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A FAMILY OF POISSON NON-COMPACT SYMMETRIC SPACES
NICOLAS ANDRUSKIEWITSCH AND ALEJANDRO TIRABOSCHI

AssTrACT. We study Poisson symmetric spaces of group type with Cartan subalgebra “adapted" to
the Lie cobracket.

INTRODUCTION

Let A be a Poisson-Lie group and T a Lie subgroup of A. The homogeneous space A/T endowed
with a Poisson structure is a Poisson homogeneous space if the action A x A/T — A/T is a morphism
of Poisson manifolds. Poisson homogeneous spaces, after the seminal paper [D3], have been studied by
several authors, see [EL, L1, KRRI K| [KoS|; and also in connection with the quantum dynamical
Yang-Baxter equation, see [EE], [EEM| [KS| [L2] and references therein.

If A/T carries a Poisson structure such that the natural projection A — A/T is a morphism of
Poisson manifolds, then A/T is a Poisson homogeneous space, and in this case is said to be of group
type. Assume that A and T are connected. Let a, t denote the Lie algebras of A, T andlet § : a — a®a
be the Lie cobracket inherited from the Poisson structure of A [DI], see also [KoS, Th. 3.3.1]. Then
the following conditions are equivalent— see [S, KRR]:

(i) A/T is a Poisson homogeneous space of group type;
(ii) {p € a* : p(t) = 0} is a subalgebra in a*;
(iii) tis a coideal of a, i.e. () Ct®a+a®t.
In this paper, we study Poisson non-compact symmetric spaces of group type. That is, we assume

the following setting:

e A = Gy is a non-compact absolutely simple real Lie group with finite center and Lie algebra
go; we fix a Cartan decomposition gg = £y @ po;

e the Poisson-Lie group structure on Gy corresponds to an almost factorizable Lie bialgebra
structure on go;

e T = Kj is a connected Lie subgroup with Lie algebra €y (in other words, Kj is a maximal

compact subgroup of Gy).

We note that the symmetric space Go/ Ky always has a structure of Poisson homogeneous space, see

subsection However, whether this Poisson homogeneous structure is of group type is not evident.
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Almost factorizable Lie bialgebra structures on go were classified in [AJ], starting from the analogous
classification in the complex case [BD]. In particular, to each almost factorizable Lie bialgebra structure
d on gg corresponds a unique Cartan subalgebra h of the complexification g of gg, a unique system
of simple roots A in the set of roots ®(g,h), a unique continuous parameter A € h®2 and a unique
Belavin-Drinfeld triple (I'y,I'9, T'). Here I'y, T's are subsets of A and T': T';y — T’y (see subsection [L.4]).

On the other hand, all maximal compact Lie subgroups of G are conjugated, and they actually arise
as the fixed point set of the Chevalley involution corresponding to some Cartan subalgebra of g and
some system of simple roots (see subsection [[.2)). Let d an almost factorizable Lie bialgebra structure
on go, and h C g the Cartan subalgebra and A the set of simple roots determined by é. Let w be the
Chevalley involution that arises from h and A. We say that Ky is adapted to § if the Lie algebra of K|
is the fixed point set of w.

Now, let 4 : A — A be an automorphism of the Dynkin diagram of order 1 or 2. Let J be any
subset of the set A* of simple roots fixed by p. With this data we can define unique conjugate-linear
Lie algebra involutions ¢,, w, s of g, see subsection again. It is a well known result that if gg is an
absolutely simple real Lie algebra, then it is the set of fixed points of g, the complexification of gg, by
o : g — g a conjugate linear involution, where o is g, or w,, s for some p and J (if applies). We denote

¢ =Gd, W = wiq,s and w = wiq A (the Chevalley involution). Here is the main result of the paper.

