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THE BOUNDNESS OF LUSZTIG’S a-FUNCTION FOR
COXETER GROUPS OF FINITE RANK

XIAOYU CHEN

ABSTRACT. We prove the Lusztig’s a-function is bounded for any Cox-
eter group of finite rank.
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INTRODUCTION

Lusztig defined the a-function for a Coxeter group in [7], which is an
important tool to study cells in Coxeter groups and some representation
theoretic topics. In the same paper, Lusztig proved that the a-function is
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bounded for affine Weyl groups. The boundness of a-function was conjec-
tured by Xi for finite rank Coxeter groups in [14, 1.13(iv)]|, and by Lusztig
for weighted Coxeter groups of finite rank and weighted Coxeter groups
such that the length of longest elements of finite parabolic subgroups has
a common upper bound in [10] and [8, Conjecture 13.4], respectively. The
boundness conjecture of a-function for finite rank Coxeter groups is one of
the four open problems on Hecke algebras (cf. [10]), and is of great interest
and still open in most cases.

Let (W,S) be a Coxeter system. Clearly, the conjecture holds if W is
finite. For infinite W, the conjecture has been proved in following cases:
(1) In [7], Lusztig proved the conjecture for affine Weyl groups, and same
approach works for weighted affine case as pointed out in [8]. (2) In [13],
Xi proved the conjecture for W with complete graph, i.e., for any s,t € .S,
the order of st is > 2 or oo. (3) In [15], Zhou proved this conjecture in the
case |S| = 3. (4). In [12], Shi and Yang proved the conjecture for weighted
Coxeter groups with complete graph. (5) In [1], Belolipetsky proved the
conjecture in the case that the order of st is either 2 or oo for any s,t € S.
(6) In [11], Shi and Li proved the conjecture for weighted Coxeter groups
such that the order of st is not 3 for any s,t € S.

In this paper, we prove that the a-function is bounded for any Coxeter
group of finite rank from a geometric point of view, and the same approach
works for its weighted version.

This paper is organized as follows: In section 1, we recall some basic
definitions and facts for Hecke algebras and a-function, and geometries of
Tits cone. In Section 2, we exploit some first properties on intersections of
hyperplanes. In Section 3, we give a sketch of ideas of proof in Subsection
3.1, and turn to the detail of proof in from Subsection 4.2 to Subsection 4.5.
In last Section, we give some examples to compare the upper bound of this
paper and that conjectured by Lusztig, and indicate how the approach here
works for the weighted version.
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helpful suggestions and comments in writing this paper. I thank Professor
Jianpan Wang and Professor Naihong Hu for their valuable advices. I also
thank Junbin Dong for enlightening discussion with him.

1. HECKE ALGEBRA, a-FUNCTION, AND TIT’S CONE

1.1. Hecke algebras and a-function. Let v be an indeterminate and
A = Z[v,v™!], the ring of Laurent polynomials in v with integer coefficients.
Let W be a Coxeter group with set S of simple reflections. Let £: W — N
be the usual length function on W. Define the Hecke algebra H over A
of as follows: H is the free A-module with basis T}, (w € W), and the
multiplication is defined by T, Ty = Ty if £(ww') = €(w) + £(w'), and
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(1.1) [T = T if L(ww') = C(w) + (')
' T2=1+4¢T, ifsesS '

For any =,y € W, write

(1'2) TxTy = Z fl‘,y7ZTZ7 fl‘,y7Z S A'
zeW

It is known from [7] and [13] that f, , . is a polynomial in { with nonnegative
coefficients.

In [6], Kazhdan and Lusztig gave for each w € W the element C\,, € H
such that

Cyp = v W) Z P, Ty, weW,
y<w

where P, ,, are known as Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials. The elements C,
(w € W) forms a A-basis for H. For any =,y € W, write

CoCy = huy:Ca, hoy. € A.
zeW

It is known from [7] that hy, , is a polynomial in n = v + v=L.

[7], for any z € W we define

Following

a(z) =max{i € N|i=deg, hyy., x,y € W}
Since hg ., is a polynomial in 7, we have a(z) > 0. It is known from [9] that

Theorem 1.1. The a-function is bounded by a constant c if and only if
dege foy,- < c forallz,y,z € W.

The main result of this paper is

Theorem 1.2. If W is a Coxeter group of finite rank, then there is a con-
stant ¢ such that degg fry. < c for all z,y,z € W. In particular, the

a-function of W is bounded by c.

1.2. Geometric representation and Tit’s cone. From here to the end
of this paper, we always assume that rank W is finite.

We recall basic facts in [5]. Let V' be the R-vector space spanned by the
set A = {as | s € S} which is in one-to-one correspondence with S. For any
s,t €S, let mg € {1,2,--- }U{oo} be the order of st. There is a symmetric
bilinear form B(—,—) on V such that

7T
B(as, ap) = — cos .
Mst

For each s € S and v € V, define
Oa. (V) = v —2B(ag, v)as.

It is known that there is a unique group homomorphism p: W — GL(V)
sending each s € S to o,,, which is called geometric representation of W.
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Moreover, p is faithful and B is p(WW)-invariant. We abbreviate p(w)(v)
(w e Wio € V) as wv. Let p*: W — GL(V*) be the contragradient
representation of p. We abbreviate p*(w)(f) (w € W, f € V*) as wf.

Let ® = {was | w e W,s € S} C V, the elements of which is called roots.
It is clear that each o € @ is of the form a = ) __gcsas (cs € R). Call «
is positive if ¢, > 0 for all s € S. Let ®T be the set of positive roots. For
a € @, say, a = wa, € @, then it is known that wsw™'v = v —2B(v, a)a. It
follows that wsw™! depends only on a. Due to this, we denote g, = wsw ™
and call it a reflection in W.

Let (—,—) be the natural pair V* x V' — R given by (f,v) = f(v). For
each a € @ define the hyperplane

Ha:{fGV*|<fva>:0}7

and set HY ={f € V* | (f,a) >0} and H, ={f € V* | (f,a) < 0}. We
also call o, the reflection corresponding to hyperplane H,.

It is clear that V* has a basis fs; (s € S) dual to the basis a; (s € 5).
Thus, one identifies V* with R" (r = |S], the rank of W) and equips V*
with the standard (Euclidean) topology. Let C' = (\,cg HS and D = C,
the closure of C' in V*. Let T' = | J, ey wD. This is a W-stable subset of
V* which is proved to be a convex cone. We call T" the Tits cone. The set T'
can be partitioned into the so called facets. Namely, for each I C .S, define

Cr= (ﬂ Has) n{ ) Hd,
sel s¢l
The sets of the form wCr (w € W, I C S) are called facets.
For each I C S, let W} be the subgroup of W (called a standard parabolic
subgroup of W) generated by s € I.

Theorem 1.3 ([5, Theorem 5.13]). (1) Wy is precisely the stabilizer in W
of each point in Cr, and T = UweW,IcS wCf.

(2) D is the fundamental domain for the action of W on T. That is, the
W -orbit of each point in T meets D in exactly one point.

(3) T =V* if and only if W is finite.

(4) W is finite if and only of B is positive definite.

1.3. Results on the Bruhat order. Let < be the Bruhat order on W.

The following result is an easy consequence of [5, Proposition 5.7].

Lemma 1.4. Let « € ®T,w € W. Then the following are equivalent: (1)
ocow > w; (2) wla e dF; (3) wC € HY.
For w € W, H € B, it is clear that sgn(wf,ay) is a constant (= 1,—1)

for any f € C. We write (wC,ay) = sgn{wf,ag) (f € C) by abuse of
notation.

Lemma 1.5. Let wy,wy € W and H € 3. Assume that wl_lwg =81 S
be a reduced expression of wl_lwg. Then (w1C,apg)(wsC,ag) = —1 if and
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only if

1
OH = W181 *+* 8;—-15i5;—1" " S1W,

for some 1 <i<k.

Proof. Let « the positive root corresponding to wl_lH ePand w = wl_lwg.

Only if part: Applying wl_1 to (w1C, ap){wyC,ag) = —1 and note that
a = +w tay, we have (C,a)(wC,a) = —1, and hence (wC,a) = —1. Let
i be the minimal number such that (s1---s,C,a) = —1 and v = s1-- $;_1.
Since (uC,a) = 1 by assumption on i, we have uC C HJ, and hence
B = ula € &' by Lemma 1.4. Applying uv=! to (us;C,a) = —1 we
get (s;C,B) = —1, i.e, s,C € Hﬁ_ It follows that ogs; < s; by Lemma 1.4,

1 1 1

which forces og = s;. Combining this with o3 = u~ W, CHWIU

yields oy = wlusiu_lwl_l.
If part: Assume that o = wlusiu_lwl_l for some 1 < i < k, where
U =S81---8—1. We have

O = U~

Uasl"'sj :usiu_lusi...sk:31...§\i...sk < §1° - Sk,
which implies that (s ---sxC,«) = —1 by Lemma 1.4, and hence
(waCywiar) = (wysy -+ 5,C,wra) = —1.

It follows that (w1C, ap)(weC,ay) = —1 as desired since ag = twja. O

2. FIRST PROPERTIES ON INTERSECTION OF HYPERPLANES

In this section, we give some elementary properties on the intersection of
hyperplanes in B inside 7°, the set of inner points of 1. These results are
crucial to the proof of main theorem.

It is known that the set of inner points of a convex set is convex, and the
set of inner points of a convex cone is stable under multiplying a positive
scalar. In particular, T° is an open convex cone, i.e., T° +T° C T° and
AT° =T° for any A > 0.

It is known that the set of reflections in W is in one-to-one correspondence
to ®T. Let P = {H, | « € ®}. For any H € B, let ag € T, 0y € W be
the positive root and reflection corresponding to H, respectively.

For any subset A, B of V*, write AhB for AN BNT° Generally, for a
family {A;} of subsets of V*, denote (), 4; = (); 4 N T°.

