs to $®” and can easily be decomposed over the usual or-
thonormal basis. Indeed, for each rooted subtree x of s we realise the decomposition
s = fx ox, where fy is a uniquely defined forest. The forest fy has n leaves. We write
d ;"s for the distance from this j-th leaf of f to the root of f that is in the same connected
component. We obtain that

Py (5)8e = Y _ Cxbges.

where d*** is the multi-index (d;*, ..., d, ") and ¢y a certain coefficient equal to a prod-
uct of @ and B. Similarly, ®(¢)5, admits such a decomposition into Zy ¢y8g4v.. There-
fore,
$a(8) = D cxcy(Sars. are).
x,y

Observe that {§4x.s, 84v4) = 1 when d**° = d”?°' meaning that the forests f* and f” are
equal by the key fact of above.

We deduce the following second key fact: if § is an irreducible fraction, we have that
all the coefficients of above are equal to zero except one: the coefficient corresponding to
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the subtrees x = s and y = ¢ implying that f* = f7 = I®" are trivial. Indeed, if there
would be another nonzero coefficient, then there would exist proper subtrees x <,y <?¢
sothat f* = fY % I®" This implies that § can be reduced into 2 and thus contradicting
our assumption of irreducibility. We deduce that

da(g) = a?"?

for g equal to an irreducible fraction made of trees with n leaves. Since there are only
finitely many of those for each fixed n, we deduce that ¢, vanishes at infinity for all
0 < o < 1 and thus F has the Haagerup property.

Note that 77, extends canonically into a representation of V. However, ¢, is no longer
vanishing at infinity when extended to V' nor on the intermediated subgroup 7. Indeed, if
gn = t”t%, where 1, is the regular tree with 2" leaves all at distance n from the root and o
is a n-cycle, then ¢y (g,) = 1 for all n and «.

3.2. Proof for Thompson’s group T

We proceed similarly to the F'-case. Instead of considering N, we consider the free mon-
oid M = N x N in two generators a, b. We write e for the trivial element of M. As
above, we write $ = {?(M) for the associated Hilbert space and (8,: x € M) for the
usual orthonormal basis. Fix 0 < o < 1, set 8 := +/1 — &2, and define the linear isometry:

Ry: > 95R9, 8> adee+ Bbup, Ox > 0xqxpforallx e M, x #e.
This provides a functor @4, a Jones’ representation y: T ~ Hgy, and a matrix coefficient:
Ga: T — C, g (me(g)de.8e).

We have that the cyclic subrepresentation of 7, associated to the vector §, interpolates
the trivial and the left-regular representations of 7. To obtain the Haagerup property for 7',
it suffices to show that ¢, vanishes at infinity for all 0 < @ < 1.

Key fact. Consider a tree ¢ with n leaves and ¢ a cyclic permutation of {1,...,n}. We
write w! for the (unique geodesic) path from the root of 7 to its i-th leaf. We identify w!
with a word x; ... xg in the letters a, b, where k is the length of the path and x; = a
when the j-th edge of the path is a left-edge and x; = b otherwise. The map (¢, 0) —
(W] (1)s -+ » Wh,y) i injective.

Using the key fact, we can proceed as above and conclude that if g = tOTU eTis
a reduced fraction with ¢, s trees with 7 leaves, and o a cyclic permutation, then

$a(g) = a2

This proves that T has the Haagerup property.
Note that when we extend ¢, to V' we no longer have a map vanishing at infinity,
see [12, Remark 1].
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4. Haagerup property for Thompson’s group V

4.1. The family of isometries, functors, representations, and matrix coefficients

Consider the free monoid M in the four generators a, b, ¢, d and let $ := {>(M) be
the associated Hilbert space with usual orthonormal basis (§;: x € M). Note that we use
the free monoids in one, two, and four generators for constructing matrix coefficients
for F, T, and V, respectively.

Identify $®" with £2(M™) and thus the standard orthonormal basis of $®” consists
of Dirac masses &,,, where w is a list of n words in letters a, b, ¢, d. For any real number
0 <a <1, weset B := +1—a? and define the isometry

Ry:H—>HR 9,
8¢ > a(se,e + /380,11,
8x > abxaxb + Pbxcxa forallx e M, x #e.
Let ®,: F — Hilb be the associated monoidal functor satisfying
Pyu(1):=9, Du(Y) = Ry

and let 7o V — U(FH,) be the associated Jones’ representation.
Define the coefficient

Ga: V—>C, vi> (mg(v)de,be).
Observe that if v = 25X, then

¢o (V) = (DPy(5)de, Tens(o) Dy (1)8e),

where
Tens(0)(§1 ® -+ ® &m) 1= Eg—1(1) ® *+* ® Eg-1(m)-

4.2. Interpolation between the trivial and the left-regular representations

It is easy to see that the representations 7oy and mq, that we restrict to the cyclic space
generated by §., are unitary equivalent to the left-regular representation Ay and to the
trivial representation 1y, respectively. In particular, limy—1 ¢¢(v) = 1 for any v € V.
By definition, ¢, is positive definite for any «. Therefore, it is sufficient to show that ¢
vanishes at infinity for any 0 < o < 1 to prove that V' has the Haagerup property.

From now on, we fix 0 < @ < 1 and suppress the subscript « thus writing R, ®, 7, ¢
for Ry, @y, 7o, G-

4.3. The set of states

Consider a tree t € T with n leaves. Put V(¢) the set of trivalent vertices of ¢ that is a set
of order n — 1 and let
State(t) := {V(t) — {0, 1}}
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be the set of maps from the trivalent vertices of ¢ to {0, 1} that we call the set of states of ¢.
Consider the maps

R(0): > 9®9, et abee, 6xt>abygxpifxeM x#e
and
R(1):9 > 95®9, 68+ Boca, 6x+ PBdxcxaifx e M, x #e.

By definition, we have
R = R(0) + R(1).

Given a state 7 € State(¢), we consider the operator R(7): $ — $®” defined as follows.
If ¢ decomposes as a product of elementary forests f;,_, n—1© fj,_o,n—20-0 fi,20 fi,1
and if vy is the unique trivalent vertex of fj, x, then

R(7) = (id®" 1" QR(1(vp_1)) ® id" 1 7/n1) o0... 0 R(t(v1)).

Here is an example. Consider the following tree with vertices vy, v,:

V1

If t(vy) = 1, t(v2) = 0, then R(z) = (R(0) ® id) o R(1). Hence,

R(T)8e = (R(O) ® id)IBSC,d = aﬂgca,cb,ah

By definition of the functor ®, we obtain

o)=Y R().

TE€State()

When applied to 8., we obtain

&(t)8, = Z w7y

T€State(?)

where o, is a constant depending on the state T and W (z, 7) is a list of words of M (one
word per leaf). For example, if ¢ is the tree of the figure of above, then we have four
coefficients corresponding to the states taking the values (0, 0), (0, 1), (1,0), and (1, 1) at
the pair of vertices (v1, v2). We obtain

®(1)ée = a28e,e,e + aﬁgc,d,e + ﬁagca,cb,d + ﬁzgcc,cd,d-
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If ¢ has n leaves and |[{v € V(t): T(v) = 0} = m, then a; = a™B" ™!, the general

f la bei
ormula being O e
o =« B .

If o € S, is a permutation, then

d(o o 1)6e = Z O5r5c7W(l‘,1’)’

t€State(?)

where o W(t, t) is the list of words permuted by o.

