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Partial mirror symmetry |: reflection monoids

Brent Everitt and John Fountain *

Abstract. This is the first of a series of papers in which we initiate aadetop the theory of reflection monoids,
motivated by the theory of reflection groups. The main resdintify a number of important inverse semigroups as
reflection monoids, introduce new examples, and deterrhigie orders.

Introduction

The symmetric grou,, comes in many guises: as the permutation group of thglset. , n};

as the group generated by reflections in the hyperplanes z; = 0 of an n-dimensional
Euclidean space; as the Weyl group of the reductive algegraup GL,, or (semi)simple group
SL, .1, or simple Lie algebral,, 1; as the Coxeter group associated to Artin’s braid group, and
so on.

If one thinks of G x as the group of (global) symmetries &f, then the partial symmetries
naturally lead one to consider tesgmmetric inverse monoid'x, whose elements are the partial
bijectionsY — Y’ (Y, Y’ C X). It too has many other faces. It arises in its incarnatiorhas t
“rook monoid” as the so-called Renner monoid of the redectilgebraic monoid I (see§4.2
for the definitions). An associated Ilwahori theory and repntations have been worked out by
Solomon [27,29]. There is a braid connection too, wifh naturally associated to the inverse
monoid of “partial braids” defined recently in [7].

But what is missing from all this is a realization ¢f, as some kind of “partial” reflection
monoid, or indeed, a definition and theory of partial mirngmsnetry and the monoids generated
by partial reflections that generalizes the theory of refl@agroups.

Such is the purpose of the present paper. Reflection monoéddedined as monoids gen-
erated by certain partial linear isomorphisms X — Y (X,Y subspaces o), that are the
restrictions (toX) of reflections. Initially one is faced with many possibdg, with the chal-
lenge being to impose enough structure for a workable thebrle still encompassing as many
interesting examples as possible. It turns out that a solus to consider monoids of partial
linear isomorphisms whose domains formi&invariant semilattice for some reflection group
W acting onV.

Two pieces of data will characterise a reflection monoid:fiecdon group and a collection
of well behaved domain subspaces ($&éor the precise definitions). What results is a theory of
reflection monoids for which our main theorems determing threlers, presentations and iden-
tify the natural examples (it turns out that much of the gahetreory works when an arbitrary
group is fed into the input data, but at various crucial ssatpe reflection group structure will
be used in a essential way to obtain results in specific exasnpl

For instance, just aS,, is the reflection group associated to the typeoot system, so now
4, becomes the reflection monoid associated to the #ypaot system, and where the domains
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form a Boolean lattice (se$t.1). The analogy continues: the group of signed permutsitad
{1,...,n} is the Weyl group of typeB, and the inverse monoid?,, of partial signed per-
mutations becomes the reflection monoid of typewith again this Boolean lattice of domain
subspaces.

By the “rigidity of tori”, a maximal torusl” in a linear algebraic grouf® has automorphisms
a finite group, the Weyl group @k, and this is a reflection group in the spa@€l’) ® R, where
X(T) is the character group of the torus. A similar role is playethe theory of linear algebraic
monoidsby the Renner monoid (s€d.2 for the definitions). One might hope that the Renner
monoids are examples of reflection monoids, but in fact mgusut to be more complicated
than this. We construct a reflection monoid#7") ® R, where the extra piece of data, the
semilattice of domain spaces, comes from the characteigsenp X (7') of the Zariski closure
of T'. This reflection monoid then maps homomorphically onto tearker monoid, with the two
isomorphic in some cases.

Another interesting class of examples arises from the yheidnyperplane arrangements. The
reflection arrangement monoidisve as their input data a reflection group and for the domains
the intersection lattice of the reflecting hyperplanes.sehiaitersection lattices possess many
beautitful combinatorial and algebraic properties (se&)[1IThus, the reflection arrangement
monoids tie up reflection groups and the intersection ktiaf their reflecting hyperplanes in
one very natural algebraic object.

This first paper has been written so as to include in its reshifemworkers in both reflec-
tion groups and semigroups, and is organized as foll@&sontains background material on
reflection groups§2 introduces the semilattice of subspaces forming the dwsradiour partial
isomorphisms, and discusses in some detail two classesaaigs arising from hyperplane
arrangements. Reflection monoids proper are defing8,ialong with basic concepts in semi-
group theory, and a number of their basic properties araaeresl. The final section gives three
families of examples:the Boolean, Renner and reflecticangement monoids along with their
orders in a number of cases.

In the sequel [8] to this paper, a general presentation igatbamong other things) using the
factorizable inverse monoid structure, and interprethrgyvarious ingredients of a presentation
for such given recently in [6]. This presentation is deteml explicity (and massaged a little
more) for the Boolean and arrangement monoids associatia tclassical Weyl groups. The
benchmark here is provided by a classical presentationffit@he symmetric inverse monoid
4., which we rederive in its new guise as the “Boolean monoig/pétA”.

1. Preliminaries from reflection groups

Before venturing into partial mirror symmetry, we summatze results we will need from (full)
mirror symmetry, ie: from the theory of reflection groups. émmber of these will not be needed
until the sequel [8] to this paper, but we place them here dowenience. Standard references
are [2,13], and more recently [14].

LetF be afield,VV anF-vector space an@'L (V") the group of linear isomorphismig — V.

A reflectionis a non-trivial element of finite order i6rL(V') that is semisimple and leaves
pointwise invariant a hyperplang C V. A subgrouplW’ ¢ GL(V') is areflection groupwvhen
it is generated by reflections.

The most commonly studied examples arise in the ciseR, C, IF, andQ,, (p-adics), and
as all but one of the eigenvalues of an ordeeflection are equal to, the last must be a primitive
n-th root of unity inlF. ThuskF plays a role in the kinds of orders that reflections may hdwey t
are involutions in the reals aridadics, can have arbitrary finite order in the complexesgiord
dividing p — 1 in Q, for p an odd prime, and so on.

There are classical and celebrated classifications duexet€d4, 5] in the reals, Shephard-
Todd [26] (complexes), Clark-Ewing [3pfadics) and Wagner [33,34], Zalesskii-Serezkin [35]
(IF,). In this paper, more for concreteness than any other reaseill restrict ourselves to
F =R andC, and to reflection groupld’ that are finite.
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Type and order Root systedn Coxeter symbol and simple system
X2 — X3 Xn—1 — Xn
_ > ...
An-1(n22) {xi—x; 1<i#j<n)}  xi1=x2 Xn—2 = Xn—1

n!

Xn—1 — Xn

X2 — X3
Dn >4 . . O—O_ Xn—2 — Xn—
2”*(17;“_ ) {txitx; 1<i<j<n)} =x1—x2 : !
Xn—1 + Xn
X2 — X3 4 Xn
B, (n>2) {£x; (1<i<n), o——0—: —(O—0
n . . X1 — X2 Xn—1 — Xn
2"n! tx;+x; 1<i<j<n)}
Table 1. Standard root systen# C V for the classical Weyl groups [182.10] whereV is a Euclidean space with
orthonormal basi$x, . . ., x, }: the type is in the left most column, with the subscript theelision of the subspace

of V' spanned byp and the order of the associated Weyl grd@ifi®). The last column gives the Coxeter symbol,
with nodes labelled by the vectors in a simple syst&nT @.

Any finite subgroup ofGL(V) for V a complex space leaves invariant a positive definite
Hermitian form, obtained in the usual way by an averaging@ss. Two such reflection groups
W; C GL(V;) are isomorphic if and only if there is a vector space isomisph;, — V5
conjugatingi¥; to W5 (and from which one can obtain an isomorphism with these gitEs
that preserves the forms, also by an averaging process14e¢lft.1]). A reflection group is
reducible if it has the forni1’; x W, for non-trivial reflection group$V; ¢ GL(V), and is
essential if only the origin is left fixed by ajl € .

The Shephard-Todd classification (up to this isomorphishth@finite essential irreducible
complex reflection groups then contains three infinite feEmmiand 34 exceptional cases (see for
instance, [14§15]). The infinite families are the cyclic and symmetric ggepand the groups
G(m,n,p) of n x n monomial matrices whose non-zero entrgs. . . ,w,, arem-th roots of
unity with (wy . .. w,)™/? = 1.

If X C V is asubspace, then the isotropy grdiiy: consists of those elements bf that
fix X pointwise. Possibly the most significant property of refecgroups for us, at least in this
paper, is that¥x is then also a reflection group, generated by reflectionsagetthyperplanes
containingX [32].

Among the complex groups are the real ones, with the transftom a real grougV C
GL(VR) to a complex one coming about by passing to reflections wigfetplanesd @ C C
Vr ® C. A finite real reflection group leaves invariant an inner picid , ), so thatl” has the
structure of a Euclidean space.

