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Abstract. We give formulas for the number of transitive reflection factorizations of a
parabolic quasi-Coxeter element in a Weyl group or complex reflection group, gener-
alizing the Hurwitz formulas for the symmetric group.
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1 Introduction

In the late 19th century, Hurwitz (an early disciple of Riemann surface theory) was the
tirst to recognize that the structure of Riemann surfaces with finitely many branch points
is intrinsically combinatorial. In particular, he showed in [12] that they are determined
via (classes of) factorizations of the identity in the symmetric group &,. In the same
work [12, § 7], he gave a complete analysis for the case of genus-0 surfaces with all but
one branch points being simple. In combinatorial terms, these correspond to minimum-
length transitive factorizations 7 - - - T, = ¢ of a given element ¢ in &, in transpositions
7;, with transitivity referring to the natural action of the group (7;)%_; on the set [n] :=
{1,...,n}. If A = (Ay,---,Ac) is the cycle structure of ¢, in which case it is easy to
see that k = n + ¢ — 2, Hurwitz’s celebrated formula for the number Hy(A) of such
factorizations has a beautiful product structure

c Af\i
Hoy(A) = (n+c—2)!-n°3. [ (Az—il)' (1.1)

In particular, for factorizations of the identity, this gives Hy(1") = (2n —2)!- n" 3. These
(single) Hurwitz numbers of genus 0 also count certain connected planar graphs embedded
in the sphere (planar maps; see, e.g., [16]).

In the 1980s, work of Stanley [19] and Jackson [13] rekindled the interest in the enu-
meration of factorizations in &, even if, at the time, they were unaware of the topological
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context. In a different vein, the next few decades saw the emergence of Coxeter com-
binatorics; one of its main breakthroughs was the realization that theorems about &,
are often shadows of more general results that hold for all reflection groups W. In our
context of factorizations, this means replacing transpositions with reflections 7; € W.

The intersection of these two areas has witnessed a lot of research activity recently
[4, 5, 17], especially for factorizations of Coxeter elements c € W, generalizing the long
cycle case A = (n). In general, however, analogs of (1.1) have been hard to find, not least
because it is unclear how to define transitivity in reflection groups. In &,, transitivity
corresponds to the connectedness of the map or Riemann surface, both of which have
no analogs for W.

An equivalent way to interpret this notion of transitivity is to require that the factor-
ization cannot be realized in any proper Young subgroup of &,. This approach is valid
for arbitrary reflection groups W, where we will thus say that 71 - - - 7, = g is a transitive
reflection factorization of an element g € W, if the T; are reflections and they generate the
whole group W. We are particularly interested in the “genus-0" case, where the number
k of terms is minimum for the element g. We call this number k the transitive reflection
length of ¢ and denote it by (%(g) (leaving the symbol ¢g(g) to stand for the usual re-
flection length of g, which does not require transitivity of the factorization). We write
Fi(g) for the number of such minimum length transitive reflection factorizations of g.

In this work we establish (essentially) uniform formulas for these counts Fij(g),
which then might be called W-Hurwitz numbers. They generalize the previously men-
tioned Hurwitz formulas to any Weyl group W (see also § 4 for the complex case) and
any parabolic quasi-Coxeter element ¢ € W (this is a wide class of elements which for
example contains all g € &,). Partial results for the “higher genus” case appear in § 5.

