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BIMODULE COEFFICIENTS, RIESZ TRANSFORMS ON COXETER

GROUPS AND STRONG SOLIDITY

MATTHIJS BORST, MARTIJN CASPERS, AND MATEUSZ WASILEWSKI

Abstract. In deformation-rigidity theory it is often important to know whether certain bimod-
ules are weakly contained in the coarse bimodule. Consider a bimodule H over the group algebra
C[Γ], with Γ a discrete group. The starting point of this paper is that if a dense set of the so-called
coefficients of H is contained in the Schatten Sp class p ∈ [2,∞) then the n-fold tensor power
H⊗n

Γ
for n ≥ p/2 is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule. We apply this to gradient bimodules

associated with the carré du champ of a symmetric quantum Markov semi-group.
For Coxeter groups we give a number of characterizations of having coefficients in Sp for

the gradient bimodule constructed from the word length function. We get equivalence of: (1)
the gradient-Sp property introduced by the second named author, (2) smallness at infinity of a
natural compactification of the Coxeter group, and for a large class of Coxeter groups: (3) walks
in the Coxeter diagram called parity paths.

We derive several strong solidity results. In particular, we extend current strong solidity results
for right-angled Hecke von Neumann algebras beyond right-angled Coxeter groups that are small
at infinity. Our general methods also yield a concise proof of a result by T. Sinclair for discrete
groups admitting a proper cocycle into a p-integrable representation.

1. Introduction

This paper establishes bridges between the Riesz transform in modern harmonic analysis and
von Neumann algebra theory. The original Riesz transform can be defined as follows. Consider
the positive unbounded Laplace operator ∆ and the directional gradient ∇j on L2(R

n) given by

∆ = −
n∑

j=1

∂2

∂x2j
, ∇j =

∂

∂xj
, 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

Then the Riesz transform Rj = ∇j ◦∆− 1

2 for 1 ≤ j ≤ n is an isometry on L2(R
n) that has been

studied extensively in classical harmonic analysis in the context of Fourier multipliers, singular
integral operators and Calderón-Zygmund theory.

Riesz transforms can be defined abstractly for any C0-semi-group of positive measure preserving
unital contractions on L∞(X,µ), with (X,µ) a finite Borel measure space. Such semi-groups admit
a generator ∆ and a natural replacement of the gradient ∇ known as the carré du champ. The

Riesz transform is then defined as ∇ ◦∆− 1

2 . These Riesz transforms were studied by Meyer [40]
for (commutative) Gaussian algebras and their study was continued by Bakry [3], [4], Gundy
[29], Pisier [45], amongst others. This in particular involves an analysis of diffusion semi-groups
on compact Riemannian manifolds with lower bounds on the Ricci curvature [4]. In the non-
commutative situation Clifford algebras were considered by Lust-Piquard [38], [39]. Also recently
the Riesz transform was studied on general groups [33] using certain multipliers associated with
cocycles.

In this paper we study Riesz transforms associated with non-commutative generalizations of
diffusion semi-groups: (symmetric) quantum Markov semi-groups. Let M be a finite von Neu-
mann algebra and Φ = (Φt)t≥0 a point-strongly continuous semi-group of trace preserving unital
completely positive maps. Such a semi-group comes with a generator ∆. The proper replacement
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of the gradient is played by a bilinear form that is a non-commutative version of the carré du
champ. For simplicity we consider mostly quantum Markov semi-groups of Fourier multipliers
associated with a discrete group Γ, acting on the group algebra C[Γ]. Then the carré du champ
allows the construction of a C[Γ] bimodule H∇ and a derivation, i.e. a map satisfying the Leibniz
rule, ∇ : C[Γ] → H∇ such that (here formally) ∆ = ∇∗∇. So ∇ is a root of ∆ just as in the
case of the Laplace operator and the gradient. We refer to Cipriani-Sauvageot [21] where also

the analytical framework is established. Then there is an isometry ∇ ◦∆− 1

2 : ℓ2(Γ) → H∇ called
the Riesz transform. This Riesz transform was studied in the context of q-Gaussian algebras [18],
[38], [39] and compact quantum groups [16], [15].

In the current paper we are interested in applications of the Riesz transform to group von
Neumann algebras of discrete groups; we focus on Coxeter groups but we also obtain results for
other groups.

Recall that to a discrete group Γ we may associate the group von Neumann algebra L(Γ) which
is the von Neumann algebra generated by the left regular representation. Let F2 be the free group
with two generators. In his fundamental papers on free probability Voiculescu [53] showed that
L(F2) does not possess a Cartan subalgebra, meaning that there does not exist a maximal abelian
subalgebra (MASA) of L(F2) whose normalizer generates L(F2). An important consequence is
that L(F2) does not non-trivially decompose as a crossed product and cannot be constructed
from an equivalence relation with a cocycle as was shown by Feldman and Moore [25], [26]. In
[43] Ozawa and Popa gave an alternative proof of the Voiculescu’s result. They showed that
L(F2) is strongly solid. This means that the normalizer of any diffuse amenable von Neumann
subalgebra of L(F2) generates a von Neumann algebra that is amenable again. Since L(F2) is
nonamenable and since MASA’s are diffuse it automatically follows that L(F2) does not possess
a Cartan subalgebra. After [43] many von Neumann algebras were proven to be strongly solid,
see e.g. [31], [42], [47] and references given there. As a consequence of the methods in this paper
we are able to prove such strong solidity results as well.

To motivate the first part of this paper we recall the following theorem from [18]. We do not
explain for now the technical terms that occur in this theorem but in the subsequent paragraph we
explain what the crucial part is. Theorem 1.1 itself is actually not that hard to prove; however its
consequences (see [47], [31]) and proving that its assumptions hold in examples is rather intricate.

Theorem 1.1 (Proposition 5.2 of [18]). Let H be a C[Γ] bimodule and let V : ℓ2(Γ) → H
be bounded. Assume that H is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule of Γ, that V is almost
bimodular and that V ∗V is Fredholm. Assume that C∗

r (Γ) is locally reflexive. Then L(Γ) satisfies
AO+.

The Akemann-Ostrand property AO+ (as in [31]) will be used frequently in this paper for which
we refer to Definition 3.10. If Γ is weakly amenable then AO+ implies strong solidity [47], [31].
The Coxeter groups in this paper are weakly amenable [27], [32] as are all hyperbolic discrete
groups [41].

In view of Theorem 1.1 we are mostly still interested in two things: (1) constructing almost
bimodular maps V : ℓ2(Γ) → H with H a C[Γ] bimodule; (2) showing that the C[Γ] bimodule H
is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule ℓ2(Γ)⊗ℓ2(Γ) of Γ. It turns out that very often the Riesz
transform is an almost bimodular map. Further, we provide comprehensible conditions that show
that the gradient bimodule is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule. We will develop general
theory for this as follows.

In the first part of this paper we study bimodules over C[Γ] and their coefficients. We define
coefficients of a C[Γ] bimodule as a certain map C[Γ] → C[Γ]. This notion occurs for instance
in [2, Section 13] for von Neumann algebras; the more algebraic notion we present here is more
convenient for our purposes. Since C[Γ] ⊆ ℓ2(Γ) a coefficient determines a densely defined map
ℓ2(Γ) → ℓ2(Γ). We study when these maps are contained in the Schatten von Neumann non-
commutative Lp-space Sp.
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For two C[Γ] bimodulesH1 and H2 we shall also show that H1⊗H2 has a natural C[Γ] bimodule
structure and we denote this bimodule by H1 ⊗Γ H2. As a Hilbert space H1 ⊗Γ H2 = H1 ⊗H2.
Recall that the coarse bimodule of Γ is given by ℓ2(Γ) ⊗ ℓ2(Γ) where the left action of C[Γ] is
on the first tensor leg and the right action on the second tensor leg. In Section 3 we prove the
following, amongst other results (except for part (4), which is proved in Section 4, see Corollary
4.13).

Theorem 1.2. Let H,H1 and H2 be C[Γ] bimodules.

(1) If a dense set of coefficients of H are in S2 then H is a L(Γ) bimodule that is quasi-
contained in the coarse bimodule of Γ.

(2) If a dense set of coefficients of Hi, i = 1, 2 is contained in Spi , pi ∈ [1,∞) then a dense set
of coefficients of H1 ⊗Γ H2 is contained in Sp where 1

p
= 1

p1
+ 1

p2
.

(3) If Vi : ℓ2(Γ) → Hi, i = 1, 2 is almost C[Γ] bimodular then so is V1 ∗ V2 := (V1 ⊗ V2) ◦∆Γ :
ℓ2(Γ) → H1 ⊗Γ H2 where ∆Γ : ℓ2(Γ) → ℓ2(Γ)⊗ ℓ2(Γ) is the comultiplication.

(4) Consider a proper length function ψ : Γ → Z≥0 that is conditionally of negative type,
defined on a finitely generated group Γ. Then the associated Riesz transform R : ℓ2(Γ) →
ℓ2(Γ)∇ is almost bimodular.

Theorem 1.2 provides a clear strategy towards obtaining the input of Theorem 1.1. Namely
we start with a proper length function ψ : Γ → R that is conditionally of negative type. We
construct the associated gradient bimodule H∇ and show that its coefficients are in Sp for some
p ∈ [1,∞). By tensoring we obtain a bimodule (H∇)

⊗n
Γ , n ≥ ⌈p2⌉ and a map

V ∗n : ℓ2(Γ) → (H∇)
⊗n
Γ ,

with the desired properties of Theorem 1.1. This is the rough idea of our strategy. We say ‘rough’
since in all applications we need some suitably adapted variation of this idea.

In the second part of this paper we analyse when coefficients of a gradient bimodule H∇ are
in Sp, p ∈ [1,∞). In order to do so we recall the property gradient-Sp for quantum Markov
semi-groups from [15], [18]. If a quantum Markov semi-group has gradient-Sp then a dense set of
coefficients of H∇ are in Sp; consequently H∇ is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule of Γ.

We first show (Lemma 4.11) that if ψ : Γ → Z is a proper length function that is conditionally
of negative type then gradient Sp, p ∈ [1,∞) for the associated quantum Markov semi-group is
independent of p. Then we analyse when the word length function of a general (finite rank)
Coxeter group is gradient-Sp. We find the following characterization.

Theorem 1.3. Let W = 〈S|M〉 be a finite rank Coxeter system. Fix p ∈ [1,∞]. The following
are equivalent:

(1) The quantum Markov semi-group associated with the word length is gradient-Sp.
(2) For all s, t ∈ S the set {w ∈W : ws = tw} is finite.
(3) The Coxeter system 〈S|M〉 is small at infinity (as in [35]).

In particular for right-angled Coxeter groups these statements are equivalent to the Coxeter
group being a free product of finite abelian Coxeter groups, see [35]. This shows that gradient-
Sp is rather rare. However with the right tensor techniques it can still be turned into a very
useful property. We also provide an almost characterization of when the equivalent statements of
Theorem 1.3 hold in the following theorem. For the definition of the graph GraphS(W ) we refer
to Definition 5.5. The definition of a parity path is given in Definition 5.6.

Theorem 1.4. Let W = 〈S|M〉 be a Coxeter group. If there does not exist a cyclic parity path
in GraphS(W ) then the semi-group (Φt)t≥0 associated to the word length ψS is gradient-Sp for all
p ∈ [1,∞]. The converse holds true if mi,j 6= 2 for all i, j.

Section 5 shows that it is usually easy to determine whether GraphS(W ) has a parity path, see
Corollaries 5.11 and 5.12.
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We now come to the applications. The first one is essentially the main result of [49]. Now
this theorem follows rather directly from our analysis of bimodule coefficients in Section 3. The
theorem in particular applies to icc lattices in the groups SO(n, 1), n ≥ 3 and SU(m, 1),m ≥ 2.

Theorem 1.5 (Application A). Let Γ be a discrete group admitting a proper cocycle into a p-
integrable representation for some p < ∞. Assume C∗

r (Γ) is locally reflexive. Then L(Γ) has
property AO+.

Next we obtain strong solidity results for Hecke von Neumann algebas: q-deformations of
Coxeter groups. The following theorem extends [35, Theorem 0.7] in the case of a right-angled
Coxeter system. What is of particular interest is that our methods really improve on the approach
based on compactifications and boundaries in [35]. More precisely, [35] shows that if the action
of a right-angled Coxeter group on a natural boundary associated with it is small at infinity,
then actually the Coxeter group is a free product of finite (commutative) Coxeter groups. So the
approach in [35, Theorem 0.7] cannot be extended to the current generality.

Theorem 1.6 (Application B). Let W = 〈S|M〉 be a right-angled Coxeter group and let q =
(qs)s∈S with qs > 0. Assume that all elements in

I := {r ∈ S : ∃s, t ∈ S such that mr,s = mr,t = 2 and ms,t = ∞}

commute. Then the Hecke von Neumann algebra Nq(W ) satisfies AO+ and is strongly solid.

We note that a large part of the analysis in proving Theorem 1.6 applies to general Hecke
algebras. However, the strong solidity properties are still pending on whether certain semi-groups
extend to quantum Markov semi-groups. In the final Section 9 of this paper we summarize some
problems that are open to the knowledge of the authors.

Structure of the paper. Section 2 contains the preliminaries. Section 3 contains results on
bimodules and their coefficients. We prove Theorem 1.2. We also directly obtain the first strong
solidity result, namely Theorem 1.5. Section 4 introduces quantum Markov semi-groups, the
gradient bimodule and the Riesz transform. We also derive many of the basic properties. Section
5 proves Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4. Note that here we also establish the Corollaries 5.11
and 5.12 which make it easy to see if a Coxeter group is small at infinity. Section 6 contains an
analysis of quantum Markov semi-groups with weights on the generators. This applies mostly to
right-angled Coxeter groups and it is crucial in the later sections. Section 7 proves strong solidity
results for Coxeter groups using tensor methods. In Section 8 we prove Theorem 1.6. We have
included Section 9 to list some problems that are left open.

Acknowledgements. The authors wish to express their gratitude to Mario Klisse for several
valuable comments and noting the connections obtained in Section 5.6.

2. Preliminaries

Inner products are linear on the left and anti-linear on the right.

2.1. Von Neumann algebras. For standard theory of von Neumann algebras we refer to [50],
[2] and [51]. Let B(H) be the bounded operators on a Hilbert space H. A von Neumann algebra
M is a unital ∗-subalgebra of B(H) that is closed in the strong operator topology. A von Neumann
algebra is finite if it admits a faithful normal tracial state τ : M → C. We will say that the pair
(M, τ) is a finite von Neumann algebra. We let L2(M) be the Hilbert space completion of M with
respect to the inner product 〈x, y〉τ = τ(y∗x). Note that we suppress τ in the notation of L2(M).
In case M is a group von Neumann algebra (see below) τ is understood as the trace defined by
(2). We denote Ωτ ∈ L2(M) for the element 1 ∈M identified within L2(M). A map between von
Neumann algebras is called normal if it is strongly continuous on the unit ball.
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2.2. Operator spaces. For operator spaces we refer to [24], [46]. A map Φ : M → M on a
von Neumann algebra M is called completely positive if for every n ∈ N the map idn ⊗ Φ :
Mn(C)⊗M →Mn(C)⊗M maps positive elements to positive elements.

2.3. Approximation properties. A von Neumann algebraM has the weak-∗ completely boun-
ded approximation property if there exists a net of normal completely bounded finite rank maps
Φi : M → M, i ∈ I such that supi ‖Φi‖cb < ∞ and for every x ∈ M we have Φi(x) → x in the
σ-weak topology. If the Φi can moreover be chosen to be unital and completely positive then M
is called amenable. We refer to [11] for further equivalent notions of amenability.

2.4. Bimodules and containment. A bimodule over an algebra A is a Hilbert space H with
commuting actions of A and the opposite algebra Aop. For x, y ∈ A, ξ ∈ H we denote x · ξ · y or
xξy for the left action of x and the right action of y on the vector ξ. In case A is also a C∗-algebra
we require that both actions are continuous as maps A → B(H) (and therefore contractive).
In case A is a von Neumann algebra we require both actions to be normal. We refer to these
bimodules as A bimodules and it should be clear from the context whether this is a bimodule
over a ∗-algebra, C∗-algebra or von Neumann algebra.

We say that an A bimodule H is contained in an A bimodule K if H is a Hilbert subspace of
K that is invariant under the left and right action of A. We say that H is quasi-contained in K if
H is contained in ⊕i∈IK for some index set I (if H is separable we may choose I = N). We say
that H is weakly contained in K if for every ǫ > 0, every finite set F ⊆ A and every ξ ∈ H there
exist finitely many ηj ∈ K indexed by j ∈ G such that for x, y ∈ F ,

|〈xξy, ξ〉 −
∑

j∈G
〈xηjy, ηj〉| < ǫ.

Containment implies quasi-containment which implies weak containment. In this paper we mostly
deal with quasi-containment though in most of our applications a weak containment would be
sufficient.

LetM be a finite von Neumann algebra. ThenM acts on L2(M) by left and right multiplication.
This turns L2(M) into an M bimodule called the trivial bimodule. Similarly L2(M)⊗L2(M) has
a bimodule structure by extending

x(ξ ⊗ η)y = xξ ⊗ ηy, x, y ∈M, ξ, η ∈ L2(M).

