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Abstract

This paper is motivated by several combinatorial actions of the affine Weyl group

of type C. Addressing a question of David Vogan, it was shown in an earlier
paper that these permutation representations are essentially multiplicity-free [2].
However, the Gelfand trick, which was indispensable in [2] to prove this property

for types Cn and By, is not applicable for other classical types. Here we present a
unified approach to fully answer the analogous question for all irreducible affine
Weyl groups. Given a finite Weyl group W with maximal parabolic subgroup P < W,

there corresponds to it a reflection subgroup H of the affine Weyl group W. It turns
out that while the Gelfand property of P < W does not imply that of H < W, however
the pair Q = N/ (P) < W has the Gelfand property if and only if K = QH < W has.
Finally, for each irreducible type we describe when (W, Q) is a Gelfand pair.
Mathematics Subject Classification (2020): 20C15, 20F55
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1 Introduction

Our previous paper [2] was motivated by several natural actions
of the affine Weyl group G of type C,, on finite sets of combinato-
rial objects, see Section 2 there. We concluded that these are “essen-
tially” multiplicity-free, that is, the actions are not multiplicity-free,
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under the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme
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but there exists a G-equivariant coupling of the underlying set such
that the G-action on the couples is multiplicity-free.

Our approach included an inflated action of G on an infinite
set Z3 x Z with point stabilizer H. Dealing with an infinite action
led to the definition of a proto-Gelfand pair [2, Definition 3.3]: if A < B
for a not necessarily finite group B, we call (B,A) a proto-Gel-
fand pair if for every homomorphism ¢ : B — B; with a finite
image, (¢(B), ¢(A)) is a Gelfand pair. We also say that A is a proto-Gel-
fand subgroup of B.

Theorem 1.1 (see [2], Theorem 1.7) Let G be an affine Weyl group of
type Cy or By,. For every w € Z% x Z whose stabilizer is not all of G
(namely, w is not G-invariant), there exists a double cover of the stabilizer
which is a proto-Gelfand subgroup of G.

The action of G on Z% x Z can be understood in terms of affine
permutations and also in terms of the fundamental domain. Here we
do not explore the possible actions but concentrate only on the Gel-
fand property of the stabilizer. We prove the following, analogous
theorem for all affine Weyl groups. As a reference for Coxeter groups
in general, and affine Weyl groups in particular, we use [7].

Let @ be an irreducible root system with fundamental roots A.
Let W be its Weyl group, X = L(®") the translation group with
its coroot lattice and G = W = W x X the corresponding affine Weyl
group.

Delete a node from A, let @ be the (typically reducible) root sys-
tem generated by the remaining fundamental roots, and let H be the
reflection subgroup of G generated by the affine reflections corre-
sponding to @(. Let P = HN W denote the corresponding parabolic
subgroup of W and Q = Nyy(P) its normaliser. The main result of
the paper is the following one.

Theorem 1.2 The index |Q : P| is at most 2. K = QH is a proto-Gelfand
subgroup of G if and only if Q is a Gelfand subgroup of W. In particular,
this property holds for the following types:

e An,Bn, Cn, Gy for every removed node;

e Dy, for every removed node if n is odd, and for k < 2[n/4] + 1
or k > n—1ifnis even (for the numbering see Figure 2 below);

o Eg, E7 if one of the three degree one nodes is removed;
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e Ejg if one of the two farthest endnodes is removed;
o F4 if one of the two endnodes is removed.

One part of the theorem is easy. Let ¢ denote the natural ho-
momorphism G — G/X ~ W. If K is a proto-Gelfand subgroup
of G then Q ~ QX/X = KX/X = ¢(K) is a Gelfand subgroup of
W~ G/X = o(G).

If P is not a Gelfand subgroup of W then, by a similar argument, H
cannot be a proto-Gelfand subgroup of G. However, even if P is Gel-
fand in W but P < Q then H is still not a proto-Gelfand subgroup
of G; that is why K is needed in the theorem instead of the reflection
subgroup H (see Remark 2.4 below). The fact that [Q : P| =[K: H| < 2,
which appears as property (c) in Hypothesis 2.1 below, is a simple
consequence of [7, Theorem 1.12 (d)]; see in the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Our proof in [2] was based on the so called “Gelfand’s trick”: if G
has an involutive anti-automorphism (typically the group inversion)
that fixes every H— H double coset, then (G, H) is a (proto-)Gelfand
pair. In the present paper we use, instead, character theory for two
reasons. First, it enables a unified approach for all affine Weyl groups.
Second, in some cases Gelfand’s trick does not suffice. One such case
is type An. The following is a special case of our main theorem, re-
moving the k-th node from the Dynkin diagram of A;,.