Theorem 1. Let (go,d) be an almost factorizable absolutely simple real Lie bialgebra, let o be the
conjugate-linear involution of g such that go = g°, and let Ky be the mazimal compact Lie subgroup of

Gy adapted to 6.

o Assume that o is of the form ¢, ¢, or wy. Then Go/Kq is a Poisson homogeneous space of
group type if and only if the Belavin-Drinfeld triple is trivial and (go,9) is as in Table [1.

o Assume that o is of the form w, j with p # id and that the Belavin-Drinfeld triple is trivial.
Then Go/Ky is a Poisson homogeneous space of group type if and only if go = sl(3,R) and

A8 = = Apu(a),u(8)-

Here A\, g € C is obtained from A — A= ZaﬁeA Aa,gha N hg, where X is the continuous parameter
and AT denotes the transpose of . The proof of the Theorem follows from Propositions 24 (for ¢ = ,
I'y =Ty =0), 235 (for 0 =¢,, I't =Ty =0), 2.0 (for 0 = or g, I'1 # 0), 27 (for 0 = wy) and 212
(for 0 = w7, I'1 =Ty = 0), in presence of the information in [A.J, Tables 1.1 and 2.1]- summarized in
Proposition [L8 The only case that remains open is when o = w,, s, p # id, and the Belavin-Drinfeld

triple is non-trivial.

The paper is organized as follows. Section [Ilis devoted to preliminaries on Lie bialgebras, including
the celebrated theorem of Belavin and Drinfeld, and the classification result in [AJ]. After this, we

prove the main result in Section [2] by a case-by-case analysis.

1. LIE BIALGEBRAS
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90 o Type | Continuous Remarks

parameter
IR S all | A =0
su(n,n + 1) Aoy,
su(n+1,n+1) |, Ant1 | Aasg = Mu(a) u(8)
soln—1,n+1) | p#id | Dy |Re(Aaps+ Aapup) =0
EIT Eg

Painted roots:

su(jyn+1—3) |wy A, 5 root
50(2,2n — 1) B, |Aap€iR first root
sp(n,R) Cp n'™ root
50(2,2n — 2) D, first root
s0*(2n) D, n'™ root
EIIT Eg extreme of the long branch
EVII Er extreme of the long branch

Ezplanation of the table. o the involution defined by go, as in (I.8]), (I.9). The painted roots are
classifiers of Vogan classification. Explanation of Vogan classification an notations are in [Knl.

TABLE 1. Gy/Ky Poisson homogeneous space of group type, Ky adapted

1.1. Simple Lie algebras. In this section we introduce the notation that will be used through all the
paper. If 6 is a bijection of a set X, then X? denotes the fixed-point set of §. If a € C, we denote by @
the conjugate of a. We set i = v/—1. All the Lie algebras in this paper are finite-dimensional, unless
explicitly stated.

We denote by g a simple complex Lie algebra and by B(, ) : g x g — C the Killing form on g. Let b
be a Cartan subalgebra of g. For A € h*, we denote hy the element of b that satisfies B(hy, h) = A(h),
for all h in h. We extend B(, ) to h* x h*:

B\, ) :== B(hy,hy), for A\, peh”
We denote by ® = ®(g,h) the corresponding root system. Let A C ® be a system of simple roots.
Let ®* be the set of positive roots with respect to A. Given a = Y75\ ngfB € ®*, we denote by

l(a) = gen np the length of a.

Let g, be the root space corresponding to a. Then g = g+ G b P g_ is the root space decomposition

of g, where g+ = Bocto+9a-
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We choose root vectors e, € go — 0 such that

(1.1) B(ea,e—q) =1, for a € ®.

Then

(1.2) lease—a] = ha,

(1.3) leaseg] =0, ifa+p#0and a+ 3 & .

For every o, 3 € ® such that o + 8 # 0, let N, g defined by

(1.4) [ea, 65] = Naﬁea_i_/j, ifa+ 5 €.

We set No g =0,if o+ # 0 and o+ ¢ ®. Thus, we have for all o, 5 and « in ® such that a+ 3 # 0,

(1.5) Nog=—Ngs.a,
(1.6) Nopg = Ng~ = Ny, ifa,8,y€®, a+5+~v=0.

The following fact is well-known.
Lemma 1.1. Let o, 3 € ® such that a+ 3 € ®, and a — 3 & &. Then
(1.7) NagN-a,-5 = B(a, B)7".

Proof. It we denote v = [eq, eg], then

[lea; €8]; [e—a, e-pl] = —[e—as [e—p,v]] — [e—p, [v,e=al],
[e_g,v] = —lea; [65,6_5]] = _[eavhb’] = B(a, B)ea
[0,6-a] = —[[eas€als 5] = —[h-arcs] = Bla, Bes.

