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PURSUING COXETER THEORY FOR KAC-MOODY AFFINE HECKE ALGEBRAS

DINAKAR MUTHIAH AND ANNA PUSKAS

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 Wy for the T-basis is no longer a Coxeter group. Nonetheless, W 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
g = 0 specialization of .

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Affine Weyl groups and Hecke algebras. We can think about an affine Weyl group Wa,g 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 W,g as the semi-direct
product of a finite Weyl group and a lattice. Corresponding to these points of view, the affine
Hecke algebra Hyy,, has two presentations.

Viewing W,g as a Coxeter group, one has the Iwahori-Matsumoto presentation and the T-basis
{Tw }wew.q of Hw,, given by taking products of reduced expressions of generators. The generators
satisfy quadratic relations (2.2I]) and additionally braid relations, which can be encoded via the
following length additivity formula:

T Ty = Tay if £(x) + {(y) = €(xy) for x,y € Wag (1.1)

Here { : Wog — Z>( is the length function.

The T-basis also reflects the realization of Hyy ., 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 W,g exactly encodes the Haar measure of the double
cosets.

Viewing W,g as the semi-direct product of a finite Weyl group and a lattice, we have the Bernstein
presentation of Hyy .. The algebra Hyy , 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).
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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: JH 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 { Ty }xeww 7. Here the indexing
set is the semi-direct product W x J. 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 §2.5.41 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 Hyy . is straightforward: one simply
uses the Coxeter presentation of Wyg, 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 x T carries many
structures in common with Coxeter groups, such as a Bruhat order and a compatible length function
IBKP16|, 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 J, 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 HH 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 7, the Bruhat order and length function on W x 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 x T and the Kac-Moody affine Hecke algebra J{. Let ¢
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.I]and [3.8in the main text). Let H be a Kac-Moody affine Hecke algebra
with T-basts indexed by W x T where W 1s the Weyl group and T 1is the Tits cone in the lattice
of coweights. Then there are ‘“trivial” and “sign” representations

triv: H — Z[q,q" ] (1.3)
sign : H — Z[q,q}] (1.4)
characterized by
triv(Ty) = q*™ (1.5)
sign(T,) = (—1)*™) (1.6)

for all x e W x T, where {(x) s the length of x.
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The theorem and its proof form the contents of Section [3l 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 (I.I)) shows how products of el-
ements in the T-basis behave for length-additive pairs x,y in a Coxeter Weyl group. If {(xy) <
L(x)+{(y) (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). Fiz a Kac-Moody root datum. Let x,y €
W x T. Then Inv(x) n Inv(y~?) is a finite set, and

0(x) + L(y) = Uxy) + |Inv(x) N Inv(y 1) (1.8)

Here Inv(x) and Inv(y~!) 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[Blis dedicated to proving first that the intersection
on the right-hand side of (I.8)]) is finite (Theorem [E.1I), then the identity (I.8]) (Theorem [(£.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] in the main text). Let W be the Weyl group of a Kac-Moody root
system, and let Hyy be the corresponding Hecke algebra. Let x,y € W, and let N = |Inv(x) n
Inv(y~!)|. When we ezpand
TX ‘Ty == Z C)ZQ,yTZ (1'10)
zeW

n Hyw the following are true.

(1) The coefficient c% ,, is nonzero only if z > xy in the Bruhat order.

(2) The coefficient cXY%, = qN, and cxy” # 0 for all B € Inv(x) N Inv(y~!). In particular,

we have an lower bound on the support of (L.I0):

{zeW|ci, #0}>N+1 (1.11)
(3) We also have an upper bound on the support of (L.I0):
{zeW|cZ, #0} <2 (1.12)

Note two special cases. If {(x) + £(y) = {(xy), then N = 0 by Theorem 1.7l By parts (2] and
[3]) of the theorem, the right hand side of (I.I0]) is only one term with coefficient 1. That is, we
recover ([L.TJ).

If ¢(x) + L(y) = €(xy) + 2, then Inv(x) N Inv(y~!) is a singleton containing a single root 3, and
N = 1. In this case, the theorem says that T, Ty = CTXSBU + qTxy for some coefficient ¢. In the
main text, we prove a more elaborated version of [I.7, from which we compute this coefficient to be
g — 1. So in this case we have:

TxTy = (q - 1)TXS[51J + qTxy (1.13)
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Note this case includes the special situation where x and y are both the same simple reflection,
and then (LI3)) 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 in the main text). Theorem and formulas (1) and ([II3)
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 S/L\z in Section [6

Theorem and Conjecture [I.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 ¢ = 0 and the Demazure product. The T-basis of H has structure coefficients lying
in Z[q,q '] (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 Z[q] (|[BPGR16),
§6.7) and [Mutl8, 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 [/l We state the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.15 (Conjecture [7.3] in the main text). Let x,y € Wyg. Then there exists a unique
x xy € Wg such that:
T, Ty = (-1 HWT . 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 S/L\z in Section [6l Furthermore,
the formulas [I.T] and [1.13] give precise conjectures for x xy in the cases where the pair x, y is length
additive (Conjecture [Z.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
A denote the set of real roots of our Kac-Moody root system, and A* < A the set of positive
real roots. Let {«;}ic; be the set of simple roots. We write § > 0 for € A* and B < 0 for
BeA—-AT = —-A"T. For any 3 € A we will write the same symbol  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, {«;}ic1 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 s; for i € [. Recall
that W is a Coxeter group, and we have the the length function ¢ : W — Z-(, and Bruhat order
>. Because W is the Weyl group of a Kac-Moody root system, these structures can be interpreted
using the root system. For w € W we have {(w) = |Inv(w)|, where Inv(w) = AT nw~1(—A"). For
weW, B eA*, and sg the corresponding reflection we have

wsp >w if w(p) e A* (2.1)

spw>wifwl(B)eAt (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:

w(f) > 0 if and only if £(wsg) > {(w) (2.3)
and:
w1(B) > 0 if and only if £(sgw) > (W) (2.4)

2.2. Kac-Moody affine root system. Following Braverman, Kazhdan, and Patnaik [BKP16l, Appendix
B], we define the set of Kac-Moody affine roots (KM affine roots for short) as :

A={B+nneZAQZn|B e A, neZ) (2.5)
and the set of positive KM affine roots as:
At ={B+nmeA|BeAT, n=0}u{p+nnecA|pec—-A", n>0} (2.6)