Definition 2.1. A finite subset Q of B is called intersecting if HiNHy # @
for any Hyi, Hy € Q.

Let By, -+ ,Bm € ® be linearly independent roots. Clearly, connected
components (“components” for short) of V*\{f1, -, 5} are precisely the
sets of the form

{fE v ‘ <f7/82> > 07(i € I)7<f752> <07(i QI)},

where I C {1,--- ,m}, whose closure is

{FeVi{f,B:) 20, el){f Bi) <0,(i &I}
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In particular, if f,g € V* are in the same (resp. closure of) component,
then (f, B8i)(g,B;) > 0 (resp. > 0) for any 1 < i < m.

Lemma 2.2. Let P, H, Hy, Hy € B and let E be a component Of_V*\{Hl,HQ}.
Assume that HONH,NE # @ (i = 1,2), HHNHy C P, and PNE # &. Then
PNH #+ .

Proof. Choose f; € HNH; (i = 1,2), and p € PN E, we have

(21) <f’i7aHi> - 07 <fl7aHz><p7 aHi> 2 07 (Z = 172)

Since H1 N Hy C P, we have ap = z101 + Toan for some x1,29 € R. It
follows that

(2.2) (fi,ap) = x2(f1,am,), (fo,ap) = z1(f2, my)
by first formula of (2.1).

Since (p,ap) = 0, we have
(23) 33‘1<p,CJZH1>+IE2<p,OZH2> =0.

Combining the second formula of (2.1), (2.2), (2.3) yields (f1, ap){(f2, ap) <
0. By Zero Point Theorem we have [fif2] N P # @. Moreover, we have
[fife] C HNT® since HNT® is convex. It follows that

PNH=HNT°NPD[fifo)) NP #o
as desired. O

Lemma 2.3. Assume that {P, H, Hy,Hy} C P is intersecting, and there
erist f; € HiNH, g; € H;,NP (i = 1,2) such that (f1,ap)(f2,ap) > 0 and
<gl,aH>(gg,aH> <0. Then O’HPﬁHl + O or O'HPhHQ #+ @,

Proof. If (f1,ap)(fe,ap) = 0 or {(g1,am){ge,ag) = 0, tl‘len‘fl € P or
foe€ Por g1 € Hor go € H, and in particular, we have PNHNH; # & or
PNHNH, # @, and hence oy PNH, # @ or oy PNHy # @.
Assume that (f1,ap)(f2,ap) > 0 and (g1, am) (g2, ) < 0. Let
Ci={feV*|{f,ap)(fi,ap) >0,(f,an){gi,ax) >0}, i =1,2.
Then C; are components of V*\{H, P} and
Ui: {f ceV” | <f7aP><f17aP> > 07 (f,aH><gi,OéH> > 0}7 1= 172

Since f1,¢1 € C; and fa, g2 € Cy by assumption, we have

(2.4) H{NHNCY, HiNPNCY, HyNHNCo, HyNPNCy # @.

It is clear that

(2.5) HNPCopyP.

If ogyP = P or oy P = H, there is nothing to prove. Assume that
(2.6) ogP # P, H.

By (2.5), we have ogap = x1ap+xeay for some 1, x5 € R, and hence (2.6)
is equivalent to x1,x9 # 0. There ia a g € V* such that (g, ap) = z9 and
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(9,ag) = —xq since H # P. Thus g,—g € ogP and (g,ap), (g,ag) # 0.
Replacing g with —g when necessary, one can assume that

(2.7) (9, p)(f1,cp) > 0.

Since (g1, agr) (g2, ag) < 0, we have (g, ag){g1,ag) > 0or (g,any){ge, ag) >
0. Combining this with (2.7) yields g € C1 U Cy, and in particular, we have
ogP N (cp UCy) # @, and hence

(2.8) ocgPNCy#TorogPNCy # 0.

Now (2.4), (2.5), (2.8) enable us to apply P, H, Hy, Hs, E in Lemma
2.2 to ogP, Hy (resp. Hs), H, P, C; (resp. C3), respectively, to obtain
O’HPﬁHl#@Or O'HPhHQ?éQ. O

Let A C T and H €  such that ANH = @. Define H4 (resp. H47) to
be the set of all f € T such that (f, ag){a,ag) > 0 (resp. {(f,ay)(a,ay) <
0) for some (hence for any) a € A.

Lemma 2.4. Let P,H, Hy, Hy € B. Assume that HiNHy = @, PNH; # @,
and POHNHI<0 £ &, Then PAHy # @.

Proof. Let f € PAHAHI"=" and g € PAH,. Then (f,am,)(g,an,) < 0.
By Zero Point Theorem we have [fg] N Hy # @. Since P NT° is convex and
fig€ PNT°, we have [fg] C PNT°, and hence

PNHy =PNT°NHy D [fg|NHy # @
as desired. O

Lemma 2.5. Let P,H, Hy,Hy € 3. Assume that {H, Hy, Ha} is intersect-
ing, and there exist f; € HNH; (i = 1,2) such that (f1,ap)(fs,ap) < 0.
Then oy PNH| # @ or oy PNHy # &.

Proof. Assume that
(2.9) O'HPﬁHl = .

By assumption, we have (f1,on(ap))(f2, on(ap)) < 0 since oy f; = fi,
i =1,2, and hence fo € HoNHN (o P)H1=0, In particular, we have

(2.10) HyNHA (o P)H1=0 +£ &,
Moreover, we have
(211) HQﬁHl 75 %]

by assumption. Now (2.9), (2.10), (2.11) enable us to apply P, H, Hy, Hy
Lemma 2.4 to Hy, H, Hy, 0y P, respectively, to obtain oy PNHy # &. O

Lemma 2.6. Let wi,wy € W and P,P' € B. Assume that P'APW1¢=0 £
&, and (w1 C, ap)(weC,ap) = 1, (w1C,ap/)(waC,ap')y = —1. Then P'NP #
.
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Proof. Choose f; € w;C (i = 1,2) and g € P'NP¢ =0, Since

(fr.ap)(fa,ap) <0
by assumption, we have [f1f2] P’ # & by Zero Point Theorem and the
fact that f1, fo € T° and T° is convex. Choose fio € [f1f2]\P’, we have
fia € PG+t c pwnC20gince fy, fo € PU1CF and PO+ is convex. It
follows that [fi12g] N P # @ by Zero Point Theorem. Moreover, since P’ NT°
is convex and f1,9 € P’ NT*°, we have [f129] C P'NT°. It follows that

PAP =P NT°NPD|[fig] "NP#2
as desired. O

Lemma 2.7. Let H, P;, P, € B and w € W. Assume that
(1). (wC,ap,){cgwC,ap,) =1;

(2). (wC,ap,){cgwC,ap,) = —1;

(3). BAHAPYO=" £ &,

Then O'leﬁpg 75 .

Proof. By applying op, (1) is equivalent to
(2.12) (wC,ogap,)(cgwC,ogap,) = 1.

By (3), one can choose f € PgﬁHﬁlec’SO, and hence (f, ap ) (wC, ap,) <0,
which becomes (f,ogap,)(cgwC,ogap,) < 0 since ogf = f. It follows
that f € PyN(ogPy)7# %% =0 and hence

(2.13) Py\(op P0G~ £ &,
Thus (2), (2.12), (2.13) enable us to apply w,ws, P, P" in Lemma 2.6 to
w,ocgw, oy Py, Py, respectively, to obtain cg PPy # &. O

Lemma 2.8. Let P,H € 3 with PNH # &, and A be a connected compo-
nent of V\P, and A1, As be two components of A\H. Then ogAy C A or
ogls C A.

Proof. We have

(2.14) (ouf,ap) = (f,onap) = (f,ap) — 2B(ap,an)(f,an)

for any f € V*. It is clear that A; C A (: = 1,2), and
(a) sgn(f,ap) # 0, and is constant for any f € A;
(b) For each i € {1,2}, sgn(f,ay) # 0, and is constant for any f € A;;
(c) For any f1 € Ay, fo € Ao, we have (f1,am)(fe,an) <0.
If Blap,ag) = 0, then (o f,ap) = (f,ap) for any f € V* by (2.14).
Thus, (a) implies that oy A = A. In particular, we have ogA; C A (i = 1,2).
If B(ap,ap) # 0, combining (a), (b), (c) we see that

B(ap,ap)(f,an)(f,ap) <0
either for any f € A, or for any f € Ag. It follows that

(f.ap)(onf,ap) = (f,ap)’ —2B(ap,ay)(f,au)(f ap) >0,
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ie., sgn{opyf,ap) = sgn(f,ap), either for any f € Ay, or for any f € A,.
That is, cgA1 C A or ogAs C A. O

Lemma 2.9. Let w,w' € W, and {H, Py, P} C B be intersecting set.
Assume that
(1). (W'C,ap)(wCap,)=1,i=1,2;

(2). (W' C,ap)(wC,ay) =—1;

(3) (w’C, ap1><O'H’wC, ap1> =—1;

4). (w'C,ap,){cgwC,ap,) =1;

(5). (a) BAHAPY @S0 £ g (b) PIAP,AHYC20 £ g,

Then O'leﬁpg 75 .

Proof. Let A = PO = prOF Ay = POF A HY' O and Ay = PO 0
HwC*  As in the proof of Lemma 5, we have oyA; C A. Let f € P,AH,
g € P,NP;. Since g € A by (5)(b), it follows that ogg € ogA; C A,
Combining this with (5)(a) yields (f, ap ){(cmg,ap,) < 0. Since f € H, we
have o f = f. Applying oy we get (f,ogap,){(g,opap,) < 0. It follows
that [fg] Nog Py # @ by Zero Point Theorem. Since f,g € P, NT° and
P, NT* is convex, we have [fg] C P,NT°, and hence

PoogPr =P,NT°NoyP D [fg]ﬂO'le + O

which completes the proof. O

3. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREM

3.1. Ideas of the proof. Our goal is to prove Theorem 1.2. It is natural
to consider (3.1), the expansion of T xTy for z,y € W. Thus, the boundness
of degg foy.. (7,y,2 € W) will follow if we proved that all p; in the right
side of (3.1) are uniformly bounded for all z,y € W. The number p; seems
hard to estimate in general using purely algebraic approach. But on the
geometric side, Theorem 3.2 says that each term &P17T, %, in (3.1) gives rise to
an intersecting subset (see Section 3 for the definition) of 8 of cardinality
pr. Thus, the boundness of all py will follow if we proved that the cardinality
of intersecting subsets is bounded, which follows from Theorem 3.22.