There are many combinatorial approaches to the proof and interpretation of the Hur-
witz formulas (e.g., [3, 11]). In particular, Duchi-Poulalhon-Schaeffer [7] give a bijective
proof where the term 772 in (1.1) roughly counts certain trees on the c-many cycles of
g € 6;. Our main Theorem 1.1 indicates that something similar happens for all reflec-
tion groups W. Those trees are replaced by the collection RGS(W) of (length-n) reflection
generating sets of W, and a relative version RGS(W, g) (see § 2). For the special case that
g =1id € W, Thm. 1.1 for instance implies the formula

1

Fiy(id) = (2n)! - |RGS(W)] - Wy’

(1.2)
where n = rank(W) and I(W) is the connection index of the Weyl group W. Indeed,
for &, the collection RGS(&,,) corresponds precisely to the n"~2 trees on [n] and since
I(&,) = n, this gives a direct generalization of the Hurwitz number Hy(1") of (1.1).
Among elements g € W, the parabolic quasi-Coxeter ones have a unique decompo-
sition § = g1 - g2 - - gm that generalizes the cycle-type decomposition of permutations
and where each g; is a quasi-Coxeter element of some irreducible parabolic subgroup of
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W (see § 2). We write Fred( i) for the number of reduced (i.e., of minimum length, and
thereby not transitive unless (g (g;) = n) reflection factorizations of g;. These quantities
are analogs of the numbers /\?i_2 in 6, and are described in § 2; they are all given by
product formulas. With these notations, our main theorem is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. For a Weyl group W, and any parabolic quasi-Coxeter element g € W with
decomposition § = g1- g2 -+ gm, the number Flf(g) of minimum-length transitive reflection
factorizations of g is given by the formula

m rred( ..
Fi(s) = (R(5)1- IRGSOY, ) - oy [T, 13

where (%(g) is the transitive reflection length of g, Wy is the smallest parabolic subgroup con-
taining g, and I(W) and F'*¥(g;) are as above.

The result for reducible groups follows easily from the case of irreducible groups
that we prove in Section 3. In Section 4 we generalize (conjecturally unless g = id) Theo-
rem 1.1 to all well-generated complex reflection groups. The appearance of the quantity
|IRGS(W, g)| in the formula (1.3) seems very reasonable, but it cannot be explained on
a purely naive basis. In particular, the number of subsets of the terms in a minimum-
length transitive reflection factorization of g that belong to RGS(W, g) is not constant,
already in &, and for the identity g = id.

2 Quasi-Coxeter elements and reflection generating sets

In this abstract, we present Thm. 1.1 in the level of generality of Weyl groups (even
though it can be further extended, see § 4). These are finite subgroups W of GL(IR"),
generated by euclidean reflections, that further admit the W-equivariant, essential, root
lattice Q and coroot lattice O (see the classical reference [14]). They have an assortment
of related objects; in particular, roots « € Q and coroots & € Q, and a weight lattice P
defined as the dual lattice to Q. There is an inclusion Q@ C P and the index I (W) :=
[P : Q] is an important invariant of W, known as its connection index; it agrees with the
determinant of the Cartan matrix [(a;, ;)] i for a set of simple roots {«;}. Weyl groups
are classified in three infinite families &,,1 = A;,, By, D, where n is the rank of the
group, and five exceptional cases Eg, E7, Eg, F4, and Gy. The corresponding connection
indices are n + 1,2, 4 for the infinite families and 3,2,1,1, 1 for the exceptional groups.
Our main Theorem 1.1 extends the Hurwitz formulas (1.1) to the collection of parabolic

quasi-Coxeter classes in Weyl groups W. To define those, recall first that a standard
parabolic subgroup W of W is any subgroup generated by a subset {s;};c; of the sim-
ple generators of W and that any subgroup conjugate to some Wy is simply called a
parabolic subgroup of W. An element ¢ € W is then called parabolic quasi-Coxeter if it
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has a minimum-length reflection factorization g = 1 - - - £, (,) whose terms {t;} generate
a parabolic subgroup of W, and it is called quasi-Coxeter if they generate all of W. To
justify the name, notice that Coxeter elements (products of the simple generators {s;} in
any order, and their conjugates) are always quasi-Coxeter. Similarly, parabolic Coxeter
elements are parabolic quasi-Coxeter. To see finally that Theorem 1.1 fully generalizes
the Hurwitz formulas, notice that in &, all reflection subgroups are parabolic, therefore
all elements are parabolic quasi-Coxeter elements.

