arXiv:2204.05808v1 [math.GR] 12 Apr 2022

Top degree ℓ^p-homology and conformal dimension of buildings

Antonio López Neumann

April 2022

Abstract

For a non-compact finite thickness building whose Davis apartment is an orientable pseudomanifold, we compute the supremum of the set of p > 1 such that its top dimensional reduced ℓ^p-cohomology is nonzero. We adapt the non-vanishing assertion of this result to any finite thickness building using the Bestvina realization. Using similar techniques, we generalize bounds obtained by Clais on the conformal dimension of some Gromov-hyperbolic buildings to any such building.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 20J06, 20F67, 22E41, 30L10, 43A15, 51E24.

Keywords and Phrases: ℓ^p-cohomology, buildings, cohomological dimension, conformal dimension.

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 ℓ^p-cohomology and buildings 5 2.1 ℓ^p-homology and ℓ^p-cohomology . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 2.2 Chamber systems and geometric realizations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 2.3 Growth function and growth rate . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 2.4 Retractions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 2.5 Davis complex and Davis chamber . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

3 Exponent of top ℓ^p-homology for buildings of type P M 13 3.1 The nerve and Coxeter groups of type PM . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 3.2 Computation of the critical exponent . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 3.3 Application to cocompact Fuchsian buildings . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16

4 Non-vanishing of ℓ^p-homology and virtual cohomological dimension 16 4.1 Virtual cohomological dimension . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 4.2 Bestvina chamber . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 4.3 Non-vanishing of ℓ^p-homology . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20

5 Conformal dimension of Gromov-hyperbolic buildings 21 5.1 Conformal dimension and ℓ^p-cohomology . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 5.2 Upper bound of the conformal dimension of hyperbolic buildings . . 23 5.3 Lower bound of the conformal dimension of hyperbolic buildings . . 25

1 Introduction

Buildings were introduced by Tits first as incidence geometries allowing to show simplicity of some families of groups. Later generalizations turned them into non- Archimedean analogues of symmetric spaces. A building is obtained by patching together under some incidence conditions, many copies of a same simplicial complex, which is constructed from a Coxeter system and that we call its abstract Coxeter complex.

Buildings may be viewed as metric spaces, and as such we may study some of their quasi-isometry invariants. Here we are interested in their ℓ^p-cohomology. Many variants of ℓ^p-cohomology exist today: de Rham L^p-cohomology, simplicial ℓ^p-cohomology or (continuous) group ℓ^p-cohomology are some of them. These are quasi-isometry invariants popularized by Gromov in [Gro93] and intensively studied in hyperbolic settings.

A first intuition on ℓ^p-cohomology is that its dependence on p should behave like the dependence on α of α-Hausdorff measures for a given metric space. Indeed, the first ℓ^p-cohomology group increases as p grows to infinity, thus there exists a critical p for which it starts to be nonzero. This critical exponent is a numerical quasi-isometry invariant first introduced by Pansu [Pan89] which can be thought of as some sort of Hausdorff dimension. In higher degrees the situation may be more subtle, as suggested by the description of the vanishings of L^p-cohomology of the real hyperbolic space H^n for n ≥ 3 [Pan08].

We are interested in top dimensional simplicial ℓ^p-cohomology of buildings. In maximal degree, it is easier to study simplicial ℓ^p-homology than ℓ^p-cohomology, because the former is not a quotient space. Then duality allows us to recover reduced ℓ^p-cohomology. Top degree ℓ^p-homology has the same behaviour as the first ℓ^p-cohomology group: it increases with p so there is again a critical exponent for which this space starts to be nonzero. In the case where the Davis realization Σ_D of the Coxeter complex of the building is an orientable pseudomanifold, we compute this critical exponent in terms of the combinatorial data describing the building: its Weyl group (W, S) and its thickness vector q + 1. For w ∈ W , let q_w be the number of galleries of type w starting from a given chamber. We call

e_q(W ) = lim sup_n 1 n log |{w ∈ W, q_w ≤ e^n}| the weighted growth rate of combinatorial balls in the building X (see Section 2.3).

Theorem 1.1. (See Theorem 3.6 in the text) Let (W, S) be a Coxeter system such that Σ_D(W, S) is an orientable pseudomanifold. Let X_D be the Davis realization of a regular building of type (W, S) and thickness vector q + 1, with q ≥ 2. Let n = dim X_D. Then we have:

1 + e_q(W ) = inf{p > 1 | ℓ^pH_n(X_D) ≠ 0}, 1 + e_q(W )^{−1} = sup{p > 1 | ℓ^pH^n(X_D) ≠ 0}.

This result is an extension to ℓ^p-cohomology of [Dym04], with essentially the same proof (the main idea can be traced back at least to [Gro93, p. 221]). We obtain two corollaries from it. The first concerns ℓ^p-cohomology of affine buildings and semisimple Lie groups over non-Archimedean local fields.

Corollary 1.2. (See Corollary 3.7.1 in the text) Let X be an affine building of dimension n and finite thickness. We have ℓ^pH^n(X) ≠ {0} for all p > 1. In particular, any semisimple Lie group G of rank n over a non-Archimedean local field satisfies H^n_{ct}(G, L^p(G)) ≠ {0} for all p > 1.

In [Gro93, 253], Gromov asked: for a semisimple Lie group G of rank n over a local field, do we have H^n_{ct}(G, L^p(G)) ≠ {0} at least for some 1 < p < ∞ (where L^p(G) denotes the right regular representation)? In the real case, this non-vanishing is shown for large p > 1 in [BR21], the behaviour of H^n_{ct}(G, L^p(G)) when p > 1 is close to 1 is still unknown. In the non-Archimedean case, Gromov showed that H^n_{ct}(G, L^p(G)) ≠ {0} for 1 < p ≤ 2 [Gro93, p. 255] and expected this non-vanishing to hold for all 1 < p < ∞, which is the content of the previous corollary.

Our second corollary is the description of the set of p’s for which the second ℓ^pcohomology group of a cocompact Fuchsian building X vanishes. The same question for the first ℓ^p-cohomology group was already solved in [BP03]: the infimal p for which this space starts to be nonzero is the conformal dimension Confdim(∂X) of the boundary ∂X (for the definition of Confdim(∂X) see 5.2). Our theorem implies that this is still the case for the second ℓ^p-cohomology group. In [Bou00], Bourdon shows that for these buildings one has Confdim(∂X) = 1 + e_q(W )^{−1}. Moreover [Bou16a], for p > Confdim(∂X), we have ℓ^pH^2(X) = 0. By putting all of these results together, we obtain the following description of vanishings of ℓ^p-cohomology of cocompact Fuchsian buildings in terms of p in degrees 1 and 2.

Corollary 1.3. (See Corollary 3.8 in the text) Let X be the Davis realization of a cocompact Fuchsian building of type (W, S) and thickness vector q + 1, with q ≥ 2. • For p < Confdim(∂X) = 1 + e_q(W )^{−1}, we have ℓ^pH^1(X) = 0 and ℓ^pH^2(X) ≠ 0. • For p > Confdim(∂X) = 1 + e_q(W )^{−1}, we have ℓ^pH^1(X) ≠ 0 and ℓ^pH^2(X) = 0.

The critical exponent for ℓ^p-homology 1 + e_q(W ) is finite when q ≥ 2, so in top dimension we have non-vanishing of ℓ^p-homology for large p. We may ask if this holds without the pseudomanifold assumption on Σ_D. The problem is that the dimension of the Davis realization has no direct relation with cohomology and there are examples where we have uniform vanishing for all p > 1 in degree dim Σ_D. This happens because of the local topology of the Davis chamber. This local problem is solved by considering a different realization Σ_B, called the Bestvina realization, whose dimension is always equal to the virtual cohomological dimension vcd_R(W ) of W over R (which may be strictly smaller than the dimension of Σ_D). The Bestvina realization has poor metric properties but it is well suited for cohomological computations. We show non-vanishing of ℓ^p-homology in degree dim X_B = vcd_R(W ) for large p.

Theorem 1.4. (See Theorem 4.7 in the text) Let X_B be the Bestvina realization of a regular building of type (W, S) and thickness vector q + 1, with q ≥ 2. Let d = dim X_B = vcd_R(W ). For all p > 1 + e_q(W ), we have ℓ^pH_d(X_B ) ≠ 0.

The Davis and Bestvina realizations are quasi-isometric, so this non-vanishing result also holds for the Davis realization. We do not know how to compute the infimal p for which top degree ℓ^p-homology starts to be nonzero in this more general setting.

These ideas and particularly the formula of the critical exponent in top dimension for ℓ^p-cohomology led us to a further study of conformal dimension of Gromovhyperbolic buildings. Few is known about these conformal dimensions. The only known exact computation is Confdim(∂X) = 1 + e_q(W )^{−1} [Bou00] for a Fuchsian building X of type (W, S). Our previous non-vanishing result can be compared with [Bou16a, Théorème A], to obtain the inequality:

Confdim(∂X) vcd_R(W ) − 1

≥ 1 + e_q(W )^{−1}.

We may compare this to some bounds obtained by Clais for the conformal dimension of hyperbolic buildings arising from right-angled Coxeter groups [Cla17]. For these buildings, Clais’ lower bound of Confdim(∂X) is sharper than our inequality obtained using top-dimensional ℓ^p-cohomology. We adapt some of our techniques to the first ℓ^p-cohomology groups and, combined with a result from [BK15] relating conformal dimension and the first ℓ^p-cohomology groups, we generalize Clais’ bounds to arbitrary Gromov-hyperbolic buildings.

Theorem 1.5. (See Theorem 5.8 in the text) Let (W, S) be a Gromov-hyperbolic Coxeter system, Σ the Davis complex of (W, S) and X the Davis realization of a building with Weyl group (W, S) and thickness vector q + 1. Let d_q be a visual metric on ∂Σ induced by a combinatorial distance | · − · |_q on the dual graph of X. We have:

Confdim(∂Σ)(1 + e_q(W )^{−1}) ≤ Confdim(∂X) ≤ Hausdim(∂Σ, d_q)(1 + e_q(W )^{−1}).

The main idea that holds the different sections together is the following: there are natural maps ρ retracting a building X onto its corresponding Coxeter complex Σ. Naturally, there is a pushforward ρ_∗ : C^{lf}_k (X) → C^{lf}_k (Σ) sending formal chains from the building to the Coxeter complex. The point is that we can also define a pullback ρ^∗ : C^{lf}_k (Σ) → C^{lf}_k (X) on formal chains that commutes with the boundary operator. This is done using a harmonicity formula, which is basically a dual version of the Steinberg representation. Then we use convexity estimates (in particular Jensen’s inequality) and growth rates to decide on finiteness of ℓ^p-norms.

Similar ideas can be applied to the first ℓ^p-cohomology group. Indeed, cochains can be seen as functions f : X^{(0)} → R on vertices of X whose simplicial differential is ℓ^p. Here the pullback ρ^∗ is naturally defined as precomposition by ρ and pushforward ρ_∗ of functions is defined by taking averages on preimages of ρ. The main question here is: given f : Σ → R with a control on the infimal p > 1 such that ||df||_p < ∞, what can be said about an r > 1 such that ||d(ρ^∗f)||^r = ∑ σ∈Σ^{(1)} |ρ^{−1}(σ)||df(σ)|^r < ∞?

