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Abstract

Let G be a reductive group over a field k of characteristic # 2, let g = Lie(G), let 6 be an involutive
automorphism of G and let g = €@ p be the associated symmetric space decomposition. For the case
of a ground field of characteristic zero, the action of the isotropy group GY on p is well understood,
since the well-known paper of Kostant and Rallis [I7]. Such a theory in positive characteristic has
proved more difficult to develop. Here we use an approach based on some tools from geometric
invariant theory to establish corresponding results in (good) positive characteristic.

Among other results, we prove that the variety N of nilpotent elements of p has a dense open
orbit, and that the same is true for every fibre of the quotient map p — p//G?. However, we show
that the corresponding statement for G, conjectured by Richardson, is not true. We provide a
new, (mostly) calculation-free proof of the number of irreducible components of A, extending a
result of Sekiguchi for £ = C. Finally, we apply a theorem of Skryabin to describe the infinitesimal
invariants k[p]®.

0 Introduction

Let G be a reductive algebraic group over the algebraically closed field k of characteristic p # 2. Let
f be an involutive automorphism of G and let df : g — g be the corresponding linear involution
of g = Lie(G). There is a direct sum decomposition g = ¢ @ p, where ¢ = {z € g|df(z) = =} and
p={z € gldd(z) = —z}. Let G’ = {g € G|6(g) = g} and let K be the connected component of GY
containing the identity element. K is reductive and normalises p, and ¢ = Lie(K).

The idea of the representation GY — GL(p) as a ‘generalized version’ of the adjoint representation
goes back at least as far as Cartan; but achieved a certain maturity in the well-known work [I7]. There
Kostant and Rallis show that the action of GY on p exhibits similar properties to the adjoint action
of G on g. In the set-up of [I7], g is a complex reductive Lie algebra, G is the adjoint group of g and
6 is an involution of g defined over a real form gr. Many of the arguments in [I7] use compactness
properties and sl(2)-triples. These arguments are not valid in positive characteristic. On the other
hand, Kostant-Rallis’ results are generally assumed to be true over arbitrary (algebraically closed)
fields of characteristic zero.

More recent work by Vust [43] and Richardson [31] considers an analogous ‘symmetric space’
decomposition in a reductive algebraic group G. The object corresponding to p is the closed set
P={g0(g7')|g € G}: G acts on P by the twisted action x * (g0(g~ ")) = 2gf(g~1)0(z7!). If z € K,
this action is just ordinary conjugation. (It was proved by Richardson that the twisted action induces
a G-equivariant isomorphism of varieties o : G/GY — P, where G/G? is the space of left cosets of G
modulo GY.)

This paper will extend the analysis in the first two chapters of [I7] to the case where p is a good
prime. Our exposition proceeds along similar lines to [I7]. The main obstacles to be overcome are
the construction of a df-equivariant trace form on g (Sect. B) and the replacement of the language of
s[(2)-triples with that of associated cocharacters (Sect. B). These adjustments allow us to generalise
all of the relevant parts of [I7]. In addition: in Sect. and Sect. we give a new proof the
number of irreducible components of the variety A of nilpotent elements of p (following Sekiguchi [35]
in characteristic zero); we show in Sect. that a conjecture of Richardson concerning the quotient
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morphism 7 : P — P//K is false; finally, we apply a theorem of Skryabin to describe the ring k[p] i,
where K; is the i-th Frobenius kernel of K.

A torus A in G is 0-split if (a) = o~ for all @ € A. It was proved by Vust that the set of maximal
f-split tori are K-conjugate. Let a be a toral algebra contained in p. If a is maximal such, then by
abuse of terminology we say that a is a mazimal torus of p.

Lemma 0.1. Let a be a mazimal torus of p. Then 34(a) Np = a, and there exists a unique maximal
0-split torus A of G such that Lie(A) = a.

We reintroduce Kostant and Rallis’ definition of a Cartan subspace, and check that it is valid in
positive characteristic. We provide a short proof of the following result from [I7].

Theorem 0.2. Any two Cartan subspaces of p are conjugate by an element of K. The Cartan
subspaces of p are just the maximal tori of p. An element of p is semisimple if and only if it is
contained in a Cartan subspace.

The only assumption required for the above is (A) that p is good for G. We make the further
assumptions from Sect. onwards: (B) the derived subgroup of G is simply-connected, and (C)
there exists a non-degenerate G-equivariant symmetric bilinear form x : g x g — k. The hypotheses
(A),(B), and (C) are sometimes known as the standard hypotheses.

In order to make maximum use of the assumption (C), we would like the form x to be db-
equivariant. This is straightforward in characteristic zero, but requires a more subtle argument if
the characteristic is positive. In order to construct the required , we develop a #-stable version of a
reduction theorem of Gordon and Premet. We then use this reduction theorem to prove our desired
result.

Lemma 0.3. The trace form r in (C) may be chosen to be df-equivariant.
The df-equivariance of k allows us to proceed as in [I7] in Sect. @
Lemma 0.4. Let x € p. Then dim j¢(x) — dimjp(x) = dim€ — dimp.

With Lemma [I4] we can define regularity: an element = € p is regular if dim 34(z) < dim 34(y) for
all y € p.

Lemma 0.5. Let x € p. The following are equivalent:
(i) x is reqular, (ii) dimj4(z) = dim g4, (i) dim 3e(z) = dim €4, (iv) dim,(z) = dim A.

Recall that, for a rational representation p : H — GL(V'), an element v € V' is H-unstable if 0 is
in the closure of p(H)(v).

Lemma 0.6. Let x € p. Then x is K-unstable if and only if x is nilpotent.
It follows fairly quickly that:

Lemma 0.7. Let x € p, and let © = x5 + x,, be the Jordan-Chevalley decomposition of x. The unique
closed (resp. minimal) K-orbit in the closure of Ad K(x) is Ad K(xg).

It is well-known from Mumford’s Geometric Invariant Theory that the closed K-orbits in p are in
one-to-one correspondence with the k-rational points of the quotient p// K = Spec(k[p]®). We have a
Chevalley Restriction Theorem for p//K. The proof follows Richardson’s proof of the corresponding
result for the action of K on P = {g~'0(g)|g € G}.

Theorem 0.8. Let A be a mazimal 0-split torus of G, and let W = Ng(A)/Zg(A). Let a = Lie(A).
Then the natural embedding j : a — p induces an isomorphism of affine varieties j' : a/W — p//K.
Hence k[p]X = k[a)".

If g is a complex reductive Lie algebra with adjoint group G, then by a well-known classical result
k[g] is a polynomial ring in (rk g) indeterminates. Here a straightforward application of Demazure’s
theorem on Weyl group invariants gives the analogous result:



Lemma 0.9. There are v = dim A algebraically independent homogeneous polynomials f1, fo, ..., fr
such that k[a]V = k[f1, f2, ..., fr]. Moreover,

T 1 — pdeg fi

PORACES | [

weW =1
where 1 is the length function on W corresponding to a basis of simple roots in ® 4.

In Sect. B we consider in more detail the set of nilpotent elements of p, denoted N. In general N
is not irreducible (and therefore not normal as 0 is in every irreducible component). However, it is
straightforward to prove (following [I7]):

Theorem 0.10. Let N1, No, ..., Ny, be the irreducible components of N'. The number of K-orbits in
N s finite. Each irreducible component N; is normalized by K, contains a unique open K-orbit, and
is of codimension r =1k A in p (where A is a maximal 0-split torus). An element of N is in the open
K-orbit if and only if it is reqular.

Let K* = {g € G| g '0(g9) € Z(G)}. In [I7] it was proved that the irreducible components of N
are permuted transitively by K*. For the proof, Kostant and Rallis showed that any regular nilpotent
element of p can be embedded as the nilpositive element in a principal normal s[(2)-triple, and that any
two principal normal s[(2)-triples are conjugate by an element of K*. (A principal normal s[(2)-triple
{h,e, f} is one such that e, f € p are regular and h € ¢.) Clearly, this argument cannot be applied if
the characteristic is small. To prove it in our case we replace the language of sl(2)-triples with that of
(Pommerening’s) associated cocharacters. A reinterpretation of Kawanaka’s theorem [T4] on nilpotent
orbits in graded semisimple Lie algebras gives the following:

Corollary 0.11. Let e € N. Then there exists a cocharacter X : k* — K which is associated to e.
Any two such cocharacters are conjugate by an element of Zx (e)°.

The key step in proving that the set of regular nilpotent elements is a single K*-conjugacy class
is the following lemma. For the proof, we reduce by a number of tricks to the case where G is
almost simple, e is semiregular in g, and § = Ad A\(¢p), where X is an associated cocharacter for e and
to = v/—1. It is then fairly straightforward to prove the Lemma case-by-case (see Sect. B4).

Lemma 0.12. Let e € N and let \ : kX — K be associated to e. There exists g € G such that
(Int g) o X is §-split. Equivalently Intn o X\ = —\, where n = g~ 10(g).

As a consequence, we have:

Corollary 0.13. Let A be a mazimal 0-split torus of G and let I1 be a basis for ® 4 = ®(G, A). Then
e is regular in p if and only if X is G-conjugate to the cocharacter w : kX — AN G satisfying
(o,w) =2 for all a € 1.

The above Corollary shows that any regular nilpotent element of p is even (see Rk. BT for details).
It is now a fairly straightforward task to deduce that:

Theorem 0.14. The regular elements N,.q C N are a single K*-orbit. Hence K* permutes the
components of N transitively.

It is easy to give examples such that A is not irreducible. In [35], Sekiguchi classified (over k = C)
the involutions for which A is not irreducible. Our analysis of associated cocharacters, combined
with the classification of involutions (see for example [39]), simplifies the task of extending Sekiguchi’s
results to positive characteristic. We begin with the following observation.

Theorem 0.15. Let e, \ be as above and let C = Zg(\) N Zg(e) (the reductive part of Zg(e), see
[29, Thm. 2.3]). Let Z = Z(G) and P = {g7'0(g)|g € G}. Denote by 7 : G — P the morphism
g— g '0(g), and by T the set of G°-orbits in Nieg-



(a) The map from K* to T given by g — gGY - e is surjective and induces a one-to-one correspon-
dence K*/GYC —T.

(b) The morphism T induces an isomorphism K*/G°C — (Z N A)/7(C). Since Z C C, there is
a surjective map (ZNA)/T7(Z) — (ZNA)/7(C).

(¢) The embedding F* — K* induces a surjective map F*/F(ZNA) —T.

(d) The map F* — ZN A, a — a? induces an isomorphism F*/F(ZNA) — ZNA/(ZNA)2.

Thm. holds for an arbitrary reductive group G. If G is semisimple and simply-connected,
then G = K by a result of Steinberg, hence the G%-orbits in Nreg are in one-to-one correspondence
with the irreducible components of N'. We can use this observation together with Thm. to
describe the number of irreducible components of A/ for any involution of an almost simple group. An
involution 8 of G is of maximal rank if the maximal 8-split torus A is a maximal torus of G. If G is
almost simple and @ is of maximal rank, then (ZN A)/7(C) = Z/Z?%. For example, Thm. implies
immediately that the variety of n X n symmetric nilpotent matrices has two irreducible components
if n is even, and is irreducible if n is odd. (See Sect. and Sect. for further details.)

In Sect. Bl we generalise Kostant-Rallis’ construction of a reductive subalgebra g* C g such that a
is a Cartan subalgebra of g*.

Theorem 0.16. Let w be as in Cor. [L13 and let E € g(2;w) be such that [g*, F] = g(2;w). Let g*
be the Lie subalgebra of g generated by E,dO(E) and a.

(a) a is a Cartan subalgebra of g*. There exists a reductive group G* satisfying the standard
hypotheses (A)-(C), such that Lie(G*) = g*.

(b) There is an involutive automorphism 6* of G* such that d0* = df

g
In [I7], it was proved that each fibre of the quotient morphism 7 : p — p//K has a dense open
(regular) K*-orbit. Let K* act on P by conjugation (this is valid by [31}, 8.2]). In [3I], Richardson

conjectured that there is a dense open K*-orbit on each fibre of the quotient morphism 7p : P —
PJK = PJJK* = A/W4 (see [31], 8.3-4]).

Theorem 0.17. (a) There is a dense open K*-orbit in each fibre of m.
(b) The corresponding statement for wp is false.

We draw some further conclusions from Thm. Let & =g*N¢g, p* = g*Np. By Thm. and
the Chevalley Restriction Theorem, k[p]® = k[a]"4 = k[g*]¢".

Lemma 0.18. If two elements of g* are G*-conjugate, then they are G-conjugate.
This allows us to establish the following equivalence:

Lemma 0.19. Let x € p*. The following are equivalent: (i) x is a regular element of p, (ii) x is a
reqular element of g*, (iit) 3e-(x) =0, (iv) dimzp+(x) = r = dima.

Let e € p* be a regular nilpotent element. By Cor. (LTl there exists a cocharacter A : kX — (G*)?"
which is associated to e. Hence we can choose a A-graded subspace v of p* such that [e,g*] & v = g*.
Then we also have [e, €] @ v = p. It is known ([42, B0]) that every element of e + v is regular in g*,
that the embedding e + v < g* induces an isomorphism e + v — g*/G*, and that each regular orbit
in g* intersects e + v in precisely one point.

Lemma 0.20. Let j be the composite of the isomorphisms k[p] — k[a]V — k[g*]®" and let f €
k[p)X,g € k[g*]¢". Then j(f) = g if and only if flero = Glesv. Hence the embedding e + b — p
induces an isomorphism e+v — p// K, and each reqular K*-orbit in p intersects e + v in exactly one
point.

In particular we have:

Corollary 0.21. Let k[p]® = k[uy,us, ... ,u,]. The differentials (du;), are linearly independent for
any regular x € p.



The above observation allows us to apply Skryabin’s theorem on infinitesimal invariants to show
that:

Theorem 0.22. Let k[p]®?") denote the ring of all p'-th powers of elements of k[p] and let K; denote
the i-th Frobenius kernel of K. A

(a) k[p]" = k[p]®) [uy, ug, . .., u,], and is free of rank p over k[p]®").

(b) k[p)%i is a locally complete intersection.

Notation. The connected component of an algebraic group G (containing the identity element)
will be denoted G°. If # is an automorphism of G, then we denote by GY the isotropy subgroup
{9 € G|6(g9) = g}. We use similar notation for the fixed points of an algebra or Lie algebra with
respect to an automorphism or group of automorphisms. If z € G, then Zg(x) (resp. g¢%) will
denote the centralizer of x in G (resp. in g). Similar notation will be used, where appropriate, for
the centralizers in K, ¢ p, etc. We write x = zsz,, (resp. & = x5 + z,,) for the Jordan-Chevalley
decomposition of x € G (resp. x € g), where x4 is the semisimple part and x, is the unipotent part
(resp. m, is the nilpotent part) of z. Throughout the paper we write g - = (resp. g - \) for Adg(x)
(resp. Adgo \), where g € G and = € g (resp. A is a cocharacter in G).
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1 Preliminaries

Let G be a reductive algebraic group over the algebraically closed field k of characteristic not equal
to 2. We assume throughout that char k = p is good for G. (Let A be a basis for the root system @
of G, let & be the longest element of ® relative to A, and let & = ZﬁeA mgB. Then p is good for
G if and only if p > mg for all 5 € A.) Let § : G — G be an involutive automorphism and let K
denote the connected component of the isotropy subgroup G?. Let g = Lie(G). Then g = £¢® p, where
t={zecg|ldi(z) =2z}, p={x €g|di(xr) =—z}. Clearly [¢,€] C ¢ [t p] C p, and [p,p] C £. Hence
we have a Z/2Z-grading of g. By M1l 8.1], K is reductive. Moreover, Lie(K) = ¢ by [ §9.1]. The
following result is due to Steinberg HEIl 7.5]:

- There exists a Borel subgroup B of G and a mazimal torus T' contained in B such that 6(B) =
B, o(T)="T.

Following Springer [39] we call such a pair (B,T) a fundamental pair. Let (B,T) be a fundamental
pair and let A be the basis of the root system ® = ®(G,T) corresponding to B. Let {hq,ep : a €
A, B € ®} be a Chevalley basis for g = Lie(G()). There exist constants {c¢(a) € kX : & € ®} and an
automorphism 7 of ® with v(A) = A such that df(e,) = c(a)e,(q) for each a € ®. Tt is easy to see
that:

- c(a)el(y(a) = 1,

- If y(«) # a, then either v(a) and a are orthogonal, or they generate a root system of type As,

-cla)e(—a) =1,

- 0(ha) = hy(a) for all a € A.

If G is semisimple, then the data v and {c(a),a € A} fully determine df. In the general reductive
case, we need a little more preparation.

Recall that g is a restricted Lie algebra. Thus there is a canonical p-operation on g, denoted
z — zlPl. If G is a closed subgroup of some GL(V), then g is a subalgebra of gl{(V) and the p-
operation is just the restriction to g of the p-th power map of matrices. An element ¢ € g is a toral
element if tP) = ¢. A subalgebra of g is a toral algebra if it is commutative and has a basis of toral
elements. If T' is a torus in G then Lie(T) is a toral algebra in g. For a toral algebra s C g, we denote
by %" the set of all toral elements in s: s'°" is a vector space over the prime subfield F, of k, and
5 =5 Qp, k.



Lemma 1.1. Let 0 be an automorphism of G of order m, ptm, let T be a 0-stable torus in G and let
t = Lie(T), ¢ = Lie(T N GW). There exists a -stable toral algebra s such that t = ¥ ® s, and hence
g=9g Ds (vector space direct sum).

If m|(p — 1), then we can choose a toral basis for s consisting of eigenvectors for df.

Proof. As df is a restricted Lie algebra automorphism, the sets t*" and (t)!" are df-stable. Therefore
by Maschke’s Theorem there is a df-stable F,-vector space 5" such that t'" = ()" & s'". Let s be
the toral algebra generated by s'°". Then t =t @ s.

To prove the second assertion, we consider the action of df on s°". As @ has order m, the minimal
polynomial m(t) of df|sor divides (™ — 1). But if m divides (p — 1) then there is a primitive m-th
root of unity in F,,, hence m(t) splits over I, as a product of distinct linear factors. In other words
df)|4or is diagonalizable. Choose a basis for 5" consisting of eigenvectors for df. This completes the
proof. O

Let us return now to the case where 6 is an involution. It may be illustrative at this point to give
explicit bases for £ and p.

(o, a; € A y(oy) = ay,
hay; + Iy(ay) a; € A y(oy) # ay,
For & ¢ eq aed y(o )—aandc( ) =1,
ea te(a)ey ) a€ @, y(a)#
L t; 1<i<l.
([ ha; — Poy(ay) a; € A y(ay) # ay,
For p: €a a € P, v(a) =« and c¢(a) = —1,
Ca — c(a)e’y(a) a€ ®,y(a) #
L 1<j<h

The elements t;,t) are toral elements spanning the toral algebra s of Lemma [Tl With this
description we can prove the following useful lemma:

Lemma 1.2. The following are equivalent:
(i) p is a toral algebra contained in 3(g),
(i) There are no non-central semisimple elements in p,
(iii) There are no non-zero nilpotent elements in p,
(v) 0| qa)y is trivial.

Proof. Clearly (i) = (ii) and (i) = (iii). Suppose (iv) holds. Then, by the above remarks p is a toral
algebra contained in t. Let t € p and let a € ®, hence e, € g’ C €. Then [t,e,] = da(t)e, € p =
da(t) = 0. Thus t € 3(g), and (i) holds.

