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Finitely summable y-elements for
word-hyperbolic groups

Jean-Marie Cabrera and Michael Puschnigg

Abstract. We present two explicit combinatorial constructions of finitely summable reduced
“Gamma”-elements y, € KK(C}(I"), C) for any word-hyperbolic group (I, §) and obtain summa-
bility bounds for them in terms of the cardinality of the generating set S C I" and the hyperbolicity
constant of the associated Cayley graph.

Dedicated to Gennadi Kasparov on the occasion of his 70th birthday.

1. Introduction

Hyperbolic groups form a large and quite rich class of finitely generated discrete groups.
They are characterized by the fact that geodesic triangles in the Cayley graph § (T, S)
of a hyperbolic group I with respect to a finite symmetric set of generators S are §-
thin, where the hyperbolicity constant § depends on I" and S. Several conjectures which
are completely open in general have been established for hyperbolic groups: Kasparov’s
strong version of the Novikov conjecture [4,8], the Baum—Connes conjecture [10, 13], and
even the Baum—Connes conjecture with coefficients [11] are now known to hold for such
groups.
In most of these cases the key ingredient of the proof is the construction of a well-
behaved Fredholm module
&= (H,n,F) (1.1)

over the hyperbolic group I'. This module is supposed to represent the “Gamma’-element
y € KKr(C,C) (1.2)

in Kasparov’s equivariant bivariant K-theory. Recall that a Fredholm module over I' is
given by an even unitary representation of " on the Z /2Z-graded separable Hilbert space
#, and an odd bounded linear operator F on J, whose image in the Calkin algebra
E(FH)/ K (H) is self-adjoint and unitary and commutes with 77 (I"). The homotopy classes
of such bimodules form then Kasparov’s bivariant K-group.
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None of these modules are known to possess the property of finite summability, which
demands the previous conditions to hold already modulo some ideal of Schatten-operators
LP(H) C K (H). Finitely summable Fredholm modules possess nice regularity proper-
ties. In particular, the Chern character of a finitely summable Fredholm module in cyclic
cohomology can be given by a simple formula [3]. It is therefore an interesting ques-
tion whether a given K-homology class can be realized by a finitely summable Fredholm
module.

In this paper, we propose two explicit constructions of finitely summable Fredholm
modules over C,*(I") representing the class of Kasparov’s reduced “Gamma”-element

yr € KK(C}(I),C). (1.3)

This element maps to the “Gamma”-element (1.2) under the pullback along the canonical
morphism C*(I") — C;*(I"). Our result solves a problem posed in [5].

For discrete isometry, groups of hyperbolic space such as Fredholm modules were
exhibited by Connes [3]. Their construction is based on the existence and uniqueness of
geodesic segments and the fact that angles in a geodesic triangle in hyperbolic space decay
exponentially with the distance from the opposite side.

None of these properties is inherited by general §-hyperbolic metric spaces but
Mineyev’s ideas about homological bicombings [12] allow to find appropriate substitutes
for them. Instead of geodesic segments joining a base vertex x and an auxiliary vertex y
in the Cayley graph of a §-hyperbolic group, we consider the family Q2 , of all regular
sequences beginning at x and ending at y. The elements of such a sequence lie uniformly
close to the locus geod{x, y} of all geodesic segments joining x and y and the distance
between two consecutive elements is almost fixed and large compared to §. By Mineyev’s
work €2y ) carries a natural probability measure. The set Q27 ,, of tails of length at most
r of regular sequences in 2 , inherits a natural probability measure and the mass of the
symmetric difference of Q1 ;, and €27, ,, decays exponentially with the distance between
geod{x, x"} and the r-ball centered at y. This replaces the exponential decay condition for
triangles in hyperbolic space mentioned above.

We use regular sequences as a tool to modify two well-known constructions of reduced
“Gamma”-elements for word-hyperbolic groups. Both of them are given by operators on
the closed subspace

JR(I)
o0

= @(ex() ANex, A Aex,, (Xo,....x,) CT, d(x;,x;) <R, 01, Sn) (1.4)
n=0

of the Hilbert space A*(¢?(T")) for R > 0 sufficiently large. The Hilbert space #&(I") is
a completion of the alternating Rips chain complex, which provides a finite free resolution
of the constant I'-module C.

In his proof of the Baum—Connes conjecture with coefficients for word-hyperbolic
groups [ 1 1], Lafforgue gave a detailed analysis of K-cycles of the form

d Laff

€y = (HR(T), Treg, €4 0 (3 + h2T) 0 71, (1.5)
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representing the reduced “Gamma”-element for R and ¢ sufficiently large. Here d is the
simplicial differential of the Rips chain complex and AL is a simplicial homotopy oper-
ator of square zero contracting the Rips complex to the base point x. Such an operator is
given by a filling procedure for cycles. We use an alternative algorithm given by projecting
the given cycle “orthogonally” onto a nearby regular sequence and filling its image inside
that sequence. This only requires a good filling of cycles in the metric space N and a clas-
sical homotopy formula for Rips complexes to correct the committed error. The natural
measure on the set of regular sequences permits to average the obtained fillings and thus
to get rid of their dependence on the choices made. The diagonal operator d- in (1.5)
multiplies a basis vector corresponding to a Rips simplex with its “twisted” distance to the
origin. This twisted distance is quasi-isometric to the word metric but satisfies in addition
the decay condition

lim sup |d(x,y)—d(x',y) —d(x.y) +d(x'.y)| = 0. (1.6)
T d(x,xy=d(y,y)=1
d(x.y)=r

We replace Lafforgue’s metric by the metric of Mineyev—Yu, whose construction is also
based on Mineyev’s bicombing. The modified Lafforgue bimodules obtained in this way
still represent the reduced “Gamma”-element and turn out to be in addition finitely sum-
mable due to the behavior of regular sequences.

The first construction of Fredholm modules representing the “Gamma”-element of
general hyperbolic groups goes actually back to Kasparov and Skandalis [8]. They use the
same Hilbert space, but their operator is local and given by the Clifford multiplication

€xo Nex; N+ Nex, Cl(;{xo,...,xn})(exo Nex N Aex,) (.7

with suitable vectors {x,.. x,3 € CI'. We replace these vectors by an average (using
Mineyev’s measure) of the appropriate tails of all regular sequences starting at the base
vertex and ending in {xg, ..., X, }. The modified Fredholm modules represent again the
reduced “Gamma”-element but are in addition p-summable for

p>208-log (1 +|S])- (1+1S)%. (1.8)

In fact, much better (and presumably optimal) bounds are known in certain cases. Emerson
and Nica [5] give, by using the Gysin sequence in K-homology relating the trivial and
the boundary actions of I', a very elegant abstract existence proof of finitely summable
“Gamma”-elements over the maximal group C*-algebra of a word-hyperbolic group of
Euler—Poincaré characteristic zero. They obtain in this case the geometric summability
bound p > Max(visdim(dI'), 2), where visdim(I") denotes the Hausdorff dimension of
the boundary of I with respect to a visual metric.

It should be noted that the finite summability of “Gamma”-elements is a rather excep-
tional phenomenon. Higher rank lattices, for example, behave very differently in this
respect: no nontrivial K-homology class of the reduced group C*-algebra of a higher
rank lattice can be finitely summable over the group algebra [14].
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Finally, we express our hope that the construction of “nice” Fredholm modules repre-
senting “Gamma”-elements might lead in the future to simplified proofs of the Baum—
Connes conjecture with coefficients for hyperbolic groups following the lines of Laf-
forgue’s monumental paper [11]. This was our key motivation and explains why we put
the main emphasis on Lafforgue’s bimodule.

2. Rips complexes of hyperbolic groups

2.1. Hyperbolic spaces
For a subset Y C X of a metric space (X,d) and R > 0 we note

B(Y,R)={x€ X, d(x,Y) <R} = {x e X, Inf d(x,y) < R}, (2.1
ye

geod(Y) ={x e X, Jy,y' €Y :d(y,x) +d(x,y") =d(y.y)}. (2.2)

Recall that a metric space (X, d) is geodesic if any pair of points x, y € X can be
joined by a geodesic segment, i.e., if there exists an isometric map y : I — X from a
bounded closed interval to X such that y(d1) = {x, y}. A geodesic triangle with vertices
X,y,z € X is given by three geodesic segments [x, y], [, z], and [x, z], joining the denoted
endpoints.

Definition 2.1 (Gromov [6,7]). A geodesic metric space (X, d) is 8-hyperbolic (for some
8 > 0) if each edge in a geodesic triangle is contained in the tubular §-neighborhood of
the union of the two other edges:

[x.z] C B([x.y]U[y,z].6). (2.3)

The Gromov product of three points x, y, and z in a metric space is defined as

1
(x[y)z = E(d(x, z)+d(y.z) —d(x.y)). 24
It is quite useful in §-hyperbolic metric spaces because of the estimate

(x|y): < d(z,geod{x,y}) < (x|y); +28, Vx,y,zelX. 2.5)

2.2. Hyperbolic groups [6,7]

Let (I, S) be a finitely generated group with associated word length function £5 and word
metric dg. The corresponding Cayley graph § (T, S) with vertices §(I", S)o = I' and
edges §(I, S)1 =T x S, do(g,s) = g, and d1(g, s) = gs is a proper geodesic metric
space on which I' acts properly, isometrically, and cocompactly by left translation. The
group I is called hyperbolic if its Cayley graph with respect to some (and thus to every)
finite, symmetric set of generators is hyperbolic in the sense of Section 2.1. (The constant
8 depends of course on the choice of S.) By abuse of language we call the pair (T, S) a
8-hyperbolic group if (T, S) is a §-hyperbolic space. We suppose in the sequel that § is
a strictly positive integer.
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Convention 2.2. We fix for every element g € G a word w(g) € S*® of minimal length
representing it. Such a choice defines for any x € I' a geodesic path Xy in § (I, §) joining
x and y = xg. Its edges are labeled by the consecutive letters of w(g). This construction
is equivariant; i.e., it commutes with left-multiplication by I'. For 0 <t < d(x, y), we
denote by Xy (¢) the point of Xy lying at distance ¢ from x.