_ 1
Set ¢ = NoaNals Then

1
ha+5 = [ea-f-ﬁ’ e_a_ﬁ] = N [[ea, 65], [e_a, 6_5]]

avﬁ N_a7_6

= ¢ (o= fe-p,ol) + e, [v,e—al]) = —c B(ar, B)([eas ca] + e, ca)) = ¢ B(@, B) hays,

and the result follows.

O

In the follows, trough all this work, g will denote a simple complex Lie algebra and B( , ) the Killing

form corresponding to g. Also, h denotes a Cartan subalgebra of g, ® = ®(g,h) the corresponding

root system, A a set of simple roots, @1 the set of positive roots with respect to A, g, the root space

corresponding to a € ® and g = g4+ ® h ® g the root space decomposition.
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1.2. Absolutely simple real Lie algebras. We now describe the real Lie algebras we shall work
with. A finite-dimensional real Lie algebra is called absolutely simple if its complexification is a simple
complex Lie algebra. It is well-known that a simple real Lie algebra is either absolutely simple or is

the realification of a complex simple Lie algebra.

Let g be a simple complex Lie algebra, h be a Cartan subalgebra, ® be the root system and A be
a system of simple roots. Let p: A — A be an automorphism of the Dynkin diagram of order 1 or
2. We choose e, € go — 0 such that B(eq,e_q) = 1 for a € ®. Let J be any subset of the set A#
of simple roots fixed by u; let x; : A — {0,1} be the characteristic function of J. Then there exist

unique conjugate-linear Lie algebra involutions ¢, w,, ; of g given respectively by

(1.8) Sul€a) = ey(a); sule—a) = €e_pua)

(1.9) wg(€a) = (D Ye ), wusle—a) = (1) Ve, ),

for all & € A. Necessarily,

(1.10) §M(ha) = h,u(a)y Wu,J(ha) = _hu(a)'
We shall write
S = Gid, Wy = Wid,J, W = Wid,A-

Thus w is the Chevalley involution of g, with respect to h and A, and the fixed point set of w is a

compact form ugy of g. Since w(ey) = —e_,, for all a € &— see (LI4) below— one has:
(1.11) u = R(iha)+ Y Rlea—e o)+ Y Ri(eq+eq).
acd acd acd

The following lemma — a variation of [AJ), Lemma 2.1~ will be useful later.

Lemma 1.2. Let 0 : g — g be a conjugate-linear Lie algebra involution such that o(h) = . Thus, we
can define o* : b* — b*, the adjoint of o, by o*(A)(h) = XN (h)), for A€ H*, h € . Then o*(®) = &
and o(ga) = 9o+ (a), See loc. cit. Then, there exists a choice of non-zero root vectors eq € ga, @ € P,
satisfying (L)), such that

(a). If c*(A) = A, there exists a unique automorphism p: A — A of the Dynkin diagram of order
1 or 2 (which does not depend on the choice of the ey ’s), such that o =g, and

(112) g,u(ea) = Cu(a)s
(1.13) §M(ha) = h#(a),

for all o € @, where p: ® — ® is the linear extension of p.



6 ANDRUSKIEWITSCH AND TIRABOSCHI

(b). If o*(A) = —A, the there ezists a unique automorphism p: A — A of the Dynkin diagram of
order 1 or 2 and a unique subset J of ®* (neither p nor J depend on the choice of the eq ’s) such that:
o =w,.y with J = JNA. Furthermore,

(1.14) wpa(ea) = (19 Ve ),
(1.15) wu,J(ha) = _hu(a)7
for all a € ®, where p : ® — ® is the linear extension of p and x 7 : ® — {0,1} the characteristic
function of J.
c). Assume the situation in (b). Let o, 8 € ® and N, g be defined as in subsection [L 1. We have
(c) B
(1)

(1.16) xjla) = xj(—a) = xj(u(a)),

(1.17) (_1)Xj(a)+Xj(B)N_M(a)’_u(ﬁ) — (—1)Xj(a+6)Na,B-
(2) Let xzj: ® — Z be the linear extension of xj: A — {0,1}. Then

(1.18) (_1)Xj(0¢) — (_1)XZJ(0)+5(0¢)+1
for all o € .

