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PURSUING COXETER THEORY FOR KAC-MOODY AFFINE HECKE ALGEBRAS

DINAKAR MUTHIAH AND ANNA PUSKÁS

Abstract. The Kac-Moody affine Hecke algebra H was first constructed as the Iwahori-Hecke
algebra of a p-adic Kac-Moody group by work of Braverman, Kazhdan, and Patnaik, and by work
of Bardy-Panse, Gaussent, and Rousseau. Since H has a Bernstein presentation, for affine types it
is a positive-level variation of Cherednik’s double affine Hecke algebra.

Moreover, as H is realized as a convolution algebra, it has an additional “T -basis” corresponding
to indicator functions of double cosets. For classical affine Hecke algebras, this T -basis reflects the
Coxeter group structure of the affine Weyl group. In the Kac-Moody affine context, the indexing
set WT for the T -basis is no longer a Coxeter group. Nonetheless, WT carries some Coxeter-like
structures: a Bruhat order, a length function, and a notion of inversion sets.

This paper contains the first steps toward a Coxeter theory for Kac-Moody affine Hecke algebras.
We prove three results. The first is a construction of the length function via a representation of
H. The second concerns the support of products in classical affine Hecke algebras. The third is
a characterization of length deficits in the Kac-Moody affine setting via inversion sets. Using this
characterization, we phrase our support theorem as a precise conjecture for Kac-Moody affine Hecke
algebras. Lastly, we give a conjectural definition of a Kac-Moody affine Demazure product via the
q “ 0 specialization of H.

1. Introduction

1.1. Affine Weyl groups and Hecke algebras. We can think about an affine Weyl group Waff in two

different ways. One the one hand, it is a Coxeter group associated to an affine root datum with

notions of reduced expressions, length function, and Bruhat order. On the other hand, viewing the

affine root datum as the affinization of a finite root datum, we may view Waff as the semi-direct

product of a finite Weyl group and a lattice. Corresponding to these points of view, the affine

Hecke algebra HWaff
has two presentations.

Viewing Waff as a Coxeter group, one has the Iwahori-Matsumoto presentation and the T -basis

tTwuwPWaff
of HWaff

given by taking products of reduced expressions of generators. The generators

satisfy quadratic relations (2.21) and additionally braid relations, which can be encoded via the

following length additivity formula:

TxTy “ Txy if ℓpxq ` ℓpyq “ ℓpxyq for x,y P Waff (1.1)

Here ℓ : Waff Ñ Zě0 is the length function.

The T -basis also reflects the realization of HWaff
as the Iwahori-Hecke algebra of reductive group

over a non-archimedean local field [IM65] (for brevity, we will refer to such a group as a p-adic

group). In particular, the T -basis is equal to the basis consisting of indicator functions of Iwahori

double cosets and the length function on Waff exactly encodes the Haar measure of the double

cosets.

Viewing Waff as the semi-direct product of a finite Weyl group and a lattice, we have the Bernstein

presentation of HWaff
. The algebra HWaff

is generated by the finite Hecke algebra and the group

algebra of the lattice. The interaction of these two subalgebras is controlled by the Bernstein

relation (2.31).
1
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1.2. The Kac-Moody affine setting. In this paper we study the Kac-Moody affine Hecke algebra

H, which arises from affinizing a Kac-Moody root datum. The algebra H was first constructed as

the Iwahori Hecke algebra for a p-adic Kac-Moody group (by Braverman, Kazhdan, and Patnaik

in the untwisted affine case [BKP16], and later in full generality by Bardy-Panse, Gaussent, and

Rousseau [BPGR16]).

The algebra H has a Bernstein presentation: H is generated by a copy of the Hecke algebra HW

of the Weyl group W of the Kac-Moody root system and the semi-group algebra of the Tits cone T

inside the coweight lattice. In the case of affine root systems, the Bernstein presentation is a slight

variation of the usual presentation of the double affine Hecke algebra [BKP16, §1.2.4].

Because of its p-adic realization, H comes equipped with a T -basis tTxuxPW˙T . Here the indexing

set is the semi-direct product W ˙ T. This is not a Coxeter group, and is fact not even a group.

Accordingly, there is no analogue of the Iwahori-Matsumoto presentation for H, and multiplying

elements of the T -basis is a convoluted affair. We explain the precise algorithm in §2.5.4. Briefly,

T -basis elements are expanded in Bernstein generators, the Bernstein generators are multiplied

using the Bernstein relation, and the result is then expanded back into the T -basis. By contrast,

multiplication of T -basis elements in the affine Hecke algebra HWaff
is straightforward: one simply

uses the Coxeter presentation of Waff, without any need to involve the Bernstein basis.

However, there is strong indication that a substitute for Coxeter theory should exist in this

Kac-Moody affine context. For example, in recent years, we have found that W ˙ T carries many

structures in common with Coxeter groups, such as a Bruhat order and a compatible length function

[BKP16, Mut18, MO19]. These constructions were inspired by Kac-Moody affine Hecke algebras,

but until this present paper no precise connection was made between the two.

In this paper we aim to link these structures with H, and our results are the first steps toward

the Coxeter theory of the Kac-Moody affine Hecke algebra. They connect the length function and

the Bruhat order with H and its T -basis. The results and conjectures are outlined in the remainder

of this Introduction. For more precise statements about the context, see Section 2, which contains

a summary of the necessary background on Kac-Moody root systems and their affinization, the

corresponding Weyl group W and Tits cone T, the Bruhat order and length function on W ˙ T,

and the Kac-Moody affine Hecke algebra H and its T -basis and Bernstein presentation.

1.3. Length function and trivial/sign representation. Our first result makes a precise connection between

the length function on the semigroup W ˙ T and the Kac-Moody affine Hecke algebra H. Let q

denote the parameter for H (see §2.5). In the realization of H as the Iwahori-Hecke algebra of a

p-adic Kac-Moody group, it is the order of the residue field.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorems 3.1 and 3.8 in the main text). Let H be a Kac-Moody affine Hecke algebra

with T-basis indexed by W˙T where W is the Weyl group and T is the Tits cone in the lattice

of coweights. Then there are “trivial” and “sign” representations

triv : H Ñ Zrq,q´1s (1.3)

sign : H Ñ Zrq,q´1s (1.4)

characterized by

trivpTxq “ qℓpxq (1.5)

signpTxq “ p´1qℓpxq (1.6)

for all x P W ˙ T, where ℓpxq is the length of x.
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The theorem and its proof form the contents of Section 3. There it is stated in another way:

we first define these representations using Bernstein generators, and upon computing the images

of the T -basis elements we discover the length function. We also mention that Theorem 1.2 above

is precise only when the length function takes values in Z (which holds in finite and affine cases).

To phrase the general statement precisely, we will need to allow denominators and correspondingly

need to adjoint roots of q and ´1.

1.4. Length deficits and products in the Hecke algebra. The identity (1.1) shows how products of el-

ements in the T -basis behave for length-additive pairs x,y in a Coxeter Weyl group. If ℓpxyq ă

ℓpxq`ℓpyq (i.e. if x,y are a length deficient pair) then the product is more complicated. To describe

it, we need the following formula for length deficits.

Theorem 1.7 (Theorems 5.1 and 5.4 in the main text). Fix a Kac-Moody root datum. Let x,y P

W ˙ T. Then Invpxq X Invpy´1q is a finite set, and

ℓpxq ` ℓpyq “ ℓpxyq ` |Invpxq X Invpy´1q| (1.8)

Here Invpxq and Invpy´1q are inversions sets, i.e. the sets of positive Kac-Moody affine roots

made negative by the corresponding element. This statement is well-known in the case of Coxeter

Weyl groups with an easy proof. However, the proof in the Kac-Moody case is much more subtle

since inversion sets are generally infinite. Section 5 is dedicated to proving first that the intersection

on the right-hand side of (1.8) is finite (Theorem 5.1), then the identity (1.8) (Theorem 5.4).

Using this characterization of length deficits in terms of inversion sets, in section 4 we prove the

following theorem for Coxeter Weyl groups.

Theorem 1.9 (Theorem 4.4 in the main text). Let W be the Weyl group of a Kac-Moody root

system, and let HW be the corresponding Hecke algebra. Let x,y P W, and let N “ |Invpxq X

Invpy´1q|. When we expand

Tx ¨ Ty “
ÿ

zPW

czx,yTz (1.10)

in HW the following are true.

(1) The coefficient czx,y is nonzero only if z ě xy in the Bruhat order.

(2) The coefficient c
xy
x,y “ qN, and c

xsβy
x,y ‰ 0 for all β P Invpxq X Invpy´1q. In particular,

we have an lower bound on the support of (1.10):
ˇ̌ 
z P W | czx,y ‰ 0

(ˇ̌
ě N ` 1 (1.11)

(3) We also have an upper bound on the support of (1.10):
ˇ̌ 
z P W | czx,y ‰ 0

(ˇ̌
ď 2N (1.12)

Note two special cases. If ℓpxq ` ℓpyq “ ℓpxyq, then N “ 0 by Theorem 1.7. By parts (2) and

(3) of the theorem, the right hand side of (1.10) is only one term with coefficient 1. That is, we

recover (1.1).

