
A CONTINUUM OF NON-MEASURE EQUIVALENT GROUPS

ADRIAN IOANA AND ROBIN TUCKER-DROB

Abstract. We construct a continuum sized family {Gx}x∈{0,1}N of pairwise non-measure
equivalent countable groups which have property (T) (hence are finitely generated), have
zero ℓ2-Betti numbers of all orders, and are torsion-free.

1. Introduction

The notion of measure equivalence was introduced by Gromov in [27] as a measurable
counterpart of the notion of quasi-isometric equivalence of groups (see the survey [24]).
Two countable groups G and H are said to be measure equivalent if they admit commuting
actions on an infinite measure space, such that both of their actions have fundamental
domains of finite measure. Several natural families of countable groups are known to be
pairwise measure equivalent: (i) lattices in a fixed locally compact second countable group,
(ii) infinite amenable groups [40], and (iii) finitely generated non-abelian free groups.

On the other hand, in order to distinguish groups up to measure equivalence, one uses
either measure equivalence invariants or rigidity results. Measure equivalence invariants
come in two flavors. First, we have binary invariants associated to properties that are
preserved under measure equivalence. Examples of such properties include amenability,
Kazhdan’s property (T), Haagerup’s property, containment in various classes (Creg, C [39]
and S [42]), treability [34], weak amenability [33] and proper proximality [9, 32]. Second,
we have numerical invariants that are preserved (or scaled appropriately) under measure
equivalence, including the Cowling-Haagerup invariant [17, 18, 33], cost (for groups of fixed
price) [25], ℓ2-Betti numbers and ergodic dimension [26].
Measure equivalence rigidity results aim to show that, within certain families of groups,

various aspects of the groups can be recovered from their measure equivalence classes, see,
e.g., [39, 42, 5, 31, 21]. The most extreme rigidity results in this context completely determine
the measure equivalence class of a given group, often showing that it remembers the group
itself. Such superrigidity phenomena have been obtained for several groups, including higher-
rank lattices [23], mapping class groups [35], surface braid groups [15], Out(FN) for N ≥ 3
[28], and generalized Higman groups [30].

The works discussed above, whether they give measure equivalence invariants or establish
rigidity statements, lead to infinite but typically countable families of pairwise non-measure
equivalent groups. As such, it remains a challenging problem to construct large, uncountable,
families of non-measure equivalent groups. We contribute to this problem here by proving
the following:
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Theorem 1.1. There exists a continuum sized family {Gx}x∈{0,1}N of pairwise non-measure
equivalent ICC countable groups which have property (T) (and hence are finitely generated).

Moreover, each Gx satisfies β
(2)
k (Gx) = 0, for every k ≥ 1, and can be taken torsion-free.

Gaboriau’s work on cost [25] can be used to construct continuum many countable groups
which are pairwise non-measure equivalent, see Proposition 5.1; note, however, that these
groups are neither finitely generated nor torsion-free. Recently, Drimbe and Vaes found in
[20, Theorem A] a continuum of torsion-free but not finitely generated countable groups
which are pairwise not von Neumann equivalent and in particular not measure equivalent.

In a preliminary version of our paper, we proved the main assertion of Theorem 1.1
for a family of groups {Gx}x∈{0,1}N which were constructed using Proposition 5.1 and thus
contain torsion. Independently of this preliminary result, Fournier-Facio and Sun found in
[22, Theorem D] a continuum (MS)S of non-measure equivalent finitely generated groups
which are also torsion-free and which can also be chosen to have property (T). The groups
constructed in [22] are indexed by sets S ⊂ N≥3 and have the remarkable property that the

set S can be recovered from the ℓ2-Betti numbers {β(2)
n (MS)}n≥3, considered up to a scalar

multiple. Since measure equivalent groups have proportional ℓ2-Betti numbers by [26], the
groups (MS) follow non-measure equivalent.
After [22] was posted on arXiv, we showed that a variation of our construction (using

Proposition 5.2 instead of Proposition 5.1) ensures that the groups {Gx}x∈{0,1}N can be
taken torsion-free, thus yielding the moreover assertion of Theorem 1.1. Since the groups
{Gx}x∈{0,1}N have zero ℓ2-Betti numbers of all orders, they are distinct from the groups con-
sidered in [22]. Indeed, a principal novelty of Theorem 1.1 consists of providing a continuum
of non-measure equivalent finitely generated groups in the regime where the usual invariants
– ℓ2-Betti numbers and cost – are trivial and thus provide no useful information.

In the remaining of the introduction, we outline the proof of Theorem 1.1. The groups
{Gx}x∈{0,1}N arise as wreath-like products in the sense introduced by Chifan, Osin, Sun and
the first author in [14, 13]. We refer the reader to Subsection 2.4 for the definition of the
class WR(A,B) of wreath-like products of groups A and B. Here we only note that the
classical wreath product A ≀B belongs to WR(A,B), and that there exist many wreath-like
products with property (T ) belonging to WR(A,B), for certain hyperbolic groups B.

The construction of {Gx}x∈{0,1}N relies on the following four ingredients, which appear to
be of independent interest:

(1) (Proposition 5.2) There exists an infinite family {Ak}k≥1 of pairwise non-measure
equivalent, torsion-free, ICC, 4-generated groups belonging to class C of [39].

(2) (Proposition 2.4) For every n ∈ N, there exists a non-trivial, torsion-free (hence
ICC), hyperbolic group B with the following property: for any sequence (Ck)k∈N of
n-generated groups, the class WR(

⊕
k∈N Ck, B) contains a property (T) group.

(3) (Theorem 6.1) Let A,A′ be countable groups and B,B′ be ICC hyperbolic groups.
If G ∈ WR(A,B) and G′ ∈ WR(A′, B′) are measure equivalent, then A(B) and A′(B′)

are measure equivalent.
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(4) (Theorem 4.4) If (Ck)k∈N, (C
′
k)k∈N are ICC groups in class C such that the product

groups
⊕

k∈N Ck,
⊕

k∈N C
′
k are measure equivalent, then modulo a permutation of N,

the groups Ck, C
′
k are measure equivalent, for every k ∈ N.

Theorem 4.4 extends Monod and Shalom’s well-known measure equivalence rigidity for
products theorem [39, Theorem 1.16] from finite to infinite products, and from torsion-free
to ICC groups in class C. The same conclusion with class C groups replaced by nonamenable
biexact groups was established recently by Ding and Drimbe in [19, Theorem E].

The article [19] also established (as part of the proof of [19, Corollary F]) the following
case of Theorem 6.1: if A,A′ are countable groups, B,B′ are ICC hyperbolic groups, and the
wreath product groups A ≀B,A′ ≀B′ are measure equivalent, then A(N) and A′(N) are measure
equivalent. Note that in the proof of Theorem 1.1 we use Theorem 6.1 in the case when
G ∈ WR(A,B), G′ ∈ WR(A′, B′) have property (T), and thus are not wreath products. For
other measure equivalence rigidity results for wreath product groups, see [43, 16].

Finally, we explain briefly how ingredients (1)-(4) are combined to prove Theorem 1.1.
Let {Ak}k≥1 be the groups provided by (1). For x ∈ {0, 1}N (viewed as a subset of N), let
Dx =

⊕
k∈xAk. Then (2) implies the existence of a property (T) group Gx ∈ WR(Dx, B).

Moreover, Gx is torsion-free since it is built from the torsion-free groups {Ak}k≥1 and B. IfGx

and Gy are measure equivalent, then (3) implies that D
(N)
x

∼= ⊕k∈xA
(N)
k and D

(N)
y

∼= ⊕k∈yA
(N)
k

are also measure equivalent. Using the defining properties of the sequence {Ak}k≥1 from (1),
the product rigidity statement from (4) implies that x = y.

Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Changying Ding for helpful comments.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Terminology. We start this section with some notation which we will use later on.
For a standard Borel space Y , we denote by P(Y ) the space of Borel probability measures

on Y , and by P≤k(Y ) (respectively, P≥k(Y )) the space of Borel probability measures on Y
whose support has at most (respectively, at least) k points. If Y is countable, we identify
P(Y ) with ℓ1(Y )+,1 := {f ∈ ℓ1(Y ) | f ≥ 0, ∥f∥1 = 1}. For η ∈ P(Y ), we denote by supp(η)
and ∥η∥ its support and norm. We denote by F(Y ) the collection of finite subsets of Y .

Let Y be a standard Borel space. An equivalence relation R ⊂ Y × Y is called countable
Borel if R is a Borel subset of Y ×Y and the R-equivalence class of every y ∈ Y is countable.
If G ↷ Y is a Borel action of a countable group G, then the orbit equivalence relation
R(G↷ Y ) = {(y1, y2) ∈ Y × Y | G · y1 = G · y2} is a countable Borel equivalence relation.
Let G,H be countable groups. Let (X,µ) be a probability space, which we always assume

to be standard, i.e., X is a standard Borel space and µ ∈ P(X). Let G ↷ (X,µ) be a
probability measure preserving (pmp) action. A Borel map c : G×X → H is called a cocycle
if it satisfies c(g1g2, x) = c(g1, g2x)c(g2, x), for every g1, g2 ∈ G and a.e. x ∈ X. We say that
c is cohomologous to a cocycle c′ : G×X → H if there exists a Borel map φ : X → H such
that c′(g, x) = φ(gx)c(g, x)φ(x)−1, for every g ∈ G and a.e. x ∈ X.

