TRANSACTIONS OF THE
AMERICAN MATHEMATICAL SOCIETY
Volume 346, Number 1, November 1994

SINGULAR POLYNOMIALS FOR FINITE REFLECTION GROUPS

C. F. DUNKL, M. F. E. DE JEU, AND E. M. OPDAM

ABSTRACT. The Dunkl operators involve a multiplicity function as parameter.
For generic values of this function the simultaneous kernel of these operators,
acting on polynomials, is equal to the constants. For special values, however,
this kernel is larger. We determine these singular values completely and give
partial results on the representations of G that occur in this kernel.

1. INTRODUCTION AND NOTATIONS

Let a be a real vector space of finite dimension N, equipped with an inner
product (-, ). Let G C O(a(-, -)) be a finite (real) reflection group. We may
and will assume that (-, :) is G-invariant. Let R be the corresponding root
system, where we will assume that (a, o) =2 for all o € R. Choose and fix a
positive system R, in R.

Let % = C[a] denote the polynomial functions on a. & has a natural grad-
ing £ =@,.0%; welet . =@, %, . There is a natural representation
of G in Autc(LP), given by B

(8-N)x):=f(g7'x) (8€G,feP, xca).
The G-action preserves the degree.

Any £ € a defines an element ¢* € Homg(a, C) = a* = & by &*(n) =
(&,7n) (n €a). Let K be the complex vectorspace of C-valued G-invariant
functions on R. An element of K is called a multiplicity function (the reason
for this terminology is a connection of the theory of Dunkl operators with the
harmonic analysis for the Cartan motion group; the values k, of k € K are
then determined by the multiplicities of the restricted roots). To each & € a
and k € K we assign an operator T;(k) € Endc(%) as follows:

TS =0f + Y k@, 0L=1L (res),
a€R,
where 9; is the directional derivative corresponding to ¢ and r, is the reflec-
tion in the hyperplane orthogonal to «.

These operators were introduced in [D2]. In that paper it was shown that
{T¢(k)|¢ € a} is a commuting family of operators, for all fixed k € K. They
are homogeneous of degree —1 and G-equivariant:

(L.1) goTp(k)og™ ' =Te(k) ((€a,gel).
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For k = 0, Dunkl’s operators reduce to the ordinary directional derivatives, so
the simultaneous kernel of the T;(k) (£ € a) consists of the constants alone.
For generic k € K this is still true, but there exist exceptional k for which this
simultaneous kernel is strictly larger than the constants. This paper is concerned
with the study of such singular values. Let us introduce some terminology. For
ke K,put Sk)={p e P|T;(k)p =0 V¢ €a}. If S(k) # {0}, then k is
called singular, and regular otherwise. We use the notation K*"¢ (resp. K'e®)
for the set of all singular (resp. regular) k € K . Similarly, a polynomial p € %,
is called singular if p € S(k) for some k € K. Put S =3, S(k). Asa
consequence of the homogeneity and the G-equivariance of the T;(k) one may

split S according to homogeneous degree and G-type: S = EDn>] e GS,, T
where G denotes the dual of G. There is an easy first observation on Ksing
Let {e;, ..., ey} be an orthonormal basis for a. Then
(1.2) Ze T, (k) = Ze*@e, + ) ka(1=14).

a€R,

Due to the G-invariance of k , Y ac R, ko(1—r,) is a central element in the group
algebra of G. Hence it acts as a scalar A.(k) in any irreducible representation
t1eG. If ky=keC (Va € R), then it is easy to see that A, (k- 1g) =
k3 aer, (1 = x:(ra)/2:(1)) , where x. denotes the character of 7. Now if p €
S(k) is of isotype 7 and homogeneous degree m, then p is annihilated by
the operator in (1.2); this gives the inclusion S,, ; C S(—m/i.(1g)) in the
case of equal k,. In other words, we can determine K" completely if we
know the embedding degrees of all 7 € G in §. One might hope that K sing —
{—=m/A:(1g)Jm > 0, T € G, 7t occurs in Z,}, but this is false (the easiest
counterexample is furnished by G = S,). Let us note that A,(1R) is an integer;
this follows from general representation theory of finite groups. It is easy to
see that this integer is nonpositive and equal to zero iff 7 = triv. So K" will
consist of strictly negative rationals in the case of equal &, .

One of the reasons for our interest in S is the fact that S(k) turns out to be
the only obstruction for the existence of a linear isomorphism V(k): # — P,
homogeneous of degree 0, that intertwines the action of T;(k) and the ordinary
derivative 9; on . (see Corollary 3.5). There are many other different de-
scriptions for S or K*®" and their role with regard to the Dunkl operators. For
example, K*" is also the set of poles of the simultaneous T (k)-eigenfunction
Expg(4, k, x), considered as a function of k € K (see [O]). Using monodromy
arguments this set of poles was described in terms of the zeros of the Poincaré
polynomial of the coinvariant algebra of G [O, Theorem 9.7]. This leads to an
explicit description of K", If k, =k Va € R, then the result is

N di—1

= JUU {7 -m}.

m2>1i=1 j=1

where the d; are the primitive degrees of G . Yet another meaning for this set
Ksin¢ js the following. As a consequence of the commutativity of the T: (k) for
fixed k, there exists an algebra homomorphism from £ to Endc(#) which
sends &* to T:(k) and 1 to the identity. If we define the bilinear form (-, -)
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on ZxP by (p, Q) = (p(T(k))(q))(0), then K*i"¢ is the set of all values for
which this form is degenerate.

The purpose of this paper is twofold. First of all, we explain these different
interpretations of the space S and the set K%" . Secondly, we try to get a
better understanding of the structure of K" with regard to the representation
theory of G. The optimal result in this direction would be a list of irreducibles
7 € G that can occur in S, and for each of these a description of the function
m — dimc(Sy,,¢). As yet this seems out of reach, but we will be able to
give estimates for dimc(S,,,.) entirely in terms of decomposition numbers for
Hecke algebras.

2. THE EXISTENCE OF INTERTWINING OPERATORS

The present section is concerned with the existence of operators that inter-
twine the action of two sets of operators in a graded vectorspace. The presence
of a grading for which the various actions are homogeneous enables one to use
induction. This fact and an additional assumption (formulated in the language
of differential forms) are surprisingly powerful tools for the construction of
certain intertwining operators. The underlying ideas were used more or less
parenthetically in [D3]; this section can be regarded as an abstraction and ex-
tension of the proof of Theorem 3.11 in [loc. cit.]. The results show that, in the
context of this section, there is an equivalence between the commutativity of
sets of operators, the triviality of the first cohomology-group of a certain com-
plex and the existence of intertwining operators. We will use this equivalence to
give a new proof of the commutativity of Dunkl’s operators and the existence
of the intertwining operator (see [loc. cit.]).

