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Delocalised traces on Hecke algebras of right-angled,
hyperbolic type

Piotr Nowak e Sanaz Pooya e Sven Raum e Adam Skalski

Abstract. For every Hecke C*-algebra of right-angled, hyperbolic type, we construct a smooth
subalgebra to which traces associated with arbitrary conjugacy classes in the associated Coxeter
group extend. We calculate the pairing with K-theory of the delocalised traces arising this way,
showing that it is faithful on K-theory.

1 Introduction

The study of delocalised traces forms an important tool in noncommutative geometry and index
theory, particularly in the analysis of delocalised [ ?-invariants and higher indices associated with
manifolds, discrete groups and their operator algebras. These traces, which extend the familiar
notion of the canonical trace on group C*-algebras, allow one to distinguish K-theory classes
that are indistinguishable by the standard trace. A foundational instance of their use appears in
the work of Lott [28], who investigated for example delocalised I?-Betti numbers and delocalised
[?-torsion of hyperbolic manifolds. The theoretical underpinning for the pairing of delocalised
traces with K-theory classes in the context of hyperbolic groups was developed by Puschnigg [33],
who constructed dense subalgebras of group C*-algebras which are at the same time stable un-
der holomorphic functional calculus and host bounded traces that sum coefficients over possibly
infinite conjugacy classes. This might be viewed as a natural continuation of the work of Jolis-
saint [24], who, inspired by the earlier results of Connes, produced natural smooth subalgebras
contained in reduced group C*-algebras, remembering the K-theory of their C*-counterparts.
More generally, Puschnigg was able to prove that cyclic homology of the group algebra injects
into local cyclic homology of the associated reduced group C*-algebra.

While this story is well-developed for group C*-algebras of hyperbolic groups, a parallel and
increasingly important direction involves Hecke C*-algebras, which arise as deformations of
group algebras associated with Coxeter systems. Historically, spherical and affine Hecke algebras
appeared naturally in number theory and representation theory and as such have become a cen-
tral part of a deep and well-developed theory. They are closely connected to the representation
theory of finite groups of Lie type and reductive p-adic groups, respectively. Delorme-Opdam’s
work in [14] considered Hecke C*-algebra of affine types and introduced Schwartz algebras in
this context. Notably, by Bernstein’s theorem, affine Hecke algebras are finitely generated mod-
ules over their centre, so that classical methods related the Fourier transform could be employed.
These Hecke-Schwartz algebras of affine type were instrumental in Opdam-Solleveld’s approach
to determine discrete series representations [32] and generalised principal series [13] of affine
Hecke algebras.

Hecke operator algebras of indefinite type drew attention only after the introduction of
Hecke von Neumann algebras in the context of weighted [?-cohomology of buildings by Davis-
Dymara-Januszkiewicz-Okun [12] around two decades ago. Specifically right-angled Hecke op-
erator algebras since then gained prominence in the operator algebra community due to their
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rich structural features, which are at the same time amenable to a variety of established meth-
ods from the field. Known features of right-angled Hecke operator algebras by now include ex-
plicit, non-trivial factor decomposition [16, 35] and absence of Cartan or even strong solidity
results [8, 26, 4] for Hecke-von-Neumann algebras, and the rapid decay property [9], simplic-
ity results [9, 25] and K-theory calculations [34] for Hecke C*-algebras. Also compact quantum
metric spaces associated with Hecke C*-algebas were very recently introduced and investigated
in [27]. Moreover, Hecke operator algebras encode significant aspects of unitary representation
theory, particularly through their role in classifying Iwahori-spherical unitary representations of
groups acting strongly transitively on buildings such as certain completed Kac-Moody groups.
See e.g. [35, Corollary B].

The cyclic homology of affine Hecke algebras, was clarified in work Baum-Nistor [2] in the
purely algebraic setup and by Solleveld [36, 37] in the operator algebraic setup of Hecke-C*-
algebras as well as in the setup of non-commutative geometry provided by Schwartz algebras.

In this work we consider Hecke algebras of right-angled, hyperbolic type. In this setup, de-
localised traces account for all of cyclic cohomology, so that a natural first step is to determine
traces on such Hecke algebras. This is achieved in the next theorem, which is also proven in
the greater generality of generic Hecke algebras in Theorem 5.12. For simplicity we state it in a
simplified form for Iwahori-Hecke algebras.

Theorem A. Let H be an Iwahori Hecke algebra of right-angled type (W, S'). Let O € W be a conjugacy
class. Then there is a unique trace o on H that satisfies po(T,,) = Lo(w) for every element w € W
that is of minimal length in its conjugacy class.

We mention that in order to prove this result, we establish in Theorem 6.6 that the cocentre of
Iwahori Hecke algebra of right-angled type has a basis indexed by representatives of conjugacy
classes. The problem of describing the cocentre of Hecke algebras is well-known in the context of
character theory. See e.g. [18] for spherical Coxeter types and [20] for affine Coxeter types. The
recent work [10] explicitly states folklore conjectures about the cocentre for indefinite Coxeter
types.

The next theorem extends Puschnigg’s construction of Schwartz algebras for hyperbolic
groups to the realm of right-angled Hecke algebras.

Theorem B. Let (W, S) be a right-angled, hyperbolic Coxeter system and H the complex Iwahori-Hecke
algebra of type (W, S) with deformation parameter (qs)ses € RS, There is a subalgebra S(W, S, q) <
Cr (W, S, q), which

o is dense and closed under holomorphic functional calculus,

« and such that for every conjugacy class O € W, the trace po continuously extends to S(W, S, q).

From the point of view of operator algebras, one of the main purposes of delocalised traces is
to determine K-theory classes via their pairing. The K-theory of right-angled Hecke C*-algebras
was calculated in [34]. We briefly recall that for every clique C' in the commutation graph of a
right-angled Coxeter system there is a projection pc, such that the classes ([pc])c freely gen-
erate K-theory. One obtains the following result which determines the pairing of K-theory and
delocalised traces.



Theorem C (See Theorem 7.4). Let (W,S) be a right-angled, hyperbolic Coxeter system and
(¢s)ses € R, a deformation parameter. Denote by C the set of cliques of the commutation graph of
(W, S), identified with the set of conjugacy classes of finite order elements in W. For a clique C € C let pc
be the associated projection and let ¢ be the delocalised trace associated with C. Then the pairing between
K-theory of C* (W, S, q) and delocalised traces of finite order elements is determined by the formula

O CgD;

1 1
HseC q;/2+q;1/2 HsED\C 1+qs ccD.

vc(pp) ={

In particular, the pairing Ko(C* (W, S, q)) x R — R is non-degenerate.

As mentioned above, in the last section of [33] Puschnigg used his main results to obtain cer-
tain decompositions of cyclic cohomology for his smooth algebras and the group C*-algebras of
hyperbolic groups, close in spirit to the computation of cyclic homology of group rings due to
Burghelea [6, 7]. This line of research was later continued, using the Jolissaint’s rapid decay subal-
gebras, for example in [22] and in [15]. Our results in principle open the way to obtaining similar
decompositions of cyclic cohomology in the context of Hecke algebras, such as the Fréchet alge-
bra S(W, S, q) appearing in Theorem B. However, the setting of right-angled hyperbolic Coxeter
types remains too narrow to make such an endeavour worthwhile at present, since higher cyclic
cohomology is expected to vanish. Further work in this direction, would chime with the recent
progress in understanding noncommutative geometric properties of the Iwahori-Hecke algebras
such as in the work [27] already mentioned.

This paper is organised as follows: after this introduction, in the preliminaries we describe
background material and fix notation, focusing on Coxeter groups and Hecke algebras. Then in
the third section, we investigate the combinatorics of the multiplication in right-angled Hecke
algebras, which plays a major role in this work. In the fourth section, we adapt work of Blackadar-
Cuntz and Puschnigg on differential seminorms and quasi-derivations to the needed generality.
In the fifth section, we use this framework in order to exhibit specific smooth subalgebras of the
Hecke algebras under consideration, to which the natural quasi-derivation extends. In the sixth
section, we describe traces on right-angled Hecke algebras, and in that last section combine this
with the previous results on smooth subalgebras, to obtain delocalised traces on Hecke-Schwartz
algebras and calculate their pairing with K-theory.
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2 Preliminaries

As this article combines the theory of Coxeter groups and Hecke algebras with noncommutative
geometry and operator algebras, we provide in this section references to necessary background
material and recall key notions that are used in our work.

2.1 Coxeter groups

We refer to the books of Humphreys [21], Garrett [17] and Abramenko-Brown [1] for background
material on Coxeter groups.

A marked group is a pair (I, S) of a group with a finite generating subset S ¢ I". We write
S* for the monoid of words with letters in S and |s1---S,| = n for the length of a word in S*.
Assuming S is closed under inverses, for every g € I there is a word s1---s,, € S* such that
S1-++8, = ginI'. We say that s1---s,, represents g. If n is the minimal length of a word representing
g, we say that s;---s,, is reduced and write |g| = n. The word s;---s,, starts with s; and ends with
Sp. For 1 < k < n, a word of the form s;---s, is called an initial piece and a word of the form
S-Sy, 1s called a terminal piece of s1--+5),.

A Coxeter system is a marked group (17, S') which admits a presentation

W= (5] (st)™" = e)
for some matrix (mg)s+ € Mg(N U {o0}) satisfying
e mg = 1forall se S,
o« mg > 2forall s,t €S with s # ¢, and
o« mg =myg forall s, teS.

It is a fact that mg, = ord(st) for all s,¢ € W, so that we can refer to these numbers without
ambiguity. Note that (st)* = 1 is interpreted as the empty relation.

A Coxeter system (W, S) is called right-angled, if mg € {1,2, 00} forall s,¢ € S. The commu-
tation graph of a right-angled Coxeter system (1, S) is by definition the simplicial graph whose
vertex set is S and in which s, ¢ € S are adjacent if and only if my; = 2 holds, that is st = tsin W.

For a subset 7" € .S, we denote by W, < W the subgroup generated by 7. A subgroup of the
form W7y is called a standard parabolic subgroup of WW.

For every element w € W in a Coxeter system (W, .S), there is a subset S(w) < S such that
every reduced word s;---s,, representing w satisfies S(w) = {s1,..., s, }. We say that the letters
in S(w) appear in w. A letter s € S is said to be an initial letter of the group element w € W, if
|sw| < |w| holds. Similarly, s is a terminal letter of w if |ws| < |w|. An expressionw = x1x2x3 . . . T}
will be called a reduced decomposition of w € W if zy, ...,z € WU S*, the equality holds in W
and |w| = |x1| + -+ + |zx| holds. We will make use of the following fact for right-angled Coxeter
systems, which is a consequence of Tits’ solution to the word problem in Coxeter groups.