Quasi-Coxeter elements were introduced by Voigt [21] and rediscovered and gener-
alized to the parabolic case by Baumeister et al. [1]. Both works considered the Hurwitz
action on reduced (i.e., minimum-length) reflection factorizations of elements ¢ € W and
showed that it is transitive if and only if g is parabolic quasi-Coxeter. The sizes of these
Hurwitz orbits, equivalently the numbers F*4(g) of reduced reflection factorizations of
g, were computed by Kluitmann and Voigt [15], independently by Stump (private com-
munication); below we give them only for the infinite families. It was observed that they
all factor as products of small primes and a uniform formula for them has been proposed
by the first author [6]. In the groups &, and B, the only quasi-Coxeter classes are the
Coxeter ones, but in D, we have | 7] classes denoted by Dy, which contain Coxeter
elements of the By x B,_j reflection subgroups of B, (viewing D, as a subgroup of Bj).

H Sn ‘B”‘ Dk,nfk

2-(n—1)- <Z:f) K5 (n— )k

Table 1: Enumeration of reduced reflection factorizations for quasi-Coxeter elements.

n—2 n

n n

Fred (g)

For any element g of W, we write We for its parabolic closure, i.e., the smallest parabolic
subgroup that contains it. The group W, can be written as a product Wy = Wy x - - - x Wy,
of irreducible components. Gobet [9] defined a generalization of the cycle-decomposition
of permutations and showed that parabolic quasi-Coxeter elements have a unique such
decomposition ¢ = g1 - g2 - - gm Where each g; is quasi-Coxeter for W;. The number
Fred(¢) of reduced reflection factorizations of ¢ will be a product of the F%(g;) and a
multinomial coefficient, thus also a product of small primes.

For a Weyl group W of rank n, we will call any set of n reflections that generate
W, a reflection generating set of W and we will write RGS(W) for the collection of such
sets. Every reduced reflection factorization of a parabolic quasi-Coxeter element g can be
minimally extended to a reflection generating set of W [1, Prop. 6.2], which then allows
for a relative version of this notion. For each such g, we define the collection RGS(W, g)
of relative reflection generating sets for g as (R stands for the set of reflections of W)

RGS(W,g) := {s C R:|S| =n— lg(g) such that (S, T,) = w}, 2.1)
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where T is any set of reflections that make up a reduced reflection factorization of g.

Genus-1 Hurwitz numbers

Formula (1.1) is for the (single) Hurwitz numbers of genus 0. In general, the genus-g
Hurwitz numbers Hg(A) count transitive factorizations 7; - - - T of a given element ¢ in
S, of cycle type A into k = n + ¢ 4 2¢g — 2 transpositions 7;. In addition to the product
formula for Hy(A), the genus-1 numbers H;(A) have a closed formula that we will use
in the proof of our main theorem. Let ¢; denote the ith elementary symmetric function.

Lemma 2.1 (Goulden-Jackson [10]). For A = (Aq,..., A¢),

¢ )LM

Hi(A) = i(ﬂ +¢)! (H ()\l—il)') (nc — el iz(l _ 2)!Tlc_i€i(/\)> .

i=1

In particular Hy(1") = % (2n)!(n™ —n"~ 1 = Y7, (M) (i —2)In" 7).

i

3 Main results

In order to enumerate minimum-length reflection factorizations, it is necessary first to
understand the length at which these factorizations occur. Our first result gives a for-
mula for the transitive reflection length of parabolic quasi-Coxeter elements.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that w is a parabolic quasi-Coxeter element in a Weyl group W of
rank n. Then the transitive reflection length of w is given by the formula

0 (w) = 2n — fr(w) = n + dim fix(w).