Let L be a vectorspace with a grading L = @;2L;. Put L_; =0. Let k
be a positive integer and suppose {9, §=l are linear operators in L such that

(i) ojLicLi-y (j=1,...,k;i=0,1...).

(i) M_, Ker(8)) = Lo.

A sequence {l,~}f.‘=l in L will be called a d-closed 1-form if 8;/; = 8;l;
(i,j=1,...,k);itisa d-exact 1-form if there exists / € L such that §;/ = ;
(i=1,..., k). Suppose in addition that

(iii) every d-closed 1-form is d-exact.

Theorem 2.1. Let {5j}§=1 be linear operators in L such that

(") dj(LiycLi-y (j=1,...,k;i=0,1...);

(ii') the 6; commute.

Let {3j}§=1 be linear operators in L satisfying (i), (ii), and (iii) above and
let A: Lo — Ly be linear. Then there exists a unique linear map B: L — L
such that:

(a) B extends A,

(b) 9jB=Bd; (j=1,...,k);

(¢ BL,cL; (i=0,1,...).

If A is injective and ﬂ’j;l Ker(d;) = Lo, then B is injective.
Proof. Existence. We will construct a family of operators B;: L, — L; (i =
0,1,...) such that:

(@) By=4;

(B) 9jBi=B;_16; (j=1,...,k;i=1,2,...);
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() BiL,cL; (i=0,1,...).

Assuming for the moment that this has been done, we can take B|;, = B;
and extend by linearity to obtain an endomorphism of L, which satisfies (a),
(b), and (c).

The construction is by induction. Put By = 4. Next, let / € L;. Consider
the 1-form {Ao}l}ﬁ;l . Since Ad;/ € Ly, this 1-form is trivially d-closed by
(1), so there exists /" € L such that 9;/' = 49;/ (i=1,..., k). Properties (i)
and (ii) imply that any such /" isin Lo® L, . By (i), we may take /' in L; and
it is then uniquely determined as a consequence of (ii). We can thus define B!/
to be the unique element in L, satisfying 9;B;/ = A8l (i=1,...,k). The
uniqueness makes it clear that By: L, — L, is linear. For the induction step,
assume that By, ..., B; (d > 1) have been constructed and satisfy (a), (8),
and (y) (for i=0,...,d). Let [ € Ly, and consider the 1-form {B,d;/}* ;.
Since the J; commute, we have, using the induction hypothesis

ade(S,'l = Bd_15j5,‘1 = Bd—laiéjl = (9in51'1.

Hence the form is d-closed and there exists // € L such that 9;/'’ = B;d;l
(i=1,..., k). The same argument as above shows that we can determine /'
uniquely by requiring it to be in L;,,. Again, the map By, : Ly, — Lg,;,
defined by Byl =/’ is linear and by construction we have 9;B;,,/ = 9;l' =
Byoil (i=1,..., k). This completes the induction step.

Uniqueness. Let B’ be any other operator in L satisfying (a), (b), and
(c) in the Theorem. Put B = B'|;,. We prove by induction that B, = B,
(d=0,1,...). For d =0, this is just (a). Assuming B/ =B; (i=0,...,d),
we have for / € L;,, arbitrary

0;(Bgy1 — By )l =(By—B)S;l=0 (j=1,...,k),

so (Byy1 — Bj, ) € Lo by (ii). But then (Byy — B), )l € Lon Lyyy by (c),
which is the zero subspace since d +1> 1.
We now prove the last statement of the theorem. Put L7 = @io L, d=

0,1,...). We prove, again by induction, that B is injective on L?. For
d = 0, this is the injectivity of A. Assuming the statement for i =0, ..., d,
let / € L9! and suppose B/ = 0. Then, by (b), BSjl =0 (j=1,...,k).
Since 6/ € L4, 6,/ =0 (j=1,..., k) by the induction hypothesis. So, by

the assumption on the simultaneous kernel of the d;, / is in Ly. But then
Al=Bl=0,s0[=0.

Corollary 2.2. Let L and the L; be as above and suppose in addition that
dim(L;) < oo (i=1,2,...). Suppose that {6,»}5;l are linear operators such
that:

(i) ojLicLiy (j=1,...,k;i=0,1,...);

(i) M), Ker(8;) = Lo ;

(ii1) every O-closed 1-form is d-exact,

(iv) the 0; commute.
Suppose {5j}§:l are linear operators in L such that

(l’) JjL,'CL,'_l (]= 1,... ,k; i=0,1, ),

(ii") N, Ker(d;) = Lo.
Then the following are equivalent:
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(a) The 6; commute.

(b) Every d-closed 1-form is d-exact.

(c) There exists an automorphism A of Ly that extends to an automorphism
B of L such that ;B =Bd; (j=1,...,k).

(d) Every automorphism A of Lo uniquely extends to an automorphism B
of L such that ;B=Bd; (j=1,...,k) and BL,=L; (i=0,1,...).
Proof. (a) = (d): Theorem 2.1 applies. Since B is injective on the L;, it is an
automorphism by the finite dimensions of the L;. The implications (d) = (c)
and (c) = (a) are obvious.

(b) = (d): Apply Theorem 2.1 with the roles of the d; and ¢ ; interchanged.
Again the finite dimensions of the L; ensure that B is an automorphism.

(c) = (b): This follows from (iii). 0O

3. THE PERTURBED DE RHAM COMPLEX

We consider the differential forms on a with polynomial coefficients, on
which we introduce a tentative boundary operator d(k) (based on the Dunkl
operators). A calculation and subsequent appeal to the results of the previous
section will enable us to conclude that the Dunkl operators commute; it is then
immediate that d(k) is a boundary operator. We conclude with an alternative
characterization of singular polynomials.

For [ =0,1,..., let K/ = # ®¢ A;a* (this K/ has no relation to the
space K of multiplicity functions) and put K*® = @1110 K'. Let {ey, ..., en}
be an orthonormal basis for a. We will denote a typical generator of K’ by
D® de;; Ao A de;; , where p € & is a polynomial. An element g € G acts on

K! as follows:
(g®g)'(17®d€?;/\"'/\del’;)=(8°P)®d(g'€ﬁ)/\"'/\d(g‘ez .

We introduce operators d(k): K' — K/*! by the action on generators:

N
dk)(p®dej, A---Ndef) = (T, (k)p) ® de} Ade} A---Nde.

i
j=1
Lemma 3.1. d(k) commutes with the G-action.