Proposition 2.1. Let (W, .S) be a right-angled Coxeter system, let $1---S,, be a reduced word in S and
let s € S be a terminal letter of the associated group element. Then there is a unique index 1 <1 < n such
that s = s; and [sj,s| = e foralli < j <n.



We will use the Bruhat order on elements of a Coxeter system, described for example in [21,
Sections 5.9 and 5.10] or [17, Section 1.8]. Given a Coxeter system (W, S) and w,z € W, we
write x < w if there is a reduced expression w = s;---s,, and indices 1 < 71 < --- < %,,, < n such that
€T =845

m*

Spherical subsets and their centralisers

Asubset T € S for a Coxeter system (W, .S) is called spherical, if the standard parabolic subgroup
Wi is finite.

Let (W, S) be a right-angled Coxeter system and w € W. Then the centraliser of w in W can
be described using Tits” solution to the word problem as described for example in [1, Theorem
2.33].

Zw(w)=(seS|VteS(w):[s,t]=e).

In particular, Zy, (w) is a standard parabolic subgroup. For a subset T" ¢ S we write Comm(T) ¢
S for the set of generators commuting with all elements from 7. We abbreviate Comm (w) =
Comm(S(w)). Then Zw (w) = Weomm(w)-

Let us fix the next piece of information as a remark for later reference.

Remark 2.2. By [1, Proposition 2.87], every finite subgroup of a Coxeter group is conjugate to a
subgroup of a spherical standard parabolic subgroup. In particular, an element w € IV has finite
order if and only if it is conjugate into a spherical standard parabolic.

Since ord(st) = mg for all s,¢ € S, it follows that a standard parabolic subgroup Wy ¢ W
in a right-angled Coxeter system (W, .S) is finite if and only if it is isomorphic with a direct sum
(Z]2Z)°T.

The following remark will be used in Section 7.

Remark 2.3 Let I" be the commutation graph of a right-angled Coxeter system (W, S). Denote
by Cliq(I") the set of cliques in I, that is the set of complete subgraphs of I (including the empty
graph). Identifying vertices of I' with .S, we consider the map C' + [],cy(¢) . By Remark 2.2 ev-
ery finite order element is conjugate to an element in the image of this map. Further, if [T oy ¢y s
and J,ey(p) s are conjugate, they must be equal by Tits solution to the word problem. It follows
that C' = [T,ev () s defines a bijection between Cliq(I") and the set of conjugacy classes of finite
order elements of IV.

Conjugacy classes

We continue to consider a right-angled Coxeter system (1, S) and summarise how one can
describe conjugacy classes in W. For simple reference in this article, we state the following the-
orem which summarises work on conjugacy classes in Coxeter groups from [29, 30, 31]. Recall
that a cyclic reduction of an element w € W is an element w’ = si---s;wsy---s; € W such that
|Sit1--81WS1++Si11| < |Si--S1wsq--84| forall 1 <@ < k. We say w cyclically reduced to w’. If there
is no cyclic reduction of w, we call it cyclically reduced. Given a cyclically reduced element w
with reduced expression w = 51 ... s, every element S;---5,51-++5;41 € W for 1 <7 < nis called a
cyclic shift of w.



Theorem 2.4 (Marquis). Let (W, S) be a right-angled Coxeter system and w € W. Then the following
statements hold true:

« every element w can be cyclically reduced to a minimal length element in its conjugacy class;

« every pair of minimal length elements in the same conjugacy class are cyclic shifts of each other.

Proof. We first observe that every element in a right-angled Coxeter group satisfies Marquis’
property (Cent) by Tits solution to the word problem. Now the first statement is a consequence
of [29, Corollary C]. The second statement follows from a combination of [29, Theorem A] treating
the case of infinite order elements and the elementary Remark 2.3 treating the finite order case.[]

2.2 Hecke algebras

Definition 2.5. Let (W, .S) be a Coxeter system, let R be a ring and let @ = (a4 )scs, b = (bs)ses
be elements in R such that (as, bs) = (a;,b;) for all s,¢ € S that are conjugate in WW. Then the
generic Hecke algebra of type (W, S) over R with deformation parameters a and b is the unique
R-algebra H(W, S, a,b) which is free as a module over R with designated basis (7}, ),e and
multiplication determined by the following formula:

Tew if >
T.T, = 1 [s] > ] forse S,weWV.
asTy + bsTy, if |sw| < |w]

Given elements g = (¢s)ses € Rfo such that ¢, = ¢; for all s,¢ € S that are conjugate in WV,
we put p, = q;/Q - q;1/2, P = (ps)ses and let the Iwahori-Hecke algebra with parameter (g )ses be
defined as the complex generic Hecke algebra C(W, S, q) = H(W, S, p, 1).

Extending the action of an Iwahori-Hecke algebra by left multiplication on itself to the Hilbert
space completion with respect to the inner product satisfying (7, 7,,) = 0., We obtain the

reduced Hecke C*-algebra C* (W, S, q) as the completion of C(W, S, ¢) in the operator norm.

Remark 2.6. In this article, we will only consider Hecke algebras of right-angled type (17, 5). In
this case, all tuples (as)scs, (bs)ses can be used to define a Hecke algebra, since different gener-
ators from .S are non-conjugate in S. This is an immediate consequence of Tits’ solution to the
word problem in Coxeter systems.

Generic Hecke algebras of right-angled type are often isomorphic to the group algebra of
their Coxeter group. For areference in the case of Iwahori-Hecke algebras see e.g. [9, Proposition
4.2]. As some of our results are phrased in the more general setup of generic Hecke algebras, we
provide a proof in this case too.

Lemma 2.7. Let (I,<) be a partially ordered set, R a domain and (v;);c; an R-linearly independent
family in an R-module M. Assume that (w; )ies is another family in M such that w; = ¥, ¢; jv; for
certain coefficients ¢; ; € R satisfying ¢; ; # 0. Then (w;); is linearly independent.

Proof. Consider a linear combination )’ d;w; = 0. Then ¥, ;.; ;; dic; ju; = 0. Assuming that
d; # 0 for some 7, we let iy be a maximal element with this property. If ¢;;, # 0, we infer that



J 2 to. If additionally d; # 0, then maximality implies j = 7y. So the coefficient corresponding to
v;, in the expansion above equals d;,c;, ;,. Thus

0=( > dicijv))iy = diyCipi

i,jel j<i

implying that d;, = 0, as R is a domain and ¢;, ;, # 0 by assumption. This contradicts the choice
of 79 and completes the proof. [

Proposition 2.8. Let (W, S) be a right-angled Coxeter system, let R be a domain of characteristic differ-
ent from 2 and let () ses, (bs) ses be elements in R such that b+ % is invertible and has a root in R (which
we shall fix). Then there is an isomorphism of unital R-algebras p: RW — H(W, S, (as)ses, (bs)ses)
satisfying p(ug) = ¢, Ty + dg with

2
¢y = (by + %)-1/2 and d, = —082“8, ses.

It satisfies

@(uw) = Z Cw’,wTw

w’'<w

for certain coefficients ¢y ., € R satisfying c,, ., € R*.

Proof. We write H = H(W, S, (as)ses, (bs)ses)- The elements ¢, T + dg are invertible and self-
inverse in H. Indeed, we have
203 :

_:Cz(bs"'%):l‘

(csTy —dg)* = (asT, + by) + 2cd, Ty + d* = 2(a,T, + b)) — asc>T, + 2 1 1

Assuming [s,t] = e in W, we also obtain [¢,T; + dg, ¢;T; + d;] = 0 in H. So there is a uniquely
determined R-algebra homomorphism ¢: RW — H satisfying ¢(us) = ¢, Ts + d, forall s € S.
It is clear that () = ¥ ew Cuwr wLw for certain coefficients ¢,y o, € R, with ¢, ,, # 0. Since the
cs, S € S are invertible by assumption, the image of ¢ is a unital R-subalgebra of H containing its
generators T, s € S. It follows that ¢ is surjective. Further, Lemma 2.7 implies that the family
(©(ty) )wew is R-linearly independent, which implies that ¢ is injective. O

2.3 Unconditional seminorms

Below we recall the notion of unconditional seminorms introduced by Bost and Lafforgue. In
Puschnigg’s work on smooth subalgebras of reduced group C*-algebras of hyperbolic groups
[33, Definition 2.1], they play a crucial role. We also recall the notion of unconditional Fréchet
algebras from [33, Definition 2.6] needed for our work.

Definition 2.9. A seminorm | - | on a complex vector space with a fixed basis, (V, (v;)icr), is
unconditional if | 3, a;v;| < || X; bvi|| follows whenever |a;| < |b;] holds for all i € I. A com-
plex algebra with a fixed basis (A, (a;);cr) is called unconditional, if the kernel function of its
multiplication has positive coefficients; in other words, if a;,a; = };, cﬁ ;ax, for some cﬁ ;2 0. The
completion of an unconditional algebra with respect to a family of unconditional seminorms is
called an unconditional Fréchet algebra.



Given based vector spaces (U, (u;)er) and (V, (v;) jes) with unconditional seminorms, [33,
Definition and Lemma 2.5] introduces the largest unconditional seminorm on (U ® V, (u; ®
;) (ij)eixs) satisfying [u ® v = |ul|v| for all w € U, v € V. This leads to the notion of un-
conditional tensor product of unconditional Fréchet spaces, which will be used in Section 5 and
onwards. As shown in [33, Lemma 2.7], the multiplication on an unconditional Fréchet algebra
is bounded with respect to the unconditional tensor product.

3 Combinatorics of multiplication in right-angled Hecke al-
gebras

In this section, we describe the multiplication of basis elements (7%, )i in right-angled Hecke
algebras in terms of word combinatorics. The crucial difference to a multiplication in group
algebras is the fact that if ws is shorter than w then the product 7,7 admits the extra term
proportional to T;,, more specifically T\, T = a,T;, + bsTy,s. As this occurs precisely if the group
element w ends with the letter s, we think of skipping cancellation to obtain the extra term. This
perspective motivates the following terminology.

Notation 3.1. Let (W, S) be a Coxeter system. Let w = s;---s,, and x = t;---t,, be reduced
words in W. Given 1 < j; < -+ < jx < n such that for all @ € {1,... &k} the group element
51---Smt1---fjl---fja_l-utja,l ends with ¢;,, we say that 51---5mt1---£j1---fjk---tn arises from multiply-
ing the word s1-++5,, with t1---t,, while skipping cancellation at positions ji, ..., jr. We then say that

when multiplying w and x, the cancellation can be skipped at positions j1, . .., Jk.