Again, convexity gives a partial answer to this question. More precisely, we use a pressure like function inspired on thermodynamical formalism, that yields the lower bound of Theorem 1.5.

The article is organized as follows. Section 2 contains most of the preliminaries. We first introduce simplicial ℓ^p-homology and ℓ^p-cohomology. Then we recall some elementary building theory: combinatorial buildings, their geometric realizations and growth rates. We introduce the maps induced on formal chains by a retraction. Finally, we give a brief discussion on the Davis realization of a building. All other three sections are independent from each other. Section 3 introduces the family of buildings whose apartments are orientable pseudomanifolds and contains the computation of the critical exponent on top dimensional ℓ^p-homology. Section 4 reviews [Bes93] in order to give an R-acyclic version of the Bestvina chamber. Then we show non-vanishing of ℓ^p-homology in top degree for the Bestvina realization. Section 5 first introduces the notion of conformal dimension of Gromov-hyperbolic spaces and discusses its connection with ℓ^p-cohomology. Subsequently we prove our generalization of Clais’ bounds.

Conventions. In what follows p is a real number > 1 and (W, S) denotes a Coxeter system where W is infinite and S is finite. An affine Coxeter system is the direct product of finite Coxeter systems and at least one irreducible affine Coxeter system. Any other infinite Coxeter system is said to be non-affine. By the strong Tits alternative for Coxeter groups, this is the same as saying that affine Coxeter systems are infinite Coxeter systems of polynomial growth and non-affine Coxeter systems are those of exponential growth.

2 ℓ^p-cohomology and buildings

We first introduce ℓ^p-homology and ℓ^p-cohomology for complexes of bounded geometry and review some fundamental properties. We then review some combinatorial theory of buildings and adopt a uniform point of view on their geometric realizations (as presented in [Dav08, Chapter 18]).

2.1 ℓ^p-homology and ℓ^p-cohomology

We define ℓ^p-homology and ℓ^p-cohomology as presented in [Bou16b].

First, let X be a simplicial complex equipped with a metric so that it becomes a length space. We say that such a complex X has bounded geometry if: (i) there exists a constant C > 0 such that every simplex of X has diameter ≤ C, (ii) there is a function N : [0, ∞[→ N such that for all r > 0, every ball of radius r contains at most N(r) simplices of X.

Now we define ℓ^p-homology and ℓ^p-cohomology for complexes of bounded geometry. For k ∈ N, we denote by X^{(k)} the set of k-simplices of X. For 1 < p < ∞, we define:

ℓ^pC_k(X) = { ∑ σ∈X^{(k)} a_σσ, (a_σ)_{σ∈X}(k) ∈ ℓ^p(X^{(k)})}, ℓ^pC^k(X) = {ω : X^{(k)} → R, ω ∈ ℓ^p(X^{(k)})}.

The standard boundary operators ∂_k and d_k are defined as usual (after choosing an ordering of the vertices of X or equivalently an orientation on simplices of X). Because the complex X has bounded geometry, they define bounded operators:

∂_k : ℓ^pC_k(X) → ℓ^pC_{k−1}(X), d_k : ℓ^pC^k(X) → ℓ^pC^{k+1}(X).

These two operators are related by the simplicial version of Stokes’ theorem: for c ∈ ℓ^pC^k(X) and σ ∈ ℓ^pC_{k+1}(X) we have d_kc(σ) = c(∂_{k+1}σ).

Definition 2.1. Denote ℓ^pZ_k(X) := ker ∂_k and ℓ^pB_k(X) := Im ∂_{k+1}. The k-th ℓ^p-homology group of X (resp. k-th reduced ℓ^p-homology group) is the space:

ℓ^pH_k(X) := ℓ^pZ_k(X)/ℓ^pB_k(X) (resp. ℓ^pH_k(X) := ℓ^pZ_k(X)/ℓ^pB_k(X)).

Denote ℓ^pZ^k(X) := ker d_k and ℓ^pB^k(X) := Im d_{k−1}. The k-th ℓ^p-cohomology group of X (resp. k-th reduced ℓ^p-cohomology group) is the space:

ℓ^pH^k(X) = ℓ^pZ^k(X)/ℓ^pB^k(X) (resp. ℓ^pH^k(X) = ℓ^pZ^k(X)/ℓ^pB^k(X)).

The closures are considered with respect to the topology of the ℓ^p-norm. The quotient spaces are endowed with the corresponding quotient topology. Reduced homology and cohomology groups are thus Banach spaces. The reduced versions are the greatest Hausdorff quotients of their non-reduced versions, thus a non-reduced homology or cohomology group is never Hausdorff unless it is equal to its corresponding reduced version.

If X is a finite simplicial complex, then these spaces correspond to classical homology and cohomology groups H_k(X) and H^k(X). Thus we obtain new invariants only when the complex X is non-compact.

We will be mostly interested in the Davis realization of buildings. Since these are always contractible, all of these spaces are trivial for k > 0 if the building has finite thickness and its Weyl group is finite.

We review some elementary but important facts on ℓ^p-homology and cohomology. First we have a duality result relating ℓ^p-homology groups and ℓ^p-cohomology groups but only for the reduced versions [Bou16b].

Proposition 2.2. For p, r ∈]1, +∞[ such that p^{−1} + r^{−1} = 1 and k ∈ N, the space ℓ^pH^k(X) is canonically isomorphic to the dual of ℓ^rH_k(X). Similarly, ℓ^rH_k(X) is canonically isomorphic to the dual of ℓ^pH^k(X).

Second, ℓ^p-cohomology is invariant by quasi-isometries. Before stating the result, we introduce the following condition. A complex of bounded geometry (X, d) is said to be uniformly R-acyclic if X is R-acyclic and if there is a function Φ : R_+ → R_+ such that every cycle supported in a ball B(x, r) is the boundary of a chain supported in B(x, Φ(r)). The following result is due to M. Gromov [Gro93], see [BP03] for a complete proof.

Theorem 2.3. Let X and Y be two uniformly R-acyclic complexes of bounded geometry. If X and Y are quasi-isometric, then the spaces ℓ^pH_k(X) and ℓ^pH_k(Y ) are topologically isomorphic and the spaces ℓ^pH^k(X) and ℓ^pH^k(Y ) are topologically isomorphic. This is also true for reduced homology and cohomology groups.

Remark. The original statement needs "uniformly contractible" as a hypothesis, but by inspecting the proof in [BP03] we see uniformly R-acyclic is enough. We need to loosen this hypothesis since we will use the Bestvina complex of a Coxeter system, which is constructed a priori only as an R-acyclic complex. It can be made contractible, but it may lose the property that its dimension computes a cohomological dimension when the latter is equal to 2 because of the Eilenberg- Ganea problem [Dav08, p. 154], [Bes93].

2.2 Chamber systems and geometric realizations

We review some basic combinatorial building theory following [Ron89]. Then we define geometric realizations of buildings (following [AB08, Chapter 12] or [Dav08]) and prove an R-acyclicity criterion which applies to both the Davis realization and the Bestvina realization of buildings.

A chamber system over a set S is a set C together with a family of equivalence relations on C indexed dy S. The elements of C are called chambers. Two chambers are s-equivalent if they are equivalent under the relation corresponding to s and s-adjacent if they are s-equivalent and not equal.

A gallery γ in C is a finite sequence of chambers (c_0, . . . , c_k) such that c_{i−1} is s-adjacent to c_i for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. The type of the gallery is the word s = (s_1, . . . s_k) where c_{i−1} is s_i-adjacent to c_i. If each s_j belongs to a subset T ⊆ S, then we say γ is a T -gallery. A chamber system is connected (or T -connected) if any two chambers can be joined by a gallery (or T -gallery). The T -connected components of a chamber system C are called its T -residues.

Definition 2.4. Let (W, S) be a Coxeter system. A (combinatorial) building of type (W, S) is a chamber system C over S such that:

(i) for all s ∈ S, each s-equivalence class contains at least two chambers and, (ii) there exists a W -valued distance function d_W : C × C → W , that is, a map satisfying that: if w is a reduced word in (W, S), then two chambers c and c^′ can be joined by a gallery of type w if and only if d_W (c, c^′) = w. The group W is called the Weyl group of the building C.

Example 2.5. Let (W, S) be a Coxeter system. Then the chamber system C = W , endowed with the relations w ∼_s w^′ when w = sw^′ for each s ∈ S and the W -valued distance d_W : W × W → W defined by d_W (w, w^′) = w^{−1}w^′, is a building of type (W, S) called the abstract Coxeter complex of W .

A building C of type (W, S) has finite thickness if for all s ∈ S, each s-equivalence class is finite. In this case, we say that C is regular if for each s ∈ S, each sequivalence class has the same number of elements q_s + 1. In this case we denote by q the vector containing the q_s’s as coordinates. We say C that has constant thickness if all the q_s’s have the same value q. In the next sections our buildings will always be regular.

We now define geometric realizations of combinatorial buildings in a relatively general setting. This is because in what follows we will be interested in two realizations of buildings: the well-known Davis realization and the less known Bestvina realization. A mirror structure on a CW complex K consists of an index set S and a family of subcomplexes (K_s)_{s∈S}. The subspaces K_s are the mirrors of K. In this case, we say that K is a mirrored CW complex over S. We set K_∅ = K and for any nonempty subset T ⊆ S, K_T = ⋂ t∈T K_t. For x ∈ K, we set S(x) = {s ∈ S, x ∈ K_s}. Definition 2.6. Let C be a (combinatorial) building of type (W, S) and K a mirrored CW complex over S. The K-realization of C is the space: X_K = (C × K)/ ∼, where [(c, x)] ∼ [(c^′, x^′)] if and only if x = x^′ and d_W (c, c^′) ∈ W_{S(x)}. For simplicity, a simplex [(c, σ)] in X_K may be written c.σ or cσ.

Let C be a regular building of type (W, S) and finite thickness. If (K, d) is a geodesic metric space, we can extend d to X_K by declaring that all translates of K are isometric and then defining a piecewise length metric on X_K . If moreover each K_s is a proper metric space, then (X_K , d) is a geodesic metric space [AB08, Corollary 12.28]. The space (X_K , d) has bounded geometry if and only if the mirror structure satisfies that for every subset T ⊆ S generating an infinite subgroup W_T , we have K_T = ∅.

Example 2.7. Let C be a building of type (W, S). We can choose K = Δ^{|S|−1} to be the standard simplex of dimension |S|−1. We endow Δ^{|S|−1} with a mirror structure by letting K_s be the codimension 1 faces of Δ^{|S|−1}. The space X_Δ = (C × K)/ ∼ is called the simplicial realization of C. If (W, S) is not affine, this realization is not locally finite most of the time.

Recall that an orientation on a simplex corresponds to a total order on its vertices. If one is given orientations on simplices of K, one has a natural orientation on all simplices of X_K by declaring that all translates c.σ of a simplex σ in K by c ∈ C have the same orientation. Once simplices have an orientation, we can talk of homology for geometric realizations of buildings.