The M bimodule thus obtained is called the coarse bimodule.

2.5. Schatten classes. Let H be a Hilbert space. For p ∈ (0,∞) we define Sp = Sp(H) as the
space of all x ∈ B(H) for which

(1) ‖x‖p := Tr(|x|p)
1

p =

(
∑

i∈I
〈|x|pei, ei〉

) 1

p

is finite where ei, i ∈ I, is any orthonormal basis of H. If p ∈ [1,∞] then (1) defines a norm
turning Sp into a Banach space that is moreover a 2-sided ideal in B(H). In case p ∈ (0, 1) we
have that Sp is a quasi-Banach space as the triangle inequality only holds up to a constant; we
shall only encounter this space in Lemma 3.5.

2.6. Group algebras. Let Γ be a discrete group. We denote e for the identity of Γ. Let

Γ 7→ B(ℓ2(Γ)) : s 7→ λs,

be the left regular representation where λsδt = δst and where δt is the delta function at t ∈ Γ.
The group algebra C[Γ] is the ∗-algebra generated by λs, s ∈ Γ. The reduced group C∗-algebra
C∗
r (Γ) is the norm closure of C[Γ]. The group von Neumann algebra L(Γ) is the strong operator

topology closure of C[Γ]. L(Γ) is finite with faithful normal tracial state

(2) τ(x) = 〈xδe, δe〉, x ∈ L(Γ).
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Note that we have an identification as Hilbert spaces L2(L(Γ)) ≃ ℓ2(Γ) by x 7→ xδe with
x ∈ C[Γ]. Under this identification ℓ2(Γ) is the trivial bimodule with actions given by the left and
right regular representations λ and ρ. The coarse bimodule is then given by ℓ2(Γ) ⊗ ℓ2(Γ) with
left and right actions given by

x · (ξ ⊗ η) · y = (xξ)⊗ (ηy), ξ, η ∈ ℓ2(Γ).

We simply call ℓ2(Γ) ⊗ ℓ2(Γ) with these bimodule actions the coarse bimodule of Γ. We also
summarize that

Γ ⊆ C[Γ] ⊆ C∗
r (Γ) ⊆ L(Γ) ⊆ ℓ2(Γ),

where the first inclusion is given by s 7→ λs and the others were discussed above.

2.7. Hyperbolic groups. Let (V,E) be a graph with vertex set V and edge set E. For v,w ∈ V
a geodesic from v to w is a shortest path in the graph. For G ⊆ V and δ > 0 we define the
δ-neighbourhood of G as all points in V for which there exists a geodesic of length at most δ to
a point in G. (V,E) is hyperbolic if there exists δ > 0 such that for every 3 vertices v,w, u ∈ V
and for all geodesics [v,w], [w, u] and [u, v] between these vertices, we have that [u, v] lies in the
δ-neighbourhood of [v,w] ∪ [w, u].

Let Γ be a finitely generated (discrete) group. Γ is hyperbolic or word hyperbolic if its Cayley
graph is hyperbolic; this definition is independent of the finite generating set that is used to
construct the Cayley graph. We emphasize that in this paper hyperbolic and word hyperbolic
mean the same thing. The terminology ‘word hyperbolic’ is more common in the theory of Coxeter
groups.

2.8. Functions on groups. Let Γ be a discrete group. A length function is a function ψ : Γ →
R≥0 satisfying ψ(uv) ≤ ψ(u) + ψ(v) for all u, v ∈ Γ. If Γ is generated by a finite set S then a
typical length function is defined by ψ(w) = n where w = s1 . . . sn is the shortest way of writing w
as a product of generators si ∈ S. Note that ψ(w) is the distance from w to e in the Cayley graph
of Γ. A function ψ : Γ → R is called conditionally of negative type (also known as conditionally
negative definite) if ψ(e) = 0, ψ(s) = ψ(s−1), s ∈ Γ and for all n ∈ N and s1, . . . , sn ∈ Γ and real
numbers c1, . . . , cn with

∑n
i=1 ci = 0 we have

n∑

i=1

n∑

j=1

cicjψ(s
−1
j si) ≤ 0.

In this paper we shall frequently work with length functions that are conditionally of negative
type. A function ψ : Γ → R is called proper if the inverse image of a compact set is compact
(hence finite as Γ is discrete).

2.9. Tensor products. With mild abuse of notation we use ⊗ for several different tensor prod-
ucts in this paper. If V1 and V2 are vector spaces then V1⊗V2 is the tensor product of these vector
spaces. If V1 and V2 are algebras or ∗-algebras then we see V1 ⊗ V2 as an algebra or ∗-algebra
as well. When V1 and V2 are Hilbert spaces V1 ⊗ V2 is the Hilbert space tensor product (closure
of the vector space tensor product) and it should be understood from the context which tensor
product is meant. We further use ⊗ to denote tensor products of linear maps or elements. In case
V1 and V2 are C∗-algebras we will write ⊗alg instead of ⊗ for their tensor product as a ∗-algebra
and ⊗min for their spatial tensor product; this is also the minimal tensor product by Takesaki’s
theorem. If V1 and V2 are von Neumann algebras we denote by V1⊗V2 the von Neumann algebraic
tensor product (strong operator topology closure of the spatial tensor product).

3. Coefficients of bimodules

In this section we study bimodules over the group algebra of a discrete group and provide
sufficient criteria for when such a bimodule is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule. We also
consider tensor products of such bimodules. We conclude this section with our first strong solidity
result in Section 3.4.
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3.1. Coefficients and quasi-containment. Let Γ be a discrete group with group algebra C[Γ],
reduced group C∗-algebra C∗

r (Γ) and group von Neumann algebra L(Γ). They include naturally

C[Γ] ⊆ C∗
r (Γ) ⊆ L(Γ).

In turn L(Γ) ⊆ ℓ2(Γ) by x 7→ xδe. Hence we may and will view C[Γ] as the subspace of ℓ2(Γ) of
functions with finite support. Now a C[Γ] bimodule will be a Hilbert space H with commuting
left and right actions of Γ and thus of C[Γ] by extending the actions linearly.

Definition 3.1 (Coefficients). Let H be a C[Γ] bimodule. Let ξ, η ∈ H be such that there exists
a map Tξ,η : C[Γ] → C[Γ] such that

(3) τ(Tξ,η(x)y) = 〈xξy, η〉, x, y ∈ C[Γ].

Tξ,η is called the coefficient of H at ξ, η. Set Tξ := Tξ,ξ. The coefficient Tξ,η is in Sp with
p ∈ [1,∞] if Tξ,η exists and extends to a bounded operator Tξ,η : ℓ2(Γ) → ℓ2(Γ) that is moreover
in Sp := Sp(ℓ2(Γ)).

Note that if the map Tξ,η is existent then it is uniquely determined by (3). Indeed, if T ′
ξ,η is

another map with this property then τ((Tξ,η−T ′
ξ,η)(x)y) = 0 for all x, y ∈ C[Γ] so that T ′

ξ,η = Tξ,η.

Remark 3.2. In [2, Definition 13.1.6] the notion of a coefficient of a von Neumann bimodule is
defined. Definition 3.1 is an algebraic analogue which is more convenient for our purposes. The
reason that we work in this algebraic setting is that the bimodules we consider in this paper are
a priori not necessarily von Neumann bimodules. In fact for the gradient bimodules we consider
in Section 4 this is not even true in general. However, under the conditions of Proposition 3.3 the
normal extensions of the left and right actions automatically exist.

Proposition 3.3 (Quasi-containment). Let H be a C[Γ] bimodule. Suppose that there exists a
dense subset H0 ⊂ H such that for any ξ ∈ H0 the coefficient Tξ : C[Γ] → C[Γ] is in S2. Then the
left and right C[Γ] actions on H extend to (bounded) normal L(Γ) actions and the L(Γ) bimodule
H is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule ℓ2(Γ)⊗ ℓ2(Γ).

Proof. Take ξ ∈ H0. Define the functional

ρ : C[Γ]⊗alg C[Γ]
op → C : x⊗ yop 7→ 〈x · ξ · y, ξ〉.

For x, y ∈ C[Γ] by definition of Tξ,

ρ(x⊗ yop) = 〈x · ξ · y, ξ〉 = τ(Tξ(x)y) = τ(yTξ(x)) = 〈Tξ(x), y∗〉τ .
Now as Tξ is Hilbert-Schmidt there exists a vector ζξ ∈ ℓ2(Γ)⊗ ℓ2(Γ) such that

ρ(x⊗ yop) = 〈x⊗ yop, ζξ〉 = 〈(x⊗ yop) · (1⊗ 1), ζξ〉.
This shows that ρ extends contractively to C∗

r (Γ)⊗minC
∗
r (Γ). Moreover, this shows that ρ extends

to a normal contractive map on the von Neumann algebraic tensor product L(Γ)⊗L(Γ) → C. By
Kaplansky’s density theorem this extension of ρ is moreover positive. Since ℓ2(Γ) ⊗ ℓ2(Γ) is the
standard form of L(Γ)⊗L(Γ)op there exists η ∈ ℓ2(Γ)⊗ ℓ2(Γ) such that

ρ(x⊗ yop) = 〈x · η · y, η〉, x, y ∈ L(Γ).
This proves that the conditions of [18, Lemma 2.2] are fulfilled and hence H is quasi-contained
in the coarse bimodule. We already observed in the preliminaries that this quasi-containment
implies that the left and right actions extend to normal actions of L(Γ). �

A subset H00 ⊆ H of a C[Γ] bimodule H is called cyclic if H0 := spanC[Γ]H00C[Γ] is dense
in H. The following lemma tells us that we can reduce Proposition 3.3 to checking the property
only for the coefficient in a cyclic subset.

Lemma 3.4 (Reduction to cyclic subset). Suppose that H00 ⊆ H is a subset whose coefficients
Tξ,η for ξ, η ∈ H00 are in S2. Then the coefficients Tξ,η for ξ, η ∈ H0 := spanC[Γ]H00C[Γ] are in
S2. Consequently, if H00 is cyclic then H is a L(Γ) bimodule that is quasi-contained in the coarse
bimodule ℓ2(Γ)⊗ ℓ2(Γ).
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Proof. Let ξ′ = λgξλh and η′ = λsηλt for some g, h, s, t ∈ Γ and ξ, η ∈ H00. We have that

τ(Tξ′,η′(x)y) = 〈xξ′y, η′〉 = 〈xλgξλhy, λsηλt〉 = 〈λs−1xλgξλhyλt−1 , η〉
=τ(Tξ,η(λs−1xλg)λhyλt−1) = τ(λt−1Tξ,η(λs−1xλg)λhy).

This shows that Tξ′,η′(x) = λt−1Tξ,η(λs−1xλg)λh and so Tξ′,η′ is in S2. The first statement then
follows by linearity. By Proposition 3.3 we find that H is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule
ℓ2(Γ)⊗ ℓ2(Γ) in case H00 is cyclic. �

3.2. Tensoring bimodules. If H1 and H2 are two C[Γ] bimodules then we can construct a
bimodule H1 ⊗Γ H2, which, as a Hilbert space, is the same as H1 ⊗H2 and the actions are given
by

s · (ξ ⊗ η) := sξ ⊗ sη and (ξ ⊗ η)s := ξs⊗ ηs, ξ ∈ H1, η ∈ H2, s ∈ Γ.

The actions extend by linearity to actions of C[Γ]. If we take an n-fold tensor power of a given
bimodule H, it will be denoted by H⊗n

Γ . For later use we also recall that the comultiplication

∆Γ : C[Γ] → C[Γ]⊗ C[Γ]

is given by the linear extension of the assignment γ 7→ γ ⊗ γ, γ ∈ Γ. Then ∆Γ extends to an
isometry ℓ2(Γ) → ℓ2(Γ)⊗ ℓ2(Γ) which we still denote by ∆Γ.

The following lemma shall mostly be used in the situation where 1 ≤ r < ∞ and hence also
1 ≤ p, q < ∞ so that all Schatten spaces are Banach spaces. It holds true however in the more
general range of exponents 0 < p, q, r < ∞ where the Schatten spaces are only quasi-Banach
spaces.

Lemma 3.5. Let 0 < p, q, r < ∞ with 1
r
= 1

p
+ 1

q
. Let H1 and H2 be C[Γ] bimodules and let

ξ ∈ H1 and η ∈ H2. Suppose that the coefficient Tξ is in Sp and the the coefficient Tη is in Sq.
Then the coefficient Tξ⊗η of H1 ⊗Γ H2 is in Sr.
Proof. We have for s, t ∈ Γ,

τ(Tξ⊗η(s)t) = 〈sξt⊗ sηt, ξ ⊗ η〉
= 〈sξt, ξ〉〈sηt, η〉
= τ(Tξ(s)t)τ(Tη(s)t).

It follows that Tξ⊗η = ∆∗
Γ(Tξ ⊗ Tη)∆Γ. Now we want to determine the Sr-norm of Tξ⊗η. As ∆Γ

is an isometry on ℓ2(Γ) we have ∆∗
Γ∆Γ = 1. Using the (slightly unusual) convention |T | :=

√
TT ∗

we get |Tξ⊗η|r = ∆∗
Γ(|Tξ|r ⊗ |Tη |r)∆Γ. So we have

‖Tξ⊗η‖rSr = Tr(|Tξ⊗η|r) =
∑

g∈Γ
〈|Tξ⊗η|rg, g〉 =

∑

g∈Γ
〈|Tξ |rg, g〉〈|Tη |rg, g〉.

Using the fact that r
p
+ r

q
= 1 we can apply Hölder’s inequality to this sum and obtain an upper

bound

‖Tξ⊗η‖rSr ≤


∑

g∈Γ
〈|Tξ|rg, g〉

p

r




r
p

·


∑

g∈Γ
〈|Tη|rg, g〉

q

r




r
q

.

We will now use the following inequality: if S is a positive operator and v is a unit vector then
〈Sv, v〉t 6 〈Stv, v〉 for any t > 1. Indeed, let µ be the spectral measure of S at v (which is a
probability measure), then 〈Sv, v〉t = (

∫
xdµ)t 6

∫
xtdµ = 〈Stv, v〉 by Jensen’s inequality applied

to the convex function x 7→ xt. Now our upper bound becomes

‖Tξ⊗η‖rSr ≤


∑

g∈Γ
〈|Tξ |pg, g〉




r
p

·


∑

g∈Γ
〈|Tη|qg, g〉




r
q

= ‖Tξ‖rSp · ‖Tη‖rSq .

To sum up, we get the inequality

‖Tξ⊗η‖Sr 6 ‖Tξ‖Sp · ‖Tη‖Sq .
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�

Proposition 3.6. Let H be a C[Γ] bimodule such that for a dense subset of H the coefficients
are in Sp. Then the bimodule H⊗n

Γ is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule for any n >
p
2 .

Proof. By Lemma 3.5 (and induction) we get that a dense subset of coefficients of H⊗n
Γ is in

S p

n
⊂ S2, so by Proposition 3.3 we get the quasi-containment. �

Definition 3.7. Let H and K be C[Γ] bimodules. A linear map V : H → K is called almost
bimodular if for every x, y ∈ C[Γ] the map

H → K : ξ 7→ xV (ξ)y − V (xξy),

is compact.

Lemma 3.8. Let H1 and H2 be bimodules over C[Γ]. Suppose V1 : ℓ2(Γ) → H1 and V2 : ℓ2(Γ) →
H2 are almost bimodular bounded linear maps. Then

V1 ∗ V2 := (V1 ⊗ V2) ◦∆Γ : ℓ
2(Γ) → H1 ⊗Γ H2

is almost bimodular.

Proof. It suffices the check the almost bimodularity for x = s and y = t, as the general case will
follow by taking linear combinations. For a map V : ℓ2(Γ) → H with H a C[Γ] bimodule we will
write (sV t)(ξ) = sV (ξ)t and V s,t(ξ) := V (sξt) where ξ ∈ ℓ2(Γ). It follows from the definitions
that

s(V1 ∗ V2)t = (s⊗ s) · ((V1 ⊗ V2) ◦∆Γ) · (t⊗ t) = (sV1t ∗ sV2t).
Further, for ξ ∈ ℓ2(Γ),

(V1 ∗ V2)s,t(ξ) =(V1 ⊗ V2)∆Γ(sξt)

=(V1 ⊗ V2)((s ⊗ s)∆Γ(ξ)(t⊗ t)) = (V s,t
1 ∗ V s,t

2 )(ξ).

Hence

(V1 ∗ V2)s,t = V s,t
1 ∗ V s,t

2 .

Therefore we have

(4) s(V1 ∗ V2)t− (V1 ∗ V2)s,t = ((sV1t− V s,t
1 ) ∗ sV2t) + (V s,t

1 ∗ (sV2t− V s,t
2 )).