Theorem 3.2 will be proved by a simultaneous induction on n = p;. In
Theorem 3.2, I(n) is the goal to be proved, and D(n), O(n), E(n), L(n) are
assistant properties used to prove I(n).

In order to prove Theorem 3.22, i.e., cardinality of intersecting subsets
is bounded, we reduce to prove that the cardinality of the subsets & C B
such that Npee' P # @ for any &' C & with |&'| =t and Npegr P = @ for
any &” C & with |&”| =t + 1 are uniformly bounded in ¢ using Ramsey’s
Theorem. The proof of this fact is based on the fact that the sum of inner
angles of a hyperbolic (Euclidean) triangle is < 7 (resp. = ).

The remaining subsections of this section are details of the proof.
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3.2. A key intersecting subset. This subsection will give a key intersect-
ing subset (see. Theorem 3.2) arising from the complete expansion of T,T; y
(see. (3.1) below). This intersecting subset is crucial to the proof of Theo-
rem 1.2 since it will be proved at Subsection 3.5 that the cardinality of such
subsets are bounded.

3.2.1. Properties I(n),D(n),0(n), E(n),L(n). Let sis9--- s be a reduced
expression of y. Then by (1.1) and easy induction on k we have

(3.1) T,T, =Y ¢'T.,

I
where I runs over sequences i; < i < --- < ip, in {1,2,--- ,k} such that
(3.2) LS1 - 51y Siy e Siy < ETSL-c5g e85,y 5y

forallt =1,2,--- ,pr, and 21 :xsl---§i\1---§i;-~sk. Let up = 281+ 84,1,
Uy =818+ Si, 4 Sq, and Hy € P be the hyperplane corresponding
to the reflection w;s;,u, Yin W. Then (3.2) becomes

(3.3) (upsi,uy M ul < .
Lemma 3.1. Keeping assumption (3.2) and notation above, we have
(o, - omCyam)(uiC,am,) <0
for any 1 <t < py.
Proof. In fact, we have
wp = (upspuyt) - (w—1si, u U = omy - oH, U
by easy calculation, and hence
upsi,uy = oy -om, (usiup o, o,

In other words, ugsitug_l = oy, here H = op, -+ op, Hy € B. Thus (3.3)
says that ogu, < uj, and hence (u;C,ay)(C,ay) < 0 by Lemma 1.4. Tt
follows that

(3.4) (wCyam,)og, , - omC,am,) <O0.
by the W-invariance of (—, —). Since s; - - s, € Red(y), we have
(u1C, g, ) (wCy gy, ) > 0.
Combining this and (3.4) yields
(ulC, Oth><0'Ht71 s O’ch, aHt> <0
which completes the proof. O

The main theorem of this section is the following
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Theorem 3.2. If
D1 B ST Ss, < LS1c B Sy B

for all 1 <t < n, then there exists a subset P, 2, of P containing H, such
that

I(n): P, Qn are intersecting and |Br| = |Qn| = n;

D(n): (w,C,am)(u1C,ag) =1 for any H € P, ;

O(n): P2ﬁHnﬁPlulc’S0 + & or PlﬁHnﬁqulc’SO #+ & for any P, P, €
Qn\{Hp};

E(n): For any P, Py € Q,\{H,}, POH,"P" <" P AH, P20,

L(n): (unC,ag)(uiC,ag) = —1 for any H € B, \{Hn},
where wy = og, ---om, (1 <t<n).

We proceed by induction on n. The case n = 1,2 is trivial.
Assume that n > 2. Assume that ,,_1,,_1 are constructed as desired.

322 . I(n—1),L(n—1),D(n—1) = O(n),E(n).
Proof. Stepl: Existence of Q, satisfying I(n).

Let Q, = P,—1 U{H,}. For any H € PB,_1\{Hn-1}, L(n — 1) implies
that (u1C, ap)(up—1C,ag) < 0, and hence there is an iy < i(H) < i,—1
(hence i1 <i(H) < iy) so that

OH = U1Si, *** Si(H)—15i(H)Si(H)—1 " Si, U] |
by the “only if” part of Lemma 1.5. This, and the “if” part of Lemma 1.5
imply (u1C, ag){u,C,ag) <0 for all H € PB,,_1\{H,—1}. Since

—1
O-anl = ulsil e Sinfl_lsinflsinfl_l o Silul ?

the “if” part of Lemma 1.5 implies that (u1C,am, ,)(u,C,am, ,) < O.
Thus, we have

(3.5) (unC, o) (u1 C, gy < 0, (hence u,,C € HWY ™), H € P,_;.
It follows that

(3.6) unCis, y CunC C HWOS0 H e P,y

Since o, = upsi,u, ", we have

(3.7) unCls, 3 C Hp,

It is clear that u,Cl,, ) € T°. Combining this and (3.6), (3.7) yields
(3.8) H,AH"%<0 £ & H e P, ;.

We have

(3.9) (Wp—1C, ag)(u1C,am) > 0 for any H € Bp,_1

by D(n — 1) and
(3.10) (u1C, ap, Y wn—1Cyag,) <0
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by Lemma 3.1. Thus, for each H € P,_1, (3.8), (3.9), (3.10), enable us
to apply w1, we, P, P’ in Lemma 2.6 to ui, w,_1, H, H,, respectively, to
obtain

(3.11) H,\H # 2, He B

We have B,,_1 is intersecting and |B,,—1| = n — 1 by I(n — 1). Combining
this with (3.11) yields (note that H,, # H by (3.9), (3.10))

(3.12) 0, is intersecting and |Q,| = n.

Step 2: Prove O(n).

Let Py, Py € B,,_1. Suppose that (a) P,H, C Py and (b) P,AH, C
PUET Combining (3.6), (3.7) yields H, AP =APMC<0 £ o Let a €
HnﬁPflc’SOﬁPflc’So and b € Pi\NH,. We have [ba] C HnﬁPI“lC’S0 since
HnﬁPflc’SO is convex. Combining this with (b) yields [ba] P, = @. On the
other hand, since b € Py by (a), and a € Pf*“=°, we have [ba]\P, # @
by Zero Point Theorem, which is contradicted. This proves O(n).

Step 3: Prove E(n).

By symmetry, it suffices to prove =. Suppose that PoH,N

<
Plulc’—0 and

(3.13) PiAH, C P9,
so in particular, we have PiNPyNH,, = &, and hence
(3.14) PyAH, C P9,

Let f € u1C, g € w,_1C. Since f,g € Plulc’+r'1P2ulc’Jr and (f, am, ) g, am,) <
0 by (3.9), we have [fg]NH,, # @ by Zero Point Theorem. Let a € [fg]|NH,.
Then

(3.15) a€ PR YT AH,

since P OTAPMYY s convex. Let b € Pi\H,. Then b € PY*~ by (3.13).
Combining this with (3.15) and Zero Point Theorem yields [ab]\P, # .
On the other hand, [ab] C Plulc’ZOﬁHn since Plulc’ZOﬁHn is convex and
a,b e PMY2"MH, (by (3.15)). It follows that [abJ\Py = & by (3.14) which
contradicts to [ab] Py # &. O

For B, P2 C B, denote P ARy if Plﬁpg 75 @ for all P, € P1, Pr € Po.
It is clear that SB; APy is always true if Py = & or Py = J in sense of
mathematical logic.

Define

Ut = {P € P ‘ <U1C, ap><wnC, Oép> = 1};

U™ ={P ePp_1 | (m1C,ap)(w,C,ap) = —1};

Pt = {P €EPr_1 ‘ <U10, aHnap>(wnC, O'Hnap> = 1};
B~ ={PecP,_1| (wC on,ap){w,C,og,ap) =—1};
B — (P e Ut NIt | {og, PIAD, ~({og PYAL)},
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and define Ry, By, B}, (k > 0) inductively as follows:

Ro={P V" | -({on, PAT })};
Bo={P eV " NU" | {og, P}AT ,{oy, P}AU"};
0 = 1{Bo € Bo | ~(cm, BoANRo)},

and for any k > 0,
Ry = %k_lu%;_l,%k = %k—l\%;g—la ;f = {Bk € By, ’ ﬂ({UHan}Aka)}.

By definition, we have

(3.16) OH, DAY,
(3.17) k= {Br € By, | ~({on, Bx}AB)_4)},
and
(3.18) UTNBT OB DB DBy D -+ DBy DB
for any k.
It is clear that
(3.19) (wp_1C, ap){w,C,ap) = 1(resp. — 1), P € 4T (resp.47)

3.2.3. I(n—1),D(n—1),0(n),E(n) = I(n),D(n),L(n). Animmediate con-
sequence of Lemma 2.7 is the following two claims.

Claim 1. If P, € U+, Py € 4, and PyAH,"P" =" £ &, then oy, PLOP, #
g.

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 2.7. U

Claim 2. If P, € T, P, € U™, and PyNH,"P" <=0 £ &, then o, P, \Py #
.

Proof. Py € U" implies that (w,—1C,ap,)(cm,u1C,ap,) = 1. Combining
this with D(n — 1) yields

(3.20) <’u,10, ap1><O'HnU1C, ap1> = 1,

and P» € U~ implies that (w,_1C, ap,)(om,ui1C,ap,) = —1. Combining
this with D(n — 1) yields

(3.21) (u1C,ap,){(om,u1C,ap,) = —1.

