arXiv:2307.11529v1 [math.MG] 21 Jul 2023

COARSE EQUIVALENCE VERSUS BIJECTIVE COARSE EQUIVALENCE OF EXPANDER GRAPHS

FLORENT P. BAUDIER, BRUNO M. BRAGA, ILIJAS FARAH, ALESSANDRO VIGNATI, AND RUFUS WILLETT

Abstract. We provide a characterization of when a coarse equivalence between coarse disjoint unions of expander graphs is close to a bijective coarse equivalence. We use this to show that if the uniform Roe algebras of coarse disjoint unions of expanders graphs are isomorphic, then the metric spaces must be bijectively coarsely equivalent.

1. Introduction

This paper concerns equivalences of metric spaces which preserve their large scale geometry. Large scale geometry is the study of metric spaces by an observer positioned arbitrarily far from them. In this spirit, events happening at a bounded distance from each other are identified. Formally, we say that maps f, g : X → (Y, d_Y ) from a set into a metric space are close if sup_{x∈X} d_Y (f(x), g(x)) < ∞. The morphisms of interest here are given by maps f : (X, d_X ) → (Y, d_Y ) between metric spaces which are coarse, meaning that for all r > 0 there is s > 0 such that d_X (x, z) < r implies d_Y (f(x), f(z)) < s. We say that (X, d_X ) and (Y, d_Y ) are coarsely equivalent if there are coarse maps f : X → Y and g : Y → X whose compositions are close to the respective identity maps; g is then called a coarse inverse for f.

It is clear from these definitions that if N ⊆ X is a net, i.e., an ε-dense and δ-separated subset of X for some ε, δ > 0, then the inclusion N → X is a coarse equivalence. This observation allows researches in large scale geometry to focus on discrete metric spaces. The metric spaces considered in these notes will be not only discrete, but also uniformly locally finite (abbreviated as u.l.f. from now on), i.e., for each r > 0 there is a uniform bound on the cardinality of the balls of radius r in our metric spaces.^1

Date: July 24, 2023.

1Some authors refer to those spaces as metric spaces with bounded geometry. 1

For the last three decades, understanding when the existence of a coarse equivalence implies the existence of a bijective coarse equivalence^2 has been the object of intensive research in the field: we refer to [GT22] for a historical discussion. To the best of our knowledge, this program was initiated by Gromov in [Gro93, §1.A^′]. Besides explicitly proposing this general question, Gromov also pointed out the complexity of solving such problems even for very concrete cases. For instance, Gromov asked the following:

1. Are the free groups F_2 and F_3 bijectively coarsely equivalent? 2. Are all separated nets in R^2 bijectively coarsely equivalent?

Question (2) has been solved positively in [Pap95, Corollary 1] while Question (1) was negatively solved independently in [McM98, Section 3 and Theorem 4.1] and [BK98, Theorem 1.1]. Notice that, when R^2 is replaced by an infinite dimensional Banach space, Question (2) has a positive answer (see [LMP00, Proposition 4.2]).

A u.l.f. metric space X is amenable if for any ϵ > 0 and r > 0 there exists a finite subset A of X such that if ∂_r(A) := {x ∈ X | 0 < d(x, A) ≤ r}, then |∂_r(A)| < ϵ|A|. For non-amenable u.l.f. metric spaces, the problem was completely settled independently by V. Nekrashevych [Nek98] and K. Whyte [Why99, Theorems 1.1 and 1.4]^3. The methods^4 of Nekrashevych and Whyte establish the following result:

Theorem 1.1. Let X and Y be u.l.f. metric spaces and suppose Y is nonamenable. Then any coarse equivalence between X and Y is close to a bijective coarse equivalence.

For amenable metric spaces, it is straightforward to see that this does not hold: while {n^2 | n ∈ N} → {n^2, n^2 + 1 | n ∈ N} is a coarse equivalence, these two spaces are not bijectively coarsely equivalent. In fact, as shown in [Dym05, Theorem 3.5], if G is a finitely generated amenable group endowed with the word metric given by a finite generating subset and H is a finite index proper subgroup of G, then the inclusion H → G is a coarse equivalence which is not close to any bijective coarse equivalence.

We now describe the main results of our paper. The metric spaces of interest will be coarse disjoint unions of expander graphs. Expander graphs are sequences of finite graphs whose cardinalities converge to infinity, and

2Most of this research actually focused on the slightly different question of whether the

existence of a so-called quasi-isometry implies the existence of a bi-Lipschitz equivalence. However for many interesting classes of spaces, including those in Questions (1) and (2), this is the same question: compare for example [NY12, Corollary 1.4.14].

3In [Har00, page 104] Papasoglou is also credited with an independent proof of Theorem

1.1, although the cited paper [Pap95] only explicitly deals with trees.

4The precise statements in the literature are more restrictive, but the proofs still work

in this level of generality. We give a proof in the stated level of generality as Corollary 3.14 below.

which have the following two competing properties: (1) they are fairly sparse (in terms of number of edges relative to the number of vertices), yet (2) they are highly connected. See Definitions 3.1 and 3.2 for details. Using a probabilistic approach, it was shown in [Pin73] that expander graphs not only exist, but exist in great abundance; soon after that, their first explicit construction was presented in [Mar73]. Nowadays there are several known constructions of expander graphs, we mention here a few: they can be constructed via algebraic methods, e.g. using Kazhdan’s property (T) (see for example [DSV03, §3], [BdlHV08, §6.1], or [Tao15]), or via combinatorial methods, (for example, using zig-zag products as in [RVW02] and [MN14]). Expander graphs are, by nature, apt to applications outside of mathematics such as to neural networks, physics, and transportation systems. An astonishingly large number of areas of pure mathematics are also connected to, or use, expander graphs. Important for us, and for this paper, is the field of operator algebras, where expander graphs have been used to provide counterexamples to the coarse Baum–Connes Conjecture ([HLS02, §7]), and to study exotic properties of B(ℓ_2) ([Pis20, §24.4 and 24.5]) (amongst other things). For more background, we recommend the excellent survey [Kow19] and book [Lub10].

In order to do coarse geometry with expanders, one arranges a sequence of such graphs into a coarse disjoint union: roughly, this means that one builds a metric space from the disjoint union of the sequence by spacing the individual graphs further and further apart (see Definition 2.5 for details). The intuition is that studying the coarse geometry of a coarse disjoint union of a sequence of finite graphs is the same as studying the asymptotic geometry of the underlying sequence. We should note that a coarse disjoint union of finite graphs is always amenable, so Theorem 1.1 does not apply to such spaces.

Our main result is as follows. It should be thought of as an analog of Theorem 1.1 showing that the conclusion holds under an obvious necessary condition.

Theorem 1.2. Let X and Y be coarse disjoint unions of expander graphs, say X = ⨆ n X_n and Y = ⨆ n Y_n. Let f : X → Y be a coarse equivalence.

The following are equivalent.

1. The map f is close to a bijective coarse equivalence. 2. There are cofinite subsets N, M of N and a bijection i: N → M such that ∑ n∈N\N |X_n| = ∑ n∈N\M |Y_n| and for all n ∈ N |X_n| = |Y_{i(n)}| and f(X_n) ⊆ Y_{i(n)}. We do not know whether the conclusion of Theorem 1.2 can fail if X and Y are coarse disjoint unions of finite connected graphs (that are not necessarily expanders). The statement of Theorem 1.2 is purely combinatorial/geometric, but the proof requires uniformly finite homology [BW92] as exploited by Whyte in [Why99].

1.1. Applications to rigidity of uniform Roe algebras. We give an application of Theorem 1.1 to rigidity of uniform Roe algebras. Uniform Roe algebras are C^∗-algebras associated to u.l.f. metric spaces; prototypical versions were introduced by Roe in [Roe88] for index-theoretic purposes.

We quickly recall the definition. Let (X, d_X ) be a u.l.f. metric space. Then ℓ_2(X) denotes the (complex) Hilbert space of square-summable complexvalued functions on X and B(ℓ_2(X)) denotes the space of all bounded operators on ℓ_2(X). The standard orthonormal basis of ℓ_2(X) is denoted by (δ_x)_{x∈X} . The propagation of an operator a ∈ B(ℓ_2(X)) is given by prop(a) = sup{d_X (x, z) | ⟨aδ_x, δ_z⟩ ≠ 0} and the uniform Roe algebra of X, denoted by C^∗_u(X), is the norm closure of all operators in B(ℓ_2(X)) with finite propagation.

Uniform Roe algebras have found applications in index theory (e.g., [Špa09, Eng18]), C^∗-algebra theory (e.g., [RS12, LW18]), single operator theory (for example [RRR04, ŠW17]), topological dynamics (e.g., [KMR13, BCL17]), and mathematical physics (e.g., [CGS^+18, Kub17]). At the core of the field, lie the so-called “rigidity problems” for uniform Roe algebras. Roughly, these problems ask how much of the geometry of a u.l.f. space is remembered by its uniform Roe algebra. For instance, it was open until very recently whether isomorphic uniform Roe algebras must have come from coarsely equivalent spaces; this has been recently shown to be true in [BBF^+22b, Theorem 1.2]. However, the following stronger conjecture remains open:

Conjecture 1.3. Let X and Y be u.l.f. metric spaces. If C^∗_u(X) and C^∗_u(Y ) are isomorphic, then X and Y are bijectively coarsely equivalent.