Corollary 1.3 Let G be a Weyl group of type Ay,. It contains naturally a
reflection subgroup Hy of type Ar_1 X An_x. If2k #n+ 1 then Hy is a
proto-Gelfand subgroup of G. If 2k =n + 1 then Hy has a double cover Ky
which is a proto-Gelfand subgroup of G.

It is possible to use direct calculations to show that for every ho-
momorphism ¢ : G — G with finite image, the Hecke(double-coset)
algebra H(@(G), ¢(Hy)) (or H(@(G), (Ky)) for 2k = n+1) is com-
mutative. Still, the simplest Gelfand’s trick does not work, not even
for 2k #n + 1: the double coset HixHy, = xHy # Hy (with x € X)
does not contain involutions. Albeit, Hy is not a parabolic subgroup,
this phenomenon also indicates why in the theorem of Curtis, Iwa-
hori and Kilmoyer (see Theorem 1.4, below) finiteness is required.

The study of the Gelfand property for subgroups of Coxeter groups
goes back to at least half a century. To our knowledge, [3] and [10] are
among the first general results. Saxl [10] gave a list of potential can-
didates of Gelfand subgroups G < Sy, for n > 18. His list was later
made exact by Godsil and Meagher [6] who also dealt with n < 18.
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Curtis, Iwahori and Kilmoyer considered parabolic subgroups of fi-
nite Coxeter groups. The following is abridged from [3, Theorem 3.1].

Theorem 1.4 Let (W,R) be a Coxeter system with W finite, ] C R
and Wy = (sj|j € ]) the corresponding parabolic subgroup. The Hecke
algebra (double coset algebra) H(W, Wy) over an algebraically closed field
of characteristic O is commutative if and only if the shortest element of each
double coset WywWjy C W is an involution.

A complete classification of commutative Hecke algebras of Cox-
eter groups over parabolic subgroups was given by Abramenko, Par-
kinson and Van Maldeghen [1]. Let X;, ; denote the case of the Cox-
eter system (W, S) of type X, with I = S\ {i}, removing node i from S
according to the standard numbering of the nodes. Similarly in,i de-
notes the case of the affine Weyl group of type Xy, with I =S\ {i}.

Theorem 1.5 (see [1], Theorem 2.1) Let (W,S) be an irreducible Cox-
eter system, 1 C S be spherical (that is, W is finite), and let fi = (ts) be a
specialization with ts > 1 for each s € S. The I-parabolic Hecke algebra H'
and its specialization HL are noncommutative ifIS\I| > 1. If T = S\ {i}
then 3 and KL are commutative in the cases

e Ani(1<i<g<n),Bi(1<i<n),Dni(1<i<n2ori=

n—1,n), Eg1, E62, E66, E71, E72, E77, Eg1, Egs, Fa1, Faa,
H3 1, H3 3, Ha 1, 12(p)i(i=1,2), and

e all affine cases im with i a special node (that is, the removed node i
and the extra node of the affine Coxeter diagram are in the same orbit
under graph automorphisms),

and noncommutative otherwise.

We will use the list of this theorem for exceptional Weyl groups
in the following short form. The parabolic subgroup is a Gelfand
subgroup if and only if the deleted node is an endnode (“leaf”) of
the Dynkin diagram, but not the middle leaf of Eg. See Figure 2 for
the labelling of the diagrams.

We finish the Introduction by a natural question. Beyond parabolic
subgroups one may consider all reflection subgroups. Dyer and Leh-
rer gave a complete description of reflection subgroups of finite Cox-
eter groups and affine Weyl groups [4]. Our subgroup H is always a
reflection subgroup. The following is a slight modification of Ques-
tion 6.2 of [2].

Question 1.6 Which reflection subgroups (or their finite covers) of
affine Weyl groups are proto-Gelfand?
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2 Gelfand pairs for affine Weyl groups

We prove first a general result, and then show that its assumptions
hold for all affine Weyl groups. These assumptions are collected
in Hypothesis 2.1 about a group G. Note that the definition of Q in (e)
is different from the definition of Q preceding Theorem 1.2. That they
are equivalent will become clear in the proof of the theorem: when
we establish property (c) we also prove that N/ (Y) = Nw/(P). For
the proof of Proposition 2.3 the version in Hypothesis 2.1 is more
convenient.