Proof. Assume that 0*(A) = £A. Let p: A — A be given by u = +0*, according to the case.
Then p is an automorphism of the Dynkin diagram, and clearly it has order 1 or 2. Let f, € ga,
a € @, be any choice of non-zero root vectors satisfying B(fq, f-o) = 1. Let ¢, € C — 0 be such that
o(fa) = cafor(a), @ € ®. It is known that B(z,y) = B(o(z),0(y)) for all z, y € g, see [H, p. 180].
Then, for all @ € @, we have 1 = B(fa, f-a) = B(0(fa),0(f-a)) = caC-aB(fo+(a), f-o+(a)) = CaC—a-

Hence, if a € &, we have

(1.19) CaCoq = 1.
Now, fo = U2(foz) = U(cafa*(a)) = @U(fa*(a)) = CaCo*afa, thus
(1.20) CaCora = 1.

We prove (a). In this case 0* = pu. For a € &%, define dg, by co = (da)~1d, (). The existence of
such d, is clear. For a € ® let ey = dofa, €—a = (do) "' f_a. Then B(eq,e_o) =1 and

7(€a) = dacaldy(@) ™ epa) = Cu(),  0(e—a) = (da) " Lemalduia))e—u(a) = €—p(a)-

The second formula follows from (L.19). The uniqueness of u is evident and (a) follows.



A FAMILY OF POISSON NON-COMPACT SYMMETRIC SPACES 7

Let us now prove (b). In this case 0* = —pu. Let o € ®F. If ey = dafa, -0 = (do) ' f_q, for

non-zero scalars d,, we have

(1.21) o(ea) = daCaly(w)e-p@ and  ole—a) = (da)Te—a(dua))  eu(a)-

Assume that p(a) # a with a positive. Choose dq, dj o) such that ¢, = (%du(a))_l. Then
o(ea) = e_u(a), but also o(e—a) = €,y by (LI9). Hence o(etya)) = €xa-

Assume that p(a) = a. In this case we have ¢, € R by (LI9) and (L20). Let J = {8 € & : ¢ < 0}.
For equation (L.2I]) we get

o(eta) = |da|i20ﬂ:ae¥a

Thus, is clear that we can choose d, € R such that cod? = (—1)X7(®) and it is easy to see that
o(eta) = (—1)X7ED e,

Now we see the uniqueness of J: let f. = ¢fa, then f', = (1/¢)f_o because the pair f/, f’.,
must satisfy B(fL, f.,) = 1. As p(a) = «, we have that o(f) = ,f’,. On the other hand
o(fl) =Co(fa) =CCa foa =Ccco flo = |c|? ca f'. Thus, the sign of c, is equal to to the sign of ¢},

which implies that J is unique, that is, it does not depend on the f,’s. This shows (b).

We prove (¢)(1). The equality (LI6]) is evident; we obtain (LI7) applying o to both sides of the

equation [eq,eg] = Ny gea+s.

We prove (c)(2). At the beginning of the proof of this lemma, we can choose the non-zero root
vectors fo € ga, @ € ® such that if [fq, fg] = My gfatp forall a, 5,a+ 3 € ®, then M, g are real and
My g =—M_q g, cf. [Knl, Th. 6.6]. Let v, 5 € &, such that o = v+ 3 € ®*, thus [e,, eg] = N, geq
with

dydg (dy)~ (dp)~"
N’Y?B = ZZ—MPY?B and N_’Y?_B = ’ycl——lM_P%_B’
(e ( Ol)
N_, _ M_., _ da)?
so P — ¢ Gith O = %, where | | denotes the complex norm, so C' > 0. Thus, we
Nop My, |dy[2|dg]

can assume that we have a choice of root vectors as in (b) with IV, g such that

N_, _
(1.22) B o,

Nys

for v,3 € ®T with y + 8 € &
We argue then by induction on the length ¢(a) of a. Equation (LIF]) is evident if a € A. If
a € ®t — A, fix a decomposition o = v + 3, where v € ®* and 3 € A. Then

(o 1
(—1)XJ( )e_a =o(eq) = N:[U(ev)va(eﬁ)]
V8
_ Nl B (=12 DHOtxas OB [ e_g]
’y7
N_'Y?_B

