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Abstract. The invariants of finite-dimensional representations of simple Lie algebras, such as
even-degree indices and anomaly numbers, are considered in the context of the non-crystallographic
finite reflection groups H2, H3 and H4. Using a representation-orbit replacement, the definitions
and properties of the indices are formulated for individual orbits of the examined groups. The
indices of orders two and four of the tensor product of k orbits are determined. Using the branch-
ing rules for the non-crystallographic Coxeter groups, the embedding index is defined similarly
to the Dynkin index of a representation. Moreover, since the definition of the indices can be
applied to any orbit of non-crystallographic type, the algorithm allowing to search for the orbits
of smaller radii contained within any considered one is presented for the Coxeter groups H2 and
H3. The geometrical structures of nested polytopes are exemplified.
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2 Centre de recherches mathématique, Université de Montréal, C. P. 6128 Centre-Ville, Montréal, QC H3C 3J7,
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1. Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to formulate the definitions of the even- and odd-degree indices for
orbits of the non-crystallographic Coxeter groupsH2, H3 andH4 (the symmetry group of a regular
pentagon, a regular icosahedron and the 600-cell, respectively). In this case, the definition of the
indices of irreducible representations of simple Lie algebras provides a foundation for the indices
of orbits. The generalization of properties of the formulated indices is achieved by examining the
individual orbits of the investigated groups.

A significant number of applications of non-crystallographic Coxeter groups in solid-state
physics [1], chemistry [2] and structural genomics [3] motivates the current study. The sym-
metries of the H2 and H4 groups play an essential role in the construction and description of
quasicrystals [4]. The icosahedral symmetry of the Coxeter group H3 reveals the structure of
the extensive diversity of spherical molecules [5]. Moreover, during the past few years, the H3

group has gained considerable interest in mathematical virology, since it serves as a blueprint for
examining and describing the architecture and assembly of spherical viruses [6–9].

The pertinent information about the non-crystallographic reflection groups Hn, n ∈ {2, 3, 4}
can be found in [10, 11]. Even though any Weyl orbit is linked to a finite-dimensional represen-
tation of a Lie algebra, this relation does not exist for the non-crystallographic cases. In general,
any orbit Oλ(G) of a finite Coxeter group G arises from the action of the corresponding reflec-
tions on the dominant (seed) point λ ∈ Rn. The coordinates of λ are commonly provided in the
ω−basis, and they take values of any non-negative real numbers. Since any orbit of H3 can be
represented geometrically by a Euclidean (spherical) polytope, the variation of the coordinates
of λ ∈ R3 impacts the lower-dimensional faces represented by edges (arcs) and polygons (tiles on
a sphere). As a result, a deeper understanding of a chosen seed point is achieved. The numbers
and types of faces of a polytope are determined using the decoration procedure applied to a
Coxeter–Dynkin diagram [12].

During the past decades, it has been convenient to characterize representations of simple Lie
algebras by their dimensions [13, 14]. Even though the formula for the dimension is well-known,
its difficulty in practical exploitation rapidly increases together with the rank of a corresponding
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Lie algebra. To overcome this problem, E.B. Dynkin introduced the index that can be calculated
for any irreducible representation [15, 16]. Since then, the “Dynkin index” is considered as a
powerful tool for the classification of semisimple subalgebras of simple Lie algebras [17]. The
further development of research led to the discovery of the higher-degree indices of finite irre-
ducible representations that have been formulated in [18]. Since the decomposition of the tensor
product of representations of a simple Lie algebra into the direct sum of irreducible components
is important and relevant to many branches of physics, the general formulas for indices of such
decompositions are determined in [19,20].

In this paper, we define the analogs of the higher-degree indices replacing irreducible repre-
sentations of simple Lie algebras by orbits of the non-crystallographic finite reflection groups.
This approach yields several advantages, since the orbit size is finite, and the product of orbits is
always decomposable. Hence, the even- and odd-degree indices of orbits of non-crystallographic
type are formulated in Sections 2 and 3. The former include the lower-order indices of the tensor
product of orbits. The latter are recognized in physics as the anomaly numbers, since they deter-
mine the symmetry-breaking parameters defined for particle systems [21–23]. For the odd-degree
index, it is only necessary to determine whether it is zero or not. In our framework, such indices
are considered as a generalization of the anomaly numbers of irreducible representations [24].

The Dynkin index remains a valid invariant only if a single orbit of non-crystallographic type
is involved in its definition. Therefore, in Section 4, we explore the analog of such an invariant
called the embedding index. The calculations of the index proceed whenever the branching
rule for a finite reflection group and its subgroup is known (G′ ⊂ G). For crystallographic
reflection groups, the branching rules are determined for the rank up to n = 8 (for instance,
see [25, 26] and references therein). Recently, the branching rules have been formulated for the
non-crystallographic reflection groups as well [27].

Furthermore, since we are restricted to the non-crystallographic groups, we introduce a search
algorithm to find the orbits of smaller radii that may appear inside an initial one (Section 5).
Here, such orbits are referred to as ‘lower orbits.’ The subtraction of the simple roots of Hn,
n ∈ {2, 3, 4} from a seed point λ with its coordinates in the ω−basis provides the dominant
points of lower orbits. We demonstrate that this method coincides with the root-subtraction for
orbits of crystallographic type. Such a procedure forms a weight system similar to the one of
representation. In the geometrical interpretation, any obtained set of lower orbits together with a
starting one results in the structure of nested polyhedra [28–30]. Such a set of polytopes is quite
unusual, as it differs from the sets obtained for crystallographic cases. For the latter, whenever
any two polytopes with dominant points consecutively obtained by the subtraction method are
considered, one can notice that each vertex of a larger polytope is found in the middle of each
edge of a polytope of smaller radius. In contrast, the nested polyhedra of non-crystallographic
types do not have this property.