To complete the proof we will show that (ii)=(iv) and (iii)=-(iv). Keep the notation from above,
and suppose that 6|, is non-trivial. We will show that (ii) cannot hold. Assume first of all that
6| is inner. There is some o € A such that e, € p. Moreover e_, € p also, since c(a)c(—a) = 1.
Hence s = e, + e_4 is a semisimple element of p. But s is not in h and therefore s ¢ 3 (see [18 2.3)).
Assume therefore that + is non-trivial. Then a # v(«) for some a € A. Hence h = hy — hyq) € p.
If (ii) holds then h € 3, hence chark = 3 and «,y(«) generate a subsystem of ® of type Ay. Thus
[ear ey(a)] = Neaqq(a) € P, N # 0. Therefore e, (4 € p, and by the same argument e_ (41 (a)) € p-
Let s = €q4y(a) T €—(at~(a))- Then s is a semisimple element of p not in 3(g).

We have shown that (ii) = (iv). It remains to prove that if 6|, is non-trivial then there is
a non-zero nilpotent element of p. If 7 is non-trivial, then we choose o with y(a) # a and set
n = eq —di(en) = eq — c(@)ey(q). If 0|ga) is inner, then we can choose a € ® with e, € p. This
completes the proof. O

We will require the following observation of Steinberg:



Lemma 1.3. Let G be a semisimple group and let 0 be an automorphism of G. Let 7 : Gg. — G be the
universal covering of G. Then there exists a unique automorphism Os. of Gs. such that the following
diagram is commutative:

If 0 is an involution, then so is Os..

Proof. The first statement follows from [41), 9.16]. But now by uniqueness, if 6 is of order 2 then so is
Osc- O

Finally, we make the following observation for later reference.

Lemma 1.4. Let G = GL(n,k),g = Lie(G),g’ = Lie(GWM). We denote by AutG (resp. Autg) the
(abstract) group of algebraic automorphisms of G (resp. restricted Lie algebra automorphisms of g).

(i) Aut G contains Int G, the inner automorphisms, as a normal subgroup of index 2. For n > 3
(resp. n=2) let ¢ : G — G be the involution given by g — 'g~' (resp. g+ g/(detg)) and let C be
the subgroup of Aut G generated by ¢. Then Aut G is the semidirect product of Int G by C' (resp. the
direct product of Int G and C).

(ii) The natural map Aut G — Aut(GW) is bijective if n > 3, and surjective with kernel C for
n=2.

(iii) For any 0 € Aut G, the differential df is a restricted Lie algebra automorphism of G. The
map d : Aut G —s Aut g is injective and d : Aut G — Aut g’ is bijective for all n and p.

(i) If ptn then Autg = Autg’ xF 5. If p|n then Autg = Autg’ x B, where B is the cyclic group
of order p generated by the automorphism x — x + (trx)I and I is the identity matriz.

(v) If 2 # p|n then for any involution n of the restricted Lie algebra g’ there is a unique involutive
automorphism 0 of G (resp. 1 of g) such that df|y = n (resp. |y =n).

Proof. If n = 2, then all automorphisms of G() are inner. Otherwise, Aut G(!) is generated by
Int GO together with the outer automorphism g — g~ (|4, §14.9]). Hence the restriction map
Aut G — Aut GO is surjective for any n. Suppose # € Aut G is such that 6(g) = g Vg € G, Then
0 is trivial unless 0(z) = 2! for all 2 € Z(G). This possibility clearly only occurs if n = 2 and
0: g+ g/(det g). Hence we have proved (i) and (ii).

The automorphism group of the abstract Lie algebra g’ is given in [I0]. We can see easily from
the tables in [T0] that d : Aut G — Aut g’ is bijective (and that any automorphism of the abstract
Lie algebra g’ is a restricted Lie algebra automorphism) unless n = p = 2. We deal with this case as
follows: Let {h,e, f} be the standard basis for g’. Then h is the identity matrix, and in fact is the only
non-zero toral element of g’. Hence any 6 € Aut g’ satisfies 6(h) = h. Suppose 6(e) = x. Then, since
any two non-zero nilpotent elements of g’ are conjugate, there exists g € G such that Ad gle) = x.
But there is a unique nilpotent element y € g’ such that [z,y] = h. Hence Adg(f) =y = 0(f). It
follows that @ = Adg. Thus differentiation d : Aut G(Y) —s Autg’ is surjective. Injectivity follows
from the fact that ker Ad = Z(G).

We have shown that d : Aut G(Y) — Aut g’ is bijective for all n and p. Therefore d : Aut G —
Aut g is injective for all n > 3. Injectivity for n = 2 will follow from (iv), since d¢ : z +— x — (trz)I.
Suppose first of all that p ¥ n. Then g = 3(g) ® g’, hence Autg = Autg’ x Autj. The toral algebra
3 is generated by the identity matrix. Hence Autj consists of the maps A\ — mAl with m € IF‘;.
Thus Autg = Autg’ x F)f. Assume therefore that p|n. As AutG — Aut GW is surjective and

Aut G = Autg/, any automorphism of g’ can be extended to an automorphism of g. Therefore
Autg — Autg’ is surjective. Let ¢ € Autg be such that ¢(z) = x Vz € ¢g'. Let e;; be the matrix



with 1 in the (7, j)-th position and 0 elsewhere. By considering the values da(df(e11)) for o € ®, we
see that df(e11) = e11 + Al for some A € k. Moreover e[ﬂ} = e11, hence A € F),. It follows that 6 must
be of the form 6 : z — x + A(trz)I for some A € F,. Moreover 6, is a valid automorphism of g for
each \ € [F,. The description of Aut g follows.

To prove (v), suppose 2 # p|n. Then AutG — Autg’ is bijective, hence for each involution 7
of ¢’ there is a unique automorphism 6 of G, necessarily involutive, such that df|y = n. Moreover,
Autg = Autg’ x B, where B is a cyclic group of order p. Hence there is a unique element ) € Autg
of order 2 such that 1|y = 7. O

2 Cartan Subspaces

2.1 Maximal Toral Algebras

In [I7], Kostant and Rallis defined Cartan subspaces of p and showed that any two Cartan subspaces
are K-conjugate. In this section we will show that this extends to positive characteristic. We follow
[I7], although Lemma Z9 and Cor. are new.

We begin with two easy lemmas.

Lemma 2.1. Let x € g, and denote the Jordan-Chevalley decomposition of x by x5+ x,. Then x € £
(resp. p) if and only if x5, x, € € (resp. p).

Proof. Any automorphism of g maps semisimple (resp. nilpotent) elements to semisimple (resp. nilpo-
tent) elements. Thus 0(x) = 6(xs)+0(x;,) is the Jordan-Chevalley decomposition of f(x) for any x € g.
Hence 6(x) = Az if and only if 0(x,) = Axg, 0(xy,) = Azy,. O

The following lemma is in [31]. For completeness, we reproduce a proof here.

Lemma 2.2. Let T be a 0-stable torus of G. Let Ty = (TNK)° and T_ = {t € T|0(t) =t~'}°. Then
T =Ty -T_ and the intersection is finite. Let t = Lie(T"). Then tN¢ = Lie(T}) and tNp = Lie(1_).

Proof. Clearly Ty and 7_ are subtori of 7. We consider the surjective morphism p; : 7' — T},
t — tf(t). Evidently T is the connected component of ker p containing the identity element. Hence
dim7T_ +dim T} = dim7T. Moreover Ty NT_ is clearly finite. Thus T - T_ = T. Clearly Lie(T}) C ¢
and Lie(T_) C p. Therefore t D Lie(T}) @ Lie(T-). By equality of dimensions t = Lie(7}) @ Lie(7-),
from which the second part of the lemma follows immediately. O

We call a toral algebra a a maximal torus of p if it is maximal in the collection of toral algebras
contained in p.

Lemma 2.3. Let a be a mazximal torus of p. Then 3p(a) = a.

Proof. Let L = Zg(a). Then L is a 6-stable Levi subgroup of G, hence p is good for G. Moreover
[ = Lie(L) = 34(a) = 3e(a) @ 3p(a) by [4 §9.1]. Since a is maximal all semisimple elements of [N p are
in a. Applying Lemma [C2 we see that 3,(a) is a toral algebra. Thus 3,(a) = a. O

A torus A in G is 0-split or O-anisotropic if 0(a) = a~! for all a € A.

Lemma 2.4. Let a be a maximal torus of p. Then there is a unique maximal 0-split torus A of G
such that a = Lie(A).

Proof. Let L = Zg(a) and let [ = Lie(L) = 34(a). Since [Np = a C 3(I), 0|, is trivial by Lemma [
Let S be any maximal torus of L: then S = (SN LW) . Z(L)°. Hence A = S_ c Z(L). Moreover,
a C 3(I) C Lie(S) by [I8, 2.3]. It follows that Lie(A) = a. It remains to prove uniqueness. But
A C Z(L), hence A is the unique maximal 6-split torus of L. O



2.2 Summary of Results On Maximal #-split Tori

The main idea of [I7] is that the pair (GY p) (with GY acting on p via the adjoint representation)
can be thought of as a generalised version of the pair (G,g). In the new setting the role of Cartan
subalgebra of g is taken by the maximal toral algebra a of p. By Lemma B4 there exists a maximal
0-split torus A of G such that Lie(A) = a. Hence it is useful to recall some results of Vust, Richardson,
and Springer concerning maximal #-split tori.

By Vust we have ([43], §1]):

- Any two mazimal 0-split tori of G are conjugate by an element of K.

It follows immediately from Lemma Pl that any two maximal tori in p are conjugate by an element
of K (this also follows from Thm. EZTTlbelow). Let F be the finite group of all a € A satisfying a? = e,
the identity element of G. It is easy to see that F C G?, hence that F normalizes K. Moreover:

-G’ =F-K ([43, §1)).

If G is not adjoint, we are in fact more interested in the group K* = {g € G |9 '0(g) € Z(G)}
introduced by Richardson in [BI]. Let 7 : G — G/Z(G) = G be the projection onto the adjoint
quotient G, and let § be the unique involutive automorphism of G making the following diagram
commutative:

G

Then K* = 71_1(@6). We have (see [31], 8.1]):

- F* normalizes K and K* = F* - K.

Let ®4 = ®(G, A), the roots of G relative to A, let S be a maximal torus of G containing A, let
dg = P(G, S) and let Wg =W (G, S). By B1l, 2.6(iv)] S is f-stable. Denote by 6* the automorphism
of &g induced by 0. A parabolic subgroup P of G is 8-split if P N@(P) is a Levi subgroup of P (and
therefore also of 8(P)). By Vust 43| §1]:

- Let P D A be a 0-split parabolic subgroup of G. Then P is a minimal 0-split parabolic if and only
if PNO(P) = Za(A). Any two minimal 0-split parabolic subgroups of G are conjugate by an element
of K.

Fix a minimal #-split parabolic subgroup P of G containing S and let B be a Borel subgroup of G
such that S C B C P. Let Ag be the corresponding basis of simple roots in ®g. For a subset I of Ag,
denote by ®; the subsystem of ®g generated by {« : a € I}, by Wy the subgroup of Wy generated
by {sq : @ € I}, and by wr the longest element of Wy relative to this Coxeter basis. By [39, 1.3-4]
(established in [38]) we have:

Lemma 2.5. There is a subset I of Ag and a graph automorphism 1 of ®g such that:

(i) v(As) = Ag and (1) = I,

(ii) 0" (o) = —wr(YP()) = —(wr(a)) for all o € Dg,

(iii) 0* (o) = « for any o € Pj.

The mazimal 0-split torus A’ = AN GY of GN) can be characterised as follows: A" = {s €
SNGY als) =1,8(s) =¢(B)(s) :a € I,8 € Ag\ I}°.

It follows that IT = {«a|s : a € Ag\ I} is a basis for ®4. Note that for o, 5 € Ag\ I, aja = B|a
if and only if 5 € {a,9¥(a)}. (We will use A or Ar to denote a basis of roots relative to a maximal
torus 7" of G, and II to denote a basis of simple roots in ® 4, where A is a maximal #-split torus of G.)

The ‘baby Weyl group’ W4 = Ng(A)/Za(A) was described by Richardson [B11, §4]:

- Let Wi = {w € Wg|w(A) = A}, Wo = {w € Wi |w|a = 1|a}. Then the restriction w — w|a
induces an isomorphism Wy /Wy — Wy.



Let T' be the group of automorphisms of S generated by W and 6, let X(S) be the group of
characters of S and let E' = X (5)®zR. There exists a ['-equivariant inner product (.,.) : Ex E — R.
Let E_ be the (—1) eigenspace for #: E_ identifies naturally with X (A) ®z R. Hence (.,.) restricts to
a W-equivariant inner product on E_. Let Y (S) be the group of cocharacters in S. The dual space
E* to E identifies naturally with Y(S) ®z R, and the (—1) eigenspace E* identifies with Y (A) @z R.
Hence the inner product (.,.) induces a I'-equivariant isomorphism E — E* | which restricts to a
W s-equiviarant isomorphism E_ — E*. Let (.,.) : X(A) x Y(A) — Z be the natural pairing. For
B € ®4, denote by sg the reflection in the hyperplane orthogonal to 8. If o, 8 € ® 4, then by abuse of
notation we write («, 3) for 2(«, 8)/(8, B): hence sg(a) = a — (a, ).

- The set ®4 is a (non-reduced) root system in X (A) with Cartan integers (o, 3) € Z. The Weyl
group Wy is generated by the reflections {so : o € P4}, hence by the set {s, : a € I1}. Each element
of W4 has a representative in K. Thus Wa = Nk (A)/Zk(A) (|31, §4]).

Note that it follows from Lemma B4 that Ng(A) = Ng(a) and Zg(A) = Zg(a). Let ®% be the
set of & € ®4 such that «/m € &4 = m = £1. It follows from the above that ®% is a reduced root
system. Finally, we observe using the classification of involutions (see Springer, [39)]):

Lemma 2.6. If p is good for G, then it is also good for ®4. If a € ® 4, then 3a ¢ ® 4.

2.3 Cartan subspaces

Let h be a nilpotent subalgebra of g. We recall (Fitting’s Lemma, see [I3, II.4]) that there is a
decomposition g = g°(h) @ g'(h) and a Zariski open subset U of b such that (adu) is nilpotent on
g°(h) and is non-singular on g'(h) for all u € U.

The following lemma appears in [I7]. We include the proof (which is identical to Kostant-Rallis’)
for the readers’ convenience.

Lemma 2.7. Let by be a nilpotent subalgebra of g contained in p. Then

g'(h) = (g"(h) Ne) @ (g"(h) Np) for i=0,1.

Proof. Let y € U C b, where U is the subset of h defined above. Since (ady) is nilpotent (resp.
non-singular) on g 9(p) (resp. g (h)) then the same is true of (ady)?. But (ad y)? also stabilises € and
p. Hence g'(k(ady)?) = g'(k(ad y)?) Nt D g'(k(ady)?) Np for i = 0, 1. O

Following [T7], we define a Cartan subspace of p to be a nilpotent algebra h C p such that g%(h)Np =
b.
Lemma 2.8. Let a be a mazimal torus of p. Then a is a Cartan subspace.

Proof. As a is a toral algebra, g is a completely reducible (ad a)-module. Thus g%(a) = 34(a). By
Lemma 23, 3(a) = a. Hence by Lemma E7, ¢%(a) Np = a. O

Let € p. Then kx is a nilpotent subalgebra of g. We write g’(z) for gi(kz). Let ¢ =
min{dim(g°(x) Np)}, and let Q = {x € p| dim(g°(z) Np) = ¢}. It is easy to see that dim(g’(z) N p)
is the degree of the first non-zero term in the characteristic polynomial of (adx)?|,. Hence Q is a
non-empty open subset of p. The following result follows immediately from the proof of [I7, Lemma
3], although it is not explicitly stated there. The proof is similar to Richardson’s proof of [31 3.3].

Lemma 2.9. Let x € p. Then the map 7 : K x (g°(x) Np) — p given by (k,y) — Adk(y) is a
separable morphism.

Proof. We consider the differential of 7 at (e,z), where e is the identity element of G. Identify
the tangent spaces Ty (g°(z) N p) and Ty (p) with (g°(z) Np) and p respectively. Hence dm. . :
£ (g%x) Np) — p, (U,V) = [U,z] + V. Therefore dm. (¢ @ (g°(x) Np)) = [z, € + (g°x) Np).
By the properties of the Fitting decomposition, (ad ) is non-singular on g'(z), hence (ad x)? is non-
singular on (g!(x) Np). Thus [z,€ D [z, [x,p]] 2 [z,[z,(g'(x) Np)]] = (g'(x) Np). It follows that
dT(e,r) is surjective. By [, AG. 17.3] 7 is separable. ]
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Corollary 2.10. Let by be a Cartan subspace of p. The map 7 : K X — p given by (g, h) — Adg(h)
1s separable, and K -§ contains a dense open subset of p.

We can now prove the main theorem of this section. Our proof is somewhat shorter than the proof
given in [I7].

Theorem 2.11. Any two Cartan subspaces of p are K-conjugate. The Cartan subspaces are just the
maximal tori of p. An element x € p is semisimple if and only if it is contained in a Cartan subspace

of p.

Proof. Let h be a Cartan subspace. Let U be the open subset of elements h € h such that g*(h) = g*(b)
for i =0,1. By Cor. ZI0, K - U contains a dense open subset of p. Hence (K - U) N Q is non-empty.
But Q is K-stable, hence UNQ is non-empty. Let u € UNQ. Then g°(u)Np = b. Therefore dimbh = q.
On the other hand, if u € h N Q, then g°(u) Np D b, hence g°(u) Np = h. It follows that U = Q N b.
Let b’ be any other Cartan subspace. Then K - (Q Nh) and K - (Q N'h’) contain non-empty open
subsets of p, hence their intersection is non-empty. Therefore (K -(QNbh))Nh is non-empty. It follows
that g - h = b’ for some g € K. The remaining statements of the theorem follow at once. ]

3 A 0O-stable reduction

We assume from this point on that G has the following three properties:

(A) pis good for G.

(B) The derived subgroup GV is simply-connected.

(C) There exists a symmetric G-invariant non-degenerate bilinear form B : g x g — k.

In this section we will prove a #-stable analogue of a result of Gordon and Premet (|8, 6.2]). An
important corollary is that the trace form in (C) may be chosen so that it is invariant with respect to
6.

Let G; (1 < i < 1) be the minimal normal subgroups of G(!) and let g; = Lie(G;). As G is
simply-connected, G = G x Ga x ... x Grand g = g1 D go ® ... D g;. We introduce new groups
G;, defined as follows:

= { GL(V;) if G; is isomorphic to SL(V;) and p|dim V;,
G; = .
G; otherwise.

Let G = Gy x Go x ... x Gy, ;i = Lie(G;),§ = Lie(G). Identify G; with the derived subgroup of
G;, hence consider G as a subgroup of both G and G.

Let (T',B') be a fundamental pair for 0|5q) (see Sect. M) and let T' (resp. T) be the unique
maximal torus of G (resp. G) containing T”. Let b’ = Lie(T"),h = Lie(T),b = Lie(T), h; = h N g;,
hi=bhnNg.

Theorem 3.1. There exists a torus Ty, an tnvolution 6 of G =G x Ty, and an injective restricted
Lie algebra homomorphism v : g — § = Lie(é) such that:
(i) Y(gi) C @i for all i € {1,2,...,1} and ¥(y’) C b.