Theorem 3.2. Let (W, .S) be a right-angled Coxeter system and let w = S1+++Sp,, = t1--t,, be reduced
words such that when multiplying them, cancellation can be skipped at positions 1 < j; < -+ < jp < n.
Then

o [tj.,ti,]=eforalla,be{l,... k};

o there exist words wy,x1,To € W such that the decompositions w = wltj1~~~tjkx11 and v =
x1tj, -1, w0 are reduced and further wyt; ---t;, T is a reduced expression.

Proof. We prove the given statement by induction on k£ € Ny. For k£ = 0 the statement follows
from standard Coxeter combinatorics. Assume it holds for some k£ € Ny and consider reduced
words w = $1--:S,, and T = t1---t,, such that when multiplying them, cancellation can be skipped
at positions j; < -+ < ji < jr+1- Then cancellation can be skipped at positions ji, ..., jr when
multiplying the words $;---s,,, and ¢1--¢j, ., _1. By induction hypothesis we infer that [¢;,,¢;,] =€
holds for all a,b € {1,...,k} and there are reduced decompositions w = wst;,--t; x7" and x =
X1t b, xalj, vz such that wyt; -1, xo is areduced expressionand 1t --t;, o =11 ...t 1
as elements of 11/. As cancellation can also be skipped at ji.; when multiplying the chosen words
representing w and z, the group element w;t;,--t;, x2 ends with ¢;, . As x1t; -1, xatj, ., T3 is

reduced, also the subword ¢;,---¢;, xot;, ., is reduced. Hence, ¢;, ,, is a terminal letter of w; and by

Proposition 2.1 it commutes with all letters appearing in ¢;,---t;, xo. It follows that [¢;,,1;,] = €
holds for all a,b € {1,...,k + 1}. Further, removing a suitable occurrence of ¢;,; from w;, we

. . / _ / . . . _1 . o, .
obtain a subexpression w] < wy such that w = wit; -t t;, ., x7" is areduced decomposition and



witj, -t ti.., T2 is a reduced expression. Also notice that x = xt;,--t;,t;,,, 273 is a reduced
decomposmon.
If 25 is the empty word, the proof is finished. Otherwise, let x3 = uy---u; be a reduced word

andleti € {0,1,...,/} be maximal such that

jk+1

x2u1---ui| = |w{tﬁt]kt l'2| +7.

l4
|w1tj1"'tjkt' Jk+1

Jk+1

If i < [, we infer from Proposition 2.1 that u;,; commutes with the letters of ¢;,---¢;, ., Tous ... u;
and it is a terminal letter of w]. So removing an occurrence of 1, from wj, we obtain a
subexpression w} < wf such that w = w't;,--t; t;,., uir127" is a reduced decomposition. Also
T = T Uity -t t]k+1$2U1 Uim g Uil Uy 1sareduced decomposition. Inductively, this provides
subexpressions wy’ < w} and x4 < x5 together with an element y € W such that

« y commutes with all letters from ¢;,--¢;, | %o,

jk+1

/

« w} = wy'y is a reduced decomposition,

o W=w't: ot ts 14 iti
w = wit; -t t;.,yxr] is areduced decomposition,

= S TSI - iti
o o =21y 5, L., voxy is a reduced decomposition, and

o ity et t,, Taxh| = (Wit -t b, | + |2

It follows that w(t; --t;t;.,xv2y is a reduced expression and so is its initial piece

Jk+1

wi't;, -+t tj,., T2. We can conclude that also w{'t; ---t;,t;,  wox% is a reduced expression. This
finishes the proof. [

In order to formulate consequences of Theorem 3.2 for Hecke algebras, we introduce some
more notation.

Notation 3.3. Let (W, S) be a Coxeter system and w,z € W. For a deformation parameter
€ RS(;V’S), the product set of w, x in the associated Iwahori-Hecke algebra is Prod(w,z) =
supp(7,,T.). The coefficients p, ., of the product, are defined by the formula 7,7, =
ZueProd(w,m) pu,w,xTu-
Note that Prod(w, x) only depends on the set {s € S | ¢s = 1}. In particular, Prod(w,x) =
{wx} forq=1.

Remark 3.4 Consider the setup of Notation 3.3. By the definition of multiplication in Hecke
algebras, for every w, xz € W elements with given reduced expressions w = s1---S,, and x = t1---t,,
every element in Prod(w), x) arises by skipping cancellation at some positions when multiplying
the given reduced words. This makes Theorem 3.2 applicable to describe elements of Prod(w, ).

The following corollary leverages Remark 3.4 in order to give (crude) bounds on the size of
product sets in Hecke algebras.

Corollary 3.5. Let (W, S) be a right-angled Coxeter system. Given w,x € W the following statements
hold true for every deformation parameter q € RS,

)| < (1+min{fuwl, |z[})l.




« If W is additionally hyperbolic, then there is a constant C' > O such that for all 0 < n < |w| + ||
we have |{u € Prod(w,z) | |u| =n}| < C.

« For every u € Prod(w, x) we have py 1y < [1ses Ds-

Proof. Fix reduced expressions of length m = |w| and n = |z| for the group elements w and z,
respectively. By Remark 3.4, for element u € Prod(w, z) there are indices 1 < i; < -+ <4 < n
such that u arises from from multiplying the reduced expressions for w and z, while skipping
cancellation at positions ¢4, . . ., %;. By Theorem 3.2 the letters ¢;,, ..., ¢;, are pairwise different, as
otherwise wyt;,---t;, ™' could be reduced. So wis uniquely defined by amap S — {0, 1, ..., |z},
where a letter in S is mapped to 0 if it is not skipped. Hence |[Prod(w, z)| < (1 + |z|)!*l. Since
Prod(w,z) = Prod(z~!,w=")~1, we also find |Prod(w, z)| < (1 + [w™'|)I%I = (1 + |w]|)!¥l. This
shows the first claim of the corollary.

We now assume that 11 is hyperbolic and prove the second claim. For 0 < n < |w| + |z
consider u € Prod(w, x) satisfing |u| = |w| + |z| = n. By Remark 3.4, we can apply Theorem 3.2
to find reduced decompositions w = wyt; ... txx7" and & = 211 . . . tx 2o, such that the elements
t1,...,t, commute pairwise and u = wst; ...t,2o is a reduced decomposition. It follows that
n =2|x1| + k and k < |S|. We infer that n/2 - |S| < |1 < n/2 +|S).

Let n/2 = |S| < 1 < n/2 +|S] and let y;,yo € W satisfy |y1] = |y2| = | and Jwyi!| = |w| -
[ = |wy;'|. Let § > 0 be a hyperbolicity constant for the Cayley graph of (W, S). Consider the
quadrilateral whose corners are e, wy !, wy, !, w, whose geodesics connected with e are given by
wy;t, wy,* and whose geodesics connected with w are given by 41, 2. Hyperbolicity applied to
this quadrilateral shows that

w| +|(wyi") " (wys)| < max{|wyi!| + |y, [wyz'| + [ya|} + 26 = |w| + 26.

So we infer that |y;1ys| < 20.
Summarising the arguments above, we find that

{u € Prod | |u| = |w| + |z| - n}|
n n _
<HyeW | 5—\5| <yl < §+|5| and |wy | = Jw| - [y}
<(2[S]+1)[Bas(e)].

So the second statement follows for C' = (2|S] + 1)|Bas(e)|.
Let us prove the last claim of the corollary. Fix u € Prod(w,z). By Theorem 3.2 there are

reduced decompositions w = wit;---txy! and © = x1t1--t;x9 such that ¢y, ..., € S commute
pairwise and u = wqt;---t;x5 is a reduced decomposition. So by definition of the Iwahori-Hecke
algebra multiplication, we obtain py, ., » = Pt, - D1, < [1ses Ps- O

The following result connects cyclic reduction in right-angled Coxeter groups with the asso-
ciated product in its Hecke algebra.

Proposition 3.6. Let (W, S) be aright-angled Coxeter system and let w € W. Assume that w = xw'x~!
(for some x,w' € W) is a reduced decomposition such that w' is of minimal length in its conjugacy class.
Then every element in Prod (a1, zw") is of minimal length in its conjugacy class.

10



Proof. Observe similarly to Remark 3.4 that every u € Prod(z~!, zw’) has a reduced decom-
position u = uw'w’ for v’ € Prod(z~!,x). By Theorem 3.2, there are reduced decompositions
x~! = yty-tgz~tand x = zt;---ta such that the letters ¢1, . . . , t, commute pairwise, u’ = yt,---ta
is a reduced decomposition and ya = = 'x = e as elements of W It follows that a = 3.

Suppose that u was not of minimal length in its conjugacy class. Then Theorem 2.4 due to
Marquis says that u is not cyclically reduced. So it suffices to consider s € .S which is an initial
and a terminal letter of u, and prove that it commutes with all elements of S(u). Record for
use in the proof that all subexpressions of consecutive letters of the reduced expression zw’z~! =
zty-tpy~tw'yty--tpz~! are reduced. In particular, the expressions w’y, y~tw’y and w'yt, -ty are
reduced. We now consider the first occurrence of s in the reduced decomposition v = v/w’ =
Yty

Assume first that s is a letter of y. Then it automatically is an initial letter of y. If s was a ter-
minal letter of w’, we would obtain a contradiction to the fact that w’y is reduced. It follows that
s must commute with w’, which now contradicts the fact that the expression y~'w’y is reduced.
In conclusion, s is not a letter of y.

Assume then that s appearsin ¢y, ..., ;. Then s commutes with all letters ¢4, . . ., ¢, and with
y. So it commutes with yt;---t;. Hence, it can only appear once in the reduced decomposition
u’ = yty--txy~'. So s must be a terminal letter of w’. But this contradicts the fact that w'yt;---t), is
reduced. We infer that s must be an initial and terminal letter of w’ and commute with yt;---txy 1.
Since w’ is cyclically reduced, it follows that s also commutes with w’. So it commutes with all
of u. This is what we had to show. [

4 Smooth subalgebras revisited

We refer to Bost’s work [5, Appendix A] for a reference on smooth subalgebras. Let us recall their
definition before we outline the content of this secton.

Definition 4.1. Let A be unital C*-algebra. We say that a subset A € A is a smooth subalgebra if

+ A is a unital Frechét algebra whose group of invertible elements is open and such that
inversion is a continuous map on GL(.A),

+ the inclusion map A < A is continuous,
. Aisdensein A4, and

« Aisinverse-closed, that is if a € A is invertible in A, then a1 € A.

We introduce an abstract framework capturing the classical argument of Connes [11] and
Jolissaint [24] providing smooth subalgebras.