Hypothesis 2.1 Let G = W x X be a semidirect product of a finite
group W and a free Abelian group X. Further, let H < G be a subgroup
for which the following (a), (b), (c), (d), (e) or (a), (b), (¢’), (d"), (¢”) hold:

(@) XNH=Yand X =Y x (x) for some x € X, which we fix;

(b) H<aL =H(x); () INg(Y): LI <2

(d) ifge G\Ng(Y), theny9 =x™zfor somey,z € Yand m € {£1,£2};
(e) Q =Nw(Y) isa Gelfand subgroup of W; () INg(Y):L|=2;
(d") if ge G\Ng(Y), theny9 =x"z for somey,z€Y and me{+£1,£2,+3};

() P=HNW isa Gelfand subgroup of W.

w G\KL
\Q — K\ /\L
P \ X
Ny

1

Figure 1: Part of the subgroup lattice of G
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Remark 2.2 The (¢’), (d’), (¢’) version is needed in the sole case
when @ is a root system of type G, and we remove the short fun-
damental root. Here (d) does not hold, so we somewhat relax it and
strengthen (c) and (e). After the proof of the main case of Proposi-
tion 2.3 we briefly cover the necessary changes for this special case.

Proposition 2.3 With the assumptions of Hypothesis 2.1, K = Ny (Y)Y
is a proto-Gelfand subgroup of G.

Proor — We use all the notations of Hypothesis 2.1.

First we prove that H <K of index at most 2. Suppose that gv € H
with g € W of order n and v € x'Y for some integer i. By (b), H
trivially acts on X/Y, so x9 € xY. Hence

(gv)™ = g”\)gn_]vgn_2 .ov9v e xtny,
but also (gv)™ € H. By (a), in = 0 and i = 0. It follows that
H=(HNW)Y=PY<QY=K.

Observe that L = HX = PX and Ng(Y) = QX = KX = KHX = KL.
Also QNL=Pand KNL =H so, by (c), P<Q and H<K are of index
at most 2, as claimed (see Figure 1).

We also have L/H < KL/H infinite cyclic. If K/H is also normal
in KL/H then all the assumptions hold for K in place of H. (If (e’)
holds for H then it also holds for K because overgroups of Gelfand
subgroups are also Gelfand subgroups.) So, in the following we as-
sume that either K = H, or K > H and K < KL. In other words, KL/H
is either cyclic or infinite dihedral. Similarly, the action of KL
on X/Y =Y(x)/Y is the same as its action on L/H = H(x)/H. That

is,
Y if L;
oy =X e (1)
x7 'Y, ifgeKL\L.

We need show that the permutation character of $(G) on the ¢(K)-
cosets is multiplicity-free in every finite quotient ¢(G) of G. Let
N <G be any normal subgroup of finite index. It contains N N X,
of finite index in X. Given this finite index we can pick h suffi-
ciently large so that NN X D X = Y™ | y € X}, which is still
a normal subgroup of finite index in G. If ZX(M /X" is a Gelfand
subgroup of G /XM then all the more so is ZN/N a Gelfand sub-
group of G/N, because ZN/N < G/N are the homomorphic images
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of ZX(M) /x(") < G/X(M™) under the natural homomorphism with ker-
nel N/XM), So it is enough to consider factors by the normal sub-
groups X("). For ease of notation we use the same symbol for sub-
groups of the factor group as for subgroups of G. In other words,
instead of being a free Abelian group, X is assumed to be isomorphic
to the homogeneous Abelian group Zj}. The rest of Hypothesis 2.1
remains intact.

In particular,

L/H ~ Z}, and if K > H, then KL/H ~ D3}, is dihedral

(2)
of order 2h.

As 18 = (1EL)G, first we treat the irreducible constituents of 15"

separately.

Claim 1: Suppose @ € Irr(KL) is a linear constituent of 1XT. Then @€ is
multiplicity free.