Note that the converse direction is trivially true. Before the present work, Conjecture 1.3 was known to be true in two cases: if one^5 of X and Y has Yu’s property A (see [WW20, Corollary 6.13]), or if one of X and Y is nonamenable (this is a consequence of [BBF^+22b, Theorem 1.2] and Theorem 1.1). Hence, Conjecture 1.3 remains open only for amenable metric spaces without property A. The most prominent spaces in this class are precisely the coarse disjoint unions of expander graphs and we use Theorem 1.2 to add them to this list in §4:

Theorem 1.4. Let X and Y be coarse disjoint unions of expander graphs. If C^∗_u(X) and C^∗_u(Y ) are isomorphic, then X and Y are bijectively coarsely equivalent.

5Both property A and non-amenability are coarse invariants, and therefore one of the

spaces has the property in question only if both of them do.

Theorem 1.4 is not just a corollary of Theorem 1.2. In order to prove it, we must also obtain a tight result about the structure of isomorphisms between coarse disjoint unions: we refer the reader to Theorem 4.1 for details. Here, we simply mention that the proof of our structural result depends on an analysis of uniform Roe coronas, i.e., the quotient of uniform Roe algebras by the ideal of compact operators, which we denote by Q^∗_u(X). Consequently, the Higson corona will also play an important role since, as has been recently shown in [BBF^+22a, Proposition 3.6], the center of Q^∗_u(X) is canonically isomorphic to the algebra of continuous functions on the Higson corona of X. Outline of the paper. In §2, we describe the uniformly finite homology groups of u.l.f. metric spaces and use the methods of [Why99] to derive the technical results we need; the main result is Theorem 2.10, which characterizes when a uniformly finite-to-one coarse map X → Y is close to an injective coarse map, where X is a u.l.f. space and Y = ⨆ n Y_n is a coarse disjoint union of t-connected finite metric spaces (not necessarily expander graphs). The characterization we arrive at is purely geometric / combinatorial, and does not require uniformly finite homology for its statement; however, homological methods are important for the proof.

We then apply those results in §3 to sequences of expander graphs and obtain Theorem 1.2, as well as a “one-sided” version of it for injective maps (Theorem 3.4 below). The results of §3 do not require homological methods directly: instead they use the criteria established in Theorem 2.10. Indeed, the proof is essentially combinatorial, with the simple observation of Lemma 3.3 being a key ingredient.

In §4 we apply our results to uniform Roe algebras. The main result is Theorem 4.1 which shows that an isomorphism between uniform Roe algebras of coarse disjoint unions automatically comes from a coarse equivalence satisfying condition (2) from Theorem 1.2. To establish Theorem 4.1, we use material on uniform Roe coronas as studied by three of the authors in [BFV21], and previous results of the authors on the Higson corona from [BBF^+22a, Proposition 3.6].

Graph conventions. We will work with graphs considered as metric spaces. All graphs are simple, unweighted, and undirected. We equip the vertex set of a graph with the shortest path metric whereby the distance between two vertices is the smallest number of edges in a path between them (and infinity if no such path exists). We will typically identify the graph with its vertex set equipped with this metric.

2. Uniformly finite homology

In this section, we describe the homology groups introduced in [Why99], and then derive the technical lemmas needed for our main results.

Given a u.l.f. metric space X, let C^{uf}_0 (X) denote the vector space of formal sums of the form a = ∑ x∈X a_x · x, where (a_x)_{x∈X} ∈ ℓ_∞(X, Z),^6 and let C^{uf}_1 (X) be the vector space of formal sums of the form a = ∑ (x,z)∈X^2 a_{x,z} · (x, z), such that (a_{x,z})_{(x,z)∈X}2 ∈ ℓ_∞(X^2, Z) and sup{d(x, z) | a_{x,z} ≠ 0} < ∞. There is a canonical boundary map ∂^h : C^{uf}_1 (X) → C^{uf}_0 (X) determined by letting ∂^h(1 · (x, z)) = 1 · x − 1 · z, for all (x, z) ∈ X^2, and extending ∂^h to the whole of C^{uf}_1 (X) linearly.

Definition 2.1. Let X be a u.l.f. metric space. The uniformly finite homology group of X if defined as

H^{uf}_0 (X) = C^{uf}_0 (X)/∂^h(C^{uf}_1 (X)).

For an element ϕ ∈ C^{uf}_0 (X), we write [ϕ] for the homology class in H^{uf}_0 (X) that it represents. For a subset A of X, we write [A] ∈ H^{uf}_0 (X) for the homology class associated to ∑ x∈A 1 · x. Uniformly finite homology groups were first introduced in [BW92]. We also refer the reader to [NY12, Section 7.2] for a textbook exposition.

A map f : X → Y is uniformly finite-to-one if there is C > 0 such that the cardinality of f^{−1}({y}) is at most C for all y ∈ Y . Notice that if f : X → Y is coarse and uniformly finite-to-one, then f canonically induces a map f_∗ : H^{uf}_0 (X) → H^{uf}_0 (Y ). Indeed, since f is uniformly finite-to-one, the map ∑ x∈X a_x · x ∈ C^{uf}_0 (X) → ∑ x∈X a_x · f(x) ∈ C^{uf}_0 (Y )

is well-defined. Moreover, as f is coarse, this map takes ∂^h(C^{uf}_1 (X)) into ∂^h(C^{uf}_1 (Y )). Therefore, f induces the map

f_∗ : H^{uf}_0 (X) → H^{uf}_0 (Y ) [ ∑ x∈X a_x · x ] → [ ∑ x∈X a_x · f(x) ] . If g : X → Y is uniformly finite-to-one and close to f (whence also coarse), it is straightforward to check that f_∗ = g_∗.

The main result of [Why99] gives a complete characterization of when a coarse equivalence between u.l.f. metric spaces is close to a coarse equivalence which is also a bijection. Precisely:

6Here ℓ_∞(S, Z) refers to the ring of bounded functions from a set S to the integers,

with pointwise operations.

Theorem 2.2. ([Why99, Theorem 1.1]). Let X and Y be u.l.f. metric spaces and f : X → Y .

1. If f is coarse and uniformly finite-to-one, then f is close to an injective coarse map if and only if there is Z ⊆ Y such that f_∗([X]) = [Z].

2. If f is a coarse equivalence, then f is close to a bijective coarse equivalence if and only if f_∗([X]) = [Y ].

Remark 2.3. The statement of [Why99, Theorem 1.1] is slightly different from the one of Theorem 2.2. Precisely, as stated, [Why99, Theorem 1.1] only deals with part (2) of Theorem 2.2 and, instead of coarse equivalences, the result is about quasi-isometries. However, its proof gives us the result stated above verbatim; we explain this here for completeness. The proof of [Why99, Theorem 1.1] is presented as follows: it shows that if f : X → Y is any uniformly finite-to-one coarse map such that f_∗([X]) = [Y ], then there is an injective map g : X → Y which is close to f (this is [Why99, Lemma 4.2]). Being close to f, the coarseness of f passes to g; thus we conclude part (1) of Theorem 2.2. If we assume furthermore that f is a quasi-isometry, then the proof of the Schröder-Bernstein theorem obtained by König (see [Hal74, Page 88]) allows Whyte to conclude that there must be a bijection h: X → Y which is also close to f. As f is a quasi-isometry, so is h. If instead f were only a coarse equivalence, the existence of h is obtained in exactly the same way as in Whyte’s proof and, being close to a coarse equivalence, h must be a coarse equivalence also; this is part (2) of Theorem 2.2.

Whyte also provided a useful criterion for an element in C^{uf}_0 (X) to be a boundary. To state it, a definition is necessary: if A is a subset of a metric space (X, d_X ) and r > 0, we write ∂_r(A) := {x ∈ X \ A | d_X (x, A) ≤ r} for the (outer) r-boundary of A. If r = 1, we abbreviate this to ∂(A). If (X, d_X ) is a graph equipped with its shortest path metric then ∂(A) is the (outer) vertex-boundary of A.

Theorem 2.4. ([Why99, Theorem 7.6]). Let X be a u.l.f. metric space and a = ∑ x∈X a_x · x be in C^{uf}_0 (X). Then, [a] = 0 if and only if there are t > 0 and C > 0 such that | | | ∑ x∈A a_x | | | ≤ C|∂t(A)| for all finite A ⊆ X.