(—1)xzs(@+le)e_
Noyg
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N_, _
Then —2=2 — _1 and (c)(2) follows.
Ny

From completeness we state this theorem of E. Cartan:

Theorem 1.3. Let go be a absolutely simple Lie algebra and g be the complezification of go. Let o
be the conjugate-linear Lie algebra involution such that go = g°. Then, there exists b a o-invariant
Cartan subalgebra of g, a system of simple roots A with 0*(A) = £A and an election of e, € go — {0}
(a € @); such that o is an involution of the form ¢,¢,,wy or wy j with p #id and J C AH, but 0 # w

(if non-compact), or go = g = ug (if compact).

Let’s denote o an involution of the form ¢,¢,,wy or w, y with u # id and J C A*, but o # w. We
denote go = g% and hy = h? the set of fixed points by ¢ on g and § respectively.

An easy calculation shows that ¢ commutes with w, so w preserves go. Let 09 : go — go be the
linear Lie algebra involution given by the restriction of w. Then 6y is a Cartan involution of gg and
0o(ho) = bo- Let 6 : g — g be the complexification of 6p; clearly § = ow. The transpose of 6 respect to

the Killing form preserves A, and in fact coincides with u. Let
(1.23) go ="t Dpo, resp. g=tdp,

be the Cartan decomposition associated to 0y, resp. 6. It is known that £y = ugNgg. Let Go (resp. Kp)

be the connected, simple connected Lie group (resp. connected Lie subgroup of Gp) with Lie algebra

go (resp. to).

1.3. Description of t. To prove the main result we will need an explicit expression of €. In order to
do this, we first write down an explicit form of o and 6.

In the hypothesis of the lemma [[.2] if 0 = w,, s, we denote J, the unique subset of ®* determined
by lemma [L2(b). In the follows, we say that J is determined by Wy, J-

Let v € ®. As 0 = wo and w(e,) = —e_q, we have, cf. (LI0):

(1.24) If 0 =, then O(ey) = —€_u(v)> O(hy) = —hu(ﬁ{).
(1.25) If 0 = wy, g then O(e,) = —(=1)X7 Ve, iy, O(hy) = hy.

Since £ = g%, an easy calculations shows:

Lemma 1.4. Let o be an involution of the form <,q,,wy, or wy, j with p # id and J C A¥. Let € and
o be as in (L23)). Then



A FAMILY OF POISSON NON-COMPACT SYMMETRIC SPACES 9

(1.26)

Ifo =g thent = (eq —€_q 1 € D).

(1.27)

If 0 = g then € = (ha — hy)s €a — €_ya) @ € ©).
(1.28)

If 0 = wy, let J the subset of " determined by wy. Then t = (hq, (1- (—1)Xf(°‘))ea ta € D).

(1.29)
If o = wy, g, let J the subset of ®* determined by wp,s- Then € = (ho + oy, €a — (—1)Xi(a)eu(a) ta € D).

0

1.4. Lie bialgebras. As is well-known, there is a one-to-one correspondence between Poisson-Lie
group structures on a connected and simply connected Lie group A and Lie bialgebra structures on its
Lie algebra a [DI]. Recall that a (real or complex) Lie bialgebra is a pair (a,d) where a is a (real or
complex) Lie algebra and 6 : a — A%(a) is a 1-cocycle satisfying the co-Jacobi identity.

The Drinfeld double of a Lie bialgebra a is denoted D(a)- see [D2]. Let (a,d) be a quasitriangular
Lie bialgebra, i. e. there exists r = >, 7 @ r* € a ® a, such that § = Or and r satisfies the classical
Yang-Baxter equation (CYBE):

where if r'2 =" r;®@r'®@1, 73 =37 ®1®r’, etc. In this case, we denote (a,r) instead of (a,d).
We denote 7! de transposition of r, i.e. rf = > " ®@r;. Let ry = 4+ 1 € S%a, then we can define a

bilinear form (, ). on a* and a map 75 : a* — a by
() =Y pls)y(sh),  relp) =) plsi)s',

where 75 = Y, 5, ® 8%, u,y € a*. We say that (a,7) is factorizable if (, ), is a nondegenerate inner
product on a* [RS]. In this case, the map 4 is an isomorphism and the bilinear from on a defined

-1

(‘Tvy> = (Ts(x)_17T8(y) 7>*7 T,yca

is nondegenerate. An easy calculation shows that
Proposition 1.5. (|[RS|) If (a,7) is a factorizable Lie bialgebra, then D(a) is isomorphic to a®a, with
bilinear form given by

((z,2"), (y,)) = (z,y) — (&', 9).