Traditionally, the finite real groups are studied via the boratorics of their root systems:
an (abstract) root systein a Euclidean spac¥ is a finite set of non-zero vectors such that,
(i). if v e @then\v € @ifand only if A = £1, and (ii). if u,v € @ then(u)s, € @, wheres,,
is the reflection in the hyperplane-. The system is essential if tfiespan ofd is V; reducible
if V=V 1L Vand® = ¢, U P, for (non-empty) root systems; C V; (in which case we
write @ = @, | &,), and crystallographic if

2(u,v)
(v,v)

(u,v) :=

€ Z,

for all u,v € &. The associated reflection grouplig(®) = (sy (v € ¥)), and every fi-
nite reflection group arises from some root system in this, wath the essential, irreducible
groups arising from essential, irreducible systems. Wheb) for ¢ crystallographic are the
Weyl groups

Root system; C V; are isomorphic if there is an inner product preserving lingamor-
phismV; — V5 sending®; to &5, and arestably isomorphic if the isomorphism is between
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E,. (n =6,7, 8) F Gs

Table 2. Symbols for the irreducible exceptional Weyl groups.

the subspaces spanned by #eIn particular, every root system is stably isomorphic teean
sential one. The corresponding grodpy®;) are stably isomorphic if there is a vector space
isomorphism between the spans of theconjugating one group to the other.

The irreducible crystallographic root systems have beassdied, up to stable isomorphism:
there are four infinite familiest, B, C' and D (the classical systems), and five exceptional ones
of typesE, F andG. The resulting reflection groupd” (®) provide a list of almost all the finite
reflection groups up to stable isomorphism, with the onlyssioins being the dihedral groups
and the symmetry groups of tBedimensional dodecahedron/icosahedron and-tienensional
120/600-cell.

Table 1 shows the classical crystallographic_ V. The root systems of type3 andC' have
the same symmetry, but different lengths of roots; nevéatisethe associated Weyl groups are
identical, and it is these that ultimately concern us. Weehthus given just the typ8 system
in the table (type”' has rootst2x; rather than thetx;).

The last column gives the Coxeter symbol, whose nodes ag#lddbby the vectors in a
simple systemA C &: a basis for théR-span of® such that each root is a linear combination
of A with coefficients all of the same sign. The Weyl group(®) is then generated by the
reflectionss,, for v.€ A simple. Thei-th andj-th nodes of the symbol are connected by an
edge labelledn;;, where(u, v)(v,u) = m;; — 2, for the simple roots1, v labelling the nodes,
and the rotatiors, s, has orderm;; in W (). It is traditional to omit labelsn;; = 3, and to
remove completely the edges labelledshy; = 2. For convenience in expressing some of the
formulae oft4, we adopt the additional conventiods ; = Ay = &, By = &, B = {£x1},
andDy =D, =@, D, = {£x; £ x; (1 <i < j<n)}forn=23.InTable 2 we have given
just the Coxeter symbols for the exceptional Weyl groups.[$8,52.10] for their root systems.

The Coxeter symbol also gives tteflectional representatioaf the Weyl group: letS be the
set of nodes of the symbol andthe real space with bas{s/; | s € S} and symmetric bilinear
form defined by,

B(vg,vy) = —cos T
Mst
Foru € V, defines, : V.— V by vo, = v — 2B(v,u)u; then the mapy — oy, where
v € Aisthelabel ofs € S, extends to a faithful irreducible representation W (®) — GL (V).
We will abbreviatev(o(g)) to vg. Any faithful representation oft’ (@) with the s, (v € A)
acting as reflections is equivalent to the direct sum of tegtonal representation and a trivial
representation.

A Weyl group W(®) is of (—1)-typeif in the reflectional representation there is an ele-
mentg € W (&) acting onV as the antipodal map, ie&tg = —v for all v. € V. They are
precisely the groups with non-trivial center; a reducibley\groupW; x Ws is of (—1)-type
iff each W; is of (—1)-type, and the irreducible Weyl groups 6f1)-type are theV' (®) for
& = Ay, By, D, (n even, andEg.

It turns out that the classical Weyl groups have alternadiscriptions as certain permuta-
tion groups, and we will use these extensively in this papas is very much in the spirit of the
historical development of the theory of reflection groupbere a number of the classical theo-
rems were initially proved on a case by case basis, usingdesgdriptions and the classification
of Coxeter, and while many now have uniform proofs that in#ically use the reflection group
structure, some still do not.

Firstly then, the may, j) — sx;—x; induces an isomorphis@, — W (A,-1), and indeed
the W (A,,_1)-action on the basiéxy, ..., x,} is just permutation of coordinates.
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There are two descriptions that prove useful for the Weyligid’ (B,,). Let I be a set and
Q(I) the collection of all subsets df which forms an Abelian group under symmetric difference
X AY = (XUY)\(XNY). Writing [ ], Z for the (unrestricted) direct product, we have
an isomorphism{ [; Z, — Q(I) given by the mapx = (z;)ic; — X = {i € I|z; = 1},
and this makes it is easy to see tkHt) is generated by the singletons. The symmetric group
S acts onQ([7) via the obviousX — Xo, and thus we may form the semi-direct product
Sy x Q(I), in which every element has a unique expression as aspajrc € &7, X C I,
and witho X7Y = o7(X7 A Y). Write §,, x Q(n) if I = {1,...,n}, in which case the map
(4,7) = sx;—x;» {1} + 8x, induces an isomorphisi®,, x Q(n) — W (B,).

The second viewpoint is to consider the graBp of signed permutationsf I, ie: 6; =
{0 € 614~ | (=x)0 = —(z0)}. We then have an isomorphis#,, — W (B,) induced by
(4,7)(—i,—J) = 8x,—x, and(i, —i) + sx, (cf. Proposition 12(ii)).

Finally, Q(n) has a subgrouf* (n) consisting of thoseX with | X| even, and the5,, action
restricting to an action o8 (n). The map(i, j) — sx,—x;» {1, J} + Sx,—x;5x,+x; iNduces an
isomorphismS,, x Q% (n) — W (D,,). There is also a description &F (D,,) in terms of even
signed permutations, but this will be of no use to us.

2. Systems of subspaces for reflection groups

Partial mirror symmetry describes the phenomenon of mistg the linear isomorphisms of a
reflection group to “local isomorphisms” between certaibspaces. In this section we place a
modest amount of structure on these subspaces that stillsafbr a large number of interesting
examples.

Let G € GL(V) be a group. A collectiorB of subspaces of is asystem of subspaces for
G if and only if

(81). V € B,
(S2). BG =B,ie: Xg € BforanyX € B andg € G, and
(S3). if X, Y € BthenX NY € B.

If B,, B, are systems fofr then clearlyB, N B, is too, and thus for any sét of subspaces
we write (£2) for the intersection of all systems f6# containings2, and call this the system
for G generatedoy (2.

A systemB can be patrtially ordered by inclusion (respectively, reganclusion) and both
will turn out to be useful for us. The result is a meet (resin)jsemilattice withl (resp.0),
indeed a lattice ifB is finite (see [31§3.1] for basic facts concerning lattices). Itis an elemgnta
fact in semigroup theory [11, Proposition 1.3.2] that a nsestilattice withl is a commutative
monoid £ of idempotents and vice-versa. For ang E, let Ee = {z € E |z < e}. The Munn
semigroup [11$5.4] T of F is then defined to be the set of all isomorphishs— E f where
e, f range over all elements @ with. The following is then easily proved:

Proposition 1. B is a system i/ = F-span{B} for G ¢ GL(V) ifand only if £ = (B,N) is
a commutative monoid of idempotents and the mapping 0, whereX6, = Xg for X ¢ B
andg € G is a (monoid) homomorphis@ — T to the Munn semigroup df.

Recall that in a posetP, <), if z < y and there is na with x < z < y then we say that
y coversz, and writex <. y. P is graded of rank: if every chainx; <. --- <. x,,, maximal
under inclusion of such chains, has the same lemgtfihere is then a unique rank function
rk : P — {0,1,...,n} with rk (z) = 0 if and only if z is minimal, and rky) = rk (z) + 1
wheneverr <. y.The rankl (resp. rankn — 1) elements ofP are the atoms (resp. coatoms)
and?® is atomic (resp. coatomic) if every element is a join of atqresp. meet of coatoms). A
Boolean lattice on a finite set is a lattice isomorphic to the lattice of all subsets)ofunder
inclusion.

In particular, if we order a systerf1?). of subspaces fo& € GL(V') by inclusion (resp.
reverse inclusion), then every element is a meet (resp. gbithe X g for X € 2 andg € G; if
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V is finite dimensional and all th& < (2 have the same dimension, then we have a coatomic
poset with coatoms (resp. atomic poset with atoms)Xlge

A hyperplane arrangememt is a finite collection of hyperplanes ¥. General references
are [18,36], where the hyperplanes are allowed to be affimewle will restrict ourselves to
arrangements where the hyperplanes are linear (henceamasspfl’). An important combi-
natorial invariant forA is the intersection latticé (A)—the set of all possible intersections of
elements ofd, ordered by reverse inclusion, and with the null interegctaken to be the ambi-
ent spacé/. What results is a graded atomic lattice of rank codliyg. , X [18, §2.1], with 0
the spacéd/, atoms the hyperplanes #hand rkX = codimX.

If G ¢ GL(V) is finite andA C V a hyperplane arrangement, thé is also a hyperplane
arrangement, for which the following is then obvious,

Lemma 1. The system{A)q for G generated byA is the intersection latticd.(AG), and the
G-action on(A) is rank preserving.