We now isolate some consequences of Theorems 2.2 and 2.4. Given t > 0, recall that a metric space (X, d_X ) is called t-connected if for all x, y ∈ X there are x_0, . . . , x_n ∈ X such that x = x_0, y = x_n, and d_X (x_{i−1}, x_i) ≤ t for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Connected graphs are examples of 1-connected metric spaces. We also need to recall the following definition.

Definition 2.5. If (X_n)_n is a sequence of finite metric spaces, their coarse disjoint union is the disjoint union ⨆ n X_n equipped with any^7 metric d that restricts to the given metric on each X_n and that satisfies d(X_n, X_m) → ∞ as (n, m) → ∞ in {(n, m) ∈ N^2 | n ≠ m}. Corollary 2.6. Let t_0 ≥ 0. Let X be a u.l.f. metric space and assume that X = ⨆ n X_n is the coarse disjoint union of t_0-connected finite metric spaces.

Let a = ∑ x∈X a_x · x be in C^{uf}_0 (X) be such that ∑ x∈X_n ax = 0 for all n ∈ N.

The following are equivalent:

1. [a] = 0.

2. There exist t > 0, C > 0, and n_0 ∈ N such that | | | | ∑ x∈A a_x | | | | ≤ C|∂_t(A)|

for all n ≥ n_0, and all A ⊆ X_n.

Proof. The implication (1) ⇒ (2) is (a special case of) Theorem 2.4.

We now show (2) ⇒ (1). Fix t, C > 0 and n_0 ∈ N as in the statement. Since |∂_s(A)| ≤ |∂_t(A)| whenever s ≤ t, we can assume that t ≥ t_0. As X = ⨆ n X_n is a coarse disjoint union, replacing n_0 by a larger number if necessary, we can assume furthermore that ∂_t(X_n) = ∅ for all n ≥ n_0. We claim that there is C^′ > 0 such that

(2.1) | | | ∑ x∈A a_x | | | ≤ C^′|∂t(A)|

for all A ⊆ ⨆_{n0} n=1 X_n. Indeed, since Z := ⨆_{n0} n=1 X_n is finite, letting C^′ := ∑ x∈Z |a_x| we have that (2.1) holds for all A ⊆ Z such that ∂_t(A) ≠ ∅. On the other hand, if A ⊆ Z is such that ∂_t(A) = ∅, the fact that each X_n is t-connected implies that A∩X_n is either ∅ or X_n for each n ≤ n_0. Therefore, since ∑ x∈X_n ax = 0 for all n ∈ N, (2.1) holds for all A ⊆ Z.

Let now A ⊆ X be an arbitrary finite subset and let A_n = A ∩ X_n for all n ∈ N. Let A^′ = ⨆_{n0} n=1 A_n and note that as ∂_t(X_n) = ∅ for all n ≥ n_0, we have that

∂_t(A) = ∂_t(A^′) ⊔ ⨆ n>n_0 ∂_t(A_n).

7As there is a choice involved here, a coarse disjoint union is not uniquely defined.

However, it is not difficult to see that any two choices of metrics satisfying these conditions will be (bijectively) coarsely equivalent via the identity map.

We can then conclude, using the assumption, that | | | ∑ x∈A a_x | | | ≤ | | | ∑ x∈A^′ a_x | | | + ∑ n>n_0 | | | ∑ x∈A_n a_x | | | ≤ C^′|∂_t(A^′)| + C ∑ n>n_0 |∂_t(A_n)| ≤ max{C, C^′}∂_t(A). Since this holds for all A ⊆ X, Theorem 2.4 implies [a] = 0 and we are done. □

Remark 2.7. In the setting of Corollary 2.6, if the t_0-connected spaces X_n satisfy the additional condition that whenever t > t_0 there is N > 0 such that

(2.2) |∂_t(A)| ≤ N|∂_{t0} (A)| for all n ∈ N and A ⊆ X_n,

we have that condition (2) is equivalent to the stronger condition that for all t ≥ t_0 there exist C > 0, and n_0 ∈ N such that | | | | ∑ x∈A a_x | | | | ≤ C|∂_t(A)| for all n ≥ n_0, and all A ⊆ X_n.

Notice that condition (2.2) is automatic for instance if each X_n is a graph with all vertices of degree at most k, endowed with the shortest path metric: one can take with N = k^{t−t0} . Hence, if X = ⨆ n X_n is a coarse disjoint union of 1-connected graphs with uniformly bounded vertex degrees, then condition (1) of Corollary 2.6 is equivalent to the existence of C > 0 and n_0 ∈ N such that | | | ∑ x∈A a_x | | | ≤ C|∂(A)| for all n ≥ n_0, and all A ⊆ X_n.

Before stating the main result of this section, we need two elementary lemmas. The first concerns uniformly finite homology.

Lemma 2.8. Let X be a u.l.f. metric space which is the coarse disjoint union of finite metric spaces, say X = ⨆ n X_n, and let a = ∑ x∈X a_x · x be in C^{uf}_0 (X). Then, [a] = 0 implies that there is n_0 ∈ N such that

(2.3) ∑ n<n_0 ∑ x∈X_n a_x = 0 and ∑ x∈X_n a_x = 0 for all n ≥ n_0.

Proof. If [a] = 0, then a = ∂^hb for some b = ∑ (x,z)∈X^2 bx,z · (x, z) in C uf 1 (X).

By the definition of C^{uf}_1 (X), r = sup{d_X (x, z) | b_{x,z} ≠ 0} is finite. Hence, there is n_0 ∈ N such that for all distinct n, m ∈ N, with n ≥ n_0, all x ∈ X_m, and all z ∈ X_n, we have d_X (x, z) > r. Therefore, if b_{x,z} ≠ 0, this implies that either x, z ∈ ⨆ n<n_0 Xn or there is n ≥ n0 such that x, z ∈ Xn. This

shows that ∂^h ( ∑ (x,z)∈( ⨆ n<n0 Xn) 2 b_{x,z} · (x, z) ) = ∑ n<n_0 ∑ x∈X_n a_x · x and ∂^h ( ∑ (x,z)∈X_n b_{x,z} · (x, z) ) = ∑ x∈X_n a_x · x for all n ≥ n_0. The result follows from the observation that each sum in line (2.3) consists of a sum of terms of the form b_{x,z}, where each b_{x,z} appears twice with opposite signs. □

The next elementary lemma does not depend on the uniformly finite homology methods detailed above.

Lemma 2.9. Let X and Y be u.l.f. metric spaces and suppose Y = ⨆ n Y_n is a coarse disjoint union of finite metric spaces. If f : X → Y is a uniformly finite-to-one coarse map that is close to an injective map, then there is n_0 ∈ N such that ∑ n<n_0 |f^{−1}(Y_n)| ≤ ∑ n<n_0 |Y_n| and |f^{−1}(Y_n)| ≤ |Y_n| for all n ≥ n_0.

Proof. Suppose that g : X → Y is an injective map which is close to f. As g is close to f there is c ∈ (0, ∞) such that sup_{x∈f} −1_{(Yn)} d_Y (g(x), Y_n) < c. Since Y = ⨆ n Y_n is a coarse disjoint union, there is n_0 ∈ N such that g(f^{−1}(Y_n)) ⊆ Y_n for all n ≥ n_0, and necessarily g ( ⨆ n<n_0 f^{−1}(Y_n) ) ⊆ ⨆ n<n_0 Y_n. As g is injective, the result follows. □

The next result is our main technical result of this section.

Theorem 2.10. Let t_0 > 0. Let X and Y be u.l.f. metric spaces and suppose Y = ⨆ n Y_n is a coarse disjoint union of t_0-connected finite metric spaces.

Let f : X → Y be a uniformly finite-to-one coarse map. The following are equivalent.

1. The map f is close to an injective coarse map. 2. There are Z ⊆ Y , t ≥ t_0, C > 0, and n_0 ∈ N such that ∑ n<n_0 |f^{−1}(Y_n)| ≤ ∑ n<n_0 |Y_n| and |f^{−1}(Y_n)| ≤ |Y_n| for all n ≥ n_0

and such that ||A ∩ Z| − |f^{−1}(A)|| ≤ C|∂_t(A)| for all n ≥ n_0 and all A ⊆ Y_n.

Proof. We start by establishing notation. Given Z ⊆ Y , let a^Z ∈ C^{uf}_0 (Y ) be given by a^Z = ∑ y∈Z 1 · y − ∑ x∈X 1 · f(x) and observe that [a^Z ] = [Z] − f_∗([X]). Now, write a^Z = ∑ y∈Y a^Z_y · y, i.e., a^Z_y := { 1 − |f^{−1}({y})|, if y ∈ Z, −|f^{−1}({y})|, if y ∉ Z. Hence, for all A ⊆ Y , we have (2.4) ||A ∩ Z| − |f^{−1}(A)|| = | | | ∑ y∈A a^Z_y | | |. (1)⇒(2): Suppose f is close to an injective coarse equivalence. Firstly, notice that the existence of n_0 ∈ N such that ∑ n<n_0 |f^{−1}(Y_n)| ≤ ∑ n<n_0 |Y_n| and |f^{−1}(Y_n)| ≤ |Y_n| for all n ≥ n_0

is given by Lemma 2.9. Fix such n_0 and notice that replacing n_0 by a larger natural does not change this property. We must now show the existence of Z ⊆ Y and C > 0 as in the statement.