Turning to the real case, a real Lie bialgebra (ag,d) is almost factorizable if the complexification
(a,0) is factorizable (JAJ]). The following class of almost factorizable Lie bialgebras is important in
the classification of real simple Lie bialgebras given in [AlJ].
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Definition 1.6. We say that (ag, ) is imaginary factorizable if the complexification (a, §) is factorizable
and 7 € a® a is given by

(1.30) r=rp+irq, wherery € Az(ao), ro € SQ(ao).

In this case, D(ag) is isomorphic to the realification a®

, with bilinear form given by (ulv) =
2Re(u,v) = (u,v) — (o(u),o(v)) [AJ, Prop. 3.1]. Here o is the conjugate-linear involution of a

such that ag = a’.

We review now the celebrated classification of Lie bialgebra structures on complex simple Lie alge-
bras. Let g be a complex semisimple Lie algebra, h a Cartan subalgebra of g and A a system of simple
roots. Recall that a Belavin-Drinfeld triple (BD-triple for short) is a triple (I'1,I'2,T) where I'j, T'o
are subsets of A and T : I'y — T’y is a bijection that preserves the inner product coming from the
Killing form, such that the nilpotency condition holds: for any a € I'y there exists a positive integer n
for which T™(«) belongs to I's but not to I'y.

Let (I';,T'2,T) be a Belavin—Drinfeld triple. We can extend T : ZI'y — ZI's in the natural way.
Let L C A, define g, = @ czr 9o ® Poer, Cha. Then we can define T : gr, — gr, a Lie algebra
automorphism, such that T(ga) = g1(a) for all o € ZT'1— see [BD].

Let T; = ZI; N @ for i = 1,2. There is an associated partial ordering on ®* given by a < 3 if
a €Ty, Bels, and B = T™(«) for an integer n > 0.

We denote by Q € g ® g the Casimir element of g; that is, Q = Y. x; ® 2* where (;), (2%) is any
pair of dual basis with respect to the Killing form of g. We denote by €y the component in h ® b of
Q; that is, Qo = >_ h; ® h? where (h;), (k) is any pair of dual basis in b with respect to the restriction
of the Killing form of g to bh.

A continuous parameter for the BD-triple (I'y, T, 7)) is an element A € h®? such that

(1.31) (Ta@) @A+ (1®@a)A =0, forall a €Iy,
(1.32) A AT = Q.

Recall that AT denotes the transposition of .

Theorem 1.7 (Belavin—Drinfeld, see [BD]|). Let (g,9) be a factorizable complex simple Lie bialgebra.
Then there exist a Cartan subalgebra by, a system of simple roots A, a Belavin—Drinfeld triple (I'1, T2, T),

a continuous parameter A and t € C — 0 such that the r-matriz is given by

t
(1.33) r=s A—i—Zx_a@xa—i- Z T_qgNzg |,

acd+ a,Bedt a<p
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where xq € g are normalized by

(1.34) B(xg, 7o) =1, for alla € ®F

(1.35) T(xa) = T7(a)> for all a € T'y.

Clearly, r +rT = tQ. Note that the normalization condition (I34)) is the same as (LI). Thus, given
any family {e, : @ € ®} satistying (I.1)), there exists C, € C such that

To = Cheq, C,C_, =1

We next recall some results of [AJ] about the classification of real simple Lie bialgebras. Let u be

an automorphism of the Dynkin diagram.

e A BD-triple (I'1,T'9,T) is p-stable if u(I'y) =T'1, u(T'2) =T9, and T = pT.
e A BD-triple (', T2, T) is p-antistable if u(I'y) =Ty, u(T2) =Ty, and T~y = uT.

If 4 = id then all BD-triples are p-stable, and the only BD-triple u-antistable has I'y = 'y = ().