Note that for a linear character ¢ of KL Frobenius reciprocity im-
plies 0 < ((p,]EL) = ((pK,1K) < 1. Hence @ = 1k is equivalent
to ¢ being a constituent of 1. As G = WKL, we may use a special
case of Mackey’s theorem [8, Problem (5.2)] for the restriction of the
induced character ¢C w = (@ iQ)W = 1‘6/ which is multiplicity free
by (e), since KLNW = KNW = Q. Hence @€ itself is also multiplicity
free.

Let € be a primitive h-th root of 1 and n a linear character of L
with kernel H and n(x) = ¢. We consider 1h = 2221 1%, a sum of
linear characters, each a power _of n. For any 1 <t < h, an integer i
and g € H we have nt(gx') = ¢''. Let A\{ = nix € Irr(X).

Recall that if Z< G, C a character of Z and g € G then (9 is the
conjugate character of Z defined by (9(z9) = ((z) for every z € Z.

Claim 2: If for some g € G, Ay = AJ, where t # h,h/2 then g € KL, and
either s =t,or s =h—tand K > H.

Indeed, if g ¢ KL = Ng(Y) then, by assumption (d), there ex-
ist y,z € Y such that y9 = x™z with m € {£1,+2}. So

1=As(y) =A(x™2z) = A (x™) = gmt

impossible. If g€ Land v=x'y € X (y € Y) then v9 =x'z (z € Y), so,
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by (1),
Acxty) =A¢(x'y) = Ad(x'z) = AZ(v9) = As(x'y).

Hence s =t. '
On the other hand, if g € KL\ L and v = x'y € X (y € Y) then
v9 =x"'z (z €Y),so, by (1),

AxTy) = A (xThy) = A (xTiz) =A2(vY) = As(x'y) = Ap_t(x'y).

Hence s = h —t, but this is possible only if KL > L, that is, if K > H.

Claim 3: If MYHCE £ M®)S then they share no common irreducible con-
stituent. Of course, if K > H and s = h —t then m3KE = (pHKL
so(MY)C = n®)C.

Note that the irreducible constituents of (nt)¢ lie above A¢. So,
by Clifford’s theorem (see [8], (6.2)), it is enough to prove that A¢
and Ag are not G-conjugate, unless s =t or s = h—t and K > H.
By Claim 2, we have to check only s,t € {h,h/2}. But then s =t
as Ker(A,) = X # Ker(Ay, /2).

If K = H then KL = L and, by Claim 1, all (n°)© are multiplicity free
and, by Claim 3, the (n*) G (s =1,...,h)share no common irreducible
constituent. Hence 1ﬁ = ZL‘:] (M®)C is multiplicity free, indeed.

So let K > H. If t = h, h/2 (the second only for even h) then there
are unique linear extensions 1xp of n" = 1y and p of n"/? (for h
even) to KL that are trivial on K. So, using Claim 1 again, we con-
clude that 1¢; and u€ are multiplicity free with all constituents lying
above Ay, = 1x and A, /,, respectively.

Assume now t # h,h/2. Let [y = [g(A) ={g € G |A] = A} > L
denote the inertia subgroup of A;. By Claim2, Iy C KL. If g € K\ H
then, by (1), Ay = An_¢ # At so It = L and (n°)€ is irreducible as it
is induced from the inertia subgroup [8], (6.11).

Now 1EL is a sum of irreducible, degree 2 characters (n°)
1 <s < h/2,of 1k, and if h is even then of an additional linear char-
acter p extending N2 For 1 < s < h/2 (n%)C are distinct irreducible
while 1S (for h even) and 1]%_ are multiplicity free. By Claim 3, there
are no shared constituents among these, so 1§ is multiplicity free.

If together with (a) and (b), the alternatives (c’), (d’), (¢”) hold in-
stead of (c), (d) and (e), then we make the following modifications.
For Claim 1: if ¢ € Irr(L) is a linear constituent of 1h then @€ is
multiplicity free. The proof is the same, using (e’) and that G = WL

KL
’
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and P = WNL. For Claim 2, the above proof still works, using (d”),
unless m = +3 and t = h/3,2h/3. But even in that case either s =t
or s = h—t. So, if for some g € G, Ay = AJ thens =tors =h—t,
even if g ¢ KL.

