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GLn(Fq)-ANALOGUES OF SOME PROPERTIES OF

n-CYCLES IN Sn

JOEL BREWSTER LEWIS

Abstract. We give analogues in the finite general linear group of
two elementary results concerning long cycles and transpositions
in the symmetric group: first, that the long cycles are precisely the
elements whose minimum-length factorizations into transpositions
yield a generating set, and second, that a long cycle together with
an appropriate transposition generates the whole symmetric group.

The goal of this paper is to give analogues in the finite general linear
group GLn(Fq) of the following well known theorems about the behavior
of transpositions and n-cycles in the symmetric group Sn.

Theorem. (1) A permutation w ∈ Sn is an n-cycle if and only
if the factors in every minimum-length factorization of w as a
product of transpositions form a generating set for Sn.

(2) If c is an n-cycle and t = (a b) is a transposition that exchanges
two adjacent entries of c, then 〈c, t〉 = Sn.

Following [LW22], we call the equivalent property in the first part of
the theorem the strong quasi-Coxeter property. The second half
of the theorem can easily be generalized to the case that the cyclic
distance between a and b in the cycle c is relatively prime to n; it is
occasionally mis-stated (e.g., in [Led49, Ch. III, ex. (8)]) to assert that
any transposition will do, but it is easy to see (for example) that the
transposition (1 3) normalizes the subgroup generated by the 4-cycle
(1 2 3 4), and consequently that these two elements generate a group
of order 8 rather than the whole symmetric group S4.
In formulating our q-analogues, we follow the perspective of [RSW04,

RSW06, LRS14, LM16, HLR17]): first, we view the group Sn as a real
reflection group, acting on Rn by permutation of coordinates. From
this perspective, the transpositions are precisely the reflections, i.e.,
those elements that fix a hyperplane (a subspace of codimension 1)
pointwise.1 In GLn(Fq), we extend this definition verbatim and define
a reflection to be any element that fixes a hyperplane pointwise. Then

1It is conventional but not necessary to specify that real reflections be orthogo-
nal, or that they have order 2. For a finite subgroup of GLn(R), these properties
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GLn(Fq) is also generated by its subset of reflections. Second, we take
the analogue of an n-cycle to be a Singer cycle for GLn(Fq). These
elements can be characterized in many ways; we have that c ∈ GLn(Fq)
is a Singer cycle if any of the following equivalent statements hold:

• c is irreducible (i.e., it stabilizes no nontrivial subspace of
V := Fn

q ) of maximum possible multiplicative order;
• c has multiplicative order qn − 1;
• c acts transitively on V r {0}; and
• c has as eigenvalue over Fq one of the cyclic generators for F×

qn.

Our main theorem is as follows.

Main Theorem. (1) An element g ∈ GLn(Fq) is a Singer cycle if
and only if the factors in every minimum-length factorization of
g as a product of reflections form a generating set for GLn(Fq).

(2) Suppose that c ∈ GLn(Fq) is a Singer cycle and t ∈ GLn(Fq)
is a reflection that does not normalize the cyclic subgroup 〈c〉;
then 〈c, t〉 = GLn(Fq).

The structure of the paper is as follows. We begin with some back-
ground on finite fields, Singer cycles, and the group GLn(Fq). We then
prove part (2) of the main theorem as Theorem 7. As part of the
proof, we give a concrete description of the reflections t that normalize
a Singer cycle (Proposition 6). In particular, such reflections exist only
when n = 2, so that for n ≥ 3 we have that any Singer cycle and any
reflection together generate GLn(Fq). We then use part (2) to prove
part (1) of the main theorem as Theorem 8. We end with a few open
questions and remarks.

