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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[I'], with I" 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 S, class p € [2,00) then the n-fold tensor power
Hli@” 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 S, for
the gradient bimodule constructed from the word length function. We get equivalence of: (1)
the gradient-S, 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 A and the directional gradient V; on Ly(R™) given by
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Then the Riesz transform R; = V; o A2 for 1 < j < n is an isometry on Ly(R™) that has been
studied extensively in classical harmonic analysis in the context of Fourier multipliers, singular
integral operators and Calderén-Zygmund theory.

Riesz transforms can be defined abstractly for any Cy-semi-group of positive measure preserving
unital contractions on Lo, (X, 1), with (X, u) a finite Borel measure space. Such semi-groups admit
a generator A and a natural replacement of the gradient V known as the carré du champ. The
Riesz transform is then defined as V o A"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 ® = (®;);>0 a point-strongly continuous semi-group of trace preserving unital
completely positive maps. Such a semi-group comes with a generator A. 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 T', acting on the group algebra C[I']. Then the carré du champ
allows the construction of a C[I'] bimodule Hy and a derivation, i.e. a map satisfying the Leibniz
rule, V : C[I'] — Hy such that (here formally) A = V*V. So V is a root of A 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 V o A7D 4 (I') = Hy called
the Riesz transform. This Riesz transform was studied in the context of g-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 I we may associate the group von Neumann algebra £(T") which
is the von Neumann algebra generated by the left regular representation. Let F be the free group
with two generators. In his fundamental papers on free probability Voiculescu [53] showed that
L(F3) does not possess a Cartan subalgebra, meaning that there does not exist a maximal abelian
subalgebra (MASA) of L(F2) whose normalizer generates £(Fs). An important consequence is
that £(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(F3) is strongly solid. This means that the normalizer of any diffuse amenable von Neumann
subalgebra of L£(F3) generates a von Neumann algebra that is amenable again. Since L(Fy) is
nonamenable and since MASA’s are diffuse it automatically follows that £(F3) 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 [I8]. 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 [[T]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[I'| bimodule and let V' : {o(I') — H
be bounded. Assume that H is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule of ', that V is almost
bimodular and that V*V is Fredholm. Assume that C)(T") is locally reflexive. Then L(I') satisfies
AO™.

The Akemann-Ostrand property AO™ (as in [31]) will be used frequently in this paper for which
we refer to Definition BI0l If ' 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 [[T] we are mostly still interested in two things: (1) constructing almost
bimodular maps V' : ¢5(I") — H with H a C[I'] bimodule; (2) showing that the C[I'] bimodule H
is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule ¢ (I") ® £5(I") of I". 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[I'] and their coefficients. We define
coefficients of a C[I'] bimodule as a certain map C[I'] — C[I']. 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[I'] C ¢5(I") a coefficient determines a densely defined map
l5(I") — £2(T"). We study when these maps are contained in the Schatten von Neumann non-
commutative Ly-space S,.
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For two C[I'] bimodules H; and Hs we shall also show that H; ® Hs has a natural C[I'] bimodule
structure and we denote this bimodule by Hi ®r Hs. As a Hilbert space H; ®r Ho = H; ® Hos.
Recall that the coarse bimodule of T' is given by ¢3(I") ® ¢2(I") where the left action of C[I'] is
on the first tensor leg and the right action on the second tensor leg. In Section [B] we prove the
following, amongst other results (except for part (4), which is proved in Section M] see Corollary

4.13).
Theorem 1.2. Let H, H; and Hs be C[I'] bimodules.

(1) If a dense set of coefficients of H are in Sg then H is a L(I') bimodule that is quasi-
contained in the coarse bimodule of T'.

(2) If a dense set of coefficients of Hi,i = 1,2 is contamed in Sp ,pZ [1,00) then a dense set
of coefficients of H1 @r Hy is contained in S, where 1 > = p_1 + —

(3) If Vi : €5(T") — H;,i = 1,2 is almost C[I'] bimodular then so is V1 Vo= (V1 ®Va)oAr:
05(T") — Hy ®@p Hy where Ay : l5(T') — £5(T) @ €o(T") is the comultiplication.

(4) Consider a proper length function ¢ : I' — Z>q that is conditionally of negative type,
defined on a finitely generated group I'. Then the associated Riesz transform R : l5(T") —
l5(T)v is almost bimodular.

Theorem provides a clear strategy towards obtaining the input of Theorem [[LTI Namely
we start with a proper length function ¢ : I' — R that is conditionally of negative type. We
construct the associated gradient bimodule Hy and show that its coefficients are in S, for some
p € [1,00). By tensoring we obtain a bimodule (Hv)5",n > [£] and a map

VT dy(T) — (Hy)E",

with the desired properties of Theorem [Tl 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 Hy are
in Sp,p € [1,00). In order to do so we recall the property gradient-S, for quantum Markov
semi-groups from [15], [18]. If a quantum Markov semi-group has gradient-S, then a dense set of
coefficients of Hy are in Sp; consequently Hy is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule of T'.

We first show (Lemma [A.IT]) that if ¢ : I’ — Z is a proper length function that is conditionally
of negative type then gradient S,,p € [1,00) 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-S,. We find the following characterization.

Theorem 1.3. Let W = (S|M) be a finite rank Cozeter system. Fix p € [1,00]. 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-
S 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 [[.3] hold in the following theorem. For the definition of the graph Graphg(W) we refer
to Definition The definition of a parity path is given in Definition

Theorem 1.4. Let W = (S|M) be a Coxeter group. If there does not exist a cyclic parity path
in Graphg(W) then the semi-group (®:)i>0 associated to the word length g is gradient-S, for all
p € [1,00]. The converse holds true if m;; # 2 for all i,j.

Section [Bl shows that it is usually easy to determine whether Graphg(1¥') has a parity path, see
Corollaries 51T and B.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 [3l 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 T’ be a discrete group admitting a proper cocycle into a p-
integrable representation for some p < oco. Assume C}¥(T') is locally reflexive. Then L(T') has
property AOT.

Next we obtain strong solidity results for Hecke von Neumann algebas: g¢-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 ¢ =
(gs)ses with gs > 0. Assume that all elements in

Z:={reS:3s,t €S such that my s =m,; =2 and mg; = oo}
commute. Then the Hecke von Neumann algebra Ny(W) satisfies AOt and is strongly solid.

We note that a large part of the analysis in proving Theorem 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 [@ 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 [ contains results on
bimodules and their coefficients. We prove Theorem We also directly obtain the first strong
solidity result, namely Theorem Section M introduces quantum Markov semi-groups, the
gradient bimodule and the Riesz transform. We also derive many of the basic properties. Section
proves Theorem [[.3] and Theorem [[L4l Note that here we also establish the Corollaries [B.11]
and 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 [7l proves strong solidity
results for Coxeter groups using tensor methods. In Section B we prove Theorem We have
included Section [@ 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

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 7 : M — C. We will say that the pair
(M, 7) is a finite von Neumann algebra. We let Lo (M) be the Hilbert space completion of M with
respect to the inner product (x,y), = 7(y*x). Note that we suppress 7 in the notation of Lo(M).
In case M is a group von Neumann algebra (see below) 7 is understood as the trace defined by
). We denote 2, € Ly(M) for the element 1 € M identified within Lo(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 ® : M — M on a
von Neumann algebra M is called completely positive if for every n € N the map id, ® ® :
M, (C)® M — M,(C) ® M maps positive elements to positive elements.

2.3. Approximation properties. A von Neumann algebra M has the weak-* completely boun-
ded approximation property if there exists a net of normal completely bounded finite rank maps
®; : M — M,i € I such that sup; |®;||s < oo and for every x € M we have ®;(z) — x in the
o-weak topology. If the ®; can moreover be chosen to be unital and completely positive then M
is called amenable. We refer to [I1] 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 A°P. For x,y € A, £ € H we denote x - £ -y or
x&y for the left action of z and the right action of y on the vector £. 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 *x-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 @;crK 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 e > 0, every finite set F' C A and every £ € H there
exist finitely many n; € K indexed by j € G such that for z,y € F,

@€y, &) = > (wnjy,m)| < e.
jea

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.

Let M be a finite von Neumann algebra. Then M acts on La(M) by left and right multiplication.
This turns La(M) into an M bimodule called the trivial bimodule. Similarly Lo(M) ® Lo(M) has
a bimodule structure by extending

rony=zE@ny,  x,y€ MEn e Ly(M).
The M bimodule thus obtained is called the coarse bimodule.

2.5. Schatten classes. Let H be a Hilbert space. For p € (0,00) we define S, = S,(H) as the
space of all € B(H) for which

1

1 p

(1) ]l := Tr(jz[")> = (Z(lepei,ez>>
iel

is finite where e;,7 € I, is any orthonormal basis of H. If p € [1,00] then () defines a norm
turning S, into a Banach space that is moreover a 2-sided ideal in B(H). In case p € (0,1) we
have that S, is a quasi-Banach space as the triangle inequality only holds up to a constant; we
shall only encounter this space in Lemma

2.6. Group algebras. Let I' be a discrete group. We denote e for the identity of I'. Let
['— B(ly(1)) : s+ Ag,

be the left regular representation where A\;6; = 05 and where d; is the delta function at ¢ € I
The group algebra C[I'] is the x-algebra generated by As,s € I'. The reduced group C*-algebra
C}(T) is the norm closure of C[I']. The group von Neumann algebra £(T") is the strong operator
topology closure of C[I']. £(T") is finite with faithful normal tracial state

(2) 7(2) = (xde, be), x e L(T).
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Note that we have an identification as Hilbert spaces La(L(T)) ~ ¢5(T") by x — xd. with
x € C[I']. Under this identification ¢2(T") is the trivial bimodule with actions given by the left and
right regular representations A and p. The coarse bimodule is then given by ¢5(T") ® ¢2(T") with
left and right actions given by

z-(E@n) -y = (2 ® (ny), &, € L(I).
We simply call £o(I") ® ¢5(I") with these bimodule actions the coarse bimodule of T'.  We also
summarize that

['C C[I € C(T) € L(I') € £(T),

where the first inclusion is given by s — As 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 C V and § > 0 we define the
d-neighbourhood of G as all points in V' for which there exists a geodesic of length at most d to
a point in G. (V, E) is hyperbolic if there exists § > 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
d-neighbourhood of [v, w] U [w, u).

Let T' be a finitely generated (discrete) group. I'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 I' be a discrete group. A length function is a function ¢ : ' —
R>¢ satisfying 9 (uv) < ¥(u) + ¢ (v) for all u,v € I'. If T" is generated by a finite set S then a
typical length function is defined by ¥ (w) = n where w = s1 ... s, is the shortest way of writing w
as a product of generators s; € S. Note that ¢ (w) is the distance from w to e in the Cayley graph
of I'. A function ¢ : I' — R is called conditionally of negative type (also known as conditionally
negative definite) if (e) = 0, ¥(s) = ¥(s7!),s € I' and for all n € N and s1,...,s, € I' and real
numbers ¢y, ..., ¢, with > | ¢; = 0 we have

n n
Z Z cicjib(s;lsi) <0.
i=1 j=1
In this paper we shall frequently work with length functions that are conditionally of negative

type. A function ¥ : I' — R is called proper if the inverse image of a compact set is compact
(hence finite as I" is discrete).

2.9. Tensor products. With mild abuse of notation we use ® for several different tensor prod-
ucts in this paper. If V7 and V5 are vector spaces then V7 ® V5 is the tensor product of these vector
spaces. If V; and V5 are algebras or x-algebras then we see Vi ® V5 as an algebra or *-algebra
as well. When V; and V5 are Hilbert spaces V7 ® V3 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 V3 are C*-algebras we will write ®,1, instead of ® for their tensor product as a *-algebra
and ®uin for their spatial tensor product; this is also the minimal tensor product by Takesaki’s
theorem. If Vi and V5 are von Neumann algebras we denote by Vi ®@V5 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 [3.41



BIMODULE COEFFICIENTS, RIESZ TRANSFORMS ON COXETER GROUPS AND STRONG SOLIDITY 7

3.1. Coeflicients and quasi-containment. Let I' be a discrete group with group algebra C[I'],
reduced group C*-algebra C(I") and group von Neumann algebra £(I'). They include naturally

CIrp < ¢;(T) € £(I).