4.4. General strategy for proving that ¢ vanishes at infinity

oot
t

o(v) = Z Z Qg <5W(t’,r’)’ 80W(t,r)>-

t€State() t/ €State(?’)

Consider a fraction v = The decomposition of above provides the following:

If t has n + 1 leaves, then the coefficient of above is a sum of 2" x 2" inner products of
vectors. Our strategy is to prove that most of them are equal to zero when ‘;—f is a reduced
fraction, i.e., oW(t, t) # W(¢', ') for most pairs of states (z, t’).

Let us describe the j-th word W(¢, 7); of W(t, r). Consider the j-th leaf £ of the tree ¢
and let P; be the geodesic path from the root of ¢ to this leaf. Denote by vy, ..., v the
trivalent vertices of this path listed from bottom to top and let ey, . . ., ex be the edges such
that the source of ¢; is v; and its target v;+; for 1 <i <k — 1 while e goes from v to
the leaf £. We have

W(t,7)j = y()y(2)--- y(k) (4.1)
such that
e ift(vy)=--=1(v;) =0,
a ife; is aleft-edge and 7(v;) = 0,
y(@) =4 c ife;isaleft-edge and t(v;) =1,
b if e; is aright-edge and t(v;) = 0,

d if e; is aright-edge and 7(v;) = 1,

when in the second and fourth case we further assume that at least one of the t(v;) is
equal to 1 for 1 < j < i. From this description we easily deduce the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. The map t € State(t) — W(t, t) is injective.

Observe that if r := max(i: t(vs) = 0 for all s < i), then
W(t.t)j =yr+Dy@r+2)---yk)

with y(r + 1) = ¢ or d. Further, equation (4.1) shows that the word W(¢, 7); remembers
the part of the path after the (r + 1)-th vertex. This motivates the following decomposition.
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Notation 4.2. If 7 is a state of the tree 7, then we define z, to be the largest rooted subtree
of ¢ such that T (v) = 0 for all (trivalent) vertices v of z; (hence excluding the leaves of z;).
Denote by f; the unique forest satisfying t = f; o z.

Key observation. The list of words W(t, ) remembers the forest f, i.e., if ¢ is a fixed
tree and 7, T’ are two states on two different trees ¢, ¢/, then W(t, 7) = W(t/, ') implies

that f; = fo.

4.5. An equivalence relation on the set of vertices

From now on, we consider an element v € V' that we decompose as a fraction v = "t—c,”,

where ¢, t" are trees with n leaves and o is a permutation that we interpret as a bijection
from the leaves of ¢ to the leaves of ¢’. We define an equivalence relation on the set of
trivalent vertices of the tree r which depends on the triple (¢, ¢, 0).

Definition 4.3. Consider two trivalent vertices v, U of . Assume that there exists a triva-
lent vertex v’ of ¢’ and two leaves £, £ of ¢ that are descendant of v, U, respectively, and
satisfying the conditions:

(1) the leaves o (£) and O(Z) are descendant of v’;

2) d(v,€) = d(v',o(£)) and d(¥,€) = d(v',o(£)), where d is the usual distance on
trees.

In that case, we say that v is equivalent to V and write v ~ V.

It is easy to see that ~ defines an equivalence relation. The next proposition implies
that there are very few pairs of states (z, ') such that W(¢', ') = o W(¢, 7).

Proposition 4.4. Consider the fraction Gt—‘ft and a state t € State(t). Assume that there
exists a state T' € State(t’) such that cW(t,7) = W(t', t'). The following assertions are
true:

(1) The state t is constant on equivalence classes of vertices under the relation ~,
ie,t(v) =t()ifv ~ 7.

(2) If v is a vertex of f; and the fraction “t—‘,’t is irreducible, then there exists V 7 v
in fr such thatv ~ v.

(3) There is at most one state T’ € State(t') satisfying cW(t,t) = W(t', 7). In that
case, we have oty = olyr.

Proof. Proof of (1). Consider vertices v, U of ¢ that are equivalent under the relation ~.
Denote by ¢, £ and v’ as in Definition 4.3. The equality 6 W(z, r) = W(t', ') together
with formula (4.1) imply that (v) = 7/(v') and t(V) = ©/(V').

Proof of (2). Assume that v is a vertex of f; and that there are no other v such that
v ~ V. We will show that the fraction "t—?t is necessarily reducible. Let #,, be the maximal
subtree of ¢ with root v. Hence, the leaves of ¢, are all the leaves of ¢ that are descendant

of v. Note that since v is a trivalent vertex we have that the tree ¢, has at least two leaves



A. Brothier 696

(and is thus nontrivial). For each leaf £ of 7, we consider c;: the geodesic path from v to £.
Consider now the leaf o(¢) of ¢’ and ¢, the geodesic path in ¢’ ending at o'(£) and of same
length than ¢;. The equality cW(z, 7) = W(t', t’) implies that the distance between £ and
a root of f; is equal to the distance between o (£) and a root of f,s. Since v is a vertex
of fz, the whole path ¢ is contained in f, and therefore the whole path c; is contained
in fr. Denote by s’ the subgraph of #" equal to the union of all the paths c;, where £ runs
over all the leaves of #,,. We are going to show that s’ is a tree isomorphic to ¢'.

We claim that all the paths ¢, start at a common vertex v’ of ¢’. Indeed, denote by V'
the set of all the sources of the paths c;. Let f' C ¢’ be the maximal subforest whose set
of roots is equal to V'. If £’ is a leaf of f”, then we can consider o~ ({’) which is a leaf
of z. By assumption, there are no other V in ¢ that are equivalent to v. This forces to have
that 0~ (¢') is a leaf of ¢, for all leaves £ of f’. Moreover, by repeating this argument
we deduce that all leaves of #, must be equal to a certain o~ ! (£) with £’ a leaf of f”,i.e.,
o restricts to a bijection from the leaves of 7, to the leaves of f’. By using that /' C f
and 1, C f;, we deduce by an induction on the number of leaves of ¢, that f’ must be a
tree that we write 7. This uses that W(z, ) remembers the forest f; and in particular the
structure of subforests of it like #,,. This proves the claim. Hence, all cé start at a common
vertex v’ of t'.

The equality o W(z, t) = W(t', t') together with the fact that ¢, C f; and f/ C fy
implies (via an easy induction on the number of leaves of #,) that o respects the order of
the leaves, i.e., the i-th leaves of 7, is sent by ¢ to the i-th leaf of ], for any i. Using again
the equality oW (¢, t) = W(¢, t’), we deduce that the two trees #, and ¢, are necessarily
isomorphic (as ordered rooted binary trees). This implies that we can reduce the fraction
"t—?t by removing 7, and #), at the numerator and denominator. Since #, was supposed to be
nontrivial, we obtain that our fraction Ut—?t is reducible, a contradiction.