Proof. The well-known fact that d(0) commutes with the action of GL(a) fol-
lows from an easy computation which is based on the linearity of the map
§ — 0 and on the GL(a)-equivariance of the ordinary directional deriva-
tives. Hence, the same computation applies for d(k) and G, using the G-
equivariance of the T;(k). O

We recall the definition of the Koszul-operator 9: K/ — K/-!:

!
dp®de; A---Adef) =D (-1)*lefp@de; N---Ade!  Ade}

[ ir+l

A---Ndej.
r=1

Proposition 3.2. On K!, we have

N
@d(k) +d(k)d) = I(1® 1) + (Ze;ae,-) @1+ Y k(18 1-r,87,).
j=1

a€Ry
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Proof. Let w =p®@de; A--- A de; € K'. We calculate as follows:
@d(k) + d(k)d)w

N
=0 (Z T, (k)p @ de; Nde] /\~-/\de,~';)

+dk)(Z( *letp@de; A---Nde;_ Nde} /\---/\de}j)

1 Lri1
r=1

(K)p®de) A---ANde}

U

[ MZ
;]

N
+ Z Y (-1ye; T, (k)p @ dej Ndej, A---Ade}  Ade}

lri1 A de:;
j=1r=1
N I
+D_ ) (VT (k)(eip) @ de; Adef A---Ndel_ Adel A---Ade]
j=1r=1
An easy calculation shows that
(3'1) [Tel(k)ae:]=6lj+ Z ka(a, ei)(a, ej)raa

a€R,
SO

(0d(k) + d(k)d)w Ze T, (k)p @ def A---Nde}

Ui

N )
+ (= (51'1} + D kala, €)(a, ej)ra) p

j=1r=1 a€R,

ANde!

Iryn

®de}/\de,~"l/\--~/\de~"

I

A---ANde?

Ui

N
=Y e T, (k)p®de; A---Nde]
j=1

i
+Z(— ’+‘p®de Ndej A---Nde}_ Ndef A---Ndej

+ Z ka ZZ( Y a, e,)(a, ej)(rap)

a€ER, j=1r=1

®dej Ndej N---Nde;_ Ade}, A -Ndej
N
=Z e;To,(k)p @ de} A--- Ade] + lw
!
+ Z kaz r+l Cl ei,)(rap)
a€R, r=1
®da* Ndej A---Nde;  Ade} A---Ade;.
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Now note that
(ra®ra)(p®@def N---Nde)
!
= (rop) ®def A---Ndej, + Z(—l)’(a, ei,)(rap)

r=1

®@do* Ade; N---Nde]_ Nde; N---Ndej.

Thus, if we invoke (1.2), we see that

N
(0d(k)+d(k)d)w = Z(e}‘c‘)ejp)c8>a'e,~*I A---Ndej +lw+ Z ka(1®1—r,®r,)0.
Jj=1 a€R,

O
For m=0,1,..., let £, denote the homogeneous polynomials of degree

m, and put K, = %, ®c A;a*. The K}, are invariant under the G-action, so
there is a further splitting K}, = @,z Kp, ., where K}, . is the t-isotypical
component in K . If w € Lf,,,, , then (8d(k)+d(k)d)w = (I+m+A(k))w. It
follows from Corollary 2.2 in [D3] that Re(4.(k)) > 0 if Re(k) > 0. Note that
K* is a direct sum of finite-dimensional subcomplexes K*(n) = @, yen KL -

Corollary 3.3. Suppose that Re(k) >0, w € K'(I > 1) and d(k)w =0. Then
wedk)K'-!.

Proof. By Lemma 3.1 and homogeneity, the statement reduces to the case that
w € K!, .. Butforsuch w the Corollary is obvious from the above remarks. O

Corollary 3.4. We have
T (k) Ty(k) = T,()Te(k) (¢, nea, keK)

in End¢c(2).

Proof. By linearity, it is sufficient to prove this for £ = ¢; and n = e¢;. Further-
more, as a consequence of the polynomial dependence on k, we may assume
that Re(k) > 0. In the notation of Corollary 2.2, take L; = &%;, 9; = T,,(0)
and 6; = T,;(k); the conditions (i) to (iv), (i") and (ii') are then satisfied.
We verify (b) in Corollary 2.2. To this end, let {pj}j.‘;l be a closed 1-form (in

the terminology of Corollary 2.2). Consider w = 2;‘;1 Dj® de}‘ € K!; then

d(k)w = 0. By Corollary 3.3, w is exact and we conclude (a) in Corollary
22. O

As a consequence of Corollary 3.4 we see that d(k) is a boundary operator
on K* (this statement is in fact equivalent to Corollary 3.4); hence we may
form the cohomology groups H'(K*®, d(k)) of the complex (K*, d(k)).

Corollary 3.5. The following are equivalent:

1. ke Kre,

2. There exists a linear isomorphism V (k) of &, homogeneous of degree
0, such that V(k)|z, =id and Te(k)V (k) = V(k)d: V&€ a.

3. There exists an endomorphism V (k) of &, homogeneous of degree 0,
such that V(k)|z =id and T;(k)V (k) =V (k)d; V¢ €a.
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If V (k) exists, it is uniquely determined by the four properties in 2.

Proof. 1 = 2. Combine Corollary 3.4 and Corollary 2.2.

2 = 3. This is trivial.

3 = 2. Using the intertwining property, it is easily seen by induction with
respect to the homogeneous degree that V' (k) is necessarily injective.

2 = 1. This is trivial.
The uniqueness statement is part of Corollary 2.2(d). O

Corollary 3.6. The following are equivalent:

1. H(K*,d(k))=0 Vi>0.

2. dimc HYK*,d(k))=1.

3. keKre,
Proof. This is a consequence of Corollary 3.5, except for the implication 1 = 2.
But this follows from the fact that the Euler characteristic of K*(n) is zero if
n>0. O

In the case where k, = k € C (Va € R) we can give an alternative description
for the singular polynomials:

Theorem 3.7. Let p € &, . (the t-isotypical component of %,). Then the
Sfollowing are equivalent:

1. (3k € C such that d(k)p=0)Vv(t=1).

2. 3k, kp € C, ky # ky such that d(k\)d(ky)p =0.

3. Vky, ky € C we have d(k|)d(ky)p =0.
Proof. 1 = 3. By continuity, it is sufficient to prove this for k; # k. Then
there exists a € C such that k;, = ak; + (1 — a)k . Now the result follows from
the observation that d(k,;) = ad(k;) + (1 —a)d(k) and the fact that d?(k;) =0
(see Corollary 3.4). If =1, then d(k;)p =d(k\)p.

3 = 2. This is trivial.