2. Even-Degree Indices for Orbits

The important information about the even-degree indices of representations of simple Lie
algebras can be found in several papers [14,18,19]. In this section, considered analogs possess the
same properties as the decomposition of products does. However, this property is limited to the
indices of degrees two, four and, for some groups, six. Replacing an irreducible representation of
a simple Lie algebra with an orbit of a finite reflection group has several advantages:

• the size of an orbit of any Coxeter group is always limited;
• the points of an orbit have only real numbers as their coordinates;
• the product of several orbits can always be decomposed into the sum of orbits of smaller

sizes.

Definition 1. Let G be a finite reflection group, and Oλ(G) be an orbit of elements with a
dominant point λ. The number defined by

I2pλ (G) =
∑

µ∈Oλ(G)

〈µ, µ〉p, p ∈ N,
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is called the 2p-order index of an orbit Oλ(G). The summation extends over all the elements of
Oλ(G), and 〈·, ·〉 denotes the scalar product in the weight space of G.

Remark. For p = 0, the zero order index of an orbit Oλ(G) is equal to its size:

I0λ(G) = |Oλ(G)|,
where |Oλ(G)| denotes the size of an orbit generated by the action of G on a seed point λ. The
sizes of orbits of the examined non-crystallographic groups are presented in Table 1.

Since the elements of any orbit Oλ(G) are equidistant from the origin, we have the follow-
ing remark.

Remark. The formula for even-degree indices has the form:

I2pλ (G) = |Oλ(G)|〈λ, λ〉p, p ∈ N. (1)

Proposition 1. For the non-crystallographic reflection groups, the general formulas for 2p-order
indices are the following ones:

(3−τ)pI2p(a1,a2)(H2) =|O(a1,a2)(H2)| · [2(a21+τa1a2+a
2
2)]

p,

(4−2τ)pI2p(a1,a2,a3)(H3) =|O(a1,a2,a3)(H3)| · [(3−τ)a21+4a22+3a23+4a1a2+2τa1a3+4τa2a3]
p,

(5− 3τ)pI2p(a1,a2,a3,a4)(H4) =|O(a1,a2,a3,a4)(H4)| · [2((2−τ)a21+(3−τ)a22+3a23+2a24+(3−τ)a1a2

+2a1a3+τa1a4+4a2a3+2τa2a4+3τa3a4)]
p,

where τ = 1+
√
5

2 = 1.618 . . . is the positive solution of the quadratic equation x2 = x + 1 known
as the golden ratio.

Proof. The inner product 〈·, ·〉 of the elements of orbits of the non-crystallographic groups Hn

has the following form:

〈(a1, . . . , an), (b1, . . . , bn)〉 =
(
a1 . . . an

)
C−1Hn

b1...
bn

 , n ∈ {2, 3, 4}. (2)

where C−1Hn is the inverse Cartan matrix (Table 2). Applying (2) to (1), the desired formulas can
be immediately obtained. �

Table 1. The sizes of orbits Oλ(Hn) of the non-crystallographic groups Hn,
n ∈ {2, 3, 4} provided for each type of a dominant point λ with the coefficients
a, b, c, d ∈ R>0.

λ |Oλ(H2)|
(a, 0) 5
(0, b) 5
(a, b) 10

λ |Oλ(H3)|
(a, 0, 0) 12
(0, b, 0) 30
(0, 0, c) 20
(a, b, 0) 60
(a, 0, c) 60
(0, b, c) 60
(a, b, c) 120

λ |Oλ(H4)|
(a, 0, 0, 0) 120
(0, b, 0, 0) 720
(0, 0, c, 0) 1200
(0, 0, 0, d) 600
(a, b, 0, 0) 1440
(a, 0, c, 0) 3600
(a, 0, 0, d) 2400
(0, b, c, 0) 3600
(0, b, 0, d) 3600
(0, 0, c, d) 2400
(a, b, c, 0) 7200
(a, b, 0, d) 7200
(a, 0, c, d) 7200
(0, b, c, d) 7200
(a, b, c, d) 14,400
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Table 2. The Cartan matrices and their inverses for the non-crystallographic
groups H2, H3 and H4.

CH2 =

(
2 −τ
−τ 2

)
C−1H2

= 1
3−τ

(
2 τ
τ 2

)

CH3 =

 2 −1 0
−1 2 −τ
0 −τ 2

 C−1H3
= 1

2

 2 + τ 2 + 2τ 1 + 2τ
2 + 2τ 4 + 4τ 2 + 4τ
1 + 2τ 2 + 4τ 3 + 3τ



CH4 =


2 −1 0 0
−1 2 −1 0
0 −1 2 −τ
0 0 −τ 2

 C−1H4
=


2 + 2τ 3 + 4τ 4 + 6τ 3 + 5τ
3 + 4τ 6 + 8τ 8 + 12τ 6 + 10τ
4 + 6τ 8 + 12τ 12 + 18τ 9 + 15τ
3 + 5τ 6 + 10τ 9 + 15τ 8 + 12τ


Definition 2. Let G be a finite reflection group. The direct sum of orbits with dominant points
λ1, . . . , λk, k ≥ 2, is provided by the formula:

Oλ1⊕...⊕λk(G) =
⋃

µi∈Oλi(G)
i∈{1,2,...,k}

µi = Oλ1(G) ∪ . . . ∪Oλk(G). (3)

The size of the direct sum is equal to

|Oλ1⊕...⊕λk(G)| = |Oλ1(G)|+ . . .+ |Oλk(G)|. (4)

Definition 3. Let G be a finite reflection group. The tensor product of orbits of G with dominant
points λ1, . . . , λk, k ≥ 2, is provided by the summation of elements of each orbit with elements
of other orbits as

Oλ1⊗...⊗λk(G) =
⋃

µi∈Oλi(G)
i∈{1,2,...,k}

(µ1 + . . .+ µk). (5)

The size of the tensor product is equal to

|Oλ1⊗...⊗λk(G)| = |Oλ1(G)| · . . . · |Oλk(G)|. (6)

Remark. The tensor product of k orbits of G decomposes into a union of several orbits [31]. In
this case, the highest weight is λ1 + . . .+ λk, and the product of orbits decomposes as follows:

λ1 ⊗ . . .⊗ λk = (λ1 + . . .+ λk) ∪ . . . ∪ other lower-order orbits.

