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ROOT SYSTEMS, AFFINE SUBSPACES, AND PROJECTIONS
PAOLA CELLINI AND MARIO MARIETTI

ABSTRACT. We tackle several problems related to a finite irreducible crystallographic
root system ® in the real vector space E. In particular, we study the combinatorial
structure of the subsets of ® cut by affine subspaces of E and their projections. As
byproducts, we obtain easy algebraic combinatorial proofs of refinements of Oshima’s
Lemma and of a result by Kostant, a partial result towards the resolution of a problem

by Hopkins and Postnikov, and new enumerative results on root systems.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let @ be a finite irreducible crystallographic root system and let I be a set of simple
roots of ®. Given a subset S of IT and 8 € @, with = Y c.(8)a, we set

a€cll

Pgp = {fy = an(fy)oz € D:cy(y) =co(p) forall ae S},

Dszs = {fy = an(fy)oz € & : Ik € Z with ¢,(7) = keo(B) for all o € S}.

If Supp(B) NS = 0, the set ®g s coincides with ®g 75 and is the standard parabolic
subsystem generated by II . S. So the nontrivial case happens when Supp(3) NS # 0.

By definition, ®g s is the intersection of ® with the affine subspace that contains 3
and has Span(II \ S) as directional linear subspace. The subset ®g 5 is, in fact, a root
subsystem of ® and is a union of strata each obtained by intersecting ® with an affine
subspace parallel to Span(IT \ S).

In this paper, we study several problems concerning the subsets ®g3 and ®g75 and
their applications.

Section [2 provides the notational conventions used throughout the paper.

In Section [3, we give a uniform case-free description of the root polytope of an arbitrary
(possibly reducible) root system. The root polytope of a root system is the convex hull of
all roots and, in the irreducible case, it is studied in [2], [3], [4]. The results in this section

are needed in Section [T
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In Section [l we study the root subsystem ®g 74 and find two of its simple systems that
provide in a natural way the existence of the minimum and the maximum of ®g 4 viewed
as a subposet of the root poset.

As consequences of the results in this section, we obtain easy case-free algebraic com-
binatorial proofs of a result by Kostant, of a result by Oshima, and some refinements.
Kostant’s result, which is presented in [9, Section 2], asserts the irreducibility of a certain
representation of the semisimple subalgebra g s associated with [T\ S (see Remark [A.3]).
Oshima’s result [10, Lemma 4.3], which is Corollary [£7in this paper, has received atten-
tion recently for its applications and is referred to as “Oshima’s Lemma”. The purpose
of Dyer and Lehrer in [5] is to provide an elementary self-contained proof of (a gener-
alised version of) Oshima’s Lemma. Our proof here is very elementary, self-contained,
and independent of the representation theory of semisimple complex Lie algebras (see [3]).
Oshima’s Lemma states that the action of W (II\.S) partitions the roots in ®g 5 according
to their length, hence in at most two orbits. In the representation theory interpretation,
this means that the weights of the irreducible representation studied by Kostant are di-
vided in at most two orbits. Indeed, the fact that the roots of maximal length constitute
a single orbit follows directly from the irreducibility of this representation. We provide
general necessary and sufficient conditions for establishing whether ®g 3 contains roots
of one or two lengths (Propostion .12)). Moreover, we provide an easy combinatorial
criterion on the pair (S, 3) for ®g 4 to contain long roots (Proposition 4.14]). Though this
last criterion is uniform, our proof requires some case by case check.

In Sections Bl and [, we study in more detail the case of codimension 1, when S consists
of a single simple root a. In this case, we obtain a partition of ® into subsets &, =
dN{zr € E: (z,0,) = k} that are all intervals w.r.t. the usual partial order, except for the
0-level ®, o, which is a possibly reducible root subsystem. In particular, we analyse the
projections of the subsets ®, ; on the hyperplane Span(IIx{a}). As a consequence of that
analysis, we obtain a partial result towards the resolution of a problem by Hopkins and
Postnikov. In [§], Hopkins and Postnikov show that the projection of the root polytope
of @ fall inside the polytope formed by expanding by a factor of 2 the root polytope
of the root subsystem generated by II \ {a} (see Lemma [[I] ). Their proof uses the
classification of root systems and finding a case-free proof is an open problem in [7]. In
Section [ we give a uniform case-free argument that proves that the result of Hopkins
and Postnikov is equivalent to the fact that a certain number r,, defined by a uniform
formula ((T5.T]), is smaller than 2, for each simple root «. Unfortunately, this final check
is done case-by-case.

In Section [8) we give some enumerative results on irreducible root systems.
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Except for the last part of the proof of Proposition [4.14] (which is not needed in the
rest of the paper), its Lemma .13, and the final check in Section [1 discussed above, all

uniform statements are proved independently of the classification of root systems.

2. NOTATIONAL CONVENTIONS

Let ® be a finite (reduced, possibly reducible) crystallographic root system in the real
vector space E = Spang® endowed with the positive definite bilinear form (-,-). We
identify E with its dual space via its bilinear form.

We fix our notation on the root system and its Weyl group in the following list:

oV the set of coroots of @,

aV the coroot associated with the root o € P,
II the set of simple roots of P,

I the set of simple coroots of ®,

Q=A{w,:aell} the set of fundamental weights (the dual basis of IT"),
Q= {%,:aeIl} the set of fundamental co-weights (the dual basis of II),

RS the set of positive roots w.r.t. II,

C the fundamental chamber associated with II,

ca() the a-coordinate of f w.r.t. II: =73 ca(f)a,

Supp(a) ={a; € IT: ¢;(a) # 0}, the support of a,

w the Weyl group of @,

Sa the reflection with respect to «,

W{(S) the subgroup of W generated by {s, : « € S} (for S C ®),
O(S) the root subsystem generated by S (for S C &),

Py the convex hull of all roots in ®, called the root polytope of .

For any x € E, © dominant means x € C.

The root poset of ® (w.r.t. the basis IT) is &+ with the standard partial order, i.e., for
all a, 8 € ®* , o < B if and only if 8 — « is a nonnegative linear combination of roots in
®*. The root poset is the transitive closure of the relation o <1 3 if and only if 8 — ais a
simple root. The root poset hence is ranked by the height function.

In the irreducible case, we denote by # the highest root in ®, which is the maximum of
the root poset, and by m,, the coefficient ¢, (@), for @ € II. Furthermore, we denote by d
the affine root system associated to ® and realized as follows. We extend E to a vector
space E@®RJ, and extend the bilinear form of [E to a semidefinite positive form on E @& Ré
by the condition that RJ is the kernel of the new form. Then we set:
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% = —0+9,

il = {ao} UL,

o ={f+ké:p € P kecZ} the affine root system with simple system ﬁ,
O ={B+kd:Bed kel U{—B+ki:B €D keZyy} thesetof

(real) positive roots of ® w.r.t. II.
For k € N, we let [1,k] ={1,...,k}.