2.3. Bar complexes and Rips complexes

We recall a few facts about standard resolutions of modules over group rings.
Definition 2.3. The bar complex A4(X) of a set X is the simplicial set with n-simplices
An(X) = X", face maps
ai([xo, e x,,]) = [X0y v Xie1> Xidt1s -+ »Xnl, (2.6)
and degeneracy maps
sj([xo,...,x,,]) = [x0,...,Xj,Xj,....,x,] for0<i, j <neN. 2.7
The support of a bar simplex is Supp([xo, - . . , X»]) = {X0,...,Xxn} C X.

Definition 2.4. Let (X, d) be a metric space and let R > 0. The Rips complex AR(X) of
(X, d) is the simplicial subcomplex of the bar complex A4(X) given by the bar simplices
of diameter at most R:
AR(X) = {[x0,....xn] € X" ™' d(x;,x;) <R, 0 <i,j <n}. (2.8)
Every map of sets f : X — Y gives rise to a simplicial map
fo i Ae(X) = Au(Y)
[X0, ... xn] = [ f(x0)..... f(xn)].

In particular, every group action on the set X gives rise to a simplicial action on the bar
complex A4(X) and every isometric group action on a metric space (X, d) gives rise to a
simplicial action on the Rips-complexes AR(X) for any R > 0.

2.9)

Definition 2.5. The bar chain complex C.(X,Z) of a set X is given by the free abelian
group with basis A, (X) modulo the subspace spanned by degenerate simplices. Its differ-
entials are given by the alternating sum of the linear operators induced by the face maps.
The Rips chain complexes CR(X, Z) of a metric space are defined similarly. They are
subcomplexes of the bar chain complex.

The support of a bar chain is the union of the support of the simplices occurring in it
with nonzero multiplicity.

The augmentation map Cy(X, Z) — Z of the bar (resp. Rips) complex sends any
zero simplex to 1. The augmented bar complex is contractible (but there is no natural
contraction). If x € X is a base point, then

Sx ° C*(X, Z) — C*+1(X,Z)

(2.10)
[X0, ..., Xn] =[x, X0,..., Xn]
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is a contracting homotopy of the augmented bar complex:
Id=0o0sy +5500.

In particular, the homology of the bar complex is of rank one and concentrated in degree
zero. The augmentation map identifies it canonically with Z.

Proposition 2.6 (Gromov [7, pp. 96, 101]). Let (T, S) be a §-hyperbolic group. Then the
augmented Rips chain complex CR(T, Z) is contractible for R > 48.

The following two lemmas are easily verified by direct calculation.

Lemma 2.7. Let ¢, Vs : Cx(X,Z) — Cy (Y, Z) be chain maps of bar complexes which
induce the identity in homology (i.e., which are compatible with the augmentations). Then
the linear operator which vanishes in degree —1 and equals

h(gl), W) : C*(X’Z) - C*+1(Y7 Z)

" . (2.11)
[XO, L ,xn] = Z(_l)l [(pl('x()v L 7'xi)! Wn—z(xz» e 7xn):|
i=0
in nonnegative degrees defines a natural chain homotopy between ¢ and \:
Vs —@x = d0 h(p,¥) + h(p, ¥) 0 0. (2.12)

In particular, if G is a group acting on X and Y, and if ¢« and V« are G-equivariant,
then h(p, V) is G-equivariant as well.

Lemma 2.8. The antisymmetrization operator

Talt - C*(X» Q) - C*(Xv Q)
1

L (2.13)
(n+ 1)!

[x0, ..., xn]

> Do) Xom)]

0E€EZTn+1

is a chain map which preserves the Rips subcomplexes and equals the identity in degree
zero. In particular, it is naturally chain homotopic to the identity by the previous lemma.

2.4. Filling cycles near geodesic segments

How can one find a contracting chain homotopy of the Rips complex? In degree zero, one
would expect an operator which attaches to a given vertex a geodesic segment joining it
to a fixed origin or base vertex. Following an idea of Mineyev [12], we use instead of a
single geodesic a weighted average of regular sequences of equidistant vertices close to
such geodesic segments. The advantage of this procedure is that it depends in a strictly
controlled way on the choice of the origin. In fact, the difference of the weights of a given
vertex of a regular sequence with respect to two different origins decays exponentially
with the distance from the origins. This exponential decay property will be responsible
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for the finite summability of the Fredholm modules we are going to construct. To obtain
the contracting homotopy in higher degrees, it suffices then to fill cycles supported near a
regular sequence of vertices in the Cayley graph. Taking up an idea of Bader, Furman, and
Sauer [1], we project a given cycle “orthogonally” onto the regular sequence and obtain
a cycle supported in this sequence. The latter may be viewed as a Rips cycle of positive
degree in the metric space N and can be filled canonically. The committed error depends
on the distance of the initial cycle from the regular sequence and will be corrected using
the classical homotopy formula for maps of bar complexes.

2.4.1. Filling cycles in segments.

Lemma 2.9. There exists a contracting chain homotopy
0x: Cx(N,Z) »> Csx+1 (N, Z), x> —1, (2.14)
of the augmented bar complex of (the metric space) N such that

Supp (0« (a)) C geod(Supp @), (2.15)
||0* (o) ||1 < diam (Supp(a)) (2.16)

for all bar simplices o € A«(N) of dimension x > 1. In fact,
o(CRN,z)) c cX (N, z2) (2.17)

for x > —1 and every R € N*. The same assertions hold for the subcomplexes
CR{o0,....,m},Z), m e N.

Proof. Puto_1(1) = [0] and o¢([r]) = [0, 1] 4 - -+ + [n — 1, n] and define inductively
Gn([XO, ... xn]) =8x,0(Id—0,—10 8)([x0, e ,xn]), n>1.

(See (2.10) for the definition of s,.) One verifies easily that 0 0 d + d o 0 = id and that

Xn
(_l)n Z [-x()s"'5-xn—lsk_]sk]) Xn > Xp—1,
k=xn_1+1
on([x0. ..., xn]) = xx,,l,l (2.18)
(=D"0 3" [xo.. o xaor k= LKL x < X
k=x,+1

modulo degenerate simplices. In particular,

Supp (0n ([X0, - - .- Xn])) = {x0. ..., Xn—1} U geod{x,—1, X} C geod{xo. ..., xn}

and ||o«([x0, ..., XnD| = |xn — xn—1] < diam{xy, ..., x,} so that Supp(o«(a)) C
geod(Supp(a)) and ||o« (o) || < diam(Supp(e)) for all & € A, (N), * > 0 as desired. m
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2.4.2. Regular sequences.

Remark 2.10. In the sequel, various constants will come up in our statements. These
are viewed as functions of various parameters and are monotone increasing as functions
of the numerical parameters among them. In particular, they depend exclusively on the
mentioned parameters, which will be the main point of interest.

We recall a construction of Mineyev, which will play a crucial role in the sequel. Let
us begin with a few motivating remarks. If x, y are two points in hyperbolic space, there
is a unique point ¢, (x, y) situated at distance ¢t < d(x, y) from y and lying on the unique
geodesic segment joining x and y. Moreover, if x’ is a further point, the distance between
@:(x,y) and ¢, (x’, y) decays exponentially with the distance of these points from the
geodesic segment joining x and x’.

This no longer holds for §-hyperbolic spaces, but Mineyev constructs for any two
vertices x, y in the Cayley graph of a §-hyperbolic group and every integer k < %
a O-chain (in fact a convex combination) ¢ (x, y) of vertices at distance 10k6 from y
and located é-close to geod{x, y}, which has similar properties as the points ¢;(x, ¥)
considered above.

The scale 108 used by Mineyev could be replaced by any other scale strictly larger
than §. On scales above §, the 6-hyperbolicity condition gives a very precise hold on the
geometry of the Cayley graph. Mineyev uses clever averaging procedures to get rid of
the local geometry of the Cayley graph on scales below §. In this way, he obtains the
exponential decay condition (2.22) below.

Proposition 2.11 (Mineyev [12]). Let (', S) be a §-hyperbolic group. For each integer
k > O there exists a map

o :IT'xT — Co(T,Q)
@) e Y )] 2-19)

satisfying the following conditions for all x,x’,y,z € T':

e or(x,y) is a convex combination of vertices

Y2 =0, Y V() =1 (2.20)

o ¢r(x,y) = [x]ifd(x,y) < 10ké;
e ifd(x,y) > 10kd, then

Supp ¢ (x,y) C S(y,10ké) N B(xy,§) = {Z € B(xy,$8),d(z,y) = 10k5}; (2.21)
o o is [-equivariant: o (gx,gy) = ger(x,y), Vg e T';

o there exist constants C1(8,|S]) > 0, A1 = A1(8,|S|) < 1, such that

(x|x")y—10k8
2 .

lox(x. ) —ee(x". 9|, < C (2.22)
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Proof. We put ¢1(x,y) = f(y, x) in the notations of Mineyev [12, Proposition 3] and
its proof, which we adopt from now on. We define the map ¢ for k > 1 as follows:
ek(x,y) = xifd(x,y) < 10ké and gr (x,y) = @r(pry(x),y) if d(x, y) > 10k§ is not
an integer multiple of 1048. If finally d(x, y) > 10k§ is an integer multiple of 108, put

1
or(x,y) = m Ze]%,x) ‘Pk(Pry(Z)’ y).

The proof of Mineyev’s proposition applies to the maps ¢, k > 1, as well and shows that
the assertion holds with the same constants as in Mineyev’s paper. ]

We will use Mineyev’s result in our construction of a contracting homotopy of the
Rips complex as follows. Instead of working with the badly behaved family of all geodesic
segments joining two vertices x and y of the Cayley graph, we will consider the family of
all sequences (x = xg, X1,...,Xn = y) such that x,,_r € Supp(pr(x,y)) for0 <k <
%. Each such sequence has a weight (or multiplicity), derived from the coefficients
coming up in Proposition 2.11. This provides a probability measure on the space of all

these “regular” sequences which allows to take averages in a sensible way.