Example 1. Let us consider two orbits, O(1,0)(H2) and O(0,τ)(H2). The direct sum (3) and
tensor product (5) of orbits are written explicitly as

O(1,0)⊕(0,τ)(H2) ={(1, 0), (−1, τ), (τ,−τ), (−τ, 1), (0,−1),

(0, τ), (τ + 1,−τ), (−τ−1, τ + 1), (τ,−τ−1), (−τ, 0)};
O(1,0)⊗(0,τ)(H2) ={(1, τ), (τ+2,−τ), (−τ, τ+1), (τ+1,−τ−1), (1−τ, 0), (−1, 2τ),

(τ, 0), (−τ−2, 2τ+1), (τ−1,−1), (−τ−1, τ), (τ, 0), (2τ+1,−2τ),

(−1, 1), (2τ,−2τ−1), (0,−τ), (−τ, τ+1), (1, 1−τ), (−2τ−1, τ+2),

(0,−τ), (−2τ, 1), (0, τ−1), (τ+1,−τ−1), (−τ−1, τ), (τ,−τ−2), (−τ,−1)}.
The tensor product of two orbits decomposes into the union of orbits as

(1, 0)
5
⊗
·

(0, τ)
5

=
=

(1, τ)
10
∪
+

2(τ, 0)
2·5

∪
+

(0, τ−1)
5

.

The numbers attached to the dominant points correspond to the sizes of the orbits of H2

provided by (4) and (6) (see Table 1). The number of elements of the orbit product is equal to
the number of elements after the decomposition.
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Proposition 2. Let G be a finite reflection group. The formulas for lower-order indices of the
tensor product of k orbits of G are given by:

(i) I2λ1⊗···⊗λk(G) =
k∏
i=1

I0λi(G)
k∑
j=1

I2λj
(G)

|Oλj (G)| =
k∑
j=1

I2λj (G)
k∏
i6=j
i=1

I0λi(G)

 ,

(ii) I4λ1⊗···⊗λk(G) =
k∑
j=1

I4λj (G)
k∏
i6=j
i=1

I0λi(G)

+ 2(r+2)
r

k∑
j,l=1
j 6=l

I2λj (G)I2λl(G)
k∏

i 6=j,l
i=1

I0λi(G)

 ,

where k ∈ N≥2, and r denotes the rank of G.

Proof. (i) Using the Equation (1), we immediately have

I2λ1⊗···⊗λk(G) = |Oλ1⊗···⊗λk(G)| · 〈λ1⊗· · ·⊗λk, λ1⊗· · ·⊗λk〉
= |Oλ1(G)| · |Oλ2(G)| . . . |Oλk(G)| · (〈λ1, λ1〉+ 〈λ2, λ2〉+ . . .+ 〈λk, λk〉)

=
k∏
i=1

I0λi(G) ·
k∑
j=1

〈λj , λj〉 =
k∑
j=1

I2λj (G)
k∏
i 6=j
i=1

I0λi(G)

 .

(ii) Let us recall the pertinent properties of orbits of finite reflection groups. Considering any
point µ = (µ1, . . . , µr), where r = rank G, we obtain∑

µ∈Oλ(G)

µi = 0,
∑

µ∈Oλ(G)

µiµj =
δij
r

∑
µ∈Oλ(G)

µ2.

Hence, the index for p = 2 can be written as

I4λ1⊗···⊗λk(G) = |Oλ1⊗···⊗λk(G)| · 〈λ1⊗· · ·⊗λk, λ1⊗· · ·⊗λk〉2

= |Oλ1(G)| · |Oλ2(G)| . . . |Oλk(G)| ·

 k∑
i,j=1

〈λi, λi〉〈λj , λj〉+ 4
k∑

i,j=1

〈λi, λj〉2
 .

Using the properties of orbits, we obtain the following expressions:

|Oλ1(G)| · |Oλ2(G)| . . . |Oλk(G)| ·

 k∑
i=1

〈λi, λi〉2 + 2

k∑
i,j=1
i6=j

〈λi, λi〉〈λj , λj〉+
4δij
r

k∑
i,j=1

〈λi, λj〉2


= |Oλ1(G)| · |Oλ2(G)| . . . |Oλk(G)| ·

 k∑
i=1

〈λi, λi〉2 +
2(r + 2)

r

k∑
i,j=1
i 6=j

〈λi, λi〉〈λj , λj〉


=

k∑
j=1

I4λj (G)

k∏
i6=j
i=1

I0λi(G)

+
2(r + 2)

r

k∑
j,l=1
j 6=l

I2λj (G)I2λl(G)

k∏
i6=j,l
i=1

I0λi(G)

 .

�

Remark. In general, the indices of k-th tensor product of orbits of a group G are defined
recursively as

I2pλ1⊗···⊗λk(G) = I2pλ1⊗(λ2⊗···⊗λk)(G), k ∈ N≥2.

The obvious observation is

I2pλ1⊕...⊕λk(G) =

k∑
i=1

I2pλi (G).
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Example 2. Let us calculate the second-order index of the tensor product of the orbits O(1,0)(H2)
and O(0,1)(H2). Such a product decomposes as

(1, 0)⊗ (0, 1) = (1, 1) ∪ (τ − 1, τ − 1) ∪ 2(0, 0).