Proof of (3). By Lemma 4.1, there are at most one t’ € State(¢') satisfying o W(z, 1) =
W(t', 7). Let us assume we are in this situation for a fixed pair (z, t’). If f; is trivial (is
a forest with only trivial trees), then W(¢, o) is a list of trivial words and thus so does
W(t', ') implying that f,s is trivial. Therefore, ay = o1 = &y, where 7 is the number
of leaves of 7. Assume that f; is nontrivial and consider a vertex v of f; that is connected
to a leaf by an edge. Let [v] be the equivalence class of v with respect to the relation ~.
Consider all geodesic paths ¢ contained in f; starting at a root and ending at a leaf that are
passing through an element of [v]. Define the images ¢’ of each of those paths inside f;/
as explained in proof of (2) and put W the set of all last trivalent vertices (i.e., trivalent
vertices connected to a leaf) of paths ¢’. It is easy to see that W is equal to an equivalence
class [v'] for a certain vertex v’ of f;/. The definition of the equivalence relation ~ implies
that o restricts to a bijection from the set of leaves that are descendant of vertices in
the class [v] to the set of leaves that are descendant of vertices in the class [v’]. The
order of the class [v] is equal to the number of leaves that are children of vertices in [v]
divided by two and thus [v] and [v’] have same order. By (1), we have that the states T
and 7’ take a unique value (0 or 1) for any element of [v] and [V/] that is T(v) = 7/(V').
Consider the forests ]7 , f ' that are the subforests of f;, f» obtained by removing the set



Haagerup property for wreath products constructed with Thompson’s groups 697

of vertices [v], [v'] and edges starting from them, respectively. By applying our process
to f, f’, we are able to show that a( f;, 1) = a( fi, t’), where a( f;, 7) = aB8 for A
(resp. B) the number of vertices of f; for which t takes the value O (resp. 1). The forests f;
and fy have necessarily the same number of vertices and thus so does z; and z,/. Since
ar = a(fr, r)aN, where N is the number of vertices of z, we obtain that a; = ayr. [

4.6. Splitting the sum over rooted subtrees

We further decompose the sum

(N8 = Y win

t€State(?)

by using rooted subtrees of . Let E(¢) be the set of all rooted subtrees of ¢ (including the
trivial one and ¢). For any z € E(¢), we write State(z, z) for the set of states t satisfying
z; = z, see Notation 4.2. We obtain the following decomposition:

M= Y. D bwin). (4.2)

z€E (t) teState(t,z)

Given z € E(t), we consider the unique forest f = f, such that t = f, o z. Fix a state
7 € State(¢, z). For any trivalent vertex v of z, we have that 7(v) = 0 and there are n(z) — 1
of them if n(z) denotes the number of leaves of z. If a leaf v of z is a trivalent vertex of ¢
(i.e., is not a leaf of ¢), then necessarily 7(v) = 1 by maximality of z = z;. Let b(z) be
the number of those. Then 7 can take any values on the other vertices of ¢, that are the
vertices of f that are not leaves of z (trivalent vertices of f that are not roots of f). Note
that there are n(z) — n(z) — b(z) such vertices and we set m(z) this number and V; ()
those trivalent vertices. We obtain

o = an(Z)_lﬂb(Z)al,t(f)9

where o1 .(f) is a monomial in «, 8 of degree m(z) that only depends on the restric-

tion ‘L'|'v] -
For example,

V3 V4

v v
if r= V2 and z=Y, then f; = 3 4

V2

V1

We obtain that n(z) = 2, n(t) =5, b(z) = 1, m(z) =2 and Vi(f;) = {v3,v4}. If T €
State(t, z), then necessarily 7(v;) = 0, T(v2) = 1 and t can take any values at v3 and vy.
Equality (4.2) becomes

O(1)8e = »  «"@TIPD Ny ()W

zeE(t) tEState(t,z)
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Notation 4.5. Write State(z, z)+ for the set of states t satisfying z; = z and such that
there exists T/ € State(t’) for which o W(¢t,7) = W(¢', 7).

Proposition 4.4 implies that

)= Y «POZEPE Ny (f2)% (4.3)

zeE@) teState(t,2) +
The following lemma provides a useful bound on the second part of sum (4.3).

Lemma 4.6. Ifv = UTOI is a reduced fraction, then for any z € E(t), we have that

3w ()P = @+ T

teState(t,z) +

Proof. Fix z € E(t) and t € State(t, z)+. Let f = f; be the unique forest such that
t = f oz Itiseasy toseethatif v e Vi(f)and v ~ U with v € V(¢), then necessarily ¥
belongs to Vi (f). We partition V;(f) as a union of equivalence classes [vq], ..., [Vk]
with respect to the relation ~, where vy, ..., v is a set of representatives. Let m; be the
number of elements in the class [v;] and note that m(z) = Zj-c:l my.. We obtain that

C(l,.r(fz) = C(Zli . ..az”];’

where

a ifr(vj) =0,

Or,j = .

B otherwise.

Therefore,
2 2 2m
Yoo e = Y eyt
T€State(t,2) + T€State(t,2) +

A state T € State(t, z)+ is thus completely characterized by its values at vy, . .., vg. There

are at most 2X such states. Hence we obtain

Z a1 (f)? < Zx(l)ml ek (k)™

teState(t,2) +

where « runs over all maps from {1,...,k} to {«?, B2}. This sum is then equal to
Hle((az)mf + (B?)™) and thus

k
Yo e () = W™ + (BH™). (44)
teState(t,z) + j=1

Note that we have

@)" + (B < (a* + ,34)% for any m > 2. 4.5)
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Indeed, assume that @ > § and set p := g—: that is in (0, 1]. Consider the function

gx):=0+p)* =14+ p%)

for x > 1. We have

g'(x) =log(l + p)(1 + p)* —log(p)p”

that is strictly positive for any x > 1 since log(p) < 0 and log(1 + p) > 0. Therefore, g is
strictly increasing and thus g(m/2) > g(1) = 0 for any m > 2. We obtain that 1 + p"/2 <
(1 4+ p)™/? and thus inequality (4.5) by multiplying by a2 for any m > 2.

By Proposition 4.4, we have that m; > 2 for any 1 < j < k. Therefore, inequalit-
ies (4.4) and (4.5) imply that

k .

t€State(?,z) + j=1

Consider the map

h(n) := %log2 (%),

where log, is the logarithm in base 2. We now split rooted subtrees z € E(f) in two
categories: the ones satisfying m(z) > h(n) and the others. Observe that

Z CKZI’L(Z)—ZﬂQ.b(Z) Z al,t(fz)z S Z O[2n(z)—2ﬂ2b(z)(oe4_i_ﬁ4)@

z€E(t) teState(t,2) + zeE@)
m(z)>h(n)

h(n)
=@+ 2.
This term tends to zero as n goes to infinity. So we only need to consider the rest of rooted
subtrees for which m(z) < h(n).

Lemma 4.7. We have the inequality

Z otf < 2hm)

T€State ()
m(z)<h(n)
Proof. We start by proving that there exists a subset of vertices A C V(¢) having h(n)
elements that is contained in the vertex set of any rooted subtree z € E(¢) such that
m(z) < h(n), ie.,
N ez .

zeE(t)
m(z)<h(n)

Recall that ¢ is a tree with n leaves and thus has n — 1 trivalent vertices. Consider the
longest geodesic path ¢ inside ¢ starting from the root and ending at one leaf. We claim
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that the length |c| of this path is larger than 2/(n) + 1. Assume by contradiction that any
path in ¢ has length less than 2A(n). This implies that ¢ is a rooted subtree of the full
rooted binary tree having 22 leaves all at distance 2/ (n) from the root. This tree has
22h() _ 1 vertices that is 2'°22"/2) — 1 = /2 — 1. Since ¢ has n — 1 vertices, we obtain
a contradiction.