3. ROOT POLYTOPES OF POSSIBLY REDUCED ROOT SYSTEMS

Recall that we denote by Pg the convex hull of all roots in &, and we call it the root
polytope of ®. For all irreducible ®, a uniform explicit description of the root polytope
Py is given in [3]. In this section, we extend some of the results in [3] to the reducible
case.

Let us first recall some results from [3]. If G is a graph with set of vertices V and U is
a subset of V| we denote by G \ U the subgraph of GG induced by the subset of vertices
VU.

Definition 3.1. Let ® be irreducible and T be its extended Dynkin diagram. For any
subset I of II, we say that [ is -extremal if T ~ I is connected.

We say that the root o is I-extremal if {a} is.

Remark 3.2. (1) If @ is of type A,, all roots in II are Il-extremal. For all other
types, the extremal roots are the leaves of the extendend Dynkin diagram other
than the affine vertex.

(2) Let 6 be the highest root of ® (supposed irreducible). A subset I is II-extremal

if and only if {—6} UII \ I is the simple system of an irreducible root subsystem
of ®.

Let @ be irreducible with highest root 0 = > . maa, and set o, = W /m, for all
a e Il
Given I CII, we set

Fr=Conv{y € ®: (v,0,) =1 forall a €I}

Proposition 3.3, Proposition 3.5, and Theorem 5.5 of [3] imply the following result.

Theorem 3.3. Let © be irreducible.
(1) For each T-extremal subset I, the set Fy is a face of Po of dimension tk(®) — |1|.
(2) For each subset I of 11, there exists a I-extremal subset T such that Fy = Fr.

(3) For each face F' of Pg, there exist some w € W and a unique T-extremal subset I
such that F' = w(Fy).
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Following [3], we call the faces of type F; the standard parabolic faces. Note that the

standard parabolic facets are exactly the faces of type Fi, where a is a [l-estremal root.

Remark 3.4. When & is irreducible, for each subset I of II, there exists a root a € I
such that « is not orthogonal to IT ~ I. If I is ﬁ—extremal, for such a root a we have
that I ~ {a} is II-extremal too, if nonempty. This implies that any standard parabolic
face either is a facet, or is contained in a standard parabolic face of higher dimension. In

particular, each standard parabolic face is contained in a standard parabolic facet.

Now we suppose that ® be possibly reducible.
For any face F' of Py, we denote by F' the relative interior of F', i.e. its interior within
the affine hull of F'. The relative interior F' of F' consists of all strictly positive convex

linear combinations of the vertices of F'. If F' and F’ are different faces, then F N Ft3 "=1.

Definition 3.5. Let I be a face of Pg. We call F' standard provided that either F NC # 0,
or F' = .

The Weyl group W acts on the faces of Pg. We prove that the standard faces are a
set of representatives of the orbits of this action. Given a face F' with vertex set V', we

denote by Br the barycenter of V', i.e. fp = ‘—‘1/‘ Y vev V-

Theorem 3.6. Let ® be a (possibly reducible) root system and let F' be a face of Pe.

(1) F is standard if and only if the barycenter Br is dominant. In this case, the
stabilizer Staby (F) of F' is the standard parabolic subgroup of W generated by
1N Bx.

(2) The orbit W - F of F' under the action of W contains ezxactly one standard face.

Proof. () Given v € ®, we denote by s., the reflection through v and by H., the hyperplane
fixed by s, .

For each w € W, if w(F') # F then Fn w(ﬁ) = (). In particular, for each v € @, since
H, N F is fixed by s, if s,(F') # F then H, N F= (), and F lies in one of the two open
half spaces determined by H,. If, in addition, v > 0 and Fnc # (), then (z,7) > 0 for
all x € ﬁﬂC, and hence (x,v) > 0 for all z € F.

The stabilizer Staby (F') of F' coincides with the stabilizer of the baricenter S, hence
Staby (F) is the parabolic subgroup of W generated by {s, : (v, Br) = 0}. We have just
seen that, if F' is standard, then (v, Br) > 0 for all v & Staby, (F), hence fr € C.

Conversely, if fr € C, then F' is standard by definition, since fr € F.

Furthermore, if S € C, then Staby (F') is a standard parabolic subgroup, namely,
Staby (F) = W({IIN B%).

(@) Since C is a fundamental domain for W, there is one and only one face in W - F'

with dominant barycenter, hence W - F' contains exactly one standard face by (). U
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As a direct consequence of Theorem [B.6, we have the following result in the irreducible

case.

Corollary 3.7. Let ® be irreducible. The standard faces of Pe are exactly the standard

parabolic faces.

Proof. Since the barycenters of the standard parabolic faces are dominant (see [3, Propo-
sition 4.4]), the statement follows by Theorem 3.0l O

As we see below, each dominant point belongs to the cone of some standard face.

Proposition 3.8. Let ® be a (possibly reducible) root system and let F' be a face of Py
such that FNC # (. Then there is a standard subface F' of F such that FNC = F'NC.

Proof. If I is a vertex of Pg, then F' is standard. If F' is not standard, then there is a
proper subface F’ of F' such that FFNC = F' N C. The assertion follows by induction on
the dimension of F'. O

Proposition 3.8 directly implies the following result.

Corollary 3.9. Let ® be a (possibly reducible) root system and let OPg be the boundary
of P, i.e. the union of its faces. Then CNOPs is contained in the union of the standard
faces. In particular, for each nonzero x € C, there exist a positive real number r and a
standard face F' such that rx € F.

We now determine explicitly the standard faces in the case ® is any (possibly reducible)
root system.

Let ®q,...,P; be the irreducible components of ®, E;, = Span(®;), II; = 1IN &;,
C; = CNE,;, and let P; = Py NE; be the root polytope of ®;. We say that x € E is
®;-dominant provided that x € C;.

Let F' be a face of Ps and

F,=FnNE,.
If ' = Ps, then F; = P; for all i € [1,k]. Conversely, if F' # Pg, then F; # P; for
all € [1,k]. By a proper face, we intend a possibly empty face different from the whole
polytope (this definition slightly differs from the usual one but is more convenient for our

purposes).

Proposition 3.10. Let & be a (possibly reducible) root system.

(1) The map sending a face F to (Fy, ..., Fy), where F; = FNE;, is a bijection between
the proper faces of Py and the k-tuples F1,..., Fy, where F; is a proper face of
P; for every i € [1,k].

(2) A proper face F has dimension

k
dimF =k—1+) dimF,

=1
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(3) A face F of Py is standard if and only if F; is standard for all i € [1,k].