By our assumption the operators sV1t− V s,t
1 and sV2t− V s,t

2 are compact. So it suffices to check
that if K is compact and T is bounded then both K ∗T and T ∗K are compact. To check that, for
every finite subset F ⊂ Γ consider the corresponding finite rank orthogonal projection PF onto the
linear span of δs ∈ ℓ2(Γ), s ∈ F . We can easily check that ∆ ◦PF = (PF ⊗ Id) ◦∆ = (Id⊗PF ) ◦∆.
It follows that (K ∗ T )PF = (KPF ∗ T ), so (K ∗ T )PF −K ∗ T = (KPF −K) ∗ T . Further,

‖(K ∗ T )PF −K ∗ T‖ ≤ ‖KPF −K‖‖T‖.
By compactness of K we see that ‖KPF − K‖ goes to 0 as F increases. So K ∗ T can be
approximated in norm by finite rank operators and thus is compact. The proof for T ∗K is the
same. Hence the operator in (4) is compact, i.e. V1 ∗ V2 is almost bimodular. �

Lemma 3.9. For i = 1, 2 suppose that Vi : ℓ2(Γ) → Hi is a partial isometry to a C[Γ] bimodule
Hi such that ker(Vi) is spanned linearly by a subset Fi ⊆ Γ. Then V1 ∗ V2 is a partial isometry
whose kernel is the linear span of F1 ∪ F2.

Proof. The comultiplication ∆Γ is an isometry ℓ2(Γ) → ℓ2(Γ) ⊗ ℓ2(Γ). Clearly ∆Γ(s) = s ⊗ s is
contained in ker(S1 ⊗ S2) if s is in F1 ∪ F2. Further, S1 ⊗ S2 is isometric on ker(S1)

⊥ ⊗ ker(S2)
⊥

and so it is certainly isometric on the linear span of ∆Γ(s) = s ⊗ s, s ∈ Γ\(F1 ∪ F2). These
observations conclude the lemma. �
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3.3. The Akemann-Ostrand property AO+ and strong solidity. This section serves as
a blackbox that connects the theory that we develop in this paper to a central concept in
deformation-rigidity theory: strong solidity. Firstly we recall a version of the Akemann-Ostrand
property that was introduced in [31].

Definition 3.10. A finite von Neumann algebra M has property AO+ if there exists a σ-weakly
dense unital C∗-subalgebra A ⊆M such that:

(1) A is locally reflexive [11, Section 9];
(2) There exists a unital completely positive map θ : A ⊗min A

op → B(L2(M)) such that
θ(a⊗ bop)− abop is compact for all a, b ∈ A.

The following theorem will be the main tool to prove that certain von Neumann algebras have
AO+ using the Riesz transforms in this paper.

Theorem 3.11 (Proposition 5.2 of [18]). Let H be a C[Γ] bimodule and let V : ℓ2(Γ) → H be
a bounded linear map. Assume that H is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule of Γ, that V is
almost bimodular and that V ∗V is Fredholm. Assume that C∗

r (Γ) is locally reflexive. Then L(Γ)
satisfies AO+.

The following theorem in turn yields the strong solidity results from AO+. For the notion of
weak amenability we refer to [11, Section 12.3]. If Γ is a weakly amenable discrete group then
C∗
r (Γ) is automatically locally reflexive. All Coxeter groups are weakly amenable [27], [32] as well

as simple Lie groups of real rank one [12], [22]. We recall that amenability of a von Neumann
algebra was defined in the introduction and preliminaries. We note that amenability and weak
amenability shall not appear explicitly in the proofs of this paper. We recall that a von Neumann
algebra is called diffuse if it does not contain minimal projections.

Definition 3.12. A finite von Neumann algebra M is called strongly solid if for every diffuse
amenable von Neumann subalgebra B ⊆M we have that the normalizer

{u ∈M : u unitary and uBu∗ = B},
generates a von Neumann algebra that is amenable again.

Theorem 3.13 (See [47] and [31]). Let Γ be a discrete weakly amenable group such that L(Γ)
satisfies AO+. Then L(Γ) is strongly solid.

3.4. Application A: Proper cocycles into p-integrable representations. We are now able
to harvest our first result. We use a type of ad hoc Riesz transform which is slightly different from
what we do in Section 4 but with similar fundamental properties. We use tensoring of bimodules
to establish the Akemann-Ostrand property. The method is exemplary for the rest of the paper.

Definition 3.14. Let Γ be a discrete group. Suppose that π : Γ → B(H) is a unitary (or orthogo-
nal) representation. We say that π is p-integrable for some p <∞ if there exists a dense subspace
H0 such that for any v ∈ H0 the matrix coefficient g 7→ 〈π(g)v, v〉 is in ℓp(Γ).

The following theorem is the main result of [49]. The idea of the proof parallels [49] but is
somewhat cleaner and more conceptual we believe.

We recall that a derivation ∂ : C[Γ] → K into a C[Γ] bimodule K is a linear map that satisfies
the Leibniz rule

∂(xy) = x∂(y) + ∂(x)y, x, y ∈ C[Γ].

A function b : Γ → K with π : Γ → H a representation on a Hilbert space H is called a cocycle or
1-cocycle if b(st) = π(s)b(t) + b(s) for all s, t ∈ Γ. The following theorem is the only place where
cocycles are used in this paper.

Theorem 3.15. Let Γ be a discrete group admitting a proper cocycle into a p-integrable repre-
sentation for some p <∞. Assume C∗

r (Γ) is locally reflexive. Then L(Γ) satisfies AO+.
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Proof. Let π : Γ → B(H) be a p-integrable representation, H0 ⊂ H a dense subspace with p-
integrable coefficients, and let c : Γ → H be a proper π-cocycle. The map

λg 7→ exp(−t‖c(g)‖2)λg, g ∈ Γ, t ≥ 0,

extend to a semi-group of normal unital completely positive maps on L(Γ) [11, Theorem C.11],
i.e. a quantum Markov semi-group as will be defined in Section 4. Set ∆ : C[Γ] → C[Γ] by
∆(λg) := ‖c(g)‖2λg, g ∈ Γ. Set K := H ⊗ ℓ2(Γ) with the left action given by π ⊗ λ and the right
action given by id ⊗ ρ. Now define ∂ : C[Γ] → K by ∂(λ(g)) := c(g) ⊗ δg. As c is a cocycle,
∂ is a derivation. We will check that the coefficients of this bimodule K at vectors of the form
ξ := v ⊗ δg are in Sp, where v ∈ H0, g ∈ Γ. Let us start with the case ξ = v ⊗ δe. We claim that
Tξ(λg) = 〈π(g)v, v〉λg . Indeed, let us take g1, g2 ∈ Γ and compute

〈g1ξg2, ξ〉 = 〈π(g)v ⊗ δg1g2 , v ⊗ δe〉 = 〈π(g)v, v〉δg1g2=e.

It is clearly equal to τ(Tξ(g1)g2) from the definition of the coefficient Tξ. Therefore the coefficients
are diagonal operators with ℓp-coefficients, so they are in Sp. To handle vectors of the form v⊗ δg
note that Tξ·g = λ∗gTξλg and (v ⊗ δe) · g = v ⊗ δg, so these coefficients are also in Sp. The Riesz
transform defined as

∂ ◦∆− 1

2 : C[Γ] → K : λg 7→ ‖c(g)‖−1c(g) ⊗ δg, g ∈ Γ.

extends to an almost bimodular isometry ℓ2(Γ) → K (see [18, Proposition 5.3]) whose kernel by
definition equals the kernel of ∆. This kernel is finite dimensional as c is proper.

Now since K has a dense set of coefficients in Sp we have that the bimodule K⊗n
Γ has a dense

set of coefficients in S2 for every n ≥ p
2 . Therefore, by Proposition 3.3 K⊗n

Γ is quasi-contained in

the coarse bimodule of Γ. From the previous paragraph and Lemma 3.8 we see that (∂ ◦∆− 1

2 )∗n

is an almost bimodular map. (∂ ◦∆− 1

2 )∗n is moreover a partial isometry with a finite dimensional
cokernel by Lemma 3.9. Therefore the assumptions of Theorem 3.11 are satisfied and if C∗

r (Γ) is
locally reflexive we conclude that L(Γ) has AO+. �

Remark 3.16. In the proof of Theorem 3.15 we may view ∂ as an unbounded densely defined
operator ℓ2(Γ) → K. It is not difficult to check that (∂∗∂)(λg) = ∆(λg), g ∈ Γ as for the
derivations that occur in Section 4.

Recall that Γ is called icc if all conjugacy classes except for the identity are infinite.

Corollary 3.17. Let Γ be an icc lattice in either SO(n, 1), n ≥ 3 or SU(m, 1),m ≥ 2. Then L(Γ)
is strongly solid.

Proof. By [12], [22] we have that Γ is weakly amenable and in particular C∗
r (Γ) is locally reflexive.

By [48, Theorem 1.9] Γ admits a proper cocycle in a p-integrable representation for some p ∈
[2,∞). Therefore by Theorem 3.15 L(Γ) satisfies AO+. We then conclude the proof by Theorem
3.13. �

4. Quantum Markov semi-groups, gradients and the Riesz transforms

In this section we study quantum Markov semi-groups of Fourier multipliers on the group von
Neumann algebra of a discrete group. We introduce the associated Riesz transform which takes
values in a certain bimodule that we call the ‘gradient bimodule’ or the bimodule associated with
the ‘carré du champ’. Our main goal is to analyze when the coefficients of this bimodule are
in the Schatten Sp space and consequently when this bimodule is quasi-contained in the coarse
bimodule. We also show that under very natural conditions the Riesz transform is an almost
bimodular map in the sense of Section 3.
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4.1. Quantum Markov semi-groups, the gradient bimodule and the Riesz transform.

We start defining the Riesz transform of a quantum Markov semi-group.

Definition 4.1. A quantum Markov semi-group (QMS) on a finite von Neumann algebra (M, τ)
is a semi-group Φ = (Φt)t≥0 of normal unital completely positive maps Φt : M → M that are
trace preserving (τ ◦ Φt = τ, t ≥ 0) and such that for every x ∈M the map t 7→ Φt(x) is strongly
continuous. We shall moreover assume that a quantum Markov semi-group is symmetric meaning
that for every x, y ∈ M and t ≥ 0 we have τ(Φt(x)y) = τ(xΦt(y)). So QMS always means
symmetric QMS.

Fix a QMS Φ = (Φt)t≥0 on a finite von Neumann algebra M with a normal faithful tracial

state τ . By the Kadison-Schwarz inequality there exists a semi-group of contractions (Φ
(2)
t )t≥0 on

L2(M) = L2(M, τ) by

Φ
(2)
t (xΩτ ) = Φt(x)Ωτ , x ∈M.

Here Ωτ = 1M is the cyclic vector in L2(M). The semi-group (Φ
(2)
t )t≥0 is moreover point-norm

continuous, i.e. it is continuous for the strong topology on B(L2(M)). By a special case of the
Hille-Yosida theorem there exists an unbounded positive self-adjoint operator ∆ on L2(M) such

that Φ
(2)
t = exp(−t∆). We will assume the existence of a σ-weakly dense ∗-subalgebra A ⊆ M

such that AΩτ ⊆ Dom(∆) and ∆(AΩτ ) ⊆ AΩτ . By identifying a ∈ A with aΩτ ∈ L2(M) we may
and will view ∆ as a map A → A. We now introduce the carré du champ or gradient as

Γ : A×A → A : (a, b) 7→ 1

2
(∆(b∗)a+ b∗∆(a)−∆(b∗a)).

Let H be any A bimodule, i.e. we recall H is a Hilbert space with commuting left and right
actions of A. For a, b ∈ A, ξ, η ∈ H we set the possibly degenerate inner product on A ⊗ H
(vector space tensor product) by

〈a⊗ ξ, b⊗ η〉 = 〈Γ(a, b)ξ, η〉.
The Hilbert space obtained by quotienting out the degenerate part of this inner product and
taking the completion shall be denoted by H∇. We denote by a⊗∇ ξ the element a⊗ ξ identified
in H∇. For x, y, a ∈ A and ξ ∈ H we define commuting left and right actions by

(5) x · (a⊗∇ ξ) = xa⊗∇ ξ − x⊗∇ aξ, (a⊗∇ ξ) · y = a⊗∇ ξy.

In this paper we shall only deal with the case H = L2(M) with actions by left and right multi-
plication of M . In this case the actions (5) extend to contractive actions on the norm closure of
A. We do not say anything about whether the actions are normal at this point, but rather use
Proposition 3.3 to show that they are normal in the cases that are relevant. We define a derivation

∇ : A → L2(M)∇ : a 7→ a⊗∇ Ωτ .

More precisely, ∇ satisfies the Leibniz rule

∇(xy) = x∇(y) +∇(x)y, x, y ∈ A
with respect to the module actions (5). This fact uses that τ is tracial. Since Φt is τ -preserving
it follows that for x ∈ A we have 〈∆(x)Ωτ ,Ωτ 〉 = d

dt
|t=0〈Φt(x)Ωτ ,Ωτ 〉 = 0 (upper derivative).

Therefore, as ∆ ≥ 0,

‖∇(a)‖2 =〈Γ(a, a)Ωτ ,Ωτ 〉

=
1

2
(〈∆(a)Ωτ , aΩτ 〉+ 〈aΩτ ,∆(a)Ωτ 〉 − 〈∆(a∗a)Ωτ ,Ωτ 〉)

=
1

2
(〈∆ 1

2 (a)Ωτ ,∆
1

2 (a)Ωτ 〉+ 〈∆ 1

2 (a)Ωτ ,∆
1

2 (a)Ωτ 〉 − 0)

=‖∆ 1

2 (a)Ωτ‖2.
It follows that we have an isometric map

∇∆− 1

2 : ker(∆)⊥ → L2(M)∇.
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We extend this map to a partial isometry

RΦ : L2(M) → L2(M)∇

by defining it to have ker(∆) as its kernel. We call RΦ the Riesz transform.

Remark 4.2. This Riesz transform was also used in [18, Section 5]. Note that mapping that was
introduced in [18, Section 5, Eqn. (5.1)] differs from RΦ only on ker(∆). If the kernel of ∆ is finite
dimensional then RΦ agrees with [18, Eqn. (5.1)] up to a finite rank perturbation. In particular
this is the case if ∆ ≥ 0 has a compact resolvent. The results of [18, Section 5] stay intact under
this finite rank perturbation.

4.2. Coefficients of the gradient bimodule. We now start our analysis of coefficients of the
gradient bimodule. The following definition of ‘gradient-Sp’ that first occurred in [15] (for p = 2)
and [18] (for general p) plays a central role in this paper. The definition may depend on the
choice of the σ-weakly dense subalgebra A of M which we fixed before in our notation. This
paper contains the first results for the gradient-Sp property in the context of group algebras.

Definition 4.3. Let p ∈ [1,∞]. Consider a QMS Φ on a finite von Neumann algebra (M, τ) with
generator ∆ and a dense ∗-subalgebra A ⊆ M as in Section 4.1. Φ is called gradient-Sp if for
every a, b ∈ A the map

Ψa,b : A → A : x 7→ ∆(axb) + a∆(x)b−∆(ax)b− a∆(xb),

extends as xΩτ 7→ Ψa,b(x)Ωτ to a bounded map on L2(M) that is moreover in the Schatten p-class
Sp = Sp(L2(M)).

Remark 4.4. Since ∆ is self-adjoint we have for a, b, x, y ∈ A,

〈Ψa,b(x)Ωτ , yΩτ 〉 =〈(∆(axb) + a∆(x)b−∆(ax)b− a∆(xb))Ωτ , yΩτ 〉
=〈xΩτ , (∆(a∗yb∗) + a∗∆(y)b∗ −∆(a∗x)b∗ − a∗∆(yb∗))Ωτ 〉
=〈xΩτ ,Ψa∗,b∗(y)Ωτ 〉.

So it follows that

(6) (Ψa,b)∗ = Ψa∗,b∗, a, b ∈ A.
The following lemma simplifies verifying whether a QMS has the gradient-Sp property.

Lemma 4.5 (Condition that implies Gradient-Sp property). Let p ∈ [1,∞]. Let A0 ⊆ A be a
self-adjoint subset that generates A as a ∗-algebra. Then (Φt)t≥0 is gradient-Sp if and only if for

all a, b ∈ A0 we have that Ψa,b is in Sp.
Proof. The only if statement follows directly from the definition of gradient-Sp. We will prove

the other direction. We must prove that Ψa,b is in Sp for every a, b ∈ A. Since A0 is self-adjoint
A is generated by A0 as an algebra. So A is spanned linearly by (A0)

n, n ∈ N. Note that the
map Ψa,b depends linearly on both a and b. So in order to prove that Ψa,b is in Sp for all a, b ∈ A
it suffices to prove that Ψa,b is in Sp for all a, b ∈ (A0)

n for every n ∈ N≥1. We shall prove this
latter statement by induction on n. The case n = 1 holds by assumption of the lemma. We now
assume that we have proved the statement for n and shall prove it for n+ 1.

First note that for u1, u2, v, w ∈ A we have

Ψu1u2,w(v) = ∆(u1u2vw) + u1u2∆(v)w −∆(u1u2v)w − u1u2∆(vw)

= (∆(u1u2vw) + u1∆(u2v)w −∆(u1u2v)w − u1∆(u2vw))

+ u1 (∆(u2vw) + u2∆(v)w −∆(u2v)w − u2∆(vw))

= Ψu1,w(u2v) + u1Ψ
u2,w(v),

(7)

and likewise for u, v, w1, w2 ∈ A we have

(8) Ψu,w2w1(v) = Ψu,w1(vw2) + Ψu,w2(v)w1.
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Combining these expressions we see that for u = u1u2 and w = w2w1 we have

Ψu,w(v) = Ψu1u2,w(v)

= Ψu1,w(u2v) + u1Ψ
u2,w(v)

= Ψu1,w2w1(u2v) + u1Ψ
u2,w2w1(v)

= (Ψu1,w1(u2vw2) + Ψu1,w2(u2v)w1) + u1 (Ψ
u2,w1(vw2) + Ψu2,w2(v)w1) .

