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Abstract

We prove that a Coxeter group containing an element of finite

order, which is generated by two non-commuting involutions, can not

be embedded into the Riordan group.
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1 Introduction

The Riordan group consists of infinite lower-triangular matrices with no ze-
roes on the main diagonal. For example, the alternating Pascal’s matrix,
where the n-th row consists of the signed binomial coefficients (assuming
that

(

n

k

)

= 0, if k > n)

P1 :=

{

(−1)k
(

n

k

)}

n,k≥0

=















1 0 0 0 · · ·
1 −1 0 0 · · ·
1 −2 1 0 · · ·
1 −3 3 −1 · · ·
...

...
...

...
. . .















, (1.1)
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is a famous element of this group. Each column of P1 consists of the coef-
ficients of a formal power series (f.p.s.): the zeroth column is given by the
geometric series 1/(1 − t), and the k-th column, for an arbitrary k ≥ 0, is
given by the coefficients of (−t)k/(1 − t)k+1. The group operation is the
usual row-by-column matrix multiplication, and one quickly notices that the
square of P1 will give us the infinite identity matrix with ones on the main
diagonal and zeros everywhere else. Thus, P1 is an element of order 2, which
is called an involution.

The Riordan group was introduced by Shapiro et al. [20] in 1991. The
elements of this group, called Riordan arrays, proved to be useful in evaluat-
ing combinatorial sums in a uniform and constructive way. A Riordan array
is defined as a pair of formal power series with coefficients in an arbitrary
field K (e.g. C). When there are no zeroes on the main diagonal, we say that
the Riordan array is proper.

More formally, let us consider the set of all formal power series (f.p.s.)
F = K[[t]] in indeterminate t with coefficients in K; the order of f(t) ∈ F ,
f(t) =

∑∞
k=0 fkt

k (fk ∈ K), is the minimal number r ∈ N0 = {0} ∪ N such
that fr 6= 0. Denote by F r the set of formal power series of order r. Let
g(t) ∈ F0 and f(t) ∈ F1; the pair

(

g(t), f(t)
)

defines the (proper) Riordan
array

A = (an,k)n,k≥0 =
(

g(t), f(t)
)

having
an,k = [tn]g(t)f(t)k, (1.2)

where [tn]h(t) denotes the coefficient of tn in the expansion of a f.p.s. h(t).
The reader will find all the main properties of the functionals [tn] in the
Monthly’s paper by Merlini et al. [14] from 2007. It is a classical fact now
that the set of all such Riordan arrays forms a multiplicative group, called
the Riordan group, and denoted by R(K) (see, for example, [1], [4], [9], [19],
[20]). The group operation ∗ in R(K) (will be omitted below for brevity) is
written in terms of the pairs of the f.p.s. as

(

g1(t), f1(t)
)

∗
(

g2(t), f2(t)
)

=
(

g1(t)g2(f1(t)), f2(f1(t))
)

, (1.3)

with the Riordan array I = (1, t) acting as the group identity. The inverse
of the Riordan array

(

g(t), f(t)
)

is the pair

(

g(t), f(t)
)−1

=

(

1

g(f̄(t))
, f̄(t)

)

,

where we used the standard notation f̄(t) for the compositional inverse of
f(t). Thus, f̄(f(t)) = t and f(f̄(t)) = t. Notice, that for g(t) ∈ F0 and
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f(t) ∈ F1 to have the multiplicative and compositional inverses respectively,
we must require that g(0) = [t0]g(t) 6= 0 and f ′(0) = [t1]f(t) 6= 0 in the
field K. The Riordan group R(K), is the semidirect product of two proper
subgroups: the Appell subgroup and the associated (or Lagrange) subgroup
([1], [19]). The Appell subgroup A is abelian, normal, and consists of the
Riordan arrays

(

g(t), t
)

. The Lagrange subgroup L consists of the Riordan
arrays

(

1, f(t)
)

.
If G is a multiplicative group with the identity e, an element g ∈ G is

called an involution if it is of oder 2, i.e., if g2 = e. Thus, (g, f) ∈ R(K)
is an (Riordan) involution if (g, f)2 =

(

g · g(f), f(f)
)

= (1, t). Namely,
g(f) = g ◦ f = 1/g and f = f̄ . The alternating Pascal’s matrix P1 is
an example of such involution. The classical Pascal’s matrix consisting of
the non-negative binomial coefficients is a so-called pseudo-involution. An
element (g, f) in the Riordan group is said to be a pseudo-involution (PI) if
and only if

(g, f)(1, −t) = (g, −f) or (1, −t)(g, f) = (g(−t), f(−t))

is an involution. Notice that (1, −t) ∈ L is an involution which is not in the
center of R(K), while (−1, t) ∈ A is an involution, which commutes with
every element of R(K).

