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Complex reflection groups as differential Galois groups

Carlos E. Arreche, Avery Bainbridge, Ben Obert, Alavi Ullah

The University of Texas at Dallas

Abstract

Complex reflection groups comprise a generalization of Weyl groups of semisimple Lie algebras, and
even more generally of finite Coxeter groups. They have been heavily studied since their introduction
and complete classification in the 1950s by Shephard and Todd, due to their many applications to
combinatorics, representation theory, knot theory, and mathematical physics, to name a few examples.
For each given complex reflection group G, we explain a new recipe for producing an integrable system
of linear differential equations whose differential Galois group is precisely G. We exhibit these systems
explicitly for many (low-rank) irreducible complex reflection groups in the Shephard-Todd classification.

1 Introduction

Classical Galois theory associates with a polynomial p(y) ∈ K[y] with coefficients in a field K a finite group
G of permutations of its roots, called the Galois group, which encodes their algebraic properties. Thus via
Galois theory the study of polynomial equations becomes a chapter in applied group theory. In the opposite
direction, given a field K and a finite group G, the inverse Galois problem [Ser08] for (K,G) asks whether
there exists a polynomial over K whose Galois group is G – if so, the constructive inverse Galois problem
further asks to construct such a polynomial explicitly. An analogous differential Galois theory [vdPS02]
associates with an integrable linear differential system over a differential field K a linear algebraic group
that encodes the algebraic properties of the solutions to the system. Also analogously there is an inverse
Galois problem that asks whether a given linear algebraic group G can be realized as a differential Galois
group over a given differential field K, and a constructive version that asks for the explicit construction of
some such system, if one exists. An important result of Kolchin (see Theorem 2.1 below) states that finite
Galois extensions of differential fields are special cases of differential Galois extensions. Crucially, the same
finite group acts in classical Galois theory by permutations on a finite set of roots, and in differential Galois
theory by linear transformations of a vector space of solutions. For K = C(z) endowed with the standard
derivation d

dz
, the non-constructive versions of the inverse Galois problem, both classical and differential,

are known to have positive answers. It is still often considered interesting in this case to compute explicitly
the corresponding (polynomial or differential) equations realizing a given group as a Galois group.

Complex reflection groups comprise a very well-studied class of finite groups of matrices, which are
characterized by having the best possible invariant theory (see §3 below for more details). It was observed
by Chevalley in [Che55] that these groups are realized as Galois groups over fields of multivariate rational
functions. In many cases, explicit polynomial equations making this a constructive solution to the inverse
Galois problem are not known (although it is clear theoretically how to compute them using elimination
theory and Gröbner bases). In any case, since complex reflection groups are given as finite groups of
matrices from the start, it would be more natural to realize them explicitly as differential Galois groups.
Indeed, this is accomplished in the celebrated [BH89], where Beukers and Heckman list explicit generalized
hypergeometric linear differential equations realizing complex reflection groups as differential Galois groups
over the field of univariate rational functions C(z). Using entirely different methods, we develop an algo-
rithm for constructing explicit integrable systems of linear differential equations over multivariate rational
function fields C(z1, . . . , zn) realizing any given complex reflection group as a differential Galois group.
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2 Differential Galois Theory

We refer to [vdPS02, Appendix D.2] and [Kol76, Chapter VI] for the material in this section. A ∆-field
is a field K equipped with a finite set ∆ = {δ1, . . . , δn} of pairwise-commuting derivations on K. We
call CK := {c ∈ K | δi(c) = 0 for i = 1, . . . , n} the field of ∆-constants of K. A (rank N) linear

differential system over the ∆-field K is a collection of equations A =
{

δi(y) = Aiy
∣

∣ 1 ≤ i ≤ n
}

, where
y = (y1, . . . , yN )⊤ is a vector of unknowns, the N×N coefficient matrices A1, . . . , An have entries in K, and
the δi are applied coordinate-wise. We say the system A is integrable if δi(Aj)−δj(Ai) = AiAj−AjAi for all
1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. A ∆-field extension L ⊇ K is a Picard-Vessiot extension for the integrable linear differential
system A if CL = CK and L is generated as a field extension of K by the entries of a fundamental solution

matrix U ∈ GLN (L) such that δi(U) = AiU for each i = 1, . . . , n. The existence and uniqueness (up to
K-∆-isomorphism) of Picard-Vessiot extensions is guaranteed by the assumption that CK is algebraically
closed of characteristic zero, which we impose from now on. In this case, the group of K-∆-automorphisms
of L over K is the differential Galois group Gal∆(L/K), which is identified with a linear algebraic group via