Proof. (Il) Let F' be a proper face of Py, and denote by Hp a supporting hyperplane
for F', i.e., a hyperplane such that F' = Pg N Hp and Py is contained in one of the
two halfspaces cut by Hp. Since ® is symmetric and spans E, the hyperplane Hr does
not contain the origin, hence Hr N E; is either empty, or a hyperplane in E;. Since
F,=FNE, =Pe NHrNE; = P; N (Hp NE;), it follows that F; is a proper (possibly
empty) face of P;. Since F' = Conv(F; U ---U Fy), the map in the statement is injective.
Conversely, for any choice of proper faces F, ..., Fj of Py, ..., Py, respectively, consider
the convex hull F of Fy U---UF}. Clearly, FNE; = F;, for every i € [1,k]. We need
to show that F'is a proper face of Pg. Indeed, since the supporting hyperplanes of the
F; do not contain the origin, there exist y; € E; such that (yi;,z) < 1 for all x € P;, and
F; ={x € P;i:(x,y;) = 1}, for every i € [1,k]. If we define y = y; + - - - + yx, we obtain
(y,x) < 1forall x € Py and (y,x) =1 if and only if z € F.

(2)) Since a face of a polytope is the convex hull of the vertices of the polytope that belong
to the face, F is the convex hull of FN®, and F; is the convex hull of FN®;. If F' is proper
and nonempty, then dim F' = dim(Span(F N®)) — 1 and dim F; = dim(Span(FN®;)) —1
The dimension formula follows by the preceding formulas (which hold also for the empty
face, since it has dimension —1 by definition).

[B) The set of vertices of F' is the union of the sets of vertices of the subfaces Fj.
Hence, the barycenter Sr of F'is a positive linear combination of the barycenters [r, of
the nonempty faces F;, and [ is dominant if and only if all these barycenters [r, are
®;-dominant. This implies the claim by Theorem O

Now let F' be standard. For i € [1, k], denote by 6; the highest root of ®;. For a € TI;,
define m,, by the condition 6, = Eaem mea, and set 0, = Oy/my. By Theorem B3]
Corollary B.7] and Proposition B.I0, for every nonempty F; = F N E;, there exists a
unique II;-extremal subset II;(F) of II; such that:

Fi={x e P;:(x,0,) =1forall a € II;(F)}.

We let

1
F) =y 2 o

a€ll; (F)

For F; = (), we set o;(F) = 0. Since (x,0,) < 1 for all a € II; and = € P;, we have
(3.10.1) (x,0,(F)) <1, forall z € P;, and F; = {x € P; : (z,0,(F)) = 1}.

The following result holds.
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Proposition 3.11. Let ® be a (possibly reducible) root system. If F' is a standard face
k

of Ps, then (;1:, > oi(F)) <1 for all x € Py and

F = {xqu): <IE,ZOZ'(F)> :1}.

Proof. Let x € Pg. From any expression of z as a convex linear combination of the roots
in ®, we easily obtain a subset J of [1, k] and nonzero elements x; € P;, for all i € J, such

that = is a strictly positive convex linear combination of such elements z;. By

k
above, (z;,0;(F)) <1 for all i € J, hence (;1:, > oi(F)) = (;1:, > ol-(F)> < 1. Moreover,

i=1 ieJ

(;1:, > ol-(F)) =1 if and only if (z;, 0;(F)) = 1 for all i € J, hence if and only if z; € F;
icJ

for all « € J: this is equivalent to = € F. O

In the following corollary, we isolate the special case of facets. The proof is a direct

application of the preceding results.

Corollary 3.12. Let ® be a (possibly reducible) root system and let F' be a facet of Peg.
Then F; # () and dim F; = dimE; — 1, for all i € [1,k].

In particular, F' is standard if and only F; is a standard facet of P;. In this case, for
all i € [1,k], the set TI;(F) is a singleton containing a I1;-extremal root o; € I1;, hence

0i(F') = 04, and the supporting hyperplane of F' is
{r €eE: (z,00, +---+0q,) =1}

Conversely, for each k-tuple (cv, ..., o) € Il x - -+ x Iy, such that oy is ﬁi-extremal for
all i € [1,k], the hyperplane

{r €eE: (2,00, + - +0q,)=1}
supports a standard facet of Py.

Corollary and Remark B.4] together imply that each standard face is a subface of
a standard facet. Hence, by Corollary 3.9, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 3.13. Let x be a dominant element in E. Then Conv(W -x) C Pg if and only
if
(x700ll +"'+Oak) < 17

for each k-tuple (o, . .., o) € Iy x - x I such that oy is IL;-extremal for all i € [1, k].
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4. ROOT SYSTEMS AND AFFINE SUBSPACES

In this section, we study the intersections of an irreducible root system with certain
affine subspaces.

Let ® be irreducible.

Given a subset S of IT and 5 € ®, with = > c,(f)a, we set

acll

Pgp = {fy = an(fy)oz € D:cy(y) =co(p) forall ae S},

Qsyp = {7 = an(y)a € & : Jk € Z with c,(7) = kco(B) for all a € S}.

Remark 4.1. Let § € ®. If & were reducible and ¥ were the irreducible component of
® containing 3, then @55 = Vg3 and Pg75 = Vg7 for all nonempty S. Thus, there is

no loss of generality in our assumption that ® be irrreducible.

Recall that 0 denotes the indivisible imaginary root of the affine root system o (see
Section [2).

Proposition 4.2. Let S CII and 8 € &+ with Supp(8) NS # .
(1) ®gzp is a root subsystem of .

(2) ®gp is an interval of the root poset, i.e. it has minimum and maximum and

contains every root in between. Moreover, both
{min®g} U(IINS) and {—maxPgss} U ((II\S)

are simple systems of ®gz5; in particular, min &gz and max Pg g have the same
length.

(3) Let ¥ = gz and choose {y} U (II\ S) as a set of simple roots of ¥, with either
v =min®Pgg or v = —maxgp. Then either

Psp ="y or Pgp=—Viy,,

respectively.

Proof. () The assertion is clear.

@) Let U = Span (11~ S) U{B +6}) and &y = dNU. Then Qg5+ 0 C Oy

Since Supp(/) NS is nonempty, Rd N U = {0}, hence the restriction of (-,-) to U
is positive definite and <T>U is a finite dimensional crystallographic root system, natu-
rally isomorphic to ®g7s through the natural projection £+ R§ — E. We can choose
(/ISU Nt as a positive system for </15U. The simple system determined by this choice is
(IT . S) U {y + 6}, for a certain v € ®g 5 with v < . Indeed, since all roots in $g5+

must be non-negative linear combination of the basis, v = min ®g .
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If we make the above construction with —3 + ¢ in place of 5+ §, we obtain, as a simple
system for @y, (IINS)U{—y+ 6}, with v = max ®g 3.

By definition of ®gg3, every root between min ®gz and max®gs in the root poset
belongs to ®g 4.

Finally, it is clear that, if (Il \ ) U {y + ¢} is a basis of Oy, then (IMINS)U{~}is a
basis of ®g74.