As f is close to an injective coarse equivalence, Theorem 2.2(1) gives Z ⊆ Y such that f_∗([X]) = [Z]; the latter condition implies that [a^Z ] = 0. Lemma 2.8 then gives m ∈ N such that ∑ n<m ∑ y∈Y_n a^Z_y = 0 and ∑ y∈Y_n a^Z_y = 0 for all n ≥ m.

We can then apply Corollary 2.6 and get t, C > 0 and m_0 ∈ N such that | | | ∑ y∈A a^Z_y | | | ≤ C|∂_t(A)| for all n ≥ m_0 and all A ⊆ Y_n. Replacing m_0 by a larger natural m_1 such that ∂_t(Y_n) = ∅ whenever n ≥ m_1, we obtain, using (2.4), that ||A ∩ Z| − |f^{−1}(A)|| ≤ C|∂_t(A)| for all n ≥ m_1 and all A ⊆ Y_n. Replace n_0 by max{n_0, m_1} and we are done.

(2)⇒(1): Let Z ⊆ X, t ≥ t_0, C > 0, and n_0 ∈ N be as in the statement. Replacing n_0 by a larger number if necessary, we can assume that

(2.5) ∂_t(Y_n) = ∅ for all n ≥ n_0. Let X^′ = ⨆ n≥n_0 f^{−1}(Y_n) and Y^′ = ⨆ n≥n_0 Y_n and notice that, replacing Z by Z ∩ Y^′, we can also assume that Z ⊆ Y^′.

Write a^Z = a^{(0)} + a^{(1)}, where a^{(0)} is supported in Y \ Y^′, and a^{(1)} is supported on Y^′, i.e.,

(2.6) a^{(0)} = ∑ y∈Y \Y^′ a^Z_y · y and a^{(1)} = ∑ y∈Y^′ a^Z_y · y. By hypothesis, |X \ X^′| ≤ |Y \ Y^′|. So, there is an injective map f^{(0)} : X \ X^′ → Y \ Y^′. Since the domain of f^{(0)} is finite, it is automatically coarse. Hence, to see that f is close to an injective coarse map, it is enough to show that there is an injective coarse map f^{(1)} : X^′ → Y^′ which is close to f ↾ X^′ : X^′ → Y^′. By Theorem 2.2(1), this will be shown once we prove that [a^{(1)}] = 0.

From now on, we consider a^{(1)} as an element of C^{uf}_0 (Y^′) and show that [a^{(1)}] = 0. It follows from the formula for a^{(1)} in (2.6) and equation (2.4) that for all n ≥ n_0 and all A ⊆ Y_n, we have (2.7) ||A ∩ Z| − |f^{−1}(A)|| = | | | ∑ y∈A a^Z_y | | | . The hypothesis then implies | | | ∑ y∈A a^Z_y | | | ≤ C|∂_t(A)| for all n ≥ m_0 and all A ⊆ Y_n. Hence, as each Y_n is t_0-connected, in order to show that [a^{(1)}] = 0, it is enough to show that a^{(1)} satisfies condition (2) of Corollary 2.6. Fix n ≥ n_0. By (2.5), we have ∂_t(Y_n) = ∅. Hence, the hypothesis and (2.7) give | | | ∑ y∈Y_n a^Z_y | | | = ||Yn ∩ Z| − |f^{−1}(Yn)|| = 0. We can then apply Corollary 2.6 and obtain that [a^{(1)}] = 0 as desired. □

3. Coarse equivalence versus bijective coarse equivalence

3.1. Expander graphs. In this subsection, we characterize when a coarse equivalence between coarse disjoint unions of expander graphs is close to a bijective coarse equivalence, obtaining Theorem 1.2.

There are several variants of the following definition in the literature: the differences generally affect the precise constants involved, but not the qualitative behavior.

Definition 3.1. Let k ∈ N, let X be a finite graph such that each vertex is incident to at most k edges, and h > 0. We say that X is a (k, h)-expander graph if |∂(A)| ≥ h ( 1 − |A| |X| ) |A| for all A ⊆ X.

The definition above is a “local” one. We are actually interested in infinite metric spaces that are obtained by “gluing” countably many expander graphs together in an appropriate way, i.e., a coarse disjoint union of (k, h)- expanders in the sense of Definition 2.5 above. We now define the main class of metric spaces under consideration here.

Definition 3.2. Let (X_n)_n be a sequence of finite graphs. We say that (X_n)_n is a sequence of expander graphs if there are k ∈ N and h > 0 such that each X_n is a (k, h)-expander graph, and such that |X_n| → ∞ as n → ∞. If we let X be their coarse disjoint union, we simply say that X = ⨆ n X_n is the coarse disjoint union of expander graphs.

In Definition 3.2, as each vertex of each X_n is incident to at most k edges, the space X is clearly a u.l.f. metric space.

Besides the results on uniformly finite homology of the previous section, the following combinatorial lemma is another key ingredient for our proof of Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 3.3. Let X and Y be finite sets, with |X| = |Y |, and f : X → Y . Then, for all A ⊆ Y , we have that ||A| − |f^{−1}(A)|| ≤ ( max_{y∈Y} |f^{−1}({y})| − 1 ) min{|A|, |Y \ A|}. Proof. Let m := max_{y∈Y} |f^{−1}({y})|. We may assume that m > 1: otherwise, f is a bijection by the pigeonhole principle and so ||A| − |f^{−1}(A)|| = 0 for all A ⊆ Y , as X and Y are finite and of the same size. The assumption implies that for any A ⊆ Y , 0 ≤ |f^{−1}(A)| ≤ m|A|. Hence −|A| ≤ |f^{−1}(A)| − |A| ≤ m|A| − |A|. As m > 1, this implies that (3.1) ||A| − |f^{−1}(A)|| ≤ (m − 1)|A|. The same reasoning with A replaced by Y \ A implies that (3.2) ||Y \ A| − |f^{−1}(Y \ A)|| ≤ (m − 1)|Y \ A|. On the other hand, as |Y \ A| = |Y | − |A| and as |f^{−1}(Y \ A)| = |f^{−1}(Y )| − |f^{−1}(A)| = |X| − |f^{−1}(A)| = |Y | − |f^{−1}(A)| we have that ||Y \ A| − |f^{−1}(Y \ A)|| = ||A| − |f^{−1}(A)||. Combining this with line (3.2) gives ||A| − |f^{−1}(A)|| ≤ (m − 1)|Y \ A|, and combining that with line (3.1), we are done. □

Before proving Theorem 1.2, we start proving the following “injective version” of it.

Theorem 3.4. Let X and Y be u.l.f. metric spaces and suppose Y = ⨆ n Y_n is a coarse disjoint union of expander graphs. Let f : X → Y be a uniformly finite-to-one coarse map. The following are equivalent.

1. The map f is close to an injective coarse map. 2. There is n_0 ∈ N such that ∑ n<n_0 |f^{−1}(Y_n)| ≤ ∑ n<n_0 |Y_n| and |f^{−1}(Y_n)| ≤ |Y_n| for all n ≥ n_0.

Proof. The implication (1)⇒(2) follows immediately from Lemma 2.9 (and does not need any expander assumptions). So, we only show (2)⇒(1). For that, let n_0 ∈ N be as in the statement.

As (Y_n)_n is a sequence of expander graphs, there are k ∈ N and h > 0 such that each Y_n is a graph with all vertices having degree at most k and such that |∂(A)| ≥ h|A| for all n ∈ N and all A ⊆ Y_n with |A| ≤ |Y_n|/2. As f is uniformly finite-to-one, there is m ∈ N such that |f^{−1}({y})| ≤ m for all y ∈ Y .