Proof. Fix any element w of a Weyl group W and any transitive reflection factorization
of w of minimum length, and let ¢/ = (r(w) be the reflection length of w. We have by
[18, Cor. 1.4] that there is another transitive factorization

-1 -1
W=T1-Tg Top1 Ty Tovk Tyik (3.1)

of the same length (% (w) = ¢+ 2k. The factors rq,- - -, 74, in this second factorization
must also generate W, so £ + k > n. Therefore

B (w) =042k =20 +k)— 0 >2n— lg(w).
R

On the other hand, since w is parabolic quasi-Coxeter, we have by [1, Prop. 6.2] that
there is some length-¢ reflection factorization w = rq---7, of w that can be extended
to a length-n factorization w’ = ry---rp-ry11-- -1, of some element w’ in which the
factors generate the group W. Then w = ry---rp- 7441 - 74:31 -1y -1y is a reflection
factorization of w of length ¢ +2(n — ¢) = 2n — {g(w) whose factors generate W, and
consequently (% (w) < 2n — (g (w). O
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We prove now our Theorem 1.1, enumerating transitive reflection factorizations of
parabolic quasi-Coxeter elements in Weyl groups. We split the proof into two parts: we
tirst handle the classical types A;, By, and D;, and then separately the exceptional types.
We sketch the proof in types A, and D;; the proof of type B, is similar.

Sketch of proof of Theorem 1.1 in classical types

Type A: As we have mentioned before, in type A all elements are parabolic quasi-
Coxeter. We start with some ¢ € &, of cycle type A = (Aq,---,Ac) and we first look at
the right side of (1.3). By Prop. 3.1, we have that (%f(g) = n + ¢ — 2. The set RGS5(G,, )
can be described via trees on the c-many cycles of g: after adding a reduced factorization
of g to a relative generating set, the total set of transpositions will give a tree on [1]. Since

there are A; - A; possible edges between the ith and jth cycles, each tree on [c] appears

with total multiplicity [T5_, A des(Ti)

1

. Now the weighted Cayley theorem implies that

IRGS(&,,8)| = ), H/\?eg(Ti) =M Ae- (M A) T2 = (M) -2

T a tree on [c] i=1

Moreover, the parabolic subgroup corresponding to g is just a Young subgroup of type
Sy = 6), X --- x 6,_, which means that its connection index is I(&,) = A1---Ac.
Finally, we have []F™d(g;) = [T5, A?iiz corresponding to minimum-length reflection
factorizations of the cycles g; of ¢. Multiplying all these quantities together gives exactly
the expression of formula (1.1) for Hy(A), which is by definition the left side of (1.3).

Type D: We represent the elements in D, as signed permutations acting on +i, i =
1,...,n. Any element g in D, is a product of disjoint cycles. Such cycles are positive or
negative depending on if the number of sign changes in the cycle is even or odd. Given
an element g in Dy, the projection 77(g) in &, is the permutation obtained by removing
the signs from the entries. Following Zaslavsky [22], one may think of sets of reflections
in type D as the edges of a signed graph.

The group D, has two types of parabolic subgroups: those of the form &, for A - n,
and those of the form Dy x &, for A - n — k. The parabolic quasi-Coxeter elements for
the first type have all cycles positive, while those of the second type have exactly two
negative cycles. We consider the second case first.

Suppose that ¢ has two negative cycles and ¢ — 2 positive cycles, and the two negative
cycles have sizes ki, ky (with k1 + k, = k). We have in this case that /g(g) = n—c+2
and therefore (%(g) = n+ ¢ — 2, which is also the length of a shortest transitive &,-
factorization of the projection 77(g). It follows that the projection into &, of a shortest
transitive factorization of ¢ produces a shortest transitive factorization of 71(g). Fix a
subset of factors in such a factorization that form a spanning tree on [n]. It is not
difficult to see that we may choose the signs on the other ¢ — 1 factors independently,
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and the signs on the n — 1 fixed edges will be uniquely determined by the choices and the
requirement to be a factorization of g. It follows immediately in this case that the left side

ki k Aj

of (1.3)isequal to 21 - Hy(A + k1 + ko) =271 (n+c—2)1-n3. (kl_ﬁl)lll((i_l)! IT (A;\il)!.