1. Background

We begin with some basic facts about finite fields (as found in, e.g.,
[Hou18, Chs. 1.1 & 2.1]), Singer cycles, and irreducible elements.
Fix a prime power q and let Fq denote the field of cardinality q. For

any n > 1 and any irreducible polynomial f = xn + an−1x
n−1 + . . . +

a0 ∈ Fq[x], the quotient Fq[x]/(f) of the polynomial ring by the ideal
generated by f is the (unique up to isomorphism) finite field Fqn of
order qn, generated as a ring over Fq by the equivalence class of x.
This field is the splitting field of the irreducible polynomial f , and f
is always separable (i.e., it has n distinct roots in Fqn). The unique
isomorphic copy of Fq inside Fqn may be identified as the fixed set of

are implied (after a standard averaging argument) by the seemingly more general
definition here.
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the Frobenius automorphism

F : Fqn → Fqn

α 7→ αq

If f is an irreducible polynomial of degree n over Fq and α ∈ Fqn is
a root of f , then the complete set of roots of f is the Frobenius orbit
{α, F (α) = αq, F 2(α) = αq2, . . . , F n−1(α) = αqn−1

} of α.
The embedding Fq →֒ Fqn endows the latter field with the structure

of a vector space over Fq. For a fixed element α of Fqn, multiplication
by α is Fq-linear, and, consequently, if we choose any ordered basis B
for Fqn over Fq, we get an injection

(1.1) F×
qn →֒ GLFq

(Fqn) ∼= GLn(Fq)

from the multiplicative subgroup F×
qn into the group GLn(Fq) of invert-

ible n × n matrices over Fq. The minimal polynomial of an element
α ∈ Fqn over Fq is equal to the minimal polynomial of its embedded
image in GLn(Fq); in particular, if α is a field generator for Fqn over Fq,
its image in GLn(Fq) has irreducible characteristic polynomial. Such
elements of GLn(Fq) may be characterized in many ways.

Proposition 1 ([LRS14, Prop. 4.4]). For an element g of GLn(Fq),
the following are equivalent:

• for some choice of basis B for Fqn over Fq and some generator
α for Fqn over Fq, g is the image of α under the map (1.1);

• the characteristic polynomial of g is irreducible in Fq[x]; and
• g stabilizes no nontrivial proper subspace of Fn

q .

The multiplicative subgroup F×
qn is a cyclic group. The cyclic gener-

ators for F×
qn are called primitive elements; each primitive element

is obviously a field generator for Fqn over Fq. The minimal polynomial
of a primitive element over Fq (necessarily irreducible of degree n) is
called a primitive polynomial. The images of primitive elements un-
der any of the maps in Equation (1.1) are called Singer cycles. These
elements of GLn(Fq) may also be characterized in many ways.

Proposition 2 (see [Bro14, §2.1] and [Gil16, Lem. 3]). For an element
g of GLn(Fq), the following are equivalent:

• for some choice of basis B for Fqn over Fq and some primitive
element ζ for F×

qn, g is the image of ζ under the map (1.1);
• g is irreducible and has maximum multiplicative order among
the irreducible elements;

• g has multiplicative order qn − 1;
• the characteristic polynomial of g is primitive in Fq[x];
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• g acts transitively on Fn
q r {0}; and

• g has as an eigenvalue over Fq a primitive element of Fqn.

Our main result makes reference to the minimum number k such that
a given element g ∈ GLn(Fq) can be written as a product g = t1 · · · tk
of k reflections. This number (called the reflection length of g) has
a simple intrinsic formula.

Proposition 3 ([Die55], [HLR17, Prop. 2.16]). Consider V a finite-
dimensional vector space, and g an element of GL(V ). Then the min-
imum length of any factorization of g as a product of reflections is
dim(V )− dim fix(g).

Remark 4. Since fix(t · u) ⊇ fix(t) ∩ fix(u), in any factorization g =
t1 · · · tk of g as a product of k := dim(V ) − dimfix(g) reflections, we

have the equality fix(g) =
⋂k

i=1
fix(ti), and so in particular each factor

ti fixes every vector fixed by g.

Given a monic polynomial f = xn + . . .+ a1x+ a0 over some field F,
its companion matrix Cf is the n× n matrix

Cf :=









−a0
1 −a1

. . .
...

1 −an−1









over F. It is easy to see that f is the characteristic polynomial of
Cf . In the case that f is irreducible, it follows that Cf is the rational
canonical form of any matrix with characteristic polynomial f , and so
in particular that every irreducible matrix is similar to the companion
matrix of its characteristic polynomial.
We will make use of the following corrected version of [Gil16, Thm. 2].