In turn £(I") C ¢5(T") by  — xd.. Hence we may and will view C[I'] as the subspace of ¢5(T") of
functions with finite support. Now a C[I'] bimodule will be a Hilbert space H with commuting
left and right actions of I" and thus of C[I'] by extending the actions linearly.

Definition 3.1 (Coefficients). Let H be a C[I'] bimodule. Let £, n € H be such that there exists
a map T¢,, : C[I'] = C[I'] such that

(3) T(Tfﬂl(x)y) = <$5ya77>, x,y € (C[F]
Tty is called the coefficient of H at &,n. Set Tz := T¢¢. The coefficient Tg, is in S, with
p € [1,00] if Tg, exists and extends to a bounded operator Tg, : Lo(I') — £o(I") that is moreover
in Sp = Sp(L2(I)).

Note that if the map T¢, is existent then it is uniquely determined by (B)). Indeed, if Tg’ . is
another map with this property then 7((T¢,, —T¢ , )(z)y) = 0 for all #,y € C[I'] so that T, = T¢ ,,.

Remark 3.2. In [2, Definition 13.1.6] the notion of a coefficient of a von Neumann bimodule is
defined. Definition B.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 [ 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[I'] bimodule. Suppose that there exists a
dense subset Hy C H such that for any § € Hy the coefficient T; : C[I'] — C[I'] is in Sa. Then the
left and right C[I'] actions on H extend to (bounded) normal L(I') actions and the L(I') bimodule
H is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule {o(I') ® £o(T).

Proof. Take £ € Hy. Define the functional
p: T @ug CITIP = C: 2@y 1 (2 € - 3, €).
For z,y € C[I'| by definition of T,

plz@y*®) = (z- -y, &) = 7(Te(2)y) = 7(yTe(x)) = (Te(), y")r-
Now as T¢ is Hilbert-Schmidt there exists a vector (¢ € €2(I") ® £5(I") such that

plz @y?) = (@ y™?, () = (t@y™) - (1@ 1), ().
This shows that p extends contractively to C(T") @min C; (I'). Moreover, this shows that p extends
to a normal contractive map on the von Neumann algebraic tensor product £L(I")®@L(I') — C. By

Kaplansky’s density theorem this extension of p is moreover positive. Since ¢o(I") ® ¢5(T") is the
standard form of L(T')®L(T")°P there exists n € lo(I") @ ¢o(T") such that

plx@y®)=(z-n-y,m),  zyeLl(l)
This proves that the conditions of [I8, 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 £(I). g

A subset Hyg C H of a C[I'] bimodule H is called cyclic if Hy := spanC[I'|HpoC[I'] is dense
in H. The following lemma tells us that we can reduce Proposition 3.3 to checking the property
only for the coeflicient in a cyclic subset.

Lemma 3.4 (Reduction to cyclic subset). Suppose that Hog C H is a subset whose coefficients
Tey for &,m € Hog are in Sy. Then the coefficients T¢ ;) for £,m € Hy := spanC[I'| HyC[I'] are in
So. Consequently, if Hog is cyclic then H is a L(T') bimodule that is quasi-contained in the coarse
bimodule l5(T") @ lo(T).
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Proof. Let & = X\g&N\p, and 1 = Agn)¢ for some g, h,s,t € I and &, n € Hpo. We have that

T(Ter oy ()y) = @€'y, ') = (@AGEAY, AsnAe) = (Ag—12AGEAR YN -1, 1)
:T(Tg,n()\sax)\g))\hy)\tfl) = T()\tﬂTgm()\SAx)\g))\hy).

This shows that Ter ,(x) = N—1T¢ (As—12Xg) A, and so Tgr v is in Sp. The first statement then
follows by linearity. By Proposition B.3] we find that H is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule
05(T") ® £5(T") in case Hyy is cyclic. O

3.2. Tensoring bimodules. If H; and Hjy are two C[I'] bimodules then we can construct a
bimodule Hy; ®p Ho, which, as a Hilbert space, is the same as H1; ® Hs and the actions are given
by

s-(E®@n):=sE@sn and (E®n)s :=Es@ns, € Hy,n€ Hy,s €.
The actions extend by linearity to actions of C[I']. If we take an n-fold tensor power of a given
bimodule H, it will be denoted by Hf@”. For later use we also recall that the comultiplication

Ar: C[I'l = C[I'] ® C[I']
is given by the linear extension of the assignment v — ~v ® 7,7 € I'. Then Ar extends to an
isometry lo(T') — £5(T") ® ¢5(T") which we still denote by Ar.
The following lemma shall mostly be used in the situation where 1 < r < co and hence also
1 < p,q < oo so that all Schatten spaces are Banach spaces. It holds true however in the more

general range of exponents 0 < p,q,r < oo where the Schatten spaces are only quasi-Banach
spaces.

Lemma 3.5. Let 0 < p,q,r < oo with % = % + %. Let Hy and Hs be C[I'| bimodules and let
§ € Hy and n € Hy. Suppose that the coefficient T¢ is in S, and the the coefficient T, is in S,.
Then the coefficient Teg, of Hy ®r Hy is in S;.

Proof. We have for s,t € T,
T(Tewn(s)t) = (St @ snt, £ @ 1)
= (s&t, &) (snt,m)
= 7(Te(s)t)7(Ty (s)1)-
It follows that Teg, = AR(T¢ ® T,))Ar. Now we want to determine the S,-norm of T¢g,. As Ar

is an isometry on ¢3(I') we have A} Ap = 1. Using the (slightly unusual) convention |T'| := v/TT*
we get [Ten|” = AL(|Te|” @ |T|")Ar. So we have

|Tewnlls, = Te(1Teanl”) = > (Teanl"9.9) = > (|Tel 9, 9)(|T5]"9. 9)-
gel’ gel’

Using the fact that % + g = 1 we can apply Hoélder’s inequality to this sum and obtain an upper
bound

r r

p q
Teanlls, < | D (Telg. )" | - [ D (T g.9)"
gel’ gerl
We will now use the following inequality: if S is a positive operator and v is a unit vector then
(Sv,v)t < (Stv,v) for any t > 1. Indeed, let u be the spectral measure of S at v (which is a
probability measure), then (Sv,v)! = ([ zdp)' < [z'du = (S'v,v) by Jensen’s inequality applied
to the convex function = — 2!. Now our upper bound becomes

T

v 7
Tewnlls, < | D_(Tela.g) | - [ D_(Tul9.0) | = ITells, - ITy15, -
gel gel’

To sum up, we get the inequality

[Tewnlls, < I Tells, - [Tnlls,-
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0

Proposition 3.6. Let H be a C[I'] bimodule such that for a dense subset of H the coefficients
are in S,. Then the bimodule HI@" is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule for any n > §.

Proof. By Lemma (and induction) we get that a dense subset of coefficients of Hfi?" is in
Sr C Sy, so by Proposition B3] we get the quasi-containment. O

Definition 3.7. Let H and K be C[I'] bimodules. A linear map V : H — K s called almost
bimodular if for every x,y € C[I'] the map

H— K : &= a2V (€y — V(zéy),
18 compact.

Lemma 3.8. Let Hy and Hy be bimodules over C[I']. Suppose Vi: lo(I') — Hy and Vy: £5(T) —
Hy are almost bimodular bounded linear maps. Then

Vix Vo= (V1 ®V2) oAr: 52(11) — Hy @r Hy
18 almost bimodular.

Proof. 1t 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' : ¢5(I') — H with H a C[I'] bimodule we will
write (sVt)(€) = sV(&)t and V(E) 1= V(s&t) where £ € £5(T). Tt follows from the definitions
that

s(VixVa)t=(s®@s) - (Vi ®Va)oAr) - (t®@t) = (sVit * sVat).
Further, for £ € £5(T),
(V1% Vo)™ (&) =(Vi @ Va) Ar(s&t)
=(V1 @ Va)((s @ s)Ar(€)(t @ 1)) = (V2! V) (€).
Hence
(Vi * Vo)t = Vls,t N st,t‘
Therefore we have

) s(Vix Vo)t = (Vi Vo)™ = (Vi = Vi) s sVat) + (V) (sVat = 137)).

By our assumption the operators sVit — Vf’t and sVot — V;’t are compact. So it suffices to check
that if K is compact and T is bounded then both K T and T x K are compact. To check that, for
every finite subset ' C I consider the corresponding finite rank orthogonal projection Pr onto the
linear span of 05 € £2(I"), s € F. We can easily check that Ao Pp = (Pr®1d)o A = (Id®Pp) o A.
It follows that (K «* T)Pp = (KPrp«T),so (K «xT)Pr — K «T = (KPp — K) x T. Further,

(K« T)Pr — K+ T|| < |[KPr — K[||T].

By compactness of K we see that ||[KPp — 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 x K is the
same. Hence the operator in () is compact, i.e. V} x V5 is almost bimodular. U

Lemma 3.9. For i = 1,2 suppose that V; : £o(T') — H; is a partial isometry to a C[I'] bimodule
H; such that ker(V;) is spanned linearly by a subset F; C T'. Then Vi x Va is a partial isometry
whose kernel is the linear span of Fi U Fy.

Proof. The comultiplication Ar is an isometry f2(I') — l2(I') @ €5(T"). Clearly Ar(s) = s® s is
contained in ker(S; ® Sy) if s is in Fy U Fy. Further, S; ® Sy is isometric on ker(S;)+ ® ker(Ss)*
and so it is certainly isometric on the linear span of Ap(s) = s ® s,s € I'\(F} U Fy). These
observations conclude the lemma. 0



10 MATTHIJS BORST, MARTIJN CASPERS, AND MATEUSZ WASILEWSKI

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 o-weakly
dense unital C*-subalgebra A C M such that:

(1) A is locally reflexive [11, Section 9];
(2) There exists a unital completely positive map 6 : A @min A® — B(L2(M)) such that
0(a ® b°P) — ab®P is compact for all a,b € A.

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

Theorem 3.11 (Proposition 5.2 of [18]). Let H be a C[I'] bimodule and let V : l5(I') — H be
a bounded linear map. Assume that H is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule of T', that V is
almost bimodular and that V*V is Fredholm. Assume that C;(I') is locally reflexive. Then L(I")
satisfies AOT.

The following theorem in turn yields the strong solidity results from AO™. For the notion of
weak amenability we refer to [II, Section 12.3]. If T' is a weakly amenable discrete group then
Cy(T') 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 C 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 I' be a discrete weakly amenable group such that L(I")
satisfies AOT. Then L(T) 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 @ 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 T be a discrete group. Suppose that m: T' — B(H) is a unitary (or orthogo-
nal) representation. We say that w is p-integrable for some p < oo if there exists a dense subspace
Hy such that for any v € Hy the matriz coefficient g — (w(g)v,v) is in £,(T).

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 0 : C[I'] — K into a C[I'] bimodule K is a linear map that satisfies
the Leibniz rule

d(xy) = 20(y) + d(x)y, z,y € C[T].

A function b : I' - K with 7 : I' — H a representation on a Hilbert space H is called a cocycle or
1-cocycle if b(st) = w(s)b(t) + b(s) for all s,t € I'. The following theorem is the only place where
cocycles are used in this paper.