(9)

By the induction hypothesis we have that Ψu1,w1 ,Ψu1,w2 ,Ψu2,w1 ,Ψu2,w2 are all in Sp. Since the
Sp class forms an ideal in B(L2(M, τ)) we have that the four operators in (9) are all in Sp. This
finishes the induction and thus shows that the associated semi-group is gradient-Sp. �

4.3. Almost bimodularity of the Riesz transform. Next we analyze when the Riesz trans-
form is almost bimodular. Therefore we introduce the following notions. We say that a QMS Φ on
a finite von Neumann algebra is filtered if the generator ∆ has a compact resolvent and for every
eigenvalue λ of ∆ there exists a (necessarily finite dimensional) subspace A(λ) ⊆ A such that
A(λ)Ωτ equals the eigenspace of ∆ at eigenvalue λ. Moreover, we assume that for an increasing
enumeration (λn)n≥0 of the eigenvalues of ∆ we have for all k, l ≥ 0 that

A =
∞⊕

n=0

A(λn), A(λl)A(λk) ⊆
l+k⊕

n=0

A(λn).

We will further say that ∆ has subexponential growth if

lim
k→∞

λk+1

λk
= 1.

Remark 4.6. In [16] a more general notion of filtering and subexponential growth was considered
for central Fourier multipliers on compact quantum groups. The current ‘linear’ type of definition
suffices however for our purposes.

Theorem 4.7 (Theorem 5.12 of [18]). Suppose that a QMS Φ on a finite von Neumann algebra
M is filtered with subexponential growth. Then the Riesz transform RΦ : L2(M) → L2(M)∇ is
almost bimodular.

4.4. Semi-groups of Fourier multipliers on group von Neumann algebras. Now consider
the case that M is a group von Neumann algebra L(Γ) of a discrete group Γ and A = C[Γ]. The
following theorem is a version of Schönberg’s theorem.

Theorem 4.8 (See Appendix C of [5]). Let ψ : Γ → R. The following are equivalent:

(1) ψ is conditionally of negative type.
(2) There exists a (recall: symmetric) QMS Φ = (Φt)t≥0 on M determined by

Φt(λγ) = exp(−tψ(γ))λγ , γ ∈ Γ.

We will call a QMS Φ as in Theorem 4.8 a QMS of Fourier multipliers or a QMS associated
with ψ : Γ → R. Note that we assume such QMS’s to be symmetric. We view the generator of
this semi-group as a map on C[Γ] which is given by

∆ψ : C[Γ] → C[Γ] : λγ 7→ ψ(γ)λγ .

The following Theorem 4.9 connects Definition 4.3 to Section 3.

Theorem 4.9. Consider a QMS Φ = (Φt)t≥0 of Fourier multipliers on L(Γ). Let

H00 = {a⊗∇ c ∈ ℓ2(Γ)∇ : a, c ∈ C[Γ]} ⊆ ℓ2(Γ)∇.

If Φ is gradient-Sp with p ∈ [1,∞] then for every ξ, η ∈ spanC[Γ]H00C[Γ] the coefficient Tξ,η is in
Sp.
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Proof. Let a, b, c, d, x, y ∈ C[Γ] and let ξ = a⊗∇ c, η = b⊗∇ d be elements of H00. We have

2〈x · (a⊗∇ c) · y, b⊗∇ d〉 = 2〈xa⊗∇ cy − x⊗∇ acy, b⊗∇ d〉 = 2〈Γ(xa, b)cy − Γ(x, b)acy, d〉τ
=〈(b∗∆(xa) + ∆(b∗)xa−∆(b∗xa)− b∗∆(x)a−∆(b∗)xa+∆(b∗x)a)cy, d〉τ
=〈(∆(b∗x)a+ b∗∆(xa)−∆(b∗xa)− b∗∆(x)a)cy, d〉τ = −〈Ψb∗,a(x)cy, d〉τ = −τ(d∗Ψb∗,a(x)cy).

We conclude that

−2Tξ,η(x) = d∗Ψb∗,a(x)c.

In particular if Ψb∗,a is in Sp then so is Tξ,η. The statement now follows from Lemma 3.4. �

Let us now show that in the case of semi-groups of Fourier multipliers, the case gradient-Sp is
conceptually much easier to understand. Consider again a QMS Φ = (Φt)t≥0 of Fourier multipliers
associated with a function ψ : Γ → R that is conditionally of negative type. Let ∆ψ : C[Γ] → C[Γ]

be as before. For u,w ∈ Γ we define a function γψu,w : Γ → R as

(10) γψu,w(v) = ψ(uvw) + ψ(v) − ψ(uv)− ψ(vw).

We have that the function γψu,w is related to the operator Ψλu,λw associated with ∆ψ as follows

Ψλu,λv
∆ψ

(λv) = ∆ψ(λuvw) + λu∆ψ(λv)λw −∆ψ(λuv)λw − λu∆ψ(λvw) = γψu,w(v)λuvw .

Now as by (6) we have (Ψλu,λw)∗ = Ψλ∗u,λ
∗
w = Ψλ

u−1 ,λw−1 we obtain that

|Ψλu,λw |2(λv) = Ψλ
u−1 ,λw−1Ψλu,λw(λv) = γψ

u−1,w−1(uvw)γ
ψ
u,w(v)λv = |γψu,w(v)|2λv.(11)

This then means that |Ψλu,λw |p(λv) = |γu,w(v)|pλv and therefore, as {λv}v∈Γ forms an orthonormal
basis, we have that

(12) ‖Ψλu,λw‖Sp = (
∑

v∈Γ
〈|Ψλu,λw |p(λv), λv〉)

1

p = ‖γψu,w‖ℓp(Γ).

Now for p ∈ [1,∞), in order to check whether Ψλu,λw is in Sp we thus need to check whether

γψu,w ∈ ℓp(Γ). Moreover, for p = ∞, the condition that Ψλu,λw ∈ Sp means that Ψλu,λw is a com-

pact operator, which is precisely the case when γψu,w ∈ c0(Γ), i.e. when γ
ψ
u,w vanishes at infinity.

The above calculations, together with Lemma 4.5, give us a simple condition to check for
p ∈ [1,∞] whether the semi-group (Φt)t≥0 is gradient-Sp.
Lemma 4.10. Let p ∈ [1,∞). Let Γ0 ⊆ Γ be a subset that generates a discrete group Γ with
Γ−1
0 = Γ0. Let Φ = (Φt)t≥0 be a QMS associated with a proper function ψ : Γ → R that is

conditionally of negative type. If γψu,w ∈ ℓp(Γ) for all u,w ∈ Γ0 then the QMS Φ is gradient-Sp.
The same holds true for p = ∞ when ℓp(Γ) is replaced with c0(Γ).

Proof. We denote A0 := {λg : g ∈ Γ0} ⊆ C[Γ]. Since Γ−1
0 = Γ0 and Γ0 generates Γ we have that

A0 is self-adjoint and generates C[Γ] as an algebra. Now, if for u,w ∈ Γ0 we have that γ
ψ
u,w ∈ ℓp(Γ)

then by (12) we have that Ψλu,λw ∈ Sp. Then Lemma 4.5 shows that Φ is gradient-Sp. The proof
is similar for p = ∞. �

Lemma 4.11. Let Φ = (Φt)t≥0 be a QMS associated to a proper symmetric function ψ : Γ → Z

that is conditionally of negative type. If Φ is gradient-Sp for some p ∈ [1,∞] then for every

u, v ∈ Γ the function γψu,v : Γ → Z has compact support. In particular by (11) we find that Ψλu,λv

is of finite rank and Φ is gradient-Sp for all p ∈ [1,∞].

Proof. If ψ takes integer values then so does γψu,v for all u, v ∈ Γ. Therefore γψu,v is contained in

ℓp(Γ), p ∈ [1,∞) or c0(Γ) if and only if γψu,v has compact support. The remainder of the lemma is
directly clear. �
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4.5. Almost bimodularity of the Riesz transform for length functions. We show that a
QMS of Fourier multipliers associated with a Z≥0-valued length function automatically satisfies
the conditions of Theorem 4.7. Recall that ψ : Γ → Z≥0 is a length function if

(13) ψ(uw) ≤ ψ(u) + ψ(w) for all u,w ∈ Γ.

Theorem 4.12. Let ψ : Γ → Z≥0 be a proper length function that is conditionally of negative
type. Then ∆ψ is moreover filtered. If ψ(Γ) = Z≥0 or if Γ is finitely generated then ∆ψ has
subexponential growth.

Proof. First of all we have that (1+∆ψ)
−1(λv) = (1+ψ(v))−1λv for all v ∈ Γ. As ψ is proper this

shows that (1 + ∆ψ)
−1 is a compact operator on ℓ2(Γ). Consider the finite dimensional spaces

C[Γ](l) := Span{λv ∈ C[Γ] : ψ(v) = l} for l ∈ Z≥0.(14)

Then C[Γ](l)Ωτ equals the eigenspace of ∆ψ at the eigenvalue l. We have

C[Γ] =
⊕

l≥0

C[Γ](l) C[Γ](l)C[Γ](k) ⊆
l+k⊕

j=0

C[Γ](j) for l, k ≥ 0(15)

where
⊕

denotes the algebraic direct sum. The first equality holds because ψ only takes positive
integer values and the second equality holds because ψ is a length function, i.e. (13). This shows
that ∆ψ is filtered.

That ∆ψ has subexponential growth follows in the first case from the fact that Z≥0 is the set
of eigenvalues and we have (l + 1)/l → 1 as l → ∞. In case Γ is generated by a finite set Γ0 we
set K := {maxψ(u) : u ∈ Γ0}. Then (13) implies that Z≥0\ψ(Γ) cannot contain an interval of
length K + 1. Hence if λ0 ≤ λ1 ≤ . . . is an increasing enumeration of ψ(Γ) then λk+1 ≤ λk +K.
Hence λk+1/λk → 1 as k → ∞. �

Corollary 4.13. Assume that Γ is finitely generated. Let ψ : Γ → Z≥0 be a proper length function
that is conditionally of negative type. Let Φ be the associated QMS of Fourier multipliers. Then
the Riesz transform RΦ : ℓ2(Γ) → ℓ2(Γ)∇ is almost bimodular.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 4.7 and Theorem 4.12. �

Theorem 4.14. Assume that Γ is finitely generated and that C∗
r (Γ) is locally reflexive. If there

exists a proper length function ψ : Γ → Z≥0 that is conditionally of negative type such that the
associated QMS is gradient-Sp for some p ∈ [1,∞). Then L(Γ) has AO+.

Proof. Let H∇ := ℓ2(Γ)∇ be the gradient bimodule. Let n >
p
2 . Then by Proposition 3.6 the

bimodule (H∇)
⊗n
Γ is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule. Let RΦ : ℓ2(Γ) → H∇ be the Riesz

transform. The kernel of RΦ is spanned by all δg with ψ(g) = 0. Since ψ is proper ker(RΦ) is
finite dimensional. By Corollary 4.13 we see that RΦ is almost bimodular. By Lemma 3.8 and
Lemma 3.9 the convolved Riesz transform R∗n

Φ : ℓ2(Γ) → (H∇)
⊗n
Γ is an almost bimodular partial

isometry. Therefore we obtain AO+ from Theorem 3.11.
Note that in fact we could have avoided the tensor products in this proof by using Lemma 4.11

instead. �

5. Characterizing gradient-Sp for Coxeter groups

In this section we will consider the case of Coxeter groups. For any Coxeter group the word
length defines a proper length function that is conditionally of negative type [6] (see also [52,
2.22]). Therefore it determines a QMS of Fourier multipliers. The aim of this section is to find
characterizations of when this specific QMS is gradient-Sp.

Throughout Sections 5.2 – 5.5 we give an almost characterization of gradient-Sp in terms of
the Coxeter diagram. In particular we give sufficient conditions for gradient-Sp that are easy to
verify in Corollary 5.11 and Corollary 5.12. We also argue that these conditions are necessary for
a large class of Coxeter groups.
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In Section 5.6 we show that gradient-Sp is equivalent to smallness at infinity of the Coxeter
group. More precisely, a certain natural compactification of the Coxeter group that was considered
in [13], [35] (see also [36]), [37] is small at infinity. This result can be understood directly after
Section 5.2.

5.1. Preliminaries on Coxeter groups. Consider a finite set S = {s1, .., sn} and a symmetric
matrix M = (mij)1≤i,j≤n with mi,j ∈ N ∪ {∞} satisfying mi,i = 1 and mi,j ≥ 2 whenever i 6= j.
Occasionally we write msi,sj for mi,j; this notation is convenient when considering ms,t without
referring to the indices of the generators s, t ∈ S.

We shall write W = 〈S|M〉 for the group freely generated by the set S subject to the relation
(sisj)

mi,j = e, where e denotes the identity element of W . We call W = 〈S|M〉 a finite rank
Coxeter system. We sometimes simply say Coxeter system as we assume that they are all of finite
rank. A group that can be represented in such way is called a Coxeter group. Generally, a Coxeter
group can be represented by different pairs S,M . The group is called right-angled if moreover
mi,j ∈ {1, 2,∞} for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. Throughout this entire section W = 〈S|M〉 is a general
finitely generated Coxeter system.

When we deal with Coxeter groups we shall usually denote the elements of W with boldface
letters and the generators in S with normal letters. This makes the exposition more clear. Let
w ∈ W . We say that an expression w1 . . . wn with wi ∈ S is a reduced expression for w if
w = w1 . . . wn and this decomposition is of minimal length. The minimal length is called the word
length and which we denote by |w| = n. We also set

ψS :W → Z≥0 : w 7→ |w|.
Theorem 5.1 (See [6]). For any Coxeter group ψS :W → Z≥0 is conditionally of negative type.

Therefore by Theorem 4.8 there exists a QMS of Fourier multipliers on L(W ) associated with
the word length function ψS . The aim of the current Section 5 is to describe when this QMS
has gradient-Sp. Recall that by Lemmas 4.10 and 4.11 we must thus investigate for generators

u,w ∈ S when precisely γψSu,w is finite rank where γψSu,w was defined in (10).

5.2. Describing support of the function γψSu,w. The aim of this subsection is to describe the

support of γψSu,w explicitly. In fact in anticipation of Section 6 we will give this description for more
general length functions ψ. Let 1(·) be the indicator function which equals 1 if the statement
within brackets is true.

Lemma 5.2. LetW = 〈S|M〉 be a Coxeter group. Suppose ψ : W → R is conditionally of negative
type satisfying ψ(w) = ψ(w1) + ...+ ψ(wk) whenever w = w1...wk is a reduced expression. Then
for u,w ∈ S and v ∈W we have that

|γψu,w(v)| = 2ψ(u)1(uv = vw) = 2ψ(w)1(uv = vw).

Proof. We first note that, since we have u2 = w2 = e as they are generators, we have that

γψu,w(v) = γψu,w(uvw) = −γψu,w(uv) = −γψu,w(vw).
When v is fixed, we can let z ∈ {v, uv,vw, uvw} be such that |z| = min{|v|, |uv|, |vw|, |uvw|}.
Then we have |γψu,w(z)| = |γψu,w(v)|. Furthermore, because |z| is minimal we have |uz| = |zw| =
|z| + 1. Thus, if z = z1....zk is a reduced expression for z we have that uz1...zk and z1....zkw
are reduced expressions for uz respectively zw. Therefore, ψ(uz) = ψ(u) + ψ(z) and ψ(zw) =
ψ(z) + ψ(w). Hence

γψu,w(z) = ψ(uzw) + ψ(z) − ψ(uz) − ψ(zw)

= ψ(uzw) − ψ(z) − ψ(u)− ψ(w).

Now, since |uz| = |z| + 1 we either have that |uzw| = |z| + 2 or |uzw| = |z|. We shall consider
these two separate cases, from which the result will follow.
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In the first case we have that uz1....zkw is reduced so that ψ(uzw) = ψ(u) + ψ(z) + ψ(w) and

therefore |γψu,w(v)| = |γψu,w(z)| = 0. We note that in this case also uv 6= vw. Namely, uv = vw
would imply uz = zw and hence uzw = z, which contradicts that |uzw| = |z|+ 2.

In the second case we have that uz1....zkw is not reduced. Therefore, by the exchange condition
(see [23, Theorem 3.3.4.]) and the fact that |uzw| = |z| < |zw| we have that uz1....zkw is equal to
z1...zi−1zi+1..zkw for some index 1 ≤ i ≤ k, or that uz1....zkw = z1....zk. Now in the former case
we also have that uz = z1...zi−1zi+1...zk so that |uz| < |z| which is a contradiction. In this case
we must thus have that uzw = z and hence uz = zw. This then implies that ψ(uzw) = ψ(z) and
ψ(u) = ψ(uz) − ψ(z) = ψ(zw) − ψ(z) = ψ(w). In this case we thus obtain that

γψu,w(z) = ψ(uzw) − ψ(z) − ψ(u)− ψ(w) = −2ψ(u) = −2ψ(w)

which shows that |γψu,w(v)| = |γψu,w(z)| = 2ψ(u) = 2ψ(w) in this case.