Claim 3 holds, that is (n*)S, (n%)S share no common irreducible
summand unless s = t,s = h —t but in these cases they are the
same, as K > H by (c¢’). The conclusion of the proof is the same: we
use Claim 1 (and (c)) to show that for t Zh, h/2

m9S = (mH¥H)°©

are all multiplicity free. Hence, by Claim 3 as above, 1% is multiplicity
free. 0

Remark 2.4 If H < K then (G, H) is not a proto-Gelfand pair. Indeed,
let
@:G—->WxZ¥

be the natural homomorphism with kernel X(3). Then the image

@(KL)/¢@(H) ~ D,

the dihedral group of order 6, by (2). However, in D¢ the regular
character is not multiplicity free, so (¢(KL), ¢(H)) is not a Gelfand
pair, nor is then (cp(G), (p(H)). Proposition 2.3 claims that even if H
itself is not a proto-Gelfand subgroup, a double cover of H is.

ProoF oF THEOREM 1.2 — To finish the proof we have to confirm the
assumptions of Hypothesis 2.1 for the subgroup H defined before the
statement of Theorem 1.2 and described below in more detail.

Let @ be an irreducible root system of rank n, W be its Weyl group
and G be the corresponding affine Weyl group. Let A = {«i}i—1,.. n
denote the fundamental roots and

d)v:{ocv:(oio;) Iaed)}

the corresponding coroot system. Then the normal subgroup of trans-
lations X is naturally identified with L(d)\/), the coroot lattice. We
record some properties of the root systems in Figure 2, see [7, Sec-
tions 2.9, 2.10, 4.9].
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Figure 2: Coefficients of the highest root in irreducible root sytems

Dynkin diagram coefficients of &
An G 1,...,1

o1 [25) An—1 O&n
Bp| e—eo——e o= 1,2,...,2

X1 x2 Xn—2 &n-1 Xn
Ch| e—eo— oot 2,...,2,1

o G2 Gno1 Gn

E6 >—o—[—o—< ],2,2,3,2,]

X1 X3 X,

Kn—1
Dp | e—e— an-2 2,...,2,1,1
x1 x2 Xn—3
Xn
x2
4 o5 0?3

I o8
E; 2,2,3,4,3,2,1

o o3 [0 %] x5 Xe &7
x2
E8 >—o—[—o—o—o—< 2,3,4,6,5,4,3,2
xq o3 0% x5 X6 254 xg
Fa| - 2,3,4,2
o 2 o3 x4
Gz — 3,2




Gelfand pairs for affine Weyl groups 101

Pick « from among the fundamental roots. Let @ be the (reducible)
root system generated by the remaining fundamental roots A\ {«}.
Finally, let H denote the reflection subgroup of G generated by the
affine reflections corresponding to @(. Note that P = W N H is the
parabolic subgroup Wx\(} < W generated by the fundamental re-
flections corresponding to A\ {oc}.

Of course, H is the direct product of the affine reflection groups on
the (usually two) connected components of A\ {x}. Namely,
if ' ={a; | i € I} is one component then Hr = (g,s; | i € I) is one
direct factor of H, where g = sg 7 is an affine reflection flipping 3,
the highest root in ®r, the root system generated by I'. Let Y = HN X,
naturally isomorphic to L(®y) < L(®V), and let x = t(«"), the
translation by the coroot in the direction of the missing fundamental
root, o. Of course, X =Y x (x). So Property (a) follows.

If s = s, € His among the ordinary reflections generating H then

x Tsxs = t(—o st )soy = t(— Y )t(sa )

= t( — ocv)t(oc\/ — (oc\/, oci) ociv) cy.

As all of the generators of H/Y commute with xY, we get that H/Y
and X/Y commute. In other words, H<L = H(x). So Property (b)
follows.

Recall, that P = W N H. Let U denote the intersection of the re-
flecting hyperplanes corresponding to the n — 1 fundamental roots
in A\{a}. So

U= (Do)" = () Ker(g—1)
gep

is a line. Let
M=weW|wlU=U}={weW|wbdy C (Dy)} = Ny (Y).

So the elements of M either reflect U through the origin or fix U
pointwise. In this latter case w is in the isotropy group of U,
which is P, by [7, Theorem 1.12 (d)]. Hence IM : P| < 2, in parti-
cular M < Ny (P). If w € W then

wlu = ﬂ Ker(wgw_1 -1
geP
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therefore U is Nyy/(P)-invariant. That is, Ny (P) < M, so
Nw(Y) =M = Nw/(P)

and Property (c) follows.