Definition 4.2. Let (A, |-||) be a unital, C*-normed *-algebra. An empowered differential semi-
norm on A is a map D: A — ¢(No, Ryo) such that

(i) each component D,;: A — R, is a seminorm,

(i) thereis C' > 0 satisfying Do(a) < C'||al| for all a € A,

11



(iii) forevery k € Ny there is a polynomial fy, € R[(X,)neng, (Y )neNg, U, V'] with zero constant
coefficient such that for all a, b € A we have

Dr(ab) < fi((Dn(@))nens (Dn(b))neny, lal, [0]), and

(iv) thereis C” > 0 such that for every k € Ny there is a polynomial gx € R[(X},)nen,, Y ] with
zero constant coefficient and some function hy: Ng — R( vanishing at infinity such that
forall 1 < M < N and for all a € A satisfying |al| < C' we have

m(é ') < B (M) - (Do (@) e )

Remark 4.3. If A is a unital, C*-normed *-algebra with an empowered differential seminorm D,
then the entries D,,(a) = D(a), for n € Ng, a € A, define a family of seminorms such that
the separation-completion of A with respect to (D,,),, and || - | is a Frechét algebra. Indeed, the
inequality

Dk(a’b) < fk((Dn(a))neNov (Dn(b))neNoa ”a”v ”bH)

for all a, b € A shows continuity of the multiplication on the resulting Frechét space. Often we
will assume that there are C' > 0 and N € Ng such that |a| < CDy(a) for all a € A. In this case,
we can equivalently consider the completion solely with respect to the family (D,,),.

In Section 5 the following proposition will be used to find empowered differential semi-
norms, by proving parts of the required inequalities for a family of seminorms which is equivalent
in a suitable sense to the desired one.

Proposition 4.4. Assume that A is a unital, C*-normed *-algebra with two maps D,D": A —
c(No, Rxo) satisfying the following properties.

(i) Each component D, is a seminorm on A,
(ii) thereis C' > 0 satisfying D(a)o < C|a| forall a € A,

(iii) for every k € Nq there is a polynomial fi, € R[(X,)neng, (Yn)neng, N, M| with zero constant
coefficient such that for all a, b € A we have

Dy (ab) < f((Dn(a))neng, (Dn(0) Jnen, al, [0

),

(iv)) there is C' > O such that for every k € Ng there is a polynomial g € R[(X,)neny, Y] with
zero constant coefficient and some function hy:Ng — Ry vanishing at infinity such that for all
1 < M < N and for all a € Asatisfying |a| < C we have

DL( - a') < hi(M) - g1 (D, (@) Jneny:

=M

), and

(v) for every k € Ny there are polynomials with zero constant coefficient py, qx € R[(X,,)n, Y] such
that

Di(a) < pr((Dy,(a))neng, [al]) and  Di(a) < gu((Dn(a))neny, al) — foralla e A.
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Then D is an empowered differential seminorm.

Proof. We have to find C' > 0 allowing us to provide a suitable estimate for Dy (X1, a) for all
k € Ng,all 1 < M < N and all a € A satisfying ||a|| < C. Let C' > 0 be a constant such that there
are hy and gy, as in (iv’) satisfying

2(l§4al) < hi (M) - g ((D7.(a) Jnenso, [all)

forall1 < M < N and all a € A satisfying |a| < C. We may assume that pj, as in the statement
of the proposition has non-negative coefficients, so that the associated polynomial function is
monotone. Write py = pr1 + pr2 With prq € X, X;nR[(X,)n, Y] and pi 2 € R[Y'] with zero
constant coefficient. Then

Dk(z <pk (D/(Z l))nENmH Z l”)

=M

- pk,l((D;z(lZ]\:/[ a'))neno | ZZA; a'l}) + pra(] ZZA; a'l).

As py. 2 has no constant coefficient, using ||a| < C' < 1, we obtain that
N S M A M
pra(l 3 ') < Clal = Cla]*"]a]
1=

for some C' > 0.
The other summand can be bounded as follows:

pk,l((D;(l%al))neNoallZ a'|)) < pra((hn(M) g ((D7,(0))meno [al) Jnen, | Z a'l).

Since | ¥y al|| < ¥i¥y |af! < 12 and every monomial appearing in py; is divisible by some
X,,, we find that

N

Pra((D5( 3 a'))nens | Z a'[) < (M) 3 (D}, (@) meny )

=M

for the function h = MAaX,<degpy,, Mn Vvanishing at infinity and some polynomial g €
R[(X1)neny, Y ]. Using the estimate D!, (a) < ¢, ((D;i(a))ieng, |@]), we obtain an estimate on
Dy(2F,, al) needed to show that D is an empowered differential seminorm. ]

Theorem 4.5. Let D: A — ¢(No, Rso) be an empowered differential seminorm on a unital, C*-normed
*-algebra A. Assume that there is C' > 0 and N € Ny such that ||a| < CDy(a) for all a € A. Denote
by A the C*-algebra closure of A and by B its completion with respect to the family of seminorms (D, ),,.
Then A C A extends to a continuous inclusion B — A whose image is a smooth subalgebra.

Proof. Let C'>1and N € Nj be chosen to satisfy |a| < CDy(a) and Dy(a) < Clla| forall a € A.
The first bound implies that every Cauchy sequence for the uniformity defined by D is a Cauchy
sequence for the C*-norm on 4. Hence, we obtain a continuous inclusion 5 — A. We may
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thus assume that A is complete in the uniformity defined by D. We have to show that under this
identification 4 is a smooth subalgebra of A. Itis clear that 4 is a unital, dense Fréchet subalgebra
of A. So it remains to show that GL(.A) ¢ A is open, that inversion is continuous and that A is
inverse-closed in A.

Let us first show that the subset of invertible elements GL(.A) < A is open. We may increase
C' so that C~! and polynomials gy € R[(X%)ken,, Y| witness the last part of Definition 4.2 of
an empowered differential seminorm. Let a € A be invertible and assume that b € A satisfies
la—=b| < (Clat|)~!. Let us show that b € GL(A). We put ¢ = 1 — ba~!. Then we have |c| =
|1 =ba™t| < |la—0b|]a"t| < C-'. By the choice of C, it follows that };°; ¢! is summable in every
seminorm D,,. So (1-¢)~! = Y5, ¢ exists in A. As 1 —c¢ = ba™1, it follows that b is right-invertible
in A. Arguing the same way for 1-a~1b, we infer that b is also left-invertible in \A. It hence follows
that b € GL(.A). We now conclude that

{pe A|Dy(b-a) < (C*la” ')} c{be Al b-al <(Cla™])™"} < GL(A)

is an open neighbourhood of a. So GL(.A) ¢ A is open.

Let us now show that inversion is continuous on GL(.A). For a convergent sequence a; — a
in GL(A), wehave a;! = a7 (aza~t)~1. Asaia~! — 1, it suffices to prove continuity of inversion
at 1. Let b € A satisfy |1 = b| < C~'. For ¢ = 1 — b, we have seen that b=! = };° ¢! € A
Sob ' —1 =32 . Furthermore, since D is an empowered differential seminorm, we find that
D,.(X2 ) < gu((Dg(c))y) for some polynomials g,, without constant coefficient. In particular,
we infer that b=! - lasb — 1.

It remains to show that 4 c A is inverse-closed. We proceed along the lines of standard
arguments for Banach algebras. We first show that for every a € A the spectral radius satisfies
r4(a) =r4(a). Since every element that is invertible in A is also invertible in A, it follows that
oa(a) € o4(a) and hence rs(a) < rg(a). To prove the converse implication, we may rescale
a, so that it suffices to prove the following property: whenever r4(a) < 1, then o4(a) nS! = &
holds. Fix z € S'. The Beurling formula for the spectral radius in A shows that [a*| — 0 as
k — oo. So there are k € N such that [a*| < C~'. Put b = Ja*. Then 1 - b is invertible,
as [1 - (1-0)| = |b] < C~! and D is an empowered differential seminorm. So 1 ¢ o4(b),
which implies that 2% ¢ o 4(a*). It then follows that z ¢ 0 4(a) holds. So we have shown that
ra(a) =ry(a)foralla e A

Next, we will show that 04(a) = o4(a) for all @ € A. Assume for a contradiction that
oa(a) # o4(a), thatis o4(a) ¢ o4(a). Considering a small ball in C that intersects o 4(a)
but not 04 (a), we can find a function f:C — C which is a composition of a reflection along
the boundary of this ball with a rigid motion, such that f(c4(a)) € B;(0) but there is some
A € f(oa(a)) satisfying Re A < —1. We may replace f by some sufficiently good polynomial
approximation satisfying the same properties. Then we have f(04(a)) € o4(f(a)) and by
the spectral mapping theorem for C*-algebras we have f(c4(a)) = o4(f(a)). We infer that
r4(f(a)) <1<ra(f(a)), contradicting what we have already shown. It follows that the spec-
trum of a € A agrees with its spectrum in A. In particular A ¢ A is inverse-closed. ]

In [3, 33] the concept of quasi-derivations for norms was employed. A map A: 4 — A® A
on a normed algebra 4 with fixed cross-norm on A ® A was called a quasi-derivation if there is
C' > 0 such that for all a, b € A the inequality

[ACab)| < C(llal|AW®) ][+ [AD)[]al)
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holds. We adapt this notion to the setup of empowered differential seminorms.

Definition 4.6. Let D be a empowered differential seminorm on a unital, C*-normed *-algebra
A. A quasi-derivation with constant C' > 0 on (A, D) is a continuous, linear map 6: A — M into
a Fréchet space with a generating family of seminorms (D/),, such that there is C' > 0 satisfying

DM(8§(ab)) < C(Do(a)DM(5(b)) + DM(5(a))Dy(b)) foralla,be A,neNy.
We now have an analogue of [3, Proposition 5.4] and [33, Theorem 3.8 (¢)].

Proposition 4.7. Let A be a unital, C*-normed *-algebra with empowered differential norm D. Let
C' > 1 and assume that A: A — M is a quasi-derivation with constant C' for every component of D.
Then the formulae

Dg(a) = CDg(a), D! (a) = D,(a) + DM, (A(a)) forallae An>1

define an empowered differential norm on A. Writing B and B’ for the completions of A with respect to D
and D', the identity on A extends to a continuous inclusion B’ < B.