Since its introduction, the group R(K) has been of great interest in com-
binatorics and by now, there are numerous results clarifying the algebraic
structure of this group. For instance, in Luzón et al. [13], the Riordan group
over a field of characteristic zero R(K), is described as an inverse limit of a
certain inverse sequence of groupsRn(K) formed by (n+1)×(n+1) invertible
lower triangular matrices; i.e., Rn(K) is the nth truncation of R(K). Luzón,
Morón, and Prieto-Martinez [12] proved that any element in the group R(K)
or Rn(K) for n ≥ 1 generated by the involutions in the group is the product
of at most four of them. The elements of finite order, and the involutions and
pseudo-involutions in particular, have been studied by many mathematicians.
Here is by no means exhaustive, a list of the corresponding publications: [2],
[3], [5], [6], [7], [9], [10], [12], [18].

The alternating Pascal’s matrix P1 in (1.1) is easily generalized to pro-
duce infinitely many similar involutions. Take any b ∈ K, and consider the
generalized Pascal’s matrix (see §2 of [3]) of the form

Pb =

(

1

1− bt
,

−t

1− bt

)

. (1.4)

We leave it to the reader to check that Pb is indeed an involution, and that
Pb1 and Pb2 do not commute, as long as b1 6= b2.
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It is well known that the symmetric group Sn, consisting of all bijections
from the set {1, 2, . . . , n} to itself, is generated by transpositions (permuta-
tions of order 2), i.e. involutions. It is also known (see [8], §6.2) that Sn has
the following presentation in terms of generators and relations

Sn
∼= 〈σ1, . . . , σn−1 | σ

2
i = 1, σiσj = σjσi for |i−j| > 1, (σiσi+1)

3 = 1〉, (1.5)

where σi = (i i + 1), ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} are the generating involutions. In
particular, for n = 3 we have

S3
∼= 〈σ1, σ2 | σ2

1 = σ2
2 = (σ1σ2)

3 = 1〉. (1.6)

Moreover, the elements of S3 can be naturally embedded, preserving the
group operation, into the general linear group of 3× 3 matrices GL(3,R) as

e ↔





1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1



 , σ1 ↔





0 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 1



 , σ2 ↔





0 0 1
0 1 0
1 0 0



 ,

σ1σ2 ↔





0 1 0
0 0 1
1 0 0



 , σ2σ1 ↔





0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 0



 , σ1σ2σ1 ↔





1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0



 .

This is an example of a faithful representation of S3 by 3 × 3 permutation
matrices. Analogous representation of Sn exists for every n ∈ N (see, for
example, [17], §1.3). The Riordan group consists of infinite lower triangular
matrices and has plenty of involutions, so a natural question arises: what
are faithful representations of Sn by Riordan arrays? Surprisingly, it turns
out that when n ≥ 3, there are none. It will follow from our theorem proven
below, that for n ≥ 3, Sn can not be embedded into the Riordan group.
But first note, that since R has only two roots of unity, ±1, the only real-
valued Riordan arrays of finite order, which are different from the identity,
are the elements of order 2, and R(R) can not contain an element r 6= 1,
such that r3 = 1. However, if we consider the Riordan arrays over C, then
using the complex primitive roots of unity, one easily generalizes the idea of
the alternating Pascal’s matrix, and produces an element of arbitrary finite
order (see [6]). Thus, from now on, we consider the Riordan group over the
complex numbers, and denote this group simply by R.

In the view of symmetry of the products, we are also inspired by the
palindromes of (Riordan) involutions and pseudo-involutions to consider the
identification of the product of three involutions in a palindromic form. For
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instance, taking two involutions σ1 and σ2, it is immediate that the palin-
dromes σ1σ2σ1 and σ2σ1σ2 will be also involutions. The same statement
holds true for the pseudo-involutions (see section 3 of [10]). For involutions
σ1 and σ2, the identities (σ1σ2)

3 = 1 and σ1σ2σ1 = σ2σ1σ2 are equivalent.
Therefore, if we could find two non-commuting Riordan involutions σ1 and
σ2 so that the palindromes σ1σ2σ1 and σ2σ1σ2 were equal, the presentation
(1.6) would imply that S3 is embeddable into the Riordan group. However,
this case seems unlikely, if we try to find such involutions among the Pascal
type Riordan arrays we have mentioned above (1.4). Indeed, for the Riordan
arrays with b1 6= b2