To prove Property (d) we will use that the coefficient of the deleted
fundamental root « in the highest root « is 1 or 2. For types A, B, C
and D the highest root has coefficients 1,2 only, while for the ex-
ceptional types this holds for the endnodes, the “leaves” (see our
remark after Theorem 1.5 in the introduction). There are two excep-
tions: the middle leaf of Eg (for which the parabolic subgroup itself
is not a Gelfand subgroup) and the short fundamental root of G,
(whose coefficient in the highest root is 3). For the middle leaf of Eg
the parabolic subgroup is self-normalizing so (e) does not hold. For
the short root of Gy, (¢’), (d") and (e”) do hold, see below.

Suppose that w € W does not normalize L(®}'), hence there is a
root B € @p such that in the decomposition of the root w3 € @ the
coefficient of « is non-zero. As both « —wf and wp + & are non-
negative combinations of the fundamental roots, the coefficient of o
in wf is between —2 and 2. As it is also non-zero, Property (d) fol-
lows.

For classical types Property (e) follows from Theorem 1.5 save
the case of Dj,; n/2 < i < n—1, which requires special atten-
tion. To obtain Q in each of the exceptional cases Eg4, E7, Eg, F4 we
used GAP [5]. We conclude that if the node is not a leaf then Q is not
a Gelfand subgroup.

An,Bn, Cn By Theorem 1.5, P is a Gelfand subgroup, so (e) holds.

Dy By Theorem 1.5, if we remove oy then P is a Gelfand subgroup,
so (e) holds, unless n/2 < k < n—1. However, Q = Ny/(P) is
a Gelfand subgroup of W if and only if n is odd or n is even
and k < 2[n/4]4+1 or k > n—1 (see Theorem 3.1 below for a
proof). Hence (e) holds unless n is even and 2[n/4]+1<k<n—1.

Eg If « is one of the three endnodes then P is a Gelfand subgroup,
by Theorem 1.5, so (e) holds. For the other three nodes even Q
is not a Gelfand subgroup (among these, Q > P holds only for
the middle node).

E7 If x is an endnode then P is a Gelfand subgroup, by Theorem 1.5,
so (e) holds. For the other four nodes even Q is not a Gelfand
subgroup (even though Q > P always).
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Eg If « is one of the two farthest endnodes then P is a Gelfand sub-
group, by Theorem 1.5, so (e) holds. For the other six nodes
even Q is not a Gelfand subgroup (even though Q > P always).

F4 If « is an endnode then P is a Gelfand subgroup, by Theorem 1.5,
so (e) holds. For the two middle nodes even Q is not a Gelfand
subgroup (even though Q > P always).

G2 The natural action of the dihedral group on the vertices of a
hexagon is multiplicity-free, so (e”) holds. As Q = Nw/(P) is
of order 4, a double cover, (¢’) holds. The coefficients of « are 2
and 3, so (d’) holds.

The statement is proved. 0

3 Type D

This section is devoted to the statement and proof of Theorem 3.1,
which completes the proof of Theorem 1.2 for the classical type Dr,.
It seems that Lehrer [9] was the first to determine which parabolic
subgroups of D, are Gelfand subgroups. His list was incomplete,
later Abramenko, Parkinson and Van Maldeghem [1] provided the
complete answer.

We need (and prove) the claim for the double cover of the reflec-
tion subgroup P but for completeness we also state the claim for
the parabolic subgroup itself. The proof resembles the proof of The-
orem 1.2.

Theorem 3.1 Let n > 3 and W a Weyl group of type Dy. Let 1 <k <n
and P < W the maximal parabolic subgroup corresponding to removing
the k-th node.

(1) P is a Gelfand subgroup of W if and only if either T < k < n/2
orn—1<k.

(2) Supposen/2 < k <n—1. The double cover Q = Ny (P) is a Gelfand
subgroup of W if and only if either n is odd, or n is divisible by 4
and k =n/2+1.
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Proor — We use the isomorphism W ~ V x §;;, where V = ]FE‘*].
This V is the 1-codimensional submodule {}_ aije; | >_ a; = 0} of the
natural [F»S,, module (eq,...,en). Let a basis of V consist of

vi=ei+enli=1,...,n—1}
on which o € §;, acts by

Vig, if no=n,
Vi0 =< Vno, if ioc =n, while (3)
Vig +Vno, ifio, no<n.