Here 7t is a formal symbol, and we write p + nt > 0if B + nmwe AT,
Following [MO19, (5),(6)] we set

+1 ifn>0
14— {t14; = .
sgn : Z — {+1}; sgn(n) { 1 #n<o (2.7)
and for any p € A* and n € Z define B[n] € A*
B[n] =sgn(n) - (f +nm) =sgn(n)p + [n|m. (2.8)

Note that (B,n) — B[n] is a bijection A* x Z — AT,

2.3. The Tits cone and W<y. We denote elements of the semidirect product Wp = W x P by mH*w
(e P, we W). This group acts on the set A via:

T w(B +nm) = w(B) + (n + (u, w(B)))m (2.9)
For B[n] € AT we write Spn] = 7'[“(385 € Wp for the corresponding reflection. Here the {3 in the
exponent of 7t is the real coroot corresponding to 3 € A. Analogously to the classical case, we may
define
Inv(m*w) = {B[n] € AT | t*w(B[n]) ¢ AT} (2.10)
Note that unlike in the classical setting, Inv(7t"*w) is generally not a finite set.
Let PT < P denote the set of dominant coweights (i.e. for A € P we have A € P™ if {a;,A) = 0
for every i€ I). Let

T={pneP|p=w) for some A e P* and we W} (2.11)



6 DINAKAR MUTHIAH AND ANNA PUSKAS

denote the Tits cone, and let W = W x 7. This is a subsemigroup of Wp.

2.4. The Bruhat order and length function on Wy, Fix a weight p such that {(p,«;) =1 forallie I
Such a p always exists, and if the Cartan matrix is non-singular it is unique, but otherwise we have
a choice. We choose p such there exists N € Z~; such that

owye (2.12)

for all e P. We choose p 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

2
matrix { a] with a > 3, we have {(p,A) = % for A one of the two fundamental weights.

—a 2 —a?

We define the length function {: Wy — Z - % by the following formula. For p € 7 and w e W
we set (see e.g. [MO19] (19)]):

—(2n, ) if (,u) <0andn¢nv(w?)
—(2 —1 if <0andnelnv(w?
o n,w M, w n (w™)
Hrw) = 2w + EZA:+ 1 if M, ) =0 and n € Inv(w™?) (2.14)
" if M, ) >0 and n ¢ Inv(w™1).

Observe that, in particular, for u € 7, we have {(7") = 2(p, uy) where pu, € P is the unique
dominant coweight in the Weyl orbit W - .

The Bruhat order > on Wi is defined as follows. Suppose for m*w € W, B[n] € EJF, and
Twsgn) € Wy, Generalizing 1)), we have

ws gy > mHw if Ttw(B[n]) € At (2.15)
spymw > w if wiH(B[n]) € At (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]):

™w(B[n]) € A" if and only if UM wsgn)) > (M w) (2.17)

Following [MO19] (15)] define:

++

Invil, (spmy) = {y[m] € Inv(sgm)) | @w(y[m]) > 0 and m*w(—sgj(y[m])) >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 ™w € Wy, B[n] € 5*, T™wsgm) € Wy, and
w(B[n]) > 0. Then Inv " (sgm)) is a finite set and:

U(r*wspm)) = Umw) + [Inv L (spm)| (2.20)
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2.5. The Kac-Moody affine Hecke algebra. Let q be an indeterminate. We define the Kac-Moody
affine Hecke algebra I to be the Z[q*/N, q~*/N] algebra generated by {T};.; and {O" | ne T}
subject to the following relations. First, the T; generate a copy of Hy, the Hecke algebra for the
Coxeter group W, i.e., for all i € I we have the quadratic relation

T2=(q-1Ti+q (2.21)

and the T; satisfy the braid relations for the Coxeter group W. Because of the braid relations, for
all w e W, we can unambiguously define

Tw=T, T (2.22)

4

where w = si, - - sy, is a reduced decomposition. The generators ©" generate a copy of the semi-
group algebra of 7, i.e. for all u;,uy € T, we have ©*1@*2 = @H*1TH2, Finally, we have the
Bernstein relation

o1 — @si(w)

TOH — %W, = (g - 1) 75—

(2.23)
forallieland ue 7.

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 X 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 X, 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 | denote the Iwahori-subgroup of G. The ] double cosets of G
are indexed by W4. For each x € W+, we write T, 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 {Ty | x € Wy} 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 [Mutl8, BPGR16]. A
word of warning: our conventions match [BKP16] and [Mut18] but differ by signs from [BPGR16].

We can write any x € W as x = @My for A € P* dominant and w,v e W. We have (IBKP16),
§6.2.1] and [BPGRI16), §5.7]):

T = qPher (2.24)
The motivation for defining H over Z[q*'/N] is the fact that {p,\) € &Z.

To find the basis element for (M) we use the following formula ([Muti8, Corollary 3.19] and
IBPGRI16, Corollary 4.3]):

T

T

woy = TN ToTr = ¢OMVT L OM, (2.25)
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We will also need the following generalization of the Iwahori-Matusumoto relations ([Mutl8)
Theorem 3.1] and [BPGRI16), Proposition 4.1]). For any y € Wy and i € [, we have:

T,Ti  ifx(oy) e AT
o= { v e (2:26)
TyT, " ifx(og) ¢ A
We also record the left side version of this relation:
T, ify (o) eAt
L (i) € 2 (2.27)
T Ty if y ) ¢ AT

We are now ready express Ty for x = My as above. We choose a decomposition v = Si, "+ Si

into simple reflections. By repeated application of (2.26]), we compute

T

T = Towyy = T T T = q<p’A>T;vL@?‘TW71Tfll T (2.28)

where:

~ 2.29
—1 v Wsy, sy (o) ¢ AT (2.29)

{1 if 7TW()\) SiptrtSiy ((Xik) € g-’_
Ex =
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 O, p € T in terms of the T-basis.

For arbitrary p € T, let ;. be its dominant Weyl-conjugate (ny € W n PT). Observe that
1 < iy in the dominance order. Consider the set:

S(w) ={v|pu<v<u;and vy <pi} (2.30)

It is clear that S(u) is a finite set, and we will write down a formula for ®" by induction on the
size of S(p). Observe that {u, i} < 8(n) and #8(u) = 1 if and only if p is dominant. In this case,
we have (2.24]), which gives the base case of our recursion.