Gal∆(L/K) →֒ GLN (CK) : γ 7→ U−1 · γ(U) =: Mγ . (1)

A different choice of fundamental solution matrix U for A results in a conjugate CK-linear representation.
It is well-known that every (separable) algebraic field extension L of K is automatically a ∆-field

extension of K. It is relevant for us to recall the recipe. For any derivation δ acting on K and any α ∈ L
with minimal polynomial p(y) ∈ K[y], there exists a unique derivation on K(α) extending δ, defined by

δ(α) = −pδ(α)/p′(α), (2)

where pδ is obtained by applying δ to the coefficients, and p′ denotes the usual derivative of a polynomial.

Theorem 2.1 (Kolchin). L is a finite Galois extension of K if and only if L is a Picard-Vessiot extension

of K whose differential Galois group is finite, and moreover in this case Gal(L/K) = Gal∆(L/K).

3 Complex Reflection Groups

We refer to [LT09] for the material in this section. We say that M ∈ GLn(C) is a complex reflection if
M has finite order and M fixes pointwise some codimension-one hyperplane. A finite group G ⊂ GLn(C)
generated by reflections is called a complex reflection group. Such a G acts on S := C[x1, . . . , xn] by
γM (f)(x) := f

(

x · M−⊤
)

with x := (x1, . . . , xn) as in [LT09, §3.2], and this action extends naturally to
L := C(x1, . . . , xn). We say f ∈ S is G-invariant if γM (f) = f for every M ∈ G. We denote by SG ⊆ S
the C-subalgebra of G-invariant polynomials. The following result characterizes complex reflection groups
among all finite groups of complex matrices as those having the best possible invariants [Che55, ST54].

Theorem 3.1 (Chevalley-Shephard-Todd). A subgroup G ⊂ GLn(C) is a complex reflection group if and

only if SG = C[φ1, . . . , φn] for some homogeneous, C-algebraically independent G-invariants φ1(x), . . . , φn(x).

Such a set of C-algebraically independent generators for SG is called a set of fundamental invariants for G.
Any two sets of fundamental invariants have the same multiset of total degrees [LT09, Prop. 3.25]. Having
chosen an n-tuple φ = (φ1, . . . , φn) of fundamental invariants, let us denote the Jacobian matrix

Jφ :=







∂φ1

∂x1
· · · ∂φ1

∂xn

...
...

∂φn

∂x1
· · · ∂φn

∂xn






. (3)

The following result is proved in [LT09, Lem. 6.6].

Lemma 3.2. Suppose G ⊂ GLn(C) is a complex reflection group and φ is an n-tuple of fundamental

invariants. Then γM (Jφ) = Jφ ·M .
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4 Goal and Main Result

Suppose G ⊂ GLn(C) is a complex reflection group. By Theorem 3.1, we can identify SG with a free
polynomial algebra C[z1, . . . , zn] (having chosen an n-tuple of fundamental invariants φ ↔ z). As proved
in [Che55], LG = C(z1, . . . , zn) =: K. By Artin’s Theorem [Lan02, Thm. VI.1.8], L is a Galois extension of
K with Galois group G

∼−→ Gal(L/K) via M 7→ γM . We consider K as a ∆-field with derivations δi =
∂
∂zi

for i = 1, . . . , n. Then L is a Picard-Vessiot extension of K with Gal∆(L/K) ≃ G by Theorem 2.1.

Goal. Compute explicitly an integrable linear differential system A over K such that L is the Picard-Vessiot

extension of K for A and whose differential Galois group is G ⊂ GLn(C) acting as in (1).

This is the sense in which we wish to eponymously realize complex reflection groups as differential Galois
groups. A first obstruction to doing this is that, although we know that the coordinate derivations δi on
K extend uniquely to derivations on L, the formula (2) presumes we have already computed a separable
polynomial satisfied by x1, . . . , xn ∈ L, which is a computation that we are hoping to avoid. Thus we begin
by providing an alternative computation of the action of ∆ on L, as follows. Denoting ηij := δj(xi) ∈ L,
we see immediately that the operators δj =

∑n
i=1 ηij

∂
∂xi

. One shows using standard differential geometry

arguments that the missing coefficients ηij ∈ L are computed by J−1
φ

= (ηij), for the same Jacobian matrix
(3). Now that we can differentiate arbitrary elements of L with respect to the coordinate derivations in ∆,
we can state and prove our main result, which accomplishes our aforementioned Goal.