Therefore, there exists a path ¢ € Path(¢) of length larger than 2k (n) + 1. The path ¢
contains at least 2/1(n) trivalent vertices of ¢. Consider a rooted subtree z € E(¢) such that
m(z) < h(n). There are at most h(n) + 1 vertices of ¢ that are not inside z. Those vertices
are necessarily the one at the end of ¢ that are the &(n) 4 1 last one. Hence V(z) contains
at least the /(n) first vertices of ¢. This proves that there is a subset A C V(¢) of h(n)
elements contained in every rooted subtree z € E(¢) for which m(z) < h(n). That is why
if 7 is a state on ¢ such that m(z;) < h(n), then 7(v) = 0 for any v € A. Therefore,

2 2|A| 2
Y. = e
y

TE€State(?)
m(z)<h(n)

where y runs over every maps V(¢) \ A — {0, 1} and where o, = a'y_l(onﬂ‘y_](l)'. But

>, oc)% = 1 and thus
Z ocf < g2hm, n

TE€State(?)
m(zz)<h(n)

4.7. End of the proof
Forv = UT“, areduced fraction with trees having n leaves we have the following:
by (4.3) 2n(z)—2 p2b(2) 2
p) =" Y« B > an(f)

zeE(t) teState(t,z) +

by Lemma 4.6

Z Z azn(z)—zﬁzb(z)(a4+ﬂ4)@

zeE(t)
— h(n)
< Z aZn(z) ZﬂZb(z)((x4 +[34) T 4 Z Z 063
zeE () zeE(t) teState(t,z)
m(z)>h(n) m(z)<h(n)
by Lemma 4.7 h(n)
< ( Z a2n(z)—2ﬂ2b(z))(a4+ﬂ4)7 + o2h)
z€E(t)
m(z)>h(n)
h(n)
S( Z a2n(z)—2182b(z))(a4+,84)7 1 2hm)
z€E(t)

h(n)
< (Ol4 + ﬂ4)T +0€2h(n) since Z O{Zl’l(z)—2132b(z) =1
zeE (@)
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Since limy, o0 h(n) = co and 0 < «, ot + ﬁ“ < 1, we obtain that
lim sup |p(v)| =0,
n—00 V\Vs

where V}, is the subset of elements of V' that can be written as a fraction of symmetric
trees with less than n — 1 leaves. Since (V},), is an increasing sequence of finite subsets
of V whose union is equal to V', we obtain that ¢ vanishes at infinity.

Remark 4.8. We have proven that for any 0 < o < 1 the map ¢: V — C is a posit-
ive definite function that vanishes at infinity. Moreover, limy_,; ¢ (v) = 1 forany v € V
implying that V has the Haagerup property. This theorem was first proved by Farley where
he defined a proper cocycle on V' with values in a Hilbert space [24]. Using Schoenberg
theorem applied to the square of the norm of this cocycle, we obtain a one parameter fam-
ily of positive definite maps f,:V — C, 0 < a < 1 such that f,(v) = a?*®~2, where
n(v) is the minimum number of leaves for which v is described by a fraction of symmet-
ric trees with n(v) leaves. In [12], Jones and the author constructed a family of positive
definite maps on V' that coincide with the maps of Farley when restricted to Thompson’s
group 7', see [12, Remark 1], but do not vanishes at infinity on the group V. A similar
observation shows that the restriction to 7' of our maps ¢, coincide with the maps of
Farley. However, those three families of maps no longer coincide on the whole group V.

5. A class of wreath products with the Haagerup property

Following the preliminary section, we consider a group I', an injective morphism S: " —
I' @ T, the associated monoidal functor

2:F >Gr, E()=T, E)=S,

and the associated category €z = €. Write G for the group of fractions of the category €
(at the object 1).

5.1. Constructions of unitary representations

Given a representation of I' and an isometry R: $ — $ ® $, we want to construct a rep-
resentation of the larger group Ge. To do this, we will define a monoidal functor ¥: €g —
Hilb and then use Jones’ technology. We start by explaining how to build such a functor.

Proposition 5.1. There is a one-to-one correspondence between monoidal functors
W: €z — Hilb and pairs (p, R) satisfying the properties:

(1) p:T' = U(D) is a unitary representation;

2) R:H — $ ® 9 is an isometry;

(3) Rop(g) =(p®p)(S(g))oRVgeT.
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The correspondence is given by
V= (pw, W(Y)),
where py(g) := V(g) forallg € T.

Proof. Consider a monoidal functor W and the associated couple (p, R). The two first
properties come from the fact that morphisms of Hilb are linear isometries. The third
property results from the computation of W(Y o g) and the equality Y o g = S(g)o Y
inside the category € for all g € I'. Since any morphism of €g is the composition of
tensor products of g € T, the tree Y, and some permutations, we have that those properties
completely characterized W and are sufficient. ]

Note that a functor W as above satisfies the equality

W(f)op®"(g) = p®"(E(f)(©) o ¥(f) V[ eF(nm), gel™
Assumption. From now on, we assume that S(g) = (g, e) and thus the group of frac-
tions Ge is isomorphic to @Qz I' % V by Proposition 2.10. We will build specific coeffi-
cients for Ge using Jones’ representations arising from Proposition 5.1.

5.2. Constructions of matrix coefficients

From any coefficient of I" and coefficient ¢, of V' (as constructed in Section 4.1), we build
a coefficient of the larger group Ge >~ @@2 'xV.

Positive definite maps on the group T'. Let ¢r: ' — C be a positive definite function on I".
There exist a unitary representation (ko, K¢) and a unit vector £ € &¢ such that

¢r(g) = (§.x0(g)§) forany g € T.

For technical purpose, we consider the infinite tensor product of the representation k¢. In
order to take an infinite tensor product, we must first add a vector on which the group
acts trivially. Define & := K¢ @ C€2, where 2 is a unit vector, and extend the unitary
representation kg as follows:

k(g)(n & n2) = (ko(g)n) & p forany g € I', n € Ko, p € C.

Hence, « is the direct sum of k¢ and the trivial representation 1. Let K°° be the infinite
tensor product 1 (K, ) with base vector Q2. In other words, K is the completion of
the directed system of Hilbert spaces (K®" n > 1) with inclusion maps

SHP QO QETP L s @ Q®P forn, p > 1.
For any g € I', we define the following map:

k() (®k=11Mk) = Rk=1k(8) Nk
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for an elementary tensor ®g>17 such that ny = Q for k large enough. This formula
defines for any 7 a unitary representation of I' on K®”. This family of representations is
compatible with the directed system of Hilbert spaces and thus defines a unitary repres-
entation

k®: T — UK™).

Isometries for Thompson’s group V. Consider 0 < o < 1 and the map Ry:H — H ® H
defined in Section 4.1. Hence, $ = 62(M ), where M is the free monoid in four generators
a, b, ¢, d. Moreover, recall that we write 8 for va2 — 1 and we have
Ry: & —> HQ 9,
8e > Ol(ge,e + ,Bgc,ah
Ox V> a8xqxb + BOxcxa forallx e M, x #e.
Mixing representations of I" with isometries. We can now build a monoidal functor from €
to Hilb and a matrix coefficient for its group of fractions Ge. Define the Hilbert space
L :=K® ®(*(M) and the map R = Ry o: & — £ ® L as follows:
R(n®6e) = a(n®ée) ® (§ ®8e) + P ® ) ® (§ ®ba).
R(7’] ® Sx) = Ol(’? & 8xa) & (€®|x\+1 ® be)
+ B ®8xe) ® (P @8, ifx e

Note that up to flipping tensors, we have the formula
RN®6) = (@S @ Ry(8) forx € M, n e K.