The result now follows from these cases. Namely, either we have that |γψu,w(v)| = 0 and that

v does not satisfy uv = vw, or we have that |γψu,w(v)| = 2ψ(u) = 2ψ(w) and that v does satisfy

uv = vw. This thus shows us that |γψu,w(v)| = 2ψ(u)1(uv = vw) = 2ψ(w)1(uv = vw).
�

5.3. A characterization in terms of Coxeter diagrams. We note that for the word length

ψS we have ψS(s) > 0 for all generators s ∈ S. Now by Lemma 5.2, in order to see when γψSu,w is
finite-rank, we have to know what kind of words v ∈ W have the property that uv = vw. For
this we introduce some notation.

For distinct i, j ∈ {1, ..., |S|} we will, whenever the label mi,j is finite, denote ki,j = ⌊mi,j2 ⌋ ≥ 1.

Now if mi,j is even, then mi,j = 2ki,j and we set ri,j = si(sjsi)
ki,j−1. If mi,j is odd, then

mi,j = 2ki,j + 1 and we set ri,j = (sisj)
ki,j . Furthermore we set

ai,j = si bi,j =

{
si mi,j even

sj mi,j odd
ci,j = sj di,j =

{
sj mi,j even

si mi,j odd
.(16)

Then ai,j and bi,j are respectively the first and last letter of the word ri,j. Furthermore when mi,j

is even we have

ci,jri,j = sjsi(sjsi)
ki,j−1 = (sjsi)

ki,j = (sisj)
ki,j = ri,jsj = ri,jdi,j,

and when mi,j is odd we have

ci,jri,j = sj(sisj)
ki,j = si(sjsi)

ki,j = ri,jsi = ri,jdi,j .

Thus in either case ci,jri,j = ri,jdi,j.

For given generators u,w ∈ S we will now check for what kind of words v ∈ W with |v| ≤
|uv|, |vw| we have that uv = vw. In Proposition 5.4 we then give a precise description of the

support of γψSu,w.

Lemma 5.3. For generators u,w ∈ S and a word v ∈W with |v| ≤ |uv|, |vw| we have uv = vw
if and only if v can be written in the reduced form v = ri1,j1 .....rik ,ik so that u = ci1,j1 and
w = dik,jk and so that for l = 1, ..., k − 1 we have that cil+1,jl+1

= dil,jl and ail+1,jl+1
6∈ {sil , sjl}

and bil,jl 6∈ {sil+1
, sjl+1

}.
Proof. First, suppose that v can be written in the given form v = ri1,j1 .....rik ,ik with the given
conditions on cil,jl and dil,jl. Then since we have cil,jlril,jl = ril,jldil,jl = ril,jlcil+1,jl+1

for
l = 1, ..., k−1, and since u = ci1,j1 and w = dik,jk we have uv = vw, which shows the ‘if’ direction.

We now prove the opposite direction. First note that the statement holds for v = e as this can
be written as the empty word. We now prove by induction on n that for v ∈W with |v| ≥ 1 and
|v| ≤ n and |v| ≤ |uv|, |vw| and uv = vw for some u,w ∈ S, we can write v in the given form.
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Note first that the statement holds for n = 0, since then no such v ∈ W exists. Thus, assume
that the statement holds for n − 1, we prove the statement for n. Let u,w ∈ S and v ∈ W be
with |v| = n and |uv| = |vw| = |v|+1 and uv = vw. Let v1 . . . vn be a reduced expression for v.
Then the expression uv1 . . . vn and v1 . . . vnw are reduced expressions for uv = vw. In particular
we have u 6= v1. Set m := mu,v1 . Now, since uv and vw are equal and u 6= v1, we can as in the
proof of [23, theorem 3.4.2(ii)] find a reduced expression y1 . . . yn+1 for uv with n ≥ m− 1 so that
y1 . . . ym = uv1uv1 . . . u whenever m is odd, and y1 . . . ym = uv1 . . . uv1 whenever m is even. This
is to say that if we let i0, j0 ∈ {1, ..., |S|} be such that v1 = si0 and u = sj0 , then we have that
ri0,j0 = y2 . . . ym and ci0,j0 = sj0 = u. Note that by the proof of [23, theorem 3.4.2(ii)] we have in
particular that m < ∞. Now moreover, since y1 = u we have that y2 . . . yn+1w is an expression
for vw, and this expression is reduced since |vw| = n+ 1.

Now suppose that m = n + 1, then v = ri0,j0 and i0 6= j0 since u 6= v1. Now, we have
u = sj0 = ci0,j0 and furthermore, since ri0,j0di0,j0 = ci0,j0ri0,i0 = uv = vw = ri0,j0w, also
w = di0,j0 . Thus in this case we can write v in the given form.

Now suppose m < n + 1 and define v′ = ym+1 . . . yn+1 and u′ = di0,j0 and w′ = w. Note that
since u = sj0 = ci0,j0 and u′ = di0,j0 we have

ri0,j0u
′v′ = uri0,j0v

′ = uv = vw = ri0,j0v
′w′.

Therefore u′v′ = v′w′. Moreover |u′v′| = |v′w′| = |v′| + 1 since ym+1 . . . yn+1w is a reduced
expression for v′w. Now, since also |v′| ≥ 1 and |v′| ≤ n− 1 we have by the induction hypothesis
that there is a reduced expression v′ = ri1,j1....rik ,jk for some indices il, jl ∈ {1, ..., |S|} with il 6= jl
so that u′ = ci1,j1 and w′ = dik,jk and so that for l = 1, . . . , k−1 we have that cil+1,jl+1

= dil,jl and
ail+1,jl+1

6∈ {sil , sjl} and bil,jl 6∈ {sil+1
, sjl+1

}. Hence we can write v = ri0,j0v
′ = ri0,j0 . . . rik,jk .

We also have u = sj0 = ci0,j0 and w = w′ = dik,jk and di0,j0 = u′ = ci1,j1 . Furthermore, since
|v| = n = (m− 1)+ (n−m+1) = |ri0,j0 |+ |v′|, and since the expression for v′ is reduced we thus
have that the expression for v is also reduced. Now suppose that bi0,j0 ∈ {si1 , sj1}. We note that
bi0,j0 6= di0,j0 = ci1,j1 6= ai1,j1 . Now as also ci1,j1 , ai1,j1 ∈ {si1 , sj1} we obtain that ai1,j1 = bi0,j0 .
However as ri0,j0 ends with bi0,j0 and as ri1,j1 starts with ai1,j1 we then obtain that ri0,j0ri1,j1
is not a reduced expression. This contradicts the fact that the expression for v is reduced.
Likewise, if ai1,j1 ∈ {si0 , sj0} we have because of the fact that ai1,j1 6= ci1,j1 = di0,j0 6= bi0,j0
and di0,j0 , bi0,j0 ∈ {si0 , sj0} that ai1,j1 = bi0,j0. This then shows that ri0,j0ri1,j1 is not a reduced
expression, which contradicts the fact that the expression for v is reduced. This proves the
lemma. �

Proposition 5.4. Let u,w ∈ S. Then we have z ∈ supp(γψSu,w) if and only if z ∈ {v, uv,vw, uvw},
where v is a word as in lemma 5.3.

Proof. It is clear that if z ∈ {v, uv,vw, uvw} where v is of the form of Lemma 5.3, that we

then have that uz = zw, and hence by Lemma 5.2 that ψψSu,w(z) 6= 0. For the other direction we

suppose that z ∈ supp(γψSu,w). Then we have that uz = zw holds by lemma 5.2. Now there is a
v ∈ {z, uz, zw, uzw} such that |v| ≤ |uv|, |vw|. This word v moreover satisfies uv = vw as we
had uz = zw. Now, this means that v can be written in an expression as in Lemma 5.3. Last,
we note that z ∈ {v, uv,vw, uvw}, which finishes the proof. �

5.4. Parity paths in Coxeter diagram. In Proposition 5.4 we showed precisely for what kind

of words v ∈ W we have v ∈ supp(γψSu,w). The question is now whether this support is finite or
infinite. It follows from the proposition that the support is finite if and only if there exist only
finitely many words v ∈ W that can be written in the form v = ri1,j1 ....rik ,jk with the condition
from Lemma 5.3. To answer the question on whether this is the case, we shall identify these
expressions with certain walks in a graph. The following defines essentially the Coxeter diagram
with the difference that in a Coxeter diagram the edges that are labeled with mi,j = 2 are deleted
and those labeled with mi,j = ∞ are added. Recall that a graph is simplicial if it contains no
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double edges and no edges from a point to itself.

Definition 5.5. We will let GraphS(W ) = (V,E) be the complete simplicial graph with vertex set
V = S and labels mi,j on the edges {si, sj} ∈ E.

Definition 5.6. Let k ≥ 1 and il, jl ∈ {1, .., |S|} for l = 1, ..., k. Let P = (sj1 , si1 , sj2 , ....., sjk , sik)
be a walk in the GraphS(W ), which has even length. We will say that P is a parity path if the
edges of P have finite labels, and if (1) il 6= jl for all l; (2) for l = 1, .., k− 1 we have sjl+1

= dil,jl
and (3) il+1 6∈ {il, jl}. We will moreover call the parity path P a cyclic parity path if the path
P := (sj1 , si1 , ...., sjk , sik , sj1 , si1) is a parity path.

The intuition for a parity path is that if you walk an edge with odd label, you have to stay there
for one turn and then continue your walk over a different edge than you came from. Furthermore,
when you walk an edge with an even label you have to return directly over the same edge, and
then continue your walk using another edge. Note that in both cases you may still use same edges
as before at a later point in your walk. A cyclic parity path is defined so that walking the same
path any number of times in a row gives you a parity path.

We state the following definition.

Definition 5.7. An elementary M-operation on a word v1....vk is one of the following operations

(1) Delete a subword of the form sisi.
(2) Replace an alternating subword of the form sisjsisj... of length mi,j by the alternating

word sjsisjsi.... of the same length.

A word is called M-reduced if it cannot be shortened by elementary M-operations.

We shall now show in the following two Theorems that the gradient-Sp property of the semi-
group (Φt)t≥0 on L(W ) associated to the word length ψS , is almost equivalent with the non-
existence of cyclic parity paths in GraphS(W ).

Theorem 5.8. Let W = 〈S|M〉 be a Coxeter system. Suppose there is a cyclic parity path

P = (sj1 , si1 , sj2 , ..., sjk , sik)

in GraphS(W ) in which the labels mil,jl,mil,il+1
, mjl,il+1

are all unequal to 2. Then the semi-group
(Φt)t≥0 associated to the word length ψS is not gradient-Sp for any p ∈ [1,∞].

Proof. Suppose the assumptions hold. Then we have that there exists a parity path of the form
P = (sj1 , si1 , sj2 , ..., sjk , sik , sjk+1

, sik+1
) where si1 = sik+1

and sj1 = sjk+1
. We will denote v1 =

ri1,j1 ...rik ,jk . We note that by the definition of a parity path we have dil,jl = sjl+1
= cil+1,jl+1

for
l = 1, .., k − 1 and dik ,jk = sjk+1

= sj1 = ci1,j1 . We now define u = ci1,j1 = dik ,jk . Now we thus

have uv1 = v1u. This means by Lemma 5.2 that γψSu,u(v1) 6= 0. We show that ψS(v1) ≥ k. To
see this, note that ail+1,jl+1

= sil+1
6∈ {sil , sjl} by the definition of the parity path. Furthermore,

since bil,jl 6= dil,jl = cil+1,jl+1
and bil,jl 6= ail+1,jl+1

(as ail+1,jl+1
6∈ {sil , sjl} ∋ bil,jl) and ail+1,jl+1

=
sil+1

6= sjl+1
= cil+1,jl+1

we have that bil,jl 6∈ {ail+1,jl+1
, cil+1,jl+1

} = {sil+1
, sjl+1

}. Now, since there
are no labels mil,jl equal to 2 we have that the sub-words ril,jl contain both elements sil and sjl .
This means, since ail+1,jl+1

6∈ {sil , sjl} and bil,jl 6∈ {sil+1
, sjl+1

}, that the only sub-words of v1 of
the form sisjsi . . . sisj or sisjsi . . . sjsi are the sub-words of ril,jl for some l = 1, ..., k, and the
words bil,jlail+1,jl+1

for l = 1, .., k − 1. For an alternating subword x of ri,j for some i, j we have
that x is an alternating sequence of si’s and sj’s and further

|x| ≤ |ri,j | ≤ mi,j − 1.

Furthermore, for a word sisj with si = bil,jl and sj = ail+1,jl+1
for some l = 1, . . . , k− 1 (in which

case we have i ∈ {il, jl} and j = il+1) we have that

|sisj | = 2 ≤ min{mil,il+1
,mjl,il+1

} − 1 ≤ mi,j − 1.
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Furthermore, there are no sub-words of v1 of the form sisi. This means that the expression
for v1 is M -reduced, and therefore, by [23, Theorem 3.4.2], that the expression is reduced. This
means that ψS(v1) ≥ k. Now, since we can create cyclic parity paths Pn by walking over P a n

number of times, we can create vn ∈ W with ψS(vn) ≥ nk and γψSu,u(vn) 6= 0. Therefore γψSu,u is
not finite rank, and hence the semi-group (Φt)t≥0 is not gradient-Sp for any p ∈ [1,∞]. �

Theorem 5.9. Let W = 〈S|M〉 be a Coxeter group. If there does not exist a cyclic parity path
in GraphS(W ) then the semi-group (Φt)t≥0 associated to the word length ψS is gradient-Sp for all
p ∈ [1,∞].

Proof. Suppose that (Φt)t≥0 is not gradient-Sp for some p ∈ [1,∞]. We will show that a cyclic
parity path exists. Namely, since the semi-group is not gradient-Sp, there exist by Lemma 4.11

generators u,w ∈ S for which γψSu,w is not finite rank. Set m = max{mi,j : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ |S|} \ {∞}.
We can thus let z ∈ supp(γψSu,w) be with ψS(z) > m|S|2 + 2. Then by Proposition 5.4 there
is a v ∈ {z, uz, zw, uzw} such that we can write v in reduced form v = ri1,j1 ....rik ,jk with the
conditions as in Lemma 5.3. Now define the path P = (sj1 , si1 , ...., sjk , sik). We show that this
is a parity path. By the properties that we obtained from Lemma 5.3, we have that il 6= jl and
that mil,jl < ∞ for all l. Moreover sjl+1

= cil+1,jl+1
= dil,jl and sil = ail,jl 6∈ {sil+1

, sjl+1
}. This

shows that P is a parity path. Note furthermore that since ψS(v) ≥ ψS(z)− 2 > m|S|2, we have

that P has length |P | = 2k ≥ 2ψS(v)
m

> 2|S|2. Therefore, there must exist indices l < l′ such that
(sjl , sil) = (sjl′ , sil′ ). The sub-path (sjl,sil , . . . , sjl′−1,jl′−1

) then is a cyclic parity path.
�

5.5. Characterization of graphs that contain cyclic parity paths. In the previous subsec-
tion, in Theorem 5.8 and Theorem 5.9 we have shown that the gradient-Sp property is almost
equivalent to the non-existence of a cyclic parity path. We shall now characterize in Proposition
5.10 precisely when a graph possesses a cyclic parity path. The content of this proposition is more-
over visualized in Figure 1. Thereafter we state two corollaries that follow from this proposition
and from Theorem 5.8 and Theorem 5.9. These corollaries give an ‘almost’ complete characteri-
zation of the types of Coxeter systems for which the semi-group associated to ψS is gradient-Sp.

The following proposition shows exactly when a cyclic parity path P in the graph GraphS(W )
exists. Recall that a forest is a union of trees. A graph is a tree if it has no loops/cycles.

Proposition 5.10. Let us denote V = S and E0 = {{i, j} : mi,j ∈ 2N} and E1 = {{i, j} : mi,j ∈
2N+1}. Then there does not exist a cyclic parity path P in GraphS(W ) if and only if (V,E1) is a
forest, and for every connected component C of (V,E1) there is at most one edge {t, r} ∈ E0 with
t ∈ C and r 6∈ C, and for every connected component C of (V,E1) there is no edge {t, t′} ∈ E0

with t, t′ ∈ C.

