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Abstract. We show that the elements of the Kazhdan–Lusztig basis of the spherical
Hecke algebra of type G2 have an atomic decomposition. As a by-product, we obtain a
new algorithm to compute generalized Kostka–Foulkes polynomials in type G2.

1. Introduction

Kazhdan–Lusztig polynomials arise as the transition coefficients between the canonical
(Kazhdan–Lusztig) basis and the standard basis of the Hecke algebra attached to a Cox-
eter system [KL79]. They are fundamental objects in representation theory and geometry
because they encode important structural information in both settings. In this paper we
work with an affine Weyl group of type G2 and focus on a distinguished family of elements
indexed by dominant weights, which we call spherical elements. They are obtained by trans-
lating the longest element of the finite Weyl group by a dominant weight (see Section 2 for
the precise definition). For spherical elements, Kazhdan–Lusztig polynomials coincide with
Kostka–Foulkes polynomials or q-weight multiplicities [Lus83; Kat82], and in particular
their coefficients are known to be non-negative.

In type A, Lascoux discovered a further positivity phenomenon for spherical elements
[Las89]. He introduced a basis now called the atomic basis and proved that the canonical
basis elements expand in this basis with coefficients in N[q]. We refer to this phenomenon
by saying that Kazhdan–Lusztig basis elements have an atomic decomposition. Lecouvey
and Lenart [LL21] later studied atomic decompositions in other types using the theory of
crystal. Their work provides evidence that atomicity extends beyond type A and naturally
raises the problem of determining for which affine types, and for which dominant weights,
the spherical elements admit atomic decompositions.

Beyond type A, atomicity may fail, and a precise characterization of the weights and
affine types for which it holds is still out of reach. In this paper we solve this question for
an affine Weyl group of type G2.

For a dominant weight λ, we write Hλ for the spherical Kazhdan–Lusztig basis element
and Nλ for the corresponding element of the atomic basis. Our main result is the following.

Theorem A. For every dominant weight λ we have an expansion

Hλ =
∑
µ≤λ

aλ,µ(q)Nµ,

where ≤ denotes the dominance order on weights and the polynomials aλ,µ(q) have non-
negative coefficients. In other words, in type G2, all the Kazhdan–Lusztig basis elements
associated to spherical elements admits an atomic decomposition.

We give two proofs of this result.
The first proof relies on the step-by-step decompositions of the pre-canonical bases intro-

duced in [LPP22]. These decompositions do not immediately give atomicity, since one of the
intermediate transitions is not positive. It is therefore necessary to verify that the negative
terms that arise during the process cancel out, yielding the desired positive expansion.

The second proof is obtained by modifying the definition of the pre-canonical bases
so that the step-by-step decompositions become positive at each stage, along the line of
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what was done in [PT25] for type C2. This approach is particularly well-suited for the
construction of crystalline realizations of the atomic decomposition, an ongoing line of work
by the first author. Such concrete realizations are extremely valuable, as they can be
used to combinatorially describe Kostka–Foulkes polynomials as q-weight multiplicities —
a long-standing open problem beyond type A. We expect that similar modifications of the
pre-canonical bases may recover step-by-step positivity in other types as well.

As an application of our results, we provide an explicit algorithm for computing general-
ized Kostka–Foulkes polynomials in type G2.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 reviews the necessary background on the
affine Weyl group of type G2, the spherical Hecke algebra, the spherical elements, and
the pre-canonical bases. Section 3 contains the first proof of Theorem A via step-by-
step decompositions. Section 4 develops the adjusted bases and presents the second proof.
Section 5 describes the computation of generalized Kostka–Foulkes polynomials. Finally,
we add an appendix with a SageMath implementation of our algorithms to compute the
atomic decomposition, the pre-canonical bases and the Kostka–Foulkes polynomials.
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2. Preliminaries

Throughout this paper we denote by N the set of non-negative integers.

2.1. The affine Weyl group of type G2. In this paper we only work with a root system
Φ of type G2. Therefore we fix an explicit realization of Φ inside V = R2 with the usual
inner product denoted by ⟨−,−⟩.

We take ∆ = {α1, α2} as the set of simple roots, where

α1 = (1, 0) and α2 =
(
−3

2 ,
√
3
2

)
.

Then the root system Φ is given by

Φ = {±α1,±α2,±(α1 + α2),±(2α1 + α2),±(3α1 + α2),±(3α1 + 2α2)}.
The root system Φ is depicted in Figure 1, where simple roots are given in red and the
positive roots that are not simple are drawn in blue. We denote by Φ∨ = {α∨ | α ∈ Φ} the

dual root system, where α∨ =
2α

⟨α, α⟩
.

Because the definition of precanonical bases involves the height of positive roots, we in-
clude in Table 1 the height of each positive root.

Root α1 α2 α1 + α2 2α1 + α2 3α1 + α2 3α1 + 2α2

Height 1 1 2 3 4 5
(2,−1)ϖ (−3, 2)ϖ (−1, 1)ϖ (1, 0)ϖ (3,−1)ϖ (0, 1)ϖ.

Table 1. Heights of the six positive roots in the G2 root system.
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3α1 + 2α2

3α1 + α2α2

−3α1 − 2α2

−3α1 − α2 −α2

α1−α1

2α1 + α2α1 + α2

−2α1 − α2 −α1 − α2

Figure 1. A root system of type G2

The fundamental weights {ϖ1, ϖ2} are determined by the conditions ⟨ϖi, α
∨
j ⟩ = δi,j for

i, j ∈ {1, 2}. Concretely, we have ϖ1 = 2α1+α2 and ϖ2 = 3α1+2α2. Let X = Zϖ1⊕Zϖ2

be the weight lattice and X+ = Nϖ1⊕Nϖ2 the set of dominant weights. To avoid confusion
with coordinates in V , for λ = a1ϖ1 + a2ϖ2 ∈ X we use the shorthand (a1, a2)ϖ to denote
λ. We will frequently use the coefficients of the positive roots when written in the basis of
fundamental weights, and we collect these coefficients in Table 1. We also define ρ ∈ X+

as the half-sum of positive roots. In formulas,

ρ =
1

2

∑
α∈Φ+

α = 5α1 + 3α2 = (1, 1)ϖ.