2= 1. If d(k))d(k)p = 0, then dd(k|)d(k;)p = 0. Since dp = 0 we
have, using Proposition 3.1 and 3.2,

(0d(ky) + d(k1)0)d(ky)p = d(k1)(0d(kz) + d(k2)0)p
= ((m + kiA)d(ky) — (m + kyA)d(ky))p = 0

_ kz(m+kllr)—k1(m+kziz)) _ )
=>1:—1V(‘L'7é1/\d( 7k — ko) p=0
=>r=1v<‘c;él/\d<—m)p=0>. O

At
Corollary 3.8. Let {e,, ..., ex} be a basis for a. Put
1-r,
AI_ Z(a)el) * ( =l’ aN)
a€R,
Then

{p € Z:|(8:A; - 8;A))p =0 Vi, j}
= {p € Z;|(Aid; — A;0;))p =0 Vi, j}
= Span({p € Z;|3k € Cs.t.Tz(k)p =0V €a}UL,)
=S+1,,
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where I, denotes the invariant polynomials with zero constant term.
Proof. This follows from Theorem 3.7 if one notes that A; = T,,(1)-T,,(0). O

4. THE SINGULAR SET

In this section we determine the singular set. A bilinear form on % (intro-
duced in [D4]), together with the work of Heckman [H] on shift operators, will
enable us to reduce the question to the determination of the zero locus of a cer-
tain polynomial. This zero locus already occurred in the work of Opdam [O] as
the poles of the generalized Bessel function. The results in [loc. cit], combined
with the explicit form of a certain Poincaré polynomial (introduced and deter-
mined by Macdonald), turn out to be sufficient to determine the aforementioned
polynomial explicitly in all cases.

As a consequence of the commutativity of the T:(k) for fixed k, there exists
an algebra homomorphism from & to Endc(#) which sends &* to Ty(k)
and 1 to the identity. If p € &, we will denote the corresponding operator by
p(T(k)). We can thus make the following definition:

(P, Ok = (T(k)g)(0)p, g € P).
Let us collect some basic properties in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. 1. (-, ), is symmetric.

2. (&2, =P, Tz(k)g)k (C€a,p,q€P).

3. (Te(k)p, =P, &)k (€0, p,q€P).

4. (&0, 8 k=P, 9k (8€G,p,q€P).

5. (F e, P ok=0ifr#sort#o.

Proof. 1. This was proved in [D4].

2. Obvious from the definition.

3. This follows from part 1 and 2.

4. This is a consequence of (1.1).

5. It is obvious that homogeneous polynomials of different degree are orthog-
onal. The statement concerning the G-type follows from 4 and the fact that the
characters of the representations of G take the same value on g and g~! for
all g € G¢. This is a consequence of a result of Springer [S], stating that any
g € G can be written as g = 6,6, with 87 = 6 = 1, which shows that g and
g~ ! are in the same conjugacy class. O

The form (-, -);, can be degenerate. We therefore define
Rad(k) = {p € Z|(p, q)x = 0 Vg € #}.

Remark 4.2. 1t follows from Lemma 4.1 that Rad(k) is a graded ideal in &
which is invariant under the T;(k) and the G-action. If p € Rad(k), then
[I;cc & - p € Rad(k); thus, if Rad(k) # 0, Rad(k) contains a nonzero G-
invariant and hence all G-types. Note that the only constant in Rad(k) is
0.

Propeosition 4.3. The following are equivalent:
1. ke Kres,
2. Rad(k) =0.
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Proof. 1= 2. 1f Rad(k) # 0, take any nonzero homogeneous p € Rad(k) of
minimal degree. By the properties of Rad(k) and the choice of p, p must be
annihilated by the T;(k), which is a contradiction.

2 = 1. This is obvious. 0O

As it turns out, K*"8 is invariant under translations over negative integers.
An important ingredient for our proof of this fact is the following theorem
of Heckman [H]. Let ¢ denote the G-invariant polynomials, and let 7 =
[I.cr, @ be the fundamental alternating polynomial. The multiplicity function
that is constant with value 1 will be denoted by 1.

Theorem 4.4. For all p, q € P¢ we have
p(T(k))(nq) = np(T(k + 1R)),.

Corollary 4.5. Let p, q € PO. Then (np, nq)x = (&, )i(D Qis1, -

Proof. We may assume that p and ¢ are homogeneous and of equal degree.
Then

(mp, mq)x = (n, p(T(K))mq)x = (m, ap(T(k + 1r))q)k
= (n(T(k))m, p(T(k + 1Rr))q).

Now both arguments in the right-hand side are constants, so the pairing is just
the product of these constants. 0O

Corollary 4.6. If k + 1r € K%, then k ¢ Ksire

Proof. If k + 1g € K" then Rad(k + 1) # 0 by Proposition 4.3. By
Remark 4.2, we see that Rad(k + 1) contains an invariant nonzero ¢, homo-
geneous of some degree n. From Corollary 4.5, we infer that (np, nq);, = 0
for all p € ¢, homogeneous of degree n. But then mq is orthogonal to the
isotypical component (in degree n + |R,|) corresponding to the determinant
representation of G. Thus, as a consequence of Lemma 4.1.5, nqg € Rad(k)
and ke Ksine, O

Lemma 4.7. Let k € K*" and put ny = maxuen{nlk +n-1g € K5} . Then
(7[ > n)k+no°lk =0.

Proof. Recall that k € K™ as soon as Re(k) > 0, so ng is finite. Since
k + ng- 1 € K"  we see by Remark 4.2 that there exists a nonzero g € #¢
such that (7p, 7q)kin,1, = O for all p € PY. Thus, by Corollary 4.5 we
have (7, @)kyng1,2 (P> Disinor1)1, = 0 for all p € PC. Now (D, @)ics(no+1)-1
cannot be zero for all p € ¢ . For, if this were the case, then

g€ Rad(k + (no+1)- 1g)

by Lemma 4.1.5 and consequently k + (ng+ 1) - 1x € K*"8 by Proposition 4.3,
contradicting the definition of ng. Thus (7, 7)1y, =0. O

Theorem 4.8. Let K° = {k € K|(n, ), = 0}. Then K*"& = J? {K°—n-1g}.
Proof. From Lemma 4.7 we have “ C ”. For the reverse inclusion, note that if

(z, )y = 0, then 7 € Rad(k) (for reasons of G-type) so k € K", Thus
“>” is a consequence of Corollary 4.6. O

The sets K" and K already occurred in [O], where they were denoted by
Z and Zjp. In fact, the description of K*"8 in Theorem 4.8 and the results in
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[loc. cit, §9] show “by inspection” that K" is the pole set of the generalized
Bessel function. There is also a more direct way to see that this must be the
case. To this end, fix k € K and consider the problem of finding a family of
G-invariant formal power series {Jg(4, k, £)|A € ac} in & such that

(4.1) p(T(k)JG(A, k, ) =pA)JcA, k,:) (VA€ ac,VpePY),
' Jo(A, k,0)=1 (VA € ac).