If ℓpxq ` ℓpyq “ ℓpxyq ` 2, then Invpxq X Invpy´1q is a singleton containing a single root β, and

N “ 1. In this case, the theorem says that TxTy “ cTxsβy ` qTxy for some coefficient c. In the

main text, we prove a more elaborated version of 1.7, from which we compute this coefficient to be

q ´ 1. So in this case we have:

TxTy “ pq ´ 1qTxsβy ` qTxy (1.13)



4 DINAKAR MUTHIAH AND ANNA PUSKÁS

Note this case includes the special situation where x and y are both the same simple reflection,

and then (1.13) is just the quadratic relation for the Hecke algebra (2.21).

As our interest is Kac-Moody affine Hecke algebras, we state the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.14 (Conjecture 6.1 in the main text). Theorem 1.9 and formulas (1.1) and (1.13)

hold for Kac-Moody affine Hecke algebras.

Observe that Theorem 1.7 is required to even state this conjecture. We check its validity for

several cases for ySL2 in Section 6.

Theorem 1.9 and Conjecture 1.14 incorporate all the Coxeter-type phenomena that are currently

known in the Kac-Moody affine case: the length function, the Bruhat order, inversion sets, and the

T -basis of the Kac-Moody affine Hecke algebra. However, our proof of Theorem 1.9 uses reduced

words, which is an aspect of Coxeter combinatorics that does not generalise to the Kac-Moody affine

case. So what makes Conjecture tantalising is that (1) it makes precise sense, (2) it is true in the

case of Coxeter Weyl groups, (3) the proof in the Coxeter Weyl group case does not generalise, and

yet (4) it appears to be true. Therefore, we expect proving the Conjecture will require uncovering

a richer theory of Coxeter combinatorics for Kac-Moody affine Hecke algebras.

1.5. Specializing q “ 0 and the Demazure product. The T -basis of H has structure coefficients lying

in Zrq,q´1s (see §2.5.4). However, more is true: the structure coefficients must be non-negative

integers when q is specialized to a prime power, and one deduces they in fact lie in Zrqs ([BPGR16,

§6.7] and [Mut18, Theorem 3.22]). For affine Hecke algebras, this is an immediate consequence of

the Iwahori-Matsumoto relations, but it is a much subtler statement in the Kac-Moody affine

setting. We may therefore consider the q “ 0 specialization of the basis. This is the content of

Section 7. We state the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.15 (Conjecture 7.3 in the main text). Let x,y P WT. Then there exists a unique

x ‹ y P WT such that:

TxTy ” p´1qℓpxq`ℓpyqTx‹y mod q (1.16)

In the case of affine Hecke algebras, we know that ‹ is exactly the Demazure product (7.2). In the

Kac-Moody affine context, we check (7.4) in a number of cases for ySL2 in Section 6. Furthermore,

the formulas 1.1 and 1.13 give precise conjectures for x‹y in the cases where the pair x,y is length

additive (Conjecture 7.5) or has length-deficit-two (Conjecture 7.7).

Schremmer’s recent work on the affine Demazure product [Sch24] offers another approach us-

ing quantum Bruhat graphs. Finally, we mention Lewis Dean has made progress in generalising

Schremmer’s approach and is developing the Kac-Moody affine Demazure product.

1.6. Acknowledgements. The first named author was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number

JP19K14495. The second named author was supported by the grant DE200101802 of the Australian

Research Council during some of the work on this paper. We thank Lewis Dean, August Hébert,

and Manish Patnaik for stimulating conversations.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Kac-Moody root system. Fix a Kac-Moody root datum indexed by a Dynkin diagram I. Let

∆ denote the set of real roots of our Kac-Moody root system, and ∆` Ă ∆ the set of positive

real roots. Let tαiuiPI be the set of simple roots. We write β ą 0 for β P ∆` and β ă 0 for

β P ∆ ´ ∆` “ ´∆`. For any β P ∆ we will write the same symbol β for the corresponding real
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coroot. Whether the symbol refers to a real root or a real coroot will be clear from context. In

particular, tαiuiPI also denotes the set of simple coroots. Let P denote the coweight lattice and Q

denote the coroot lattice.

Let W denote the Weyl group, which is generated by the simple reflections si for i P I. Recall

that W is a Coxeter group, and we have the the length function ℓ : W Ñ Zě0 and Bruhat order

ą. Because W is the Weyl group of a Kac-Moody root system, these structures can be interpreted

using the root system. For w P W we have ℓpwq “ |Invpwq|, where Invpwq “ ∆` Xw´1p´∆`q. For

w P W, β P ∆`, and sβ the corresponding reflection we have

wsβ ą w if wpβq P ∆` (2.1)

sβw ą w if w´1pβq P ∆` (2.2)

and such inequalities generate the Bruhat order. Recall also that these generating inequalities can

be phrased in terms of of the length function:

wpβq ą 0 if and only if ℓpwsβq ą ℓpwq (2.3)

and:

w´1pβq ą 0 if and only if ℓpsβwq ą ℓpwq (2.4)

2.2. Kac-Moody affine root system. Following Braverman, Kazhdan, and Patnaik [BKP16, Appendix

B], we define the set of Kac-Moody affine roots (KM affine roots for short) as :

r∆ “ tβ ` nπ P Z∆ ‘ Zπ | β P ∆, n P Zu (2.5)

and the set of positive KM affine roots as:

r∆` “ tβ ` nπ P r∆ | β P ∆`, n ě 0u Y tβ ` nπ P r∆ | β P ´∆`, n ą 0u (2.6)

Here π is a formal symbol, and we write β ` nπ ą 0 if β ` nπ P r∆`.

Following [MO19, (5),(6)] we set

sgn : Z Ñ t˘1u; sgnpnq “

"
`1 if n ě 0

´1 if n ă 0
(2.7)

and for any β P ∆` and n P Z define βrns P r∆`

βrns “ sgnpnq ¨ pβ ` nπq “ sgnpnqβ ` |n|π. (2.8)

Note that pβ,nq ÞÑ βrns is a bijection ∆` ˆ Z Ñ r∆`.

2.3. The Tits cone and WT. We denote elements of the semidirect product WP “ W ˙ P by πµw

(µ P P, w P W). This group acts on the set r∆ via:

πµwpβ ` nπq “ wpβq ` pn ` xµ,wpβqyqπ (2.9)

For βrns P r∆` we write sβrns “ πnβsβ P WP for the corresponding reflection. Here the β in the

exponent of π is the real coroot corresponding to β P ∆. Analogously to the classical case, we may

define

Invpπµwq “ tβrns P r∆` | πµwpβrnsq R r∆`u. (2.10)

Note that unlike in the classical setting, Invpπµwq is generally not a finite set.

Let P` Ă P denote the set of dominant coweights (i.e. for λ P P we have λ P P` if xαi,λy ě 0

for every i P I). Let

T “
 
µ P P | µ “ wpλq for some λ P P` and w P W

(
(2.11)



6 DINAKAR MUTHIAH AND ANNA PUSKÁS

denote the Tits cone, and let WT “ W ¸ T. This is a subsemigroup of WP.

2.4. The Bruhat order and length function on WT. Fix a weight ρ such that xρ,αiy “ 1 for all i P I.

Such a ρ always exists, and if the Cartan matrix is non-singular it is unique, but otherwise we have

a choice. We choose ρ such there exists N P Zě1 such that

xρ,µy P Z ¨
1

N
(2.12)

for all µ P P. We choose ρ and N so that N is as small as possible.

Remark 2.13. In finite and affine cases, we will have N “ 1 or N “ 2, but for general Kac-Moody

types arbitrarily large N may appear. For example, for the rank-two hyperbolic type with Cartan

matrix

„
2 ´a

´a 2


with a ě 3, we have xρ,Λy “ 2

4´a2 for Λ one of the two fundamental weights.

We define the length function ℓ : WT Ñ Z ¨ 1
N by the following formula. For µ P T and w P W

we set (see e.g. [MO19, (19)]):

ℓpπµwq “ 2xρ,µy `
ÿ

ηP∆`

$
’’’&
’’’%

´x2η,µy if xη,µy ă 0 and η R Invpw´1q

´x2η,µy ´ 1 if xη,µy ă 0 and η P Invpw´1q

1 if xη,µy ě 0 and η P Invpw´1q

0 if xη,µy ě 0 and η R Invpw´1q.

(2.14)

Observe that, in particular, for µ P T, we have ℓpπµq “ 2xρ,µ`y where µ` P P` is the unique

dominant coweight in the Weyl orbit W ¨ µ.

The Bruhat order ą on WT is defined as follows. Suppose for πµw P WT, βrns P r∆`, and

πµwsβrns P WT. Generalizing (2.1), we have

πµwsβrns ą πµw if πµwpβrnsq P r∆` (2.15)

sβrnsπ
µw ą πµw if w´1π´µpβrnsq P r∆` (2.16)

and the Bruhat order is generated by all such inequalities.

This definition was first given by Braverman, Kazhdan, and Patnaik [BKP16]. Muthiah in

[Mut18] proved that the order is in fact a partial order, and Muthiah and Orr proved the following

compatibility statement generalizing (2.3):

πµwpβrnsq P r∆` if and only if ℓpπµwsβrnsq ą ℓpπµwq (2.17)

Following [MO19, (15)] define:

Inv``
πµwpsβrnsq “

 
γrms P Invpsβrnsq | πµwpγrmsq ą 0 and πµwp´sβrnspγrmsqq ą 0

(
(2.18)

Muthiah and Orr prove the following more elaborated statement from which (2.17) can be deduced.