Therefore, using the decomposition given above, we can calculate the second-degree index as
follows:

I2(1,0)⊗(0,1)(H2) = I2(1,1)(H2) + I2(τ−1,τ−1)(H2) + 2I2(0,0)(H2) =
20(τ + 2)

3− τ
+ 20 + 0 =

100

3− τ
.

Taking into consideration Proposition 2, the same result is obtained:

I2(1,0)⊗(0,1)(H2) = I2(1,0)(H2)I
0
(0,1)(H2) + I0(1,0)(H2)I

2
(0,1)(H2) = 5 · 10

3− τ
+ 5 · 10

3− τ
=

100

3− τ
.

Proposition 3. Let G = G1× . . .×Gk be a finite reflection group. The formula for 2p-order
indices of the product of k orbits λi ∈ O(Gi), i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k} is provided by:

I2pλ1⊗···⊗λk(G) =
k∑
j=1

I2pλj (Gj) k∏
i 6=j
i=1

I0λi(Gi)

 =
k∏
i=1

|Oλi(Gi)| ·
k∑
j=1

〈λj , λj〉p.

Proof. For any group G = G1× . . .×Gk, the inner product has the following form:

〈λ1⊗· · ·⊗λk, µ1⊗· · ·⊗µk〉G = 〈λ1, µ1〉G1 + . . .+ 〈λk, µk〉Gk .

It is easy to verify that Formula (7) holds. �

3. Odd-Degree Indices for Orbits

The odd-order index of an irreducible representation serves as a parameter limiting the sym-
metry of the mathematical model of particle physics and its diverse extensions [21]. The tri-
angular anomaly numbers have been defined for the Lie group SU(n) by the sum of cubes of
the components of the weights corresponding to the U(1) subgroup in the reduction SU(n) ⊃
U(1)×SU(n− 1) [23].

In general, the crucial part of obtaining the anomaly number lies in determining the vector
v passing through the origin of the weight space. For any Coxeter group Hn, n ∈ {2, 3, 4}, the
orbits of its lower subgroup span Rn−1 orthogonal to v. Projecting the orbit points onto v and
calculating the sum of the distances between the obtained projections, we can determine whether
this sum yields zero or not. Generally, the highest weight of the unitary group U(1) sets the
direction of v. However, other suitable vectors are not excluded, and they are utilized as long as
the resulting sum is not equal to zero.

The non-zero anomaly numbers exist only for those groups that have a corresponding symmet-
ric Coxeter–Dynkin diagram. From such diagrams for the non-crystallographic groups (Figure 1),
it follows that the anomaly number of the Coxeter group H2 is not equal to zero. The non-
crystallographic groups H3 and H4 are anomaly-free groups, as their Coxeter–Dynkin diagrams
are non-symmetric.

H2
f
α1

f
α2

5 H3
f
α1

f
α2

f
α3

5 H4
f
α1

f
α2

f
α3

f
α4

5

Figure 1. The Coxeter–Dynkin diagrams of the non-crystallographic groups Hn,
n ∈ {2, 3, 4}. The nodes correspond to the simple roots αk, k ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

The nodes of the Coxeter–Dynkin diagrams of Hn, n ∈ {2, 3, 4} can be also labeled by the
reflections rk across the hyperplanes orthogonal to αk, k ∈ {1, . . . , n}. For a non-crystallographic
group Hn and any point x ∈ Rn, the reflection formula is provided by the scalar product (2) as

rkx = x− 〈x, αk〉, k ∈ {1, . . . , n}. (7)
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Figure 2. The root system of the Coxeter group H2. The dashed lines r1 and
r2 correspond to the reflecting hyperplanes orthogonal to the simple roots α1 and
α2, respectively. The root ξ denotes the highest root of H2. The coordinates of
the points of an orbit with a dominant point λ = (a, b) of H2 are listed. The orbits
of the reflection group A1 are depicted by green segments.

Definition 4. Let G be a Coxeter group Hn, n ∈ {2, 3, 4} of non-crystallographic type. The
number defined by

A2p−1
λ (G) =

∑
µ∈Oλ(G)

〈µ, v〉2p−1, p ∈ N, (8)

where v is a vector orthogonal to the simple roots α1, . . . , αk−1, is called the anomaly number or
(2p− 1)-th-order index of an orbit Oλ(Hn).

Example 3. Consider an orbit of the non-crystallographic group H2 with a dominant point
λ = (a, b) shown in Figure 2. In this case, the weight ω2 can be chosen as the vector v, since it
is orthogonal to the simple root α1. Hence, using Formula (8), the calculations of the anomaly
numbers yield:

A2p−1
(a,b) (H2) =

∑
µ∈O(a,b)(H2)

〈µ, (0, 1)〉2p−1 = 2

(
1

τ−3

)2p−1 {
(a(τ−1)−b(τ−1))2p−1

−(aτ+2b)2p−1−(aτ+b(τ−1))2p−1 +(2a+bτ)2p−1+(a(τ−1)+bτ)2p−1
}
.

Remark. We can generalize Definition 4 by taking into consideration the following statements:

• The anomaly numbers A1
(a,b)(H2) = A3

(a,b)(H2) = 0, for any a, b ∈ R.
• The odd-order indices A2p−1

(a,b) (H2) 6= 0, for a 6= b and p > 2.

• For the Coxeter groups H3 and H4, as any orbit contains the elements with positive and
negative signs, the anomaly numbers obtained for any orbit are equal to zero:

A2p−1
λ (Hn) =

∑
µ∈Oλ(Hn)

〈µ, v〉2p−1 = 0, n = 3, 4.

Definition 5. Let G be a non-crystallographic finite reflection group H2. The number defined
by

Apλ(H2) =
∑

µ∈Oλ(H2)

〈µ, ω2〉p, p ∈ N ∪ {0}

is called the p-th-order anomaly number of an orbit Oλ(H2).
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From Definition 5, one can immediately notice the following relation:

A0
λ(H2) = |Oλ(H2)|.