Definition 2.12. Let (I, S) be a 6-hyperbolic group and let x, y € T

» Denote by Q,, the set of finite sequences of pairwise different vertices in (I, §) =
I" beginning with x and ending with y. The weight of a sequence

® = (X0, X1,...,%Xm) € Qxy (2.23)
is
m
co =[] & Cms), (2.24)
k=1

where the coefficients on the right-hand side are those of (2.19).

e Asequence w € Q2 y is called regular if its weight is strictly positive.

Remark 2.13. « The weights of all sequences joining x and y sum up to one:

Z o = 1. (2.25)

o Ifw = (xg,...,xn) isaregular sequence, then d(xg, y) = 10(m — k)é for k > 0 and
d(xg,x1) = d(x, x1) < 106. In particular, its length equals

l(w)=m <d(x,y). (2.26)
e Let Xy be the distinguished geodesic segment joining x and y. Then
Supp(w) C B(xy,§) (2.27)
for every regular sequence @ € Qy y.

This is clear from Proposition 2.11 and (2.24).
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2.4.3. Orthogonal projections onto regular sequences.

Definition 2.14. Let w = (x¢, X1, ..., X;) be a sequence of pairwise different vertices of

g(T,S)=T.

e Let py : T — {0,...,m} be the map which sends z € I" to the smallest index j €
{0, ..., m} of an element of Supp(w) situated at minimal distance from z: d(z, x;) >

d(z,x;),0<i <j,d(z;x;) <d(z;xx); ] <k <m.
e Putiy,:{0,...,m} > T,i x;andlet 7, = 1y © Pg.
For a hyperbolic space the “orthogonal projection” has the following properties.

Lemma 2.15. Let x,y,z,z' € I and let Xy be the distinguished geodesic segment joining
xandy. Let w € Qx5 be a regular sequence. Then

d (70 (2), m0(z) < d(z.2") + 246. (2.28)

Proof. Let w = (xg,...,X,) € Qx,y and z,z’ € ' and note u = 7,(2), u' = 74, (2’).
We may suppose that d(z,u) > d(z’,u’). Let w € geod{u, u’}. Hyperbolicity implies that
d(w,Xy) <38 as Supp(w) C B(xy, §) by (2.27). Pick w’ € Xy such that d(w, w’) < 34.
If k is the smallest integer such that |d(w’, y) — 10k§| < 56, then

d(w, xpm—r) < d(w,w') + d(w', yx(10k8)) + d (¥x(10k8). Xn—i)
<36+ 55+ 25 =104,
d(z,w) >d(z, xmt) —d(w, Xpm—k) > d(z,u) — 108.

Altogether d(z, geod{u, u’}) > d(z,u) — 105 and (2.5) implies then that d(z, u) <
(u|u’); + 126. Thus,

d(z,u) < (ulu), + 128 = %(d(z,u) +d(z,u') —du,u')) + 128

IA

%(d(z, u)+d(z,z')+d' ') —du,u)) + 128
<d(z,u)+ %(d(z,z’) —d(u,u')) + 128

or
du,u') = d(ny(2), 7o(2")) < d(z,2') + 245. n

2.4.4. Filling cycles near regular sequences. We attach to any finite sequence of ver-
tices an auxiliary contracting chain homotopy of the augmented bar complex of I". This is
inspired by [1, Section 4.2].

Definition 2.16. Let (T, S) be a §-hyperbolic group.

» For any sequence @ = (xo, X1,...,Xm) € Qx,y let

UL = lys+1 0 0% 0 Py s + h(7p,1d)« : Cu (T, Z) — Cuy1 (T, Z). (2.29)
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e Forx,y el put

Pt = ) o1 i Cu[LQ) > Cop (T Q). (2:30)

WEQRy,y

Lemma 2.17. Let (T, S) be a §-hyperbolic group and let x,y € T.

o The linear operators uy”, x,y € T, introduced in the previous definition are con-
tracting chain homotopies of the augmented bar complex of T'.

o The family of maps {5, x,y € T'} is equivariant in the sense that the diagram

CQ) 25 €t (L Q)

n(g)l ln(g) (2.31)

Cu(T, Q) — Ce1 (T, Q)

gX 8y

commutes forall g € T.

e Forallz €T,

Supp (1o ([z])) C B(geod{x. y},8) U{z}, (2.32)
|s? ()], < d(x.2) + 1. 2.33)
e One has
Supp( x.) (a)) C Supp(a) U (B(Supp(oz), Cz) N B(geod{x, v} 8)) (2.34)
s (@), < C3(8.n, diam(a)) (2.35)

forallx,y € T,k > 1, and @ € A, (T'); and some universal constants
C> = C(8,n, diam(a), d (Supp(e), geod{x, y}))., Cs = C3(8,n,diam(x)).

Proof. Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.9 imply that y,, is a contracting chain homotopy of the
augmented bar complex for any finite sequence w. It sends the canonical generator of
the complex in degree —1 to the vertex [xo] in degree zero. As a convex combination of
contracting homotopies is still a contracting homotopy, it follows that 1t , is a contracting
homotopy as well.

The equivariance claim is clear because only metric properties were used in the defi-
nition of the linear operators in question.

Let = (Xg, ..., Xm) € Qx,, be a regular sequence and let z € I". Suppose that
Pw(z) = k. Then by definition

145 ([2]) = (tw © 00 © po + h(10.1d))([z]) = (Z[x, 1,x,) [xk.z].  (2.36)

i=1

In particular, ||n&([z])] < d(x,y) + 1 by (2.26) and thus ||uy” ([z]D] < d(x,y) + 1
because ;**” is a convex combination of the operators u®, w € Q.
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The assertion about the support of ©** () follows from (2.27) and (2.28).
Let us estimate the £!-norm of ;" (o). We obtain for any regular sequence w € Q. y

|1 @)y < [t 0 0 0 Po(@) |, + A0, id)(@n) |,
< diam (nw(a)) + (n + 1) < diam(a) + 246 + (n + 1).

The same bound holds then for the norm of pu*¥ () by definition of u** as a convex
combination of the operators u”, w € Qy 5. |

Forr > 0letmy , : C«(I',C) — C«(I', C) be the linear operator which leaves a simplex
invariant if its support is contained in B(y, r) and annihilates it otherwise.

Proposition 2.18. Let (T, S) be a §-hyperbolic group and let x,x’ € T.
(a) There exists a constant C4 = C4(8, A1) > 1 such that

|7 0 (& = uE YD), < Ca- AT (2.37)

forally e T and 0 < r < (x|x"), with Ay < 1 as in (2.22).
(b) Leta € Ay(T'), n > 1. Then

|7y 0 (i — 1) o 7y (@), < Cs(8, A1, n, diam(a)) - AT (2.38)
forall y e T and 0 < r < (x|x"), — 248 and some constant Cs = Cs(8, A1,
n, diam()).
Proof. Letw = (xg,...,Xm) € Qy,, be aregular sequence. Then
m—1
Mf)o([y]) = Z[Xi,xiH]
i=0
by (2.36) and
k—1
TTy,r (N«f)o([J’])) = Z[xm—k+j,xm—k+j+l],
Jj=0

where k is the largest integer such that 106k < r as d(x;,—;, y) = 10id fori < m. So

k—1

(o (1) = D ( Zc"y(a b)la b])

j=0

where
Q= {(a,b) eI?, d(a,y) =10(j + 1)é, d(b,y) = 10j8}

and for (a,b) € Q;

C;C’y(a’b)z Z Co = Z (l‘[cxy(xm 1))—CJ+1(‘1) cxy(b)

weQl4t weQf%t il
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where Q7% = {(x0.....Xm) € QRr.y» Xm—j—1 = d. Xm_; = b}. Similarly,
k—1
Ty (T () = 3 (Zc" Y@, b)la, b])
Jj=0 /
with

¢ (a.b) = ¢} (@) ¢ Y (b).

Thus,
k—1 )
Ty (7 — ) ([]) = 3 (Z (€ (@,b) - " @, B)la, b]),
j=0 Q;

I ﬂy,r(ux’y — ()],

I
MT

Z \clx’y(a, b) — c;/’y (a, b)|
Q;

Jj=0 Q;
k—1
=3 Y@ b)) = @ - (b))
j=0 Q;
k !
< Z |52 (@) = @] - e () + e @) - [ (b) — ¢ (b))
j=0 Q;
k—1 ) , . ,
< c (Aixlx’)y710(1+l)8 _’_A(lx\x )y710_18) < C4(8,Al) ‘A(lxlx )yfr.
j=0

Let now o € A, (I") be a simplex whose support is contained in B(y, r) and let k be the
largest integer such that 10k8 < r + 248. Now, 7, (Supp(e)) C B(y,r + 2468) by (2.28),
applied with z’ = y, and u® (o) depends therefore only on the last k + 1 elements of w.
Therefore,

@ = Y con@= Y V) V) e e ) Y (@),

WEQy,y Z1yeeerZk

[ =) @)
Do (@7 @) = @) G @) e ()

1

IA

@ @) =G @) g @) e @)

IA

k
(Z Z |7 (zi) — C’fl’y(zi)|) - C3(8.n, diam(a))

i=1 z
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k
=< C3(3,n, diam(og)) .Cy- Zl(lxlx )y—10i8

i=1

k
<5 Cy AT (ZA{) < Cs(8. Ay, n. diam(a)) - AT

j=0
2.5. Controlled contractions of Rips complexes

It is well known that the augmented Rips complex CR(T, C) of a §-hyperbolic group
is contractible if R > 0 is large enough (for example, R = 4§ suffices). It defines then
a resolution of the constant I"-module C by finitely generated free I'-modules. There-
fore, the Rips chain complex is an equivariant deformation retract of the bar chain com-
plex: there exists a I'-equivariant chain map 7. : C+(T", C) — CX(T, C) whose restric-
tion to CR(T, C) equals the identity and such that its composition with the inclusion
CR(I", C) = C4(T, C) is equivariantly chain homotopic to the identity. Moreover, in
a fixed degree, each such map is of uniformly bounded propagation and has uniformly
bounded matrix coefficients because AR(T") consists only of finitely many T'-orbits in
each degree. We fix such an equivariant deformation retraction 7.