Theorem 3.15. Let I' be a discrete group admitting a proper cocycle into a p-integrable repre-
sentation for some p < co. Assume C¥(T') is locally reflexive. Then L(T') satisfies AOT.
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Proof. Let m: I' — B(H) be a p-integrable representation, Hy C H a dense subspace with p-
integrable coefficients, and let ¢: I' — H be a proper m-cocycle. The map

Ag = exp(=tlle(g)|*)Ag, g €Tt >0,

extend to a semi-group of normal unital completely positive maps on L£(I") [I1, Theorem C.11],
ie. a quantum Markov semi-group as will be defined in Section @l Set A : C[I'] — CI[I'] by
A(Ng) = |le(9)IPAg, g € T. Set K := H ® {o(T") with the left action given by 7 ® A and the right
action given by id ® p. Now define 0: C[I'] — K by 9(A(g)) := c(g9) ® é4. As c is a cocycle,
0 is a derivation. We will check that the coefficients of this bimodule K at vectors of the form
£ =v® 04 are in S, where v € Hy,g € I'. Let us start with the case £ = v ® d.. We claim that
Te(Ng) = (m(g)v,v)Ag. Indeed, let us take g1, g2 € I' and compute

(91€92,€) = (7(g)v ® 0g1g2:V ® be) = <7T(9)Uav>5g1g2:e-

It is clearly equal to 7(T¢(g1)g2) from the definition of the coefficient T¢. Therefore the coefficients
are diagonal operators with £,-coefficients, so they are in S,. To handle vectors of the form v ®d,
note that Ty = A\;Te Ay and (v ® d¢) - g = v ® Jy, so these coefficients are also in S,. The Riesz
transform defined as

DoA™z :C[T) = K : Ay |e(g)| "elg) @6,,  geT.

extends to an almost bimodular isometry ¢2(I') — K (see [18, Proposition 5.3]) whose kernel by
definition equals the kernel of A. This kernel is finite dimensional as ¢ is proper.

Now since K has a dense set of coefficients in S, we have that the bimodule Kl@" has a dense
set of coefficients in Sy for every n > &. Therefore, by Proposition B.3] KI@" is quasi-contained in

the coarse bimodule of I'. From the previous paragraph and Lemma 3.8 we see that (0 o Afé)*"

is an almost bimodular map. (0o Afé)*" is moreover a partial isometry with a finite dimensional
cokernel by Lemma [3.91 Therefore the assumptions of Theorem B.11] are satisfied and if C(T") is
locally reflexive we conclude that £(I') has AOT. O

Remark 3.16. In the proof of Theorem we may view 0 as an unbounded densely defined
operator l»(I') — K. It is not difficult to check that (0%0)(A\;) = A()g),g € I' as for the
derivations that occur in Section [l

Recall that T' is called icc if all conjugacy classes except for the identity are infinite.

Corollary 3.17. LetT" be an icc lattice in either SO(n,1),n > 3 or SU(m,1),m > 2. Then L(T")
18 strongly solid.

Proof. By [12], [22] we have that I" is weakly amenable and in particular C}(I") is locally reflexive.
By [48, Theorem 1.9] I' admits a proper cocycle in a p-integrable representation for some p €
[2,00). Therefore by Theorem L(T) satisfies AOT. We then conclude the proof by Theorem
B.13l O

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 S, 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 [Bl
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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, T)
is a semi-group ® = (®¢)i>0 of normal unital completely positive maps ®¢ : M — M that are
trace preserving (T o ®; = 7,t > 0) and such that for every x € M the map t — () 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 7(Py(x)y) = T(xP(y)). So QMS always means
symmetric QMS.

Fix a QMS & = (®¢);>0 on a finite von Neumann algebra M with a normal faithful tracial
state 7. By the Kadison-Schwarz inequality there exists a semi-group of contractions (@,ﬁz))tzo on
Ly(M) = Ly(M,T) by

o) (20,) = Dy(2)Q,,  z e M.
Here Q, = 1), is the cyclic vector in Lo(M). The semi-group (<I>§2))t20 is moreover point-norm

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

that <I>§2) = exp(—tA). We will assume the existence of a o-weakly dense x-subalgebra A4 C M
such that AQ, C Dom(A) and A(A;) C AQ,. By identifying a € A with a2, € La(M) we may
and will view A as a map A — A. We now introduce the carré du champ or gradient as

rrAxA— A:(a,b) — %(A(b*)a +b"A(a) — 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, {,n € H we set the possibly degenerate inner product on A ® H
(vector space tensor product) by

(a@&b@n) = (T(a,b)S,n).
The Hilbert space obtained by quotienting out the degenerate part of this inner product and

taking the completion shall be denoted by Hy. We denote by a ®v £ the element a ® £ identified
in Hy. For xz,y,a € A and £ € H we define commuting left and right actions by

(5) - (a®v ) =ra®y -y al, (a®v &) y=a®viy.

In this paper we shall only deal with the case H = Lo(M) with actions by left and right multi-
plication of M. In this case the actions (Bl) 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 B3 to show that they are normal in the cases that are relevant. We define a derivation

V:iA— LQ(M)V taa®y Q.
More precisely, V satisfies the Leibniz rule
Viry) =2V(y) +V(r)y, zycA

with respect to the module actions (Bl). This fact uses that 7 is tracial. Since ®; is T-preserving
it follows that for # € A we have (A(2)Q;, Q) = L|,_o(D4(2)Q,, Q) = 0 (upper derivative).
Therefore, as A > 0,
IV(a)]* =(T(a,a)Q-, Q)
1

:§(<A(Q)QT, afly) + (aQr, A(a)Q;) — (A(a*a)Qr, Q7))

:%((A%(a)QT,A%(a)QT> + (A2 (@), A2(a)2,) - 0)

NI

1
=[Az(a) .
It follows that we have an isometric map

VA2 : ker(A): — Ly(M)y.
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We extend this map to a partial isometry
Rq> : LQ(M) — LQ(M)V
by defining it to have ker(A) as its kernel. We call Rg the Riesz transform.

Remark 4.2. This Riesz transform was also used in [I8], Section 5]. Note that mapping that was
introduced in [I8, Section 5, Eqn. (5.1)] differs from Rg only on ker(A). If the kernel of A is finite
dimensional then Rg agrees with [I8, Eqn. (5.1)] up to a finite rank perturbation. In particular
this is the case if A > 0 has a compact resolvent. The results of [I8, 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-S,’ that first occurred in [I5] (for p = 2)
and [I8] (for general p) plays a central role in this paper. The definition may depend on the
choice of the o-weakly dense subalgebra A of M which we fixed before in our notation. This
paper contains the first results for the gradient-S, property in the context of group algebras.

Definition 4.3. Let p € [1,00]. Consider a QMS ® on a finite von Neumann algebra (M, 1) with
generator A and a dense x-subalgebra A C M as in Section [{.1. ® is called gradient-S, if for
every a,b € A the map

T A= Az Alazb) + aA(x)b — Alaz)b — aA(zb),
extends as xQ; +— V4 (2)Q, to a bounded map on Lo(M) that is moreover in the Schatten p-class
Sp = Sp(L2(M)).
Remark 4.4. Since A is self-adjoint we have for a,b,x,y € A,
(Wb (1), yQ,) =((A(azb) + aA(z)b — A(az)b — aA(xb))Qr, y2,)
= (@87, (Ala™yb") + a"A(y)b" — Ala2)b" — a*A(yd"))$27)
= (@, ¥ (y)Qy).
So it follows that
(6) (Tt =@ g be A
The following lemma simplifies verifying whether a QMS has the gradient-S, property.

Lemma 4.5 (Condition that implies Gradient-S, property). Let p € [1,00]. Let Ay € A be a
self-adjoint subset that generates A as a x-algebra. Then (®;)i>¢ is gradient-S, if and only if for
all a,b € Ay we have that U is in Sp.

Proof. The only if statement follows directly from the definition of gradient-S,. We will prove
the other direction. We must prove that W% is in S, for every a,b € A. Since Ay is self-adjoint
A is generated by Ap as an algebra. So A is spanned linearly by (Ap)",n € N. Note that the
map ¥%® depends linearly on both a and b. So in order to prove that U®? is in Sp for all a,b e A
it suffices to prove that W®? is in S, for all a,b € (Ag)" for every n € N>;. 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 u,us, v, w € A we have

Puru2.w () = A(ugugvw) + ujusA(v)w — A(ujugv)w — ugus A(vw)
= (A(ugugvw) + ur A(ugv)w — A(ugugv)w — ug A(ugvw))
+ u1 (A(ugvw) + us A(v)w — A(ugv)w — us A(vw))
= U (ugu) + ug 2% (v),

(7)

and likewise for u, v, wy,ws € A we have

(8) P2 (1) = W (pwg) + W2 (v)w;.
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Combining these expressions we see that for u = ujus and w = wow; we have
U (p) = g2 (y)
= U (ugv) + u W% (v)
) = YU (o) 4 ug U220 ()
= (U (uguwsg) + U2 (ugu)wy ) + ug (W2 (vwsy) + U2 (v)wy) .
By the induction hypothesis we have that W4i-®1 pu1,wz Ju2,w1 Ju2,w2 are all in S,. Since the

S, class forms an ideal in B(Ly(M, 7)) we have that the four operators in (@) are all in S,. This
finishes the induction and thus shows that the associated semi-group is gradient-S,,. U

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 ® on
a finite von Neumann algebra is filtered if the generator A has a compact resolvent and for every
eigenvalue A of A there exists a (necessarily finite dimensional) subspace A(A) C A such that
A(N)Q; equals the eigenspace of A at eigenvalue A\. Moreover, we assume that for an increasing
enumeration (A,)p>0 of the eigenvalues of A we have for all k,! > 0 that

0o I+k
A=PAN),  AN)AN) € EP AN
n=0

n=0

We will further say that A has subexponential growth if

A
lim 28 — g,
k—o0 )\k

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 [I8]). Suppose that a QMS ® on a finite von Neumann algebra
M is filtered with subexponential growth. Then the Riesz transform Re : Lo(M) — Lo(M)v 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£(I") of a discrete group I" and A = C[I']. The
following theorem is a version of Schénberg’s theorem.

Theorem 4.8 (See Appendix C of [5]). Let ¢ : T' — R. The following are equivalent:

(1) ¥ is conditionally of negative type.
(2) There ezists a (recall: symmetric) QMS ® = (®y)i>0 on M determined by

Dy(\y) = exp(—t(7)Ay,  veTL

We will call a QMS @ as in Theorem B8 a QMS of Fourier multipliers or a QMS associated
with ¢ : I' = R. Note that we assume such QMS’s to be symmetric. We view the generator of
this semi-group as a map on C[I'] which is given by

Ay CI0) = €I Ay = (M,
The following Theorem connects Definition [4.3] to Section B
Theorem 4.9. Consider a QMS ® = (®;)i>0 of Fourier multipliers on L(T"). Let
Hy={a®@ycela(l)y :a,ceCI} Cl(l)y.