Now let us consider p that is not dominant, and by induction assume that we have a formula
for ©* in the T-basis for all k with #8(k) < #8(n). Because p is not dominant, there is a simple
root o such that (o, ) < 0. Let L = —(ay, ). By the Bernstein relation:

;0% — @UT; = (q — 1)(©@% MW 4 ... 4 @si(W-(L-Day (2.31)
which we can rewrite as
oH = <Ti@Si(M) —(q— 1)(@%(”) 44 @Si(u)—(L—l)“i)> T{l (2.32)

Consider the terms ©" (k € P) appearing on the right hand side of (2.32)). It is clear that u < «
in the dominance order. Furthermore, it is also clear that each such « is a weight appearing in the
highest weight integrable module V(). So k; < p; (where k. € Wk n PT). It follows that

8(k) & 8(n) (2.33)

for all k € P with © 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 ©" 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 [2.5.7] 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 Z[q, q~'] (which was not a priori clear from
the convolution perspective), see [BPGR16), §6.7] and [Mutl8, Theorem 3.22]. This algorithm is
carried out for a few examples in Section §6l

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 K.

3.1. The trivial representation.

Theorem 3.1. There is an algebra map

triv : H — Z[q¥N, q7N] (3.2)
defined on generators by
Ti—q (3.3)
O — P (3.4)
For x e Wy, we have
Ty — q'™ (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 € We, which we write as x = ™™y for v,w € W and A € P*. Then we have by (2.28)

tI‘lV(TX) = q2<py>\>+€1+---+gr (36)
where the ¢1,..., ¢, are defined by ([2.:29). On the other hand, we have ¢(*M)) = ¢(m*) = 2(p, A),
and by repeated application of [Mut18, Lemma 4.18] {(x) = (7)) + ¢1 + -+ + &, ‘

Remark 3.7. In [Mutl8], 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 K is given by Theorem [3.71

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 —: Z[e™ N ][qV/N, g~ N] (3.9)
defined on generators by
T, —e™ = —1 (3.10)
OF — P (3.11)
For x e Wy, we have
Ty — e™HX) (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 Hyy is the Hecke algebra of this Coxeter group. It has basis {T,, | w € W}. 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 A crucial ingredient is the notion of length deficit, which is explained
in Proposition [41] It will be revisited in the Kac-Moody affine setting in Theorem

Given x,y € W, we call the quantity {(x) + {(y) — {(xy) 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 € W, we have:
0(x) + L(y) = U(xy) + 2|Inv(x) N Inv(y )| (4.2)

Proof. This is equivalent to |Inv(x)|+|Inv(y™!)| = |Inv((xy)~!)|+2|Inv(x) nInv(y~!)|. It therefore
suffices to construct a bijection
F:Inv(x)\Inv(y ) u Inv(y )\Inv(x) — Inv((xy) ™). (4.3)
For B € Inv(x)\Inv(y~!) set F(B) = —x(P). Observe that this is a positive root because B € Inv(x),
and also that (xy) *(F(B)) = —y~!(B), which is a negative root because § ¢ Inv(y~!). For
v € Inv(y~1)\Inv(x) set F(y) = x(y). This is an element of Inv((xy)~!) by an argument analogous
to the above.
To prove F is a bijection, let us construct the inverse map. Let ¢ € Inv((xy)™!). If x71(¢) < 0,
then define F71({) = —x71(¢) € Inv(x)\Inv(y~!). If x71({) > 0, then we define F~1({) = x71(Q) €
Inv(y~1)\Inv(x). O

We now state the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 4.4. Let x,y € W, and let N = |Inv(x) n Inv(y~1)|. Consider the expansion

Ty - Ty = Z Ci,yTz (45)
zeW

wn Hy. The following are true.

(1) The coefficient c% ,, is nonzero only if z > xy wn the Bruhat order.
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(2) The coefficient cX, = qN, and cxoy " # 0 for all B € Inv(x) N Inv(y~!). In particular,
we have an lower bound on the support of (&.5):

{zeW][ct, #0}>N+1 (4.6)
(3) We also have an upper bound on the support of (45):
{zeW|cZ, #0} <2 (4.7)

(4) For all z, ¢, € Z[q]. If c%, # O then degck , < N with positive leading coefficient,
and the lowest degree term of c% 1s degree at least {(xy) + N — {(z) and has sign
(_1)E(Z)—€(xy),

Remark 4.8. We were not able to find in the literature the Bruhat lower bound (Theorem [£.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. [Kenld]). Then the coefficient c , in (4.5]) is nonzero only if z < x*y in the Bruhat order.
Moreover, the coefficient cXj is non-zero. In the specialisation q = 0, cX; becomes (—1)t0)+t)
and all other terms vanish [Kenl4, p. 721]. By contrast, the q = 1 specialisation of Hyy is ZW
and the only surviving term is ci?y Txy = 1-xy. We shall revisit this in Section §71

For x,y € W, we introduce the following abbreviated notation:
N(x,y) = Inv(x) N Inv(y ) (4.9)

In preparation for the proof, we record a few lemmas. Lemmal[4. 10 serves to elucidate the presence
of the quantity |N(x,y)| in Theorem [£.4] above. Lemmas [£.12] and 413 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 € W with a reduced decomposition y = sj, ---sj, . Set X = Xo, Xi = Xi_15j;
for1<i<n. Then
{l<i<n|xi1>xi}] =Nyl (4.11)

Proof. For 1 <1i<n we have £(x;) — £(xi—1) = +1, hence:

n
xy) —00x) = DL (00) = Uxi1)) = Uy) —2{L < i< n|xi1 > xil
i=1
The statement then follows from Proposition 4.1l d

Lemma 4.12. Let s = s € W be a simple reflection and x,y € W such that x’ = xs, x < x’ and
y=sy’, y' <vy. Then we have:

(a) X'y’ =xy

(b) N(x',y’) = s(N(x,y))

(c) For any P root one has xsgy = x'ssgsy’ = x'sy(p)y’.

(d) IN(',y")| = [N(x, y)| and E(x"y") + [N/, y")| = Lxy) + [N(x,y)|.

