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ABSTRACT

In this thesis we will for a quantum Markov semi-group (®;);>¢ on a finite von Neumann algebra A
with a trace 7, investigate the property of the semi-group being gradient-S, for some p € [1,00]. This
property was introduced in [12] (see also [9]) and has been studied in [9, 10, 12] for quantum Markov
semi-groups on compact quantum groups and on g-Gaussian algebras. Beyond these classes the property
gradient-S, has not been studied; in particular for groups and their operator algebras no (non-trivial)
examples were known before this thesis. The main aim of this thesis is therefore to construct interesting
examples of quantum Markov semi-groups that possess the gradient-S, property.

The reason why we are interested in constructing such semi-groups, is because they can be used to
obtain properties like the Akemann-Ostrand property (AO™) and strong solidity for the underlying von
Neumann algebra. Over the last decade, these properties have become a topic of interest and have been
studied for several von Neumann algebras, see [3, 8, 9, 10, 12, 23, 32, 33, 37, 41].

In this thesis we shall focus on group von Neumann algebras (£(T'),7) for certain discrete groups
I' that possess the Haagerup property. Namely, for such groups there exists a proper, conditionally
negative definite function ¢ on I'. We can then define an unbounded operator A, on the GNS-Hilbert
space L2(L(T),7) as Ay(Ay) = ¥(v)Ay and consider the corresponding quantum Markov semi-group
(e7tAv);>0. For this semi-group we can investigate for what p it has the gradient-S, property. In
particular we will be considering group von Neumann algebras of Coxeter groups. Namely, a Coxeter
group W possesses the Haagerup property by [4], and a proper conditionally negative function 1 on W is
given by the minimal word length (w) = |w| w.r.t some set of generators. We will ‘almost completely’
characterize for what types of Coxeter systems the semi-group corresponding to the word length is
gradient-S,. Moreover, in the cases that we get the gradient-S, property, we obtain the Akemann-Ostand
property (AO™) and strong solidity for £(W).

Hereafter, we will also consider other quantum Markov semi-groups on £(W). We consider word
lengths that arise by putting different weights on the generators, and consider the semi-groups associated
to these proper, conditionally negative functions. From this we obtain (AO™) and strong solidity for
L(W) for some other cases.

Thereafter, we will generalize some of our results obtained for £(W) to the Hecke algebras N, (W),
which are g-deformations of L(W).

For the case of group von Neumann algebras £(I") for general groups, we shall examine for semi-groups
induced by a proper, conditionally negative function v, how the gradient-S, property of the semi-group
(®1)¢>0 := (e7t2%);>0 relates to the gradient-S, property of the semi-group (e*tﬂﬁ)tzo that is generated
by the ath-root A7 of the generator.

Last, we will also show a method that allows us, for right-angled word hyperbolic Coxeter groups, to
obtain (AO™) and strong solidity for £(W) without building a gradient-S,, quantum Markov semi-group,
but by using a slightly different method.
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PREFACE

Throughout my study mathematics I got more and more interested in the field of analysis, and more
specifically in the theory of operator algebras. When I had to choose a thesis project, it was not hard
to decide that this should also be in the field of operator algebras. I contacted Martijn Caspers who
suggested several possible projects to me. I choose this project on the subject of quantum Markov
semi-groups as it seems very interesting.

I started working on my master thesis in November 2020, which was two months later than initially
planned. This was due to a recovery from a car accident that I had in August, together with three friends
of mine. This was a quite unexpected detour. Luckily, all of us have recovered very well, and were able
to restart our study programs.

When I started working on the project, I began with reading into the literature. I very much liked
the fact that the project involved different subjects. Namely, there was the operator theory about von
Neumann algebras and quantum Markov semi-groups, and also there was the algebraic component of
group theory. The project went very steady. The fact of a global pandemic was not really a problem, as
I could just work from home, and have weekly meeting with Martijn online.

Now that I am almost finished, I want to thank Martijn very much for all his good help and feedback
during the project. Also I want to thank the other members of the thesis committee. Last, I want to
thank my family.



1. INTRODUCTION

In this thesis we will consider quantum Markov semi-groups and study a property of these semi-groups
that was defined in [9, 12]. Quantum Markov semi-groups that possess that property have some interesting
consequences, that were shown in the same paper. This property, called gradient-S,, was introduced to
solve an open question in the theory of compact quantum groups, namely the strong solidity of free
orthogonal quantum groups, see [9]. The property was studied further in [10] for more general compact
quantum groups and [12] for -Gaussian algebras. Beyond these classes the property gradient-S, has not
been studied; in particular for groups and their operator algebras no (non-trivial) examples were known
before this thesis. The main aim of this thesis is therefore to construct interesting examples of quantum
Markov semi-groups that possess the gradient-S, property. Similar to [12] this will allow us to obtain
interesting results for the underlying von Neumann algebra.

In this section we shall introduce the main topics of this thesis, without delving to deep in the theory.
For a more advanced introduction on the topics we refer to the preliminaries. We shall moreover finish
this section by giving an overview of the structure of this thesis.

In this section we start by giving some context on what quantum Markov semi-groups are. This we do
by first considering classical Markov semi-groups which arise from random processes. After this we turn
to quantum Markov semi-groups, which can be regarded as non-commutative analogues of the classical
Markov semi-groups. We shall give the definition of these semi-groups, and show their connection to the
classical case. We moreover state some properties of these semi-groups, and discuss their appearance
in physics. Hereafter we shall also give multiple examples of quantum Markov semi-groups for the
convenience of the reader. Thereafter we shall state what the gradient-S, is about. We shall shortly
discuss why we are interested in quantum Markov semi-groups that posses this property. Furthermore,
we shall give some background on Coxeter groups. These groups play a significant role in this thesis as
they can be used to build von Neumann algebras and quantum Markov semi-groups of which we can
study the gradient-S, property. Finally, we end by giving an outline of this thesis.

1.1. Classical Markov semi-groups. We give an overview of the classical Markov semi-groups, that
originate from random processes. In a way they tell how a probability distribution behaves over time.
We shall start by introducing discrete time, homogeneous Markov chains, and then turn to continuous
time Markov chains. For more theory on classical Markov semi-groups we refer to [1, Chapter 1].

1.1.1. Discrete time, homogeneous Markov Chains. We let the state space S = {s1, ...., si } be a finite set,
whose elements we refer to as ‘states’. A discrete time Markov chain on S then is a sequence (X, )nen of
random variables, satisfying the Markov property. This is the property that

(1) P(Xn+1 =2n41|Xo =20, X1 =21, ..., Xn = 2n) = P(Xnp1 = 2n41|Xnp1 = 2n)

for all N > 0, and all possible states xg, z1,...,zn,Tn4+1 € S for which the conditional expectations both
exist. In words, the Markov property stands for the fact that the process is ‘memoryless’ in the sense
that the process from time n only depends on the current value and not on the previous values. The
Markov chain is moreover called homogeneous when P(Xy41 = a|Xny = b) is independent of the value
of N.

A discrete time, homogeneous Markov chain (X,,),>¢ can be regarded as a random walk on the set of
states. The random walk starts in some random state Xy, and moves from state s; to state s; in the next
‘turn’ according to a single value p; ; := P(Xny41 = ;| X, = s;) that does not depend on N. The |S| x |S]
matrix P defined as P; ; = p;,; consists of all these transition probabilities and then completely describes
the behavior of the random walk. For example, if we have an initial distribution 7 = (71, w2, ..., 7| S|)T for
the value of X, then the distribution for X; is given by Pxw. More generally it holds that P™m describes
the probability distribution of X,,. The maps P™ thus describe how the initial distribution behaves over
(discrete) time. They can be regarded as linear operators on L (S, 1) where p is the counting measure.
The family of maps (P™),>0 together form a semi-group in the usual sense, that is P"P™ = P"*™. We
moreover have that ) . s(P"7)(i) = 1 = ), s7(i) as the probability of ‘being somewhere’ is always
1. More general we thus have that ), g(P"f)(i) = >_,cs f(i) for all f € L>(S, ). We also note that
the maps P™ map the positive element m > 0 to a positive element P"7m > 0, as probabilities are always
positive. More generally we thus have that P™ maps positive elements from L>°(S, 1) to positive elements
from L>®(S, p).

We summarize these results. The family of linear maps (P"),,>09 on L*(S, i) satisfies



(1) We have P° = IdLoo(S}N).

(2) For n,m > 0 we have P"P™ = pntm,

(3) For n> 0 and f € L°(S, ) we have [ P"fdp = [¢ fdpu.

(4) For n > 0 the map P" is positive on L™(S, p).
Now suppose that our random walk is also symmetric in the sense that moving from state s; to state s;
has the same probability as moving from state s; to state s;. This is to say that p; ; = p;,;, and hence
that the transition matrices P™ are self-adjoint. This means that we moreover have that

(2) [ gin= [ 1 TPrgidn tor g € L (Su) and > 0.

Moreover, for the function 1 € L>(S, ) we then have that (P1); = ZLS:H P ;= Eljszll Pj; = Z‘Ji‘l P(X, =
sj|Xo = s;) = 1. This means that the maps P" for n > 1 are moreover unital, that is P"1 = 1. The maps
(P™)n>0 corresponding to a discrete time, time homogeneous Markov chain that is moreover symmetric,
have a connection to the semi-groups that we will consider. However, the semi-groups that we consider
are actually continuous over time, that is we consider maps (®;);>¢ with ¢ € Ry.

1.1.2. Continuous time Markov chains. We now turn to continuous time Markov chains, which are more
closely related to quantum Markov semi-groups. A continuous time Markov chain (X;)icr, on a set
S ={s1,..., sk} of states is a random process in which you change from a state to another random state
like in the discrete case. However, in this case the moment when you move to the next state depends on
an exponential random variable T. Equivalently, when in a state s; at time ¢ = 0, you move to another
state s; according to some exponential random variables {T; ; : j # ¢} with parameters {¢; ; > 0: j # i},
where ¢; ; is the parameter of the exponential distribution 7; ;. Namely at time T' := min;»; T; ; you
move from state s; to sy, where J = min arg;4; T; ;.

A continuous time Markov chain (X;);>o can entirely be described by a |S| x |S| matrix @ that is
given by Q;; = g;; whenever j # i and otherwise by Q;; = —3_,,; ¢;,; (this is actually the adjoint

of the transition rate matrix). We now denote the matrices P, := e7'@ 1= Y, (_2?)k. Now, if the
initial distribution of X is given by m, then it is true that the distribution of X, is given by P;w. The
maps (P;)¢>o thus describe how the probability distribution behaves over time. The matrices P; can be
regarded as linear maps on L>°(S, i) and satisfy similar properties as before, namely

(1) We have Py = Idpee(s,)-

(2) For t,r > 0 we have P,P, = Ppy,.

(3) For t > 0 and f € L>(S, u) we have [§ P, fdu = [¢ fdp.

(4) For t > 0 the map P; is positive on L*°(S, ).
Also, when the Markov chain is symmetric in the sense that ¢; ; = g;; for all 7, j then the matrix @ is

self-adjoint. We then also have that P; is self-adjoint for ¢ > 0 so that fS(Ptf) -gdp = fs - (Pg)du

holds for g, f € L>=(S, u). Moreover, as @ is self-adjoint we have that (Q1); = Eljsz‘l Qi = ZLS_I Qi =
Qi+ Zjﬂ ¢i,j = 0. This shows that @1 = 0 and hence that ;1 =1 for ¢ > 0 in this case.
Also, a property that we have for these Markov chains is that the map ¢ — P; is continuous. Namely
—r k —r|
for 0 <t <7 we have [Py — P < ||| - |1 = Prcell < [T = Prcel| < 3y LR < elt=rbli@l —q,
which shows the continuity.

1.2. Quantum Markov semi-groups. We shall introduce here the definition of a quantum Markov
semi-group on a von Neumann algebra. For a more precise introduction to this topic we refer to the
preliminaries.

1.2.1. Definition. A von Neumann algebra N is a strongly closed *-subalgebra of the bounded operators
B(H) on some complex Hilbert space H, with Idg € M. We consider von Neumann algebras that are
finite, which means that every isometry in N is a unitary. For such algebras there exists a normal faithful
trace 7 on V. A quantum Markov semi-group on A is then defined a family (®;)¢>o of maps @, : N' - N
such that

(1) We have ®¢ = Idys.

(2) For t,s > 0 we have &, &5 = Py .

(3) For z € N he map t — ®4(x) from [0,00) — N is continuous in the strong topology of N.

(4) For t > 0 the map ®, is trace preserving, that is 7(®,(z)) = 7(x) for x € N.

(5) For ¢ > 0 the map ®; is unital completely positive.



(6) For t > 0 the map ®; is symmetric, that is 7(2®;(y)) = 7(®:(z)y) for all z,y € N.

Before we examine this definition more closely, we show that the classical Markov semi-group (P;);>0 that
we obtain from a continuous time (symmetric) Markov chain is in fact a quantum Markov semi-group.
Indeed, the family (P;);>o consists of linear maps on L*(S, 1) and this space is actually a finite von
Neumann algebra. Moreover, a trace on L>(S, ut) is given by 7(f) = [g fd\. By what we have already
shown, it follows directly that the maps (P;);>¢ satisfy conditions (1),(2),(4) and (6). Property (3) also
follows from the continuity that we had already shown. For condition (5) we note that we already know
that the maps P, are unital and positive. The notion of complete positivity is a condition that is even
stronger than positivity. However, since the von Neumann algebra L (S, ) is abelian the notion of
complete positivity coincides with positivity, see [35, Theorem 3.9.]. We thus obtain that the semi-group
(Py)¢>0 is in fact a quantum Markov semi-group.

We elaborate some more on the definition of a quantum Markov semi-group. First of all, we note that
the fact that ®, is trace preserving (condition (4)) will already follow from the fact that ®; is unital
and symmetric. The reason we still included this condition is because there are also notions of quantum
Markov semi-groups where the maps ®; are not assumed to be symmetric. Throughout this thesis we
will only consider the symmetrical case, however.

We note that it follows from condition (4) and (5) and from the Kadison-Schwarts inequality that for
z € N we have

(3) T(Pp(2)*Py(x)) < 7(Pp(z*2)) = T(x™ ).

The maps ®; can therefore be extended to bounded operators on the GNS-Hilbert space L2(N, 7). The
operators (®;);>o then form a Cy-semi-group on L?(N, 7). For such semi-groups there is an unbounded
operator A on L?(N,7) that we call its generator. This operator is defined by

. Dy(z) -z
4 A(z) = —lim ————
(4) (2) = —lim ——
for those = where this limit exists. By the properties of ®; it moreover follows that A positive. Informally
we shall sometimes write e 2 to denote the operator ®;. Also, we shall simply write ®, for both the
operator on N and that on L*(\V, ).

1.2.2. Applications in physics. The theory of quantum Markov semi-groups is a vast subject that orig-
inates in quantum mechanics. We give some context on how they appear in physics, for more on this
theory see [28, 34].

In quantum mechanics, a physical system is described by a (complex) Hilbert space H. The state of
the system is given by a certain unit vector ;. This vector describes all relevant physical properties of
the system at time ¢ and it changes over time according to the Schrodinger equation

5) g, = H(t)w.

Here 7 is a physical constant, and H(¢) is a closed densely defined operator called the Hamiltonian
of the system. The operator corresponds to the total energy of the system. When this operator is
time-independent the solution to the Schrédinger equation is given by v, = e~ #"Hq)y. This shows the
appearance of a semi-group. For physical reasons the maps of the semi-groups must be positive. Moreover,
the need for the maps to be completely positive follows by combining multiple physical systems and
considering them as a single system, see [29].

At a given moment, one can execute a measurement to observe certain physical quantities of the
system, like for example the position, the momentum, or the spin of a particle. Such measurements
are described by self-adjoint operators called observables. The spectrum of such operator consists of all
possible outcomes that could be observed. Generally multiple outcomes are possible, in which case the
system is said to be in superposition. What precise outcome is measured is probabilistic.

Let us for example measure the position of a particle on a line at time ¢. This measurement corresponds
to some observable Q. The probability of observing a certain eigenvalue \ of Q is given by [(Pxt¢, 1¢)|?,
where P, is the projection to the eigenspace of Q corresponding to the eigenvalue A. After we preformed

the measurement and found the particle’s position to be Ay, the state of the physical system immediately
Pro e

(Prowibe)

position, as we have just measured its value. Directly preforming the same measurement again will not

changes to the state ¥+ = At that moment the particles position is no longer in super-



change the outcome. However, over time the state of the physical system will again change according to
the Schrédinger equation and one can obtain other outcomes for the measurements.

1.3. Examples of quantum Markov semi-groups. We have seen that the classical Markov semi-
groups are examples of quantum Markov semi-groups. There are also many other ways to build quan-
tum Markov semi-groups. A large variety of examples of quantum Markov semi-groups (®;);>o can be
constructed on group von Neumann algebras using conditionally negative definite functions. This con-
struction plays a central role in this thesis, and will be thoroughly discussed in section 5. At this point,
however, we shall show some other ways to build quantum Markov semi-groups, with the goal to better
illustrate the definition.

1.3.1. Trivial quantum Markov semi-group. For an arbitrary von Neumann algebra A/ with a trace 7 we
can build a trivial quantum Markov semi-group by setting ®; = Idx for t > 0. The generator of this
semi-group is the operator A = 0.

1.3.2. Heat semi-group. We let T C C be the unit circle and consider the abelian von Neumann algebra
N = L>°(T) of bounded functions on the torus. We let the trace T be given by integration. We then have
that the GNS-Hilbert space L*(N/,7) is just L%(T). An orthonormal basis for L?(T) is given by {ex }rez
where e : T — C is defined as ex(2) = zF. We can then define an unbounded operator A on L?(T) as
A(er) = k*ei,. This operator actually gives rise to a quantum Markov semi-group (®;);>0 on L>°(T), by
setting (®4)i>0 = (e7'%);>0.

1.3.3. Semi-group on matriz algebra Mato(C). We shall now give an example of a quantum Markov semi-
group on a non-abelian von Neumann algebra. We denote N' = Maty(C) with the standard normalized
matrix trace 7 = %tr. Then for ¢t > 0 we define the linear mapping ®; : N' — N as

—t
ail  a1.2 ai € "apz2
6 P i ' = o <.
( ) t(<a2,1 a2,2>) (6 ta2,1 a2 .2 )
These maps are clearly unital, and it can also be seen that these maps satisfy ®;®; = @, for t,s > 0.
Moreover, for A = (a;;),B = (b;;) € Maty(C) and ¢ > 0 a computation shows that tr(A®;(B)) =
tr(®:(A)B). The fact that the maps ®; are also completely positive is a little more technical, but this
—t

follows from the fact that the matrix M; = (elt 61 ) for ¢t > 0 is positive. Namely, the mappings @,
are actually Schur multipliers associated to the symbols M; and these are completely positive (see [35,

Theorem 3.7] for details).

1.3.4. Exzample non-symmetric quantum Markov semi-group. We give an example of a family of maps
(®4)1>0 that form a non-symmetric quantum Markov semi-group, that is the maps lack the condition
(6) in the definition of a quantum Markov semi-group. Let A" = Mat,,(C) with normalized matrix trace
7= Ltr. For a self-adjoint matrix b € Mat,,(C) we build maps ®; : N' — A by defining

(7) ®y(a) = e "ae'®,

That these maps are completely positive can be checked from the definition (see also [35, Theorem
4.1] and concluding remarks). Furthermore, they are clearly unital and preserve trace as tr(®:(a)) =
tr(e~®ae’?) = tr(ae®e~*) = tr(a). These maps are generally not symmetric however. Thus the maps
(®4)1>0 generally do not form a quantum Markov semi-group in the way we define it, and we will not
study these.

1.4. The gradient-S, property and its importance. For a quantum Markov semi-group and for
p € [1, 00], the gradient-S, property was introduced in [12] (see also [9] for the case p = 2). This property
will be the main study in this thesis. The gradient-S, property of a semi-group (e~*2);>¢ is involved
with the question whether, for certain a,b € N, the map U*? given by

(8) T (z) = —%(A(awb) + aA(@)b — aA(zb) — Alaz)b)

is contained in the Schatten p-ideal S,, when considered as a map on B(L%*(N,7)). We shall give the
precise definition of this property only later in section 3. We now only say something about why we
are interested in semi-groups that have this property. This is because, in the paper [12] it was shown
that the existence of a semi-group with this property (under some additional conditions) can be used
to obtain interesting results for the underlying von Neumann algebra, namely the Akemann-Ostrand
property (AOT), and strong solidity. These two properties have become a topic of interest and have



been studied for several kinds of von Neumann algebras, see [3, 8, 9, 10, 12, 23, 32, 33, 37, 41]. The
two properties are quite technical, and will only be discussed in section 4. At this moment however,
it is important to highlight that for a von Neumann algebra N we are thus only interested in building
a single semi-group that has the gradient-S, property. Namely, this will already give us, for the von
Neumann algebra N, the results that we are interested in. We also note that the trivial semi-group is
gradient-S, for all p € [1,00], but we are not interested in this semi-group, as it does not satisfy some
additional conditions that we need to find the results for the algebra N. In particular, a condition is that
the generator A needs to have compact resolvent.

1.5. Coxeter groups. Another topic that we introduce here are Coxeter groups. These groups play
a significant role in this thesis as they can be used to construct von Neumann algebras together with
quantum Markov semi-groups on these algebras. We shall give here an informal definition of these groups,
and show how these groups can be interpreted geometrically.

A Coxeter group, is a group W that is generated by some finite set S = {s1, ..., }. The generators
are moreover assumed to satisfy certain Coxeter relations, which are relations of the form (s;s;)™" = e.
Here e represents the unit of W, and the quantity m; ; € NU {co} is such that m; ; = 1 when ¢ = j
and m; ; > 2 otherwise. We note that the restriction m;; = 1 implies that every generator has order 2.
Furthermore, we note that with the property m;; = oo we mean that no relation of the form (s;s;)™
for m > 1 exists. Another assumption that the Coxeter groups satisfy, is that the relations (s;s;)™#7 for
si,5; € 8, are the only non-trivial relations that we have for elements in the group. That is, we can only
apply algebraic manipulations that follow from these relations and the group axioms. A Coxeter group
is thus completely determined by the number of generators and the values m; ;.

Simple examples of Coxeter group are given by the Dihedral groups D,,, which represent the symme-
tries of regular n-sided polygons. For example the Dihedral group D3, which is visualized in fig. 1, is a
Coxeter group. This group is generated by the elements o1, 09 which are reflections in lines in the plane
that have an angle of . Tt can be seen that the element p = 0102 is a rotation over an angle %’r The
elements 01,09 thus satisfy (0102)%® = e. We thus obtain that D3 is a group that is generated by some
finite set S = {01,02} of elements that satisfy the relations o101 = 0909 = (0102)% = e. We moreover
note that all other relations between element in D3 follow from these relations. We thus have that Ds
is a Coxeter group. We note moreover that for a Coxeter group the generating set S is not unique. We
could for example also have taken the set S = {01, 010201}.

Visualization of the dihedral group Dj;
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FIGURE 1. This is a visualization of the dihedral group D3, which consists of the sym-
metries of an equilateral triangle. The group is generated by the two reflections o and
05. The element p = 0105 is a rotation over an angle of 2?” The set of all elements of
Ds is given by {e, p, p2, 01, po1, p>o1}, where e is the identity element.