The claim about the Gelfand property of P is covered by Theo-
rem 1.5. From now on we assume n/2 < k < n—1. Then P is the Weyl
group of the decomposable root system of type Ayx_1 @ Dy, (with
minor notational changes due to degeneration if k =n —3,n—2) and

P~ Sk x (Vo xXSn_x),
where Vo = (viki1,...vn—1). Let Q = Nw/(P). Ask >n/2,
Q=Nvy(P)P=(vi+va2+...+w)P.
So let
Vi=QNV =W +va+...4Vi,Vki1,--+,Vn_1).
vQ

To determine 1\(’2‘/ we first decompose 15,~. Using a special case

of Mackey’s theorem (see [8, Problem (5.2)]), 1\Q/Q v= 1%, whose
constituents correspond to EC{1, ..., k} of cardinality [E|=k (mod 2).
Namely, for each such E let

1, iffetbufk+1,...,n—1}
ne(ve) = (4)

1, iffEEUk+T, ..., n—1}

Then
ne € Irr(V)  and 1\\2 = ZnE.
E

By (3), vio = vi¢ for o in Sy x S;,_k, hence the orbit of a sub-
set E C{1,...,k} under the action of Sy x S;,_y consists of the subsets
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of the same cardinality. So

(k/2]
ﬂéQ = Z Xis
i=0

where xiy = Z\E|:k—2i ne. FixE=E; ={2i1+1,...,k}and the inertia
subgroup of ng in VQ is

M = V(S2i X Sx—2i X Sn—x) = Ivqo(e)-

If vg € Irr(M) denotes the extension of ng to M which is trivial
on Sy; X Sy_2i X Sn_k, then x; = V}\;_/Q is irreducible by [8, (6.11)].

Claim: For every 0 < i < [k/2], x{"" is multiplicity free and (x}",x}") > 0
ifand only if i=j or 2i4+2j =n.

By the claim, 1‘(3\/ is multiplicity free unless n can be written a sum
of two distinct even integers between 0 and k. This latter possibility
can occur only for even n. But if n is divisible by 4 then k =n/2 +1is
odd and the largest distinct 2i,2j are k — 1,k — 3, whose sum
is 2k—4 =n—2 < n. Let now n be even. If k > n/2 is also even then
fori=%k/2> (n—Xk)/2 =j we get 2i +2j = n, while if k > 2[n/4] +1
is odd then i = (k—1)/2 > (n—k+1)/2 = j implies 2i +2j = n.
These confirm the theorem.

We now prove the claim. To show multiplicity freeness, let i < k/2
be fixed, E = E; = {2i+1,...,k} and N = Sy; x VS,1_2i = Iw(ne).
Then ng extends to pug € Irr(N) such that S;; x S;,_2; € Ker(ug).
Of course, pg also extends vg. The other constituents of nE are Wg @,
such that ¢ € Irr(N) and Ker(¢) D V, in particular, all the irreducible

constituents of VE are of this form. By [8, (6.11)], each (uge)W is

irreducible. Now, X}/V = (VE/Q)W = V\E/V = (VE )W and, by Frobenius

reciprocity,
(VE, me@)=(ve, (ME@)Mm) =(vE, veom)=(Tm, om)= (1, @) < 1,
because M < N is a Gelfand subgroup (consider
M/VS2i >~ Sy 21 X S < Sn_2i = N/VSy4).
That is, vt is multiplicity free. Each of its irreducible constituents

is of form pg¢ and these induce irreducibly to W, so we obtain
that )V = v} is multiplicity free, indeed.
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By Clifford Theory [8, (6.2)], if n € Irr(V) and 1 is an irreducible
summand of ¥ then the const1tuents of Py are conjugates of 1.
Therefore, if 1 # j then the characters )(1 and X share no common
irreducible summand unless the underlying ng, and ng; are W-con-
jugates for By = {2i+1,...,k}, §5 = {2j+1,...,k} Suppose oc W
is such that ng, = = Mg, As V is Abelian, we may assume o € Sy.
If no =n then, ]by (3) and (4)

{10,...,(21)0} = {f | v¢ & Ker(ng }:{flvf¢Ker(nEj)}:{1,...,2]'}
have the same cardinality, so i =j. If mo =n, 2i < m < n, then

Vng =Vvmo € Ker(ng.),
SO
{1o,..., 20)o}={f | v¢ & Ker(ng } {flvfgéKer(nE)} ,...,25},
again and i = j. Finally, if mo =n, m < 2i then

Vno =Vvmo ¢ Ker(ng,),

% {no,(2i+ 1)o,...(n—1)o} = {f|vf§éKer(nE )}

= {flv¢ ¢ Ker(ng,)} =1{1,...,2j}

have the same cardinality n — 2i = 2j, that is n = 2i + 2j, as required.