If @ is gradient-S, with p € [1,00] then for every &, n € spanC[['|HooCII'| the coefficient T¢ ,, is in
Sp.
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Proof. Let a,b,c,d,x,y € C[I'] and let £ = a ®v ¢,) = b ®@v d be elements of Hyg. We have
2x - (a®ve) y,b@vd) =2(xa®y cy — x Qv acy,b v d) = 2(I'(xa,b)cy — I'(z,b)acy,d),
=((b*A(za) + A(d")za — A(b*za) — b*A(x)a — A(b*)xa + A(b*z)a)cy, d),
=((A(b*z)a + b*Aza) — A(b*za) — b*A(x)a)cy, d)y = — (U %z ey, d)r = —7(d" V() ey).
We conclude that
—2T; ,(z) = d*U*(z)c.
In particular if U@ is in S, then so is T¢ ;. The statement now follows from Lemma [3.4] O

Let us now show that in the case of semi-groups of Fourier multipliers, the case gradient-S,, is
conceptually much easier to understand. Consider again a QMS ® = (®;);>( of Fourier multipliers
associated with a function ¢ : I' — R that is conditionally of negative type. Let Ay, : C[I'] = CI[I']

be as before. For u,w € I' we define a function 'yff,w :I' - R as
(10) Yw () = luow) + 9 (v) = p(uv) — P(vw).
We have that the function 'Yzlf,w is related to the operator ¥*=*v associated with Ay as follows

TR () = Ay Puvw) + Ay (M) Ao = A ) d = AulyAow) = Vi () Auvno-

*

Now as by (@) we have (Trwrw)* = Prude = Pru-1 -1 we obtain that
(11) |‘I])\u’)\w|2()‘v) = Prumt At ghete (Ay) = ’73—1@—1(“”10)73@(”))‘1) = |’Y:ﬁw(v)|2>‘v-

This then means that [U*«*w [P(),) = |y, (v)|PA, and therefore, as {\, }yer forms an orthonormal
basis, we have that

Modw o — AusAw .
(12) [ s, = O (M P(A), AP = 17wl )
vel’
Now for p € [1,00), in order to check whether ¥« is in Sp we thus need to check whether
’y}ﬁw € (,(I'). Moreover, for p = oo, the condition that Prudw ¢ Sp means that Prwrw ig g com-

pact operator, which is precisely the case when %Zb,w € ¢o(T), i.e. when mﬂp,w vanishes at infinity.

The above calculations, together with Lemma [£5] give us a simple condition to check for
p € [1,00] whether the semi-group (®;);>0 is gradient-S,,.

Lemma 4.10. Let p € [1,00). Let Ty C T be a subset that generates a discrete group T' with
I’al = Ty. Let ® = (Pt)i>0 be a QMS associated with a proper function ¢ : I' — R that is
conditionally of negative type. If %Zb,w € (') for all u,w € Ty then the QMS ® is gradient-S,.
The same holds true for p = oo when £,(I") is replaced with co(T').

Proof. We denote Ag := {)\, : g € Tg} C C[T]. Since I';! =Ty and Ty generates T’ we have that
Ay is self-adjoint and generates C[I'] as an algebra. Now, if for u, w € 'y we have that %Zb,w € (,(I)
then by (I2) we have that WhuAw ¢ Sp. Then Lemma [4.5] shows that @ is gradient-S,. The proof
is similar for p = oo. O

Lemma 4.11. Let ® = (P;)1>0 be a QMS associated to a proper symmetric function ¢ : T' — Z
that is conditionally of negative type. If ® is gradient-S, for some p € [1,00] then for every
u,v € I' the function %ﬁv :T = Z has compact support. In particular by (1) we find that W e v
is of finite rank and ® is gradient-S, for all p € [1,00].

Proof. If 1 takes integer values then so does 'yff,y for all u,v € I'. Therefore ’y}fﬂ, is contained in

0,(T"),p € [1,00) or ¢o(I') if and only if %ﬁv has compact support. The remainder of the lemma is
directly clear. O
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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 Zx>¢-valued length function automatically satisfies
the conditions of Theorem 4.7l Recall that ¢ : I' — Z> is a length function if

(13) Y(uw) < P(u) + P(w) for all u,w €I

Theorem 4.12. Let ¢ : I' = Z>( be a proper length function that is conditionally of negative
type. Then Ay is moreover filtered. If (I') = Z>o or if T is finitely generated then Ay has
subexponential growth.

Proof. First of all we have that (1+Ay)"1(A,) = (149 (v)) "1\, for all v € T'. As 1 is proper this
shows that (1 + Ay)~! is a compact operator on £5(I"). Consider the finite dimensional spaces

(14) C[I')(1) := Span{A, € C[I'] : ¢(v) =1} forl € Z>o.
Then C[I'](1)2, equals the eigenspace of Ay at the eigenvalue [. We have
I+k
15 cr=@emo COCTI(k) € @CTITIG) for 1,k > 0
1>0 j=0

where @ denotes the algebraic direct sum. The first equality holds because v only takes positive
integer values and the second equality holds because v is a length function, i.e. (I3]). This shows
that A is filtered.

That A, has subexponential growth follows in the first case from the fact that Z>¢ is the set
of eigenvalues and we have (I + 1)/l — 1 as | — oco. In case I is generated by a finite set Iy we
set K = {max(u) : u € I'p}. Then (I3)) implies that Z>(\(I') cannot contain an interval of
length K + 1. Hence if A\g < A; < ... is an increasing enumeration of (I") then Ag41 < A\p + K.
Hence Agi1/Ar — 1 as k — oc. O

Corollary 4.13. Assume that I' is finitely generated. Let ¢ : I' — Z>q be a proper length function
that is conditionally of negative type. Let ® be the associated QMS of Fourier multipliers. Then
the Riesz transform Rg : l2(T') — £o(1")y is almost bimodular.

Proof. This follows from Theorem .7 and Theorem [£.12] O

Theorem 4.14. Assume that T is finitely generated and that C}(T") is locally reflexive. If there
exists a proper length function 1 : I' = Z>q that is conditionally of negative type such that the
associated QMS is gradient-S, for some p € [1,00). Then L(I') has AOT.

Proof. Let Hy := l5(I')y be the gradient bimodule. Let n > £. Then by Proposition the
bimodule (Hy){" is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule. Let Rg : £2(I') — Hy be the Riesz
transform. The kernel of Rg is spanned by all §, with 1(g) = 0. Since ¢ is proper ker(Rg) is
finite dimensional. By Corollary .13l we see that Rg is almost bimodular. By Lemma [B.8] and
Lemma [3.9] the convolved Riesz transform R3": (2(I') — (Hy)&" is an almost bimodular partial
isometry. Therefore we obtain AO™ from Theorem B.IT}

Note that in fact we could have avoided the tensor products in this proof by using Lemma [Z.1T]

instead. O

5. CHARACTERIZING GRADIENT-S, 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-S,,.

Throughout Sections - we give an almost characterization of gradient-S, in terms of
the Coxeter diagram. In particular we give sufficient conditions for gradient-S, that are easy to
verify in Corollary [5.1T] and Corollary We also argue that these conditions are necessary for
a large class of Coxeter groups.
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In Section we show that gradient-S, 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

5.1. Preliminaries on Coxeter groups. Consider a finite set S = {sq, .., s, } and a symmetric
matrix M = (mjj)i<i j<n with m; ; € NU {oo} satisfying m;; = 1 and m; ; > 2 whenever i # j.
Occasionally we write M, s; for m; j; this notation is convenient when considering m,; 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)™»i = e, where e denotes the identity element of W. We call W = (S|M) a finite rank
Cozeter 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 Cozeter group. Generally, a Coxeter
group can be represented by different pairs S, M. The group is called right-angled if moreover
mi; € {1,2,00} for all 1 < 4,5 < 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 wi...w, with w; € S is a reduced expression for w if
W = w1 ...w, 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

1/)5:W—>ZZQ:W'—>’W’.
Theorem 5.1 (See [6]). For any Coxeter group s : W — Z>q is conditionally of negative type.

Therefore by Theorem [L.§] there exists a QMS of Fourier multipliers on £(W) associated with
the word length function ¢g. The aim of the current Section [l is to describe when this QMS
has gradient-S,. Recall that by Lemmas L]0 and .11l we must thus investigate for generators

u,w € S when precisely v43, is finite rank where y45, was defined in (I0).

5.2. Describing support of the function 'yfffu. The aim of this subsection is to describe the

support of Wﬂbﬁv explicitly. In fact in anticipation of Section [0l we will give this description for more
general length functions . Let 1(-) be the indicator function which equals 1 if the statement
within brackets is true.

Lemma 5.2. Let W = (S|M) be a Coxeter group. Suppose 1 : W — R is conditionally of negative
type satisfying ¥(w) = ¥(wy) + ... + Y(wg) whenever w = wy...wy, is a reduced expression. Then
foru,w € S and v € W we have that

i (V)] = 20 (u) L(wv = vw) = 2p(w)L(uv = vw).

Proof. We first note that, since we have u?> = w? = e as they are generators, we have that

73,11}(‘/) = f)/:f,w(uvw) = _Vy,w(uv) = _Vy,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 |y8.w(2)| = |74w(v)|. Furthermore, because |z| is minimal we have |uz| = |zw| =
|z| + 1. Thus, if z = 2;....z; is a reduced expression for z we have that uzj...zx and zp....zpw

are reduced expressions for uz respectively zw. Therefore, 1(uz) = ¢ (u) + ¥ (z) and Y(zw) =
¥(z) + ¥ (w). Hence

Vow(®) = P(uzw) + 1 (2) — 9 (uz) — P(zw)
= Y(uzw) — P(z) — P(u) — p(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 uzj....zxw is reduced so that ¥ (uzw) = ¥ (u) + ¥ (z) + ¥ (w) and
therefore |7$ﬁw(v)| = |7§ﬁw(z)| = 0. We note that in this case also uv # vw. Namely, uv = vw
would imply uz = zw and hence uzw = z, which contradicts that |uzw| = |z| 4 2.

In the second case we have that uz;....zw is not reduced. Therefore, by the exchange condition
(see [23, Theorem 3.3.4.]) and the fact that |uzw| = |z| < |zw| we have that uz;....z;w is equal to
21...2i—1%i+1--2pw for some index 1 < ¢ < k, or that uzy....zzw = 21....2,. Now in the former case
we also have that uz = 21...2;_12;4+1...2k 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 ¢ (uzw) = 1(z) and

Y(u) = P(uz) —P(z) = Y(zw) — ¥(z) = Y (w). In this case we thus obtain that
Vi (2) = V(uzw) — (z) — P(u) = P(w) = =20 (u) = =2 (w)

which shows that |%1ﬁw(v)| = |%7ﬁw(z)| = 2¢(u) = 2¢p(w) in this case.
The result now follows from these cases. Namely, either we have that ]’y}ﬁw (v)] = 0 and that
v does not satisfy uv = vw, or we have that ]’yﬁw(v)\ = 2¢p(u) = 2¢(w) and that v does satisfy
uv = vw. This thus shows us that |%1f,w(v)| =2¢(u)1l(uv = vw) = 2¢(w)L(uv = vw).
U

5.3. A characterization in terms of Coxeter diagrams. We note that for the word length
g we have 1g(s) > 0 for all generators s € S. Now by Lemma [5.2], in order to see when Wﬂbﬁv 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,5 € {1, ..., S|} we will, whenever the label m; j is finite, denote k; ; = [ ZgL | > 1.

Now if m;; is even, then m;; = 2k;; and we set r;; = si(sjsi)ki’f_l. If m;; is odd, then
m;; = 2k; j + 1 and we set r; j = (sisj)ki’f. Furthermore we set

s; ‘M, even S; M, even
(16) Qij = Si big=9q. " Cij = 5j dig=q 7 " :

Sj mi,j odd S mi,j odd

Then a; ; and b; ; are respectively the first and last letter of the word r; ;. Furthermore when m; ;
is even we have

Cigtij = sjsi(sjsi)i 71 = (s580)9 = (sis))*9 = vijs; = vy di g,

and when m; ; is odd we have

o — e (e \Rii — e e VK — e — .
CijTij = 8j(8i8;)"7 = si(s78:)"7 = v js;i = v jd; ;.

Thus in either case ¢; jr;; = r; jd; ;.

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 [.4] we then give a precise description of the

support of 737%.