The conditions (3.20), (3.21), PgﬁHnﬁPlulc’SO # & enable us to apply H,
Py, P2, win Lemma 2.7 to H,, Py, P3, uj, respectively, to get op, PINP; #
. O

The following two claims are immediate consequence of Lemma 2.9.

Claim 3. If P € Ut, P' € y—, PNH,NPMC=0 £ g pAP'AHM 20 £ &,
then oy, P'NP # @.

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 2.9. U
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Claim 4. If P, € U™, P, € U%, PAPNAH =" £ @, BAH, NP0
a, then O'HnPlﬁPQ #+ @,

Proof. Since Py € U~, P, € BT, we have

(3.22) (wn—1C,ap,){og,un1C,ap,) = —1
and

(3.23) (Wp—1C,ap,) (o, u1C,ap,) = 1.
Combining PgﬁHnﬁPlulc’SO # @ and D(n — 1) yields
(3.24) P H, AP O £ g
Combining PiAPHY Y0 £ & and (3.10) yields
(3.25) PiAP,AHYn—1¢20 £ &

The conditions (3.22), (3.23), (3.24), (3.25) enable us to apply w, w', Py, Ps,
H in Lemma 2.9 to uy, wy—1, P1, Py, Hy, respectively, to obtain op, PiNP, #
a. O

Claim 5. {4~ C Ut (hence U~ C UT), and (u1C, oy, ap){w,—1C,om, ap) =
—1 for any P € $1™.

Proof. Let P € $1=. Since P € B,—1, D(n — 1) implies that u;C,w,_1C
are in the same component A = P&+ = pwn-1C+ of V*\ P. Moreover,
(3.9) implies that Ay = PO+ n HUO and Ay = Pwn-10F o grn-16+
are components of A\ H,. It is clear that w,_1C C A, and P € 4~ implies
that w,C C P“1%~ and hence oy, Wn—1C = w,C ¢ A. Thus, we have
o, Ao ¢ A. Tt follows that oy, A1 C A by Lemma 2.8, and in particular

(3.26) aHnulC CA= Pwn*lc’—i_

since u1C C Ay. That is, (og, u1C.ap)(w,—1C,ap) = 1. Applying op, we
obtain (u1C, oy, ap){w,C,og,ap) =1, and hence P € U*.

We have (op,u1C,om,ap)(w,—1C,om,ap) = —1 since P € 4™, and
(u1C opg, ap)(om,u1C,om, ap) =1 by D(n —1). It follows that

(u1Cyop, ap)(w,—1C, o, ap) = —1
as desired. O
Claim 6. oy, 3~ AU~ (hence Ry C U™).

Proof. Let P € Y~, P’ € Y4~. Then we have we have P € U* and and
P’ € Ut by Claim 5. We must prove oy, PNP’ # &, or equivalently,
UHnP,ﬁP #* .

Assume that P'NH,NP“ %<0 - & Then this, together with P € {7,
P’ € 4~ enable us to Apply P;, P, in Claim 1 to P, P’, respectively, to get
O’HnPﬁP/ #* .

Otherwise, we have POH,NP"™ %<0 £ & by O(n). This, together with
P' € 0%, P € U enable us to apply Pi, P, in Claim 2 to P’, P, respectively,
to get oy, P'NP # &. O
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Claim 7. R, C UT for any k.

Proof. We prove by induction on k. The case k = 0 is Claim 6. If £ > 0,
then Ry, = Ry_1 UB),_;. We have Ry_; C U by induction and B)_; C UF
by (3.18), and hence Ry, C UT. O

Claim 8. O'Hnﬂ_Amo.

Proof. Let P € Ry, P’ € 4~. We have P € 4 by Claim 6. By definition,
we have o, PNQ = @ for some Q € U~

Property O(n) enables us to prove case by case according to the follow-
ing figure (here, (2.1),(2.2) are subcases of (2), and (2.2.1) and (2.2.2) are
subcases of (2.2)).

(1)P'A\H,NPM1E=0 £ &

(2.1)PAP'NHY =0 £ &
(2.2.1)QNH,NPME=0 £ &
(2.2.2) PNH,NQUE=0 £ &

Thus, it suffices to deal with (1), (2.1), (2.2.1), (2.2.2).

(1). The conditions P € 4t P" € 4=, (1) enable us to apply P, P in
Claim 1 to P, P’, respectively, to get o, PNP' # @.

(2.1). The conditions (2), (2.1), P € {*, P’ € 4~ enable us to apply
Claim 3 to get oy, P'NP # @.

(2.2.1). Combining (2) and E(n) yields P'NH,NP"“%2% £ &, This and
(2.2.1) enable us to apply P, H, Hy, Hy in Lemma 2.5 to P, H,, P, Q,
respectively to obtain oy, PNP' # & or oy, PNQ # . But the latter is
false, and hence o, PNP' # &.

(2.2.2). In this case, suppose that

(3.27) PAQAHYn-1620 £ &

Then Q € U~, P € YT, (3.27), and (2.2) enable us to apply P, P, in
Claim 4 to Q, P, respectively, to obtain op, QNP # & which contradicts to
assumption on (). This shows that

(3.28) PAQ C HYn—10~ = got,

The conditions (3.28), (2), (2.2), (2.2.2) enable us to apply P, H, Hy, Hy
in Lemma 2.3 to P, H,, Q, P’ respectively, to obtain oy, PNP' # & or
om, PNQ # @. But the latter is false by assumption on @, and hence
op, PNP' # @. O
Claim 9. og, ‘BAR.

Proof. Let B € B, Ry € Ro. We have B € Ut, Ry € T, and oy, RyNQ =
& for some Q € U~ and oy, BAP = @ for some P € 4~ (hence P € U™ by
Claim 5).

Suppose that QﬁHnﬁRglc’SO #+ &. This, Ry € U, Q € Y~ enable
us to apply Pi, P, in Claim 2 to Ry, Q, respectively, to get o, RoNQ #

2)PAH,AP"" =0 £ g )
(2)PNH, 7 (2.2)PAP' C HAC™
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@, which contradicts to assumption. This, together with O(n) shows that
RoNH,,NQ"%=0 £ & which implies that
(3.29) QNH,NRN2" £ &

by E(n).

If BﬁHnﬁRglc’SO, then applying Hy, Hs, P in Lemma 2.5 to Q, B, Ry,
respectively, we get oy, RoNQ # @ or oy, RyN\B # @. But the former is
false by assumption, and hence oy, RyN\B # @.

Otherwise, we have

(3.30) RoNH,NB"¢ =0

by O(n). Suppose that PAH,NB"%<0 £ &, Then the conditions B € U7,
P € 31—, PNH,NB“%=0 £ ¢ enable us to applying P;, P5 in Claim 1 to
B, P, respectively, to get oy, BNP # & which contradicts to assumption.
This, together with O(n) implies that BNH,NP“¢ <Y £ & and hence
(3.31) PAH,NB"20 £

by E(n). Now (3.30), (3.31) enable us to apply P, H, Hy, Hs in Lemma 2.5
to B, Hy,, P, Ry, respectively, to get o, BNP # & or oy, BNRy # &. But
the former is false by assumption, and hence oy, BOARy # @. O

For convenience, we denote B’ , =0~ and B’ ; = R;. We have
Claim 10. oy, B, ADB for any k > —2.

Fix a k > —1, and let B), € B}.. Combining (3.17) and definition of U~
and Ry, there exists B € B such that o, B/NB,_; = @ forany —1 <i < k.
This follows from easy (inverse) induction on i. In particular, we have
(3.32) BiNB,_{NH, =2, -1<i<k.

Before proving Claim 10, we prove the following

Lemma 3.3. For any k > —1, we have B;N\B;_; C HYC and

B,;_lﬁHnﬁB;ulc’So # @ if kis even
BiNH,AB =" 4@ if kis odd
Proof. Step 1: The case k = —1.

Suppose that B’ ,MH,NB"“=" £ . Since B/, € U~ and B | € Ry C
0T, we have o, B_1NB_y # & which contradicts to assumption, and hence
B’ \AH,NB"“=" £ & by O(n).

Suppose that B’_lﬁB’_2ﬁHﬁlc’S0 # @. This, together with B , € U™,
B, C U+, B’_lﬁHnﬁB'_quC’SO #+ & enable us to apply P, P, in Claim 4
to B',, B’,, respectively, to get op, B’ ,N\B’ | # @ which contradicts to
assumption. This shows that B’ (\B', ¢ H™.

Step 2: Induction on k.
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We have
by the construction of B, and
(3.34) B}, B,y C HOF

by induction.
Assume that k is even. Since k& — 1 is odd, we have B,’g_lﬁHnﬁBg‘_lg’So #
& by induction, and hence

. . C,>0
(3.35) B, _,NH,NB" =" + @.

by E(n).

Suppose that BgﬁHnﬁB;giL_llc’So # &. Then this, (3.35) enable us to apply
P, H, Hy, Hy in Lemma 2.5 to B,_,, Hy, B}_,, By, respectively, to get
ou,By,_1NB,_o # @ or o, Bj,_,NB}, # &, which contradicts to (3.33). It
follows that
(3.36) Bl _"H,NB" 9= £ &

by O(n) and (3.32).

Suppose that B,;_lﬁB,;ﬁHr"LIC’SO # @. This, together with (3.35), (3.36),
(3.34) enable us to apply P, H, Hy, Hy in Lemma 2.3 to B;_,, H,, By,
Bj._,, respectively, to get op, B;_N\B), # & or o, B),_,NB},_, # & which
contradicts to (3.33). It follows that

(3.37) B,A\B,_; C H"O .
The result follows from (3.36), (3.37). Similar arguments show that the
result hold for odd k. O

Proof of Claim 10. The case k = —2 is trivial. Assume that k > —1.