Proposition 1.8. Let (go,d) be an absolutely simple real Lie bialgebra. Let g be the complezification
of go and let o be the conjugate-linear involution of g whose fized-point set is go. Assume that (go, )

15 almost factorizable. Then there exist:

o A Cartan subalgebra b of g.
o A system of simple roots A C ®(g,b).

e A Belavin-Drinfeld triple (T'1,T2,T) and a continuous parameter A € h%2, Write

A=AT= " Ao gha Ahg.
a,fEA

By convention Ao g = —Ago for all o, B € A.
o A complex number c with ¢® € R; set t = 2ic.
All these data verify:
(a) b is stable under o (we denote by :=hNgo).

(b) o*(A) is either A or —A; furthermore p := o* : A — £A is an automorphism of the Dynkin

diagram. There are two possibilities:

(i) If o*(A) = A then, by Lemma [I.2, there is an appropriate choice of the e, € go (@ € D)
satisfying (L)), such that o is either ¢ or <, with p # id and (L12) holds.

Ifo =g, t €R, then Ay g € R for all o, f € A (no restrictions on the BD-triple).
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If o =gy, then t € R, Ao g = Ay(a),u(p), for all a, B € A and the BD-triple is p-stable.
(ii) If o*(A) = —A then, by Lemma L2 there is an appropriate choice of the e, € go (o € D)

satisfying (1), such that o is either wy, w or wy, j with p # id and J C A¥, and (IL14) holds.

If o = wy, or o = w, thent € iR, A\ 3 € iR, for all o, € A and the BD-triple has

Iy =Ty=0.
If 0 = wy g, then t € iR, Ao g = —Aya)u(@), for all a8 € A and the BD-triple is p-
antistable.

(c) § = Or as in Theorem [T Furthermore § = Ory where ro € A%(go) is given by the formula

t
(1.36) ro=5 A=A+ D eaheat D CoaCgeaheg,
acdt a,BEPT a<p

with an adequate election of Cy, € C for a € ® such that C,C_, = 1.

(d)

(1.37) (0 ® 0)ro = > NaphaAbg— Y eaheat > CoCheaheg

a,BEA acdt a,fedT a<i

DN | oI

Proof. Parts (a) to (c) are [AJ, Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.4] combined with Lemma [[.2l As r belongs
to A%(go), (0 ® o)rg = ro. Since 6 = wo, part (d) follows. O

1.5. Poisson homogeneous spaces of group type arising from graphs.

Let A be a connected and simply connected Poisson-Lie group with Lie bialgebra (a,0). Let T be a
connected Lie subgroup of A with Lie algebra t. Recall that Poisson homogeneous structures on A/T
are classified by Lagrangian subalgebras [ of D(a) = a® a*, the Drinfeld double of a, such that [Na =t
[D3].

Recall that the canonical bilinear form of D(a) is given by (x4 p|z'+p') = p/(x)+ p(2’) for z, 2" € a,
w, 1 € a*. In this subsection, if v is a subspace of a, then v+ denotes the orthogonal subspace with

respect to (| ), thus vt Na* = {u € a* : u(v) = 0} is the annihilator of v.
Lemma 1.9. If v is a subspace of a, then u=v @ (v Na*) is a Lagrangian subspace of D(a).

Proof. Since v C a, b Na* C a*, and a, a* are isotropic, we have that v and v N a* are isotropic.
As (v|o Na*) C (v|ot) = 0, u is isotropic. It remains to show that u is Lagrangian, or equivalently
that dim(u) = dim(a) =: n. Because of the non degeneracy of the bilinear form on D(a) we have that
dim(v) + dim(b+) = dim(D(a)) = 2n. But vt = a @ (v+ Na*), thus dim(v) = n + dim(vt N a*).
Hence dim(v) + dim(vo* N a*) = n. O

The following result should be well-known; we give a proof for the sake of completeness.
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Proposition 1.10. A/T is a Poisson homogeneous space of group type if and only if there exists a

Lagrangian subalgebra w of D(a) such that
(1.38) u=td (unNa®).
Note that (I.38) implies una = t.