(i1) 0oy = 0|qay, and the following diagram is commutative:

do

©
©

[(=$Y
[(=P%

(iii) There exists a toral algebra t, such that § = ¥ (g) ® t; (Lie algebra direct sum) and dO(t) =
tVtet. o ]
() 6(G;) = G implies 0(G;) = Gj.
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Proof. The existence of a torus Ty, an injective restricted Lie algebra homomorphism n : g — g =
Lie(G' x Ty) = § @ to, and a toral algebra s; such that § = 1(g) ®s; was proved by Premet [28, Lemma
4.1] and Gordon-Premet [8, 6.2]. Identify each g; with its image 7(g;) C g;. Define an automorphism
¢ of the restricted Lie algebra g by ¢(n(z)) = n(df(z)) for x € g, ¢(s) = s for s € s; and linear
extension to all of g.

The main idea of our proof is to find ¢-stable restricted subalgebras g;, 59, and g; & g; of g with
0 C9; = gi,50 =toand g =) 7; © 0.

Step 1. The toral algebra s .

Let 3 = 3(8),3 = 3(9) and 3; = 3(gi). Clearly j = 3@ to = n(3) ©s1 and j = Y 3; = 3(¢’). Hence
3 C 3 are ¢-stable toral algebras. The restriction of ¢ to 3'°" has order 1 or 2. Therefore by Maschke’s
theorem there is a ¢-stable Fj-vector space s such that 3! = 3'" @ sl

Let 5o be the toral algebra in § generated by sf’". Using the same argument as in the proof of
Lemma [Tl we can choose a toral basis for sy consisting of eigenvectors for ¢. This basis can be
used to construct an isomorphism of toral algebras fy : s9 — ty and an involutive automorphism
Oy : To —> Tj such that the following diagram commutes:

. Jo "
o) dbty
o Jo &

Step 2. The subalgebra g;, for f-stable G;

If G; = G, there is nothing to prove. So assume G; = GL(V;) and p |dim V;. Let A; be the subset
of A correfponding :co G;. We define m; = Z#i gj and n; = 35(m;) N h. Clearly Z#i 3]-_@ 50 Cn; =
> i35 P hi @ so C b are ¢-stable toral algebras. Hence there is a ¢-stable toral algebra b, containing
h; such that n; = BZ S5, Zj;éi 3; Dso-

By [18, 4.2], the maps da|5_ with o € A; are linearly independent. It follows that b, and g;
together generate a restricted Lie algebra isomorphic to g;. Let f; : g, —> g; be an isomorphism such
that fi(x) = x for all x € g;. Then by Lemma [l there exists a unique involutive automorphism

0; : G; — G; such that the following diagram commutes:

Step 3. The subalgebras g;,§; when 0(G;) = Gj.

Once again we may assume that G; = GL(V;) and p|dimV;. We set §; = g;,9; = #(g:;). We
have only to show that g =9, ®g; © Zk#J gr @ so. Let A;,; Aj be the subsets of A corresponding
respectively to Gy, G and let n(; ;) = {h € 6|da(h) = 0Va € A\ (A;UAj)}. Clearly ng ;) =
h; Db, @Zk#’ ; 3k DS0. The automorphism of ® induced by 6 sends A; onto A;. Hence the differentials
da|5i sdo(B;) for « € A; U Aj are linearly independent. It follows by dimensional considerations that
62. P d@(ﬁi) ) Zk;ﬁi,j 3k DSy = N 5)- Therefore g; & d@(ﬂi) & Zk;éi’j gr D S0 = 9.

It is now easy to see that there are isomorphisms f; : g; — g, 7 : G; — Gj and 0, ;) : Gi X G
such that f;(z) = « Vo € g; and the following diagram is commutative:
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_ o odd f)
589 ——2 3D g,

¢ i j)
_ v (Idfy) L T
5,00 — 50
where 0; ; G; x G‘j — G; x éj is given by (gi,9;) — (T‘l(gj),v'(gi)).
Wenow let f:> 9, ®s0=0—>.8; Dty =gand 0 : G x Ty — G x Ty be the maps obtained in
the obvious way from the f; and the 6;, 6; ;) respectively. Then the following diagram is commutative:

(=P}
>

Let v = fon:g — gand let t; = f(s1). Then v, g;,Tp, t; satisfy the requirements of the
theorem. n

Corollary 3.2. Let G satisfy the standard hypotheses (A),(B),(C). Suppose that char k # 2 and that
0 is an involutive automorphism of G. Then the trace form in (C) may be chosen to be 0-equivariant.

Proof. To prove the corollary we construct a é—equivariant trace form on g which restricts to a non-
degenerate form on g. Recall that g = g® to = ¢¥(g) ® t;. Identify g with its image (g). Let
G; be a minimal normal subgroup of G. As is well-known (see for example [0}, 1.5]) there exists a
non-degenerate trace form k; : g; X g; — k associated to a rational representation of (NJZ Moreover,
as g; is an indecomposable C:’Z'—module, k; is unique up to multiplication by a non-zero scalar. We will
prove that x; is invariant under any automorphism of G;.

By Lemmal[4lit suffices to prove this for a set of graph automorphisms ~ generating Aut G; / Int G;.
Let v be such an automorphism and define a new trace form x; : (z,y) — ri(dy(x),dy(y)). Then ]
is a scalar multiple of ;. Hence it will suffice to find (z,y) € §; X §; such that x;(z,y) = &] (z,y) # 0.
Assume first of all that G; is not of type A (therefore G, = G;). Let (B;,T;) be a fundamental pair for
v and let A; be the basis of the roots ®; = ®(G;, T;) corresponding to B;. Let {hq,, eq|a; € Aj, a0 € D;}
be a Chevalley basis for g;.

We observe first of all that there exists @ € A; such that v(a) = a. For type D,, we choose
a = ap_2, and for type Eg we choose o = ag (we use Bourbaki’s numbering conventions [5]). We
have dvy(eq) = ceq and dy(e_) = de_o. But [eq,e_q] = hq, hence e/ = 1. Therefore k] (eq,e_q) =
Ki(€ay€—q). K; is non-degenerate and Tj-invariant. Thus k;(eq, e—o) # 0.

Assume now that G; is of type A. In this case G; is isomorphic to SL(V;) and it will be sufficient to

prove k] = k; for v : g — ‘g7, Recall that the ordinary trace form k;(z,y) = tr(zy) is non-degenerate

on g;. Hence ] (z,y) = ri(—'z, ~'y) = tr(‘z'y) = tr(*(y2)) = tr(yz) = tr(zy) = ri(z, y).
To construct the form & we proceed as follows. For df-stable g; we choose a trace form «; as above.

For each pair g;,g; with df(g;) = g; we let x; be a non-degenerate trace form on g;, and define x; on
g; by rj(z,y) = ri(df(x),d0(y)).

Let 3 =3(8),3 =3(8),35 = 3(g). It is easy to see that 3 =3 @ty = 3 ® t;. Moreover 3 = 3(g’) C 3.
Hence 3 = 3@ (3Nty). By the same argument as used in the proof of Lemma [Tl there exists a f-stable
toral algebra to such that tg = 3 Nty & ta. Let k. be a non-degenerate f-invariant form on 3 N to,
and let k; be such a form on ta. Any = € g can be expressed uniquely as (> z;) + =, + z, with

T € §i, T2 €3 Nty, and x4 € to. We define w(x,y) = > wi(2i,yi) + K2(22,y2) + K (24, ye)
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It remains to show that the restriction of k to g is non-degenerate. Let x € § be such that
k(z,y) = 0Vy € g. Then k;(z;,9;) = 0Vi, hence z; € 3;. Moreover k,(x,,3 Nty) = 0, hence x, = 0.
Suppose z; # 0. Let A; = {aq, as, ...} be the subset of A corresponding to GG;, ordered in the standard
way. We have z; = A[€ay, €—a1] + 2[€an, €—ay] + --.) and A # 0. By [I8, 3.3] there exists h € b; such
that day(h) = 1, and da(h) = 0 Va € A\ {a1}. Then ki(zi,h) = Aki(€a;;€—a,) # 0. This is a
contradiction, hence x; = 0Vs.

It follows that x € t. Therefore the restriction of « to g is non-degenerate. O

4 Centralizers and Invariants

4.1 Centralizers

The following lemma is an important step in [I7]. Cor. allows us to prove it by the same argument.
Lemma 4.1. Let x € p. Then dim j¢(x) — dimjp(x) = dim€ — dimp.

Proof. Let k : g X g — k be a non-degenerate (0, G)-equivariant symmetric bilinear form. By the
f-equivariance k(¢,p) = 0. Let x € p and let K, : g X g — k be the alternating bilinear form defined
by kz(y,2) = k([z,y],2) = k(y,[2,2]). Clearly k;(y,z) = 0 for all z € g if and only if y € 34(x).
Hence r, induces a non-degenerate alternating bilinear form %z : g/34(x) X g/34(x) — k. But now
9/3g(x) = €/3¢(x) @ p/3p(x). Furthermore €/3¢(x) and p/3,(x) are Rz-isotropic subspaces, hence are
maximal such, and their dimensions are equal. O

The following result will also be useful.
Lemma 4.2. Let x € € or p. Then Lie(Zg(x)°) = 34(x) and Lie(Zk (x)°) = 3¢(z).

Proof. Clearly Lie(Zg(2)°) C 34(x). To show that Lie(Zg(x)°) = 34(x), it will therefore suffice to
show equality of dimensions. To do this we use the homomorphism 1 : g — § of Thm. Bl It is
easy to see that dim Zg(x)° = dim 34() if and only if dim Z4(dy)(z)) = dim 35(dyp(z)). But equality
is known for each of the components G; (see [A0, 1.5.3]) hence for G. Therefore Lie(Zg(x)°) = 3g(2).

Now let L = Zg(x)°,1 = Lie(L). The restriction of § to L is a semisimple automorphism, hence
Lie((LNK)°) =[Nt by [, §9.1]. O

4.2 Regular Elements

We say that « € p is regular if dim 3¢(z) < dim 3¢(y) for all y € p. We denote by R the open subset of
regular elements in p. Let a be a Cartan subspace of p and let A be a maximal #-split torus of G such
that Lie(A) = a (Lemma ). We recall ([31), 3.1,3.2]) that Zg(A) = M - A (almost direct product)
and g4 = M@ a, where M = Zx(A)°, M = ¢4 = Lie(M), and that dim 9 — dim a = dim € — dim p.

Lemma 4.3. Let x € p. The following are equivalent:
(i) x is regular,
(i1) dim 34(z) = dim a + dim 90,
(iii) dim 3¢(x) = dim 9N,
() dim 3p(x) = dima.

Proof. Let § be the set of semisimple elements in p, which is a non-empty open subset by Cor.
and Thm. BETI Hence S NR is non-empty. The equivalence of the four conditions now follows
immediately from Lemma ET] O

Lemma 4.4. Let x € p. The following are equivalent:
(i) x is regular,
(ii) K - x is a K-orbit of mazximal dimension in p,
(#i) codimy K - x = dim a,
(tv) codimyg G - x = dim a 4 dim 9.

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma and Lemma O
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4.3 Geometric Invariant Theory

Here we briefly recall the definitions and some important facts concerning Mumford’s Geometric In-
variant Theory. In positive characteristic this requires the fact that reductive groups are geometrically
reductive, proved by Haboush in [0]. For details we refer the reader to [24, [T9] 9.

Let R be an affine algebraic group such that the connected component R° is reductive. Let X be
an affine variety on which R acts. Denote the action by r - x for r € R,z € X. We always assume
that the map R x X — X, (r,z) — r - x is a morphism of varieties. There is an induced action of
R on the coordinate ring k[X]. The algebra of invariants k[X]# is finitely generated. Hence we can
construct the affine variety X//R = Spec(k[X]®). The embedding k[X]® — k[X] induces a morphism
m: X — X//R.

The affine variety X /R is the quotient (of X by R) and the map 7 is called the quotient morphism.
If there is possible ambiguity, we will use the notation 7wx g or mx for the quotient morphism from X
to X//R. We have the following facts (see [24}, 19, @]):

- T 18 surjective.

- If X1 and X5 are disjoint closed R-stable subsets of X, then there exists f € k[X|® such that
f(x) =0 forx € Xy, and f(x) =1 for x € Xs.

- Let £ € X//R. The fibre m=1(£) is R-stable and contains a unique closed R-orbit, T|(§), which is
also the unique minimal R-orbit in 7=1(€¢). Hence m determines a bijection between the set of closed
R-orbits in X and the (k-rational) points of X//R.

-Letx € X and let £ € XJ/R. Then w(x) = £ if and only if T(&) is contained in the closure of
R -z in X.

- Suppose X 1is irreducible, and that there exists x € X such that R -z is closed and dim R - x >
dim R -y for ally € X. Then 7 is separable ([31, 9.3]).

- If X is normal, then X//R is normal.

- Let X, Y be two affine varieties admitting (algebraic) R-actions and let f : X — Y be an R-
equivariant morphism of varieties. There exists a unique morphism ©(f) : X/R — YR such that
the following diagram commutes:

X Y

TX,R TY,R

xyr " yyR
Remark 4.5. Let H be a reductive group and let L1, Ls be commuting reductive subgroups of H such
that H = Ly - Ly. Let X be an affine variety on which H acts. Since L commutes with Lo, it
stabilizes the subring k[X]"2. Hence L; acts on the quotient X//Lo. Clearly (k[X]2)F1 = k[X]H.
The quotient (X//Lz)// Ly therefore identifies naturally with X/H. We will use the notation mx p/r,
for the morphism X//Ly — X//H induced by the inclusion k[X]¥ — k[X]2. (Using the notation
above, Tx p/1, = Tx/L,, ,-) The following diagram is commutative:

x X2 | xr,

TX,Ly TX,H/Ly
TX,H/L
X)L, ———— XJ/H

15



4.4 Unstable and closed K-orbits

Let p : G — GL(V) be a rational representation. For U C V, we denote by U the closure of U in V
(in the Zariski topology). Recall that an element v € V' is G-unstable if 0 € p(G)(v). It is well-known
that if p is the adjoint representation then an element of g is G-unstable if and only if it is nilpotent.
(This is true even if the characteristic is bad, see [3 9.2.1].)

Lemma 4.6. Let x € p. Then x is K-unstable if and only if it is nilpotent.

Proof. Let x € p be K-unstable. Then 0 € K - C G - x, hence z is G-unstable, therefore nilpotent.
Suppose on the other hand that x is nilpotent. Let (B, T) be a fundamental pair for 0, let & = ®(G, T),
let A be the basis of ® corresponding to B and let H = H(®,A) be the group of Z-linear maps from
the root lattice of ® to Z. By Kawanaka [14] there exists a §-stable element h € H such that = € g(2;h)
(see Sect. for a more detailed account of Kawanaka’s theorem). But for any #-stable h € H there
is some m € N and a cocharacter A : k¥ — (T'N K) such that (Ad A(t))(eq) = t™" e, for all o € ®.
Hence 0 € (Ad A(t))(x). O

This allows us to describe the closed K-orbits in p.

Lemma 4.7. Let x € p and let x = x5+ xy, be the Jordan-Chevalley decomposition of x. Then K - x4
is the unique closed (resp. minimal) orbit in K - x.

Proof. By standard results of geometric invariant theory there is a unique closed orbit in K - z, which
is also the unique minimal orbit. Let y € K -x. Clearly y is in the minimal orbit if and only if
dim Zx (y) > dim Zx (y') for all ¢/ € K -x. But by Lemmas Bl and this is true if and only if
dim Zg(y) > Zg(y') for all iy € K - z. It is well-known that G - x4 is the unique closed orbit in G - x.
Thus dim Zg(xs) > dim Zg(y) for all y € G - z. It remains to show that xs € K - z.

Let L = Zg(x5)°. Then L is a #-stable reductive group satisfying the standard hypotheses (A)-(C),
and x,,x, € [ = Lie(L) = 34(x5). By Lemma BE®, , is (K N L)°-unstable. Hence x5 € (K N L)° - .
Therefore x5 € K - x. This completes the proof. ]

4.5 Chevalley Restriction Theorem

We now present a variant of the Chevalley Restriction Theorem. The proof follows Richardson’s
proof of the corresponding result for the group G. We begin with the following lemma, which is
a direct analogue of [BI, 11.1]. Fix a maximal #-split torus A of G with ‘baby Weyl group’ W =
Ng(A)/Za(A) =2 Ng(A)/Zk(A) (|31} §4]). Let a = Lie(A).

Lemma 4.8. Suppose Ad g(Y') C a for some g € K. Then there exists w € W such that w-y = Ad g(y)
forallyeY.

Proof. Let L = Zg(Adg(Y))° and [ = Lie(L) = 34(Ad g(Y")): L is f-stable, reductive and satisfies the
standard hypotheses (A)-(C) of §3. Since a C [ and Adg(a) C [ there exists [ € (K N L)° such that
Adl(Adg(a)) = a. Thus n = (lg) € Ng(a) = Ng(A) by Lemma 24 But Adn(y) = Adg(y) for all
yey. O

Since any finite set of points is closed, the set a/W of W-orbits in a has the structure of an affine
variety with coordinate ring k[a]".

Theorem 4.9. Let A be a maximal 0-split torus of G, and let W = Ng(A)/Zg(A). Let a = Lie(A).
Then the natural embedding j : a — p induces an isomorphism of affine varieties j' : a/W — p/J K.
Hence k[p]¥ is isomorphic to k[a]VV.

Proof. Let mp = mpic = p — p//K and let 7 = mqw : a — a/W. Any K-invariant function on p
restricts to a W-invariant function on a. Hence there is a well-defined k-algebra homomorphism from
Ek[p]¥ to k[a]"'. Taking the induced map on prime ideal spectra we have a morphism j’ making the
following diagram commutative:
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a—"—>p

Ty Tp

-/

J

a/W p/K

By a standard result of geometric invariant theory the varieties a/W and p//K are normal. Thus
by [, §AG. 18.2] it will suffice to show that j’ is bijective and separable. Recall that the points of
p// K correspond bijectively with the set of closed K-orbits in p. Moreover by Lemma E7 the closed
K-orbits in p are precisely the semisimple orbits. But by Thm. BTl any semisimple orbit meets a.
Hence j' is surjective. Let a,a’ € a be such that my(a) = mp(a’). As a,d’ are semisimple they must
be in the same K-orbit. But by Lemma this implies that w - a = o’ for some w € W. Hence
ma(a) = ma(a’). Therefore j' is injective.

It remains to show that j’ is separable. As p is irreducible and the set of regular semisimple elements
is non-empty, the quotient morphism 7 = 7, k is separable ([31), 9.3]). Moreover ¢ : K x a — p,
#(g,a) = Adg(a) is a separable morphism by Cor. Thus mo ¢ : K x a — p//K is separable.
We consider the action of K on K x a in which ¢’ - (g,a) = (¢'g,a). Since 7(Adg(A)) = 7(a), the
composition 7 o ¢ factors through the action of K on K x a. Note that p/K can be thought of
as a K-variety with the trivial action. Hence there is a morphism ¢ making the following diagram
commutative:

mTo

K xa p/K

TR xa,K Idy) i

(K x a) K —L— pJ K

Since 7 o ¢ is separable, so is 0. Let i : a — K X qa, i(a) = (e,a). Then it is easy to see that
= TKxak 0@ :a — (K xa)/K is an isomorphism of varieties, hence that cop : a = p/K is
separable. But o o u = j o m,. Hence j' is separable. This completes the proof of the theorem. ]

Recall that K* = {g € G| ¢ '0(9) € Z(G)} normalizes K, and that K* = K - F*, where
F*={a € Ala® € Z(G)} 31}, 8.1].