The groups D,, for n > 1 contain exactly 2n elements and are in particular finite. There are also
Coxeter groups that are infinite. An example of an infinite Coxeter group is given by the infinite di-
hedral group Dg,. This is the group generated by the elements 01,09 which are reflections in the
complex plane in the lines R(z) = 0 and R(z) = % respectively. These reflections satisfy no equa-
tion of the form (o109)™ = e for any n > 1. This can be seen as the element p = o102 sends an
integer k to p(k) = o1(o2(k)) = 01(1 — k) = k — 1. The group D, then consists of the elements
Do = {p* : k € Z} U{pFoy, : k € Z} and every relation these elements satisfy, follows from the relation



02 = 02 = e and the group axioms. This shows that D is also a Coxeter group.

We have up till now only considered Coxeter groups generated by two elements. In general a Coxeter
group may have more generators and can have a more complicated structure. We note that a Coxeter
group can also be infinite when all the values m; ; are finite. How to determine from the values (m; ;); ;
whether the Coxeter group is finite is not trivial, but this has been characterized, see [20, Theorem
1.3.3]. In this thesis we are actually only really interested in infinite Coxeter groups W, as they give
rise to infinite dimensional von Neumann algebras £(1V). On these von Neumann algebras we can build
quantum Markov semi-groups using certain functions ¢ : W — [0,00). Of particular interest will be
the function v that is given by the minimal word length |w| of an element w € W. That is, |w| is the
smallest integer £ > 0 such that we can write w = w...wy, with w; € S.

1.6. Structure and outline of thesis. We summarize here what we do in each section of this thesis.

First, in section 2 we introduce notation, definitions and results that we will use throughout this
text. This includes theory on von Neumann algebras, completely positive maps, quantum Markov semi-
groups, bimodule structures, group von Neumann algebras, the Haagerup property, hyperbolic groups
and Coxeter groups. Throughout the thesis we will at some points also introduce new definitions when
needed.

In section 3 we shall introduce the gradient-S, property defined in [12] that we will study in this thesis.
In this section we will also do some calculations that will later be useful. Also we give here a condition
that allows us to check more easily when a quantum Markov semi-group has the gradient-S, property.

In section 4 we shall review some results from [12] that give some interesting implications for a von
Neumann algebra N, when a certain gradient-S, quantum Markov semi-group exists. This shows why
we are interested in semi-groups that possess the gradient-S, property.

In section 5, we shall show a method to construct von Neumann algebras and quantum Markov semi-
groups using certain discrete groups. In this thesis we shall mainly use the construction that we describe
here to build these semi-groups. In this section also some useful notation is introduced that makes it
easier to study the gradient-S, property.

In section 6, we shall apply the construction from previous sections to Coxeter groups. We then obtain
a certain quantum Markov semi-group of which we study the gradient-S, property. Here we obtain results
for what Coxeter systems our constructed semi-group is gradient-S,,.

In section 7, we adapt the method from section 6 and consider slightly different semi-groups. We then
obtain the results for what Coxeter groups our new semi-group is gradient-S,,.

In section 8, we extend our results from section 6 and section 7 to semi-groups on other von Neumann
algebras, namely Hecke-algebras.

In section 9, we consider multiple semi-groups, and try to relate the gradient-S, property of certain
semi-groups to the gradient-S, property of another semi-group.

In section 10, we discuss a method that allows, for certain von Neumann algebras N, to obtain the
results we are interested in without building a quantum Markov semi-group that is gradient-S,,, but with
some slightly different approach.

Last, in section 11 we summarize all the results that we obtained in this thesis and restate the main
theorems. Also we give some directions for future research.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we shall introduce some definitions, known results, and establish some notations that
we shall use throughout this thesis. We assume that the reader is familiar with some basic theory on
operator algebras (for example see chapter (1)-(5) from [30]), and state additionally needed theory here.
Besides topics from operator theory we also introduce some group theoretical notions.

2.1. Von Neumann algebras, traces, GNS-representation, Schatten-p ideals. Throughout this
text we will always consider a finite a von Neumann algebras N equipped with a normal faithful finite
trace 7. We state these definitions here, together with some related notions.

2.1.1. von Neumann algebras. A von Neumann algebra N on a Hilbert space H (always taken over C)
is a x-subalgebra of the space of bounded operators B(H) that is closed in the strong operator topology
and contains the identity Idg. It holds true by [39, Corollary 1.13.3 and Theorem 1.16.7] that every von
Neumann algebra A is the dual of a Banach space. This Banach space is unique up to isomorphism,
and is called the predual of N'. A factor on H is a von Neumann algebra N for which N’ NN = Cldy
(here N’ :={a € B(H) : ab = ba for b € N'} denotes the commutant of N'). We say that two projections
p,q € N are Murray-von Neumann equivalent if there exists v € N with p = v*v and ¢ = vv*, and this
is written as p ~ ¢q. A projection q is called finite if ¢ ~ p < ¢ implies that p = ¢q. If the unit 1 € N is a
finite projection, then we also call N finite.

2.1.2. Traces. On a von Neumann algebra we consider a trace, which is a convex mapping 7 : N't — [0, o0]
with 7(0) = 0 such that 7(ab) = 7(ba) for all a,b € N*. A trace is called finite if 7(a) < oo for all
a € N*. If 7 is finite we can uniquely extend 7 to a positive linear functional on A/, also denoted 7. This
positive linear functional is then moreover tracial, that is 7(ab) = 7(ba) for a,b € N. A trace is called
normal if it preserves suprema of norm-bounded nets {x;};cr of self adjoint elements. It is called faithful
if 7(a) > 0 whenever a > 0. It is true that every finite factor A" possesses a unique normal finite faithful
trace 7 [43, Theorem V.2.6].

2.1.3. GNS-representation. For a von Neumann algebra N with a normal finite faithful trace 7 we will
denote L*(N,7), or simply La(N), for the GNS-Hilbert space. This is the Hilbert space completion of
N with the inner product (a,b), = 7(b*a). We will furthermore denote || - ||2., for the norm of L*(\, 7).
Also we will denote €. for the cyclic vector in L?(N,7) that implements the trace, which is given by

Q,=1€eN.

2.1.4. Schatten p-ideals. Given a Hilbert space H and p € [1, 00) we will write S,, for the Schatten p-class,
which is an ideal in B(H), consisting of all « € B(H) for which Tr(|a|P?) < co. Here Tr is the trace on
B(H) defined by Tr(a) = ),.,{(aes,e;), where {e;}ies is an arbitrary orthonormal basis for H. This
definition of Tr is in fact independent of the chosen orthonormal basis. Furthermore we will write S, for
the ideal of all compact operators in B(H).

2.2. Tensor products, completely positive maps. Throughout this thesis, we shall use different
notions of tensor products. We give an overview of these different notions here. Also we introduce the
definition of completely positive maps.

2.2.1. Different notions of tensor products. For vector spaces V,W we shall write V ®q4 W for the
algebraic tensor product (see [7, Definition 3.1.1]).

When Hi, Hy are Hilbert spaces we will write H{®H> to denote the Hilbert space completion of
Hi ®aig Hy w.r.t. the inner product given by (a ® b,c¢ ® d) := (a, c)(b, d).

When A, B are algebras we will endow A®¢;4 B with the multiplication given by (a®b)(c®d) = ac®bd,
which makes A ®q14 B an algebra. When A, B are moreover C*-algebras we can consider their universal
representations T4 : A — B(Ha) and 7 : B — B(Hp). Then w4 and 7p are injective *-homomorphisms
and by [30, Theorem 6.3.3] these give rise to an injective *-homomorphism 7 : A @4y B - B(HA®HR).

This then gives us a C*-norm || - ||;min on A ®q19 B given by ||¢|[min = ||7(c)||. This norm is called the
spatial C*-norm. There may generally be multiple C*-norms on A ®4 B, however it is the case that
lcllmin < |l¢|| for any C*-norm || - || on A ®q4 B, see [30, Theorem 6.4.18]. Furthermore, a norm on

A ®q14 B can also be defined as

lellmaz = max p(c)
p is a C*-norm

which is called the mazimal C*-norm. We shall write A ®pin B and A ®Qumqes B for the completions of
A ®qig B w.r.t. the norms || - ||lmin and || - ||mas respectively.
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2.2.2. Completely positive maps. In order to introduce the theory of quantum Markov semi-groups, we
must establish the definition of a completely positive map. A map ¢ : A — B between C*-algebras is
called completely positive, or simply c.p, if for all n > 1 the map ©™ : A @4 My, (C) = B @ynin, My, (C)
given by (™ (a®e; ;) = p(a)®e; ; is a positive map. We will moreover call ¢ unital completely positive, or
just w.c.p., if A and B are moreover unital and ¢(1) = 1. These maps have some interesting properties.
As ¢ is in particular positive, we have that ¢(a*) = ¢(a)* for a € A. It also holds by the Kadison-
Schwartz inequality [35, Proposition 3.3] that for a u.c.p map we have that ¢(a)*¢(a) < p(a*a) for all
a € A. Furthermore, we have that ||¢|| < 1, [35, Proposition 3.2].

2.3. Quantum Markov semi-group. Let A/ be a finite von Neumann algebra with a normal faithful
trace 7. A quantum Markov semi-group (®4)¢>o on the von Neumann algebra (N, 7) is then defined as
a family of unital completely positive maps ®; : ' — N with the properties that

e We have &g = Idys.

e For t,s > 0 we have &, P, = &, ;.

e For z € N the map [0,00) — N given ¢ — ®;(x) is continuous for the strong topology of A/

e For ¢t > 0 the map ®, is symmetric, that is 7(z®;(y)) = 7(®(x)y) for z,y € N.

We note here that the fact that ®; also preserves trace follows from the fact that it is unital and symmetric.
By the fact that @, is u.c.p and preserves trace we have that

(9) 1@(2)[[3 - = 7(@e(2)* i (2)) < 7(D(272)) = 7("2) = [|z[3 ;

which shows that ®; extends to a contractive map on L?(N, 7). This operator we will also denote by
®;. By the fact that ®; is also symmetric we have that (®:(x),y), = (z, P+(y)), for all z,y € N, which
shows by density of A" in L2(N,7) that ®; is self-adjoint as an operator in B(L?*(N,7)).

We show that the map [0,00) — B(L?*(N, 7)) given by t + ®; is continuous for the strong operator
topology. Namely, for x € L?(N,7) we have that

(10) [®:(z) — 2[5, = T((@:(2) — 2)*(P4(2) — x))
(11) = 7(P ()P () — T(Dy (™)) — T(2x* Py (2)) + T(2" )
(12) =T7(x* Dot (z)) — 7(x* Py () — 7(x" Py (2)) + 7(z™ ).

Now as t — ®,(x) is continuous for the strong topology of N, it is continuous for the weak topology.
This topology coincides on bounded sets in N with the o-weak topology. Now since ||®:(z)| < ||z]|
for t > 0 we obtain that ¢t — ®;(z) is o-weakly continuous. This then means that lim, o 7(x*®.(z)) =
T(x*®g(x)) = 7(z*z). This thus means that ||®;(x) — |2, — 0, which proves the claim.

The above conclusion actually says that the maps (®);>0 form a Cy-semi-group on L?(N, 7). For such
semi-groups we can define a generator A of the semi-group as follows. We define A to be the unbounded
operator on L?(N, ) that is given for z € Dom(A) by

L ()~
(13) Az) = 71&61 .

where the limit is in the ||+ ||z ,-norm. The domain Dom(A) here is taken to be the set of all z in L?(N/, 7)
for which this limit exists. As (®;);>0 defines a Cp-semi-group on B(L?(N, 7)) we have by [42, Theorem
2.2.7] that A is closed and densely defined. It moreover holds by our properties of ®; that A(1) = 0 and
that A is symmetric as for 2,y € Dom(A)

(19 (A@).p)r =~ lim 7 (@ila) — 2,)r
(15) — —lim (2. ®1(y) ),

(16) = (=, A(y))~
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holds. It is even the case that A is positive as

(17) (A )7 = ~lim 3 (B4(2) — 2,0),

(1) = lim g (r(a"2) — 7@ @ (2)))

(19) - 13&1% (T(x*x) — (@5 ()@, ()
(20) > 1&3% (r("2) ~ 7(@4 (22))) = 0.

tA

In this text we shall sometimes write (e~*2);>¢ to denote the semi-group (®;);>o.

2.4. Bimodule structures. In order to understand the use of the gradient-S, property we introduce the
notion of bimodules, which is needed in section 4 and section 10. Let A be an algebra. An A— A bimodule
is an Hilbert space H together with two unital *-homomorphisms m; : A — B(H) and w, : A°? — B(H)
whose images commute. Here A°P stands for the opposite algebra. This algebra just equals A as vector
space and the element a € A is written as a°P to denote the element in A°?. The multiplication in A is de-
fined in reversed order. This is to say that the multiplication A°Px AP — AP is given by a®P-b°? = (b-a)°P.
For a vector £ € H and for a,b € A we shall simply write aéb to denote m;(a)m,(b°P)€ = m,(b°P)m(a)é.
We note that this notation is not ambiguous as (ab)§ = m(ab)¢ = m(a)m(b)é = m(a)(b€) = a(b€) and
similarly €(ab) = ,((ab)?)€ = 7, (ba%)¢ = m, (b°F), (a*P)€ =, (b°7) (€a) = (€a)b.

We note that when A is a C*-algebra, then by [30, Theorem 6.3.7.] the *-homomorphisms 7; and 7,
actually induce a unique *-homomorphism 7 : A®.x A°? — B(H) that satisfies 7(a®b°P) = m;(a)m,(b°P)
for all a,b € A.

When A is actually a von Neumann algebra, we will assume that the representations m;, 7, are more-
over normal. We note that when (A, 7) is finite von Neumann algebra, then a A" — N bimodule is given
by L?*(N,7). The *homomorphisms m; : N — B(L?*(N,7)) and 7, : N°° — B(L?*(N, 7)) are then
simply given by left and right multiplication, that is m(a)b = ab and 7.(a)b = ba for a,b € N. The
mappings 7;(a) and 7,.(a) extend uniquely to bounded mappings on L?(N,7) as A is dense in L2(N, 7).
We will call L2(N, 1) the trivial A'— AN -bimodule. Another N’ — A bimodule is given by the Hilbert space
tensor product L2(N,7)®L2?(N,7) . The *-homomorphisms 7, 7, are then given by m;(a)(b®c) = ab®c
and 7. (a)(b®c) = b®ca for b® ¢ € N @ N. Again, these mappings extend to bounded maps on
L*(N,7)®L*(N, 7). The tensor product L2(N,7)®L*(N,T) together with these bimodule actions we
will call the coarse bimodule.

Given an N' — N bimodule H, a submodule of H is a closed subspace of H that is invariant for
the bimodule actions of N. Moreover, given two N'— A bimodules H and K, we will say that K is
contained in H when K is isomorphic to a submodule Hof H. Here, with an isomorphism we mean an
isomorphism between Hilbert spaces that preserves the bimodule actions. We will moreover say that K
is quasi-contained in H if K is contained in the Hilbert space @ie ;H; for some index set I.

2.5. Haagerup property for von Neumann algebras. Let N be a finite von Neumann algebra with
a normal faithful finite trace 7. We say that (A, 7) has the Haagerup property whenever there exists a
net of completely positive maps 6; : N' — N for which 70 6; < 7, and 6; is L?-compact, i.e. compact
as an operator on L?(N,7), and such that §; — idp2(n,r) @ @ — 00 in the point-ultraweak topology of
B(L?>(N,7)). In [24, Prop. 2.4] was shown that if 7,7" are two normal faithful finite traces on A, and
if N has the Haagerup property w.r.t. 7, then it also has the Haagerup property w.r.t. 7. We thus do
not have to specify the trace. In [25, Theorem. 1] was shown that, if (V,7) is a finite von Neumann
algebra whose predual is separable, then if A" has the Haagerup property we can find a quantum Markov
semi-group (®;)¢>o on N for which ®; is a compact operator on L?(N,7) for ¢ > 0.

2.6. Group von Neumann algebras. A way of building von Neumann algebras with a trace 7 is by
using a topological group I'. More specifically, we let I" be a discrete group.

We shall denote C[I'] for the group ring of I'. This is the vector space over C with linear basis {g € T'}.
Elements of C[T'] can thus be written in the form dep ayg - g, where ay € C is non-zero for only finitely
many g € I'. The space C[['] is in fact a *-algebra by defining multiplication of the basis vectors in the
natural way using the multiplication in I', and by defining the convolution as ¢* = ¢~ !.
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For s € I' we can define operators A\s € B(¢2(T")) as (Asf)(t) = f(s~'t). These operators satisfy the
equations AsA, = A and A0y = Jg, where we denote 6; = xq¢. Now this extends as A : C[['] —
B(¢5(T)) linearly to an injective x-homomorphism, called the left reqular representation. Therefore we
can, and generally will regard C[I'] as a subset of B({2(I')), and denote its elements as } . agAg. The
representation also induces the norm |ja]|, := ||[A(a)|| on C[[']. The norm closure of C[I'] w.r.t. this norm
is denoted C5(T") and will also be regarded as a subalgebra of B(¢2(I")). The C*-algebra C}(T') is called
the reduced C*-algebra of T'. We can also construct the von Neumann Algebra £(T') := C5(I")”, which is
called the group von Neumann algebra of T'. The canonical trace on £(T') is given by 7(z) = (zd., é.). By
[43, Proposition 7.9] we have that for a countable (discrete) group I' that the group von Neumann algebra
if finite. Also, when T is countable we have that the predual of £(T') is separable. Indeed, its predual is
isomorphic to a quotient of the trace class operators L!(¢3(T")), see [30, Theorem 4.2.9]. Now as the finite
rank operators F({3(T)) are dense in L'(¢2(T")), and as F(¢5(T)) is separable (since f5(I") is separable),
we obtain that the predual of L!(¢(I")) is separable. Therefore, the predual of £(I') is separable. Hence,
whenever £(T") has the Haagerup property, we can construct a quantum Markov semi-group.

2.7. Haagerup property for groups. To ensure that the group von Neumman algebra £(I") has the
Haagerup property, we must have that I possesses the Haagerup property for groups. We will give a
definition of this property for a discrete group I'.

2.7.1. Positive definite and conditionally negative definite. A map k: T x I' — C, also called a kernel, is
called positive definite, if for n > 1, s1,...,s, € ' and ¢1, ..., ¢, € C we have Y ", Z?:l cicik(si, s5) > 0.
The map k is called conditionally negative definite if it takes values in [0,0), if k(s,s) = 0 for s € T
and if for n > 1, s1,...,s, € ' and ¢1,...,¢, € C with >°1" | ¢; = 0 we have Y, Z?Zl cicik(s;, s5) < 0.
There are also other characterizations of positive definite and conditionally negative definite kernels that
are useful. Namely, a kernel is positive definite if and only if we can find a Hilbert space H and a map
f T — H such that k(r,s) = (f(r), f(s)) for all r,s € T, see [2, p. C.1.4]. Similarly, a kernel is
conditionally negative definite if and only if we can find a Hilbert space H and a map f : I' — H such
that k(r,s) = || f(r) — f(s)||3 for all r, s € T, see [2, p. C.2.3]. A connection between positive definite and
conditionally negative definite kernels is given by Schoenberg’s theorem, [2, Theorem C.3.2.], that says
that a kernel k satisfying k(r,r) = 0 and k(r,s) = k(s,r) for all r, s € T' is conditionally negative definite
if and only if we have that for + > 0 that the kernel (r,s) — e~t*("%) is positive definite.

A function ¢ : I' — C is called positive definite if the kernel given by (s,t) — (t~1s) is positive
definite. Likewise a function ¢ : I' — [0, 00] is called conditionally negative definite if the kernel given
by (s,t) = 9(t71s) is conditionally negative definite. We call ¢ furthermore proper whenever {s € I :
¥(s) < n} is finite for all n > 1.

2.7.2. Haagerup property. For a discrete group I' the Haagerup property if now defined as the property
that there exists a sequence (5, ),>1 of positive definite functions on I' such that ¢, (e) = 1, such that ¢,
vanishes at infinity, and such that ¢, — 1 point-wise. We note that if there exists a proper, conditionally
negative definite function 1 on T, then we can define the functions ¢;(s) := e~*¥(*) for ¢t > 0 so that the
sequence of functions (gz)%)nzl satisfy these conditions. Furthermore, if I' has the Haagerup property,
then a proper, conditionally negative definite function actually always exists, which follows from [7, Th.
12.2.4]. Tt holds true that the group von Neumann algebra £(T') possesses the Haagerup property if and
only if the group I" possesses the Haagerup property, see[7, Th. 12.2.9.]. We refer to [14] for additional
theory on the Haagerup property for groups.

2.8. Cayley graph, hyperbolic groups. We shall give background to some group theoretic notions
that we shall use.

2.8.1. Cayley Graph. Let T be a group that is generated by some finite set S. For such group we can
define the Cayley graph of T'. This is the simple graph Cayley¢(T") with vertex set I', in which two distinct
vertices u,w € I share an edge if and only if uw~' € S U S~!. This condition basically says that two
vertices are connected if and only if they differ by just one element of S. Since S generates whole of T,
we have that the graph Cayleyg(I") is actually connected. We can define a distance d on Cayley¢(T") by
defining d(u,v) to be the length of a shortest path from u to v. This makes Cayleys(T") a metric space.
We shall call a shortest path between u and v a geodesic. Such geodesic we can just denote by the set
of vertices that the path traverses. Also, for § > 0 and a subset U C T" we shall write Bs(U) to be the
d-neighborhood of U, that is we set Bs(U) :={g €T : d(g,U) < d}.
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2.8.2. Hyperbolicity. The Cayley graph of a finitely generated group can be used to define the notion
of hyperbolicity. That is, let I' be a group that is finitely generated by some set S. The group T' is
called hyperbolic if there exists § > 0 such that for all u,v,w € I' and for all geodesics Py, P»,P5 in
Cayleyg(I") between the vertices u and v, between v and w and between w and u respectively, we have
that Py C Bs(P, U P3) and P, C Bs(P, U Ps) and P3 C Bs(P; U Ps). We note that the Cayley graph of
I' depends on the generating set S, but that the definition of hyperbolicity is in fact independent of the
choice of the generating set, see [18, Theorem 12.5.3].

2.9. Coxeter groups. In this master thesis we will specifically consider group von Neumann algebras
of Coxeter groups. These groups have the Haagerup property, and we can therefore consider a quantum
Markov semi-group on its group von Neumann algebra of which we can study the gradient-S, property.

A Cozxeter group W is a group that is generated by some finite set S = {s1,..,s,} that satisfy the
relations (s;s;)™ = e for some elements (m; ;)1<i j<n With m;; = 1 and m; ; € {2,3, ..} U{oo} for i # j.
Here m; ; = co means that the elements s; and s; satisfy no relation at all. Furthermore, the elements
in W must be equal if and only if they can be shown to be equal by using these relations and the group
axioms. We note here that in general, for a Coxeter group, the set S is not unique. Furthermore, we note
that (s;s;)™ = e implies that (s;s;)™7 = s;5;(s;8;)™7 = s;(sis;)™8; = s? = e. Therefore we can al-
ways assume that m; ; = m;,. Furthermore, we note that m; ; = 2 implies that s;s; = (s;5;)%s:8; = s;8i,
i.e. the elements s; and s; commute. If all coefficients m; ; with i # j are either 2 or co, then the Coxeter
group is called right-angled.