Theorem 4.1. Denote Ai := δi(Jφ)J
−1
φ ∈ gln(L) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Then:

1. Ai ∈ gln(K) for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n;

2. δi(Aj)− δj(Ai) = AiAj −AjAi for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n; and

3. L is a Picard-Vessiot extension of K for the system A =
{

δi(y) = Aiy
∣

∣ 1 ≤ i ≤ n
}

.

Proof sketch. (1). The M ∈ G act on L by ∆-automorphisms γM . By Lemma 3.2, γM (Jφ) = Jφ · M .
Hence each γM (Ai) = Ai for every M ∈ G. By the Galois correspondence, the Ai must have entries in K.

(2). This is a familiar computation: using that δiδj = δjδi on L, expand δi(δj(Jφ)) = δj(δi(Jφ)).
(3). Since γM 7→ J−1

φ γM (Jφ) = M is injective, G acts faithfully on L̃ := K(Jφ) ⊆ L, and therefore

L̃ = L by the Galois correspondence.

5 A Small Dihedral Example

The group D8 =
{(

±1 0
0 ±1

)

,
(

0 ±1
±1 0

)}

of symmetries of the square, denoted G(2, 1, 2) in the notation of
[ST54], is generated by the reflections M1 =

(

1 0
0 −1

)

andM2 = ( 0 1
1 0 ). It acts on polynomials in S = C[x1, x2]

by γM1
(f)(x1, x2) = f(x1,−x2) and γM2

(f)(x1, x2) = f(x2, x1). The algebra of invariants is SG = C[z1, z2]
with z1 = φ1(x1, x2) = x21+x22 and z2 = φ2(x1, x2) = x21x

2
2. For these fundamental invariants, the Jacobian

J =
(

2x1 2x2

2x1x
2

2
2x2

1
x2

)

; and its inverse J−1 = 1
2x1x2(x2

1
−x2

2
)

(

x2

1
x2 −x2

−x1x
2

2
x1

)

.

Thus the derivations ∂
∂z1

= δ1 and ∂
∂z2

= δ2 acting on S = C[x1, x2] are given by

δ1 =
x1

2(x2

1
−x2

2
)
· ∂
∂x1

− x2

2(x2

1
−x2

2
)
· ∂
∂x2

and δ2 =
1

2x2(x2

1
−x2

2
)
· ∂
∂x2

− 1
2x1(x2

1
−x2

2
)
· ∂
∂x1

,

which can be checked explicitly from the symbolic expressions x1 =

√

z1±
√

z2
1
−4z2

2 and x2 =

√

z1∓
√

z2
1
−4z2

2 .

Differentiating entrywise, δ1(J) =
1

x2

1
−x2

2

(

x1 −x2

−x1x
2

2
x2

1
x2

)

and δ2(J) =
1

x2

1
−x2

2

(

−x−1

1
x−1

2

2x1−x−1

1
x2

2
x2

1
x−1

2
−2x2

)

, whence

3
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the A1 := δ1(J)J
−1 and A2 := δ2(J)J

−1 of Theorem 4.1 are initially computed as

A1 =
1

2x1x2(x2

1
−x2

2
)2

(

x3

1
x2+x1x

3

2
−2x1x2

−2x3

1
x3

2
x3

1
x2+x2x

3

2

)

and A2 =
1

2x1x2(x2

1
−x2

2
)2

(

−2x1x2 x1x
−1

2
+x−1

1
x2

x3

1
x2+x1x

3

2
x3

1
x−1

2
−4x1x2+x−1

1
x3

2

)

.

According to Theorem 4.1, the entries of A1 and A2 should actually be rational in z1 and z2, and not merely
in x1 and x2. Our software carries out the necessary rewriting to discover automatically that indeed

A1 =
1

2(z2
1
−4z2)

(

z1 −2
−2z2 z1

)

and A2 =
1

2(z2
1
−4z2)

(

−2 z1z
−1

2

z1 z2
1
z−1

2
−6

)

.