For α ∈ Φ and m ∈ Z we define the hyperplane Hα,m by

Hα,m = {λ ∈ V | ⟨λ, α∨⟩ = m}
and the reflection sα,m along the hyperplane Hα,m. In formulas, we have sα,m(λ) = λ −
(⟨λ, α∨⟩ −m)α.

The finite Weyl group Wf attached to Φ is the group generated by the reflections {sα,0 |
α ∈ Φ}. Let s1 = sα1,0 and s2 = sα2,0. It is well-known that Wf is generated by {s1, s2}.
Indeed Wf is a Coxeter system with presentation

Wf = ⟨s1, s2 | s21 = s22 = 1, (s1s2)
6 = 1⟩.

So that Wf is isomorphic to the group of symmetries of a regular hexagon. It longest
element is w0 = (s1s2)

3 = (s2s1)
3.

The affine Weyl group Wf attached to Φ is the group generated by the reflections {sα,m |
α ∈ Φ, m ∈ Z}. The connected components of the complement of hyperplanes

V \
⋃
α,m

Hα,m

are called alcoves. In our G2-setting , alcoves correspond to triangles (see Figure 2) We
denote by A the set of alcoves. We call

A0 = {λ ∈ V | −1 < ⟨λ, α∨⟩ < 0, for all α ∈ Φ+}
the fundamental alcove. There is a bijection Wa → A given by w 7→ w(A0). This bijection
allows us to uniquely identify elements in Wa with alcoves.

The walls of A0 are supported in the hyperplanes Hα1,0, Hα2,0 and Hβ,−1, where β is the
highest short root, so that in our setting we have β = 2α1 + α2. Let s0 = sβ,−1. Then Wa

is also a Coxeter system with presentation

Wf = ⟨s0, s1, s2 | s20 = s21 = s22 = 1, (s0s1)
3 = (s0s2)

2 = (s1s2)
6 = 1⟩.
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Also, the affine Weyl group Wa can be realized as a semidirect product: Wa = Wf ⋉ ZΦ,
where ZΦ acts on V by translations. In type G2 as the determinant of the Cartan matrix
is 1 we have X = ZΦ. Of course, this is not always the case and in general we only have
one containment ZΦ ⊂ X.

Definition 2.1. For λ ∈ X+ let tλ be the translation by λ. We define θ(λ) ∈ Wa as
θ(λ) = tλw0.

With the identification of Wa with the set of alcoves aforementioned, it is easy to identify
the alcove corresponding to θ(λ). Namely, find the alcove corresponding to w0 and then
translate this alcove by λ. The alcoves corresponding to θ(λ) for

λ = (0, 0)ϖ, (1, 0)ϖ, (2, 0)ϖ, (3, 0)ϖ, (0, 1)ϖ, (1, 1)ϖ

are depicted in green in Figure 2, where the fundamental alcove is highlighted in blue.

Figure 2. Type G2 alcoves. The dots correspond to X. The dominant
chamber is highlighted. The fundamental alcove is colored in light blue.
The green triangle correspond to θ-elements.

2.2. Pre-canonical bases. To any Coxeter system we can attach a Hecke algebra. Let H
be the Hecke algebra associated to Wa. It is the Z[v, v−1]-algebra associative algebra with
generators {H0,H1,H2} and relations

H2
i = (v−v−1)Hi+1, H0H1H0 = H1H0H1, H0H2 = H2H0, (H1H2)

3 = (H2H1)
3.

It comes equipped with two distinguished bases: The standard basis {Hw | w ∈ Wa}
and the canonical or Kazhdan–Lusztig basis {Hw | w ∈ Wa} (see for instance [Eli+20]).
The coefficients of the change of basis matrix between the canonical and standard basis
are the Kazhdan–Lusztig polynomials. More concretely, the Kazhdan–Lusztig polynomials,
hx,y(v) ∈ Z[v, v−1], are given by

Hw =
∑
x∈Wa

hx,w(v)Hx.

Indeed, it is known that hx,w(v) ∈ N[v] for arbitrary Coxeter systems [EW14]. We have a
third basis {Nw | w ∈ Wa} of H, which we refer as the atomic basis. Their elements are
given by

Nw =
∑
x≤w

vℓ(w)−ℓ(x)Hx,

where ≤ denotes the Bruhat order and ℓ(·) the length function.
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Definition 2.2. Let H ∈ H and write it in terms of the atomic basis:

H =
∑
x∈Wa

ax(v)Nx

for some ax(v) ∈ Z[v, v−1]. Then, we say thatH has an atomic decomposition if ax(v) ∈ N[v]
for all x ∈ Wa.

Remark 2.3. It is known that, for any Coxeter system, the Kazhdan–Lusztig polynomials
satisfy the monotonicity property (see, [Pla17]):

hx,w(v)− v ℓ(y)−ℓ(x) hy,w(v) ∈ N[v] for all x ≤ y ≤ w.

Having an atomic decomposition is a substantially stronger condition than monotonicity.
However, it is also known that many elements do not admit an atomic decomposition. In
fact, the existence of an atomic decomposition appears to be a rather rare phenomenon.

For λ ∈ X+ we set Hλ = Hθ(λ) and Nλ = Nθ(λ). The spherical Hecke algebra Hsph lives

inside H. It is the free Z[v, v−1]-submodule of H with canonical basis {Hλ | λ ∈ X+} and
atomic basis {Nλ | λ ∈ X+}. Although Hsph ⊂ H it is not a sub-algebra of H since the
multiplication in Hsph is defined as a deformation of the usual multiplication in H. In this
paper we only use the linear structure of Hsph , so that to avoid unnecessary technicalities
we left the multiplication in Hsph undefined and refer the interested reader to [LPP22,
Section 2.2].