Observe that in the formula we have £ elevated to certain tensor powers. This will permit
to have matrix coefficients tending quickly to O at infinity. This is the reason why we
consider K rather than &¢. Define the unitary representation

p=k® QLT —> UR)

such that
p()(n®&) =k>(g)(n) ®¢

forany g € I, n € K, ¢ € (2(M).
The following proposition is straightforward:

Proposition 5.2. The pair (p, R) verifies the assumptions of Proposition 5.1. Hence, there
exists a unique monoidal functor ¥ = Wy : €g — Hilb such that

V(1) =2, W(Y)=Rp.o and Y(g) = p(g) foranyg eT.

Let us apply the Jones’ construction to the functor ¥ =Wy , of the proposition.
We obtain a Hilbert space L4 o and a unitary representation of the group of fractions
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of € = Cg, thatis, mg o: Ge — U(Lyr,o). We now build a coefficient for Ge. Consider
the unit vector £ ® 8, € &£ viewed as a vector of the larger Hilbert space £ = L4, o and set

Ypr.a: Ge = C, Vg > (7T¢r,a(vg)é ® be, & ® de).

Lemma 5.3. Lett be a tree and t a state on t. Decompose t as f; o z; (see Notation 4.2).
Consider the geodesic path in f; starting at a root and ending at the j-th leaf and its
subpath with same start but ending at the last right-edge of the path. If this subpath is
empty (has length zero), we set Lj(t,t) = L;(t) = 1. Otherwise, we set L;(t,t) = L;(1)
the length of this subpath. We have that

VOE®S) = > arf® O @by
t€State(?)
(up to the identification 8" ~ (K®)®" @ (2(M™")), where
E®L(t) = gg-®L1(r) ® - ® $®L,,(t) c (ROO)®n

and where W(t, ©) is the list of words in the free monoid M defined in Section 4.3.

The proof follows from an easy induction on the number of vertices of f;. Rather than
proving it, we illustrate the formula on one example. Consider the following tree:

V3 Va
V2

V1

Define the state t such that 7(v;) = 0, 7(v2) = 1, 7(v3) = 0, 7(v4) = 1. We then have
that z; = Y and f; = t, ® I, where ¢, is the full rooted binary tree with 4 leaves all
at distance 2 from the root. Since t takes the value O twice and the value 1 twice, we
obtain that oy = a?82. Following each geodesic path from the root to the j-th leaf and
considering the state t at each vertex, we obtain that

W(t,t) = (ca,ch,dc,dd,e).

The geodesic path in f; from the root to the first leaf is a succession of two left-edges.
So the subpath ending with a right-edge is trivial and thus has length zero. We then put
L;(7) = 1. The second subpath is a left-edge followed by a right-edge and thus L, (t) = 2.
Looking at the other leaves, we obtain that L;(7) = 1, La(7) =2, L3(7) =1, L4(7) =2,
Ls(t) = 1. Applying the formula of the proposition, we get that the t-component of
(1) (¢ ® §e) is equal to

@?B(E ®bea) ® (E®E®8ep) ® (E R Bac) ® (ERE ®Saa) ® (E®8e).

Another way to compute L;(7) is to look at the longest subword of W(¢, r); starting at
the first letter and ending at the last b or d-letter. If this word is trivial (there are no b or
d-letter), we put L;j(r) = 1. Otherwise, L;(7) is the length of this word.
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5.3. Matrix coefficients vanishing at infinity and the Haagerup property

The next proposition proves that a large class of matrix coefficients of Ge vanish at infin-
ity. This is the key technical result for proving that wreath products have the Haagerup

property.

Proposition 5.4. Consider a discrete group I and a positive definite map ¢r:T" — C for
which there exists 0 < ¢ < 1 such that |¢r(g)| < c for any g # e and that vanishes at
infinity. If 0 < o < 1 and ¢ = Qg o is the coefficient built in Section 5.2, then it vanishes
at infinity.

Proof. Consider trees ¢, t’ with n leaves, a permutation o € S, and g = (g1,...,8,) €I".
Write v = (;—,t €V and vy = gti,’ € Ge. Recall that any element of Ge¢ can be written

in that way. Fix 0 < ¢ < 1 and assume that |¢(v,)| > ¢. Let us show that there are only
finitely many such vg.

By definition of the coefficients, we have that |@(vg)| < ]_[;-’:1 |¢r(g;)|- Since the
map ¢r:I' — C vanishes at infinity and |¢(vg)| > &, we obtain that there exists a finite
subset Z C T such that g € Z".

Observe that [p(ve)| < |pa ‘;—f)|, where ¢y: V — C is the coefficient built in Sec-
tion 4.1. We proved in Section 4 that ¢, vanishes at infinity. Therefore, we can write ‘;—f as
a fraction with few leaves. Hence, there exists a fixed N > 1 depending solely on ¢ such
that . or

o N

= 5.1
for some tree s and permutation # and where ¢ denotes the full rooted binary tree with 2V
leaves all at distance N from the root.

The next claim will show that the fraction gt—‘ft can be reduced as a fraction % for
some N’ > 1 that only depends on N (and thus only depends on ¢). To do this, we need
to show that if g; is nontrivial, then the geodesic path inside ¢ ending at the j-th leaf is
mainly a long path with only left-edges. Define P; to be the geodesic path from the root
of the tree ¢ to the j-th leaf of 7 and write PjR its subpath starting at the root and ending
at the last right-edge of P;.

Claim 5.5. We have the inequality
R
o)l = (1P| + 1) max(e?, ¢ (g,
foranyl < j <n.
Proof. Lemma 5.3 states that

PNERS, = Y oD Ry,

T€State(t)
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Therefore,
P(vg) = (P(t)E ® 8. P(g0)P(1)é ® &)
= Y > (@t @ 8wy, P(g0)arE®ED @ Syn)

t€State(?) T/ €State(t’)

= Y > (et R0y ar k()8 ® Sowir.n))

t€State(t) T/ €State(t’)
n
= > D awec[[or@) P Bwee. Sowen)-
t€State(t) 7/ €State(t’) i=1

By Proposition 4.4, we have that given a state T € State(¢) there are at most one 7’ €
State(z’) such that W(¢',t") = o W(¢, 7) and in that case oy = a. This implies that

lpwe)l <= Y e []lor(el=@.

T€State(?) i=1

Fix 1 < j < n and consider the set of vertices of the path PjR that we denote from
bottom to top by vi, v2, ..., vg. Our convention is that the last vertex v, is the source of
the last edge of PjR and thus |PjR| = ¢. Define

{t € State(t): t(vy) = 1} ifk =0,
Sk =1 {reState(t):t(vy)) =---=7t(vg) =0,t(vg1) =1} ifl<k=<qg-—1,
{r e State(t): t(vy) = -+ = t(vg) = 0} if k =gq.