The general formulas for p-th-order anomaly number of any orbit of the H2 group are given
by:

(3− τ)pAp(a,b)(H2) = 2[((a−b)(1−τ))p+(aτ+2b)p+(−2a−bτ)p (9)

+(a(1−τ)−bτ)p+(aτ+b(τ−1))p], a, b 6= 0,

(3− τ)pAp(a,0)(H2) = 2[(a(1−τ))p+(aτ)p]+(−2a)p, a 6= 0,

(3− τ)pAp(0,b)(H2) = 2[(b(τ−1))p+(−bτ)p]+(2b)p, b 6= 0.

Comparing the formulas for the lower even-order indices (Proposition 1) and for p-th-order
anomaly numbers (9), one can observe the following equalities:

A0
λ(H2) = I0λ(H2),

A2
λ(H2) =

1

3− τ
I2λ(H2),

A4
λ(H2) =

3

2(3− τ)2
I4λ(H2),

A6
λ(H2) =

5

2(3− τ)3
I6λ(H2),

A8
λ(H2) =

35

8(3− τ)4
I8λ(H2).

Similarly to the even-order indices, the formulas for the direct sum and tensor product can be
derived for the anomaly numbers of orbits for the Coxeter group H2.

Proposition 4. The formula for the p-th-order anomaly number of the direct sum of k orbits
λi ∈ Oλi(H2), i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k} is given by:

Apλ1⊕...⊕λk(H2) =
k∑
i=1

Apλi(H2).

The formulas for the p-th-order anomaly numbers of the tensor product of two and three orbits
λi ∈ Oλi(H2), i ∈ {1, 2, 3} are given by:

Apλ1⊗λ2(H2) =

2∑
i=0

(p
i

)
Aiλ1(H2)A

p−i
λ2

(H2),

Apλ1⊗λ2⊗λ3(H2) =
3∑
i=0

(p
i

)
Aiλ1(H2)

3−i∑
j=0

(
p−i
j

)
Ajλ2(H2)A

p−i−j
λ3

(H2).

Remark. In general, the p-th-order anomaly numbers of k-th tensor product of orbits of the H2

group are defined recursively as follows:

Apλ1⊗···⊗λk(H2) = Apλ1⊗(λ2⊗···⊗λk)(H2), k ∈ N≥2.

4. Embedding Index

In order to determine the embedding index of an irreducible representation, the branching rule
should be defined for a given Lie algebra and its subalgebra [32]. Such rules have been calculated
for numerous irreducible representations of simple Lie algebras [33]. Applying the branching rule
to any orbit of a non-crystallographic reflection group, we can reduce any chosen orbit to a sum
of several orbits. Such a decomposition corresponds to the subgroups of a chosen Coxeter group.
Dividing the size of an orbit of any Coxeter group by the size of its reduced orbit provides a
specific ratio called the embedding index.
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The index considered in this section depends only on the rank r of a finite reflection group.
Whenever any branching rule is established, it takes the same value for all orbits. Given that
the embedding index can be obtained for any orbit of a crystallographic reflection group, we
demonstrate that this property holds for the non-crystallographic groups Hn, n ∈ {2, 3, 4} as
well.

Definition 6. Let G be a reflection group of order n, and G1× . . .×Gk, k ≤ n, be a maximal
subgroup of G. The second-order index of the embedding G ←↩ G1× . . .×Gk is given by the
formula:

γ =
I2(G)

I2(G1× . . .×Gk)
. (10)

Remark. The formula for the embedding index is generalized for any parameter k. However, in
this paper, we focus only on the non-crystallographic cases with k ∈ {2, 3, 4}.

Using the Formula (10), we calculate the embedding indices γ for any Coxeter group of non-
crystallographic type and its maximal subgroup (Table 3).

Table 3. The embedding index γ provided for the non-crystallographic groups
Hn, n ∈ {2, 3, 4} and their maximal subgroups G′.

G G′ γ
H2 A1 2
H3 A1×A1×A1 1
H3 A2 3/2
H3 H2 3/2

G G′ γ
H4 A2×A2 1
H4 H2×H2 1
H4 A1×A1×A1×A1 1
H4 H3×A1 1
H4 A4 1
H4 D4 1

Theorem 4.1. For any Coxeter group G of non-crystallographic type, the embedding index γ is
a fraction of the ranks, i.e., those of a group G and its maximal subgroup G′, namely:

γ =
rank G

rank G′
.

Proof. Let us consider the two cases: (i) rank G = rank G′, and (ii) rank G > rankG′.
(i) The elements of any orbit Oλ(G) of a group G are found on the surface of a sphere with a

finite radius. Applying the branching rule method to λ, we obtain several orbits of the subgroup
G′ of a group G. Since rank G′ = rank G, all elements of orbits of G′ are found on the surface
of a sphere of the same radius. Since the second-order index is given by the sum of squared
distances between the orbit points and the origin, we have that I2(G) = I2(G′). In such a case,
the index γ is equal to 1.

(ii) First, let us recall that for any orbit Oλ(H3), the orbit points have the coordinates (x, y, z)
in the ω−basis. In this case, some particular values occur an equal number of times for x, y and z.
This property arises due to the impact of the tetrahedral symmetry of the non-crystallographic
H3 group on the orbit points.

For instance, the orbits of any maximal subgroup G′ of the Coxeter group H3 are selected in
the following way:

• consider the points of an orbit Oλ(H3);
• remove the first coordinate of each point in the case of H2, and the third one for the

crystallographic group A2;
• among all the points in R2 select those with non-negative coordinates; such points provide

the orbits of G′ in R2.