Let S be a finite set and let M = (m; j)1<i j<n be a symmetric matrix with diagonal elements equal to
1, and off-diagonal elements in the set {2,3,..} U {co}. We will write W = (S|M) for the Coxeter group
generated by the finite set .S subject to the relations (s;s;)™#7 = e, and such that all other relations follow
from these and from the group axioms. We will moreover call (S|M) a Coxeter system, to empathize that
we have specified the set S. Any element w € W = (S|M) can be written as w = wyws....wy, for some
k € N and w; € S. We shall therefore call elements w € W words. We denote these words in bold to
distinct them from the letters (i.e. generators in S). Note that a representation of w is not unique as we
can for example add identities as e or (s;s;)™# in the representation. We will define the word length of
a word w € W w.r.t. the generator set S as the minimal & > 0 for which we can write w = w;....w; with
w; € S. We denote this as |w|g, or simply as |w| when the generator set S is understood. We will call a
representation w = wy....wy, with k = |w| reduced. Such reduced representation thus always exists, but

my 1

my =1 Lo
is in general not unique. For example, if m; ; is odd then s;(s;s;) 2 — = s;(s;8;) " 2 are two distinct
reduced representations of the same word. Furthermore, we shall more generally call a representation

W = wi...wy, reduced if |w| = Zle |w].

2.9.1. Cozxeter groups have Haagerup property. All Coxeter groups satisfy the Haagerup property. Namely,
on a Coxeter group W = (S|M) we can build a proper, conditionally negative function ¢¥g : W — [0, 00)
by defining ¢g(w) = |w|, i.e. ©g is the word length. This function is conditionally negative by [4], and
moreover proper because [{w € W : ¢g(w) < n}| < |S|™ for n > 1. This shows that the Coxeter group
W possesses the Haagerup property.

2.9.2. Word hyperbolic Cozeter groups. For a Coxeter group it is custom to talk about word hyperbolicity
instead of hyperbolicity. For a right-angled Coxeter group, the property that W is word hyperbolic is
equivalent with the statement that W does not contain Z? as a subgroup, see [18, Corollary 12.6.3.]

2.9.3. Graph encoding information of Cozeter group. To a Coxeter system W = (S|M) we can associate
a certain graph that encodes the information of the Coxeter group. We shall denote Graphg(W) for the
complete simple graph with vertex set S. For distinct elements s;,s; € S we moreover label the edge
{si,s;} with the quantity M(s;,s;) = M(s;j,s;). This graph is closely related to the Coxeter-Dynkin
diagram of W, but in those diagrams the edges with label 2 have been omitted. For our purposes it is
better to include those edges as well. We want to empathize that the graph Graph¢(1) generally depends
on the set S of generators. For example, consider the Dihedral group Dg = (S|M) where S = {s1,s2}
and M (s1,s2) = 6. We can choose an alternative generating set Sas S = {01,029, p} where o1 = s1,
09 = $28152 and p = (51 32)3. These elements are of order 2, and generate the entire group. Furthermore
they satisfy the relations M(o1,02) = 3 and M(o1,p) = M(02,p) = 2. Furthermore, all relations
between the elements follow from these relations. Now it is clear that the labeled graph Graphg(Ds) is
not isomorphic to Graphz(Ds) as the graphs do not even have the same number of vertexes.
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In the case of right-angled Coxeter groups, we have by [38] that for arbitrary Coxeter generator sets
S, S the graphs Graphg (W) and Graphg (W) are isomorphic (preserving labels).

2.9.4. Geometric interpretation of Cozeter groups. An intuitive, geometric way of looking at Coxeter

groups is by considering them as reflection groups. Namely, for a Coxeter system W = (S|M) we

can define the bilinear form B : RISI x RISl — R as B(e;,e;) = —cos(7—), and we can define the
i

mappings o; on RISl as o;(v) = v —2B(v,e;)e;. Then o;(e;) = —e; and o; leaves the linear subspace

H; := {v € RISl : B(v,e;) = 0} invariant. Thus o; corresponds to some reflection in a linear subspace.
Note that we have e; L H; if and only if m; ; = 2 for all j with ¢ # j.

The group generated by the mappings {o; : ¢ = 1,..,|S|} is isomorphic to the Coxeter group W. It is
clear that the relations o;0; = e holds, since o; is a reflection. When 1 < m; ; < oo it can also be shown
that the relationship (o;0;)™# = I holds. Namely, it can be seen that o;0; leaves the subspaces H; N H;
and ¢;R + ¢;R invariant. On H; N Hj it acts as identity and a calculation shows that on e;R + ;R it
acts, w.r.t the basis (e;, e;) as the matrix

o 4B(€i,6j)2—1 23(61',6]')
(21) 0'10'j - < 723(67;,6]‘) -1

<4cos(m’:j)2 -1 =2 cos(Tn’:j))

(22) 2005(%) -1

27 27

We can calculate its eigenvalues, which are e™is and e ™i.7 , which are distinct. We can thus diagonalize
o;0;, and we see that we get (o;0;)™"7 = I.

For the case m; ; = oo it can be seen that the vector v = e; 4 ¢; is invariant under both o; and o; and
that o;0;(e;) = oi(e; + 2¢j) = 0(2v — ¢;) = 2v + ¢;. Therefore (0,0;)™ (e;) = 2mv +e; for m > 1 and
thus no relation of the form (o;0;)™ = I exists.

In the above, we have used here some notation as in [27, Section 5.3]. In [27, Section 5.4] it is also
proven that the homomorphism from W — GL(V) given for generators as s; — oy, is actually injective.
Hence W is indeed isomorphic to the group generated by {o; : i =1, ..,|S|}.
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3. THE GRADIENT-S,, PROPERTY

In this section we shall introduce what the gradient-S, property from [12] is precisely. In section 3.1
we give the precise definition of this property. There we also check whether the gradient-S, property
holds for some example. Thereafter, in section 3.2 we make some calculations that are useful throughout
the rest of this thesis. Moreover, there we also give a sufficient condition for the gradient-S, property,
that is useful for showing that a semi-group has this property.

3.1. Definition of gradient-S, property. For p € [1,00] we state the definition of the gradient-S,
property from [12].

Definition 3.1. Let (;);>0 = (efm)tzo be a quantum Markov semi-group on a finite von Neumann
algebra (N, 7). Let A be a o-weakly dense x-subalgebra of N for which AQ, C Dom(A) and A(AQ,) C
AQ, and so that furthermore, for a € A the map t — ®.(a) is norm continuous. Fiz p € [1,00]. The
quantum Markov semi-group (®;)i>0 s called gradient-S, if for all a,b € A the map Vb N — N given

by
(23) Tb(z) = —%(A(amb) + aA(z)b — A(az)b — aA(zd))

extends as 8, — V() to a bounded map on L*(N, ) that is moreover in the Schatten p-class Sp.

We recall that for a Hilbert space H, the Schatten p-class S, for p € [1,00) is defined as the ideal in
B(H) of all elements a € B(H) that satisfy Tr(|a[?) < co. Here Tr denotes the trace on B(H) that is
given by Tr(a) = > . (ae;, e;), where {e;}icr is an (arbitrary) orthonormal basis for H. Furthermore,
S is defined as the ideal of all compact operators.

We note that the gradient-S, property generally depends on the choice of the algebra .4. Moreover,
we note that an algebra 4 that satisfies all the stated conditions generally does not exist. However, in
the cases that we consider there is an obvious candidate for the algebra A, and we shall only consider
the gradient-S,, property w.r.t this algebra. We shall furthermore sometimes write the map Pab ag \Ilzb
in order to clarify what semi-group (e7**);>o we consider.

3.1.1. Ezample heat semi-group. We consider again the example of the heat semi-group from the in-
troduction. This is the quantum Markov semi-group (®;)i>0 = (e7*2)i>0 on L*°(T) with generator
A(er) = k*ex,. We are interested in whether this semi-group is gradient-S,, for some p € [1, 00]. We shall
check whether this is the case w.r.t. the dense *-subalgebra A := Span{e;, : k € Z} which satisfies all
stated properties. We see that for [,m € Z we have

1

(24) Lerem(en) = =5 (Alertrem) + erA(er)em — Alerrr)em — ertA(ertm))
(25) = (k4 m)? 4B = (4 R = (k4 m) e pm
(26) = —lmel+k+m.

This shows that the map ¥¢:°» is not compact on L?(T) when I,m # 0. Therefore, for I,m # 0 the
map U is not contained in the Schatten-p class S,. We thus find that the semi-groups (®;)¢>0 is not
gradient-S,, for any p € [1, oo].

3.2. Examination of gradient-S, property. We shall have a closer look at the gradient-S, property,
by examining the map ¥, We start by calculating the adjoint of the map ¥®? as an operator on
L?(N). We then also calculate for z € A the adjoint of the element ¥*®(x) of A/. These calculations
are used at later points in this thesis. After these calculations we prove a useful lemma that allows us to
more easily check whether a quantum Markov semi-group is gradient-S, for some p € [1, co].
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3.2.1. Adjoint of ¥** and adjoint of Y**(x). Let a,b € A and z,y € L?(N). Since A is self-adjoint we
have that

Q1) (W), g) =~ (Aarb), ) + (A@)hy) — (Aar)by) — (AD),y)

(28) = 1 (fab, AW) + (A(), a"yb") — (Alaz), ") — (A(eb),a"0))
(29) = 5 (@, a* A)D") + (o, Ala'yh')) — {az, Ab*)) — (b, Ala"y)
(30) = 5 (D)) + o, Aayh)) — {0 M) — (o, Alay)b)
(31) = (0 (y))

which shows that (T®?)* = g b",
Furthermore, for a,b € A and 2 € N we have

(32) (TP ())* = —%(A(azb) + aA(x)b — aA(zb) — A(ax)b)*
(33) = f%(A(b*z*a*) + 0" A(z")a” — A(b*z*)a* — bA(z"a™)
(34) =g ().

3.2.2. Condition to check gradient-S, property. We shall show in the following lemma that, to check the
gradient-S, property, it is sufficient to show that ¥** is in S, for all pairs u, w € Ay, where Ay C A is
some self-adjoint subset that generates the entire algebra A.

Lemma 3.2 (Condition that implies Gradient-S, property). Let (N, T) be a finite von Neumann algebra
and let (®4)i>0 be a quantum Markov semi-group on N. Furthermore, let A be the generator of (®¢)i>0
and let A C N be an appropriate subalgebra of N to which we check the gradient-S, property. Let
p € [1,00]. Then (®;)i>0 is gradient-S, if and only if there is a self-adjoint subset Ay C A of elements
that generates A, such that for all pairs of generators (s;,s;) € A3 we have that W% is in S,,.

Proof. The only if statement follows directly from the definition of gradient-S,. We will prove the other
direction. For an element a € A denote |a|4, for the minimal number & of elements si, ..., s, in Ag
such that a = sy...s;. If such k does not exist, set |a|4, = co. We note that, since Ay is self-adjoint,
every element in A can be written as finite sum a = Zle c;a; for some scalars ¢; € C and element
a; € A with |a;|4, < co. Now if u = Zf;l ciu; and w = Zfil d;w; for some integers ki,ky € N,
scalars ¢;,d; € C and elements u;, w; € A with |u;|4,, |wil4, < 00, then we have for v € A that
P (y) = 221 252:1 ¢;d;¥" i (v). Thus, if all operators ¥"i""i are in S, then so is ¥*". Now, we
prove for u,w € A with |u|4,,|w|4, < co that U™ is in S,. Namely, we prove by induction for n > 1
that ¥*" is in S, for all u,w € A with |u|4,, |w|4, < n.
Before we do the induction, note that for uy,us,v,w € A we have

(35) ez () = A(ugugvw) + upue A(v)w — A(ugugv)w — ugus A(vw)
(36) = (A(urugvw) + ur A(ugv)w — A(ugugv)w — ug Alugvw))
(37) + w1 (A(ugvw) + usA(v)w — A(ugv)w — usA(vw))

(38) = U (ugv) 4+ ug 2 (v)

and likewise for u, v, wi,wy € A we have
(39) P2t () = UYL (pwy) + T2 (v)w;.

We now do the induction. First, by the assumption the statement holds for n = 1. Now, suppose that
the statement holds for some n > 1. We show that the statement also holds for n+1. Namely, let u,w € A
with |u|a,, |w]4, < n+1. Then there are elements uy, uz, wy, ws € A with |ug| 4., [u2| 4., W1l 4., |W2]a, <
n and u = ujus and w = wow;. Now

(40) P (p) = v (y)

(41) = U (ugv) + uy T2 (v)

(42) = YUYWL (o) + ug U220 (v)

(43) = (T (ugvws) + T2 (ugv)wy ) + ug (T2 (vwsg) + 422 (v)wy) .
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Now, by the induction hypothesis we have that W*1-®1 Yriw2 guz, w1 Ju2,w2 gre all in S,. Now since
the S, class forms an ideal in B(L?(NV, 7)) and since for i = 1,2 the left and right multiplication v — w;v
respectively v — vw; are bounded operators, we have that the four operators in eq. (43) are all in S,,.
Thus also their sum, ¥**, is in S,. This finishes the induction and thus shows that the associated
semi-group is gradient-S,. O
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4. IMPLICATIONS OF THE GRADIENT—SP PROPERTY FOR THE VON NEUMANN ALGEBRA

We shall in this section elaborate on why we are interested in quantum Markov semi-groups that
possess the gradient-S,, property for certain p € [1, co]. In short, this is because for a given von Neumann
algebra N, a quantum Markov semi-group (®;);>0 on N that possesses this property can (under some
additional conditions) be used to obtain interesting properties for the algebra N. Therefore, for a von
Neumann algebra N, we are interested in the existence of a quantum Markov semi-group that has the
gradient-S,, property for certain p € [1, oo] (and satisfies some additional conditions).

In section 4.1 we shall show a direct consequence of the gradient-S, property that was shown in [12,
Section 3]. This consequence is the starting point for other results that follow from the gradient-S,
property. To understand these other results we give in section 4.2 some additional background. We finish
with section 4.3, where we state the results from [12, Section 5] that follow from the gradient-S, property
for the von Neumann algebra.

4.1. Quasi-containment of gradient tensor products in coarse bimodule. We shall give here
a direct consequence of the gradient-S, property. For this we first construct, using a quantum Markov
semi-group, a certain bimodule called the gradient tensor product. We then give the proofs as in [12] that
show the quasi-containment of this bimodule in the coarse bimodule, under assumption of the gradient-S,
property for p = 2. Also, some weaker results hold for other p. The quasi-containment that is obtained
is the starting point for other results that follow from this.

4.1.1. Construction of the gradient tensor product. We let (M, 7) be a finite von Neumann algebra, and
we let (®;);>0 = (e7'*);>0 be a quantum Markov semi-group on N. We will fix an appropriate dense
x-subalgebra A C N as in the definition of the gradient-S, property (if such subalgebra exists). We shall
moreover denote A for the C*-completion of A.

A gradient form I' : A x A — A is defined as
1
(44) D(z,y) = S(Ay) "z +y"Alz) — Aly"z)).

This map can be regarded as an A-valued inner product. Now for an A — A bimodule H, we can consider
the (possibly degenerate) inner product on A ®4;, H that is given by

(45) (ra&yen =T(x,yEn zycAand{neH.

The Hilbert space obtained by quotienting out the degenerate part and taking the completion is then
called the gradient tensor product and denoted as Hy. The element z ® £ in Hy will be denoted as
z Qv & On H we can define an A — A bimodule action as

(46) a-(r®v)=ar®v—adyr
(47) (z®@v &) -a=1z®ya.

By [17] this moreover extends to an A — A bimodule. The fact that the right-action is well-defined is
clear. We will show that the left-action is also well defined, by showing that the corresponding map
7 : A — B(Hy) is a unital *-homomorphism. First of all, since A(1) = 0 we have that I'(1,1) = 0 and
hence that |1 ®v &||2 = 0 for £ € H. This shows that m;(1)(z ®v £) = 2 ®v &, so m; is unital. For a,b € A
and x € A and £ € H we have

(48) mi(a)m(b)(z @v &) = m(a)bx @y & — m(a)b @y x€

(49) = (abzr @y £ — a Qv bzf) — (ab @y € — a Qv bxf)
(50) = abr ®v £ — ab Qv €

(51) = m(ab)(z ®v §).
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This shows that m;(a)m(b) = m;(ab). Furthermore, for a,z,y € A and £,n € H we have
(52) (ma)(z®v §),y ®v n) = (ax @v € — a Qv 2, 2 Ay n)

(53) = ([(az, y)§ — T(a,y)ag,m)
1 * * *
(54) = 5 ((A(y)*az + y"Alaz) — Ay“az))E, m)
1 * * *
(55) = 5{((Ay)"a +y"Ala) = Aly“a))at, )
1 * * * *
(56) = 5 ((y"Alaz) — Aly*az) + Aly“a)z — y"Ala)y"Ala))E, )
(57) = (U " (a)¢, n).
From this it follows that also
(58) (z &y & m(a)(y ©v n) = (m(a)(y ®v ),z @ &) = (L7 ¥(a)n, €) = (£, ¥ ¥ (a)n).
Now by the calculations from section 3.2.1 we have that (U¥%(a))* = ¥* ¥(q*), from which it now
follows that m;(a)* = m;(a*). This shows that m; is a *-homomorphism, and that the bimodule action is

well-defined.

4.1.2. Proving the quasi-containment in the coarse bimodule. We now turn to prove the quasi-containment
of the gradient tensor product in the coarse bimodule. For this we state the following lemma from [12,
Lemma 2.2.] with proof. This lemma gives a condition for quasi-containment of bimodules that is useful.

Lemma 4.1. Let N be a von Neumann algebra and A a o-weakly dense *-subalgebra of N with norm
closure A. Let H be an A — A bimodule and let K be an N — N bimodule. Suppose that there exists a
dense subspace D C H such that for every & € D there exists an n € Ksuch that for every x,y € A we
have

(59) (x€y, &) = (xny,n).

Then for every & € D the sub-bimodule He = ALA of H is contained in K as A — A bimodules.
Consequently H is quasi-contained in K.

Proof. We let H and K be as stated and assume the dense subspace D exists. Let £ € D. Then by
assumption there exists 7 € K such that (x€y,&) = (zny,n) for all z,y € A. Now, let aq,b1,a2,b2 € A
and suppose that a1£b; = as€bs. Then we have for ¢,d € A that

(60) (c(a1nby — agnba)d,n) = (cainbid — cagnbad,n) = {ca1&bid — caz€bad, &) =0

This means that (a1nb; — asnba, c*nd*) = 0 and hence that a1nb; — aanby L AnA. However, this means
that ai1nby — asnbs = 0. This calculation have showed us that we can define a map U : A(A — K by
mapping ab — anb. We moreover note that ||U(aéb)||3 = (a*anbb*,n) = (a*a&bb*,&) = ||a&b||3. This
shows that U extends to an isometry on H. It is moreover clear that U(ahb) = aU(h)b for every h € He
and a,b € A, and this extends by continuity to all a,b € A.

Let X be the set of all families of unit vectors (&;); in H such that each is a sub A — A bimodule
of K and so that all spaces H, are orthogonal with each other. We can then by Zorn’s lemma take a
maximal element (;); in . Let P; be the orthogonal projection onto He,. Suppose by contradiction
that P := >, P; # Idy. We note that P commutes with the A — A bimodule action as the bimodule
actions keeps the subspaces He, invariant.

Let £ € D be such that & := (I — P){ # 0 and fix n € K such that (a&b, &) = (anb,n) for all a,b € A.
We now have for finitely many a;, b; € A that

(61) 1 askobill = 10 = P) S astbull < 13 asebill = 1S awnbll

We can thus define a contraction v : AnA — A&y A as v(anb) = a&yb = (I — P)a&b for a,b € A. As before
such mapping is well-defined. We have moreover that v*v commutes with the A — A bimodule action as
this holds for (I — P). We now put 7/ := (v*v)27 so that

(62) (a&ob, &o) = ((I — P)a&d, (I — P)&) = (an'd,n’)

for a,b € A. However, this means that £ € D and thus that Hg, is a sub A — A bimodule of K. It is
moreover clear that & is orthogonal to all other vectors &. Also, as £, # 0 we can scale the vector to
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obtain a unit vector. This contradicts the maximality. We thus have that P = Idy which shows that we
have an A — A bimodule embedding

(63) H=H, cPK

and we can extend the A — A action to normal A/ — A bimodule action using this embedding. ]

We shall now turn to the following theorem that saids that the fact that the quantum Markov semi-
group is gradient-S, will give the quasi-containment of the A— A bimodule L?(N)y in the coarse bimodule
LA(N)®L*(N), by using the previous lemma. This theorem was given in [12, Theorem 3.9.] where it
was stated in some more generality. There, for n € N the gradient-Ss,, property was used to prove the
quasi-containment of the n-fold A— A bimodule L*(N) g := (...(L?*(N)v)v...)v in the coarse bimodule.
We shall here only give the proof for n = 1 and this case is sufficient for the purposes of this thesis.

In what follows, we shall say that a vector & € Lao(N,7)v is algebraic if it is contained in the linear
span of the elements a @y b for a,b € A. Furthermore for a Hilbert space H, we shall write H for its
conjugation. We have that H as a set equals H. For an element b € H we will write b to denote the

element in H. The addition in H is given as in H and scalar-multiplication is given by ¢ - b = (cb) for

c € Cand b € H. The inner product for H is given by (@,b) = (a,b)y. It can be checked that H is
indeed a Hilbert space.

Theorem 4.2. Let (N,7) be a finite von Neumann algebra. Suppose the quantum Markov semi-group
(®¢)i>0 has the gradient-Sy property w.r.t. A. Then for any algebraic § € La(N)v we have that AgA
is contained in the coarse bimodule Lo(N)®L2(N) as an A bimodule.

Proof. We fix a = ag®v a19, with ag, a1 € A. We define a functional p : A®,15 A? — C as p(z@y°P) =
(r-a-y,a). By [30, Theorem 6.3.7.] we can find a *-homomorphism 7 : A ®@pax AP — B(L?(N)v) such
that p(x) = (r(z)a,a). This shows that we have p(z*x) = [|7(z)al]3 . > 0 for z € A @, A°P. We shall
now show that p is @pin bounded. We define a map © : L*(N) — L*(N) as O(z) = al W% (x)a;, Q.
This map is in Sy as ¥90% is in Sy by assumption. Moreover, by the calculations preceding this theorem,
we have for z,y € A that

(64) plz@y?P)=(r o y,aq)
(65) = (U9 (z)ary, a1)
(66) = (aj 0% (z)ay,y") = (O(z),y").

For &,n € L*(N,7) we consider the rank 1 operator ¢, on L*(N,7) given by 0¢ ,(x) = {(z,n),. For
such operator we have that

(67) (,0¢.(y)) = (2, §)(y,m)
(68) =(r®7,£®T7).