Observe that

2 _
Qo=

TESK

Moreover, if T € Sy for 0 < k < g, then L;(t) = g — k. Therefore,

o)l < Y e []ler(enl™®

a?kp? if0<k <gq-—1,
o?d ifk =gq.

tE€State(?) i=1
q
< Y atlgr@) P =" " atlgr(g) @
TE€State(t) k=018

qg—1
=Y o Bpr (g + e®|¢r(g))|

k=0

q—1

< Z max(e, |¢r(g;))? + max(e?, [pr(g;))?T!
k=0

< (g + 1) max(e?, |¢r(g;))?.

This proves the claim. ]
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We now explain how to reduce our fraction gsit.

Claim 5.6. There exists Q > 1 such that |PjR| < Qforany jeJ, whereJ :={j:g; #e}
is the support of g.

Proof. If J is empty, then we can take 0 = 1. Assume J is nonempty and take j € J. By
assumption, we have that |¢(g;)| < ¢ for a fixed constant 0 < ¢ < 1. Moreover, 0 <o < 1.
This implies that the quantity (P + 1) max(e?, |¢(gj)|)P tends to zero in P. Therefore,
by the preceding claim we deduce that there exists Q > 1 such that |PjR| < Q for any
jedJ. ]

From the claim, we deduce that the geodesic path P; from the root of ¢ to its j-th
leaf with j € J is the concatenation of a first path PJ.R of length less than Q ending
with a right-edge and a second path which consists on a succession of left-edges. Using
the rules of composition of morphisms in the category €z, we can write the composition
g oo ot in adifferent fashion as follows. First, observe that g o0 = 0 o g5, where g, € I'"
whose i-th component is g4 ;). Second, we make the group elements go down in the tree
using the relation (x,e)Y = Yx for x € I'. We apply this relation to any nontrivial group
element g;, j € J along the second part of the path P; that is a succession of left-edges.
We obtainthat g oo ot = f oo’ o g’ ot forsome f,0’, g/, t' suchthat ot = fo't’ and
g’ € Z" for some n’ < n. We can choose ¢’ for which every leaf is at most at distance Q
from the root and thus can be seen as rooted subtree of the complete binary tree g that
has 29 leaves all of them at distance Q from the root. We obtain that

B fU/ g/tQ

Vg = f/[//

Using formula (5.1), we obtain that v, can be reduced as a fraction g /‘;,/,tU , Where
U = max(N, Q) and g’ € Z"', where n’ = 2V. Since Z is finite and U is fixed (and
only depends on ¢), there are only finitely many such fractions implying that ¢ vanishes

at infinity. ]

We are now able to prove one of the main theorems of this article.

Theorem 5.7. If T is a discrete group with the Haagerup property, then so does the wreath
product g, T' < V.

Proof. Fix adiscrete group I" with the Haagerup property. By Proposition 2.10, the wreath
product @Qz I" x V is isomorphic to the group of fractions Ge and thus it is sufficient
to prove that latter group has the Haagerup property. Consider a finite subset X C Ge
and 0 < ¢ < 1. Since X is finite, there exists n and a finite subset Z C I' such that

X C X, where X, is the set of fractions vg := gsﬂ, where ¢, s are trees with n leaves,
g=1(g1,...,8n) € Z" and o € S,. Fix ¢’ > 0, the unique positive number that satisfies

(1 _ 8/)2n+n2 — 1 —e.
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Since I" has the Haagerup property, there exists a positive definite map ¢r: " — C van-
ishing at infinity and such that |¢r(x)| > 1 — &' forany x € Z.

Since I' is discrete, we can further assume that there exists 0 < ¢ < 1 such that
|¢pr(x)] < c forany x € T', x # e. Indeed, if ¢r(g) = (&, x(g)&) for some representation
(k, K), we consider (k @ Ar, & @ ¢2(T")), where Ar is the left-regular representation of
the discrete group I'. Given any angle 6, we set

n := cos(0)& @ sin(H)d,
and define the coefficient

Vo(g) = (n.(k ®A)(g)n), gel.

Note that 7 is a unit vector and that

Vo(g) = {COS(9)2¢F(g) ifg #e.
: ifg=e.

We then replace ¢r by g for 6 sufficiently small.

Consider the map ¢q: V — C of Section 4.1 with parameter « = 1 — ¢’ and denote
by ¢ = @4« the associated coefficient of Ge. By Proposition 5.4, the map ¢ vanishes at
infinity on Ge. Consider vg € X and observe that

n
|(P(Ug)| > O[2n_2 l_[ |¢F(g/)|n > (1 _8/)2n—2(1 _ 8’)"2 > (1 . 8/)2n+n2 —1_¢
j=1

Hence, for any finite subset X C Ge and 0 < ¢ < 1, there exists a positive definite map
¢: Ge — C vanishing at infinity and such that |¢(v)| > 1 — ¢ for any v € X. This implies
that Ge has the Haagerup property. ]

5.4. Haagerup property for twisted wreath products

In this section, we fix a group I' and an automorphism of it 8 € Aut(I"). Recall from
Section 2.3.2 that this defines a category € = €ry where morphisms are forests with
leaves labelled by elements of I and by permutations satisfying the relation

Yog=(0(g)e)oY.

Moreover, the group of fractions of € is isomorphic to the twisted wreath product I' 2%2 V.
By adapting the proof of Theorem 5.7, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 5.8. If I is a group with the Haagerup property and 68 € Aut(I") is an auto-
morphism, then the twisted wreath product T’ 2%2 V' has the Haagerup property.

Proof. Fix a group I' with the Haagerup property and an automorphism 6 of it. Denote
by G the twisted wreath product " 262 V that we identify with the group of fractions of
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the category Cr 9. We mainly follow the construction explained in Section 5.2 and keep
similar notations. We choose a positive definite function ¢r: I' — C realised as ¢r(g) =
(€,k0(g)€) and put K& = K&y @ CQ. Consider K := ®,>0(K, ) and the associated
representation of I" denoted by x*°.

Now, we modify the construction by considering the automorphism 6. We define
Ky = @nez &, the infinite direct Hilbert space sum of &°° over the set Z, and the
representation

Ky = @(K‘X’ o0 67").

nez

Consider the operator shift: &9 — Ky defined by formula
shift (@ r]n) = @ Nn—1-
nez nez

This is a unitary representation satisfying
kg(6(g)) o shift = shiftoxg(g) forany g € T.

We set £ := K&y ® £2(M) and the unitary representation py := kg ® 1 similarly as before.
We now define our R-map. To do this, we need to replace our favourite vector £ by one
that is almost invariant by the shift operator. Given any vector n € & and n > 1, we put

1
n = — —_n.n(k) € Ky,

keZ

where y[_p ] is the characteristic function of {k € Z: |k| < n}. Note that if 7 is a unit

vector, then 7, is again a unit vector satisfying (shift(n,), n,) = 2311. We will then
consider vectors like &, and E,?lxlﬂ in Kg. The new R-map from £ to £ ® L is the

following:

R(1® 8.) = a(shift(n) ® 8.) ® (En ® 8.) + B(shift(n) ® 8.) @ (En ® 84).
R(n ® 8y) = a(shift(n) ® 8xa) ® EE*H! @ 8,p)
+ B(shift(n) ® 8xe) ® (EEFIT! ® 8,q)

for x # e. It is the same formula as in the untwisted case except that 7, &, £%1XI1+1 are

replaced by shift(n), &, ® |x|+1, respectively. By reordering the tensors, we obtain the

following short formula:
R(n ® 8x) = (shift(n) ® £F1*1) ® Ry (8x).