Suppose towards a contradiction that f : X → Y is not close to any injective coarse map. Then, by Theorem 2.10 and Remark 2.7, for all Z ⊆ Y and all C > 0, we can pick n ≥ n_0 and A ⊆ Y_n such that (3.3) |∂(A)| < 1 C ||A ∩ Z| − |f^{−1}(A)||. As |f^{−1}(Y_n)| ≤ |Y_n| and f(f^{−1}(Y_n)) ⊆ Y_n for all n ≥ n_0, we can pick Z_n ⊆ Y_n such that |f^{−1}(Y_n)| = |Z_n| and f(f^{−1}(Y_n)) ⊆ Z_n for any such n. Let Z = ⨆ n≥n_0 Zn and C > 0 be such that hC > k(m − 1). Let now

n ≥ n_0 and A ⊆ Y_n be as in (3.3) for Z and C. As |f^{−1}(Y_n)| = |Z_n| and f(f^{−1}(Y_n)) ⊆ Z_n, Lemma 3.3 implies that ||A ∩ Z| − |f^{−1}(A)|| ≤ (m − 1) min{|A ∩ Z|, |Z_n \ A|} ≤ (m − 1) min{|A|, |Y_n \ A|}. Therefore, this together with (3.3) give (3.4) |∂(A)| ≤ m − 1 C min{|A|, |Y_n \ A|}. We can now finish the proof. Suppose |A| ≤ |Y_n|/2. In this case, our choice of h guarantees that |∂(A)| ≥ h|A|. Together with (3.4), this implies that hC ≤ m − 1, which contradicts our choice of C. We must then have that |A| > |Y_n|/2. But then |Y_n\A| ≤ |Y_n|/2 and our choice of h implies that |∂(Y_n \ A)| ≥ h|Y_n \ A|. As each vertex in Y_n has degree at most k we have that |∂(Y_n \A)| ≤ k|∂(A)| and so |∂(A)| ≥ h k |Y_n \ A|. Together with (3.4), this gives us that hC ≤ k(m − 1), which contradicts our choice of C once again. □

We isolate as a lemma an argument that has already been used many times in the literature (e.g., [Why99, page 103], [WW20, Corollary 6.10], [Har00, IV.B-46]).

Lemma 3.5. Let X and Y be u.l.f. metric spaces and f : X → Y be a coarse map. If there are injective coarse maps g : X → Y and h: Y → X which are close to f and its coarse inverses, respectively, then X and Y are bijectively coarsely equivalent.

Proof. As explained in [Why99, Page 103], [WW20, Corollary 6.10], or [Har00, IV.B-46], this is an immediate consequence of König’s proof of the Schröder-Bernstein theorem as exposited for example in [Hal74, Page 88]. □

Proof of Theorem 1.2. (1)⇒(2): This implication follows similarly to the proof of Lemma 2.9. Precisely, let g : X → Y be a bijective coarse equivalence which is close to f. As each X_n is 1-connected, and as d_Y (Y_n, Y_m) → ∞ as n + m → ∞ with n ≠ m, there is n_0 ∈ N such that for all n ≥ n_0 there is i(n) ∈ N such that g(X_n) ⊆ Y_{i(n)}. Since f is close to g, replacing n_0 by a larger number if necessary, we can also assume that f(X_n) ⊆ Y_{i(n)} for all n ≥ n_0.

As g is surjective and as each X_n is finite, the set {i(n) ∈ N | n ≥ n_0} must be cofinite in N. Therefore, applying the argument above for g^{−1} and replacing n_0 by a larger number if necessary, the fact that g is a bijection implies that g(X_n) = Y_{i(n)} for all n ∈ N. In particular, we conclude that i defines a bijection between N = {n ∈ N | n ≥ n_0} and M = {i(n) ∈ N | n ≥ n_0} and that |X_n| = |Y_{i(n)}| for all n ∈ N. Since g restricts to a bijection between X^′ = ⨆ n∈N X_n and Y^′ = ⨆ n∈M Y_n, g must also restrict to a bijection between X \ X^′ and Y \ Y^′. Therefore, ∑ n∈N\N |X_n| = ∑ n∈N\M |Y_n|. (2)⇒(1): There are two approaches to proving this implication. One of them is to notice that the proof follows completely analogously to the proofs of Theorems 2.10 and 3.4 with the only difference that instead of using Theorem 2.2(1) in it, we replace it by Theorem 2.2(2). Alternatively, Theorem 3.4 gives us injective coarse maps g : X → Y and h: Y → X which are close to f and to any coarse inverse of it, respectively. The result then follows from Lemma 3.5. □

3.2. Application to k-stacking of expanders. This section contains an application of the results in our previous section. As a special case, we obtain a sort of “rigidity” result for bipartite expander graphs (see Example 3.7 and Corollary 3.10).^8

For that, we introduce the following definition:

Definition 3.6. Let (X, d_X ) be a metric space and k ∈ N. We say that a metric space (X̄, d¯_X ) is a k-stacking of X if 1. X̄ = X × {1, . . . , k}, 2. the map x ∈ X → (x, 1) ∈ X̄ is a coarse equivalence, and 3. sup_{x∈X} max_{i,j≤k} d¯_X ((x, i), (x, j)) < ∞. Example 3.7. Given a metric space (X, d_X ), we can construct a 2-stacking of X by letting d¯_X be the metric in X̄ = X × {1, 2} given by d¯_X ((x, i), (z, j)) = { d_X (x, z), if i = j, d_X (x, z) + 1, if i ≠ j. The motivation for Definition 3.6 comes from bipartite expander graphs:

Definition 3.8. Let k ∈ N and X be a graph such that each vertex is incident to at most k edges. Suppose moreover that X is bipartite graph with bipartition X = V_1 ⊔ V_2 satisfying |V_1| = |V_2|. Given h > 0, we say that X is a (k, h)-bipartite expander if for all A ⊆ V_1 with |A| ≤ |V_1|/2 we have |∂A| ≥ (1 + h)|A|. Expander graphs and their bipartite analogs are well-known to be in correspondence (see [Lub10, Remark 1.1.2.(ii)]). We now recall how a (k, h)- expander canonically generates a bipartitite expander, which is in particular a 2-stacking of it.

Example 3.9. Let k ∈ N, h > 0, and X be a (k, h)-expander graph. The bipartite expander of X is the 2-stacking of X defined as follows: let X̄ = X × {1, 2} and define a graph structure on X̄ by connecting each of the vertices (x, 1) to (x, 2) and to all (z, 2) such that (x, z) is an edge of X. This makes X̄ into a bipartite graph with bipartition (X × {1}) ⊔ (X × {2}). Moreover, it is immediate to check that X̄ is a (k + 1, h)-bipartite expander.

Corollary 3.10. Let X and Y be coarse disjoint union of expanders. Given k ∈ N, let X̄ and Z̄ be k-stackings of X and Y , respectively. The following are equivalent.

1. X and Y are bijectively coarsely equivalent. 2. X̄ and Ȳ are bijectively coarsely equivalent.

Proof. (1)⇒(2): This implication is immediate.

(2)⇒(1): Let f : X̄ → Ȳ be a bijective coarse equivalence. For each n ∈ N, let X̄_n = X_n × {1, . . . , k} and Ȳ_n = Y_n × {1, . . . , k}. So X̄_n and Ȳ_n can be seen canonically as subspaces of X̄ and Ȳ , respectively, and X̄ = ⨆ n X̄_n 8Recall, a graph X is bipartite if there is a partition X = V_1 ⊔ V_2 such that every edge

of X has one of its endpoints in V1 and the other in V2.

and Ȳ = ⨆ n Ȳ_n are coarse disjoint unions. The implication (1)⇒(2) of Theorem 1.2 gives cofinite subsets N, M ⊆ N and a bijection i: N → M such that ∑ n∈N\N |X̄_n| = ∑ n∈N\M |Ȳ_n| and f ( ⨆ n∈N\N X̄_n ) ⊆ ⨆ n∈N\M Ȳ_n and such that

|X̄_n| = |Ȳ_{i(n)}| and f(X̄_n) ⊆ Ȳ_{i(n)} for all n ∈ N.

Consequently, we must have ∑ n∈N\N |X_n| = ∑ n∈N\M |Y_n| and |X_n| = |Y_{i(n)}| for all n ∈ N. Let now j : X → X × {1} ⊆ X̄ be the canonical inclusion and π : Ȳ → Y be the canonical projection. Then, letting g = π ∘ f ∘ j, we have that g is a coarse equivalence between X and Y such that

g(X_n) ⊆ Y_{i(n)} for all n ∈ A.

The result then follows from the implication (2)⇒(1) of Theorem 1.2. □

3.3. Coarse bijective equivalences and non-amenability of metric spaces. In this section, we provide an elementary proof of Theorem 1.1. After (re)discovering this simple argument, we learned that a similar elementary proof of Theorem 1.1 is due to V. Nekrashevych, from his 1998 PhD thesis written in Ukrainian, and can be found in [Har00, IV.B-46]. We nonetheless present our proof here, partly as Proposition 3.13 is not explicitly in the literature, and seems likely to be useful in other contexts.

One of the many equivalent characterizations of non-amenability is the following (cf. [Why99, Lemma 2.1])

Definition 3.11. Let (X, d_X ) be a u.l.f. metric space. For each r > 0 and S ⊆ X, the r-neighborhood of S is given by N_r(S) := {x ∈ X | d(x, S) ≤ r}. We say that X is non-amenable if for all C > 1 there is r > 0 such that |N_r(S)| ≥ C|S| for all S ⊆ X. We now recall Hall’s marriage theorem. Given a set Y , Y^{<∞} denotes the set of all finite subsets of Y .

Theorem 3.12 (Hall). Let X, Y be arbitrary sets and Φ: X → Y^{<∞}. There is an injective φ: X → Y such that φ(x) ∈ Φ(x) for all x ∈ X if and only if for all finite subset S ⊆ X we have |S| ≤ | | | ⋃ x∈S Φ(x) | | | .