2.2. Measure equivalence. Two countable groups G,H are measure equivalent (ME) [27]
if there exists a standard infinite measure space (Ω,m) and a measure preserving action
G×H ↷ (Ω,m) such that both the G- and H- actions admit a finite measure (measurable)
fundamental domain. Any such space (Ω,m) is called an ME-coupling of G and H.
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Let Y,X ⊂ Ω be fundamental domains for the action of G and H, respectively. Define
ν = m(Y )−1m|Y ∈ P(Y ) and µ = m(X)−1m|X ∈ P(X). Then we have pmp actions
G↷ (X,µ) and H ↷ (Y, ν) given by {g · x} = gHx ∩X and {h · y} = hGy ∩ Y . Moreover,
we have cocycles α : G × X → H and β : H × Y → G given by g · x = gα(g, x)x and
h · y = hβ(h, y)y. Cocycles arising this way are called ME-cocycle [24].

2.3. Essentially trivial, amenable and elementary cocycles. In the next section we
will prove a rigidity result for cocycles with values into hyperbolic groups (Theorem 3.1) and
derive a corollary (Corollary 3.2) needed in the proof of our main result. In preparation for
these results, we introduce the following terminology here.

Definition 2.1. Let G,H be countable groups, G↷ (X,µ) a pmp action and c : G×X → H
a cocycle.

(1) If S is a set endowed with an action of H, a map φ : X → S is called c-equivariant
if it satisfies that φ(gx) = c(g, x)φ(x), for every g ∈ G and a.e. x ∈ X.

(2) We say that c is essentially trivial if there is a c-equivariant Borel map φ : X → F(H).
(3) If H is a hyperbolic group and ∂H denotes its Gromov boundary, then we say that

c is elementary if there is a c-equivariant Borel map φ : X → P≤2(∂H).
(4) We say that c is amenable if there exist Borel maps φn : X → P(H), n ∈ N, such

that ∥φn(gx)− c(g, x)φn(x)∥1 → 0, for every g ∈ G and a.e. x ∈ X.

In (2)-(4), we consider the natural actions of H on F(H),P(H), P≤2(∂H), respectively.

We note that the above notion of an elementary cocycle is a variation of (but different
from) the notion introduced in [38, Definition 1.1]. Thus, c is elementary in the sense of [38,
Definition 1.1] if and only if it essentially trivial or elementary in the sense of our Definition
2.1. The notion of an amenable cocycle is inspired by [6] and the proof of [10, Theorem 4.1].
If H is amenable, then any cocycle c : G×X → H is amenable.

In Corollary 3.5 we clarify the relationship between the above notions if H is hyperbolic.
Thus, we show that any elementary cocycle is amenable, and, conversely, any amenable
cocycle whose restriction to any G-invariant set is not elementary trivial must be elementary.

We next record a few basic facts concerning the above notions.

Proposition 2.2. Let G,H be countable groups, G↷ (X,µ) a pmp action and c : G×X →
H a cocycle. Then the following hold:

(1) c : G ×X → H is essentially trivial if and only if there exists a c-equivariant Borel
map φ : X → P(H). In particular, if c is essentially trivial then it is amenable.

(2) If {Gk}k≥1 is an increasing sequence of subgroups of G with G = ∪k≥1Gk, then a
cocycle c : G×X → H is amenable if and only if c|(Gk×X) is amenable for all k ≥ 1.

(3) If G has property (T) and c is amenable, then c is essentially trivial.
(4) Let {Hk}k≥1 be an increasing sequence of subgroups of H with H = ∪k≥1Hk. Assume

that H = Hk ×H ′
k for some subgroup H ′

k of H, and let pk : H → Hk be the quotient
homomorphism, for every k ≥ 1. If the cocycle pk ◦ c : G×X → Hk is amenable, for
every k ≥ 1, then c is amenable.

(5) Assume that c is an ME-cocycle arising from an ME-coupling of G and H. If c|(G0×X)

is an amenable cocycle, for some subgroup G0 < G, then G0 is amenable.



A CONTINUUM OF NON-MEASURE EQUIVALENT GROUPS 5

(6) Assume that c is an ME-cocycle arising from an ME-coupling of G and H. Let N◁H
be a normal subgroup and denote by p : H → H/N the quotient homomorphism. If
p ◦ c : G×X → H/N is an amenable cocycle, then the group H/N is amenable.

Proof. The proofs of parts (1)-(3) are standard and are left to the reader.
(4) Assume that pk ◦ c is amenable for every k ≥ 1. For k ≥ 1, view P(Hk) ⊂ P(H)

using the embedding Hk < H. Since pk ◦ c is amenable, we can find a sequence of Borel
maps ξn,k : X → P(H) such that ∥ξn,k(gx) − pk(c(g, x)) · ξn,k(x)∥1 → 0, as n → ∞, for
every g ∈ G and a.e. x ∈ X. Thus, we can find nk ≥ 1 such that ηk := ξnk,k : X → P(H)
satisfies ∥ηk(gx) − pk(c(g, x))ηk(x)∥1 → 0, as k → ∞, for every g ∈ G and a.e. x ∈ X.
Since for every h ∈ H we have that pk(h) = h, for large enough k ≥ 1, we conclude that
∥ηk(gx)− c(g, x)ηk(x)∥1 → 0, for every g ∈ G and a.e. x ∈ X. Hence, c is amenable.
(5) Assume that c is an ME-cocycle. Thus, there exists an ME-coupling (Ω,m) of G and

H such that we can view X ⊂ Ω in such a way that X is a fundamental domain for the
action of H and c is given by g · x = gc(g, x)x, for every g ∈ G and x ∈ X. Assuming that
c|(G0 × X) is an amenable cocycle, we can find a sequence of Borel maps ξn : X → P(H)
such that ∥ξn(g · x)− c(g, x)ξn(x)∥1 → 0, for every g ∈ G0 and a.e. x ∈ X. For every n ≥ 1,
we define a Borel function ηn ∈ L1(Ω,m)+,1 by letting ηn(x) = ξn(hx)(h), for every x ∈ Ω
and h ∈ H such that hx ∈ X. A direct calculation shows that if g ∈ G, then∫

Ω

|ηn(gx)− ηn(x)| dm(x) =

∫
X

∥ξn(g · x)− c(g, x)ξn(x)∥1 dm(x).

From this we deduce that ∥g ·ηn−ηn∥L1(Ω,m) → 0, for every g ∈ G0. Since the action of G on
Ω has a measurable fundamental domain, the action G0 also has a measurable fundamental
domain, say Z. If we define ζn ∈ ℓ1(G0)+,1 = P(G0) by letting ζn(g0) =

∫
g0Z

ηn dm, then it

follows that ∥g · ζn − ζn∥1 → 0, for every g ∈ G0. This proves that G0 is amenable.
(6) Assume that c is an ME-cocycle and keep the notation from the proof of (5). Let

Y ⊂ Ω be a fundamental domain for the action of G and consider the associated action of
H on (Y, ν), where ν = m(Y )−1m|Y . After possibly replacing Y by gY , for some g ∈ G,
we may assume that Z := X ∩ Y is non-negligible. Assume that p ◦ c : G × X → H/N
is amenable. Thus, there exists a sequence of Borel maps ξn : X → P(H/N) such that
∥ξn(g · x)− p(c(g, x))ξn(x)∥1 → 0, for every g ∈ G and a.e. x ∈ X.
Let z ∈ Z ⊂ Y and h ∈ H such that h · z ∈ Z. Then h · z = ghz, for some g ∈ G. Since

z, ghz ∈ Z ⊂ X, we get that h = c(g, z) and that h · z = g · z. From this we deduce that
∥ξn(h · z)− p(h)ξn(z)∥1 = ∥ξn(g · z)− p(c(g, z))ξn(z)∥1 → 0, for all h ∈ H and almost every
z ∈ Z such that h ·z ∈ Z. Enumerate H = {hk}k≥1, put T = H ·Z ⊂ Y and for every n ≥ 1,
define a Borel map ηn : T → P(H/N) by letting ηn(y) = p(hk)ξn(h

−1
k · y), where k ≥ 1 is

smallest integer with hk · y ∈ Z. It is easy to see that ∥ηn(h · y) − p(h) · ηn(y)∥1 → 0, for
every h ∈ H and a.e. y ∈ T . But then ζn ∈ P(H/N) given by ζn = ν(T )−1

∫
T
ηn(y) dν(y)

satisfy ∥ζn − p(h)ζn∥1 → 0, for every h ∈ H. This proves that H/N is amenable. □

2.4. Wreath-like product groups. We continue by recalling from [14, 13] the notion of a
wreath-like product of groups.

Definition 2.3. A group G is called a wreath-like product of two groups A and B if it is
an extension of the form {e} −→ A(B) −→ G −→ B −→ {e}, where the action of G on
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A(B) =
⊕

b∈B(A)b by conjugation satisfies g(A)bg
−1 = (A)π(g)b, for every g ∈ G and b ∈ B,

with π : G→ B being the quotient homomorphism.