Proof. We shall first verify that the objects defined in the proposition indeed satisfy all properties
of an empowered differential seminorm. Given Cj > 0 which satisfies Do(a) < Cplla| for all
a € A, wehave D{(a) < CCp|al. Itis clear that D’ is positive homogeneous and subadditive. For
a,be Awe have

D!\ (ab) = CDy(ab) < CDy(a)Do(b) < Di(a)Dh(b).
For k > 11let fy be as in Definition 4.2 of an empowered differential seminorm. We obtain
D!, (ab) = Dy.(ab) + DM, (A(ab))
< fi((Dnu(a)), (Da (b)), [all, [6]) + C (Do(a)Dy*, (A (D)) + D, (A(a))Do (b))
< fr((Dr(a)), (DL,(0)), lal, [b]) + C (Dg(a)Di(b) + Di(a)Dg(d)) -

The last expression is bounded by a polynomial with zero constant coefficient in (D/,(a)),,
(D4(6)) ] and 5]

Now let C" > 0 and gy, € R[(X}, ), Y] be as in the last item of Definition 4.2. We may assume
that C" < 1and C’ < 3C~1.If a € A satisfies |[a| < C", then

Dz(l% a') = Dk(l_%al) + Dﬁfl(A(l_% a'))
< h(M)gi(Dn(a), |al) + Cl_% C'Mal "Dt (A(a)
<h(M)gi(Dn(a), [a]) + C(Cla)™ i(CllaH)l‘lDﬁﬁ(A(a))-

~

=0

Since Clla| < 3, the last term is a product of a function in M that vanishes at infinity and a
polynomial with zero constant coefficient in (D,,(a)),, |a| and DM, (A(a)). Since D, (a) <
D! (a) and DM (A(a)) < Dj_,(a) for all a € A and for all n € Ny, the term is bounded by a
polynomial with zero constant coefficient in (D’ (a)),, and |a].
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We have verified all defining properties of an empowered differential seminorm. The fact that
the identity on A extends to a continuous map B’ — B follows from the inequality D,,(a) <
D! (a), which holds for all n € Ny and for all @ € A. Indeed, it implies that every Cauchy sequence
for the uniformity defined by D’ is a Cauchy sequence for the uniformity defined by D. The map
B’ — B obtained so is injective, since A is closable with respect to any component of D, as
follow precisely by the same arguments as [33, Theorem 3.8 (a)]. Let us give some details. Write
@:B" — B for the continuous map which satisfies |4 = id 4. Let b € ker o. We have to show
b = 0. Let (ay), be a sequence in A converging to b in D’. Then (a, ), is Cauchy in (A, D)
and its limit is 0 € B, as 0 = ¢(a) = limp ¢(a,) = limp a,. Further, as (a, ), converges in
D/, the sequence (A(a,)), is Cauchy in DM. Let m € M be its limit. Then (a,,A(a,)) —
(0,m) in the graph uniformity of A. As A is closable, we infer that m = 0. This shows that
Dj (b) = lim,, Dj (ay,) = lim,, Dg(a,) + Dy (A(a,)) = 0. So b = 0 follow from the fact that D is
a differential norm. O

5 Smooth subalgebras of Hecke algebras

In this section we combine results on the combinatorics of multiplication in right-angled Hecke
algebras from Section 3 with the notion of empowered differential seminorms developed in Sec-
tion 4. This way, we will find specific smooth subalgebras of reduced Hecke C*-algebras.

The following definition applies Bost-Lafforgue’s notion of unconditional seminorms for
group algebras (see [33, Definition 2.1]) to the setup of Hecke algebras.

Definition 5.1. Let (W, .S) be a Coxeter system and ¢ € R:(/)V’S) a deformation parameter. Then

an empowered differential seminorm on C(W, S, q) is called unconditional if its components are
unconditional with respect to the basis (7}, )wew. A Fréchet algebra completion of C(W, S, q) is
called unconditional, if its topology is induced by a family of seminorms on C(W, S, ¢) which are
unconditional with respect to (T}, )wew -

Let us define the natural analogue of the Sobolev norms on the group algebra of a marked
group (i.e. a group with a fixed generating set) in the setting of Hecke algebras.

Definition 5.2. Let (W, S) be a Coxeter system and ¢ € R%V’S) a deformation parameter. For
s € Ryp we define as usual the associated (2,5)-Sobolev norm |- |2, : fora = 3., a,, T2, € C(W, S, q)
set

alas = (3 faw2(1 +w])2) 2.

The completion of C(W, S, ¢) with respect to the family of seminorms (|| - | 2,5)ss0 is denoted by
g%{D(W7 S) Q)

Remark 5.3. The Sobolev norms are monotone in the sense the |af2,s < |al|2; holds forall s < ¢
and alla € C(W, S, ¢). As a consequence, (3, (W, S, ¢) is also the completion of C(W, S, ¢) with
respect to the family (|| - [ 2,5) sen-

Remark 5.4. As the (2,0)-Sobolev norm is just the 2-norm on C(W, S, q), it follows that there is an
injective map (4, (W, S, q) = (2(W). We identify (3, (W, S, ¢) with its image under this map.
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Likewise, we consider C* (W, S, q) a subset of £2(1/) by the map a — ad.. This allows us to
compare (3 (W, S, q) and C;_,(W, S, q) which is frequently done in the setup of groups. See
e.g. [24].

Let us record a consequence of the work of Caspers-Klisse-Larsen [9] on the rapid decay
property for right-angled Hecke algebras (called a Haagerup inequality there). It is the analogue
of classical results of Jolissaint’s in the setting of reduced group C*-algebras [23] and the proof
follows the arguments in this reference, using [9] in lieu of [19].

Proposition 5.5. Let (I, S) be a right-angled Coxeter system and q € RS, a deformation parameter.
Then the following statements hold true.

(i) Thereis C' > 0 such that |a| < C|la|qz for all a € C(W, S, q).
(ii) Thereist > 0 such that for all s > 0 and all a,b € C(W, S, q) we have

labll2s < [af2sb]2,5ve-

In particular, there is a unique *-algebra structure on (3, (W, S, q) which continuously extends the
*-algebra structure on C(W. S| q).

(it)) We have (%, (W, S,q) ¢ C* (W, S, q).

Proof. We prove the first item by translating work of Caspers-Klisse-Larsen. Indeed, Caspers-
Klisse-Larsen’s [9, Theorem 3.4] says that every a € C(W, S, ¢) supported on the sphere of radius
d satisfies

lal < dClia(Tw)P(TTps)lal2,
seS
where 'y is the commutation graph of (W, S), and ps was defined in Subsection 2.2. Arguing
exactly as in Haagerup’s [19, Lemma 1.5], we thus obtain

lal < 2/Clia(Tw) ([ Tps)lalzz,
seS
foralla € C(W, S, ¢). This proves the first item with C' = 2|Cliq(T'w ) |>(ITses Ps)- The remainder
of the proof makes use of this estimate combined with the linear structure of 3, (W, S, ¢) and
as such follows verbatim as in [23, in particular Lemma 1.2.4 and Proposition 1.2.6]. [

The Sobolev norms are clearly unconditional and provide a candidate for the structure of an
empowered differential seminorm on right-angled Hecke algebras. Verifying the remainder of
the definition directly in terms of Sobolev norms turns out to be difficult, whence we introduce
the following notion, based on Connes’ [11] and Jolissaint’s [24] work.

Definition 5.6. Let (I, S) be aright-angled Coxeter systems and g € RY, a deformation param-
eter. For real numbers n > 0, we denote by P, € B(¢2(1/)) the orthogonal projection onto the
closed subspace Span{d,, | [w| < n}; note that in fact P, = P,,. Forr > 1 and o € (0,1), we
define the (r, a)-propagation seminorm by

V(@) = sup(n” (|(1 = P)a( Py + | (PacseJa(1 = P)]))
foraeC: (W, S,q).
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Remark 5.7. On their domain of definition, the propagation seminorms are just pseudo-
seminorms, as they can take the value co. For the purpose of comparing Sobolev norms and
propagation seminorms, it is practical to consider this framework, as it allows us to compare

both on arbitrary elements of a Hecke C*-algebras C;_,(W, S, q) ¢ (2(W).

The next proof follows the arguments of [24, Proposition 1.3] adapted to the setup of Hecke
C*-algebras.

Proposition 5.8. Let (W,S) be a right-angled Coxeter system and q € RS, a deformation parameter.

(i) Forevery n >0 thereis C' > 0 such that

lallan < CWnirap(a) +al)  forallae Cl (W, 5, q).

red
(ii) Foreveryr > 1, a€ (0,1) thereisn >0 and C > 0 such that

Vral(a) < Cllalan, forall a € (i, (W, S, q).

Proof. Itis clear that | - [lo0 = | - [l2 < |- ]. Soletn >1and a e C* (W, S, q). By Remark 5.3, we
may assume that n € No. We write a = ¥, a,, T, with the series convergent in ¢2(17). For all
k > 1, we have

Z:mwF=Hﬂ—l%ﬁﬁﬂ%:Hﬂ—l%ﬁd%%uﬁﬂggkﬂﬁmyﬂaf.

lw|>k

Let us note an auxiliary estimate for arbitrary m > 2. We have
(1+m)* =2n /(1 +)2ldE+ 1
0

<dn ) (1+k)*!
i=1

< 4n(7:Z:1 (1+ k)21 + 4"(::2 (1+m)™ 2+ ))

- i(%)lii@ + k)2

2n m-1
< (n)' Y (L+ k)t
=1 k=1

m—1
< (4n)2n+1 Z (1 + k)Qn—l’
k=1

where the second inequality uses iteratively a variant of the first inequality. Let us now combine
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these two estimates. We first infer that

lall3, = X lawl (1 + w])**
w

[w]-1
< |ae’2+ Z |aw|222n+ Z ‘aw|2(4n)2n+1 Z (1+k)2n71
k=1

wiw|=1 wiw|>2

— |ae|2+ Z |aw|222n+(4n)2n+1 Z(1+k)2n71 Z |@w|2
k=1

wiw|=1 wiw|>k

322n(|@e|2+ Z |&w|2)+(4n)2n+1 Z(l_'_k)Qn—l Z |aw|2
k=1

wilw|=1

< 22n”a”2 + (4n)2n+1 Z(l + k)Zn—l Z |aw|2.

k=1 w:‘w‘>k
Continuing to estimate the second summand, find that

(4n)*™ 1Y (1+ k)" Y awl* < (4n)*" Y R Vns112(a)?.
k=1

k=1 wiw|>k

(1+k)2n—1
k2(n+1)

“a”%,n <C*(|la)® + Vn+1,1/2(a)2) <C*(Jla] + ’/n+1,1/2(a))2

and thus the desired estimate | a2, < C(|a| + vpi1,12(a)).