Now, this means that for any finite rank operator 6 we have that (z,6(y)) = (z ® 7,({p) for some

Co € L*(N) @aig L2(N). Let 6 be a finite rank operator on L*(A). Then we can write 6§ = =" 0¢,
for some n > 1 and vectors n1,...,n; € L*(N) and orthonormal vectors &1, ...,§;; € L*(NV). We then



22
have that ¢y = Z?:1 &; ®m;. Furthermore, let (e;);cs be a orthonormal basis for L?(N), then we have

(69) 1613, = Z<9(€i)79(€i)>

iel

(70) = ZZ@Q,W (ei)vefjmj (ei)>

icl j=1
(71) =3 e
i€l j=1
(72) =3 Inl?
(73) _ij ®7;,&5 O 1)
(74) = IICeHz

Now as, by [30, Theorem 2.4.17.], the finite rank operators are dense in Sy, we can define an isometry
U : S(L3(N)) — L2(N)RL2(N) by setting U(#) = (p for finite rank operators and extending this to
a bounded map. We can also build an isometry J : L2(N)®RL2(N) — L2 N)RL*(N°P) as J(z ®F) =
z ® (y*)°P. Indeed, as (y°P*, wP*), = 7(wPy°P*) = 7((y*w)°P) = 7(y*w) = (w,y), = (¥, w), we have
that

(75) (Jz®7y),J(zew)) =(z®yP* 2@ wP")
(76) < >T< P WP

which shows that J is an isometry. We now find that

78) plz @ y) = (0(z),y")r
79 @,9 730>52
;Z*,ac > Sa

JU(0z,4+), JU(O™))
Ho 0 7). 70(0")
— (v @y, JU(O").

{
= {
= (0
=
82 = {

(
(
(80
(
(
(83

)
)
81)
)
)

By [30, Theorem 6.4.19] we can consider A @,y A°P as a subspace of B(L?(N)®L?*(N°P)). We then find
(84) p(z) = (z(1® 1), JU(OM))| < [[2]lmin - IL @ 12 - [JU(O)]|2-

This shows that the map p is ®min-bounded. We show that its extension to A ®uin A°P is moreover
positive. Namely, let w € A ®pin A°P be positive. Then we can write w = z*z for some z € A ®uin A°P.
Now since A ®a1s A is a self-adjoint subalgebra of A @min A°P that is weakly dense, it follows from
Kaplansky’s density theorem, [43, Theorem II.4.8], that there exists a bounded net (z;) in A ®pin AP
converging strongly to z. Now, as the net is bounded and converges strongly to z we have that 27 z; = 2%z
weakly. Now since the weak and o-weak topology coincide on bounded sets, we have that 2] z; — 2*2 = w
o-weak. Since p is normal this then means that 0 < p(zf2;) — p(w), which shows that p is positive on
A Qpin A°P.

Now, by the properties of p we have by [44, Chapter X] that there exists a (, € L?(N)@L?*(N) such
that (- a-y,a) = (-4 - y,(s) - This thus holds for all « € D := Span{ag ®v a1, : ap,a1 € A}.
As the subspace D is dense in L*(N)y it now holds by lemma 4.1 that L?(\) is quasi-contained in the
coarse bimodule L?(N)@L?(N).

(|

4.2. Additionally needed background and definitions. In theorem 4.2, a direct consequence of the
gradient-Sy property was given. Other results subsequently follow from this. In order to understand
these results, we state here some additional definitions that are needed.
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4.2.1. Completely bounded maps. Let A, B be C*-algebras. Let ¢ : A — B be a bounded map. Then
for n > 1 the map ¢ : A ®nin M, (C) = B ®muin M,,(C) given by o™ (a®eij) = pla) @e;; is also
bounded. We shall call ¢ completely bounded if the values ||o(™ || are moreover bounded, and we shall
write [|¢|ch = sup,>q ||| We remark here the resemblance with the definition of completely positive
maps.

4.2.2. Herz-Schur-multipliers. For a kernel k : ' = I' — C be a kernel. We define the Schur-muliplier
my, : B(2(T')) — B(£%(T)) to be the map that satisfies (my(2)d;,ds) = k(s,t)(xd;,ds) for all s,t € T and
x € B(£5(T")), whenever such map exists. Note that, in case the map exist, it is in fact unique. When
k is a positive definite kernel then by [7, Theorem C.3] the Schur-multiplier exists and is a bounded
u.c.p map. For a function ¢ on I' we shall write m,, for the Schur multiplier associated to the kernel
(s,t) = p(t's), whenever this function m, exists. Note that this function exists in particularly when
¢ is positive definite. A function ¢ on I' is called a Herz-Schur-multiplier whenever m,, is completely
bounded. We shall denote By(T") for the Banach space of all Herz-Schur-multipliers equipped with the
Herz-Schur norm ||¢|| g, = ||me||cb-

4.2.3. Amenable groups. Let T be a group. There are many equivalent definitions for amenability, see
[7, Theorem 2.6.8]. One is that the group T' is amenable if there exists a net (p;) of finitely supported
positive definite function on I' such that ¢; — 1 point-wise. Comparing this to the definition of the
Haagerup property, we see that all amenable groups posses the Haagerup property.

4.2.4. Weak amenable groups. Let I be a group. The group T is called weakly amenable if there exists a
net (¢;) of finitely supported function on I such that ¢; — 1 point-wise and such that lim sup ||@;|| 5, < co.
We note that amenable groups are weak amenable. Namely, for an amenable group I there exists a net
(¢4) of finitely supported positive definite function on I' such that ¢; — 1 point-wise. We can moreover
assume that ¢;(e) = 1 for all i. Now since ¢; is positive definite there exist Hilbert spaces H; and
functions f; : I' — H such that ¢;(t71s) = (fi(s), fi(t)) for s,t € I'. We get that the function f; satisfies
I £i(s)I13 = (fi(s), fi(s)) = @i(e) = 1 for s € I'. Now, by [7, Theorem C.4] we have that the multiplier m,,
is completely bounded with ||myllcr, < 1. This shows that limsup ||;]|p, < 1 holds, which shows weak
amenability of I'.

4.2.5. Approximation properties. A C*-algebra A satisfies the completely bounded approzimation property
(CBAP) if there exists a net of finite rank maps 6; : A — A such that for every x € A we have
16;(z) — || — 0 and limsup; ||0;||c» < co. A von Neumann algebra A satisfies the W*-completely bounded
approzimation property (W*-CBAP) if there exists a net of normal finite rank maps 6; : N/ — A such
that for every € N we have 0;(z) — z weakly and limsup;, ||6;||s < oo. For a discrete group I' we have
by [7, Theorem 12.3.8.] that I" is weakly amenable if and only if C(I") has the CBAP if and only if £(T)
has the W*-CBAP.

4.2.6. Locally reflexive. Let A be a unital C -algebra. An operator system E is a closed self-adjoint
subspace E C A so that 14 € E. Now let B be a C"-algebra (either unital or non-unital). We denote
B** for its double dual, which is unital. We now call B locally reflexive if for every finite dimensional
operator system E C B** there exists a net (p;) of contractive c¢.p. maps ¢; : E — A so that ¢; — Idg
in the point-ultraweak topology.

4.2.7. Akemann-Ostrand property AOT. A finite von Neumann algebra A has the Akemann-Ostrand
property (AO7T ) if there exists a o-weakly dense unital C*-subalgebra A C A such that:
(1) A is locally reflexive.
(2) There exists a u.c.p. map 0 : A @uin A°? — B(L2(N)) such that 6(a @ b°P) — ab® is compact for
all a,b € A.

4.2.8. Strong solidity. A von Neumann algebra is called diffuse if it has no non-zero minimal projections.
A von Neumann algebra N C B(H) is called amenable if there exists a completely positive map @ :
B(H) - N s.t. ®(x) =z for x € N.

A von Neumann algebra N is now called strongly solid if for every diffuse amenable von Neumann
subalgebra M C A we have that the normalizer Nory/ (M), defined by

Nory (M) := {u € N' | v unitary and uMu* = M},

generates an amenable von Neumann algebra, that is, Nora(M)” is amenable.

A sufficient condition for strong solidity is given by the following result.
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Theorem 4.3. [23, Theorem 4.2.1] Let N be a finite von Neumann algebra with separable predual. If N
has condition AOT and satisfies the W*-CBAP, then it is strongly solid.

4.2.9. Cartan subalgebra. Let N be a finite von Neumann algebra and A C N a subalgebra. We call the
subalgebra A C N a Cartan subalgebra if

(1) A is maximal abelian, that is A’ NN = A.
(2) The group of normalizers generates A, that is Norar(A)” = N.

4.3. Final results that we are interested in. The final results that we want to obtain using gradient-
Sp quantum Markov semi-groups are the Akemann-Ostrand property and strong solidity for new kinds
of von Neumann algebras. We give a historical overview of the study of these properties. Thereafter we
give conditions under which we can obtain these properties using the gradient-S; property.

4.3.1. Historical overview of the study of (AO)™ and strong solidity. The properties (AO™T) and strong
solidity for a von Neumann algebra were defined in the study of the existence of Cartan subalgebras.
These Cartan are an important object of study in the theory of von Neumann algebras. We list results
on this topic here.

It was proven by Voiculescu in [45] that the group von Neumann algebra L(FF,,) of the free group
F,, does not have a Cartan subalgebra for 2 < n < co. These von Neumann algebras formed the first
examples satisfying this conditions. Later, in [40] it was proven by Shlyakhtenko that for 0 < A < 1, the
type III, free Araki-Woods factor does no have a Cartan subalgebra. This result relied on the absence
of Cartan subalgebras in £L(Fo).

Later in the work of Ozawa and Popa, in [32], strong solidity was defined and it was shown that L(F,,)
has this property. From this it also follows that £(F,,) does not possess a Cartan subalgebra. The strong
solidity has since then become a property of interest. In the continuation of their work, in [33], Ozawa
and Popa proved the absence of a Cartan subalgebra and strong solidity for certain group von Neumann
algebras.

In [41], Sinclair proved strong solidity for group von Neumann algebras L(T') for certain discrete
subgroups I" of SO(n, 1) and SU(n, 1), where SO(n, 1) and SU(n, 1) are respectively the indefinite special
orthogonal group and the generalized special unitary group.

In [22], Houdayer and Ricard proved the absence of Cartan subalgebras for free Araki-Woods factors,
which generalized the result from Shlyakhtenko.

In [36], Popa and Vaes proved strong solidity results for £(T") for hyperbolic groups (see also [15, 16]
from Chifian, Sinclair and Udrea for related results).

In [37], Popa and Vaes proved strong solidity results for certain von Neumann algebras using the
Akemann-Ostrand condition (AO™), which was a condition earlier defined by Ozawa in [31]. Thereafter, in
[23], Tsono more generally proved that the (AO™) condition implies strong solidity under some conditions
(this is theorem 4.3).

In [3], Boutonnet, Houdayer and Vaes, proved strong solidity for the free Araki-Woods factors, which
improves the result from Shlyakhtenko.

In [8], Caspers proved strong solidity results for certain right-angled word hyperbolic Hecke algebras.

In [9] Caspers introduced the gradient-Sy property to prove strong solidity of the free orthonormal
quantum groups.

In [10], Caspers used the gradient-S; property to prove strong solidity results for a larger class of
quantum groups. Also, using the non-commutative Riesz-transform it was shown here that these quan-
tum groups have the AO™ property, from which the strong solidity also follows. Furthermore, in [12],
Caspers, Isono and Wasilewski introduced the gradient-S, property for general p € [1, cc], and they used
this property to prove strong solidity for g-Gaussian algebras.

In this thesis we study this gradient-S,, property for the case of quantum Markov semi-groups on group
von Neumann algebras. In particular we look at Coxeter groups. In some case we obtain (AO™) and
strong solidity similar to [9, 10, 12]. In section 8 we moreover study these properties for Hecke-algebras,
which has also been studied in [8]. Furthermore, we note that in section 10, we will, like [10], use
techniques involving the non-commutative Riesz transforms, to obtain (AO™) for certain von Neumann
algebras.

4.3.2. Consequences of gradient-S, property under additional conditions. The quasi-containment that
was proven in [12], was used in the same paper to prove the (AO™) property, under some additional
conditions. This can then by theorem 4.3 be used to prove strong solidity in some cases. We state here
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the assumptions under which we obtain the (AO™) property. For this we introduce some notation first.

We shall call the semi-group (®;);>0 gradient coarse if the A— A bimodule action on L*(N)y extends
to a normal A — N bimodule action and further L?(N)y is weakly contained in the coarse bimodule. By
lemma theorem 4.2 this is the case when (®;);>¢ has the gradient-S, property (w.r.t. A).

The generator A of the semi-group we will call filtered if it has compact resolvent and for every
eigenvalue A of A we have that there exists a (necessarily finite dimensional subspace) A(\) C A such
that A(A)Q, equals the eigenspace of A at eigenvalue A\. Moreover, we assume that for an increasing
enumeration (A,),>1 of the eigenvalues of A, we have that

I+k

(85) A= é A(n) AM)A) € P AN
n=1 n=0

where € denotes the algebraic direct sum. Furthermore, we will say that A has subezponential growth
if the eigenvalues satisfy

(86) lim 2L g

n— oo n

We now state the theorem that was obtained.

Theorem 4.4. [12, Theorem 5.13] Let N be a finite von Neumann algebra and let (®;);>0 = (e )i>0
be a quantum Markov semi-group that is gradient coarse and suppose that A has compact resolvent, and
is filtered with subexponential growth. Assume furthermore that A as defined above is locally reflexive.

Then N satisfies (AOT ).
We note that the result also follows when N is finite dimensional.

Remark 4.5. Suppose N is finite dimensional, then it follows from the definition that N' possess the
(AO™ ) property. Indeed, every operator on a finite dimensional space is compact, so we only need to
check local reflexivity. However, this follows from the fact that N** ~ N when N is finite dimensional.
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5. GRADIENT—SP PROPERTY FOR SEMI-GROUPS ON GROUP VON NEUMANN ALGEBRAS

In this section we construct quantum Markov semi-groups on group von Neumann algebras £(I") of
discrete groups I' that possess the Haagerup property. These semi-groups (®;);>0 are built using a proper,
conditionally negative definite function ¢ on the group I'. In the rest of this thesis we will mainly look
at semi-groups that are built in this particular way. In section 5.1 we construct the quantum Markov
semi-groups and calculate the generators of these semi-groups. In section 5.2 we investigate in what cases
these semi-groups are gradient-S,. There we also do some calculations and introduce some notation that
will be used throughout the next sections. In section 5.3, we moreover check that under some conditions,
the generators of the semi-groups satisfy the properties from section 4.3.2, i.e. that it is filtered and has
subexponential growth.

5.1. Construction of quantum Markov semi-groups using conditionally negative function.
We let T' be a discrete group that possesses the Haagerup property and show how a quantum Markov
semi-group (®;);>¢ on the group von Neumann algebra £(I") C B(¢3(T")) can be constructed. Since I" has
the Haagerup property there exists a proper, conditionally negative definite function ¢ on I'. Now for
t > 0 we define functions ¢; : I' — R as ¢;(g) = e~ *¥(®), which, by Schoenberg’s theorem, are positive
definite. These functions moreover satisfy ¢;(e) = 1 and vanish at infinity. We now define a multiplier
my, : C[I'] = C[I'] as

(87) mwt(z og - Ag) = Z pi(g)og - Ag.

gel gerl

From [7, Theorem 2.5.11] we obtain that m,,, extends to a normal u.c.p. map on the group von Neumann
algebra L£(T"). This extension will be denoted as ®;. It is clear that ®¢ = Id(ry and that &;, ®y, = 4, 44,
for t1,t2 > 0. We will show that also the other conditions of a quantum Markov semi-group hold. First
we prove symmetricity. For this we recall that the canonical trace on L(T) is given by 7(x) = (e, 0¢)
and we thus see that for g,r € I' we have

(88)  (Ar, ®e(Ag))r = T(Re(Ag-1)Ar) = 2e(87)T(Ag-1 ) = @e(87 ) (Aede; Agle) = e (r ™)1 (r = g).
Similarly we obtain (®;(Ar), Ag)r = T(Ag-1P:(Ar)) = @¢(r)1(r = g). Now, as ¢ is conditionally negative
definite there is a Hilbert space H and a function b: I' — H such that 1(w~'u) = ||b(u) — b(w)||? holds
for all u,w € I',; hence

(89) P(r) = ¢(er) = [|b(r) —
This shows us that (As, D¢(Ag))r =

DI =llb(e) = b(r)|* = v~ e) = p(r™).

ei(r )I(r =g) = p(r)L(r = g) = (D¢(Ar), Ag)r. Now, by extending
this linearly we obtain that (z, <I>t( ))r = (Pi(z),y), for z,y € C[I']. By density this also means that
(®(x),y)r = (z,P4(y)), for z,y € L*(L(T), 7). This shows that in particular for z,y € L(I') we have
7(P(2)y) = (y, Pe(a*))r = (Pt(y), 2*)r = 7(xP¢(y)), which proves the maps P, are symmetric.

We now prove for € £(T") that the function ¢ — ®.(z) is continuous for the strong topology of L(T").
First note that for g € I' we have that the mapping ¢ — ®;(\g) is norm-continuous as by definition
®y(\g) = e "(® )\, This implies that for x € C[T] the mapping ¢ + ®;(z) is also norm-continuous.
Now let € L2(L(T),7) and € > 0. As {Ag}ger is an orthogonal basis for L?(L(T),7), we can choose
y € C[I'] such that ||z —y||2 < e. Now there exists § > 0 such that ||®,(y) —y|l2 < € whenever 0 < h < 4.
For such values h we find

be~
e
(r

(90) [@n(2) — zll2 < |Pa(z —y)ll2 + [|a(y) — yll2 + ly — 22
(91) <z —=yll2 + 1®ny) — yll2 + ly — x|l
(92) < 3¢

where we used that the maps ®; are contractive on L?(£(T), 7). This shows that 1}51(} Oy (x) = x, where

convergence is in || - ||2. We now let x € £L(T'), let £ € L?(L(T),7) and let € > 0. Then there is & € L(T")
such that ||€ — &'||2 < e. Now

(93) 1(@n(x) — 2)éll2 < [[(@n(2) — )¢ |2 + [(Pn(z) — 2)(€ = €)ll2
(94) < [[@n(x) = zllz - IE'] + [@n(z) — 2l - 1€ = €ll2
(95) < [ ®@n(x) = zll2 - 18] + 2ll]le.

We then obtain limsupy, o [|(®n(z) — z){|l2 < 2[|z|le and hence }lbirr%) [(®r(x) — 2)€||2 = 0 as € was arbi-
—
trary. This shows that lhlﬂ)l ®p,(r) — x in the strong operator topology of B(L?(L(T'),7)). Now, as the



27

representation 7 : £(T') — B(L?(L(T), 7)) given by 7(z)(y) = zy is faithful, we obtain by [26, Corollary
7.1.16] that lﬁl{} ®p(x) — x in the strong operator topology of L£(I'). We moreover obtain for ¢ > 0 and

n € l5(T) that

(96)  [(@en(z) = @e(2))nl < [|el - [[(Pr(x) — 2)nl] < [[(@n(z) — )] =0 as h |0
O7)  [(@i-n(2) = Pe(@))n]| < [|Pe-nll - [I(z = Pr(x))nll < [[(z = alz))n] = 0 as h |0

which shows that ¢t — ®,(x) is continuous for the strong topology of L(T).

It now follows from these properties that (®;);>o defines a quantum Markov semi-group on £(I'). This
quantum Markov semi-group we will call the semi-group associated to 1. As a semi-group on L?(L(T),7)
we can write (®;)¢>0 = (e72¢!);>0, where A, is the unbounded operator on L?(L(I"),7) that generates
the semi-group. We can calculate Ay, as follows. For g € I’

_ —t(g) _
(98) Aprg) = — lim 2t0) = ®o0) eIy

t—0 t t—0 t

Now as the vectors {\g}ger form an orthogonal basis for L2(L(T'),7) this shows how A, is defined.
We note that when I' is infinite we have, because v is proper, that Ay is not a bounded operator on
L*(L(T), 7).

5.2. Gradient-S, property for semi-groups on group von Neumann algebras. For a group I with
the Haagerup property, and a proper, conditionally negative function ¢ on T we let (®;);>0 := (e 7t2)i>0
be the quantum Markov semi-group on L£(I") associated to 9. In order to study the gradient-S, prop-
erty, we first have to specify what ‘nice’ subalgebra A C L(T') we use. For this we will always take
the x-subalgebra A := C[I']. We note that by the definition of the group von Neumann algebra, this
s-subalgebra is o-weakly dense in £(I'). Moreover, clearly C[I'] € Dom(A,) and Ay (C[I']) € C[I]. Fur-
thermore, for x € C[I'] we already showed that the mapping ¢t — ®;(z) is norm-continuous. This shows
that C[I'] indeed satisfies the properties that we need in order to define the gradient-S, property.

The gradient-S, property for p € [1,00] is now defined as the property that for a,b € C[I'] we have
that the mapping \IJZZ : L(T') — L(T) given by
1
(99) \IIGAZ (x) = —§(A¢ (azb) + aly(z)b — Ay(az)b — aly(zd))

extends to a bounded mapping on L?(L(T'),7) that is moreover in S,. We shall generally just write ¥
for \I/ZZ when the semi-group is understood.

We will introduce some notation here that makes it easier to study the gradient-S, property of the
semi-group. For u,w € I' we define a function 7%, : ' — R as

Taw (V) = ¥(avw) + 9(v) = (uv) — Y (vw)

and we simply write 7y w for Wfﬁ’,w when the function 1 is understood. We will keep v fixed in the
following. We have that the function <, w is related to the operator PAuwAw ag

1
(100) Phuy () = _§(Aw()\uvw) + )‘qu()‘V>>‘w - Aw()‘uvp‘w - )‘qu()‘VW))
1
(101) = —§7u7w(v))\uvw.
We note that by the calculation from section 3.2.1 we moreover have that (FTAwAw)* = PAurw =

UAu-1Aw=1 and that we thus get

(102) AP () = WA A ()
1
(103) = _5\1’/\“_17/\“’_1 (P)’u,w(v))‘uvw)
1
(104) = Z’yufljwfl(uvw)vmw(v))\v

1
(105) = 1|'7u,W<V)|2)‘V'
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This then means that [WAwAw|P(\y) = 27P|yy, (V) [PAy and therefore, as {\y }yer forms an orthonormal
basis, we have that

1
p
1
AusAw — Au,A _
(106) W |s, = <Z<|‘I’ wp(/\v)7/\v>> = 5luswlle,m)-
vel

Now for p € [1,00), in order to check whether ¥*wAw is in S, we thus need to check whether vy w € £, (T).
Moreover, for p = oo, the condition that WAwAw ¢ S, means that UrwAw is a compact operator, which
is precisely the case when vy w € ¢o(T), i.e. when 7y w vanishes at infinity.

The above calculations, together with lemma 3.2, give us a simple condition to check for p € [1, o]
whether the semi-group (®;);>¢ is gradient-S,

Lemma 5.1. Let T be a discrete group, and let I'g C T' be a subset that generates the entire group. Then
for p € [1,00), for a semi-group (,);>0 associated to some proper, conditionally negative function 1 on
T, we have that if v, € £p(T) for all u,w € Ty U Tyt then the semi-group (®4);>o is gradient-S,. The
same holds true for p = oo when €,(T") is replaced with co(T).