Proof. The statements in (@) and (€) are immediate. The conditions imply that Inv(x’) =
s(Inv(x)\{}) and Inv(y'~1) = s(Inv(y~!)\{o}) (cf. ([ZI)) whence (b)) follows. Then (d)) follows
from (@) and (). O

Lemma 4.13. Let s = s, be a simple reflection and x,y € W such that x' = xs, x > x' and
y=sy’, y' <vy. Then we have:

(a) xy =x'y’ <xy’ and 21 l(xy’) — L(x'y")
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(6) N(x,y) = s(N(x',y")) v {o}

(c) xy' =xsay, for B € N(x,y)\{a} one has xsgy = x'ssgsy’ = x"sg(p)y’

(d) txy) + IN(x,y)| = £x'y") + N, y) [ + 1 < 00y’) + IN(x,y)|

(e) INC,Y ) < N, y)l =1 =N, y'))

Proof. In (@) xy = x'y’ is clear, and we have x'y’ = xy’ -y’ sy’ = xy’ - s,,-1,. The statement
then follows from (2.0]), since y’~'a > 0 and xy’(y’*a) = x(«) < 0. Part (b)) is true because the
conditions imply that Inv(x’) = s(Inv(x)\{a}) and Inv(y’~?!) = s(Inv(y!)\{«}). Part (@) is clear.
In part (d)), the equality follows from (hl). The inequality follows from

oy’) + INGo )| =5 (860 + Uy + ty))

1+ e(xy’) —Lx'y")
2

=0(x"y") + INGS Y]+
1+1
>xy") + INKy')| + ——

using Proposition 4.1l and (@). Part (e) follows from part (b) and
2[N(,y")| =t0x) +Ly’) — tlxy")
=(t(x,y) +Ly) — Lxy)) — 2 + (L0ey) + 1= Ley”))
<2|N(x,y)| — 2
using Proposition [4.1] and part (a). O

4.0.1. Proof of Theorem[{.4} The proof is by induction on the length of y. The statement is clear
fory = 1w. If {(y) = 1, i.e. y = s = sy is a simple reflection, then we have:

Tos Te=Tas - (q=DTs +q) = q* - Ty + (4 = DTxspy x> xs
T Ts =

4.14
sz:qO'Txy if x < xs ( )

Observe that if x > xs then N(x,y) = {a}, N = 1. If x < xs then N(x,s) = &, N = 0. In both
cases, all statements of the theorem are true for the pair (x,y).

Now let us assume that the statement is true with the factor on the right having length at most
ly) — 1. Let y = sy’ with £(y’) = €(y) — 1 and s = s, a simple reflection. Thus Ty = TsTy.
Consider any x. We have either {(xs) > x or {(xs) < x.

If {(xs) > x then we have T, T, = Ty T; Ty, = Ty Ty. Setting x’ = xs > x and y' = sy <y we
have c% , = ci,,y,. The statements of the theorem then all follow from the inductive hypothesis for
the pair (x/,y’) and the statements of Lemma

If £(xs) < x then let us write X’ = xs < x and y’ = sy < y, i.e. x,y satisfy the conditions of

Lemma [£.13] We have

TTy = ToTeTy = To((@ = DTs + )Ty = (4 = DT Ty + qTo Ty (4.15)
and furthermore by the inductive hypothesis:
TTy=0@-1 ) yTt+q ) Syt (4.16)
zzxy’ zzx'y’
It follows that
oy = (@=1) ¢y +q-ckry (4.17)

We now check that the statements of the theorem are satisfied by the inductive hypothesis on the
pairs (x,y’) and (x’,y’) and parts of Lemma [£.13]
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Indeed part (@) and xy = x'y’ < xy’ implies that %, = 0 unless z > xy. For z = xy the only
contribution comes from the right-hand sum, and so

Xy __ x'y" _ 1H NGy L IN(x,
Y, = q- XY, = Nl 2 gl

By part (@) of the Lemma we have:
[{zeW | Z,# 0} < oINCYI L gNG ) < aINCay)I=1 oI N(xy)I=1 _ oIN(x,y)l

Observe that nonzero polynomials satisfying the conditions on c3 (for any pair) have positive
leading coefficient. In particular (4.I7) implies that cf , is nonzero if at least one of Cx,y’ OF €%/ y/
does not vanish. Let 3 € N(x,y). By part (b)) of the Lemma either B = « or s(B) € N(x/,y’).
Therefore by part (@) of the Lemma c ., ~ does not vanish: indeed cxy’ #0and cz,szb,' # 0 for
s(B) € N(x',y).

Now let us examine the finer properties of the polynomials ci’y. The leading coefficient of both
cxys and ci, ., is positive, and by part (@) of the Lemma deg ¢ |/ < IN(x,y")| < [N(x,y)|—1, and

x,Y

de7g Coryr S |’N(x’,y’)| = |N(x,y)| — 1. It follows that
degcl, = 1+ max(degc5 ,/,degcy /) < [N(x,y)|

X,y
and the leading coefficient of ¢ ,, is positive.

By part (d) and (@) of the Lemma if c;y, # 0 then its lowest degree term has degree at least
Uxy’) + NG Y| = £(z) = €xy) + [N(x,y)| — £(z) and has sign (—1)4@)—txy") — _(—1)t=)—-0x),
Similarly if ¢%, ,, # 0 then its lowest degree term has degree at least {(x"y’) + [N(x',y’)| — €(z) =
—1 4 {(xy) + [N(x,y)| — £(z) and has sign (—1)*@ YD) = (_1)4=)-txY) 1t follows from (17
that if at least one of these coeflicients is nonzero, then c% ,, # 0 and the lowest degree term of c

X,y
has degree at least ¢(xy) + |N(x,y)| — £(z) and has sign (—1)4"=)~txv), O

4.1. Special case of length deficit 0, 2, 4. Let x,y € 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 Inv(x) n Inv(y) = @. 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 Inv(x) n Inv(y) = {B} for some positive root
B. In this case, Theorem 4.4 tells us that T, T, = CTXSBU + qTxy for some coefficient ¢ € Z[q]. We
can compute the coefficient ¢ using Remark [4.8] as follows. We have xsgy > xy, so the Demazure
product is x *y = xsgy. By part (@) of Theorem [4.4, we know that ¢ has degree at most 1 in q,
its leading coefficient is positive and its lowest degree term in q is negative. So ¢ = aq + b for
some a,b € Z with a > 0 and b < 0. Since the value of cis 0 at ¢ = 1 and +1 at q = 0, we get
a=—-b=1,s0c=q—1. Soin this case:

TxTy = (4 = DTxspy + qTxy (4.21)
Example 4.22. If x and y have length deficit 4, then Theorem [4.4] implies that the support of T, T,
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 s; and s; the simple reflections.
For a pair with a support of 3 elements, take x = s1s3 and y = s3s1. Note xy = 1y/. We compute:

T5152T5251 = (q - 1)T81$2$1 + q(q - 1)T81 + q2T1W (423)



14 DINAKAR MUTHIAH AND ANNA PUSKAS

For a pair with a support of 4 elements, take x = s;52 and y = s15251 = s25152. Note xy = s5. We
compute:

T5152T51$251 = (q - 1)2T51$251 + q(q - 1)T52$1q(q - 1)T51$2 + q2T52 (4'24)

5. LENGTH DEFICITS IN THE KAC-MOODY AFFINE SETTING

The main result of the section is Theorem 5.4l This is the Kac-Moody affine generalization of
Proposition 4.3l The proof however is much more subtle, since the inversion sets of elements of
W 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 € Wo. Then Inv(x) nInv(y™?!) is a finite set.