Considering the values appearing at each coordinate, the index I2 of the subgroup G′ of H3 is
equal to 2

3I
2(H3). Therefore, the embedding index γ = 3

2 . A similar explanation can be provided
for the H2 group. �
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5. Lower Orbits of H2 and H3

For simple Lie algebras, using the highest weight of an irreducible representation, we can de-
termine its dominant weight multiplicities by subtracting the simple roots [34]. Hence, the com-
putational problem comprises the following components:

• determination of the highest weight;
• subtraction of simple roots from the highest weight;
• an algorithm that describes the subtraction path.

For crystallographic cases, the appearance of dominant weight multiplicities arrises from the
non-commutativity of the certain elements of a Lie algebra [35, 36]. Since, in the case of finite
reflection groups, all reflections commute, a similar procedure can be developed and properly ap-
plied to individual orbits of the considered non-crystallographic groups. The multiple occurrences
of equal dominant weights within one system necessarily involve the same number of dominant
points of corresponding lower orbits.

In this section, we only examine the groups Hn, n ∈ {2, 3}; their simple roots αi, i ∈ {1, . . . , n}
are provided by the Cartan matrices (Table 2). In order to identify all lower orbits of H2 and
H3, the algorithm contains the following steps:

(i): determine a dominant point λ = (l1, . . . , li), li = ai + biτ ∈ Z[τ ]>0, i ∈ {1, . . . , n};
(ii): establish a correspondence between the coordinates of a dominant point λ and the

index
i ∈ {1, . . . , n} of a simple root αi: i→ li;

(iii): if at least one of li > 0, i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, then proceed the following subtraction:
• if bi = 0, then µi = λ− j · αi, j ∈ {1, . . . , ai};
• if bi ≥ 1:

– and ai = 0, then µi = λ− kτ · αi, k ∈ {1, . . . , bi};
– and ai ≥ 1, then µi = λ− k li

gcd(ai,bi)
· αi, k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , gcd(ai, bi)};

(iv): replace a point λ in (i) with µi;
(v): repeat the steps (ii)–(iv) until at least one of the coordinates µi is greater than zero.

This recursive method provides a tree-diagram for any dominant point λ of the H2 and H3

groups (Figures 3, 4 and 5). Such a method allows one to determine the coordinates of dominant
points of lower orbits starting from any chosen λ. In order to generalize the formulas for the
coordinates, it is convenient to consider the dominant points with their coordinates provided by
integer coefficients. Furthermore, to obtain such expressions, we only consider the coordinates
of dominant points λ with equal ‘dynamic’ coefficients. For example, in the case of H3, if λ =
(a, b, 0), it is necessary to consider a = b. However, for λ = (a, b, c) and a, b, c > 0, the number of
vertices of a corresponding orbit is |O(a,b,c)(H3)| = 120, and the generalization of the coordinates
of lower orbits becomes less apparent. Therefore, this case is omitted in this paper.

Let us consider a dominant point λ = (a, 0) of H2. Hence, we can generalize the coordinates
of obtained seed points of lower orbits as follows:

(a, 0) a ∈ N; (11)

(a−2k−2, (k+1)τ) , k ∈
{

0, . . . ,
[a

2

]
−1
}

a ∈ N≥2;(
a−2k

2
τ−a+2k

2
, 2kτ

)
, k ∈

{
0, . . . ,

[ a
10

]}
a = 2n, n ∈ N;(

a−2k−1

2
τ−a+2k+1

2
, (2k+1)τ

)
, k ∈

{
0, . . . ,

[
a−2

10

]}
a = 2n+1, n ∈ N≥2.
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(1, 0)

(−1, τ)

(τ,−τ)

(−τ, 1)

(0,−1)

α1

τα2

τα1

α2

(0, 1)

(τ,−1)

(−τ, τ)

(1,−τ)

(−1, 0)

α2

τα1

τα2

α1

(1, 1)

(−1, τ + 1) (τ + 1,−1)

(2τ,−τ − 1)

(0, 0)

(−2τ, 1 + τ)

(1,−1− τ)

(−τ − 1, 2τ)

(0, 0)

(τ + 1,−2τ)

(−1− τ, 1)

(−1,−1)

α1

(τ + 1)α2

τα1

τα1

(τ + 1)α2

α2

(τ + 1)α1

τα2

τα2

(τ + 1)α1

α2α1

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 3. The tree-diagram for the orbits of H2. (a) O(1,0)(H2); (b) O(0,1)(H2);
(c) O(1,1)(H2). The dominant points are displayed in boxes. The points that do
not belong to O(1,1)(H2) are depicted by blue colour.

For a dominant point λ = (a, a) of H2, only half of the dominant points of lower orbits are
provided as

(a, a), (0, 0) a ∈ N; (12)

(a−2k, a+kτ) , k ∈
{

1, . . . ,
[a

2

]}
a ∈ N≥2;(

(a−2k)τ−a+2k

2
, 2k(τ+1)

)
, k ∈

{
0, . . . ,

[
a−n

2

]}
a = 2n, n ∈ N;(

(a−2k−1)τ−a+2k+1

2
, (2k+1)τ

)
, k ∈

{
0, . . . ,

[
a−n

2

]
−1

}
a = 2n+1, n ∈ N≥2.

The formulas for λ = (0, a) and the formulas for the other half of the points obtained from
λ = (a, a) are derived by interchanging the coordinates as (x, y) → (y, x) of (11) and (12),
respectively.

For the Coxeter group H3, the formulas for the coordinates of dominant points of lower orbits
are listed in Table 4. The notation

[
·
]

corresponds to the integer part of a number. In order
to generalize each case depending on the type of a dominant point, we only consider a, b, c ∈
{1, 2, . . . , 9}. However, such a generalization can be potentially obtained for any a, b, c ∈ N.

In the case of the H3 group, applying reflections given by the Formula (7) to dominant points
of lower orbits, we obtain the structures of nested polytopes, with their vertices provided in the
ω−basis. In Examples 6 and 7, to demonstrate the geometric structure of nested polytopes in
R3, the orthonormal α− and ω−bases of H3 defined in [10] are utilized.