In generalL(A) C L(AG), but we will often haveAG = A, hence equality of the intersec-
tion lattices.

2.1. Boolean systems

Specializing now to reflection groups, a simple but nevéeiwinteresting example of a system
arises ifV is a Euclidean space with orthonormal ba&s, ..., x,} andIW = W (®) a Weyl
group as in Tables 1-2. TH&oolean(or orthogona) hyperplane arrangement [18.2] A =
{x1,...,x;} consists of the coordinate hyperplanes, and we call theersyétl)y, for W
generated byl aBoolean systenThe name stems from the fact thatA) is a Boolean lattice,
although it should be noted that the systé#)y; itself will only be Boolean when we have
AW = A.

Consider a Weyl groupV = W (&) with ¢ a classical root system as in Table 1. Then
AW = A, and hence the Boolean systém);; = L(A) is a Boolean lattice with the map
xtn--n Xz‘t — {i1,...,4x} being a lattice isomorphism fromh(A) to the lattice of subsets
of I ={1,2,...,n}.

The rankk elements ofl(A) are the intersectionsii1 N---N xl.ik of k distinct hyperplanes,
and as the symmetric growx for X = {xy,...,x,} Is a subgroup of¥’(®) for classical®,
the action ofi¥ (@) on the ranki: elements is transitive.

If @ is aroot system for one of the exceptional groups in Tabléentl C AW, but the
system forV (&) will have more elements than the intersection lattiged). If for instance
& is the Fy root system of [13§2.10] andiV = W (@), then the systemA)y, has atoms
the hyperplanes;- and %(ixl + x5 + x3 + x4)t, ie: the reflecting hyperplanes &F (F})
corresponding to the short roots, and as such is a subsydtéme mtersection lattice of the
type I reflection arrangement @R.2. If & = Eg, E; or Eg, then a description of the Boolean
system is possible, but messier.

2.2. Intersection lattices of reflection arrangements

A more natural example of a system of subspaces for a reftegtioup W is given by the
intersection latticel.(A) of the reflecting hyperplaned of W. If X € A ands, € W is the
reflection inX, then forg € W we haveng =g 'syg, and saXg € A. ThusAW = A, and
we have,

Lemma 2.I1f W C GL(V) is a reflection group andl the hyperplane arrangement consisting
of the reflecting hyperplanes @f, then(A)y = L(A).

We will call such anL(A) a(reflection) arrangement systernd for the remainder of this
section we focus on these systems (ordered by reverseimgjushenW is a Weyl group as
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in Tables 1-2, summarizing the necessary results of §&8}]. Recall that a partition of =

{1,2,...,n}is a collectiond = {A;,...,A,} of nonempty pairwise disjoint subsets C I

whose union id. If \; = |4;| thenA = ||A]| = (A\1,..., ) is a partition ofn, ie: the integers
Ai > 1with Y~ \; = n, and we order thel; so that\; > --- > A, > 1. Order the sefI(n) of

partitions of/ by refinement, ieAd < A’ if and only if for every/; there is a/; with A; C A7.

The result is an atomic graded lattice withAk= > "(\; — 1) and atoms thel with A; = 2 and

A; = 1fori > 1. The following is [18, Proposition 2.9]:

Proposition 2. LetA be the hyperplane arrangement consisting of the reflectypgiplanes of
the Weyl groughV (A4,,—1). Then the map that sends the atomic partition with= {4, j} to the
hyperplane(x; — x;)+ extends to a lattice isomorphisfii(n) — L(A).

Indeed, writingX (A) € L(A) for the image of4, we have
X)) = ) xi—xp)*- 1)
A>1 i€

For a partitionA, letb; > 0 be the number ok; equal toi, and
by = bylby!. .. (1)b1(21)%2 ...

If o — g(o) is the isomorphisn®,, — W (A,,_1) of §1, then the action o’ (A,,_1) onL(A) is
given by X (A)g(o) = X(Ao), wheredo = {A;0,..., Ayo}. The following is [18, Proposition
6.72]:

Proposition 3. In the action of the Weyl group/(A,,—1) on L(A), two subspaceX (A) and
X (A’) lie in the same orbit if and only ifiA|] = ||A’||. The cardinality of the orbit of the
subspaceX (A) isn!/by.

Turning now to the Weyl groupl’ (B,,), let T(I) be the set of triple§A, I', A) whereA C I,
IcJ:=1\AandA={A,...,A,}is apartition ofJ. There is then [18, Proposition 6.74]
a surjective mapping@ (1) > (A, I, A) — X(A, I, A) € L(A), with

XA L= (] ) Gitex)n() x5 and kKX(A, I, A) = [A[+> (Ai—1), (2)
Ae>1 4, 5€A, 1€EA

wheres; = 1if j € I'ore; = —11if j ¢ I'. Moreover,X (A, I', A) = X (A, I, A") if and only
if A=A A=Aandforeach <i <p, I =1TI;o0rA;\I[; wherel; = I'NA; andI] is
defined similarly.

If T +— g(o,T) is the isomorphisn®,, x Q(n) — W (B,,) of §1, then the action oV’ (B,,)
on L(A) is given by

X(A, Iy Ng(o,T) = X (Ao, (Ty & IN)o, Ao),
whereT; =TnNJ.
Proposition 4. In the action of the Weyl groul/ (B,,) on L(A), two subspaceX (A, I', A) and

XA, 1", A') lie in the same orbit if and only ifA| = |A’| and||A]| = ||A’||. The cardinality
of the orbit of the subspac¥ (A, I', A) is

97i—p <n> ‘]_l
J ) by’

wherej = [J| andA = {A;,..., A,}.
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g2 la0:3al.3al:1g2
f4 la0:12al.12al:72al2.16a2.16a2.18b2:12b3.12b3.48ala2.48ala2:1f4

la0:36al:270al2.120a2:540al13.720ala2.270a3:1080al2a2.120a22
540ala3.216a4.45d4:360ala22.216ala4.36a5.27d5:1e6

la0:63al1:945a12.336a2:315a13.3780a13.5040ala2.1260a3:3780al4
15120al2a2.3360a22.1260ala3.7560ala3.2016a4.315d4:5040al3a2
10080ala22.7560al2a3.5040a2a3.6048ala4.336a5.1008a5.945a1d4
378d5:5040ala2a3.2016a2a4.1008ala5.288a6.378al1ld5.63d6.28e6:1e7

ala0:120a1:3780a12.1120a2:37800a13.40320ala2.7560a3:113400al14
302400al2a2.67200a22.151200ala3.24192a4.3150d4:604800al13a2
403200ala22.453600a12a3.302400a2a3.241920ala4.40320a5.37800al1d4
7560d5:604800al12a22.604800ala2a3.362880al2a4.151200a32.241920a2a4
120960al1a5.34560a6.50400a2d4.45360a1d5.3780d6.1120e6:241920ala2a4
120960a3a4.34560ala6.8640a7.30240a2d5.1080d7.3360ale6.120e7:1e8

Table 3.Orbit data for the exceptional arrangement systems [18eAgix C]: each orbit is encoded in a string con-
sisting of the number of subspaces in the orbit followed ®jrtbommon stabilizer written in the forsnmypg. . .,

to indicate the product of Weyl groups,* x Y, ... Different orbits of subspaces of the same rank are sepabsgted
a period and orbits of different ranks by a colon.

e6

e’

e8

(See [18, Proposition 6.75]. What Orlik and Terao actuadlgatibe is the corresponding re-
sult for the full monomial groug+(r, 1, n), where we have contented ourselves witt2, 1, n) =
W(Bn).)

For the Weyl grougV (D,,) and its reflecting hyperplanes, let S(I) be the subset df (1)
consisting of those triple§A, I', A) with |A| # 1. Then by [18, Proposition 6.78] there is a
surjective mapping (/) — L(A), where

ﬂ ﬂ (Xz'—l-erj)J_ IfAZQ,

X A,F,A _ Ae>1 4,j€A 3
( ) (N [ Gitex)™n [ xi+x)"n(xi—x;)", if 4] >2, )
Ae>1 i,jEA i,jEA

and X (A, I''A) = XA 17, A)ifand only if A = A’, A = A’ and for eachl < i < p,
I'' = TI; or A; \ I, wherel; = I' N A; andI7 is defined similarly. [18, Proposition 6.79] then
gives,

Proposition 5.1f X (A, I, A) and X (A, I'’, A’) lie in the same orbit of the action &F (D,,) on
L(A), then|A| = |A'| and||A|| = ||A’||. Conversely, suppose thiat| = |A’| and||A]| = || 4’|

1.If|A| > 2thenX (A, I A) and X (A, 17, A') lie in the same orbit, which has cardinality
as in Proposition 4.

2. If A = @, then thelWW (B,,) orbit determined byjA|| = (A1,..., A,) forms a singléV (D,,)
orbit, except when each; is even, in which case it decomposes into #@D,,) orbits of
size

2n=pP=1p|
bx

In part 2 of Proposition 5, and when all the are even, one of th& (D,,) orbits consists
of the X (o, I, A) with |I"| even, and the other with thé"| odd (again, Orlik and Terao deal
with the monomial groug(r,r,n), while we consider onlyG(2,2,n) = W(D,,), with the
decomposition of the second part of Proposition 5 beingdnitd (D,, )-orbits, ford the greatest
common divisor ofr, A1,..., A, }).