We denote by WR(A,B) the family of all wreath-like products of A and B. The usual
wreath product A ≀ B = A(B) ⋊ B belongs to WR(A,B). More precisely, G ∈ W(A,B)
is (canonically) isomorphic to A ≀ B if and only if the extension used to define G is split.
The wreath-product A ≀ B does not have property (T) unless A has property (T) and B is
finite. One of the main findings of [14, 13] is that there exist an abundance of wreath-like
products with property (T). In particular, group theoretic Dehn filling was used to show that
hyperbolic groups G with property (T) admit many quotients which can be decomposed as
wreath-like products and which inherit property (T) from G (see [13, Theorem 2.7]).

In the proof of Theorem 1.1 we will need the following result.

Proposition 2.4. For every n ∈ N, there exists a property (T) group V ∈ WR(F(N)
n , B),

where B is a torsion-free (hence, ICC) hyperbolic group.
Moreover, if {Ak}∞k=1 is a sequence of n-generated groups, then there exists a property (T)

group belonging to WR(
⊕∞

k=1Ak, B).

This result is a variation of [14, Proposition 2.11] which established the case n = 1.

Proof. As in the proof of [14, Proposition 2.11], let S be any finitely presented, residually
finite, torsion-free group with property (T). By [14, Lemma 2.10], there exists a short exact

sequence 1 → N → G
γ→ S×Z → 1, where G is torsion-free hyperbolic and N is a non-trivial

normal subgroup of G with property (T).
Since G0 := γ−1(S×{1}) is a normal subgroup of G and K(G) = {1} (as G is torsion-free

and K(G) is the maximal finite normal subgroup of G), [13, Lemma 3.22] implies that G0

is a suitable subgroup of G, in the sense of [13, Definition 3.21]. Applying [13, Proposition
4.21] provides a Cohen-Lyndon subgroup H ∼= Fn of G such that H is contained in G0 and
G/⟨⟨H⟩⟩ is an ICC hyperbolic group, where ⟨⟨H⟩⟩◁G denotes the normal subgroup generated
by H. Since G is torsion-free, we may also assume that G/⟨⟨H⟩⟩ is torsion-free.

Since G0 ◁ G, we have ⟨⟨H⟩⟩ ◁ G0. Let T = {[sHs−1, tHt−1 | s⟨⟨H⟩⟩ ̸= t⟨⟨H⟩⟩}. By [13,
Corollary 4.18], we get W := G/⟨T ⟩ ∈ WR(H,G/⟨⟨H⟩⟩).

Let π : G → W be the quotient homomorphism, and define V = π(G0) = G0/T . If
ρ : W → G/⟨⟨H⟩⟩ is the quotient homomorphism, then V = ρ−1(G0/⟨⟨H⟩⟩). Thus, by [14,
Lemma 2.8] we get V ∈ WR(H(I), G/⟨⟨H⟩⟩), where I is a set of cardinality equal to [G : G0].

Since [G : G0] = [S × Z : S × {1}] = ∞, we deduce that H(I) ∼= F(N)
n .

Since G0 sits in a short exact sequence {e} → N → G0
γ→ S → {e}, and N and S have

property (T), we find that G0 has property (T). Therefore, V = π(G0) has property (T).
Since B = G/⟨⟨H⟩⟩ is a torsion-free, ICC hyperbolic group and H ∼= Fn, it follows that V is
a group with the desired properties, proving the main assertion.

Since the groups {Ak}nk=1 are n-generated, their direct sum
⊕∞

k=1Ak is a quotient of F(N)
n .

The moreover assertion then follows from [14, Lemma 2.12]. □

3. Cocycle rigidity

The goal of this section is to prove following theorem and its corollary needed in the proof
of Theorem 1.1.
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Theorem 3.1. Let G1, G2, G be countable groups such that G1×G2◁G is a normal subgroup.
Let G ↷ (X,µ) be a pmp action and c : G×X → H a cocycle, with H a hyperbolic group.
Then there is a measurable partition X = X1⊔X2⊔Y such that Xi is (G1×G2)-invariant and
c|(Gi×X) is essentially trivial, for i ∈ {1, 2}, Y is G-invariant and c|(G×Y ) is elementary.

The statement of Theorem 3.1 is inspired by Popa and Vaes’ powerful dichotomy theorem
[41] for von Neumann algebras arising from actions of hyperbolic groups. While Theorem
3.1 can be proved using [41], we give a more elementary, ergodic-theoretic approach relying
on results from [2, 3, 4, 29, 10].

Corollary 3.2. Let G ∈ WR(A,B), for countable groups A,B. Let G ↷ (X,µ) be an
ergodic pmp action and c : G×X → H be a cocycle, where H is a hyperbolic group. Then c
is amenable or c|(A(B) ×X) is essentially trivial.

Corollary 3.2 will be deduced at the end of the section from Theorem 3.1.
In preparation for the proof of Theorem 3.1, we first establish some additional basic facts

concerning the notions in Definition 2.1.

Lemma 3.3. Let G < K,H be countable groups, K ↷ (X,µ) a pmp action and c : K×X →
H a cocycle. Let Y ⊂ X be a G-invariant measurable set. Define Z = ∪k∈NK(G)kY .

(1) If c|(G× Y ) is essentially trivial, then c|(G× Z) is essentially trivial.
(2) If H is hyperbolic and c|(G× Y ) is elementary, then c|(G× Z) is elementary.
(3) If c|(G× Y ) is amenable, then c|(G× Z) is amenable.

Proof. Let S be a standard Borel space endowed with a Borel action ofH. Let φ : Y → S be a
c|(G×Y )-equivariant Borel map. For k ∈ K, put φk : k

−1Y → S by φk(x) = c(k, x)−1φ(kx).

Claim 1. φk is a c|(k−1Gk × k−1Y )-equivariant Borel map.

Indeed, for every g ∈ k−1Gk and a.e. x ∈ k−1Y , we have kx ∈ Y and kgk−1 ∈ G, hence

φk(gx) = c(k, gx)−1φ(kgk−1kx) =c(k, gx)−1c(kgk−1, kx)φ(kx)

=c(k, gx)−1c(kgk−1, kx)c(k, x)φk(x)

=c(g, x)φk(x).

Claim 1 gives that if k ∈ NK(G), then φk is c|(G×k−1Y )-equivariant. Thus, if c|(G×Y ) is
essentially trivial (respectively, elementary), then so is c|(G× k−1Y ), for every k ∈ NK(G).
This implies parts (1) and (2). If S = P(H), then the same calculation as in the proof
of Claim 1 shows that ∥φk(gx) − c(g, x)φk(x)∥1 = ∥φ(kgk−1kx) − c(kgk−1, kx)φ(kx)∥1, for
every g ∈ k−1Gk and x ∈ k−1Y . This gives that if c|(G × Y ) is amenable and k ∈ NK(G),
then c|(G× k−1Y ) is amenable, which implies part (3). □

Next, we clarify the relationship between elementary and amenable cocycles, see Corollary
3.5. To this end, we first prove the following result.

Lemma 3.4. Let G,H be countable groups, G ↷ (X,µ) a pmp action and c : G×X → H
be an amenable cocycle. Let H ↷ S be an action by homeomorphisms on a compact metric
space S. Then there exists a c-equivariant Borel map η : X → P(S).

The proof of this result is standard, but for lack of a reference, we include a detailed proof.
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Proof. Since (X,µ) is a standard probability space, we may assume that X is a compact
metric space. Since c is an amenable cocycle, we can find a sequence of Borel maps ψn :
X → P(H) such that ∥ψn(gx) − c(g, x)ψn(x)∥1 → 0, for every g ∈ G and a.e. x ∈ X. Fix
s ∈ S and define π : P(H) → P(S) by letting π(f) =

∑
h∈H f(h)δhs for every f ∈ P(H).

Then π is a Borel H-equivariant map and ∥π(f)− π(g)∥ = ∥f − g∥1, for every f, g ∈ P(H).
Thus, ηn = π◦ψn : X → P(S), n ∈ N, are Borel maps such that ∥ηn(gx)−c(g, x)ηn(x)∥ → 0,
for every g ∈ G and a.e. x ∈ X.

If n ∈ N and f : X×S → C is a Borel function, then
∫
S
f(x, t) dηn(x)(t) =

∑
h∈H f(x, hs)ψn(x)(h),

for every x ∈ X. This implies that X ∋ x 7→
∫
S
f(x, t) dηn(x)(t) ∈ C is a Borel function,

so we can define ρn ∈ P(X × S) by ρn :=
∫
X
(δx ⊗ ηn(x)) dµ(x). Consider the Borel action

G↷ X×S given by g ·(x, t) = (gx, c(g, x)t). Then gρn =
∫
X
(δx⊗c(g, g−1x)ηn(g

−1x)) dµ(x).
In combination with the dominated convergence theorem this implies that

∥gρn − ρn∥ ≤
∫
X

∥c(g, g−1x)ηn(g
−1x)− ηn(x)∥ dµ(x) → 0, for every g ∈ G.