Corollary 4.10. k[p]%" = k[p]¥.

Proof. Clearly k[p]X" C k[p]X. Hence we have to prove that any element of k[p]¥ is K*-invariant.
As K is normal in K*, K* acts on k[p]. Let f € k[p]®. To show that f € k[p]X" it will suffice
to show that a - f = f for any a € F*. But (a- f)(z) = f(a™!-2) = f(x) for all z € a, hence
(5)*(a - f) = (7))*(f). Taking inverses under (j')*, we see that a - f = f. Thus f € k[p]". O

4.6 k[p]¥ is a polynomial ring

Let g be a complex semisimple Lie algebra, let t be a Cartan subspace of g, and let W be the Weyl
group of g acting on t. It is well-known from the classical theory that the algebra of invariants C[{]"V is
generated by r = dimt algebraically independent homogeneous generators of degrees (mj + 1), (ms +
1),...,(m, 4+ 1), where the m; are the ezponents of g.

We will now show that an analogous statement is true for a. It is a straightforward application of
Demazure’s theorem [6] on Weyl group invariants.
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Lemma 4.11. Let A be a mazimal 0-split torus of G and let a = Lie(A). Let W = Ng(a)/Za(a) =
Ng(A)/Za(A). There are r algebraically independent homogeneous polynomials fi, fa, ..., fr (where
7 is the rank of a) such that k[a]V = k[f1, fa, ..., fr]. Moreover

T 1 — ¢deg fi

Z $Hw) — Hli_t

weW i=1
where | is the length function on W corresponding to a basis of simple roots in ® 4.

Proof. Let T be a torus of rank n and let t = Lie(T"). The character group X (7T') is a free abelian group
of rank n. There is a natural isomorphism X (7") ®z k — t* induced by the map a ® 1 — da, which is
equivariant with respect to any group H of automorphisms of 7. Hence k[t| = S(X(T) ®z k)". In
particular, k[a]V = S(X(A) @z k)".

We recall that, according to Demazure’s definition, a reduced root system is a triple R = (M, R, p),
where M is a free Z-module of finite type, R is a subset of M, and p : o — «a" is a map from R into
the dual M* of M such that:

(a) R is finite and RN (2R) = 0,

(b) For every a € R,aY () = 2,

(c) If o, B € R, then 8 — a¥(B)a € R, and 3" — BY(a)a¥ € RY, where RY = p(R).

Let ®* be the subset of ®4 consisting of all roots a such that a/m € &4 = m = £1. By [31], §4]
there exists a map p such that (X*(A4), ®%, p) is a root system in this sense. Moreover by [31], 4.3], W
is generated by the reflections s, with o € ®%. Finally, by Lemma @, p is good for ®%. Hence by [6],
Cor. to Thm. 2, Thm. 3] S(X.(A4) ® k)" is generated by r algebraically independent homogeneous
polynomials, of degrees dy,do,...,d, such that

T

3w _Hl_tdi
B 1—t°

weWw i=1

O

We remark that the product [];_, 11_—_t? here may include a number of factors of the form (1 —
t)/(1—1t)=1

5 The nilpotent cone

5.1 Equidimensionality

Let N = N (p) be the set of nilpotent elements of p. In general N is not irreducible (see for example
Cor. B18). However, we have the following straightforward result (Thm. 3 in [I7]). We include the
proof, which is similar to Kostant-Rallis’, for the convenience of the reader.

Theorem 5.1. Let N be the affine variety of all nilpotent elements in p, and let N1, Na, ..., N, be the
irreducible components of N'. The number of K -orbits in N is finite. For each i, codimy N; = r =rk A,
where A is a maximal 0-split torus of G. Moreover, K normalizes N;, and there is an open K-orbit
in Nj. An element of N; is in the open K-orbit if and only if it is reqular.

Proof. Let e € N. Then g-e € N for any g € K (in fact for any g € K*). Hence K normalizes
N. But K is connected, therefore K - N; = N for each i. By [32, Thm. D] there are finitely many
K-orbits in A/. Hence each irreducible component of A/ contains a unique open orbit. If z € p, then
codimp(K - ) > r by Lemma B3 Therefore codimy, N; > r. But by Lemmas EZ6l and EETT, N is the
set of zeros of r homogeneous polynomials uy,us, ... ,u., where k[p]® = k[ui,us,...,u,]. Therefore
codimp N; < r. The remaining statements follow at once. O
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5.2 Kawanaka’s Theorem

In [I4], Kawanaka generalised the Bala-Carter theory to classify nilpotent orbits in eigenspaces for
automorphisms of semisimple Lie algebras. We now recall Kawanaka’s theorem as it applies to the case
of an involution. Let (B,T) be a fundamental pair for 6, let A be the basis of the roots ® = (G, T)
corresponding to B, and let Wp = W(G,T) be the Weyl group. Let A, be the root lattice of ® and
let H = H(®,A) be the abelian group of all homomorphisms from A, to Z. An element h € H is
uniquely determined by the values h(«;) for «; € A. Hence we may describe an element of H by
means of a copy of the Dynkin diagram on A with weights attached to each node.

Let X(T') = Hom(7T,k*) and let Y(T') = Hom(k*,T'). Denote by (.,.) : X(T') x Y(T') — Z the
natural W-equivariant, Z-bilinear map. Hence a(A(t)) = {®V for all ¢ € k*. The pairing induces a
homomorphism Y (T) — H. We denote by A the element of H corresponding to A € Y (T). Hence
Aa) = {a,A) for all & € ®. The image of Y (T) is of finite index in H. Thus, for any h € H there
exists a positive integer m and a cocharacter A such that A = mh.

Let H' be the positive Weyl chamber associated to A: h € HY < h(a;) > 0V a; € A. The Weyl
group Wr acts naturally on H, and w(\) = w(X) for any A € Y(T)). For any h € H there exists w € Wy
and hy € H™T such that w(h) = hy. Moreover, hy is unique. For h € H, let g(i;h) = Zh(a):i Ja,
i # 0, and g(0;h) = t® > 4= 8- The decomposition g = @g(i;h) is a Z-grading of g, and the
A-grading coincides with the (Ad \)-grading for A € Y(T)).

If k = C, there is a straightforward classification of nilpotent orbits via conjugacy classes of s((2)-
triples: any nilpotent element e € g can be embedded as the nilpositive element of an s[(2)-triple
{h, e, f}; moreover, there is a unique G-conjugate h’ of h such that b’ € t and «(h’) > 0 for all « € A.
(It was proved by Dynkin that «(h') € {0,1,2} for all & € A.) In this way one can associate to e a
unique element of H(®,A)", called the weighted Dynkin diagram associated to e. We denote the set
of all weighted Dynkin diagrams by H(®,A),. Hence there is a one-to-one correspondence between
the elements of H(®, A), and the nilpotent conjugacy classes in g.

This argument using sl(2)-triples is only valid if the characteristic is zero or large. However,
Pommerening proved in [26] 27] that the nilpotent orbit structure is essentially the same in all good
characteristics. Let h € H(®,A), and let G(0);, be the unique closed connected subgroup of G such
that Lie(G(0)n) = g(0; h). There is an open G(0)p-orbit in g(2;h): let Ny be a representative for the
open orbit and set 0, = GG - Nj,. The correspondence h —> 0, is one-to-one between the elements of
H(®,A), and nilpotent conjugacy classes in g.

In good characteristic Pommerening replaced weighted Dynkin diagrams with associated charac-
ters. A cocharacter \ is associated to e if e € g(2; \) and there is a Levi subgroup L of G such that
Ak*) € LM and e is distinguished in Lie(L). (A nilpotent element z € g is distinguished if Z) (x)°
is a unipotent group.) If X is an associated cocharacter for e and g € Zg(e), then g-\ is also associated
to e; moreover, any two associated cocharacters for e are conjugate by an element of Zg(e)® (|22, Prop.
11]).

Premet has recently given a short conceptual proof of Pommerening’s theorem, valid in all good
characteristics. The proof uses the theory of optimal cocharacters for G-unstable elements, also
called the Kempf-Rousseau theory. If p : G — GL(V) is a rational representation, then the Kempf-
Rousseau theory attaches to a G-unstable vector v € V' a collection of optimal cocharacters. In general
the optimal cocharacters depend on the choice of a length function on the set of cocharacters in G.
(See Sect. B2 for the details concerning the Kempf-Rousseau theory.) Let h € H(®,A),. As observed
in [29, §2.4], there exists a (unique) cocharacter \ : X — T'N G such that X = h. (Since this
holds for simply-connected G™)| it holds for any isogenous image of G(!), hence for arbitrary reductive
groups.) Let U be the unique closed connected T-stable subgroup of G such that Lie(U) = > .., a(i; h)
and let P = P(\) = Zg(A) - U (a parabolic subgroup of G). Then, after choosing a suitable length
function on the set of cocharacters in G, we have (see [29, Thm. 2.3] and [22, 3.5]):

Theorem 5.2 (Premet). (a) A is optimal for Np,.
(b) Let C = Zg(e) N Zg(N). Then Zg(e) C P and Zg(e) = C - Zy(e) (semidirect product): C is
the reductive part and Zy(e) the unipotent radical of Zg(e).
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(c) Let S be a mazximal torus of C and let L = Zg(S). Then e is a distinguished nilpotent element
of Lie(L) and A(k*) c LW,

Note that by (c) A is associated to Np,. It follows that the decomposition in (b) holds for arbitrary
e, A\, where e is nilpotent and X is associated to e. We wish to restate Kawanaka’s theorem (for the
case of an involution) in the language of associated cocharacters. Let h € H be #-stable. Define a

€(i;h) if i =0 (mod 4),
subalgebra g, of g with graded components g, (i) as follows: g, (i) = < p(i;h) if i =2 (mod 4),
{0} otherwise.

Suppose further that hy € H(®, A),. Since h is W-conjugate to h,, there exists a unique cochar-
acter A : kX — TN GW such that X\ = h. But §(h) = h, hence A\(k*) ¢ TN K NGY. The Lie
algebra g, is equal to g% = {z € g|dy(x) = 2}, where tg = A\(v/—1) and v = Intty o §. Moreover, 1
is of order 1,2 or 4, hence is semisimple. It follows that g, = Lie((G¥)°) and G}, = (G¥)° is reductive.
(This is true for any f-stable h € H, see [T4].) Let G4(0) = Zx(\). Then T(0) = (T N K)° is a
maximal torus of G}, and Lie(G},(0)) = €' = §,,(0). Following Kawanaka, h is slim (with respect to
0) if A(k*) c GV,

Let € & = ®(G,T). Recall that § induces an automorphism ~ of ® stabilizing A. Denote by
(o) the span of the root spaces go and g.(,). If v(a) # a, then g = (g(a) N €) @ (g(a) Np) and the
dimension of each summand is 1. Let @ denote the restriction of a to T(0). Note that @ = 3 if and
only if 8 € {a,y(a)}. We have &, = ®(Gp,, T(0)) = {@|g(a) Non # {0}}-

Let o € ®. There are three possibilities: (i) v(a) = «, (ii) v(e) and « are orthogonal, (iii) v(c)
and « generate a root system of type As. Introduce corresponding elements s(,) of W: (i) 5(a) = Sas
(i) S(a) = SaSy(a)s (i) S(a) = SaSy(a)Sa = Sy(a)SaSy(a) = Satry(a)- We can embed the Weyl group
Wi = W(®) in W: W), is generated by all s,y with @ € ®;. Let ®* be the positive system in ®
determined by A and let ®; = {@ € ®, | € ®T}. Then @} is a positive system in ®,. We let Ay,
be the corresponding basis. Any #-stable element h' of H(®,A) gives rise to a well-defined element b’
of H(q)h, Ah)

Kawanaka introduced a subset H(®, A, 0)!, of H in order to parametrise the nilpotent K-orbits in
p: he H(®,A,0), if and only if:

(i) hy € H(®,A),,

(ii) A is f-invariant,

(iii) A is slim with respect to 6,

(iV) h_|_ S H((I)h,Ah)n.

Let W(0) = Ng(T)/Zg(T) and let W¢ = {w € W|0(w) = w}. Let H(®,A,0), be a set of
representatives for the W (0)-orbits in H(®, A, 0);,.

Kawanaka’s theorem states that [I4, (3.1.5)]:

Theorem 5.3 (Kawanaka). For each h € H(®,A,0), choose a representative Nj of the open
G1(0)-orbit in §j,(2) = p(2;h). Then the correspondence h — K - Ny, is one-to-one between elements
of H(®,A,0), and nilpotent K-orbits in p. We have K - N}, C oy, , the G-orbit determined by h. .
Two orbits K - Ny, and K - Ny are contained in the same G-orbit if and only if hy = K.

(Kawanaka’s theorem is stated in a much more general setting, which includes the case of an
automorphism of G of finite order prime to p.) In view of the remarks above, we have the following:

Corollary 5.4. Let e € N. Then there exists a cocharacter \ : k* — K which is associated to e.
Any two such cocharacters are conjugate by an element of Zy (e)°.

Proof. By Kawanaka’s theorem there exists ¢ € K and h € H(®,A,0),, such that g-e = Nj. But
as we have already seen, there exists a unique cocharacter \ : kX — TN K N GW such that X = h.
Moreover, \ is associated to Nj,. It follows that g~ - X is associated to e.

Suppose A, p are associated cocharacters for e such that A(k*), u(k*) C K. There exists g € Zg(e)°
such that g - A = p (22, Prop. 11]). Let C = Zg(e) N Zg(A): then Zg(e)° = C° - Zy(e) (semidirect
product), where Zy(e) is the unipotent radical of Zg(e). Hence there exists u € Zy(e) such that
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u- A= p. Since e € p, Zy(e) is f-stable. But now v 10(u) € Zg(\) N Zy(e) = u'6(u) = 1. By H0,
111.3.12] u € Zg(e)°. O

This observation allows us to replace the notion of weighted Dynkin diagrams with that of associ-

ated cocharacters. If e € A and \ : kX — K is an associated cocharacter for e, we use the notation
Gy = (G¥)°,5, = Lie(G)), where 1) = Int A\(v/—1) 0 6.
Remark 5.5. The theorems of Kawanaka, Pommerening and Premet are true for arbitrary reductive
G such that p is good. Hence Cor. Bl is true without the assumptions (B),(C) of §3. If we assume
only that p is good for G, then we can define x € p to be regular if dim Zg(z) is minimal: then
dim G — dim Zg(x) = dim g4 by Lemma 24 and |31} 3.2]. (We don’t in general have dim € — dimp =
dim 3e(x) — dim 3,(x)) for all € p.) Let G be simply-connected and semisimple and let G be the
group defined in §3. Then we can lift an involution of G to G by Lemma [[4l Hence Thm. Bl is
true for any semisimple simply-connected group. Let G be an arbitrary semisimple group and let
7 : Gsc — G be the universal cover of G. Then by the argument in 29, 2.3] 7 induces a G/Z(G)-
equivariant bijection N (gs.) — N(g). Moreover, any involutive automorphism of G can be lifted to
an involutive automorphism of Gs.. It follows that Thm. BEJ holds for any semisimple group with
involution (assuming p is good). Note that if p is good for G then it is good for G'y. (This is immediate
since p # 2, therefore p can only be bad for G if it is of exceptional type: but if G is of exceptional
type then so is G, and the semisimple rank of G is greater than that of G.)

5.3 Semiregular Elements in Type D,

Let G be almost simple, simply-connected of type D,, let T' be a maximal torus of G and let A =
{a1,@9,...,a,} be a basis for ® = &(G,T), numbered in the standard way. Let g = Lie(G) and let
{ha; €a i € A,a € @} be a Chevalley basis for g. Let v be the graph automorphism which sends
Qp_1 — Qp, Qn — ap_1, and fixes all other elements of A. The following lemma is due to Premet.

Lemma 5.6. There exists an automorphism o of G satisfying do(eq) = €y(q) for all a € .

Proof. Since any automorphism of g gives rise to an automorphism of the adjoint group, and hence
by Lemma to an automorphism of G, it will suffice to show that there is an automorphism of g
satisfying e, > €(q) for all a € ®. Let ¢ be the (unique) automorphism of g which sends e, to ()
for « € +A. Let [ = {ay,a9,...,an—2} and let 7 be the subsystem of ® generated by the elements
of I. Tt is easy to see that ¢(e,) = e, for any a € @j.

Let a € @1\ ®;. There are four possibilities:

(i) @« = B+ ap—1 for some p € Oy,

(ii) o = B + a, for some 5 € Dy,

(iii) o = B + ap_1 + a, for some B € ®F,

(iv) @ = (B+ an_1) + (v + ay,) for some 3,7 € @ with B+ ap—1,7 + ay € D.

For case (i), ea = [eg,€a,_1] > [€8,€a,] = €y()- Similarly for case (ii). For (iii), eq =
[[ess ean_i]s €an] = [l€s,€anl;€a,_]- Hence d(eq) = en = ey(y). Finally, if (iv) holds then e, =
Fles+ran_1+ans ). But 0(€s4an_1+an) = €8+an_1+a, and @(e) = e,, by the above. Hence ¢(e,) = eq.

We have proved that ¢(ey) = €+(a) for any a € ®T. But then by properties of the Chevalley basis
P(ea) = €y(q) for any a € @. O

Remark 5.7. The existence of ¢ clearly also holds if G is of adjoint type. However, if n is even and G
is intermediate (that is, neither simply-connected nor adjoint) then o does not in general exist.

Recall that a nilpotent element e € g is distinguished if Z;n)(e)° is a unipotent group, and e is
semireqular if Zg(e) is the product of Z(G) and a (connected) unipotent group. (Hence a semiregular
element is distinguished.) Let h € H(®,A), be the weighted Dynkin diagram corresponding to a
semiregular orbit, and let A : kX — T be the unique cocharacter satisfying (o, A\) = h(«) for all
a € ® (this exists by [29, 2.4]). Let Y) be the open Zg(A)-orbit in g(2; ) and let E € Y. It follows
from [40), I11.4.28(ii)] that o(\(t)) = A(t), and that E is Zg(\)-conjugate to an element of the form
>_per €y, where I is a y-stable subset of {a € @ |h(a) = 2}.
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Hence:

Lemma 5.8. Let e be a semiregular nilpotent element of g and let u be an associated cocharacter for
G. After conjugating e and p by an element of G, if necessary, we may assume that u(k*) C G7 and
ecg’.

We also record the following result to be used in the next subsection.

Lemma 5.9. Let G be any reductive group such that p is good for G, and let e be a distinguished
nilpotent element of g. Then there exists a reductive subgroup L of G such that (i) e is a semiregular
element of Lie(L), (ii) p is good for L.