Proof. We denote Ag := {\, : g € ToUT;'} C C[[, which is a self-adjoint subset that generates C[T].
We fix p € [1,00). Now, if for all u,w € Ty UT;" we have that 7Y € Lp(T), then, by the calculation of
[Wr«ro||s,, we have that also U*wrw € S, for all u,w € Iy U I'y'. We thus find that ¥%* € S, for all
a,b € Ap, which shows by lemma 3.2 that (®,);>¢ is gradient-S,. The proof is similar for p = co. a

5.3. Checking additional conditions to obtain (AO™) and strong solidity. Let 1 be a proper,
conditionally negative definite function on a group I' satisfying ¢(uw) < ¢ (u) + ¢(w) for u,w € " and
Y(T') = Z>o. We show that the generator A, that we constructed in section 5.1 satisfies the properties
from section 4.3.2, i.e. that it is filtered and has subexponential growth. These properties are needed to
obtain the final results we are interested in.

We first show that Ay is filtered with respect to C[I']. First of all we have that (I+Ay) " (A\y) = #"(v)

for v € T', which shows that (I +Ay)~! is a compact operator as 1 is proper. The operator A, thus has
compact resolvent. Furthermore, we have that the finite dimensional subspaces
(107) C[T)(1) := Span{Ay € C[I'] : ¢(v) =1} for integers [ >0
of C[I'] are such that C[I']({)Q2, equals the eigenspace of Ay, at the eigenvalue [. For these spaces we have
that
I+k

(108) cr = e CT)()CT](k) € P CT](G) for 1,k >0

1>0 §=0
where € denotes the algebraic direct sum. The first equality holds because ¢ only takes positive integers
values and the second equality holds because ¥(uw) < ¥(u) + 1»(w) for u,w € W. Last, we note that

the eigenvalues {l : [ € Z>o} of A have subexponential growth as llim HTI =1.
- —00
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6. GRADIENT-S,, PROPERTY FOR SEMI-GROUPS ASSOCIATED TO WORD LENGTH ON COXETER GROUPS

In this section we will consider semi-groups on group von Neumann algebras of Coxeter groups. Namely,
a Coxeter group W = (S|M) has the Haagerup property by [4], which allows us to construct semi-groups
like we did in section 5.1. The function ¥g on W given by the word length with respect to the generat-
ing set S defines a proper, conditionally negative definite function by [4]. In this section we shall only
consider the quantum Markov semi-group (®;):>0 on L(W) associated to this function ¢g. With the
tools described in section 5.2, we then investigate for what type of Coxeter groups W, this semi-group is
gradient-S,, for some p € [1, 00]. We will obtain two results, theorem 6.7 and theorem 6.8, that together
give an almost complete characterization for what Coxeter systems this is the case. Last we obtain a
result, proposition 6.9, that clarifies the ‘almost complete’ characterization some more, by giving a more
direct condition on the Coxeter group.

We state here two theorems that will give us results when the semi-group is gradient-S.

Theorem 6.1. For a Coxeter group W we have that L(W) satisfies the W*-CBAP. Further, C*(W)
satisfies the CBAP and is in particular locally reflexive.

Proof. Since any Coxeter group W is weakly amenable by [19], we obtain by [7, Theorem 12.3.8.] that
L(W) satisfies W*-CBAP and that C}(WW) satisfies CBAP. Now, the CBAP implies by [7, Definition
12.4.1 and Theorem 12.4.4 and Corollary 9.4.1] that C*(W) is in particular locally reflexive. O

Theorem 6.2. Let W = (S|M) be a Coxeter group. Suppose the semi-group (U;);>o associated to the
word length 1g is gradient-Sa, then L(W) has the AOT property and is strongly solid.

Proof. As the semi-group is gradient-Sy, we have by theorem 4.2 that it is gradient coarse. We note
moreover that £() is either finite dimensional (when W is finite) or that the operator A, is filtered
and has subexponential growth by section 5.3 as g satisfies g(uw) < ¢¥g(u) + ¢g(w) for u,w € W
and g(W) = Z>( (when W is infinite). In the first case we obtain that £(W) has AO* by remark 4.5
and in the latter case we obtain this by theorem 4.4 and theorem 6.1. It now follows from theorem 4.3
and theorem 6.1 that £(W) is moreover strongly solid. O

We now make some observations that will help determine for what Coxeter groups W the semi-group
(®4)1>0 associated to g is gradient-S,. First, since ¢g only takes integer values we have for u,w € W
that 745, is in £, (W) for some p, or in ¢o(W), if and only if 745, is finite rank. Now since elements in the
set S are its own inverse, we have by lemma 5.1 that the semi-group is gradient-S, for some p € [1, o0] if
and only if for all pairs of generators u,w € S we have that %ffﬁu is finite rank. Moreover, if this is the
case then directly we have that (®,);>¢ is gradient-S, for all p € [1,00]. We state this as the following
remark.

Remark 6.3. For a Cozxeter group W, the semi-group on L(W) associated to the word length g is
gradient-S,, for some p € [1,00] (or equivalently all p € [1,00]), if and only if 'y}f’fﬂ is finite rank for all
u,w € S.

We will thus investigate for generators u,w € S when precisely fy}ffu is finite rank.

6.1. Describing support of the function 735”. The following lemma gives, for certain conditionally
negative functions 1, a simple formula for |’y}f’w|. Note that this lemma applies in particular to the word
length g.

Lemma 6.4. Let W = (S|M) be a Cozeter group. Suppose ¥ is a conditionally negative function on W
satisfying (w) = (wy1) + ...+ ¥ (wg) whenever w = wy...wy, is a reduced expression. Then for generators
u,w e S and an element v.€ W we have that |vy ,,(v)| = 2¢(u)1(uv = vw) = 2¢(w)1L(uv = vw).

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

’Y;{),w(v) = ’yg),w(uvw) = —’y}f’w(uv) = —'yff’,w(vw).
When v is fixed, we can then let z € {v, uv, vw, uvw} be such that |z| = min{|v|, |[vw|, |[vw|, luvw|}. Then
we have |y¢,,(z)| = [7¢,,(v)|. Furthermore, because |z| is minimal we have |uz| = [zw| = |z| + 1. Thus,

if z = 2z1....2;; is a reduced expression for z we have that uz;...z; and zy....zpw are reduced expressions
for uz respectively zw. Therefore, ¥ (uz) = ¥ (u) + ¥ (z) and ¥ (zw) = ¥ (z) + ¢ (w). Hence

(109) Vi () = 9 (uzw) + ) (z) — (uz) — ) (zw)
(110) = Y(uzw) — ¥(2) — P(u) — P(w).
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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.

In the first case we have that uz;....zxw is reduced so that ¢ (uzw) = ¥ (u) +¢¥(z) + ¥ (w) and therefore
e W) = [7¢ ., (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| + 2.

In the second case we have that wz....zpw is not reduced. Therefore, by the exchange condition
(see [18, Theorem 3.3.4.]) and the fact that |uzw| = |z] < |zw| we have that wuz...zpw is equal to
21...2i—1%i4+1..2kWw for some index 1 < ¢ < k, or that uzy....zpw = 21....25. Now, if the former, we also have
that uz = 21...2;—12i41...2; 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) = ¥(z) and Y(u) = Y(uz) — P(z) =
Y(zw) — ¥(z) = ¥(w). In this case we thus obtain that
(111) Vi (2) = Y(uzw) — ¥(2) — () — P(w) = 24 (u) = 24 (w)

)

which shows that [v¥ (V)| = |74, (2)| = 2¢(u) = 2¢(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 [y¥,,(v)| = 2¢)(u) = 2¢)(w) and that v does satisfy uv = vw. This
thus shows us that [y¥,,(v)] = 2¢(u)1(uv = vw) = 2¢(w)1L(uv = vw).

O

We note that for the word length g we have 1g(s) > 0 for all generators s € S. Now by lemma 6.4,
in order to see when 'yffﬁu 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.

m

For distinct i, j € {1,...,|S|} we will, whenever the label m; ; is finite, denote k; ; = [ 52| > 1. Now
if m; j is even, then m; ; = 2k; ; and we set r; ; = si(sjsi)kivjfl. If m; ; is odd, then m; ; = 2k; ; +1 and
we set r; ; = (s;5;)". Furthermore we set

S; My j €Ven Sj My 5 €ven
(112) Qjj = 5; bi,j = { Cij = S;j dij =

S5 My 5 odd S; m; j odd

Then a;; and b; ; are respectively the first and last letter of the word r; ;. Furthermore when m; ; is
even we have c; jr; ;j = sj8;(sj8:)F 71 = (sj8;)F = (si8;)k = r; j8; = vy jd; ; and when m, ; is odd

we have ¢; ;r; ; = 5;(8:8;)"9 = s;(sj8;)"9 =1; ;8; = r; jd; ;. Thus in either case ¢; jr; ; =r; ;d; ;.

We will now for generators u, w € S show for what kind of words v € W with |v| < |uv|, |vw| we have
that uv = vw. In proposition 6.6 we then give a precise description of the support of V}f’ju.

Lemma 6.5. For generators u,w € S and a word v € W with |v| < |uv], |[vw| we have uv = vw if and
only if v can be written in the reduced form v = r; j ....Ty 5, so that u = ¢;, j, and w = d;, 5, and so
that for 1 =1,...,k — 1 we have that c;,_, j,., = di, j, and i, j,., & {54,585, and by, j, & {Sijsrs s }-

Proof. First, suppose that v can be written in the given form v =r;, j,.....r;, ;, with the given conditions
on ¢;, j, and d;, j,. Then since we have ¢;, ;14 j, = T4, 5,di, j, = T4y 5,Ciyyr,5ia 0T 1 =1,...,k =1, and since
u = ¢, 5, 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 to 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. Note first that the
statement holds for n = 0, since then no such v € W exists. Thus, assume that the statement holds for
n — 1, we prove the statement for n. Let u,w € S and v € W be with |v| =n and |uv| = |vw| = |v| +1
and uv = vw. Let (v1,...,v,) be a reduced expression for v. Then the expression (u,v1,...,v,) and
(v1,....; U, 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 # vy, we can as in the proof of [18, theorem 3.4.2(ii)] find a reduced ex-
pression (Y1, ..., Yn+1) for uv with n > m — 1 so that (y1,....., ym) = (u, v1, u,v1, ..., u) whenever m is odd,
and (Y1, ..., Ym) = (4,01, ....,u,v1) whenever m is even. This is to say that if we let 49, jo € {1,...,]|S|} be
such that v; = s;, and u = s, then we have that r;, ;o = y2...ym and ¢;, j, = sj, = u. Note that by the
proof of [18, theorem 3.4.2(ii)] we have in particular that m < oco. Now moreover, since y; = u we have
that (ya,...., Yn+1,w) is a expression for vw, and this expression is reduced since |vw| =n + 1.
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Now suppose that m = n + 1, then v =r;, ;, and 99 # jo since u # v1. Now, we have u = s;, = ¢, j,
and furthermore, since r;; j,diy.jo = Cio,joTio,io = UV = VW = Ty, jow, also w = d Thus in this case
we can write v in the given form.

10,J0 "

Now suppose m < n + 1 and define v/ = yp41...yn41 and o’ = d;; j, and w’ = w. Note that since
_— . — . . / P . .
U = S, = Ciy,j, and v’ = d;, ;, we have

TigjoW V' = ur, j, v =uv =vw =r; ;v'w.
Therefore u'v’ = v'w’. Moreover |[u'v'| = |[v/w'| = |v/|+1 since (Ym41, s Yn+1, w) 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;, ;. for some indices i, j; € {1,...,|S|} with i; # j; so that v’ = ¢;, j,
and w’ = d;, j, and so that for [ = 1,....,k — 1 we have that ¢;_, j,., = di,j, and a4, j,, & {5i,,5;}
and b;, j, & {811+ 55, }- Hence we can write v = ry j, V' = Ty jo.....Tiy j,.. We also have u = s, = ¢4, j,
and w = v’ = d;, j, and d;, ;, = v’ = ¢;, ;,. Furthermore, since [v| =n=(m—-1)4+(n—-—m+1) =
Iriy jo| + |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 b;, j, # di,jo = Ciy,jx # Gir,jr- NOW as
also ¢, j,, a5, € {Si,Sj,} we obtain that a;, j, = b, j,. However as r;, ;, ends with b;, ;, and as r;, ;
starts with a;, j, we then obtain that r;, j,ri, j; is not a reduced expression. This contradicts the fact
that the expression for v is reduced. Likewise, if a;, ;, € {si,,5;,} Wwe have because of the fact that
Ay 51 7& Ciy,j1 = dio,jn 7& bio,jo and dio’jmbio’jo S {siovsjo} that Aiy,5, = bio,jo' This then shows that
Tig.joTis ;. 15 not a reduced expression, which contradicts the fact that the expression for v is reduced.
This proves the lemma. O

Proposition 6.6. Let u,w € S. Then we have z € supp( }ffu) if and only if z € {v,uv,vw,uvw}, where
v 15 a word as in lemma 6.5.

Proof. Tt is clear that if z € {v,uv,vw,uvw} where v is of the form of lemma 6.5, that we then have
that uz = zw, and hence by lemma 6.4 that z/szﬁu(z) # 0. For the other direction we suppose that
z € supp(745,). Then we have that uz = zw holds by lemma 6.4. 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 6.5. Last, we note that z € {v,uv, vw, uvw}, which
finishes the proof. O

6.2. Parity paths in Coxeter diagram. In proposition 6.6 we showed precisely for what kind of words
v € W we have v € supp( }ffu) The question is now whether this support is finite for 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 Wwith the condition from lemma 6.5. To answer the
question on whether this is the case, we shall identify these expressions with certain walks in a graph.

We will let Graphg(W) = (V, E) be the complete simple graph with vertex set V' = S and labels
m;; on the edges {s;,s;} € E. We let k& > 1 and 1,5 € {1,..,]S]} for | = 1,...,k and we let
P = (5j,,Si1,8j5, s Sji» Si ) be a walk in 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 ¢; # j; for all [ and if for [ = 1,..,k — 1 we have
Sjiey = iy 5, and 41 & {ig, ji}. We will moreover call the parity path P, a cyclic parity path if the path
P = (8,5 Siys ey Sjus Sixs 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 parity path is defined such that walking the path any number of times in a row, gives
you a parity path.

We shall now show in the following two lemmas that the gradient-S, property of the semi-group (®;):>0
on L(W) associated to the word length g, is almost equivalent with the non-existence of parity paths
in Graphg(W).

Theorem 6.7. Let W = (S|M) be a Cozeter system. Suppose there is a cyclic parity path

P = (Sj175i173j27 sy Sjkasik.)
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in Graphg(W) in which the labels mg, j,,m4 4.\, ™Mj ., are all unequal to 2. Then the semi-group
(®1)i>0 associated to the word length g is not gradient-S, for any p € [1, c0].

Proof. Suppose the assumptions hold. Then we have that there exists a parity path of the form P =

(8415801 Sjas s Sjps Sin> Sjusss Sipes) Where s; = s;, and s;, = s;5,,,. We will denote vi =1y, j, .15, j, .
We note that by the definition of a parity path we have d;, ;, = s;,,., = ¢y, j,,, for I =1,..,k — 1 and
iy, g1 = Sjnis = Sjn = Ciyj- We now define u = ¢;, ;, = d;, ;. Now we thus have uv; = viu. This

means by lemma 6.4 that 725 (v1) # 0. We show that 1s(v1) > k. To see this, note that a;,,, j,, =
S & {8,585} by the definition of the parity path. Furthermore, since b;, ;, # di, j, = Ciy iy, and
bihjl # iy g1 (as Qiy 1,514 ¢ {Sizvsjl} > bihjz) and Qi 1,141 = S # Sjiyr = Cirgrgiqr WE have that
biy gy & {Qier jisrs Cirerjisr ) = {Sirsrs Sjisy ;- Now, since there are no labels m;, j, equal to 2 we have
that the sub-words r;, j, contain both elements s; and sj;. This means, since a;,,, j,,, & {85} and
b, jy & {Si141» 55,1 ) that the only sub-words of vy of the form (s;, 55, 54, ..., 54, 55) Or (84,55, Siy ..., 55, 54)

are the sub-words of r;, j for some [ = 1,...,k, and the words (b;, j,, i, j ) for I = 1,k — 1.
Now we have that |r; ;| = m; j; — 1 and for s; = b;;, and s; = a;.,, j,, we have [s;s;] = 2 <
min{m;, i, ., Mj ., } —1 < my ; — 1. Furthermore, there are no sub-words of vy of the form (s;,s;). This

means that the expression for vy is M-reduced, and therefore, by [18, Theorem 3.4.2], that the expression
is reduced. This means that 1g(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(vy) > nk and 725 (vy,) # 0. Therefore /5,
is not finite rank, and hence the semi-group (®;);>0 is not gradient-S, for any p € [1, cc]. ]

Theorem 6.8. Let W = (S|M) be a Cozeter group. If there does not exist a cyclic parity path in
Graphg (W) then the semi-group (®;);>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, c0]. We will show that a cyclic parity path
exists. Namely, since the semi-group is not gradient-S,, there exist by remark 6.3 generators u,w € S for
which 773, is not finite rank. Set m = max{m;; : 1 < i, <|S]}\ {co}. We can thus let z € supp(v,3,)
be with g(z) > m|S|> + 2. Then by proposition 6.6 there is a v € {z, uz, zw, uzw} such that we can
write v in reduced form v = r;, j ....r;, ;. with the conditions as in lemma 6.5. Now define the path
P = (8j,,8iy, -1 5jy i, ). We show that this is a parity path. By the properties that we obtained from
lemma 6.5, we have that i; # j; and that m;, j < oo for all I. Moreover s;, ., = ¢, j., = dij
and s;, = a4 j, & {Si,1+5j4, ). This shows that P is a parity path. Note furthermore that since
hs(v) > g(z) — 2 > m|S|?, we have that P has length |P| = 2k > 2wSTM > 2|S|2. Therefore, there
must exist indices I < I’ such that (s;;,,s;,) = (sj,,5i,). The sub-path (sj, s, .85, ,,j,_,) then is a
cyclic parity path.

O

6.3. Characterization of graphs that contain cyclic parity paths. In the previous section, in
theorem 6.7 and theorem 6.8 we have showed that the gradient-S, property is almost equivalent to the
non-existence of a cyclic parity path. We shall now characterize in proposition 6.9 precisely when a graph
possesses a cyclic parity path. The content of this proposition is moreover visualized in fig. 2. Thereafter
we state two corollaries that follow from this proposition and from theorem 6.7 and theorem 6.8. These
corollaries give an ‘almost’ complete characterization of the types of Coxeter systems for which the semi-
group associated to g is gradient-S,.

The following lemma show exactly when a cyclic parity path P in the graph Graphg(W) exists.

Proposition 6.9. Let us denote V=5 and Ey = {{i,j} : m; ; € 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, E1) is a forest, and for
every connected component C of (V, E1) there is at most one edge {t,r} € Eg witht € 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, E4) is not a forest. Then we can find a cycle Q = (s;,,5,, ..., 85, S5, ) ILL
(V, E1). Now, since all edges are odd, this means that

P = (8j158j21 Sjar Sjar Sjas oo s Sin)
is a cyclic parity path. Indeed, if we denote ji+1 := j1 and jgio := jo, then j; # ji4q1 for [ =1,.., k and
we have s;,, = dj,,, j and jiyo & {ji+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,m1},{t2, 72} € Eo with t1,to € C and ri,79 & C. If t; = 5 then r1 # ro and a cyclic parity
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Graphs with and without a cyclic parity path

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

FIGURE 2. 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(s;,s;) is shown on the edge
{si,8;}. 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
{84,855} and {s5, s¢}. The graph in (A) satisfies the assumptions of proposition 6.9 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, $2, S3, S4, S4, S5, S4, S3) (another cyclic parity path uses the node s1) The graph
in (C) does also not satisfy the assumptions of the proposition as it contains a cycle with
odd labels. Here a cyclic parity path is given by P = (s1, ss, S5, S6, S6, 1) (another cyclic
parity path is obtained by walking in reverse order).

path is given by P = (t1,71,t1,72). In the case that t; and ¢y are distinct there is a simple path
Q = (t1, Siys s Sip, t2) in (V, Eq) from t; to to. The path

P= (tla Sj1a8j178j27 sza ceey Sjk,Sjk7t2,t2,T27t27 sjk7sjk>sjk_1asjk_17“'> Sjlvsjlatla tlvrl)

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

P1 = (tl, 551355195525 Sjas ey Shpsy Sjk,tg)
and
Py = (t2’ Sk Siks Sgr—1>Sjk—12---Sj15 5415 tl)

are parity paths, since they are obtained from a simple path in (V, E7). 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 ro & {sjk ,t2} as the label of the edge between t5 and 79 is even. Furthermore, since P; is a parity
path we have that s; # to. Thus also s;, & {t2,r2}. Furthermore, if we let 4, j be such that ¢t = s,
r9 = 8;, then since m;, ; is odd, we have that t3 = d; ;, and since m; ; is even we have ¢t = 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| FE;) for which there exists an edge
{t,t'} € Ep with t,t’ € C. Then we can, similar to what we just did, obtain a cyclic parity path by
taking t1 =t and to = t' and r; = and ro = t.

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'} € E, with t,t’ € C. Suppose there exists a cyclic parity path
P = (8j,,8iy5 - Sji» i) iIn (V, Ey U Eq), we show that this gives a contradiction. Namely, first suppose
that P only has odd edges. Then we have s;,,, =d;, ;, = s; forl =1,..,k—1 and s;, = d;, ;, = s;,,, and
thus P = (Si,, Siys Siys Siny Sins ey Sip_y1s Sip ). However, since also ;41 & {i1, 51} = {41,%-1}, this means
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that @ = (Si,, Sigy ey Siy» Siy ) 18 a cycle in (V, Eq). 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;, ; is even. By
choosing the starting point of P as j; instead of j;, we can assume that m;, j, is even. Now in that case
we have sj, = d;, j, = sj,. We must moreover have iy & {i1,j1} as P is a parity path. Now as the
edges {i1,71} and {iz,jo} are thus distinct, and share an endpoint, we obtain that m,, j, is odd. This
means that js = d;, j, = i2 # ja. Now the sub-path (s;,, Siy; -, Sjx» Sins Sjr» Siy) 18 also a parity path.
Denote jri1 = j1 and igq1 = 41 and let 3 < k' < k + 1 be the smallest index such that s;,, = s;,.
Note that such %’ exists since sj,,, = sj, = sj,. Then the sub-path P’ := (sj,,si,,...,5j,,,5;,,) is a
parity path, and the labels m;, j, for [ =2,...,k" — 1 are odd since s, is the only vertex in its connected
component in (V, Ey) that is connected by an edge in Ey. Thus, just like previous case we have that
P’ = (84,,,8iy, Sigs Sig» -+ Siy_,+ 5, ). Now this means that the path Q = (s;,,, 5y, Siy, .-, 5,,) contains
a cycle, which is a contradiction with the fact that (V, E) is a forest. This proves the lemma. ]

We now state two corollaries that directly follow from theorem 6.7, theorem 6.8 and proposition 6.9.

Corollary 6.10. Let W = (S|M) be a Cozxeter system and fix p € [1,00]. Let us denote Ey = {(4,7) :
m;; € 2N} and By = {(i,7) : m;; € 2N+ 1}. Then the semi-group (®;)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, 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.