[B) The assertion follows by () and (2I). O

Remark 4.3. Proposition implies a representation theoretical result due to Kostant,
which is presented in [0, Section 2]. We briefly recall this result. Let g be a simple
Lie algebra with root system ®, and pp.s be the standard parabolic subalgebra of g
corresponding to II \. S. Then

Prs ::gH\S(gruH\Sw’€>n$\¢%H\SV

where g s is the semisimple subalgebra generated by the root spaces g, with a € II S,
Brws): is defined as {h € b : a(h) = 0, Va € I \ S} and is the center of the reductive

subalgebra gr. s ® b1 g+, and ng\ BII~S) = &P g,. The adjoint representation of
YEDTD(TINS)

g restricts to a representation of g s ®h . g)+ on the nilpotent summand n;f\ B(IT~5)" For

any € ®*,if 8 = > cqo, the action of b g)r on gz depends only on ) cqcr, hence,
acll a€esS
@ g,, which we denote by ng 55 18 a b1 g)L-isotypic component. Moreover, ng, , is
V€EPs,8
stable under the action of gr.s. Kostant’s results is that, whenever Supp(5) NS # 0,

the subrepresentation of gr.s on ngg, is irreducible. The whole set of weights of this
irreducible representation is ®g 3, hence its unique highest weight is the maximum of
®g 3. We show that the set of weights ®g 5 is partioned into one or two W (Il \ S)-orbits
according to Propositions 1Tl A12, and AT4 (see also Remark [£.9]).

We also note that, by a general result of representation theory (see [6, p. 204]), the set
of weights ®g 4 is contained in the convex hull of the orbit of the highest weight under
the action of the Weyl group of gr. g, hence

Conv(®g,3) = Conv(W(II \ S) - max Pg ).

Remark 4.4. Let a € IT and S = {a}. Then ®g7, = ¢ and {min $g,} U (II N 5) =1L
By Proposition .2 also {—max ®g,} U (II\ S) is a simple system of ®. When m,, = 1,
max g, = 6 and, since the affine simple root oy satisfies (g, z) = (=0, z) for all z € E,
we reobtain the following well-known fact:

the coefficient my, is equal to 1 if and only if the Dynkin diagram of 11 is equal to the
subdiagram ITU {ap} \ {a} of the extended Dynkin diagram of ®.

Recall that @, for each o € II, denotes the fundamental co-weight corresponding to

a, i.e. the element of E defined by the conditions (&, ) = 1 and (&4,a’) = 0 for
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o € T~ {a}. Let
A = Span(IT \ 9), so that At = Span(&, : a € S),
and denote by 74 and 7,1 the orthogonal projections from E onto A and A+, respectively.

Lemma 4.5. For all v € ®gp and w € W(II\S),

(1) mpr(y) = mar(B), hence ma(y) = v — mar(B),
(2) maow(y) =woma(y).

Proof. The equalities in (1) follow directly from the definitions. Equality (2) follows easily
from (1), since W{IT \. S) stabilizes A and fixes At pointwise. O

Given a subset T' of II, we say that v € E is T-dominant provided that (v,«) > 0 for
all @ € T. We note that, for all v € E, v is (Il \. §)-dominant if and only if 7 (v) belongs
to the fundamental chamber of the possibly reducible root system ®(II \ S).

Proposition 4.6. Let S C I and 8 € @, with Supp(8) NS # 0. Then
(1) max ®gp and —min ®g g are both (II \ S)-dominant;

(2) if ®g 5 contains some long roots, then max Pg 5 is the unique long (II\.S)-dominant

root; otherwise, max ®g 3 is the unique (short) (II \..S)-dominant root.

Proof. Assertion () is implicit in Proposition 4.2 (2]), and may also be seen directly since,
for each v € @, if (v, ) < 0 for some a € I[I . S, then v+ « € O.

Let us prove (2)). We first show that, for each v € ®g s, there exists a (II\ 5)-dominant
root of the same length as . The parabolic subgroup W (Il \. S) acts on the set of long
(short) roots in ®g5. By Lemma [A.5] the orthogonal projection m : E — A restricts
to a bijection from the W(II \ S)-orbit of v to the W(II . S)-orbit of ma(). Since
W(II \ S) - ma(7) contains a unique element belonging to the fundamental chamber of
O(II N 5), the orbit W(II \ S) - v contains a unique (II \ S)-dominant root.

Next, we prove that, if v is a (II \ S)-dominant root in ®g 5 other than max ®g 5, then
max ®g s is a long root and «y is short. Since 7 < max®gg, we have maxPgp — v €
N(IT \ S), and hence (max ®g3,7Y) > (v,7") = 2, since (o,7") > 0 for all @ € ITI . S.
This implies that max ®g 5 is long and + is short.

Hence, if ®g g contains either only long roots or both long and short roots, then max ®g 4
is the unique long (II \ S)-dominant root. Moreover, if max ®g g is short, then it is the

unique short (IT \ S)-dominant root in ®g s, and there is no long root in ®g 4. O

As a consequence, we obtain an algebraic combinatorial short proof of Oshima’s Lemma
(see [10]), which is case-free and independent of the representation theory of semisimple

complex Lie algebras (see [9]).

Corollary 4.7 (Oshima’s Lemma). Let S C IT and § € ®*, with Supp(8)NS # (0. Then
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(1) if ®s s contains a long (short) root, then it contains exactly one (II\.S)-dominant
long (short) root;
(2) W(II . S) is transitive on the set of long (short) roots in ®g 4.

Proof. Let us prove ([{l). By Proposition FL6(Z2), if g4 contains some long roots, then it
contains exactly one (II \ S)-dominant long root.

It remains to show that, if ®g s contains some short roots, then it contains exactly one
(IT . S)-dominant short root. We prove it by duality.

For a subset T of @, let TV = {a¥ : a € T'}. Let s be any short root in ®g 5. Then ~
is a short root in ®g 4 if and only if 4" is a long root in (I)gvﬂsv’ and ~ is (II\ .S)-dominant
root if and only if ¥ is (ITY \. S¥)-dominant. Hence, we are done.

Part (2)) is, in fact, equivalent to Part (II) since, as already noticed, Lemma .5 implies
that the orthogonal projection 74 : E — A restricts to a bijection from the W ({II\ S)-orbit
of each v € ®g 5 to the W (Il \ S)-orbit of ma (7). O

Remark 4.8. If &g 5 contains some short roots, then the unique short (II \ S)-dominant
root is also the unique maximal short root in ®g 4. Indeed, if v € ®g 4 is not (II N\ 5)-
dominant, for v € 1T\ S with (v, @) < 0, we have that s,(7) > 7, so 7 cannot be maximal

among the short roots.

Remark 4.9. In Remark [4.3, we have seen that max ®gg is the highest weight of an
irreducible representation of the semisimple Lie algebra associated to ®(IT \. S). Corol-
lary .7 shows that the action of W(II \ S) on the weights of this representation has one
orbit for each length of the roots ®g 3, hence at most two orbits. In particular, in the
simply laced case there is a single orbit action. By Proposition 4.6l there is a single orbit

action also when max ®g g is short.