Lemma 5.3. For generators u,w € S and a word v.e W with |v| < |uv|, |vw| we have uv = vw
if and only if v can be written in the reduced form v = r; j ....r;, ;. Sso that u = ¢; j and
w = d;, 5, and so that for | = 1,....,k — 1 we have that c;_, j., = di, j, and a;_, j., & {5i,,55,}
and by, j, ¢ {3i1+178j1+1}-

Proof. First, suppose that v can be written in the given form v = r;, j, .....r;, ;, with the given
conditions on ¢; ;, and d; j,. Then since we have c; vy, 5, = vi;di 5 = TijCiy i, fOT
l=1,..,k—1, and since u = ¢;, j, and w = d;, j, 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 v; ... v, be a reduced expression for v.
Then the expression uv; ... v, and vy ...v,w are reduced expressions for uv = vw. In particular
we have u # v1. Set m := my,,. Now, since uv and vw are equal and u # v, we can as in the
proof of [23, theorem 3.4.2(ii)] find a reduced expression y; . .. yp+1 for uv with n > m —1 so that
Y1 -+ Ym = UVLIUV] . .. u Whenever m is odd, and y; ... ¥y, = uvi ...uv; whenever m is even. This
is to say that if we let ig, jo € {1,...,]|S|} be such that v; = s;, and u = sj,, then we have that
Tio.jo = Y2 ---Ym and ¢;, j, = Sj, = u. Note that by the proof of [23] theorem 3.4.2(ii)] we have in
particular that m < oo. Now moreover, since y; = v we have that yo...y,+1w is an expression
for vw, and this expression is reduced since |vw| =n + 1.

Now suppose that m = n + 1, then v = r;, j, and ig # jo since v # v;. Now, we have
u = Sj, = Cjj, and furthermore, since r;, jodi,jo = CiojoTio,io = UV = VW = Ty jow, also
w = d; j,. Thus in this case we can write v in the given form.

Now suppose m < n + 1 and define v = ypmy1 ... ynt1 and v’ = d;; j, and w’ = w. Note that
1 — . _— . . , _— . .
since u = s, = ¢; j, and u' = d; j, we have

1! R A, _ T
Tigjolh VI = UTj, joV' = UV = VW = Ty joV W .

Therefore v'v = v/w'. Moreover |u'v/| = [v'w'| = |v/| + 1 since ym41 ... ynp1w 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/ = r;, j,....r;, j, for some indices i, j; € {1, ..., |S|} with i; # j

[ . . A . . — — . . — ..
so that v’ = ¢;, j, and w' = d;, j, and so that for [ = 1,...,k—1 we have that ¢; , ;, , = d;, j and
: R o
Qipyy i & 184585 ) and by, & {si, 55, ) Hence we can write v = r;y j,v' = T4 jo - - - Tip j, -
—_— . —_— . . —_— / P . . . . —_— / —_— . . 3
We also have u = s;, = ¢;, j, and w = w' = d;, j, and d;, j, = v = ¢;; j,. Furthermore, since
v|=n=(m—1)+(n—m+1) = |r; j,| +|v'], and since the expression for v’ is reduced we thus
have that the expression for v is also reduced. Now suppose that b;, j, € {si,,s;, }. We note that
bio,jo 7 dio,jo = Cirjr # @irjr- Now as also ¢y jy, iy, € {Siy, 85, we obtain that a;, j, = big jo-
However as r;, j, ends with b;, j, and as r;, j starts with a;, ;, we then obtain that r;j j,r;, j,
is not a reduced expression. This contradicts the fact that the expression for v is reduced.
Likewise, if a;, j, € {siy,Sj,} we have because of the fact that a; j, # ci, i = digjo 7 bio.jo
and d;g jo,big.jo € {SiosSjo} that a;, j; = by, jo- This then shows that r;, jor;, ;; is not a reduced
expression, which contradicts the fact that the expression for v is reduced. This proves the
lemma. g

Proposition 5.4. Letu,w € S. Then we have z € supp(’yffiu) if and only if z € {v,uv, vw,uvw},
where v is a word as in lemma [52.3.

Proof. 1t is clear that if z € {v,uv,vw,uvw} where v is of the form of Lemma [(53] that we
then have that uz = zw, and hence by Lemma that Mffﬂ (z) # 0. For the other direction we
suppose that z € supp(’yfﬁ%,). Then we have that uz = zw holds by lemma 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]l Last,
we note that z € {v,uv, vw,uvw}, which finishes the proof. O

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(fyfﬁv). 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 = r;, j,....r;, j with the condition
from Lemma 5.3l 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 m; ; = 2 are deleted

and those labeled with m; ; = oo are added. Recall that a graph is simplicial if it contains no



20 MATTHIJS BORST, MARTIJN CASPERS, AND MATEUSZ WASILEWSKI

double edges and no edges from a point to itself.

Definition 5.5. We will let Graphg(W) = (V, E) be the complete simplicial graph with vertex set
V =S and labels m; j on the edges {s;,s;} € E.

Definition 5.6. Let k > 1 and i, j; € {1,..,|S|} forl =1,...,k. Let P = (5j,,5i,, 55, Sji» Sij,)
be a walk in the Graphg(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) iy # ji for alll; (2) forl =1,..,k —1 we have s, , = d;, j,
and (3) 11 & {i1,51}. We will moreover call the parity path P a cyclic parity path if the path
P i= (81, 8iyy ey Sjps Sig» Sj1» Siy) 18 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 vy....v; is one of the following operations

(1) Delete a subword of the form s;s;.
2) Replace an alternating subword of the form s;s;s;s;... of length m; ; by the alternating
3515 J
word 575;5;8;.... 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-S, property of the semi-
group (®)i>0 on L(W) associated to the word length g, is almost equivalent with the non-
existence of cyclic parity paths in Graphg(WV).

Theorem 5.8. Let W = (S|M) be a Cozxeter system. Suppose there is a cyclic parity path

P = (Sjl, Sl'l, SjQ, ceny Sjk’ Sik)
in Graphg (W) in which the labels m;, j,, mi, 4, , ™My, 4, are all unequal to 2. Then the semi-group
(®¢)e>0 associated to the word length g is not gradient-S, for any p € [1,00].

Proof. Suppose the assumptions hold. Then we have that there exists a parity path of the form
P = (851, 8i1, 855 s Sjis Sigy» Sjpyrs Sipys) Where s; = 55, and sj, = s5,.,. We will denote vi =
Ti) ji--Tig,j,- We note that by the definition of a parity path we have d;, j, = s;,., = ¢;,,, j, for
l=1,..,k—1and d;_j, = 8j,,, = Sj, = Ciy,j,- We now define u = ¢;, j, = d;, ;.. Now we thus
have uvy = viu. This means by Lemma that 'yff,%(vl) # 0. We show that 1g(vi) > k. To
see this, note that a;,,, j,, = si,,, & {5i,,55} by the definition of the parity path. Furthermore,
since bil,jz # dil,jz = Cir,dia and bil,jz # Qi 1,514 (as Qi 1,514 ¢ {Siz’ Sjl} 2 bil,jz) and a.iz+1,jz+1 =
Sira # Sjip1 = Cirpr,jips We have that b, 5 ¢ {ail+17jl+17cil+17jl+1} = {Siz+1vsjz+1}- Now, since there
are no labels m;, ;, equal to 2 we have that the sub-words r;, ;, contain both elements s;, and s;,.
This means, since a;,, , j,., & {si,,5j,} and b;,j, & {si,,,,5j.}, that the only sub-words of vi of
the form s;sjs;...5;5; or s;5;8;...5;5s; are the sub-words of r;, ;, for some [ = 1,...,k, and the
words b;, j,a;,_, j,,., for I =1,..,k — 1. For an alternating subword x of r; ; for some ¢, j we have
that x is an alternating sequence of s;’s and s;’s and further

x| < |r | <myj;— 1

Furthermore, for a word s;s; with s; = b;, ;, and s; for some [ =1,...,k—1 (in which

case we have i € {i;, 7} and j = i;41) we have that

= Qi1

|sisj| =2 < min{m, i, M, p — 1 <my;— 1
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Furthermore, there are no sub-words of vy of the form s;s;. This means that the expression
for v is M-reduced, and therefore, by [23, Theorem 3.4.2], that the expression is reduced. This
means that ¥g(v1) > k. Now, since we can create cyclic parity paths P, by walking over P a n

number of times, we can create v,, € W with ¥g(v,) > nk and mﬂpj(vn) # 0. Therefore 73)7% is
not finite rank, and hence the semi-group (®;);>0 is not gradient-S, for any p € [1, o0]. O

Theorem 5.9. Let W = (S|M) be a Coxeter group. If there does not exist a cyclic parity path
in Graphg(W) then the semi-group (®:)i>0 associated to the word length g is gradient-S, for all
p € [1,00].

Proof. Suppose that (®;);>¢ is not gradient-S, for some p € [1,00]. We will show that a cyclic
parity path exists. Namely, since the semi-group is not gradient-S,, there exist by Lemma [Z.1T]
generators u,w € S for which 7435, is not finite rank. Set m = max{m;; : 1 <i,j <[S]}\ {o0}.
We can thus let z € Supp(%ﬁ%) be with 1g(z) > m|S|?> + 2. Then by Proposition [.4] there
is a v € {z,uz, zw, uzw} such that we can write v in reduced form v = r;, j;,....r;, j, with the
conditions as in Lemma 5.3l Now define the path P = (sj,,si,,...., Sj,, 5i, ). We show that this
is a parity path. By the properties that we obtained from Lemma [5.3] we have that 4; # j; and
that m;, ;, < oo for all I. Moreover s;,_, = ¢, j., = dij, and s;, = a;, 5, & {54,585, }- This
shows that P is a parity path. Note furthermore that since 1g(v) > 1g(z) — 2 > m|S|?, we have
that P has length |P| = 2k > QwST(V) > 2|5|2. Therefore, there must exist indices I < I’ such that
(85, 84,) = (sz/’siz/)' The sub-path (sz,sz'la ... ’SJ'L/_ujz/_l) then is a cyclic parity path.

O

5.5. Characterization of graphs that contain cyclic parity paths. In the previous subsec-
tion, in Theorem [5.§ and Theorem [5.9 we have shown that the gradient-S, property is almost
equivalent to the non-existence of a cyclic parity path. We shall now characterize in Proposition
(.10 precisely when a graph possesses a cyclic parity path. The content of this proposition is more-
over visualized in Figure[[l Thereafter we state two corollaries that follow from this proposition
and from Theorem .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 15 is gradient-S,,.

The following proposition shows exactly when a cyclic parity path P in the graph Graphg(WW)
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 Ey = {{i,j} : m; j € 2N} and By = {{i,j} : m;; €
2N+1}. Then there does not exist a cyclic parity path P in Graphg(W) if and only if (V, E) is a
forest, and for every connected component C of (V, Ey) there is at most one edge {t,r} € Ey with
te C andr ¢ C, and for every connected component C of (V, Ey) there is no edge {t,t'} € Ey
with t,t' € C.

Proof. First suppose that (V, E1) is not a forest. Then we can find a cycle Q = (Sj,, Sjps - -+ Sjy Sj1)
in (V, Ey). Now, since all edges are odd, this means that

P = (Sj17 S5 SjasSj3s Sjzs aes Sy Sjps Sjl)
is a cyclic parity path. Indeed, if we denote jxi11 := j1 and jgio = jo, then j; # 511 for
l=1,...,k and we have s;,_, =d;,, j, and jiy2 & {ji+1,1}, which shows all conditions hold.