6 Algorithmic Considerations

As we saw in the small dihedral example above, the invariant entries of the matrices A1, . . . , An from
Theorem 4.1 are initially expressed as elements of L = C(x), which leads us to the rewriting problem of
expressing them as elements of K = C(z). First let us explain how to reduce this rewriting problem for
rational functions to the simpler rewriting problem for homogeneous polynomials. Denoting by di the
homogeneous degree of φi(x), the entries along the i-th row of the Jacobian Jφ are all homogeneous of
degree di−1. Hence det(Jφ) is homogeneous of degree

∑

i = (di−1), and moreover the entries along the j-th
column of the adjugate det(Jφ)J

−1
φ are all homogeneous polynomials of degree

∑

k 6=n−j(dk − 1). Thus the
i-th row of det(Jφ)δℓ(Jφ) consists of homogeneous polynomials of degree di−2+

∑

k 6=n−ℓ(dk−1). Hence, the

(i, j)-entry of det(Jφ)
2Aℓ is a homogeneous polynomial of degree di−2+

∑

k 6=n−ℓ(dk−1)+
∑

k 6=n−j(dk−1).
By [ST54, Cor. 6.7], det(Jφ)

m is invariant for some m ≥ 2. Thus our rational rewriting problem is reduced
to the rewriting problem for the invariant homogeneous polynomial entries of the matrices det(Jφ)

mAℓ.
We know by Theorem 3.1 that if (and only if) a given polynomial f(x) ∈ C[x] is invariant, there exists

a unique f̃(z) ∈ C[z] such that f̃(φ) = f(x). Finding this f̃ is reduced to linear algebra. Indeed, denoting
by Ef :=

{

(e1, . . . , en) ∈ Z
n
≥0

∣

∣

∑n
i=1 eidi = deg

x
(f)

}

, there exist unique ce ∈ C for e ∈ Ef such that

f(x) =
∑

e∈Ef
ce

∏n
i=1 φi(x)

ei . Solving the resulting linear system, we obtain f̃(z) =
∑

e
cez

e. Using a

preliminary Mathematica [WR24] implementation of this recipe, we have successfully computed explicitly
the integrable systems for primitive complex reflection groups of ranks 2 and 3.

7 Results for the Tetrahedral Groups

Below is the output of our algorithm for the first four primitive complex reflection in the classification of
[ST54], with fundamental invariants computed as in [LT09, §6.6].

Group Fundamental Invariants A1 A2

G4

z1 := x
4

1 + 2i
√

3x2

1x
2

2 + x
4

2

z2 := x
5

1x2 − x1x
5

2





3z2
1

4(z31−12i
√

3z2
2)

−
6i

√

3z2
z3
1
−12i

√

3z2
2

−
15z1z2

8(z31−12i
√

3z2
2)

5z2
1

4(z31−12i
√

3z2
2)









−
6i

√

3z2
z3
1
−12i

√

3z2
2

4i
√

3z1
z3
1
−12i

√

3z2
2

5z2
1

4(z31−12i
√

3z2
2)

−
10i

√

3z2
z3
1
−12i

√

3z2
2





G5

z1 :=
(

x
4

1 + 2i
√

3x2

1x
2

2 + x
4

2

)3

z2 := x
5

1x2 − x1x
5

2





11z1−96i
√

3z2
2

12z1(z1−12i
√

3z2
2)

−
6i

√

3z2
z1−12i

√

3z2
2

−
5z2

24z1(z1−12i
√

3z2
2)

−
5

12(z1−12i
√

3z2
2)









−
6i

√

3z2
z1−12i

√

3z2
2

12i
√

3z1
z1−12i

√

3z2
2

−
5

12(z1−12i
√

3z2
2)

−
10i

√

3z2
z1−12i

√

3z2
2





G6

z1 := x
4

1 + 2i
√

3x2

1x
2

2 + x
4

2

z2 :=
(

x
5

1x2 − x1x
5

2

)

2





3z2
1

4(z31−12i
√

3z2)
3i

√

3

z3
1
−12i

√

3z2

−
15z1z2

4(z31−12i
√

3z2)
5z2

1

4(z31−12i
√

3z2)









3i
√

3

z3
1
−12i

√

3z2

i
√

3z1

z2(z31−12i
√

3z2)
5z2

1

4(z31−12i
√

3z2)
z3
1
−22i

√

3z2

2z2(z31−12i
√

3z2)





G7

z1 :=
(

x
4

1 + 2i
√

3x2

1x
2

2 + x
4

2

)

3

z2 :=
(

x
5

1x2 − x1x
5

2

)2





11z1−96i
√

3z2

12z1(z1−12i
√

3z2)
3i

√

3

z1−12i
√

3z2

−
5z2

12z1(z1−12i
√

3z2)
−

5

12(z1−12i
√

3z2)









3i
√

3

z1−12i
√

3z2

3i
√

3z1

z2(z1−12i
√

3z2)

−
5

12(z1−12i
√

3z2)
z1−22i

√

3z2

2z2(z1−12i
√

3z2)





The primitive complex reflection groups in rank 2 of octahedral and icosahedral type all produce similarly
compact and tractable outputs. In rank 3, some of the outputs look considerably more complicated.
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