Evaluating at zero, a solution of (4.1) apparently has the following reproducing
property:
(Jo(d, k,-), Pk =p(A) (VA€ac,Vp € F°).

From this one sees that one must have k € K™ and that Jg(4, k, -) is then
uniquely determined for all A, hence equal to V(k)]é[ > 2€G exp(g4, ). On the
other hand, if k € K™8 then V(k)]é[ dec exp(g4, -) satisfies (4.1). Hence
(4.1) has a formal solution if and only if k € K™ and this solution is then
equal to V(k)ﬁ dec exp(g4, -). This family of formal power series is in
fact meromorphic on ac x K x ac ; the poles occur exactly when the restriction
of V(k) to the G-invariants has a pole, i.c., in K", But (4.1) is just the
defining equation for the generalized Bessel function, so K" and the pole set
of the generalized Bessel function coincide as claimed.

In view of Theorem 4.8, all that remains to be done is the determination
of K°. If R is reducible, then one sees easily that (m, n), factors as the
product of the corresponding polynomials for the irreducible components of
R . Hence we may assume that R is irreducible, implying that K is at most
two-dimensional.

We recall some definitions and results from [O].

Let B € C[K] be defined by B(k) = (%, n); and introduce the polynomial b
in one variable by b(s) = B(s1g). Then (see [loc. cit.]) b has degree |R.|. Let
R = U, C; be the decomposition of R into minimal G-orbits. For g € G,
let /;(g) be the number of simple reflections r, with a € C; that occur in
a minimal expression for g (this is well defined). For k = 3" kilc, € K,
put kX&) =TI, kf"(g ) andlet Pgk) =3 gec K1® be the Poincaré polynomial
of G. These polynomials were introduced and determined by Macdonald [M].
If one takes the k; all equal, they reduce to the Poincaré polynomial of the
coinvariant algebra of G. From the results in [O] we extract the following.

Theorem4.9. 1. K¢ c K?, where K is the zero-locus of k — Pg(exp(2mik))
and exp(2nik) is to be calculated componentwise.

2. b(k) =|G|TI, H?;‘ll(dik +J), where the d; are the primitive degrees of

If m =1, Theorem 4.9.2 answers our question. So let us assume that m = 2.
It follows from Macdonald’s list that K? consists of a countable union of lines.
Since in particular K° ¢ K*, the following lemma allows us to conclude that
B must be a product of these lines.

Lemma 4.10. Let L be an algebraically closed uncountable field. Let F €
L[X, Y] be nonconstant and suppose that V(F) c U2, V(F;) where the F;
are irreducible (here V (P) denotes the algebraic set determined by P). Then F
is the product of a finite number of the F;, up to a constant.
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Proof. We use results of §1.6 in [Fu]. First of all, we may assume that F
is irreducible. Since V(F) = U;2,(V(F)N V(F;)) and V(F) is uncountable,
there is F;, such that V(F) N V(F,;) is infinite. Hence at least one of the
irreducible components of V(F)N V(F;) is an irreducible curve V(C). But
then it is a well-known consequence of the Nullstellensatz that F and C must
be multiples of each other. Since the same argument applies to F;, and C, the
proof is finished. O

Thus B splits as a product of linear factors, to be taken from the lines
constituting K? . Now inspection of Macdonald’s list shows that each of these
lines is of the form pk, + gk, +r where p and g are both real (in fact integer)
and nonnegative. This implies that B factors as a product of exactly R, (the
degree of b) linear factors, each of which (by Theorem 4.9.2) intersects C.1g
n (-1,0).

Let us show how we can now determine B for the dihedral groups I(2m)
of order 4m. There are 2m positive roots. From Macdonald’s list we have
Ps(ty, )= (1 +t)(1 + )1 —u™)/(1 —u) where u = t;¢t,. It is then easy to
see that K” consists of three sets of lines:

1. ki =%+l(leZ).

2. k2=%+l(l€Z).

3. kitk=L ez, mtl).

By inspection, there are only 2m lines that intersect C.1g in (—1,0),
namely k1+%, k+%,and k1+k2+;,% =1,...,m-1,m+1,...,2m-1).
So B is known up to a constant, which then follows from Theorem 4.9.2. This
method also works for B, and F,. We summarize the results in the following
theorem.

Theorem 4.11. Let R be irreducible. If there is only one G-orbit in R, then

n d,'—l

(m, o = 1GI[] TT ik + ),

i=1 j=1

where the d; are the primitive degrees of G . In the remaining cases (%, m)y is
equal to
B,:

n—1j+1 n—1 J
2%"("+‘)n!{HH(2jkl+2k2+2l—1 } {HH 1+1)k1+1}

j=0 I=1 j=11=1
where k| corresponds to the long root in the crystallographic root system.
F4I
2203% . T (ki + 1)(3ki + 1)(3ki + 2)(2ki + 2u + 1)
i=1,2
- (2k; + 2u + 3)(2k; + 2u + 5)}
cQRu+ 1) Q2u+3)%(4u+ 1)(du+ 3)(du+5Bu+7)
- (6u+ 1)(6u+ 5)(6u+ 7)(6u+11)

where u=k; +k;,.
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L(2m): -
4m*(2k; + 1)(2ky + 1) [] (m(ki + k2) + )).

i1
j#m

5. SINGULAR POLYNOMIALS: ONE-DIMENSIONAL REPRESENTATIONS
AND THE DIHEDRAL GROUPS

The singular set was determined in the previous section for arbitrary G. In
general, the set of singular polynomials (as in the introduction) is still unknown.
We can, however, determine the singular polynomials completely if G is a
dihedral group. For general G, we are able to give a description of the singular
polynomials that transform according to a one-dimensional representation of
G.

We recall the definition of the k-Laplacian:

’ N
Ak) =Y " T2(k),
i=1

where {£), ..., &y} is any orthonormal basis for a. If f € %, and k € K,
we say that f has a k-Laplace decomposition if f can be written as

=Y W fmay
j20

with f,_»; € $_2j and A(k)f,—2j = 0 forall j. We will investigate the values
of k sufficient for existence and uniqueness of decompositions of this kind. The

result will be helpful in the dihedral case. Put y = 3 .z k.. Suppose that

7€ G and that 1 is realized on V, C &, . Let ng = minjen{n — 2j|t occurs in
Pu_2j}. If n=ng, then A(k)V, = (0), and the decomposition is trivial (but
unique).