We now give a criterion for the K-realization of a building to be uniformly Racyclic, starting from data on the mirrored complex K. When K is the Davis chamber, the Davis realization X is known to be CAT (0), thus uniformly contractible. The main motivation to state this result here is to apply it to the Bestvina complex, which is not necessarily contractible. This is the same proof as [Dav08, 8.2.8] but for buildings. First, set K^∅ = ∅ and for any nonempty subset T ⊆ S,

K^T = ⋃ t∈T K_t.

Proposition 2.8. Let C be a building of type (W, S) and finite thickness and let X be its K-realization. Suppose that X is locally finite and that K is a geodesic metric space. If K and K_T are R-acyclic for every T ⊆ S generating a finite parabolic subgroup of W , then X is uniformly R-acyclic.

Proof. Since C has finite thickness, the set of chambers of C is countable. We can order them c_0, c_1, . . . , c_n, . . . so that c := c_0 and l(c_k) ≤ l(c_{k+1}), where l(x) = l_S (d_W (c, x)) is the length of the W -distance with respect to c. We set:

P_n = n⋃ i=0 c_iK ⊆ X. We will show that P_n is R-acyclic by induction. Since P_n = P_{n−1} ∪ c_nK and c_nK is R-acyclic by hypothesis, it is enough to show that the intersection P_{n−1} ∩ c_nK is R-acyclic.

The main step is showing the building analogue of [Dav08, 8.1.1]. For w ∈ W , we set In(w) = {s ∈ S, l(ws) < l(w)}. For all i ≥ 0, set w_i = d_W (c, c_i). Our goal is to show the equality P_{n−1} ∩ c_nK = c_nK^{In(wn)}. Let Σ be an apartment containing both c and c_n. The inclusion P_{n−1} ∩ c_nK ⊃ c_nK^{In(wn)} follows from [Dav08, 8.1.1] applied to the apartment Σ. For the converse inclusion, we show that for all i < n, we have c_iK ∩ c_nK ⊂ c_nK^{In(wn)}. Indeed, let ρ : X → Σ be a retraction onto the apartment Σ, which we identify with the K-realization of the abstract Coxeter complex of (W, S). Since c_nK is contained in Σ, the set c_iK ∩ c_nK is fixed under ρ. Thus: c_iK ∩ c_nK = ρ(c_iK ∩ c_nK) ⊂ ρ(c_iK) ∩ ρ(c_nK) = w_iK ∩ w_nK. Now, l(c_i) ≤ l(c_n) means that l(w_i) ≤ l(w_n) and the proof of [Dav08, 8.1.1] shows that w_iK ∩ w_nK ⊂ w_nK^{In(wn)} = c_nK^{In(wn)}. This shows the converse inclusion and thus we have that P_{n−1} ∩ c_nK = c_nK^{In(wn)}.

Since W_{In(w)} is a finite parabolic subgroup of W [Dav08, 4.7.2], our hypothesis implies that c_nK^{In(wn)} is R-acyclic. Indeed, if W_T is a finite parabolic subgroup, then K^T is the union of R-acyclic spaces (the K_t’s for t ∈ T ) whose intersections are all R-acyclic (the K_T ′ ’s for T^′ ⊆ T ) by hypothesis.

Thus Mayer Vietoris says that H_∗(P_n, R) = H_∗(P_{n−1}, R) and by induction H_∗(P_n, R) = H_∗(cK, R) = 0, so P_n is R-acyclic for all n. Since X is the increasing union of the P_n, the space X is R-acyclic.

Now suppose that K is a geodesic metric space and endow X with the corresponding piecewise length metric. The space X is uniformly R-acyclic since any cycle supported in a ball B(x, r) is contained, up to changing the chamber c so that x ∈ cK, in a certain P_n, which is R-acyclic. This P_n can be chosen so that P_n ⊆ B(x, Cr + D) where C, D > 0 are two constants. Since every chamber is an isometric copy of K, these constants may depend on r but are independent on the center x ∈ X.

We can define locally finite k-chains on X_K as (possibly infinite) formal sums of k-simplices in X_K with coefficients in R, such that for every compact C in X_K only finitely many simplices intersecting C have non-zero coefficients. Denote by C^{lf}_k (X_K ; R) their space and define the boundary operators as usual. Notice that the boundary operators only act on the second variable, so if c.σ is a k-simplex in X_K , we have: ∂_k(c.σ) = c.(∂_kσ).

The locally finite homology H^{lf}_k (X_K , R) of X_K is the homology of the corresponding complex. In practice, our choice of K guarantees that the complex X_K is locally finite, so we can take sums over all simplices in X_K with no restrictions on the coefficients.

2.3 Growth function and growth rate

We come back to a slightly more general setting to define the growth function of a Coxeter system (W, S). Its corresponding growth rate is a numerical invariant that we will be compare to other numerical invariants.

For w ∈ W denote by w the conjugacy class of w. Let S = {s, s ∈ S} and let j : S → {1, . . . , N} be a bijection. For each s ∈ S introduce a variable t_{j(s)}. Let w ∈ W and choose a reduced expression s_1 . . . s_k of w. The monomial t_w = t_{j(s1)} . . . t_{j(sk)} is independent of the reduced expression s_1 . . . s_k of w. This follows from their characterization as minimal galleries from 1 to w. Indeed, a minimal gallery from 1 to w crosses the walls separating 1 and w exactly once, and only the order in which these walls are crossed depends on the minimal gallery.

Definition 2.9. The growth function W (t) of (W, S) is the series:

W (t) = W (t_1, . . . , t_N ) = ∑ w∈W t_w.

For x ∈ R, we denote by t^x the vector (t^x_1 , . . . , t^x_N ). For a fixed t ∈ R^N , we study the convergence of the series W (t^{−x}) in function of x.

Proposition 2.10. The series W (t^{−x}) converges if x > e_t(W ) and diverges if x < e_t(W ), where

e_t(W ) = lim sup_n 1 n log |{w ∈ W, t_w ≤ e^n}|. Proof. Set Q_n(t) = {w ∈ W, t_w ≤ e^n}. The power series ∑ n |Q_n(t)|e^{−xn} converges for x > e_t(W ) and diverges for x < e_t(W ). On the other hand we have: ∑ n |Q_n(t)|e^{−xn} = ∑ w∈W ∑ n∈N e^n≥t_w e^{−xn}

and the term ∑ e^n≥t_w e −xn is equivalent to (t_w)^{−x 1}_{1−e−x} , so the previous series converges if and only if W (t^{−x}) converges.

Remark. If the t_i’s are all equal to some real number t, then the series W (t) depends only on one variable and may be expressed as

W (t) = ∑ k≥0 c_k(W )t^k, where c_k(W ) = |{w ∈ W, l(w) = k}|. In this case the radius of convergence of the series W (t^{−x}) is given by

e_t(W ) = 1 log t lim sup_n 1 n log c_n(W ).

The number e(W ) = lim sup_n^1_n log c_n(W ) is also called the growth rate of (W, S). Since W is finitely generated, e(W ) is always finite.

In practice, if we consider a regular building of finite thickness q + 1, the vector t will be q. The numbers e_q(W ) correspond to growth rates of balls in the building for a combinatorial metric taking into account the thickness q + 1.

If t = (t_1, . . . , t_N ) and t^′ = (t^′_1, . . . , t^′_N ) are two vectors with 1 ≤ t_i < t^′_i for all i, then e_t(W ) ≥ e_t′ (W ). Indeed, there exists α > 1 such that t^α_i < t^′_i for all i. Then:

Q_n(t^′) ⊆ Q_n(t^α) ⊆ Q_n(t)

Since q^α_w ≤ e^n ⇐⇒ q_w ≤ e^{n/α}, we have that Q_n(t^α) = Q_{n/α}(t). Thus:

e_t′ (W ) ≤ e_tα (W ) = 1 α e_t(W ) < e_t(W ).

This implies for instance that if t > 1, then e_t(W ) is comparable to e(W ). Indeed, if t_{min} = min_{1≤i≤N} t_i and t_{max} = max_{1≤i≤N} t_i, then we have: 1 log t_{max} e(W ) ≤ e_t(W ) ≤ 1 log t_{min} e(W ). In particular, the growth rate e_t(W ) is finite for t > 1.

2.4 Retractions We now introduce our main tool: retractions. These are maps first defined at a combinatorial level, which allow to extend W -invariant metrics from a Coxeter complex to the whole building. We will use the maps they induce at a homological level.

Let C be a regular building of type (W, S) and choose a chamber c ∈ C. The map ρ_c : C → W defined by ρ_c(c^′) = d_W (c, c^′) is the retraction onto the abstract Coxeter complex of W centered in c. Retractions are naturally defined on K-realizations of C by acting on the first variable. The set S(c, w) = ρ^{−1}_c (w) = {c^′ ∈ C, d_W (c, c^′) = w} is called the W -sphere of radius w centered in c.

Since C is assumed to be regular, denote by q_s + 1 the cardinal of s-equivalence classes for each s ∈ S. If s_i = s_j then q_{si} = q_{sj} [Dav08, 18.1.16]. Denote by q the vector containing the q_s’s. For w ∈ W , let w = s_1 . . . s_k be a reduced expression for w as a word in S. By the same argument as in the previous section, the number q_w = q_{s1} . . . q_{sk} is independent of the decomposition w = s_1 . . . s_k. If C has constant thickness equal to q + 1, we have q_w = q^{l(w)}.

Lemma 2.11. [Dav08, 18.1.17] For all w ∈ W , we have |S(c, w)| = q_w.

Let (W, S) be a Coxeter system. Let X be the K-realization of a building C of type (W, S) and Σ the K-realization of the Coxeter complex of (W, S). Choose an orientation on simplices of K so that all simplices in X and Σ have an orientation.

A retraction ρ : X → Σ centered on a chamber defines two maps between chains on X and chains on Σ. First, we can consider the pushforward of ρ, retracting chains on X onto chains on Σ:

ρ_∗ : C^{lf}_k (X) → C^{lf}_k (Σ) (c, σ) → (ρ(c), σ) Second, we have the pullback of ρ, extending chains on Σ into chains on X:

ρ^∗ : C^{lf}_k (Σ) → C^{lf}_k (X) (w, σ) → ∑ c^′∈ρ^{−1}(w) 1 q_w (c^′, σ)

Notice that ρ_∗ ∘ ρ^∗ = Id_Clf_{k (Σ)} and that ρ^∗ ∘ ρ_∗ corresponds to averaging chains over W -spheres in X.

Proposition 2.12. The maps ρ_∗ and ρ^∗ commute with boundary operators. The map in homology induced by ρ^∗ : H^{lf}_k (Σ) → H^{lf}_k (X) is injective. The map in homology induced by ρ_∗ : H^{lf}_k (X) → H^{lf}_k (Σ) is surjective.

Proof. The maps ρ_∗ and ρ^∗ act only on the first variable of X_K = (C × K)/ ∼ while the boundary operators act only on the second variable. Injectivity and surjectivity of the maps induced in homology follow from the identity ρ_∗ ∘ ρ^∗ = Id_Clf_{k (Σ)}.

2.5 Davis complex and Davis chamber

We now define the Davis realization X_D of a building. The main reason to introduce this realization is that it can always be endowed with a CAT (0)-metric [Dav94]. We give two different (but equivalent) constructions of X_D. We first follow [DJ02].