Theorem 2.19 ([MO19, Theorem 3.4]). Suppose πµw P WT, βrns P r∆`, πµwsβrns P WT, and

πµwpβrnsq ą 0. Then Inv``
u psβrnsq is a finite set and:

ℓpπµwsβrnsq “ ℓpπµwq ` |Inv``
πµwpsβrnsq| (2.20)



PURSUING COXETER THEORY FOR KAC-MOODY AFFINE HECKE ALGEBRAS 7

2.5. The Kac-Moody affine Hecke algebra. Let q be an indeterminate. We define the Kac-Moody

affine Hecke algebra H to be the Zrq1{N,q´1{Ns algebra generated by tTiuiPI and tΘµ | µ P Tu

subject to the following relations. First, the Ti generate a copy of HW , the Hecke algebra for the

Coxeter group W, i.e., for all i P I we have the quadratic relation

T2
i “ pq ´ 1qTi ` q (2.21)

and the Ti satisfy the braid relations for the Coxeter group W. Because of the braid relations, for

all w P W, we can unambiguously define

Tw “ Ti1 ¨ ¨ ¨ Tiℓ (2.22)

where w “ si1 ¨ ¨ ¨ siℓ is a reduced decomposition. The generators Θµ generate a copy of the semi-

group algebra of T, i.e. for all µ1,µ2 P T, we have Θµ1Θµ2 “ Θµ1`µ2 . Finally, we have the

Bernstein relation

TiΘ
µ ´ ΘsipµqTi “ pq ´ 1q

Θµ ´ Θsipµq

1 ´ Θ´αi
(2.23)

for all i P I and µ P T.

Observe that in the special case where our Kac-Moody root datum is of finite type, we recover

the Bernstein presentation of the corresponding affine Hecke algebra.

2.5.1. Iwahori-Hecke algebras of p-adic Kac-Moody groups and the T-basis. Let K be a non-

archimedean local field (e.g. the p-adic numbers), and let q be the size of the residue field. Given

the fixed Kac-Moody root datum and K, one has the corresponding p-adic Kac-Moody group G.

The group G does not satisfy the Cartan decomposition unless it is of finite type, but it has a

sub-semigroup G` that does. Let J denote the Iwahori-subgroup of G. The J double cosets of G`

are indexed by WT. For each x P WT, we write Tx for the indicator function of the corresponding

double coset. The Iwahori-Hecke algebra of G is the set of J-biinvariant functions on G` supported

on finitely many double cosets. This set has an algebra structure under convolution, and it is

isomorphic to the Kac-Moody affine Hecke algebra H. Therefore, the set tTx | x P WTu forms a

basis of H. We will call this the T-basis of H. These results were first proved by Braverman,

Kazhdan, and Patnaik [BKP16] in untwisted affine types and later by Bardy-Panse, Gaussent, and

Rousseau [BPGR16] in full generality.

2.5.2. Computing the T-basis algebraically. We will only work with the T -basis algebraically. We

explain how to express T -basis elements in the Bernstein generators using [Mut18, BPGR16]. A

word of warning: our conventions match [BKP16] and [Mut18] but differ by signs from [BPGR16].

We can write any x P WT as x “ πwpλqv for λ P P` dominant and w, v P W. We have ([BKP16,

§6.2.1] and [BPGR16, §5.7]):

Tπλ “ qxρ,λyΘλ (2.24)

The motivation for defining H over Zrq˘1{Ns is the fact that xρ,λy P 1
N
Z.

To find the basis element for πwpλq we use the following formula ([Mut18, Corollary 3.19] and

[BPGR16, Corollary 4.3]):

Tπwpλq “ T´1
w´1TπλTw´1 “ qxρ,λyT´1

w´1Θ
λTw´1 (2.25)
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We will also need the following generalization of the Iwahori-Matusumoto relations ([Mut18,

Theorem 3.1] and [BPGR16, Proposition 4.1]). For any y P WT and i P I, we have:

Tysi “

#
TyTi if xpαiq P r∆`

TyT
´1
i if xpαiq R r∆`

(2.26)

We also record the left side version of this relation:

Tsiy “

#
TiTy if y´1pαiq P r∆`

T´1
i Ty if y´1pαq R r∆`

(2.27)

We are now ready express Tx for x “ πwpλqv as above. We choose a decomposition v “ si1 ¨ ¨ ¨ sir
into simple reflections. By repeated application of (2.26), we compute

Tx “ Tπwpλqv “ TπwpλqT
ε1

i1
¨ ¨ ¨ Tεr

ir
“ qxρ,λyT´1

w´1Θ
λTw´1Tε1

i1
¨ ¨ ¨ Tεr

ir
(2.28)

where:

εk “

#
1 if πwpλqsi1 ¨ ¨ ¨ sik´1

pαikq P r∆`

´1 if πwpλqsi1 ¨ ¨ ¨ sik´1
pαikq R r∆`

(2.29)

2.5.3. The Braverman-Kazhdan-Patnaik algorithm. Formula (2.28) expresses T -basis elements

in terms of Bernstein generators. Now we will explain an algorithm, due to Braverman, Kazhdan,

and Patnaik, for expressing Bernstein generators Θµ, µ P T in terms of the T -basis.

For arbitrary µ P T, let µ` be its dominant Weyl-conjugate (µ` P Wµ X P`). Observe that

µ ď µ` in the dominance order. Consider the set:

Spµq “ tν | µ ď ν ď µ` and ν` ď µ`u (2.30)

It is clear that Spµq is a finite set, and we will write down a formula for Θµ by induction on the

size of Spµq. Observe that tµ,µ`u Ď Spµq and #Spµq “ 1 if and only if µ is dominant. In this case,

we have (2.24), which gives the base case of our recursion.

Now let us consider µ that is not dominant, and by induction assume that we have a formula

for Θκ in the T -basis for all κ with #Spκq ă #Spµq. Because µ is not dominant, there is a simple

root αi such that xαi,µy ă 0. Let L “ ´xαi,µy. By the Bernstein relation:

TiΘ
sipµq ´ ΘµTi “ pq ´ 1qpΘsipµq ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Θsipµq´pL´1qαi q (2.31)

which we can rewrite as

Θµ “
´
TiΘ

sipµq ´ pq ´ 1qpΘsipµq ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Θsipµq´pL´1qαi q
¯
T´1
i (2.32)

Consider the terms Θκ (κ P P) appearing on the right hand side of (2.32). It is clear that µ ň κ

in the dominance order. Furthermore, it is also clear that each such κ is a weight appearing in the

highest weight integrable module Vpµ`q. So κ` ď µ` (where κ` P Wκ X P`). It follows that

Spκq Ĺ Spµq (2.33)

for all κ P P with Θκ appearing on the right hand side of (2.32). By induction, (2.32) together

with the identities (2.26) and (2.27) give a formula for expanding Θµ into the T -basis.
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2.5.4. Multiplication in the T-basis. We are interested in the structure coefficients of the T -basis.

By the construction of H as an Iwahori-Hecke algebra of a Kac-Moody group over a local field

outlined in 2.5.1, we know that they are equal to coefficients in a convolution when q is specialized

to a prime power. However, we will only work algebraically and compute structure coefficients

by (1) expanding T -basis elements into the Bernstein generators using (2.28), (2) multiplying the

resulting expressions using the Bernstein relations and Hecke algebra relations, and (3) expanding

the resulting expressions in the T -basis using the Braverman-Kazhdan-Patnaik algorithm. This

algorithm shows that the structure coefficients lie in Zrq,q´1s (which was not a priori clear from

the convolution perspective), see [BPGR16, §6.7] and [Mut18, Theorem 3.22]. This algorithm is

carried out for a few examples in Section §6.

3. The trivial and sign representations

In this section, we construct the trivial and sign representations of H, generalizing the corre-

sponding notions for affine Hecke algebras. As a consequence, we establish the first precise link

between the length function and H.

3.1. The trivial representation.

Theorem 3.1. There is an algebra map

triv : H Ñ Zrq1{N,q´1{Ns (3.2)

defined on generators by

Ti ÞÑ q (3.3)

Θµ ÞÑ qxρ,µy (3.4)

For x P WT, we have

Tx ÞÑ qℓpxq (3.5)

under triv.

Following the usual terminology, we will call triv the trivial representation of H.

Proof. Observe that formulas (3.3) and (3.4) are compatible with the defining relations of H, which

proves the existence of triv.

Let x P WT, which we write as x “ πwpλqv for v,w P W and λ P P`. Then we have by (2.28)

trivpTxq “ q2xρ,λy`ε1`¨¨¨`εr (3.6)

where the ε1, . . . , εr are defined by (2.29). On the other hand, we have ℓpπwpλqq “ ℓpπλq “ 2xρ,λy,

and by repeated application of [Mut18, Lemma 4.18] ℓpxq “ ℓpπwpλqq ` ε1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` εr. �

Remark 3.7. In [Mut18], we defined the length function to have properties mimicking the Iwahori-

Matsumoto relations of H, but beyond analogy we did not make any statement of a precise relation

between the two. In retrospect, we see that the precise relationship between the length function

and H is given by Theorem 3.1.

In particular, we can use Theorem 3.1 as a definition of the length function. That is, we define

the trivial representation in the Bernstein generators, and prove that each T-basis element maps

to a power of q. We then define the length to be exactly the power of q. The original definition of

the length function is then a consequence of the Iwahori-Matsumoto relations.
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3.2. The sign representation.