Lemma 5.1. Each f €V, has a unique k-Laplace decomposition if —(% +7) #
no,ng+1,ng+2,...,n—2.
Proof. By Theorem 1.11 in [D1], we have the decomposition
f = Z |x|2jf;l—2j )
Jj<n/2

valid for generic values of k , with

-1
Ja2j = <4fj! <%+y+n—2j) )
J

> (4"i!(—g—y—n+2j+2)

i<n/2]-j !

and A(k)fn-2; = 0. The verification is based on the identity

-1
) AR f

l

1
; M= DA=2));(—A+2j+2)1-; 0
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for / = 1,2,.... There are poles at 4 = 2,3, ..., 2/. The sum appears
as the coefficient of A(k)'f, hence it must be valid for n — 2/ > ng, that is
1< L"—_z—"ﬁl This occurs if § +y+n avoids 2,3,4, ..., n— ng, as claimed.

(The effect of the forbidden values is to allow the situation A(k)(lx|% f,—2;) = 0
and A(k)fn,—2; = 0, resulting in “too many” harmonics of degree n.) O

The one-dimensional representations. Suppose G has two orbits C; and C;
in R and k has the values k; and k;, respectively. There is an alternat-
ing polynomial for each class, namely p; = [l,cc, acr, @*- For a € R we
have r,p; = —p; if o € C; and r,p; = p; otherwise. The present discussion
specializes easily to the case that G has only one orbit in R.

Recall the definition of the k-gradient:

Vs =v1+ 3 K (1;*"* >a
a€ER,

Obviously, f is singular if and only if V(k)f =0 for some k.

Proposition 5.2. The singular polynomials of the isotypes of the nontrivial one
dimensional representations of G are - plz"'+l (if ky = —ny = §), p2"2+1 (i
ky = —ny — 1) and p?"+'p2tl (if ky = —ny — L and ky = —ny - 1) for
arbitrary ny,n,=0,1,2,

Proof. The general function of the same isotype as p,p, is p\p,g where g is
invariant. Then

« (6
V(K)(p1p28) = Pip2VE + Pip2g(1 +2k) 3 — +pipag(l+2k) 3 —.
33 aek:

For pip,g to be singular, g must satisfy

v
E o _+20) Y S-(+2e) Y =
4 a€C a€C,
a€ER, a€ER,
Thus, g is a scalar multiple of |p;|~(!*2k)|p,|~(1+2k2) | For this to be an invari-
ant polynomial we must have —1 -2k, = 2n,, —1-2k, = 2n, for nonnegative

integers n,, ny . The other cases pz”'“ , pg"z“ are shown similarly.

The dihedral groups. The dihedral groups I,(m) act on R? ~ C. Let w =
exp(2mi/m), then the group G consists of the reflections z — Zw’ and the
rotations z — zw/ (0 < j<m-1,z € C). G has one conjugacy class
of reflections when m is odd, and two classes when m is even. When m is
odd, we use k to denote the value of the parameter and write T'(k), T'(k) for
the operators of Definition 3.1 in [D2]. The singular polynomials f are those
for which T(k)f = T(k)f = 0. In [D2] we already determined the solutions
of T(k)f = 0, for any k. Essentially we only have to apply the condition

T(k)f = 0.

The dihedral groups, odd case. Let m be odd (m > 3). Span({z,Z'})
and Span({z™~!,z™'}) are of the same isotype for 1 </ < m — 1 (and
this includes all two-dimensional representations of G). For each such / and



SINGULAR POLYNOMIALS FOR FINITE REFLECTION GROUPS 251

each n =0,1,2, ..., there is a unique (up to scalar multiplication) polyno-
mial of isotype /, degree nm + [, in the kernel of T(k), namely fym4i(z) =
z! C,(,k’k“)(z'”) (see [D2, p. 181]). Here C,(,‘s’e)(z) is the Heisenberg polyno-
mial defined by

0z =3 Oz (zeo),
P

I(n — j)!
generated by
oo
(1—z) (1 —tz)¢ =Y CP ()",
n=0
The polynomial C,(,‘s"’) is nonzero, unless 6 = —n;, € = —np with ny, ny =

0,1,2,... and n> ny+ny. Now T(k) fumi(2) = (I +mn+mk) fymy1-1(2) -
Setting k = —n — [/m gives the singular polynomial (k ¢ Z, so C,(,k’k“)(z'")
is not zero). The complex conjugate of f,,,; is the other basis element for the
singular polynomials of degree nm+/. There are no other singular polynomials
of this isotype and degree. They would be harmonic, since A(k) = AT (k)T (k) ,
but by Lemma 5.1 there are only two linearly independent harmonic polyno-
mials provided —(1 4+ mk) avoids ng, nop+1,...,nm+1-2, and of course
—l-mk=-1+mn+1.

By Lemma 5.1 the alternating polynomial p(z) = z™ —Z"™, gives rise to the
singular polynomials (z™ —z™)?"*! with k =—3 —n.

This is the entire list of singular polynomials because the only other repre-
sentation of G is the trivial one.

The dihedral groups, even case. Let m > 2 be even and let G = I,(2m). Put
= exp(ni/m) . Associate the parameter values k; to the reflections z — Zw?
and k, to z — Zw¥+1(0 < j < m—1). We will write Ak, k2), T(k1, k2)
and T(k;, k;) for the operators. For each /€ {1,2,..., m—1} there is an
isotype realized on span{z’, z'} and on span{z2"~!,z?™"'}.

The polynomials of degree sm+/ (1</<m-1,5s=0,1,2,...) anni-
hilated by T(ky, kz) are (see 3.19 in [D2]) z'f;(z™) where

fon(re®) = P pUa=1 k=9 (cos 20) + (1) (sin 20) P14+ (cos 26)
Foms1(re®®) = r2*((n + ky + 1) (rcos 8) P14+ (cos 20)
+i(n + Ky + 3)(rsin 0) P35 (cos 26))
(r>0,0<60<2n,n=0,1,2,...).
The Jacobi polynomial is

(d,¢) _(5+1)n -n,n+d+e+1 1-t\,
Pn (t)_‘ n! 2Fl o+1 ) s

there are no poles (parameter values) and the polynomial is of degree n, pro-
vided (n+0 + &+ 1), # 0. This condition applies in the present case. By the
formula in [D2, p. 183] we have

T(ky, ky)z' f;(z™) = (I + ms + m(ky + k) zH 1 fi(2™).
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Thus for k;+ky = —s—I/m, z! f;(z™) (and its complex conjugate) is a singular
polynomial. The parameters (J, ¢) in the Jacobi polynomials in f5,, fins1
satisfy n+y+d+1=n+k +ky+s with s=0,1 or 2,and k, +k, ¢ Z.