If W is an exceptional Weyl group then a convenient descriptioh(al) is harder, but an
enumeration of the orbits of thié -action onL(A) suffices for our purposes. We summarize
some of the results of [16,17] (see [18, Appendix C]) in TahlEor example, the orbit data for
the Weyl grouplV ( E ), which starts as,

la0:36al:270al2.120a2:540al1l3.720ala2.270a3
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indicates a single ran orbit with stabilizer the Weyl grouply = 1 (corresponding to the
ambient spac®’), a single rankl orbit of size36 with stabilizerA; = Z, (corresponding to the
reflecting hyperplanes, or th2 roots in theEs root system arranged 86 + pairs), two orbits
of rank2 subspaces of siz€30 and120 with stabilizersA; x A; and A, respectively, and so on.
There are distinct rank one orbits with isomorphic stabiiizin typesss and F, corresponding
to the two conjugacy classes of generating reflections henomenon not arising in type
where all the generating reflections are conjugate).

We have stuck to the Weyl groups, as promisedlinbut the data in Table 3 could just as
easily be read off [18, Appendix C] for all 34 exceptional ttncomplex reflection groups.

3. Inverse Monoids and Reflection Monoids

We are now ready for reflection monoids and some of their aitang properties, but first we
recall some of the basic concepts of inverse monoids. Foe mothe general theory of inverse
monoids see [11, Chapter 5] and [15].

An inverse monoids a monoidM such that for alk € M there is a uniqué € M such that
aba = a andbab = b. The elemenb is theinverseof a and is denoted by . It is worth noting
that(a=!)~! = a and(ab)~! = b~1a~! forall a,b € M. The set of idempotent& (M) of M
forms a commutative submonoid, referred to asstmilattice of idempotents M. We denote
the group of units of\ by G(M). An inverse submonoidf an inverse monoid/ is simply a
submonoidV closed under taking inverses; itfidl if E(N) = E(M).

The archetypal example of an inverse monoid is the symmietlrgrse monoid defined as
follows. For a non-empty seX, a partial permutationis a bijections : ¥ — Z for some
subsetsy, Z of X. We allowY and Z to be empty so that the empty function is regarded as a
partial permutation. The set of all partial permutationsXois made into a monoid by using the
usual rule for composition of partial functions; it is callthe symmetric inverse monoizh X
and denoted byx (if X = {1,2,...,n}, we write .%, for .#x). That it is an inverse monoid
follows from the fact that it is a partial permutation ok, then so is its inverse (as a function)
o~ 1, and this is the inverse af in x in the sense above. Clearly, the group of unitssf
is the symmetric grou® x, and E(.#x ) consists of thepartial identitiese,- for all subsetsy”
of X wheree,, is the identity map on the subskt It is clear that, forY, Z C X, we have
ey€, = €yny and hence thakb(#x ) is isomorphic to the Boolean algebra of all subsetXof

Just ass,, is isomorphic to the group of permutation matrices,4pis isomorphic to the
monoid of partial permutation matrices, mok monoidthen x n matrices having, 1 entries
with at most one non-zero entry in each row and column (andaleccas each element repre-
sents am x n chessboard with th@ squares empty and thesquares containing rooks, with the
rooks mutually non-attacking).

We observe that ifi/ is an inverse submonoid of x, then

E(M)=MnE(Jx) ={ey | Y =domo for someo € M}.

Equally, E(M) = {ey- | Y = im o for somes € M} since imo = domo~! for all o € M.
Putting
B={domo |oc € M},

we see thatB is a meet semilattice isomorphic #®(M ). Moreover,X € B since M is a
submonoid, and finally, i" € B andg € G(M), thenY g = im (e,.g) € B. ThusB satisfies
analogues of (S1)-(S3) &R for a system of subspaces for a subgrougré{ 1), so we say that
it is a system of subsetsr the groupG(M).

Every inverse monoid/ has a faithful representation (called the Vagner-Prestpresenta-
tion) pas : M — #y; by partial permutations given by partial right multiplicat [11, 15], and
the significance of the symmetric inverse monoid is due péuotthis fact.

Another example of an inverse monoid that we will encoumé#il is themonoid of partial
signed permutationsf a non-empty sek. Let—X = {—z | z € X} be disjoint fromX such
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thatx — —x is a bijection, and define
Ix ={0 € Ixu-x|(—x)o = —(xzo) andz € domo & —x € domo},

where we write_#,, whenX = {1,2,...,n} and in this case-z has its usual meaning. The
group of units of Zx is the groups x of partial signed permutations of .

We shall be particularly interested in factorizable ineemsonoids, where an inverse monoid
M is factorizableif M = E(M)G(M) (= G(M)E(M)). See [15] for more details regarding
factorizable inverse monoids. Ferc M whereM is an inverse submonoid of y, we have
o € E(M)G(M) if and only if o is a restriction of a unit of\/, so that factorizable inverse
submonoids of#x are those in which every element is a restriction of some enit/. For
example,.7, is factorizable, since any partial permutation{af... ,n} can be extended (not
necessarily uniquely) to an element®jf,. However, if X is infinite, then.#x is not factorizable
since, for example, an injective map fraln to itself (with domainX) which is not surjective
cannot be a restriction of a permutation’f Similarly, _#,, is factorizable, but ¢y is not when
X is infinite.

Let B be a system of subsets for a subgraapf S x and define

F:M(Ga‘B):{gY‘QGC;YGB}

whereg,- is the restriction ofy to the subset”. Note thatF' ¢ .#x and that ifg,-,h, € F,
then(gy) ™" = (97 ')y, € Fandgyh, = (gh)p with T =Y N Zg~", so thatF is an inverse
submonoid of#x. Clearly,G is the group of units of", andE(F) = {e, | Y € B}. Moreover,
every element of’ is a restriction of a unit, sé’ is factorizable.

Now let M be an inverse submonoid ofxy andG be its group of units. LeB be the system
of subsets for7 described above, that is,

B ={domo | o € M}.

PutFy, = M(G, B) and note thaf), is a factorizable inverse submonoid f, and, in fact, it
is the largest such submonoick.(15, Proposition 2.2.1]).

Thus if M is actually factorizable, thend = Fj;, and since every inverse monoid can be
embedded in somg&x, we have a description of all factorizable inverse monofdsan illus-
tration, we note that?,, can be realised a%/(&,,, B) whereB is the power set of1, ..., n}.

Another class of inverse monoids of interest to us are thddorental inverse monoids. On
any inverse monoid/, define the relatiom by the rule:

apbifandonly ifa™'ea = b~ 'ebforalle € E(M).

Itis easy to see thatis a congruence of/; it is idempotent-separating in the sense that distinct
idempotents inM are not related by:, and, in fact, it is the greatest idempotent-separating
congruence o/. We say thatV/ is fundamentalif p is the equality relation, and mention that
for any M, the monoid)M /u is fundamental. The Munn semigrodp; of a semilatticeF that

we introduced irg2 plays a crucial role in describing fundamental inverse o First, we
note thatT g is an inverse submonoid ofp whose semilattice of idempotents is isomorphic to
E (see [11, Theorem 5.4.4] or [15, Theorem 5.2.7]).

Given any inverse monoid/ anda € M, define an element, € Tx(y;) as follows. The
domain ofd, is Eaa~! andzd, = a~'za for x € Eaa™!. Note that imy, = Ea~'a. The main
results are the following, for which one should consult [Theorem 5.4.4], [15, Theorem 5.2.8]
and [11, Theorem 5.4.5], [15, Theorem 5.2.9].

Proposition 6. If M is an inverse monoid, then the mapping M — Tg ) given byad = 4,
is @ homomorphism onto a full inverse submonoidgf,,) such thatad = b4 if and only if
apb.

Proposition 7. An inverse monoid/ is fundamental if and only if\/ is isomorphic to a full
inverse submonoid Of,y).
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The homomorphisnd : M — T, of Proposition 6 is called theundamentabr Munn
representatiorof M. Note thatM is fundamental if and only i is one-one.

It is well known that.#x is fundamental for any seX (see, for example, [11, Chapter 5,
Exercise 22]). In contrast, for any nonempty gtit is easy to see thafZx is notfundamental:
a simple calculation shows that the identity gfy and the transpositiofz, —z) areu-related.
In the next section we see tha,, is a reflection monoid, so there are non-fundamental redlecti
monoids.

We now describe fundamental factorizable inverse monaoitisrims of semilattices and their
automorphism groups, a point of view that will prove usefi4.2. We remark that the principal
ideals of a semilatticé? regarded as a monoid are precisely the principal order sdefaly
regarded as a partially ordered set. It will be convenientrite ¢, for the partial identity with
domainFEzx.

Proposition 8. If E is a semilattice with greatest elemdrandG is a subgroup of the automor-
phism group AUtE), then the collection

B={FEzx|ze€FE}

of all principal ideals of E forms a system of subsets (gf for G, and the resultingV/ (G, B)
is the submonoid df g generated bys and E.

Conversely, any fundamental factorizable inverse mofidigs isomorphic to a submonoid
of Tr(ar) generated by a grour of automorphisms of' (M) and E(M ).