Theorem 3.8. There is an algebra map

sign : H Ñ: Zreπi 1

N srq1{N,q´1{Ns (3.9)

defined on generators by

Ti ÞÑ eπi “ ´1 (3.10)

Θµ ÞÑ eπixρ,µy (3.11)

For x P WT, we have

Tx ÞÑ eπiℓpxq (3.12)

under sign.

The proof of this theorem is a slight variation of the proof of Theorem 3.1.

4. Results for Weyl groups

Recall that W is the Weyl group of our Kac-Moody root system. In particular, W is a Coxeter

group, and HW is the Hecke algebra of this Coxeter group. It has basis tTw | w P Wu. The main

result of this section is Theorem 4.4 about structure coefficients of this basis. As outlined in §1.4 of

the Introduction, the statement of this result makes sense in the Kac-Moody affine context, and is

the subject of Conjecture 6.1. A crucial ingredient is the notion of length deficit, which is explained

in Proposition 4.1. It will be revisited in the Kac-Moody affine setting in Theorem 5.4.

Given x,y P W, we call the quantity ℓpxq ` ℓpyq ´ ℓpxyq the length deficit of the pair x and y.

The following well-known result relates length deficits to inversion sets.

Proposition 4.1. For x,y P W, we have:

ℓpxq ` ℓpyq “ ℓpxyq ` 2|Invpxq X Invpy´1q| (4.2)

Proof. This is equivalent to |Invpxq|`|Invpy´1q| “ |Invppxyq´1q|`2|InvpxqXInvpy´1q|. It therefore

suffices to construct a bijection

F : InvpxqzInvpy´1q \ Invpy´1qzInvpxq Ñ Invppxyq´1q. (4.3)

For β P InvpxqzInvpy´1q set Fpβq “ ´xpβq. Observe that this is a positive root because β P Invpxq,

and also that pxyq´1pFpβqq “ ´y´1pβq, which is a negative root because β R Invpy´1q. For

γ P Invpy´1qzInvpxq set Fpγq “ xpγq. This is an element of Invppxyq´1q by an argument analogous

to the above.

To prove F is a bijection, let us construct the inverse map. Let ζ P Invppxyq´1q. If x´1pζq ă 0,

then define F´1pζq “ ´x´1pζq P InvpxqzInvpy´1q. If x´1pζq ą 0, then we define F´1pζq “ x´1pζq P

Invpy´1qzInvpxq. �

We now state the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 4.4. Let x,y P W, and let N “ |Invpxq X Invpy´1q|. Consider the expansion

Tx ¨ Ty “
ÿ

zPW

czx,yTz (4.5)

in HW . The following are true.

(1) The coefficient czx,y is nonzero only if z ě xy in the Bruhat order.
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(2) The coefficient c
xy
x,y “ qN, and c

xsβy
x,y ‰ 0 for all β P Invpxq X Invpy´1q. In particular,

we have an lower bound on the support of (4.5):
ˇ̌ 
z P W | czx,y ‰ 0

(ˇ̌
ě N ` 1 (4.6)

(3) We also have an upper bound on the support of (4.5):
ˇ̌ 
z P W | czx,y ‰ 0

(ˇ̌
ď 2N (4.7)

(4) For all z, czx,y P Zrqs. If czx,y ‰ 0 then deg czx,y ď N with positive leading coefficient,

and the lowest degree term of czx,y is degree at least ℓpxyq ` N ´ ℓpzq and has sign

p´1qℓpzq´ℓpxyq.

Remark 4.8. We were not able to find in the literature the Bruhat lower bound (Theorem 4.4(i)),

but there is a well-known Bruhat upper bound. Let x ˚y denote the Demazure product of x and y

(see e.g. [Ken14]). Then the coefficient czx,y in (4.5) is nonzero only if z ď x‹y in the Bruhat order.

Moreover, the coefficient c
x‹y
x,y is non-zero. In the specialisation q “ 0, cx‹y

x,y becomes p´1qℓpxq`ℓpyq

and all other terms vanish [Ken14, p. 721]. By contrast, the q “ 1 specialisation of HW is ZW

and the only surviving term is c
xy
x,yTxy “ 1 ¨ xy. We shall revisit this in Section §7.

For x,y P W, we introduce the following abbreviated notation:

Npx,yq “ Invpxq X Invpy´1q (4.9)

In preparation for the proof, we record a few lemmas. Lemma 4.10 serves to elucidate the presence

of the quantity |Npx,yq| in Theorem 4.4 above. Lemmas 4.12 and 4.13 collect simple statements

about quantities in the Theorem change when x or y are multiplied by a simple reflection.

Lemma 4.10. Let x,y P W with a reduced decomposition y “ sj1 ¨ ¨ ¨ sjn . Set x “ x0, xi “ xi´1sji
for 1 ď i ď n. Then

|t1 ď i ď n | xi´1 ą xiu| “ |Npx,yq|. (4.11)

Proof. For 1 ď i ď n we have ℓpxiq ´ ℓpxi´1q “ ˘1, hence:

ℓpxyq ´ ℓpxq “
nÿ

i“1

pℓpxiq ´ ℓpxi´1qq “ ℓpyq ´ 2|t1 ď i ď n | xi´1 ą xiu|

The statement then follows from Proposition 4.1. �

Lemma 4.12. Let s “ sα P W be a simple reflection and x,y P W such that x 1 “ xs, x ă x 1 and

y “ sy 1, y 1 ă y. Then we have:

(a) x 1y 1 “ xy

(b) Npx 1,y 1q “ spNpx,yqq

(c) For any β root one has xsβy “ x 1ssβsy
1 “ x 1sspβqy

1.

(d) |Npx 1,y 1q| “ |Npx,yq| and ℓpx 1y 1q ` |Npx 1,y 1q| “ ℓpxyq ` |Npx,yq|.

Proof. The statements in (a) and (c) are immediate. The conditions imply that Invpx 1q “

spInvpxqztαuq and Invpy 1´1q “ spInvpy´1qztαuq (cf. (2.1)) whence (b) follows. Then (d) follows

from (a) and (b). �

Lemma 4.13. Let s “ sα be a simple reflection and x,y P W such that x 1 “ xs, x ą x 1 and

y “ sy 1, y 1 ă y. Then we have:

(a) xy “ x 1y 1 ă xy 1 and 2 ∤ ℓpxy 1q ´ ℓpx 1y 1q
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(b) Npx,yq “ spNpx 1,y 1qq Y tαu

(c) xy 1 “ xsαy, for β P Npx,yqztαu one has xsβy “ x 1ssβsy
1 “ x 1sspβqy

1

(d) ℓpxyq ` |Npx,yq| “ ℓpx 1y 1q ` |Npx 1,y 1q| ` 1 ď ℓpxy 1q ` |Npx,y 1q|

(e) |Npx,y 1q| ď |Npx,yq| ´ 1 “ |Npx 1,y 1q|

Proof. In (a) xy “ x 1y 1 is clear, and we have x 1y 1 “ xy 1 ¨ y 1´1sy 1 “ xy 1 ¨ sy 1´1α. The statement

then follows from (2.1), since y 1´1α ą 0 and xy 1py 1´1αq “ xpαq ă 0. Part (b) is true because the

conditions imply that Invpx 1q “ spInvpxqztαuq and Invpy 1´1q “ spInvpy´1qztαuq. Part (c) is clear.

In part (d), the equality follows from (b). The inequality follows from

ℓpxy 1q ` |Npx,y 1q| “
1

2
pℓpxq ` ℓpy 1q ` ℓpxy 1qq

“ℓpx 1y 1q ` |Npx 1,y 1q| `
1 ` ℓpxy 1q ´ ℓpx 1y 1q

2

ěℓpx 1y 1q ` |Npx 1,y 1q| `
1 ` 1

2

using Proposition 4.1 and (a). Part (e) follows from part (b) and

2|Npx,y 1q| “ℓpxq ` ℓpy 1q ´ ℓpxy 1q

“pℓpx,yq ` ℓpyq ´ ℓpxyqq ´ 2 ` pℓpxyq ` 1 ´ ℓpxy 1qq

ď2|Npx,yq| ´ 2

using Proposition 4.1 and part (a). �

4.0.1. Proof of Theorem 4.4. The proof is by induction on the length of y. The statement is clear

for y “ 1W . If ℓpyq “ 1, i.e. y “ s “ sα is a simple reflection, then we have:

TxTs “

"
Txs ¨ T2

s “ Txs ¨ ppq ´ 1qTs ` qq “ q1 ¨ Txy ` pq ´ 1qTxsαy if x ą xs

Txs “ q0 ¨ Txy if x ă xs
(4.14)

Observe that if x ą xs then Npx,yq “ tαu, N “ 1. If x ă xs then Npx, sq “ ∅, N “ 0. In both

cases, all statements of the theorem are true for the pair px,yq.

Now let us assume that the statement is true with the factor on the right having length at most

ℓpyq ´ 1. Let y “ sy 1 with ℓpy 1q “ ℓpyq ´ 1 and s “ sα a simple reflection. Thus Ty “ TsTy 1.

Consider any x. We have either ℓpxsq ą x or ℓpxsq ă x.

If ℓpxsq ą x then we have TxTy “ TxTsTy 1 “ TxsTy 1 . Setting x 1 “ xs ą x and y 1 “ sy ă y we

have czx,y “ czx 1,y 1. The statements of the theorem then all follow from the inductive hypothesis for

the pair px 1,y 1q and the statements of Lemma 4.12.