σ1 = (g1, f1) =

(

1

1− b1t
,

at

1− b1t

)

σ2 = (g2, f2) =

(

1

1− b2t
,

at

1− b2t

)

, (1.7)

we may find that
σ1σ2σ1 = σ2σ1σ2 (1.8)

holds if and only if a = 1+
√
3i

2
or 1−

√
3i

2
. This implies that (1.8) does not hold

for involutions or pseudo-involutions σ1 and σ2 in the form shown in (1.7).
In the next section, we will recall some preliminary knowledge about

Coxeter groups, including the symmetric groups, dihedral groups, etc., and
show how to embed two particular Coxeter groups (the Klein four-group and
the infinite dihedral group) into R. In the last section, we use the truncated
Riordan arrays and Rn(C) defined in [13], to prove that the embeddability of
non-abelian Coxeter groups into the Riordan group does not hold in general.

2 Coxeter groups

A Coxeter group G can be introduced using generators and defining relations
as

G ∼= 〈r1, . . . , rk | (rirj)
mij = 1〉, (2.1)

where mii = 1 and mij = mji ≥ 2 is either an integer or ∞ for i 6= j. If there
is no relation between ri, and rj , (rirj)

mij = 1 for any integer mij ≥ 2, we
assume mij = ∞. (see §5.1 of [11]). In particular, the symmetric group Sn

of order n!, and the dihedral group Dn of order 2n are examples of Coxeter
groups. Recall that Sn has a presentation (1.5), and Dn has a presentation

Dn
∼= 〈r1, r2 | r21 = r22 = 1, (r1r2)

n = 1〉. (2.2)
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The relations (rii)
1 = 1 in (2.1), mean that all the generators of G are

involutions, and G is commutative if and only if mij ≤ 2, for all i 6= j. Thus,
if mij > 2, the involutions ri and rj do not commute, while if we have a
group G where all mij ≤ 2, then the group is commutative. For example,
the Klein four-group

K4 = D2 = 〈r1, r2 | r21 = r22 = 1, (r1r2)
2 = 1〉 ∼= C2 × C2

is a Coxeter group (C2 stands for the cyclic group of order two) and can be
embedded into the Riordan group R using the Riordan arrays

r1 := P0 = (1, −t), and r2 := (−1 , t).

Another example of a Coxeter group, which can be embedded into R is
the infinite dihedral group D∞. This group is isomorphic to the semidirect
product Z ⋊ C2 (see §2.2 of [16]), and has a presentation

D∞ ∼= 〈s, t | s2 = t2 = 1〉.

We prove a bit more general result. Let D ⊂ C be an integral domain, denote
by D∗ the multiplicative group of units of D, and consider the subgroup
∆(2,D) of GL(2,D) consisting of the matrices

(

1 0
b a

)

, where b ∈ D, a ∈ D
∗.

Define a map from ∆(2,D) into the Lagrange subgroup L of the Riordan
group R by

f :

(

1 0
b a

)

7−→

(

1,
ax

1 + bx

)

∈ L. (2.3)

It is easy to check that this f is a monomorphism. Next lemma shows that
∆(2,D) is isomorphic to a semidirect product of D and D∗.

Lemma 1. ∆(2,D) is isomorphic to the semidirect product of the additive
group D and multiplicative group of units D∗, that is

∆(2,D) ∼= D⋊ϕ D
∗,

where ϕ : D∗ → Aut(D) is a homomorphism defined by ϕ(a)(b) = ϕa(b) = ab.

Proof. The binary operation ◦ on D⋊ϕ D∗ is defined by

(b, a) ◦ (y, x) = (b+ ϕa(y), ax) = (b+ ay, ax). (2.4)
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Since we clearly have

D ∼=

{(

1 0
b 1

)

| b ∈ D

}

✁∆(2,D), and D
∗ ∼=

{(

1 0
0 a

)

| a ∈ D
∗
}

,

it is natural to associate the matrix
(

1 0
b a

)

with the pair (b, a) ∈ D ⋊ϕ D
∗. Then the automorphism ϕa : D → D

corresponding to a ∈ D∗ will be written as

ϕa :

(

1 0
x 1

)

→

(

1 0
ax 1

)

,

and we can write the binary operation (2.4) in terms of the matrices as

((

1 0
b 1

)

,

(

1 0
0 a

))

◦

((

1 0
y 1

)

,

(

1 0
0 x

))

=

((

1 0
b+ ay 1

)

,

(

1 0
0 ax

))

.