Recall that the matrix coefficients of a linear operator ¢ : Cy,, (I', C) — C, (T, C) are
the unique scalars {(¢(@), B), @ € A, (T), B € A,(T), satisfying

o)=Y (p(@).B)-B, VaeAuD). (2.39)
BeA,(T)
Our first main result is the following theorem.
Theorem 2.19. Let (T', S) be a §-hyperbolic group and let R > 128 be an even inte-
ger so that the augmented Rips complex CR (T, C) is contractible. Let 0y : C+«(T',C) —

CR(T, C) be a T-equivariant deformation retraction of the bar complex onto the Rips
complex of scale R.

o There exists a family of linear operators
nECRr,Q) - CcR (M Q), xel, *>-1, (2.40)
on the augmented Rips complex satisfying the identity
hiod+dohl =id, (2.41)
and such that the following assertions hold.

o The operators (h})xer are compatible with the group action in the sense that the
diagrams

R hy R
Co(Q —CL(TQ)
ﬂ(g)l lﬂ(g) (2.42)
CR(T., Q) ! CR (I.Q)

commute forall g € T and all x € X.
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o The matrix coefficients (h;; (), B) vanish unless
Supp(B) C B(geod ((Suppa) U {x}). Cs(8. R, 0. n)) (2.43)
and satisfy the estimates
(s (@), B)| < C7(8.1SI, R, n,n) (2.44)
for suitable constants C¢ = Cg(8, R,n,n) and C; = C7(6,|S|, R, n,n).

e The homotopy operators depend only weakly on the choice of the base point in the
sense that

(X = B ) (@), B)| < Cs (8. S| Rum Ar.n d(x, x)) - AT (2.45)

with (x|x")g = Mingesupp() (X|x"); forall x,x’ € T, o € AR(T), p € AR, ('), and
for a suitable constant

Cs = Cs(8,|S|. R, n, Ay, n,d(x,x")).

Proof. We construct the operator #* by induction over the degree. We put h*, (1) = [x]
in degree —1. Suppose now that A} has been defined up to degree * = n — 1 and let
o = [xo,...,xn] € AR(I'). Then (id — hy_, 0 d)(«) is acycle in CnR_l(F). We put

X (@) = g1 0 157 0 (id — hE_, 0 3)(). (2.46)

Then

dohy(a) = nuy10(d—hy_y00d)(e) = (id —h;,_; 0 9)(e)
by the induction assumption because p©**® is a contracting chain homotopy of the bar
complex and 7, is a chain map which equals the identity on the Rips complex CR(T", C).
This shows our first claim. The second follows from (2.31) and the equivariance of 7.
Concerning our third claim, note first that

hg ([xol) = n o ug™ ([xol — [x]) = g™ ([xol)
because 11" ([xo]) is a linear combination of edges of length at most 12§ < R. Thus,
Supp(/ ([xo0])) C B(geod{x, xo},8) by (2.32). Assertion (2.43) follows now by induction
from (2.34) and the fact that 7, is of uniformly bounded propagation in each degree.

The matrix coefficients of 4y are bounded by 1 according to (2.36). Suppose that the
claim (2.44) has been verified up to degree n — 1 and let & = [xo, ..., x,] € AXT),
n > 0. The estimate (2.35) shows that the restriction of the operator p;;"*° to any Rips
subcomplex of the bar complex is bounded with respect to £!-norms. The same holds for
the operator 1 because it is of uniformly bounded propagation and has uniformly bounded
matrix coefficients in a fixed degree. Thus,

(s (@), B) < D |(mns1 0 3 (B, B)] - |{(id = B3y 0 9)(@), B)|
ﬂl

< ||Tln+1||1 : C3(8,7’l, R) ° (1 + (I’l + 1) ° C7(87 |S|7 R9 n,.n— l))

B € ARD). (nnt1 0 ™ (B). B) - ((id — h}_, 0 0)(). B') # O}
(2.47)
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by our induction hypothesis. For every simplex g’ € A,If (T") in this set the distance
d(Supp(B’), geod{x, Supp(x)}) is bounded in terms of §, R, n, n by (2.43). Assertion
(2.34) and the fact that n,4; is of uniformly bounded propagation imply then that the
distance d(Supp(B), Supp(B’)) is bounded in terms of 8, R, 1, n. This implies that the
cardinality of the set (2.47) is bounded in terms of §, |S|, R, , n and finishes the proof of
(2.44).

We come now to the key estimate (2.45) and establish it first in degree zero. So
let « = [y] and B = [x¢, x1] be such that ((h; — hﬁ/)(a), B) # 0. Then {xo, x1} C
B(geod{x, y},8)UB(geod{x’, y},8) by (2.32). Suppose that (x|x") g >46. Then {xo,x1} C
B(geod{x, y},28) N B(geod{x’, y},28) by hyperbolicity and a simple calculation shows
that

(xlx')p < (xlx')y —max (d(xo. y). d(x1.)) + 45.

We may apply (2.37) with r = max(d(xo, y), d(x1, y)) and find

’((hﬁ _ hﬁ/)(a),ﬂ)‘ <C,- Aixlx’)y—maX(d(xo,y),d(xl,y)) < Ca8,21) - Agxlx’)ﬁ—”.

If (x|x")g < 48, we may choose Cs sufficiently large to ensure (2.45). Suppose now that
our claim has been verified up to degree n — 1 and let @ = [xo, ..., x,] € A,If (I"). Then

(hE = B¥)(@) = flas1 0 W50 o (id — hE_, 0 9)(t)
— N1 0 W00 (id — hF_ 0 3)()
= N1 0 (550 — ¥ XY o (id — h¥_| 0 0)(ax)
+ M1 o 0 0 (Y — b)) 0 (@),

The induction assumption and the same reasoning as in the proof of (2.44) show that the
second term in the previous sum satisfies (2.45). So it remains to bound the first term. One
finds

(1 0 (5% — %) o (id — h_, 0 3) (@), B)]

< Y lnrr o ER =) (B, B)| - [((d — By, 0 ) (@), B)].
ﬂ/

Let 8/ € AR(T') be a simplex such that
(g1 0 (o — " ™)(B)). B) - ((id — hi_y 0 3)(e). B') # 0.

Then the support of 8 is contained in a tubular neighborhood of geod(Supp(e) U {x})
whose width is controlled in terms of (8, R, n,n — 1) by (2.43). Consequently,

Supp(B) C Supp (nu+1 0 (W™ — ¥ ) (")) C B(Supp(B’), Co(8,n, 1, R))

by (2.34) and the finite propagation of 1 in each degree provided that (x|x’) > §. The same
calculation as before yields the estimate

(x|x")p < (x]x")xo — max d(xq,z) + C10(8,n, n, R, d(x,x"))
z€Supp(B)
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for a suitable constant C1g = C19(8, 7,7, R, d(x,x")). Suppose now that (x|x")g > Co +
R + Cio + 246 and put

ro = max d(xg,z)+ C9(5,n, n, R,d(X,X/)) + R
z€eSupp(B)

Then Supp(B) U Supp(B’) C B(xo, ro) and
ro < (x|x")xy — (x[x")g + Co + R + C1o < (x]x") 5, — 248

so that we may apply (2.38) to conclude that

(11 0 (%0 = ) (8), B)] < C1a(8, A1, Romon,d(x, X)) ‘A(1XIXI)XO_r0
< Cll(&kl, R’ ., d(x,x/)) . A(lxlx’)g7C9fR7C1o

= C12(8,X1, R.n.n, d(x,x’)) . /\(lxlx/)ﬁ'

If (x[x")g < Co + R 4 C1o + 246, the same bound can be derived, after possibly enlarging
C12, from (2.35). Assertion (2.44) and the same counting argument as in its proof allow
to conclude (2.45). [

3. The bimodule of Lafforgue

3.1. Continuous metrics and Lafforgue’s operator

Let (T, S) be a -hyperbolic group. For a metric d on T which is quasi-isometric to the
word metric d = dg put

07 Ry >Ry, 0;(r) =Sup|d(x.y) —d(x'.y) —d(x.y) +d(x'.y)|. G.D

where the supremum is taken over all x, x’, y, y’ € T satisfying d(x,x’) = d(y,y') =1
and d({x, x"}, {y, y'}) > r.

As observed by various authors, it is possible to replace the word metric on a hyper-
bolic group by a “continuous” metric, quasi-isometric to the original one, for which the
difference of the distances of two adjacent vertices from a base point far away becomes
almost independent of the choice of the base point. In other words, for such a metric the
function ¢ ; vanishes at infinity. It is this continuity property, which, apart from the par-
ticular choice of the contracting homotopy, assures that the Lafforgue triple is actually a
Kasparov bimodule.

The “continuous metrics” we have to deal with are the following.

Theorem 3.1 (Mineyev—Yu [13]). Let (I, S) be a §-hyperbolic group. There exists a I'-
equivariant distance dpry : T x T' — Q., which is quasi-isometric to the word metric
and such that

0dyy (1) < C13(8,1S]) - A2(8,1S])" (3.2)
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for suitable universal constants A, = A,(6,|S]) < 1 and Cy13 = C13(6, |S|). Moreover,
there exists a universal constant C14 = C14(8, |S|) > O such that

dmy (x,2) +dmy(z,y) <dmy(x,y) + Cia (3.3)
whenever z € geod(x, y), x,y,z € .

Proof. In view of the definition of the Mineyev—Yu metric d in terms of the functions s
and r introduced in [13, pp. 115-116], the I"-equivariance of d and assertions (3.2) follow
from [13, Theorem 6]. Assertion (3.3) is an immediate consequence of [13, Proposition
10 (b)]. [ ]

Theorem 3.2 (Lafforgue [11, Section 3.5]). Let (I', S) be a §-hyperbolic group. There
exists a T-equivariant distance dy : T X T — Q4 quasi-isometric to the word-metric

such that Cis6.15))
150,
Oy (1) = e (3.4)

for a suitable universal constant C15 = C15(6,|S|).

Lafforgue’s metric also satisfies an estimate similar to (3.3).

So the characteristic function ¢; decays polynomially for the Lafforgue metric, but
exponentially for the metric of Mineyev—Yu. It is this exponential decay, which, together
with the results of Section 1, guarantees the finite summability of the modified Lafforgue
bimodules.