We write

Hλ =
∑
µ≤λ

aλ,µ(q)Nµ,

where q = v2 and ≤ denotes the dominance order on X. In type A the polynomials aλ,µ(q)
are the atomic polynomials introduced by Lascoux [Las89]. The main result in this paper
(Theorem A) is to prove that aλ,µ(q) have positive coefficients or, following Definition 2.2,
that the elements of the canonical basis have an atomic decomposition.

We now define pre-canonical bases and explain their connection with the atomic decom-
position. First, we need to give some notation.

Definition 2.4. Let λ ∈ X.

(1) We say that λ is singular if there is an element w ∈ Wf which fixes λ + ρ. A
non-singular weight is called regular.

(2) The dot action of Wf in V is given by the formula: w · λ = w(λ+ ρ)− ρ.
(3) If λ ∈ X is regular then we define wλ ∈ Wf to be the unique element such that

wλ · λ ∈ X+.
(4) For λ ∈ X we define

H̃w =

{
(−1)ℓ(wλ)Hwλ·λ, if λ is regular

0, if λ is singular.

(5) For i ≥ 1 we define

Φ≥i = {α ∈ Φ+ | ht(α) ≥ i}.

(6) For I ⊂ Φ we set ΣI =
∑

α∈I α.

We are now in position to define pre-canonical bases.

Definition 2.5. For i ≥ 2 and λ ∈ X+ we define

Ni
λ =

∑
I⊂Φ≥i

(−q)|I|H̃λ−ΣI
.

We call N i = {Nλ | λ ∈ X+} the i-th pre-canonical basis of Hsph.
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The motivation behind this definition is the anti-atomic formula [LPP22, Theorem 3.1]
which asserts that N 2 coincides with the atomic basis. This is, Nλ = N2

λ for all λ ∈ X+.
It is worth to note that the anti-atomic formula hold for arbitrary affine Weyl groups.
Retuning to the G2-setting, it follows from Table 1 that Φ≥m = ∅ for all m ≥ 6. Thus,
Nm

λ = Hλ for all m ≥ 6 and λ ∈ X+. Therefore, in order to compute Hλ in terms of the

atomic basis it is enough to compute the expansion of an element Ni+1
λ in terms of N i for

2 ≤ i ≤ 5.

Remark 2.6. In type A, it was conjectured in [LPP22, Conjecture 1.6] that, for every
i ≥ 2, the coefficients appearing in the expansion of an element Ni+1

λ in terms of the basis

N i are polynomials with nonnegative coefficients. This conjecture was recently proved by
Yamil Sagurie and the first author [PS25], using methods that are closely related to the ones
developed in this paper. We emphasize that this step-by-step positivity property implies
the existence of an atomic decomposition.

In type G2, however, this step-by-step positivity does not hold in general: as we will
see in the next section, negative coefficients may appear in some of the intermediate ex-
pansions. Nevertheless—and this is one of the striking features of type G2—these negative
terms ultimately cancel out when all steps are combined. In other words, although the
intermediate layers of the process fail to be positive, the total expansion remains positive,
and the atomic decomposition holds in type G2.

3. First approach

3.1. Inverse step-by-step decompositions. We begin this section by introducing certain
elements that relax the definition of pre-canonical bases elements.

Definition 3.1. Let A ⊂ Φ and λ ∈ X. We define

MA
λ =

∑
I⊂A

(−q)|I|H̃λ−
∑

I
.

In the following lemma we collect our two main tools to obtain inverse step-by-step
decompositions.

Lemma 3.2. For all A ⊆ Φ and λ ∈ X we have

(a) If α ∈ A and B = A \ {α} then MA
λ = MB

λ − qMB
λ−α.

(b) MA
λ = −M

si(A)
si·λ . In particular, if ⟨λ, α∨

i ⟩ = −1 and si(A) = A then MA
λ = 0.

Proof. The first claim follows directly by the definition of M-elements. The second one is
the content of [LPP22, Proposition 4.3]. □

We now obtain all the inverse step-by-step decompositions.

Proposition 3.3. Let λ = (λ1, λ2)ϖ ∈ X+. We have

N5
λ =


N6

λ − qN6
(λ1,λ2−1)ϖ

, if λ2 ≥ 1;

N6
λ, if λ2 = 0.

N4
λ =



N5
λ − qN5

(λ1−3,λ2+1)ϖ
, if λ1 ≥ 3;

N5
λ, if λ1 = 2;

N5
λ + qN5

(0,λ2)ϖ
, if λ1 = 1;

N5
λ + qN5

(1,λ2−1)ϖ
, if λ1 = 0, λ2 ≥ 1;

N5
λ if λ1 = λ2 = 0.

N3
λ =


N4

λ − qN4
(λ1−1,λ2)ϖ

, if λ1 ≥ 1;

N4
λ − q2N4

(2,λ2−2)ϖ
, if λ1 = 0, λ2 ≥ 2;

N4
λ, else

N2
λ =


N3

λ − qN3
(λ1+1,λ2−1)ϖ

, if λ2 ≥ 1;

N3
λ, if λ2 = 0.
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Proof. All the decompositions follow by combining both claims in Lemma 3.2. We only
prove the decomposition of N4

λ in N 5, since this is the most interesting case. The other
cases are dealt with similarity and are left to the reader.

We recall from Table 1 that Φ≥5 = Φ≥4 ∪ {(3,−1)ϖ} and that s1(Φ
≥5) = Φ≥5.

• If λ1 ≥ 3 then (λ1 − 3, λ2 + 1)ϖ ∈ X+ and the result follows from Lemma 3.2 (a).
• If λ1 = 2 then N4

λ = N5
λ− qN5

(−1,λ2+1)ϖ
. By Lemma 3.2 (b) applied to s1 we obtain

N5
(−1,λ2+1)ϖ

= 0. Thus, N4
λ = N5

λ as we wanted to show.