Theorem 5. Let f, g ∈ Fq[x] be distinct monic polynomials of degree
n such that f is primitive and the constant term of g is nonzero. Then
the group 〈Cf , Cg〉 generated by the companion matrices Cf , Cg of f and
g is equal to GLn(Fq) unless n = 2 and Cg belongs to the normalizer of
〈Cf〉 in GL2(Fq).

For a discussion of how and why Theorem 5 differs from [Gil16,
Thm. 2], see Section 3.3 below.

2. Proof of the main theorem

Our strategy is to prove part (2) first, then use it to prove (1).
We begin with a concrete example in GL2(Fq) of a situation in which
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a Singer cycle and reflection fail to generate the whole group; it is
perhaps analogous to the example of (1 2 3 4) and (1 3) in S4.

Proposition 6. Let c be a Singer cycle in GL2(Fq) and let ζ be one of
its eigenvalues over Fq2.

(a) There is a basis for F2
q in which c has matrix

[

0 −ζq+1

1 ζ + ζq

]

. In this

basis,

[

1 0
−ζ−1 − ζ−q −1

]

is the matrix of a reflection t such that

t2 = 1 and tct = cq.
(b) With c, t as in (a), 〈t, c〉 is a proper subgroup of GL2(Fq) for any

q > 2.
(c) With c, t as in (a), if t′ is a reflection that normalizes 〈c〉, then

t′ = cktc−k for some integer k.

Proof. Since c has irreducible characteristic polynomial, the second
eigenvalue of c is ζq, and so the characteristic polynomial of c is f :=
x2 − (ζ + ζq)x+ ζq+1 ∈ Fq[x]. Since c is irreducible, there is a basis for
F2
q in which c has as matrix the companion matrix Cf of this polyno-

mial. Thus the requested choice of basis in (a) exists, and the linear
transformation t is well defined. The given matrix for t has character-
istic polynomial (t − 1)(t + 1), so has eigenvalues 1 and −1. When q
is odd, it follows immediately that t is a reflection and that t2 = 1.
When q is a power of 2, we still must rule out the possibility that t is
the identity; observe that ζ has order q2 − 1 > q − 1, so ζ−1 6= ζ−q,
and consequently the given matrix for t is not the identity matrix. By

a direct computation, we have that the matrix of tct is

[

ζ + ζq ζq+1

−1 0

]

.

To see that this is the matrix of cq, it is enough to check that, extending
scalars to Fq2 , the eigenvectors of c corresponding to the eigenvalues ζ

and ζq are respectively

[

−ζq

1

]

and

[

−ζ
1

]

, while these two vectors are

eigenvectors for tct with respective eigenvalues ζq and ζ = (ζq)q. This
proves part (a).
Choose an element g of 〈t, c〉. Since t and c are of finite order, g

can be written as a product of positive integer powers of t and c. By
repeatedly applying the relation ct = tcq from (a), we can convert
this to an expression of the form g = ticj for some i, j ∈ Z≥0. Since
there are only 2(q2 − 1) distinct expressions of this form, the group
〈t, c〉 has at most 2(q2 − 1) elements. For q > 2, we have 2(q2 − 1) <
(q2 − q)(q2 − 1) = |GL2(Fq)|, and consequently 〈t, c〉 ( GL2(Fq). This
proves (b).
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Since t normalizes 〈c〉 (by part (a)), so too do all of its conjugates
cktc−k. If t′ is any reflection that normalizes 〈c〉, it must either preserve
the two eigenspaces of c or exchange them. The first is not possible
because the fixed space of t′ is an eigenspace of t′ that is distinct from
the two eigenspaces of c (it is defined by an equation over Fq), and a
linear transformation on a two-dimensional space can only have three
distinct eigenlines if it is a scalar transformation. If t′ exchanges the

two eigenspaces of c, then its matrix in the eigenbasis of c is

[

0 α
β 0

]

for some α, β ∈ Fq2 . It is easy to check that such a matrix can be a
reflection if and only if β = α−1. After a computation, we see that

in this case, the fixed space of t′ is spanned by the vector

[

−αζ − ζq

α + 1

]

(in the standard basis). The span of this vector must be defined over
Fq; hence, there are exactly q + 1 possible values of α (either α = −1
or α is the solution to −αζ − ζq = a(α + 1) for some a ∈ Fq). But
we already have q + 1 distinct reflections that normalize 〈c〉, namely,
cktc−k for k = 0, . . . , q. Thus t′ must be one of these, as claimed. �

The next result shows that there are no “bad” reflections other than
those that appear in Proposition 6.

