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A REFINED COUNT OF COXETER ELEMENT REFLECTION FACTORIZATIONS

ELISE DEL MAS, THOMAS HAMEISTER, AND VICTOR REINER

ABsTrRACT. For well-generated complex reflection groups, Chapuy and Stump gave a simple product for a
generating function counting reflection factorizations of a Coxeter element by their length. This is refined
here to record the number of reflections used from each orbit of hyperplanes. The proof is case-by-case via
the classification of well-generated groups. It implies a new expression for the Coxeter number, expressed
via data coming from a hyperplane orbit; a case-free proof of this due to J. Michel is included.

1. INTRODUCTION

A complex reflection group is a finite subgroup W of GL(V'), where V = C", generated by the set of all
reflections t in W, that is, the elements ¢ whose fixed space V* := ker(t — 1) is a hyperplane H, meaning
dim H = n—1. Let R denote the set of all reflections in W, and R* the collection of all reflecting hyperplanes.
An important numerological role is played by the cardinalities of R, R*, denoted N, N*, respectively.

This paper focusses on the complex reflection groups W which act irreducibly on V' = C", and which are
well-generated in the sense that they can be generated by n reflections. For such group W, one can define
the Coxeter number as h := N+TN*, and then the Cozeter elements ¢ in W are the elements ¢ which have at
least one eigenvector v in V™8 := V \ Uger~H with eigenvalue (j, := €>™. It is known that there is only
one conjugacy class of Coxeter elements c; see, for example, [2] [5].

Having fixed one Coxeter element ¢, one can ask for the number f, counting reflection factorizations of ¢
having length ¢, that is, sequences (1, ...,t;) € R’ for which ¢ = t;t5 - - - t;. The main result of Chapuy and
Stump [5] is the following amazingly simple product formula for its exponential generating function:

‘
T N =N\
W S = (B o)
£>0
In particular, this power series starts at 2™, because shortest factorizations of ¢ have length n.

Our main result refines (IJ), accounting for how many reflections ¢; appearing in ¢ = tits---t; have
their reflecting hyperplane ker(¢; — 1) lying in the various W-orbits R, ... ,'R;, decomposing R* = U RE.
Stating it requires some numerology associated to each orbit R} fori =1,2,...,p. Let R; denote the subset
of reflections whose reflecting hyperplane lies in R¥, so R = LI¥_; R;. Define

L ‘ . ‘ L je{l,2,...,n}:t; € R;, for any

Nii=#R;, N7 :=#Ri and ni:=4 { shortest factorization ¢ = tty - - - ty,

It is not obvious that these numbers n; are well-defined, independent of the choice of a length n factorization
for ¢, but this follows from work of Bessis |2, Prop. 7.6], who showed that any two such shortest factorizations
can be connected by a sequence of Hurwitz moves

(2) (trtas oy teothsr oo tnototn) — (b1t .oy brtharty Stk ooy tno1,bn)
Let fe, 0,,....c, be the number of tuples (t1,...,t) factoring ¢ = t1to---t, having the first /; reflections
ty,to,...,te, in Rq, the next ¢o reflections in R, etc. (so £ = Ele ¢;). One can show using the Hurwitz

moves above (or see Proposition 2] below), that fy, ¢,, .. ¢, also counts factorizations in which the elements
of R; occur in any prescribed set of the ¢; positions, rather than all ¢; in R, first, then Ro second, etc.

Theorem 1.1. For any irreducible, well-generated complex reflection group, and notation as above, one has
‘

4y p p ) * n;
1seenrlp £1|£p| # J
K3

(£1,...,6p) ENP
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Our proof is the same as Chapuy and Stump’s proof of (), via the classificatiorf] of irreducible, well-generated
reflection groups, and Frobenius’s character-theoretic technique for counting factorizations, reviewed in Sec-
tion 2l Since there is little novelty in the methods, the proof in Section [ is abbreviated as much as possible.
One caveat: The phrasing of Theorem [[LI] while convenient, may seem deceptively general, since the
classification of irreducible complex reflection groups shows that p = 1 or 2 in every case. When p = 1,
Theorem [[LT] is the same as (), giving no further information. The remaining cases where p = 2 are listed
in the table below, with the factorization in the theorem shown, using variables (z,y) instead of (x1,x2):