• If λ1 = 1 then N4
λ = N5

λ− qN5
(−2,λ2+1)ϖ

. By Lemma 3.2 (b) applied to s1 we obtain

N5
(−2,λ2+1)ϖ

= −N5
(0,λ2)ϖ

. Therefore, N4
λ = N5

λ + qN5
(0,λ2)ϖ

.

• If λ1 = 0 then N4
λ = N5

λ− qN5
(−3,λ2+1)ϖ

. By Lemma 3.2 (b) applied to s1 we obtain

N5
(−3,λ2+1)ϖ

= −N5
(1,λ2−1)ϖ

. If λ2 ≥ 1 then (1, λ2 − 1)ϖ ∈ X+ and we are done.

Otherwise, λ2 = 0 and N5
(1,−1)ϖ

= H̃(1,−1)ϖ
− qH̃(1,−2)ϖ

. Since both (1,−1)ϖ and

(1,−2)ϖ are singular weights, we conclude that N5
(1,−1)ϖ

= 0 and the result follows.

□

3.2. Step-by-step decompositions. In this section we invert the decompositions ob-
tained in Theorem 3.3. Among these, the decompositions of N 5 inside N 6 and of N 2

inside N 3 are the simplest to analyze. Indeed, in both situations the rule is the same: we
subtract the corresponding root when the resulting weight remains dominant; if it is no
longer dominant, the decomposition consists of a single term. This simplicity is mirrored in
the inverse decompositions: they are obtained by iteratively subtracting the relevant root,
summing over all dominant weights encountered, until a non-dominant weight is reached.
We record these two cases in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Let λ = (λ1, λ2)ϖ ∈ X+. Then, we have

N6
λ =

λ2∑
i=0

qiN5
(λ1,λ2−i)ϖ

and N3
λ =

λ2∑
i=0

qiN2
(λ1+i,λ2−i)ϖ

.

In particular, both expressions are positive.

Proof. Both identities follow by an easy inductive argument on λ2 together with Proposition
3.3. □

We now move our attention to the decomposition of elements of N 5 in terms of N 4.

Lemma 3.5. Let λ = (λ1, λ2)ϖ ∈ X+ and write λ1 = 3m+ r for m ≥ 0 and r ∈ {0, 1, 2}.
Then, we have

N5
λ =



m∑
i=0

qiN4
(λ1−3i,λ2+i)ϖ

− qm
m+λ2∑
i=1

q2i−1N3
(1,m+λ2−i)ϖ

, if r = 0;

m−1∑
i=0

qiN4
(λ1−3i,λ2+i)ϖ

+ qm
m+λ2∑
i=0

q2iN3
(1,m+λ2−i)ϖ

, if r = 1;

m∑
i=0

qiN4
(λ1−3i,λ2+i)ϖ

, if r = 2,

(3.1)

where we make the convention that empty sums are set equal to 0.

Proof. Let N̂5
λ be the right-hand side of (3.1). We must show that N̂5

λ = N5
λ for all λ ∈ X+.

We proceed by induction on λ1. The base cases being λ1 ∈ {0, 1, 2}.
A direct and easy computation shows that N̂5

λ = N5
λ for λ = (0, 0)ϖ, (1, 0)ϖ, (2, 0)ϖ. So

that we fix λ2 ≥ 1 and assume that N̂5
λ = N5

λ for all µ = (µ1, µ2)ϖ with µ1 ∈ {0, 1, 2} and
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µ2 < λ2. By definition of the N̂-elements we have

N̂5
λ =


N4

λ − qN̂5
(1,λ2−1)ϖ

if λ1 = 0;

N3
λ + q2N̂5

(1,λ2−1)ϖ
if λ1 = 1;

N4
λ if λ1 = 2.

(3.2)

Now using our inductive hypothesis we have N̂5
(1,λ2−1)ϖ

= N5
(1,λ2−1)ϖ

. Then, using

Proposition 3.3 to write N3
λ and N4

λ in terms of N 5, we see that in the three cases the
right-hand side of (3.2) reduces to N5

λ. This completes the proof of our base cases.

We now fix λ1 ≥ 3 and suppose that N̂5
µ = N5

µ for all µ = (µ1, µ2)ϖ such that µ1 < λ1.
We have

N̂5
λ = N4

λ + qN̂5
(λ1−3,λ2+1)ϖ

= N4
λ + qN5

(λ1−3,λ2+1)ϖ
= N5

λ,

where the first equality comes from the definition of the N̂-elements, the second by our
inductive hypothesis and the third by Proposition 3.3. This finishes our induction and the
proof of the lemma. □

Remark 3.6. The alert reader may have noticed the appearance of N3–elements in the
expansions of Lemma 3.5. Although one might expect only N4–terms, including N3-term
makes the expressions more compact and will be essential in the next section, where we prove
that the canonical basis elements admit an atomic decomposition. If one wishes to express
an N5–element solely in terms of the N 4–basis, it is enough to combine Proposition 3.3
with Lemma 3.5. In particular, such an expansion generally involves negative coefficients.

Lastly, we describe the expansion of N 4 into N 3.

Lemma 3.7. Let λ = (λ1, λ2)ϖ ∈ X+ and write λ2 = 2m + r with m ≥ 0 and r ∈ {0, 1}.
Then, we have

N4
λ =

λ1∑
i=0

qiN3
(λ1−i,λ2)ϖ

+qλ1

m∑
i=1

q4i−2
(
N3

(2,λ2−2i)ϖ
+ qN3

(1,λ2−2i)ϖ
+ q2N3

(0,λ2−2i)ϖ

)
. (3.3)

Proof. Let N̂4
λ be the right-hand side of (3.3). We must show that N̂4

λ = N4
λ for all

λ = (λ1, λ2)ϖ ∈ X+. We proceed by induction on λ2. Let us further assume that λ2 is
even. Our base case is λ2 = 0. Notice that in this case the second row of the expression
of N3

λ in N 4 in Proposition 3.3 is never required. On the other hand, since m = 0 in this

case, the element N̂4
λ reduces to

N̂4
λ =

λ1∑
i=0

qiN3
(λ1−i,λ2)ϖ

.