Let B € B. Then B € 4", and oy, BNP' = & for some P’ € 4.
Suppose that P'AH,NB“ %<0 £ ¢ Applying P;, P, in Claim 1 to B, P’,
respectively, we get op, BNP' # & which contradicts to oy, BOP' = &.
This shows that
(3.38) (a) BAH,NP"%=0 £ & (b) P'AH,NB“¢=0

by O(n) and E(n).
Suppose that
(3.39) BAP'AHM20,
The conditions B € U, P’ € 47, (3.38)(a), (3.39) enable us to apply P, P’

in Claim 3 to B, P’, respectively, to get oy, P’NB # @ which contradicts
to o, BAP' = @. This shows that

(3.40) BAP' ¢ H“C~,

Assume that BjNH,NB“%~ # @. This, together with (3.38)(b) enable
us to apply P, H, Hi, Hy in Lemma 2.5 to B, H,, P, B;, respectively, to
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get op, BOP' # @ or oy, BNB}, # &. But the former is false by assumption,
and hence oy, BOB), # @.
Otherwise, we have

(3.41) (a) BAH,ABMO=0 £ & (b) ByAH,NBE20 £ o

by O(n).
Assume that k is odd, then B,’QﬁHnﬁB,’f_llc’SO # & by Lemma 3.3, and
hence

(3.42) Bl _"H,NB" 920 £ &
by E(n). Due to (3.41)(a), (3.42), one can apply P, H, Hy, Hy in Lemma 2.5
to By, Hy, B;_,, B, respectively, to get o, B,N\B),_, # @ or oy, B,NB #

@. But the former is false by assumption, and hence g, B;N\B # .
Assume that k is even. Then

(3.43) (a) By \AH,AB" =0 £ & (b) BLAH,AB"E20 £ &

by Lemma 3.3 and E(n). Assume that BﬁB,’CﬁHT"LlC’ZO. This, together
with (3.38)(b), (3.43)(b), (3.41)(b), (3.40) enable us to apply P, H, Hj,
Hy in Lemma 2.3 to B, H,, B, P’, respectively, to get oy, BNB), # & or
ow, BOP' # &. But the latter is false, and hence o, BNB), # @. Assume
that

(3.44) BABj, ¢ HY9~.

Lemma 3.3 implies that

(3.45) B,A\B,_; C H"OF,

The conditions (3.41)(a), (3.43)(a), (3.44), (3.45) enable us to apply P,
H, Hi, Hy in Lemma 2.3 to B}, Hy,, B,_,, B, to get ou,B,NB},_, #

@ of oy, B,NB # @. But the former is false by assumption, and hence
on,B,NB # &. O

Since |By| < oo, (3.18) implies that B; = By = --- for some [, and
hence B)_; # @ and B; = @. By definition, we have oy, BoAY~. It
follows that

(3.46) o, BIAT"
since B; C By. We prove
(3.47) o, U~ AR; for any ¢

by induction on ¢. The case ¢ = 0 is just Claim 9. Since oy, U~ AR;_; by
induction and R®; = R;_; UB,_,, it remains to show that oy, U ADB,_,.
But this is an easy consequence of B, ; C B;_1 C By and oy, LU~ ADB
(follows from definition of By). Since B) = &, we have {op, B;} AR for any
B; € B, and hence

(3.48) o, B AR
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We prove
(3.49) o, BANR; for any i
by induction on 4. The case ¢ = 0 is just Claim 8. We have o, BAB,_; by
(10), and oy, BAR,;_;1 by induction, and R; = R;_; UB,_, by definition.
Combining there yields (3.49).

Combining Claim 6, (3.16), (3.46), (3.47), (3.49), (3.48) yields

(3.50) om,(UT UBUDB)A(T™ UNR).
Moreover, by (3.12) U~ UB UB; and U~ UNR; are intersecting. Now we set
(3.51) P =V UR Uopy, 4~ UBUDB;) U{H,}
It follows that 3, is intersecting by (3.12) and (3.50). It is clear that
(3.52) Pr1 =U UBUDB LT UR,.

Since o, B~ NUT # @, and B U B; € U™ by definition, we have
(3.53) om, B N(BUDB,) =0.

Suppose that og, R N (B UDB;) # . We have oy, R € BUDB; C Pp—1
for some R € MR;. It follows that {op, R} AB,—1 by D(n —1). On the
other hand, an easy induction on k shows that —(R;A%,,—1) for any k, and
in particular, —~({oy, R} AY,,—1) which contradicts to {oy, R}AB,—1. It
follows that

(3.54) o, R N(BUDB)=0.

Suppose that oy, P € U~ UR; C P, for some P € LU~. Then we have
(u1C,op, ap)(w,—1C, o, ap) =1 by D(n—1). On the other hand, we have

(u1C, o, ap){(w,—1C,om,ap) = —1 by Claim 5 since P € 4™, contradicted.
This shows that
(3.55) o 4N (T~ UR) = 2.

Combining (3.52), (3.53), (3.54), (3.55) yields |B,,| = n. This proves I(n).
For P; € 0~, we have P; € 4" by Claim 5, and hence

(3.56) (uC,ap ) (w,C,ap,) = 1.
For P, € R, we have P, € UT by Claim 7, and hence
(3.57) (ur1C, ap,)(wnC,ap,) = 1.
For P3 € 44, we have P € U+ by Claim 5, and hence
(3.58) (u1C, o, ap)(w,Comg,ap,) =1

by Lemma 5. For P, € B U B, since B UB; C By € Y+ by definition, we
have
(3.59) (u1C, o, ap,)(w,C,om, ap,) = 1.

Combining (3.56), (3.57), (3.58), (3.59) yields D(n).
We have (u1C, apg){u,C,ag) = —1 for any H € B~ UR; by (3.5). Thus,
to prove L(n), it suffices to show that (u1C,og, ap){(u,C,oq, ap) = —1 for
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any P € 4~ UB UDB; by (3.51). In fact, we have (u1C, ap){opy, u,C,ap) =
—1 By Lemma 1.5, and (u1C, ap){w,-1C,ap) =1 by D(n — 1). It follows
that (opg, u,C,ap)(w,—1C,ap) = —1, and hence

(3.60) (unC, o, ap)(w,C,oy,ap) = —1

by applying o, . Combining Claim 5, (3.18), and definition of 98B, we have
P € U7, and hence (u1C, oy, ap){w,C,og,ap) = 1. Combining this with
(3.60) yields (u1C,op, ap){u,C,on, ap) = —1 and L(n) is proved.

3.3. Intersection of hyperplanes and reflection subgroups. In this
subsection, we give the connection between the finiteness of reflection sub-
groups and the intersection of the corresponding hyperplanes. We begin
with discussing the stabilizer of elements in T°.

For any I C S, Let V be the subspace of V' spanned by «ay (s € I) and
t* 1 V* = V[ be the restriction, which is clearly Wr-equivariant. Let T} be
the Tits cone for Wy, i.e, Tt = Uyew,wDy, Dr = {h € V' | (h,as) > 0,5 €
I'}. Let T} be set of inner points of T7. We claim that
(3.61) ST CT7.
To see this, let f € T°. By definition, we have f € U C T for some open
ball U. For any g € U, we have g € wD for some w € W by the definition
of T. Let D} = {h € V* | (h,as) > 0,s € I}. Write w = wiwy with
wy € Wi, we € W = {w € W | sw>w,s € I}. We claim that g € wyD}.
In fact, Lemma 1.4 implies that w, Yag > 0 for each s € I, and hence
<wflg,0zs> = (w_lg,wglo@ > 0 for each s € I since w™'g € D. It follows
that w;'g € D}. This proves the claim. Thus, we have U C Uwew, wDj-
Let D = {h € V}* | (h,a5) > 0,s € I}. It is clear that .*D} = Dy, and
hence *U C UweWIL*wD/I = Uyew,wDy = T7. Thus, *f € *U C V[, and
hence *f € T} (clearly, .*U is an open ball in V}*). This proves (3.61).

Lemma 3.4. If f € T°, then the stabilizer of f in W if finite.

Proof. Conjugating by elements in W when necessary, one can assume that
f € Cr for some I C S. By Theorem 1.3, Wy is the stabilizer of f in W.
Assume that f € T°. By (3.61), 17 is a convex cone in V;* containing an
open ball (containing ¢* f = 0) in V}*, and hence T7 = V}*, which implies W}
is finite by Lemma 1.3. (]

Corollary 3.5. Let Q C B, W’ is the subgroup of W generated by o
(Q € Q). Then W' is finite if and only if Ngea@ # @.

Proof. The if part follows immediately from Lemma 3.4. For the only if part,
assume that W is finite. Tt is clear that the fixed subspace (V)" = Ngeq@
and T° # @. Let fo € T° and put fy = quZweW' wfy. We have fy €

(V*)W’ N T° since T° is an open convex cone, and hence Ngea@ # . O

Let 9 C B, and W’ be the subgroup of W generated by og (Q € Q)
and let ® = {wy | w € W/, H, € Q} and & = &' N ®*. By [3], there



THE BOUNDNESS OF a-FUNCTION 21

is a subset A’ C ®'* such that (W', S’) is a Coxeter system, where S’ be
the set of reflections corresponding to roots in A’. Thus, ®, ®'*, A’ are
the set of roots, positive roots, simple roots for W', respectively. Let V' be
the subspace of V' spanned by roots in A’. Then V' is also spanned by ag
(Q € Q). Now one can work with geometric representation V' of W', the
Tits cone 77 C V'*, and the natural pair (—, —): V* x V' — R.

Let «* : V* — V'™ be the restriction. It is clear that P’ = {*H, |
a € 't} are reflecting hyperplanes for W’ in V™*. For A, B C V'*, write
ANYB = ANBNTP. Tt is clear that the M of a family of hyperplanes in
{H, | o € ®'*} is # @ if and only if the (' of their images under * is # &
(since both of them are equivalent to “the subgroup (of W) generated by
the reflection of these hyperplanes are finite” by Corollary 3.5).

Combining the discussion above, Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 3.5, we ob-
tain the following

Corollary 3.6. Let Q C B, W' is the subgroup of W generated by oo (Q €
Q), and V' be the subspace of V' spanned by ag (Q € Q). Then the following
are equivalent: (1) W' is finite; (2) Ngea® # <5 (3) ﬁ/QeQL*Q # I; (4)
B is positive definite on V'. (5) W' is conjugate to a reflection subgroup of
some finite parabolic subgroup Wi and rank W' = |I|.