Let us now consider the second item. Let a € (3,(W,S,q) and write a = Y, a, T,
convergent in 2(W). We putb = ¥, a,(1 + |w])aT,. Then b € (3,(W,S,q) and hence
beC: (W, S,q) by Proposition 5.5. By Proposition 5.5 there is Cy > 0 satisfying | c|| < Cyl|c|2.2
for all ¢ € C* (W, S, q). We will use this and the fact that for every u € Prod(w,x) we have
|lu| < |w| + |z|, implying that if |u| > n and |z| < n — n®, then |w| > n® holds. Let us calculate

[(1-P)aPwelP< (Y Duwalawl(Paneé)(@))”

[u|>n w,zeW:ueProd(w,z)

<@+ E (Y puwelaw] (1 [0])E (Paone) (2))’

lu|>n w,xeW:ueProd(w,z)
_or
= (L+n") o (1= P)bPopet]”
2T
< (L+n%) "= CFlbl320€]°

So for C' = (max{2", (4n)2"+1 ¥72, )1/2})1/2, we obtain the inequality

_2r
- (1+n®) ¥ CBlal, €12
Put C' = Cj - sup,, (t;f:))ra. Then we find that
Vra(a) < C(||a||2,2+§ .
So the second item is proven with the constant C'and n = 2 + ~. [

The proof of the following lemma is essentially identical to the first part of the proof of [24,
Theorem 1.4], which treats the case of groups with property RD. For the reader’s convenience,
we provide full details.
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Lemma 5.9. Let (W, S) be a right-angled Coxeter system and q € RS, a deformation parameter. Let
r>0,a€(0,1)and C < 1. Thereis s > 0 and a function h:Ng — Ry vanishing at infinity such that
foralla e C: (W, S, q) satisfying |a| < C and all 1 < M < N, we have

Vr,a(l;/[ al) < h(M)(VS,a/Q(a) +al).

Proof. Let C' < 1andleta e C* (W, S, q) satisfy |a| < C. Foreveryn > 1 and every 1 < < n®/?,
we have

(1-P)d' P, e
=(1-P,)aP, ,apa" Py e+ (1-P)a(l-P, ,ap)a P, pa
(5.1) =(1-P,)aP, ,apa ' Pypo+(1=P)a(l =P, ,ap2)aP, o020 2Py pa
-1
++ (1= Po)([Ta(l = Pyjper2) )aPppo .
i=1
For1<i<[—-1writem =n— (i —1)n®?2. Then we have

m-m*?=n-(i-1)n*? - (n-(i- 1)n*?)*? > n - in*?

and hence P,,_, a2 > P,,_j /2.
So for arbitrary s > 0, we can consider the norm of the -th summand in (5.1) and find that

[(1=Po)a(l = P_per)a(l = Pygper2)a(1 = Po_(io1ynos )aPy_inorna ™ Pyo |
<[(1- Pn—(i—l)no‘/Q)aPn—ino‘/Q [
=[(1 - Pn)aP,_jera™ (1~ Pm)H1/2
< (1= Pp)aP,,_epa(1-P,)|"?
= (1= Pn)aP,, e

<M Vg o2(a).

We thus obtain for 1 < [ < n®/2 that

-1 -1
H(l -~ P,))a'P,_pe H < Z(n - ino‘/Q)‘sz/&a/Q(a) < Z(no‘ﬂ)_su&a/g(a) = ln_%usja/g(a).
i=0 1=0

We infer that we also have
H(Pn_na)al(l - Pn)” = H(l - Pn)(a*)l(Pn_na)H <IN~ 2 v ap(a®) =In" % vy ap(a).

Let us now estimate the propagation seminorm of Y7 ,, al. By definition, we have

(32 ) =sup( (11 PY(Y @) (Prce )| [P ) (3 1= P)1)

=M
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Since [(Py_ne (X1, a) (1 =P | = (1 = P) (XN (@) (Py_ne) |, it suffices to consider the

first summand in the supremum. We find

N
supn”[(1-P,) Y. a'(Py-pa)
n>1 1=M

a/ZJ oo
(5.2) <sup | " [(1=Py) ) a'Pope +n > a']
nzl I=M l=max([n®/2],M)

[ne/2) .
T r max ([n®/
< sup (n [(1-P,) > a'Pyye H) +Slill) (n | @[ mex (Tme/21.00) — ) )

n>M =M ” a ||
We estimate both summands. For the first one we find

na/Q na/2
sup (nT”(l - Pn) Z aanfna |) < sup (nT Z ln_azsys,aﬂ(a))
=M

n>M =M n>M
Y +ne?
n'————n"2 |Vsq(a)
r+a—<2
(n 2 )VS’Q/Q(CL).

For s > 209 \e can estimate the last term from above by M™% v, o 0(a).
« ) /

The second summand in (5.2) can be estimated as follows. For n®/2 < M, we have

nrHa”max([no‘/?],M) 1 2 1 HM

el 1-C

= (%) afrex RIS

1
1-|al

Further, we have

o 1 n® —
sup (nr”aumax([n /2],M) : ) < sup (n cn - ) ”CLHM
n>M?2/a — |af n>M?2/e -

We infer that there is constant ¢, , > 0 and an integer d > 1 such that

n>1

1
) < CorMal™.
-]

Observing that the analogous estimates hold for a*, we can continue the estimate from (5.2) and
find that for s > 22

, there is a function h: Ng — Ry vanishing at infinity such that,

N
Vr.ao Z a') <2 (M”a_?l/s,a/z(a) + C’a7TMd||a||M) Sh(M)(vsap(a)+ ||al)

=M

holdsforall1 < M < N. O]

The next result combines the work of Caspers-Klisse-Larsen [9] reformulated in Proposi-
tion 5.5 and the estimates on propagation seminorms with the notion of empowered differential
seminorms as introduced in Section 4. As a result we show that the Sobolev norms give rise to
an unconditional Fréchet completion of the Hecke algebra which is a smooth subalgebra of the
reduced Hecke-C*-algebra.
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Theorem 5.10. Let (W, S) be a right-angled Coxeter system and let q € RS, be a deformation parameter.
Then the Sobolev norms D,,(a) = |a||2,, define an empowered differential seminorm D on C(W, S, q).

Proof. We put D} (a) = vy,12(a) for a € C(W, S, q). As Sobolev norms satisfy |a2,s < Dys(a)
forall a € C(W, S, q) and s > 0, Proposition 4.4 allows us to combine the estimates for D,,(ab)
with a,b € C(W, S, q) proven in Propostion 5.5 with the estimates on power series obtained for
D’ in Lemma 5.9 to infer that D is an empowered differential seminorm on C(W, S, ¢). [

Corollary 5.11. The algebra (%, (W,S,q) ¢ C* (W,S,q) is smooth. It is the completion of
C(W, S, q) with respect to an unconditional empowered differential seminorm.

Proof. By Theorem 5.10 the Sobolev norms define an empowered differential seminorm on
C(W, S, q). The relevant completion is {3, (W, S, ¢) by Remark 5.3. Its components are esaily
seen to be unconditional. O

Theorem 5.12. Let (W, S) be a right-angled, hyperbolic Coxeter system and q € R2 a deformation
parameter. Then there is a constant C' > () such that the assignment

AT, Y Ty ®T,,

wW=wiwa
[w|=|w1|+ws]

defines a quasi-derivation with constant C' for every unconditional norm on C(W, S, q).

Proof. Fix an unconditional norm on C(W, S, ¢), which we denote by || - ||. The associated uncon-
ditional tensor product norm on C(W, S, q¢) ® C(W, S, q) will likewise be denoted by | - ||. We
will show that there is a bounded map ¢ on C(W, S, q) ® C(W, S, q) satisfying

A(T,T,) < o((Ty @ DA(T,) + A(T)(T, ©1))

for all w, z € WW. Then linearity of both sides of the inequality shows that for >, a;T,,, >.; b;T, €
C(W, S, q) we have

A((Z a,Twz)(Z bjTHU])) = Z azbJA(vaij)
<Y abyo((Tu, ® DA(T) + A(T,) (18 T,,))

= o((YaiTu, ® DAY T) + Ay aiT, ) (1® 314 T,)).

As the tensor product norm is an unconditional cross-norm, the statement of the theorem follows
with C' = |||

Forr > 0 denote by ,:C(W, S, q) ® C(W,S,q) — C(W,S,q) ® C(W, S, q) the linear map
such that for all w, x € W we have

(pr(Tw ® Tz) = Z TwTa ® TbTm .
a,beB..(€)

As left and right multiplication by generators 7%, s € S is bounded, there is a constant D > 0 such
that | ¢, | < |B,(e)|?>D forall r > 0.
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Let w, x € W be fixed elements and write

Twa = Z pu,w,xTu .

ueProd(w,x)

Let P € S* be a set of reduced words which is a complete set of representatives for Prod(w, x).
For all u € Prod(w, x) let s1---s; € P be the unique representative. As IV is assumed hyperbolic,
there is D’ > 0 such that any geodesic from e to u lies at distance at most D’ from s;---s;. Hence

k
A(Tu) < (PD’(Z TSI“‘Si ® T5i+1‘“5k) :
=0
It follows that

A(Twa) = Z pu,w,Q:A(Tu) < Z puﬂu?xSOD’( Z Tu1 ® T’LLQ) .

ueProd(w,x ueP usujuz
(wx) reduced decomposition

By Theorem 3.2 we may choose P such that every word in there can be written in the form
wqty---tpxs for reduced decompositions w = wqty .. .thil and x = x1ty...%t,x2 such that the
letters 1, ..., t; pairwise commute. Let u € P and consider corresponding reduced decomposi-
tions of w and x as above. Let u = ujus be any reduced decomposition. If u; is an initial piece
of wy, denote by wy the subword of w = wyt; ... txx;! satisfying w = ujws. Since u = uyus and
w = ujws are reduced decompositions, it follows that Py, », » = Puy,ws,z- SO We find

PuwaTuy ® Ty < Ty, ® Ty (10 Ty) < A(T,) (1@ Ty).
Similarly, if u; contains wy?; .. .1 as an initial piece, we find that
Puwaelu, © Ty, < (T ® 1)A(T}).
Let us consider the case uy = wyty---t; and ug = t;.1--tpxo for some 1 < ¢ < k. Then

pu,w,xTul ® T’u2 < pu7w7x¢k(Tw1 ® Ttl“'thz)
< gpk((Twl ® Tt1--~th11)(]— ® Tx))

<or(A(Ty)(1eTy)).
Summarising, we find that
A(Twa) < Z pu,w,zng’( Z Tu1 ® Tu2)
ueP u=u1ug reduced decomposition

<pp o pr(A(Tw)(1® T:) + (T ® 1)(A(T2))) -
As k < |S|, we can conclude the proof. ]

Corollary 5.13. Let (W, S) be a right-angled, hyperbolic Coxeter system and let q € R2 be a deforma-
tion parameter. Then there are Fréchet algebra completions S(W, S, q) and 8'(W, S, q) of C(W, S, q)
such that

(i) the inclusion C(W, S, q) ¢ C* (W, S,q) continuously extends to an inclusion S'(W, S, q) ¢
Cr (W, S, q), identifying S'(W, S, q) as a smooth subalgebra of C*.,(W, S, q);
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(ii) the completion C(W, S, q) € S(W, S, q) is unconditional, and

(iii) the natural quasi-derivation A:C(W, S, q) — C(W, S, q) ® C(W, S, q) continuously extends
toamap S'(W, S, q) — S(W, S, q)®S(W, S, q), where the tensor product is the unconditional

one.