Let X be the simplicial realization of a non-spherical regular building C of type (W, S). The space X does not enjoy good topological properties as usually it is not locally finite and group actions on X are rarely proper. The following construction gives a simplicial complex X_D that is topologically similar to X but that enjoys better properties.

Recall that the link of a simplex σ in a simplicial complex is the set:

Lk(σ) = {τ simplex , σ and τ are disjoint faces of the same maximal simplex}.

Definition 2.13. Let X^′ be the first barycentric subdivision of X. The Davis complex X_D of X is the subcomplex of X^′ generated by the barycenters of simplices of X with compact links.

From the algebraic topology viewpoint, the space X_D is similar to X in the sense that it is a deformation retract of X [DJ02, 1.4]. The complex X_D is locally finite, so it is locally compact. Since X_D can be endowed with a CAT (0)-metric, both X and X_D are contractible. Note that with this definition X_D is a simplicial complex, but it is not necessarily purely dimensional, that is, its maximal simplices may not have the same dimension.

The intersections Δ ∩ X_D are isomorphic for any chamber Δ in X (because they are all translates of a given chamber by elements of the Weyl group for some apartment). We call such an intersection D a Davis chamber of X_D.

As our notation suggests, the space X_D can also be constructed from the combinatorial building C and a Davis chamber D, after seeing it can be endowed with the structure of a mirrored space [Dav08, Chapter 18].

Definition 2.14. The Davis chamber D = D(W, S) of (W, S) is the (geometric realization of the) barycentric subdivision of the poset of all finite parabolic subgroups W_T =< s ∈ T > for T ⊆ S in W ordered by inclusion. For s ∈ S, define D_s to be the subcomplex of D corresponding to the poset of all finite parabolic subgroups of W containing W_{{s}}.

Thus D is a mirrored space over S and both definitions of X_D agree: X_D = (C × D)/ ∼ . Notice that for T ⊆ S generating a finite subgroup W_T , the subcomplex D_T is the cone on the poset of all finite parabolic subgroups of W strictly containing W_T , thus D_T is contractible.

We will now define an orientation on the simplices of D. All simplices in Δ^{|S|−1} have the natural orientation given by R^{|S|−1} . Any simplex of its barycentric subdivision inherits a natural orientation. Now we just consider the restriction of this orientation to D. This determines an orientation for every simplex in X_D.

3 Exponent of top ℓ^p-homology for buildings of type P M

The first ℓ^p-cohomology group increases as p grows to infinity, thus there exists a critical p for which it starts to be nonzero. This is a quasi-isometry invariant first introduced by Pansu [Pan89]. Top degree ℓ^p-homology has the same behaviour as p grows, so there is again a critical exponent for which this space starts to be nonzero. We show that in the particular case of buildings of type PM, this critical exponent can be computed in terms of the Weyl group and the thickness.

3.1 The nerve and Coxeter groups of type PM

In this paragraph we define Coxeter groups of type PM. These are Coxeter groups whose nerve satisfies some natural topological conditions. They can be seen as Coxeter systems whose corresponding Davis complex is close to an orientable manifold. We first introduce the nerve of a Coxeter system.

Definition 3.1. The nerve L = L(W, S) of a Coxeter system (W, S) is the poset of all nonempty subsets T ⊆ S such that the parabolic subgroup W_T of W is finite.

Notice that the Davis chamber D of (W, S) is the cone on the barycentric subdivision of L, with apex the vertex corresponding to the empty set. If we view a

Davis chamber D ⊆ Δ inside a simplicial chamber Δ, we may also see the barycentric subdivision L^′ as the intersection D ∩ ∂Δ.

Now we introduce some natural topological conditions on simplicial complexes. A Coxeter group will be of type PM if its nerve satisfies these conditions.

Definition 3.2. Let Y be a locally finite purely n-dimensional simplicial complex. The space Y is a pseudomanifold if every simplex of codimension 1 is contained in exactly two maximal simplices. We say that Y is orientable if there exists an orientation on the simplices of Y so that the sum of all of its maximal simplices is an n-cycle in H^{lf}_n (Y ). We say that Y is gallery connected if any two maximal simplices in Y can be joined by a finite sequence of maximal simplices such that any two consecutive maximal simplices share a face of codimension 1.

Definition 3.3. A Coxeter system (W, S) is of type PM if its nerve L is an orientable, gallery connected pseudomanifold. A building is of type PM if its Weyl group is of type PM.

For a Coxeter system (W, S) of type P M, the Davis realization of the Coxeter complex Σ_D is a contractible orientable pseudomanifold.

Remark. Due to our orientations choice, the canonical n-cycle on Σ_D will not be the sum of all chambers, but the alternate sum of all chambers ∑ w∈W (−1)^{l(w)}w.D. Example 3.4. Affine and compact hyperbolic Coxeter groups (in the sense of [Bou68, p.133, exercice 14]) are of type PM. Indeed, in these cases the Davis chamber D is just (the barycentric subdivision of) a simplex, and its nerve is a triangulation of a sphere.

Coxeter groups generated by reflections on codimension 1 faces of a right-angled polyhedron P , as defined in [DJ02, p. 614], are of type PM (e.g. the tiling of the hyperbolic plane by compact regular pentagons). The nerve is simplicially isomorphic to the dual of the boundary of the polyhedron P , so it is again a triangulation of a sphere.

In [JS03], Januszkiewicz and Świątkowski exhibit an infinite family of Gromovhyperbolic Coxeter groups of type P M whose Davis complexes have unbounded dimension. However, they also show that if such a group satisfies Poincaré duality, the dimension of its Davis complex is at most 61.

3.2 Computation of the critical exponent

In this section we will suppose the Coxeter system (W, S) is of type PM. Let X_D be the Davis realization of a regular building C of type (W, S) and thickness q + 1. This proof is essentially the same as that of [Dym04] for ℓ^2-cohomology.

Proposition 3.5. Let X_D be the Davis realization of a regular building C and n = dim X_D. Let ρ : X_D → Σ_D be a retraction onto the abstract Coxeter complex. Let η ∈ C^{lf}_n (X_D, R). Then for all p > 1 ||ρ^∗ρ_∗(η)||_p ≤ ||η||_p.

Proof. Write η = ∑ c∈C,σ∈D^n ac,σc.σ. The operator ρ ∗ρ_∗ averages over W -spheres, thus Jensen’s inequality yields the result: ||ρ^∗ρ_∗(η)||^p = ∑ w∈W ∑ c∈ρ^{−1}(w) ∑ σ∈D^{(n)} 1 q^p_w | | ∑ c^′∈ρ^{−1}(w) a_c′_{,σ} | |^p

≤ ∑ w∈W ∑ c∈ρ^{−1}(w) ∑ σ∈D^{(n)} 1 q_w ∑ c^′∈ρ^{−1}(w) |a_c′_{,σ}|^p = ∑ w∈W ∑ c^′∈ρ^{−1}(w) ∑ σ∈D^{(n)} |a_c′_{,σ}|^p = ||η||^p.

Theorem 3.6. Let (W, S) be a Coxeter system of type P M. Let X_D be the Davis realization of a regular building of type (W, S) and thickness q + 1, with q ≥ 2. Let n = dim X_D. Then we have:

1 + e_q(W ) = inf{p > 1 | ℓ^pH_n(X_D) ≠ 0}, 1 + e_q(W )^{−1} = sup{p > 1 | ℓ^pH^n(X_D) ≠ 0}.

Proof. Since the Davis realization of the Coxeter complex Σ_D is an orientable pseudomanifold, the n-chain τ = ∑ w∈W (−1)^{l(w)}w.D is the only non-trivial locally finite n-cycle on Σ_D up to a constant. Thus ρ^∗(τ) is a non-trivial locally finite cycle on X_D. We compute its ℓ^p-norm: ||ρ^∗(τ)||^p = ∑ w∈W ∑ c∈ρ^{−1}(w) 1 q^p_w = ∑ w∈W q^{1−p}_w = W (q^{1−p}).

By 2.10, this converges for p > 1+e_q(W ), so that ℓ^pH_n(X_D) ≠ 0 for p > 1+e_q(W ).

Let η ∈ ℓ^pH_n(X_D) be a nonzero ℓ^p-cycle. We can choose to center the retraction ρ on a chamber of X_D where η is nonzero. Because of this choice, ρ_∗(η) is a nonzero multiple of τ, so we can assume ρ_∗(η) = τ. Then by proposition 3.5 ||ρ^∗(τ)||_p = ||ρ^∗ρ_∗(η)||_p ≤ ||η||_p < ∞. But ||ρ^∗(τ)||_p diverges when p < 1 + e_q(W ). Thus we have ℓ^pH_n(X_D) = 0 for p < 1 + e_q(W ).

Results on reduced cohomology follow since in top degree we have ℓ^pH_n(X_D) = ℓ^pH_n(X_D) = ℓ^rH^n(X_D) where p^{−1} + r^{−1} = 1. For such p and r the condition 1 < p ≤ 1 + e_q(W ) is equivalent to r ≥ 1 + e_q(W )^{−1}.

Because of the thickness assumption, the number e_q(W ) is finite and comparable to e(W ). By the strong Tits’ alternative for Coxeter groups [Dav08, 17.2.1], an infinite Coxeter group W is affine if and only if W has subexponential growth, which in turn is equivalent to e_q(W ) = 0. We obtain the following results for ℓ^p-cohomology:

Corollary 3.7. Let X_D be the Davis realization of a regular building of type (W, S) and thickness q + 1, with q ≥ 2 and dim X_D = n.

1. If the group W is affine, ℓ^pH^n(X_D) ≠ {0} for all p > 1. In particular, any semisimple Lie group G of rank n over a non-Archimedean local field satisfies H^n_{ct}(G, L^p(G)) ≠ {0} for all p > 1.

2. If the Weyl group (W, S) is of type PM and non-affine, then 0 < e_q(W ) < ∞ so we have ℓ^pH^n(X_D) ≠ {0} for all p < 1 + e_q(W )^{−1} and ℓ^pH^n(X_D) = {0} for all p > 1 + e_q(W )^{−1}.

The critical exponents 1 + e_q(W ) and 1 + e_q(W )^{−1} are quasi-isometry invariants for regular buildings of type P M with finite thickness. This follows either from quasiisometric invariance of reduced ℓ^p-cohomology or from the fact that the number e_q(W ) is the growth rate of balls on the dual graph of the building endowed with Coxeter word length as distance.

3.3 Application to cocompact Fuchsian buildings

As an application, the previous theorem completes the computation of all possible vanishings of ℓ^p-cohomology for cocompact Fuchsian buildings. A building X of type (W, S) is said to be cocompact Fuchsian if W is a Fuchsian Coxeter group that acts properly and cocompactly on the hyperbolic plane H^2 . In particular, the Davis realization of (W, S) is a tiling of H^2 and thus these buildings are of type P M.