In the rest of the section, we study when ®g 3 contains roots of one or two lengths.

Recall that the lacing number of ® is the maximal number of edges connecting two
vertices of the Dynkin diagram of ®, i.e. max{(«,)/(8,5) : a,f € ®}. As usual, in
simply laced root system, we consider all roots as long. The following result is an exercise

of Bourbaki’s [I]. We include a proof for completeness.

Lemma 4.10. [I, Exercise 20, Chapter VI, §1] Let v = >_
if and only if, for all short a in 11, the coefficient c, is a multiple of the lacing number of

.

actt Ca € ®. Then, vy is long

Proof. Let v be a long root. The coroot " satisfies

V—Q—fy: 2 Calt icoz: co0” <a’a)cav
T Z(%v)“ +Z(vv)“ 2 +Z(%7)“ ’

(’7, ,Y) a€clly a€cllg ’ a€clly a€clly

where I, and Il denote, respectively, the set of simple long and short roots. Now, for

all short root «a, the ratio (o, a)/(7y,7y) coincides with the inverse of the lacing number of
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®: since the coefficients of v must be integers, ¢, is a multiple of the lacing number, for
each short «a € II.

Conversely, let v = > _; d,« be a root such that d, is a multiple of the lacing number

a€cll
of ®, for all short a € II. We prove that v is long by contradiction. Suppose that it is

short. The coroot v satisfies

AV = 2y Z idaa—i— Z (’V—Q’V)daa = Z <Oé’04)da04v + Z d,aV.

(7:7) o (7,7) vl = (7,7) et

Since (a, a)/(7,7y) coincides with the lacing number of ® for each long root «, all coeffi-
cients of ¥ are multiples of the lacing number. This is a contradiction since a (co)root
cannot be a multiple of an element in the (co)root lattice, since any (co)root can be a

basis element of the (co)root lattice. O

A direct consequence of Lemma [£.10]is the following result.

Proposition 4.11. If all short simple roots belong to S, then all roots in g g share the
same length. O

Lemma (.10, together with Proposition 23], yields a further proof of the fact that,
if min ®g 4 is short, then all roots in ®g s are short (see Proposition A6([2). Indeed, by
Proposition .2(B) &g 4 consists of all the roots in ®gz4 that, with respect to the basis
(I S) U {min &gz}, have the min ®g s-coordinate equal to 1.

Similarly, we may obtain a criterion for ®g s to contain short roots in case min ®g s is

long.

Proposition 4.12. Let S N Supp(B) # 0.

(1) The set ®g 5 contains only short roots if and only if min ®g g is short.

(2) The set Ogp contains only long roots if and only if min ®g 5 is long and the con-
nected component of min®g 4z in the Dynkin diagram of (II N §) U {min ®gz}
contains only long simple roots.

(3) The set g contains both long and short roots if and only if min ®g 5 is long and
the connected component of min ®g 5 in the Dynkin diagram of (II.S)U{min ®g 4}

contains some short simple root.

Proof. Part (1) has already been proved.

Parts (2) and (3] follow from the following argument.

The roots in ®g s belong to the irreducible component of min ®g 4 in ®g75. Hence, if
all simple roots in such connected component are long, then all roots in ®g4 are long.
On the contrary, if such connected component contains some simple short root, then the
sum of all simple roots in such connected component is a root (it is a general well-known
fact that the sum of the simple roots of an irreducible root system is a root), belongs to

®5 5, and moreover, by Lemma .10, is a short root. O
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Lemma provides a necessary condition on 3 in order that ®g s contain some long
roots, namely, that for any short simple root o € S, the coefficient ¢,(5) should be a
multiple of the lacing number. In Proposition [4.14, we see that this is also a sufficient
condition, provided S N Supp(B) # 0. The proofs of Proposition .14 and its Lemma LT3
require the classification of the irreducible root systems.

We note that in case S N Supp(f) = 0, the above condition on § is trivially satisfied,
but ®g 5 is the root subsystem generated by II S, and hence, if S contains all long simple

roots, then ®g 3 only contains short roots.

Lemma 4.13. If p € ®* is a short root and satisfies Supp(p) = I, then there exists a
short simple root ~y such that p+~ € ®* and ¢, (1) is not a multiple of the lacing number.

Proof. We prove the assertion by a a case-by-case analysis. For each type, we list all short
roots pu satisfying Supp(u) = II and, for each such p, we provide a short simple root =y
with the required properties. The simple roots are denoted according to the Tables in [I].

If ® is of type By, then y = Zi‘:l a; and v = .

If @ is of type (Y, then u = Zf:_ll ; + QZZ; a; +og, with 1 < j <[, and v = a;_;.

If ® is of type Fy, then either p = a1 +as+asz+a4 and v = as, or 4 = a1 +as+2a3+ay
and v = ay, or it = a1 + 205 + 2a3 + a4 and 7 = ay, or u = a1 + 200 + 3ag + a4 and
Y = Qy, Or |t = oy + 209 + 3as + 2a4 and v = ag.

If & is of type Gy, then either © = a; + s, or p = 207 + a9, and, in both cases,
v = aj. U

Proposition 4.14. Let SN Supp(B) # 0. The set P45 contains long roots if and only if,

for every short root v in S, the coefficient c,(58) is a multiple of the lacing number.

Proof. Let v = > co(7)a be a long root in ®g 4. By Lemma .10 the coefficient ¢, ()
a€ll

is a multiple of the lacing number for every short root « in II and so, in particular, for
every short root o in S. By the definition of ®g 3, we have c,(8) = c,(7), for all a € S.
Conversely, suppose that ¢, () is a multiple of the lacing number for each short root
ain S. If B is long, then we are done. So we suppose that ® is not simply laced and [
is short. By symmetry, we may also suppose 5 € ®*. Let u, be a maximal root in the
set {p € ®gp : p is short and Supp(p) € Supp(B)}, which is not empty since it contains
B. It is well known that the support of a root is connected and hence ®(Supp(f)) is
a standard parabolic irreducible subsystem of ®. Thus, if Supp(f) contains only short
roots, then, by the classification of the irreducible root systems, Supp(f) is a simple root
system of type A. This is impossible since ¢, (5) > 1 for « € SNSupp(S). Hence, Supp(5)
is a simple system of an irreducible not simply laced root system. By applying Lemma
A13 with g, and Supp(/) in place of p and II, we find a short simple root v € Supp(53)

such that . + v is short and ¢, (p.) is not a multiple of the lacing number. In particular,
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v ¢ S and hence p, + v still belongs to ®g 3. By the maximality of s, the root u. + 7 is
long. O

5. ROOT SYSTEMS AND AFFINE HYPERPLANES

In this section, we analyse in more details the case of codimension 1 of the intersections
studied in Section [l
Let ® be an irreducible root system (see Remark [A.1]). Throughout this section, we fix a

simple root v € II. According to its coordinate ¢, (3), each root 5 = Y ¢, () lies in one
~vell
of the 2m,, + 1 parallel affine hyperplanes {z € E : (z,0,) = ¢}, with —m, < ¢y < my.