Proof. By Corollary 5.11 there is an unconditional empowered differential seminorm D on
C(W, S, q) such that the inclusion C(W, S,q) = Cr (W, S,q) continuously extends to an in-
clusion of the completion S(W, S, ¢) with respect to D.

By Theorem 5.12 there is a constant C' > 0 such that the natural quasi-derivation on
C(W, S, q) is a quasi-derivation with constant C for every component of D. Hence, by Proposi-
tion 4.7 there is an empowered differential seminorm D’ defined by

Di(a) = CDo(a),  D.(a)=D,(a) + DM, (8(a)) forallaeC(W,S,q),n>1.

Denoting by S’(W, S, q) the corresponding completion, we obtain a continuous extension of the
identity map to an inclusion S’(W, S, q) — S(W, S, q). We hence have a continuous inclusion
S' (W, S,q) ¢ C* (W, S,q). Since S"(W, S, q) is the completion with respect to an uncondi-
tional empowered differential seminorm, it becomes a smooth subalgebra of C* (W, S, ¢) by
Corollary 5.11.

By definition of D’ the natural quasi-derivation continuously extends to a map

S'(W,S,q) — S(W, S,q) @ S(W, S, q). O

6 Traces on right-angled Hecke algebras

The aim of this section is to describe the space of tracial functionals on a right-angled Hecke alge-
bra. To this end, we recall the following approach, employed by He—Nie in [20]. The vector space
of tracial functionals on an algebra A is isomorphic to the dual space of the cocentre A/[ A, A],
where [ A, A] denotes the subspace generated by additive commutators ab — ba for a,b € A. It is
shown in [20] that for an extended affine Hecke algebra H associated with extended Weyl group
W and defined over Z[v,v7!], any two elements of minimal length from a conjugacy class in W
define the same element in the cocentre and that the elements so obtained form a basis. In the
more general setup of generic Hecke algebras of arbitrary Coxeter groups, we will use Marquis’
work to adapt this result.
The proof of the following proposition is a direct adaption of the one of [20, Lemma 5.1].

Proposition 6.1. Let H be a generic Hecke algebra of type (W, .S). Let w,w’ € W be elements of
minimal length in the same conjugacy class of W. Then T,, + [H,H] = Ty + [7—[ H].

Proof. Let w,w’ be two different elements of minimal length in the same conjugacy class of WW.
By [30] there is a sequence of elementary tight conjugations that conjugate w’ to w. It hence
suffices to prove the statement for the case where w is obtained from w’ by elementary tight
conjugation (for the meaning of the latter see [30]). So assume that there is an element z € W
satisfying v 'w'z = w and |w'z| = |w'| + |z| or |x~1w'| = |z| + |w’|. By symmetry, we may assume
the former. Then |zw| = |z~ w'x| = |w| + |z| follows.

Calculating modulo the commutator subspace, we find that

To=T T, Ty=T"Tpy = T Tt = Ty, Tt = T T, T, =T,y (mod [H,H]).
This finishes the proof. [
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Notation 6.2. Let H be a generic Hecke algebra of type (W, .S). For a conjugacy class O ¢ W we
denote by 7» the unique element of the cocentre of H obtained as the image of 7}, for a minimal
length element in O.

The proof of [20, Theorem 5.3] applies verbatim to show the following result: the collection
(To)o linearly generates the cocentre of any generic Hecke algebra. We will use the following
description of the coefficients appearing in linear combinations of these elements.

Lemma 6.3. Let H be a generic Hecke algebra of type (W, S). Let O € W be a conjugacy class and let
w € O. Then

Tw+[H,H] =D ecwli
K

for certain coefficients cx ., where KC runs over all conjugacy classes of elements that are Bruhat subordinate
to w.

Proof. Let{be the minimal length of an element in O. We prove the claim by induction on |w|-¢ =
k € Ng. For k£ = 0 there is nothing to prove.

If |w| - £ > 1 and the statement is proven for all k < [w|- ¢, we allude to Marquis’ Theorem 2.4
and infer that w is not cyclically reduced. So there is s € S such that for w’ = sws we have
|w'| = |w| = 2. Then also |w's| > |w’| and hence denoting by (as),s and (bs)s the deformation
parameters of , we find that

Ty =TT Ty = T T2 = Ty (a,Ty + by) = a Ty + by T (mod [H,H]).

So the induction hypothesis applies to 7,75 and 7). As both w’ and w’s are Bruhat subordinate
to w, this finishes the proof. O

For the following lemma we have to specialise to the case of right-angled Coxeter systems.

Lemma 6.4. Let (W, .S) be a right-angled Coxeter system and define a relation on conjugacy classes of
W by

O <K ifandonlyif 3ge O Iminimal length element k € K: g is Bruhat subordinate to k.
Then < is a partial order.

Proof. It is clear that < is reflexive. We have to show that it is antisymmetric and transitive. As-
sume that O < K and K < O. Let g1, 92 € O, k1, ks € K be such that g, and k; are of minimal
length in O and K, respectively, and the Bruhat subordination relations g; < k; and ks < g5 hold.
Then

lg1] < |1 < |ko| < g2 < |91l

showing that |¢;| = |k1|. Since g; is Bruhat subordinate to k1, we conclude that g; = k; and hence
O = K holds.

Assume now that O < K < L. Letg € O, k, k' € K, [ € L such that k£ and [ have minimal length
in K and L, respectively, and g < k as well as &’ < [ holds. Since (W, S) is right-angled, Marquis’
Theorem 2.4 says that there exists n € Ny and sequences of elements £y, ..., k, and sq,...,S,-1
such that k,, = K/, k; = s;k;18; with |k;| < |k;yq| foralli e {1,...,n -1} and k is a cyclic shift of
k1. In particular, k; < k’. Since k is a cyclic shift of k; and g < k, there is a cyclic shift g; of g such
that g; < ky. It follows now that g; < k; < k' < [. Since g1 € O, this shows O < L and finishes the
proof. ]
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Remark 6.5. We remark that every element in a Coxeter system (W, ) Bruhat dominates a mini-
mal length element from its conjugacy class, since it can be cyclically reduced to such by Marquis’
result [31, Theorem A]. As a consequences, in the context of Lemma 6.4 we also have that

O <K ifandonlyif 3Fge O,k e Kminimallength elements: g Bruhat subordinate to k.

Theorem 6.6. Let H be a generic Hecke algebra of right-angled type (W, S') over an algebraically closed
field K of characteristic different from 2. Let (as)ses, (bs)ses be the deformation parameters of H and

assume that b, # —% for each s € S. Then (Tn) o where O runs through the conjugacy classes of W is a
basis of the cocentre of H.

Proof. Using the assumptions on K, Proposition 2.8 applies to show that there is an isomorphism
of unital K -algebras p: KW — H satisfying p(us) = ¢,Ts + d, for certain ¢, € K* and d; €
K. Then ¢ induces an isomorphism of cocentres ¢: KW /[KW, KW ]| — H/[H,H]. For a
conjugacy class O in W and an element of minimal length w € O, we denote by u ¢ the image of
Uy, in the cocentre of K'1V. Using Proposition 2.8, we then find

(o) = ¢ (uy + [KW, KW]) = o(uy) + [H, 1] = Y. cw Ty + [H,H]

w’<w

for certain coefficients ¢, ,, € K with ¢, ,, = ¢5,---c5, € K* for any reduced word s;---s,, repre-
senting w. By Lemma 6.3, we can now write

Y(uo) = Y, exolk

K<O

for certain coefficients cx o with co. 0 = ¢y € K*. Since the family (¢(up))o is linearly in-
dependent, by Lemma 2.7 also (7o )0 is linearly independent. Combined with Lemma 6.3 we
conclude that (7)o is a basis of the cocentre of . O

We will now give a description of the dual functionals associated with the basis (7o ) of the
cocentre of H. To be more precise, we consider the associated traces on . The description given
here will be suitable for our purpose to extend these traces to Schwartz algebra completions of
Hecke algebras considered in Section 5.

Notation 6.7. Fix a total order <g on S and define a linear map ®y:’H — H by its evaluation on
T, w € W being

Tw if w is of minimal length in its conjugacy class

CI)O(Tw) = {

TowsT? if s € S'is <g-minimal with |sws| < |w].
Define further ®(7},) = lim,, 5" (7},) for w e W.

Remark 6.8. We observe that ¢ is well-defined, since for every w € W either ®¢(T,,) = T, holds
or the two elements in the support of ®o(7:,) have length |w| — 1 and |w| — 2. Hence, ®°#(T,,) =
Pelwl(T,) for all w € W and all k > |w|. By Marquis’ Theorem 2.4, every element in W is either
minimal in its conjugacy class or can be cyclically reduced. Hence

im ® = span{7,, | w has minimal length in its conjugacy class} .
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Lemma 6.9. Let (W, .S) be a right-angled Coxeter system and ® be the map on a generic Hecke algebra
of type (W, .S) defined in Notation 6.7. Let w € W and assume that w = sw's is a reduced expression for
some w' € W, s € S. Then ®(T,,) = ®(T,,/T2).

Proof. We prove the statement by induction on the length of w, which must be at least three. If
|w| = 3, then w = sts for some w’ = ¢ € S not commuting with s. Let s’ € S be <g-minimal
with the property that |s'ws’| < |w|. Then there is ¢ € S such that w = st’s’ and it follows that
t' = s'stss'. As (W, S) is right-angled, this implies ¢’ = ¢ and a fortiori s’ = s. So we obtain

CI)O(,I'w) = T;ETSQ = a1y + b, Tis .