Theorem 7. Fix a Singer cycle c in GLn(Fq). If t is a reflection in
GLn(Fq) that is not covered by Proposition 6 (in particular, for any
reflection t if n ≥ 3), then 〈c, t〉 = GLn(Fq).

Proof. Fix a prime power q and an n-dimensional vector space V over
q. Let c be a Singer cycle in G = GL(V ), and choose a basis in which
the matrix of c is the companion matrix of its characteristic polynomial
f = xn + an−1x

n−1 + . . .+ a1x+ a0 (which is necessarily primitive):

c =









−a0
1 −a1

. . .
...

1 −an−1









.

Let t be any reflection inG, with fixed planeH . Since c acts transitively
on the hyperplanes in V , there is some number k so that ckH is given
by the coordinate equation xn = 0. In this case, the element t′ = cktc−k

is a reflection with fixed space xn = 0, so in coordinates we have

t′ =









1 b0
. . .

...
1 bn−2

bn−1
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for some (b0, . . . , bn−1) ∈ Fq, with bn−1 6= 0. By matrix multiplication,
we have

c · t′ =









c0
1 c1

. . .
...

1 cn−1









for some (c0, . . . , cn−1) ∈ Fq, with c0 = −a0bn−1 6= 0. Thus c · t′ is the
companion matrix of an degree-n polynomial with nonzero constant
term. And, of course, t′ is not the identity and so c · t′ 6= c. Thus, by
Theorem 5, we have two possibilities: either

GLn(Fq) = 〈c, c · t′〉 = 〈c, ck+1tc−k〉 = 〈c, t〉,

as desired, or n = 2 and c · t′ belongs to the normalizer of 〈c〉. In
the latter case, t = c−kt′ck also belongs to the normalizer of 〈c〉; these
reflections are completely described by Proposition 6. �

Having proved part (2) of the Main Theorem, we now complete the
other half.

Theorem 8. An element g ∈ GLn(Fq) is a Singer cycle if and only if g
is strongly quasi-Coxeter, i.e., if and only if in every minimum-length
reflection factorization of g, the set of factors generates GLn(Fq).

Proof. First, we show that every Singer cycle is strongly quasi-Coxeter.
Let c be a Singer cycle in GLn(Fq). If n ≥ 3, consider any minimum-
length factorization c = t1 · · · tn into reflections. (The length of the
factorization is n by Proposition 3.) Obviously 〈t1, c〉 = 〈t1, t1 · · · tn〉 ⊆
〈t1, . . . , tn〉 ⊆ GLn(Fq). But by Theorem 7, 〈t1, c〉 = GLn(Fq), so the
previous containment is equality. We now consider smaller n.
When n = 1, the Singer cycle c is a reflection (as is every non-

identity element of GL1(Fq) = F×
q ), so the unique minimum-length

reflection factorization of c is the trivial factorization c = c, and indeed
〈c〉 = GL1(Fq) in this case. When n = 2 and q = 2, we have GL2(F2) ∼=
S3 permutes the three nonzero vectors in F2

2, the Singer cycles are the
3-cycles, and the reflections are the transpositions, so the statement is
a particular case of the theorem mentioned in the introduction. When
n = 2 and q > 2, we proceed as in the case n ≥ 3, but we must rule out
the possibility that t1 (the first factor in a minimum-length reflection
factorization c = t1 ·t2) is one of the q+1 reflections that normalize c. If
this were the case, then t2 = t−1