Proof. Write x = v and y = 7w for v,w € W and A, u € T. The assumption A,v € T implies
that there are finitely many n € A* such that (n, ) < 0 or (1, —A) > 0. Since Inv(v), Inv(w) are
also finite, by [MO19, Equation 24] we may write

Inv(vi) = F, U {nm] |ne AT, (-Am)<m<0,n¢Inv(v)} (5.2)
and
Inviw ' ™) = Fy u {n[m] [ne AT, 0 <m < (u,m),n ¢ Inv(w 1)} (5.3)

where F, and J are finite sets. The theorem follows by comparing the right-hand sides of (5.2])
and (5.3) to see Inv(x)\Fx and Inv(y~')\Fy are disjoint. O

5.2. Statement and outline of the proof. We are now ready to state the theorem.
Theorem 5.4. Let x,y € Wi.
L(x) + Ly) = (xy) + 2|Inv(x) N Inv(y~Y)] (5.5)

The key portion of the proof is Proposition in §5.51 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 is by induction. We verify
the statement directly for a large class of pairs x,y € Wy in §6.31 The induction is on the length
sum of two (Coxeter Weyl) elements associated to the pair x,y. This is outlined in §6.4] One
seemingly has to distinguish between cases, which are summarised in §5.4.11 However, a standard
symmetry argument (see §5.4.2]) allows one to reduce to just a single case. Finally, the proof of
Proposition in contains the core of the argument.

5.3. Base cases. The statement of Theorem can be directly checked for pairs x = 7,y = tw €
W such that A, u lie in the same Weyl chamber. In this case, their inversion sets intersect only in
A', ie. only in single-affine roots.

Lemma 5.6. Let x = m,y = mw € Wq be elements such that A\ and p lie in the same Weyl
chamber. Then

Inv(x) nInv(y™?) = (ne AT |neInv(iw™),(m,A) < 0,0, w) = 0} (5.7)
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Proof. Assume 1 + mm € Inv(x) n Inv(y~—?!). We have

x(M +mm) =N+ (m+M,A))m <0 s

y i+ mm) =w ' (m) + (m =, w)m < 0. 5
By hypothesis u(A),u(pn) € P4 for some u € W. Note (n,A) = (u(n),u(A)) and (n,pn) =
(u(n),u(w)). Since n+mme A*, u(n) > 0 would imply m + (1, A> > m and thus x(n + mm) € A*.
So u(n) < 0, whence m — (1, 1) = m. It follows that m = (m,u) = 0, wl(n) < 0, > 0 and
m,A) <0. O

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

Proposition 5.9. Let x = ",y = m*w € Wi be elements such that A and p lie in the same Weyl
chamber. Then {(x) + {(y) = L(xy) + 2|Inv(x) n Inv(y~1)|.

Proof. By Lemma it suffices to show that:
1) + L(y) — txy) = 2|fn € A" [n e Inv(w ™), (n,A) < 0,{n, ) = O} (5.10)

This follows from the length formula [MO19, (19)], recalled in (2.14) above. We have xy = 7" Hw,
so it suffices to check that the contributions of an n € A™ to £(x), {(y) and {(xy) cancel, except in
the case n € Inv(w™1),(n,A) < 0,(n, w) = 0, when the total contribution is 2.

Indeed this is straightforward to check, using the fact that by hypothesis u(A),u(p) € P4 for
some u € W, and so (A\,1) = 0 and {u,n) = 0 for n ¢ Inv(u), whereas (A\,n) < 0 and (u,n) < 0 if
n € Inv(u). O

5.4. Induction by length. Let x,y € Wi be an arbitrary pair of elements. Write x = 7w, with A € T
and wy € W. We may choose wy, w € W so that y = wynt*w, and p lies in the same Weyl chamber
as A. The proof of Theorem [5.4]is by induction on £(wy )+ £(wy ). The base case, {(wy) = {(wy) =0
is exactly Proposition [5.91 The induction step is formulated in the following.

Claim 5.11. Let x,y € Wy and write x = m™wy, |y = wymthw, where wy, wy,w e W and A, u are

in the same Weyl chamber. Assume that Theorem [5.4] holds for the pair (x,y).
Let s € S be a simple reflection. If wxs > wy then Theorem[5.4] holds for the pair (xs,y).
If swy > wy then Theorem [5.4 holds for the pair (x,sy).

The proof of Theorem [5.4]is now reduced to the proof of Claim B.11]

5.4.1. Cases in the induction step. We break the setting of Claim [5.17] 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 [(.11]in all of the resulting eight cases. Recall the notation

defined in (2.18]).

Lemma 5.12. Let x,y € Ws, se S. If
(1) x <xs,y < sy, xy < xsy, then:

2[Inv(xs) N Inv(y )| — 2Inv(x) N Inv(y )| = 1 — [Invy (y~'sy) (5.13)
2[Inv (x) N Inv((sy) )| — 2[Inv(x) N Inv(y~')| = 1 — [Invi} (y~isy) (5.14)
(2) x > xs, y > sy, xy < xsy, then:
2|Inv(xs) N Inv(y )| — 2|Inv(x) N Inv(y )| = -1 — |Inv;ry+(y Lsy)| (5.15)
2[Inv (x) N Inv((sy) )| — 2Inv(x) A Inv(y~Y)| = —1 — [Invy, (y~'sy)| (5.16)
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(3) x <xs,y > sy, xy > xsy, then:

2|Inv(xs) N Inv(y 1) — 2|Inv(x) n Inv(y )| =1+ Invyd, (y~tsy)| (5.17)
2|Inv(x) N Inv((sy) )| — 2|Inv(x) N Inv(y )| = -1 + |Invxsy (y~tsy)| (5.18)
(4) x > xs, y < sy, xy > xsy, then:
2|Inv(xs) N Inv(y 1) — 2|Inv(x) n Inv(y )| = -1 + |Invxsy (y~tsy)| (5.19)
2|Inv(x) N Inv((sy)™1)| — 2|Inv(x) N Inv(y™ )| =1 + |Invxsy (y~tsy)| (5.20)

Lemma [5.12] implies Claim [(.17] 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.I5]) the cases (1)-(4) are
the only ones that occur. The key is [MO19] Theorem 3.4|, by which we have that

L sppng) — L) = [V (sppn)] (5.21)

for any pair u e Wy and B[n] € A* such that u < u - Sg[n] in the Bruhat order. (Note if B[n] € S
then Inv) " (sg[n]) = {sp[n]} and the statement is familiar.)