Definition 3.3 (Lafforgue [11, Proposition 4.4]). Let (T, S) be a §-hyperbolic group.
Letd : ' xI' = R4 be a metric on I" and let x € T be a base point.

(a) Fort e R put

% . C,(I,R) — C4(T, R)

tﬁ(x,xo) e

3.5)
a=[xg,...,xp] > e

(b) Leth*: CR(T,C) — Cf_H (T, C) be a contracting chain homotopy of the aug-
mented Rips complex as constructed in Theorem 2.19. For ¢ > 0 put

¥ = o!dx o ¥ 0 ¢ ; C, (T, R) — Cyy1(T, R). (3.6)

3.2. Estimates of matrix coefficients

Proposition 3.4. Let (I, S) be a §-hyperbolic group. Let h*,h™', x, x' € T be contract-
ing chain homotopies of the Rips chain complex as constructed in Theorem 2.19, and let
d:TxT — Q be a T"-equivariant distance on T quasi-isometric to the word metric and
satisfying (3.3). Then

(@ (@), B)| < Ci6(8,1S|, R, 1, 1,d,n) - e~ FsdCxo-yo)t (3.7)
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and
(@™ — @) (@). B)|
< Ciy-d(x,x) - d(xo, yo) - e 4EOIT (oo ((x]x)p — Crg) + A7) (39)

forallx,x' €T, 1>0,a=[xq,....xs] € AR(T), B=yo.....ynsr1]1 € AR, () and suit-
able constants C1g = C16(8,|S|, R.t,1.d.n), A3 = A3(d) < 1, C17 = C17(8,|S|, R. 1,1,
d,n,d(x,x"), and C1g = C158(8, R, n, n).

Proof. Leta = [xg,...,xn] € AR(T)and B = [yo,..., yn+1] € AfH(F) be Rips sim-
plices. Then

(@57 (@), B) = [ 0 hT o1 (@), B) = &' @D (@), ).

According to (2.43), the distance d(yq, geod{x, xo}) is bounded in terms of §, R, n,n. So
we may find z € geod{x, xo} such that d(yo,z) < C(§, R,n,n). Then

d(x.y0) —d(x,x0) < d(x.z) —d(x,x0) + d(z. yo)
—d (x0,2) + Cra(d) + C(8, R, 1, 1)
—A3(d) - d(x0. yo) + Cio(8, R, 0.1, d) 3.9)

IA

IA

because d < A3z -d + C’ for suitable A3 = 13(3), C' = C’(dA) and (3.3) holds. The asser-
tion follows then from (2.44).
We consider now the operator

Q¥ — ¥ = ! o (WY — hY) 0 e !

+ (etd" ° hfﬁ/ ° e_td" —eth’ Ohf/ ° e_th’)

and estimate the matrix coefficients of the two terms separately. We may suppose without
loss of generality that (x|x")g > §. On the one hand, we derive from (2.45) by the previous
argument

("% o (hy = y) 0 7% (), B)
S C2() (8, |S|, Al, 7], n, C/Z\, d(x, x/), t)e—/\3-d(xO,y0)-t . Agxlx’)ﬁ‘
On the other hand,
|<(e”i" o hfl, oetdx _ ptdu g hif, o e_t‘ix/)(a), ,3)|

_ \et(g(x,yo)—z?(x,xo)) _ et(g(x/,yo)—g(x/,m))| . |(hﬁ,(01)7:3)|'

b
/ e*ds
a

The inequality

b

e _ea| — < emax(a,b)|b _a|’
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valid for any a, b € R, and the bound
Max ((d (x, yo) — d (x, x0)), (d (x', yo) — d (', x0)))
< —A3-d(x0.y0) + C20(8. R.n.d.n),
which follows from (3.9) because (x|x’)g > §, lead then to the estimate
et(l?(x,yo)—g(x,xo)) _ et(t?(X’,yo)—z?(xOXO))\ . |(hj,‘/ (), 5)|
< Co1(8, R, n.d,nt) - |(d(x, yo) — d (x,x0)) — (d(x', yo) — d (x", x0))]

. e~ *3d(x0,0)

Fix geodesic segments xx’ and Xg yo with consecutive vertices x = ug, ..., u;,..., U = x’
and yo = vo,...,Vj,..., v = xo. The estimates

(d (i, vy) — d (i, vj41)) = (d i1, ;) — d i1, v741))| < 05(d(ui, v))),
0 <i <k,0<j <1, which hold by definition allow to obtain the bound
|(d(x. yo) —d (x.x0)) — (d(x". yo) — d (x'. x0))|

<d(x, xl) -d(yo, X0) - Maxzégeod{yo,xo} Qj((xl-x/)z)
= d(x’x,) . d(yva()) . Q;{((xlx/)yo - C18(8’ R, n’n))’

where we used the fact that the characteristic function ¢ is monotone decreasing. Our
claim follows now from (2.44). [ ]

Similarly, one obtains the following lemma.
Lemma 3.5. One has
|((etc/i\x 0do e—ta/l\x _ 6“?)‘/ 0do €_t2xl)(06),ﬂ>|
5sz.d(x,x/)-gg((ﬂx/)ﬁ—R), (3.10)
’((6’2‘ o a0 e 1% — ¢! o 7y 0 ) (), B
< Co-d(x.x") - 05((x|x)p — R) (3.11)

forallx,x" €T, t>0,a=[xo,....xn], B’ = [Vo..... yal € AR(D), B=[yo..... yn-1] €
A,If_l(l"), and a suitable constant C3p = C2(R, d ).

Lemma 3.6. Let x,x’ € T andn > 0. If t > 0 is sufficiently large, the linear maps (3.6)
extend to bounded linear operators

Xt 2 (AKD)) - (AR, (D).
If moreover lim, _, o Q(c/i\) (r) =0, then

Ot — ¥l € K((AF D), (AR, (D).
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Proof. Every linear map T : CX(T,C) — CR(T, C) is determined by its matrix coeffi-
cients T'(a) = Zﬁ coqp B, € AR(T), B € AR(T"). For an integer r > 0 we define a
linear map T'(r) : CR(I.C) — CR(.C), T(r) (@) = Y g ¢, (r) - B by the condition

ROT 72 d'(e,p)=r,
B 0, d'(a.p)#r

for « = [xo,...,xu], B = [Yo, ..., Ym], where d’(c, B) = d(x9, yo). So T(r) is the
component of propagation r of T and T = ), T'(r) pointwise. We are interested in the
case T = ®;’ and want to estimate the operator norm of 7'(r).

One finds for § = ZaeAf(p) €y - and n = ZﬁeA{fm)(r) ng - P

Zsa cod 7| < Z|sa|-|c£,7,? [ng]
Ot

—Z (1€l 1c12) - (15317 - ng])

(T (r)§. n)]

1

2
5(2|sa|2-|c;ﬂ|) (S eyl )
‘x’ﬂ

(X, Bl
by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality. Now,
DR
(B e AR (1), d'(a, ) = r}| < ISI"- (1 + )" (3.12)

for all « € AR(T") so that

r —Aaer- r n+1)R
(Z|sa|2-|caﬂ|)sc16-e s s (14 1S) "R g2
a.B

by (3.7). Similarly,
[{o € ARD), d'(@.B) =r}| < IS (1 +18)" (3.13)

forall 8 € An+1(F) so that

(

and altogether

P R
SIS I ) = Craee ST (1 ISI)" -
a/ﬁ/

(@n+DR
(T&.n)| < Crg-e ™" ISI’-(1+|S|) 2N il

Thus,

@n+DR

@2 (r)| < Ci6(8. 1], Rot,m, d,n) - e~ |S" - (1 4]S]) 2
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So the linear maps ®;” (r) extend to bounded linear operators on the corresponding £2-
spaces. If moreover 7 > A3 -log(|S|), the series ), @' (r) converges in L2 (AK(T)),
KZ(A,If +1(I"))) to a bounded linear operator which extends o

Let now m,» € éﬁ(ﬁz(Af +1(I"))) be the orthogonal projection onto the linear span of
the finitely many simplices 8 € AR 1 (') satisfying (x|x’)g < r’. The previous argument
and (3.8) show then that for r > A3 -log(|S])

lim [[(Id — ) o (@} — @F")| =0
r'—o00

which implies that &} — @} is a compact operator in this case. n
Proposition 3.7. Suppose that Q(c? )(r) = O(A7) for some A < 1. Then

@31 — B < (7(B(AR(D)). (8K, (D))
fort > 0 and p > 0 sufficiently large.

Proof. The notations are the same as in the proof of the previous proposition. We want to
estimate the Schatten p-norm of the operators T'(r) = &5 (r) — CDﬁ/’Z (r)forr >0,t >0,
and p = 2N > 0 sufficiently large. To this end, we study the matrix coefficients of the
operators (T*(r)T (r))" . We write in the sequel cqp instead of cgg) One has

(T* (T (@), )|

= Z caﬂl ' C'Elaz : C“ZﬂZ ' c;zo& ..... caNﬂN : CEN(I
o2,...,ANEA,
.Bl ’’’’’ .BNeAm
= Z Capy " Cazpr " Cazfy " Cazfy """ CayBn * CaBy |- (3.14)
®2,..., AN EA,
B, sBNEAR

Now, (3.8) and our assumptions imply that

lcwrpr| < C23(8.|S|. R, n, n,c/z’\,t,d(x,x'),)u) cree AT -)kixlx )ﬂ/,
(x|x")gr = (x]x")xo —2Nr — R

with A4 = max(A, A1) < 1 and a suitable constant C,3 for every matrix coefficient in
(3.14) because the mutual distance of the first vertices of consecutive simplices in (3.14)
equals r. The number of summands in (3.14) is bounded according to (3.12) and (3.13) by
(S1?" - (1 4 |S|)C+ORYN — (Cyy (S|, R. 1) - |S|)?N . Therefore,

(T )T @.a)] = G- (- (181231 T,

(3.15)
Suppose now that N is so large that 22 < (1 + |S|)71. As

|{x0, (x[x)xy = r'}| <(1+dxx)) -1+ |S|)r/+38
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by (2.5) we deduce from (3.15)

| Trace ((T(r)*T(r))N)}
< (CZG or- (|S| . €_A3't . AZI)’)ZN . ( Z AiNr’ ) (1 + |S|)r’)
r'=0
and
|7, < (Trace (T*TYV))¥ < Cag-r-(IS]- e~ - 251 (3.16)

for p > 2N. This shows that the operators (®*! — ®*"')(r) lie in the Schatten class
for these values of p. For t > A3! - (log |S| — log A4), the series Y, (&% — d*"1)(r)

converges in £7 ((2(AR(I")), £2(AR_ | (T"))) and its limit coincides with @ — ®*/. m

Similarly, we get the following lemma.