1 c would also belong to the normalizer.
By Proposition 6, it would follow that det(t1) = det(t2) = −1 and so
that det(c) = 1; but this contradicts the fact that the determinant of
c is always a cyclic generator of F×

q .
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We now consider the converse. Let g be an element of GLn(Fq) that
is not a Singer cycle; we must show that g is not strongly quasi-Coxeter.
First, suppose that g is not irreducible; then there is some nontrivial

subspace W of V = Fn
q stabilized by g. We now construct a minimum-

length reflection factorization of g whose factors all stabilize W . Let
U be any complementary subspace to W , so that U ⊕ W = V , and
consider the restriction g|W of g to W . Choose a minimum-length re-
flection factorization g|W = t1 · · · tk of g|W in GL(W ); by Proposition 3,
its length is k := dim(W )−dimfix(g|W ). Each of the reflections ti may
be extended to a reflection in GL(V ) by defining ti(u) = u for all u ∈ U
and extending by linearity. Each of these (extended) reflections sta-
bilizes W . Now consider the element g′ := t−1

k · · · t−1

1 g. By construc-
tion, this element fixes W pointwise and has fixed space dimension
dimfix(g′) = dimfix(g) + k. Therefore, by the strengthening of Propo-
sition 3 in Remark 4, g′ can be written as a product g′ = tk+1 · · · tk+m

of m := dim(V )−dimfix(g′) = dim(V )−dimfix(g)−k reflections, each
of which fixes fix(g′) (so in particular W ) pointwise. Then t1 · · · tk+m is
a factorization of g into k +m = dim(V )− dim fix(g) reflections, each
of which stabilizes W . By Proposition 3, this is a minimum-length
reflection factorization of g. Since each factor stabilizes W , the same
is true of every element of the group generated by these factors; and
since GLn(Fq) does not stabilize W , it follows that g is not strongly
quasi-Coxeter.
Second, suppose that g is irreducible but its determinant d is not a

cyclic generator for F×
q . Since g is irreducible, it has trivial fixed space,

and so by Proposition 3 it can be written as a product of n reflections
in GLn(Fq) but no fewer. Let X ( F×

q be the proper subgroup of
generated by d, and let G := {w ∈ GLn(Fq) : det(w) ∈ X} be the
proper subgroup of GLn(Fq) consisting of all linear transformations on
V whose determinants belong to X . As shown in [LV24], there exists a
factorization of g (in fact, precisely |g|n−1 factorizations) as a product
of n reflections in the proper subgroup G. The subgroup generated by
such a factorization is a subgroup of G, hence a proper subgroup of
GLn(Fq); it follows that g is not strongly quasi-Coxeter in this case,
either. �

3. Further remarks

3.1. Other groups. Suppose that G ⊂ GLn(Fq) is a reflection group
that contains irreducible elements.2 Then it is natural to define a

2For the classical groups, these were classified by Huppert [Hup70]. They include
the unitary groups GU2n+1(Fq2 ) of odd dimension, the symplectic groups, and
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Singer cycle in G to be an irreducible element of maximum order.
The following questions arise naturally from our work.

Question 9. Are Singer cycles strongly quasi-Coxeter in other finite
reflection groups over Fq?

Question 10. Under what conditions do a Singer cycle c and a reflec-
tion t generate the whole group G?

3.2. The weak and strong quasi-Coxeter property. Let (G, T )
be a generated group. Above, following [LW22], we established the
terminology that an element g ∈ G is strongly quasi-Coxeter if for
every shortest T -factorization (t1, . . . , tk) of g, one has 〈t1, . . . , tk〉 = G.
Correspondingly, we have that g is weakly quasi-Coxeter if there
exists at least one such shortest T -factorization of g. These properties
arise in the study of real reflection groups (i.e., finite Coxeter groups)
in multiple independent ways; for a detailed discussion of their history
and significance, see [DLM24, §3].
When G is a finite Coxeter group and T is its set of reflections,