3.4. Hyperbolic Coxeter groups and Lobachevskian geometry. In
this subsection, we recall basic definitions and results on hyperbolic Coxeter
groups and Lobachevskian (or hyperbolic) geometry (see. [2] for details).

We always assume that B has signature (r — 1,1) throughout this sub-
section. The image N of N = {v € V | B(v,v) < 0} in the projective space
P(V) of V is called Lobachevskian (or hyperbolic) space.

Let a, 5,6 € N, viewed as lines in V through origin. We will define
the Lobachevskian angle Z7abé. Let b € V be an inverse image of b with
B(b,b) = —1 and V,, = {v € V | B(b,v) = 0}. Clearly, B is positive definite
on V, due to its signature, and hence V, is Euclidean relative to B. It
follows that V, N N = @. In particular, a € V;, for any 0 # a € a, and hence
aNkEy, # g, where Ey = b+ V. Let @ = a NEy. Since bV, = 0, we have
a = b+ Bz for a unique By € V,. Define (; likewise, and define Zjabé be
the Euclidean angle between 5z and [z in V}, relative to B. It is well known
that

Theorem 3.7. We have Zbac + /abé + /ach < m for any a, Z~), ¢eN.

Since B is nondegenerate, one identifies V' with V* by the map v —
B(v,—) (v € V). Under this identification, we still denote C' = {v € V|
B(v,as) >0,s € S}, D ={v eV | B(v,as) > 0,s € S}, the fundamental
domain for the action of W on T' = UyewwD, and Hy, = {v € V | B(a,,v) =
0} (« € ®7). An irreducible Coxeter system (W, S) is called hyperbolic if
B(v,v) <0 for any v € C.

Let W be an hyperbolic Coxeter group of rank r. Assume that [ be
the intersection of r — 1 hyperplane in 8 whose positive roots are linearly
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independent (and hence [ is a line through origin), and [NT° # &. Let
Vi={v eV |B(zx,v) =0,z € [}. Then V| is the subspace of V' spanned
by positive roots corresponding to the above r — 1 hyperplanes. Corollary
3.6 implies that B is positive definite on V{. Due to the signature of B, we
have B(z,z) < 0 for 0 # z € [, and hence [ € N. Thus, one can talk about
Lobachevskian angles for any three such lines [; (i = 1,2,3). In particular,
we have

(3.62) Lilblils+ Zhilbbls + Zilhilgly <
by Theorem 3.7.

Theorem 3.8. Assume that

(1) B is not positive definite.

(2) For each S € S, the Coxeter graph obtained by removing s from T'(W)
is positive definite.

Then W is affine or (in fact, compact) hyperbolic

Proof. Suppose W is reducible, then (2) implies that each component of
I'(W) is of finite type, and hence W is finite which contradicts to (1). This
shows that W is irreducible. Thus, the result follows immediately from [5,
4.7 and 6.8]. O

3.5. The boundness of the cardinality of intersecting subsets. This
subsection devotes to show that the cardinality of intersecting subsets of 3
is bounded (Theorem 3.22).

Definition 3.9. A subset Q C ‘B is called minimal infinite if

(3.63) (a) mPeDP =g, (b) ﬂHeQ\{Q}H # & for any Q € Q.

Lemma 3.10. Let Q C P be minimal infinite. Then ag (Q € Q) are
linearly independent.

Proof. (3.63) (b) enables us to choose wg € [\yeq\ o1 for each @ € Q,
ie., (wg,ap) #0 (P # @), and (3.63) (a) implies that wg ¢ @ and hence
(wg,aq@) # 0. Assume that ) p.q zpap = 0 (zp € R). Then zg(wg, ag) =
(W@, Y- pearpap) =0 for all @ € Q, and hence all g = 0 as desired. O

Lemma 3.11. Let Q be minimal infinite, and W' be the subgroup of W
generated by op (P € Q). Then W' is affine or compact hyperbolic.

Proof. In this proof, we keep notations in the discussion below Lemma 3.10.
Combining Corollary 3.5, Theorem 3.8, and the above discussion, it suf-

fices to prove that
-/

-
* _ * / /
(3.64) maeA'L H, =2, maEA’\{a’}L H, # @ for any o € A",

By the above discussion, it remains to prove the second formula of (3.64).
For each Q € Q, let Ly = ﬁ/HEL*(Q\{Q})H. By (3.63) and the above dis-
cussion, we have Lg # &. Moreover, Lemma 3.10 implies that Ly an
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intersection of a line (through origin) in V’* and 7"°. Since W’ is infinite
by Corollary 3.5, T'° is a proper open convex cone in V'*. Thus, Lg is a
ray in V" staring from (but excluding) origin. Let F be the convex hull
of UgeaLg. Choose an wg € Lg for each Q € 9, then (wg,ap) = 0
(P € Q\{Q}), and the first formula of (3.63) implies wg ¢ @ and hence
(w@,aq)’ # 0. The inner points of E is E° = Y~y R™%wq, which is a com-
ponent of V*\.*Q by the choice of wg. Thus, E° contains a component of
V™ \ P’ since P’ D 1*Q, and hence contain some w'C’ since E° C T'°, where
weW and C' = {f e V*| (f',d/) > 0,0’ € A’}. Conjugating by an ele-
ment in W’ when necessary, one can assume that w’ = 1 (hence C' C E°). In
particular, (f', ag) > 0 for f' € C’ C E° and Q € Q since 0 # ag € RZA’,
and hence (f’, ag)’ > 0 for all f’ € E° since for each 9, sgn(f’, ag)’ is con-
stant for all f' € E°. For each o/ € A/, let Lo = ﬂaeA/\{a/}L*HaﬂL*H;_,. It
is clear that Lo, C C' C E = EU{0} and 0 € L, and hence L, C E C T".
In particular, we have ﬁlae An{o}t Hao # @ which proves the second formula
of (3.64). O

Definition 3.12. A bone of W is the intersection of several hyperplanes
in B. The dimension of a bone is defined to be the dimension of it as a
subspace of V*.

Let a be a bone and ¥ (a) = {v € V | (a,v) = 0,Va € a}. Then we have
the exact sequence

(3.65) 0—=a—=V*"=¥%(a) =0,

where the first map is inclusion and the second one is restriction.

Let a C I be abones, and dim [ = dim a+1 and aNT*° # &. Define the map
Tl : | = #(a) as follows: Since B is positive definite (hence nondegenerate)
on ¥ (a) by Corollary 3.6, there is an isomorphism ¥'(a) — #(a)* sending
v € ¥(a) to B(v,—). Thus, one naturally transfers the Euclidean structure
of ¥ (a) relative to B to an Euclidean structure on ¥'(a)*, on which the
corresponding bilinear form still denoted by B. Let 74 : V* — #'(a)* be the
restriction. By (3.65), we have ker 7, = a, and hence dim74(l) = dim [ —
dima = 1. Since dim[ = dima+ 1, \a (and hence (Na)NT° = (INT°)\(aN
7T°)) has two components, and each component is convex.

Lemma 3.13. Assume that a C [ be a bones, dim[=dima+1, aNnT® # &,
and a1, ae € INT® are in the same (resp. different) component of (\a)NT*°.
Then 1q4(a1) = ctq(ag) for some ¢ >0 (resp. ¢ <0).

Proof. Let 8; = 14(a;), (i = 1,2). By assumption, we have a; ¢ a and hence
B; # 0. It follows that 51 = ¢fs for some ¢ # 0 since dim 74(I) = 1. Since 74
is linear, we have

(3.66) Talaraz] = [B1/52].

Assume that aj, ag are in the same component A of ([\a) N 7T°. To prove
¢ > 0, it suffices to prove 0 ¢ [$12]. By (3.66), we must show that 74(a) # 0
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(i.e., a € ker7q = a) for any a € [a1az]. Indeed, since A is convex, we have
a € A, and hence a ¢ aNT°. Since T° is convex, we have a € T°. It follows
that a & a.

Assume that a1, a9 are in the different component (and hence o’ € anNT*
for some a’ € [l1l5]). Tt follows that 74(a’) = 0. This and (3.66) imply that
0 € [B182] which proves ¢ < 0. O

Let a, b, ¢ be bones of W of same dimension with anNT°,bNT°,cNT° #
g, anb = ¢Nb = @ and dim(b + a) = dim(b + ¢) = dimb + 1. Choose
a€anT?® cecnNT®, and define Zabc be the Euclidean angle between 74(a)
and Tp(c) in ¥/(b)*. It is important to notice that Zabe is independent to
the choice of a,c by Lemma 3.13.

Corollary 3.14. Let a,b,¢; (i = 1,2) be bones of W of same dimension
with aNT°,bNT° ¢;NT° # @, anb = ¢;Nb =T, b+c¢p = b+ (= 1),
diml=dimb+ 1. If¢; (i =1,2) are in a same (resp. different) component
of (Nb) NT°, then Zabey = Labeo (resp. Zabey + ZLabeg = 7).

Proof. Assume that ¢; (i = 1,2) are in a same (resp. different) component
of (N\b) N7T°. Choose a € a and ¢; € ¢; (1 = 1,2) and denote v = 74(a),
Bi = mo(c;) (1 = 1,2). Then Lemma 3.13 implies that $; = ¢f2 for some
¢ > 0 (resp. ¢ < 0). This, together with

cos Zabe; = ,0=1,2
imply that Zabc; = Zabcey (resp. Zabey + Zabey = 7). O

Definition 3.15. Let a,b,c be bones of W of same dimension. we call
[abc] a triangle if aNT°,bNT°,¢cNT° # &, anNb = aNc = bNe = & and
dim(a 4 b) = dim(a + ¢) = dim(b + ¢) = dima + 1.

Write v[abc] = Zbac + Zabc + Zacb for each triangle [abe].