Let x,y be as in the statement of Claim[5.17] and let s € S be a simple reflection. We may apply

(5.21]) with the smaller of xy and xsy in place of u, and sgp) = ylsy.

If wys > wy then combining this with [5.13] [5.15] 5.17] or [5.19] respectively, we have:
((xs) +L(y) — L(xsy)) — (L(x) + L(y) — L(xy)) = 2|Inv(xs) nInv(y~1)| - 2|Inv(x) N Inv(y )| (5.22)
If swy > wy then combining the above use of (5.21l) with £.14], 5.16] £.18] or £.20, we have:
(€0) +8(sy) —E(xsy)) — (£(x) +L(y) —L(xy)) = 2|Inv(x) nInv((sy) )| —2[Inv(x) " Inv(y )| (5.23)

This completes the proof of Claim B.17] i.e. the induction step, assuming the truth of Lemma
B.121 O

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 follows from (B513)). That is, if for any pair x,y € Wg and s € S
stmple reflection such that x < xs, y < sy and xy < xsy we have (cf. (513))

2|Inv(xs) N Inv(y~1)| — 2|Inv(x) N Inv(y )| = — [Invyy (y~tsy)l, (5.25)
then all identities of Lemma (512]) are true.

Proof. Note that (517) follows from (5.15]) and (E19) follows from (5.I3]) 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’ = xs and y’ = sy then xy’ = xy and (y’)"!sy’ = y~!sy. Assume the
pair (x,y) satisfy the conditions in case (1). Then (x’,y’) fall in case (2), and (5.I5]) and (5.I6])
(for x" and y’) follow from (5:13]) and (5.14]) if we show

Inv(x) N Inv(y )| + 1 = [Inv(xs) n Inv((sy) " 1)|. (5.26)
Let o be the simple root corresponding to s. Then (5.26]) follows from:
s(Inv(x) nInv(y ™)) u {«} = Inv(xs) N Inv((sy) ). (5.27)
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Note that the assumption x < xs, y < sy implies that « ¢ Inv(x) U Inv(y~1).
We may therefore assume that x,y are as in case (1), i.e. x > xs, y < sy and xy < xsy. Then
(5:14)) follows from (5.13)) if we show that

Inv(x) N Inv((sy)~1)| = |Inv(xs) N Inv(y ). (5.28)

These two finite sets are indeed in bijection by the reflection s.
0

We have now reduced the proof of Theorem [£.4] to just the proof of (5.13]).

5.5. The proof of Theorem 5.4l 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 € Wqg and let s € S be a simple reflection so that x < xs, y < sy and
xy < xsy. Then

2[Inv(xs) N Inv(y )| — 2[Inv(x) N Inv(y )| = 1 — [Invf (y*sy)| (5.30)

Proof. The bijection constructed in the proof of Proposition [£.1] works exactly as before, and we
get a bijection

F:Inv(x)\Inv(y ) u Inv(y )\Inv(x) — Inv((xy)™) (5.31)
by the same formula. We can reframe this as a bijection
Gxy : Inv((xy) ™) u (Inv(x) n Inv(y ™)) u (Inv(y 1) N Inv(x)) > Inv(x) uInv(y™!)  (5.32)

where by 1 we mean formal disjoint union. Explicitly, we have

For C e Inv((xy)Y): Gry(C) = {_X11<C) € InV(Zil) if xill(C) <0 (5.33)
x 1) elnv(y™) if x () >0
For B € (Inv(x) nInv(y™1)): Gyxy(B) = B € Inv(x) (5.34)
For y € (Inv(y ™) nInv(x)): Gyy(y) =velnv(y™?) (5.35)
Because we are in the case where xs > x, we have an injection H : Inv(x) — Inv(xs) given by

For € Inv(x): H(B) = s(B) (5.36)
The image of this injection is everything except o (note xs(a) = —x(«) < 0 by our assumption)

where « is the simple positive root corresponding to s. We therefore have an injection
H uid : Inv(x) u Inv(y ™) < Inv(xs) u Inv(y 1) (5.37)

whose image misses only « € Inv(xs).
Also, as in (5.32]), we have a bijection:

Gyl :Inv(xs) uInv(y™t) 5 Inv((xsy) ) u (Inv(xs) n Inv(y 1)) u (Inv(y~?) N Inv(xs)) (5.38)

xS,y
given by
o ) —xs(n) € Inv((xsy)~!) if y =t (n) > 0
Form e ) sy (W) = {n e Inv(xs) nInv(y™1) if y=i(n) <0 (5.59)
Sy ) xs(8) € Inv((xsy) ') if xs(8) > 0
For 8 elnvly ™) Groy(®) = {6 € Inv(y™!) n Inv(xs) if —xs(0) <0 (5.40)

(5.41)



18 DINAKAR MUTHIAH AND ANNA PUSKAS

We therefore have the injection

G;sl,y o(Huid)oGyy: Inv((xy)*l) U (Inv(x) N Inv(yil)) L (Inv(yil) N Inv(x)) —
Inv((xsy)™1) u (Inv(xs) N Inv(y ™)) u (Inv(y~?) N Inv(xs))

whose image misses only G,jsly(oc)

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

K : Inv((xsy) ™) = Inv((xy) ") uInvyy (y~'sy) (5.42)

Explicitly [MO19) Corollary 4.4], we have:

e Inv((xy)_l) if (xy)_l(E,) <0
K(&) = < xsx71(&) e Inv((xy)~t) if (xy)~1(&) > 0 and xsx " 1(&) >0 (5.43)
(xy)~L(E) if (xy)~1(&) > 0 and xsx1(£) <0