The subtraction paths for the non-crystallographic group H4 can be constructed in a similar
way. However, for a, b, c, d > 0, an orbit of such a group contains the large number of elements:
|O(a,b,c,d)(H4)| = 1202. In this case, the computational routine becomes laborious. Even though
for the non-crystallographic cases, the actual method for determining such multiplicities has not
yet been developed, it will likely prove related to determining the multiplicities for crystallo-
graphic reflection groups.

In general, to obtain the dominant points of lower orbits, one can choose λ with any non-
negative real numbers as its coordinates. As shown in Example 4, the values from the ring
Z[τ ] can as well represent the coordinates of a dominant point λ. However, such a choice does
not affect the subtraction path. Moreover, it is worth mentioning that the definitions of indices
introduced in previous sections of this paper also apply to any lower orbits obtained using the
introduced algorithm.
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Table 4. Dominant points for lower orbits obtained by subtraction of the simple
roots α1, α2, α3 of H3 are listed for any type of a dominant point of the initial
orbit: (a, 0, 0), (0, a, 0), (0, 0, a), (a, a, 0), (0, a, a), (a, 0, a). The coefficients are
provided by the values a ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 9}.
(a, 0, 0):

(a− 2k, k, 0), k ∈
{

0, . . . ,
[
a
2

]}
any a(

0, a2 (τ − 1), 0
)

even a(
0,
[
a
2

]
τ −

[
a+2
2

]
, τ
)

odd a > 3

(0, a, 0):

(k, a− 2k, kτ), k ∈
{

0, . . . ,
[
a
2

]}
any a

(0, 0, 0),
(
a
2 (τ−1), 0, a2

)
,
(
a, a2 (τ−1), 0

)
even a([

a
2

]
τ−
[
a+2
2

]
, τ+1,

[
a
2

]
−τ
)
,
(
a,
[
a
2

]
τ−
[
a+2
2

]
, τ
)

odd a > 3

(0, 0, a):

(0, kτ, a− 2k), k ∈
{

0, . . . ,
[
a
2

]}
any a,(

0, a2 (τ − 1), 0
)
,
(
a
2τ, 0,

a
2 (τ − 1)

)
even a([

a
2

]
τ, τ,

[
a
2

]
τ−
[
a+2
2

])
,
(
τ+1,

[
a
2

]
τ−
[
a+2
2

]
, 0
)

odd a > 3

(a, a, 0):

(a, a, 0), (0, 0, aτ), (a, a(τ−1), 0) any a

(a− 2k, a+ k, 0) , (a+ k, a− 2k, kτ), k ∈
{

1, . . . ,
[
a
2

]}
a > 1

a
2 (2τ−1, 0, 2−τ) , a2 (0, τ−1, 0) , a2 (4, τ − 1, 0) , a2 (0, 2− τ, a) even a

(a, (a− 1)τ − (a+ 1), 2τ) a > 4(
2a,
[
a
2

]
τ −

[
a
2 + 1

]
, τ
)
,
(
0,
[
a
2

]
τ −

[
a
2 + 1

]
, τ
)

odd a > 3

(a, (a− 2)τ − (a+ 2), 4τ) a > 8

(a, 0, a):

(a, 0, a), (aτ, 0, 0) any a

(a−2k, k, a), (a, kτ, a−2k), k ∈
{

1, . . . ,
[
a
2

]}
a > 1,(

0, (a−2k−1)τ−
[
a
2+k+1

]
, (2k+1)(τ+1)

)
, k ∈

{
0, . . . ,

[
a−2
4

]}
a > 1

a
2 (0, 1, 0), a2 (τ+2, 0, τ−1), a2 (1, 0, 2−τ), a2 (τ−1, 0, 2τ−1) even a(
0, (a−2k)τ−a

2−k, 2k(τ+1)
)
, k ∈

{
0, . . . ,

[
a
4

]}(
τ+2,

[
a
2

]
τ−1, 0

)
odd a > 1([

a
2

]
τ+a, τ,

[
a
2

]
τ−
[
a
2+1

])
,
([
a
2

]
τ−
[
a
2+1

]
, τ+1, (a−1)τ−

[
a
2+1

])
odd a > 3(

2τ+4,
(
a
2−1

)
τ−2, 0

)
even a > 4(

3τ+6,
[
a
2−1

]
τ−3, 0

)
odd a > 5

(0, a, a):

(0, a, a), (a(τ+1), 0, 0) any a

(k, a−2k, kτ+a) , (0, kτ+a, a−2k) , k ∈
{

1, . . . ,
[
a
2

]}
a > 1

(0, 0, a) , a2 (2τ−1, 0, τ) ,
(
0, a2 (τ−1), 0

)
even a((

a
2−k

)
(τ+1), 2k(τ+1), (a−2k)τ −

[
a
2 + k

])
even a(

a, (a−2k)τ−a
2−k, 2k(τ + 1)

)
, k ∈

{
0, . . . ,

[
a
4

]}([
a
2−k

]
(τ+1), (2k + 1)(τ+1), (a−2k−1)τ −

[
a
2+k+1

])
odd a > 1(

a, (a−2k−1)τ −
[
a
2+k+1

]
, (2k + 1)(τ+1)

)
, k ∈

{
0, . . . ,

[
a−3
4

]}(
(a−1)τ−

[
a
2+1

]
, 2τ+1,

[
a
2−1

]
τ−1

)
odd a > 3
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Example 4. Let us consider the orbit of the non-crystallographic group H2 arising from the
dominant point with at least one irrational coordinate, namely (τ, 1). The subtraction of the
simple roots α1 and α2 of H2 yields the tree-diagram shown in Figure 4.