If ℓpxsq ă x then let us write x 1 “ xs ă x and y 1 “ sy ă y, i.e. x,y satisfy the conditions of

Lemma 4.13. We have

TxTy “ Tx 1T2
sTy 1 “ Tx 1ppq ´ 1qTs ` qqTy 1 “ pq ´ 1qTxTy 1 ` qTx 1Ty 1 (4.15)

and furthermore by the inductive hypothesis:

TxTy “ pq ´ 1q
ÿ

zěxy 1

czx,y 1Tz ` q
ÿ

zěx 1y 1

czx 1,y 1Tz (4.16)

It follows that

czx,y “ pq ´ 1q ¨ czx,y 1 ` q ¨ czx 1,y 1. (4.17)

We now check that the statements of the theorem are satisfied by the inductive hypothesis on the

pairs px,y 1q and px 1,y 1q and parts of Lemma 4.13.
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Indeed part (a) and xy “ x 1y 1 ă xy 1 implies that czx,y “ 0 unless z ě xy. For z “ xy the only

contribution comes from the right-hand sum, and so

cxyx,y “ q ¨ cx
1y 1

x 1,y 1 “ q1`|Npx 1,y 1q| “ q|Npx,yq|.

By part (e) of the Lemma we have:
ˇ̌ 
z P W | czx,y ‰ 0

(ˇ̌
ď 2|Npx,y 1q| ` 2|Npx 1,y 1q| ď 2|Npx,yq|´1 ` 2|Npx,yq|´1 “ 2|Npx,yq|

Observe that nonzero polynomials satisfying the conditions on czx,y (for any pair) have positive

leading coefficient. In particular (4.17) implies that czx,y is nonzero if at least one of czx,y 1 or czx 1,y 1

does not vanish. Let β P Npx,yq. By part (b) of the Lemma either β “ α or spβq P Npx 1,y 1q.

Therefore by part (c) of the Lemma c
xsβy
x,y does not vanish: indeed c

xsαy
x,y 1 ‰ 0 and c

xsβy

x 1,y 1 ‰ 0 for

spβq P Npx 1,y 1q.

Now let us examine the finer properties of the polynomials czx,y. The leading coefficient of both

czx,y 1 and czx 1,y 1 is positive, and by part (e) of the Lemma deg czx,y 1 ď |Npx,y 1q| ď |Npx,yq| ´ 1, and

deg czx 1,y 1 ď |Npx 1,y 1q| “ |Npx,yq| ´ 1. It follows that

deg czx,y “ 1 ` maxpdeg czx,y 1, deg czx,y 1q ď |Npx,yq|

and the leading coefficient of czx,y is positive.

By part (d) and (a) of the Lemma if czx,y 1 ‰ 0 then its lowest degree term has degree at least

ℓpxy 1q ` |Npx,y 1q| ´ ℓpzq ě ℓpxyq ` |Npx,yq| ´ ℓpzq and has sign p´1qℓpzq´ℓpxy 1q “ ´p´1qℓpzq´ℓpxyq.

Similarly if czx 1,y 1 ‰ 0 then its lowest degree term has degree at least ℓpx 1y 1q ` |Npx 1,y 1q| ´ ℓpzq “

´1 ` ℓpxyq ` |Npx,yq| ´ ℓpzq and has sign p´1qℓpzq´ℓpx 1y 1q “ p´1qℓpzq´ℓpxyq. It follows from (4.17)

that if at least one of these coefficients is nonzero, then czx,y ‰ 0 and the lowest degree term of czx,y

has degree at least ℓpxyq ` |Npx,yq| ´ ℓpzq and has sign p´1qℓpzq´ℓpxyq. �

4.1. Special case of length deficit 0, 2, 4. Let x,y P W. We consider the special cases where x and y

have length deficits 0, 2, and 4.

Example 4.18. If x and y have length deficit 0, then Invpxq X Invpyq “ ∅. In this case, Theorem 4.4

tells us that:

TxTy “ Txy (4.19)

Example 4.20. If x and y have length deficit 2, then Invpxq X Invpyq “ tβu for some positive root

β. In this case, Theorem 4.4 tells us that TxTy “ cTxsβy ` qTxy for some coefficient c P Zrqs. We

can compute the coefficient c using Remark 4.8 as follows. We have xsβy ą xy, so the Demazure

product is x ‹ y “ xsβy. By part (4) of Theorem 4.4, we know that c has degree at most 1 in q,

its leading coefficient is positive and its lowest degree term in q is negative. So c “ aq ` b for

some a,b P Z with a ą 0 and b ă 0. Since the value of c is 0 at q “ 1 and ˘1 at q “ 0, we get

a “ ´b “ 1, so c “ q ´ 1. So in this case:

TxTy “ pq ´ 1qTxsβy ` qTxy (4.21)

Example 4.22. If x and y have length deficit 4, then Theorem 4.4 implies that the support of TxTy
may have 3 or 4 elements. Both possibilities can in fact occur, as we illustrate below. Let W be

the Weyl group of SL3 (the symmetric group on three letters), and s1 and s2 the simple reflections.

For a pair with a support of 3 elements, take x “ s1s2 and y “ s2s1. Note xy “ 1W . We compute:

Ts1s2
Ts2s1

“ pq ´ 1qTs1s2s1
` qpq ´ 1qTs1

` q2T1W (4.23)
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For a pair with a support of 4 elements, take x “ s1s2 and y “ s1s2s1 “ s2s1s2. Note xy “ s2. We

compute:

Ts1s2
Ts1s2s1

“ pq ´ 1q2Ts1s2s1
` qpq ´ 1qTs2s1

qpq ´ 1qTs1s2
` q2Ts2

(4.24)

5. Length deficits in the Kac-Moody affine setting

The main result of the section is Theorem 5.4. This is the Kac-Moody affine generalization of

Proposition 4.1. The proof however is much more subtle, since the inversion sets of elements of

WT are usually infinite, and the relationship between lengths and inversion sets is more delicate.

5.1. Finite intersections of inversions sets.

Theorem 5.1. Let x,y P WT. Then Invpxq X Invpy´1q is a finite set.

Proof. Write x “ vπλ and y “ πµw for v,w P W and λ,µ P T. The assumption λ,ν P T implies

that there are finitely many η P ∆` such that xη,µy ă 0 or xη, ´λy ą 0. Since Invpvq, Invpwq are

also finite, by [MO19, Equation 24] we may write

Invpvπλq “ Fx Y
 
ηrms | η P ∆`, x´λ,ηy ď m ă 0,η R Invpvq

(
(5.2)

and

Invpw´1π´µq “ Fy Y
 
ηrms | η P ∆`, 0 ď m ă xµ,ηy,η R Invpw´1q

(
(5.3)

where Fx and Fy are finite sets. The theorem follows by comparing the right-hand sides of (5.2)

and (5.3) to see InvpxqzFx and Invpy´1qzFy are disjoint. �

5.2. Statement and outline of the proof. We are now ready to state the theorem.

Theorem 5.4. Let x,y P WT.

ℓpxq ` ℓpyq “ ℓpxyq ` 2|Invpxq X Invpy´1q| (5.5)

The key portion of the proof is Proposition 5.29 in §5.5. This is a statement involving a type

of set defined in (2.18), and one that appears in [MO19, Theorem 3.14]. Indeed the proof uses

techniques very similar to those in op. cit. to carefully analyse the relationship of inversion sets

and adapt the proof of Proposition 4.1 to the Kac-Moody affine setting.

We explain the structure of this section. The proof of Theorem 5.4 is by induction. We verify

the statement directly for a large class of pairs x,y P WT in §5.3. The induction is on the length

sum of two (Coxeter Weyl) elements associated to the pair x,y. This is outlined in §5.4. One

seemingly has to distinguish between cases, which are summarised in §5.4.1. However, a standard

symmetry argument (see §5.4.2) allows one to reduce to just a single case. Finally, the proof of

Proposition 5.29 in 5.5 contains the core of the argument.

5.3. Base cases. The statement of Theorem 5.4 can be directly checked for pairs x “ πλ,y “ πµw P

WT such that λ,µ lie in the same Weyl chamber. In this case, their inversion sets intersect only in

∆`, i.e. only in single-affine roots.

Lemma 5.6. Let x “ πλ,y “ πµw P WT be elements such that λ and µ lie in the same Weyl

chamber. Then

Invpxq X Invpy´1q “ tη P ∆` | η P Invpw´1q, xη,λy ă 0, xη,µy “ 0u (5.7)
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Proof. Assume η ` mπ P Invpxq X Invpy´1q. We have

xpη ` mπq “η ` pm ` xη,λyqπ ă 0

y´1pη ` mπq “w´1pηq ` pm ´ xη,µyqπ ă 0.
(5.8)

By hypothesis upλq,upµq P P` for some u P W. Note xη,λy “ xupηq,upλqy and xη,µy “

xupηq,upµqy. Since η`mπ P r∆`, upηq ą 0 would imply m` xη,λy ě m and thus xpη`mπq P r∆`.

So upηq ă 0, whence m ´ xη,µy ě m. It follows that m “ xη,µy “ 0, w´1pηq ă 0, η ą 0 and

xη,λy ă 0. �

Using this information, the statement of Theorem 5.4 can now be checked for these pairs.

Proposition 5.9. Let x “ πλ,y “ πµw P WT be elements such that λ and µ lie in the same Weyl

chamber. Then ℓpxq ` ℓpyq “ ℓpxyq ` 2|Invpxq X Invpy´1q|.