Therefore, we are essentially in the same situation of Lemma 3.4. Thus, an easy inductive
argument on λ1 shows that N̂4

λ = N4
λ.

We now assume that λ2 ≥ 2 and that the result holds for all even numbers less than λ2.
Let us suppose that λ1 = 0. By the definition of the N̂4-elements, our inductive hypothesis
and Proposition 3.3 we obtain

N̂4
λ = N3

λ + q2N̂4
(2,λ2−2)ϖ

= N3
λ + q2N4

(2,λ2−2)ϖ
= N4

λ,

as we wanted to show.
Similarly, for λ1 > 0 we have

N̂4
λ = N3

λ + qN̂4
(λ1−1,λ2)ϖ

= N3
λ + q2N4

(2,λ2−2)ϖ
= N4

λ.

This completes the proof of N̂4
λ = N4

λ when λ2 is even. The case when λ2 is odd is entirely
analogous and for this reason we omit it. □
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3.3. Atomic Decomposition. In this section we prove that the elements of the canonical
basis Hλ = N6

λ have an atomic decomposition for all λ ∈ X+.

Proof of Theorem A. By Lemmas 3.4, 3.5, and 3.7, it suffices to show thatN5
λ has an atomic

decomposition whenever λ1 ≡ 0 (mod 3). We first treat the case λ1 = 0. If λ2 = 0 then
N5

λ = N4
λ and there is nothing to prove. Thus we assume λ2 ≥ 1. By Lemma 3.5 we have

N5
(0,λ2)ϖ

= N4
(0,λ2)ϖ

−
λ2∑
i=1

q2i−1N3
(1,λ2−i)ϖ

. (3.4)

We now distinguish the parity of λ2. Assume that λ2 = 2m is even. (The odd case is
analogous and omitted.) Using λ2 = 2m, equation (3.4) becomes

N5
(0,λ2)ϖ

= N4
(0,λ2)ϖ

−
m∑
i=1

q4i−1N3
(1,λ2−2i)ϖ

−
m∑
i=1

q4i−3N3
(1,λ2−2i+1)ϖ

. (3.5)

On the other hand, Lemma 3.7 yields

N4
(0,λ2)ϖ

= N3
(0,λ2)ϖ

+

m∑
i=1

q4i−2
(
N3

(2,λ2−2i)ϖ
+ qN3

(1,λ2−2i)ϖ
+ q2N3

(0,λ2−2i)ϖ

)
. (3.6)

Substituting (3.6) into (3.5) and regrouping terms gives

N5
(0,λ2)ϖ

=

m∑
i=0

q4iN3
(0,λ2−2i)ϖ

−
m∑
i=1

q4i−3N2
(1,λ2−2i+1)ϖ

,

where Proposition 3.3 has been used to rewrite some differences of two N3–terms as a
N2–term.

We now apply Lemma 3.4 to rewrite each N3 in terms of N2. After a reordering of the
terms, we obtain

N5
λ =

m∑
i=0

λ2−2i∑
j=0

q4i+jN2
(j,λ2−2i+j)ϖ

−
m∑
i=1

q4i−3N2
(1,λ2−2i+1)ϖ

=

m∑
i=0

q4iN2
(0,λ2,2i)ϖ

+
m∑
i=1

λ2−2i+1∑
j=1

q4i−2N2
(j+1,λ2−2i−j+1)ϖ

.

which is manifestly an atomic decomposition.

We now treat the case λ1 ≥ 3 with λ1 ≡ 0 (mod 3). Suppose inductively that N5
(µ1,µ2)ϖ

has an atomic decomposition for all µ1 < λ1. By Proposition 3.3,

N5
λ = N4

λ + qN5
(λ1−3,λ2+1)ϖ

. (3.7)

The element N4
λ has an atomic decomposition by Lemma 3.4 together with Lemma 3.7,

and the second term in (3.7) does so by the inductive hypothesis. Hence N5
λ has an atomic

decomposition as well, completing the proof. □

4. Second approach

In this section we provide an alternative proof of the atomicity of Kazhdan–Lusztig basis
elements. As already noted, the step-by-step decompositions for the pre-canonical bases are
not necessarily positive in general. We show that a slight modification of the definition of
the pre-canonical bases restores positivity at each layer.

Definition 4.1. Let γi be the unique root of height i for i ∈ [2, 5] and

X5 = {(λ1, λ2)ϖ | λ2 ≥ 1}
X4 = {(λ1, λ2)ϖ | λ1 ≥ 3}
X3 = {(λ1, λ2)ϖ | λ1 ≥ 2}
X2 = {(λ1, λ2)ϖ | λ1 ≥ 2, λ2 ≥ 1}.
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We then define the adjusted pre-canonical bases inductively by setting Ñ6
λ = N6

λ =
Hλ and for k ∈ [2, 5] and λ ∈ X+ we set

Ñk
λ =

{
Ñk+1

λ − qÑk+1
λ−γk

, if λ ∈ Xk;

Ñk+1
λ , otherwise.

Remark 4.2. Note that λ ∈ Xk implies that λ − γk ∈ X+. Thus, the adjusted bases are
well-defined.

For the adapted pre-canonical bases we immediately have

Ñk+1
λ ∈

∑
µ≤λ

N[q]Ñk
µ.

It follows that Hλ = Ñ6
λ is positive when written in terms of {Ñ2

µ | µ ∈ X+}. Thus, in

order to obtain the atomicity of Hλ, we must compute Ñ2
λ.

We now extend the definition of the sets Xi in Definition 4.1 for subsets I of [2, 5].