There are no other singular (or harmonic) polynomials for these parameter
values and this degree. By Lemma 5.1, —(1+ m(k; + k;)) must avoid ng, ng +
l,...,ms+[-2 and —(1+m(k;+k;)) = ms+[—1. The singular polynomials
of alternating isotype are (z™ — z™)2m+l (zm 4 z™)2m+l and the product of
these two, with k; = —n; — 1 for the first, k; = —n, — 4 for the second and
both conditions for the product. Lemma 5.1 does not apply in the product case.
Here —1 — m(k; + k;) must avoid 2m,2m+1,...,2m(n; +ny + 1) — 2 but
here ki +k; = —n;—ny—1 and m(n,+n,+1) appears in the list if n,+n, > 2.
Again we have described all the singular polynomials.

6. ESTIMATES FOR dim¢(Sy, ;) IF ky =k Va € R

Recall the following constructions from [D5]. Let h = a ®g C. The form
(-, ») extends to a bilinear form on §, which will again be denoted by (-, -).
Any ¢ € b gives rise, via this form, to &* € h* as in the Introduction. Put
hre8 = {&€ € hla* (&) # O0Va € R} . Let @ (h™8) denote the holomorphic functions
on h'&. Let 7 € G , and let V; be the corresponding representation space of
dimension d;. Define the following connection V*(k) on & (h™8) ® V; (the
holomorphic sections in the trivial bundle h™8 x V;):

Vik)(f®v) = @:Nev+k Y (a,8) (%) ® (1 — 1(ra))v.

a€ER.

This connection is integrable and has regular singularities.
Let p denote the natural representation of G on @ (h™8):

(8- N2)=f(g7'2) (8€G,felH™), zey®).

Then V7*(k) is equivariant for p ® T in the sense that

Vi(k)(p(g)f ® 1(8)v) = (p(8) ® T(&))( V-1 (k)(f ® V).

Hence we can view V7'(k) as the inverse image of a connection V7(k) on
Z; = @(G\b™8) ®c V., where V. is the local system on X = G\h™8 defined by
V. = b x; V.. The fundamental group of X is the braid group of G (see
[B]). The monodromy representation of V.(k) factorizes through the Hecke
algebra Hg;(g(k)) where g(k) = exp(—2mik), and where we use the conven-
tion that the generators of Hg(q) satisfy (7; — 1)(T; + q) = 0. The resulting
representation of Hg(q) is called Y;(k). From the construction it is clear that
Y, is defined over the ring & of entire functions on K = C. By deformation
theoretical arguments it was shown in [D5] that Y;(k) is irreducible and prin-
. _ IRy1p (g—! . .
cipal when ¥,(¢7!) = ‘l_d’(qg_ifl)_l # 0 (here d, is the generic degree of 7 and
P; is the Poincaré polynomial of the coinvariant algebra of G). Hence loss
of irreducibility of some Y;(k) can occur only if Pg((g(k))~!) = 0. Conse-
quently, the zeros of Pg(g~!) correspond to nonsemisimple specializations of
H; (see [GU, Y]). Also observe that the trivial representation is never principal
if Hg(q) is not semisimple.
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We will now apply results of the theory of algebras defined over local do-
mains that are complete. Let kg € K = C, and write x = k — ky. Let
Z = C{x}. (It is important that % is a complete local principal ideal do-
main for these statements and this is the reason that we assume k, = k Va).
Let Z = C{{x}} = {i>y aXx¥IN € Z, ¢, € C} be its quotient field. Define
X:=R®,Y; and 4 =% ®cyy 4-1)Hg . Finally put X; = X;/(x)% (a module
for A/(x)# = A = Hg(q(ko))), and (X;) = X: ®% # (a module for
Az = X @z A = F ®cy,q- Hg). Clearly {(X:)z} 5 is a complete set
of representatives for the irreducibles of A5 . We are now in the situation as
described on p. 67 in [Fe].

Definition 6.1. Let triv be the one-dimensional representation of Hg(g) that
is defined by sending the 7T; to 1. The multiplicity of triv € (A)iy in a
decomposition series of X, will be denoted by J:(go). The multiplicity of
triv in X, as a submodule (i.e., the multiplicity of triv in the socle of X;)
will be denoted by A.(kp) .

This definition makes sense because by [Fe, Theorem 17.7] the number d,(qo)
depends on 7 and ¢g only. In fact, these decomposition numbers [Fe, p. 67]
have a different interpretation in terms of representation theory of 4 by virtue
of a theorem of Brauer. In our situation we have a one-to-one correspondence
between principal indecomposable modules of 4 and 4 = Hg(qo) (since [Fe,
Theorem 13.7] applies). Let U denote the principal indecomposable module
of A that corresponds to triv € (A);, (hence U is principal indecomposable
for A= Hg(qo) and U/rad(U) = U/rad(U) = triv). We have

Theorem 6.2 (Brauer, see [Fe, Theorem 17.8]).
Uz = @ 6:(90)(Xo) -

1€G

Corollary 6.3. If ko is such that Hg(qo) is not semisimple, then there exists at
least one © € G, T # triv such that 6.(qo) # 0.

Proof. Suppose that d.(qo) = 0 if t # triv. Clearly &,,(q0) = 1 and by
Theorem 6.2 we obtain that Uy = (triv)g . This implies that U = triv, and
we thus conclude that ¢riv is principal. This contradicts the results of Yamane
in[Y]. O

Remarks 6.4. 1. 6:(q0) = 0 if W(qy"') # O, since Yamane proved that

Y. (qy Y # 0 implies that X, is principal and irreducible.
2. Of course A(ky) < d:(q0) and A;(kg) =0 if kg > 0.

Proposition 6.5. Assume t # triv and ko ¢ 1N. Then dimc S (ko) = d:A:(ko) .

Proof. Choose an explicit unitary matrix realization M, of v on C% (where
d. is the dimension of the representation space of 1), and let (777, V*(k;)) be
the associated connection as above. Let F C S(ko) be a copy of 7 embedded in
S(ko) . There exists a 1-dimensional space of column vectors (f;, ..., fz ) (fi €
F) such that

(6.1) (s S5 = Mg ™) i oo S
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and T:(ko)f = 0Vi implies Vg(ko)(fl seees Ja)'=0. Hence 0 = (fi, ..., fa,)'

isin (Z77%)V'() and because of (6.1) we see that ¢ is fixed for the monodromy
action. This sets up a one-to-one correspondence between (Y (ko)) (= (X;)"Y)
and vectors (fi, ..., fz,)' of elements f; € S(ko) satisfying (6.1). Namely,
suppose on the other hand that we are given o = (fi, ..., f,)' € (Z')V k)
that is trivial for monodromy. The exponents along the walls for the equation
Vg(ko)a =0 are 0 and -2k . Since we assume that k ¢ %N we may conclude
that f; extends holomorphically along the walls, and that (6.1) holds. Finally we
consider the equation (Zfi 1 XiVi(ko))o = 0. It follows that f; is homogeneous
of degree —kod.. Hence —koA. € N, fi € Z_; ,and f; satisfies Tx(ko)f; = 0
(Vi) . The result follows easily from this one-to-one correspondence. 0O

Corollary 6.6. If t # triv then dimc(Sy, ;) < d,é,(exp(z’jl#)). Hence m —
dim¢(Sy, <) is bounded by a function that is periodic in m with period A..