Proof. By Lemma 5.6 it suffices to show that:

ℓpxq ` ℓpyq ´ ℓpxyq “ 2|tη P ∆` | η P Invpw´1q, xη,λy ă 0, xη,µy “ 0u| (5.10)

This follows from the length formula [MO19, (19)], recalled in (2.14) above. We have xy “ πλ`µw,

so it suffices to check that the contributions of an η P ∆` to ℓpxq, ℓpyq and ℓpxyq cancel, except in

the case η P Invpw´1q, xη,λy ă 0, xη,µy “ 0, when the total contribution is 2.

Indeed this is straightforward to check, using the fact that by hypothesis upλq,upµq P P` for

some u P W, and so xλ,ηy ě 0 and xµ,ηy ě 0 for η R Invpuq, whereas xλ,ηy ď 0 and xµ,ηy ď 0 if

η P Invpuq. �

5.4. Induction by length. Let x,y P WT be an arbitrary pair of elements. Write x “ πλwx with λ P T

and wx P W. We may choose wy,w P W so that y “ wyπ
µw, and µ lies in the same Weyl chamber

as λ. The proof of Theorem 5.4 is by induction on ℓpwxq`ℓpwyq. The base case, ℓpwxq “ ℓpwyq “ 0

is exactly Proposition 5.9. The induction step is formulated in the following.

Claim 5.11. Let x,y P WT and write x “ πλwx, y “ wyπ
µw, where wx,wy,w P W and λ,µ are

in the same Weyl chamber. Assume that Theorem 5.4 holds for the pair px,yq.

Let s P S be a simple reflection. If wxs ą wx then Theorem 5.4 holds for the pair pxs,yq.

If swy ą wy then Theorem 5.4 holds for the pair px, syq.

The proof of Theorem 5.4 is now reduced to the proof of Claim 5.11.

5.4.1. Cases in the induction step. We break the setting of Claim 5.11 into cases by comparing

the pairs x and xs, y and sy, xy and xsy in the Bruhat order. The following Proposition gives

identities that together imply Claim 5.11 in all of the resulting eight cases. Recall the notation

defined in (2.18).

Lemma 5.12. Let x,y P WT, s P S. If

(1) x ă xs, y ă sy, xy ă xsy, then:

2|Invpxsq X Invpy´1q| ´ 2|Invpxq X Invpy´1q| “ 1 ´ |Inv``
xy py´1syq| (5.13)

2|Invpxq X Invppsyq´1q| ´ 2|Invpxq X Invpy´1q| “ 1 ´ |Inv``
xy py´1syq| (5.14)

(2) x ą xs, y ą sy, xy ă xsy, then:

2|Invpxsq X Invpy´1q| ´ 2|Invpxq X Invpy´1q| “ ´1 ´ |Inv``
xy py´1syq| (5.15)

2|Invpxq X Invppsyq´1q| ´ 2|Invpxq X Invpy´1q| “ ´1 ´ |Inv``
xy py´1syq| (5.16)
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(3) x ă xs, y ą sy, xy ą xsy, then:

2|Invpxsq X Invpy´1q| ´ 2|Invpxq X Invpy´1q| “ 1 ` |Inv``
xsypy´1syq| (5.17)

2|Invpxq X Invppsyq´1q| ´ 2|Invpxq X Invpy´1q| “ ´1 ` |Inv``
xsypy´1syq| (5.18)

(4) x ą xs, y ă sy, xy ą xsy, then:

2|Invpxsq X Invpy´1q| ´ 2|Invpxq X Invpy´1q| “ ´1 ` |Inv``
xsypy´1syq| (5.19)

2|Invpxq X Invppsyq´1q| ´ 2|Invpxq X Invpy´1q| “ 1 ` |Inv``
xsypy´1syq| (5.20)

Lemma 5.12 implies Claim 5.11 and therefore Theorem 5.4 in turn, as we now explain.

Proof of Claim 5.11 assuming Lemma 5.12. First observe that by (2.15) the cases (1)-(4) are

the only ones that occur. The key is [MO19, Theorem 3.4], by which we have that

ℓpu ¨ sβrnsq ´ ℓpuq “ |Inv``
u psβrnsq| (5.21)

for any pair u P WT and βrns P r∆` such that u ă u ¨ sβrns in the Bruhat order. (Note if βrns P S

then Inv``
u psβrnsq “ tsβrnsu and the statement is familiar.)

Let x,y be as in the statement of Claim 5.11, and let s P S be a simple reflection. We may apply

(5.21) with the smaller of xy and xsy in place of u, and sβrns “ y´1sy.

If wxs ą wx then combining this with 5.13, 5.15, 5.17 or 5.19, respectively, we have:

pℓpxsq` ℓpyq´ ℓpxsyqq´pℓpxq` ℓpyq´ ℓpxyqq “ 2|InvpxsqX Invpy´1q|´2|InvpxqX Invpy´1q|. (5.22)

If swy ą wy then combining the above use of (5.21) with 5.14, 5.16, 5.18, or 5.20, we have:

pℓpxq`ℓpsyq´ℓpxsyqq´pℓpxq`ℓpyq´ℓpxyqq “ 2|InvpxqXInvppsyq´1q|´2|InvpxqXInvpy´1q|. (5.23)

This completes the proof of Claim 5.11, i.e. the induction step, assuming the truth of Lemma

5.12. �

5.4.2. Symmetry of cases. The identities (5.13)-(5.20) are all of a similar flavour. We may in fact

reduce the proof of all of them to just (5.13). This is the content of the following.

Lemma 5.24. Lemma 5.12 follows from (5.13). That is, if for any pair x,y P WT and s P S

simple reflection such that x ă xs, y ă sy and xy ă xsy we have (cf. (5.13))

2|Invpxsq X Invpy´1q| ´ 2|Invpxq X Invpy´1q| “ 1 ´ |Inv``
xy py´1syq|, (5.25)

then all identities of Lemma (5.12) are true.

Proof. Note that (5.17) follows from (5.15) and (5.19) follows from (5.13) by replacing x by xs

(and leaving y unchanged). Similarly, (5.18) follows from (5.14) and (5.20) follows from (5.16) by

replacing y by sy (and leaving x unchanged). So it suffices to consider cases (1) and (2).

Furthermore, we claim replacing both x by xs and y by sy reduces case (2) to case (1). Indeed,

observe that if we write x 1 “ xs and y 1 “ sy then x 1y 1 “ xy and py 1q´1sy 1 “ y´1sy. Assume the

pair px,yq satisfy the conditions in case (1). Then px 1,y 1q fall in case (2), and (5.15) and (5.16)

(for x 1 and y 1) follow from (5.13) and (5.14) if we show

|Invpxq X Invpy´1q| ` 1 “ |Invpxsq X Invppsyq´1q|. (5.26)

Let α be the simple root corresponding to s. Then (5.26) follows from:

spInvpxq X Invpy´1qq Y tαu “ Invpxsq X Invppsyq´1q. (5.27)
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Note that the assumption x ă xs, y ă sy implies that α R Invpxq Y Invpy´1q.

We may therefore assume that x,y are as in case (1), i.e. x ą xs, y ă sy and xy ă xsy. Then

(5.14) follows from (5.13) if we show that

|Invpxq X Invppsyq´1q| “ |Invpxsq X Invpy´1q|. (5.28)

These two finite sets are indeed in bijection by the reflection s.

�

We have now reduced the proof of Theorem 5.4 to just the proof of (5.13).

5.5. The proof of Theorem 5.4. As explained in the preceeding subsections, it remains to prove the

identity in (5.13). We restate this here.

Proposition 5.29. Let x,y P WT and let s P S be a simple reflection so that x ă xs, y ă sy and

xy ă xsy. Then

2|Invpxsq X Invpy´1q| ´ 2|Invpxq X Invpy´1q| “ 1 ´ |Inv``
xy py´1syq| (5.30)

Proof. The bijection constructed in the proof of Proposition 4.1 works exactly as before, and we

get a bijection

F : InvpxqzInvpy´1q \ Invpy´1qzInvpxq Ñ Invppxyq´1q (5.31)

by the same formula. We can reframe this as a bijection

Gx,y : Invppxyq´1q \ pInvpxq X Invpy´1qq \ pInvpy´1q X Invpxqq
„
Ñ Invpxq \ Invpy´1q (5.32)

where by \ we mean formal disjoint union. Explicitly, we have

For ζ P Invppxyq´1q : Gx,ypζq “

#
´x´1pζq P Invpxq if x´1pζq ă 0

x´1pζq P Invpy´1q if x´1pζq ą 0
(5.33)

For β P pInvpxq X Invpy´1qq : Gx,ypβq “ β P Invpxq (5.34)

For γ P pInvpy´1q X Invpxqq : Gx,ypγq “ γ P Invpy´1q (5.35)

Because we are in the case where xs ą x, we have an injection H : Invpxq ãÑ Invpxsq given by

For β P Invpxq : Hpβq “ spβq (5.36)

The image of this injection is everything except α (note xspαq “ ´xpαq ă 0 by our assumption)

where α is the simple positive root corresponding to s. We therefore have an injection

H \ id : Invpxq \ Invpy´1q ãÑ Invpxsq \ Invpy´1q (5.37)

whose image misses only α P Invpxsq.