Proof. For any z € g, Za(z) = Z(G) - Zgw (z). Moreover, e € Lie(GM). Hence, after replacing G
by GU), we may assume that G is semisimple. We now prove the lemma by induction on the order
of the group A(e) = Zg(e)/Z(G)Zg(e)°. If A(e) is trivial, then we are done. Otherwise, let x be any
element of Zg(e) \ Z(G)Zg(e)°, and let © = x4x, be the Jordan-Chevalley decomposition of x. Then
xy € Za(e)®, hence after replacing = by x5 we may assume that z is semisimple. Let L' = Zg(x)°.
Then L’ is a pseudo-Levi subgroup of G, hence is reductive and p is good for L’. Since e is distinguished
in G (hence in L), Z(L')° is trivial and Zp/(e)° = (Za(e)°)*. Let H = Z1/(e)/Z(G)Z1:(e)° and let
Api(e) = Z(L')(e)/Z(L')Z:(e)°. Then H — Zg(e)®/Z(G)(Zc(e)°)%, hence H can be considered as a
subgroup of A(e). Moreover, H maps surjectively onto Ay (e), and the kernel is non-trivial; thus the
order of A/ (e) is strictly less than that of A(e). By the induction hypothesis, there exists a subgroup
L of L’ satisfying the conditions of the Lemma. O

5.4 Regular Nilpotent Elements

Our goal is to prove that the regular nilpotent elements form a single K*-orbit, where K* = {g €
G|lg=10(g) € Z(G)}. The following lemma is the key step. In view of Remark E5, we assume until
further notice only that p is good for G. We use Bourbaki’s numbering conventions on roots [5.

Lemma 5.10. Let e be a nilpotent element of p and let X : k* — K be associated to e. Then there
exists g € G such that (Int g) o X is 0-split. Equivalently Int n(\) = —\ where n = g~ '0(g).

Proof. Recall that if p is good for G then it is good for G (resp. a pseudo-Levi subgroup of ). Hence,
after replacing G' by G, we have only to prove the lemma under the assumption that 6 = Int A\(v/—1)
and that all weights of A\ on g are even. Let S be a maximal torus of Zg(A\) N Zg(e). Then Zg(S)
is a f-stable Levi subgroup of G and e is a distinguished element of Z5(S) (|29, Prop. 2.5]). Hence,
after replacing G by Zg(S), we may assume that e is distinguished. Let L be a reductive subgroup
of G such that p is good for L and e is a semiregular element of Lie(L) (Lemma [(J). Let x4 be an
associated cocharacter for e in L: then p is also an associated cocharacter for e in G. Hence pu is
Za(e)-conjugate to A. Conjugating L by some element of Zg(e), if necessary, we may assume that
MKk*) C L. Tt is well-known that e € Lie(L(")) (see [29, §2.3], for example). Replacing G by L), we
may assume that G is semisimple and that e is semiregular in g.

Now if n : Gg. — G is the universal covering, then by Lemma there exists a unique involutive
automorphism 6. of G which lifts . By [29, Rk. 1] there is a (unique) cocharacter A, such that
noXse = . Hence 0. = Int As.(v/—1). To prove that ) is G-conjugate to a 6-split cocharacter, it will
clearly suffice to prove that A, is Gs.-conjugate to a 6-split cocharacter. Note that the statement of
the Lemma does not depend on the choice of e: let ez, be any representative for the open Zg,, (Asc)-
orbit in gs.(2; A\sc). Replacing G, A, and e respectively by Gsc, Asc and eg., we may assume that G
is semisimple and simply-connected, and that e is semiregular in g. Finally, let G1,Go,...,G; be
the minimal normal subgroups of G and let g; = Lie(G;), 1 < ¢ < [. There is a unique expression
e =Y e;, where each e; € g;; thus e; is semiregular in g;. Moreover 6 is inner, hence each component
G is -stable. We may assume therefore that G is almost simple.

Any regular nilpotent element is semiregular. In fact, there are no non-regular semiregular nilpo-
tent elements except when G is of type D or E. If G is of type D,,, then by Lemma above there
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exists a non-trivial involutive automorphism o : G — G such that A(k*) C G and e € g?. Since
0 = Ad \(tp), G is also #-stable. The group G? is semisimple, of type B,_;. By Lemma [[3 we can
replace G by the universal covering of G?. (In fact this is unnecessary, as our argument below doesn’t
require the assumption of simply-connectedness.) Hence it will suffice to prove the lemma in the case
where e is semiregular and G is not of type D. For type E the semiregular orbits are as follows:
Es(reg), Eg(a1); E7(reg), E7(a1), E7(az); Es(reg), Es(ay), Es(a2) ([31, 29, 23]).

For each oo € ® denote by U, be the unique connected, unipotent T-stable subgroup of G satisfying
Lie(Uy) = ga- Let €y : K — U,, a € ® be isomorphisms such that te,(y)t™! = e, (a(t)y) for all
t €T,y €k, and such that ny, = €4(1)e_o(—1)eq(1) € Ng(T'), ng represents the reflection s, € W.

| eal(t) eq €L,

Note that 0(eq(t)) = { eo(—t) eq €.

Let wo be the longest element of W with respect to the Coxeter basis s,, o € A. Let & be the
longest root in ® and let ®q be the set of roots in ® which are orthogonal to &. Then ® is a root
subsystem of ® with basis Ag = {a € A|alda}. Moreover wy = sgwo(Pp), where wo(Po) is the
longest element of W (®g) with respect to the Coxeter basis {s, : @ € Ag}. Inductive application of
this statement gives a description of wg as a product of orthogonal reflections s, with o € ®.

We can now prove the lemma by means of the following observation. Suppose S1, fo,..., [ are
orthogonal roots with eg, € p for all . Let

9 =¢€-p (1/2)6—52(1/2) ce E—ﬁt(1/2)651 (_1)652(_1) ce Eﬁt(_l)’

Then ¢~ 0(g) = [T’ es,(1)e_p.(—1)es, (1) = ['_, i, where n; = ng, for each i. Moreover § = Intt,
and tg € T, hence the induced action of 8 on W is trivial. To show that A is conjugate to a #-split
torus, therefore, it will suffice to show that there is an element w € W which is conjugate to a product
58,58, - - - 53,,» Where the 3; are orthogonal, eg, € p, and such that w - A = —A. Recall that e is regular
unless G is of type E.
Sa15as - - - San, if n is odd,
Sa18as -+ - Sa,_; if nis even.
But (X, o) = 2, hence e,, € p for all i. This proves the lemma in this case.
o 4+ 20511 + 2009 4+ ...+ 2a, ifiis odd, 1 <14 <n,

Type Bp. Let/@i:{ i1 if 7 is even, 2 < i < n.

Then the ; are orthogonal, eg, € p for each i and wy = sg,53, ... 53,-

Type Cy,. Let 8; = 2c; + 20541 + ... + 2001 + v, for 1 <4 <n —1 and let 5, = ay. Then the §;
are orthogonal, eg, € p, and wy = 58,53, ... 53,

Type Fy. Let B = & = 21 + 3an + 4ag + 2ay, B2 = ag + 2a3 + 2ay4, B3 = as + 2a3 and B4 = as.
Clearly eg, € p, the 3; are orthogonal and wy = sg,53,53,53, -

Type Go. Let 1 = 3a1 + 2ap and B2 = 1. Then wy = sg, s, is the required expression for wy.

Type Eg. Let 1 = & = aq + 2a0 + 2a3 + 3ayg + 2a5 + ag, 82 = a1 + ag + ag4 + a5 + ag, B3 =
a3+ ag + as, fs = ou. Then wy = sg,58,58,53,- 1f e is regular, then (A, o) = 2 Vi, hence eg, € p for
all . This proves the lemma for Eg(reg).

Suppose therefore that e is in the semiregular orbit Eg(a;). Then (A, a) =2 for ay # o € A, and

Type A, . In this case wy is conjugate to {

(A, a4) = 0. Thus wpsa, - A = —A. Hence it will suffice in this case to show that sg, 53,53, is conjugate
to some element s.,s,,5,, € W with e, e,,,6,, €p. Let a = & — as.
a9 if 7 = 1,
Then a € ® and s,(5;) = ¢ —(ag + as + 204 + as) ifi=2,

—(a1+a2+a3—|—2a4—|—a5+a6) if 4 = 3.

Therefore Sa(wosm)sal has the required form. This completes the Ejg case.

Type E7. Let B1 = &, fa = ag + a3z +2a4 + 205 + 206 + a7, f3 = a7, fs = az + a3z +2a4 + a5, B5 =
az, B = a3,B7 = as. We have wy = sg,sg, ...53,. If e is regular, then (\,o) = 2 Va € A. If e
is of type Er(a1), then (\,a) = 2 for ay # o € A and (A, aq) = 0. If e is of type E7(az) then

[ 2 ifae A\{o, 06},
o) = { 0 if a = oy, as.
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In each case we can see that eg, € p for all 7. Hence by our earlier observation there exists g such
that ng = g7 10(g9) € Ng(T) and noT = wy.

Type Eg. For regular e we have (\,a) = 2 Va € A, for subregular e (type Es(a1)) (A, a) = 2 for
all ay # o € A, and (A, as) = 0, while for the final case Eg(az), we have

|2 ifae A\{o, 06},
<)\,a>—{ 0 if o= ay,as.

Let & be the longest element of ® and let ®; be the subsystem of all roots orthogonal to &. Then
®g is a subsystem of ® isomorphic to E7, and {a1,aq,...,ar} is a basis for ®(. Identify &y with E7
and let 31, B2, ..., B7 be the orthogonal roots given for the E7 case above. Then wy = s458,53, - - - 53, -
Moreover, it is easy to see that es,es,,€8,,...,€3, € p. Hence there exists g € G such that g 10(g) €
N¢g(T) represents wg. This completes the proof. O

Let A be a maximal 6-split torus of G. The roots ®4 = ®(G, A) form a non-reduced root system
[31), 4.7]. Let II be a basis for ®4. We can now use Lemma to give a criterion for e € N to be
regular.

Lemma 5.11. There exists a cocharacter w : k* — ANGW such that (w,a) =2Va € II. Lete € N
and let A : k* — K be associated to e. Then e is reqular if and only if \ is G-conjugate to w. Hence
the set Nyeg of regular nilpotent elements is contained in a single G-orbit.

Proof. By Lemma.T0l X is G-conjugate to a #-split cocharacter pu. But any two maximal #-split tori
are conjugate by an element of K, hence we may assume that p(k*) C A. Moreover, we may assume
after conjugating further by an element of Nx (A), if necessary, that (i, a) > 0 for all o € II.

It follows from the properties of associated cocharacters (see for example [29, Thm. 2.3(iv)]) that
dim 34(e) = dim g(0; \) + dim g(1; \) = dim g(0; i) + dim g(1; ). But p(k*) C A, hence dim g(0; p) >
dim 34(a). Thus by Lemma B3 e is regular if and only if p is regular in A and all weights of Ad x on
g are even. Let S be a maximal torus of G containing A. By Lemma there exists a basis Ag for
S such that every element of II can be written in the form (|4 for some 5 € Ag. Hence by properties
of weighted Dynkin diagrams, (u, ) € {0, 1,2} for each o € II. Tt follows that e is regular if and only
if (1, ) = 2 for all a € TI. But there exists some regular nilpotent element; hence w exists. ]

Remark 5.12. Let S be a maximal torus of G containing A and let Ag be a basis for g = ¢(G, 5),
such that {a]4 : @ € Ag,alq # 1} is a basis for & 4. Let I = {a € Ag : a|g = 1}. Then w satisfies

( - 0 ifael,
GUTU 2 ifae g\

Corollary 5.13. Let e be a regular nilpotent element of p. Then e is even.

Proof. Let A be an associated cocharacter for e. Then A is conjugate to w. But now by the remark
above w is even. O

Fix a cocharacter w as in Lemma BTl and denote by Y, the open Zg(w)-orbit in g(2;w).
Lemma 5.14. Let E € Y,,. Suppose a € A and a-E = E. Then a € Z(G).

Proof. Since Zg(w)-E =Y, and Zg(w) = Zg(A), it follows that a- E' = E’ for all E' € Y,,. Therefore
a-E' = F for all E' € g(2;w), which implies that a(a) = 1 Vo € II. Tt follows that a € Z(G). O

Lemma 5.15. Let e € N be reqular and let \ : k* — K be associated to e. Let g € G be such that
g-e€pand (g-\)(k*) C K. Then g € K*. In particular C = Zg(A\) N Zg(E) C K*.

Proof. Let g be such that g-e € p and (g- \)(k*) C K, and let = g~ 10(g). Assume first of all
that = is semisimple. By [31, 6.3] there exists a maximal #-split torus of G containing x. Hence, after
conjugating e, A, and g by a suitable element of K, we may assume that z € A. Let H = Zg(x)° and
let h = Lie(H). We claim that A is an associated cocharacter for e in H. Let d = minyecynp dim Zg(y);
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since Zg(A) C H, d = dim Zg(A). Thus Zg(e)® C H. In particular, C° C H. Recall that C° is a
(f-stable) reductive subgroup of G. Hence we can choose a #-stable maximal torus S of C° ([}, 7.5]).
Let L = Zg(S), a 0-stable Levi subgroup of G. By [29, Prop. 2.5], e is distinguished in [ = Lie(L)
and A\(k*) ¢ L. Clearly z € L. Hence e is distinguished in Z(x)° = Zy(S) = Zg(x,S)°. Let T be
a maximal torus of Zy(S) containing A(k*). Then T = (TN LW) . Z(L)° = (T N Zx(S)W) - Z(L)°.
Therefore A(kX) C Zy(S)M), that is, X is an associated cocharacter for e in H.

Since A C H, we can consider ®(H, A) as a subset of ®4. Let ®(H, A)T = ®(H, A) N &7, and let
Iy be the corresponding basis for ®(H, A). By Lemma BIT there exists wy : kX — AN H® such
that (a,w) = 2 for all a« € Iy, and h € H such that h- A = wy. But A is G-conjugate to w: hence,
since w and wy are in the same Weyl chamber in Y (A), we must have w = wy. Thus h- A = w and
E=h-e€Y,. Moreover, z - E = E. Now by Lemma BT4 = € Z(G).

Suppose therefore that x is not semisimple. Let z = su be the Jordan-Chevalley decomposition of
x. Since xz € C, s,u € C also. By [0, I11.3.15], all unipotent elements of Zg(e) are in Zg(e)°. Hence
by [29, Pf. of Thm. 2.3, p.347], u € C°. But now 6 acts non-trivially on the derived subgroup of (the
reductive group) C°, hence there exists a non-central ¢-split torus in C° ([43], §1]). This contradicts
the assumption that e is regular, by the above. ]

Thus we have our desired reward.

Theorem 5.16. The set N,eq of reqular nilpotent elements of p is a single K*-orbit. Hence K*
permutes the irreducible components of N transitively and N is the closure of the regular nilpotent
K*-orbit.

Proof. Let e € Npeg and let X\ : kX — K be an associated cocharacter for e. By Cor. BT,
Niyeg = G-enp. Suppose g € G and € = g-e € p. By Lemma B4 there exists an associated
cocharacter p: k* — K for €. Moreover p is Zg(e')°-conjugate to g - A. Hence there exists h € G
such that h-e=¢ =g-eand h- A\ = pu. But now by LemmaBETH, h € K*.

We have proved that any element of N, is K*-conjugate to e. The regular elements are dense in
each irreducible component by Thm. BTl But therefore Weg = N. This completes the proof. U

Thm. BTA generalises [I7, Thm. 6] to good positive characteristic. In [35], Sekiguchi determined
(for k = C) the involutions for which the set of nilpotent elements is non-irreducible. The proof
comes down to checking which elements of the group F = {a € A|a? € Z(G)} stabilize a particular
irreducible component of A/. The calculations in the classical case were omitted. Fortunately, our
analysis of associated cocharacters, together with the classification of involutions ([39]), considerably
simplify the task of generalizing Sekiguchi’s results. We begin with the following;:

Theorem 5.17. Let e, \,C be as above. Let Z = Z(G), P = {g7'0(9)|g € G}, 7 : G — P,
g — g '0(g9) and denote by T the set of GP-orbits in Nieg-

(a) The map from K* to T given by g — gG? - e is surjective and induces a one-to-one correspon-
dence K*/G°C — T.

(b) The morphism T induces an isomorphism K*/G°C — (Z N A)/7(C). Since Z C C, there is
a surjective map (ZNA)/17(Z) — (ZNA)/7(C).

(¢) The embedding F* — K* induces a surjective map F*/F(ZNA) —T.

(d) The map F* — Z N A, a — a? induces an isomorphism of finte groups F*/F(ZNA) —
ZNA/ZN A2

Proof. Since K* permutes the elements of N4 transitively, the map in (a) from K* to I' is surjective
and factors through G?C. Suppose ¢, ¢’ € K* and gG?-e = ¢’G?-e. Then there exists = € G? such that
g g’ -e = x-e. Moreover, since g~'¢’ - \ is an associated cocharacter for z-e and g~ 1¢' - A\(kX) C K,
there exists y € Zx (e)° such that yz -\ = g~ 1¢'- A by Cor. B4l Thus g € ¢CG? = ¢GC. Hence the
map K*/GC — T is one-to-one. This proves (a).

Since K* = 771(Z N A), the induced map 7 from K* to Z N A/7(C) is surjective. Suppose
therefore that ¢ € K* and that there exists ¢ € C such that g~'0(g) = ¢~ '0(c). Then gc=! € G*.

Hence g € CGY = GYC. Tt follows that the kernel of 7 is GYC.
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We recall by [B1, 8.1] that K* = F* - K. Hence there is a surjective map F* — T', a + aG? - e.
Moreover, since F C G and az-e = a-e for any a € F*,z € (Z N A), this map factors through
the cosets of F'(Z N A) in F*. This proves (c). Finally, the homomorphism F* — ZN A, a + a? is
surjective by the definition of F’* and the fact that A is a torus. Suppose a? = 22 for some z € Z N A.
Then (2~ 'a)? is the identity element. Hence z~'a € F = a € F(ZNA). This completes the proof. [

An involution is split (or of mazimal rank) if the maximal #-split torus A is a maximal torus of G,
and quasi-split if Zg(A) is a maximal torus of G. Recall (see Sect. ZZ) that, relative to a maximal
torus S containing A, there is a basis Ag for ®g, a subset I of Ag, and a graph automorphism v of
®g such that 6*(8) = —w;(¥(B)) for any 8 € ®&g. With this notation, 6 is quasi-split if I = (), and is
split if in addition the action of % is trivial.

Corollary 5.18. Suppose G is almost simple and simply-connected.

(a) Let 6 be split. The irreducible components of N are in one-to-one correspondence with the
elements of Z/Z%. Hence N has 4 components if G is of type Day,, has 2 components if G is of type
Agn—1,Bn, Cp, Dapt1, Bz, and is irreducible if G is of type Aoy, Eg, Es, Fy, or Ga.

(b) Let 6 be quasi-split. Then the irreducible components of N are in one-to-one correspondence
with the elements of (Z N A)/7(Z).

(¢) Let 0 be any involutive automorphism and let G be of one of the following types: Asyn, Eg, Ex, Fy,
or Go. Then N is irreducible.

Proof. Since G is semisimple and simply-connected, the isotropy subgroup GY is connected by M1l
8.1]. Hence the irreducible components of A are in one-to-one correspondence with the elements of
ZNA/7(C) by Thm. BET7 If 6 is split or quasi-split, then a regular nilpotent element of p is also a
regular element of g, hence C' = Z(G). Thus 7(C) = 7(Z). If 0 is split, then A is a maximal torus of
G, hence Z C A. This proves (a) and (b). For (c), the centre Z of G has odd order, hence so does
Z N A. Therefore (Z N A)/(Z N A)? is trivial. But now by Thm. ET7(d), N is irreducible. O

Note that by Rk. BEH, the description of the number of irreducible components of A holds without
the assumption of simply-connectedness. Using the notation (g, £), the split involutions are as follows:

- Type A,,, (sl(n+1),s0(n+1)) (or (gl(n+1),s0(n+ 1)) if p| (n+ 1)),

- Type By, (so(2n + 1),s0(n) @ so(n + 1)),

- Type Cy, (sp(2n), gl(n)),

- Type D,, (s0(2n),s0(n) @ so(n)),

- Type Es, (¢5,5p(8)),

- Type Ex, (e7,sl(8)),

- Type Es, (es,50(16)),

- Type Fy, (f1,5p(6) @ 51(2)),

- Type Ga, (g2,5(2) © sl(2)).