One can check that (R, p) defines a monoidal functor from ¥ to Hilb and thus a Jones’
representation 7: G — U(L). We consider the positive definite function

¢ = Qnagr(y) = (7(y)én ® 6. &4 ®8.) forany y € G.
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A similar proof can be applied by considering ¢r as in the proof of Theorem 5.7, letting o
tending to one and 7 to infinity. We then obtain a net of positive definite functions ¢, 4 ¢r
vanishing at infinity and tending to one thus proving that the group of fractions G has the
Haagerup property. |

The following proposition shows that we have many new examples of wreath products
with the Haagerup property; indeed the wreath product I 2%2 W with W being F', T,or V
remembers the group I" and the automorphism 6. It was proven in [11, Theorem 4.12] for
the V-case. The untwisted version of it has been proven for the F and T-cases in [10,
Theorem 4.1] and can easily be extended to the twisted case. We leave the proof of this
extension to the reader.

Proposition 5.9. Consider two groups with their fixed automorphisms (T, 6) and (T, 5)
Let G, G be the associated twisted wreath products T’ 29 V and T 2% V. We have that
G~G if and only if there exists an isomorphism B: F —> CandheT satisfying 6 =
ad(h) o BOB™!. The same result holds when V is replaced by F or T.

6. Groupoid approach and generalisation of the main result

In this section, we adopt a groupoid approach. We include all necessary definitions and
constructions that are small modifications of the group case previously explained in the
preliminary section. This leads to proofs of Theorem C and Corollary D.

6.1. Universal groupoids
We refer to [25] for the general theory on groupoids and groups of fractions.

Definition 6.1. A small category € admits a calculus of left-fractions if:

* For any pair of morphisms p, g with same source, there exists some morphisms r, s
satisfying rp = sq (left-Ore’s condition).
o If pf = qf, then there exists g such that gp = gq (weak right-cancellative).

To any category € can be associated a universal (or sometimes called enveloping)
groupoid (Ge, P) together with a functor P: € — Ge. The groupoid $e has the same
collection of objects as €, and morphisms are signed paths inside the category €: com-
positions of morphisms of € and their formal inverse. The next proposition shows that if €
admits a calculus of left-fractions, then any morphism of ¢ can be written as P (1) ™' P(s)
for some morphisms of ¢, s of € with same target and thus justifies the terminology.
The proof can be found in [25, Chapter 1.2].

Proposition 6.2. If € admits a calculus of left-fractions, then any morphism of e can
be written as P(t)"' P(s) for t, s morphisms of € (having common target). Using the
fraction notation % := P(t)"' P(s), we obtain that % = %for any morphism f of €.
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Moreover, we have the following identities:

tt

_Jt
s s - f/s/
We say that Ge is the groupoid of fractions of €.

N

Fy—1
forany f, f’ satisfying fs = f't’, and (—) =
s

Remark 6.3. A perfect analogy to Ore’s work on embedding a semi-group into a group
would be to have that the functor P: € — Ge is faithful and that morphisms of $e can
be expressed as formal fractions of morphisms of €. This happens exactly when € is
cancellative and satisfies left-Ore’s condition, see [23, Proposition 3.1.1]. However, for
our study we do not need to have a faithful functor to the universal groupoid and only
demand a calculus of left-fractions.

Remark 6.4. If we fix an object e of €, then the group of fractions Ge associated to
(€, e) is the automorphism group Ge (e, e) inside the universal groupoid Ge.

6.2. Jones’ actions of groupoids

Consider a small category € with a calculus of left-fractions and a functor ®: € — D.
For any morphism f of €, we consider the space X that is a copy of ®(target(f)).
We equipped the set of morphisms of € with the order f < f’ if there exists p such
that pf = f’. Note that elements are comparable only if they have same source. For any
object a € ob(€), we obtain a directed system (X, source( /) = a) with limit space X,.
Let X := Dacone) Xa be their direct sum (inside the category of sets that is a dis-
joint union). The set X can be described by equivalence classes of pairs (f, x) with
f € €(a,b), x € ®(b) and a € ob(€) where the equivalence relation is generated by
(f,x) ~ (hf, ®(h)x). Write % for such a class that we call a fraction and observe that X,
corresponds to the fractions % for which source( f) = a. Consider an element of the uni-
versal groupoid Ge that we can write as a fraction of morphisms % If % is in X, and
source( f’) = a, then we define the composition

h
Soh_ oS where pf' = gh.

frox o e(g)x

Hence, any fraction % € e defines a map from Xgource( £7) 10 Xsource(£)- We define

(f )h _pf
Tl — )|— =
f7x @(g)x

and say that (7, 5C) is the Jones’ action of the groupoid e on X.

An example of particular interest for us is when D is the category of Hilbert spaces
Hilb. Given a functor ®: € — Hilb, we build a Hilbert space

H= P Ha

acob(€)
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that is the direct sum of Hilbert spaces J{, which are the completion of

{(f.6): f €€(a,b), § € D(b), b € 0b(C)}/~
for objects @ € ob(€). We equip H with the inner product

En =D (Eana),

acob(€)

where &,, 1, are the components of &, 1 in H,. Given a fraction £ 7 with f € €(a,b),
fle€@,b ) we deﬁne a partial isometry n( ;) on H with domain H, and range H,
satisfying 7 (+ f’) F = f . We say that (r, L) is a representation of the groupoid Ge.

6.3. Important examples

Higman-Thompson’s groups. If we consider the category of k-ary symmetric forests
SF i, then it is a category that admits a calculus of left-fractions for k > 2. Note that
SF, = SF is the category of binary symmetric forests which we worked with all along
this article. Observe that the group of automorphisms §s#, (r,7) can be represented by
pairs of symmetric k-ary forests with both > 1 roots and the same number of leaves.
This is one classical description given in the article of Brown of the so-called Higman—
Thompson’s group Vi, [17,29]. Hence, the groupoid §s#, contains (in the sense of
morphisms) every Higman-Thompson’s group Vj , for a fixed k > 2.

Larger categories. We consider larger categories made of symmetric forests and groups.
Fix k > 2 and consider a group I" together with a morphism 8: " — I'. Define the morph-
ism Sg: T — T*, g > (A(g), e, ..., e). We can now proceed as in Section 2.3.1 for
constructing a monoidal functor ®: § ¥ — Gr and a larger category €(k, 6, I"). The only
difference being that morphisms of § ¥ are all composition of tensor products of the
trivial tree I and the unique k-ary tree Yy (instead of the binary tree Y) that has k leaves.
We then set ©(1) = I', ©(Yx) = Sy and the definition of the larger category €(k, 0, T")
becomes obvious. It is a category that admits a calculus of left-fractions. By adapting
Proposition 2.10, we obtain the following:

Proposition 6.5. Consider k > 2 and the identity automorphism 6 = id. Let € be the
category €(k,id, I') and put Gy, its universal groupoid. If r > 1, then the automorphism
group Gy (r, r) of the object r is isomorphic to the wreath product

T 0,00 Vir = @ T xVir
Qk (0,r)
for the classical action of the Higman—Thompson’s group Vi , on the set Qi (0, 1) of
k-adic rationals in [0, r).
More generally, if 0 is any automorphism of T, then G (r, r) is isomorphic to the
twisted wreath product

L%, 0 Vir = @ T % Vi,
Q (0,7)
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where the action Vi, Gan(O I is the following:

w-a)(x):= 91°gk(v,(”_1x))(a(v_1x)) forveVi, ae @ I, x € Qr(0,r).
Q (0,r)

Remark 6.6. Note that given a fixed k > 2, we have that two objects ry, r, of the univer-
sal groupoid ¥s, are in the same connected component if and only if r; = r, modulo
k — 1. In that case, the automorphism groups of the objects r; and r; inside 95, are
isomorphic (to see this: simply conjugate the first automorphism group by any morphism
f €8s, (ri,r2)) and thus Vi, >~ Vi ..