Therefore, any weak∗-limit point ρ ∈ P(X × S) of {ρn}n∈N is G-invariant. Moreover, let
p : X × S → X be the projection p(x, s) = x. Then p∗ρn = µ, for every n ∈ N, and thus
p∗ρ = µ. Thus, we find a Borel map η : X → P(S) such that ρ =

∫
X
(δx⊗η(x)) dµ(x). Since

η is unique up to measure zero and gρ =
∫
X
(δx⊗ c(g, g−1x)η(g−1x)) dµ(x), we conclude that

η(x) = c(g, g−1x)η(g−1x), for all g ∈ G and a.e. x ∈ X. This finishes the proof. □

An action of a countable group H on a compact space Y is called (topologically) amenable
[7] if there is a sequence of continuous maps ηn : Y → P(H) such that for every h ∈ H we
have supx∈Y ∥ηn(hx) − hηn(x)∥1 → 0. Assume that H ↷ Y is an amenable action. Then
the action H ↷ Y0 is amenable, for every closed H-invariant subset Y0 ⊂ Y . Moreover, the
action H ↷ P(Y ) is also amenable, where P(Y ) is endowed with the weak∗-topology, as
witnessed by the maps η̃n : P(Y ) ∋ µ 7→

∫
Y
ηn(y) dµ(y) ∈ P(H).

By a result of Adams [2, Theorem 5.1] (see also [11, Theorem 5.3.15]), for any hyperbolic
group H, the action H ↷ ∂H is amenable. Since P≤2(∂H) ⊂ P(∂H) is a closed H-invariant
subset, we get that the actions H ↷ P(∂H) and H ↷ P≤2(∂H) are also amenable, for any
hyperbolic group H.

Corollary 3.5. Let G,H be countable groups, with H hyperbolic, G↷ (X,µ) a pmp action
and c : G × X → H a cocycle. Then c is amenable if and only if there is a G-invariant
measurable set Y ⊂ X with c|(G× Y ) elementary and c|(G× (X \ Y )) essentially trivial.

Proof. Assume that c is amenable. By Lemma 3.4, there is a c-equivariant Borel map
φ : X → P(∂H). The conclusion follows from [38, Lemma 3.2]; for completeness, we
include the argument here. Let Y = {x ∈ X | φ(x) ∈ P≤2(∂H)}. Then Y is a G-invariant
measurable set and c|(G× Y ) is elementary. Since H is hyperbolic, there is a H-equivariant
Borel map π : P≥3(∂H) → F(H) (see [4, Corollary 5.3]). Since φ(x) ∈ P≥3(∂H), for every
x ∈ X \ Y , the composition π ◦ φ witnesses that c|(G× (X \ Y )) is essentially trivial.

Since any essentially trivial cocycle is amenable (see Proposition 2.2(1)), in order to prove
the converse, it remains to argue that any elementary cocycle is amenable. Assume that c
is elementary and let φ : X → P≤2(∂H) be a Borel c-equivariant map. Since the action
H ↷ P≤2(∂H) is amenable, there is a sequence of continuous maps ηn : P≤2(∂H) → P(H)
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such that ∥ηn(hy) − hηn(y)∥1 → 0, for every h ∈ H and y ∈ P≤2(∂H). The Borel maps
ψn := ηn ◦ φ : X → P(H) then satisfy ∥ψn(gx) − c(g, x)ψn(x)∥1 → 0, for every g ∈ G and
a.e. x ∈ X. In other words, c is amenable. □

We next show that elementarity of cocycles passes to normalizers. This relies on ideas of
Adams (see [3, Section 2]) and their refinement by Hjorth and Kechris (see [29, Theorem
2.2]).

Proposition 3.6. Let G < K,H be countable groups, with H hyperbolic, K ↷ (X,µ) a pmp
action and c : K ×X → H a cocycle. Assume that c|(G×X) is elementary and c|(G× Y )
is not essentially trivial, for every non-negligible G-invariant measurable set Y ⊂ X. Then
c|(NK(G)×X) is elementary.

Proof. Let S be the set of all c-equivariant Borel maps η : X → P(∂H). Since c|(G×X) is
elementary, S ̸= ∅. We claim that for every η ∈ S, we have η(x) ∈ P≤2(∂H), for a.e. x ∈ X.
Let η ∈ S and put Y = {x ∈ X | η(x) ∈ P≥3(∂H)}. Then Y is a G-invariant measurable
set. Since H is hyperbolic, there is an H-equivariant Borel map π : P≥3(∂H) → F(H) (see
[4, Corollary 5.3]). Then the Borel map φ =: π ◦ η : Y → F(H) is c-equivariant. Hence
c|(G× Y ) is essentially trivial and therefore µ(Y ) = 0, which proves our claim.

By applying [29, Proposition B4.1] (which goes back to work of Adams and Zimmer, see,
e.g., [3, Lemma 2.6]) we find η ∈ S such that for every η′ ∈ S we have that supp(η′(x)) ⊂
supp(η(x)), for a.e. x ∈ X. Moreover, we may assume that η(x) assigns equal weights to
the elements of its support, for every x ∈ X. We claim that

(3.1) η(kx) = c(k, x)η(x), for every k ∈ NK(G) and a.e. x ∈ X.

To prove the claim, let k ∈ NK(G) and define ηk : X → P≤2(∂H) by ηk(x) = c(k, x)−1η(kx).
Claim 1 from the proof of Lemma 3.3 shows that ηk ∈ S. By the defining property of η,
supp(ηk(x)) ⊂ supp(η(x)), for a.e. x ∈ X. Putting s(x) = |supp(η(x))| ∈ {1, 2}, we get
s(kx) ≤ s(x), for a.e. x ∈ X. Since

∫
X
(s(x)−s(kx)) dµ(x) = 0, we deduce that s(kx) = s(x),

for a.e. x ∈ X. Thus |supp(ηk(x))| = |supp(η(x))|, hence supp(ηk(x)) = supp(η(x)) and
ηk(x) = η(x), for a.e. x ∈ X. This proves (3.1) which implies the conclusion. □

Finally, to prove Theorem 3.1, we will need a straightforward generalization of [10, Theo-
rem 4.1]. Following [10], we say that a countable group G has property (S) if there exists a
map η : G → P(G) such that limx→∞ ∥η(gxh) − gη(x)∥1 = 0, for every g, h ∈ G. We note
that a group belongs to Ozawa’s class S if and only if it is exact and has property (S), see
[11, Definition 15.1.2].

Theorem 3.7 (Brothier-Deprez-Vaes, [10]). Let G1, G2, H be countable groups, G1 ×G2 ↷
(X,µ) a pmp action and c : (G1×G2)×X → H a cocycle. Assume that H has property (S).
Then there is a partition X = X1 ⊔X2 into measurable, (G1 ×G2)-invariant sets such that

(1) c|(G1 ×X1) is amenable.
(2) c|(G2 ×X2) is essentially trivial.

Proof. By using a maximality argument and Lemma 3.3, in order to prove the conclusion,
it suffices to show that if Y ⊂ X is a non-negligible (G1 × G2)-invariant measurable set,
then either c|(G1 × Y ) is amenable or c|(G2 × Z) is essentially trivial, for a non-negligible
G2-invariant set Z ⊂ Y .
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This assertion follows from the proof of [10, Theorem 4.1]. We sketch the argument,
leaving the details to the reader. Denoting ω = c|(G1 ×G2 × Y ), we have that either

(1) There exists no sequence gn ∈ G2 such that ω(gn, ·) → ∞ in measure.
(2) There exists a sequence gn ∈ G2 such that ω(gn, ·) → ∞ in measure.

In case (1), the proof of [10, Theorem 4.1] provides a Borel map ξ : Y → ℓ2(H) which is
not zero a.e. and satisfies ξ(gx) = ω(g, x)ξ(x), for every g ∈ G2 and a.e. x ∈ Y . Let
Z = {x ∈ Y | ξ(x) ̸= 0}. For x ∈ Z, let φ(x) = {h ∈ H | ξ(x)(h) = ∥ξ(x)∥∞}. Then Z is
non-negligible and G2-invariant. Moreover, φ(x) ⊂ H is finite and φ(g2x) = ω(g2, x)φ(x),
for all g2 ∈ G2 and a.e. x ∈ Z, and thus c|(G2 × Z) = ω|(G2 × Z) is essentially trivial.
In case (2), the proof of [10, Theorem 4.1] shows the existence of a sequence of measurable

functions ψn : Y → P(H) such that the sequence of functions ∥ψn(gx) − ω(g, x)ψn(x)∥1
converges to zero in measure, for every g ∈ G1. After replacing (ψn) with a subsequence
we can assume that ∥ψn(gx) − ω(g, x)ψn(x)∥1 → 0, for every g ∈ G1 and a.e. x ∈ Y . This
shows that c|(G1 × Y ) = ω|(G1 × Y ) is amenable, which finishes the proof. □

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Since every hyperbolic groupH has property (S) (see [11, Proposition
15.2.3 and Example 15.2.5]), Theorem 3.7 gives a partition X = Y0 ⊔ Y2 into measurable,
(G1 × G2)-invariant sets such that c|(G1 × Y0) is amenable and c|(G2 × Y2) is essentially
trivial. By Lemma 3.3, there is a measurable (G1 ×G2)-invariant subset Y1 ⊂ Y0 such that
c|(G1 × Y1) is essentially trivial and c|(G1 × Z) is not essentially trivial, for any measurable
(G1 ×G2)-invariant non-null subset Z of V := Y0 \ Y1.