Now suppose that there is a connected component C of (V, Ey) for which there are two distinct
edges {t1,71},{te,m2} € Ey with t1,t9 € C and 71,79 € C. If t; = t9 then r; # ry and a cyclic
parity path is given by P = (t1,71,t1,72). In the case that t; and to are distinct there is a simple
path Q = (t1,8j,, ..., 85, t2) in (V, Ey) from t; to ta. The path

P = (751, Sjl, Sjl, SjQ, Sj2, ceey Sjk s Sjk,tQ, tg, T, tg, Sjk’ Sjk’ Sjkfw Sjkfw ceny Sjl , Sjl,tl, tl, 7‘1)
then is a cyclic parity path. Indeed, just as the previous case we have that the paths

P1 = (751,8]'1,8]'1,8]'2,8]‘2, e ,Sjk,Sjk,tg)
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Graphs with and without a cyclic parity path

(A) Graph with (B) Graph with (¢) Graph with
no cyclic parity a cyclic parity a cyclic parity
path path path

F1GURE 1. The graph Graphg(W) is denoted for three different Coxeter systems
W = (S|M) with |S| = 6. In each of the graphs the label m; ; is shown on the
edge {s;,s;}. 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, sg}. 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, Ey) 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 = (s, s5, S5, S¢, S6, S1) (another cyclic parity path
is obtained by walking in reverse order).

and
Py = (tg, Siks Siks Sgr—19 Sjr—12+ 1 541> Sjntl)

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 79 & {s,,t2} as the label of the edge between t5 and ry is even. Furthermore,
since P; is a parity path we have that s; # to. Thus also sj, & {t2,72}. Furthermore, if we let
1,7 be such that to = s;, ro = s;, then since mj, ; is odd, we have that to = d; j, and since m; ; is
even we have t3 = d; ;. 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, E7) for which there exists an edge
{t,t'} € Ey with ¢, € C. Then we can, similar to what we just did, obtain a cyclic parity path
by taking ¢t =t and to = t' and r; =t and ro = ¢.

We now prove the other direction. Thus, suppose that (V) E7) is a forest and that for every
connected component C' there is at most edge {t,r} € Ey with t € C and r € V, and that
for every connected component there is no edge {t,t'} € FEy with ¢,¢ € C. Suppose there
exists a cyclic parity path P = (sj,, Sy, ..., 8}, Si,) in (V,Ep U Ey), we show that this gives a
contradiction. Namely, first suppose that P only has odd edges. Then we have s;_, = d;, j, = s;,
forl =1,..,k —1and s;;, = d;, j, = Si,, and thus P = (s;,, Si;, Si» Sio» Sig» s Sip_,» Sip ). However,
since also 441 & {1, ji} = {4, 4—1}, this means that Q = (s;,, Siy, ..., Siy., Si; ) 1S a cycle in (V, Ey).
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But this is not possible since (V, Ey) is a forest, which gives the contradiction. We thus assume
that there is an index [ such that the label m;, j, is even. By choosing the starting point of P as
Jji instead of ji, we can assume that m;, ;, is even. Now in that case we have s;, = d;, j, = s,
We must moreover have is ¢ {i1,j1} as P is a parity path. Now as the edges {i1,71} and
{i2,j2} are thus distinct, and share an endpoint, we obtain that m,, j, is odd. This means that
Js = diy j, = l2 # jo. Now the sub-path (sj,, Siy, ..., 8}, S, Sj15 i, ) 1S also a parity path. Denote
Jrr1 = j1 and igyq = i3 and let 3 < k' < k + 1 be the smallest index such that Sj = Sja-
Note that such &’ exists since sj,,, = s;, = sj,. Then the sub-path P’ := (s;,, 54, ..., 5j,,, 5i,,)
is a parity path, and the labels m;, j, for I = 2,... k' — 1 are odd since sj, is the only vertex in
its connected component in (V, E;) that is connected by an edge in Ey. Thus, just like in the
previous case we have that P’ := (86,5 Sin» Siz» Sigs -+ » Siyy_y» Siyy ). NOw this means that the path
Q= (sik, s Sigs Sigy e - - ,sik,) contains a cycle, which is a contradiction with the fact that (V, Ey) is
a forest. This proves the lemma. O

We now state two corollaries that directly follow from Theorem [5.8] Theorem [5.9 and Theorem
EI00

Corollary 5.11. Let W = (S|M) be a Cozeter system and fix p € [1,00|. Let us denote Ey =
{(i,4) : mi; € 2N} and Ey = {(i,j) : m;j € 2N+ 1}. Then the semi-group (P¢)i>0 on L(W)
associated to the word length g is gradient-S, if (S, E1) is a forest, and if for every connected
component C' of (S, Ey) there is at most one edge {t,r} € Ey with t € C and r ¢ C and no edge
{t,'} € By with t,t' € C.

Corollary 5.12. Let W = (S|M) be a Coxeter system satisfying m;; # 2 for all i,j. Fiz
p € [1,00]. Let us denote Ey = {(4,7) : mi; € 2N} and Ey = {(i,j) : m;; € 2N+ 1}. Then the
semi-group (Pt)i>0 on L(W) associated to the word length 1 is gradient-S, if and only if (S, Ey)
is a forest, and for every connected component C' of (S, E1) there is at most one edge {t,r} € Ey
witht € C and r ¢ C and no edge {t,t'} € Ey 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-S,
property for multiple quantum Markov semi-groups.

Proposition 5.13. Let W; = (S;|M;) be Coxeter systems for i = 1,2 such that Graphg (W) has
no edges of even label, and such that the edges of odd label form a tree. Then if Graphg (W2) has

the same set of labels as Graphg, (W2) (counting multiplicities), then the Cozeter groups are equal,
that is W1 = Whs.

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.

Let W = (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 € 5. 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 a = («;);en such
that: (1) a; € W, (2) a; and ;41 have distance 1 in the Cayley graph, (3) (a;)i=o,...n is the
shortest path (geodesic) from « to «,, for every n. For every w € W we have either w < «; for
all large enough 7 or w £ «; for all large enough ¢. We write w < « in the former case and w £ «
in the latter case. We define an equivalence relation ~ by saying that for two infinite geodesics «
and § we have o ~  if for all w € W both implications w < a < w < /8 hold. Let 0(W,S) be
the set of infinite geodesics modulo ~. Define (W, S) = W U (W, S). We equip (W, S) with the
topology generated by the subbase consisting of

L{W::{QE(VV,S):WSQ}, L{C::{QE(VV,S):Wﬁa},
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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 [IT, Definition 5.3.15].
Definition 5.14. We will say that a finite rank Cozeter system (W, S) is small at infinity if

the compactification (W, S) is small at infinity. This means that for every sequence (z;)ieny € W
converging to a boundary point z € O(W,S) and for every w € W we have that x;w — 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. Fiz p € [1,00]. The following are
equivalent:

(1) The QMS (®¢)i>0 associated with the word length 1g is gradient-S, on L(W).

(2) For all u,w € S the set {ve W :uv =vw} is finite.

(3) For all s € S the set {v.e 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 'yff,% has compact support by
Lemma 11l 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} = oo for some u,w € S. Choose a sequence (v;); in {v : uv = vw} which has
increasing word length. By the compactness of the compactification (W, .S) [35, Proposition 2.§]
this implies that (by possibly going over to a subsequence) the sequence (v;); converges to a
boundary point z. Now, by the smallness at infinity and the assumption that uv; = v;w we have
that z = lim; vyw = lim; uv; = u - 2. We have either u < z or u £ z but not both in the partial
order from [35, Lemma 2.2]. Further, u £ z iff u < u - z = z which yields a contradiction. 0

Remark 5.16. We refer to [35, Theorem 0.3] for yet another statement that is equivalent to the
statements in Theorem 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, $2, $3, 84}
where m; j = 2 if |i — j| = 1 and m; ; = oo otherwise. We thus see that not for every hyperbolic
Coxeter group we have the gradient-S, property for the QMS associated with the word length.
However, in Section [[lwe show that using tensoring we may still use our methods for such Coxeter
groups.

Remark 5.17. Tt 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 B.I3). Condition
AO™ may also be obtained by Theorem .14 for the Coxeter groups that admit a QMS with
gradient-S,. However, Remark 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 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 [0 we show that using the tensor methods of Section Bl 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 [ 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 (see [35, Theorem 0.3]) smallness at infinity or gradient-S, 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-S,
property of these semi-groups. We show that these other semi-groups may have the gradient-S,
properties in cases where the semi-group associated to the word length g fails to be gradient-S,.
For p € [1, 00] this gives us new examples of Coxeter groups W for which there exist a gradient-S,
quantum Markov semi-group on £(W). These results will turn out to be crucial in Section [7l

6.1. Weighted word lengths. For non-negative weights x = (z1,...z|g|) we consider, if existent,
the function ¥« : 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 Graphg(W') was
defined in Definition Let Graph’y(W) be the subgraph of Graphg (W) that has vertex set S
and edge set E = {(s;,55) : 3 <m, j := M55 < oo}. Then let C; be the connected component in
Graph's(W) that contains s;.

Lemma 6.1. Let W = (S|M) be a Cozeter group. Then if x € [0,00)/%! is such that z; = x;
whenever C; = Cj, then the function

Uy : W — [0, 00),

given for a word w = wj...wy, in reduced expression by Px(w) = Z'S‘l i{l : wy = s;}| is well-
defined and is conditionally of negative type.

Proof. Let n = (nl, o Myg)) € NSl be such that n; = n; whenever C; = C;. We will construct a

new Coxeter group Wy = = (Sn|Mn) as follows. We denote Sp = {s; 1 : 1 <@ < |S],1 <k < ny;} for
the set of letters. We then define My, : Sy — NU {oo} as:

ms;s; Ci=Cjand k=1
mn,siyk,sj’l = 2 CZ - Cj and k % l .
Mass; Ci#C

We set the Coxeter group W, = (Sn|My). We now define a homomorphism ¢, : W — Wn
given for generators by ¢n(s;) = $i15i2....5in,. We note that on(s:)? = 8i1--Sim; Sil--Sim; =
§71--8;,, = e. Furthermore, when C; = C; we have that n; = n; and (¢n(si)gn(s;))™ =
(Si1eeSin; Sj1eee5j, nj)m = (54,155,1)™(5i2,852)™--(Sin;8jn;)™- This means that in this case
(on(si)pn(s;)) "% = e. If C; # C; then either Ms; s; = 2 O My, s, = 00. If mg, 5. = 2 then
also on(8:)Pn(sj) = Si,1--8in;5j,1--5jn; = Sj,1--8j,n;8i1---Sim; = Pn(Si)@n(s;) holds. Therefore,
we can extend ¢n to words w = wi...wy € W by defining ¢n(w) = ¢n(w1)...on(wi). 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 = wy...wp € W is a reduced expression,
then n (W) = pn(w1)...on(wy) is also a reduced expression. This means in particular that oy, is
injective. Furthermore, if we denote ¢n for the word length on Wn, then we have that for a word
W = wj....wg € W written in a reduced expression that

5] 5]

Un © Pn(W an (on(wr)) an (en(slw = s} = > nil{l - wy = s3}.
=1
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Now fix x € [0,00)l with #; = 2; whenever C; = C;. For m € N define n,, € N5l by
(ny,); = [ma;] + 1 € N. Now, for w € W with reduced expression w = w;...w; we have

5] 5]

wnmownm sz!{l wy = i} <Z\ |- {E s w = i}

5]

_Z mead 4 1=mesl) )y — s < > 2w = < ELdl

and hence E¢nm o ¢n,, (W) — Z ~ zil{l : w; = s;}| as m — oo. This shows in particular that iy

is well defined. Now, since T/Jnm 0 ¢n,, — Px point-wise. Since —zpnm O ¢n,, is conditionally of
negative type we have by [5 Proposition C.2.4(ii)] that vy is conditionally of negative type. [

Remark 6.2. By Lemma[6.0]in the case of a right-angled Coxeter group W = (S|M) we have that
every weight x € [0, oo)'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, oo)'s‘ the weighted word length is not well-defined. Indeed, if s;,s; € S are such that my, s, is
odd, then for k; ; := L%msi,sjj we have that (s;s;)*i9s; and s;(s;s7)% are two reduced expressions
for the same word, but the values of |{l : w; = s;}| and |[{l : w; = s;}| 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 Z C S be a subset of the generators such that for i = 1,...,|S] either
C;CZorCNZI=0. We set
Y1 = Yx, with x € [0, 00)/! defined by x(i) = xz(4),

where x7z is the indicator function on Z. Then by Lemma we have that 7 : W — R is a
well-defined function that is conditionally of negative type. We give the following characterization
on when the function 7 is proper.