Example 3.16. Let W be the Coxeter group of type

1 2 3 4
4 )

which is one of the compact hyperbolic types. Let A = {o; | i = 1,2,3,4}
and let a; = Naea\{a,} Ha- We calculate We have ¥ (a4) = Rag +Ras+Rag.
The Gram matrix of B on ¥ (ay) is

1 =2 0
G=|_¥v2 1 _1
2 2
0o -1 1

In the following calculation, we identify elements in ¥ (a4)* with that in
¥ (a4) by the canonical isomorphism between them induced by B. Choose
ay € ag NT° so that (az,a1) = (az,a3) = 0 and (ag,a3) = 1. Then
Pa = Tq, (az) satisfies B(f2,a1) = B(B2,a3) = 0 and B(f2,a2) = 1. Choose
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a1 € a; likewise, then 51 = 7y, (a1) satisfies B(f1,a2) = B(f1,a3) = 0 and
B(B1,a1) = 1. If By = o + xop + 2303, B1 = Y10 + Yoz + Y33,
then the above conditions become GX = (0 1 0)T, GY = (1 0 0)7, where
X = (21 22 23)T, Y = (y1 v y3)T. It follows that

1
B(62,81) =XTQay =(010)G7 [0 ] =2v2,
0
and similarly B(fSs, 52) = 3, B(f1, 1) = 4, and hence
B(/B27/81) 2

COS 4a2a4a1 = = -

V/B(B2, B2)B(f1, B1) 3
Same calculation shows that cos Zajasa; = 0, cos Zagsajay = i}%ﬁ/ﬁ.
Thus,

2 2 5
v[ajazay] = arccos \/; + g + arccos i ~ 2.83863 < .

15 +6+/5

Let Q C B be minimal infinite. Let W’ be the subgroup generated by o
(Q € Q). Lemma 3.11 implies that W’ is affine or hyperbolic. Let V' be the
subspace of V spanned by ag (Q € Q). It is clear that V' = ¥#/(a), where
a = Ngea®-

For any distinct hyperplane Q1,Q2,Q3 € Q, define a; = Npeq\ (@} P
(i =1,2,3). It is clear that dima; = dima + 1 by assumption on . Since
¥ (az) C ¥(a), one has the restriction ¢ : V* = ¥ (a)* — ¥(az)*. By
assumption on £, it is clear that (1) a; N T° # @; (2) dim(as + a1) =
dim(ClQ + ag) = dimag + 1; (3) agﬁal = ClQﬁag = @. Thus, Zajazas makes
sense.

Denote a] = 74(a;) (i = 1,2,3), then a,NT"° # & since 7,(T°) C T'°. Since
all a; contain a = ker7, (by (3.65)), we have dima, = dima; — dima =1
(1 =1,2,3), and dim(ay + a}) = dim74(ag + a;) = dim(ag + ;) — dima =
2 =dima, +1 (i = 1,3). Moreover, a,'a} = aj"'ay = @ by the discussion
before Corollary 3.6. Thus, Za)a)as makes sense.

It is clear that #'(a;) = ¥/(a))(:= {v € V' | {a,v) = 0,a € a}}). Let
a; € ,;NT° and a} = 74(a;) (i = 1, 3). By definition, Za]a5aj is the Euclidean
angle between ¢(a)) and ¢(a%) in ¥ (ag)* = #’(a5)*, i.e., between 74, (a;1) and
Tap(a3) In ¥ (ag)* since 74, = 174. It follows that Zajagag = Zajahab.

Assume that W’ is affine. Following [5, 6.5], the radical V'+ of B is one
dimensional, and V'/V'+ is Euclidean relative to the bilinear form B induced
by B. Moreover V'L = R\, where A = ZSGS csag with all ¢ > 0. The
space Z = {f € V™* | (f,\) = 0} is naturally identified with dual space of
Vi=Vv'V L and hence Euclidean. Thus, the translated affine hyperplane
E={f e V™| (f,\) =1} has an Euclidean structure transferred naturally
from Z. Suppose that a; C Z, then XA € ¥'(d) and hence B(A\,\) > 0 since
B is positive definite on ¥ (a}), which contradicts to A € V'+. This shows
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that o, NE # @. It is known that E C 7"°, which enable us to choose
a,ead,NECa,NT™.

We claim that the Euclidean angle between @ and c@ in [E coincides
with Zajabah. Indeed, the former angle is equal to the Euclidean angle
0 between aj — ab and a4 — a} in Z. The map ¥'(a}) — V’ sending g
(Q € Q\{Q2}) to ag is an isometry, which naturally induces the isometry
¢+ Z — V'(ah)* by dualizing. Thus, 0 is the Euclidean angle between
old; — ) = pla) and p(d; — aj) = plab) in ¥(a) since p(ab) = 0.
Moreover, ¢ coincides with composition Z C V* — ¥”(a,)*. Thus, § =
Zayayal which proves the claim. It follows immediately from the claim that
v[aagas] = v[ajabas] = m by Euclidean geometry.

Assume that W' is hyperbolic. One identifies V'* with V” as in Subsection
3.4, and hence identifies all subsets of V'* (in particular, a;, T/, T"°) with
corresponding subsets in V', and we use the same notation for subsets in V'
as that in V’*. Thus, a} are lines in V'’ through origin, and a;,N7T" # &, and
hence a; € N’ by the discussion in Subsection 3.4, where N is the image of
N ={v' eV"| B(v/,v") <0} in P(V").

We claim that Zajabay = Zpajabas. Let a) € a,NT" (i = 1,2,3) and
ay is normalized so that B(aj, a3) = —1. Let E,, = aj + 77(a3) (note that
¥ (al) coincides with V,, defined in Subsection 3.4). Since B(v',v") < 0 for
any v’ € C’, the fundamental chamber for the action of W’ on V', we have
B(u/,u") <0 for any «' € T", while B(v/,u') > 0 for any 0 # «' € ¥'(a})
since B is positive definite on #’(a}). It follows that 77° N ¥’(a}) = @
since 0 ¢ T". Tt follows that B(a),a}) < 0 (i = 1,3) since T is convex
(otherwise, we have B(aj,ay) < 0 and B(ah,a}) > 0, which implies that
B(ah,a) = 0 for some a € [a5a]] C T"° by Zero Point Theorem, and hence
contradicts to 77° N ¥’(a},) = &). Denote k; = —1/B(a,a}) (i = 1,3), then
kia; = a; NEq (i = 1,3). Moreover, since ki > 0, we have k;7"° = T", and
hence kja; € a, NT" (i = 1,3). Since Zaja)aj is independent of the choice
of a; € alNT" (i = 1,3), one can replace them by kla, € a, NT" (i = 1, 3).
Thus, Za}ayas is the Euclidean angle in ¥”(af) between k1) and k55 (b; be
the image of @} in #’(a}) under the map V' — V"™ — ¥/(ah)* — ¥7(d})),
which, by definition, is also Zpajabas. Thus, we have Zajasas = Zafabaj,
and hence v]ajagaz] < m by Theorem 3.7.

To summarize, we proved the following

Corollary 3.17. Let Q C P be minimal infinite. Then for any distinct
hyperplanes Q1, Q2, Q3 € Q, we have v[ajazaz] < 7 where a; = Npeg (0,3 F-

Definition 3.18. A set £ of d-dimensional bones of W is called admissible
if (1) £ is finite and NI # & for any [,I' € £); (2) dim[N I =d — 1 for any
L' e £ (3) For any [y, Iy, [3 € £, we have [1NlaNl3 = & and v[ajpai3a3] < T,
where a;; ;= [; N [; (It is clear that [aj2a13a23] is a triangle).

Let £ be an admissible set of d-dimensional bones and p = .. [. Choose
l1,lp € £, for any [ € £\{l1,b}, we have dim;, Nl =d -1 (i = 1,2).
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Since I} NI # o N[ (otherwise we have [;NlNl # @& which contradicts to
assumption), we have [= 1 NI+ NI C [ + . It follows that p = 1; + o
and dimp = d+ 1, and hence (p\[) N7T° has two components for each [ € £.

Definition 3.19. Let £ be an admissible set of d-dimensional bones. Call
£ good if there is an [ € £ such that all 'NI” with [',1” € £\{I} are in the
same component of (p\l) N7T°.

Lemma 3.20. There is an M € N such that |£] < M for any good admis-
sible set £ of d-dimensional bones of W.

Proof. By assumption, there is an [ € £ such that all 'Nl"” with I/, 1" € £\{(}
are in the same component of (p\[)NT°. Let L\{I} = {l1,--- , I}, a; :== LN,
and a;; == ;N (1 <@ # j <t). One can assume that a,_1 and a;4; are
in the different components of (\a;) N 7° for any 1 < i < t. Set §; :=
Zag 100,01 (1 <i <t)and §, =7 — Lay_1040,—1. Since a;, a;42 are in
the different components of (I\a;+1)N7T°, and a; j41, @j4+1,i+2 are in the same
component of (l;41\a;+1) NT°, we have

Oir1 = 203410511040 = T — £0;, 4104104

by Corollary 3.14. Combining this with v[a;a;;41a;41] < 7 (by assumption)
yields

(3.67) 9@'—1—1 >0, + Aaiai,iﬂaiﬂ > 0;

For each 1 < i < ¢, W; be the subgroup of W generated by op with
P D a;. Since a; NT° # @, W; is conjugate to a subgroup of some finite
parabolic subgroup Wi (I C S) with rank W; = |I| by Corollary 3.6 (5).
Let ¢f : V* — ¥(a;)* be the restriction. Denote a’ := (fa for any a C V,
then [} and I' are lines through a} = 0, and @, ai,; are # 0 points in
[, I respectively. Thus, 6; = Za; jy10;0;41 = AagJHOa;H is just the angle
between [, and " in Euclidean space ¥ (a;)* by definition, which is an angle
between two one dimensional bones of Wy. Clearly, for each I C S with Wy
finite, the set Ay of such angles are finite. Let M = | Uy Ar| + 1, where I
runs over subsets of S such that Wy is finite. It follows from (3.67) that
t <|Ur Ay, and hence |£| < M as desired. O

Following [4], we recall the definition of Ramsey’s number R(m,n, p) for a
complete hypergraph, i.e., a pair (V, E) in which V' is set of vertices and E
is the set of nonempty subsets of V. The number R(m,n,p) is the minimal
number R such that for any 2-coloring (say, by red and blue) of elements
with cardinality p in E and any U C V with |U| = R, either there exists
U, C U with |U;| = m such that any U; C U; with |Uj| = p is colored
by red, or there exists Uy C U with |Us| = n such that any U} C U, with
|U3| = p is colored by blue.