(τ, 1)

(−τ, τ + 2) (2τ,−1)

(2τ + 1,−τ − 2)

(−2τ − 1, 2τ)

(−τ, 0)

(1,−2τ)

(0, τ)

(−2τ, 2τ + 1)

(τ + 2,−2τ − 1)

(−τ − 2, τ)

(−1,−τ)

τα1

(τ + 2)α2

(2τ + 1)α1

τα2

τα2

α2

τα1

τα1

(2τ + 1)α2

(τ + 2)α1

τα2α1

Figure 4. The tree-diagram for the orbit O(τ,1)(H2). The dominant points are
displayed in boxes. The points that do not belong to O(τ,1)(H2) are depicted by
blue colour.

Example 5. Consider the orbits of H3 with the dominant points (1, 0, 0) and (0, 0, 1). Thecoor-
dinates of the orbit-points are obtained from the tree-diagrams provided in Figure 5.

(1, 0, 0)

(−1, 1, 0)

(0,−1, τ)

(0, τ,−τ)

(τ,−τ, 1)

(−τ, 0, 1) (τ, 0,−1)

(−τ, τ,−1)

(0,−τ, τ)

(0, 1,−τ)

(1,−1, 0)

(−1, 0, 0)

α1

α2

τα3

τα2

τα1

α3

α3

τα1

τα2

τα3

α2

α1

(0, 0, 1)

(0, τ,−1)

(τ,−τ, τ)

(−τ, 0, τ) (τ, 1,−τ)

(τ + 1,−1, 0)

(−τ − 1, τ, 0)

(−τ, τ + 1,−τ)

(1,−τ − 1, τ + 1)

(1, τ,−τ − 1) (−1,−τ, τ + 1)

(τ + 1,−τ, 0) (−1, τ + 1,−τ − 1)

(−τ − 1, 1, 0) (τ,−τ − 1, τ)

(−τ,−1, τ) (τ, 0,−τ)

(−τ, τ,−τ)

(0,−τ, 1)

(0, 0,−1)

α3

τα2

τα1 τα3

τα3
τα1 α2

(τ + 1)α1

τα2

(τ + 1)α2

(τ + 1)α3 α1

τα2 α1 (τ + 1)α3

(τ + 1)α1 (τ + 1)α2

α2 τα1
τα3

τα3 τα1

τα2

α3

(a) (b)

Figure 5. The tree-diagrams constructed for the orbits of H3. (a) O(1,0,0)(H3);
(b) O(0,0,1)(H3). The subtraction paths that yield already existing points are
marked by blue color.
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Example 6. Consider the orbit of H3 with the seed point (2, 0, 0). As shown in the tree-diagram
below, such an orbit has two lower orbits with the dominant points (0, 1, 0) and (0,−τ ′, 0), where
τ ′ = 1− τ . The nested polytopes are generated as presented in Figure 6.

(2, 0, 0)

(0, 1, 0)

(−2, 2, 0)

(−1, 0, τ)

(0,−2, 2τ)

(0,−τ ′, 0)

. . .

α1

α1

α2

α2

τα3

τα3

(a) (b)

Figure 6. (a) The tree-diagram for the orbit O(2,0,0)(H3); (b) the correspond-
ing nested polytopes. The orbits O(2,0,0)(H3), O(0,1,0)(H3) and O(0,−τ ′,0)(H3) are
presented in green, black and bold colours, respectively.

Example 7. Consider the orbits O(3,1,0)(H3) and O(0,1,3)(H3). Applying the subtraction of the
simple roots, we find the following dominant points of lower orbits:

(3, 1, 0) : (3, 1, 0), (1, 2, 0), (2, 0, τ), (0, 1, τ);

(0, 1, 3) : (0, 1, 3), (0, τ + 1, 1), (τ + 1, 0, 2), (τ + 1, τ − 1, 2τ − 2).

Both of the nested polytopes consist of four orbits of different radii, as shown in Figure 7.
Depending on the radius of each orbit that is descending from left to right, they are distinguished
by cyan, blue, green and black colours.

(a) (b)

Figure 7. The nested polytopes provided by the algorithm of root-subtraction.
(a) O(3,1,0)(H3); (b) O(0,1,3)(H3).

6. Concluding Remarks

• The decomposition of a tensor product of representations of a simple Lie algebra into
a direct sum of irreducible components given by Young tableaux symmetries plays an
essential role in physics. As the indices of the representations help to determine such a
decomposition [31], we demonstrate that their definitions can be extended to orbits of the
non-crystallographic Coxeter groups. As a result, the notation of the even- and odd-order
indices of representations are reformulated for the orbits of Hn, n ∈ {2, 3, 4}.
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• It would be useful to generalize the properties of higher-order indices and anomaly num-
bers of orbits, similarly to [18, 23]. Along with these properties, one could potentially
obtain the formulas for the explicit forms of higher even-order indices of a tensor product
of orbits. Moreover, the expressions for the even-order indices, anomaly numbers and
embedding indices could be reformulated and adapted to orbits of any finite reflection
group of crystallographic type.
• Even though the Coxeter groups of non-crystallographic types do not have underlying Lie

algebras, the recursive algorithm introduced in Section 5 is shown to be similar to the
algorithm developed for the weight multiplicities of simple Lie groups [34]. It is important
to mention that our algorithm also provides the seed points of orbits that are smaller in
radius than an initial orbit (referred to as ‘lower orbits’). The geometrical construction of
sets of lower orbits results in the structures of nested polytopes. Since the recursive rules
are only applied to a dominant point λ of the non-crystallographic groups H2 and H3, one
could consider applying them to any seed point of the H4 group as well. As the size of
an orbit |O(a,b,c,d)(H4)| = 1202, for a, b, c, d > 0, the generalization of the formulas for the
coordinates of the seed points of lower orbits is considered as future research. Moreover,
it would be an interesting task to generalize the formulas given in Table 4 for any a ∈ N,
as it was done for the H2 case.
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