First we recall what is known in degree 1. In [Bou00], Bourdon computes the conformal dimension (see Section 6) of these buildings by the formula Confdim(∂X) = 1 + e_q(W )^{−1}. The proof of this result relies on constructing a visual metric on the boundary ∂X with the right parameter and Hausdorff dimension. Equipped with this metric, ∂X is Loewner and by [BP03, Théorème 0.3], we obtain that ℓ^pH^1(X) ≠ 0 if and only if p > Confdim(∂X) = 1 + e_q(W )^{−1}. The vanishing part of this statement is specific to these buildings, while the non-vanishing part holds for any Gromov-hyperbolic complex with bounded geometry (see Proposition 5.4).

In [Bou16a], Bourdon obtained that for p > Confdim(∂X) we have ℓ^pH^2(X) = 0. Since Confdim(∂X) = 1 + e_q(W )^{−1}, Theorem 3.6 (in particular its non-vanishing statement) implies that Bourdon’s vanishing is optimal in this case. We sum these results in the following statement.

Corollary 3.8. Let X be the Davis realization of a cocompact Fuchsian building of type (W, S) and thickness q + 1, with q ≥ 2.

• For p < Confdim(∂X) = 1 + e_q(W )^{−1}, we have ℓ^pH^1(X) = 0 and ℓ^pH^2(X) ≠ 0. • For p > Confdim(∂X) = 1 + e_q(W )^{−1}, we have ℓ^pH^1(X) ≠ 0 and ℓ^pH^2(X) = 0.

4 Non-vanishing of ℓ^p-homology and virtual cohomological dimension

The main result of this section is that for large p, the ℓ^p-homology of a building with Weyl group W does not vanish in degree equal to the virtual cohomological dimension vcd_R(W ) of W over R. This is a generalization of the non-vanishing assertion shown for buildings of type P M in the previous section. We begin by giving a quick review on the notion of virtual cohomological dimension for Coxeter groups. Then we introduce the Bestvina chamber and the Bestvina realization of a building following [Bes93] to obtain this non-vanishing result.

4.1 Virtual cohomological dimension

First let Γ be any discrete group and R be a PID. The cohomological dimension cd_R(Γ) of Γ over R is the least n such that the trivial RΓ-module R has a projective resolution of length n:

0 → P_n → . . . → P_1 → P_0 → R → 0

(and is ∞ if there is no such integer). Usually we denote cd(Γ) := cd_Z(Γ). One can show that this number corresponds indeed to some sort of dimension in a more intuitive way:

cd_R(Γ) = sup{n , H^n(Γ; M) ≠ 0 for some RΓ-module M}.

The group Γ is said to be of type F P_R if there exists a finite length projective resolution of R by finitely generated projective RΓ-modules. In this case, the cohomological dimension of Γ over R can be computed as follows:

cd_R(Γ) = sup{n , H^n(Γ; RΓ) ≠ 0}.

If cd(Γ) < ∞, then Γ is torsion-free. A Coxeter group is never torsion-free, so cohomological dimension is not directly relevant for such groups since it is always infinite. A more interesting invariant for Coxeter groups can be obtained as follows.

First we have the following result by Serre [Ser71].

Theorem 4.1. Suppose G is a torsion-free group and that Γ is a subgroup of finite index. Then cd_R G = cd_R Γ.

Since the intersection of two subgroups of finite index is still of finite index, this theorem allows us to define virtual cohomological dimension as follows.

Definition 4.2. Let G be a group having a torsion-free subgroup of finite index. We define the virtual cohomological dimension vcd_R(G) of G over R as the cohomological dimension cd_R(Γ) of any of its torsion-free subgroups of finite index.

Let (W, S) be a finitely generated Coxeter system. First, Tits showed that W is a linear group in characteristic 0, so by Selberg’s lemma it admits a torsion-free subgroup Γ of finite index. Second, such a group Γ is of type F P_R, for any PID R. This is because Γ acts freely and cocompactly on the Davis apartment Σ of W , which is contractible, so the spaces C_i(Σ; R) give the desired projective resolution. This implies:

cd_R(Γ) = sup{n , H^n(Γ; RΓ) ≠ 0}.

Serre’s theorem tells us that this integer does not depend on the choice of a torsionfree subgroup Γ of finite-index in W , but we can see this directly without invoking this result. Indeed, both W and Γ act properly discontinuously and cocompactly on the Davis apartment Σ, so H^n(Γ; RΓ) = H^n_c (Σ; R) = H^n(W ; RW ). Thus the virtual cohomological dimension of W can be computed as follows:

vcd_R(W ) = sup{n , H^n(W ; RW ) = H^n_c (Σ; R) ≠ 0}.

4.2 Bestvina chamber

The dimension of the Davis realization of a building gives an upper bound for the virtual cohomological dimension of its Weyl group, but in general there is no equality. The Bestvina chamber is a topological construction that associates to every Coxeter system (W, S) a finite acyclic CW complex whose dimension coincides with vcd(W ) = vcd_Z(W ). One can consider variants where the complex is F-acyclic for a given field F, and in this case the dimension of the complex is vcd_F (W ). Since we are interested in ℓ^p-cohomology, we will choose F = R.

In this section we review [Bes93] for the construction of the Bestvina chamber and the computation of its dimension, since it will be useful for non-vanishing of ℓ^p-homology.

First, Bestvina describes an inductive construction of the Davis chamber. Denote by F the poset of subsets T ⊆ S such that W_T = ⟨T ⟩ is a finite parabolic subgroup of W ordered with respect to inclusion. For any maximal element F ∈ F, define P_F to be a point. Assuming that P_F has been constructed for every F^′ ⊃ F , define P_F to be a cone on ⋃ F^′⊃F PF . The complex P∅ is the Davis chamber D of W and the

complexes P_{{s}} are mirrors of D.

Now we construct an R-acyclic polyhedron B_R = B_R(W ) as follows. For any maximal element F ∈ F, define P_F to be a point. Assuming that P_F has been constructed for every F^′ ⊃ F , define P_F to be an R-acyclic polyhedron containing ⋃ F^′⊃F PF of the least possible dimension. Most of the time, we have dim(PF ) =

dim( ⋃ F^′⊃F PF ) + 1 and PF is just a cone on ⋃ F^′⊃F PF , but in some situations (e.g.

when there is a unique F^′ ∈ F such that F^′ ⊃ F and |F^′| = |F | + 1) we have dim(P_F ) = dim( ⋃ F^′⊃F PF ). We then define the Bestvina chamber BR to be P∅.

The Bestvina chamber has a natural mirrored structure given by the subcomplexes B_s = P_{{s}}, s ∈ S. We can thus define the Bestvina realization X_B of a building C, as the space: X_B = (C × B_R)/ ∼ . The following lemma gives a more general criterion to guarantee that dim(P_F ) = dim( ⋃ F^′⊃F PF ). We give the proof for completion and also because the hypotheses

are slightly different from those in [Bes93].

Lemma 4.3. Let L be a compact n-dimensional polyhedron with H_n(L; R) = 0. Then L embeds in a compact R-acyclic n-dimensional polyhedron as a subpolyhedron. Proof. The lemma is true for n = 1. For n ≥ 2 it is enough to show it for L (n − 2)- connected. Indeed, one can define successively L_{−1} = L and L_i to be L_{i−1} with the cone on its i-skeleton attached, we then replace L by L_{n−2}. This does not modify H_n(L; R).

Now suppose L is (n − 2)-connected. The only homology group of L with real coefficients that may not vanish is H_{n−1}(L; R) = H_{n−1}(L) ⊗ R. The Hurewicz homomorphism gives H_{n−1}(L) ≃ π^{ab}_{n−1}(L) (which is just π_{n−1}(L) for n ≥ 3). Thus the group π^{ab}_{n−1}(L) is (abelian and) finitely generated, but not necessarily free. Choose a basis [f_1], . . . , [f_k] of the maximal free abelian subgroup of π^{ab}_{n−1}(L). For each i = 1, . . . , k, we attach an n-cell to L along the image of the map f_i : S^{n−1} → L. Call the resulting space L^′. The homology group H_{n−1}(L^′) is a torsion group and therefore H_{n−1}(L^′; R) = 0. This procedure does not affect other homology groups, thus L^′ is R-acyclic.

To show non-vanishing of ℓ^p-homology of a building, we will use the cycle constructed by Bestvina in the proof of vcd_R(W ) = dim B_R. We write its construction for completion.

Theorem 4.4. Let d = dim B. Then the space H^{lf}_d (Σ_B; R) contains a non-zero locally-finite cycle with bounded coefficients.

Proof. Denote by F the poset of subsets T ⊆ S such that W_T = ⟨T ⟩ is a finite subgroup of W ordered by inclusion. Let F_0 be a maximal element in F such that dim P_{F0} = d. Therefore U = ⋃ F ∈F,F ⊃F_0 PF has dimension d − 1 and PF0 is a cone

on U. By lemma 4.7, we have H_{d−1}(U; R) ≠ 0. Since P_{F0} is R-acyclic, we also have H_d(P_{F0} , U; R) ≠ 0, so choose τ_0 a non-trivial cycle in this space. We see this element as a chain on B_R whose boundary lies in U and such that its stabilizer in W (with respect to its action on Σ_B = (W × B_R)/ ∼) is W_{F0} .

Consider the set S_0 = ⋃ F ∈F,F ⊃F_0 F \ F0 ⊆ S and its corresponding parabolic

subgroup W_{S0} in W . Then the chain τ = ∑ w∈W_{S0} (−1)^{l(w)}w.τ_0

is a nonzero locally finite cycle in H^{lf}_d (Σ_B ; R). Indeed, it is a cycle since the only place where the boundary of τ may be nonzero is in the translates of U by W_{S0} , and on each of these translates the boundary of τ gives twice the same contribution but with opposite sign. The coefficients of τ are bounded since it is obtained by placing copies of τ_0 in different chambers.

Corollary 4.5. We have vcd_R(W ) = dim B_R.

Proof. Let d = dim B_R. The group W acts properly and cocompactly on the space Σ_B, so we have H^∗(W, RW ) = H^∗_c (Σ_B , R). Since vcd_R(W ) is the greatest n such that H^∗(W, RW ) is non-zero, we have vcd_R(W ) ≤ d.

The natural pairing H^{lf}_d (Σ_B ; R) ⊗ H^d_c (Σ_B ; R) → R is non-degenerate, so in particular H^d(W, RW ) = H^d_c (Σ_B ; R) ≠ 0. Thus vcd_R(W ) = d.

Unlike the Davis realization, the Bestvina realization may not preserve the underlying combinatorial structure of the building. For instance, the Bestvina complex of any finite Coxeter group is a point. In [Bes93], the example of a 1-dimensional Bestvina chamber in which the mirrors cover the whole chamber is treated. The Bestvina realization of the corresponding Coxeter group is a tree and the chambers are tripods which overlap on segments. Overlapping in top dimension is avoided exactly when B = P_∅ is a cone on its mirrors. Even though the combinatorial structure of the building may not be respected by the Bestvina complex, the Davis and Bestvina realization of the same building are still quasi-isometric.

Proposition 4.6. Let C be a combinatorial regular building of finite thickness and denote by X_K its K-realization. The complexes X_D and X_B are quasi-isometric locally finite uniformly R-acyclic complexes.