To lighten the notation, we set:

e b, =dN{zreck: (r,d,) =k}
e &,z =N {xr cE:kdivides (z,0,)}
e &, =PI\ {a})
o W, =W({I\{a})
® (i = max P, , for k € [1,m,] (see Proposition [4.2))
In the notation of Section @l @, = Pray,5 and @q 71 = Pray,zs, Where 3 = > ¢, (B)y is

eIl
any root with c,(5) = k. Moreover, ®, = @, Lo zr 2 Loz Whenever k divides &', and

D721 N Py zn = Pozr Where [ is the least common multiple of £ and h. For k = 1, we
have ®, 7 = ®.

Notice that, by Proposition [4.2](2), the ®, 4, with k # 0, provide a partition of @ \ @,
into intervals.

By Proposition and Corollary [1.7, we have the two following possibilities:

e if all roots in @, ; have the same length, then
(I)oz,k = Wa * Hayk,

e if &, contains both short and long roots, then p,x is long, the set {5 € O, :

(3 is short} has a maximum, denoted o, and
Do =Wa - piay U Wy 04
By the last formula in Remark [4.3] however, in both cases
(5.0.1) Conv(®, ) = Conv(Wy, - flak)-

Recall that the subset ®, 7, with & < m,, is a root subsystem of ®, by Proposi-
tion 2 (I]). For instance, if ® has type G2, then the root subsystem W, has type A,
Gy, Ay X Ay, or Ay depending on whether k£ has the value 0, 1, 2, or 3.
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Let A = Span(IT \ {a}). Forz € Eand X CE, we let T = my(7) and X = my(X).

(z,80a) ~

o 5oy War- In particular,

For all x € E, we have T = x —

- koo
=7 = == Wa,
T (B Ba)

for all v € @, .
Let v € ®, 1 be a root of the same length as ji, . The transitivity of W, on the long

roots in @, and (L.OJ) imply

(5.0.2) Conv(®, ;) = Conv(®, ;) = Conv(W, - 7).

Thus, since 7 is a weight of ®,, we have that Conv(®,y) is the weight polytope of 7,
relatively to ®, in the space A. Clearly, 7 = 0 if and only if v € A*.

Proposition 5.1. Fiza € Il and k € [1,m,]. Lety € @, be a root of the same length as
Lok Enumerate the irreducible components Uy, ..., VU, of ®, so that there exists h € [1,1]
satisfyingy £ W; for1 <i < handvy L W, forh <i <t. Then ®,; C Span(¥;U---UV})
and

dim(Conv(®, 1)) = dim(Conv(®az)) = rk(Uy U--- U Ty,).

Proof. The first equality follows from the fact that Conv(®,, ) belongs to the affine hyper-

plane A + © kw )cf)a, and the restriction of w4 to this affine hyperplane is the translation
k ~
by ~ T Ya-

Since v L U, for h < i <, we have W, - v C Span(¥, U---U ¥y) ++. By (5.0.2), in
order to prove the second equality, it suffices to prove that, for all 5 € IIN (¥ U---UWy),
there exist v1,v2 € W, - v such that v; — v, = ¢, for some ¢ # 0.

Let 8 € IIN ¥, for some i € [1,h]. Since v L W;, there exist [ (possibly I = 1) and a
path (f1,..., /) in the Dynkin diagram of ¥, such that 8, = 8, Bs L v for s € [1,1 — 1],
and 5, L v. Hence, for all j € [1,1— 1],

sg; - S5, (V) = 6B+ +abi+y

for certain nonzero real ¢;, ..., ¢;. We can take the elements sg, ... sg,(7) and sg, ... s3(7)

as y; and 79, respectively. O
We state the following lemma for later reference.
Lemma 5.2. Let o € I. The roots a and pn 1 have the same length (the maximal length).

Proof. The equality of the lengths follows from Proposition 4.2} (2), since o = min &, ;.
The length is maximal by Proposition 1.0 (2]). O

As a direct consequence of Proposition 5.1l and Lemma [5.2] we obtain the following

result.
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Corollary 5.3. Let a € 11 and let W be any irreducible component of ®,. Let k € [1,m,]
and denote by ®q 1, the set of roots of @ of the same length as fia .

(1) For every v,~' € CI;;;, we have v L U if and only if v L W.
(2) For every v € CI;;Z, we have

7L
In particular, dim(Conv(®,)) = rk(®) — 1.

Proof. () The proof is straightforward from Proposition G511

(2) Being @ irreducible, a £ W. Since « belongs to ®,; and has the same length as
faq by Lemma (5.2, v £ VU follows by ({). The assertion on the dimension follows by
Proposition G511 O

6. PROJECTIONS

Let ® be an irreducible root system. Fix an arbitrary simple root a € II. In this
section, we study the inclusion of the projected polytopes Conv(®, ) = Conv(®, ) in
the root polytope Py, = Conv(®P,) and, more generally, the scale factors r for which

Conv(®, ) C - Po,.

Lemma 6.1. Let k € [1,m,] and r € R.

(1) The inclusion Conv(®yi) C 1 - Po, holds if and only if i € r - Ps, for some
€ Dk of mazimal length in P .
(2) We have @, C - Po, if and only if @, _ C - Py, .

Proof. (1) By Remark [£3] Proposition and Corollary .7, the set of vertices of

Conv(®, 1) is the set of all elements of maximal length in ®,;, and this set is a sin-

gle W,-orbit. Since W, and the projection 7w, commute by Lemma [4.5] and since ®, is

W,-stable, if a single vertex of Conv(®, ) belongs to r - Ps,, then all vertices do. The
claim follows.

(2) We have @, = —®, x, hence @, = — (P, ), so the claim holds since =@, = P,

O

By Lemmal[6.11 (Tl), we obtain a simple criterion for checking the inclusion of Conv(®, ;)
in the dilations of Py, .

Proposition 6.2. Let r € R. We have Conv(®,1) C 1 - Ps, if and only if & € r - Po,,.

Proof. By Lemma [5.2] the root o has maximal length in @, ;. The assertion follows by
Lemma [6.], (). O

Remark 6.3. Let 1 < k < m,, v = min®, 4, and ¥ = &, z,.. By Proposition A2/
and (3), the roots {7y} UII \ {a} form a simple system for the root subsystem ¥ and

(I)a,O = \I/,y’(), while (I)oz,k = \I/%l.
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The root system W may be reducible; however

r¥.,1 C Conv(V, ) =Py, ifandonlyif ¥, C Conv(V ;) = Py,
where U* denotes the component of ~ in W.