Letting Y = ∪g∈GgV , we will argue that c|(G × Y ) is elementary. Since c|(G1 × V ) is
amenable, and c|(G1 × Z) is not essentially trivial, for any measurable (G1 × G2)-invariant
non-null subset Z ⊂ V , Corollary 3.5 implies that c|(G1 × V ) is elementary. Further,
Proposition 3.6 gives that c|(G1 × G2 × V ) is elementary. Since G1 × G2 is normal in G,
Lemma 3.3 implies that c|(G1×G2×Y ) is elementary and c|(G1×G2×W ) is not essentially
trivial, for any non-null measurable (G1×G2)-invariant setW ⊂ Y . By applying Proposition
3.6 again we get that c|(G×Y ) is amenable. If W ⊂ Y is a non-null measurable G-invariant
set, then c|(G1 ×G2 ×W ) and thus c|(G×W ) is not essentially trivial. Lemma 3.5 implies
that c|(G× Y ) is elementary.

Finally, since X = Y0 ∪ Y2 = V ∪ Y1 ∪ Y2 and V ⊂ Y , we have that X = Y ∪ Y1 ∪ Y2.
Letting X1 = Y1 \ Y and X2 = Y2 \ Y , the conclusion follows. □

Proof of Corollary 3.2. Recall that G ∈ WR(A,B) means we have a short exact sequence
{e} 7→ A(B) 7→ G 7→ B 7→ {e} such that if π : G → B is the quotient homomorphism, then
g(A)bg

−1 = (A)ε(g)b, for every g ∈ G and b ∈ B.

Assuming that c is not amenable, we will prove that c|(A(B) ×X) is essentially trivial.
We first claim that c|(Ae × X) is essentially trivial. Since c is not amenable, c is not

elementary by Proposition 3.5. Since the action G↷ (X,µ) is ergodic, Theorem 3.1 gives a
partition into measurable A(B)-invariant sets X = X1⊔X2 such that c|(Ae×X1) is essentially
trivial and c|(A(B\{e})×X2) is essentially trivial. If g ∈ G, then gA(B\{e})g−1 = A(B\{π(g)}) and
therefore Claim (1) implies that c|(AB\{π(g)})×gX2) is essentially trivial. If g ∈ G\A(B), then
Ae ⊂ A(B\{π(g)}) and hence c|(Ae × gX2) is essentially trivial. Since X2 is A(B)-invariant,
Y = ∪g∈G\A(B)gX2 is G-invariant and c|(Ae × Y ) is essentially trivial. Since the action



A CONTINUUM OF NON-MEASURE EQUIVALENT GROUPS 11

G ↷ (X,µ) is ergodic, µ(Y ) ∈ {0, 1}. If µ(Y ) = 1, then c|(Ae ×X) is essentially trivial. If
µ(Y ) = 0, then µ(X2) = 0 and hence µ(X1) = 1 and c|(Ae ×X) is again essentially trivial.

Now, if b ∈ B, then gAeg
−1 = Ab, for any g ∈ π−1({b}). This implies that c|(Ab ×X) is

essentially trivial, for every b ∈ B. Applying Lemma 3.8 below gives that c|(A(F ) × X) is
essentially trivial, for every finite set F ⊂ B. Writing A(B) = ∪nA

(Fn), where (Fn) ⊂ B is an
increasing sequence of finite subsets with ∪nFn = B, and using Proposition 2.2, it follows
that c|(A(B) ×X) is amenable.

By Lemma 3.3, since A(B) ◁G and the action G↷ (X,µ) is ergodic, either c|(A(B) ×X)
is essentially trivial, or c|(A(B) × Z) is not essentially trivial, for any non-null measurable
A(B)-invariant set Z ⊂ X. In the latter case, Corollary 3.5 implies that c|(A(B) × X) is
elementary. Proposition 3.6 further gives that c|(G × X) is elementary, which contradicts
our assumption and finishes the proof. □

Lemma 3.8. Let G1, G2 < G and H be countable group such that G2 ⊂ NG(G1). Let
G ↷ (X,µ) be a pmp action and c : G × X → H be a cocycle such that c|(G1 × X) and
c|(G2 ×X) are essentially trivial. Then c|(G1G2 ×X) is essentially trivial.

Proof. It suffices to prove that given a non-null G1G2-invariant measurable subset Y ⊂ X,
there is a non-null G1G2-invariant measurable subset Z ⊂ Y such that c|(G1G2 × X) is
essentially trivial. Since c|(Gi × Y ) is essentially trivial, we can find Fi ⊂ H finite such that

µ({x ∈ Y | c(g, x) ∈ Fi}) >
2µ(Y )

3
, for all g ∈ G1 and i ∈ {1, 2}.

Using this fact and the cocycle identity and denoting F = F1F2 it is immediate that

µ({x ∈ Y | c(g, x) ∈ F}) > µ(Y )

3
, for all g ∈ G1G2.

We now proceed as in the proof of [10, Theorem 4.1]. Consider the unitary representation
π : G→ U(L2(X×H)) given by (π(g)∗ξ)(x, h) = ξ(gx, c(g, x)h), for all g ∈ G, ξ ∈ L2(X×H),
x ∈ X and h ∈ H. Then for every g ∈ G1G2 we have that

⟨π(g)∗(1Y ⊗ 1F ), 1Y ⊗ 1{e}) = µ({y ∈ Y | c(g, x) ∈ F}) > µ(Y )

3
, for every g ∈ G1G2.

From this it follows that the element η ∈ L2(X × H) of minimal ∥ · ∥2 in the convex hull
of {π(g)∗(1Y ⊗ 1F ) | g ∈ G1G2} is non-zero and π(G)-invariant. Thus, we get a Borel map
ζ : X → ℓ2(H) such that ζ(gx) = c(g, x)ζ(x), for all g ∈ G1G2 and a.e. x ∈ X. Let
Z = {x ∈ Y | ζ(x) ̸= 0}. For x ∈ Z, let φ(x) = {h ∈ H | ζ(x)(h) = ∥ζ(x)∥∞}. Then Z is
non-null and G1G2-invariant. Moreover, φ(x) ⊂ H is finite and φ(gx) = c(g, x)φ(x), for all
g ∈ G1G2 and a.e. x ∈ Z. Thus, c|(G1G2 × Z) is essentially trivial, as desired. □

4. An extension of results of Monod-Shalom

The goal of this section is to extend certain results of Monod and Shalom from [39] to
infinite direct sums and to ICC groups in class C. A countable group Γ belongs to class C
[39, Definition 2.15] if it admits a mixing unitary representation π such that H2

b(Γ, π) ̸= 0.
The following “cocycle reduction lemma” allows us to extend the results in [39] so that they
apply not just to torsion-free groups in C, but, more generally (since by [39, Proposition
7.11] any torsion-free group in C is ICC), to all ICC groups in C.
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Lemma 4.1. Let G and H be countable groups with normal subgroups M ◁ G and N ◁ H.
Let G↷ (X,µ) be a pmp action and let H ↷ Z be a smooth Borel action. Assume that:

(1) we have an ME cocycle c : G × X → H, along with a Borel map f : X → Z with
f(g · x) = c(g, x) · f(x), for every g ∈M and almost every x ∈ X,

(2) for all z ∈ Z, the projection of the stabilizer Hz of z ∈ Z to H/N is finite,
(3) H/N has no nontrivial finite invariant random subgroups.

Then there exists a Borel map φ : X → H such that φ(g · x)c(g, x)φ(x)−1 ∈ N , for every
g ∈M and almost every x ∈ X.

This result holds more generally for locally compact second countable groups (with “finite”
in items (2) and (3) replaced by “compact”), but we state it in the case of countable groups,
since this is the only case needed later on. An invariant random subgroup (IRS) [1] of a
countable group H is a conjugation-invariant Borel probability measure µ on the compact
space SubH of subgroups of H. An IRS µ of H is finite if µ-a.e. H0 ∈ SubH is finite, and
trivial if it is supported on the trivial subgroup of H. We note that the assumption that
H/N has no nontrivial finite IRS is rather mild, and holds for instance if H/N has trivial
amenable radical [8] or is ICC.

Proof. Let σG and σH be the counting measures on G and H, respectively. Consider the
actionG×H ↷ (X×H,µ×σH) given by g(x, h0) = (g·x, c(g, x)h0) and h(x, h0) = (x, h0h

−1),
for g ∈ G, h ∈ H. Since c is an ME-cocycle, there exist a pmp action H ↷ (Y, ν), a cocycle
d : H×Y → G, and a measure preserving isomorphism Φ : (Y ×G, ν×σG) → (X×H,µ×σH)
that is (G × H)-equivariant, where Y × G is equipped with the (G × H)-action given by
g(y, g0) = (y, g0g

−1) and h(y, g0) = (h · y, d(h, y)g0), for g ∈ G, h ∈ H.
For y ∈ Y , let p(y) ∈ X and ρ(y) ∈ H be such that Φ(y, e) = (p(y), ρ(y)). Then for each

h ∈ H and y ∈ Y we have

(p(h · x), ρ(h · y)h) = h−1Φ(h · y, e)
= Φ(y, d(h, y)−1)

= d(h, y)Φ(y, e)

= (d(h, y) · p(y), c(d(h, y), p(y))ρ(y)),

so that p(h · y) = d(h, y)p(y) and c(d(h, y), p(y)) = ρ(h · y)hρ(y)−1.
Get π : (X,µ) → (W, ζ) be the ergodic decomposition map for the action M ↷ (X,µ).