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

Proof. Indeed, if the generated group H is infinite, then 7 is not proper as ¥z|g = 0. On the
other hand, if the generated group H contains N < oo elements, then for a reduced expression
W = wy...w € W we can not have that wy, wji1,..wipny € S\ Z for some 1 < <k — N as the
expressions wy, Wiwit1, WWi+1Wi+2, .. would all be distinct elements in H. This thus implies that

r(w) > ]\‘,LJF‘I — 1 which shows that 17 is proper in this case. O

6.2. Gradient-S, 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 mg; € {2,00} for all s,t € S, s # ¢ so either s,t are free or they
commute. By Remark it follows that for any x € [0, 00)!%l we have that 1, : W — R is well-
defined and conditionally of negative definite type. We note also that ¢y (W) = ¥x(w1)+..+Vx (wi)
when w = wy...w; is a reduced expression. Therefore by Lemma we have that wa (v) # 0 for
u,w € S and v € W if and only if uv = vw and ¢ (u) > 0.

Theorem 6.5. Let W = (S|M) be a right-angled Cozeter group. Let x € [0,00)!5 and p € [1, o0].
Suppose the function 1 is proper. Then, the semi-group (®;)i>0 induced by Vx is gradient-S, if
and only if there do not exist generators r,s,t € S with my s = myy = 2,ms s = 00 and Px(r) > 0.

Proof. Suppose that (®4)¢>¢ is not gradient-S, for some p € [1,00]. We will show the generators

with the given properties exist. Namely, there are generators u,w for which 'yff,’{u is not finite

rank. We can thus let v € W with |v| > |S| + 1 be such that 74%(v) # 0. Then uv = vw
and Yx(u),¥x(w) > 0 by Lemma 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 = r;, j,....r;, j Wwith the conditions as in
Lemma (.3l Now, as my, j, := M, s; < 00 we must have M, 55 = 2 forl = 1,...,k. Hence
Z = 8, Siy..-S;),- Furthermore s, = s; for | =1,..,k — 1 since m, s; 1s even. We define r = s;,.
Then r = ¢;, j, = u so that ¥(r) > 0. Furthermore, since k = |z| > |v| — 1 > |S| there exist
indices [ < I’ such that Ms;, 55, = OO We then set s = s;, and t = s;,. Then mg, = M, s = 2
and likewise my, = 2. This shows that all stated properties hold for r, s, .

For the other direction, suppose that there exist r,s,t € S with m, s = m,; = 2 and my; = oo
and ¥x(r) > 0. Define the words v, = (st)". Then we have |v,,| = 2n and hence {v,},>1 are
all distinct. Moreover, we have rv, = v,r and ¢¥x(r) > 0. This means by Lemma that

WZIZ:;‘ (vn) = ¥x(r) > 0 for n > 1. Thus the semi-group (®;);>0 is not gradient-S,. O

Sjl

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 Cozeter 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 mgs = My, = 0o and
Msy = Mgy = Mty = Mty = 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 AOT and is strongly solid.

Proof. Let Cliq(S|M) be the set of subsets Z C S that generate a finite Coxeter subgroup Wz of
W = (S|M). These are precisely the subsets Z C S such that for every s,t € Z we have m,; = 2.
We call Cliq(S|M) the set of cligues. 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], [I7]. We shall not need this graph product
decomposition here except for the fact that it explains the terminology.

For Z € Cliq(S|M) the function g 7 is proper (see Proposition [6.4) and conditionally of
negative type (see Lemma [6.T)). We may therefore consider the QMS @7 associated with g\ 7,
the associated gradient C[W] bimodule Hz and the Riesz transform Rz : ¢o(I') — Hz. The Riesz
transform Rz is then a partial isometry with a finite dimensional kernel spanned by d,,u € W7z.
Rz is almost bimodular by Corollary .13 We now consider the ®p tensor product of bimodules
with I' = W over all Z € Cliq(S|M) as was defined in Section 3.2

(17) Hy= & Hr
ZeClig(S|M),T

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 = *zcciqesimy Bz : ¢2(T') — Hw.
By Lemma B8] and Lemma B.9 we see that Ry is an almost bimodular partial isometry whose
kernel is spanned by all vectors ¢, where u € Wz for some Z € Cliq(S|M). In particular the
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kernel of Ry, is finite dimensional. Let L C Hyy be the smallest C[IW] subbimodule containing
the image of Ryy. Then Ry : lo(W) — L is still an almost bimodular partial isometry with finite
dimensional kernel.

Recall that C(W) is locally reflexive and £(W) has the weak-* completely bounded approx-
imation property as W is weakly amenable (see [27], [32]). It then follows from Theorem B.IT]
that if L is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule of W then £(W) satisfies AOT. Consequently,
L(W) is strongly solid by Theorem B3l The proof that Hyy is quasi-contained in the coarse
bimodule of W is given in Proposition [7.3] below. O

Proposition 7.3. The C[W] bimodule L defined in the proof of Theorem [7.9 is quasi-contained
in the coarse bimodule of the word hyperbolic right-angled Cozeter group W .

Proof. We shall prove that a cyclic set of coefficients is in Sy so that the proposition follows from
Lemma B.4]l Let us denote Hgg C L for the sets of all the vectors

& = (*zeciiq(sim)Rz) (0v) = ® Av ®v7 Oe, vew
TeCliq(S|M)

Here we used the symbol ®v, to denote elements in the gradient bimodule constructed from Z.
By construction of L we have that Hyg is cyclic for L. For &,,& € Hpy we now inspect the
coefficient T¢, ¢, We have for u,v,w € W,y € C[W],

T(Tﬁw@u ()‘V)y) = <)\V : fw : y7§u>
= I Ov-Owezd) -y a®zd)s

ZeCliq(S|M)
A1, w
= I @™ 00)de, o)
ZeCliq(S|M)
- H Vllff},zw (V) <)‘u*1vw56ya 5e>-
TeCliq(S|M)
Define the function
x ()
(18) Fuw) =[] W W)
TeCliq(S|M))

Then, if 7,-1 w(v) = 0 we have that 7(T¢, ¢,(Av)y) = 0 for all y € C[W] and consequently
Tty tu(Av) = 0. We thus have that Tg, ¢, is finite rank whenever 7,-1 y, has finite support. In
Lemma [74] we shall show that the function 7, w has finite rank for all u,w € W so that we

conclude the proof. O

In order to prove Lemma [.4] rigorously we shall introduce some notation here. A tuple
(wi,...,w) with w; € S will be call reduced if the expression w; ... wy is reduced. Further-
more, we will call the tuple semi-reduced whenever |w; ... wi| + [{l : w; = e}| = k. We will
say that a pair (i,7) with ¢ < j collapses for a tuple (wi,...,wy) whenever w; = w; # e
and the elements {w; : i < | < j} pair-wise commute. In that case we will call the tuple
(Wi Wim1, € Wig 15 - -+, W1, €, Wjt1, - - ., W) the tuple obtained from (wrq,...,wy) by collaps-
ing on the pair (i,j). We note that the word w; ...wy corresponding to (wi,...,wy) is in fact

the same as the word wy ... w;—1ew;y1 ... wj_1ewjy1 ... wy 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 (ws,...,wy) is semi-reduced if and only if we cannot collapse on any pair
(7,7). Hence, for a general tuple we can obtain a semi-reduced tuple by subsequently collapsing

on pairs (i1,71), - -, (ig, Jq)-

Lemma 7.4. For a right-angled word hyperbolic Coxeter group W we have that for u,w € W the
function Yy w : W — R defined in (I8) has finite support.
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Proof. Let u = uj...Up,, V="0]...0py, W = W1 ...Wn, € W written in reduced expression. We
will moreover assume that |v| > |u| + |w| + |S| + 2. We will show that for such words we have
Yuw (V) = 0. This then shows that 7y w has finite support.

Let (u},...,u}, ,v],...,v},) be the semi-reduced tuple obtained by subsequently collapsmg the
tuple (w1, ..., Un;, V1,5, Uny) ON pairs (47,77),..., (ig,,Jg, ). Then we must have 4 < ny and
J; > mn1 since the expressions for u and v were reduced. Also |uv| = |u| + |v| — 2¢; and more

generally for a weight x € [0, 00)I*! we have

Ux(uv) = Py (u) + Px(v _221/& u/

Likewise let (vf,..., v, ,w,...,wy. ) be the semi-reduced tuple obtained by subsequently col-
apsing the tuple (vy,...,vn,, w1,...,wy,) on pairs (i, RN (e B en we must have
lapsing the tuple (vy,. 23 W1y - -+, Wy pairs (47, 71), - - (ig,, Jg,)- Th t h

i) < ng and j; > no since the expressions for v and w were reduced. Also |[vw| = |v|+ |w| —2¢2

and more generally for a weight x € [0, oo)lS | we have

Px(VW) = x (V) + Phx(W) — 2 Z Px ( w]”*TLQ

Let us denote

J=Avj 5 €{L..onab \ ({1 = nayo gy — b UL, g D)}

Now since ng = |v| > |u|+ |w|+|S|+2 > g1 + g2+ |S|+2 we have that |J| > |S|+2. Hence, there
are two elements g1, g0 € J that do not mutually commute. Now, if s1,s2 € S commute with all
elements in J , then s1, so commute with both g; and gs so that by the word hyperbolicity of W
(see @) of Theorem [T.1]) we must have that also s; commutes with so. We now let Zy C 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 Zj pair-wise commute, i.e. Zy € Cliq(S|M).

Now, for i = 1,...,n; let us set w; = u} and for i = 1,...,ng set w; = w;. Furthermore, for
i=1,...,n2 set v; = e whenever either v; = e or v/ = e but not both, and set v; = v; otherwise.

Let us also denote U = Uy ... Up,, V= 0]...0n, and W = Wy ... Wy,.

We claim that then we have uvw = uvw. Indeed, we have that uvw = uvf ... v wi ... w;

ns*
Now we can collapse (uq,.. unl,v’l’, U, wy, .. wy ) subsequently on the pairs (i, j;) for
l =1,...,q1 except when v | # Vj;_p, for some 1 <1 < ¢i, in which case v;’,_nl =ec. If
l
this is the case then j; — n1 = zk’l for some k; € {1,...,q2}. In particular it follows that in
this case Uit = Vji_py = Vg = Wik _p, and that this element commutes with all elements in
)

l
J. Therefore uy € Ty. We can then simply interchange the elements at index ¢ (which is ul-z)

and the element at index j; (which is U;//,m = e). This manipulation does not change the word,
1

and allows us to continue collapsing on the remaining pairs. Once we are done collapsing on all
pairs we have obtained the tuple (uU1,...,Un,, V1, ., Unys W1, ...y Wy ). This thus shows us that
uvw = uvw. It also shows us that m € {e} UZy for Il = 1,...,q2. Note that also by

definition 1172 =eforl =1,...,¢1 and mQ =-efor [ = 1,...,¢2. Therefore we also have

that T/JS\IO({%V;) Ys\z,(e) =0 for I =1,...,q and likewise Q,Z)S\Io(uf/\/ )=0forl=1,...,q.

ji' —n2

Furthermore 9\ 7, ( Jﬁnl) =0forl=1,...,q and wS\IO(v u) =0forli=1,...,¢3.
Also, if we can collapse (U, ..., Un,, V1., Upy, W1, - - wng) on some pair (4,7) then we must
have ¢ < n1 and j > ny + na. Indeed otherwise we have that either (ui,...,u) ,v},...,v;,) or

(v, ... ,vng,wl, ..., wy ) is not semi-reduced, which is a contradiction. Now let (i, j1), ..., (g, Jq)
be the pairs on which we can subsequently collapse (u1,...,Un,, V1, ...Uny, W1, - ., Wns) to obtain

a semi-reduced tuple. Then we thus must have i9; < ni and j; > nq + no. This thus implies that
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for { =1,...,q we have that u;, = w;, commutes with the elements from J. Therefore we have
{w, :1=1,...,q¢} ={wj,: l=1,...,q} CI.
Now, we have that

Yo\1, (WVvW) = Ya\7, (1) + Ys\7, (V) + Ys\7, (W)

q1 q2 q
=2 sz () + D sz (Wir—n,) + D vz, ()
=1 1=1

=1

q
= Ya\z, (UV) + Yorz, (VW) — bz, (V) + 2 sz, ()
=

= s\z,(uv) + Po\7, (VW) — g7, (V).