Proof. First suppose that (V,E1) is not a forest. Then we can find a cycle Q = (sj1 , sj2 , . . . , sjk , sj1)
in (V,E1). Now, since all edges are odd, this means that

P = (sj1 , sj2 , sj2 , sj3 , sj3 , ...., sjk , sjk , sj1)

is a cyclic parity path. Indeed, if we denote jk+1 := j1 and jk+2 := j2, then jl 6= jl+1 for
l = 1, . . . , k and we have sjl+1

= djl+1,jl and jl+2 6∈ {jl+1, jl}, which shows all conditions hold.
Now suppose that there is a connected component C of (V,E1) for which there are two distinct

edges {t1, r1}, {t2, r2} ∈ E0 with t1, t2 ∈ C and r1, r2 6∈ C. If t1 = t2 then r1 6= r2 and a cyclic
parity path is given by P = (t1, r1, t1, r2). In the case that t1 and t2 are distinct there is a simple
path Q = (t1, sj1 , ..., sjk , t2) in (V,E1) from t1 to t2. The path

P = (t1, sj1 , sj1 , sj2 , sj2 , ..., sjk , sjk , t2, t2, r2, t2, sjk , sjk , sjk−1
, sjk−1

, ..., sj1 , sj1 , t1, t1, r1)

then is a cyclic parity path. Indeed, just as the previous case we have that the paths

P1 := (t1, sj1 , sj1 , sj2 , sj2 , . . . , sjk , sjk , t2)
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Graphs with and without a cyclic parity path
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Figure 1. The graph GraphS(W ) is denoted for three different Coxeter systems
W = 〈S|M〉 with |S| = 6. In each of the graphs the label mi,j is shown on the
edge {si, sj}. We colored the edge orange when the label is even, we colored it
blue when the label is odd, and we colored it black when the label is infinity. The
relations we imposed on the generators are almost the same in the three cases.
They only differ on the edges {s4, s5} and {s5, s6}. The graph in (A) satisfies the
assumptions of Proposition 5.10 and hence does not contain a cyclic parity path.
The graph in (B) does not satisfy the assumptions of the proposition as for the
connected component C = {s3, s4} of (V,E1) there are two distinct edges {s2, s3}
and {s4, s5} with even label and with (at least) one endpoint in C. Therefore the
graph contains a cyclic parity path. One is given by P = (s3, s2, s3, s4, s4, s5, s4, s3)
(another cyclic parity path uses the node s1). The graph in (C) does also not satisfy
the assumptions of the proposition as it contains a cycle with odd labels. Here a
cyclic parity path is given by P = (s1, s5, s5, s6, s6, s1) (another cyclic parity path
is obtained by walking in reverse order).

and

P2 := (t2, sjk , sjk , sjk−1
, sjk−1

, . . . , sj1 , sj1 , t1)

are parity paths, since they are obtained from a simple path in (V,E1). We then only have to check
that in the middle and at the start/end of the path P the conditions are satisfied. For the middle,
we see that indeed r2 6∈ {sjk , t2} as the label of the edge between t2 and r2 is even. Furthermore,
since P1 is a parity path we have that sjk 6= t2. Thus also sjk 6∈ {t2, r2}. Furthermore, if we let
i, j be such that t2 = sj, r2 = si, then since mjk,j is odd, we have that t2 = dj,jk and since mi,j is
even we have t2 = di,j. This shows all conditions in the middle. The conditions at the start/end
hold by symmetry. Thus P is indeed a cyclic parity path.

Now, suppose that there is a connected component C of (V,E1) for which there exists an edge
{t, t′} ∈ E0 with t, t′ ∈ C. Then we can, similar to what we just did, obtain a cyclic parity path
by taking t1 = t and t2 = t′ and r1 = t′ and r2 = t.

We now prove the other direction. Thus, suppose that (V,E1) is a forest and that for every
connected component C there is at most edge {t, r} ∈ E0 with t ∈ C and r ∈ V , and that
for every connected component there is no edge {t, t′} ∈ E0 with t, t′ ∈ C. Suppose there
exists a cyclic parity path P = (sj1 , si1 , ..., sjk , sik) in (V,E0 ∪ E1), we show that this gives a
contradiction. Namely, first suppose that P only has odd edges. Then we have sjl+1

= dil,jl = sil
for l = 1, .., k − 1 and sj1 = dik ,jk = sik , and thus P = (sik , si1 , si1 , si2 , si2 , ..., sik−1

, sik). However,
since also il+1 6∈ {il, jl} = {il, il−1}, this means that Q = (si1 , si2 , ...., sik , si1) is a cycle in (V,E1).
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But this is not possible since (V,E1) is a forest, which gives the contradiction. We thus assume
that there is an index l such that the label mil,jl is even. By choosing the starting point of P as
jl instead of j1, we can assume that mi1,j1 is even. Now in that case we have sj2 = di1,j1 = sj1 .
We must moreover have i2 6∈ {i1, j1} as P is a parity path. Now as the edges {i1, j1} and
{i2, j2} are thus distinct, and share an endpoint, we obtain that mi2,j2 is odd. This means that
j3 = di2,j2 = i2 6= j2. Now the sub-path (sj2 , si2 , . . . , sjk , sik , sj1 , si1) is also a parity path. Denote
jk+1 = j1 and ik+1 = i1 and let 3 < k′ ≤ k + 1 be the smallest index such that sjk′ = sj2 .
Note that such k′ exists since sjk+1

= sj1 = sj2 . Then the sub-path P ′ := (sj2 , si2 , ..., sjk′ , sik′ )
is a parity path, and the labels mil,jl for l = 2, . . . , k′ − 1 are odd since sj2 is the only vertex in
its connected component in (V,E1) that is connected by an edge in E0. Thus, just like in the
previous case we have that P ′ := (sik′ , si2 , si2 , si3 , . . . , sik′−1

, sik′ ). Now this means that the path

Q = (sik′ , si2 , si3 , . . . , sik′ ) contains a cycle, which is a contradiction with the fact that (V,E1) is
a forest. This proves the lemma. �

We now state two corollaries that directly follow from Theorem 5.8, Theorem 5.9 and Theorem
5.10.

Corollary 5.11. Let W = 〈S|M〉 be a Coxeter system and fix p ∈ [1,∞]. Let us denote E0 =
{(i, j) : mi,j ∈ 2N} and E1 = {(i, j) : mi,j ∈ 2N + 1}. Then the semi-group (Φt)t≥0 on L(W )
associated to the word length ψS is gradient-Sp if (S,E1) is a forest, and if for every connected
component C of (S,E1) there is at most one edge {t, r} ∈ E0 with t ∈ C and r 6∈ C and no edge
{t, t′} ∈ E0 with t, t′ ∈ C.

Corollary 5.12. Let W = 〈S|M〉 be a Coxeter system satisfying mi,j 6= 2 for all i, j. Fix
p ∈ [1,∞]. Let us denote E0 = {(i, j) : mi,j ∈ 2N} and E1 = {(i, j) : mi,j ∈ 2N + 1}. Then the
semi-group (Φt)t≥0 on L(W ) associated to the word length ψS is gradient-Sp if and only if (S,E1)
is a forest, and for every connected component C of (S,E1) there is at most one edge {t, r} ∈ E0

with t ∈ C and r 6∈ C and no edge {t, t′} ∈ E0 with t, t′ ∈ C.

We would also like to point out the following result from [9, Example 5.1]. It follows that the
Coxeter groups are in some cases actually equal. In such cases we have obtained the gradient-Sp
property for multiple quantum Markov semi-groups.

Proposition 5.13. Let Wi = 〈Si|Mi〉 be Coxeter systems for i = 1, 2 such that GraphSi(W ) has
no edges of even label, and such that the edges of odd label form a tree. Then if GraphS1

(W2) has
the same set of labels as GraphS2

(W2) (counting multiplicities), then the Coxeter groups are equal,
that is W1 =W2.

5.6. Smallness at infinity. We recall the construction of a natural compactification and bound-
ary associated with a finite rank Coxeter group. We base ourselves mostly on the very general
construction from [35] but in the case of Coxeter groups this boundary was also considered in
[13], [37]. In [35] then smallness at infinity was studied as well as its connection to the Gromov
boundary, which generally is different from the construction below.

LetW = 〈S|M〉 be a finite rank Coxeter system and let G be its Cayley graph which has vertex
set W and w,v ∈ W are connected by an edge if and only if w = vs for some s ∈ S. We see G
as a rooted graph with e ∈ W the root. We say that w ≤ v if there exists a geodesic (=shortest
path) from e to v passing through w. An infinite geodesic path is a sequence α = (αi)i∈N such
that: (1) αi ∈ W , (2) αi and αi+1 have distance 1 in the Cayley graph, (3) (αi)i=0,...,n is the
shortest path (geodesic) from α0 to αn for every n. For every w ∈ W we have either w ≤ αi for
all large enough i or w 6≤ αi for all large enough i. We write w ≤ α in the former case and w 6≤ α
in the latter case. We define an equivalence relation ∼ by saying that for two infinite geodesics α
and β we have α ∼ β if for all w ∈ W both implications w ≤ α ⇔ w ≤ β hold. Let ∂(W,S) be

the set of infinite geodesics modulo ∼. Define (W,S) = W ∪ ∂(W,S). We equip (W,S) with the
topology generated by the subbase consisting of

Uw :=
{
α ∈ (W,S) : w ≤ α

}
, U c

w
:=
{
α ∈ (W,S) : w 6≤ α

}
,
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with w ∈ W . Then (W,S) contains W as an open dense subset and the left translation action

of W on W extends to a continuous action on (W,S) (see [35]). This means that (W,S) is a
compactification of W in the sense of [11, Definition 5.3.15] and ∂(W,S) is the boundary. We
now recall the following definition from [11, Definition 5.3.15].

Definition 5.14. We will say that a finite rank Coxeter system (W,S) is small at infinity if

the compactification (W,S) is small at infinity. This means that for every sequence (xi)i∈N ∈ W
converging to a boundary point z ∈ ∂(W,S) and for every w ∈W we have that xiw → z.

The following is the main theorem of this subsection. The authors are indebted to Mario Klisse
for noting the connections in this theorem as well as its proof.

Theorem 5.15. Let W = 〈S|M〉 be a Coxeter system. Fix p ∈ [1,∞]. The following are
equivalent:

(1) The QMS (Φt)t≥0 associated with the word length ψS is gradient-Sp on L(W ).
(2) For all u,w ∈ S the set {v ∈W : uv = vw} is finite.
(3) For all s ∈ S the set {v ∈W : sv = vs} is finite.
(4) The Coxeter system W = 〈S|M〉 is small at infinity.

Proof. (1) is equivalent to saying that for all u, v ∈ S we have that γψSu,v has compact support by
Lemma 4.11. By Lemma 5.2 this is equivalent to (2). The equivalence between (3) and (4) was
proven in [35, Theorem 0.3]. The implication (2) =⇒ (3) is immediate.

Now assume (4). We shall prove that (2) holds by contradiction. So suppose that #{v :
uv = vw} = ∞ for some u,w ∈ S. Choose a sequence (vi)i in {v : uv = vw} which has

increasing word length. By the compactness of the compactification (W,S) [35, Proposition 2.8]
this implies that (by possibly going over to a subsequence) the sequence (vi)i converges to a
boundary point z. Now, by the smallness at infinity and the assumption that uvi = viw we have
that z = limi viw = limi uvi = u · z. We have either u ≤ z or u 6≤ z but not both in the partial
order from [35, Lemma 2.2]. Further, u 6≤ z iff u ≤ u · z = z which yields a contradiction. �

Remark 5.16. We refer to [35, Theorem 0.3] for yet another statement that is equivalent to the
statements in Theorem 5.15. A consequence of [35, Theorem 0.3] is that Coxeter groups that are
small at infinity are word hyperbolic. Conversely, not every word hyperbolic Coxeter group is small
at infinity. The simplest example is probably the Coxeter group generated by S = {s1, s2, s3, s4}
where mi,j = 2 if |i− j| = 1 and mi,j = ∞ otherwise. We thus see that not for every hyperbolic
Coxeter group we have the gradient-Sp property for the QMS associated with the word length.
However, in Section 7 we show that using tensoring we may still use our methods for such Coxeter
groups.

Remark 5.17. It is known that every discrete hyperbolic group is strongly solid by combining
results in [30] (to get AO+ using amenable actions on the Gromov boundary), [41] (for weak
amenability, see [27], [32] for general Coxeter groups) and [47] (for Theorem 3.13). Condition
AO+ may also be obtained by Theorem 4.14 for the Coxeter groups that admit a QMS with
gradient-Sp. However, Remark 5.16 shows that this covers a smaller class than [30] and so our
methods – for now at least – do not improve on existing methods concerning strong solidity
questions.

There are still two large benefits of the results in this section. Firstly, given a Coxeter system
W = 〈S|M〉 it is not directly clear whether it is small at infinity. A combination of Theorem 5.15
and Corollaries 5.11 and 5.12 gives in many cases an easy way to see whether a Coxeter group
is small at infinity. Secondly, for now we may not improve on current strong solidity results but
in Section 7 we show that using the tensor methods of Section 3 we may prove strong solidity
for all hyperbolic right-angled Coxeter groups. This gives an alternative path to the method of
[30] (still not outweighing known results). In Section 8 this alternative path also gives strong
solidity results for Hecke von Neumann algebras. Here we really improve on existing results as
the methods of [30] can only be applied in a limited way, see [35, Theorem 3.15 and Corollary
3.17].
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Remark 5.18. By Theorem 5.15 (see [35, Theorem 0.3]) smallness at infinity or gradient-Sp can
be characterized in terms of the finiteness of the centralizers of the generators. Such centralizers
can be analyzed using the methods from [1], [10].

6. Gradient-Sp semi-groups associated to weighted word lengths on Coxeter
groups

In this section we will consider proper length functions on Coxeter groups that are conditionally
of negative type and are different from the standard word length. We can then consider the
quantum Markov semi-groups associated to these other functions, and study the gradient-Sp
property of these semi-groups. We show that these other semi-groups may have the gradient-Sp
properties in cases where the semi-group associated to the word length ψS fails to be gradient-Sp.
For p ∈ [1,∞] this gives us new examples of Coxeter groupsW for which there exist a gradient-Sp
quantum Markov semi-group on L(W ). These results will turn out to be crucial in Section 7.

6.1. Weighted word lengths. For non-negative weights x = (x1, ...x|S|) we consider, if existent,
the function ψx : W → R by taking the word length with respect to the weights x on the generators
(see below). These functions are conditionally of negative definite type as follows for instance as
a special case of [7, Theorem 1.1]. Here we give another purely group theoretical proof.

Fix again a (finite rank) Coxeter group W = 〈S|M〉. Recall that the graph GraphS(W ) was
defined in Definition 5.5. Let Graph′S(W ) be the subgraph of GraphS(W ) that has vertex set S
and edge set E = {(si, sj) : 3 ≤ mi,j := msi,sj <∞}. Then let Ci be the connected component in

Graph′S(W ) that contains si.

Lemma 6.1. Let W = 〈S|M〉 be a Coxeter group. Then if x ∈ [0,∞)|S| is such that xi = xj
whenever Ci = Cj , then the function

ψx : W → [0,∞),

given for a word w = w1....wk in reduced expression by ψx(w) =
∑|S|

i=1 xi|{l : wl = si}| is well-
defined and is conditionally of negative type.

Proof. Let n = (n1, ..., n|S|) ∈ N|S| be such that ni = nj whenever Ci = Cj. We will construct a

new Coxeter group W̃n = 〈Sn|Mn〉 as follows. We denote Sn = {si,k : 1 ≤ i ≤ |S|, 1 ≤ k ≤ ni} for
the set of letters. We then define Mn : Sn → N ∪ {∞} as:

mn,si,k,sj,l =





msi,sj Ci = Cj and k = l

2 Ci = Cj and k 6= l

msi,sj Ci 6= Cj
.

We set the Coxeter group W̃n = 〈Sn|Mn〉. We now define a homomorphism ϕn : W → W̃n

given for generators by ϕn(si) = si,1si,2....si,ni . We note that ϕn(si)
2 = si,1...si,nisi,1...si,ni =

s2i,1...s
2
i,ni

= e. Furthermore, when Ci = Cj we have that ni = nj and (ϕn(si)ϕn(sj))
m =

(si,1....si,nisj,1....sj,nj)
m = (si,1sj,1)

m(si,2, sj,2)
m....(si,nisj,nj)

m. This means that in this case

(ϕn(si)ϕn(sj))
msi,sj = e. If Ci 6= Cj then either msi,sj = 2 or msi,sj = ∞. If msi,sj = 2 then

also ϕn(si)ϕn(sj) = si,1...si,nisj,1...sj,nj = sj,1...sj,njsi,1...si,ni = ϕn(si)ϕn(sj) holds. Therefore,
we can extend ϕn to words w = w1....wk ∈ W by defining ϕn(w) = ϕn(w1)...ϕn(wk). By what
we just showed, this map is well-defined. Furthermore, from the definition it follows that this
map is a homomorphism. Moreover, we note that if w = w1...wk ∈ W is a reduced expression,
then ϕn(w) = ϕn(w1)...ϕn(wk) is also a reduced expression. This means in particular that ϕn is

injective. Furthermore, if we denote ψ̃n for the word length on W̃n, then we have that for a word
w = w1....wk ∈W written in a reduced expression that

ψ̃n ◦ ϕn(w) =

k∑

l=1

ψ̃n(ϕn(wl)) =

|S|∑

i=1

ψ̃n(ϕn(si))|{l : wl = si}| =
|S|∑

i=1

ni|{l : wl = si}|.
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Now fix x ∈ [0,∞)|S| with xi = xj whenever Ci = Cj . For m ∈ N define nm ∈ N|S| by
(nm)i = ⌈mxi⌉+ 1 ∈ N. Now, for w ∈W with reduced expression w = w1...wk we have

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

m
ψ̃nm ◦ ϕnm(w)−

|S|∑

i=1

xi|{l : wl = si}|

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

|S|∑

i=1

|(nm)i
m

− xi| · |{l : wl = si}|

=

|S|∑

i=1

|⌈mxi⌉+ 1−mxi|
m

|{l : wl = si}| ≤
|S|∑

i=1

2

m
|{l : wl = si}| ≤

2|w|
m

,

and hence 1
m
ψ̃nm ◦ϕnm(w) →∑|S|

i=1 xi|{l : wl = si}| as m → ∞. This shows in particular that ψx

is well defined. Now, since 1
m
ψ̃nm ◦ ϕnm → ψx point-wise. Since 1

m
ψ̃nm ◦ ϕnm is conditionally of

negative type we have by [5, Proposition C.2.4(ii)] that ψx is conditionally of negative type. �

Remark 6.2. By Lemma 6.1 in the case of a right-angled Coxeter group W = 〈S|M〉 we have that
every weight x ∈ [0,∞)|S| defines a function that is conditionally of negative type.