Proof. Endowed with its CAT (0)-metric, the Davis realization X_D of a building C is a uniformly R-acyclic (even contractible) complex of bounded geometry. On the other hand, the Bestvina realization X_B of C may be endowed with a length metric by defining a metric on the Bestvina chamber. By proposition 2.8, the space X_B is uniformly R-acyclic.

Since W acts properly and cocompactly on both Coxeter complexes Σ_D and Σ_B , if f : Σ_D → Σ_B is a map sending a simplex in the chamber w.D to some point in the simplex of w.B of the same type, then f is a quasi-isometry. This map can be defined in the same way between the corresponding buildings, thus we get a map F : X_D → X_B that restricts to a quasi-isometry on each apartment (whose constants do not depend on the choice of an apartment). Since retractions do not increase distances [AB08, Proposition 12.18], a geodesic between two points is contained in an apartment for both realizations, thus F is a quasi-isometric embedding. Quasisurjectivity of F follows since the same apartment system covers both buildings.

4.3 Non-vanishing of ℓ^p-homology

Now we show non-vanishing of top dimensional ℓ^p-homology for large p using the same idea as in the proof of Theorem 3.6.

Theorem 4.7. Let X_B be the Bestvina realization of a regular building of type (W, S) and thickness q + 1, with q ≥ 2. Let d = dim X_B . For all p > 1 + e_q(W ), we have ℓ^pH_d(X_B ) ≠ 0.

Proof. Let τ = ∑ w∈W_τ (−1)^{l(w)}w.τ_0 be the nonzero locally finite cycle in H^{lf}_d (X_B ; R) given by theorem 4.4, for some well chosen non-trivial relative cycle τ_0 and let W_τ be the parabolic subgroup of W corresponding to the support of τ. The element ρ^∗(τ) is a nonzero locally finite cycle in X_B and ||ρ^∗(τ)||^p ≤ ∑ w∈W_τ ∑ c∈ρ^{−1}(w) ||τ_0||^p q^p_w = ||τ_0||^p ∑ w∈W_τ q^{1−p}_w = ||τ_0||^pW_τ (q^{1−p}).

By proposition 2.10, the series W_τ (q^{1−p}) converges for p > 1+e_q(W_τ ). The number e_q(W_τ ) is finite since q ≥ 2. Thus ρ^∗(τ) ∈ ℓ^pH_d(X_B ) for p > 1 + e_q(W_τ ).

Since ℓ^p-cohomology is invariant by quasi-isometries (see Theorem 2.3), Proposition 4.6 implies that this result persists on the ℓ^p-cohomology of the Davis realization of a building.

Corollary 4.8. Let X_D be the Davis realization of a regular building of type (W, S) and thickness q + 1, with q ≥ 2. Let d = vcd_R(W ). Then we have: ℓ^pH^k(X_D) = 0 for all k > d and p > 1, ℓ^pH^d(X_D) ≠ 0 for all 1 < p < 1 + e_q(W )^{−1}.

Remark. Non-vanishing of the ℓ^p-homology of the Davis realization in degree d = vcd_R(W ) can be obtained directly without invoking the Bestvina realization. Indeed, we have d = max{n, H_n(D, D^T ; R) ≠ 0 for some spherical T } [Dav08, Corollary 8.5.5]. If we pick a non-trivial element in H_d(D, D^T ; R), we can extend it to a cycle τ ∈ Z^{lf}_d (Σ; R) with bounded coefficients and non-trivial in H^{lf}_d (Σ; R), as in the proof of 4.4. Then the proof of 4.7 says that the ℓ^p-norm of the cycle ρ^∗(τ) on X_D converges for p > 1 + e_q(W ). If ρ^∗(τ) was trivial in ℓ^pH_d(X_D), then using that ρ_∗ commutes with ∂, we see that τ would be trivial inside H^{lf}_d (Σ, R).

The vanishing part of the corollary may seem trivial without using the Bestivna complex, but it is not if we do not have a big automorphism group acting on the building. This is the reason why we introduce the Bestvina complex.

5 Conformal dimension of Gromov-hyperbolic buildings

In [Cla17], Clais obtains bounds for the conformal dimension of Gromov-hyperbolic buildings (of constant thickness) coming from right-angled Coxeter groups. These are formulated in terms of the conformal dimension of an apartment, the parameter of a visual metric and the combinatorial data of the building. Here, we generalize these bounds to arbitrary Gromov-hyperbolic buildings of finite thickness. Most of the proof remains the same, but instead of using combinatorial modulus techniques, we use a separation property of the first ℓ^p-cohomology of hyperbolic groups.

5.1 Conformal dimension and ℓ^p-cohomology

In this subsection let X be a contractible, Gromov-hyperbolic simplicial complex with bounded geometry, let ∂X be its Gromov boundary and (·|·)_o be the Gromov product on X with basepoint o ∈ X.

A metric d on ∂X is visual if there exist constants λ > 1 and C ≥ 1 such that for every ξ, η ∈ ∂X we have: C^{−1}λ^{−(ξ|η)0} ≤ d(ξ, η) ≤ Cλ^{−(ξ|η)0} . The number λ > 1 is the parameter of the metric d. It was shown by Gromov that such a metric always exists for λ > 1 close enough to 1 [BH99, p. 435]. Moreover, by a theorem due to Coornaert [Coo93, 5.4 and 7.4], such a metric is Ahlfors-regular, that is, there exist constants C ≥ 1, Q > 0 and a measure μ on ∂X such that for every ball B(r) ⊆ (∂X, d) of radius r < diam(∂X, d), we have: C^{−1}r^Q ≤ μ(B(r)) ≤ Cr^Q. This implies that μ is equivalent to the Q-Hausdorff measure of (∂X, d) and that Q is the Hausdorff dimension of (∂X, d).

We define the shadow of a ball B(x, R) ⊂ X as the subset of ∂X: O(x, R) = {ξ ∈ ∂X, [1, ξ[ ∩ B(x, R) ≠ ∅}. We are ready to define the conformal gauge J (∂X) of ∂X as the set of metrics on ∂X whose balls are similar to shadows of balls in X. More precisely:

Definition 5.1. [Hei01, Chapter 15] A metric d on ∂X is in the conformal gauge J (∂X) of ∂X if it is Ahlfors-regular and if it satisfies the following two complementary conditions for every R > 0 large enough:

(i) There is an increasing function φ : [1, +∞[→ [0, +∞[ such that for every pair B_1 ⊆ B_2 of balls of radii r_1 and r_2, there are shadows O(x_1, R) and O(x_2, R) satisfying O(x_1, R) ⊆ B_1 ⊆ B_2 ⊆ O(x_2, R) and |x_1 − x_2| ≤ φ(^{r2}_{r1} ).

(ii) There is an increasing function ψ : [0, +∞[→ [1, +∞[ such that for every pair O(x_1, R) ⊆ O(x_2, R) of shadows, there are balls B_1 and B_2 of radii r_1 and r_2, satisfying B_1 ⊆ O(x_1, R) ⊆ O(x_2, R) ⊆ B_2 and^{r2}_{r1} ≤ ψ(|x_1 − x_2|).

The conformal gauge is a complete quasi-isometry invariant of X. Indeed, every quasi-isometry ϕ : X → Y defines a quasi-symmetric homeomorphism ∂ϕ : ∂X → ∂Y , that is, a homeomorphism such that the map sending d ∈ J (∂Y ) to the metric d(∂ϕ(·), ∂ϕ(·)) on ∂X is a bijection from J (∂Y ) to J (∂X). Conversely, every homeomorphism from ∂X to ∂Y with this property is the extension on the boundary of a quasi-isometry from X to Y [BS00].

Definition 5.2. The (Ahlfors-regular) conformal dimension of ∂X is:

Confdim(∂X) = inf{Hausdim(∂X, d); d ∈ J (∂X)}.

In what follows we use the following characterization of the first ℓ^p-cohomology group for contractible complexes of bounded geometry, obtained by integration over 1-cycles:

ℓ^pH^1(X) = {f : X^{(0)} → R, df ∈ ℓ^p(X^{(1)})}/ℓ^p(X^{(0)}) + R.

Now we present a characterization of the conformal dimension in terms of functions separating points of the boundary. Define the following subspace of ℓ^pH^1(X):

ℓ^pH^1_{cont}(X) = {[f] ∈ ℓ^pH^1(X) | f extends continuously to X^{(0)} ∪ ∂X}

and for [f] ∈ ℓ^pH^1_{cont}(X), denote by f_∞ the extension of f to the boundary (by radial limit). We define the space of limit functions of ℓ^pH^1_{cont}(X) by:

A_p(∂X) = {u : ∂X → R | u = f_∞ for some [f] ∈ ℓ^pH^1_{cont}(X)}.

We state the main result we are going to use later. We will only need it in the case of Gromov-hyperbolic groups, so we state it only in this setting in order to have simple hypotheses.

Theorem 5.3. [BK15, 3.8] Let Γ be a Gromov-hyperbolic group with connected boundary ∂Γ. Then A_p(∂Γ) separates points in ∂Γ if and only if p > Confdim(∂Γ).

Remark. This result holds for any Gromov-hyperbolic group Γ, without connectedness assumption. Indeed, connected components of ∂Γ are in bijection with ends of the group Γ. Combining Stallings’ theorem on ends of groups [Sta68] and Dunwoody’s accessibility theorem [Dun85], we obtain that if Γ is finitely presented and has more than one end, then Γ splits as the fundamental group of a finite graph of groups with finite edge groups, such that vertex groups (Γ_i)_{i∈I} are either finite or 1-ended. It is known that the Γ_i are quasiconvex, thus hyperbolic [Bow98, 1.2], and that any connected component of ∂Γ can be identified either with the boundary ∂Γ_i for some 1-ended vertex group Γ_i or with a point in the boundary of a tree [CM22, 2.4].

With this we can show that A_p(∂Γ) separates points in ∂Γ if and only if A_p(∂Γ_i) separates points in ∂Γ_i for every 1-ended Γ_i. The direct implication is trivial. For the converse, it is enough to show that we can separate two points in two different connected components by some element in A_p(∂Γ). Denote by Z the tree of spaces on which Γ acts by deck transformations, T its associated Bass-Serre tree and p : Z → T the natural retraction. If x, y ∈ ∂Z lie in two different connected components, there exists some edge e of the tree such that any geodesic γ going from x to y passes through the edge space p^{−1}(e). The complement of p^{−1}(e) in Z has two connected components Z_x and Z_y (because T is a tree). Let f be the characteristic function of vertices of Z_x. Its differential is nonzero at most on edges of the space p^{−1}(e), which is bounded. Thus f ∈ ℓ^pH^1(Z), the limit function f_∞ is in A_p(∂Γ) and separates x and y.

By 5.3, A_p(∂Γ_i) separates points in ∂Γ_i for every 1-ended Γ_i if and only if p > max_{i∈I} Confdim(∂Γ_i). In [Car11, 6.2], Carrasco shows that either all the Γ_i’s are finite and Confdim(∂Γ) = 0 or there is at least one 1-ended Γ_i and Confdim(∂Γ) = max_{i∈I} Confdim(∂Γ_i).