[BGRW17] showed that every weakly quasi-Coxeter element is in fact
strongly quasi-Coxeter. And [LW22] showed that this extends to the
complex reflection groups in the case of elements of reflection length
rankG. (Every weakly quasi-Coxeter element must have reflection
length at least rankG; in real groups, there are no elements of reflection
length > rankG, while in some complex groups there exist weakly-but-
not-strongly quasi-Coxeter elements of reflection length > rankG.) In
GLn(Fq), the corresponding statement is false: for example, in GL2(F5),

the element

[

3 0
0 4

]

is not strongly quasi-Coxeter (it has an obvious fac-

torization as a product of two diagonal reflections that together gen-
erate an abelian group of order 8) but it is weakly quasi-Coxeter: one
has

[

3 0
0 4

]

=

[

2 2
2 0

]

·

[

0 2
4 3

]

,

the two factors are reflections (the first fixing the span of

[

1
2

]

pointwise,

the second doing the same for

[

1
3

]

), and it is a straightforward computer

check that they generate GL2(F5).

certain orthogonal groups; [Ber00, Table 1] gives a convenient summary. At least
in principle, one can extract a full list of reflection groups over Fq that contain a
Singer cycle by combining Huppert’s theorem with the classification of irreducible
reflection groups over Fq (as summarized, e.g., in [KM97]), since any group that
contains an irreducible element must itself be irreducible.
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3.3. A correction. In [Gil16, Thm. 2], Theorem 5 is claimed without
the exceptional case for n = 2. However, the statement is not true in
this case. Indeed, one can reverse the argument in the proof of Theo-
rem 7 to produce an exceptional companion matrix from an exceptional
reflection, as illustrated by the following example: in G = GL2(F3), let

c =

[

0 1
1 −1

]

be the companion matrix of the primitive polynomial x2+x−1, hence
a Singer cycle, and let

t =

[

1 0
−1 −1

]

be a reflection that interchanges the two eigenspaces of c, so that

t−1ct =

[

−1 −1
−1 0

]

= c3.

One has that

t′ := c5tc−5 =

[

1 −1
0 −1

]

fixes the subspace y = 0, hence

c · t′ =

[

0 −1
1 0

]

is a companion matrix (of the degree-2 polynomial x2+1, with nonzero
constant term). Then one can check that the subgroup

S = 〈c, c · t′〉

is the normalizer of 〈c〉, with order 16 < 48 = |GL2(F3)|. In a private
communication, Gill has identified the error in the proof of [Gil16,
Thm. 2]; we describe it (and the correction) now.
In the application of [Gil16, Lem. 4], which asserts that a field exten-

sion subgroup of GLad(Fq) of degree d and dimension a contains no non-
trivial elements with fixed space dimension > a(d−1), to prove [Gil16,
Cor. 5], which asserts that no field extension subgroup of GLn(Fq)
(n ≥ 2) contains two companion matrices of monic polynomials of
degree n, the implication

ad = n =⇒ a(d− 1) < n− 1

is implicitly invoked for positive integers a, d, n. However, this inequal-
ity fails when a = 1. In the context of [Gil16, Lem. 4], this precisely cor-
responds to omitting consideration of the possibility that when c = Cf

is a Singer cycle, the normalizer N of S := 〈c〉 in GLn(Fq) contains
the companion matrix of some other polynomial. In order to establish
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a correct version of [Gil16, Cor. 5], and consequently Theorem 5, it
remains to show that this (another companion matrix in N) can only
occur when n = 2. So suppose we have such a second companion ma-
trix in y = Cg ∈ N . Observe that dimfix(cy−1) = n− 1 (since the first
n− 1 columns of c and y are the same).
We consider two cases. If y is also in S, then cy−1 is a power of

c, with fixed space dimension n − 1 > 0. But the only power of c
with eigenvalue 1 is the identity matrix, so y = c, a contradiction.
Alternatively, if y is not in S, then the proof of [Gil16, Lem. 4] shows
that, in fact, dimfix(cy−1) is at most m where m is a proper divisor of
n. Thus n−1 is a proper divisor of n and we have n = 2. The analysis
of the case n = 2 is a trivial modification of Proposition 6.
Using the corrected version of [Gil16, Cor. 5] leads to the corrected

version of [Gil16, Thm. 2] given as Theorem 5 above.
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