Corollary 6.11. Let W = (S|M) be a Cozeter system satisfying M(s;,s;) # 2 for all s;,s; € S. Fix
p € [1,00]. Let us denote Ey = {(¢,7) : M(si,s;) € 2N} and Ey = {(,) : M(s;,8;) € 2N+ 1}. Then the
semi-group (®4)¢>0 on LIW) associated to the word length g is gradient-S, if and only if (S, E1) is a
forest, and for every connected component C' of (S, Ey) there is at most one edge {t,r} € Ey witht € C
and r ¢ C and no edge {t,t'} € Ey with t,t' € C.

In the cases that we have obtained the gradient-S, property, we get by theorem 6.2 that £(W) has
the (AO™) property, and is strongly solid. We remark however the following result from [6, Example 5.1]

Proposition 6.12. 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, (Wa) (counting multiplicities), then the Coxeter groups are equal, that is Wi = Ws.

Hence, it turns out that that the Coxeter groups are in some cases actually equal. In such case we
have obtained the gradient-S, property for multiple quantum Markov semi-groups.
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7. GRADIENT—SP SEMI-GROUPS ASSOCIATED TO WEIGHTED WORD LENGTHS ON COXETER GROUPS

In this section we will consider proper, conditionally negative definite functions on Coxeter groups
that 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). This is
the main aim of this section. The structure of this section is as follows. We first prove, in section 7.1,
for certain functions ¢ that they are conditionally negative. Thereafter, we shall use these functions in
section 7.2 to prove for certain Coxeter groups W that we can construct a gradient-S, quantum Markov
semi-group on L(W).

7.1. Certain weighted word lengths define proper, conditionally negative functions. For a
Coxeter group W there are, besides the standard word length w.t.r. some generators, also other kinds
of conditionally negative definite functions (see [5] for more on this). We shall show that for certain
non-negative weights x = (r1,...7)5) we can construct a conditionally negative functions ¢ on W as
the word length with respect to the weights x on the generators. Thereafter, we examine when these
functions are moreover proper.

7.1.1. Weighted word lengths that are conditionally negative. We will denote a;_p/hS(W) for the subgraph
of Graphg (W) that has vertex set S and edge set E = {(s;,s;) : 3 < M(s;,s;) < oo}. We will furthermore

denote C; for the connected component in Graphg (W) that contains s;. We have the following lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Let W = (S|M) be a Cozeter group. Then if x € [0,00)!%! is such that x; = x; whenever
Ci = Cj, then the function ¥x : W — [0,00) given for a word w = wi...wy, in reduced expression by

Yy (W) = Zli‘l xi|{l : w; = s;}| is well-defined, and is conditionally negative.

Proof. Let n = (ny,...,n5) € NI5I be such that n; = n; whenever C; = C;. We denote S, = {55 :1 <
i <|S],1 <k <mn;} for the set of letters. We then define My, : S, = NU {oco} as:

M(Si,Sj) C7:Cj andk:l
Mn(sik, 8j0) = 2 Ci=Cjand k #1.
M(si,55) Ci #Cj

We set Wn = (Sn|Mpn). We now define a homomorphism ¢, : W — ,V[v/n given for generators by pn(s;) =
5i18i,2.--Sin,- We note that on(s;)® = $i,1...8in,8i,1..-Sin, = S;.1.--5; n, = €. Furthermore, when C; = C;
we have that n; = n; and (¢n(8;)en(5;))™ = (Si1--Sim; Sj,1-85m,)™ = (83,155,1)™ (81,25 55,2) ™+ -(Sin; Sjn, )™
This means that in this case (¢n(S;)n(s ))M(Q“QJ) = e. If C; # C; then either M(s;,s;) = 2 or

M(SZ‘,Sj) =oo0. If M(Si,Sj) = 2 then also (pn( i)(pn(Sj) = 3i,1~-~si,ni8j,1-~-5j,nj = Sj,l-~-5j,nj$i,1---8i,ni =
©n(8i)¢n(s;) holds. Therefore, we can extend ¢, to words w = wi...wp € W by defining o, (w) =
@n(w1)...on(wg). 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...w, € W is a reduced
expression, then ¢n(W) = @n(wy).. <pn(w;€) is also a reduced expression. This means in particular that
<pn is injective. Furthermore, if we denote z/Jn for the word length on Wrl7 then we have that for a word

= wi....w € W written in a reduced expression that

(113) wn o ‘pn an (pn wl
|S| ~

(114) = thnlen(s){l : w = s;}
=1
|S]

(115) => nil{l:w = si}l.
i=1
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Now fix x € [0,00)!%l with x; = x; whenever C; = C;. For m € N define n,, € NI®l by (n,,); =
[max;] + 1 € N. Now, for w € W with reduced expression w = w;...wy we have

S| S|

1 ~
11 — Un n 'Ll - 3
6) | om0 = Dl = s <

|- H{l:wr = si}|

a1 Z I # 1= manl gy = sy

IS\

(118) <Z*|{l wy = s;}|

2|W|
119 < —
(19) <2
and hence %Jnm o <,0nm~(W) — Zgl x;|{l : w; = s;}| as m — oo. This shows in particular that 1y is well

defined. Now, since -Lthy, . 0 ¢n, — thx point-wise, and since %1;“ O ¢, is conditionally negative, we
have by [2, Proposition C.2.4(ii)] that ¢« is conditionally negative. O

We state two remarks to lemma 7.1.

Remark 7.2. By lemma 7.1, in the case of a right-angled Coxeter group W = (S|M) we have that every
weight x € [0, oo)'s‘ defines a conditionally negative function.

Remark 7.3. For a general Coxeter group W = (S|M) and arbitrary non-negative weights x € [0, 00)!
the weighted word length is not well-defined. Indeed, if s;,s; € S are such that M(s;,s;) is odd, then for
ki ;= LWJ we have that (s;s;)*is; and s;j(s;s;)*i 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. In that case we can study the
gradient-S,, property of the associated semi-group.

7.1.2. Weighted word lengths that are proper. Let us fix a Coxeter system W = (S|M). Let Z C S be a
subset of the generators such that for i = 1,..,|S| either C; C Z or C;NZ = (). We can define non-negative
weights x € [0,00)/°l by x(i) = xz(i). Then by lemma 7.1 we have that 1 defines a conditionally
negative function on W, and we shall denote this function by 7. We give the following characterization
on when the function vz is moreover proper.

Proposition 7.4. The function ¥z is proper if and only if the elements S\ Z generate a finite subgroup.

Proof. Indeed, if the generated group H is infinite, then vz 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 =
wi....w € W we can not have that wy, w41, ...wi4n € S\ Z for some 1 <1 <k — N as the expressions
Wy, WW 41, WWi+1Wit2, .. would all be distinct elements in H. This thus implies that 7 (w) > ]\l,LJr‘l -1
which shows that vz is proper in this case. O

7.2. Gradient-S, property with respect to weighted word length 7. We let W = (S|M) be a
Coxeter system. When a subset Z C S is such that 17 defines a proper, conditionally negative definite
function on W, we can study the gradient-S, property of the associated semi-group. We shall only do this
for right-angled Coxeter groups. For such group, by remark 7.2, we have that 7 defines a conditionally
negative function for all Z C S. If the set Z then is moreover such that the elements in S \ Z pair-wise
commute, then 7 is also proper.

Now, when the above property on the set 7 is satisfied, we can study the gradient-S, property of the
associated semi-group. For this we note that the functions vy satisfies Py (W) = Py (w1) + .. + ¥k (wg)
when w = wj...wy is a reduced expression. Therefore, by lemma 6.4 we have that fy}f,’;u(v) # 0 for
u,w € S and v € W if and only if uv = vw and ¥(u) > 0.

Theorem 7.5. Let W = (S|M) be a right-angled Coxeter group and let x € [0,00)%l and p € [1,00].
Furthermore, suppose the function vy is proper. Then, the semi-group (®;);>0 induced by vy is gradient-

» if and only if there do not exist generators r,s,t € S with M(r,s) = M(r,t) =2 and M(s,t) = 0o and
Ux(r) > 0.
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Proof. Suppose that (®;);>0 is not gradient-S,, for some p € [1, co]. We will show the generators with the
given properties exits. Namely, there are generators u, w for which 7}{”’;} is not finite rank. We can thus let
v € W with |v| > [S| 41 be such that y¢%,(v) # 0. Then uv = vw and 9x(u), ¥x(w) > 0 by lemma 6.4.
We note moreover that, by [18, Lemma 3.3.3] we have 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, with
the conditions as in lemma 6.5. Now, as M(s;,, sj) < oo we must have M(s;,,s;,) =2 for I =1, ..., k.
Hence z = s;, 84,...5;,. Furthermore s;,, , = s; for [ = 1,..,k — 1 since M(s;,, ;) is even. We define
r = sj,. Then r = ¢;, j, = u so that ¥x(r) > 0. Furthermore, since k = |z| > |v| — 1 > |S| there exist
indices | < I’ such that M (s;,, s;,) = co. We then set s = s;, and t = s;,. Then M(s,7) = M(s;,,55) =2
and likewise M (¢,r) = 2. This shows all stated properties hold for r, s, t.

For the other direction, suppose that there exist r, s,t € S with M(r,s) = M(r,t) = 2 and M(s,t) = 00
and 9« (r) > 0. Define the words v,, = (st)". Then we have |v,| = 2n and hence {v,,},>1 are all distinct.
Moreover, we have 7v,, = v,r and ¢ (r) > 0. This means by lemma 6.4 that v/5(v,) = ¢x(r) > 0 for
n > 1. Thus the semi-group (®;);>¢ is not gradient-S,,. O

As in section 6 it follows that when the semi-group is gradient-Ss we obtain that £(W) has the (AO™)
property and is strongly solid. Indeed, it is clear from section 5.3 that when W is infinite the operator A,
is filtered w.r.t C[I¥] and has subexponential growth. The result then follows analogue to theorem 6.2.
We now state a useful corollary that follows this fact and the previous lemma.

Corollary 7.6. Let W = (S|M) be a right-angled Cozeter group and let p € [1,00]. Furthermore set
(120) So={reS:3s,teS:M(r,s)=M(r,t) =2 and M(s,t) = oo}

and T = S\ So. Then, if the elements in Sy pairwise commute, we have that the function ¢z on W
induces a gradient-S, semi-group (®:)i>o. In particular L(W) has the AOT property and is strongly
solid.

The set Sy can also be described as the set of all the generators that are contained in multiple maximal
cliques. Here with a clique we mean a set of generators that pair-wise commute.

Example of right-angled Coxeter group with gradient-S, semi-group

FIGURE 3. In the above, the graph Graphg(W) is denoted for a certain right-angled
Coxeter group. The edges with label co have been omitted. The set Sy has been denoted
in red. As all elements in this set pairwise commute, we obtain that the function ¥z
with Z = S\ Sp induces a gradient-S,, quantum Markov semi-group for all p.

We note that the (AO™) and strong solidity results from corollary 7.6 were already known, as they fol-
low from [21, Lemma 6.2.8] and from [36, Theorem 1.4]. The techniques we use here are different however.

We give a simple example of a right-angled Coxeter group W = (S| M) for which we can find a subset
Z C S so that vz is proper, and so that the associated semi-group is gradient-S, for p € [1,00]. We
furthermore note that in our example, the semi-group associated to the standard word length g is not
gradient-S,, for any p € [1, 00]. Another example is shown in fig. 3

Example 7.7. Let S = {s1, s2, 53,54} and define M as M(s;,s;) =1 whenever i = j, as M(s;,s;) =2
whenever |t — j| = 1, and as M(s;,s;) = oo whenever |i — j| > 2. We set W = (S|M) and denote
T = {s1,84}. Then since the elements in S\Z = {s2,s3} commute, they generate a finite subgroup. This
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thus means that ¢z is proper. Now, since there is only one generator in {ss, 3,84} that commutes with
s1, and also only one generator in {s1,s2,s3} that commutes with sy, we have that the generators r,s,t
as in theorem 7.5 do not exist. This means that the semi-group (®;)i>0 associated to ¥z is gradient-S,
for all p € [1,00]. However, for this Cozeter group, the semi-group associated to the world length g is
not gradient-S, for any p € [1,00]. Indeed, if we set r = sa, s = s1 and t = s3 then theorem 7.5 shows
that this is not the case.
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8. GRADIENT-S,, PROPERTY FOR SEMI-GROUPS ON HECKE ALGEBRAS

Let W = (S|M) be a Coxeter system. In this section we will, instead of looking at a semi-group
on the group von Neumann algebra £(W), consider semi-groups on the Hecke algebras Ny (W). These
Hecke algebras are deformations of £(W), depending on the parameter ¢. In section 8.1 we shall give a
definition of these algebras. In section 8.2 we shall then study the gradient-S, property of semi-groups
on these algebras. Last, in section 8.3 we shall, under some assumptions, consider semi-groups on certain
Hecke algebras and prove the gradient-Ss property of these semi-groups.

8.1. Definition of Hecke algebra. We will give a definition of these Hecke algebras. Let us fix ¢ =
(¢s)ses with g5 > 0 for s € S and such that ¢; = ¢; whenever s,t € S are conjugate in W. In this text we

shall call such tuples Hecke tuples. Moreover, we will denote py(q) = %=. We can as in [18, Theorem

Vs
19.1.1] define for s € S the operators T . ly(W) — £5(W) given by
qu)(tsw) _ Osw lsw| > |w| .
Osw + Ps(Q)0w  |sW] < |W]
For these operators we have
(121) <Ts(q)(5w)’52> = (Osw, 0z) + (Ps(q) 0w, 62) L(|sw| < |w])
(122) = (0w, 0sz) + (0w, Ps(9)05)1(|s2] < |z])

(123) = (6w, T\ (65))

S

that is (Ts(q))* =T,
Now, for a word w € W with reduced expression w = wy....wy, we can set Tl = Tu(,ql) ..... Tu(,?, which

is well-defined by [18, Theorem 19.1.1]. We note that we have (T‘gf))* = T‘qu_)l and T (0e) = Ow-
Furthermore for s € S and w € W they satisfy the equations

(124) TOTE =T + ps (T L(|sw| < |wl)
(125) TOT =T + ps ()T (| ws| < [w).

Note that the first equation holds by the proof of [18, Theorem 19.1.1], and the second equation follows
by taking the adjoint on both sides.

We will denote C,[W] for the *-algebra spanned by the linear basis {T&,q) :w € W}. We furthermore
denote Cy (W) C B(l2(W)) for the C*-algebra obtained by taking the closure of C,[W]. Finally, we define
the Hecke von Neumann-algebra Ny (W) (or simply N;) as the strong closure of Ci(W). We equip the
von Neumann algebra with the faithful finite trace 7(z) = (xd., d.). We note here that when ¢ = (¢s)ses
is taken as ¢s = 1 for s € S, then (NV,,7) is simply the group von Neumann algebra £(W). The group
von Neumann algebra is thus a special case of a Hecke algebra.

When the tuple ¢ = (gs)ses is fixed, we will simply write Ty, instead of T and ps instead of ps(q).

8.2. Gradient-S, property for semi-groups on Hecke-algebras. Let W = (S|M) be a Coxeter
system. Fix a Hecke tuple ¢ = (¢s)ses with the stated properties, we will consider semi-groups on the
von Neumann algebra N,. We let 1) be a proper conditionally negative definite function on W. We

define an unbounded operator Aff) on L*(N,,T) by putting Aff)(Tw) = Y(w)Ty for the orthogonal
basis vectors {Ty : w € W}. While a proper, conditionally negative function always induces a quantum
Markov semi-group on the algebra £(W), this is not the case on N;(W). We can define for t > 0 a
mapping @, : C,[W] — C,[W] as ®,(Tw) = e~ t(Tw)T,,, but this map may generally not extend to a
u.c.p map on Ny(W). In this subsection we shall work under the assumption that ¢ is such that ¥,
actually extends to a u.c.p. map.

Assumption 8.1. We have that ¢ is a proper, conditionally negative function for which, for t > 0 the
function @, : C4[W] — C,[W] given by ®,(Tw) = e (W), extends to a u.c.p. map on N,(W).

If assumption 8.1 is satisfied then (®;);>¢ forms a quantum Markov semi-group on N,. Indeed, the
maps (P;);> then form a semi-group of u.c.p. maps. The fact that ®, is symmetric follows, as in
section 5.1, from the fact that 7(®4(Ty)Tg) = 7(Tg®: (1)) for all r,g € W. Continuity of the map
t — @, (z) wr.t the strong topology of Ny (W) follows also similar to section 5.1, which shows that
(®¢)i>0 is a quantum Markov semi-group.
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Under assumption 8.1 we can study the gradient-S, property of this semi-group. This we will do
now. In order to do this, we first have to fix our appropriate *-subalgebra A C N;. For this, we can
in fact just take A = Span{Tw : w € W}, which is a o-weakly dense *-sub-algebra of N,;. Moreover
A C D(A) and A(A) C A and ¢ — P;(a) is norm-continuous for a € A. This means that we can check
the gradient-S, property with respect to the sub-algebra A. Moreover, since the set Ay := {Ts : s € S}
forms a self-adjoint set that generates the x-algebra A, we have by lemma 3.2 that in order to check the
gradient-S, property for (®;);>¢ we only have to check that PTwTw ig in Sp for generators u,w € S. To
check when this is the case we shall make some calculations to obtain a s1mphﬁed expression for W7 Tw,
8.2.1. Simplified expression for the operator UTwTw We make some calculations to obtain an explicit,
simplified expression for the operator U7 v for u,w € S. We will fix u,w € S and let v € W. We have
by the multiplication rules that

(126) Tu(TvTy) = TuTvw + Ty Typu1(|vw| < |v])
(128) + (Tuv + 2L (Juv| < |V])pwl(jvw] < |v]).

We can now make the following calculations

(129) Ay(TIVT ) = Y(uvw)Tyvw + Y (vw)pu Ty L(juvw| < [vw])

(130) + (V) Tuypu L(|vw| < [v]) + 9 (V)puTypul(luv] < [v))1(jvw| < |v])
(131) TuAy(TV)Tw = (V) (Tuvew + PuTvwl(Juvw| < [vuwl))

(132) T (V) (Tuy + pu Ty (Juv| < |V]))pu1(|vw| < [v])

(133) TuAy(TyTyw) = Y(vw) Ty Tvw + (V) T Typu (| vw| < |v])

(134) = V(W) (Tuvw + puTvol(juvw| < [vw]))

(135) + V) (Tuv + pu T (Juv| < [V)))pol(jve| < |v])

(136)  Ap(TuT) Ty = $(uv) T T + $(V)pu T Tl (fuv] < v))

(137) — (V) (T + Tawp L (uvio] < Juv]))

(138) B)pu(Tos + Topul(veo] < (V)1 (uv] < [v]).

Now by collecting all terms we get

(139) 203" (Ty) = Ap(TuToTow) + Tuly (To) Ty — TuAy (T Tow) — Ay (T,Ty) T

(140) = (Y (uvw) + P(v) = Y(vw) — Y(uv)) Tuvw

(141) + [ (uv) +9(v) = D(v)L(Jvw| < [v]) = Y (uv)L(Juvw| < [uv])] Tuvpuw
(142) + [ (vw) + P (v) = p(vw)) L(Juvw| < [vw|) — P(v)L(Juv] < [V]))]puTvw
(143) + (@ (v) +¥(v) = () = (V) L(Juv| < [V)I([vw| < [v])puTypuw

(144) = "Y:f,w(v) uvw

(145) +Y(uv)(L(|vw| < |v]) = L(luvw| < [uv]))TuyPuw

(146) + (V) (L(Juvw| < [vw]) = L(Juv| < [v])puTvw

(147) = 7$,w( ) Tuvew

(145) ] e e K

(149) () <|vw| — |ng| +1 [v| — \;v| + 1) ouTon

(150) =% (V) Ty + 5 : 5 ([wvw] + v = [ve] = [uv]) (§(uv) Tuvpw = $(V)puTvw)
(151) 7 (V) v + lvuf,xv)(w(uv)nva — U(V)puTen)

2

where g is the proper conditionally negative function given by the word length. Now, when uv # vw
we have by lemma 6.4 that v%5,(v) = 0. In the other case that uv = vw holds, we have [$705,(v)| =
1g(u) = 1. In this case the elements u and w are also conjugate and therefore p,, = p,,. Combining these
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facts we obtain the simplified formula for 77w given by

(152 EET (T = 5 (220 v + 520N G00) ~ VD).

2

8.2.2. Bound on Sy-norm of WT«Tw  Using the simplified expression for U7« T that we have obtained,

we shall now give an upper bound on the S; norm of W7+ Tw  When this upper bound is finite it can be
used to show to show that the semi-group that we considered is gradient-Ss. In the following, we shall
work under the assumption that (uw) < (u) + ¢(w) holds for u,w € W.

We let u,w € S. Using the expression for WT«"Tw that we found, and using the fact that {T% }vew is
an orthonormal basis for L2(N, (W), 7) we obtain that for the Se-norm of W7« Tv we have the following
bound

(153) 1WA 15, = D (WA (1), W (1))
vew
1 1
(150 1 3 [u @l + R WP - o) PlnP]
veWw

(155)

IA

1 1
1 (MEuln + TGP )

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

8.3. Building gradient-S; quantum Markov semi-groups. We will now find Coxeter systems W =
(S| M) together with proper, conditionally negative functions ¢ on W satisfying ¢ (uw) < ¢(u)+(w) for
all u,w € W for which the bound in eq. (155) is finite for all u,w € S. In certain cases we know that the
function ¢ actually induces a quantum Markov semi-group, i.e. that assumption 8.1 is satisfied. In those
cases we thus obtain a gradient-S; quantum Markov semi-group. We shall give examples In section 8.3.1
we shall, for an arbitrary Hecke tuple ¢ = (¢s)ses and for certain right-angled Coxeter group W construct
a proper conditionally negative function v that induces a gradient-S; quantum Markov semi-group on
Ny(W). Thereafter, in section 8.3.2 we shall give other examples of Coxeter groups W and proper,
conditionally negative functions ¢ on W such that the bound from eq. (155) is finite for all u,w € S.
However, in these cases we do not know for what tuples ¢ = (¢s)ses the function 9 induces a quantum
Markov semi-group on Ny (W). For these cases we thus only obtain that if ¢ induces a quantum Markov
semi-group on N, (W), then it is also gradient-Ss.

8.3.1. Gradient-Sa quantum Markov semi-groups. We let W = (S|M) be a right-angled Coxeter group
for which

(156) So={reS:3s,teS:M(r,s) =M(r,t) =2 and M(s,t) = oo}

generates a finite group, i.e. the elements in Sy commute. This is similar to the condition in corollary 7.6.
We now denote Z = S\ Sy and we consider the conditionally negative definite function ¥z on W. This
function is proper as Sy generates a finite group. We now fix a tuple ¢ = (¢s)ses. Because W is right-
angled it follows by the results [8, Corollary 3.4] and [11, Proposition 2.30] that ¢r satisfies assumption 8.1.
This means that ¢z actually induces a quantum Markov semi-group on N, (W). We show that this semi-
group is gradient-Sa. Namely, it follows from corollary 7.6 that for all u, w € S we have that vff’fv € (H(T).
Now, if we have u € Sy then ¥z(u) = 0 and hence by eq. (155) we have H\I/Fi“ij I3, < %HW&IWHZ(F) < 0.
In the other case that u € S\ Sy = Z we have that ¢¥z(u) = 1 = 1ps(u) and therefore by lemma 6.4 we
have

(157) e (V)] = 20z (u)L(uv = vw) = 2¢s(u)L(uv = vw) = [775,(v)].