Lemma 3.8. If o(d)(r) = O(A") for some A < 1, then

etdx 0§ oot dx _ oty 6oty ¢ P ((ARM), (AR (1)),
etdx o Talt © etdx _ gty o Talt © ety ¢ P ((ARM)))
forallx,x’ € T,n>0,andt > 0, p > 0 large enough.

3.3. The Fredholm module

For a given integer R, let
HE = A*TH2(T)) N2 (ARD)) c 2(A(D)). (3.17)

This graded Hilbert space coincides with the image of the antisymmetrization projector
T (2.13) on £2(AR(I")) and is spanned by the canonical orthonormal basis

{exo ANex, N+ Nex,, [X0,...,Xy] € A,If(F),n € N}. (3.18)
We denote by f the associated Z /27Z-graded Hilbert space.

Theorem 3.9. Let (T, S) be a §-hyperbolic group and let R > 128 be an integer. Let dMY
be the Mineyev—Yu metric (see Theorem 3.1) on . For a given base point x € T, let h* be
a contracting chain homotopy of the augmented Rips complex CR(T', C) as constructed
in Theorem 2.19. For t > 0 put, following Lafforgue [11, Proposition 4.4],

Fer=e %" 00+ muoh*o0domyoh®)oe 9" (3.19)

Then
ERxs = (HE, Treg, Frp) (3.20)

is a finitely summable weak Fredholm module over C(T').
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For the notion of Fredholm module see Section 5.

Proof. Lemma 3.6 shows that the operators

MY —tdMY MY —tdMY
etdx oh*oe tdy etdx tdy

3

_+ MY MY
0doe % ' omgoe

’

are bounded on £2(AR(I")) in each degree for ¢ > 0. As #[R vanishes in high degrees
because Rips simplices cannot have pairwise different vertices in large dimensions, this
implies that Fy ; is in fact an odd bounded operator on f if # > 0. Now,

n(g)o (etd)lyY oh*o e_tdij) o n(g)_l = etd&{"){Y o h&* o e—tdgcY,
n(g) o (etd){‘” odo e_td?”) om(g) = e 590 e—td%cy»
MY

MY _+AMY _ MY —
1(g) o (""" o a0 ) o m(g) ! = & o g 06T

Therefore, Proposition 3.7 and Lemma 3.8 imply for # >> 0 and p > 0 large enough that
for every g € T the operators

{[r(9). " o ¥ 0 e ] [m(g). '™ 0B 074,
[r(8). """ om0 e ]} £ ((AX(D)))
are in the Schatten ideal £7 (£2(AR(I"))) for * > 0. It follows that
[7(2), Fx.] € €7(HF), VgeTl.

By construction, £* is a contracting chain homotopy of the augmented Rips complex
CR(T, C). The operator 7, o h* is therefore a contracting chain homotopy of the aug-
mented alternating Rips complex CR(T", C),. The map H* = 7y 0 h* 0 9 o my 0 h¥ is
then still a contracting chain homotopy of this complex but satisfies in addition (H*)? = 0.
On the non-augmented alternating Rips complex, which is graded by the nonnegative inte-
gers, this implies that

0+ g oh®odomyoh)?> =00 H" + H 0d=1d— H*, 09

and therefore,
MY MY
d—F2, =e'%" oH* 0odoe '™ = p,,

where
px : CO(Fv(C) - CO(Fv(C)
o] > ¢4 010) - ]

is a bounded linear operator of rank one for ¢ > 0.
This finishes the proof of the theorem. ]
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4. The bimodule of Kasparov-Skandalis

We adopt the construction of a “Gamma”-element by Kasparov and Skandalis [8]. Fol-
lowing their notation, one puts for 7 C I

Ur = () B(z.R) = {y €T, diam (T U {y}) < R}. (4.1)
zeT
Note that Ur is empty if diam(7) > R. For y € I" denote by e, the corresponding basis
vector of CI'. The following is a slightly modified version of the “radial vector field”
introduced in [8, Section 6].

Definition 4.1. Let (I", S) be a §-hyperbolic group and let T C T'.
(a) Ifx ¢ Ur,let

g=> ( > cic’y(z))ey e CT, (4.2)

yeUr “z¢Ur
where the notations are those of Proposition 2.11.

(b) Define {7 € CT by

e x#Ur £ #0,
¢t 0, x¢Ur, & =0, (4.3)
ex, x € Ur.

Proposition 4.2. There exists a constant Ca7 = C27(6, |S|, R, A1) such that
165 = &5 1l < Co7 (8,11, R, Ar) - A7 4.4)
forallx,x’ eT andallT CT.

Proof. As the vectors {7. and { ;E’ are of norm zero or one, the assertion holds for (x|x")7 <
Rif C > 2A7R. So we may assume that (x|x')7 > R and have {x,x'} N Ur = @. Then

G- % (X o).

yEUT Z¢UT
£ = Z ( Z ey ’y(z))ey
yEUT Z¢UT
so that
g - = | 3 ( 3 (@) - %z)))ey
yGUT Z¢UT
< > Y @ -7 @)
yGUT Z¢UT
< Y s8]y - AT
yeUr
x|x")y,—108
< |Ur]-Ci(8,IS1) - A, T
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IS 85 AgOTTR

= C28(8’ |S|, R’A‘l) . A(lxlx/)T.

Let y € Ur be a point at minimal distance from x. As d(x,z) < d(x, y) for all z €
Supp(¢1(x, y)) because x ¢ Ur by Proposition 2.11 we deduce ZZ¢UT cf’y (z) =1and
therefore [|£7 |2 > 1. Consequently,

g &

IR

In the sequel, the following fact about hyperbolic spaces will be needed.

65 - &5 = | | <o g <2cmaf™r.

Lemma 4.3. Let (X, d) be a §-hyperbolic geodesic metric space, let R,r > 0, and let
v,y' € B(z, R) for some z € X. Then

min (d(u,y).d(u,y’)) >r = du,z) <R—r+28 4.5)
forall u € geod{y, y'}.

Proof. By hyperbolicity, d(u, geod{y, z}) < § or d(u, geod{y’, z}) <. As y and y’ play
a symmetric role, we may suppose that the first assertion holds. So let v € geod{y, z} be
such that d(u, v) < . Then

du,z) <d,z) +du,v) =d(y,z) —d(v,y) + d(u,v)
=d(y.z) —d(y.u) +2d(u,v)
< R-—r+26. [

Definition 4.4. For T C I such that x ¢ Ur put

Vi ={z € Ur, Supp (¢1(x,2)) € Ur} (4.6)
in the notations of Proposition 2.11.

Lemma 4.5.
diam(Vy) < 226. 4.7

Proof. Lety,y’ € V¥ and suppose that d(y, y')>228. Putu = yy’(108). Then d (u, yx) <
8 ord(u, y’x) < § by hyperbolicity. Suppose that d (1, yx) < §. By assumption there exists
v € Supp(¢1(x,y)),v ¢ Ur. We have d(u, v) < 45 by (2.21). Lemma 4.3 implies that
d(z,v) <d(z,u) +d(u,v) < R—105 + 25 + 45 < Rforallz € T as y,y’ € Ur and
min(d(u, y),d(u,y')) > 108, so that v € Uz. Contradiction! So d(u, y’x) < § and u’ =
'y(108) satisfies d(u’, y’x) < § by hyperbolicity because d (1, u’) > 28. By assumption,
there exists v’ € Supp(¢;(x, y')), v’ ¢ Ur. We have d(u’, v') < 46 as before. Lemma 4.3
leads again to a contradiction because it implies that d(z,v") < d(z,u’) + d(u’,v’) <
R — 106 + 28 + 46 < R for all z € T, which is impossible as v’ ¢ Ur. [
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Lemma 4.6. Let T C T be such that x ¢ Ur. Then

& = Z ( Z cf’y(z))ey. (4.3)

yeVy " zgVy

Proof. If y € Ur — V¥, then }__ 4y, ¢17(2) = 0 by definition of V. Therefore,

G- (T ae)o= X (X a@)e
yeUr “z¢Ur yeVy ~z¢Ur

Letnow y,z € I'be such that y € V¥, z ¢ V¥, and ¢} (z) # 0. We have to show that z ¢
Ur. Suppose on the contrary that z € Ur. As y € V¥, we may find z’ € Supp(¢1(x, ¥)),
z’ ¢ Ur. Moreover, z € Supp(¢1(x, y)) because ¢7”(z) # 0. As z # x by assumption
we have d(x, y) > 108, d(yx(108), z) <268, d(yx(105),z") <28, and d(z,z) < 445. Let
v € Supp(¢1(x,z)). Asz ¢ VX, one has v € Ur. Therefore, v # x and d(zx(106),v) < 26.
By hyperbolicity, applied to the triangle with vertices yx(106), z, x, we may find w € yx
such that d(zx(108), w) < §. Then

d(7%(108), w) > d (3x(108), 7%(108)) — d (w, zxX(105))
> d(zx(108), z) — d (7%(108), z) — d (w, Zx(105))
> 108 —26 — § = 76.