Recall that, for each ¢ € II, we denote by w. the fundamental weight corresponding
to e, i.e. the element of E defined by the conditions (w.,e¥) = 1 and (w,,€"") = 0 for
e’ € Il < {e}. Note that, for ¢ € I \ {a}, the projection @, is the fundamental weight
corresponding to € in the subsystem ®,. We let N|a] denote the set {¢ € II \ {a} :
e [ a} of the neighbours of « in the Dynkin diagram of ®. By the following result, @
is a negative linear combination of the fundamental weights associated with N[a] in the

standard parabolic subsystem ®,,.

Proposition 6.4. The projection & satisfies

a= Z (a,e) w..
eEN|a]
Proof. The set {w. : ¢ € II \ {«a}} is the dual basis of (II \ {a})" in the hyperplane A.

Hence, > (a,e")w. has the same scalar products as o with the basis (IT \ {a})Y of A.
eEN|a]
This implies ) (a,e¥)w. =a. O
eEN|a]
Remark 6.5. If « is a leaf in the Dynkin diagram, the sum in Proposition consists
of merely one addend, say («,e")@.. Moreover, in such cases, the coefficient (a,e") is

always equal to —1 (and hence « projects to —w.) except:

e in C,, when a = «,,, and in this case a,, = —2w,,_1,

e in Gy, when o = an, and in this case ay = —3w;.

Also notice that N[a] consists of at most three elements, hence >  («,e")w. consists of
eEN|q]
at most three summands. When £ = 1, we have o = min @, and ®, 7, = . For k > 1,

by Proposition 2], &, 7 is a root system with simple system {min ®,, , } UL\ {a}, hence
also the projection min @, can be written as a linear combination of three or less elements
in {w. : ¢ € I\ {a}}. In fact, by a direct check, we see that, if k& > 1, then min ®,
can be written as a linear combination of two or less elements in {w. : ¢ € II \ {a}}.
Otherwise, II and {min®, ;} U Il \ {a} would be two non isomorphic simple systems
that produce isomorphic root subsystem after removing their trivalent vertex. This is

impossible.

7. ON A PROBLEM BY HOPKINS AND POSTNIKOV

In this section, we use the results in the preceding sections to tackle a problem by

Hopkins and Postnikov.
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In [8], Hopkins and Postnikov find certain applications of the root polytope of an irre-
ducible root system ®. In particular, they need the following lemma concerning dilations

of projections of the root polytope (see [§, Lemma 2.10]).

Lemma 7.1 (Hopkins-Postnikov). Let U be a nonzero subspace of E spanned by a subset
of ®. Let ®y be the root subsystem ® NU of ®. Then there exists some r € R, with
1 <r <2, such that the projection on U of the root polytope Py of ® is contained in the
dilation r - Pg,, of the root polytope of ®yr.

Hopkins and Postnikov prove Lemma [Z.1l by using Theorem in a case-by-case check,
and ask for a uniform proof that does not require the classification of root systems. In
this section, we give a shorter proof, which unfortunately, in its last part, requires the

classification (see Remark [Z.6]). Towards this goal, consider the following lemma.

Lemma 7.2. There exists some positive real number r, with r < 2, such that
aer- Pcpa,

for all a € 11.
Lemma [7.2] is in fact equivalent to Lemma [7.1l

Proposition 7.3. Lemma [71] holds true for all root systems if and only if Lemma

holds true for all root systems.

Proof. Clearly, Lemma [ZT] implies Lemma

Conversely, suppose that Lemma holds true for all root systems. Let us prove
Lemma [7.1]

As explained in [8, Appendix A], we may reduce to the case when U is a maximal
standard parabolic subspace, i.e., U is the hyperplane generated by a codimension 1
standard parabolic subsystem of ®. Hence the proof of Lemma [Tl amounts to show that
there exists some r € R, with 1 <r < 2, such that, for all « € II,

Dor C1-Po,

for all & € [1,m,]. Furthermore, Remark implies that it suffices to show that there
exists some r € R, with 1 < r < 2, such that, for all a € II,

(I)oc,l Q T- P@ o
Hence, the result follows by Proposition O

For each € € N|a/], let ®° be the component of € in @, and II* = [IN®°. Note that, since
® is irreducible, for € varying in Na], the ®¢ exhaust the components of ®,. Moreover,
they are distinct and at most 3. Also, let 6° be the highest root of ®¢ and, for all n € II¢,

let m,, be defined by the condition 6° = 3 . m,n, and let o, = &, /m,.
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Proposition 7.4. Let ® be irreducible and o € II.
\Y%
min{r : &, Cr-Pg,} =min{r:acr -Pg,} = Z —(a,e")ce
eEN|q]
where

c. = max{(w.,0,) 10 is a [I° -extremal root in ¢},

Proof. The first equality follows by Proposition [6.21 Let us prove the second equality.
Since Py, = —Ps,, we have @ € r- Pg,, if and only if —a € r-Pg,. By Proposition [6.4]
—a= > —(a)w.,
€EN|q]
is dominant relatively to ®, and hence, in order to check its inclusion in 7 - Pg_, we

may use Corollary B.I3l If we number the elements in N|a], say N[a] = {e1,...,ex}, by
Corollary B.13] we obtain:

min{r: ®,, Cr-Po,} = max{(—a,o, +--+0,)}
= max{—(a,e)(@,0p) =+ = (@, ;) ([@e,, 05}
where the maximum is taken over all k-tuples (1y,...,n) € II¥t x - -+ x II°* such that »;
is II%-extremal. Hence, the assertion follows. O
Note that (a, ") = —1 except when («, ) > (g, ¢), in which case (a, ") = —(a, ) /(e, €).

In order to prove Lemma [[2] we show > —(a,e")c. < 2, by using the classification
€EN|q]
of root systems.

Let @ be of type X,,, with the simple roots {a, ..., ,} numbered according to the
Tables in [1]. Let
¢i[Xy] = max{(w;, 0;) : a; is [-extremal}.
By definition, (w;,0;) = (w;,@;)/m;. Furthermore, (w;,;), for j € [1,n], are the coordi-
nates of w; with respect to {aq,...,a,}, and thus are explicit in the tables of [I]. Notice
also that ((w;, cTJj))m. is the inverse of the Cartan matrix ((oy, a}/))i7j.
For X = A, all simple roots are Il-extremal and all m; are 1, and hence ¢;[A,] =

1r£1ax{(wz,wj)}. In all other cases, the Il-extremal simple roots are very few. In the
<j<

following lemma, we list the values of ¢;[X,,] needed in the proof of Lemma [T.2 (¢;[A,] is
actually needed only for : = 1,2, 3).

Lemma 7.5. The following equalities hold:

o ¢;[A) ) =in+1—19)/(n+1),
o c1[By] = a[Dy] =1,

o ¢[C,] =1/2,

® ¢;[Bn] = ca[Dn] = n/4,

e ¢,[C,] =n/2,
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o co[Eg] = 4/3,
® C7[E7] = 3/2 [

Proof of Lemma[7.3 Let a € II and let

(7.5.1) To = Z —(av,e¥)ee

By Proposition [[4] it suffices to prove r, < 2. The proof consists in a case-by-case
computation.