Definition 4.3. Let I ⊂ [2, 5]. If I = ∅ then we define XI = X+. If I = {i} then we set
XI = Xi. Finally, if |I| > 1 we define

XI = {λ ∈ Xi0 | λ− γi0 ∈ XI\{i0}},
where i0 = min I.

In Table 2 we list the explicit conditions for a weight λ = (λ1, λ2)ϖ to belong to a given
set XI .

|I| I λ− ΓI λ ∈ XI λ− ΓI ∈ X+

0 ∅ (λ1, λ2)ϖ

1

{2} (λ1 + 1, λ2 − 1)ϖ if λ1 > 1 and λ2 > 0 if λ2 > 0

{3} (λ1 − 1, λ2)ϖ if λ1 > 1 if λ1 > 0

{4} (λ1 − 3, λ2 + 1)ϖ if λ1 > 2 if λ1 > 2

{5} (λ1, λ2 − 1)ϖ if λ2 > 0 if λ2 > 0

2

{2, 3} (λ1, λ2 − 1)ϖ if λ1 > 1 and λ2 > 0 if λ2 > 0

{2, 4} (λ1 − 2, λ2)ϖ if λ1 > 1 and λ2 > 0 if λ1 > 1

{2, 5} (λ1 + 1, λ2 − 2)ϖ if λ1 > 1 and λ2 > 1 if λ2 > 1

{3, 4} (λ1 − 4, λ2 + 1)ϖ if λ1 > 3 if λ1 > 3

{3, 5} (λ1 − 1, λ2 − 1)ϖ if λ1 > 1 and λ2 > 0 if λ1 > 0 and λ2 > 0

{4, 5} (λ1 − 3, λ2)ϖ if λ1 > 2 if λ1 > 2

3

{2, 3, 4} (λ1 − 3, λ2)ϖ if λ1 > 2 and λ2 > 0 if λ1 > 2

{2, 3, 5} (λ1, λ2 − 2)ϖ if λ1 > 1 and λ2 > 1 if λ2 > 1

{2, 4, 5} (λ1 − 2, λ2 − 1)ϖ if λ1 > 1 and λ2 > 0 if λ1 > 1 and λ2 > 0

{3, 4, 5} (λ1 − 4, λ2)ϖ if λ1 > 3 if λ1 > 3

4 {2, 3, 4, 5} (λ1 − 3, λ2 − 1)ϖ if λ1 > 2 and λ2 > 0 if λ1 > 2 and λ2 > 0

Table 2. Conditions for λ ∈ XI and for λ− ΓI ∈ X+.

For a dominant weight λ and k ∈ [2, 6] we define

Uk
λ = {I ⊂ [2, 5] | λ ∈ XI and k ≤ min I},

where we make the convention that min ∅ := ∞. Furthermore, for I ⊂ [2, 5] we set ΓI =∑
i∈I γi.
With all these definitions at hand, we are in position to express the elements of the

adjusted pre-canonical bases in terms of the canonical basis.
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Lemma 4.4. Let λ ∈ X+ and k ∈ [2, 6]. Then, we have

Ñk
λ =

∑
I∈Uk

λ

(−q)|I|Hλ−ΓI
. (4.1)

Proof. We proceed by downward induction. The base case k = 6 is clear since U6
λ = {∅}.

Therefore, Ñ6
λ = Hλ as predicted by (4.1). We now fix 2 ≤ k ≤ 5 and assume that (4.1)

holds for k + 1. We have

Ñk
λ =

∑
J⊂{k}
λ∈XJ

(−q)|J |Ñk+1
λ−ΓJ

=
∑

J⊂{k}
λ∈XJ

(−q)|J |
∑

I∈Uk+1
λ−ΓJ

(−q)|I|Hλ−ΓJ−ΓI

=
∑

J⊂{k}
λ∈XJ

∑
I∈Uk+1

λ−ΓJ

(−q)|J |+|I|Hλ−ΓJ∪I

=
∑

K∈Uk
λ

(−q)|K|Hλ−ΓK
,

as we wanted to show. □

Corollary 4.5. Let λ ∈ X+. Then, we have

Ñ2
λ =

∑
I⊂[2,5]
λ∈XI

(−q)|I|Hλ−ΓI
. (4.2)

Proof. This follows from a direct application of Lemma 4.4 with k = 2, once we observe
that U2

λ = {I ⊂ [2, 5] | λ ∈ XI}. □

Proposition 4.6. Let λ = (λ1, λ2)ϖ ∈ X+. Then we have

Ñ2
λ −N2

λ =



0, if λ1 ≥ 3 or λ1 + λ2 < 2;

q2Ñ2
(0,λ2)ϖ

, if λ1 = 2 and λ2 ≥ 0;

q2Ñ2
(1,λ2−1)ϖ

+

λ2∑
k=1

qkN2
(1+k,λ2−k)ϖ

, if λ1 = 1 and λ2 ≥ 1;

q4Ñ2
(0,λ2−2)ϖ

+

λ2∑
k=2

qkN2
(k,λ2−k)ϖ

, if λ1 = 0 and λ2 ≥ 2.

(4.3)

Proof. We first recall that using the notation in this section we have

N2
λ =

∑
I⊂[2,5]

(−q)|I|H̃λ−ΓI
.

Thus Corollary 4.5 yields

Ñ2
λ −N2

λ =
∑

I⊂[2,5]
λ∈XI

(−q)|I|Hλ−ΓI
−

∑
I⊂[2,5]

(−q)|I|H̃λ−ΓI
. (4.4)

We first focus in the first row of (4.3). Let us suppose that λ1 > 3 and λ2 > 1. We look
at Table 2. On the one hand, we have that λ ∈ XI for all I ⊂ [2, 5]. On the other hand, we

have λ − ΓI ∈ X+ for all I ⊂ [2, 5]. Therefore, H̃λ−ΓI
= Hλ−ΓI

. Putting these two facts

together we see that the right-hand side of (4.4) vanishes. We conclude that Ñ2
λ = N2

λ in
this case.
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For the next cases we need the following.