Proposition 3.13. Let X and Y be metric spaces, X be u.l.f., and f : X → Y be a uniformly finite-to-one coarse map. If X is non-amenable, then there is an injective coarse map which is close to f.

Proof. As f : X → Y is uniformly finite-to-one, there is m ∈ N with |f^{−1}({y})| ≤ m for all y ∈ Y . If m = 1, then f is already an injection and hence we can assume that m ≥ 2. For each r > 0, let Φ_r : X → Y^{<∞} be given by

Φ_r(x) = f(B_X (x, r)) for all x ∈ X.

Notice that, as X is u.l.f., each B_X (x, r) is finite, so f is well-defined. Notice that a map g : X → Y is close to f if and only if there is r > 0 such that g(x) ∈ Φ_r(x) for all x ∈ X. By Hall’s marriage theorem (Theorem 3.12), this is equivalent to the existence of r > 0 such that |S| ≤ | | | ⋃ x∈S Φ_r(x) | | | for all finite S ⊆ X. Since, | | | | ⋃ x∈S Φ_r(x) | | | | = | | | | ⋃ x∈S f(B_X (x, r)) | | | | = |f(N_r(S))|, it is enough notice that there is r > 0 such that |S| ≤ |f(N_r(S))| for all finite S ⊆ X. By the non-amenability of X for C = m > 1, there is r > 0 such that for every finite subset S ⊆ X, we have m|S| ≤ |N_r(S)|. Observing that N_r(S) ⊆ f^{−1}(f(N_r(S))), our choice of m gives that |N_r(S)| ≤ m|f(N_r(S))|. It then follows that |S| ≤ |f(N_r(S))| for all finite S ⊆ X as desired. □

Corollary 3.14. Let X and Y be u.l.f. metric spaces which are coarsely equivalent. If X is non-amenable, then X and Y are bijectively coarsely equivalent.

Proof. Let f : X → Y be a coarse equivalence. Applying Proposition 3.13 to f and a coarse inverse of it, we get injective maps f : X → Y and h: Y → X which are close to f and its coarse inverse, respectively. The result then follows from Lemma 3.5. □

4. Isomorphisms between uniform Roe algebras of coarse disjoint unions

In this section, we prove the following general result about the structure of isomorphisms between the uniform Roe algebras of coarse disjoint unions of finite metric spaces.

Theorem 4.1. Let t > 0. Let X = ⨆ n X_n and Y = ⨆ n Y_n be u.l.f. metric spaces which are the coarse disjoint union of finite t-connected metric spaces. If C^∗_u(X) and C^∗_u(Y ) are isomorphic, then there are cofinite subsets N, M ⊆ N, a bijection i: N → M, and a coarse equivalence f : X → Y such that ∑ n∈N\N |X_n| = ∑ n∈N\M |Y_n| and |X_n| = |Y_{i(n)}| and f(X_n) ⊆ Y_{i(n)} for all n ∈ N.

Together with the results of the previous section, this implies that the coarse disjoint union of expander graphs are strongly rigid (Theorem 1.4).

Towards proving Theorem 4.1, we consider the uniform Roe corona of a u.l.f. metric space. Precisely: given a u.l.f. metric space X, its uniform Roe corona is the quotient

Q^∗_u(X) = C^∗_u(X)/K(ℓ_2(X)).

Throughout this section,

π : C^∗_u(X) → Q^∗_u(X)

denotes the canonical quotient map.

Suppose X = ⨆ n X_n is the coarse disjoint union of metric spaces. We now introduce some notation which will be used for the remainder of this section. Given A ⊆ N, we write

X_A = ⨆ n∈A X_n and similarly for Y .

Theorem 4.2. Let t > 0 and X = ⨆ n X_n be the coarse disjoint union of finite t-connected metric spaces. A projection p ∈ Q^∗_u(X) is central if and only if it is of the form π(χ_{XA} ) for some A ⊆ N.

The proof of Theorem 4.2 makes use of the Higson corona. For the reader’s convenience, we recall its definition. Given a u.l.f. metric space (X, d_X ), a bounded map h: X → C is a Higson function if for all ε, R > 0 there is a finite F ⊆ X such that for all x, y ∈ X \ F , we have d_X (x, y) ≤ R implies |h(x) − h(y)| ≤ ε. The set of all Higson functions forms a C^∗-algebra denoted by C_h(X). The quotient of this algebra by c_0(X) (the functions vanishing at infinity) is the Higson corona of X, denoted by C(νX), precisely: C(νX) = C_h(X)/c_0(X). As C_h(X) ⊆ ℓ_∞(X) and K(ℓ_2(X)) ∩ C_h(X) = c_0(X), we identify C(νX) with a C^∗-subalgebra of Q^∗_u(X) canonically.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. For the backwards direction, notice that as X = ⨆ n X_n is a coarse disjoint union of finite spaces, a projection of the form χ_{XA} for A ⊆ N is a Higson function. It was shown in [BBF^+22a, Proposition 3.6] that C(νX) = Z(Q^∗_u(X)), whence it follows that π(χ_A) is in Z(Q^∗_u(X)) as desired.

We now establish the forward direction. For that, fix p ∈ Z(Q^∗_u(X)) = C(νX). Since C(ν(X)) ⊆ ℓ_∞(X)/c_0(X), we have p ∈ ℓ_∞(X)/c_0(X). Since ℓ_∞(X) is a von Neumann algebra, in particular it has real rank zero, and p is the image of some projection in ℓ_∞(X) by the quotient map (see for example [Far19, Lemma 3.1.13]). Fix B ⊆ X such that π(χ_B ) = p.

We claim that there exists A ⊆ N such that the symmetric difference BΔX_A is finite. Assume otherwise. Then the set

A^′ = {n ∈ N | X_n \ B and X_n ∩ B are nonempty}

is infinite. Since each X_n is t-connected, for each n ∈ A^′ choose x_n ∈ X_n ∩B and x^′_n ∈ X_n \B such that d(x_n, x^′_n) ≤ t. For each n ∈ A, let v_n be the rankone partial isometry which sends δ_x′_n to δ_{xn} . So, each v_n has propagation t, and so does the non-compact partial isometry

v = SOT- ∑ n∈A^′ e_{xn,x}′_n . Note that χ_Bv = v and vχ_B = 0, hence π(χ_B ) is not central in Q^∗_u(X). As we can fix A ⊆ N such that BΔX_A is finite, then p = π(χ_{XA} ), as required. □

To avoid overly complicated expressions, we make use of the following notation in the next lemma: if H is a Hilbert space, (p_i)_i is a sequence of orthogonal projections, and A ⊆ N, we write

p_A = SOT- ∑ i∈A p_i. Lemma 4.3. Let H be a Hilbert space and (p_n)_n and (q_n)_n be sequences of orthogonal projections of finite rank in B(H) such that SOT- ∑ n q_n = Id_H .

Suppose ε > 0 is such that ‖p_n − q_F ‖ ≥ ε for all n ∈ N and all F ⊆ N. Then there is A ⊆ N such that p_A − q_B is not compact for all B ⊆ N.

Proof. Since SOT- ∑ n q_n = Id_H and each of the p_n’s and q_n’s have finite rank, we can pick an increasing sequence (k(n))_n in N and a partition of N into intervals, say N = ⨆ n I(n), such that (4.1) ‖q_{I(n)}p_{k(n)}q_{I(n)} − p_{k(n)}‖ < 2^{−n−2}ε for all n ∈ N. In particular, compressing the expression inside the norm in line (4.1) by q_{I(m)} shows that (4.2) ‖q_{I(m)}p_{k(n)}q_{I(m)}‖ < 2^{−n−2}ε for all distinct m, n ∈ N. We claim that A = {k(n) | n ≥ 2} is as required. First of all, note that by (4.1) and (4.2), we have ‖p_{k(n)} − q_{I(n)}p_Aq_{I(n)}‖ ≤ ‖p_{k(n)} − q_{I(n)}p_{k(n)}q_{I(n)}‖ + ∑ m≠n,m≥2 ‖q_{I(n)}p_{k(m)}q_{I(n)}‖ ≤ 2^{−n−2}ε + ∑ m≥2 2^{−m−2}ε ≤ ε/2 Assume now that A does not satisfy the thesis of the lemma and pick B ⊆ N such that p_A − q_B is compact. Using that ‖p_n − q_F ‖ ≥ ε for all n ∈ N and all F ⊆ N, we conclude that ‖q_{I(n)}(p_A − q_B)q_{I(n)}‖ = ‖q_{I(n)}p_Aq_{I(n)} − q_{B∩I(n)}‖ ≥ ‖p_{k(n)} − q_{B∩I(n)}‖ − ε/2 ≥ ε/2 for all n ∈ N. Since the q_{I(n)} are orthogonal, this contradicts the fact that p_A − q_B is compact. □ Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let Φ: C^∗_u(X) → C^∗_u(Y ) be an isomorphism. By [BBF^+22b, Theorem 1.2], there is a coarse equivalence f : X → Y such that (4.3) γ = inf_{x∈X} ‖Φ(χ_{{x}})δ_{f(x)}‖ > 0.