Hence Cor. confirms no. 2 of Table 1, and no.s 1,2,3,4,6 of Table 2, listed in [35, p. 161]. In
Sect. 6.3 we deal with the remaining cases.

5.5 A f#-equivariant Springer isomorphism

Assume once more that G satisfies the conditions (A)-(C) of §3. Let U(G) be the closed set of unipotent
elements in G and let A'(g) be the nilpotent cone in g. We let U = {u € U(G)|0(u) = u~1}. By
[B1, 6.1], U C P, where P = {g7'0(g9)|g € G}. Tt is well-known (see for example [A(]) that if the
characteristic of k is good for GG, then there exists a G-equivariant isomorphism of affine varieties
Y : U(G) — N(g), sometimes known as the Springer map. It was also stated without proof in [3,
§10] that there is a K-equivariant isomorphism from U to N'. We get the desired result in our case
with the following proposition. Part (c) is due to McNinch (20, Thm. 35]).

Proposition 5.19. There is a G-equivariant isomorphism of affine varieties W : U(G) — N (g) such
that:
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(a) U(u™) = —U(u) (ueclU(G)),

(b) W(0(u)) = d6(¥(u)) (ueU(G)),

(c) U(w?) = T(u)?) (ueU(G)).

Moreover, if (i) p > 3 or (ii) G has no component of type Dy, then we may assume that (b) holds
for all automorphisms of G.

Proof. AsU(G) € GM and N (g) C Lie(GW) we may assume that G is semisimple. Let G1, Gy, . .., G
be the minimal normal subgroups of G and let g; = Lie(G;) for 1 < i <. Then G = G; xG2 X ... x G
and g = g1 Pge D ... D¢ Let H (resp. L) be the subgroup of G generated by all G; isomorphic
to G1 (resp. all G; not isomorphic to G1) and let h = Lie(H),l = Lie(L). Then G = H x L
and g = h @ [. Moreover U(G) = U(H) x U(L),N(g) = N(h) & N(I). Any automorphism of G
stabilizes H and L. Hence we may assume that all minimal normal subgroups of G are isomorphic
to G1. Identify G with the product G; x G1 X ... x G1 (I times). Thus we write an element of G as
(91,92,---591), 9i € G1. The symmetric group S; acts on G: 7(g1,92,---,91) = (9r(1)> 9r(2)s - -+ Ir(1))-
Furthermore, any automorphism of G can be written in the form 70(60y, 604, ...,0;), where 6; € Aut(Gy),
(01,02,...,01)(91,92,---,91) = (01(91),02(92),-..,61(g;)) and 7 € S;. Thus it will suffice to prove the
proposition in the case where G is almost simple. There are three cases: (i) G is not of type 4,, (ii)
G = SL(n, k) with ptn, and (iii) G = SL(n, k) with p|n. In case (iii) replace G by GL(n, k).

In all three cases, it is well-known (see for example [, 1.5]) that there exists a representation
p: G — GL(V) such that:

(i) dp : g — gl(V) is injective,

(ii) The associated trace form k, : g x g — k, (z,y) — tr(dp(z), dp(y)) is non-degenerate.

pg) 0 >

0 ‘g7t )"

The associated trace form x, = 2r,. Replacing (p,V) by (o,V ® V), we may assume that (p, V)
satisfies the further properties:

(iii) dp(g) < sl(V),

(iv) tr(p(g)dp(x)) = —tr(p(g~')dp(x)) for all g € G,z € g.

Finally, construct another representation o : g — gl(V @& V') defined by g — <
GL(VeV).

By the f-invariance of the trace (see the proof of Thm. Bl) ks = 2k,. Moreover, it is easy to see
that o satisfies (i)-(iv) and that:

(v) tr(o(0(g))do(x)) = tr(o(g)do(df(z))) for all g € G,z € g.

Identify g with its image do(g) and let g* = {z € gl(V)|tr(xy) = 0Vy € g}. It follows from (ii)
and (iii) that gl(V) = g @ g+ and that Iy € g*. Let ¢ : GL(V) < gl(V) be the map embedding
GL(V) as a Zariski open subset of gl(V') and let prg : gl(V) — g be the projection onto g induced by

We construct a new representation o : G — GL(V @ V') defined by g — (

plg) O
0 p(0(g)) ) ©

the direct sum decomposition gl(V) = g @ g*. Introduce the map n = prgotoo : G — g. It follows
from [3, Cor. 6.3] that 7 restricts to an isomorphism ¥ : U(G) — N (g).

We claim that (iv) and (v) imply, respectively, (a) and (b) of the proposition. Identify GL(V)
with its image ((GL(V)). By (iv) we have k,(n(g),z) = —rs(n(g~t),z) for all z € g. It follows
that n(g~') = —n(g). This proves (a). By (v), ks(n(0(9)),x) = Ko (n(g),dd(z)) for all x € g. But
ke (d0(n(9)),z) = Kke(n(g),dbd(z)) for all € g, hence df(n(g)) = n(6(g)) for any g € G. This proves
(b).
The proof that 7(g?) = n(¢g)?) is in [20, Thm. 35]. It can be applied perfectly well here without
affecting the rest of the proof.

We have constructed the isomorphism ¥ invariant with respect to a given involution 6. But Aut G
is generated over Int G by the group I' of graph automorphisms (for G = GL(n, k) with p|n and n # 2
this follows from Lemma [[4]). Moreover the group of graph automorphisms is either trivial, or cyclic
of order 2 (for types A, (n > 2), D, (n > 5), and Eg), or isomorphic to the symmetric group Ss (for
type Dy).

Choose a set of coset representatives C for I'. If p > 3 then we can easily adapt the proof above
to make 7 invariant with respect to every element of C'. If there is a component of type Dy, then we
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need the assumption p > 3 for the trace form k, to be non-zero. Hence it is straightforward with
these restrictions to construct an isomorphism ¥ satisfying (b) for every element of C. But then ¥
satisfies (b) for every element of AutG. O

Corollary 5.20. There is a K*-equivariant isomorphism of affine varieties ¥ : U — N .

6 A reductive subalgebra

6.1 Preparation

Fix a cocharacter w : k* — A as in Lemma 11l and let Y, = {z € g(2;w) | Zg(w) - = = g(2;w)},
Yo, ={x€g(-2w)| Zg(w) -z =g(—2;w)}. Then w (resp. —w) is an associated cocharacter for any
z €Y, (resp. x € Y_,). Let S be a maximal torus of G containing A. Recall ([38] and B9, 1.3-4] -
see also Sect. ZZ)) that there exists a basis Ag for ®g, a subset I of Ag, and a graph automorphism
Y : &g — dg (stabilizing Ag and I) such that:

-0 (o) = —wr(Y()), a € Dg,

-0 (o) =, a €1,

-ala=1lifael, and for a, 5 € Ag\ I, aja = Bla & beta € {a,¥(a)}.

- The set II = {a|a : o € Ag\ I} is a basis for ® 4.

Fix S,Ag,1,%,II as above. Let ®% be the set of a € ®4 such that a/2 ¢ ®4. For a € Py,
denote by ¥, the set of all 5 € ®g such that |4 is an integer multiple of a: ¥, is a closed symmetric
subset of ®g. For 8 € ®g let Ug be the unique closed connected S-stable subgroup of G' such that
Lie(Ug) = gg. Let L, be the subgroup of G generated by S together with all subgroups Ug, 8 € ¥,.
Then L, is a -stable connected reductive subgroup of G and Ug C L, if and only if g € ¥, ([BI}, Pf.
of 4.6]). In fact, we are only concerned here with the following case:

Lemma 6.1. Let o € II. Then Ly, is a standard Levi subgroup of G relative to (S, Ag).

Proof. Let 8 € Ag be such that 8|4 = a. Then 0*(8) = —w;(¢(8)) € —(¢(8) +ZI). Hence ¥, = @,
where J =T U{B,%(B)}. -

Recall (H3, §1]) that Zg(w) = Zg(A) = M - A (almost direct product), where M = Zy(A)°. It is
clear from the definition that Z1 (we) = ZG(A). Once more we denote by (.,.) : X(A) xY(4) — Z
the natural pairing of abelian groups.

Corollary 6.2. There exists a cocharacter wy : k* — AN LY such that (o,we) = 2. We have
Wa = W + Lo for some po € Y((Z(Ly) N A)°).

Proof. All of our earlier results apply to the #-stable Levi subgroup L, of G. In particular, there

exists a cocharacter w, : k* — AN LY such that (a,wa) = 2 by Lemma BT Now, clearly
(wag —w) € Y(A). But (o,wq —w) =0, hence wy, —w € Y(Z(Ly)°). O

Let E = X(A)®zRand let (.,.) : E x E — R be a Wy-equivariant inner product. The set ®% is
a root system in F with Cartan integers («, 5) = 2(«, 8)/(8, 8), «, 8 € II (|31}, §4]).

Lemma 6.3. We have (B,ws) = (B,a) for all o, 5 € 1.

Proof. Let E* be the dual space to E, naturally identified with Y (A) ®z R. The inner product (.,.)
induces a Wy-equivariant isomorphism E — E*. Note that for x € E, so(z) = —x < z € Ra.
Moreover, E* = Rw, @ (Y ((Z(Ly) N A)°) ®z R). Hence for y € E*, s4(y) = —y < y € Rw,. It
follows that the isomorphism F — E* sends a to cw, for some ¢ € R*. Thus (8,a) = ¢(f,w,) for
all B € ®4. But (o,wa) = 2, hence ¢ = (o, @)/2. Therefore (5,ws) = 2(5,)/(o, ) = (5, ) for all
a, B eIl O

It follows from the construction of w, that there is an open Zg(w)-orbit on g(a; A), which we
denote Y. Since L, is a Levi subgroup of G, w, is an associated cocharacter (in G) for any x, € Y.
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Lemma 6.4. Let E, € Y,. Then dwy(1) = &4[Eq, d0(Ey)] for some &, € k.

Proof. By properties of associated cocharacters, 34(Fq) N g(—a; A) = 0. Hence [E,,df(E,)] # 0.

But dim A N Lg}) = 1, hence dima N Lie(L((ll)) = 1. It follows that there exists &, € k* such that
dwo (1) = €4[Eq, dO(EL)]. O

Lemma 6.5. The differentials do : a — a, « € 11, are linearly independent.

Proof. Tt follows at once from the definitions that Nyerr ker da = 3(g)Na. Moreover, 3(g) = Lie(Z(G)°)
by [18, 2.3]. But Z(G)° is a #-stable torus, hence Z(G)° = (ZNK)°-(ZNA)° by LemmaZ2 Therefore
3(g) Na = Lie((Z N A)°). But dimA — dim(Z N A)° = rk®4 (see for example 31, Rk. 4.8]). This
completes the proof. O

Corollary 6.6. The toral elements dw,(1) are linearly independent.

Proof. Let E, € Y, for each a € II. By Lemma there exist &, € k™ such that dw,(1) =
¢a[Ew,d0(E,)] for each a.

Let x be a non-degenerate (6, G)-equivariant symmetric bilinear form on g, let S be a maximal torus
of G containing A, and let s = Lie(S). By S-equivariance, the restriction of x to s is non-degenerate;
by 6-equivariance, the restriction to a is also non-degenerate. Let a € a. Then x(a,dwy(1)) =
Eada(a)k(Ey,dO(E,)). Since k|qxq is non-degenerate, k(Eq,d0(E,)) # 0 and the isomorphism a — a*
induced by x sends dw, (1) to a non-zero multiple of da. By Lemma B0 the toral elements dw, (1)
are linearly independent. U

6.2 Optimal cocharacters and Y.

Let H be a reductive algebraic group, and let p : H — GL(V') be a rational representation. Recall
that v € V' is H-unstable if 0 € p(H)(v): otherwise v is H-semistable. Note that the H-unstable ele-
ments are the points of 77‘_/}{(71\/7 m(0)). We have the Hilbert-Mumford criterion (see [24], for example):

- v is H-unstable if and only if there exists a cocharacter X\ : k* — H such that v is A\(k™)-
unstable.

Let T be a maximal torus of H, and let Wy = Ny (T)/T. Let Y (T') be the lattice of cocharacters
in T and let E* =Y (T) ®@z R. Let (.,.) : Y(T) x Y(T) — Z be a Wrp-equivariant, positive definite
symmetric bilinear form, extended linearly to an inner product (.,.) : E* x E* — R. There is a
corresponding length function [|.|| : B* — R2%, X — (A\,\)/2. Any cocharacter X : kX — H is
H-conjugate to an element of Y (T'), hence we can describe the set of cocharacters in H as the union
Y(H) = UY (hTh™'). Moreover, if A,z € Y(T), then A\ and p are H-conjugate if and only if they
are Wp-conjugate. It follows that the length function can be extended to an H-equivariant function
||| : Y(H) — R=Y.

Let A € Y(H) and let h € H. We say that the limit lim;_,0 A(¢)hA(t7!) exists if the morphism
kX — H, t+ A(t)hA(t™!) can be extended to a morphism 7 : k — H. If 5 exists then it is unique: we
write lim;_,o A(£)hA(t~1) for the image 1(0). We associate to any cocharacter A the following subgroups
of H:

P(\) = {h € H| lim M)At exists),

UM = {h € H| lmAORAE) = I}, Z(A) = Zu (Y.

(Here I is the identity element of H.) Then P()\) is a parabolic subgroup of H with Levi decompo-
sition P(\) = Z(A\)U(A).

For A€ Y(H) and i € Z set V(i;\) = {v € V| p(A(t))(v) = tiv Vt € k*}: hence V = @z V (i; ).
Let ve V,v=7>3 v, v € V(i;\). We write m(v, A) for the mininum i € Z such that v; # 0. The
(non-trivial) cocharacter A is optimal for v if m(v, \)/||A|| > m(v, u)/||p|| for all 0 # p € Y(H). A
cocharacter A is primitive it \/m € Y(H) = m = £1.

The main result of the Kempf-Rousseau theory is the following ([I5, B3]):
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Theorem 6.7 (Kempf, Rousseau). Let v be an H-unstable element of V.

(a) There exists at least one optimal cocharacter A € Y (H) for v.

(b) There is a parabolic subgroup P(v) of G such that P(v) = P(\) for any optimal cocharacter X
forv. The centralizer Zg(v) C P(v).

(c) Let A, be the set of all cocharacters in H which are primitive and optimal for v. Any two
elements of A, are conjugate by an element of P(v). Each mazimal torus of P(\) contains a unique
element of A,.

Let 7 be a maximal torus of H, and let A € Y/(T). We denote by T* the subtorus of 7' generated
by all cocharacters p with (X, ) = 0, and by Z+(\) the subgroup of Z()\) generated by Z(\)(M) and
T*. Then Z+()) is a closed subgroup of Z(\) of codimension 1, and is independent of the choice of
maximal torus 7' containing A\. We have the following criterion for optimality (Kirwan [I6], Ness [25]):

Proposition 6.8 (Kirwan, Ness). Let i > 1, and let v € V(i;\). Then X is optimal for v if and
only if v is Z+(\)-semistable.

Consider the adjoint representation Ad : G — GL(g). Here x € g is G-unstable if and only if it
is nilpotent. In [29], Premet showed that every nilpotent element x € g has a cocharacter A which is
both optimal for and associated to z. (In general optimality depends on the choice of length function
on Y(G).) Let X be any associated cocharacter for z. Then A is optimal for x, and either A or A\/2 is
primitive (|29, Thm. 2.3, Thm. 2.7]). On the other hand, if A is optimal for x and x € g(2;\), then
A is an associated cocharacter for x ([22, Thm. 14]).

Let S be a maximal torus of G containing A, and let F = X(5) ®z R. By BI, 2.6(iv)], S is
O-stable. Let Wg = Ng(S)/S, let T' be the group of automorphisms of S generated by Wg and 6, and
let (.,.) : B x E — R be a I'-equivariant inner product such that (a, 8) € Z for all o, 5 € X(S). The
inner product induces a I'-equivariant isomorphism FE — E*. Moreover, E* identifies with Y (S) ®z R.
Hence we write (.,.) also for the induced inner product on E*. Let E_ (resp. E*) denote the (—1)
eigenspace in E (resp. E*). Then E_ (resp. E*) can be identified with X (A) ®zR (resp. Y (A)®zR).
The isomorphism E — E* restricts to a Wx-equivariant isomorphism E_ — E*. Recall ([43], §1])
that Zg(A) = M - A (almost direct product), where M = Zg(A)°. Clearly Zg(A)) C M. Since
w is regular in A, Zg(w) = Zg(A). Let A¥ denote the subtorus of A generated by all p(k*), with
€ Y(A) such that (u,w) = 0.

Lemma 6.9. Z1(w) = M - A,

Proof. Let S = (SN K)°. By 6-equivariance, (u,w) = 0 for all u € Y(Sp). Hence Z+(w) contains
Sy - Za(A)M) = M. The lemma now follows at once. O

Let o € II and let L, be the (Levi) subgroup of G introduced in Sect. Note that Z1_ (wq) =
Za(w) = M-A. Let Zfa (wq) be the subgroup of Zg(A) generated by Zg(A)Y) and S“= (using similar
notation to that used above).

Lemma 6.10. (3) Zfa(wa) =M-(Z(Ly)NA)°.
(i) Let xo, € g(a; A). Then x4 € Yy, if and only if x,, is M-semistable.

Proof. By Lemma B3 applied to L, Zfa (wa) =M - A% But A= (Z(La) NA)° - wa(k™), hence (i)
follows. Part (ii) now follows from the Kirwan-Ness criterion. O

For ease of notation, let 7o = Tg(a;4),1- We can choose homogeneous generators fi, fa,... fi for
k[g(c; A)JM. Let the respective degrees be dy,ds, ... d;. Recall (Rk. EH]) that there is a natural action
of A on g(a; A)//M, induced by the action on g(a; A). Clearly a - f; = a(a)~% f; for any a € A. Let
U, be a vector space with basis uq,uo,...u; and let A act on U, by: a-u; = a(a)diui, extending
linearly to all of U,. Hence the morphism g(a; A) — Uy, o — >, fi(Ta)u; induces an A-equivariant
embedding ¢q : g(a; A))/M — U,. Since the f; are homogeneous, tq(7(0)) = 0. Hence z, € Y, if
and only if 1o (74 (24)) # 0 (by Lemma BT0).
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Let ro = rk®%. Embed A diagonally in the product Zg(A)™, and let H = M"™ C Zg(A)™.
Clearly H commutes with A. Let the coordinates of Zg(A)™ be indexed by the elements of II, and let
Zg(A)™ act on g(2;w) = @aecnd(; A): (9a) - 2 Yo = 2 _(ga * Ya)- It is easy to see that the quotient
g(2;w)//H is naturally isomorphic to [[,cra(a; A) /M. Identify g(2;w)/H with [ cqo(a; A)JM,
let U = ®penUa, and let ¢ = (][ ta) : 9(2;w)//H — U. Then ¢ is an A-equivariant embedding. Hence
by Rk. the following diagram is commutative:

0(2;w) — g(Zw)/H U

9(Zw) A — 9(2;w) JA“H — UJJA*
(Note that by construction ¢(my2..,),7#(0)) = 0.)