Still considering the same element ¢ with two negative cycles, we move to the right
side of (1.3). A relative generating set of reflections for such an element ¢ must induce a
connected graph when taken together with a shortest reflection factorization of g. Taking
the contraction of such a graph with respect to the factors in the shortest factorization,
we see that the factors in the relative generating set form a tree whose ¢ — 1 vertices
are the c — 2 positive cycles of ¢ and a single vertex for the two negative cycles, where
an edge connected to a vertex C has |C| choices of endpoint in that cycle. Thus, taking
account of sign, we have [RGS(Dy, &) = 22 L 4 tree on [c—1] [17 Afeg(l) - kdeg(e=1) | By
the weighted Cayley theorem, this simplifies to

2% (M A+ R T k[l =22 0k A
i i

I(W, ATL A o . 1)1 -
1(( Wg)) — 11 . Finally, since there are kall Kk

shortest factorizations of a quasi-Coxeter element in Dy whose cycles have lengths k;
and k, (see Table 1), we have []F™d(g;) = Z%k?k? T2 A?iiz. Plugging
these factors in to the right side of (1.3) gives exactly the value F};(w) computed in the
previous paragraph.

Finally, suppose that ¢ has ¢ cycles, all positive. Thus ¢g(g) = n —c. Since the
minimum-length reflection factorizations of g are precisely the same as those restricted
to its parabolic subgroup, we have ]_[Pf)end( Qi) = HFgf (gi) =TI¢ )L;\iiz. A relative gen-
erating set must consist of ¢ edges and induce a connected signed graph when taken
together with the a shortest reflection factorization of g. Taking the contraction of such
a graph with respect to the factors in the shortest factorization, the transposition-like
factors in the relative generating set form a signed “unicycle”: a connected graph with
c vertices (the cycles of g) and c edges, where again the edges are weighted so that an
edge connected to cycle C; has |C;j| = A; choices of endpoint in that cycle. Moreover, in
the unique cycle in this graph, the number of negatively signed transpositions must be
odd (otherwise, all reflections belong to a subgroup conjugate to &,). We may count
such graphs as follows: if the cycle is a loop, with both endpoints in cycle C;, then it
may be chosen in (};7) ways, while the rest of the set forms a signed weighted tree on c
vertices. Thus, the contribution from this case is

2L () =2 s DT
i i :

i

For this element ¢ we have

Otherwise, the cycle has some length k > 2. Let the vertices in the cycle be indexed by
S={s1,...,s¢} € ([,Cj). Contracting the edges of the cycle gives a signed weighted tree
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on ¢ — k + 1 vertices, of weights {A;: i & S} U {As, +... + As }. This weighting has the
feature that the generating functions by weights for the relevant trees and unicycles are
closely related: they differ by a factor of 252(k — 1)!- (A, - - - A5, )%, where the first factor
accounts for the number of different ways of inserting a signed cycle while the second
factor accounts for the weights from adding the edges of the cycle. By the weighted
Cayley theorem, the generating function for the trees is precisely

s+ ) TTA - M+ AT 25 = (A 4.+ Ag) T [Ae - ne 257K,
iZS iZS

and consequently the generating function for the unicycles in this case is

(Asy oo F Ag)As - Ag - 2572 (k = D)tn T T A
i
Thus

c
RGS(Dyg)| = 22T LA~ n 1 Y (k= D1 T (A A A )
i k=1 SG([;C(])

= 2(3721—[/\1_< — Tlcil —+ i(k — 1)!nC*k*1m21k71 (/\)),
i k=1

where m;,(A) is the monomial symmetric function in the variables A. Now 1 1x-1 = g1 —
(k+1)eyy1, and since e1(A) = n the right side of the last expression becomes