This means that in this case y/$, = 72Z, € £5(T') and therefore

1 1
Tu,Tw
(158) NE IR, < § (NI + P Il ) <o

We thus obtain that in either case we have that ||\I/£“1P’T“’
z

S, < 00. Now, by the observations made in the
begin of section 8.2 we obtain that the semi-group (®;);>0 on Ny (W) that is associated to this function
Y1 is gradient-Sa. We note moreover that the operator Ay, is filtered and has subexponential growth
w.r.t. C,[W] when W is infinite. As Hecke-algebras are moreover locally reflexive by [13, Theorem 0.5],
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[7, Corollary 9.4.1] we obtain similar to theorem 6.2 and corollary 7.6 that the Hecke-algebra N, (W)
has the (AO™) property in this case. As by [8] we have for right-angled Coxeter groups W that N, (W)
also has the W*CBAP, we then moreover obtain strongly solid for NV, (W) by theorem 4.3, whenever we
obtained (AOT).

8.3.2. Other possible quantum Markov semi-groups. Let us fix a Coxeter system W = (S|M) for which
y;”ﬁu is in £o (W) for u,w € S. These Coxeter systems were ‘almost completely’ characterized in section 6.
Let ¢ = (gs)ses be a Hecke tuple. We will now make the assumption that g satisfies assumption 8.1
for Ny(W). Under this assumption we have that ¢g induces a quantum Markov semi-group (®;);>0 on
Ny (W). Now, since the quantity ||7%5,]l¢,(w) is finite for all u,w € S, we have by the bound in eq. (155)

that ||\I/£“wsTw ||s, is finite for all u,w € S. By the observations at the start of section 8.2 this means that

(®4)>0 is then gradient-S. We thus obtained that if the proper, conditionally negative function g on
W induces a quantum Markov semi-group on Ny (W), then this semi-group is moreover gradient-Ss. As
in section 8.3.1 we obtain in such case that the Hecke-algebra N (W) has the (AO™) property.
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9. SEMI-GROUPS CONSTRUCTED USING ROOTS OF GENERATORS

In this section we will consider the roots of generators of quantum Markov semi-groups. Namely, for
a generator A of a quantum Markov semi-group, and for a € (0,1) it holds true by [17, Section 10.4]
that the root A“ also generates such semi-group. We can then study the gradient-S, property of that
semi-group. In particular, we want to relate the gradient-S, property of the semi-group (e‘At)tZO to the
gradient-S, property of the semi-group (e*Aat)tZO. In section 9.1 we will do this when A := Ay is a
generator of a semi-group on a group von Neumann algebra £(I'), associated to some proper, conditionally
negative function 1. However, the result we obtain is not very strong as we are only able to do this under
the assumption that the function n — #v~1([n,n + 1)) has polynomial growth, and that the function 1
satisfies ¥(uw) < ¥(u)+¢(w) for all u,w € T. In section 9.2 we show that some condition on the growth
of #1~1([n,n+1)) is really necessary, as we give an example of a semi-group associated to some function
o for which (e=2%);>¢ is gradient-S, for all p € [1,00], but for a € (0,1) the semi-group (e74%),5¢ is
not gradient-S, for any p € [1,00). This shows that we do need some condition on ¢ in order to say
something about the gradient-S, property of (e_mi).

9.1. Roots of generators of semi-groups associated to a conditionally negative function. Let
us be given a discrete group I' and a proper, conditionally negative definite function ¢ on I". We can for
a € (0,1) consider the root of the positive operator Ay that generates the semi-group (®;):>o associated
to ¢. By [17, Section 10.4] this operator Ay then also generates a semi-group on £(I'), that we denote
by (®7)t>0. We note that the generator Af can be given explicitly by Af(Ay) = ¢%(v)Ay. On C[I']
the semi-group (®§"):>0 is then given by ®f(d>_,cp aghg) = D et e~ (®ag)g. Define for t > 0 the
function ¢, : I' — R given by ¢rq(z) = e™*"(@. Then & is given on C[I] by the function my, ,
that multiplies point-wise with the function ¢ o. Now, since (®§);>0 is a quantum Markov semi-group
we have that the m,, , extends to a u.c.p. map on L£(I'). This means by [7, Theorem 2.5.11] that the
function ¢, o is positive definite. Now, since this holds for all ¢ > 0, we have by Schoenberg’s theorem [2,
Theorem C.3.2] that the function %* is conditionally negative. It is moreover clear that ¢* is actually
proper. Also we see that in fact we have that Aj = Aya, i.e. the semi-group generated by A% is the
semi-group associated to the proper, conditionally negative function .

In the following lemma we will, for € (0,1) and for certain functions ¢ relate the gradient-S,

property of the semi-group (<I>tA “")t>0 to the gradient-S, property of the semi-group (<I>tA ")e>0. We first
introduce some notation. For functions f,g : N — [0, 00] we will write f(n) < g(n) whenever there is
a constant ¢ > 0 such that f(n) < cg(n) for all n > 1. A condition that we impose in the following
lemma is that v is such that n + #¢~([n,n + 1)) has polynomial growth. This means that we assume
#~Y[n,n + 1)) < n” for some r > 0. An example of a function 1 satisfying this condition is the
word length | - | on the Coxeter group W = (s1, s2|M(s1,82) = 00). Indeed, for that function we have
#~ (n,n + 1)) = #¢y~1({n}) = 2 is constant. Another condition we impose on v is that is satisfies
Y(uw) < ¢(u) + 1 (w) for all u,w € I'. This condition is also satisfied by the word length.

Lemma 9.1. Let I' be a group with a proper, conditionally negative definite function 1. Suppose the
corresponding quantum Markov semi-group (®4)i>0 is gradient-S, for some ¢ € [1,00], and suppose we
have for n € N that #y = ([n,n + 1)) < n" for some r > 0. Also suppose that 1) satisfies p(uv) <
Y(u)+(w) for allu,w € I'. Then for o € (0,1) the semi-group (®¢)s>0 associated to Y™ is gradient-S,

for p > max{;'_"i, 1;3+l 1
r+1 q

Proof. Fix u,w € I'. First note that since (®;);>¢ is gradient-S, for some ¢ € [1,00], we can find N;
such that ¢ (v) > Ny implies that [v4 , (v)] < 1. We now set N = ¢h(u) + ¢ (w) and N = max{Ni, N>}

Now choose a v € I with y := ¢(v) > 8N. Also set y; = Y(uv) —(v) and yo = P(vw) — (v), so
that Y(uvw) —¥(v) = y1 + y2 + 'y:f’w (v). We note that since v satisfies the triangle inequality we have
ly1] < 9(u) and |y2| < 9(w). We define the function g(z) = «®. Then by using the mean value theorem
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multiple times we get
e w (V)] = (@ (uvw)® + (v)® — p(uv)® — (vw)?|
= (V) +y1+y2 1w (V) = (V) +31)" + (v)* — (V(V) + y2)°|
=g+ +v2+ 70 w(V) =9l +v1) +9(y) — 9y +12)|
<lg(y+y1 +v2) — gy +y1) +9(y) — 9(y + y2)]
o+ + v+ w(V) — 9y +v1 + )|
=ly2-g'(c1) —w2- g ()| + raw (V)] - |9 (c3)]
= ol - le2 — 1] - 19" (ca)| + 7k W (V)| - |9 (c3)]|

for some ¢ between y + y1 + y2 and y + y1, some co between y and y + y2, some c3 between y + y1 + y2 +
wﬁ”w(v) and y 4+ y1 + y2 and for some ¢4 between c; and cy. It follows that we have the bounds

(159) ler =yl < [yi] + |y

(160) lc2 =yl < o

(161) les =yl < lyal + [yo| + 7w (V)]
(162) lea =yl < [yl + vl

Now since also [y1], |y2], [74 w (v)| < N we have for i = 1,2,3,4 that |¢; —y| < 4N < ¥ and thus ¢; > 4.
Now since |¢'| and |g”| are decreasing functions, we have that |¢'(c3)| < |¢'(¥)| and |g"(cs)| < |g”(4)].
Also we have that |c2 — ¢1| < |ex — y| + |c2 — y| < 3N. We now define the following two constants

(163) Cy = N-(3N)aja —1[2272

(164) Cy = a2' 72,

We then have that

(165) (V] < ol - ez = a9 (ea) | + It w (V)] - 19 (c3)]

(166) < N-(BN)alg" () + 1wl -19'()]

(167) < N-(3N)aa - 1] (g)a_Q + W) a (g)a_l
(168) < Cp(v) T+ Coly W (V)] - (v)

This inequality that we obtained thus holds for all v € T' with ¢(v) > 8 N. We shall now turn to show
that the ¢P(T")-norms of the right hand side are finite.

By assumption we have that #¢~1([n,n + 1)) < n” holds. Now for p; > ;f; we have that —1 >
r 4+ (a — 2)p1 and hence

(169) 162 X1 (ooplleny = Y. #T ({y)) - yloTm
yeP(T),y>1

(170) <3 #y Ym0 + 1)) - nle2m
neN

(171) S nrHeTn <o,
neN

Note also that since v is proper we have that ¢ (v) < 1 for only ﬁnitely many v € I'. This shows that for

p1 > ;H we have that [|¢)*~2|[se: (ry is finite. We now let py > —2— w+1. We can set ¢ = —L+ so that
r+1 P2 q
p%‘ = (11 = holds. Furthermore since p% — % < (}:ﬁ +% - % = }g_? we obtain that ¢’ > T“. This
means that we have the inequality —1 > r 4+ (o — 1)¢’ and therefore
(172) 1o g1 qoonller ey = Do #THHyY) -yl
yeP(I),y=1
(173) <D # N (nyn+ 1) nle VY
neN
(174) <3 e o,

neN
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Again, since 1(v) < 1 for only finitely many v € T, this shows that for py > ﬁ:l we have that
41 q

19 o' 1y 15 finite. Now since |7 wllea(ry = 2||¥ Y |ls, is finite by assumption, we have by Holder

that |74 o, - ¥ Hlera(ry is finite. This shows us that for p > max{Z+L L1 we have that

o) 1=« 1
Zma? Sy

(175) 78 X1 (83,000 ler@) < CLIY* 2 [len(ry + Cll Ve - % lerz(r)

and this quantity is finite. Since v is moreover proper we have that 1 ~*([0,8N)) is finite, and therefore
we have that H'yﬁ’i,” ¢r(ry is finite. This shows that the semi-group generated by ¢ is gradient-S, for
such p, and this proves the lemma. (Il

9.2. Showing need of assumption of polynomial growth on ¢ ~!'. We now show that for certain
semi-groups (®¢):>¢ on group von Neumann algebras on Coxeter groups, that, although the semi-groups
may possess the gradient-S, property for all p € [1,00], we have for o € (0,1) that the semi-groups
associated to the ath-power root of the generators generate semi-groups that are not gradient-S, for any
p € [1,00]. This shows that in general we do need some condition of the growth of n — #~1([n,n+1)).

Let W = (S|M) be a Coxeter system. We consider the semi-group (®¢);>¢ associated to the word
length ¥g. In section 6 and section 7 we have classified for many Coxeter groups whether this semi-group
is, or is not gradient-S, for p € [1,00]. For a € (0,1) we let (®9)i>0 := (e_tA?’)tZO be the semi-group
generated by the ath-root of Ay. In the following lemma we show that (U9),>¢ is not gradient-S, for
any p € [1, 0c0] when there are three distinct elements s, 2, s3 € S such that M (s1, s2) = M (s, s3) = oc.
However, by corollary 6.10 it is clear that there are Coxeter groups satisfying this condition for which the
semi-group (®y);>0 = (e;tﬁws )i>0 is gradient-S, for all p € [1,00). This thus shows that we generally
need some assumption on the growth of the function n ~ ¢ ~1([n,n+1]) in order to say something about
the gradient-S, property of the semi-group corresponding to the roots of the generator.

Lemma 9.2. Let W = (S|M) be a Cozeter group. Suppose there are distinct elements s1, 82,83 € S s.t.
M (s1,82) = M(s2,53) = 00 then for a € (0,1) the semi-group (¥¢);>0 associated to the function ¥g is
not gradient-S, for any p € [1,00).

Proof. Let u = w = s1. For n > 2 let us denote

(176) Want1 = {V := $201820282..800, 1528152 € W : v; € {s1,83}}
(177) W2n+2 = {V 1= S9U189V989..89U, 152518359 € W 1 v; € {81,83}}.
Let n > 5. We note that the expressions for the words v € W,, are reduced, and hence |v| = n for

v € W,. Also we note that we have |[W,| > 2% 2.

For z > 0 we set
(178) y(x) = (z+2)% — 2(x + 1) + ¢

so that we for v € W,, we have that

(179) i (V) = Ys(uviw)® + s (v)® — s (uv)® — s(vw)® = (n).
Now set g(x) = %, then for n > 1 we have that
(180) v(n) =((n+2)" = (n+1)%) = ((n+1)" = n%) = g'(c2) — g'(c1)

where ¢; € [n,n+ 1] and ¢3 € [n + 1,n + 2] by the mean value theorem. Now, applying the mean value
theorem again we obtain ¢ € [c1, ¢2] such that

()] = lg'(c2) = g'(ex)] = [(e2 = e1)g"(e)| > ala = 1f(n +2)**(c2 — c1).
Now in case that co — ¢; < 1 we obtain ¢35 € [n+2,n + 3] and ¢’ € [ca, ¢3] such that
y(n+ 1) = lg'(cs) = g (c2)| = (es — c2)g" ()] = ala = 1|(n+3)*"2(cs — c2).

Now since ¢c; — ¢1 < % we then have that c3 — ¢y > ¢3 — % —c >1- % = % Hence either way we have

for n > 1 that max{|y(n),|y(n+ 1|} > 3a(1 — a)(n+ 3)>~2.
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We now have

(181) [EAA A Z s (V)P
ve
(182) >33 i eP
n>5vew,
(183) >3 ()P Wl
n>5
(184) > > @) - Wan| + [y(2n + DIP - [Wana]
n>3
(185) > Y max{[y(2n)[7, [y(2n + 1)[7} - min{ [ Wanl, [Wap 1]}
n>3
1 2 b 2
186 > —a(l —a)(2n +3)*~ 22" = o0,
(156) > (5001~ @+ 3)

This shows that ||\IJZ:VQ s, = oo for p € [1,00), which shows that the semi-group is not gradient-S,, for
S
p € [1,00). O
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10. OBTAINING MAIN RESULTS FOR L(WW) FOR RIGHT-ANGLED WORD HYPERBOLIC COXETER GROUPS

Throughout this section we assume that W = (S|M) is a right-angled word-hyperbolic Coxeter group.
For such Coxeter groups we will obtain in corollary 10.9 that £(W) has the (AO™) property, and that
it is strongly solid. These results were already known for general hyperbolic groups T, see [21, Lemma
6.2.8], [36, Theorem 1.4]. The method we present here however uses completely different tools. We note
moreover that the method used in this section also differs somewhat from the proof methods done in
previous sections. We give an outline of the proof we give in this section.

In section 10.1 we construct for the Coxeter group a certain bimodule Hyy. Thereafter in section 10.2
we give some conditions under which we obtain a certain quasi-containment of bimodules. In section 10.3
we examine these properties for the bimodule Hy . In the final part, in section 10.4, we use the non-
commutative Riesz-transform together with the results we already obtained to prove the existence of a
u.c.p. map 6 : CH(W) Qmin C(W)°P — B(f2(W)) as in the definition of the Akemann-Ostrand property.
From this we then obtain that £(WW) possesses the (AO™) property and is strongly solid.

10.1. Construction of bimodule Hy,. We let W = (S|M) be a word hyperbolic right-angled Coxeter
group. We shall write Cliqg(W) for all subsets of S of which the elements mutually commute. In the
following, for every Z € Cliqg(W) we will define a C[W] — C[W] bimodule Hz. This is done in a way
similar to the construction in section 4.1. Thereafter, a single C[W] — C[W] bimodule Hy is constructed
as a tensor product of these bimodules.

For T € Cliqg(W), define the unbounded mapping Az : L?(L(W)) — L%(L(W)) by
(187) Az(Av) = vz (V) Ay
Note here that g7 is the weighted word length defined in section 7. For 7 € Cliq(S) we moreover define
mappings I'z : C[W] — C[W] by
1
(188) I'z(a,b) = i(Az(b)*a +b"Az(a) — Az(b*a)).

Denote coo(W) for the set of finitely supported functions on W. For Z € Cliqg(W) we denote the
(possible degenerate) inner product (-|-)z on Hz o = C[W] & coo(W) by

(189) (a®&b@nz = (Tz(a,b)&n).

We then define the Hilbert Space Hz by quotienting out the degenerate part, and taking the completion.
The element a ® £ € Hz we will denote by a ®7 £ to empathize what Hilbert space we use. Similar as in
section 4.1, the space Hz has a C[W] — C[W] module structure given by

(190) - (a®z&) =ra®z&—2Q71al
(191) (a®z§) y=a®1ly.
Now, if we have two C[W] bimodules H; and Ha, then we can construct a C[W] bimodule H as follows.

We set H = H®H, as Hilbert space, and denote the element a ® b € H as a @y b. The bimodule action
on H is defined by

(192) Ag - (@ ®w b) = Aga Qw Agb
(193) (a @w b) - Ag = arg @w bAg

which makes H a C[IW] bimodule. We can apply this construction to the bimodules Hz for Z € Cliqg(W)
to obtain a single bimodule Hy, given by

(194) Hw= () Hz
TeCliqg (W)

10.2. Conditions on coefficients that imply quasi-containment. We shall now turn to showing
results that will give quasi-containment of a certain submodule of Hy in the coarse bimodule. For this
we first introduce some definitions and prove some lemmas here that will make it easier to prove this. In
the next subsection we finish the argument.

Definition 10.1 (Coefficients). Let I be a discrete group, H be a C[I'] bimodule and let &,m € H. If
a map exists Te , : C[I'] — C[I'| such that 7(T¢ ,(x)y) = (x€y,n) for all z,y € C[I'], then this map is

actually unique. Indeed, if T¢,, is another map with this property then 7((T¢, — T;])(x)y) =0 for all
z,y € C[I'] so that T¢,, = Te,. This unique map (if it exists) is called the coefficient of H at {,n. We
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shall simply write T¢ for Te ¢. We will say that the coefficient Tg ,, is in S, for some p € [1,00] if the map
extends to a bounded operator T, : (*(T') — ¢%(T") that is moreover in S,,.

We have the following proposition that follows from lemma 4.1 that gives us quasi-containment of H
under some condition on the coefficients.

Proposition 10.2 (Quasi-containment). Let H be a bimodule over C[T']. If there exists a dense subset
Hy C H such that for any £ € Hy the coefficient T¢ ¢ is in S then H is quasi-contained in the coarse
bimodule ¢*(T') @ £%(T).

A subset Hypy C H (not necessarily being a subspace) is called cyclic if Hy := Span C[I'|HyC[I'] is dense
in H. The following lemma tells us that we can reduce to checking the property only for the coefficient
for &,m € Hyp-

Lemma 10.3 (Reduction to cyclic subset). Suppose that Hog C H is a cyclic subset whose coefficients
Ten for &m € Hoo are in So. Then the coefficients Te,, for £, € Hy := spanC[I'|HyoC[I'] are in Ss.
Consequently, by proposition 10.2, H is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule ¢*(T') @ ¢2(T).

Proof. Let £ = X\g&X, and ' = AgnAs for some Ag, Ay, As, A € T and &, 1 € Hypp. We have that

195) T(Ter ()y) = (@€'y,m)

= (TAGEARY, AsnAt)

= (As—1ZAgEARY A1, 1)

= T(Te n(As—1TAg) ApYAs—1)

199) =T(A—1Te n(As—12Xg) Any)

this shows that Te/ ,(x) = A-1T¢ (As—12Ag)Ap. Therefore we have that T¢ ,/ is in Sp. It follows that

the coefficients are in S for all elements in C[I'| HpoC[I'], and hence also for all element in Hy. From this
it follows by Proposition 10.2 that H is quasi-contained in the coarse bimodule ¢3(I") ® £5(T"). O
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10.3. Some coefficients for bimodule Hy are finite rank. We shall now continue to work with the
bimodule Hyy that we constructed for a right-angled word-hyperbolic Coxeter group W. We shall show
that certain £, € Hw, the coefficient of Hy at £, 7 is finite rank. These coefficient are then S, for
p € [1,00].

10.3.1. Coefficients for a subset. Let us denote Hog C Hw for the sets of all the vectors

(200) &v = (Av ®0¢) Ow ... O (Av ® de)
with v.€ W. For &, & € Hoo we now inspect the coefficient T, ¢,. We have that
(201) T(T£W7fu (M)Y) = (Av - &w - ¥, 6u)
(202) = JI O Owezd) -y @)z
ZeCliqg (W)
(203) = [T (3, O)dey, o)
ZeCliqg (W)
(204) = JI 5% ) tvwdey, be).
ZeCliqg (W)
Now, we define the function
(205) Faw¥) = JI W)
ZeCliqg (W)

Then, if ¥,-1 w (V) = 0 we have that 7(T¢,, ¢, (Av)y) = 0 for all y € C[W]. Hence we have T¢, ¢, (Av) =0
in this case. We thus have that T¢_ ¢, is finite rank whenever ¥,-1 y, has finite support. In lemma 10.5
we shall show that the function 7, w is actually finite rank for all u,w € W so that we obtain

Corollary 10.4. Let W be a right-angled, word hyperbolic Cozeter group. Consider the subset Hoo C Hw
defined above. For £, € Hoo we have that the coefficient T¢ ,, is finite rank.

We shall now turn to prove lemma 10.5 from which this corollary follows.
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10.3.2. Proving the product from eq. (205) is finite rank. In order to prove lemma 10.5 we shall introduce
some notation here that we will use. A tuple (wi,...,wg) with w; € S we will call reduced if the
expression ws....wy, is reduced. Furthermore, we will call the tuple semi-reduced whenever |w;....wg|+|{l :
w; = e}| = k. We will say that a pair (i,7) with ¢ < j collapses for a tuple (w,...,wy) whenever
w; = w; # e and the elements {w; : ¢ <1 < j} pair-wise commute. In that case we will call the tuple
(W1, ooy Wis1, €, Wik 1, ooy Wi—1, €, Wjt1, ..., Wg) the tuple obtained from (w1, .., wy) by collapsing on the pair
(i,7). We note that the word w;....wy corresponding to (wq,..,wg) is in fact the same as the word
W1 ... Wi—1€Wi41...Wj—1€Wj41...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 (wq,...,wg) is
semi-reduced if and only if we cannot collapse on any pair (7, j). Hence, for a general tuple we can obtain
a semi-reduced tuple by subsequently collapsing on pairs (i1, j1), -..., (ig, Jq)-
We will now prove the lemma.