Let z; € T. By assumption, d(y,z;) < R and d(w, z;) < d(w,v) +d(v,z;) <38 + R.
Lemma 4.3 implies that

d (yx(108),z;) < (R +38) — 78 + 26 < R— 2§

sothatd(z’,z;) <d(z’,yx(108)) + d(3x(106),z;) <28 + R — 28 < R. But this is impos-
sible as z’ ¢ Ur. n

Lemma 4.7. Let R > 338. Let T C I' be such that x ¢ Ur and let y € V5. Then x ¢
Urugyy U Ur\yyy and
Vi = Vo = Vi 4.9

Proof. Letv € V¥ C Ur. Thend(v, y) < diam(V;) <226 < R by Lemma 4.5, so that
v € Urygyy C Ur. On the other hand, Supp(¢: (x,v)) € Ur implies that Supp(¢1(x,v)) £
Urugyy sothatv e VY)"CU{y}' Thus, Vi C VT)"cu{y}' Letnow v’ € VT)'CU{y}' Then v’ € Upygyy C

Ur and d(y,v’) < diam(V;fU{y}) < 22§ because y € V¥ C V;‘U{y}. But then

Supp (¢1(x,v")) C B(v',108) C B(y,338) C B(y.R).

so that Supp(¢; (x, v")) € Urugyy implies that Supp(¢(x,v')) € Ur and v" € V. This
proves the first equality.

We want to apply it now to T\{y}, y € T N V7 C Ur\yy. For this, we have to show
thatx ¢ Ur\(yyand y € V;f\{y}. Suppose that x € Ur\(yy. Thend(x,z) < Rand d(y,z) <
R for z € T\{y}, but d(x, y) > R > 33§ because x ¢ Ur. Applying Lemma 4.3 to the
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point yx(108) and using (2.21) as before shows that Supp(¢;(x, y)) C Ur which would
contradict y € V7*. So x ¢ Ur\(y}. By definition Supp(¢;(x, y)) C B(y,108) C B(y, R)
and as y € V¥, we may find v € Supp(¢1(x, y)) such that v ¢ Ur. But then d(v,z) > R
for some z € T, which is necessarily different from y, so that z € T\{y}and y € V;‘\ )
So we may deduce from the first part of the lemma that V}‘\ o = V. |

Recall that exterior multiplication with § € CT" defines a bounded operator
R(E) : A*(L2()) - AT (2()), - Erow. (4.10)
“Clifford multiplication” by £ is given by the self-adjoint odd bounded operator

cl(§) = () + u®)* : A* (1)) — A™(¢3(I)). (4.11)

It satisfies the identity
cl(§)* = [£]*1d. (4.12)

The main result of this section is the following theorem.
Theorem 4.8. Let (I, S) be a 8-hyperbolic group and let R > 4865. Let x € T be a base
vertex of the Rips complex AR(T").

(a) The linear map

Fy : A*(€3()) — A*E1(e2(DD)) .

defines an odd bounded, self-adjoint linear operator on H f (see Section 3).
(b) The triple
Ex,R = (HE, Mg, Fx) (4.14)
defines a finitely summable Fredholm module over C*(T').

(c) This Fredholm module is p-summable for

). (4.15)

p >208-log (1+1S])- (1 +|S]

Proof. Let
Hy = Vect{eq, o € AR(D), x e Usupp(a) }

and put for every subset W C T" of diameter at most 22§
I = Vect{eg, € AR(T), x ¢ Usupp(8)> Vaupp(py = W -

Then J¢R is the Hilbert sum of the finite dimensional subspaces g and J#;,, W C T.
Lemmas 4.6 and 4.7 show that these subspaces are invariant under F5 and that its restric-
tion to each of these subspaces is given by Clifford multiplication with a real unit vector
Lw € L2(W) or with ex. Therefore, F is a bounded self-adjoint linear operator of norm
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one which satisfies F2 = Id in strictly positive degrees. To understand the operator in
degree 0, we adjoin a copy of C in degree —1 and may thus calculate in the full Clifford
module A*(£%(T")) N KZ(Affl(F)), * > 0. For a Rips 0-simplex [xo] Uy, = B(xo, R).
So, if d(x, x9) > R, one has x( ¢ V{’)‘CO} and id = cl(é’i‘x()})2 = /L(é’z‘xO})* o /L(é‘{xxo}) = F?
on JG,{, W = V{’;O} and sz(exO) = ey,. If d(x, x0) < R, X # xo, then e, € Hg and
F2([x0]) = p(ex)* o pulex)(ex,) = ex,. Finally, Fy(ex) = 0. Thus,

F?2=1-m,, (4.16)

X

where 7, is the orthogonal projection onto the subspace spanned by ey .

Proposition 4.2 and the argument used in the proof of Proposition 3.7 permit to con-
clude that the operators [Fy, w(g)] = (Fx — Fgx) o m(g), g € T, are finitely summable.
A closer look at the proof of Proposition 3.7 allows to deduce from Proposition 4.2 that
the Fredholm module (4.14) is p-summable for every p satisfying the inequality

A< (1+1S)7h (4.17)

According to Mineyev [12, pp. 815-816],

1 108

is an admissible choice for his constant (note that it depends only on § and |S| as claimed
in (2.22)). One has

1 -1 1
A—1°3=(1——) >14+ —
' (1+15)% (1+15)%

and therefore,

—108 -2 —25 1 —as 1 28
log(A7'%) > log (1 + (1+1S[) ") > (1 +S]) —§(1+|S|) >§(1—|—|S|) )
So if

p>208-log (1 +[S])- (1 +[S])*
as proposed in (4.15), one gets
)28 )—28

_ P _
log(A;?) = 105 log(A71%%) > 21og (L+S])- (14 S|

=1log (1+1S])

1
-5(1 + 18|

or 1
AP < (14181

as desired. This finishes the proof of the theorem. ]
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S. The “Gamma”-element

We recall a few facts about Kasparov’s bivariant K -theory [9]. Let G be a locally compact
second countable group. There is a universal stable and split-exact homotopy bifunctor

KKC : G-C*-Alg x G-C*-Alg — Ab (5.1

from the category of separable G-C *-algebras to the category of abelian groups. It comes
equipped with a bilinear and associative product

KK%(A,B) ®z KK®(B,C) - KKG(A,C), VA, B,C € G-C*Alg. (52)

The product turns the groups K K¢ (A, A) into unital associative rings. Equivariant K K -
theory generalizes Kasparov’s bivariant K-theory K K. (—, —) of C*-algebras which cor-
responds to the case G = 1. The universal property implies that every homomorphism
H — G of locally compact groups gives rise to a natural transformation

res? : KK9(A, B) - KK (A, B), (5.3)

as well as to natural transformations
j:KK%(A,B) > KK(AxG,B xG), (5.4)
jr: KK9(A, B) > KK(A %, G, B x; G) (5.5)

from equivariant bivariant K-theory to the bivariant K-theory of the full and the reduced
crossed products, respectively. All these transformations preserve Kasparov products. The
full and the reduced crossed products coincide for proper G-C *-algebras.

A bivariant K-theory class y € KKC¢ (C,C) is a “Gamma”-element [9, 15] for G if it
is in the image of the Kasparov product

KK%(C,A) ®z KK%(4,C) - KK%(C,C) (5.6)
for a proper G-C *-algebra A and satisfies
resé(y) = 1 e KKX(C,C) (5.7)
for all compact subgroups K C G. This implies that
aof=1eKK%A, A (5.8)

for every factorization y = Boa,a € KKG(4,C), B € KK%(C, A) with A proper. A
“Gamma”-element is unique if it exists [15].
For G = T a discrete group and a I'-C *-algebra A there exists a tautological isomor-
phism
1: KK'(A,C) ~ KK(AxT,C) (5.9)
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between the equivariant K-homology of A and the K-homology of the universal (or full)
crossed product C *-algebra A x I. It equals the composition

L:KKF(A,(C)L>KK(A)«F,C*F)gKK(AxF,(C), (5.10)
where 7 : C*I" — C is the trivial representation. In particular, the diagram

KKT(A',B)®z KKT'(B',C) ———— KKV (4',C)

ml l (5.11)

KK(A'xT,B' xT)®z KK(B'xT,C) —— KK(A' xT,C)

commutes for all I'-C *-algebras A’, B’.

Proposition 5.1. Let I be a countable discrete group and suppose that a “Gamma” -
element y € KK (C, C) exists. Then there is a unique class y, € KK(C*(T'), C) such
that

Yr = Jr(B)ou(a) € KK(Cr*F, C) (5.12)

for any factorization y = Boa, a € KKV (A,C), B € KK'(C, A) of y with A proper. It
satisfies
pxoyr =(y) € KK(C'T,C), (5.13)

where p : C*I" — C¥(I") is the canonical epimorphism. The class y, is called the reduced
“Gamma”-element” of T'.

Proof. 1t only has to be shown that the class on the right-hand side of (5.12) is inde-
pendent of the factorization of y. So let y = Bqoay = Bp oap, agy € KK (4, C),
Ba € KKT(C,A),ap € KKT(B,C), Bg € KK'(C, B) be two factorizations of y with
A and B proper. The associativity of the Kasparov product and the uniqueness of the
“Gamma”-element imply that

og=1loay=(s0Ba)oasg =0ag0(Baoas) =as0(Bpoag)e KK (4,0),
Be=PBsol=ppolasops) = (Broag)ops = (Baoas)opse KK (C.B).
Moreover,
jlagopBB) = jr(agopPp) e KK(AXT,BxT)=KK(Ax,T,Bx,T)
because A and B are proper so that
Jr(Ba) o (ea) = jr(Ba) o 1((cta © Bg) 0 ap) = jr(Ba) o jea o Bp) o L(ep)

= jr(Ba) o jr(@aoBp)oi(ap) = jr(BaoasoBp)oi(ap)
= jr(BB) o t(ap).
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Concerning the claim (5.13), we note that

px© jr(Ba) = j(Ba)

because A is proper, so that

px o Vr = px o (jr(Ba) o tlaa)) = j(Ba) o tlaa) = j(Ba)otlagol)
= (j(Ba) o j(aa)) ot(l) = j(Baoag)or(l)
= j(y)ou(l) = u(y). L

Kasparov’s bivariant K-theory is realized as the group of homotopy classes of Kas-
parov bimodules (with addition induced by the direct sum of bimodules). For our needs,
it suffices to give a description of Kasparov (A4, B)-bimodules in the case B = C, the
C *-algebra of complex numbers. These are called Fredholm modules.