Remark 6.3. For a general Coxeter group W = 〈S|M〉 and arbitrary non-negative weights x ∈
[0,∞)|S| the weighted word length is not well-defined. Indeed, if si, sj ∈ S are such that msi,sj is

odd, then for ki,j := ⌊12msi,sj⌋ we have that (sisj)ki,jsi and sj(sisj)ki,j are two reduced expressions
for the same word, but the values of |{l : wl = si}| and |{l : wl = sj}| depend on the choice of the
reduced expressions.

We shall now turn to examine when a weighted word length is proper. Fix again a Coxeter
system W = 〈S|M〉. Let I ⊆ S be a subset of the generators such that for i = 1, . . . , |S| either
Ci ⊆ I or Ci ∩ I = ∅. We set

ψI = ψx, with x ∈ [0,∞)|S| defined by x(i) = χI(i),

where χI is the indicator function on I. Then by Lemma 6.1 we have that ψI : W → R is a
well-defined function that is conditionally of negative type. We give the following characterization
on when the function ψI is proper.

Proposition 6.4. The function ψI is proper if and only if the elements S \ I generate a finite
subgroup.

Proof. Indeed, if the generated group H is infinite, then ψI is not proper as ψI |H = 0. On the
other hand, if the generated group H contains N < ∞ elements, then for a reduced expression
w = w1....wk ∈ W we can not have that wl, wl+1, ...wl+N ∈ S \ I for some 1 ≤ l ≤ k −N as the
expressions wl, wlwl+1, wlwl+1wl+2, .. would all be distinct elements in H. This thus implies that

ψI(w) > |w|
N+1 − 1 which shows that ψI is proper in this case. �

6.2. Gradient-Sp property with respect to weighted word lengths on right-angled Cox-

eter groups. In this subsection we shall consider a right-angled Coxeter group W = 〈S|M〉. Re-
call that right-angled means that ms,t ∈ {2,∞} for all s, t ∈ S, s 6= t so either s, t are free or they

commute. By Remark 6.2 it follows that for any x ∈ [0,∞)|S| we have that ψx : W → R is well-
defined and conditionally of negative definite type. We note also that ψx(w) = ψx(w1)+..+ψx(wk)

when w = w1...wk is a reduced expression. Therefore by Lemma 5.2 we have that γψx

u,w(v) 6= 0 for
u,w ∈ S and v ∈W if and only if uv = vw and ψx(u) > 0.

Theorem 6.5. Let W = 〈S|M〉 be a right-angled Coxeter group. Let x ∈ [0,∞)|S| and p ∈ [1,∞].
Suppose the function ψx is proper. Then, the semi-group (Φt)t≥0 induced by ψx is gradient-Sp if
and only if there do not exist generators r, s, t ∈ S with mr,s = mr,t = 2,ms,t = ∞ and ψx(r) > 0.

Proof. Suppose that (Φt)t≥0 is not gradient-Sp for some p ∈ [1,∞]. We will show the generators

with the given properties exist. Namely, there are generators u,w for which γψx

u,w is not finite

rank. We can thus let v ∈ W with |v| > |S| + 1 be such that γψx

u,w(v) 6= 0. Then uv = vw
and ψx(u), ψx(w) > 0 by Lemma 5.2. We note moreover that by [23, Lemma 3.3.3] we have
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that u = w because these elements are conjugate and the Coxeter group is right-angled. We
can now let z ∈ {v, uv,vw, uvw} be such that |z| ≤ |uz|, |zw|. Then the equality uz = zw also
holds. Therefore, we can write z in reduced form z = ri1,j1....rik ,jk with the conditions as in
Lemma 5.3. Now, as mil,jl := msil ,sjl

< ∞ we must have msil ,sjl
= 2 for l = 1, ..., k. Hence

z = si1si2 ...sik . Furthermore sjl+1
= sjl for l = 1, .., k − 1 since msil ,sjl

is even. We define r = sj1 .

Then r = ci1,j1 = u so that ψx(r) > 0. Furthermore, since k = |z| ≥ |v| − 1 > |S| there exist
indices l < l′ such that msil ,sil′

= ∞. We then set s = sil and t = sil′ . Then ms,r = msil ,sjl
= 2

and likewise mt,r = 2. This shows that all stated properties hold for r, s, t.
For the other direction, suppose that there exist r, s, t ∈ S with mr,s = mr,t = 2 and ms,t = ∞

and ψx(r) > 0. Define the words vn = (st)n. Then we have |vn| = 2n and hence {vn}n≥1 are
all distinct. Moreover, we have rvn = vnr and ψx(r) > 0. This means by Lemma 5.2 that

γψx

r,r (vn) = ψx(r) > 0 for n ≥ 1. Thus the semi-group (Φt)t≥0 is not gradient-Sp. �

7. Strong solidity for hyperbolic right-angled Coxeter groups

We conclude this paper with two applications that combines all the techniques that we have
developed so far. This section contains the first application. We prove that any right-angled
hyperbolic Coxeter group has a strongly solid group von Neumann algebra. This result was
surely known before; it follows for instance from [47]. Nevertheless we present our alternative
proof to demonstrate the techniques that we have established in this paper. For the rest of this
section fix a (finite rank) right-angled Coxeter system W = 〈S|M〉. We shall use the following
characterisation of word hyperbolicity.

Theorem 7.1 (See [23]). Let W = 〈S|M〉 be a right-angled Coxeter system. The following are
equivalent:

(1) W = 〈S|M〉 is word hyperbolic.
(2) There do not exist four distinct elements s, t, u, v ∈ S such that ms,t = mu,v = ∞ and

ms,u = ms,v = mt,u = mt,v = 2.

Our aim is to prove the following. The proof is based on Proposition 7.3 and Lemma 7.4 which
we prove at the end.

Theorem 7.2. Let W = 〈S|M〉 be a word hyperbolic right-angled Coxeter group. Then L(W )
satisfies AO+ and is strongly solid.

Proof. Let Cliq(S|M) be the set of subsets I ⊆ S that generate a finite Coxeter subgroup WI of
W = 〈S|M〉. These are precisely the subsets I ⊆ S such that for every s, t ∈ I we have ms,t = 2.
We call Cliq(S|M) the set of cliques. They could also be seen as the cliques in a natural graph
that is associated with the graph product decomposition of a right-angled Coxeter group, where
a clique is defined as a complete subgraph, see [28], [17]. We shall not need this graph product
decomposition here except for the fact that it explains the terminology.

For I ∈ Cliq(S|M) the function ψS\I is proper (see Proposition 6.4) and conditionally of
negative type (see Lemma 6.1). We may therefore consider the QMS ΦI associated with ψS\I ,
the associated gradient C[W ] bimodule HI and the Riesz transform RI : ℓ2(Γ) → HI . The Riesz
transform RI is then a partial isometry with a finite dimensional kernel spanned by δu, u ∈ WI .
RI is almost bimodular by Corollary 4.13. We now consider the ⊗Γ tensor product of bimodules
with Γ =W over all I ∈ Cliq(S|M) as was defined in Section 3.2,

(17) HW =
⊗

I∈Cliq(S|M),Γ

HI .

We note that the order in which the tensor products are taken is not relevant for our analysis.
Consider the convolution product of Riesz transforms

RW = ∗I∈Cliq(S|M)RI : ℓ2(Γ) → HW .

By Lemma 3.8 and Lemma 3.9 we see that RW is an almost bimodular partial isometry whose
kernel is spanned by all vectors δu where u ∈ WI for some I ∈ Cliq(S|M). In particular the
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kernel of RW is finite dimensional. Let L ⊆ HW be the smallest C[W ] subbimodule containing
the image of RW . Then RW : ℓ2(W ) → L is still an almost bimodular partial isometry with finite
dimensional kernel.

Recall that C∗
r (W ) is locally reflexive and L(W ) has the weak-∗ completely bounded approx-

imation property as W is weakly amenable (see [27], [32]). It then follows from Theorem 3.11
that if L is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule of W then L(W ) satisfies AO+. Consequently,
L(W ) is strongly solid by Theorem 3.13. The proof that HW is quasi-contained in the coarse
bimodule of W is given in Proposition 7.3 below. �

Proposition 7.3. The C[W ] bimodule L defined in the proof of Theorem 7.2 is quasi-contained
in the coarse bimodule of the word hyperbolic right-angled Coxeter group W .

Proof. We shall prove that a cyclic set of coefficients is in S2 so that the proposition follows from
Lemma 3.4. Let us denote H00 ⊆ L for the sets of all the vectors

ξv := (∗I∈Cliq(S|M)RI)(δv) =
⊗

I∈Cliq(S|M)

λv ⊗∇I
δe, v ∈W.

Here we used the symbol ⊗∇I
to denote elements in the gradient bimodule constructed from I.

By construction of L we have that H00 is cyclic for L. For ξu, ξw ∈ H00 we now inspect the
coefficient Tξu,ξw . We have for u,v,w ∈W,y ∈ C[W ],

τ(Tξw,ξu(λv)y) = 〈λv · ξw · y, ξu〉
=

∏

I∈Cliq(S|M)

〈λv · (λw ⊗I δe) · y, λu ⊗I δe〉I

=
∏

I∈Cliq(S|M)

〈Ψλ
u
−1 ,λw

I (λv)δey, δe〉

=
∏

I∈Cliq(S|M)

γ
ψS\I

u
−1,w

(v)〈λ
u
−1

vw
δey, δe〉.

Define the function

γ̃u,w(v) =
∏

I∈Cliq(S|M))

γ
ψS\I
u,w (v).(18)

Then, if γ̃
u
−1,w(v) = 0 we have that τ(Tξw,ξu(λv)y) = 0 for all y ∈ C[W ] and consequently

Tξw,ξu(λv) = 0. We thus have that Tξw,ξu is finite rank whenever γ̃
u
−1,w has finite support. In

Lemma 7.4 we shall show that the function γ̃u,w has finite rank for all u,w ∈ W so that we
conclude the proof. �

In order to prove Lemma 7.4 rigorously we shall introduce some notation here. A tuple
(w1, . . . , wk) with wi ∈ S will be call reduced if the expression w1 . . . wk is reduced. Further-
more, we will call the tuple semi-reduced whenever |w1 . . . wk| + |{l : wl = e}| = k. We will
say that a pair (i, j) with i < j collapses for a tuple (w1, . . . , wk) whenever wi = wj 6= e
and the elements {wl : i ≤ l ≤ j} pair-wise commute. In that case we will call the tuple
(w1, . . . , wi−1, e, wi+1, . . . , wj−1, e, wj+1, . . . , wk) the tuple obtained from (w1, . . . , wk) by collaps-
ing on the pair (i, j). We note that the word w1 . . . wk corresponding to (w1, . . . , wk) is in fact
the same as the word w1 . . . wi−1ewi+1 . . . wj−1ewj+1 . . . wk corresponding to the collapsed tuple.
The notation that we introduced here is convenient because it keeps indices aligned correctly. We
also note that a tuple (w1, . . . , wk) is semi-reduced if and only if we cannot collapse on any pair
(i, j). Hence, for a general tuple we can obtain a semi-reduced tuple by subsequently collapsing
on pairs (i1, j1), . . . , (iq, jq).

Lemma 7.4. For a right-angled word hyperbolic Coxeter group W we have that for u,w ∈W the
function γ̃u,w :W → R defined in (18) has finite support.
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Proof. Let u = u1 . . . un1
,v = v1 . . . vn2

,w = w1 . . . wn3
∈ W written in reduced expression. We

will moreover assume that |v| > |u| + |w| + |S| + 2. We will show that for such words we have
γ̃u,w(v) = 0. This then shows that γ̃u,w has finite support.

Let (u′1, . . . , u
′
n1
, v′1, . . . , v

′
n2
) be the semi-reduced tuple obtained by subsequently collapsing the

tuple (u1, . . . , un1
, v1, . . . , vn2

) on pairs (i′1, j
′
1), . . . , (i

′
q1
, j′q1). Then we must have i′l ≤ n1 and

j′l > n1 since the expressions for u and v were reduced. Also |uv| = |u| + |v| − 2q1 and more

generally for a weight x ∈ [0,∞)|S| we have

ψx(uv) = ψx(u) + ψx(v)− 2

q1∑

l=1

ψx(ui′
l
).

Likewise let (v′′1 , . . . , v
′′
n2
, w′′

1 , . . . , w
′′
n3
) be the semi-reduced tuple obtained by subsequently col-

lapsing the tuple (v1, . . . , vn2
, w1, . . . , wn3

) on pairs (i′′1 , j
′′
1 ), . . . , (i

′′
q2
, j′′q2). Then we must have

i′′l ≤ n2 and j′′l > n2 since the expressions for v and w were reduced. Also |vw| = |v|+ |w| − 2q2
and more generally for a weight x ∈ [0,∞)|S| we have

ψx(vw) = ψx(v) + ψx(w)− 2

q2∑

l=1

ψx(wj′′
l
−n2

).

Let us denote

J = {vj : j ∈ {1, . . . , n2} \ ({j′1 − n1, . . . , j
′
q1

− n1} ∪ {i′′1 , . . . , i′′q2})}.

Now since n2 = |v| > |u|+ |w|+ |S|+2 ≥ q1+q2+ |S|+2 we have that |J | ≥ |S|+2. Hence, there
are two elements g1, g2 ∈ J that do not mutually commute. Now, if s1, s2 ∈ S commute with all
elements in J , then s1, s2 commute with both g1 and g2 so that by the word hyperbolicity of W
(see (2) of Theorem 7.1) we must have that also s1 commutes with s2. We now let I0 ⊆ S be the
set of all generators that commute with all elements in J . Then by what we just mentioned we
have that the elements in I0 pair-wise commute, i.e. I0 ∈ Cliq(S|M).

Now, for i = 1, . . . , n1 let us set ũi = u′i and for i = 1, . . . , n3 set w̃i = w′′
i . Furthermore, for

i = 1, . . . , n2 set ṽi = e whenever either v′i = e or v′′i = e but not both, and set ṽi = vi otherwise.
Let us also denote ũ = ũ1 . . . ũn2

, ṽ = ṽ1...ṽn2
and w̃ = w̃1 . . . w̃n3

.
We claim that then we have ũṽw̃ = uvw. Indeed, we have that uvw = uv′′1 . . . v

′′
n2
w′′
1 . . . w

′′
n3
.

Now we can collapse (u1, . . . , un1
, v′′1 , . . . , v

′′
n2
, w′′

1 , . . . , w
′′
n3
) subsequently on the pairs (i′l, j

′
l) for

l = 1, . . . , q1 except when v′′
j′
l
−n1

6= vj′
l
−n1

for some 1 ≤ l ≤ q1, in which case v′′
j′
l
−n1

= e. If

this is the case then j′l − n1 = i′′kl for some kl ∈ {1, . . . , q2}. In particular it follows that in
this case ui′

l
= vj′

l
−n1

= vi′′
kl

= wj′′
kl
−n2

and that this element commutes with all elements in

J . Therefore ui′
l
∈ I0. We can then simply interchange the elements at index i′l (which is ui′

l
)

and the element at index j′l (which is v′′
j′
l
−n1

= e). This manipulation does not change the word,

and allows us to continue collapsing on the remaining pairs. Once we are done collapsing on all
pairs we have obtained the tuple (ũ1, . . . , ũn1

, ṽ1, . . . , ṽn2
, w̃1, ..., w̃n3

). This thus shows us that
uvw = ũṽw̃. It also shows us that ṽj′

l
−n1

∈ {e} ∪ I0 for l = 1, . . . , q2. Note that also by

definition ũi′
l
= e for l = 1, . . . , q1 and w̃j′′

l
−n2

= e for l = 1, . . . , q2. Therefore we also have

that ψS\I0(ũi′l) = ψS\I0(e) = 0 for l = 1, . . . , q1 and likewise ψS\I0(w̃j′′l −n2
) = 0 for l = 1, . . . , q2.

Furthermore ψS\I0(ṽj′l−n1
) = 0 for l = 1, . . . , q1 and ψS\I0(ṽi′′l ) = 0 for l = 1, . . . , q2.