For the converse, let n be even, j > i = n/2—j (and i > 0 be-
cause k < —1). Then

Ei ={2i+1,...,k}, E5={2j+1,... kL
Let o be the transposition
(1,2 +1)(2,2j +2)...(2i,n).

By (3), v2i0 = v2i and v¢0 = Vg + V) for f # 2i. As vy; & Ker(ng,),
SO vyi ¢ Ker(ngi) and

vi € Ker(Mg,) € vio € Ker(ngi)
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for f #£ 2i. Therefore n‘E’j =ng, by (4) as

{1,....,2i—1}o={2j+1,...,n—1}
If My = Iyg(mg,) and Mj = IVQ(nEj) then

VE; IMINM= VE| IMIM -
Using Mackey’s theorem (see [8, Problem (5.6)]), we get
0V g") = (Vi V) = (Vew Vi by )
- Z (VEV(V% iMmei)Mi)-

W=UM;gM;

Among the summands is
(Ve (VE, iM;mei)Mi) = (ve,, (ve, iMfﬂMi)Mi)

= (ve, J/M;’ﬂMirVEi ngmMi ) =1,

as required. 0

4 Acknowledgments

This paper is an outgrowth from a joint work with Ron Adin
and Yuval Roichman [2], but uses quite different methods. Beyond
friendship and hospitality, they helped in the development of the
present work in several ways both in structure and in content. The

author wishes to express gratitude towards them.

REFERENCES

[1] P. ABRAMENKO — J. PARKINSON — H. VAN MALDEGHEM: “A classifi-
cation of commutative parabolic Hecke algebras”, J. Algebra 385

(2013), 115-133.



108 P. Hegediis

[2] R. ApiN — P. HEGeDUs — Y. Roicaman: “Flip actions and com-
binatorial Gelfand pairs for affine Weyl groups”, |. Algebra 607

(2022), 5-33.

[3] C.W. Curtis — N. IwaHORI — R. KiLMOYER: “Hecke algebras and
characters of parabolic type of finite groups with (B, N)-pairs”,

Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. 40 (1971), 81-116.

[4] M.J. Dyer - G.I. LeHrer: “Reflection subgroups of finite
and affine Weyl groups”, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 363 (2011),

5971—6005.

[5] THE GAP Group: “GAP — Groups, Algorithms, and Program-
ming”, v4.11.0 (2020).

[6] C. GopsiL — K. MEAGHER: “Multiplicity-free permutation rep-
resentations of the symmetric group”, Ann. Comb. 13 (2010),

463-490.

[7] J.E. HumrHREYS: “Reflection Groups and Coxeter Groups”, Cam-
bridge University Press, Cambridge (1990).

[8] M. Isaacs: “Character Theory of Finite Groups”, Academic Press,
London (1976).

[0] G.I. LEHRER: “On incidence structures in finite classical groups”,
Math. Z. 147 (1976), 287-299.

[10] J. Saxr: “On multiplicity-free permutation representations”, in:
Finite Geometries and Designs, Cambridge University Press, Cam-

bridge (1981), 337-353.

P4l Hegedytis

Department of Algebra, Institute of Mathematics
Budapest University of Technology and Economics
Miiegyetem rkp 3, H-1111, Hungary (Budapest)
e-mail: hegpal@math.bme.hu



	V.S. Monakhov — A.N. Skiba — M.M. Sorokina: Victor A. Vedernikov (1940 – 2022)
	A.O. Asar: Locally maximal subgroups and the normalizer condition in p-groups
	V.S. Monakhov — I.L. Sokhor: On z-reachable subgroups of finite groups
	J. Kim — S. Trefethen — C.R. Vinroot: Reality properties of finite simple orthogonal groups
	V.S. Atabekyan: Central extensions and groups with quotients periodic infinite
	M.T. Hussain: On generalized -subnormal subgroups of finite groups
	P. Hegedüs: Gelfand pairs for affine Weyl groups
	B.A.F. Wehrfritz: Locally finite groups and a theorem of Belyaev