An even Fredholm module over a unital C *-algebra A is a triple

& = (Jx, 0. F), (5.14)

where # is a Z/27-graded complex Hilbert space, 0 : A — L(H)4+ is an even non-
degenerate representation of A on #4, and F € £(H)— is an odd, bounded linear operator
satisfying

F? —id e X (), (5.15)
F — F* € X(¥#), (5.16)
[F.o(a)] € X(H), Vace A. (5.17)

A weak Fredholm module is a triple as above satisfying only conditions (5.15) and (5.17),
but not necessarily (5.16). As every weak Fredholm module is canonically homotopic to
a genuine Fredholm module, Kasparov’s K-homology groups may as well be defined as
the group of homotopy classes of weak Fredholm modules [2] (see also Lemma 5.3).

Following [3, Appendix 2] and [5, Section 2.2], we call a weak Fredholm module
(Fredholm module) over A p-summable over the dense subalgebra A4 C A if

F?—id e t?(¥), [F.o(a)] €t?(J), (and F —F* € {P(X)) (5.18)

for all a’ € #A. Here, £2(H) C JK(JH) denotes the Schatten ideal of compact operators in
H with p-summable sequence of singular values. It is called finitely summable over 4 if
itis p-summable for p > 0.

An operator homotopy between p-summable (weak) Fredholm modules over (A4, #4)
is a family &, = (H+, 0, Fy), t € [0, 1], of (weak) Fredholm modules over 4, which are
p-summable over 4 and such that ¢ +— F; € £(J) is continuous in the strong *x-topology.

Finitely summable Fredholm modules possess nice regularity properties. In particular,
the Chern character of a finitely summable Fredholm module in cyclic cohomology can
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be given by a simple formula. It is therefore an interesting question whether a given K-
homology class can be realized by a finitely summable Fredholm module. We are going to
answer this question affirmatively for the reduced y-element of a word-hyperbolic group.
This settles a problem posed in [5, Section 1].

Theorem 5.2. Let (I, S) be a §-hyperbolic group, where § > 0 is supposed to be an even
integer. Let R > 488. The modified Lafforgue bimodules of Theorem 3.9 and the modified
Kasparov—-Skandalis bimodules of Theorem 4.8 represent the reduced “Gamma’-element
of I.

Proof. For the proof of the first assertion we adopt the notations of Section 3. For 0 <s <1
let
d(s) =(1—=s)-dyy +5-diag : T xI' - Ry (5.19)

be a convex combination of the Mineyev—Yu and the Lafforgue metric on I". The proofs
of Theorem 3.9 and Lemma 3.6 show that

Rt (5) = (HR Mg ') o (3 + my 0 h* 0D 0 gy 0 h¥) 0 D) (520)

is a family of weak Fredholm modules over C;*(I"). As s > Fy ;(s) is strongly *-continu-
ous, we learn that the weak Fredholm modules &g x s = Er x,:(0) and

Laff _ Laff
ERxt(1) = (HR, Treg, %" 0 (8 + 7 0 ¥ 00 0 Ty 0 h¥) 0 e74™)

are operator homotopic for ¢ 3> 0 sufficiently large.
Let now
W (s")y = (1 —s)ma o h* + s'hf ., 5" €0, 1]. (5.21)

As convex combinations of contracting chain homotopies, these are again contracting
chain homotopies of the augmented alternating Rips complex ¢ for R >> 0 sufficiently
large. Moreover,

Erxs(8) = (HR. Tee, ' o (0 4+ h¥(s") 0 0 0 h¥(s")) 0 e7"™) (5.22)

is a family of weak Fredholm modules over C*(I'). As s’ — F lle,x,z (s”) is continuous
in operator norm, we learn that the weak Fredholm modules &g x (1) = 8;?,)5,[ (0) and
& ;{,x,t(l) = SIL{f;t are operator homotopic for R and ¢ > 0 large enough. The Lafforgue
bimodule 8%{?1 represents the reduced “Gamma”-element by [1 1, Section 5], so that the
same is true for our bimodule &g ; of Theorem 3.9.

For the proof of the second assertion, we adopt the notations of Section 4. Let R > 48§
and put k£ = 36. With these choices, conditions (C1), (C2), and (C3) of [8, pp. 187 and
190] are satisfied. Fix W C T" such that d(x, W) > Randlet T C T satisfy V¥ = W. It
follows from (2.21) that

{y € Ur.d(x.y) <d(x,Ur) + 88} C Vi = W. (5.23)
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The parameters used in the Kasparov—Skandalis construction are given by
rr,x = Sup I(d(x, W)) —38 = r{,V,x <d(x,W)—308 (5.24)
(see [8, p. 191, line 14]),

Yror= |J {aeWdx.a)<dx.Ww)+28} =Yy, (5.25)
yeB(x,r)

forO0<r < r£Vx (see [8, p. 189, lines 14 and 17]),

~ W ~
Vrx = (fp/V,x’O +/0 fﬁ/,x’t dt) Cuw = W{,V,x, (5.26)
where f, = Xy, ., (see [8,p. 191, line 27]),
so that the operator FX S is given on the subspace J i by Clifford multiplication with the
unit vector ¢’ ,, attached to vy, . asin [8, p. 191, line 29 and p. 192, line 34]. Because

Supp(@,, ;) C W, the subspace #,” is invariant under FX5.
Let now

= B Hy (5.27)
wW,d(x,W)>R

This is a closed subspace of #& of finite codimension which is invariant under F, and

FxKS. For 0 <t <1, let Fy(t) € £(HX) be the operator which vanishes on (#’)* and

satisfies

Ew (@)

FO)lgey, =l (1), L) = 75—
v Y gy 0l (5.28)

Ev@)=0-1) -Gy +1-¢Lw

if d(x, W) > R. This is a well-defined operator because both vectors {3, and 5; w are
positive linear combinations of points of W so that no convex combination of them van-
ishes. In fact,

|85 @), = (@im I3 21y ()l = dim F5y) 72 - (1= DIEy I + 1B w11
> (dim H55) 2 (1= DGy 2 + t1Fwl12) = (dim )2
> Cao(|S], R) >0

which shows that ¢ +> Fy(¢) is continuous with respect to the operator norm. The same
estimate guarantees also that [Fx (7)), e (I')] C K (HR) because
lim (& —¢5) = lim (P —Porw) =0
d(x,W)—)ooGW é‘W ) d(x,W)—>oo(¢x’W ¢gx,W)

for all g € I" by Proposition 4.2 and [8, Proposition 6.9]. This shows that our Fredholm
module &, g of Theorem 4.8 is operator homotopic to the Kasparov—Skandalis bimodule
[8, Theorem 6.10], which represents the reduced “Gamma”-element. [
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There is still a little difference between the two cases considered in the previous
theorem: whereas the Kasparov—Skandalis method yields genuine Kasparov bimodules,
Lafforgue’s approach only leads to weak ones. This ambiguity can actually be ignored
because of the following result.

Recall [14, Definitions 2.3 and 2.4] that for p >1 the p-summable smooth K-homology
groups K K ) ((A, A), C) of the separable C *-algebra A with respect to the dense invo-
lutive subalgebra +4 are defined as the abelian group of equivalence classes of Fredholm
modules over A which are p-summable over 4 with respect to the equivalence relation
generated by unitary equivalence, addition of degenerate modules (i.e., modules for which
the expressions (5.15), (5.16), and (5.17) are identically zero), and smooth operator homo-
topy. Denote by JK K () (A, A), C) the corresponding group of equivalence classes of

weak
weak Fredholm modules. Then we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let A be a separable C*-algebra and let 4 be an involutive dense subalge-
bra. Then the forgetful map

KKP((A, 4),C) - XKL ((A, A),C) (5.29)

weak

is an isomorphism of abelian groups.
Proof. Let F € £(H) be a bounded linear operator on a Hilbert space. Then
(F—F*)F—-F""=(F—-F*)F*-F)

is a positive operator, so that 1 4 %(F — F*)(F* — F) is invertible:
1 -1
T = (1 + S (F = FO)(F" - F)) e £(J0). (5.30)

Let (R, *) be an abstract unital involutive algebra and let F € R satisfy F? = 1.
Suppose that 1 + %(F — F*)(F* — F) is invertible with inverse 7' € R. Then

-~ 1 * * 1 *
F= (Z(FF —F*F)+ S(F+F ))T eR (5.31)

satisfies
F?=1 and F*=F

and
F, = (1+%(F—F))F(l+%(F—F)>, { eR, (5.32)

is a one parameter family of elements satisfying F> = id such that Fp = F and F = F.
The family is constant if F itself is self-adjoint. This is Lemma 4.6.2 of [2], where we
have used the canonical bijection e +— F = 2e — 1 between the set of idempotents and of
elements of square one in a unital algebra.

Let & = (H#, o0, F) be a weak Fredholm module over the C*-algebra B. Let 7 :
E(H) — L(H)/K(H) be the quotient homomorphism. Then 7 (F) and 7 (F*) com-
mute with 7w o o(A4). By step 1, the expressions (5.31) and (5.32) make sense in £(#).
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Moreover, 7 (F;) commutes with 7 o o(A) forall ¢ € R, equals 7 (F') for t = 0, and is self-
adjoint for z = 1. Thus, &; = (#, 0, Fy),t € [0, 1], defines an operator homotopy between
& and a genuine Fredholm module. This construction is invariant under unitary equiva-
lence, preserves operator homotopies, and sends degenerate weak Fredholm modules to
degenerate Fredholm modules. It therefore descends to equivalence classes and shows that
the forgetful map from the set of homotopy classes of genuine Fredholm modules to the
set of homotopy classes of weak Fredholm modules over A is a bijection.

If & = (#, 0, F) is a weak Fredholm module over A which is p-summable over the
dense involutive subalgebra A C A, we may repeat the previous reasoning with o replaced
by its restriction o’ to 4 and 7 replaced by the quotient homomorphism 7’ : £(H#) —
L (H)/LP(F) and obtain thus our claim. |

Altogether we have established our main result.

Theorem 5.4. Let (I, S) be a §-hyperbolic group. Then the reduced “Gamma”-element
vr € KK(CT, C) may be represented by a Fredholm module which is p-summable over
CT for

p>208-log (1 +[S])- (1 +[S))*". (5.33)
Acknowledgments. This work is based on the first author’s thesis supervised by the sec-
ond author. Georges Skandalis observed that a short alternative proof of the existence of
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