Coxeter-Shephard 2yt
W diagram #W Z for b 01105
(£1,¢2)
3 nr n—1
GE’T';[,;’L) : 4 : @_ o _@ (e(r—l)n;ﬂ _ e—n;ﬂ) (e%y _ e—Ty)
e 2"® (37— 2e) (c2r - )

)
Gs @i@ (G&E — 8_41) (e8y - e_4y)
G @i@ (er — 8761) (689 - 8749)

Go @i@ (6121 _ 6—12m) (eISy _ e—Gy)
Go @i@ (816x _ 8781) (6187; _ e—ay)
Gy @i@ (elﬁz _ 6781) (elzy _ 6712y)

Gi7 @i@ (63% _ 6—301) (648y — 6—127;)
Gig ®i@ (64Oz _ 67201) (6487; — 67127,)
Goy @% (63% _ 6—301) (e4oy — e—20y>
G B—0-0 Eelzx _ 661)22 (er _ e—gy)

Gas Q—2—2—@
The second column is the Cozeter-Shephard diagram for these groups, reflecting the case-by-case observation

that irreducible, well-generated groups W with p = 2 are all Shephard groups, that is, symmetry groups of
reqular complex (or real) polytopes. This implies (see [6]) that they have a Shephard presentation

_ _ pi _ _
W—<S—{51,...,sn} | s =1, 5;5j8;S; = 5j8iS;jS; "

my; factors my; factors

where here the integer p; > 2 labels the node for s;, and the integer m;; > 2 labels the edge from s; to s;,
with m;; = 2 whenever |i — j| > 2 (and no edge from s; to s; is shown). It is known for Coxeter groups and
Shephard groups, one can choose s1,...,s, so that their product factors a Coxeter element ¢ = s1s9 -+ s5,.
The hyperplane orbits R}, R correspond to the connected components obtained when one erases the edges
with even labels m;; in the Coxeter-Shephard diagram, and in this case, n1, no may be re-interpreted as the
number of nodes in the corresponding connected component.

We also explain (Proposition Bl) how Theorem [l necessarily specializes to recover (). Comparing the
two results then gives our first proof of the following seemingly new fact about the Coxeter number h.

Corollary 1.2. For irreducible, well-generated complex reflection groups, and notation as above, each hy-
perplane orbit R} fori=1,2,...,p satisfies
_ N;+ N7

g

h

11t should be noted that, at least for the case of crystallographic real reflection groups (Weyl groups), J. Michel [12] has also
produced a case-free derivation of (), via properties of Deligne-Lusztig representations.
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Because it uses Theorem [T and (), this first proof of Corollary [L2 relies on case-by-case checks. We also
give a second proof which is case-free, but applies only to real reflection groups, and a third proof for the
general case supplied by J. Michel, proving a more general assertion about regular elements (Theorem [3.2),
which he has kindly allowed us to reproduce here.

2. FROBENIUS’S METHOD

Frobenius gave a method, using character theory, for counting factorizations of an element in any finite
group W as a product of elements from specified conjugacy-closed subsets. Recall that (finite-dimensional,

complex) representations W LN GL(V) are determined up to equivalence by their character x, : W — C
defined by x,(w) := Trace(V % V). For subsets A C W, define y(A) := > wea X(w).

Proposition 2.1. (Frobenius; see, e.g., [1, Thm A.1.9]) For Ay,..., Ay subsets of a finite group W, with
each A; closed under conjugation, and ¢ in W, the number of factorizations ¢ = t1-- -ty with t; in A; equals

1 x(e™x(Ar) .. x(Ae)
#W ZX: x(1) Z

where the sum is over all the characters x of the inequivalent irreducible representations of G.

To apply this here, recall that for Coxeter elements ¢ in W a well-generated complex reflection group, we
defined fy, ... ¢, as the number of sequences (t1,...,te) factoring ¢ = t; - - - t4 in which exactly ¢; of the factors
t; lie in R;, with the factors from R; all coming first in the sequence, those from R, coming next, etc.