Since M is normal in G, the action of G on (X,µ) descends through π to a pmp action of
G on (W, ζ). Applying Zimmer’s cocycle reduction lemma [44, Lemma 5.2.11] measurably
across the M -ergodic components on (X,µ), we obtain measurable maps θ : W → Z and
φ : X → H such that cφ(g, x) := φ(g · x)c(g, x)φ(x)−1 ∈ Hθ(π(y)) for all g ∈ M , x ∈ X. Let
h 7→ h̄ denote the projection map H → H/N so that H̄ = H/N . For a map χ taking values
in H, denote by χ̄ its composition with the projection to H̄, and for a subgroup H0 < H
denote H̄0 = {h̄ | h ∈ H0}. For w ∈ W , let c̄φw :M × π−1(w) → H̄θ(w) denote the restriction
of c̄φ toM×π−1(w). Since the groups H̄θ(w) are finite, by conjugating cφ further if necessary
we may assume without loss of generality that for almost every w ∈ W the cocycle c̄φw is
minimal, i.e., it takes values in a subgroup Kw < H̄θ(w) and is not cohomologous to a cocycle
taking values in a proper subgroup of Kw.
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Our next goal is to use the subgroups (Kw)w∈W to construct a finite IRS of H̄. Let
σH̄ be the counting measure of H̄. Consider the action G ↷ (X × H̄, µ × σH̄) given by
g(x, h̄) = (g · x, c̄φ(g, x)h̄). Then an ergodic decomposition for the restriction of this action
to M is obtained as follows: for almost every w ∈ W and each h̄ ∈ H̄, since the cocycle c̄φw is
minimal, the action of M on (π−1(w)×Kwh̄, µw×σKwh̄) is ergodic, where µw is the measure
on π−1(w) coming from the disintegration of µ over π, and σKwh̄ is the right translation by
h̄ of the counting measure σKw of Kw. Let νw be the pushforward of σH̄ to the right coset
space Kw\H̄ under the map h̄ 7→ Kwh̄

−1. Then σH̄ =
∫
Kw\H̄ σKwh̄ dνw(Kwh̄). Hence,

µ× σH̄ =

∫
W

∫
Kw\H̄

(µw × σKwh̄) dνw(Kwh̄) dζ(w)

which exhibits an ergodic decomposition for the action of M on X × H̄.
Since M is normal in G, the action of G on X × H̄ permutes the M -ergodic components.

Therefore, for every g ∈ G, for almost every w ∈ W and h̄0 ∈ H̄ there is some h̄ ∈ H̄
(depending on g, w, and h̄0) such that the measures g∗(µw × σKwh̄0

) and µg·w × σKg·wh̄ are

equivalent. Thus, for µw-a.e. x ∈ π−1(w) the measures c̄φ(g, x)∗σKwh̄0
and σKg·wh̄ have the

same support, i.e., c̄φ(g, x)Kwh̄0 = Kg·wh̄. For such x we have c̄φ(g, x) ∈ Kg·wh̄h̄
−1
0 , so

c̄φ(g, x)Kw = Kg·wh̄h̄
−1
0 = Kg·wc̄

φ(g, x) and hence

(4.1) Kπ(g·x) = c̄φ(g, x)Kπ(x)c̄
φ(g, x)−1, for a.e. x ∈ X.

Letting Cx := φ(x)−1Kπ(x)φ(x), we then have Cg·x = c(g, x)Cxc(g, x)
−1 for every g ∈ G

and almost every x ∈ X. For y ∈ Y , define Cy := ρ(y)−1Cp(y)ρ(y). Since p(h·y) = d(h, y)p(y)
and c(d(h, y), p(y)) = ρ(h · y)hρ(y)−1, for every h ∈ H, we have

Ch·y = ρ(h · y)−1Cp(h·y)ρ(h · y) = ρ(h · y)−1Cd(h,y)·p(y)ρ(h · y)
= ρ(h · y)−1c(d(h, y), p(y))Cp(y)c(d(h, y), p(y))

−1ρ(h · y)
= hρ(y)−1Cp(y)ρ(y)h

−1

= hCyh−1.

Therefore, the image of ν under y 7→ Cy is a finite IRS of H̄. Hence Cy is trivial almost
surely since by assumption H̄ has no nontrivial finite IRS. This implies that Kπ(p(y)) is
trivial for a.e. y ∈ Y . Since G · Φ(Y × {e}) = Φ(G · (Y × {e}) = Φ(Y × G) = X ×H and
G ·Φ(Y × {e}) ⊂ G · (p(Y )×H) ⊂ G · p(Y )×H, we get that G · p(Y ) ⊂ X is µ-conull. By
combining the last two facts with (4.1) we further deduce that Kπ(x) is trivial for a.e. x ∈ X.
Hence Kw is trivial for a.e. w ∈ W . Thus, φ(g ·x)c(g, x)φ(x)−1 ∈ N , for every g ∈M and

almost every x ∈ X. □

In what follows, given a direct sum H =
⊕

j∈J Hj and j0 ∈ J , we write Ĥj0 for
⊕

j ̸=j0
Hj.

In the case where J is finite and G/M is assumed torsion-free, the following is shown in
[39, Proposition 5.1]. We extend this result to the case J is countable (i.e., either finite or
countably infinite) and G/M is only assumed ICC.

Proposition 4.2. Let (Ω,m) be an ME-coupling of countable groups G and H =
⊕

j∈J Hj.

Suppose that M is a normal subgroup of G such that G/M is ICC and belongs to the class

C. Then there exist j0 ∈ J and a G-fundamental domain Y ⊂ Ω such that Ĥj0Y ⊂MY .
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Proof. Let p : G → G/M be the quotient homomorphism and π : G/M → U(H) be a
mixing unitary representation with H2

b(G/M, π) ̸= 0. Fix measurable fundamental domains
Y0, X0 ⊂ Ω for G,H respectively. After possibly replacing Y0 by gY0, for some g ∈ G, we
may assume that Y0 ∩ X0 is non-negligible. Let µ = m(X0)

−1m|X0 and G ↷ (X0, µ) be
the associated pmp action of G given by {g · x} = Gx ∩ X0, and likewise denote the pmp
action H ↷ (Y0, ν) by h · y. Let c : H × Y0 → G be the associated ME-cocycle given by
c(h, y)hy = h · y.

Assume first that J is finite. If π̃ = π ◦p : Γ → U(H), then H2
b(Γ, π̃) ̸= 0 by [39, Corollary

3.6]. Arguing as in the first part of the proof of [39, Proposition 5.1], we find some j0 ∈ J
and a nonzero measurable function f : Y0 → H such that f(h · y) = π̃(c(h, y))f(y) for all

h ∈ Ĥj0 and almost every y ∈ Y0. Since π is mixing, π̃ is smooth. Since G/M is ICC, we
can apply Lemma 4.1 to obtain a Borel map φ : Y0 → G with φ(h · y)c(h, y)φ(y)−1 ∈M for

all h ∈ Ĥj0 and almost every y ∈ Y0. Then Y := {φ(y)y | y ∈ Y0} satisfies the conclusion.

Indeed, for every ∈ Ĥj0 and almost every y ∈ Y0, we have

h(φ(y)y) = φ(y)hy = (φ(h · y)c(h, y)φ(y)−1)−1φ(h · y)(h · y) ∈MY.

Moreover, for further reference, we note that the cocycle (p ◦ c)|Ĥj0
×Y0

is cohomologous to

the trivial homomorphism Ĥj0 → G/M , hence amenable.
Assume now that J is infinite. For a subset I of J , we denote by H(I) the subgroup of H

comprising of elements whose projection to each coordinate outside of I is the identity. We
claim that there is a finite subset F of J such that the cocycle (p◦c)|H(F )×Y0 is not amenable.

Otherwise, Proposition 2.2(2) implies that the cocycle p ◦ c : H × Y0 → G/M is amenable.
By Proposition 2.2(6), this gives that G/M is amenable, which is a contradiction.

If F ⊂ J finite is such that the cocycle (p◦c)|H(F )×Y0 is not amenable, the conclusion follows

by applying the finite case to the finite direct sum decomposition Λ = Λ(J\F )⊕
⊕

j∈F Λj. □

Proposition 4.3. Let (Ω,m) be an ME-coupling of countable groups G =
⊕

i∈I Gi and
H =

⊕
j∈J Hj with I and J countable. Assume that each Gi is an ICC group in the class

C. Then there exists a map t : I → J such that for each finite subset F of I there exists a

fundamental domain YF ⊂ Ω for the action of G such that Ĥt(i)YF ⊂ ĜiYF for all i ∈ F .
Such a map t is surjective provided that either (1) I is finite and each Hj is infinite, or (2)
I is infinite and each Hj is nonamenable.
Moreover, if each Hj is an ICC group in the class C, then there exists a unique such map

t, which is bijective, and for each finite subset Q of J there exists a fundamental domain

XQ ⊂ Ω for the action of H such that Ĝt−1(j)XQ ⊂ ĤjXQ for every j ∈ Q.

Proof. The existence of a not necessarily surjective map t : I → J with the stated property
follows from Proposition 4.2 and the inductive step in the proof of [39, Proposition 5.1]. The
fact that t is surjective under assumption (1) follows exactly as in the proof of surjectivity
in [39, Proposition 5.1] (which requires the assumption that each Hj is infinite).