Claim 4.7. For all k, n ∈ Z we have

s1 · (−k − 1, n)ϖ = (−k − 1, n)ϖ + kα1 = (k − 1, n− k)ϖ,

s2 · (n,−k − 1)ϖ = (n,−k − 1)ϖ + kα2 = (n− 3k, k − 1)ϖ.

In particular, the weights (−1, λ2)ϖ and (λ1,−1)ϖ are singular for all λ1, λ2 ∈ Z.

Proof. This follows directly by applying the definitions and using ρ = (1, 1)ϖ. □

We now assume that λ1 = 3 and λ2 > 1. Table 2 implies that λ ∈ XI and λ− ΓI ∈ X+

for all I ⊂ [2, 5] such that I ̸= {3, 4} and I ̸= {3, 4, 5}. By (4.4) we obtain

Ñ2
λ −N2

λ = −q2H̃(−1,λ2+1)ϖ
+ q3H̃(−1,λ2)ϖ

= 0,

where the last equality follows from Claim 4.7.
The case λ1 > 3 and λ2 = 1 is dealt with similarity. Indeed, there are only two sets

that are neglected in (4.2): I = {2, 5} and I = {2, 3, 5}. Furthermore, by Claim 4.7 the

corresponding weights λ− ΓI are singular. This shows Ñ2
λ −N2

λ = 0 in this case.
We now suppose that λ1 > 3 and λ2 = 0. By combining Table 2 and Claim 4.7, and

arguing as in the previous paragraphs, we obtain

Ñ2
(λ1,0)ϖ

−N2
(λ1,0)ϖ

= −q2H̃(λ1−2,0)ϖ
− q2H̃(λ1+1,−2)ϖ

+ q3H̃(λ1−3,0)ϖ
+ q3H̃(λ1,−2)ϖ

= −q2H̃(λ1−2,0)ϖ
+ q2H̃(λ1−2,0)ϖ

+ q3H̃(λ1−3,0)ϖ
− q3H̃(λ1−3,0)ϖ

= 0.

Finally, for λ ∈ {(0, 0)ϖ, (0, 1)ϖ, (1, 0)ϖ, (3, 0)ϖ, (3, 1)ϖ}, a direct computation shows the

equality Ñ2
λ −N2

λ = 0. This completes the proof of the first row of (4.3).

We now move to the second row of (4.3). We assume that λ1 = 2 and λ2 ≥ 1. Our

starting point is (4.4). Using Table 2, we expand Ñ2
(2,λ2)ϖ

− N2
(2,λ2)ϖ

. Next, we apply

Claim 4.7 to discard the H̃–terms indexed by singular weights. Combining these steps, we
obtain

Ñ2
(2,λ2)ϖ

−N2
(2,λ2)ϖ

= −q2H̃(−2,λ2+1)ϖ
+ q3H̃(−2,λ2)ϖ

= q2H(0,λ2)ϖ
− q3H(0,λ2−1)ϖ

= q2Ñ5
(0,λ2)ϖ

= q2Ñ2
(0,λ2)ϖ

.

On the other hand, a direct computations shows that Ñ2
(2,0)ϖ

− N2
(2,0)ϖ

= N2
(2,0)ϖ

. This

finishes the proof of the second row in (4.3).
We now focus on the third row of (4.3). Assume that λ1 = 1 and λ2 ≥ 1. As in the

previous cases, we combine Table 2 and Claim 4.7 to obtain
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Ñ2
(1,λ2)ϖ

−N2
(1,λ2)ϖ

= qH̃(2,λ2−1)ϖ
+�����qH̃(0,λ2)ϖ

+
�������
qH̃(−2,λ2+1)ϖ

−
�������
q2H̃(1,λ2−1)ϖ

−

q2H̃(2,λ2−2)ϖ
−
�������
q2H̃(−3,λ2+1)ϖ

−
�������
q2H̃(0,λ2−1)ϖ

−������
q2H̃(−2,λ2)ϖ

+

q3H̃(−2,λ2)ϖ
+
�������
q3H̃(1,λ2−2)ϖ

+������
q3H̃(−3,λ2)ϖ

− q4H̃(−2,λ2−1)ϖ

= qÑ5
(2,λ2−1)ϖ

− q3Ñ5
(0,λ2−1)ϖ

= qÑ3
(2,λ2−1)ϖ

+ q2Ñ3
(1,λ2−1)ϖ

− q3Ñ3
(0,λ2−1)ϖ

=

λ2−1∑
k=0

qk+1Ñ2
(2+k,λ2−1−k)ϖ

+ q2Ñ2
(1,λ2−1)ϖ

− q3Ñ2
(0,λ2−1)ϖ

= qÑ2
(2,λ2−1)ϖ

+

λ2∑
k=2

qkÑ2
(1+k,λ2−k)ϖ

+ q2Ñ2
(1,λ2−1)ϖ

− q3Ñ2
(0,λ2−1)ϖ

= qN2
(2,λ2−1)ϖ

+

λ2∑
k=2

qkN2
(1+k,λ2−k)ϖ

+ q2Ñ2
(1,λ2−1)ϖ

=

λ2∑
k=1

qkN2
(1+k,λ2−k)ϖ

+ q2Ñ2
(1,λ2−1)ϖ

,

which matches with the equality in (4.3). We stress that to obtain the above equalities we
have also used the definition of the adjusted pre-canonical bases elements and the (already
proven) first and second row of (4.3).