Corollary 2.2. With the above notations,

_ 1 x(eDx(R)™ . x(Rp)™
Foeeets = iy ZX: e

3. PrROOFS OF COROLLARY [1.2]

Before proving Theorem [T we explain how it specializes to (), and why this implies Corollary [.21
Note that in each summand on the right in Corollary 22} the order of the factors x(R1)* ... x(R,)‘does

not matter. This explains an assertion from the Introduction: fy, . ., also counts sequences (t1,...,tp)

factoring ¢ = t; - - - tp in which exactly ¢; of the factors ¢; lie in R;, but where one fizes any of the (Z1 Z fp)
choices of the positions in which the factors from R4, ..., R, should occur. This has the following implication.

Proposition 3.1. The exponential generating functions in Theorem[I1l and [) are related by specialization:

£y

Y4

DN I S NP s
o ot g 1)

£20 (l1,.sbp) ENP z;=x for i=1,2,....,p

Proof. The discussion of the preceding paragraph shows that

0
fe= ) (el,...,ep)f“"“’ép

(€1,...,6,)ENP:
>, b=t

and the rest is simple manipulation of summations and factorials. O
From this one can now see why Theorem [[.Tland () imply Corollary [[L2

First proof of Corollary[L.2. Plugging () into the left of Proposition 1] and plugging Theorem [[.1linto the
right, gives this equality:
n;
)

p *
N N* n N; N
(e?w —e n 1) e (e nzw —e n:
=1

3
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*
N+N T
n

—1) on the left, and similarly on the right, gives
. P Ni+N}
e N w(ehm _ 1)11 _ e—mzle N; H (enim _ 1)
i=1
On the other hand, by definition, > 7_ = N*, and hence

i=1
Then the desired equahty NANe — hfori = 1,2,...,p follows from this claim:

Claim: A series P(x ) P (e%* —1)in R[[:z:]] uniquely determines the multiset (a1, ..., ap).

One way to see this claim is to first write
P =a -a xp” < apz? + o(zPT!
( ) 1° P i1 T ay - P ( )

where the last equality holds since £ in R[[2]] has constant term 1. Thus at least the product a; - - - @, is
determined by P(z). Naming the coefficients ¢j in the unique expansion log (e:—l) =Y 0, ckz® in R[[z]]
lets one read off from P(x) all of the power sums {a¥ + --- + a’;}kzl 2,..., via this calculation:

log 0 Hp Zlog( ) S5 @) = (et o+ ).

i=1 k=0 k=0

But then these power sums uniquely determine the multiset (a1, ..., ap). O

As mentioned in the Introduction, the above first proof of Corollary relies on Theorem [T and (),
both proven via case-by-case arguments. We therefore seek case-free proofs. The second proof will apply
only when W is a real reflection group.

Second proof of Corollary L3, for real W, but case-free. Let W be an irreducible real reflection group, with
simple reflections S = {s1,..., sy}, root system ®, and corresponding simple roots {aq,...,ay}. Then it is
known that the Coxeter element ¢ = s1s2--- s, generates a cyclic subgroup (c) of order h acting freely on
the root system decomposing ® = U ; ®; into n orbits ®;. Furthermore, one has (c)-orbit representatives
0 = SpSp—1- sJH(oaJ) so that #; is the W-orbit of «;; sedg Bourbaki [II, Chap. VI, §11, Prop. 33]. The
factorization ¢ = s152 - - - s, then implies the first equality here

#P; . 2N; . N; + Nz*

h N h N ho

while the third equality comes from the fact that the §; represent the orbits for the free (c)-action on ®. [

ni = #{of,...,aynNR: = #{6,...,05nR;

The promised third proof of Corollary [[L2] due to J. Michel, is case-free and even proves a more general
assertion. Recall that a positive integer d is called a regular number for W if there is a regular element w in W
(one with an eigenvector v in V**¢) having order d. Recall also that it is a consequence of a characterization
of regular numbers (originally proven case-by-case by Lehrer and Springer [9], and later in a case-free fashion
by Lehrer and Michel [8]) that the Coxeter number h is a regular number for every well-generated group.