Suppose that (2) holds, and assume the notation from the proof of Proposition 4.2. Since
Hj is nonamenable and c is an ME-cocycle, the cocycle c|(Hj × Y0) is not amenable by
Proposition 2.2(4). Proposition 2.2(4) further provides a finite set F ⊂ I such that the
cocycle q ◦ c : Hj × Y0 → G(F ) is not amenable, where q : G → G(F ) is the quotient
homomorphism.
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We claim that j ∈ t(F ). Otherwise, we have

ΛjYF ⊂
⋂
i∈F

Ĥt(i)YF ⊂
⋂
i∈F

ĜiYF = G(I\F )YF ,

so there exists a measurable map φ : Y0 → G such that φ(h · y)c(h, y)φ(y)−1 ∈ G(I\F ) for all
h ∈ Hj and a.e. y ∈ Y0. Hence q(φ(h · y))q(c(h, y))q(φ(y)−1) = 0, for all h ∈ Hj and a.e.
y ∈ Y0. This shows that the cocycle q ◦ β : Hj × Y0 → G(F ) is essentially trivial, which is a
contradiction. The map t is therefore surjective.

The proof of the last statement of the proposition is similar to the second paragraph of
the proof of [39, Theorem 1.16], and does not depend on the surjectivity that we already
proved above. Assume that each Hj is an ICC group in the class C. Then we can find a
map s : J → I such that for each finite Q ⊂ J there is a fundamental domain XQ ⊂ Ω for

the action of H with Ĝs(j)XQ ⊂ ĤjXQ for all j ∈ Q.
We claim that t(s(j)) = j, for every j ∈ J . Given j ∈ J , we find fundamental domains

X, Y ⊂ Ω for the actions of H,G, respectively, with Ĝs(j)X ⊂ ĤjX and Ĥt(s(j))Y ⊂ Ĝs(j)Y .
By translating Y by an element of G if necessary, we may assume without loss of generality
that the intersection A = X ∩ Y is non-negligible. To show that t(s(j)) = j, it is enough to

show that each infinite subgroup K < Ĥt(s(j)) has nontrivial intersection with Ĥj. Indeed,

this implies that Hj is not contained in Ĥt(s(j)) and hence t(s(j)) = j.

Given an infinite subgroup K of Ĥt(s(j)), by Poincaré recurrence there is some nontrivial
h ∈ K such that h · A ∩ A has positive measure, and hence there is some g ∈ G such that
hA ∩ gA has positive measure. Then

hA ∩ gA ⊂ Ĥt(s(j))Y ∩ gY ⊂ Ĝs(j)Y ∩ gY,

and since Y is a fundamental domain for the action of G it must be that g ∈ Ĝs(j). Therefore,

hA ∩ gA ⊂ hX ∩ Ĝs(j)X ⊂ hX ∩ ĤjX.

As X is a fundamental domain for the action of H it must be that h ∈ Ĥj, so K ∩ Ĥj is
nontrivial, as claimed.

We have shown that t(s(j)) = j for all j ∈ J . Switching the roles of G and H we obtain
s(t(i)) = i for all i ∈ I, so that t is invertible with inverse s. This finishes the proof. □

Theorem 4.4. Suppose Gi, i ∈ I, and Hj, j ∈ J , are ICC groups in the class C, where I, J
are countable. If G :=

⊕
i∈I Gi and H :=

⊕
j∈J Hj are measure equivalent then |I| = |J | and

there exists a bijection t : I → J such that Gi is measure equivalent with Ht(i) for all i ∈ I.

Proof. Let (Ω,m) be an ME-coupling of G and H. Let t : I → J be as in Proposition
4.3. By that Proposition, t is bijective (hence |I| = |J |), and for each i ∈ I we can find

fundamental domains Yi, Xi ⊂ Ω for the action of G,H, respectively, such that Ĥt(i)Yi ⊂ ĜiYi
and ĜiXi ⊂ Ĥt(i)Xi. Then Gi

∼= G/Ĝi and Ht(i)
∼= H/Ĥt(i) are measure equivalent by

Proposition 4.5(2) below. □

Proposition 4.5. Let G and H be countable groups, let M ◁ G and N ◁ H be normal
subgroups, and let Ḡ = G/M and H̄ = H/N . Let (Ω,m) be an ergodic ME-coupling of G
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and H, and suppose that there exist finite measure fundamental domains Y,X ⊂ Ω for the
actions of G and H, respectively, which satisfy NY ⊂MY and MX ⊂ NX. Then

(1) [36] The groups M and N are measure equivalent. Moreover, after replacing Y by its
translate by some element of G, the action of M ×N on (MY ∩NX,m|MY ∩NX) is
an ME-coupling of M and N .

(2) [39] The groups Ḡ and H̄ are measure equivalent. Moreover, if A is the σ-algebra
of all (M ×N)-invariant measurable subsets of Ω, then up to rescaling by a constant
there is a unique (Ḡ × H̄)-invariant σ-finite measure ν on A that is equivalent to
m|A, and the action of Ḡ× H̄ on (A, ν) is an ergodic ME coupling of Ḡ and H̄.

Proof. (1) After replacing Y by gY , for some g ∈ G, we may assume that m(Y ∩X) > 0 and
hence that m(MY ∩NX) > 0. Let Ω0 = MY ∩NX and let m0 = m|Ω0 . Since NY ⊂ MY
and MX ⊂ NX, both MY and NX are (M × N)-invariant, and hence so is Ω0. The set
X∩MY has finite measure since X does, and is a fundamental domain for the action of N on
Ω0. Indeed, h(X∩MY ), h ∈ N , are pairwise disjoint sinceX is a fundamental domain for the
action ofN on Ω, and cover Ω0 sinceN(X∩MY ) =

⋃
h∈N hX∩hMY =

⋃
h∈N hX∩MY = Ω0

by the N -invariance of MY . Similarly, NX ∩ Y is a finite measure fundamental domain for
the action of M on Ω0, so (Ω0,m0) is an ME-coupling of M and N .

(2) The ergodic (G × H)-action on (Ω,m) descends to an ergodic (Ḡ × H̄)-action on
(A,m|A). The restricted measurem|A is not σ-finite if N (equivalently,M) is infinite, but by
selecting a set TN ⊂ H of representatives for the right cosets of N in H we obtain a (Ḡ×H̄)-
invariant σ-finite measure ν onA that is equivalent tom|A given by ν(Z) = µΩ(Z∩TNX), for
Z ∈ A. Since ν is equivalent tom|A, the (Ḡ×H̄)-action on (A, ν) is ergodic, and hence, up to
rescaling by a constant, ν is the unique (Ḡ× H̄)-invariant σ-finite measure that is equivalent
to m|A. Since MX ⊂ NX, we get that NX belongs to A. Since ν(NX) = m(X) <∞, we
also get that NX is a finite measure fundamental domain for the action of H̄ on (A, ν).
On the other hand, selecting a set TM ⊂ G of representatives for the right cosets of M in

G we get a (Ḡ × H̄)-invariant σ-finite measure ν ′ on A that is equivalent to m|A, defined
by ν ′(Z) = µΩ(Z ∩ TMY ), for Z ∈ A. As above we see that MY is a ν ′-finite measure
fundamental domain for the action of Ḡ on (A, ν ′). Since ν ′ and ν are equivalent measures,
ν ′ is a scalar multiple of ν, so ν(MY ) <∞. Thus, (A, ν) is an ME-coupling of Γ̄ and Λ̄. □

We end this section with the following consequence of Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 4.6. Let G,H be countable groups with normal subgroups M ◁G,N ◁H. Let (Ω,m)
be an ME-coupling of G and H, Y0 ⊂ Ω a fundamental domain for the action of G, and
c : H × Y0 → G the associated ME-cocycle. Let Ḡ = G/M and denote by c̄ : H × Y0 → Ḡ
the composition of c with the projection map g 7→ ḡ from G to Ḡ. Assume that the cocycle
c̄|(N × Y0) is essentially trivial and Ḡ is ICC.

Then there is a fundamental domain Y ⊂ Ω for the action of G such that NY ⊂MY .

Proof. Consider the action of G on F(Ḡ) given by g · F = ḡF . Then each stabilizer of this
action of G projects to a finite subgroup of Ḡ. Since c̄|(N × Y0) is essentially trivial, there
exists a measurable map f : Y0 → F(Ḡ) satisfying f(h · y) = c(h, y) · f(y), for every h ∈ N
and almost every y ∈ Y0.
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Since Ḡ is ICC, the hypothesis of Lemma 4.1 is satisfied, so there exists a Borel map
φ : Y0 → G such that φ(h · y)c(h, y)φ(y)−1 ∈ M , for every h ∈ N and almost every y ∈ Y0.
Define Y = {φ(y)y|y ∈ Y0}. Then Y is a fundamental domain for the action of G on Ω, and
for every h ∈ H and almost every y ∈ Y0 we have

hφ(y)y = φ(y)hy = φ(y)c(h, y)−1(h · y) = (φ(h · y)c(h, y)φ(y)−1)−1φ(h · y)(h · y).
Therefore, NY ⊂MY , as claimed. □

5. Pairwise non-ME groups in class C

In this section, we establish another ingredient needed to prove Theorem 1.1 by construct-
ing an infinite family of pairwise non-ME groups in class C which can be generated by a
fixed number of generators.

Proposition 5.1. There exists a continuum sized family {Ac}c∈I of finitely generated ICC
groups in the class C which are pairwise not measure equivalent.