Since in ∆(2,D) we have

(

1 0
b a

)

·

(

1 0
y x

)

=

(

1 0
b+ ay ax

)

,

the proof is finished.

Corollary 2. There is a faithful representation of the infinite dihedral group
D∞ by Riordan arrays.

Proof. Take D = Z and apply the monomorphism f defined in (2.3) to the
group ∆(2,Z) ∼= D∞.

3 The main theorem.

Our next result shows in particular, that finite non-commutative Coxeter
groups in general, can not be embedded into R.

Theorem 3. Let G be a Coxeter group with at least two generators r1 and
r2, such that their product r1r2 has a finite order m ≥ 3, i.e. (r1r2)

m = 1.
Then there exists no monomorphism

µ : G →֒ R.
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Proof. Suppose there exists such a monomorphism µ. We let σi := µ(ri), so
σi ∈ R are the elements of the Riordan group R, which satisfy the relations

σ2
i = 1, and (σ1σ2)

m = (1, t), m ≥ 3. (3.1)

Thus, we assume that there are two Riordan involutions the product of which
has order m ≥ 3. Take the f.p.s. gi(t) and fi(t) such that

σi =
(

gi(t), fi(t)
)

, i ∈ {1, 2}.

Using the group operation in R together with σ2
i = 1, we see that fi and gi

satisfy
fi(fi(t)) = t, and gi(t)gi(fi(t)) = 1. (3.2)

Let us write each fi(t) as a series expansion

f1(t) =
∑

i≥1

ait
i, a1 6= 0 and f2(t) =

∑

i≥1

bit
i, b1 6= 0.

In order to satisfy the first identity of (3.2), we must have a21 = b21 = 1, and
it is a simple math induction exercise to show that if a1 = 1 then f1(t) = t.
This is an element of compositional order one, and for σ1 to be a proper
(i.e. not the identity) involution, we must have σ1 = (−1, t). But (−1, t)
commutes with every element of R, and can’t be µ(r1), since r1 and r2 do
not commute. Therefore we can assume that a1 = b1 = −1. Consider now
the Riordan arrays

σ̂1 :=
(

1, f1(t)
)

=















1 0 0 0 · · ·
0 −1 0 0 · · ·
0 a2 1 0 · · ·
0 a3 −2a2 −1 · · ·
...

...
...

...
. . .















,

and σ̂2 :=
(

1, f2(t)
)

where all ai are replaced by the corresponding bi. Since
the m-th compositional power of (f1 ◦ f2) satisfies

(f1 ◦ f2)
(m) = Id,

we must also have




























1 0 0 0 · · ·
0 −1 0 0 · · ·
0 a2 1 0 · · ·
0 a3 −2a2 −1 · · ·
...

...
...

...
. . .















·















1 0 0 0 · · ·
0 −1 0 0 · · ·
0 b2 1 0 · · ·
0 b3 −2b2 −1 · · ·
...

...
...

...
. . .





























m

= Id. (3.3)
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Moreover, since the matrices are lower triangular, the identity (3.3) must
hold true for every product of the truncated matrices of the same size corre-
sponding to σ̂1 and σ̂2. In particular,

(

1 0
0 1

)

=

((

−1 0
a2 1

)

·

(

−1 0
b2 1

))m

=

(

1 0
m(b2 − a2) 1

)

, (3.4)

which gives b2 = a2. Now we use the strong mathematical induction to
show that the existence of a monomorphism µ must imply f1(t) = f2(t).
Let us assume that f1(t) 6= f2(t). Then there exists the smallest integer
n ≥ 3 such that an 6= bn and ai = bi, ∀i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n − 1}. Consider the
truncated matrices of order n+1 corresponding to the elements σ̂i and remove
the zeroth row and column, so the upper left element in each truncated
matrix will be −1. We enote the truncated matrices by τi respectively. Since
ai = bi, ∀i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n− 1}, we can write these matrices as