Proof. Given E and G we observe tha3 does form a system of subsets @) for G since
E = F1, Ex N Ey = Exy and the image under € G of Ex is E(zg). We can thus define
the factorizable inverse monoit! (G, B) C .#g as above. A7 is a subgroup of AYtE), it
is a subgroup of the group of units 8f;, and hence it,g € M(G,B) with ¢ € G, then
ez9 € Tg. ThusM(G,B) C Tg; in fact, it is clearly a full inverse submonoid 6f; and so
it is fundamental. Identifyingt(Tg) with E, it is also clear thatV/ (G, B) is generated as a
submonoid by andE.

For the converse, Il be a fundamental factorizable inverse monoid and wiifer £(F').
ThenF is isomorphic to to a full submonoid & which we identify withF'. The groupG =
G(F) of units of ' is a subgroup of the group of units Bf;, that is, of Au{E). As aboveB =
{domo | o € F'} is a system of subsets (&f) for G and sinceF is factorizable F' = M (G, B).
ThusF is generated byr and E (identifying E with E(Tg)). O

If the semilatticeE’ has a least elemeft(in particular, if £ is a lattice), then the principal
ideal Ex of E is just the interval0,z] = {z € E|0 < z < 2}, so that the system described
above is the collection of intervas = {[0,z] |z € E}.

We now turn to reflection monoids. Throughout the rest of faistion,V is a vector space
over a fieldF. A partial linear isomorphisnof V' is a vector space isomorphism: X — Y
between vector subspac&sY of V. Thus the sed/ L(V') of all partial isomorphisms of is a
subset of#y, . In fact, it is an inverse submonoid ofys since the compaosition of two partial iso-
morphisms is easily seen to be a partial isomorphism, ankhtkese of an isomorphism is again
an isomorphism. The group of units 81 L(V') is GL(V'), and the semilattice of idempotents
consists of all the partial identities on subspace¥ of

If V' has finite dimension and is a subspace, then by extending a basiX pfany partial
isomorphism with domaitX” can be extended to a (not necessarily unique) full isomenpluf
V. Thus every element af/ L(V') is a restriction of a unit, so that/ L(V) is factorizable. Of
course, this is not the caselif has infinite dimension. We record these observations indixée n
result.

Lemma 3. The setM L(V') of all partial isomorphisms of the vector spagéis an inverse
submonoid of#y,. Moreover,M L(V') is factorizable if and only i/ is finite dimensional.
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A system of subspacés for a subgrougs of GL(V') is a special case of a system of subsets
for G regarded as a subgroup of &/, so as above we can construct a factorizable inverse
submonoidM (G, B) of M L(V') with group of unitsG and idempotents, the partial identities
ey for X € B.

On the other hand, if" is a factorizable inverse submonoid &fL(V"), then we know that
F = M(G,B) whereB = {domo | o € M}; now the domain of every element i is a
subspace oV, soB is, in fact, a system of subspaces.

A partial reflectionof a vector spacé’ is defined to be the restriction of a reflectienc
GL(V) to a subspace of V. We denote this partial reflection 3y, . A reflection monoids
defined to be a factorizable inverse submonoidbk (1) generated by partial reflections.

It is easy to see that the non-units in a reflection moddid- M L(V') form a subsemigroup,
and hence every unit df/f must be a product of (full) reflections, that is, the groupmtsiof A/
is a reflection groupV’. Indeed, ifS is the set of generating partial reflections fdr, let S’ S
be the subset of full reflections. Thé = (S’). Also, sincelM is factorizable, it follows that
M = M (W, B) for a system of subspaces fdr.

If we choose a (subspace) systénfor a reflection groupy C GL(V), the units of
M (W, B) are generated by reflections. Any other element has the #qrgnfor someX € B
andg € W.Nowg = s; ... s, for some reflections, . . ., s, ande y s is a partial reflection, so
exg = (exs1)s2...sy is aproduct of partial reflections. Thig(WW, B) is a reflection monoid.

Most of the elementary properties of reflection monoids appethe above discussion. For
emphasis, we list them in the following result.

Proposition 9. Every reflection monoid/ C M L(V') has the formM (W, B) whereWV is the
reflection group of units an® = {domo | 0 € M}. Conversely, itV ¢ GL(V) is a non-
trivial reflection group andB is a system of subspaces fidf, then M (W, B) is a reflection
monoid with group of unit§l’.

In M = M(W,B) we have:
(1) B={domo |0 € M} = {imo |0 € M},
(2) E(M) ={eyx | X € B}, and
(3) the inverse ofjx is (97") x,-

Finally, M (W, B) is finite if and only ifii” and B are finite.

Recall that in any monoid/, Green’s relationZ is defined by the rule thai#b if and
only if aM = bM. The relation? is the left-right dual of#; we definesZ = # N ¢ and
2 =% Vv Z.Infact, by [11, Proposition 2.1.3)) = #Z o ¥ = £ o %. Finally,a_# b if and
only if MaM = MbM. In an inverse monoich.%b if and only if aa= = bb~! and similarly,
a.Zb if and only if a—'a = b~'b. More information on Green’s relations can be found in [11,
15].

Proposition 10.Let p, o be elements of the reflection mondifi= M (W, B) with p = g and
o = hy Whereg,h € W and X,Y € B. Then

(1). pZo ifand only if X =Y;

(2). pZLoifandonly ifXg = Yh;

(3). pZoifand only ifY € XW,;

(4). if B consists of finite dimensional spaces, thgn= 2.

Proof. (1) and(2) follow from [11, Proposition 2.4.2] and the well known fab&t in M/ L(V)
we havepZ o if and only if domp = domo, andp.Zo if and only ifimp = imo.

If pZo, thenpZt o for somer € M, and it follows from (1) and (2) that” € XW. On
the other hand, it” € XW, sayY = Xk wherek € W, thenYh = Xkh so thato £ (kh)
by (2), and(kh) y Zp by (1), whenceZo.

Certainly, 2 Cc 7Z.1If p Zo,thenp = aoB ando = ~pd for somea, 5,v,6 € M.
Comparing domains giveX C Ya andY C Xb for somea,b € W. If the dimensions are
finite, we getY’ = Xb so thatpZo by (3). ad
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We remark that although we have stated this result for rédleechonoids, an entirely analo-
gous result holds for factorizable monoids in general.

The power of realising reflection monoids in the formh(W, B) will be seen in the next
section where we produce a wealth of examples and calcuiiete drders. For now, we use
the idea to give an example of a non-fundamental reflectionaidoin which the restriction of
the Munn representation to the group of units is one-onec@@fse, we have seen thax is
not fundamental, but in this case there are distinct unitehvlarey-related.) First, note that if
M = M(W,B) is any reflection monoid, and € M has domainX, then for anyY” € B we
have

Oé_lgy()é = g(YﬂX)Oc' (4)

Now letV = R? and® C V the root system shown (stably isomorphic to the crytallpgi@a
G2 C R3 of Table 2) and forlV take the subgroup ofV’ (@) generated by and wherep
is a rotation througl2z/3 and  is the reflection in thej-axis. Thus

W = &3. TheR-spans of these roots, together withand0, form a

system (of subspaces) fo. The ui-class of the identity,, is a normal

subgroup ofi¥ and so to show that is trivial on W, it is enough to

show thatp ande,, are notu-related This is clear from (4) using any of

the six lines forY'. On the other hand, lettingd be thez-axis, we see

thatTx ande y are distinct bug.-related.

We now consider when two reflection monoids are isomorph&.W c GL(V), W' C
GL(V') be reflection groups an@l, B’ systems of subspaces fdr, W’ respectively. We say
that a vector space isomorphisf: V' — V' induces arisomorphism of reflection monoids
f:M=MW,B) - M =MW, B)if M' = f~'Mf. Itis easy to see that the map
a +— f~laf is a monoid isomorphism/ — M.

Proposition 11. M and M’ are isomorphic reflection monoids if and only if there is ateec
space isomorphisnf : V. — V' with W’ = f~'WfandBf = B',ie: f : W — W'is an
isomorphism of reflection groups withf = B'.

In particular, if the systems are the intersection latticEByperplane arrangements, then as
rk X = codimX, an isomorphism of reflection monoids will induce a bijentioetween the
rank k elements of the two systems.

Proof. If fis anisomorphism of reflection monoids then the monoid ispmisma — f~'af
sends units to units, hen¢&’ C ='W f with f~! giving the reverse. IX € B thene € M,
henceX f = f~leyf € M'giving Xf € B’. ThusBf C B’ andf~! again gives the reverse.
Conversely, iff an isomorphism of the reflection groups andW’ with B f = B’ anda € M
thena = gy for g € W andX € B hencef 'af = (f~'gf)x, with Xf € B’ and

flgf e W giving flaf € M'. O

We now proceed to find the orders of our reflection monoidswiuich the following result
is straightforward but crucial.

Theorem 1.LetW C GL(V') be a reflection group anth a system fo#V'. Then

MW, B)] = D [W: W],
XeB

whereWx C W is the isotropy group oX € B.