2C_2HAi( el oy ZC:(k ~ Dt e (A) — i(k — DIk + 1)n‘3_k_1ek+1(/\)>.
i k=1

k=1

The first term of the first sum in this expression is n°~le;(A) = n°. Separating this term
and combining the remaining terms with the second sum gives

c

IRGS(D,,8)| = 22T\ <nc = Y (k- 2)!nc—kek(A)),
i k=2

so for this ¢ the entire right side of (1.3) is

(1) T2 - Ee -t

This is exactly 3-2¢7! - Hy(A), where we used the formula for Hy(A) in Lemma 2.1.
Now we consider the left side of equation (1.3), still in the case that g is an element of

D, with all positive cycles. Projecting a transitive factorization of g into &,, we produce

a connected transposition factorization having n + ¢ factors of a permutation 77(g) whose
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transitive reflection length (in &,) is n + ¢ — 2. That is, it is a genus-1 transitive factoriza-
tion in the symmetric group. The number of such factorizations is Hy (A). Moreover, each
of these may be lifted by assigning appropriate signs to a transitive factorization of ¢ in
D, in the same number of ways; accounting simultaneously for the requirements that
the product is ¢ and the reflections generate D,, this number turns out to be 3-2¢~1. [

Sketch of computer proof of Theorem 1.1 for the exceptional types

For the exceptional Weyl groups G, Fs, E¢, E7, and Eg, we prove our main theorem by
direct calculation of both sides of (1.3) via SageMath and CHEVIE [8, 20]. It turns out
that the most efficient way to do this will further count transitive reflection factorizations
of arbitrary length. We follow the traditional approach via representation theory and the
lemma of Frobenius [4, § 4] to first determine the exponential generating functions of
not necessarily transitive reflection factorizations of an element g:

tN

Fw(gt) =Y #{(m,..., w) eRN: 1y =g}- N (3.2)
N>0 !

They can be computed as a finite sum of exponentials via the formula [4, (4.3)]

Fulgit) =g+ L a0 x(e ) ep (S5 ¢),
XEW

where W denotes the set of irreducible (complex) characters of W (these are produced
by CHEVIE, which realizes reflection groups via their permutation action on roots) and
X(R) := Yier x(7). Any factorization enumerated in (3.2) will be transitive for the
group W= {(t,..., ) generated by its elements. Then, a simple inclusion-exclusion
argument gives us the corresponding generating functions for transitive factorizations:
Fr@t) = ) wW,W) - Fw(g:t), (33)
gEW'CW
where we sum over all reflection subgroups W’ of W (that contain g) ordered by reverse
inclusion. Having established the generating function Fy(g;t), and since it remains a
tinite sum of exponentials, we can immediately calculate its leading term, which equals
Fi(g) - (tétﬁ(g) /L%(8)"). To compute finally the quantity [RGS(W, g)| of (1.3), we consider
all possible (n — {r(g))-subsets of the set of reflections in W \ W, and check whether they
extend an arbitrary reflection factorization of g to a reflection generating set of W.  [J

4 Generalization to complex reflection groups

There is significant evidence that our Theorem 1.1 extends naturally to all well-generated
complex reflection groups (finite subgroups of GL(C") generated by n unitary reflec-
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tions). The quantity |[RGS(W, g)| is replaced by a statistic on the relative generating sets
that in the case of Weyl groups always equals I(W,)/I(W). To introduce this statistic,
we need an analog of roots, but we will not require that they form a W-equivariant col-
lection. That is, for each reflection T of W and its unique { # 1 eigenvalue, we pick any
nonzero element p; of the {-eigenspace of T. We further normalize their lengths, defined
via the standard Hermitian inner product (-, -), to satisfy (p,p) = 2 for all roots p.