The same argument applies to the wreath products associated to € := €(k, 0, ).
This provides isomorphisms between various wreath products of the form I" Z%k(o,r) Vie,r-
In particular, if k& = 2, then all Higman-Thompson’s groups V5 , (and wreath products
r 2%2(0’” Vs, for fixed (I, 0)) are mutually isomorphic but this is no longer the case
when k is strictly larger than 2.

6.4. Haagerup property for groupoids

Haagerup property was defined for measured discrete groupoids by Anantharaman-Dela-
roche in [3]. Her work generalises two important cases that are countable discrete groups
and measured discrete equivalence relations. Our case is slightly different as fibers might
not be countable. However, since the set of objects is countable, we can study our groupoid
in a similar way as a discrete group and avoid any measure theoretical considerations.

Let ¥ be a small groupoid with countably many objects. We recall what are repres-
entations and coefficients for §. Identify § with the collection of all morphisms of §.
A representation (7, £) of § is a Hilbert space £ equal to a direct sum € acob(g) La and
amap 7:§ — B(L) such that 7(g) is a partial isometry with domain Loyree(g) and range
Liarget(g)- A coefficient of § is a map ¢:§ — C, g — (n, m(g)&) for a representation
(7, £) and some unit vectors &, n € L. The coefficient is positive definite (or is called
a positive definite function) if n = £. Note that equivalent characterizations of positive
definite functions exist in this context but we will not need them. We define the Haagerup
property as follows.

Definition 6.7. A small groupoid § with countably many objects has the Haagerup prop-
erty if there exists a net of positive definite functions on § that converges pointwise to one
and vanish at infinity.

Assume that § has countable fibers and is as above. Let p be any strictly positive
probability measure on the set of objects of §. Then we can equip (§, 1) with a structure
of a discrete measured groupoids, see [3]. The two notions of coefficients and positive
definite functions coincide for § and (&, i). Moreover, § has the Haagerup property in
our sense if and only if (&€, ) does in the sense of Anantharaman-Delaroche [3] which
justifies our definitions. The following property is obvious.
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Proposition 6.8. Let § be a small groupoid with countably many objects. Consider a sub-
groupoid §y in the sense that ob(§,) C ob(§) and §y(a,b) C §(a,b) for any objects a, b
of §. If § has the Haagerup property, then so does §y and in particular every group
5(a,a) (considered as a discrete group) for a € ob(§).

Proof of Theorem C and Corollary D. Consider a discrete group I' with the Haagerup
property and an injective morphism 6: ' — I'. This defines a map Sg: ' — I'*, a cat-
egory € = €(k, 0, ") with universal groupoid ¢ as explained above. Note that Ge is
a small category with set of objects N* that is countable. Let us prove that Ge has the
Haagerup property.

We prove the case k = 2. The general case can be proved in a similar way.

Claim 6.9. We can assume that 0 is an automorphism.

This follows from [11, Section 4.1]. Indeed, from (T, ) we construct a directed sys-
tem of groups indexed by the natural numbers where all groups are I" and the connecting
maps are 6. The limit is a group I that admits an automorphism g. Now, if T" has the
Haagerup property, then so does [ since it is the limit of a group with the Haagerup prop-
erty. Note, this fact uses crucially that 6 is injective (and thus no quotients are performed).
Moreover, we prove in [ 11, Proposition 4.3] that the groupoid of fractions Ge of €(2,0,T)
is isomorphic to the groupoid of fractions of the category €(2, 6, F)

From now on, we assume that 6 is an automorphism. Consider a pair (p, R) construc-
ted from a positive definite coefficient ¢r: ' — C vanishing at infinity and an isometry Ry
for some 0 < o < 1 as in Section 5.2. Assume that there exists 0 < ¢ < 1 such that
|¢r(g)| < ¢ for any g # e. This defines a functor ¥: € — Hilb that provides a represent-
ation (7, Z) of the universal groupoid G¢ such that

(gaf )L’ pf
fr /& Tens(o=1)p®n (g~ W(q)E

for f, f’ forests with n leaves, o € S, and g € T'". Consider the unit vector

N
Ivgra =N P8

n=1

for N > 1 and where £ is the vector satisfying ¢r(g) = (£, ko(g)£), see Section 5.2.
Following the proof of Proposition 5.4, we obtain that the coefficient ¢ v 4, associated to
NN, ér,« and (o, Z) vanishes at infinity. Fix a net of positive definite functions (¢;: ' — C,
i € I) satisfying the hypothesis of the Haagerup property such that |¢; (g)| < ¢; for any
g # e for some 0 < ¢; < 1. The net of coefficients

(¢Nga- N> 1i€el,0<a<]l)

on the groupoid Ge satisfies all the hypothesis required by the Haagerup property. This
proves Theorem C.
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Consider the category € = €(2,0, "), where I' has the Haagerup property, 6 € Aut(I")
is an automorphism, and the category of k-ary forests § ¥ . By Proposition 6.8, we have
that the group e (r, ) of automorphisms of the object 7 in the universal groupoid of €
is isomorphic to the twisted wreath product I' 2(%3,((0, " Vk,r. We proved that Ge has the
Haagerup property and thus so does the isotropy group e (r, r) (by Proposition 6.8). This
proves Corollary D. ]

A. Categories and groups of fractions

We end this article by providing an alternative description of Jones’ actions using a more
categorical language. We do not give details and only sketch the main steps. This was
explained to us by Sergei Ivanov, Richard Garner and Steve Lack. We are very grateful to
them.

We keep the notation of Section 2.2 and thus ®: € — D provides a Jones’ action

e Ge /A X with X = h_II)lX,.
R

Let (§e, P) be the universal groupoid of € with functor P: € — &e. Let (e | €) be
the comma-category of objects under e whose objects are morphisms of € with source e
and morphism triangles of morphisms of € (e.g., if € = ¥, e = 1, then objects and
morphisms of (1 | ¥) are trees and forests respectively). This category comes with a func-
tor (e | €) — € consisting in only remembering the target of morphisms (e.g., sending
a tree to its number of leaves and keeping forests for morphisms). The composition of
functors ®: (e | €©) > € — D provides a diagram of type (e | €) in the category D
and the colimit (if it exists) corresponds to our limit X. Assume that the left Kan exten-
sion Lanp (®): ¢ — D of O along P exists. Then one can prove that Lanp (®)(e) is
isomorphic to the colimit of ® and is thus isomorphic to X. But then Lanp (®) sends
Ge(e,e) >~ Ge in the automorphism group of X which corresponds to the Jones’ action 7.

Using this construction, if we only want a map from the group of fractions Ge to the
automorphism group of an object, then we do not need to require that objects of O are sets.
Actions of the whole universal groupoid §¢ can be constructed in a similar way. In order
to make this machinery working, we need to have a target category £ with sufficiently
many colimits in order to have a Kan extension of our functor.
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