Lemma 6.11. (i) Let u € U. Then u is A¥-unstable if and only if us, = 0 for some a € II.
(it) Let x = ) crp Ta € 9(2;w). Then x is AYH-semistable if and only if v, € Yy for all oo € I1.

Proof. Since A¥ = (A* N GM)° . (Z(G) N A)° and (Z(G) N A) acts trivially on U, we may clearly
assume that G is semisimple. Suppose that v € U is AY-unstable. By the Hilbert-Mumford criterion,
there exists p € Y (A“) such that u is p(k*)-unstable. After replacing p by —pu, if necessary, we may
assume that u € Y., U(4; u). Note that U, C > _,~; U(é; ) if and only if (o, u) > 0. Hence if uy # 0
for all a, then (a, p) > 0 for all o € II. But this implies that 4 and w are in the same Weyl chamber
in Y(A), which contradicts the assumption that (u,w) = 0.

Suppose therefore that u, = 0 for some « € II. Recall that w = wy + o for some p € Y(Z(Ly)).
Hence (w,w) = (Wa, wWa) + (a, ta) and (wa,w) = (Wa,wq). It follows that ¢ = (wq,w)/(w,w) < 1. Let
m € N be such that v = m(wy — aw) € Y(A). Then in fact v € Y(A¥). Moreover, {(o,v) > 0 and
(B,v) <0 for all 8 €Il\ {a}. Hence u is v(k*)-semistable. This proves (i).

For ease of notation, let V = g(2;w) and let V, = g(a; A). Suppose z = >z, € V. Recall (Rk.
ED) that my a0 = TV, AvH/H © TV,H- Moreover, V//H embeds as an A-stable subset of U. It follows
that x is an A“H-unstable element of V if and only if «(my g (z)) is an A“-unstable element of U.
But by (i), this holds if and only if ¢4 (7o (zq)) = 0 for some o € II. Hence, by Lemma x is
A% H-semistable if and only if x, € Y, for all a. O

Corollary 6.12. Let x € g(2;w) be such that x, € Yy, for all a € II. Then x € Y,,.

Proof. By the Kirwan-Ness criterion, x € Y, if and only if z is Z(w)-semistable. If z is Z+(w)-
unstable, then it is clearly also A“ H-unstable. But then z, ¢ Y, for some a € II by Lemma O

Hence we have the following equivalent conditions:

Proposition 6.13. Let x =) %o € g(2;w). Then the following are equivalent:
(i) z €Y,,
(ii) [a, 2] — 8(23),
(i1i) xo € Yo for each a €11,
(v) [g¥, za) = 8(a; A) for each o € 1.

Proof. The equivalence of (i) and (ii) is an immediate consequence of the separability of orbits, (see
Lemma EZ)). Hence (iii) and (iv) are also equivalent (since L, is a Levi subgroup of G). Suppose
[0“, 2] = g(2;w). Then @qen[g”, xa] = 9(2;w), hence [g¥, 4] = g(a; A). This shows that (i) = (iv).
But by Lemma 1Tl (iv) = (ii). This completes the proof. O

Remark 6.14. The above proposition differs slightly from [I7, Prop. 19], which it seeks to imitate.
Kostant-Rallis’ version considers only elements of g(2;w) which are contained in the real form gg.
Then = € Y, N gr if and only if x4 # 0 for each a.
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6.3 Construction of g*

In [I7], Kostant and Rallis constructed a reductive subalgebra g* of g containing a as a Cartan
subalgebra. We will now generalise this to positive characteristic. Fix F € Y,, and let dw, (1) = H, =
¢alEa,d0(Ey)]. Let F,, = £,d0(E,). Hence {H,, Ey, F,} is an sl(2)-triple for each a.

Lemma 6.15. We have the following relations:
(a) [Ha, Hg] =0 (o, B € II),
(b) [Ha, Eg] = —(B, ) Eg (a, 8 € 1),
(¢) [Ha, Fg] = (B,a)F (o, B € 11),
(d) [Eq, F3| =0 for a # g €11,
(e) (ad Ea)_<f8’a>+1(E5) = (ad Fa)_<f3’°‘>+1(F5) =0 fora# pell,
(f) EP = FOLép} =0, and H([f] = H, for every o € 1I.

Proof. (a) is immediate since H, € a; (b) and (c) follow from Lemma If « # 3 € II, then
a— 3 ¢ ®4. Hence (d) follows. Clearly, 8+ ma € &% < 8+ ma € ®4. But the integers (8, ) are
the Cartan integers for ®%. Hence 8+ (1 — (8,«)) ¢ ®7%, which proves (e). Finally, if o € ®4 then
3a ¢ 4 by Lemma [Z0l Hence Eg’] = F(E”} = 0. Since H, = dw, (1), H, is a toral element. This
proves (f). O

Proposition 6.16. Let b* = b*(E) be the subalgebra of g generated by the elements E, F,, H,. Then
b* is a df-stable restricted subalgebra of g, a N Lie(GWM) is a Cartan subalgebra of b*, [b*,b*] = b*,
and b* is an almost classical Lie algebra of universal type with root system ®%. Hence there exists a
simply-connected semisimple group B* such that Lie(B*) = b*.

Proof. Since the set {Hy, E,, F,} is df-stable, so is b*. Furthermore, Eg’] = F}f’} =0and Hg’] = H, by
Lemma.T5Kf). It follows that b* is a restricted subalgebra of g. Let G(1), G(2), - .., G(;) be the minimal
9-stable normal subgroups of G!) and let g1) = Lie(G(1)), 8(2) = Lie(G(a)), .- -, 9¢) = Lie(G(;)). Hence
Lie(G(l)) =81 Do) ©... gy Moreover ¢7) = <I>’(“1) U q)zﬁz) u...u <I>’(“l) is the decomposition of the
root system into simple components, where <I>’(kl.) = (G, ANG(;))*. Thus b* = b’(kl) <) ba) PB...0 bzkl),
where ba) = b* N g(;). But therefore we have only to prove the proposition in the case G = G(y).
Hence we may assume that ®% is irreducible.

Let {HC, Eg, Féc ca €I, B € (9%)"} be a Chevalley basis for a complex semisimple Lie algebra
gc with root system ®%. Let gz be the Z-subalgebra spanned by the elements HS,EE,F éc. The
k-Lie algebra gz ®z k is an almost classical Lie algebra of universal type, and it is generated by
{HC®1,EC®1, FS®1: o € TI}. Hence by Lemma there is a unique Lie algebra homomorphism
¢:9z®k — b* such that HS ® 1 — H,, ES ® 1+ E,, FC ® 1+ F,. Since b* is generated by the
elements E,, Fy,a € II, ¢ is surjective. The ideals of gz ® k are given in [I0, p. 446-7]. Since p is
good, there is only one case of a non-trivial ideal: when ®% is of type A,, and p|(n + 1), the centre
is of dimension 1. But by Cor. the elements H,, o € II are linearly independent. Hence ¢ is
injective in all cases. Thus b* & gz ® k. Since b* is of universal type, there exists a simply-connected
semisimple group B* such that Lie(B*) = b* (see the discussion in [T §1]). It remains to show that
anLie(GW) is a Cartan subalgebra of b*. But by Cor. B8, anLie(GW) is spanned by H, ,o € II. O

Lemma 6.17. Let o’ = Lie(ANGW) and let W* = Np-(a')/Zp-(«). Then Wy = Ng(a)/Zg(a) is
naturally isomorphic to W*.

Proof. Since the root system of B* is identified with ®%, Np=(a)/Zp«(a) is generated by the reflections
Sa,a € II. But so is W4 by [B1L, 4.5]. O

We are now ready to present the main theorem of this section:

Theorem 6.18. Let E €Y, and let g*(E) be the Lie subalgebra of g generated by E,d0(E) and a.
(a) g*(E) is a df-stable restricted subalgebra of g, [¢*(E), g*(E)] = b*(E), and a is a mazimal toral
algebra in g*(E).
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(b) There exists a reductive group G* satisfying the standard hypotheses (A)-(C) of §3, such that
Lie(G*) = g*(E).
(¢) There is an involutive automorphism 0* of G* such that d§* = df|,.

Proof. Let g* = g*(E),b* = b*(E). Since [a,E] = > cqkEy and [a,d0(E)] = > oy kdO(E,), g*
contains b*. Moreover, [b*,b*] = b* by Prop. and a normalizes b*. Hence b* = [g*, g*]. Clearly
g* is generated by a and b*. Therefore g* is df-stable and closed under the p-operation. This proves
(a).
By Prop. BEI6, b* = Lie(B*), where B* is a simply-connected semisimple group. Let S be a
maximal torus of G containing A and let Ag be a basis for ®(G, S) such that II can be obtained as
{Bla : BeAg} Let ' =5SNGD, A = AnGW, o' = Lie(4'). Since G is simply-connected,
Y(S') = ®pengBY, where 3¥ denotes the coroot corresponding to 8. Let a € II and let 8 € Ag be
such that 3|4 = a. There are three possibilities: (i) 0*(8) = —f, (i), —0*(8) and [ are orthogonal,
and (iii) —0*(5) and [ generate a root system of type As. But now we can describe w, explicitly: in
case (i), we = BY; in (ii) we = BY — 0*(B)Y; and in case (iii), wo = 2(8Y — 0*(8)Y). Let ¢, = 1 if v is
of type (i) or (ii), and ¢, = 2 if « is of type (iii). It follows from Lemma ZZH that {wq/co @ « € 11} is
a basis for Y (4).

Let A}, be the unique maximal torus of B* such that Lie(A};) = o/ (Lemma 7). Then Y (A%)
can be identified with @qcrZwy, C Y (A’). Hence Y(A};) embeds as a sublattice of Y(A’) of index
2!, where i is the number of roots in II which are of type (iii). Let {xo : a € II} be the basis for
X(A’) which is dual to the basis {ws/cq : « € II} for Y(A’). Then we can identify X (A};) with
BaenZ(Xa/ca) C X(A') @z Q. Clearly X(A’) is a sublattice of X (A%) of index 2. Now the basis
{Xa} can be lifted to a basis {xa,2; : @ € II,1 < j < r —ro} for X(A). (Here r = dim A and
ro =1k ®%.) Let Ax = @aennZ(Xa/ca) @221 @ ... ® Lzr—ry C X(A) @7 Q. Clearly Ax contains X (A)
as a sublattice of index 2¢. The pairing (.,.) : X(A) x Y(A) — Z can be extended to a Z-bilinear
map (.,.) : Ax X Y(4A) — Q. Let Ay = {A € Y(A)|(x,A\) € ZVx € Ax}. Then Ay is a sublattice
of Y (A) of index 2°.

Let A* be the torus with character lattice Ay, that is A* = Spec(kAx). Then A* contains A%.
Since Ay is of index 2° in Y (A), we can identify Lie(A*) with a. Set G* = (B* x A*)/diag(A%).
It is easy to see that G* is reductive and that Lie(G*) can be identified with g*. To prove (b) we
therefore have only to show that the restriction to g* of the df-equivariant trace form « (see Cor. B2)
is non-degenerate.

Let s = Lie(S). Since s is non-degenerate its restriction to s is non-degenerate. But k is also
df-equivariant. Hence k(s,a) = 0 for any s € s N ¢ and any a € a. It follows that the restriction
K|axa is non-degenerate. To show that |g is non-degenerate, it will therefore suffice to show that the
restriction to g, x g*, is non-degenerate for every o € ®%. (Here g}, = g(a; A)Ng*, a one-dimensional
root subspace for each o € ®*). But the Weyl group of G* is isomorphic to W4 by Lemma ET7
Hence to see that the restriction of x to g* is non-degenerate, we require only that k(Ey, F,) # 0
for each o € II. Since x is non-degenerate on a, there exists a € a such that x(a, H,) # 0. But
k(a, Hy) = da(a)k(Eq, F,) # 0. Hence k|g-x g+ is non-degenerate.

Since B* is simply-connected, there exists a unique automorphism 6% of B* such that dfj; = df|e-
by Lemma[[Z3 Hence the involutive automorphism of B* x A* given by (g,a) — (8%5(g),a™') induces
an automorphism 6* of G* = (B* x A*)/diag(A}j) satisfying df* = df| 4. O

As an immediate consequence of the theorem, all of our earlier results apply to the pair (G*, 6%).

Remark 6.19. It is possible to construct a group Gj such that Lie(G}) = g* and A is a maximal torus
of Gjy. It is clear from the proof of Thm. that the universal covering of (G)(!) is isomorphic
to B*, and that B* — (Gé)(l) is separable, with kernel of order 2¢. Here i is the number of roots
a € IT which are of type (iii) (that is, if 5 € Ag satisfies 8|4 = «, then 8 and —0*(3) generate a root
system of type Az). It can be seen from the classification of involutions (proved in odd characteristic
by Springer [39]) that there is at most one root of type (iii) for each component of the root system of
G. Suppose G is almost simple, hence so is G*(= B*). Since the universal covering G* — G}, maps
Z(G*) onto Z(G) N A, we can easily calculate the order of Z(G) N A for an arbitrary involution.
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Lemma 6.20. Let G be an almost simple (simply-connected) group.

(1) Suppose 0 is quasi-split, but not split.

(a) N has two irreducible components if G is of type Agpi1 or Dopyq.

(b) Otherwise N is irreducible (types Ay, Doy, Es).

(2) Let 0 be an involution which is neither split nor quasi-split. If G is of type A, Eg, Eg, Fy, or if
0 is an outer involution in type D, then N is irreducible.

Proof. (1) Let Z = Z(G). Recall from Cor. that the components of N are in one-to-one
correspondence with the elements of Z N A/7(Z), where 7 : G — G is given by g — ¢g~'6(g). Suppose
G is of type Eg. Then Z is a cyclic group of order 3, hence (Z N A)/(Z N A)? is trivial. By Thm.
ET7 N is irreducible. Similarly, N is irreducible if G is of type As,. For G of type Ag,y1 (resp.
Dopt1, Day) we can see from [B9, pp. 664-665] that ®* is of type Cy41 (resp. Ba,—1, Bo,—1). Hence
Z(G*) is of order 2 in each case. Unless G is of type Day, 0 is inner by [39], hence 0(z) = z for any
z € Z(G). On the other hand, an outer automorphism acts non-trivially on the centre. It follows
that 7(Z) is trivial unless G is of type Da,, in which case it is of order 2. This shows that A/ has the
number of irreducible components indicated.

(2) If G is of type Eg, Eg, or Fy, then Z/Z? is trivial, hence N is irreducible by Thm. EI7 For
an inner automorphism in type A, ®% is of type C, hence Z(G*) is of order 2. Moreover, there exists
a root a € II of type (iii); hence Z N A is trivial. It follows that N is irreducible. Suppose 6 is a
non-split outer automorphism in type A, 1. Then ®% is of type A,,, and there is no root of type (iii).
Therefore ZN A is of order (n+1). But (since 6 is outer) we have z +— z~! for z € Z. Thus 7(Z) = Z?
is of order (2n +2)/2 = (n+ 1). Therefore Z N A = 7(Z), which implies that A is irreducible.

Finally, suppose 6 is an outer involution in type D. Then &% is of type B, hence Z(G*) is of order
2. There is no root of type (iii), hence Z N A is also of order 2. But 6 acts non-trivially on the centre,
hence 7(Z) # 1. It follows that Z N A/7(Z) is trivial. O

Lemma provides us with two more classes of involution for which N has two irreducible
components: the quasi-split involutions in type As,y1 and Da, 1 are, respectively (gl(2n + 2), gl(n +
1)@ gl(n+1)) and (so(4n + 2),50(2n + 2) G s0(2n)).

We now check the remaining (non-quasi-split) cases. The classification of involutions in [39] as-
sociates to each class of involution a unique Araki diagram: the Araki diagram for 6 is a copy of the
Dynkin diagram on Ag, with the action of ¢ indicated, and the vertices in I (resp. Ag \ I) coloured
black (resp. white). But then one can easily write down the weighted Dynkin diagram corresponding
to w (and hence to a regular nilpotent element of p): h(a) =2 if « € Ag\ I, and h(a) =0 if o € I.
Lemma [E20] and [39] reduce us to the following cases:

(i) Non-split involutions in type B,,. Here there are (n—1) classes of involution, with corresponding
weighted Dynking diagrams

20 -~ 0, 220 -+ 0, ..., 220

In each case @7 is of type B, and there is no root « € II of type (iii). Hence Z N A is of order 2. For
type B it is easier to carry out the calculations in the adjoint group SO(2n + 1), which we embed in
the standard way in SL(2n + 1). Let e be a regular nilpotent element of p and let C' be its ‘reductive
part’. The determination of the number of irreducible components of A/ therefore comes down to the
determination of whether C' is contained in K or not. (Here G?/K is of order 2.) The embedding of
G in SL(2n+1) allows us to classify the nilpotent orbits in g by partitions of (2n+ 1), see for example
[B7 3.5]. (The only partitions which occur in type B are those such that i appears an even number of
times if ¢ is even.) The partitions of (2n + 1) corresponding to the above weighted Dynkin diagrams
are, respectively, 31.12(=1) 51 12(0=2) (95, — 1)1 .12,

The pair corresponding to a weighted Dynkin diagram as above with m 2’s is (so(2n + 1), s0(m) ®
s0(2n + 1 —m)). It follows that if m is even and e is a regular nilpotent element of p, then 6 is
conjugate to Ad A\(v/—1), where X is an associated cocharacter for e. But then Zg(A\) C K, hence
C C K. It follows that in this case, N has two irreducible components.
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Suppose therefore that m is odd. It is easy to see that K = SO(m) x SO(2n 4+ 1 — m), and that
G? = {(g,h) € O(m) xO(2n+1—m)| det g = det h}. Here C//C® is of order 2 by Sommers’ theorem.
In fact, we can see by direct calculation that C' = O(2n + 1 — m), and that C/C° is generated by
an element of G < O(m) x O(2n + 1 — m) of the form (—1I,n), where detn = —1. But therefore
CK = GY. Tt follows that A is irreducible in this case.

(ii) Non-split involutions in type C,. We consider G = Sp(2n, k) as a subgroup of SL(2n,k) in
the standard way. There are [n/2] classes of non-split involution of G, with corresponding weighted
Dynkin diagrams

2 0 2 0 2 ifniseven,
2000, 2020"'0""’{202 2 0 ifnisodd.
In each case, the roots ®% are of type B, and with the exception of the case 2 0 2 --- 0 2,

there is a root « € II of type (iii). This shows that Z N A is trivial in each except this final case, which
is (sp(4n),sp(2n) @ sp(2n)). Here a regular nilpotent element of p is of partition type (2n)%. Up to

Ao 0 1 0
conjugacy, f is equal to conjugation by Int , where Ag = -1 1
0 Ag 0 1
Then e = ej3 + €4 + ... — €222, € ¢ is a regular nilpotent element of p. Hence if A is the
n 0
unique diagonal cocharacter which is associated to e, then ¢ = € Zg(A) N Zg(e) and
0 n

0 1
10

(iii) Inner involutions in type Dg,. There are (n+ 1) classes of involutions, producing ®% of types
By, By, ..., Boy_2,C,,C,. The corresponding weighted Dynkin diagrams are:

c10(c) = —1, where n = ( > It follows from Cor. that A\ is irreducible in this case.