Also, as in (5.32), we have a bijection:

G´1
xs,y : Invpxsq \ Invpy´1q

„
Ñ Invppxsyq´1q \ pInvpxsq X Invpy´1qq \ pInvpy´1q X Invpxsqq (5.38)

given by

For η P Invpxsq : G´1
xs,ypηq “

#
´xspηq P Invppxsyq´1q if y´1pηq ą 0

η P Invpxsq X Invpy´1q if y´1pηq ă 0
(5.39)

For θ P Invpy´1q : G´1
xs,ypθq “

#
xspθq P Invppxsyq´1q if xspθq ą 0

θ P Invpy´1q X Invpxsq if ´ xspθq ă 0
(5.40)

(5.41)
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We therefore have the injection

G´1
xs,y ˝ pH \ idq ˝ Gx,y : Invppxyq´1q \ pInvpxq X Invpy´1qq \ pInvpy´1q X Invpxqq ãÑ

Invppxsyq´1q \ pInvpxsq X Invpy´1qq \ pInvpy´1q X Invpxsqq

whose image misses only G´1
xs,ypαq

We further have a bijection (constructed in [MO19, §4]):

K : Invppxsyq´1q
„
Ñ Invppxyq´1q \ Inv``

xy py´1syq (5.42)

Explicitly [MO19, Corollary 4.4], we have:

Kpξq “

$
’’&
’’%

ξ P Invppxyq´1q if pxyq´1pξq ă 0

xsx´1pξq P Invppxyq´1q if pxyq´1pξq ą 0 and xsx´1pξq ą 0

pxyq´1pξq if pxyq´1pξq ą 0 and xsx´1pξq ă 0

(5.43)

So we get an injection

L “ pK \ id \ idq ˝ G´1
xs,y ˝ pH \ idq ˝ Gx,y : Invppxyq´1q \ pInvpxq X Invpy´1qq \ pInvpy´1q X Invpxqq ãÑ

Invppxyq´1q \ Inv``
xy py´1syq \ pInvpxsq X Invpy´1qq \ pInvpy´1q X Invpxsqq

whose image misses only pK \ id \ idq ˝ G´1
xs,ypαq.

Let us analyze L explicitly. Let

S “
 
ζ P Invppxyq´1q | Lpζq P Invppxyq´1q

(
(5.44)

We know Inv``
xy py´1syq is finite by [MO19, Theorem 5.2], and the intersections Invpxq X Invpy´1q

and Invpxsq X Invpy´1q are finite by Theorem 5.1. So we know that the complement of S in

Invppxyq´1q is a finite set.

The restricted map L : S Ñ Invppxyq´1q is given by the following formula:

For ζ P S : Lpζq “

$
’’&
’’%

ζ if x´1pζq ă 0

xsx´1pζq if x´1pζq ą 0 and pxsyq´1pζq ă 0

ζ if if x´1pζq ą 0 and pxsyq´1pζq ą 0

(5.45)

We claim that the map L induces a bijection:

L : S
„
Ñ S (5.46)

Let S1 “ tζ P S | Lpζq “ ζqu, and let S2 “ tζ P S | Lpζq “ xsx´1pζqu. It is clear that L induces

a bijection of S1. We will show L induces a bijection of S2. Let ζ P S2. Then x´1pζq ą 0 and

pxsyq´1pζq ă 0, and Lpζq “ xsx´1pζq. We will show that Lpζq lies in S2. First we compute

Gx,ypLpζqq. We have x´1pLpζqq “ sx´1pζq. Because x´1pζq ą 0, this can only be negative if ζ were

equal to xpαq. A straightforward computation shows that xpαq R S, so ζ cannot be equal to xpαq.

So Gx,ypLpζqq “ x´1pLpζq “ sx´1pζq P Invpy´1q. Next we compute G´1
xs,ypθq for θ “ sx´1pζqq.

We have xspθq “ ζ ą 0, so G´1
xs,ypθq “ ζ. Finally, because ζ P Invppxyq´1q, Kpζq “ ζ. So we have

shown that Lpζq P S2, and L2pζq “ ζ. We conlude that L induces a bijection of S .

Looking at the complement of S, we see that L induces an injection between

L : pInvppxyq´1qzSq \ pInvpxq X Invpy´1qq \ pInvpy´1q X Invpxqq ãÑ (5.47)

pInvppxyq´1qzSq \ Inv``
xy py´1syq \ pInvpxsq X Invpy´1qq \ pInvpy´1q X Invpxsqq (5.48)
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whose image misses only one element. Observe now that the source and target of 5.47 are now

finite sets. So we can conclude that:

2|Invpxq X Invpy´1qq| ` 1 “ |Inv``
xy py´1syq| ` 2|Invpxsq X Invpy´1q| (5.49)

�

6. The main conjecture and examples in the Kac-Moody affine setting

Theorem 5.4 establishes Proposition 4.1 in the Kac-Moody affine setting. We need this to state

the main conjecture of this paper.

Conjecture 6.1. Theorem 4.4 holds in the Kac-Moody affine case. Additionally, the explicit

formulas in the length-deficit 0 and 2 cases (Examples 4.18 and 4.20) hold in the Kac-Moody

affine case.

The rest of this section is devoted to explicit computations that confirm this conjecture for

specific examples in the case of ySL2. These computations illustrate the multiplication algorithm

described in §2.5.4.

Working in the Kac-Moody root system ySL2, consider the cocharacter Λ0, which satisfies xα0,Λ0y “

1, and xα1,Λ0y “ 0. This does not uniquely determine Λ0 because ySL2 has a singular Cartan ma-

trix. Recall that in this case, we also have a choice for the character ρ. We fix the choices for Λ0

and ρ so that xρ,Λ0y “ 0.

6.1. Length deficit zero. Pairs of the form πµ1 and πµ2 where µ1 and µ2 lie in the same Weyl chamber

are easily seen to be length additive, and in these cases (2.24) and (7.2) immediately imply

Tπµ1Tπµ2 “ Tπµ1`µ2 (6.2)

However, there are other length additive pairs not of this form. For example, let x “ πΛ0`4δ and

y “ s1s0π
Λ0`δ. Then ℓpxq “ 16, ℓpyq “ 2 and ℓpxq ` ℓpyq ´ ℓpxyq “ 0. We may write Tx and Ty in

the Bernstein basis, and use the Bernstein relation (2.31) and the generalized Iwahori-Matsumoto

relations (2.26), (2.27) to compute:

TxTy “qxρ,2Λ0`5δy ¨ ΘΛ0`4δT
´1
s1

T´1
s0

ΘΛ0`δ

“qxρ,2Λ0`5δy´1 ¨ T´1
s1

ΘΛ0`4δΘΛ0`α1
Ts0

“T´1
s1

Tπ2Λ0`4δ`α1
Ts0

“ TπΛ0`4δs1s0π
Λ0`δ “ Txy

(6.3)

6.2. Length deficit two. Let x “ s0π
Λ0 “ πΛ0´α0s0 and y “ s0s1s0π

Λ0 . We check that Invpxq X

Invpy´1q “ tβu where β “ ´2α0 ´ α1 ` π “ α1 ´ 2δ ` π “ p´α1 ` 2δqr´1s “ p2α0 ` α1qr´1s.

Therefore, by Theorem 5.4, x and y are a length-deficit two pair.

Using the generalized Iwahori-Matsumoto relations (2.27) we have Tx “ T´1
s0

TπΛ0
and Ty “

T´1
s0

T´1
s1

T´1
s0

TπΛ0
. Since Λ0 is dominant, we have TπΛ0

“ qxΛ0,ρy ¨ ΘΛ0
.

Therefore:

Tx ¨ Ty “ q2xΛ0,ρy ¨ T´1
s0

ΘΛ0
T´1
s0

T´1
s1

T´1
s0

ΘΛ0
(6.4)

Using the Bernstein relations, one has:

T´1
s0

ΘΛ0
“q´1ΘΛ0´α0

Ts0
(6.5)

Substituting into the right-hand side of (6.4):

Tx ¨ Ty “q2xΛ0,ρy´2 ¨ ΘΛ0´α0
T´1
s1

ΘΛ0´α0
Ts0

(6.6)
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Applying (2.21) and (2.31) again, noting xα1,Λ0 ´ α0y “ 2 it is straightforward to check that:

T´1
s1

ΘΛ0´α0
“q´1ΘΛ0´α0´2α1

Ts1
` q´1pq ´ 1qΘΛ0´α0´α1

(6.7)

Again substituting into (6.6) one then has:

Tx ¨ Ty “q2xΛ0,ρy´3 ¨ ΘΛ0´α0
pΘΛ0´α0´2α1

Ts1
` pq ´ 1qΘΛ0´α0´α1

qTs0

“q ¨ Tπ2Λ0´2α0´2α1
Ts1

Ts0
` pq ´ 1qTπ2Λ0´2α0´α1

Ts0

(6.8)

The last line of the equation converts the elements of the Bernstein basis back to the T basis. Note

that the weights 2Λ0 ´ 2α0 ´ 2α1 and 2Λ0 ´ 2α0 ´ α1 are dominant, and thus the BKP algorithm

§2.5.3 is immediate.

Observe that xy “ π2Λ0´2δs1s0 and xsβy “ π2Λ0´δ´α0s0. Since we have π2Λ0´2α0´2α1pα1q “

α1 ą 0 and pπ2Λ0´2α0´2α1s1qpα0q “ α0`2α1`2π ą 0 the first term is Txy and since π2Λ0´2α0´α1pα0q “

α0 ą 0 the second term is Txsβy by the generalized Iwahori-Matsumoto relations 6.4 and therefore

Tx ¨ Ty “q ¨ Tπ2Λ0´2δs1s0
` pq ´ 1q ¨ Tπ2Λ0´δ´α0s0

“q ¨ Txy ` pq ´ 1q ¨ Txsβy,
(6.9)

as predicted.