So we get an injection

L= (Kuidwuid)o G}

xs$,y

o (Huid) o Gxy : Inv((xy) ™) u (Inv(x) N Inv(y ™)) u (Inv(y ') n Inv(x)) —

1

Inv((xy) ™) uInvyy (y~'sy) u (Inv(xs) N Inv(y ™)) u (Inv(y ) N Inv(xs))

whose image misses only (K wid wid) o G;S{y (o).
Let us analyze L explicitly. Let

8 ={CeInv((xy)™!) | L(C) € Inv((xy) 1)} (5.44)

We know Inv (y~1sy) is finite by [MO19, Theorem 5.2], and the intersections Inv(x) N Inv(y 1)
and Inv(xs) N Inv(y~?!) are finite by Theorem .l So we know that the complement of § in
Inv((xy)~?!) is a finite set.

The restricted map L : 8§ — Inv((xy)™!) is given by the following formula:

Cif x1(C) <0
For (e 8: L(C) = {xsx 1(C) if x71(C) > 0 and (xsy)~1(C) <0 (5.45)
Cif ifx71(C) > 0 and (xsy)~1(¢) >0

We claim that the map L induces a bijection:
L:858 (5.46)

Let 8 = {Ce 8| L(Q) = )}, and let 83 = {C € S| L(C) = xsx"1(Q)}. It is clear that L induces
a bijection of 8;. We will show L induces a bijection of ;. Let ¢ € §3. Then xil(C) > 0 and
(xsy)~1(¢) < 0, and L(¢) = xsx 1(¢). We will show that L({) lies in 8;. First we compute
Gx,y(L(C)). We have x *(L(C)) = sx1(C). Because x () > 0, this can only be negative if ¢ were
equal to x(«). A straightforward computation shows that x(x) ¢ 8, so ¢ cannot be equal to x(«).

So Gy,y(L(€)) = x"H(L(¢) = sx*(¢) € Inv(y™!). Next we compute G¢,,(0) for 8 = sx~*(()).

xs$,y

We have xs(0) = { > 0, so G;1,(0) = . Finally, because ( € Inv((xy)?!), K(¢) = . So we have

x$y

shown that L() € 85, and [2(C) = . We conlude that L induces a bijection of § .
Looking at the complement of §, we see that L induces an injection between

L: (Inv((xy) )\8) u (Inv(x) N Inv(y 1)) u (Inv(y ') N Inv(x)) — (5.47)
(Inv((xy)"1)\8) L Invj{J (y~tsy) u (Inv(xs) N Inv(y ™)) u (Inv(y 1) N Inv(xs)) (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|Inv(x) N Inv(y 1)) +1 = |Inv;j(yflsy)| + 2|Inv(xs) N Inv(y )| (5.49)

O

6. THE MAIN CONJECTURE AND EXAMPLES IN THE KAC-MOODY AFFINE SETTING

Theorem [5.4] establishes Proposition 4.1l in the Kac-Moody affine setting. We need this to state
the main conjecture of this paper.

Conjecture 6.1. Theorem holds in the Kac-Moody affine case. Additionally, the explicit
formulas in the length-deficit 0 and 2 cases (Examples[{.18 and[{.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 STI; These computations illustrate the multiplication algorithm
described in §2.5.41

Working in the Kac-Moody root system S/L\z, consider the cocharacter Ag, which satisfies (g, Ag) =
1, and {1, Ag) = 0. This does not uniquely determine Ay because S/L\z has a singular Cartan ma-
trix. Recall that in this case, we also have a choice for the character p. We fix the choices for Ag
and p so that {p,Ag) = 0.

6.1. Length deficit zero. Pairs of the form 7t#! and 72 where @, and y; lie in the same Weyl chamber
are easily seen to be length additive, and in these cases and ([7.2]) immediately imply

Tﬂ“lTT[F’-Z = TT[“1+”2 (62)

However, there are other length additive pairs not of this form. For example, let x = m/*0+4% and

y = s18o7 "0, Then {(x) = 16, {(y) = 2 and {(x) + {(y) — ¢(xy) = 0. We may write Ty and T, in

the Bernstein basis, and use the Bernstein relation (2.31]) and the generalized Iwahori-Matsumoto
relations (2.26)), (2:27) to compute:

2A0+58 —17—1Ao+5
T Ty =qP2Rot80 @) s T 1T tO
2A0+58)—1  T—1
— (P20 +88)-1 T 'O +45O N0+ s Tso (6.3)
:TSZ]'T,/..[2/\O+4(S+0¢1 Tso = TT[/\0+4631307[/\0+5 = Txy

6.2. Length deficit two. Let x = sor/*0 = Mo~ %0s5 and y = sgs1507"*°. We check that Inv(x) N
Inv(y™!) = {B} where B = 209 — o1 + T = &1 — 28 + 7t = (—oq + 28)[-1] = (200 + o1)[—1].
Therefore, by Theorem [5.4] x and y are a length-deficit two pair.

Using the generalized Iwahori-Matsumoto relations (2.27) we have T, = T;fTTtAO and T, =
T;)lTs_llT;fTﬁAo. Since Ag is dominant, we have T _a, = qNoe) . On,-

Therefore:
T Ty = X0 T1OA T T T, 10N, (6.4)
Using the Bernstein relations, one has:
T;)1®Ao :qile/\O*O&oTSO (6'5)

Substituting into the right-hand side of (£.4)):
Te Ty =072 Op 0 Ti 'O A0 Tso (6.6)
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Applying (2.2I]) and (2.31]) again, noting (o1, Ag — xg) = 2 it is straightforward to check that:

Ts_11®/\o*0¢0 :q_lg/\o*txO*zfxlTSl + q_l(q - 1)@/\0*060*061 (6'7)

Again substituting into (6.6]) one then has:

Tx - TU :q2</\0’p>73 ’ ®/\o—0Co (6/\0—060—2061TS1 + (q - 1)®A0—0Co—0<1)Tso

(6.8)
=(q - 2/\0 20— 2“1T51Tso + (q — 1) 12A0—200— 0‘1Tso

The last line of the equation converts the elements of the Bernstein basis back to the T basis. Note
that the weights 2Ag — 20 — 2x; and 2Ag — 20¢¢ — «; are dominant, and thus the BKP algorithm
§2.5.3l is immediate.