This shows that ’y:’fi,bzo (v) = 0. Therefore, as Zy € Cliq(S|M) we obtain that 7, w(v) = 0. Now
as this holds for every v.€ W with |v| > |u| + |w| + |S| + 2, we obtain that 7, 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 g-deformations of the group (von Neumann) algebra of a Coxeter group. If ¢ = 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 [B.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 (¢ = 1) this is exactly Theorem
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, 52,53, 84} M = (m; ;)i ;) with m; ; = 2 if |i — j| = 2 and m,; ; = oo 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 [R.41

8.1. Definition of Hecke algebras. Fix a (not necessarily right-angled, finite rank) Coxeter
system W = (S|M). Let ¢ = (gs)ses with ¢s > 0 for s € S and such that ¢s = ¢; whenever
s,t € S are conjugate in W. In this text we shall call such tuples Hecke tuples. Moreover, we

will denote ps(q) = q\s/%sl. We can as in [23, Theorem 19.1.1] define for s € S the operators

T lo(W) — £o(W) given by

T (5y) = Osw [sw| > |w|
s W Osw +Ps(q)0w  |sw| < |w|’
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For these operators we have

(TP (w), 02) = (Oaw: 0a) + (ps(@)0w, 02) L (|sw] < |w])
= <6W558Z> + <6Waps(Q)6z>]l(|Sz| < |Z|)
= (Ow, TL(5,))

that is (TS(Q))* =T
Now, for a word w € W with a reduced expression w = wj ... w; we can set T&?) = Té,ql) ..... Té}f},

which is well-defined by [23, Theorem 19.1.1]. We note that we have (Tv(vq))* = Téqul and T (0e) =
dw. Furthermore for s € S and w € W they satisfy the equations

TOTY = T8 + po(@) W1 (|sw| < |w]),
T‘,(f)TS(Q) =T +p5(q)T‘£§)]l(\ws] < |wl).

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 C4[W] for the x-algebra spanned by the linear basis {Tv(f) cw e W}l We
furthermore denote C; (W) C B(£2(W)) for the reduced C*-algebra obtained by taking the norm
closure of C,4[W]. Finally, we define the Hecke von Neumann algebra N,(W) (or simply N;) as
the strong closure of C; (W). We equip the von Neumann algebra with the faithful finite trace
7(x) = (xde, dc). We note here that when ¢ = (¢s)ses is taken as gs = 1 for s € S, then (N, 7) is
simply the group von Neumann algebra £(W') with canonical trace 7. 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 Rl In particular we fix the tuple ¢ = (¢s)ses- We will simply write Ty, instead of T‘qu)
and p; instead of ps(q). We let ¢ : W — R be proper and conditionally of negative type. Define

Ay = A Cy[W] = Cy[W]: Ty v (W) Ty,
and for ¢ > 0,
(20) By 1= 07 1 Cy[W] — Cy[W] : Tyy - exp(—t(w)) T
We will now work under the following assumption.
Assumption 8.1. ®;,t > 0 extends to a normal unital completely positive map Ny(W) — Ny(W).

The main point of the assumption is the complete positivity of ®;; the unitality is automatic
since 1(e) = e and also the existence of a normal extension can usually be proved using a standard
argument once one knows that ®, is bounded (see the final paragraph of the proof of [14, Theorem
4.13)).

The assumption holds in case ¢ = 1 by Schonberg’s theorem and in case W is right-angled
by combining [14, Corollary 3.4, Proposition 3.7] and [I7, Proposition 2.30]. Note that if the
assumption holds then N, (W) satisfies the Haagerup property since ¢ is proper. In general we
do not know whether Assumption Bl holds. In fact, it is not even known whether N, (W) has
the Haagerup property unless W is right-angled (see [14}, Section 3]) or ¢ = 1 (see [@]).

It is standard to check that if Assumption [8.Iholds then ® = (®;);>0 is a symmetric quantum
Markov semi-group. For the continuity property note that &, is a contractive semi-group on
Ly(Ny,7) and then use that on the unit ball of N, the strong topology equals the Lo(Ng,T)-
topology.

We shall now investigate the gradient-S,, p € [1, 00] property for ® with respect to the o-weak
dense subalgebra A := C,[W] of Ny(W). The set Ay := {T; : s € S} forms a self-adjoint set that
generates the x-algebra A. Therefore by Lemma in order to check the gradient-S, property
for ® we only have to check that ¥TwTw given in Definition B3 is in S, = Sp(La(N (W)))
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for generators u,w € S. To check this we shall make some calculations to obtain a simplified
expression for WlwTw
Fix u,w € S and let v € W. We have by the multiplication rules that

T (TvTy) =Ty Ty + Ty Typu1(|vw| < |v|)
=Tyvw + PuTvwl(Juvw| < [vw)|)
+ (Tuy + pu T L (Juv] < [v]))pul(vw| < |v]).
We can now make the following calculations
Ay (T TV Tw) = (uvw) Tyvew + Y (vw)py Tyvw L (Juvw| < |vw|)
+ (V) Tuypul([vw| < [v]) + 9 (V)puTypuL(juv| < [V)1(lvw| < |v]),
Ty Ay (T) Ty =0(%) (T + puTos L (Juven] < [vuo]))
+ (V) (Tuy + pu TV (Juv| < [v]))pwL([vew| < [v]),
TuAy(TvTw) = Y (vw) Ty Tvw + (V)T Typu1(jvw| < |V]),
= (vw)(Tyvw + PuTvwl(|luvw| < |vw|))
+ V() (Tuy + puTvL(Juv] < |[v]))puwL(jvw| <|v]),
Ay(T, 1) Ty = Yp(uv) Ty T + Y (V)P Ty T L (Juv] < |v])
= (uv)(Tyvw + TuvPuwl(Juvw| < |uv]))
+ b (V)pu(Tyw + Topuwl([vw| < [v)))1(|uv| < |v]).
Let 9g be again the word length function on W. Now by collecting all previous terms we get
UlwTo (Ty) =Ay (T, TV Toy) + Tuly (V) T — TuAy (T Ty) — Ay (TTy) T
= (uvw) +p(v) = P(vw) — (uv)) Tuvw
+ [ (uv) +9(v) = (V) L(jvw| < |[v]) = Y(uv)L(juvw] < [uv])]Tuypw
+(Wvw) +¢(v) = Yvw)I(luvw| < [vw|) = (v)L(juv| < [v))]puTvw
+ W) +¢(v) = (v) = (V) (Juv] < [v)I(lvw| < |[v))puTypw
—%ﬁw(V) v
P(uv)(A(lvw| < |v]) = L(juvw| < [uv])Tuypuw
P(V) (A (Juvw| < [vw]) = L(juv] < [v])puTvw

_73,w(V)Tuvw
v|— |vw| +1 uv| — luvw| + 1
e L R TR P
vw| — |luvw| + 1 v|—|luv| +1
I CEE RPN

() Tavas + 5 (vl + ] = vao] = uv]) () Tavp — 9 )puTow)

:W:ﬁw( )Tuvw + r)/u w( )(¢(UV)Tuva - TP(V)Puva)-

Now when uv # vw we have by Lemma that v45,(v) = 0. When uv = vw we have

|27u w(V)| = ¥g(u) = 1. In this case the elements u and w are also conjugate and therefore
Py = Pw- Combining these facts we obtain the simplified formula

1
(21) T (Ty) = 4 (V) Touv + 57350(V)(¢(UV) — (V) TuvPuw-

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

Assumption 8.2. We shall assume from this point that the proper, conditionally of negative type
function ¥ : W — R is also a length function.
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Using the fact that {1y }vew is an orthonormal basis for Ly (Ny (W), T) we obtain that for the
Sy-norm of WTwTw we have the following bound

Wt telfs, = 3 (el (1), whete (1))
vew

22) = 3 [RaP + WP ) - )Pl

veW

1
< lty oy + 719 PP I o).

We are then thus interested in functions 1) 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 ¢ = (qs)secs with gs > 0.
Assume that the elements in

(23) Z:={reS:3s,t €S such that my s =m,; =2 and mgy = oo}

commute, i.e. T € Cliq(S | M). Suppose that ¢ := g\7 satisfies Assumption[81. Then the QMS
on Ny(W) determined by [20) associated with yg\1 is gradient-Ss.

Proof. We have shown already in Theorem that for u,w € S we have that Wfiv\z € (5(T"). Now
if u € T then g\ 7(u) = 0 and hence by (22)),

u w w
TP, < eI, ) < oo

If u € S\Z then 1g\z(u) = 1 and therefore by Lemma [5.2] we have
(J
uw” (V)] = 2057 (w)L(wv = vw) = 2¢s(u)L(uv = vw) = |35, (v)].

This means that in this case vffu\z = fffu € (5(T"). We conclude from (22]) that

Tu T v 1
[T %, < v 17,y + Zpi iy < oo

0

Theorem 8.4. Let W = (S|M) be a right angled Coxeter group and let ¢ = (qs)secs with gs > 0.
Assume that [23) is contained in Cliq(S | M). Then Ny(W) satisfies AO" and is strongly solid.

Proof. Theorem [B.3] shows that the QMS ® on N, (W) associated with the length function VYs\z
is gradient-Sy . Therefore by Theorem [£.9 we see that a dense set of coefficients of the associated
gradient bimodule Ly(Ny (W), T)y is in Sp. Note that Theorem 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 N (W) by
[18, Theorem 3.9] (see also Proposition B.3]). The Riesz transform is then an isometry Rg :
Lo(Ny(W),7) — La(Ng(W), 7)y. The kernel of Rg is given by the space spanned by the vectors
Tw with w in the (finite) group generated by Z. Essentially in the same way as in the group
case (¢ = 1) one checks that ® is filtered with subexponential growth. Therefore by Theorem [£.7]
we see that Re is almost bimodular. By [19, Theorem 6.1] C; (W) is exact and hence locally
reflexive [II]. We may now invoke Theorem [I8, Proposition 5.2] (see also Theorem B.II]) to
conclude that Ny (W) satisfies AOT. By [14, Theorem A] N, (W) satisfies the weak-+ completely
bounded approximation property. Hence [31, Theorem A] (see also Theorem B.I3) shows that
Ny (W) is strongly solid. O

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 ¢ = (¢s)ses with g5 > 0,s € S such
that ¢s = ¢; whenever s,t € S are conjugate in . Does the Hecke von Neumann algebra Ny (W)
have the Haagerup property and/or the weak-* completely bounded approximation property? An
affirmative answer for both properties is known in case ¢, = 1 for all s € S [6], [27], [32] or in case
W = (S|M) is right-angled [I4]. For all other cases these properties are open. In particular we
do not know in which generality Assumption [81] holds for ¢ = 1)g the (unweighted) word length
function.

Problem 9.2. For W = (S|M) a right-angled word hyperbolic Coxeter system and ¢ = (gs)scs with
gs > 0,5 € S. Is L,(W) strongly solid? The cases obtained in Theorem B.4] are word hyperbolic
but do not exhaust all word hyperbolic right-angled Coxeter groups. In case ¢; = 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 ¢; = 1, s € S by the absence of a suitable comultiplication for Hecke algebras.
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