Proof. ForX € B let M (X) be the set ofv € M (W, B) with dom(a) = X. ThenM (W, B) is
the disjoint union of the\/ (X)) and so|[M (W, B)| = Y xcs |M(X)|. The elements o/ (X)
are the partial isomorphisms obtained by restricting teeneints ofiV to X, andw;,wy € W
yield the same partial isomorphism if and only if they lie metsame coset of the isotropy
subgroupVx . Thus,|M(X)| = [IW : Wx] and the result follows. O



14 Brent Everitt and John Fountain

Observe that thé/ (X') of the proof is theZ-class containing the partial identity,, so that
the sum of Theorem 1 can be interpreted as a sum#velasses. The proof also shows that the
result is true for an arbitrar¢g C GL(V'), however, whert is not a reflection group, it may not
be so easy to calculate the number of orbits and their sinelsg@aling with the isotropy group
G x may be difficult.

If X,Y € B lie in the same orbit of th&l”-action onB, then their isotropy groupd’x, Wy
are conjugate, and the sum in Theorem 1 becomes

MW, B)| = W[ )

ox (5)
Xen x|

|W

where{? is a set of orbit representatives for thié-action onB, andn y is the size of the orbit
containingX . Most of our applications of Theorem 1 will use the form (5).

4. Examples

In this section we identify some important monoids pretaxisin the literature as reflection
monoids, and introduce some new examples. In some caselsdives are motivated by reflec-
tion groups that can be identified with other common or gardeiety groups.

4.1. Boolean monoids

We saw in§1 that the classical Weyl groups have alternative desoriptas groups of permuta-
tions, withW(4,,—1) & &, W(B,) 2B, = &, x Q(n) andW (D,,) = &,, x Q*(n).

Much the same happens in the partial case.Wet= W (®) be a Weyl group as in Ta-
bles 1-2, andB = (A)y the Boolean system @R.1. Then the the resulting reflection monoid
M(W,B) = M(®,B) is called aBoolean (reflection) monoidoth M (A,,—1, B) andM (B,,, B)
can be identified with naturally occurring permutation midso

Returning to the inverse monoidg, and ¢, of the previous section, leX = {1,...,n}.

If {i,i+1} CY C X, let o,y be the partial permutation with domain and imageand

whose effect ort” is as the transpositiofi, : + 1), ie: o, , interchanges andi + 1, fixes

the remaining points of’, and is undefined oX \ Y. Similarly, let 7,y have domain and
imageY U —-Y C X U—X withi € Y and effect(i, —i) onY U —Y; let 1, , have effect
(i,i+ 1)(—i,—(i+1))onY U =Y for {i,i + 1} C Y.

Lemma 4.Letn > 3. (1). The symmetric inverse monaid, is generated by the partial trans-
positionSc;—LY forl<:<n-1landY C X.

(2). The monoid of partial signed permutationg,, is generated by the; ,- and ;- for 1 <
i<m1<j<n-1Y C X.

Proof. For (1), we note tha6,, is generated by the full transpositions x, and that by (the
proof of) [10, Theorem 3.1],%, is generated by any generating set @&y together with any
partial permutation of rank — 1.

For (2), we recall that#,, is factorizable so that every element can be writtemyas y 7 for
some (full) signed permutation Certainly®B,, is generated by the; x andy; x, so it suffices
to expressy—y in terms of the proposed generating set. Writing_;, for ey,—y where
Y = X\ {i1,...,i}, we havee;, ; = ¢, ...¢;; hence it is enough to show that (for
1 <7 < n) can be expressed in terms of the proposed generators.>A8, we haves,, = Tfy
whereY = X \ {n}, ande; = 1 x€j+11; x for j < n;hences, ..., s, are generated by the
7;,x andyu; x as required. a

LetV be a Euclidean space with orthonormal bgss, . . . ,x,, }, and forY” = {iy,...,ix} C
X ={1,...,n}, write (Y) for the span ofx;, ...,x; }. If x € V let sx be the reflection in
xt and(sx)y) the corresponding partial reflection.
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Proposition 12.(1). The m<':1|c(sxi_xi+1)<Y> + 0, y induces an isomorphism from the Boolean
reflection monoid\/ (A,,—1, B) to the symmetric inverse monoid, .

(2). The map(sxi)<y> = 7y and (sx;— XZ.+1)<Y> + u; y induces an isomorphism from the
Boolean reflection monoid/ (Bn, B) to the monoid of partial signed permutations,,.

Proof. As mentioned irg1, itis well known that when restricted to full reflectionsetmap in (1)
induces an isomorphisgp: W(A,,—1) — &,.Forg,h € W(A,—1) andY C X, itis clear that
9oy = iy if and only if (g¢)y = (h¢), . Hence there is a bijectiop : M (A,—1,B) — %,
extendingy and given bygma = (gp)y - Itis easy to verify that is an isomorphism which
restricts to the map given in (1). It follows that this mapuodsyp since theo, ,- generates,,.
The proof of (2) is similar. 7 O

Unlike the Weyl groupWV (D,,), there seems to be no nice interpretation of the reflection
monoid M (D,,, B) as a group of partial permutations. Now to the orders:

Theorem 2.Let ®,, be a root system of typé,,_1, B,, or D,, as in Table 1 and3 the Boolean
system foll’ (®,,). Then the Boolean reflection monoids have orders,

M(8,,B)| = W (@ |Z<) AL

Proof. The WW-action onB is rank preserving and transitive on the rahkelements, with
k(X = x5, 0---nxp) = rk{iy,..., i} = k (see§2.1). Thus theX = xi N--- Nx
for 0 < k < n are orbit representatives, withx the number ok element subsets df andWWx
generated by the reflections for v € &, N X1 = &,.. The result now follows from (5). O

By the conventions of1 we havgW (A)| = (k+1)!, [W(By)| = 2Fk!, |[W(Dy)| = 1, and
|W (Dy)| = 2= 'k! for k > 1, thus giving,

Qn An—l Bn Dn
n n 2 n n 2 n n 2
k n—1 k
|M(®,,B)| Z<k> KoY 2 <k> Koo o2l ) 2 <k> k!
k=0 k=0 k=1

Notice that the given orders gel with the isomorphisii$A,,_1,B) = %, and M (B,,, B) =
#n of Proposition 12 and the well known order of, (see eg: [11, Chapter 5, Exercise 3]):
one can independently choose a domain and image okdiaea partial permutationr € .7,
with there then being! partial permutations having the given domain and imageilaily for
Hn, there bein@*k! partial signed permutations with a given domain and image €n also
show, by thinking in terms of partial signed permutatiomst the non-units of/(B,,, B) and

M (D, B) coincide, which is why the orders of these reflection monaidsidentical except
for thek = 0 terms (recall thay C I corresponds to the ambient spacec B).

4.2. The Renner monoids

The theory of linear algebraic monoids was developed inoidgatly, and then subsequently
collaboratively, by Mohan Putcha and Lex Renner during $80%. Among the chief achieve-
ments of the theory is the classification [24, 25] of the réifeamonoids, and the formulation
of a Bruhat decomposition [23] for a reductive algebraic pidnwith the role of the Weyl
group being played by a certain finite factorizable inversmaid, coined thé&renner monoid
by Solomon [29].

Thus the Renner monoids play the same role for algebraic menbat the Weyl groups
play for algebraic groups, and in this section we investigatwhat extent the analogy contin-
ues further. Standard references on algebraic groups gk, 30], and on algebraic monoids,
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the books of Putcha and Renner [20,22]. We particularly menuend the excellent survey of
Solomon [28].

ThroughoutF is an algebraically closed field. Aaffine(or linear) algebraic monoidvl over
I is an affine algebraic variety together with a morphismM x Ml — M of varieties, such that
the productry = ¢(x,y) givesM the structure of a monoid (ie: is an associative morphism
of varieties and there is a two-sided uhite M for ). We will assume that the monod is
connectedthat is, the underlying variety is irreducible, in whichseahe grougs of units is a
connected algebraic group with = M (Zariski closure). Adjectives normally applied @®are
then transferred td1; thus we have semisimple monoids, reductive monoids, gimminected
monoids, and so on

From now on, letM be reductive. The key players, just as they are for algelgwiaps,
are the maximal torf” C G and their closure§” C M. Let X(T') be the character group of
all morphisms of algebraic groups: T' — G,, (with G,,, the multiplicative group of*) and
X(T) similarly the commutative monoid of morphisms®f ThenX (7)) is a freeZ-module, and
restriction (together with the densenesgth T') embedsX(T) — X (7).

The Weyl groupWg = Ng(T')/T of automorphisms off” acts faithfully onX(7") via
xX9(t) = x(g~'tg), thus realizing an injectiofg — GL(V) for V = X(T) ® R. We will
write W for both the Weyl group and its image AL (V). The non-zero weight®é := (G, T)
of the adjoint representaticdi — G L(g) form a root system with the Weyl grody” generated
by reflectionss,, for o« € & (with respect to &V -invariant bilinear form).