Lemma 10.5. For a right-angled word hyperbolic Coxeter group W, for u,w € W the function Yy w :
W — R given by

~ P
Tuw(V) = H Taw (V)
TeCliq(s)

has finite support.

Proof. Let u = uy....Up,, V = V1...Up,, W = W1....W,, € W written in reduced expression. We will more-
over assume that |v| > |u| + |w| + |[S| + 2. We will show that for such words we have Jy w(v) = 0. This
then shows that 7y w has finite support.

Let (uf,...,u;, ,vq,...,v;,,) be the semi-reduced tuple obtained by subsequently collapsing the tuple
(U1, s Uny, V1, -5 Uny) ON PaITS (47, 71), -, (75, Jg,)- Then we must have ij < ny and j; > n since the
expressions for u and v were reduced. Also |uv| = |u| + |v| — 2¢1 and more generally for a weight
x € [0,00)!5! we have

Ux(uv) = ¢x(u) + Yx(v) — 2 Z ¢X(ui;)~
=1

Likewise let (vf, ..., v;,,, wY, ..., w, ) be the semi-reduced tuple obtained by subsequently collapsing the

s Up s
tuple (v1, .., Uny, W1, .., Wn,) on pairs (if, j7'), ..., (iy,, g, ). Then we must have i) < ny and j;" > ny since
the expressions for v and w were reduced. Also |vw| = |v| 4+ |w| — 2¢2 and more generally for a weight

x € [0,00)!5! we have
q2
(VW) = U (V) (W) = 2D (s, ).
=1

Let us denote J = {v; : j € {1,...,n2} \ ({71 — n1, -0, Jg, —na} UL, .37, 1)} Now since ng = |v| >
[ul+|w|+|S|+2 > g1 + g2+ |S| + 2 we have that | J| > |S|+2. Hence, there are two elements g1, g2 € J
that do not mutually commute. Now, if s1, so € S commute with all elements in J , then s;, so commute
with both ¢g; and g» so that by the word hyperbolicity of W we must have that also s; commutes with
s2. We now let Zg C S be the set of all generators that commute with all elements in 7. Then by what
we just mentioned we have that the elements in Zj pair-wise commute, i.e. Zy € Cliqg(W).

Now, for ¢ = 1,..,n1 let us set u; = u} and for ¢ = 1,...,ng set w; = w}. Furthermore, for i = 1,..,ny
set U; = e whenever either v, = v; or v = e but not both, and set v; = v; otherwise. Let us also
denote U = Uj..Up,, V = U1...Up, and W = Wi...Wn,. We claim that then we have that uvw = uvw.

Namely, we have that uvw = uvy...v;, wY...w, . Now we can collapse (u1, ..., Un,, V7, ..., U5, WY, ..., w) )

subsequently on the pairs (i}, j;) for | = 1,..,¢1 except when v;’[_nl # Vj/_n, for some TQS I <q ,n;n
which case vj_,, = e. If this is the case then j; —ny = i for some k; € {1,...,q2}. In particular it
follows that in this case Ui = Vj—py = Vig = Wi —n, and that this element commutes with all elements
in J. Therefore u;; € Zy. We can then simply interchange the elements at index i; (which is u;/) and the
element at index j; (which is v;'l,fnl = ¢). This manipulation does not change the word, and allows us to
continue collapsing on the remaining pairs. Once we are done collapsing on all pairs we have obtained
the tuple (W1, ..., Un, , U1, -.Upny, W1, ..., Wny ). This thus shows us that uvw = uvw. It also shows us that
17—;\:”/1 € {e}UZy for I = 1,...,q2. Note that also by definition &72 =ecforl=1,...,q and wjy_,, = e
for I = 1,...,q2. Therefore we also have that 1s\z,(ui;) = ¥s\z,(€) = 0 for I = 1,..,q1 and likewise




50

77/;5\10(11);{_/\_/"2) =0 forl=1,..,q2. Furthermore T/JS\Io(U/j,T:Z) =0forl=1,.,¢ and 771;5\10(11727) =0 for
= 1, .y q2.
Also, if we can collapse (U1, ...Un,, V1, -..Uny, W1, ..., Wny ) ON some pair (7,7) then we must have i < ny
I "

and j > ny + ny. Indeed otherwise either (uf,...,u, ,v1,...,v;,) or (v, .., v, ,wy,..,w, ) is not semi-

reduced, which is a contradiction. Now let (i1, j1), .., (iq, jq) be the pairs on which we can subsequently
collapse (U1, ...Up, , 01, +-Unys W1, -.., Wy ) 0 Obtain a semi-reduced tuple. Then we thus must have i; < ny
and j; > ny+ng. This thus implies that for | = 1, .., ¢ we have that u;, = w;, commutes with the elements
from J. Therefore we have {u;, : 1 =1,..,q} ={w;, : 1 =1,..,q} CZy.

Now, we have that

(206) Ys\z, (WVW) = ths\z, (W) + ¥Ys\7, (V) + Ps\z, (W)
q1 q2 q
(207) =2 ez, (i) + Y sz, (Wip—ny) + Y Vs\z, (1)
=1 =1 =1
q
(208) = sz, (0V) + sz, (VW) = Ys\z, (V) + 2D sz, ()
=1
(209) = ts\1,(uv) + Ys\7, (VW) — ths\7, (V).
This shows that fyws\zo( ) = 0. Therefore, as Z, € Cliqg(W) we obtain that Jyw(v) = 0. Now as this
holds for every v € W with |v| > |u| + |w| + | S| + 2, we obtain that 7y w has finite support. O

10.4. Proving results using non-commutative Riesz transform. Let I' be a discrete group. We
will let A : €2(T") — £2(T") ® €2(T") be the co-multiplication which is the linear extension of the map given
for g € T by

(210) A(Ag) = Ag ® Ag.
We note that this is indeed an isometry as we have
(211) (A(Ag), AAr)) = (Ag @A A @ Ar) = (Ag, Ar)(Ags Ar) = (Mg, Ar).

Let T be a discrete group and H be a C[I'] bimodule. We shall call a partial isometry V : £5(T") — H
almost bimodular if for all z,y € C[I'] the map ¢2(T") — H given by £ — aV(§)y — V(x€y) is compact.

The arguments from lemma 10.6 and proposition 10.7 were shown to the author by Martijn Caspers
and Mateusz Wasilewski. The author thanks them for allowing him to present their proofs here.

Lemma 10.6. Let Hy and Ho be bimodules over C[U']. Let Sy: ¢*(T) — Hy and So: (*(T) — Hy be
partial isometries. We define a map Sy % Sy : €5(T') — Hy ®r Hs as (S1 % S2) := (51 ® S2)A. Then if for
i =1,2 the map S; is almost bimodular, and if furthermore ker(S;) = Span{), : g € I;} for some subset
I; C I‘ then S1 % Sa is an almost bimodular partial isometry with ker(S * So) = Span(ker(S7) Uker(S2)).

Proof. We first show that Sy %S is a partial isometry. Let a,b € fo(T) be elements in (ker(S;)Uker(Ss))~.
We can then write a = Y paghg € £2(T') and b = der BgAg € €2(T) for some oy, B, € C for g € T
that satisfy a, = B, = 0 when g € I; U I,. We shall check that (S; * Sa(a), Sy * S2(b)) = (a,b). We have

(212) ((Sy * S2)(a), (Sy * Sa)( 2;%51 ) ® Sa(X Z;/arsl ) ® Sa(A))
(213) = i;%ﬂr S1(Ag) ® Sz‘(€ Xg)s S1(Ar) @ S2(Ar))
(214) - gii%ﬁr(&@g), S1(Ar))(S2(Ag), S2(Ar))
(215) = Ziagﬂr<)\gv>\r><)‘gv>\r>

(216) = g:z;aegﬁg = (a,b)

Now, let a € ker(S1) Uker(S2). Then we can write a = > agAg where the complex numbers ay satisfy
ag =0 when g & I UI,. We moreover note that when g € I U, then S;(Ay) = 0 or Sa(Ay) = 0 so that
S1(Ag) ® S2(Ag) = 0. This shows that (S1 x S2)(a) = > c1 01, @951 (Ag) ® S2(Ag) = 0. This shows that
S1 * Sy is a partial isometry with ker(S; * So) = Span(ker(S;) U ker(S2)). We now show that it also is
almost bimodular. For this we first note that for u,w € T" and for i = 1,2 we have that a — A, S;(a)\,
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is a partial isometry with kernel Span{)\, : g € I;}. Furthermore the map S;"* : (5(I") — H; given by
S (a) = Si(Aua)y) is a partial isometry with ker S;"* = Span{\, : g € A\;';A,'}. We compute that

3

(217) Au(S1 % 92)(Ap) A = Au(S1(Ay) ® S2(Ao)) Aw
(218) = Ay (S1(A) ® S2(Ay)) Aw
(219) = (AuS1(A)Aw @ AuS2(Ay) Aw)
(220) = (AuS1Aw * AuS2A0w) (Av)

so that we obtain that A, (S1 * S2)A\w = (AuS1Aw) * (AuS2Ay). Furthermore, we calculate

(221) (Sl * 52)(>\u)\v)\w) = Sl()\uvw) ® SZ()\uvw)
(222) =517 (A) ® 837 (M)
(223) = (577 53) (M)

and hence obtain that (S7 * S2)(Ayady,) = (57" % S3"")(a) for a € £5(T"). This then gives us that for
a € l5(T) we have

(224) >\u(S1 * SQ)(CL))\U) - (Sl * SQ)(/\ua)\w) = (>\u51>\w * )\uSQ)\w)(a) - (S%w * SQU’w)(a)
(225) = ((MuS1 A — SU™) % AuSaAe ) (a)
(226) — (877" * (557" — AuS2Aw))(a).

Now since both S; and S are almost bimodular we have that A, S1 A, — 57" and S5 — A\, S2 A, are
compact. We shall now show that when K : ¢5(T") — H; is compact and T : ¢5(T") — Hs is bounded then
KT and T x K are compact. This will then show by eq. (224) that S * S5 is almost bimodular. We can
find a sequence {F, },>1 of finite subsets of I' that increases to I'. For a finite set F', we denote Pp for the
orthogonal projection on the subspace of ¢5(I") of functions with support in F'. This projection is finite
rank, as F' is finite. Now, we note now that Pp is such that Ao Pr = (Pp®Idgpe(r))oA = (Idge ) oPr)oA.
We now show that K T can be approximated in norm by finite rank operators. Namely, we have

(227) (K« T)Pp — K+T|| = [(KPp - K)«T|| < ||[KPp — K| - | T].

Now by compactness of K we have that lim,,_, o, | K Pr, — K|| = 0. Therefore also lim,,_, o || (K *T)Pg, —
K +T||. Now, since the operators (K *T')Pp, for n > 1 are finite rank, we have that K T is compact.
The argument that T * K is compact is similar. Now, by what we stated before this gives that S % Ss is

almost bimodular, which finishes the proof.
O

For a set J = {v1,...,un} € Clig(S) we will denote the word Ay := vy....v,. Note that since the
elements in J commute the order of the elements v; in the expression does not matter, so that Ay is
well-defined. We shall moreover call a word of which all letters commute a clique word. It can now be
seen that for Z € Cliq(S) we have that ker(Az) = Span{\7 : J C Z} and that this is a finite dimensional
subspace of £5(T").

For T € Clig(S) we now introduce the Riesz-transform Rz associated to Az. This is linear map
Rz : (W) — Hz defined on ker(Az)~+

Av ® e

(228) Rz(N\y) = —/———=
Ys\z(Vv)
and on ker(Az) as 0. We prove that the Riesz-transform is a partial isometry that is almost bimodular.

Proposition 10.7. For T € Cliq(S) the Riesz-transform Rz is an almost bimodular partial isometry with
ker(Rz) = Span{As : J C Z}.
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Proof. We first show that it is a partial isometry. Namely, for Ay, Ay that are in ker(Az)* we have
</\u & 667 )‘w & 5e>I

(229) (Rz(M), Rz(Aw)) = oW bea )
_ <FI(>\U7 Aw)aea 6e>
(20  Vsz(W)vsz(w)
(231) _ (Ws\z(Ww™ ) +¥g\z(u) — Yg\z(W ) Ag-140e, Oc)
2¢/s\z(0) g\ 7(W)
(232) C(u=w) bo\z(u™!) + siz(u) — Ys\z(e)

2¢/Ys\z(W)Ps\z(u)

(233) =1(u=w) = (g, Aw).

Therefore we have for a,b € ker(Az)t that (Rz(a), Rz(b)) = {(a,b). It now follows that Rz is a partial
isometry with ker(Rz) = ker(Az) = Span{Ay : J C I}.

In order to proof that Rz is almost bimodular we use the result [12, Theorem 5.12]. To use this result
we need Az to be filtered and have subexponential growth. This is true when W is infinite, which follows
from section 5.3. Moreover, when W is finite we have that ¢o(W) is finite dimensional and therefore Rz
is almost bimodular in this case as well. In either case we thus obtain that Rz is almost bimodular.

O

Proposition 10.8. Let W = (S|M) be a right-angled word-hyperbolic Coxeter group. There exists a u.c.p.
map 0 : CX(W) @uin Cf(W)°P — B(le(W)) such that for all a,b € C(W) we have that 6(a @ b°P) — ab°P

18 compact.

Proof. By proposition 10.7 we have that for Z € Cliq(S) the maps Rz are almost bimodular partial
isometries, whose kernel is given by ker(Rz) = ker(Az) = Span{\y : J C Z}. Therefore, by apply
lemma 10.6 multiple times we have that the mapping R : {3(W) — Hy defined by

(234) R = *zcciqs) Rz

is a partial isometry that is almost bimodular. Moreover, by explicit examination we see that the finite
dimensional kernel of (234) is given by the linear span of {Az,Z € Clig(5)}. Furthermore, we have

(235)  R(Ay) == ®zcciqs)z(Av) = H Ys\z(v) 72 | (A @ 00) @w ... @w (Av @ de) € Hoo
TeCliq(s)

for every v € W not being a clique word. Let K C ¢5(W) be the closed linear span of {\z,Z € Cliq(S)}

which is a finite dimensional subspace of ¢5(W). Let px : £2(W) — K be the orthogonal projection onto

K. Then pg is finite rank and hence 1 — pg is almost bimodular. Since pg is the projection onto the

kernel of R we have that R*R = 1 — px is Fredholm.

Let L C H be the smallest C[W]-C[W] bimodule containing the range of R. Note that we have
Ran(R) C L C ’Hiou'”z where Ho := C[W]HooC[W]. Now, for every vectors £ and n of the form (235)
we have that the coefficients T ,, is Hilbert-Schmidt, see corollary 10.4 and lemma 10.3. Therefore T ,,
is Hilbert-Schmidt for every &, € L by lemma 10.3. It follows from proposition 10.2 that L is quasi
contained in the coarse bimodule. We have now obtained that R : ¢5(W) — L satisfies the assumptions
of [12, Proposition 5.2] and the same proposition concludes the theorem. O

Corollary 10.9. Let W be a right-angled word-hyperbolic Coxeter group. Then L(W) has the AOT
property and is strongly solid.

Proof. The C™-algebra C*(W) C L(W) is a o-weakly dense subalgebra. Now by theorem 6.1 we have
that C*(W) is locally reflexive. Now the property from proposition 10.8 then gives us that £(W) has
the AO™ property, by its definition. As £(W) has W*-CBAP by theorem 6.1, and as it has a separable
predual, we then obtain from theorem 4.3 that £(W) is strongly solid. |
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11. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this thesis we have for quantum Markov semi-groups studied the gradient-S, property from [9,
12]. We did this with the goal of obtaining new examples of von Neumann algebras that have the
Akemann-Ostrand property (AO™) and are strongly solid. Specifically we have studied the gradient-S,
property for certain quantum Markov semi-groups on the group von Neumann algebras £(W) for given
Coxeter group W. We had moreover extended our study to Hecke algebras N,(W). In certain cases we
were able to obtain a gradient-S, quantum Markov semi-group, which then gave us (AO™) and strong
solidity for the von Neumann algebra. Also, for certain Coxeter groups W we were able to obtain these
properties for L(W) using a slightly different method. We will in this section restate the precise results
that we obtained. This we will do in section 11.1, where we state and discuss our results for each section
separately. Thereafter, in section 11.2 we shall moreover discuss possible directions for future research.

11.1. Summarizing results. We shall summarize our results for each section.

In section 3 we stated the definition of the gradient-S, property and we proved lemma 3.2 that shows
that in order to prove the gradient-S, property it is enough to check the defining condition only for pairs
of elements in a self-adjoint generating set Ajg.

In section 4 we discussed the results that we want to obtain using gradient-S, quantum Markov semi-
groups. We moreover restated conditions from [12] that our quantum Markov semi-group must satisfy to
obtain these results.

In section 5 we considered semi-groups on group von Neumann algebras that are built using a proper,
conditionally negative function . For these semi-groups we gave a specific condition on the function
that ensures that the semi-group is gradient-S,,.

In section 6 we specifically considered group von Neumann algebras of Coxeter groups. We looked
at the quantum Markov semi-groups associated to the standard word length and studied when this
semi-group is gradient-S,. We obtained the following result.

Theorem 11.1. Let W = (S|M) be o Cozeter system. We denote Ey = {(i,j) : M(s;,s;) € 2N}
and Ey = {(4,7) : M(si,sj) € 2N+ 1}. Suppose W is such that (S, E1) is a forest, and that for every
connected component C of (S, Ey) there is at most one edge {t,r} € Ey witht € C and r & C, and no
edge {t,t'} € Ey with t,t' € C. Then the quantum Markov semi-group on L(W) associated to standard
word length is gradient-S, for all p € [1,00], and L(W) has the Akemann-Ostrand property (AO™) and
s strongly solid.

We also obtained results on when the semi-group is not gradient-S,. These results combined give an
almost complete characterization of the kind of Coxeter groups for which this semi-group is gradient S,
for some p € [1,00] (or equivalently for all p € [1,0¢c]). If we only consider Coxeter groups W = (S|M)
for which no two generators s,t € S commute, then our characterization is actually complete. That is,
we have obtained the following result.

Theorem 11.2. Let W = (S|M) be a Cozeter system such that M (s,t) # 2 for all s,t € S. We denote
Eo = {(i,j) : M(si,sj) € 2N} and Ey = {(4,7) : M(s;,5;) € 2N+ 1} and fix p € [1,00]. We have that
the semi-group on L(W) associated to the word length g is gradient-S, if and only if (S, E1) is a forest,
and 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,t'} € Ey with t,t' € C.

We emphasize that this does not give a classification of Coxeter groups for which £(W) is strongly
solid. Indeed, from the gradient-S, property we obtain strong solidity, but the fact that the semi-group
is not gradient-Sy does not mean that £(W) is not strongly solid.

In section 7 we considered semi-groups on £(W) that are associated to other conditionally negative
functions v, namely weighted word lengths. Here, we were able to construct gradient-S, quantum Markov
semi-groups on L£(W) for certain right-angled Coxeter groups W. More specifically we assumed that the
right-angled Coxeter group W is such that the elements in

(236) So:={reS:3s,t€S:M(r,s) = M(r,t) =2 and M(s,t) = oo}

mutually commute. The semi-group that we constructed was then actually the semi-group associated
to the proper, conditionally negative function 1g\g,. We then showed that this semi-group is S, for all
p € [1,00].

In section 8 we have looked at the Hecke algebras N, (W), and we tried to generalize our results from
section 6 and section 7 to these algebras. We obtained in section 8.3.1 that the construction from section 7
for p = 2 actually applies to general Hecke algebras N, (W) as well. We state the result here.
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Theorem 11.3. Let W be a right-angled Cozeter group for which the elements in
(237) So:={resS:3s,t€S: M(r,s) = M(r,t) =2 and M(s,t) = oo}

all mutually commute. We then denote T = S\Sy, and we let ¢ = (¢s)ses be an arbitrary Hecke tuple. We
obtain that the function vz induces a gradient-Sy quantum Markov semi-group on Ny(W). Furthermore
we find that Ny(W) has the Akemann-Ostrand property (AOY) and is strongly solid.

In section 8.3.2 we look at the Coxeter groups W for which the word length g induces a gradient-Ss
quantum Markov semi-group on £L(W). We do not know in those cases whether the word length g also
induces a quantum Markov semi-group on the Hecke algebras N, (W). However, we obtain for those cases
that, for a Hecke tuple ¢ = (¢s)ses, if ¥g induces a quantum Markov semi-group on Ny (W), then this
semi-group is moreover gradient-Ss. That is, we have

Theorem 11.4. Let W be a Cozeter group, and let ¢ = (¢s)ses be a Hecke tuple. Suppose the word
length g induces a gradient-Ss quantum Markov semi-group on L(W). Furthermore, suppose that the
word length g induces a quantum Markov semi-group on Ny(W). Then this semi-group on Ny(W) is
also gradient-Sa and we obtain that the Hecke-algebra Ny(W') has the Akemann-Ostrand property (AO™T).

In section 9 we looked at group von Neumann algebras for generally groups that have the Haagerup
property. We aimed to relate the gradient-S, of a semi-group (e‘Aw)tZO associated to a proper, condi-
tionally negative function ¢ to the gradient-S, property of a semi-group that is generated by a root Af
of the positive generator Ay. The conditions on the function v that we had to impose in order to get
such results turned out to be quite restrictive. This result may therefore not be very useful.

In section 10, for a right-angled word-hyperbolic Coxeter group W, we constructed certain bimodules
similar to [12]. These we used to construct a single bimodule Hy . For this bimodule we showed that
certain coefficients are finite rank, which then gave us the quasi-containment of certain bimodules. Using
the non-commutative Riesz-transform we obtained our results for £(WW), that is, we obtained

Theorem 11.5. Let W be a right-angled word hyperbolic Cozeter group. Then L(W) has the Akemann-
Ostrand property (AO™ ) and is strongly solid.

We note that the result from theorem 11.5 was already known in [36] for general hyperbolic groups.
However, the proof that we gave uses a completely different method.

11.2. Directions for future research. We finish this thesis by stating questions that remain open, and
discussing directions for future research. There are the following two main classification problems.

11.2.1. Classification of Cozeter groups for which L(W) is strongly solid. We have obtained results that
say that £(W) is strongly solid for certain kinds of Coxeter groups. Ideally we would want to obtain a
full classification for what kind of Coxeter groups this holds. To obtain new types of Coxeter groups for
which £(W) is strongly solid, one could try to prove that the semi-group associated to the standard word
length is gradient-S, for some Coxeter groups for which this is not yet known. However, this can only
give relatively few new examples. Perhaps one should adapt the semi-group that we are using in order
to get more new results, or maybe one should use an entirely different method instead. Furthermore, in
order to obtain a classification one should also study for what Coxeter groups £(W) is not strongly solid.

11.2.2. Classification what Hecke algebras Ny(W') are strongly solid. We have tried to extend our results
for group von Neumann algebras to Hecke algebras. However in section 8.3.2 we do not know for what
Hecke tuples ¢ = (¢s)ses the function ¢g will actually induce a quantum Markov semi-group on Ny (W).
If we could, as in the right-angled case obtain that this is the case, then we obtained new examples of
Hecke algebras that are strongly solid. Furthermore, if more results on the classifications of Coxeter
groups W for which L£(W) is strongly solid are obtained, one may also try to extend these to Hecke
algebras as well.
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