Definition 4.1. The Grammian determinant GD(p) of a set of roots p := {p;} is
GD(p) := det (<Pi/Pj>)l-]--

In a Weyl group W, we may simultaneously consider roots p, coroots g, and normalized
roots p, satisfying (p,p) = 2 as above. Now, [2, Cor. 1.2] shows that roots p; and coroots
p; that correspond to a reflection generating set of W always form Z-bases of the root
and coroot lattices Q and O respectively. This forces that det ({p;, ﬁ]-))i,]. = I(W), which
then further implies that GD(p) = I(W) since det ((pi,,ovj>)l.’]. = det <<ﬁi’ﬁi>)i,j' The
following result, which has a proof very much analogous to the work in § 3, is then a
direct generalization of the case ¢ = id, displayed in (1.2), of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 4.2. For a well-generated complex reflection group W of rank n, the number of minimum-
length transitive reflection factorizations of the identity id € W is given by

1
furerasow) GP(Pe)”

Flii(id) = (2n)! -

where the sum is over all subsets of n reflections {;} that generate W and p-, is a root for T;.

When W is not a Weyl group, this is a non-trivial sum and the numbers GD(p.) that
appear are not constant. For instance, in Hj, there are two “generalized" Coxeter classes
related by a reflection automorphism; generating sets that correspond to factorizations
of elements from one class have Grammian determinant 3 + v/5, while the others have
Grammian determinant 3 — v/5. Notice here that the cummulative contribution of two

1 3
such sets paired by the automorphism is a rational number —— AT \f . Generating

sets corresponding to the third quasi-Coxeter class satisfy GD(p) = 2.
There is in fact a similar full generalization of Theorem 1.1 for well generated groups,
but we have not completed our work on it. We state it here as a conjecture.

Conjecture 4.3. If W is a well-generated complex reflection group and g a parabolic quasi-
Coxeter element in W with decomposition § = g1+ - - gm, then

Fii(g) = £(g HFM . GD(ps)

(r(8i)! {t}ERGS(W,g) GD(p= Upg)
where pr denotes the set of roots associated with a relative generating set T = {7;} and pq
corresponds to a fixed reduced reflection factorization of g.
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5 Higher genus counts in the infinite family

As discussed in Section 3, the proof for the exceptional types gives in (3.3) the complete
enumeration for transitive factorizations of arbitrary length. In this section, we study the
analogous generating functions for the infinite family G(m, p,n) of complex reflection
groups. The generating functions are defined as Fif(g;t) := Yn=oF5(g, N) - tV/N!
where Ffl/ (g, N) is the number of length-N transitive reflection factorizations of g € W.
The following theorem expresses Fii;(g;t) for elements g in G(m, p, n) with only weight-
0 cycles in terms of the generating functions of the symmetric group &, = G(1,1,n).

Theorem 5.1. For an element g € G(1,1,n) C G(m, p, n), we have
1

fg(mfpr”)(g; t) - m/p)nfl ’ ‘Fg(p,p,n) (g’ (m/p) ’ t) ’ fg(m/pllll)(id} Tlt), 6.1)
Fmmy (&8) = m 1Y plm/d) - FG (), (5.2)
d|lm

where c is the number of cycles of g and y is the number-theoretic Mobius function.

The proof is similar to that presented for type D in Section 3: there is a natural projec-
tion map that sends any reflection factorization in G(m, p, n) to a factorization in S, as a
product of transpositions. Each of these factorizations may be lifted back to G(m, p, n) in
a predictable number of ways. In G(m, p, n) with p < m, the lifting must account for the
introduction of diagonal reflections (the analogues of sign-change reflections in type B),
giving rise to the term corresponding to the cyclic group G(m/p,1,1); in G(m, m,n), the
lift must generate the full G(m, m,n) and not any subgroup G(d,d,n) for d | m, leading
to the Mobius inversion.

References

[1] B. Baumeister, T. Gobet, K. Roberts, and P. Wegener. “On the Hurwitz action in finite
Coxeter groups”. J. Group Theory 20.1 (2017), pp. 103-131.