Theorem 3.2. (J. Michel) A complex reflection group W has every regular number d dividing N; + N for
each i =1,2,...,p. In particular, when W is irreducible, well-generated and d = h, one has M+N: =n,;.
The proof uses the theory of the braid group B := w1 (V'8 /W) associated to a complex reflection group W;
see Broué, Malle, and Rouquier [4], further developments by Bessis [2], and the exposition in Broué [3].

This theory emphasizes a certain generating set {sp } per+ for W, where sy is the distinguished reflection
fixing H, the one having det(sg) = (xw,,, where Wy is the cyclic subgroup pointwise fixing H.

Two surjections out of B play an important role here. First is the surjection B — W sending b — w,
which arises because the quotient map V"8 — V' /W is a Galois covering with Galois group W; say that b

2The results quoted here assume a crystallographic root system, but avoid the crystallographic hypothesis in their proof.
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lifts w in this situation. For each hyperplane H, there is an important family of lifts of sy to elements sy,
in B, called braid reflections; all of these braid reflection lifts sg , of sy lie in the same B-conjugacy class.
Second is the abelianization map

B — B®=B/[B,B| 1"
v ,yab'

The composite map B — ZP can be defined by the following property [4, Thm. 2.17]: if H lies in the W-orbit
R} inside R*, then each braid reflection s - lifting sy maps to the i" standard basis vector of ZP.

Proof of Theorem[ZZ. There is a special central element of B, denoted 7 in [4, Not. 2.3], and called the full
twist T in [2] Def. 6.12], with the following abelianized image |4 Lem. 2.22(2), Cor. 2.26]:

™ = (N1 + Nj,...,Np + NJ).

When d is a regular number, there exists p in B with the property p? = r, see [3, Prop. 5.24]. Consequently,
any such p has p*" satisfying

(3) d.pab:(pd)ab:Wab:(Nl—i-Nf,...,Np—f—N;) ian

proving the first assertion of the theorem, that d divides N; + N for i =1,2,...,p.

In the special case where W is irreducible, well-generated, and d = h, Bessis defined [2, Def. 6.11] a
certain element § in B, which lifts a Coxeter element ¢ in W (see [2 Lemmas 6.13, 7.3]), and which has a
factorization 6 = sg, ~, - - SH, 4, into n braid reflections; see [2, Rmk. 6.10, Lem. 7.4]. Thus, by our earlier
definition of n;, and the aforementioned characterization of the abelianization map, one has

. b
6 = (SHy - SH, ) = (01,0, 1p).

Consequently, in this case (@) tells us that
he(ni,....,np) =h-6" = (N1 +Nf,...,N, + NJ)  in 2%,

showing the desired equality n; = Lth fori=1,2,...,p. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.]]

As explained in the caveat following Theorem [T the number p of W-orbits of hyperplanes is either
1 or 2. When p = 1, the theorem is equivalent to (Il), and so there is nothing further to prove. The
irreducible, well-generated groups W having p = 2 appear in the table following the caveat, with only two
infinite families G(m, m,2), G(r,1,n), and several exceptional groups. Just as in [5], one can use Frobenius’s
Proposition 2] to verify the table entries— we give here the general calculations for the two infinite families in
the next two subsections. The exceptional cases were handled via computer, accessing in SAGE (via the Gap3
package Chevie, see [I1]) the irreducible complex reflection groups and their character tables; we discuss the
exceptional cases no further here.

4.1. The dihedral group G(m,m,2) for even m. The group G(m,m,2) turns out to be the complexifi-
cation of a real reflection group, the dihedral group of type Io(m) with Coxeter presentation

W = (s1,82: 87 =53 =e = (st)™).

Here the sets R*, R of reflecting hyperplanes (lines) and reflections both have size m. Both R*, R have a single
W-orbit when m is odd, but when m is even, they decompose two orbits of size N7 = N1 = 5 = Ny = N3,
indexed here so that s; lies in R; for ¢ = 1,2. Furthermore, ¢ = s1s2, and n; = ny = 1.

Irreducible W-representations have dimension one or two, and for every two-dimensional irreducible char-
acter x, one has vanishing character values x(s1) = x(s2) = 0. Hence only one-dimensional characters
x contribute in the formula Corollary for fe, ¢,- For m even, there are four such characters, namely
{1, x1, X2, X1Xx2}, with values determined by x;(s;) = —1if i = j and x;(s;) = +1ifi # j, for 4, j € {1,2}.