Note that β P Invpxq X Invpy´1q, implies xsβy ą xy.

6.3. Length deficit four with three terms in the product. In the case of Weyl groups, we saw that for

length-deficit four pairs, the product in the Hecke algebra may have three or four terms. The same

phenomenon occurs here.

Let x “ πΛ0`2α1s0s1 and y “ πΛ0´α1s1ps0s1q2. Then ℓpxq “ 14 and ℓpyq “ 5, and ℓpxq ` ℓpyq ´

ℓpxyq “ 4. We may check that Invpxq X Invpy´1q “ tα0, α1r´1su. Writing x “ s0s1s0π
Λ0`4δs0 and

y “ s1s0π
Λ0`δs1s0s1 we may rewrite Tx and Ty in the Bernstein basis, and use three instances of

the Bernstein relation to compute:

TxTy “qxρ,2Λ0`5δy ¨ T´1
s0s1s0

ΘΛ0`4δTs0
¨ T´1

s1
T´1
s0

ΘΛ0`δTs1s0s1

“qxρ,2Λ0`4δy ¨ T´1
s0s1s0

pTs0
ΘΛ0`4δ´α0

` pq ´ 1qΘΛ0`4δq¨

¨ pΘΛ0´α1
Ts1

` pq ´ 1qΘΛ0
qTps0s1q2

“qxρ,2Λ0`4δy ¨ T´1
s0

Θ2Λ0`3δTps0s1q2`

` qxρ,2Λ0`4δypq ´ 1q ¨ T´1
s1s0

Θ2Λ0`4δ´α0
Tps0s1q2`

` qxρ,2Λ0`4δypq ´ 1q ¨ T´1
s0s1s0

Θ2Λ0`4δ´α1
Ts1

Tps0s1q2`

` qxρ,2Λ0`4δypq ´ 1q2 ¨ T´1
s0s1s0

Θ2Λ0`4δTps0s1q2

(6.10)

The first, second and fourth terms have dominant weights µ appearing as Θµ, so we may convert

these back to the T basis directly. For the third term, we may apply a Bernstein relation again.

After simplification, this yields:

TxTy “q2 ¨ T´1
s0

Tπ2Λ0`3δTps0s1q2`

` qpq ´ 1q ¨ T´1
s1s0

Tπ2Λ0`3δ`α1
Tps0s1q2`

` pq ´ 1q ¨ T´1
ps1s0q2

Tπ2Λ0`4δ`α1
Tps0s1q2

(6.11)
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Now we may check Iwahori-Matsumoto relations (or compute lengths) to recognize each term is

supported at a single element of the T -basis, namely:

TxTy “q2 ¨ Ts0π
2Λ0`3δps0s1q2 ` qpq ´ 1q ¨ Ts0s1π

2Λ0`3δ`α1 ps0s1q2 ` pq ´ 1q ¨ Tps0s1q2π2Λ0`4δ`α1 ps0s1q2

“q2 ¨ Txy ` qpq ´ 1q ¨ Txsα1r´1sy ` pq ´ 1q ¨ Txsα0
y.

(6.12)

Observe that ℓpxsα1r´1syq ´ ℓpxyq “ 1 and ℓpxsα0
yq ´ ℓpxyq “ 3. (Cf. Example 4.22.) As above,

we know all terms are greater than or equal to xy in the Bruhat order.

6.4. Length deficit four with four terms in the product. Let x “ πΛ0`2α1 and y “ πΛ0`α1s0s1. Then

ℓpxq “ 16, ℓpyq “ 4, and ℓpxq ` ℓpyq ´ ℓpxyq “ 4. We may check that Invpxq X Invpy´1q “

t´α1 ` 2δ, ´α1 ` 3δu. Writing x “ πs0s1s0pΛ0`4δq and y “ πs0pΛ0`δqs0s1 we may rewrite Tx and

Ty in the Bernstein basis, use the Bernstein relation to perform the multiplication, and return the

product into the T basis as follows:

TxTy “qxρ,2Λ0`5δyT´1
s0s1s0

ΘΛ0`4δTs0
Ts1

ΘΛ0`δTs1

“qxρ,2Λ0`5δyT´1
s0s1s0

Θ2Λ0`4δ`α1
Ts0

T2
s1

` pq ´ 1qqxρ,2Λ0`5δyT´1
s0s1s0

Θ2Λ0`5δT
2
s1

“q ¨ T´1
s0s1s0

Tπ2Λ0`4δ`α1
Ts0

T2
s1

` pq ´ 1qT´1
s0s1s0

Tπ2Λ0`5δT2
s1

(6.13)

Applying the quadratic relations and the generalized Iwahori-Matsumoto relations, this can be

written as:

TxTy “q2 ¨ Txy ` qpq ´ 1q ¨ Txs´α1`2δy ` qpq ´ 1qTxs´α1`3δy ` pq ´ 1q2Tps0s1q2π2Λ0`5δ (6.14)

Here ℓpxs´α1`2δyq ´ ℓpxyq “ 1, ℓpxs´α1`3δyq ´ ℓpxyq “ 1, and ℓpps0s1q2π2Λ0`5δq ´ ℓpxyq “ 2.

As in the previous examples, the first, second, and third term are immediately greater than or

equal to xy in the Bruhat order. However, we need to check the fourth term ps0s1q2π2Λ0`5δ “

xy ¨ sα0r´1ss1. We have xypα0r´1sq “ α1 ´ 3δ ` π ą 0, (hence α0r´1s P Inv``
xy pα0r´1sq and)

xy ă xy ¨ sα0r´1s; similarly xy ¨ sα0r´1spα1q “ π2Λ0´3δ`4α1s0s1s0pα1q “ ´α1 ` 4δ ą 0, whence

xy ¨ sα0r´1s ă xy ¨ sα0r´1ss1. So the fourth element of the support is also greater than xy in the

Bruhat order.

7. The q “ 0 specialization and the Demazure product

Let W be a Weyl group (or more generally any Coxeter group). It follows directly from the braid

and quadratic relations that the T -basis of the Hecke algebra HW has structure coefficients lying

in Zrqs. We can therefore consider the q “ 0 specialization of HW . It is easy to check that in the

resulting nil-Hecke algebra

TxTy ” p´1qℓpxq`ℓpyqTx‹y (7.1)

for all x,y P W, where x ‹ y denotes the Demazure product on W [Ken14, p. 721]. Recall that

the Demazure product is an associative multiplication on W characterized by

w ‹ s “

#
ws if ℓpwsq “ ℓpwq ` 1

w if ℓpwsq “ ℓpwq ´ 1
(7.2)

for s a simple reflection in W, and w P W arbitrary.

In the Kac-Moody affine case, we consider WT “ W ˙ T, and the corresponding Kac-Moody

affine Hecke algebra H “ HWT
. As mentioned in §2.5.4 the structure coefficients of the T -basis

lie in Zrqs as well, but this is a non-trivial result of [BPGR16, §6.7] and [Mut18, Theorem 3.22].
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In particular, the proof is somewhat non-constructive: there is an algorithm to compute structure

coefficients that lie in Zrq,q´1s. However, since the structure coefficients must be an integer when

q is specialized to any prime power, the structure coefficients must lie in Zrqs. We can therefore

make the following conjecture.

Conjecture 7.3. Let x,y P WT. Then there exists a unique x ‹ y P WT such that:

TxTy ” p´1qℓpxq`ℓpyqTx‹y mod q (7.4)

We note that all the examples computed in Section 6 above align with this conjecture. A positive

answer to this conjecture would give a definition of the Kac-Moody affine Demazure product. We

mention that another approach is to generalize the work of Schremmer [Sch24] to the Kac-Moody

affine setting.

7.1. Length deficit 0 and 2. Conjecture 7.3 along with conjecture 6.1 imply the following corollaries.

Conjecture 7.5. If x,y P WT, and ℓpxyq “ ℓpxq ` ℓpyq, then:

x ‹ y “ xy (7.6)

Conjecture 7.7. If x,y P WT, and ℓpxyq “ ℓpxq ` ℓpyq ´ 2, then by Theorem 5.4, we have

Invpxq X Invpy´1q “ tβrnsu for a single Kac-Moody affine root βrns. In this case, we have

x ‹ y “ xsβrnsy (7.8)

7.2. Bruhat order and Demazure product. In the case where W is a Coxeter Weyl group, then there is

a close relationship between the Bruhat order and the Demazure product. For each x P W, define

the down set of x by:

Ópxq “ tz P W | z ď xu (7.9)

Then it is known that [Ken14, Proposition 8.]:

Ópxq¨ Ópyq “Ópx ‹ yq (7.10)

Note on the left, Ó pxq¨ Ó pyq denotes the set of all products in the usual group multiplication on

W. In particular, this shows that the Demazure product is characterized by the Bruhat order and

the group multiplication on W. Both of these are available in the Kac-Moody affine case, so that

leads us to ask the following question.

Question 7.11. Does equation (7.10) hold in the Kac-Moody affine case?

In the Kac-Moody affine case, we currently do not have a good way to understand down sets,

and we cannot verify (7.10) in any particular example. This is our reason for framing this as a

question rather than a conjecture.
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