Henceforward, {ay,...,a,} is the simple system of ® with the numbering of [I], and
a = q; for some i € [1,n].

Let ® =2 A,. Then &, = A;_; x A,_;, where we intend Ag as the empty component.
For each ¢ € N|a], we can view @, as the first fundamental weight for the component of
e in ®,, hence r, = c1[A; 1] + c1[A, ).

Let ® = X,,, with X = B, C,D. Reasoning as in case A,,, when either X = B, C and
i€[l,n—=2],or X=Dand i € [1,n — 4], we find

To = c1[Ai—1] + 1 [Xin—i].

For X =B,C and : = n — 1, we have

2 if X =8B,
ro = C1[An_2] + te1[A1]  where =
1 if X=C.
For X = B, C and ¢ = n, we have
1 if X =B,
ro =tci[A,_1]  where t=
2 ifX=C.
For X = D, we have:
C1 [An—4] + ¢ [Ag] ifi=n-— 3,

To = alAn ] +aA] +alA] ifi=n-—2

oAy 1] ifi=n-—1,n.

Substituting the values of ¢;[X] listed in Lemma [T we find r, < 2 in all cases.
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It ®~E, (n=6,78), then

(

Cn1[Dnq] < 2 ifi=1,
c3[Anoq] < 2 if i =2,
A+ A < & if i = 3,
. A+ afAs] + A4 <2 ifi=4,
elAd + A5 < B if i =5,
cs[Ds) + c1[A,—g] < 22 if i = 6,
c6[Bs) + c1[An7] < 2 if i =7<n,
L cr[Br] = 3 if i =8 =n.
If =2 F,, then
(¢3]Cy) = 2 ifi=1,
a4 2] =2 ifi=2,
A PN AjJ=1 ifi=3,
[ c3[Bs] =2 ifi=4
If ® = Gs, then
- alAl] =1 ifi=1,

3ci[A] =2 ifi=2.

2

U

Remark 7.6. In [§], Hopkins and Postnikov show, by a uniform argument, that Lemmal[7.T]
can be reduced to check that, for each a € II and each k € [1,m,], the projections of
the (one or two) ®,-dominant roots belonging ®,  fall inside 2 - 78%. This final check
is done case-by-case. Here, our case-by-case analysis amounts to just one check for each

a € 11, i.e. that the uniform expression >  —(«,e")c. of Proposition [I4 specialises to
€EN|q]
a number smaller than 2.

8. ENUMERATIVE FORMULAS

In this section, we use the results in the previous sections to give some enumerative
results.

For each subset X of II, we use the shorthand notation Wx for W(II \ X). Let a € II,
Wao = Wiy, A = Span(Il \ {a}), ma be the projection on A, and, for v € E, T = ms(x).
We recall that N]a] denote the set {e € II \ {a} : 8 L a} of the neighbours of « in the
Dynkin diagram of II. We also set

N[a] = N[a] U {a}.

Then N (o) is the set of all simple roots that are not orthogonal to «.
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Lemma 8.1. Let ® be an irreducible root system and o € 1I. The number of the roots in
®.1 having the same length as « is
Wl

Proof. By Corollary [4.7], the parabolic subgroup W, acts transitively both on the set long
roots of @, ; and on the set short roots of @, ;.

Recall the well known fact that the stabilizer in a Weyl group W of a vector v € C
is the standard parabolic subgroup generated by the reflections through the simple roots
orthogonal to v. By Proposition [6.4] @ is a negative linear combination of the weigths
of @, corresponding to the simple roots in N|[a]. Hence, the stabilizer in W, of @, and

hence of «, is the parabolic subgroup Wﬁ[a]' The assertion follows. U
The proof of the following result uses the classification of root systems.

Proposition 8.2. Let ® be a classical irreducible root system and o € Il be a leaf in the
Dynkin diagram. Then, the number of the roots in ®* ~ ®, having the same length as «

1S
Wl
‘Wﬁ(a)‘

Proof. If m, = 1, we have &+ \ &, = &, and we conclude by Lemma Bl For the
classical types, this happens exactly when the leaf o is long. If « is short, we obtain the
claim by duality, since W({SY) = W(S), for each S C ®*, and the coroots corresponding
to the short roots in ®* whose supports contain « are exactly the long roots in (®Y)*

whose supports contain a". U

It is well known that the number of roots in the irreducible root system ® equals the
product of the rank of ® times its Coxeter number (Kostant formula). Let hg be the

Coxeter number of ®. The following result is straightforward by Proposition

Corollary 8.3. Let ® be a root system of type A,, or D,,. If a € Il is a leaf of the Dynkin
diagram of ®, then

=

[Wal
h¢n—h¢a(n—1):2 .

Let ® be an irreducible root system and let {1, 9, ..., .} be the set of all simple roots
of a fixed length ¢, ordered in such a way that ®(II \ {e1,...,&;}) is irreducible for each
€ [1,r]. Such an ordering exists, is unique in the multiple laced case, and is not unique

in the simply laced case. For each i € [1,r], let also

N9 =1~ {g:j<i}, WO=w@m®,
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(so MW =TII). By definition, ¢; is a leaf of the Dinkyn diagram of 1), for i € [1,7]: we
denote by &} the unique root in II) such that
Nl[e] N1 = {e;, '}
Adapting the previous notation, let

WO = WO {e}), W, = WO {ei, 2.

€€,

Corollary 8.4. Let ® be a classical oot system, ®;F be the set of all positive roots of
length t in ®, and {e1,¢€9,...,&,} be the set of all simple roots of length t, ordered in such
a way that (11~ {e1,...,&;}) is irreducible for each i € [1,r]. Then

|| = Z ‘Wa'

Proof. By definition, IT*+1 =TI < {¢;}, hence, by Proposition B2, [W.| / |WE(;)€,| is the
number of positive roots of length ¢ in ®(I1®) \ (1), The claim follows directly,

since the roots of length ¢ are contained in ® ~. ®(I1("). O
T (1)

Remark 8.5. Corollary B.4] implies, in particular, that the number > ‘IW ‘ does not
i=1 el

depend on the particular ordering of {ei,...,¢,}, provided that each ¢; is a Teaf of the

Dynkin diagram of II N\ {e; : j < i}. This is trivial when the vertices of the Dynkin
diagram have degree at most two. It is not trivial for type D. For type E, it is false.
Indeed, consider type Eg. If the sequence starts with the leaf (denoted ay in [I]) adjacent

to the trivalent root, then

[W[As]| . .
= + (number of positive roots in As) = 35,
; |W WAs]| x [WAs]
where W[X,,] is the Weyl group of the root system of type X,,. On the other hand, if the

sequence starts with another leaf, then

“wE WD
ZZ; | 6(;)5'| = ||W%Aj: + (number of positive roots in Dj) = 36.
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