The Renner monoid [23Ry; of M is defined to beRy = Ng(T')/T', which turns out
(although this is not obvious) to by (7)/T, where Ny = {x € M |2T = Txz}. Just as
4, is the archetypal inverse monoid, andM&$ A,,_1,Boolear it is the archetypal reflection
monoid, so in its incarnation as the rook monoid it is the déad example of a Renner monoid,
namely forM = M,,(F), the algebraic monoid af x n matrices oveif. These monoids have
been explicity described in some other cases, for exampieniM is the “symplectic monoid”
MSp, (F) = F*Sp, (F) C M, (F) [38]

Suppose novM has a zero, and leE = E(T) be the lattice of idempotents af, for
T a maximal torus inG. Then by the results of [20, Chapter &, is a graded lattice with
0 and 1. Moreover, by [20, Theorem 10.7], the Weyl groUip is the automorphism group of
E,viae? = g leg, and by [20, Remark 11.3(i)] the Renner mondg; is the submonoid
(E,W) C Tg, of the Munn semigrouffz of E. Thus by Proposition 8, the Renner monoid has
the form M (W, €) whereC = {Ez |« € E} is a system of subsets I.

Before proceeding we summarize some basic facts about mme$9, §1.2]. If V' is a real
space andy, ..., v, afinite set of vectors, then the convex polyhedral cone vetiegatorg v; }
is the setr = >~ \;u; where)\; > 0. The dual coner¥ C V* consists of those € V* taking
non-negative values on A facer C o is the intersection witlr of the kernelu of au € oV,
and the faces form a meet semilatti€ér) under inclusion. Ifr € (o), let 7 be theR-span in
V of , so that ifr = o Nu* for u € ¢¥, theno N7 = 7. In particular, ifN7; = N7, in V
then(\7; = (u; in F(o). Note that if{7;} € F(o) are faces o then we have C (7, for

T =15
A cone is simplicial if it has a set = {v;} of linearly independent generators.rifis the
cone on{vy,...,0;,...,vs}, thent; = o N u;-, whereu; is the vector corresponding tq

in the dual basis foi’*. ThusT; is a face ofo, and the face latticé(c) is isomorphic to the
Boolean lattice on thé-dimensional face®™ - v; of 0. If 7 € F(o) corresponds tol, C A
thenr; N 7 corresponds tol,, N A.,, andT = R-span ofA.. In particular,R-spar{(] A, } =
({R-spanA.. }, and so we have = (7; whent = [ 7; for o simplicial. Finally, a cone
is strongly convex if the duat¥ spansl/*. Simplicial cones are strongly convex. On the other
hand, ifdim V' = 2, then any strongly convex cone is simplicial [9, 1.2.13].

Returning to algebraic monoids, we may assume, by conpgatiitably, that the maximal
torusT is a subgroup of the grouB, of invertible diagonal matrices, whereis the rank ofG.
If x; is the restriction td’ of the j-th coordinate function off',,, then the cone = >~ R*y; C
X(T) ® R is strongly convex. The dual core’ lives in the group ofi-parameter subgroups of
T.
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Fig. 1. (Left) The W-equivariant latice isomorphisti(c) — E: the vertical arrows are the isomorphisms- e,
the top arrow is the map — 7¢g given by thell/-action on the face lattice, and the bottom arrow the map» e
of the W-action on the idempotents. (Right) the various ingredidot M = M3, G = GLs, T = D5, T = Ds,
X(T) the freeZ-module on the charactens;(A) = A,;, We the permutation matrices, arfd(T) the diagonal
matrices with0, 1-entries (with the matrix dia@, b, c) represented by the stringhc). The cones is spanned by
the shade@-simplex (with vertices the basis vectoys) with faces labelled by (T) to illustrate the isomorphism

F(o) — E(T).

This o has a number of nice properties. Firstly, the character moX¢T) = o N X(T).
Secondly, the Weyl groupl/, in its reflectional action oV, acts ono, and this induces an
actiont — 7g of W on J(o). Finally, the face lattice¥(c) models the idempotents: there
is a lattice isomorphisn# (o) — E(T), with 7 — e, that isW-equivariant with respect to
the Weyl group actions, ie: for any € W, the diagram on the left of Figure 1 commutes. In
short,e = erg (Solomon [28, Corollary 5.5], working with the dual cone shalatticeanti-
isomorphism(a¥) — E(T)).

We can now define a reflection monoid using the Weyl grou@ ahd the convex polyhedral
cones C X(T)®Q. LetB = (T |7 € F(o))w be the system for” generated by the subspaces
7. As T acts on the face latticg(c), eachX € B has the formX = (7, for 7; € F(o). Call
M (W, B) thereflection monoid associated id.

Figure 1 depicts the situation féfl = M3. The systeni is just the Boolean one generated
by the coordinate hyperplangs, and the reflection monoiti/ (W, B) is the symmetric inverse
monoid on the vertices of thzzsimplex (hence, in this case, isomorphic to the Renner mono
Ryp).

If X = (7, € B, then the idempotents df/ (1, B) are products y = []¢; wheree; is
the partial identity orF;, hence any element of the reflection monoid has the form [[¢; - ¢
for g € W. Define a mapping : M(W,B) — M(W,€) = Ry by f(eg) = [[e; - g, where
ej :=éer, € E.

Theorem 3.Let M be connected reductive with Ry its Renner monoid, and/ (W, B) the
associated reflection monoid. Th¢n M (W, B) — Ry is a surjective homomorphism, which
is injective if and only itr C X(T") ® Q is a simplicial cone.

Proof. Let X = (7, Y = (z; ande g1 = &y g2 in the reflection monoid. TheX =Y
andgzgl‘1 is in the isotropy group? x of X. By intersecting the expressions f&randY” with
owe get)7; = (\u; in F(o), and so[[ e, = []e,, in E, as these are the images under the
lattice isomorphisn¥ (o) = E.

Writing e; := er; andr = () 7; from now on, it suffices, foif to be well defined, to show
that the elementf] ¢; - g;, (i = 1,2), give the same partial permutations f;, and this follows
if gog; " fixes the idealE([] e;) pointwise. Lete,, be in this ideal for some € F(o), so that
x C 7 by the isomorphisnd(c) = E, hencex C kK C 7 C (|7; = X. Thus, aSgle‘l fixes X
pointwise, it fixesr pointwise, giving

-1
9291
T

(& =€

Tgp97t = €T
as the isomorphisn¥ (o) = E is W-equivariant. Thusf is well defined. To see that it is a
homomorphism, observe thaﬁ{1 = Exg-11 whereXg~! = N(Fg~!) and X is as above. If
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Fig. 2. The homomorphisnf of Theorem 3 need not be injectiveNf = Ad(G)F* with G the adjoint simple group
of type Bs, then the lattice of idempotents of the associated refleationoid (left) contains non-zero elements
mapping viaf to zero in the lattice of idempotents of the Renner monoigh)i

7j — ejviaTJ(o) = E, thent;g — Crig = egj, and so

-1
g9

-1 1

g g9 —

Tl = ()

under f. We then have

—1
-1 f 91
Exgl Eygas = EXE”(;} g192 +> HeTj <Heuj> g1g2 = HeTj g1 Heuj - ga.

Surjectivity is clear.

For the second part of the Theorem, t&be theR-span inV of o, where we must have
dim@ > 2if o is not simplicial. There are then maximal faegsr, € F(o) with 1N = {0}.
As theT; are hyperplanes i@, the intersectiorr; V75 has codimensio in &, hence is non-zero.
If ; is the partial identity orr; ande; := e, then this translates into ey # 0in M (W, B),
bute;es = 0in E. In particular, the injectivity off fails, even on the idempotents.

On the other hand, it is simplicial, lete g1 — [[er, - 91, ey92 — [ley, - g2 with
[Ter, - 91 = [1ey, - 92 As elements of#p we have[Je,, = []e,, andg; g, fixing the
ideal E(]] e, ) pointwise. The lattice isomorphism then gives= () 7; = (\u; = p and thus
X =N7;=7=n=\n; =Y.If 7 is generated by the (independent) vectars .., v
andy; = R* - v, thene,, € E(]] er;) and so fixed b;gl‘lgg. Thusy; is also fixed, henc&X
too, as itis spanned by sueh Thusg ey = g2cy-, andf is injective. a

As an illustration of the phenomenon in the last part of tleofprletM be the (normalization
of) Ad(G)F* for G the adjoint simple group of typBs. Then [24, Example 3.8.3%im(X(7T) ®
R) = 3 with o a cone on a square (see [24, Figure 6]);)fi = 1, 2) are the cones on opposite,
non-intersecting faces of the square, them =, = {0}, whereasr; N 7, is a 1-dimensional
subspace. Figure 2 gives the lattice of idempotents of thecteon monoid associated fdl
(left) with a pair as1e42 # 0 marked, mapping vig to e; A e2 = 0 (right).

Not only does the above homomorphism fail to be injectivehils tase, but we can also
show quite easily thaRy; cannot be isomorphic to a reflection monoid. For, suppodeitfa=
M(W,B) whereB is a system of subspaces of a Euclidean sgaaen which W acts as a
reflection group. Sincé/ must be isomorphic to the group of units Bf;, we havelV =
W (B3). Hence four of the elements of order 2lin must be reflections. Also, the lattiG@must
be isomorphic to the lattice shown on the right in Figure 2rédwer, if the bottom element Gf
is a non-zero subspace, we can factor it out to obtain adatfisubspaces with bottom element
{0}.