We finish this subsection by recalling a construction due to Elek of functions on X^{(0)} starting from functions on ∂X [Ele97]. This also shows non-vanishing of the first ℓ^p-cohomology of hyperbolic simplicial complexes for large p > 1. Given a metric d ∈ J (∂X) and a d-Lipschitz function u : ∂X → R, we define a function Φ(u) : X^{(0)} → R as follows. Fix R > 0 large enough and for every x ∈ X^{(0)} choose some ξ_x ∈ O_X (x, R). We set Φ(u)(x) = u(ξ_x) for every x ∈ X^{(0)}. In particular, we have [Φ(u)] ∈ ℓ^pH^1_{cont}(X) and (Φ(u))_∞ = u.

Proposition 5.4. [Bou16b, 2.3] For p > Hausdim(∂X, d), we have ||dΦ(u)||_p < ∞. Moreover, if u is non-constant, [Φ(u)] ≠ 0 in ℓ^pH^1(X). In particular, ℓ^pH^1(X) ≠ 0 for all p > Confdim(∂X, d).

We can think of this construction as a Poisson transform defined by integrating over shadows with respect to a probability measure. Here we chose a Dirac mass on an element of the shadow, this choice is not important because the function we are integrating is Lipschitz.

5.2 Upper bound of the conformal dimension of hyperbolic buildings

Let X be the Davis realization of a building of type (W, S) and thickness q + 1. Denote by Σ the Davis complex of (W, S). In this section we assume that W is a Gromov-hyperbolic Coxeter group, so that X and Σ are Gromov-hyperbolic spaces (and in fact they can be endowed with a CAT (−1)-metric by [Mou88]). The previous section applies in this context.

First we obtain an upper bound for Confdim(∂X). To do this, we bound the Hausdorff dimension of the visual metric associated to a natural distance defined using the underlying combinatorial chamber system C.

We call G the dual graph of X, that is, G is the graph where vertices are chambers of X, and two vertices are joined by an edge when their corresponding chambers are adjacent. First, notice that G and X are quasi-isometric, so that the boundaries

∂G and ∂X are homeomorphic. This homeomorphism is also quasi-symmetric, so we can identify their conformal gauges.

We define a combinatorial distance on G using both the W -distance and the thickness of X. Namely, for x, y ∈ G^{(0)}, set |x − y|_q = log q_{dW (x,y)}. In other words, if s_1 . . . s_l is a reduced expression for w = d_W (x, y), then |x−y|_q = log q_{s1} +. . .+log q_{sl} . If the thickness is constant and equal to q + 1, this is just |x − y|_q = l(w) log q. This distance on G induces a visual metric d_q on ∂G of parameter λ(q). We fix an origin o ∈ G^{(0)} and write |x|_q := |x − o|_q.

The distance | · − · | naturally restricts to the dual graph of Σ, and induces a visual metric on ∂Σ with the same parameter λ(q), which we also denote by d_q and which is also the restriction of the visual metric d_q on ∂X to the boundary ∂Σ. From [Coo93, Corollaire 7.6], we know that

Hausdim(∂Σ, d_q) = e_q(W ) log λ(q) . The following upper bound for the Hausdorff dimension of (∂G, d_q) can be seen as a thickened version of Coornaert’s formula.

Proposition 5.5. The visual metric d satisfies:

Hausdim(∂G, d_q) ≤ Hausdim(∂Σ, d_q)(1 + e_q(W )^{−1}).

Proof. Consider the combinatorial sphere G_n = {x ∈ G^{(0)} | n ≤ |x|_q < n + 1}. Fix R > 0 bigger than the diameter of all simplices in G. Cover the boundary by the shadows O_G (x, R) for x ∈ G_n. Since the metric d lies in the conformal gauge of ∂G, the shadows O_G (x, R) are similar to balls B(ξ, r) in (∂G, d_q) of radius r = λ(q)^{−|x|q} . Denote by μ_α the α-Hausdorff measure of (∂G, d_q). Thus, there is a constant C ≥ 1 such that for every x ∈ G^{(0)}: C^{−1}λ(q)^{−|x|qα} ≤ μ_α(O_G (x, R)) ≤ Cλ(q)^{−|x|qα}. For fixed α, we compute the α-Hausdorff measure of the cover {O_G (x, R), x ∈ G_n} and estimate its limit when n → ∞. We set W_n = {w ∈ W | n ≤ log q_w < n + 1}. Notice that e^n|W_n| ≤ |G_n| ≤ e^{n+1}|W_n|. Thus, the α-Hausdorff measure of the cover is comparable to: ∑ w∈W_n q_wλ(q)^{−|w|qα} = ∑ w∈W_n q^{1−log λ(q)α} w By proposition 2.10, this sum tends to 0 when log λ(q)α − 1 > e_q(W ) (because the associated series on n converges). This means that μ_α(∂X) = 0 when α > 1 log λ(q) (1+eq(W )). This term is just Hausdim(∂Σ, dq)(1+eq(W )

−1) by Coornaert’s formula.

Remark. When the thickness is constant and equal to q + 1, we can erase the dependence on q of the parameter λ(q). Indeed, we may choose the combinatorial distance on G defined by |x − y| = l(d_W (x, y)). Call λ (resp. λ(q)) the parameter of the visual metric d (resp. d_q) associated to the combinatorial distance | · − · | (resp. | · − · |_q). These parameters are related by

λ(q) = λ^{1/ log q}, and the bound in the proposition can be expressed as:

Hausdim(∂G, d) ≤ Hausdim(∂Σ, d)(1 + log q e(W ) )) = e(W ) log λ

(1 + log q e(W ) ), where e(W ) is the growth rate of the group (W, S) with respect to word length.

5.3 Lower bound of the conformal dimension of hyperbolic buildings

In this section we obtain a lower bound for the conformal dimension Confdim(∂X) in terms of the conformal dimension Confdim(∂Σ) and the growth of the Weyl group (W, S), weighted by the thickness q + 1. We keep the same notations from the previous section.

Remark. Theorem 4.8 combined with [Bou16a, Théorème A] already gives a lower bound for Confdim(∂X):

Confdim(∂X) vcd_R(W ) − 1

≥ 1 + e_q(W )^{−1}.

By [BM91], we know that vcd_R(W ) − 1 ≤ Topdim(∂Σ) ≤ Confdim(∂Σ). In this section, we obtain a sharper inequality by replacing vcd_R(W ) − 1 by Confdim(∂Σ).

Fix a retraction ρ : X → Σ onto an apartment A. We identify the apartment A to the abstract Coxeter complex Σ and the boundary ∂A to ∂Σ. For a map f : Σ^{(0)} → R, we define its pullback by the retraction ρ by ρ^∗f = f ∘ ρ.

In a similar way, we can pushforward functions on X^{(0)} through the retraction ρ, by averaging over preimages. For a map h : X^{(0)} → R, we define for x ∈ Σ^{(0)},

(ρ_∗h)(x) = 1 |ρ^{−1}(x)| ∑ y∈ρ^{−1}(x) h(y).

We want to define a pushforward for functions on the boundary. For this, let A_o be the set of apartments of X containing an origin o lying in the interior of the central Davis chamber of the retraction ρ. We endow A_o with a probability measure ν as in [Bou00, Section 2.2.3], the following proposition sums up its main properties.

Proposition 5.6. [Bou00, 2.2.3 and 2.2.4] For y ∈ X^{(0)}, let A_y be the set of apartments containing o and y. There exists a Borel probability measure ν on A_o such that:

ν(A_y) = |ρ^{−1}(ρ(y))|^{−1}.

We view an apartment in A_o as an isometric embedding p : Σ → X. This induces a map ∂p : ∂Σ → ∂X. Given d ∈ J (∂X), we denote by Lip(∂X, d) the space of Lipschitz functions on (∂X, d). For u ∈ Lip(∂X, d), define the function ∂ρ_∗(u) on ∂Σ by: ∂ρ_∗(u)(η) = ∫ A_o u(∂p(η))dν(p). The function ∂ρ_∗(u) is continuous and the pushforward ∂ρ_∗ factors through ρ_∗:

Lemma 5.7. The following diagram commutes:ℓ^pH^1_{cont}(X) Lip(∂X, d)

ℓ^pH^1_{cont}(Σ) C(∂Σ) ρ_∗Φ∂ρ∗ (·)_∞

Proof. Let v ∈ Lip(∂X, d). For y ∈ X^{(0)}, let A_y be the set of apartments containing o and y. Notice that the set A_o is the disjoint union of the sets A_y for y ranging over a given fiber of the retraction ρ and recall that ν(A_y) = |ρ^{−1}(ρ(y))|^{−1} [Bou00, Lemme 2.2.4]. Thus:

ρ_∗Φ(v)(x) = 1 |ρ^{−1}(x)| ∑ y∈ρ^{−1}(x) Φ(v)(y) = ∫ A_o Φ(v)(p(x))dν(p).

Since v ∈ Lip(∂X, d), we know that for ξ ∈ ∂X, we have lim_{y→ξ} Φ(v)(y) = v(ξ). From this and the dominated convergence theorem we first have for η ∈ ∂Σ:

lim_{x→η} ρ_∗Φ(v)(x) = ∫ A_o lim_{x→η} Φ(v)(p(x))dν(p) = ∫ A_o v(∂p(η))dν(p) = ∂ρ_∗(u)(η).

We are ready to state the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.8. Let (W, S) be a Gromov-hyperbolic Coxeter system, Σ the Davis complex of (W, S) and X the Davis realization of a building with Weyl group (W, S) and thickness q + 1. Let d_q be a visual metric on ∂Σ induced by the distance | · − · |_q. We have:

Confdim(∂Σ)(1 + e_q(W )^{−1}) ≤ Confdim(∂X) ≤ Hausdim(∂Σ, d_q)(1 + e_q(W )^{−1}).

Remark. 1. When X is a Fuchsian building, the boundary ∂Σ is a circle and thus Confdim(∂Σ) = 1. In [Bou00], Bourdon constructs a visual metric d_q with parameter λ(q) = exp e_q(W ), so that Coornaert’s formula gives Hausdim(∂Σ, d_q) = 1. Therefore, the inequalities of the theorem are optimal for these buildings and give a slightly different proof from that of [Bou00] of the equality:

Confdim(∂X) = 1 + e_q(W )^{−1}.

2. In the case of constant thickness the inequalities can be expressed as:

Confdim(∂Σ)(1 + log q e(W ) ) ≤ Confdim(∂X) ≤ Hausdim(∂Σ, d)(1 + log q e(W ) )) where d is the visual metric on the boundary of Σ equipped with the length function. These are the inequalities obtained by Clais in [Cla17] for some hyperbolic buildings coming from right-angled Coxeter groups. In particular, they imply that Confdim(∂X) is comparable to log q.

Proof. The upper bound was already shown in the previous proposition.