τ1 =















−1 0 0 · · · 0
a2 1 0 · · · 0
a3 −2a2 −1 · · · 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

an [tn]f 2
1 (t) [tn]f 3

1 (t) · · · (−1)n















(3.5)

and

τ2 =















−1 0 0 · · · 0
a2 1 0 · · · 0
a3 −2a2 −1 · · · 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

bn [tn]f 2
1 (t) [tn]f 3

1 (t) · · · (−1)n















, (3.6)

so τ1 and τ2 have all the corresponding entries the same, except possibly for
the first entries in the last (n-th) rows, which are an in τ1 and bn in τ2. Since
τi has order 2, and all the entries in τ1 and τ2 are the same except for an and
bn, we deduce that the product matrix τ1τ2 will have 1 on the main diagonal,
and zeroes everywhere else except possibly the first element of the n-th row.
If we multiply the n-th row of (3.5) by its first column, it follows again from
the equality τ 21 = Id that

−an + [tn]f 2
1 (t)a2 + [tn]f 3

1 (t)a3 + · · ·+ [tn]fn−1
1 (t)an−1 + (−1)nan = 0. (3.7)

On the other hand, if we multiply the n-th row of (3.5) by the first column
of (3.6), we will get the expression

−an + [tn]f 2
1 (t)a2 + [tn]f 3

1 (t)a3 + · · ·+ [tn]fn−1
1 (t)an−1 + (−1)nbn. (3.8)
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Comparing (3.7) and (3.8), we see that the product of the last row of (3.5)
by the first column of (3.6) equals (−1)n(bn − an). Hence the matrix of the
product τ1τ2 equals

Πn =















1 0 0 · · · 0 0
0 1 0 · · · 0 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
0 0 0 · · · 1 0
X 0 0 · · · 0 1















,

where X = (−1)n(bn − an). The mathematical induction shows that for any
m ≥ 1 we have

Πm
n =















1 0 0 · · · 0 0
0 1 0 · · · 0 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
0 0 0 · · · 1 0

mX 0 0 · · · 0 1















,

and since Πm
n = Id, we must have X = 0. In particular, bn = an, which

contradicts the assumption that an 6= bn. Therefore f1(t) = f2(t) and we can
write our Riordan involutions σ1 and σ2 as

σ1 =
(

g1(t), f(t)
)

and σ2 =
(

g2(t), f(t)
)

,

where f(t) = f1(t) = f2(t). The second of (3.2) identities implies that
gi(f(t)) = 1/gi(t). Therefore σ1σ2 equals

(

g1(t), f(t)
)(

g2(t), f(t)
)

=
(

g1(t)g2(f(t)), f(f(t))
)

=

(

g1(t)

g2(t)
, t

)

. (3.9)

Hence σ1σ2 is an element of the commutative (Appell) subgroup of R. The
second of (3.2) identities also means that g2i (0) = 1. Since (σ1σ2)

m = (1, t),
(3.9) implies

(1, t) =

(

g1(t)

g2(t)
, t

)m

=

(

gm1 (t)

gm2 (t)
, t

)

,

so gm1 (t) = gm2 (t), and if m is even, gm1 (0) = 1. In this case Theorem 3 of [15]
says that g1(t) = g2(t), which contradicts the assumption that r1 and r2 do
not commute. If m is odd, and g1(0) = 1 then g2(0) = 1 and we obtain the
same contradiction, so let us assume that gi(0) = −1 for each i ∈ {1, 2}. But
in this case we can consider two involutions σ̄i :=

(

−gi(t), f(t)
)

and apply
the previous argument to obtain the equality −g1(t) = −g2(t) and finish the
proof by contradiction.
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Corollary 4. For any n ≥ 3, neither Sn, no Dn can be embedded into R.

Corollary 5. The projective linear group PGL(2,Z) can not be embedded
into the Riordan group R.

Proof. It follows from Example 2 in §5.1 of [11], where it is shown that
PGL(2,Z) is isomorphic to a Coxeter group

PGL(2,Z) ∼= 〈r1, r2, r3 | r2i = (r1r2)
3 = (r1r3)

2 = 1〉.

Corollary 6. A product of two non-commuting Riordan involutions has the
infinite order.

One may wonder here, if a product of more than two non-commuting Riordan
involutions can have a finite order. The generalized Pascal’s matrices (1.4)

give the affirmative answer to this question. Since
2n+1
∑

k=1

(−1)k−1k = n + 1,

the induction shows that the product of 2n+ 1 Riordan involutions Pb with
b ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 2n+ 1},

P1 · P2 · . . . · P2n+1 = Pn+1

is again the Riordan involution, so it has the order 2. Finally, the product of
four non-commuting involutions can have order 1, since P1 ·P2 ·P5 ·P4 = (1, t).
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