Reading from left to right, let the atoms and coatom®dife Uy, Uy, Us, Us and Xy, X1, Xo,
X3 respectively. The intersection of any tWg’s is zero, as is the intersection afy and Xo.
Hence for any choice of non-zero vectarse U; (i = 0,1, 2, 3), the sef{u,, ..., us} islinearly
independent.
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The group of units ofRy; is the automorphism group df(Ry;) where the action is by
conjugation. Hencé?” acting by conjugation ode,. | Y € B} gives all automorphisms of
E(M(W,B)) and sincesy,, = g leygforallY € Bandg € W, the same is true of the
induced action of¥ on B.

Automorphisms ofB are determined by their effect on the atoms. gy’ € W be such
that their actions give rise to the automorphisms deterechineinterchangind/y with Us and
U, with U,, and interchangind/y with U; and Us with Us respectively. Choosa; € U; for
i = 0,1; thenuyg € Uz andu,g € Uy, so that{uy, u;,u,g,u,g} is a basis for the subspace
it spans, say/. It is readily verified that-1 is an eigenvalue of|;, of multiplicity 2, so that
—1 cannot be a simple eigenvalue gfitself. Thusg (which has order 2) is not a reflection.
Similarly, ¢’ is not a reflection. This is a contradiction since there iy ame element of order 2
in W which is not a reflection.

Our last result in this subsection is a negative one of sibrést inverse monoid/ is to be a
reflection monoid then we must have an injective homomorpli$ — A L(V') with the units
of M a reflection group /.

Proposition 13.Let M be connected with and Ry its Renner monoid. I : Ry — M L(V)
is faithful with p(Wg) a reflection group acting essentially éf, theni is not of(—1)-type.

Thus at least one of the irreducible component$lef must beA,,(n > 1), D,, (n odd) or
Eg.

Proof. It follows immediately thatV = p(W() is a finite reflection group acting essentially on
V. In particular,p is equivalent to the reflectional representation of a Coxatstem(Wg, S),
and if Wg is of (—1)-type, there is @ # 1 € Wg with p(g) = —1 on V. By (4), p(g) is
u-related tol € p(Ry), with the resulting reflection monoid not fundamental. O

We conclude the subsection by mentioning that several esittave calculated the orders of
certain Renner monoids. The most general results (whidhdeall earlier ones) are in [37].

4.3. Reflection arrangement monoids

Let W C GL(V) be a reflection group an®f = L(A) the intersection lattice of the arrange-
mentA of the reflecting hyperplanes &F. The resultingh (W, H) is called the(reflection)
arrangement monoidf A.

If W = W (&) we write write M (®, H) for the arrangement monoid.4f C V and®’ C V'
are essential, then a root system isomorphfsn® — &' induces an isomorphism of reflection
monoidsM (®,H) — M (¥, H') whered(, H' are the lattices of the reflection arrangements
arising from® and®’. Thus we may talk of the arrangement monoids of tyde®, . .. etc,
without reference to the particular choice of root systelthpoagh we will usually have in mind
the® of §1.

Scrutinising thes@, we see that in type8 and F', the Boolean syster$ is properly con-
tained in the arrangement systéii) thus the Boolean monoitl/ (¢, B) is a proper submonoid
of the arrangement monoitl (¢, H) in these cases. On the other hand, an isomorphism of re-
flection monoidsM (®, B) — M (@, H) would induce, by Proposition 11, a bijection between
the rankk subspaces of the Boolean and arrangement systems. Facal@ssthe number of
such subspaces in the arrangement systems are

A B D

S(n, k) 2?202""“(7;)S(i,k) z#n_lzi—k(?) S(i, k)
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whereS(n, k) is a Stirling number of the second kind. As these numbersdiBtiolean case are
the number of ways of choosirigobjects fromn, there is no isomorphism of reflection monoids
between)M (¢, B) and M (&, KH) for thesed.

We now proceed to compute their orders, which in contragtéd®oolean guys, we can do
in both the classical and exceptional cases. Recall 212 that a partition of, is a sequence
of non-negative integers = (A1,...,\,) with >~ \; = nandA; > \;1; > 1, and ifb; > 0'is
the number of\; equal toi, thenby = by!by! ... (11)P1(21)%2 ..,

Theorem 4.The arrangement monoiti/ (A4,,_1, H) has order,
1
M(A,_1,H)| = (n)?*y ———
| ( 17 )| (n) Z}\:b)\)\l!...)\p!’

the sum over all partitiong of n.

The denominator of the sum in Theorem 4 is largest for thatjgert\ = (n), which con-
tributes1/(n!)2, hence the noa priori obvious fact that the sum is an integer.

Proof. This is another application of (5), with by Proposition 3¢ thartitions ofn the orbit
representatives; v ;) = n!/by for A = || 4|, and|W| = n!. TheW (A, -1) = &,, action onH
is given by X (A)g(o) = X(Ao) for o € &, henceWx (1) = Gy, x --- x &y, 0

Proceeding now to the typB case, leb < m < n be integers,

min{m,n—m}
def m n—m

=0

and d,,,, def m!(n — m)!len,,. The following is more general than we need, but may be of

independent interest:

Proposition 14. The isotropy groupVx C W (B,,) of the subspac& = X (A, I',A) € H has
order

p
2™l T S
i=1
wherem = |A|, ||[A|| = (A1,...,Ap) for A= {A;,..., A}, andp; = [ N A,

Proof. An elementy(o,T) € W(B,,) stabilizesX precisely whemlo = A, A;0 = A; and if
I =I'nA; andT; = TN A;, then foreaci < i < p,we have(T; A I)o = I or A;\ I; (see
§2.2). We are thus free in the first instance to choose a pdinof T'N A ando any bijection
A — A (of which there ar@™ m!) and the proof is completed by showing that the number of
pairs of al; ando; (which iso restricted tad;) is 29,,, ,. To have(T; A I5)o; = I3, itis clearly
necessary that; A I; andI; have the same cardinality and conversely, if this is so theran
be the extension of any bijectich A I; — I;. TheT; C A; for which |T; A I;| = |I;| are
precisely those subsets that can be partitioned into twalexized pieces, one contained/ih
and the other in; \ 1. The number of such is,,, and for each one there agg! bijections
T; A I; — I, each one in turn extendable (t®; — p;)! bijectionso; : A; — A;.

The other possibility is thatl; A I;)o; = A; \ I;,and agA; \ T;) A I; = A; \ (T A 1),
the mapT; — A; \ T; is a bijection from the set df; with |7; A I;| = k to the set ofl; with
|T; A T3] = A\; — k. The result is that there arg, \, subsetsl; with |T; A I3 = [A; \ I3, and
(\i — ui)pi! bijectionso; : A; — A; extending bijectiong; A I; — A; \ ;. O

For a partition\ = (A1,...,\p), letdy =47 by\!... A
Theorem 5.The arrangement monoit¥/ (B,,, H) has order,

1
|M (B, H)| = 22" (n!)* )
m,\

4md>\’

the sum over all pairgm, A) where0 < m < nis an integer and\ is a partition ofn — m.
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Proof. Observe by Proposition 4 that the orbit of the subsp&de\, I', A) is determined by
m = |A| and the partitiol\ = ||A|| of n — m, with I" playing no role. We thus choode = @
in each orbit, and apply (5) t& (A, &, A), with [IW] = 2"n!,

—m)! P
ny = 2N ( n > (n —m)! and|IWy| = 2m+pm!H)\i!7

n—m by Pl
the last by Proposition 14. a

For the arrangement monoid of tyde, the intersection latticé&{ of the arrangement of
reflecting hyperplanes is a sublattice of the typene. It then suffices to compare the isotropy
groups inW(By,) andW (D,,) ofanX € K.

Proposition 15.1f X is the intersection lattice of the reflection arrangement ifid(D,,) and
X = X (A, I, A) € 3, then the isotropy groupd’x C W (D,,), Wi C W(B,,) coincide when
A = @ and each); is even, otherwis&/x has index2 in W¥..

Proof. The index ofWx in W is at most2 asWx = W(D,,) N W% with W(D,,) of index
two in W (B,). Thus eitheVx has index2 in W or the isotropy groups coincide, with the
latter happening precisely wheXig(o,T) = X for g(o,T) € W(B,,) implies thatg(o,T) €

W (D,,), ie: that|T'| is even. It is easy to check that this happens if and only # @ and each
A\ is even. a

Theorem 6. The arrangement monoitl/ (D,,, H) has order,

3
M(Dp, 30)| = 4" Y(nl)? Y~ —m2
| M (Dy, 30)| ("2

m,\

the sum over all pairgm, A) where0 < m < nis aninteger# 1 and A = (Ay,...,\,) is a
partition ofn —m, withe, | = 1if m = 0 and each\; is even, and;,, , = 2 otherwise.

Proof. Apply Propositions 5, 14 and 15 to (5). a

The orders of the arrangement monoids for the exceptiongl @eups are calculated di-
rectly from (5) and the data in Table 3.

Proposition 16. The orders of the exceptional arrangement monoids are

) G2 F4 Eﬁ E7 ES

|M(®,H)| | 72 11-4931 2*.52.40543 3-113-24667553 1179 55099865069
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