We show the lower bound. Choose a metric d ∈ J (∂X) and a family V of Lipschitz functions (for d) on ∂X such that the family U = ∂ρ_∗V of averages of functions in V separates points in ∂Σ. In the remark after 5.3 we saw that Confdim(∂Σ) is the infimum of all p’s such that A_p(∂Σ) separates points in ∂Σ. By Lemma 5.7, the limit functions of the family ρ_∗Φ(V) are the functions in U. Thus, for every ε > 0, there exists v ∈ V such that the function f = ρ_∗Φ(v) satisfies: inf{p ≥ 0, ||df||_p < ∞} ≥ Confdim(∂Σ) − ε. Now we consider ρ^∗(f), its differential satisfies for each edge [x, y] ∈ Σ^{(1)}: d(ρ^∗f)([x, y]) = df(ρ([x, y])). Thus, the ℓ^r-norm of its differential is given by: ||d(ρ^∗f)||^r = ∑ σ∈Σ^{(1)} |ρ^{−1}(σ)||df(σ)|^r . Define the function:

P_f (s) = inf{r > 0, ∑ σ∈Σ^{(1)} |ρ^{−1}(σ)|^s|df(σ)|^r < ∞}

and P_f (s) = +∞ if the corresponding set is empty. For s = 0, we already know that P_f (0) ≥ Confdim(∂Σ) − ε. We define:

s_0 = sup{s < 0, ∑ σ∈Σ^{(1)} |ρ^{−1}(σ)|^s < ∞} < 0.

This number is defined so that for all s < s_0, we have P_f (s) = 0. If σ ∈ Σ^{(1)} and if w denotes the W -distance from the origin o to the closest chamber containing σ, then |ρ^{−1}(σ)| = q_w, so by Proposition 2.10 the sum appearing in the definition of s_0 converges for s < −e_q(W ) and diverges for s > −e_q(W ). Thus s_0 = −e_q(W ).

Our goal is to obtain a lower bound for P_f (1). This will be done using the following convexity lemma, also used in [Cla17].

Lemma 5.9. The function P_f is convex on R.

Proof. We have to check that for t ∈ [0, 1], one has:

P_f (ta + (1 − t)b) ≤ tP_f (a) + (1 − t)P_f (b).

If P_f (a) = +∞ or P_f (b) = +∞, there is nothing to prove. Otherwise, we have to check that for t ∈]0, 1[ and for every ε > 0, one has: ∑ σ∈Σ^{(1)} |ρ^{−1}(σ)|^{ta+(1−t)b} |df(σ)|^{tPf (a)+(1−t)Pf (b)+ε} < ∞. By definition of the function P_f , we know that the series ∑ σ∈Σ^{(1)} |ρ^{−1}(σ)|^a|df(σ)|^{Pf (a)+ε} and ∑ σ∈Σ^{(1)} |ρ^{−1}(σ)|^b|df(σ)|^{Pf (b)+ε} converge. Now the lemma follows from Hölder’s inequality: ∑ σ∈Σ^{(1)} |ρ^{−1}(σ)|^{ta+(1−t)b} |df(σ)|^{tPf (a)+(1−t)Pf (b)+ε} = ∑ σ∈Σ^{(1)} ( |ρ^{−1}(σ)|^{ta}|df(σ)|^{tPf (a)+tε} )( |ρ^{−1}(σ)|^{(1−t)b}|df(σ)|^{(1−t)Pf (b)+(1−t)ε} )

≤ ( ∑ σ∈Σ^{(1)} |ρ^{−1}(σ)|^a|df(σ)|^{Pf (a)+ε} )_t( ∑ σ∈Σ^{(1)} |ρ^{−1}(σ)|^b|df(σ)|^{Pf (b)+ε} )_{1−t}

< ∞.

Proof of Theorem 5.8 (continued). We come back to the proof of the theorem. By convexity of the function P_f , we have for t < 0 and δ > 0: P_f (t(s_0 − δ)) ≥ (1 − t)P_f (0) + tP_f (s_0 − δ) = (1 − t)P_f (0).

In particular, for t = (s_0 − δ)^{−1}, after taking the limit when δ → 0, we obtain:

inf{r ≥ 0, ||d(ρ^∗f)||_r < ∞} = P_f (1) ≥ (1 + e_q(W )^{−1})(Confdim(∂Σ) − ε). On the other hand, we know that ||d(Φ(v))||_p < ∞ for p > Hausdim(∂X, d) and by definition of f we know that ρ^∗f = ρ^∗ρ_∗(Φ(v)). By Jensen’s inequality, averaging a function on X^{(0)} over fibers of ρ reduces the ℓ^p-norm of the differential, that is: Lemma 5.10. For any h : X^{(0)} → R and p > 1 we have ||d(ρ^∗ρ_∗h)||_p ≤ ||dh||_p.

Proof. Denote by E the operator ρ^∗ρ_∗. This operator can also be defined on functions X^{(1)} → R. We first show that the coboundary operator d commutes with E. For x ∈ X^{(0)} we have Eh(x) =^1_{|ρ−1(ρ(x))|} ∑ y∈ρ^{−1}(ρ(x)) h(y). Let σ = [x, x ′] ∈ X^{(1)}.

Notice that: |ρ^{−1}(ρ(σ))| = |ρ^{−1}(ρ(x))||{τ ∈ ρ^{−1}(ρ(σ)), x ∈ τ}|. Thus we have: d(Eh)(σ) = 1 |ρ^{−1}(ρ(x))| ∑ y∈ρ^{−1}(ρ(x)) h(y) − 1 |ρ^{−1}(ρ(x^′))| ∑ y^′∈ρ^{−1}(ρ(x^′)) h(y^′)

= 1 |ρ^{−1}(ρ(σ))| ∑ [y,y^′]∈ρ^{−1}(ρ(σ)) (h(y) − h(y^′)) = E(dh)(σ). Now Jensen’s inequality, used as in Proposition 3.5, gives directly the result: ||d(Eh)||_p = ||E(dh)||_p ≤ ||dh||_p.

Proof of Theorem 5.8 (concluded). Thus we have ||d(ρ^∗f)||_p ≤ ||d(Φ(v))||_p < ∞ for p > Hausdim(∂X, d), so that: Hausdim(∂X, d) ≥ inf{r ≥ 0, ||d(ρ^∗f)||_r < ∞} ≥ (1 + e_q(W )^{−1})(Confdim(∂Σ) − ε).

Since this is true for any metric d ∈ J (∂X) and for any ε > 0, we obtain the desired bound.

References

[AB08] Peter Abramenko and Kenneth S. Brown, Buildings: theory and applications, vol. 248, Springer, New York, 2008.

[Bes93] Mladen Bestvina, The virtual cohomological dimension of Coxeter groups, Geometric Group Theory, London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series, vol. 1, Cambridge University Press, 1993, p. 19–23.

[BH99] Martin R. Bridson and André Häfliger, Metric spaces of non-positive curvature, Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, vol. 319, Springer Berlin / Heidelberg, 1999.

[BK15] Marc Bourdon and Bruce Kleiner, Some applications of ℓ_p-cohomology to boundaries of Gromov hyperbolic spaces, Groups, Geometry, and Dynamics 9 (2015), no. 2, 435–478.

[BM91] Mladen Bestvina and Geoffrey Mess, The boundary of negatively curved groups, Journal of the American Mathematical Society 4 (1991), no. 3, 469–481.

[Bou68] Nicolas Bourbaki, Groupes et algèbres de Lie, Chapitres IV–VI, Hermann, 1968.

[Bou00] Marc Bourdon, Sur les immeubles fuchsiens et leur type de quasiisométrie, Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems 20 (2000), no. 2, 343–364.

[Bou16a] , Cohomologie ℓ_p en degrés supérieurs et dimension conforme, Annales de l’Institut Fourier 66 (2016), no. 3, 1013–1043.

[Bou16b] , Cohomologie et actions isométriques propres sur les espaces l^p, Geometry, Topology, and Dynamics in Negative Curvature, London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series, Cambridge University Press, 2016, p. 84–109.

[Bow98] Brian H. Bowditch, Cut points and canonical splittings of hyperbolic groups, Acta mathematica 180 (1998), no. 2, 145–186.

[BP03] Marc Bourdon and Hervé Pajot, Cohomologie l_p et espaces de Besov, J.

reine angrew. Math. 558 (2003), 85–108.

[BR21] Marc Bourdon and Bertrand Rémy, Non-vanishing for group l^pcohomology of solvable and semisimple Lie groups, arXiv:2109.07579 (2021).

[BS00] Mario Bonk and Oded Schramm, Embeddings of Gromov hyperbolic spaces, Geometric & Functional Analysis GAFA 10 (2000), no. 2, 266–306.

[Car11] Matías Carrasco, Jauge conforme des espace métriques compacts, Ph.D.

thesis, Université de Provence, 2011.

[Cla17] Antoine Clais, Conformal dimension on boundary of right-angled hyperbolic buildings, Comptes Rendus Mathématiques 355 (2017), no. 7, 819– 823.

[CM22] Matías Carrasco and John M. Mackay, Conformal dimension of hyperbolic groups that split over elementary subgroups, Inventiones mathematicae 227 (2022), no. 2, 795–854.

[Coo93] Michel Coornaert, Mesures de Patterson-Sullivan sur le bord d’un espace hyperbolique au sens de Gromov, Pacific Journal of Mathematics 159 (1993), no. 2, 241–270.

[Dav94] Michael W. Davis, Buildings are CAT(0), Geometry and cohomology in group theory (Durham, 1994) 252 (1994), no. 1, 108–123.

[Dav08] , The geometry and topology of Coxeter groups, L.M.S. monographs, Princeton University Press, 2008.

[DJ02] Jan Dymara and Tadeusz Januszkiewicz, Cohomology of buildings and of their automorphism groups, Inventiones mathematicae 150 (2002), no. 3, 579–627.

[Dun85] Martin J. Dunwoody, The accessibility of finitely presented groups, Inventiones mathematicae 81 (1985), no. 3, 449–457.

[Dym04] Jan Dymara, ℓ^2-cohomology of buildings with fundamental class, Proc.

Amer. Math. Soc. 132 (2004), 1839–1843.

[Ele97] Gábor Elek, The ℓ_p-cohomology and the conformal dimension of hyperbolic cones, Geometriae Dedicata 68 (1997), 263–279.

[Gro93] Misha Gromov, Asymptotic invariants for infinite groups, London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series 182, Eds G.A. Niblo and M.A. Roller, 1993.

[Hei01] Juha Heinonen, Lectures on analysis on metric spaces, Universitext, Springer, 2001.

[JS03] Tadeusz Januszkiewicz and Jacek Świątkowski, Hyperbolic Coxeter groups of large dimension, Commentarii Mathematici Helvetici 78 (2003), 555– 583.

[Mou88] Gábor Moussong, Hyperbolic Coxeter groups, Ph.D. thesis, The Ohio State University, 1988.

[Pan89] Pierre Pansu, Cohomologie l^p des variétés à courbure négative, cas du degré 1, Rend. Sem. Mat. Univ. Politec. Torino, (Special Issue):95–120. Conference on Partial Differential Equations and Geometry (Torino, 1988) (1989).

[Pan08] , Cohomologie l^p et pincement, Comment. Math. Helv. 83 (2008), 327–357.

[Ron89] Mark Ronan, Lectures on buildings, Perspective in Mathematics vol 7, Academic Press, 1989.

[Ser71] Jean-Pierre Serre, Cohomologie des groupes discrets, Prospects in Mathematics, Annals of Mathematical Studies, vol. 70, Princeton University Press, 1971, pp. 77–169.

[Sta68] John R. Stallings, On torsion-free groups with infinitely many ends, Ann.

of Math. 88 (1968), 312–334.