Using the p = 2 case of Corollary 222 then gives the following;:
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Cil oy (s o MmN (t 2 m 1tz C_l Sél Lo
#WVA@=E:X( N&§2LJEXU) :(5) §:X(Mﬁﬁﬂf?)

_ (%)Eler (1 4 (_1)€1—1 + (_1)€2—1 + (_1)@14‘@2—2) _ (%

and hence, in agreement with Theorem [[LT] one calculates

)41+52

(1= (1) (1= (-1)*)

xllyfz - m\ f1+¢2 o 0 xflyfz
#W Z fél’éz 61'62' - Z (5) (1 - (_1) ) (1 - (_1) ) €1|€2|
(£1,£2)€EN? (£1,02)EN2
— Z 1— _1)f1 m h x_él Z 1— _1)f2 m t2 y_gz
- (1= )(2) ! (1= )(2) lo)
l1EN l1EN

= (e%x - 67%96) (e%y - ef%y).

4.2. The monomial groups G(r,1,n) for r > 2. The group W = G(r,1,n) is the set of n X n matrices
with one nonzero entry in each row and column, and that nonzero entry is an rt" root-of-unity in C, a power
of the primitive root ¢, = e’™. The reflecting hyperplane W-orbit decomposition is R* = R} UR; where

RI:{{L'l:OlSZSn}7 SON{F:TL’

Ry={r;=Clz;:1<i<j<n, and0<k<r—1}, soN2*_r<Z).
The accompanying decomposition of the reflections R = Rq LI Ry has R4 consisting of the Ny = (r — 1)n
reflections that scale one of the n coordinates by ¢’ for some 1 < ¢ < r — 1, and fix all other coordinates,
while R4 is the collection of Ny = NJ = r(g) order two reflections in each of the hyperplanes of Rj.

To finish the computation, we use the character-theoretic analysis already detailed in [5] §5.3]. There the
authors show that the only W-irreducible characters x which do not vanish on ¢! form a two-parameter
family denoted {th;} where 0 < ¢ <r—1and 0 <k <n — 1, with these values:

n—1 _ _ X,bn (1) cat if t € Ry and det(t) = (¢,
= (") et = o, XS
quz(l) === ift € Ra.

n

Using the p = 2 case of Corollary 222 one has

cX(R)Ex(R2)% 1 Ri " Ri "
40 oy, = 30 MR 57 e (M) (M)

. ROWARAETH
it n—1 kg g 2 (r—1)q G (nr(n—1-2k) t2
=3 (") DG (g R gD ) (PR
k=0 gq=0
r—1 r—1 & n—1 Lo
— | Z = <Z sze) (Z <n; 1) (1)t (nr(n —21 — 2kz)) )
q=0 (=1 k=0
Note that
r—1 r—1 .
-1 ifg=0
qt _ 1+ qt _ r q )
;CT ;CT {—1 ifg=1,2,...,r—1,
and hence

S (i <;ﬂ> = =1 = (-1,

q=0 /=1
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Therefore one can check agreement with Theorem [[LT] as follows:

gliyls i, , , Yt [ty | e [(nr(n—1-—2k)
S ey = (a0t ) (S5 S(7 enr (M
(fl,fg)ENz l1eN loeN k=0
in which the first factor on the right is
zh L l ¢ (r—1)nz —nz
Z—'nl((r—l)l—(—l)l):e —e ™

fren U

consistent with ny =1, Ny = (r — 1)n and Ny = n, while the second factor is

SEE (e (e

et Lo

n—1 4
B n—1 & vy’ (nr(n —1—2k)\ "
(e s (s

k=0 €N

n—1

<n; 1) (—1)’66M9

n—1 _ _ . - n—1
_ (e%y)n—l Z (n . 1) (_e*nTy)k _ (e%y)n 1 (1 o efnry)nfl _ (eTy _ eTy) ,

k=0

consistent with ny =n — 1 and No = N3 =r(5) = (n — 1)%".

This complete the proof for W = G(r,1,n), and the proof of Theorem [T}

>
Il
o
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