Proof. In the proof of [25, Proposition VI.16] Gaboriau constructs, for each irrational number
c ∈ (1, 1 + 1

8
), a finitely generated group Γc of fixed price c which is an amalgam of the

form Γc = Jc ∗Kc Hc, where the group Jc is strongly treeable of fixed price c, both Hc

and Kc are infinite amenable groups, and Kc has infinite index in both Jc and Hc. Thus,

β
(2)
n (Hc) = β

(2)
n (Kc) = 0, for every n ≥ 1, β

(2)
1 (Jc) = c − 1 and β

(2)
n (Jc) = 0, for every

n ≥ 2 (see [26, Corollaire 3.23 and Proposition 6.10]). From this and [12] it follows that

β
(2)
1 (Γc) = c− 1 and β

(2)
n (Γc) = β

(2)
n (Jc) + β

(2)
n (Hc) = 0, for every n ≥ 2.

Let F2 denote the free group on two generators and let Ac = Γc ∗ (F2 × F2). Then

β
(2)
1 (Ac) = c, β

(2)
2 (Ac) = 1, and β

(2)
n (Ac) = 0 for n ≥ 3. It follows from [26] that the groups

Ac are pairwise non-measure equivalent. The groups Ac, each being a free product of infinite
groups, are all ICC and belong to the class C (by [39, Theorem 1.3]). □

Since the family {Ac}c∈I is uncountable, we can find n ≥ 2 and an uncountable subfamily
{Ac}c∈J such that Ac can be generated by n elements, for every c ∈ J . This will be enough
to prove the main assertion of Theorem 1.1. However, since the groups Ac contain torsion,
in order to derive the moreover part of Theorem 1.1 we will need the following:

Proposition 5.2. There exists a countably infinite family {Bd}d≥1 of torsion-free, 4-generated
ICC groups in the class C which are pairwise not measure equivalent.

In preparation for the proof of this result, recall from [26] that the approximate ergodic
dimension a-erg-dim(Γ) of a countable group Γ is the least d ∈ N ∪ {ℵ0} such that there
exists a free pmp action Γ ↷ (X,µ) whose orbit equivalence relation R may be expressed as
an increasing union R =

⋃
i∈N Ri of Borel subequivalence relations such that each Ri admits

a discrete Borel simplicial action on a Borel bundle of contractible simplicial complexes of
dimension d. The approximate ergodic dimension is a measure equivalence invariant.

Proof. Let d ≥ 1 and consider the action of Z on the direct sum
⊕d

i=1 F2 of d copies of F2

via a cyclic permutation of the direct factors. Let Cd := (
⊕d

i=1 F2)⋊Z be the corresponding
semi-direct product, which is a torsion-free, 3-generated group with approximate ergodic
dimension d by [26]. Indeed, the inequality a-erg-dim(Cd) ≤ d is straightforward. We also
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have d ≤ a-erg-dim(
⊕d

i=1 F2) ≤ a-erg-dim(Cd) where the first inequality follows from [26,

Corollaire 5.13] since β
(2)
d (

⊕d
i=1 F2) = 1, and the second inequality follows from

⊕d
i=1 F2

being a subgroup of Cd. Thus, the groups Cd, d ≥ 1, are pairwise non-measure equivalent.
Finally, let Bd = Cd ∗ Z, for every d ≥ 1. Then Bd ∈ C by [39, Theorem 1.3] and Bd

is torsion-free and ICC, for every d ≥ 1. Moreover, since β
(2)
1 (Bd) = 0 for every d ≥ 1 by

[26, Théorème 6.8], applying [5, Theorem 1.5] implies that the groups {Bd}d≥1 are pairwise
non-measure equivalent. □

6. Proof of Theorem 1.1

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.1. We first establish the following:

Theorem 6.1. Let A and C be any countable groups, and B and D be ICC hyperbolic groups.
Assume that G ∈ WR(A,B) and H ∈ WR(C,D) are measure equivalent groups. Then the
groups A(B) and C(D) are measure equivalent.

Proof. Let (Ω,m) be an ergodic ME-coupling of G and H, Y0 ⊂ Ω a fundamental domain for
the action of G and H ↷ (Y0, ν) the associated ergodic pmp action, where ν = m(Y0)

−1m|Y0 .

Let c : H×Y0 → G be the associated ME-cocycle and c̄ : H×Y0 → G/A(B) the composition
of c with the projection from G to G/A(B) ∼= B.

Since B is hyperbolic, Corollary 3.2 implies that either the cocycle c̄ is amenable or the
cocycle c̄|(C(D) × Y0) is essentially trivial. Since c is an ME-cocycle, by Proposition 2.2(6),
c being amenable would imply that B is amenable, which is a contradiction. Thus, we must
have that the cocycle c̄|(C(D) × Y0) is essentially trivial. Hence, by using Lemma 4.6 and
again that B is ICC, we find a fundamental domain Y ⊂ Ω for the action of G such that
C(D)Y ⊂ A(B)Y . Likewise, there is a fundamental domain X ⊂ Ω for the action of H with
A(B)X ⊂ C(D)X. Therefore, A(B) and C(D) are measure equivalent by Proposition 4.5. □

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Proposition 5.1 implies that there exist n ≥ 2 and an infinite
family {Ak}∞k=1 of n-generated ICC groups in class C which are pairwise non-ME.

For x ∈ {0, 1}N, define Nx = {k ∈ N | x(k) = 1} and Dx =
⊕

k∈Nx
Ak. Since Ak is

n-generated, for every k ≥ 1, Proposition 2.4 provides a torsion-free (hence, ICC) hyperbolic
group B such that for every x ∈ {0, 1}N we can find a property (T) group Gx ∈ WR(Dx, B).

We claim that the groups {Gx}x∈{0,1}N are pairwise non-measure equivalent. Assume that

Gx and Gy are measure equivalent, for some x, y ∈ {0, 1}N. Since B is ICC hyperbolic,

Theorem 6.1 implies that D
(B)
x

∼= ⊕k∈NxA
(N)
k and D

(B)
y

∼= ⊕k∈NyA
N
k are measure equivalent.

Since Ak is ICC and in class C, for every k ≥ 1, Theorem 4.4 implies that the set of groups
{Ak}k∈Nx and {Ax}x∈Ny coincide up to measure equivalence. Since the groups {Ak}k≥1 are
pairwise non-measure equivalent, we get Nx = Ny hence x = y, which proves the claim and
the main assertion of Theorem 1.1.

Towards proving the moreover assertion, let x ∈ {0, 1}N. The Künneth formula implies

that β
(2)
p (D

(B)
x ) = 0, for every p ≥ 1. Using this, the fact that we have a short exact sequence

{e} −→ D
(B)
x −→ Gx −→ B −→ {e} and that B has an element of infinite order, it follows

from [37, Theorem 7.2(6)] that β
(2)
p (Gx) = 0, for every p ≥ 1.
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Finally, we note that by using Proposition 5.2 instead of Proposition 5.1, we may assume
that the groups {Ak}k≥1 are torsion-free. Thus, if x ∈ {0, 1}N, then Dx is torsion-free.
Further, since Gx ∈ WR(Dx, B) and B is torsion-free, we deduce that Gx is torsion-free. □
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Artin groups. J. Éc. polytech. Math., 9:1021–1067, 2022.
[32] Ishan Ishan, Jesse Peterson, and Lauren Ruth. Von Neumann equivalence and properly proximal groups.

Adv. Math., 438:Paper No. 109481, 43, 2024.
[33] Paul Jolissaint. Proper cocycles and weak forms of amenability. Colloq. Math., 138(1):73–88, 2015.
[34] Alexander S. Kechris and Benjamin D. Miller. Topics in orbit equivalence, volume 1852 of Lecture Notes

in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2004.
[35] Yoshikata Kida. Measure equivalence rigidity of the mapping class group. Ann. of Math. (2),

171(3):1851–1901, 2010.
[36] Yoshikata Kida. Invariants of orbit equivalence relations and Baumslag-Solitar groups. Tohoku Mathe-

matical Journal, Second Series, 66(2):205–258, 2014.
[37] Wolfgang Lück. L2-invariants: theory and applications to geometry and K-theory, volume 44 of Ergeb-

nisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics
[Results in Mathematics and Related Areas. 3rd Series. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics].
Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2002.

[38] Nicolas Monod and Yehuda Shalom. Cocycle superrigidity and bounded cohomology for negatively
curved spaces. J. Differential Geom., 67(3):395–455, 2004.

[39] Nicolas Monod and Yehuda Shalom. Orbit equivalence rigidity and bounded cohomology. Annals of
mathematics, pages 825–878, 2006.

[40] Donald S. Ornstein and Benjamin Weiss. Ergodic theory of amenable group actions. I. The Rohlin
lemma. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.), 2(1):161–164, 1980.

[41] Sorin Popa and Stefaan Vaes. Unique Cartan decomposition for II1 factors arising from arbitrary actions
of hyperbolic groups. J. Reine Angew. Math., 694:215–239, 2014.

[42] Hiroki Sako. The class S as an ME invariant. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN, (15):2749–2759, 2009.
[43] Hiroki Sako. Measure equivalence rigidity and bi-exactness of groups. J. Funct. Anal., 257(10):3167–

3202, 2009.
[44] Robert J Zimmer. Ergodic theory and semisimple groups. Birkhäuser Basel, 1984.
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