Since ¢ and ts are minimal length elements in their conjugacy classes, it follows that ®(7,,) =
asTy + 0,1y = (I)(Tw'Tg)

Assume now that |w| > 3. By assumption w cannot be minimal in its conjugacy class, so there
is t € S such that w = tw"t is reduced and ®y(T,,) = T,,»T2. If t = s, we finish the proof as above.
Otherwise, we observe that since w ends both with ¢ and s, we have [¢, s] = e. It follows that w"
and w”’t end with s. So inductively, we find

(I)(Tw//) = CI)(TU/HTSQ) and (I)(Tw//t) = CI)(TwmtTSQ)

nr

for w"” = sw”s. This allows us to conclude by the calculation

cI)(Tw) = CI)(Tw”,-Z?)
= (I)(GtTw// + thw”t)
= (ID(atTmef + thw”’tTf)
- O(T,T2T?)
= O(TwT7),

where the induction hypothesis justifies the third and last equalities. [

Notation 6.10. Let (W, .S) be a Coxeter system of right-angled type and let 7 be a generic Hecke
algebra of type (1, S) defined over R. For a conjugacy class O ¢ W, we denote by Xp: H — R
the sum over all coefficients of minimal length elements in O, that is

1 ifw e O and w is of minimal length in O

2(Q(Tw) = {

0 otherwise.
Combining this with Notation 6.7, we will write pp = X o .

Theorem 6.11. Let H be a generic Hecke algebra of right-angled type (W, S). For every conjugacy
class O € W, the map @o is a trace on H. If (Ty )y denotes the basis of the cocentre of H satisfying
Ty = Ty + [H, H] for every element of minimal length w € U, then oo (Ty) = 0o u-

Proof. In order to show that ¢ is a trace, it suffices to show that for all w € W and all s € S the

equality po(TsTy) = po(T,Ts) holds. We prove this statement by induction on |w| € Ny and
observe that the case |w| = 0 is clear. We distinguish several cases.
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If [sw| = Jws| > |w], then we have T, T, = Ty, and T, Ts = T,,s. Observe that sw is of minimal
length in its conjugacy class if and only if so is ws. In this case we find that

SOO(TsTw) = Z:O(T‘sw) = E(Q(T’ws) = @O(TwTs) .

If sw is not of minimal length in its conjugacy class, let ¢ € S such that [tswt| < |sw]. It follows
that [s,¢] = e and hence also [twst| < |ws| and |[twt| < |w|. Writing w’ = twt, by Lemma 6.9
applied to the reduced expression ¢(sw’)t we infer from the induction hypothesis that

SDO(TsTw) = SDO(Tsw’T‘tz) = @O(athw’ + thsw’t) = QO(’)(a'tTw’s + thw’ts) = (;DO(TwTs) .

In case [sw| > |w| > |ws|, we write w = w's with |w| = [w’| + 1. Then w’ does neither start nor
end with s, so that

T.Ty=Tes and T,T,=T,T2.
Lemma 6.9 applies and shows that
0o (TsTy) = X0 0 ®(Tyys) = Yo 0o ®(TwT?) = po(T,Ty).

In case |ws| > |w| > |sw|, we argue similarly.
We consider the final case |sw| = |ws| < |w|. Write w = sw’s with |w| = |w'| + 2. We have

T,T, =asTsy +b T, and T, T, =aTys+bsT,.
Since |sw’| = |w’s| > |w'|, the first case applies to show that

@O(TsTw) = SDO(CZSTw’s + bsTw) = @O(asTsw’ + bsTw) = @O(TwTs) .

We have now shown that ¢ is a trace and hence factors through the cocentre of . Let U be
a conjugacy class in I/ and let w € U be an element of minimal length. Then

QD(Q(TM) ZEOOQ)(Tw) ZE@(TM) :50,1/{- ]

Let us finish this section by providing a proof of the simplified version of Theorem 6.11 stated
in the introduction.

Proof of Theorem A. Existence of the trace ¢ is an immediate consequence of Theorem 6.11.
Uniqueness follows from the fact that (7 ), is a basis of the cocentre of H by Theorem 6.6. [J

7 Traces on Hecke-Schwartz algebras of right-angled, hyper-
bolic type and K-theory pairing

We are now ready to prove that delocalised traces extend to Hecke-Schwartz algebras, combining
results about traces on right-angled Hecke algebras from Section 6 and our study of Schwartz
algebra completions of Iwahori-Hecke algebras in Section 5. We retain the notation from these
sections, in particular Notation 6.7 and 6.10.

The next lemma gives an alternative perspective on the map & introduced in Notation 6.7,
which cyclically reduces elements in Hecke algebras. It will allow us to prove boundedness of ¢
when extended to suitable Schwartz algebras.
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Lemma 7.1. Let (W, .S) be a right-angled Coxeter group and H a generic Hecke algebra of type (W, S).
There are uniquely defined maps vy, p: W — W such that for every w € W we have

(i) p(w) is a minimal length element in the conjugacy class of w;

(i) v(w) = eifw is of minimal length in its conjugacy class and otherwise y(w) = s1---Sy, where for all
1 < i < k the <g-minimal element s € S satisfying |ss; +-Spp(w)sg-+-8;8| < |8;--spp(w)sg---8;]
is s;;

(iii) w =vy(w)p(w)y(w)t is a reduced decomposition.
Furthermore, ®: H — H is the unique R-linear map satisfying

O(Tw) = Ty 1 Ty Tpwy  forallw e W,

Proof. Since every element in Prod(y(w)~!,v(w)p(w)) is of minimal length in its conjugacy
class by Proposition 3.6, the claim follows from the definition of ®. [

Theorem 7.2. Let (W, .S) be a right-angled, hyperbolic Coxeter system and let H be the Iwahori-Hecke
algebra of type (W, S) with deformation parameter (qs)ses € RS, Let S'(W,S,q),S(W,S,q) ¢
Cr ((W, S, q) be smooth subalgebras, such that S'(W, S, q) is an unconditional completion of C(W, S, q)
and the natural quasi-derivation

AT, > Ty, ® Ty,
reduc%:;:c{)zl};ositon
continuously extends to a map into the unconditional tensor product S(W,S,q) — S'(W,S,q) ®
S"(W, S, q). Then for every conjugacy class O € W the trace oo continuously extends to S(W, S, q).

Proof. Let us first observe that the map > summing over the finitely many coefficients of el-
ements of minimal length in O extends to a continuous map on S'(W, S, q), as S"(W, S, q)
is an unconditional completion of C(W,S,q). Consider maps v, p: /W — W defined as in
Lemma 7.1. Since A extends continuously to a map S(W, S, q) — S'(W,S,q) ® S'(W, S, q)
and since §'(W, S, ¢) is an unconditional completion of C(W, S, q), the map A":S(W, S, q) —
S'(W,S,q) ® S"(W, S, q) satisfying A'(Toy) = Tyuw)p(w) ® Tyw)-1 is well-defined and con-
tinuous. Let ®:C(W,S,q) — C(W,S,q) be the unique linear map satisfying ®(7,,) =
T, w)1 Ty () Tp(w)- Then we have oo = Yo o ® as shown in Theorem 6.11. So a continuous
extension of o to S(W, S, q) is obtained by the composition

tensor flip

S(W,S,q) => S (W, S,q) ® S'(W, S, q) ““
S'(W.5,9) @ S'(W. S,q) """ 8'(W, 5.q) =% €,
This finishes the proof. ]
We now give a proof of the simplification of Theorem 7.2 stated in the introduction.

Proof of Theorem B. 1t suffices to note that the assumptions of Theorem 7.2 are satisfied thanks to
Corollary 5.13. ]
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Definition 7.3. Let (17, S) be right-angled, hyperbolic Coxeter system and let ¢ € R%, be a de-
formation parameter. Given a conjugacy class O ¢ IV, we call a continuous extension of ¢ to a
smooth subalgebra of C* (W, .S, q) a delocalised trace associated to O.

Before stating the next theorem, let us recall from [5, Theorem A.2.1] that the inclusion of a
smooth subalgebra into a unital C*-algebra induces an isomorphism in K-theory. We also re-
call the K-theory calculations for right-angled Hecke C*-algebras from [34, Section 4]. To this
end we use the description of conjugacy classes of finite order elements from Remark 2.3. De-
note by Cliq(T") the set of cliques in the commutation graph I" of a right-angled Coxeter system
(W, S), that is subsets C' € S such that st = ts for all s,t € C. For a clique C' € Cliq(I"), we
write pc = [1,ec x| Where X7 is the projection associated with the trivial representation of the

—1/2 1/2
unitary representation Z/2 — C(W., S, ¢) mapping 1 to " /2 =1 + 1 R 4- . Then for every
deformation parameter ¢ € R% the map Cliq(I") — KO(Cred(W S, q)) C’ — [pc] induces an

isomorphism Z(T") — KO(Cred(W S,q)).

Theorem 7.4. Let (W, .S) be a right-angled, hyperbolic Coxeter system with commutation graph I" and
let (qs)ses € RS, be a deformation parameter. Identify Cliq(T") with the set of conjugacy classes of finite
order elements in W. For a clique C' € Cliq(I") let pc be the associated projection and let p¢ be the
delocalised trace associated with C. Then the pairing between K-theory of C* (W, S, q) and delocalised
traces of finite order elements is determined by the formula

0 C¢D,
1 1
Hse(] q1/2+q—1/2 HseD\C’ 1+qs Cc D’

where C, D € Cliq(T"). In particular, the pairing Ko(C? (W, S, q)) x R — R is non-
degenerate.

vc(pp) ={

Proof. As described above, for D € Cliq(I") we have pp = [1,.p X where x3 is the projection as-
sociated with the trivial representation of the unitary representation Z/2 — C(W, S, q) mapping

1/2 1/2

Ito 1/2 71/2T +4 1/2 1/2 We have Xl = 1(0 oo)(T) - 71/2 (T +4s 1/2) = ﬁTs + ﬁ
Wr1t1ng TD I"[S€ D Ts, we find that
1 1
Pp = Z (H 1/2 —1/2)( [ 1+ )TC'
CeD seC Qs + (s seD\C ds

Since all elements in the support of pp have minimal length and are pairwise non-conjugate, we
find that

(h) = Selpp) = | C¢D,
Yc\Pp) = Pp) =
A AP Hsecmnsw\cﬁ CcD.

Now the claimed formula for pc(pp) follows.

Let us now prove faithfulness of the pairing. Let a = ¥ pcciiqry @p[pp] be an element in
Ko(C# (W, S, q)) such that pc(a) = 0 for all C' € Clig(I'). Assuming for a contradiction that
a # 0, we may take D € Cliq(I") maximal with the property that ap # 0. Then

1

0=¢p(a)=yp(appp) = ap H /2 -1/2’
seD qs q
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which is a contradiction. Conversely, let p = 3 ceciiqr) bcpc be a finite R-linear combination
of delocalised traces associated with finite order elements and assume that ¢(a) = 0 for all a €
Ko(Cr 4(W, S, q)). Suppose then that ¢ # 0 and let C' € Cliq(I") be minimal with b # 0. Then,
in analogy to the calculation before, we find that

1
0=¢([pc]) = bewe(pe) = be [ ] 7 ip-
seC qs + qs
This is a contradiction, finishing the proof of the theorem. [
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