Proof. Sm,,=S,(—/'1"—1). m]

Remark 6.7. We hope that in fact equality holds. This would be very satisfying,
since this would mean that the equations of Corollary 3.8 completely describe
the decomposition of (U)y .

Examples 6.8.

1. © = sign representation. Then J.(q) =1 if ¢ = —1, and zero otherwise.
Moreover 1. = |R|, so ¢ = exp(%2) = —1 iff m = (p— })IR| (p € N).
On the other hand, if we let 7 =[] .5, a* denote the fundamental alternating
polynomial, then

T; (% —p) nl = (65 -(1-2p) Y (a, é)i,) n?~! = (27191 = 0.

«
a€R,

Hence dim¢(Sm, ) =1 if m = (p — 1)|R| and zero otherwise.
2. The dihedral cases. According to [CIK], the two-dimensional representa-
tions for Hj,m)(q) can be defined explicitly as follows. Let g, o, be the stan-

dard generators. Then put 7;(0;) = (5 Z¢) and 7;(a,) = (—2—(E’q+5‘f) ?) where
C=exp(%) and j=1,..., ’”T“ (if misodd)or j=1,...,%2 -1 (if mis
even). From this we find that d, ;- if ¢ = {*/ and zero otherwise (if ¢ = {*/

then 7(0i)(q¢, g+ 1) = —q(q9, 9+ 1)'(i = 1, 2)). Furthermore, it is easy to

+
see that A;, = m (Vj). Hence we infer from qj.t = (% = exp(—2ni(fn{—)) that
mf =mp+xj (p € N). By Corollary 6.6 we see that n; can occur in S, only
if n=mp+j for some p € N and that the multiplicity is at most 1. According
to the results of §5 this multiplicity equals 1 for all n of the form n=mp £+ j
(p € N). Hence. equality holds in Corollary 6.6 in this example.

3. The symmetric groups. We discuss some conjectures for the irreducible
representations of G =S, (the Weyl group of type A,_;) which appear in the
space of singular polynomials. Recall that such representations correspond to
partitions 4 = (41, H2, ..., #;) With u; € Zy , gy > pup > --- > pj > 0 and
n = |u| = Y ;. We will use u as the label for the representation so that
X =1 and x(; 1, 1) is the sign character.
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The conjecture is that the partitions u for which S,(ko) # (0) for some ko
are those with three or more (nonzero) parts of the form u = (sd - 1,d —
I,...,d—-1,r) with s=1,2,3,...,0<r<d-1 and ky = —j/d with
ged(j,d)=1 (j > 1), and all of the two-part partitions (u;, u2) with kg =
—j/(u+1) for ged(j, u1+1) < (u1+1)/u, . Here gcd denotes greatest common
divisor.

The evidence for this conjecture comes from the Specht modules for the
Hecke algebra Hg,(q) constructed by Dipper and James [DJ1, DJ2]. Because of
our different defining relations (we use generators 7y, T3, ..., T,—; satisfying
T?=q1+(1 - q)T;, TiTiT; =TiT;Tyyy (1<i<n-2), T;,Tj=T;T; for
1<i<i+2<j<n-1,so that the eigenvalues of the generators are 1 and
—q , rather than ¢ and —1), our partition labels are the transposes of those in
[DJ1, DJ2].

For each partition x, Dipper and James construct an Hg, (q)-module M*
whose basis vectors correspond to certain tableaux with shape u, and then an
irreducible submodule S*, the Specht module. The action of the generators T;
on this module is defined by the so-called Garnir relations. We are concerned
with the existence of an Hg, (g)-invariant element of the dual of S*, that is, one
which annihilates v — T;v for each basis element v of $¥ and 1 <i<n-1.
From the Garnir relations one can show that the desired property holds exactly
when the Gaussian polynomial (in the parameter q) ["/f‘]q = 0 for each
(nonzero) part u; and 1 < i< pu;;; (provided p;,; > 0). The coefficient of ¢’

m+1—1

in the Gaussian polynomial [7] = [Jj_;(%5=r—) is the number of subsets E
of size i of theset {1, 2, ..., m} for which |{(n,, ny)|n; € E, n, € E°, ny >
ny}| = 1. This is related to the action of 7; on S*.

For a partition u, let Z(u) be the common zero set of {[”f;‘l]q|l <i<
Uj+1}. Then Z(u) = @ except for the partitions described above. Let P(j) =
{g€C|l¢’ =1 and ¢* # 1 forany s=1,2,...,j— 1} (that is, the primitive
Jjth roots of unity). For u=(sd —1,d—-1,...,d—1,r) (with s >1,0<
r<d-1), Z(u) = P(d). For u = (u1, u2), Z(n) is the union of all P(d)
such that d divides (u; +1) and d > u, > 0.

It is not difficult to see that for each n and u; < n — 1 and each divisor
d of u, + 1 there is exactly one partition u (|ju| = n) with P(d) C Z(u),
and so each zero of (g#*! —1)/(gq — 1) is associated to a unique u. Recall the
equation g = —e27ik

Several tasks remain to be done to prove our conjecture. One must establish a
correspondence between the Specht modules and the monodromy representation
Y, (see the beginning of §6), and further show that there is a function with
trivial monodromy (a singular polynomial) exactly when the dual of the Specht
module has an invariant vector, as decribed above.

Another problem is to prove the existence of singular polynomials in S, (k)
for the appropriate degrees of homogeneity, that is, —kA, (see (1.2) for
the definition of A,). The zero-set of each factor of the Poincaré series
]'[Z:z((qd —1)/(g—-1)) of S, corresponds to the union of zero-sets Z(u) with
1y =d — 1. By use of Young’s formula we see that

Ay =(n—p)((u + 1)+ 1z + 1)) = pa(u2 + DI+ 1)/2
for u= (1, a2, ..., up) with (I +1) partsor u = (4, fa, ..., a2, r) with
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(/+2) parts, and this supports the conjectured link to the singular values —j /d,
ged(j,d)=1 (when uy=sd—1,uy=d-1).

[B]

[CIK]

(D1]
[D2]
[D3]
[D4]
[D5]
[DJ1]
[DJ2]
[Fe]
(Fu]
[GU]
[H]

(M]
(0]

8]

[Y]
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