We need to show that for some cofinite subsets N, M ⊆ N and some bijection i: N → M, the coarse equivalence f : X → Y satisfies ∑ n∈N\N |Xn| = ∑ n∈N\M |Yn|, |Xn| = |Yi(n)|, and f(Xn) ⊆ Yi(n) for all n ∈ N. Since Φ is implemented by a unitary (Lemma [ŠW13, Lemma 3.1]), it sends compact operators to compact operators and it therefore induces an isomorphism between Q^∗_u(X) and Q^∗_u(Y ). It then follows from Theorem 4.2 that for every A ⊆ N there is A^′ ⊆ N such that π(Φ(χ_{XA} )) = π(χ_{YA′} ). In other words, we have (4.4) ∀A ⊆ N, ∃A^′ ⊆ N such that Φ(χ_{XA} ) − χ_{YA′} is compact. Let ε = γ/4.

Claim 4.4. There is n_0 ∈ N such that for every finite set F ⊆ N with min F > n_0 there is i(F ) ⊆ N with the property that (4.5) ‖Φ(χ_{XF} ) − χ_{Yi(F )} ‖ < ε. Proof. Assume not. Then we can find a sequence (F_n)_n of disjoint finite subsets of N with max F_n < min F_{n+1} and such that for all n ∈ N and G ⊆ N we have that ‖Φ(χ_{XFn} ) − χ_{YG} ‖ > ε. Applying Lemma 4.3 with p_n = Φ(χ_{XFn} ) and q_n = χ_{Yn} , we get an infinite A ⊆ N such that Φ(χ_{XA} )−q_B is not compact for all infinite B ⊆ N. This contradicts (4.4). □ Let n_0 ∈ N be as in the claim and let i: {F ⊆ N | min F > n_0 and |F | < ∞} → P(N) be the map given by the claim. For simplicity, for each n > n_0, we write i(n) for i({n}).^9 Notice that, since Φ is an isomorphism and ε < 1/2, each i(F ) is well defined, finite, and nonempty. Furthermore, as ‖χ_{XF} − χ_{XG} ‖ = 1 whenever F ≠ G, i is injective.

Claim 4.5. For all n > n_0 and x ∈ X_n, we have that f(x) ∈ Y_{i(n)}. Proof. Pick m such that f(x) ∈ Y_m, and suppose that m /∈ i(n). Since γ < ‖Φ(χ_{{x}})δ_{f(x)}‖, we have that γ < ‖Φ(χ_{Xn} )χ_{Ym} ‖. As ‖Φ(χ_{Xn} ) − χ_{Yi(n)} ‖ < γ/4, we have that ‖χ_{Yi(n)} χ_{Ym} ‖ > 0, hence Y_{i(n)} and Y_m are not disjoint, which implies that m ∈ i(n). □ Applying the reasoning above to Y and Φ^{−1} in place of X and Φ, we can find a natural m_0 and an injective function j which associates to every set G ⊆ N with min G > m_0, a set j(G) ⊆ N such that ‖Φ^{−1}(χ_{YG} ) − χ_{Xj(G)} ‖ < ε. Notice that if F ⊆ N is a finite subset such that min F > n_0 and min i(F ) > m_0, then ‖χ_{XF} − χ_{Xj(i(F ))} ‖ ≤ ‖χ_{XF} − Φ^{−1}(χ_{Yi(F )} )‖ + ε = ‖Φ(χ_{XF} ) − χ_{Yi(F )} ‖ + ε ≤ 2ε. As ε < 1/2, this implies that F = j(i(F )). Similarly, if G ⊆ N is a finite subset such that min G > m_0 and min j(G) > n_0, we obtain that G = i(j(G)). Claim 4.6. If n > n_0 is such that min i(n) > m_0, then i(n) is a singleton. Proof. Suppose that n is such that min i(n) > m_0 and there are two distinct m_1 and m_2 in i(n). Then χ_{Ym1} χ_{Yi(n)} = χ_{Ym1} , and so, using that j(i(n)) = n we have, for k = 1, 2, ‖χ_{Xj(mk )} χ_{Xn} − χ_{Xj(mk )} ‖ = ‖χ_{Xj(mk )} χ_{Xj(i(n))} − χ_{Xj(mk )} ‖ = ‖Φ(χ_{Xj(mk )} χ_{Xj(i(n))} − χ_{Xj(mk )} )‖ ≤ ‖χ_{Ymk} χ_{Yi(n)} − χ_{Ymk} ‖ + 3ε ≤ 3ε. Since χ_{Xj(mk )} and χ_{Xn} are commuting projections, χ_{Xj(mk )} χ_{Xn} = χ_{Xj(mk )} for k = 1, 2. This implies m_1 = n = m_2, contradicting the injectivity of j on sets whose minimum is above m_0. □ Let N = {n ∈ N | n > n_0 and i(n) > m_0} and M = {i(n) | n ∈ N}.

Claim 4.6 implies that i is a bijection between N and M. Claim 4.7. N and M are cofinite.

9With apologies to John von Neumann and any set theorists who may be reading this.

Proof. Since Φ maps compacts to compacts, we have that min i(F ) → ∞ as min F → ∞, hence N is cofinite. Similarly, min j(G) → ∞ as min G → ∞. Let m_1 > m_0 be large enough so that for all G ⊆ N with min G > m_1 we have that min j(G) > n_0. Then, by what we saw above, if m > m_1, we have m = i(j(m)). So, M is cofinite. □ As we have already noted, Φ is implemented by a unitary (see Lemma [ŠW13, Lemma 3.1]) and therefore it is rank preserving. Thus the defining property of i, see (4.5), gives that for all finite F ⊆ N we have |X_F | = rank(Φ(χ_{XF} )) = rank(χ_{Yi(F )} ) = |Y_{i(F )}|.

Analogously, if G ⊆ M is finite we have that |Y_G| = |X_{j(G)}|. We are left to show that the sets W := ⋃ n∈N\N X_n and Z := ⋃ n∈N\M Y_n have the same size. Suppose this is not the case and assume that |W | > |Z|.

Since Φ maps compacts to compacts, we can find a large enough finite F ⊆ Y such that ‖Φ(χ_W )χ_F − Φ(χ_W )‖ < 1/4. By enlarging F , we can assume that Z ⊆ F and that if Y_k intersects F , then Y_k ⊆ F . Let M^′ = {k ∈ M | Y_k ⊆ F } and notice that (4.6) rank(χ_F ) = |Z| + rank(χ_{YM′} ) = |Z| + |Y_M ′ |. Since χ_{YM′} χ_F = χ_{YM′} and ‖χ_{YM′} − Φ(χ_{Xj(M′)} )‖ < ε, we have that ‖Φ(χ_{Xj(M′ )} )χ_F − Φ(χ_{Xj(M′)} )‖ < 2ε < 1 4 . Combining this with the fact that ‖Φ(χ_W )χ_F − Φ(χ_W )‖ < 1/4, we have ‖Φ(χ_W + χ_{Xj(M′)} )χ_F − Φ(χ_W + χ_{Xj(M′)} )‖ < 1 2 . Since j(M^′) ⊆ N, χ_W and χ_{Xj(M′)} are orthogonal, and so Φ(χ_W + χ_{Xj(M′)} ) is a projection of rank |W | + |X_{j(M} ′_)|. By usual linear algebra arguments, (4.7) |W | + |X_{j(M} ′_)| = rank(Φ(χ_W + χ_{Xj(M′)} )) ≤ rank(χ_F ). Putting (4.6) and (4.7) together and using that |X_{j(M} ′_)| = |Y_M ′ |, we get that

rank(χ_F ) = |Z| + |Y_M ′ | < |W | + |Y_M ′ | = |W | + |X_{j(M} ′_)| ≤ rank(χ_F ). This is a contradiction, and therefore |W | ≤ |Z|. The same exact argument proves that |Z| ≤ |W | and this finishes the proof. □ Proof of Theorem 1.4. By Theorem 4.1, there is a coarse equivalence f : X → Y which satisfies part (2) of Theorem 1.2. By the equivalences in Theorem 1.2, it follows that there is a bijective coarse equivalence g : X → Y . □

Acknowledgments. This paper was written under the auspices of the American Institute of Mathematics (AIM) SQuaREs program as part of the ‘Expanders, ghosts, and Roe algebras’ SQuaRE project. F. B. was partially supported by the US National Science Foundation under the grants DMS- 1800322 and DMS-2055604. B. M. B. was partially supported by FAPERJ (Proc. E-26/200.167/2023) and by CNPq (Proc. 303571/2022-5). I. F. is partially supported by NSERC. A. V. is supported by an ‘Emergence en Recherche’ IdeX grant from Université Paris Cité and an ANR grant (ANR- 17-CE40-0026). R. W. was partially supported by the US National Science Foundation under the grants DMS-1901522 and DMS-2247968.