We proceed in a similar fashion for proving the last row in (4.3). Indeed, after using
Table 2 and Claim 4.7 we obtain for λ2 ≥ 2 that

Ñ2
(0,λ2)ϖ

−N2
(0,λ2)ϖ

= q2H(2,λ2−2)ϖ − q3H̃(2,λ2−3)ϖ
− q3H(1,λ2−2)ϖ + q4H̃(1,λ2−3)ϖ

= q2Ñ4
(2,λ2−2)ϖ

− q3Ñ4
(2,λ2−3)ϖ

= q2Ñ3
(2,λ2−2)ϖ

= q4Ñ2
(0,λ2−2)ϖ

+

λ2∑
k=2

qkN2
(k,λ2−k)ϖ

.

as we wanted to show. □

We then obtain the existence of an atomic decomposition for all Hλ with λ ∈ X+ as a
corollary.

Second proof of Theorem A. By definition of the Ñ-elements we have that

Hλ = Ñ6
λ ∈

∑
µ≤λ

N[q]Ñ2
µ.

Therefore, to prove that Hλ has an atomic decomposition it is enough to show that the

elements Ñ2
µ have an atomic decomposition. We demonstrate this by induction on the

dominance order.
If λ = (0, 0)ϖ Proposition 4.6 yields Ñ2

(0,0)ϖ
= N2

(0,0)ϖ
. This is the base of our induc-

tion. We now fix λ > 0 and assume that Ñ2
µ has an atomic decomposition for all µ < λ.

Proposition 4.6 implies that

Ñ2
λ ∈

∑
µ≤λ

N[q]N2
µ +

∑
µ<λ

N[q]Ñ2
µ.

Using our induction hypothesis we get that Ñ2
λ has an atomic decomposition. □
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5. Computing Kostka–Foulkes polynomials

In this section we explain how the atomic decomposition can be used to compute Kostka–
Foulkes polynomials.

We begin by observing that the two approaches developed in the previous sections not
only establish the atomic decomposition for canonical basis elements, but in fact yield
explicit algorithms for computing these decompositions.

We now introduce the standard basis of the spherical Hecke algebra Hsph. Unlike the
canonical or atomic bases, the standard basis is not simply the set {Hθ(λ) | λ ∈ X+}, since
these elements do not lie in Hsph. To obtain the correct definition, one must sum over
the standard basis elements of H that lie in the double coset Wfθ(λ)Wf , weighted by the
length. Explicitly,

Hλ :=
∑

w∈Wfθ(λ)Wf

vℓ(θ(λ))−ℓ(w)Hw.

With this definition, the standard basis of Hsph is precisely {Hλ | λ ∈ X+}.
It is straightforward to verify that

N2
λ = Nλ =

∑
µ≤λ

qht(λ−µ)Hµ.

Moreover, if we expand the canonical basis element as

Hλ =
∑
µ≤λ

Kλ,µ(q)Hµ,

then
Kλ,µ(q) = hθ(µ), θ(λ)(v), with q = v2.

In other words, the polynomials Kλ,µ(q) are precisely the Kostka–Foulkes polynomials.

We now summarize the procedure for computing a Kostka–Foulkes polynomial Kλ,µ(q)
from the atomic decomposition.

(1) Compute the atomic expansion of the canonical basis element:

Hλ =
∑
ν≤λ

aλ,ν(q)Nν .

(2) Determine the set of weights ν appearing in this expansion such that µ ≤ ν.
(3) Finally,

Kλ,µ(q) =
∑
ν

qht(ν−µ) aλ,ν(q),

where the sum runs over all ν satisfying µ ≤ ν in step (2).

We implemented this algorithm in SageMath 10.6, and the corresponding code can be
found at (github.com/bamuniz/AtomicDecompositionG2). To obtain the atomic decompo-
sition we have used the formulas in §3.2. Although the code is largely self-explanatory, we
conclude this section with an example illustrating its usage.

Example 5.1. Let λ = (a, b)ϖ ∈ X+. If we want to compute the atomic decomposition
of Hλ then we use the command atomic(a,b). For instance if λ = (2, 4)ϖ the program
should return

N(2,4)ϖ + qN(3,3)ϖ + qN(1,4)ϖ + q2N(4,2)ϖ + (q2 + q)N(2,3)ϖ + q3N(5,1)ϖ+

q2N(0,4)ϖ + (q3 + q2)N(3,2)ϖ + q4N(6,0)ϖ + (q3 + q2)N(1,3)ϖ + (q4 + q3)N(4,1)ϖ+

(2q4 + q3 + q2)N(2,2)ϖ + (q5 + q4)N(5,0)ϖ + q3N(0,3)ϖ + (2q5 + q4 + q3)N(3,1)ϖ+

H(2,4)ϖ = (q5 + q4 + q3)N(1,2)ϖ + (2q6 + q5 + q4)N(4,0)ϖ + (q6 + 2q5 + q4 + q3)N(2,1)ϖ+

(q6 + q4)N(0,2)ϖ + (q7 + 2q6 + q5 + q4)N(3,0)ϖ + (q7 + q6 + q5 + q4)N(1,1)ϖ+

(2q8 + q7 + 2q6 + q5 + q4)N(2,0)ϖ + (q9 + q8 + q7 + q6 + q5)N(1,0)ϖ+

(q7 + q5)N(0,1)ϖ + (q10 + q8 + q6)N(0,0)ϖ .

https://github.com/bamuniz/AtomicDecompositionG2
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On the other hand, if we want to compute Kλ,µ(q) for λ = (a, b)ϖ and µ = (c, d)ϖ, then
we use the command KF((a,b)(c,d)). For instance, if λ = (6, 9)ϖ and µ = (3, 2)ϖ then
the program should return

q44 + q43 + 2q42 + 3q41 + 5q40 + 6q39 + 9q38 + 10q37 + 14q36+

16q35 + 19q34 + 21q33 + 26q32 + 27q31 + 31q30 + 33q29 + 37q28 + 38q27+
K(6,9)ϖ,(3,2)ϖ =

42q26 + 42q25 + 46q24 + 46q23 + 48q22 + 47q21 + 51q20 + 48q19 + 50q18+

45q17 + 40q16 + 31q15 + 26q14 + 18q13 + 14q12 + 8q11 + 4q10 + q9.
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