Corollary 3.21. There is an M € N such that |£] < M for any admissible
set £ of d-dimensional bones of W.
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Proof. Choose an [ € £ and denote by Aj, Ay be the two components of
(p\)NT*°. Tt is clear that for any I', [" € £\{I}, either 'NI" C Ay or 'NI" C Ay
since 'NI"N[ = @ by assumption. By Lemma 3.20, there is an upper bound
M’ of cardinality of good admissible sets of d-dimensional bones. Suppose
that |E\{l}| > R(M’, M’,2), then either there is an £; C £\{[} such that
|€1] = M’ and 'NI" C Ay for all I',I” € £1, or there is an £5 C £\{[} such
that [£o] = M’ and 'NI" C Ay for all I',1” € £5. On the other hand, £; U{l}
(i = 1,2) are good, and hence |£; U {[}| < M’, i.e., [£;| < M’, contradicted.
This shows that |£ U {l}| < R(M’',M’,2), and hence |£| < R(M', M',2) as
desired. (]

For I C S with Wy finite, denote by w; be the longest element in W7y.
Let N(W) = max{l(wy) | I C S,W7 is finite}. We begin to prove the main
result of this subsection.

Theorem 3.22. There is an M € N such that |Q| < M for all intersecting
subset 9.

Proof. Let f(9Q) be the maximal number ¢ such that there exist Q' C Q with
|Q'| = g and Npeg P # @. For such ', the subgroup of W generated by o¢
(Q € Q') is finite by Corollary 3.6 and conjugates to a reflection subgroup
of some finite parabolic subgroup Wj. It follows that |Q'| < (w;) < N(W),
and hence

(3.68) f(Q) < NW).

By Corollary 3.21, there is an upper bound b’ for cardinality of admissible
sets of bones with same dimension. Define a1 = 2, a,,, = R(b+ 1, a;,—1;m)
(m > 1), where b= N(W)V'. Let t = f(Q). We claim that

(3.69) Q| <ay— 1.
We prove this by induction on ¢. The case t = 1 is trivial. Call a subset
S C Q satisfy P(t) if
Npee' P # @ for any &' C & with |&'| = ¢.
We will prove that
(3.70) |6] < b for all & C Q satisfying P(t).

Assume & C £ satisfies P(t). If |&| = ¢, then |S] < N(W) by (3.68).
Assume that |&| < t. In this case, we have

(3.71) rank T = |T| for any T C & with |T]| <t

Indeed, ¥ is embedded in a minimal infinite subset of cardinality ¢ + 1 by
P(t) and the definition of ¢ = f(9Q), and hence ag (Q € ¥) are linearly
independent by Lemma 3.10 which implies the (3.71). Choose a Py C &'
with [Po| = ¢ — 2, then [Py| = ¢ — 2, and denote

£={Pn (] Q| Pec&\{Po}},
QePo
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then any element of £ is a » — ¢ + 1-dimensional bone by (3.71). For any
li = PN Ngep, @ € £ P € 8\{Po}, (1 = 1,2,3), we have a;; := LN; =

PiﬁPjﬁﬁQe%Q #+ & by assumption on &. Moreover,
(3.72) NN = lep2mpgmﬂQ€‘BoQ =g

since f(Q) =t. We have dim [y Nly = r—¢t by (3.71). Let R = {Py, P», P3}U
Ugep, @ Then |R[ =¢+1, and the intersection (inside 7°°) of any ¢ hyper-
planes in fR is nonempty since R C & and & satisfies P(¢). Combining this
and (372)7 and applylng “Qy Q17 Q27 Q3” in Corollary 3.17 to %7 P17 P27 P37
respectively, one obtain v[ajaaizags] < 7. To summarize, £ is admissible
set of r — ¢t + 1-dimensional bones. It follows that |£] < b by Corollary
3.21. For each | € £, let &; be the set of hyperplanes in & containing
[. Then |G| < N(W) by Corollary 3.6 (5). Since & = UjceSy, we have
6] =>"1ce 6] <VN(W) =b. This proves (3.70).

On the other hand, since R(m,n,p) > n, it follows that {a, } is increasing,
we have

(3.73) 1T] <apgy —1< a1 — 1 for TCQwith f(T) <t

by induction. Suppose that [Q| > a; = R(b+ 1,a;-1,t). Then either there
is a P1 C Q with [PB1] = b+ 1 such that Npey P # & for any P| C P
with [} = ¢, or a Pa C Q with [P = a;—1 such that Npegy P = & for
any P, C Pa with [P5| = ¢t. The existence of Py contradicts to (3.70) since
P satisfies P(t), and that of Py contradicts to (3.73) since f(P2) < t. This
proves (3.69).

Combining (3.68) and (3.69) yields [Q| < ayy)—1=: M as desired. [

3.6. The end of proof. Theorem 3.22 enables us to define
N' (W) = max{|Q| | Q C ‘B and Q is intersecting}.

For each I in the right side of (3.1), Theorem 3.2 implies that (3.2) induces
an intersecting subset of cardinality p;, and in particular, p; < N'(W).
Combining (1.2) and (3.1) yields degg f . < max(ps), I runs over indices
in the right side of (3.1). Thus, we obtain

Theorem 3.23. We have degg fyy,. < N'(W) for any x,y,z € W.

As a consequence, Theorem 1.2 is proved.

4. SOME REMARKS

4.1. Some examples. It is clear that N'(W) > N(W) in general. In this
section, we make first attempts to compare N'(W) and N(W). We give
some examples.

Example 4.1. If W is finite, it is clear that N'(W) = N(W).



30 XIAOYU CHEN

Example 4.2. Assume that W is affine. Let E be the affine Euclidean space
defined in the discussion before Corollary 3.17. Let # = {PNE | P € B}.
It is known that (c.f. [5, 6.5]): (1) .# is a set of Euclidean affine hyperplanes;
(2) The map P — P NE is a bijection between P and .Z; (3) PLNPy # &
if and only if PP NP, NE # &; (4) F is partitioned into N (W) classes,
and hyperplanes in each class are pairwise parallel. To summarize, we have
N'(W)=NW).

Example 4.3. Assume that W is infinite of rank 3, S = {s1, s2,s3}, and
(s182)™ = (s283)" = (s183)P =1 (m,yn,p € {2,3,--- } U{oo}). It is known
that W is affine or hyperbolic. In this case, P is in bijection with a set
of lines in (Euclidean or hyperbolic) plane. Let 9 C ‘B be intersecting.
If one of m,n,p is 0o, then the lines corresponding to elements in £ are
concurrent, and hence N'(W) = N(W). Assume the m,n, p are finite. Then
the (Euclidean or Lobachevskian) angles between two intersecting lines are
in A= {4 | N € {m,n,p},0 < k < N}. Denote t = |Q], then one can find
{91,"' ,Ht_l} C Asothat #; <--- < 6;_1 <mand 9@'—1—1 —6; € A for any 1
as in the proof of Corollary. In particular, we have @ < 6y_1 < m, where
[ = max(m,n,p) = N(W). It follows that ¢ < [ = N(W). Thus, N(W) is
an upper bound for all |Q|, and hence N(W) > N'(W), the supremum of
all [Q]. Thus, N'(W) = N(W).

The same arguments shows that N'(W) = N(W) if I'(W) is a complete
graph, i.e., mg > 2 for any s,t € S.

Example 4.4. Assume that the Coxeter graph of W is
3

4 .

Let I = {s9,s3,84}. Then N(W) = £(w;) = 6. All roots of W; are 81 = as,
Po = ag, B3 = a4, B = a3+ az, B5 = az + a4, B = a3z + as + ay. Since
Wi is finite, {Hp, | 1 <4 < 6} is intersecting. We claim that H,,NHp, # @
(1 < i < 6). To see this, it suffices to show that B is positive definite on
Vi =Ra; + Rp; (1 < i <6) by Corollary 3.6, which amounts to check that
the determinant D; of the Gram matrix of B on V; is positive. In fact,
D; =1 — B(a1, 5;)?, and simple calculations show that D; = D3 = 1, Dy =
Dy = D5 =Dg = %. This proves the claim. Thus, {H,,,Hg,, -+, Hg,} is
intersecting, and in particular N'(W) > 7 > N(W).

The above examples suggest that it might be interesting to determine for
which W we have N'(W) = N(W).

4.2. Remark on weighted version. Let (W, S, L) be the the weighted
Coxeter group of finite rank, where L : W — Z be the weight function, i.e.,
L(ww') = L(w) 4+ L(w') if £(ww') = £(w) + {(w'). Let A = Z[v,v~!]. The
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Hecke algebra 3 of (W, S, L) is the free A-module with basis {T}, | w € W}
with multiplication rule:

TwT = T if L(ww') = £(w) + £(w)
T2=1+&T, ifseS ’

L(s) L(s)

where & = v — v~ ¥ One can write (1.2) identically and consider the
boundness of deg, fzy.. (z,y,2z € W). Similarly, we have T, T, = > ; &1,
where [,z; as in Subsection 3.2, and & = {81.1 ”'5%1' Denote L,, =

max{L(s) | s € S}, then deg, & = > 4., L(si,) < prLlm < N' (W)L,
and hence deg,, fzy,> < N'(W)Ly, for all z,y,z € W.
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