References

[BBF^+22a] F. Baudier, B. M. Braga, I. Farah, A. Vignati, and R. Willett, Embeddings of von Neumann algebras into uniform Roe algebras and quasi-local algebras, arXiv e-prints (2022), arXiv:2212.14312. 5, 20 [BBF^+22b] F. Baudier, B. M. Braga, I. Farah, A. Khukhro, A. Vignati, and R. Willett, Uniform Roe algebras of uniformly locally finite metric spaces are rigid, Invent. Math. 230 (2022), no. 3, 1071–1100. 4, 21 [BCL17] J. Brodzki, C. Cave, and K. Li, Exactness of locally compact second countable groups, Adv. Math. 312 (2017), 209–233. 4 [BdlHV08] B. Bekka, P. de la Harpe, and A. Valette, Kazhdan’s property (T), New Mathematical Monographs, vol. 11, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2008. MR 2415834 3 [BFV21] B. M. Braga, I. Farah, and A. Vignati, Uniform Roe coronas, Adv. Math. 389 (2021), Paper No. 107886, 35. 5 [BK98] D. Burago and B. Kleiner, Separated nets in Euclidean space and Jacobians of bi-Lipschitz maps, Geom. Funct. Anal. 8 (1998), no. 2, 273–282. MR 1616135 2 [BW92] J. Block and S. Weinberger, Aperiodic tilings, positive scalar curvature and amenability of spaces, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 5 (1992), no. 4, 907–918. 4, 6 [CGS^+18] C. Cedzich, T. Gelb, C. Stahl, L. Velázquez, A. H. Werner, and R. F. Werner, Complete homotopy invariants for translation invariant symmetric quantum walks on a chain, Quantum 2 95 (2018). 4 [DSV03] G. Davidoff, P. Sarnak, and A. Valette, Elementary number theory, group theory, and ramanujan graphs, vol. 55, x+144 pp., London Math. Soc. Stud. Texts, 2003. 3 [Dym05] T. Dymarz, Bijective quasi-isometries of amenable groups, Geometric methods in group theory, Contemp. Math., vol. 372, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2005, pp. 181–188. MR 2139686 2 [Eng18] A. Engel, Index theorems for uniformly elliptic operators, New York J. Math. 24 (2018), 543–587. 4 [Far19] I. Farah, Combinatorial set theory and C^∗-algebras, Springer Monographs in Mathematics, Springer, 2019. 20 [Gro93] M. Gromov, Asymptotic invariants of infinite groups, Geometric group theory, Vol. 2 (Sussex, 1991), London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., vol. 182, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1993, pp. 1–295. MR 1253544 2 [GT22] A. Genevois and R. Tessera, Measure-scaling quasi-isometries, Geom. Dedicata 216 (2022), no. 3, Paper No. 34, 19. MR 4419103 2

[Hal74] P. Halmos, Naive set theory, Undergraduate Texts in Mathematics, Springer- Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, 1974, Reprint of the 1960 edition. MR 0453532 7, 15 [Har00] P. de la Harpe, Topics in geometric group theory, Chicago Lectures in Mathematics, University of Chicago Press, Chicago, IL, 2000. MR 1786869 2, 15, 17 [HLS02] N. Higson, V. Lafforgue, and G. Skandalis, Counterexamples to the Baum– Connes conjecture, Geom. Funct. Anal. 12 (2002), no. 2, 330–354. 3 [KMR13] J. Kellerhals, N. Monod, and M. Rørdam, Non-supramenable groups acting on locally compact spaces, Doc. Math. 18 (2013), 1597–1626. 4 [Kow19] E. Kowalski, An introduction to expander graphs, Cours Spécialisés [Specialized Courses], vol. 26, Société Mathématique de France, Paris, 2019. MR 3931316 3 [Kub17] Y. Kubota, Controlled topological phases and bulk-edge correspondence, Comm. Math. Phys. 349 (2017), no. 2, 493–525. 4 [LMP00] J. Lindenstrauss, E. Matoušková, and D. Preiss, Lipschitz image of a measurenull set can have a null complement, Israel J. Math. 118 (2000), 207–219. MR 1776083 2 [Lub10] A. Lubotzky, Discrete groups, expanding graphs and invariant measures, Modern Birkhäuser Classics, Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 2010, With an appendix by Jonathan D. Rogawski, Reprint of the 1994 edition. MR 2569682 3, 16 [LW18] K. Li and R. Willett, Low-dimensional properties of uniform Roe algebras, J. London Math. Soc. 97 (2018), 98–124. 4 [Mar73] G. Margulis, Explicit constructions of expanders., Problemy Peredači Informacii (1973), no. no. 4,, 71–80. MR 484767 3 [McM98] C. T. McMullen, Lipschitz maps and nets in Euclidean space, Geom. Funct. Anal. 8 (1998), no. 2, 304–314. MR 1616159 2 [MN14] M. Mendel and A. Naor, Nonlinear spectral calculus and super-expanders, Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. 119 (2014), 1–95. MR 3210176 3 [Nek98] V. V. Nekrashevych, Quasi-isometric hyperbolic groups are bi-Lipschitz equivalent, Dopov. Nats. Akad. Nauk Ukr. Mat. Prirodozn. Tekh. Nauki (1998), no. 1, 32–35. MR 1693847 2 [NY12] P. Nowak and G. Yu, Large scale geometry, EMS Textbooks in Mathematics, European Mathematical Society (EMS), Zürich, 2012. MR 2986138 2, 6 [Pap95] P. Papasoglu, Homogeneous trees are bi-Lipschitz equivalent, Geom. Dedicata 54 (1995), no. 3, 301–306. MR 1326733 2 [Pin73] M. Pinsker, On the complexity of a concentrator, 7th International Telegrafic Conference, 1973, pp. 318/1–318/4. 3 [Pis20] G. Pisier, Tensor products of C^∗-algebras and operator spaces: the Connes- Kirchberg problem, Cambridge University Press, 2020. 3 [Roe88] J. Roe, An index theorem on open manifolds, I, J. Differential Geometry 27 (1988), 87–113. 4 [RRR04] V. S. Rabinovich, S. Roch, and J. Roe, Fredholm indices of band-dominated operators on discrete groups, Integral Equations Operator Theory 49 (2004), 221–238. 4 [RS12] M. Rørdam and A. Sierakowski, Purely infinite C^∗-algebras arising from crossed products, Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems 32 (2012), 273–293. 4 [RVW02] O. Reingold, S. Vadhan, and A. Wigderson, Entropy waves, the zig-zag graph product, and new constant-degree expanders, Ann. of Math. (2) 155 (2002), no. 1, 157–187. MR 1888797 3 [Špa09] J. Špakula, Uniform K-homology theory, J. Funct. Anal. 257 (2009), no. 1, 88–121. 4

[ŠW13] J. Špakula and R. Willett, On rigidity of Roe algebras, Adv. Math. 249 (2013), 289–310. 21, 23 [ŠW17] , A metric approach to limit operators, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 369 (2017), 263–308. 4 [Tao15] T. Tao, Expansion in finite simple groups of Lie type, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, vol. 164, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2015. MR 3309986 3 [Why99] K. Whyte, Amenability, bi-Lipschitz equivalence, and the von Neumann conjecture, Duke Math. J. 99 (1999), no. 1, 93–112. MR 1700742 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 15, 17 [WW20] S. White and R. Willett, Cartan subalgebras of uniform Roe algebras, Groups, Geometry, and Dynamics 14 (2020), 949–989. 4, 15

(F. P. Baudier) Texas A&M University, Department of Mathematics, College Station, TX 77843-3368, USA

Email address: florent@tamu.edu URL: https://www.math.tamu.edu/~florent/

(B. M. Braga) IMPA, Estrada Dona Castorina 110, 22460-320, Rio de Janeiro, Brazi

Email address: demendoncabraga@gmail.com URL: https://sites.google.com/site/demendoncabraga

(I. Farah) Department of Mathematics and Statistics, York University, 4700 Keele Street, North York, Ontario, Canada, M3J 1P3, and Matematički Institut SANU, Kneza Mihaila 36, 11 000 Beograd, p.p. 367, Serbia Email address: ifarah@yorku.ca URL: https://ifarah.mathstats.yorku.ca

(A. Vignati) Institut de Mathématiques de Jussieu (IMJ-PRG), Université Paris Cité, Bâtiment Sophie Germain, 8 Place Aurélie Nemours, 75013 Paris, France

Email address: alessandro.vignati@imj-prg.fr URL: http://www.automorph.net/avignati

(R. Willett) University of Hawai‘i at Mānoa, 2565 McCarthy Mall, Keller 401A, Honolulu, HI 96816, USA

Email address: rufus@math.hawaii.edu URL: https://math.hawaii.edu/~rufus/