[2] B. Baumeister and P. Wegener. “A note on Weyl groups and root lattices”. Arch. Math.
(Basel) 111.5 (2018), pp. 469-477.

[3] M. Bousquet-Mélou and G. Schaeffer. “Enumeration of planar constellations”. Adv. in Appl.
Math. 24.4 (2000), pp. 337-368.

[4] G. Chapuy and C. Stump. “Counting factorizations of Coxeter elements into products of
reflections”. J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 90.3 (2014), pp. 919-939.

[5] T. Douvropoulos. “On enumerating factorizations in reflection groups”. 2018. arXiv:
1811.06566.


https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.06566
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.06566

12

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

Theo Douvropoulos, Joel Brewster Lewis, and Alejandro H. Morales

T. Douvropoulos. “Quasi-Coxeter elements and algebraic Frobenius manifolds”. Talk at
“Integrable systems, special functions and combinatorics” workshop. 23-28/06/18.

E. Duchi, D. Poulalhon, and G. Schaeffer. “Bijections for simple and double Hurwitz
numbers”. 2014. arXiv:1410.6521.

M. Geck, G. Hiss, F. Liibeck, G. Malle, and G. Pfeiffer. “CHEVIE — A system for computing
and processing generic character tables for finite groups of Lie type, Weyl groups and
Hecke algebras”. Appl. Algebra Engrg. Comm. Comput. 7 (1996), pp. 175-210.

T. Gobet. “On cycle decompositions in Coxeter groups”. Sém. Lothar. Combin. 78B (2017),
Art. 45.

I. P. Goulden and D. M. Jackson. “A proof of a conjecture for the number of ramified
coverings of the sphere by the torus”. J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 88.2 (1999).

I. P. Goulden and D. M. Jackson. “The number of ramified coverings of the sphere by the
double torus, and a general form for higher genera”. J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 88.2 (1999),
pp. 259-275.

A. Hurwitz. “Ueber Riemann’sche Flachen mit gegebenen Verzweigungspunkten”. Math.
Ann. 39.1 (1891), pp. 1-60.

D. M. Jackson. “Some combinatorial problems associated with products of conjugacy
classes of the symmetric group”. J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 49.2 (1988).

R. Kane. Reflection groups and invariant theory. Vol. 5. CMS Books in Mathematics/Ouvrages
de Mathématiques de la SMC. Springer-Verlag, New York, 2001.

P. Kluitmann. “Addendum to the paper: “Distinguished bases of Milnor lattices of simple
singularities” by E. Voigt”. Abh. Math. Sem. Univ. Hamburg 59 (1989).

S. K. Lando and A. K. Zvonkin. Graphs on surfaces and their applications. Vol. 141. Ency-
clopaedia of Mathematical Sciences. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2004.

J. B. Lewis and A. H. Morales. “Factorization problems in complex reflection groups”.
Canadian Journal of Mathematics (2020), pp. 1-48.

J. B. Lewis and V. Reiner. “Circuits and Hurwitz action in finite root systems”. New York .
Math. 22 (2016), pp. 1457-1486.

R. P. Stanley. “Factorization of permutations into n-cycles”. Discrete Math. 37.2-3 (1981),
pp- 255-262.

The Sage Developers. SageMath, the Sage Mathematics Software System (Version 9.0). 2020.
Link.

E. Voigt. Ausgezeichnete Basen von Milnorgittern einfacher Singularititen. Vol. 160. Universitat
Bonn, Mathematisches Institut, Bonn, 1985, pp. ii+150.

T. Zaslavsky. “Signed graphs”. Discrete Appl. Math. 4.1 (1982), pp. 47-74.


https://arxiv.org/abs/1410.6521
https://www.sagemath.org

	Introduction
	Quasi-Coxeter elements and reflection generating sets
	Main results
	Generalization to complex reflection groups
	Higher genus counts in the infinite family