Also, if we can collapse (ũ1, . . . , ũn1
, ṽ1, . . . , ṽn2

, w̃1, . . . , w̃n3
) on some pair (i, j) then we must

have i ≤ n1 and j > n1 + n2. Indeed otherwise we have that either (u′1, . . . , u
′
n1
, v′1, . . . , v

′
n2
) or

(v′′1 , . . . , v
′′
n2
, w′

1, . . . , w
′′
n3
) is not semi-reduced, which is a contradiction. Now let (i1, j1), . . . , (iq, jq)

be the pairs on which we can subsequently collapse (ũ1, . . . , ũn1
, ṽ1, ...ṽn2

, w̃1, . . . , w̃n3
) to obtain

a semi-reduced tuple. Then we thus must have il ≤ n1 and jl > n1 + n2. This thus implies that
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for l = 1, . . . , q we have that ũil = w̃jl commutes with the elements from J . Therefore we have
{ũil : l = 1, . . . , q} = {w̃jl : l = 1, . . . , q} ⊆ I0.

Now, we have that

ψS\I0(uvw) = ψS\I0(u) + ψS\I0(v) + ψS\I0(w)

− 2

[
q1∑

l=1

ψS\I0(ui′l) +
q2∑

l=1

ψS\I0(wi′′l −n2
) +

q∑

l=1

ψS\I0(ũil)

]

= ψS\I0(uv) + ψS\I0(vw)− ψS\I0(v) + 2

q∑

l=1

ψS\I0(ũil)

= ψS\I0(uv) + ψS\I0(vw)− ψS\I0(v).

This shows that γ
ψS\I0
u,w (v) = 0. Therefore, as I0 ∈ Cliq(S|M) we obtain that γ̃u,w(v) = 0. Now

as this holds for every v ∈ W with |v| > |u| + |w| + |S| + 2, we obtain that γ̃u,w has finite
support. �

8. Application B: Strong solidity of Hecke von Neumann algebras

In this final section we obtain strong solidity results for Hecke von Neumann algebras. These
are q-deformations of the group (von Neumann) algebra of a Coxeter group. If q = 1 we retrieve
the classical case of a group (von Neumann) algebra of a Coxeter group.

For the Hecke deformations our methods turn out to improve on existing strong solidity results.
In [35, Theorem 0.7] it was shown that for Coxeter groups that are small at infinity, their Hecke
von Neumann algebras satisfy the condition AO+. If such Hecke von Neumann algebras have the
weak-∗ completely bounded approximation property then they are strongly solid by [31, Theorem
A] (this is a generalisation of Theorem 3.13 from [47]). The weak-∗ completely bounded approx-
imation property was proved in [14] for Hecke von Neumann algebras of right-angled Coxeter
groups; outside the right-angled case this is an open problem. Therefore right-angled Coxeter
groups that are small at infinity have strongly solid Hecke von Neumann algebras. It was proved
in [35] that such Coxeter groups are in fact free products of abelian Coxeter groups; hence this
result is somewhat more limited than one would hope for.

It is natural to ask whether these strong solidity results for Hecke von Neumann algebras apply
to more general word hyperbolic Coxeter groups. In the group case (q = 1) this is exactly Theorem
7.2. However, the results from [35] and in particular [35, Corollary 3.17] show that it is hard to
extend current methods beyond free products of abelian Coxeter groups. A typical right-angled
word hyperbolic Coxeter group that was not covered before this paper is given by

(19) 〈{s1, s2, s3, s4}|M = (mi,j)i,j〉 with mi,j = 2 if |i− j| = 2 and mi,j = ∞ otherwise.

In this section we prove that also the Hecke deformations of this Coxeter group satisfy AO+ and
are strongly solid. The precise statement is contained in Theorem 8.4.

8.1. Definition of Hecke algebras. Fix a (not necessarily right-angled, finite rank) Coxeter
system W = 〈S|M〉. Let q = (qs)s∈S with qs > 0 for s ∈ S and such that qs = qt whenever
s, t ∈ S are conjugate in W . In this text we shall call such tuples Hecke tuples. Moreover, we
will denote ps(q) = qs−1√

qs
. We can as in [23, Theorem 19.1.1] define for s ∈ S the operators

T
(q)
s : ℓ2(W ) → ℓ2(W ) given by

T (q)
s (δw) =

{
δsw |sw| > |w|
δsw + ps(q)δw |sw| < |w| .
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For these operators we have

〈T (q)
s (δw), δz〉 = 〈δsw, δz〉+ 〈ps(q)δw, δz〉1(|sw| < |w|)

= 〈δw, δsz〉+ 〈δw, ps(q)δz〉1(|sz| < |z|)
= 〈δw, T (q)

s (δz)〉

that is (T
(q)
s )∗ = T

(q)
s .

Now, for a word w ∈W with a reduced expression w = w1 . . . wk we can set T
(q)
w = T

(q)
w1
.....T

(q)
wk ,

which is well-defined by [23, Theorem 19.1.1]. We note that we have (T
(q)
w )∗ = T

(q)
w

−1 and T
(q)
w (δe) =

δw. Furthermore for s ∈ S and w ∈W they satisfy the equations

T (q)
s T

(q)
w = T

(q)
sw + ps(q)T

(q)
w 1(|sw| < |w|),

T
(q)
w T (q)

s = T
(q)
ws + ps(q)T

(q)
w 1(|ws| < |w|).

Note that the first equation holds by the proof of [23, Theorem 19.1.1], and the second equation
follows by taking the adjoint on both sides.

We will denote Cq[W ] for the ∗-algebra spanned by the linear basis {T (q)
w : w ∈ W}. We

furthermore denote C∗
r,q(W ) ⊆ B(ℓ2(W )) for the reduced C∗-algebra obtained by taking the norm

closure of Cq[W ]. Finally, we define the Hecke von Neumann algebra Nq(W ) (or simply Nq) as
the strong closure of C∗

r,q(W ). We equip the von Neumann algebra with the faithful finite trace
τ(x) = 〈xδe, δe〉. We note here that when q = (qs)s∈S is taken as qs = 1 for s ∈ S, then (Nq, τ) is
simply the group von Neumann algebra L(W ) with canonical trace τ . The group von Neumann
algebra is thus a special case of a Hecke algebra.

8.2. Coefficients for gradient bimodules of Hecke algebras. We freely use the notation of

Section 8.1. In particular we fix the tuple q = (qs)s∈S . We will simply write Tw instead of T
(q)
w

and ps instead of ps(q). We let ψ : W → R be proper and conditionally of negative type. Define

∆ψ := ∆
(q)
ψ : Cq[W ] → Cq[W ] : Tw 7→ ψ(w)Tw,

and for t ≥ 0,

(20) Φt := Φ
(q)
t : Cq[W ] → Cq[W ] : Tw 7→ exp(−tψ(w))Tw.

We will now work under the following assumption.

Assumption 8.1. Φt, t ≥ 0 extends to a normal unital completely positive map Nq(W ) → Nq(W ).

The main point of the assumption is the complete positivity of Φt; the unitality is automatic
since ψ(e) = e and also the existence of a normal extension can usually be proved using a standard
argument once one knows that Φt is bounded (see the final paragraph of the proof of [14, Theorem
4.13]).

The assumption holds in case q = 1 by Schönberg’s theorem and in case W is right-angled
by combining [14, Corollary 3.4, Proposition 3.7] and [17, Proposition 2.30]. Note that if the
assumption holds then Nq(W ) satisfies the Haagerup property since ψ is proper. In general we
do not know whether Assumption 8.1 holds. In fact, it is not even known whether Nq(W ) has
the Haagerup property unless W is right-angled (see [14, Section 3]) or q = 1 (see [6]).

It is standard to check that if Assumption 8.1 holds then Φ = (Φt)t≥0 is a symmetric quantum
Markov semi-group. For the continuity property note that Φt is a contractive semi-group on
L2(Nq, τ) and then use that on the unit ball of Nq the strong topology equals the L2(Nq, τ)-
topology.

We shall now investigate the gradient-Sp, p ∈ [1,∞] property for Φ with respect to the σ-weak
dense subalgebra A := Cq[W ] of Nq(W ). The set A0 := {Ts : s ∈ S} forms a self-adjoint set that
generates the ∗-algebra A. Therefore by Lemma 4.5 in order to check the gradient-Sp property
for Φ we only have to check that ΨTu,Tw given in Definition 4.3 is in Sp = Sp(L2(Nq(W )))



32 MATTHIJS BORST, MARTIJN CASPERS, AND MATEUSZ WASILEWSKI

for generators u,w ∈ S. To check this we shall make some calculations to obtain a simplified
expression for ΨTu,Tw .

Fix u,w ∈ S and let v ∈W . We have by the multiplication rules that

Tu(TvTw) =TuTvw + TuTvpw1(|vw| < |v|)
=Tuvw + puTvw1(|uvw| < |vw|)

+ (Tuv + puTv1(|uv| < |v|))pw1(|vw| < |v|).
We can now make the following calculations

∆ψ(TuTvTw) =ψ(uvw)Tuvw + ψ(vw)puTvw1(|uvw| < |vw|)
+ ψ(uv)Tuvpw1(|vw| < |v|) + ψ(v)puTvpw1(|uv| < |v|)1(|vw| < |v|),

Tu∆ψ(Tv)Tw =ψ(v)(Tuvw + puTvw1(|uvw| < |vw|))
+ ψ(v)(Tuv + puTv1(|uv| < |v|))pw1(|vw| < |v|),

Tu∆ψ(TvTw) = ψ(vw)TuTvw + ψ(v)TuTvpw1(|vw| < |v|),
=ψ(vw)(Tuvw + puTvw1(|uvw| < |vw|))

+ ψ(v)(Tuv + puTv1(|uv| < |v|))pw1(|vw| < |v|),
∆ψ(TuTv)Tw = ψ(uv)TuvTw + ψ(v)puTvTw1(|uv| < |v|)

=ψ(uv)(Tuvw + Tuvpw1(|uvw| < |uv|))
+ ψ(v)pu(Tvw + Tvpw1(|vw| < |v|))1(|uv| < |v|).

Let ψS be again the word length function on W . Now by collecting all previous terms we get

ΨTu,Tw(Tv) =∆ψ(TuTvTw) + Tu∆ψ(Tv)Tw − Tu∆ψ(TvTw)−∆ψ(TuTv)Tw

=(ψ(uvw) + ψ(v) − ψ(vw) − ψ(uv))Tuvw

+ [(ψ(uv) + ψ(v) − ψ(v))1(|vw| < |v|)− ψ(uv)1(|uvw| < |uv|)]Tuvpw
+ [(ψ(vw) + ψ(v) − ψ(vw))1(|uvw| < |vw|) − ψ(v)1(|uv| < |v|)]puTvw
+ (ψ(v) + ψ(v) − ψ(v) − ψ(v))1(|uv| < |v|)1(|vw| < |v|)puTvpw

=γψu,w(v)Tuvw

+ ψ(uv)(1(|vw| < |v|) − 1(|uvw| < |uv|))Tuvpw
+ ψ(v)(1(|uvw| < |vw|) − 1(|uv| < |v|))puTvw

=γψu,w(v)Tuvw

+ ψ(uv)

( |v| − |vw| + 1

2
− |uv| − |uvw| + 1

2

)
Tuvpw

+ ψ(v)

( |vw| − |uvw| + 1

2
− |v| − |uv| + 1

2

)
puTvw

=γψu,w(v)Tuvw +
1

2
(|uvw| + |v| − |vw| − |uv|) (ψ(uv)Tuvpw − ψ(v)puTvw)

=γψu,w(v)Tuvw +
1

2
γψSu,w(v)(ψ(uv)Tuvpw − ψ(v)puTvw).

Now when uv 6= vw we have by Lemma 5.2 that γψSu,w(v) = 0. When uv = vw we have

|12γ
ψS
u,w(v)| = ψS(u) = 1. In this case the elements u and w are also conjugate and therefore

pu = pw. Combining these facts we obtain the simplified formula

(21) ΨTu,Tw(Tv) = γψu,w(v)Tuvw +
1

2
γψSu,w(v)(ψ(uv) − ψ(v))Tuvpw.

We will proceed under the further assumption that ψ is a length function.

Assumption 8.2. We shall assume from this point that the proper, conditionally of negative type
function ψ :W → R is also a length function.
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Using the fact that {Tv}v∈W is an orthonormal basis for L2(Nq(W ), τ) we obtain that for the
S2-norm of ΨTu,Tw we have the following bound

‖ΨTu,Tw‖2S2
=
∑

v∈W
〈ΨTu,Tw(Tv),Ψ

Tu,Tw(Tv)〉

=
∑

v∈W

[
|γψu,w(v)|2 +

1

4
|γψSu,w(v)|2|ψ(uv) − ψ(v)|2|pu|2

]

≤‖γψu,w‖2ℓ2(W ) +
1

4
|ψ(u)|2p2u‖γψSu,w‖2ℓ2(W ).

(22)

We are then thus interested in functions ψ for which this bound is finite for all u,w ∈ S.

Theorem 8.3. Let W = 〈S|M〉 be a right angled Coxeter group and let q = (qs)s∈S with qs > 0.
Assume that the elements in

(23) I := {r ∈ S : ∃s, t ∈ S such that mr,s = mr,t = 2 and ms,t = ∞}
commute, i.e. I ∈ Cliq(S |M). Suppose that ψ := ψS\I satisfies Assumption 8.1. Then the QMS
on Nq(W ) determined by (20) associated with ψS\I is gradient-S2.

Proof. We have shown already in Theorem 6.5 that for u,w ∈ S we have that γ
ψS\I
u,w ∈ ℓ2(Γ). Now

if u ∈ I then ψS\I(u) = 0 and hence by (22),

‖ΨTu,Tw‖2S2
≤ ‖γψS\Iu,w ‖2ℓ2(W ) <∞.

If u ∈ S\I then ψS\I(u) = 1 and therefore by Lemma 5.2 we have

|γψS\Iu,w (v)| = 2ψS\I(u)1(uv = vw) = 2ψS(u)1(uv = vw) = |γψSu,w(v)|.

This means that in this case γ
ψS\I
u,w = γψSu,w ∈ ℓ2(Γ). We conclude from (22) that

‖ΨTu,Tw‖2S2
≤ ‖γψS\Iu,w ‖2ℓ2(Γ) +

1

4
p2u · ‖γψSu,w‖2ℓ2(Γ) <∞.

�

Theorem 8.4. Let W = 〈S|M〉 be a right angled Coxeter group and let q = (qs)s∈S with qs > 0.
Assume that (23) is contained in Cliq(S |M). Then Nq(W ) satisfies AO+ and is strongly solid.

Proof. Theorem 8.3 shows that the QMS Φ on Nq(W ) associated with the length function ψS\I
is gradient-S2 . Therefore by Theorem 4.9 we see that a dense set of coefficients of the associated
gradient bimodule L2(Nq(W ), τ)∇ is in S2. Note that Theorem 4.9 is stated only for groups, but
a straightforward adaptation of the computations in the proof yields the same result for Hecke
algebras. Hence the gradient bimodule is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule of Nq(W ) by
[18, Theorem 3.9] (see also Proposition 3.3). The Riesz transform is then an isometry RΦ :
L2(Nq(W ), τ) → L2(Nq(W ), τ)∇. The kernel of RΦ is given by the space spanned by the vectors
Tw with w in the (finite) group generated by I. Essentially in the same way as in the group
case (q = 1) one checks that Φ is filtered with subexponential growth. Therefore by Theorem 4.7
we see that RΦ is almost bimodular. By [19, Theorem 6.1] C∗

r,q(W ) is exact and hence locally
reflexive [11]. We may now invoke Theorem [18, Proposition 5.2] (see also Theorem 3.11) to
conclude that Nq(W ) satisfies AO+. By [14, Theorem A] Nq(W ) satisfies the weak-∗ completely
bounded approximation property. Hence [31, Theorem A] (see also Theorem 3.13) shows that
Nq(W ) is strongly solid. �

Remark 8.5. The strong solidity result of Theorem 8.4 can also be proved by combining the results
in this paper with the methods of [15], [42], [44] without using condition AO+.

Remark 8.6. The set (23) can be understood as all elements in S that belong to exactly one
maximal clique.
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9. Open problems

We list two natural problems which we believe are open.

Problem 9.1. Consider a Coxeter system W = 〈S|M〉 and q = (qs)s∈S with qs > 0, s ∈ S such
that qs = qt whenever s, t ∈ S are conjugate in W . Does the Hecke von Neumann algebra Nq(W )
have the Haagerup property and/or the weak-∗ completely bounded approximation property? An
affirmative answer for both properties is known in case qs = 1 for all s ∈ S [6], [27], [32] or in case
W = 〈S|M〉 is right-angled [14]. For all other cases these properties are open. In particular we
do not know in which generality Assumption 8.1 holds for ψ = ψS the (unweighted) word length
function.

Problem 9.2. ForW = 〈S|M〉 a right-angled word hyperbolic Coxeter system and q = (qs)s∈S with
qs > 0, s ∈ S. Is Lq(W ) strongly solid? The cases obtained in Theorem 8.4 are word hyperbolic
but do not exhaust all word hyperbolic right-angled Coxeter groups. In case qs = 1, s ∈ S the
tensor product techniques from Section 7 allows one to improve the results of Section 8 to all
word hyperbolic right-angled Coxeter groups. However, such tensor products of bimodules are
unavailable unless qs = 1, s ∈ S by the absence of a suitable comultiplication for Hecke algebras.
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