0 0 0
220 -0 , 22220 -0 , ... ,22%2..2 |
0 0 0
2 0
02 0 2,020 2
0 2

Moreover, we have respectively: € = so(4n —2)®s0(2), so(dn—4)Pso(4), ... ,s0(2n+2)Dso(2n —
2), gl(2n), gl(2n). (The final two cases are conjugate by an outer involution of G.) The nilpotent orbits
in g are classified in a standard way by partitions of 4n, see for example [37), 3.5]. (The only partitions
which occur in type D are those such that i appears an even number of times if i is even.) The
partitions corresponding to the above weighted Dynkin diagrams are 3'.147=3 71 14=7 (4n —
5)1.1%,(2n)2, (2n)%. Hence by Sommers’ theorem [37, 29, 23], in each of these cases the group C' =
Za(X\) N Zg(e) is connected modulo Z(G). (Here e is a regular nilpotent element of p and A is an
associated cocharacter for e.) Moreover, there is no root of type (iii). Hence ZNA/7(C)=ZNA=
Z(G*). Thus N has two irreducible components.

(iv) Inner involutions in type Dap41. There are n classes of involutions, producing ®* of types
By, By,...,Bo,_2,B,. The corresponding weighted Dynkin diagrams are:

0 0 0
220 .0 , 222200 , ..., 22 20 .,
0 0 0
2
and 0 2 0 --- O
2
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We have, respectively: £ = so(4n) @ s0(2),s0(4n — 2) @ s0(4), ... ,s0(2n + 4) & so(2n — 2), and
gl(2n + 1). In the final case 6*(a2,) = —(aop—1 + aop+1). Thus agy|a = agnt1]a is of type (iii),
= ANZ(G) is trivial = N is irreducible. For the first (n — 1) diagrams, the corresponding partitions
of (4n+2) are: 3L.147=1 7L14n=5  (4n—5)L.17. By Sommers’ theorem Zg(\)NZg(e) is connected
modulo Z(G) in each case. It follows that A/ has two irreducible components.

(v) (Inner) involutions in type F7. Here there are two classes of involutions, with weighted Dynkin
diagrams:

2 2 2 0 2 0 200 0 2 2
0 and 0 .

For the first class, which is (e7,s0(12) @ s((2)), ® is of type Fy, hence N is irreducible (since the
fundamental group of Fj is trivial). For the second, which is (e7,es @ k), ®* is of type C3 and there is
no root of type (iii). Hence (Z N A)/7(Z) is of order 2. Moreover, by Sommers’ theorem ([37, p. 558]
and [29, 23]) Za(A) N Za(e) is connected modulo Z(G). Therefore N has two irreducible components.

This completes the process of computing the number of irreducible components of A'. The non-
irreducible cases match those given by Sekiguchi in [35] for k = C.

Proposition 6.21. The classes of involution for which N is non-irreducible are as follows.
- Type A: (gl(n),s0(n)), (al(2n), gl(n) ® gl(n)).
Type B: (s0(2n+1),50(2m) @ so(2(n —m) + 1)), only if the even part 2m < 2(n —m) + 1,
Type C: (sp(2n), gl(n)),
Type D: (s0(2n),s0(2m) @ so(2(n —m)), (so(4n),gl(2n)), (so(4n +2),s0(2n + 1) G so(2n + 1)),
- Type E7: (e7,5((8)), (e7,¢6 S k).
In each of these cases N has two irreducible components, except for (so(4n),so(2n) & so(2n)),
where there are four components.

6.4 Applications

We draw a number of conclusions from Theorem Let S be a maximal torus of G containing A,
and let Ag be a basis for &g from which II is obtained (see Sect. ZZ). We can now show that each
fibre of the quotient morphism 7, : p — p/K has a dense open K*-orbit.

Lemma 6.22. Let s € a, let L = Z(s)°, and let | = Lie(L). There is a dense open (K* N L)-orbit in
N(Np).

Proof. Since s € a, L is a f-stable Levi subgroup of G containing A. Let F} = {a € A|a® € Z(L)}. As
there is a surjective map from F}/F(Z(L) N A) to the set of L’-orbits in N'([Np)ye, (Thm. BEIT), it
will suffice to show that the map F*/(Z N A) — F;/(Z(L) N A) induced by the embedding F* — F}
is surjective. Let 79 = rk(A N GM). The basis II = {aj,a,...,a,} determines an isomorphism
(a1, a9,...,00y) : AJ(ZNA) — (K*)™. (Separability follows from Lemma BH) The subgroup
F/(Z N A) maps onto the set of ro-tuples of the form (+1,...,+£1). Since any Levi subgroup of G* is
conjugate to a standard Levi subgroup, there exists w € W(G*, A*) such that w(Zg=(s)) is standard.
But W(G*, A*) = W4 by Lemma Hence, after replacing s by some W -conjugate, if necessary,
there is a subset J C II such that [ is spanned by g4 and the subspaces g(a; A) with o € ZJ N D 4.
Then J = {f1,52,..., 05} determines an isomorphism (81, B2,...,08) : A/(Z(L)NA) — (E*)™.
It is now easy to see that the projection onto the [;-coordinates gives a surjective homomorphism
A/(ZNA)— A/(Z(L) N A) which sends F*/(Z N A) onto F; /(Z(L) N A). O

Hence:
Theorem 6.23. FEvery fibre of m, contains a dense (open) K*-orbit.

Proof. Let £ € p//K and let s be a semisimple element of 7, 1(5). We may assume after conjugating
by an element of K, if necessary, that s € a. Let L = Zg(s) = Zg(s)°, | = Lie(L). Thus 7~ 1(¢) =
K -{s+N(INnp)}. By Lemma 22 there is an open K* N L-orbit in N(INp). Hence there is a dense
K*-orbit in 771(¢). O
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Remark 6.24. Let P = {g7'0(g)|g € G}. Let z € G and let x = su be the Jordan-Chevalley
decomposition of x, where s is the semisimple part and u the unipotent part. Then x € P if and
only if #(u) = u~! and s is contained in a maximal #-split torus of G ([31, 6.1]). Let U denote
the set of unipotent elements in P; recall (Cor. B20) that there is a K*-equivariant isomorphism
U : U — N. Fix a maximal 6-split torus A of G. By [31), 11.3-4] the action of K* on P is well-defined
and the embedding A — P induces an isomorphism A/W, — P/J/K = PJ/K*. Hence each fibre of
wp: P — PJ/K is K*-stable and contains a unique closed (semisimple) K-orbit. In [3T, Rk. 10.4]
Richardson conjectured that each fibre of 7p : P — P//K has a dense open K*-orbit. However, this
is not true, as we now show.

It follows from the above that every fibre of mp can be written as K-a(UNZg(a)) = K-a(UNZg(a)®)
for some a € A. Let a € A, let L = Zg(a)° and let V1, Vs, ..., V; be the irreducible components of
UnL By Cor. and Lemma [ the V; are of equal dimension, and each contains an open
(L?)°-orbit which is just the intersection with the set of f-regular elements of L. (An element x € P
is f-regular if dim Zg(x) = dim Zg(A). Note that v € V; is f-regular in L if and only if av is f-regular
in G.) Tt follows that each irreducible component of 7' (7p(a)) is of the form K -aV; for some i, and
K - aV; is an irreducible component of 75" (7p(a)) for all i.

It is now easy to see that there is a dense open K*-orbit in 75" (7p(a)) if and only if Zg(a) N K*
permutes the components V; transitively. Let G be almost simple, of type Eg, Fy, or G, and let
0 be a split involution of G. Since G is both simply-connected and adjoint, K* = G = K and
L = Zg(a) = Zg(a)®. Tt follows that there is a dense open K*-orbit in 75" (7p(a)) if and only if L°
permutes the components of U N L transitively. Let a be a non-regular element of order 2. As G is
adjoint, Z(L)/Z(L)° is cyclic of order 2 (see [29, Prop. 3.2]). Hence Z(L)/Z(L)? is cyclic of order 2.
By Cor. BEI8 the L°-orbits in A(LNp) are parametrised by the elements of Z(L)/Z(L)%. Hence by
there are two regular L-orbits in ¢/ N L. It follows that there is more than one regular K*-orbit
in 75! (7p(a)).

Let 2 € g be such that 2P/ = 0. McNinch has associated to z a family of optimal homomorphisms
p : SL(2) — G. These behave in a similar way to the s[(2)-triples in zero (or large) characteristic. Let
X k¢ — SL(2), x(t) = < g ?_1 >, let X = < 8 (1) >, and let Y = < (1) 8 > A homomorphism
p: SL(2) — G is optimal for z if dp(X) = x, and p o x is an associated cocharacter for x in G. We
have the following facts:

- Optimal homomorphisms exist: for any associated cocharacter \ for x there is a unique homo-
morphism p : SL(2) — G such that dp(X) = x and pox = X ([20] and [21), Prop. 44]).

- Any two optimal SL(2)-homomorphisms for x are conjugate by an element of Zg(x)°. ([Z1, Thm.
46]),

- Za(@) 0 Za(N) = Zalp(SL(2)) (21, Cor. 43)).

Recall that a homomorphism p : SL(2) — G is good (cf. Seitz [34]) if all weights of po x on g are
less than or equal to (2p — 2).

- A homomorphism p : SL(2) — G is optimal for some x if and only if it is good ([21), Prop. 55]),

- The representation (Adop,g) is a tilting module for SL(2) (This follows from [34, Prop. 4.2].
See [Z1, Prop. 36 and Pf. of Prop. 37]).

Let E,w be asin Thm. BEI8and let g* = g*(E). Let a € II: then Eg?] = 0 by LemmafZ@l Moreover,
wq 1s an associated cocharacter for E, in L,. But L, is a Levi subgroup of GG, hence w,, is associated
to Ey in G. Let L7, be the (unique) Levi subgroup of G* such that Lie(L}) = a @ kE, ® kdb(E,).
Then E, is distinguished in Lie(L},). By our construction of G* (see the proof of Thm. BI8) w, also
defines a cocharacter in A*. Hence wq(k*) C (L) by the argument used in the proof of Lemma
It follows that there exist optimal homomorphisms p, : SL(2) — G and p!, : SL(2) — G*
for E, such that p, o x = wa = pl, © x. By uniqueness, p,(SL(2)) C L, and p,(SL(2)) C L. By
Lemma B4 £,d0(E,) is the unique element F,, € g(—a; A) such that [E,, Fy] = dwa(1). Therefore
dpo(Y) = dp,(Y) = F,. Tt follows that dp,(x) = dp., () for all z € sl(2). Hence we can show:

Lemma 6.25. (i) g* is normalized by po(SL(2)).
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(i1) Ad pa(9)ly = Adpl(g) for all g € SL(2).

(iii) Let H be the minimal closed subgroup of G containing the subgroups po(SL(2)), o € II. Then
H is contained in Ng(g*).

(iv) AdH|g = AdG*.

Proof. Let 8 € ®%, 8 # +a, let 3 —ia,...,B+ ja be the a-chain through 3, let g(g) = (8 —ia; A) @
..®9(B+jo; A) and let U = g @3 g(v; A), the sum taken over all v € 4\ {B—iq,...,+ja}. Hence
g = g(g) ® U and each summand is L,-stable, therefore p,(SL(2))-stable. Since any direct summand
in a tilting module is a tilting module ([7, Thm. 1.1]), g(g) is a direct sum of indecomposable tilting
modules for po(SL(2)). For each positive integer ¢ there is a unique tilting module T'(c) for SL(2)
with highest weight ¢: T'(c) is simple if ¢ < p (see [34, Lemma 1.3]). But now by our condition on p,
g(p) is a direct sum of simple p,(SL(2))-modules. Moreover, each tilting summand is infinitesimally
irreducible, hence g(g) is completely reducible as a p,(SL(2))-module, and as an sl(2)-module (with
sl(2) acting via ad o(dps). It follows that every sl(2)-submodule of g(g) is pa(SL(2))-stable.

For v € ®%, let g5 = g* N g(7; A) (a one-dimensional root subspace), and let g’(kﬁ) = 05_ia D
-~ ® 054 o Then gig) is a simple dpa(51(2))-submodule of ggy, hence is p,(SL(2))-stable. (In fact
8{s) is isomorphic to T((8 + ja,a)).) Moreover, g* = g*, ® a ® g;, ® > g(5), and g*, D a® g =
dpa(sl(2)) & (3(la) Na). It follows that g* is po(SL(2))-stable. This proves (i). But now (iii) follows
immediately.

We have decomposed g* as ®V,, where each V, is a simple dp,(s[(2))-module of dimension < 4
(< 3 if p = 3). Each summand is also a simple tilting module for p,(SL(2)) (resp. p,(SL(2))). But
now, since dpo(x) = dp, () for all z € sl(2), we must have: Adp.(g)(vy) = Adpl,(9)(vy) for all
g € SL(2). This proves (ii). But AdG* is generated by the subgroups Ad p/ (SL(2)). Hence (iv)
follows. O

Corollary 6.26. For elements of g*, G*-conjugacy implies G-conjugacy.
Let £ =tNng*, p* =png*. Clearly g* = £ @ p* is the symmetric space decomposition of g*.

Lemma 6.27. Let x € p*. The following are equivalent:
(i) x is a (0-)regular element of p,
(ii) = is a regular element of g*,
(iii) 5e-(x) = 0,
(tv) dimjp«(x) = r = dim a.

Proof. Since a is a maximal toral algebra of g*, the equivalence of (ii)-(iv) follows immediately from
Lemma B33 Suppose = € p*, and x is a regular element of p. Then dim jp-(z) < 7, hence (iv) holds.

It remains to show that if x is a regular element of p*, then z is regular in p. Let e be a regular
nilpotent element of p*. Then e is G*-conjugate to E. But therefore e is G-conjugate to E by Cor.
E26, hence dim 34(e) = dim g*, that is, e is regular in p. Suppose therefore that x is a non-nilpotent
regular element of p*, and that x = x;+z,, is the Jordan-Chevalley decomposition of . After replacing
x by a (G*)? -conjugate, if necessary, we may assume that zs € a. Let L = Zg(ws), L* = Zg+(zs), | =
Lie(L),[* = Lie(L*). Let IIj, be a basis for ®(L, A), and let wy, : kX — AN LY be the unique
cocharacter such that (o,wr) = 2 for all & € II;, (Cor. BITl). There exists a unique cocharacter
wi kX — A* N (L*)1) satisfying the same conditions: hence w} can be identified with wy, (the
embedding Y (A*) < Y (A) sends w} to wr). We can therefore choose a representative E7, for the
open Zp(wr)-orbit in [(2;wy) such that Ef € [*. Clearly Ep is a regular nilpotent element of [*. By
the argument used for Thm. EI8, [* is the subalgebra of [ generated by a, Er, and df(Er). Hence L*
and L stand in the same relation as do G* and G.

Since «x is regular in g*, =, is a regular nilpotent element of [*. But then x,, is L*-conjugate to Ef,
hence L-conjugate to Er. It follows that dim(I N 34(xy,)) = dim Zg(A). Thus z is regular in p. This
completes the proof. O

Lemma 6.28. For semisimple elements of p*, (G*)-conjugacy is equivalent to K -conjugacy.
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Proof. Let a,da’ be semisimple elements of p*. Since any two maximal tori of p* are conjugate by an
element of G* (resp. K), we may clearly assume that a,a’ € a. But now a,d’ are K-conjugate if and
only if they are W s-conjugate, hence if and only if they are G*-conjugate. O

Let e be a nilpotent element of p* satisfying the equivalent conditions of Lemma By Lemma
B4 there is an associated cocharacter A : kX — (G*)?" for e. As e is regular, 3e(e) is trivial.
Therefore [p*, e] = ¢* and [¢*, €] is of codimension r = dima in p*. Let v be an Ad A-graded subspace
of p* such that [£*,e] ® v = p*. We recall (by 2, 6.3-6.5], see also B0, §3] for the proof in good
characteristic) that every element of e + v is regular in g*, that the embedding e + v — g* induces an
isomorphism e + v — g* /G*, and that each regular orbit in g* intersects e + v in exactly one point.

Lemma 6.29. Let j be the composite of the isomorphisms k[p|X — k[a]V4 — k[g*]%" and let
fekp)®,gcklg]9. Then j(f) = g if and only if fletv = glerv. Hence p/JK is isomorphic to e+ v,
and each reqular K*-orbit in p intersects e + v in exactly one point.

Proof. Clearly j(f) = g < fla = gla. The set of regular elements in a is a dense open subset. Hence
its image in a /W4 = a/Wy4 is dense. It follows that the set U of semisimple elements in e+ v is dense.
By Lemma 628, fla = gla © flu = 9lu € fletv = gletv. Therefore the restriction k[p] — kle + v]
induces an isomorphism k[p]% — k[e + v].

Let z € p be regular. Then any regular element of 7, ' (mp(z)) is K*-conjugate to = by Thm.
There is a unique point y € e + v such that 7(y) = w(z). Moreover, y is regular by Lemma This
completes the proof. O

Corollary 6.30. Let k[p|® = Ek[uy,us,...,u,], where the u; are homogeneous polynomials, and let
x € p be reqular. Then the differentials (du;).,1 < i <r are linearly independent.

Proof. Let x be regular. By Lemma there is a unique K*-conjugate y of x in e + v. Therefore
the differentials (du;), are linearly independent if and only if (du;), are linearly independent (since
k[p]® = k[p]X"). But the restriction map k[p]® — k[e + v] is an isomorphism. The result follows
immediately since e + v is isomorphic to affine r-space. O

Lemma 6.31. The set p \ R of non-regular elements in p is of codimension > 2.

Proof. Let a4 denote the set of regular elements in a. Since a \ a,¢4 is a union of hyperplanes in a,
U = mq(a\ treq) is of pure codimension 1 in a/Wy = p/K. Let V = 7rp_1(U), the complement of the
set of regular semisimple elements in p. For any x € U, the irreducible components of 7~!(z) are of
dimension dimp — dima, hence V is a closed set in p of codimension greater than or equal to 1. It
is easy to see that p\ R =Y =V \ (RNV). But mp(Y) = U and each fibre of my|y has dimension
strictly less than dimp — dim a. It follows that Y is of codimension > 2 in p. O

We can now apply Skryabin’s theorem on infinitesimal invariants. The action of K on the poly-
nomial ring k[p] induces an action of the Lie algebra ¢ as homogeneous derivations of k[p]. We denote
by k[p]t = {f € klp]|(x - f) = 0 Yz € £}. It is easy to see that k[p]® contains the global invariants
E[p]®. Moreover, the ring of p-th powers, k[p]®) = {fP| f € k[p]} is also contained in k[p]*.

Theorem 6.32. (1) (a) k[p]t = k[p]¥ - k[p]®) and k[p]t is free of rank p" over k[p]®).

(b) k[p]® is a locally complete intersection.

(¢) If mpe: p — p//& = Spec(k[p]®) is the canonical morphism then Ty, ¢(R) is the set of all smooth
rational points of p//t. _

(2) Let K; denote the i-th Frobenius kernel of K and let k[p]"") denote the ring of all p*~th powers
of elements of k[p]. A _

(a) k[p]" = k[p]¥ - k[p]®") and k[p)Xi is free of rank p"" over k[p]®").

(b) k[p)%i is a locally complete intersection.

(c) Let mp i, - p — p// K; denote the quotient morphism. Then 7y i, (R) is the set of all smooth
rational points of p /| K;.

Proof. This follows immediately from Cor. E30, Lemma and [36, Thm.s 5.4,5.5]. O
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