Observe that xy =7 s180 and xspgy = m2No—d—%0g,  Since we have 7 ) =
o1 > 0and (m?Mo—2%0 2% g, ) (g) = ag+20t;+27 > O the first term is Ty and since 20 =2%0 =1 () =
oo > 0 the second term is Ty 6y by the generalized Iwahori-Matsumoto relations and therefore

2/\0—26 2/\0—20Co—20£1(

Ty - Ty =(q 'TrrzAO*zéslso + (q — 1) . T7T2/\07570c050

(6.9)
=q- Txy + (q - 1) : szﬁy;

as predicted.
Note that B € Inv(x) N Inv(y~!), implies xsgy > 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 = mMo+2%1555; and y = M0~ %151(sgs1)%. Then £(x) = 14 and €(y) = 5, and £(x) + £(y) —
(xy) = 4. We may check that Inv(x) N Inv(y~?) = {og, az[—1]}. Writing x = sps15071\0+*%sy and
Yy = §1 somMot0s150s1 we may rewrite Ty and T, in the Bernstein basis, and use three instances of
the Bernstein relation to compute:

TxTy :q<p,2/\o+55> T-

NAo+40 —17-1Ao+d
soslso® TSo 'Tsl Tso C) TSlsosl

:q<p,2/\o+45> TS_oslso <T80®Ao+467(xo + (q - 1)®A0+46)'

’ (6/\0*061—]-31 +(q— 1)@/\0)T(sosl)2
:q<P,2/\o+45> . T71®2/\0+36T(3031)2+ (610)

+ q<p,2/\o+45><q ) 5180@2/\0+45 OCOT(5051)2+

+ (P2t (g 7). Toos150©@2A0+45— o Ts1 T(sosn)2

+ q<p,2/\o+45>(q ) 505150®2Ao+45T(3081)

The first, second and fourth terms have dominant weights u appearing as ©,,, 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:

Tx Ty :q2 . TilT 2/\0+35T(5031)2+
+ q(q - 1) T8180T7'[2A0+35+'x1 T(Sosl)2+ (611)
+(q—1)- T(;130)2Tﬁ2A0+45+“1T(SoS1)2
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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 . Tso7r2/\0+35(sosl)2 + q(q — 1) . T5051ﬁ2A0+36+a1(3051)2 + (q — 1) . T(Sosl)2n2/\0+45+&x1(5031)2

=q* Ty +4q(g—1) sy gy (@ = 1) Ty
(6.12)

Observe that €(xsq,[—11y) — €(xy) = 1 and {(xsa,Yy) — {(xy) = 3. (Cf. Example 4.22l) 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 = ' o*2%1 and y = m/\o+*154s;. Then
U(x) = 16, L(y) = 4, and {(x) + L(y) — &(xy) = 4. We may check that Inv(x) n Inv(y~!) =
{—a1 + 25, —a; + 36}. Writing x = rs05150(Ao+48) and y = q%0(Ao+d)gqs, we may rewrite T, and
Ty in the Bernstein basis, use the Bernstein relation to perform the multiplication, and return the
product into the T basis as follows:

TXTU :q<p72Ao+56>TS_0181So@/\o+45TSOTS1®/\o+6T81

:q<p,2/\o+55>T—1 @2/\o+45+061TSOT521 + (q - 1)q<p72A0+56>T_1 ®2/\0+56TS21 (613)

S0S1S0 SoS1So0

_ -1 § 2 -1 T2
=(q 'TsoslsoTﬁ2A0+4‘>+“1 Tsng1 + (q - 1) SoS1SoTﬁ2A0+5°Tsl

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

TxTy :q2 . TXy + q(q - 1) . TXS—O(1+259 + q(q - 1)TX570(1+359 + (q — 1)2T(Sosl)27.[2/\0+55 (614)

Here 0(xs_ o, +25Y) — L(xy) = 1, L(xs_q, +35Y) — L(xy) = 1, and {((sgs1)2m2Mo+58) — f(xy) = 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 (sgs;)2m2/Mo+5% =
XY - Sxo[—1)51- We have xy(oo[—1]) = oy — 35 + 7 > 0, (hence xo[—1] € Invy; (xo[—1]) and)
XY < XY - Sgp[—1]; Similarly xy - s [17(x1) = o355 50 (1) = —ouy + 40 > 0, whence
XY * Seg[—1] < XY * Sxo[—1]81- S0 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 Hy, has structure coefficients lying
in Z[q]. We can therefore consider the q = 0 specialization of Hyy,. It is easy to check that in the
resulting nil-Hecke algebra

T Ty = (—1)1HWIT (7.1)
for all x,y € W, where x » y denotes the Demazure product on W [Kenl4), p. 721]. Recall that
the Demazure product is an associative multiplication on W characterized by

ws if L(ws) = £(w) + 1
Wi s = (ws) = tw) (7.2)
wif {(ws) =Ll(w) — 1
for s a simple reflection in W, and w € W arbitrary.

In the Kac-Moody affine case, we consider W = W x T, and the corresponding Kac-Moody
affine Hecke algebra J{ = Hyy,. As mentioned in §2.5.4] the structure coefficients of the T-basis
lie in Z[q] as well, but this is a non-trivial result of [BPGR16|, §6.7] and [Muti8, 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 Z[q, q~!]. However, since the structure coefficients must be an integer when
q is specialized to any prime power, the structure coefficients must lie in Z[q]. We can therefore
make the following conjecture.

Conjecture 7.3. Let x,y € We. Then there ezxists a unique x xy € Wg such that:
T Ty = (1) HWT . mod g (7.4)

We note that all the examples computed in Section [6labove 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 imply the following corollaries.
Conjecture 7.5. If x,y € We, and {(xy) = U(x) + {(y), then:
X*Y =Xy (7.6)

Conjecture 7.7. If x,y € Wq, and L(xy) = £(x) + L(y) — 2, then by Theorem we have
Inv(x) n Inv(y~!) = {B[n]} for a single Kac-Moody affine root B[n]. In this case, we have
X *Y = XSg[n]Y (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 € W, define
the down set of x by:

l1(x)={zeW]|z<x} (7.9)
Then it is known that [Kenl4), Proposition 8.]:
L) L(y) =l (xxy) (7.10)

Note on the left, | (x)- | (y) 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.I0) in any particular example. This is our reason for framing this as a
question rather than a conjecture.
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