Proof. (=) Let u = t® (t- Na*) C t+. It is clear that (L38) holds, and u is a Lagrangian subspace
by the previous Lemma. It remains to verify that u is a Lie subalgebra. Now, by hypothesis t and
ttNa* = {u € a* : u(t) = 0} are Lie subalgebras of D(a) (see the Introduction). Let x € t, y € t- Na*
and z = [z,y]. Ifw € t, (w|z) = ([w,2]|y) € {Ht+) = 0. If w € t- Na*, (w|z) = —([w,y]|z) €
(t- Na*[t) = 0. Thus (z|u) = 0. Since u is Lagrangian, we conclude that z € u.

(<) If z € t Na*, then (z|t) = (2z]a*) = 0, hence (z|u) = 0. Thus (t" Na*ju) =0, and t- Na* Cu
since u is Lagrangian. Hence t @ (t- N a*) C u. By Lemma [L3 t & (t* N a*) is also a Lagrangian
subspace. Then t@® (t- N a*) = u, and this implies that - N a* = uNa* is a Lie subalgebra of a*. O

The following construction of Poisson homogeneous spaces was observed by C. De Concini, and
independiently by Karolinsky |[K|. Let A be a connected (real or complex) Poisson-Lie group with
factorizable Lie bialgebra a: recall that the Drinfeld double is isomorphic to the Lie algebra a @ a, and
the invariant form is given by ((z,2'), (y,vy")) = (z,y) — (2/,¢/) for (z,2'), (y,y’) € a ® a (Proposition
[L3). Let p € Aut(a) preserving (, ). Then, the graph of p, namely u, = {(z,p(x)) : € a}, is a
Lagrangian subalgebra of the Drinfeld double and A/T is a Poisson homogeneous space, where T is
the connected component of the identity of A”.

This construction can be extended to the imaginary-factorizable case. Let Ay be a connected real
Poisson-Lie group with imaginary factorizable Lie bialgebra (ag,d). Let a be the complexification of
ap and o the conjugate-linear automorphism of a whose fixed point set is ag. Let 8y € Aut(ag) such
that 0 := 6y ® id preserves (, ). Let u = fo = 00, a conjugate-linear automorphism of a. Let H be

the connected component of the identity of Ago.
Proposition 1.11. Assume that 0y is an involution. Then Ag/H is a Poisson homogeneous space.

Proof. As ag is imaginary factorizable, recall that D(ag) is isomorphic to the realification a®, with
bilinear form given by (u|v) = 2Re(u,v) = (u,v) — (o(u),o(v)) (see definition and what follows).
We will show that the real Lie subalgebra m := (a®)# is Lagrangian, so, from the Drinfeld’s criterion,
Ag/H results a Poisson homogeneous space. If u,v € m, then (ulv) = (u,v) — (oc(u),0(v)) = (u,v) —
(6(u),0(v)) = 0, thus m is isotropic. Since fo = o6, we have (a®)*Nag = (a®)? Nag = al°. Also, m =
ago @ ipg, where pg is the eigenspace of 6y of eigenvalue —1. Thus, dimm = dim ago + dim pg = dim agp,

since 6y is an involution, and m is Lagrangian. g

Note that this Poisson homogeneous space is of group type if and only if m = ago ® (mNrs(aj)),
because of Proposition [[LT0l For the definition de rg, see the beginning of subsection [[.4] .
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In conclusion, the symmetric spaces Go/Ky always bear a structure of Poisson homogeneous space,
by Propositions [[8], [LT0- together with De Concini’s remark— and [LIIl In this paper we shall

investigate when G/ Ky bears a structure of Poisson homogeneous space of group type.

2. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

In this section we fix (go,d) an almost factorizable absolutely simple real Lie bialgebra. Let G be a
non-compact absolutely simple real Lie group with finite center and Lie algebra gg and Ky de maximal
compact subgroup of G adapted to § (see the introduction). As usual, &, denotes the Lie algebra of
Ky. Let o be the conjugate-linear involution of g, the complexification of gg, such that go = g°. Now
and at the end of this section we will use the notation of subsection and the notation and results of
proposition [[L8 Also, we use the description of €, the complexification of £y, given in subsection [[.3l

As we said in the Introduction, Gy/Kj is a a Poisson homogeneous space of group type of Gy if and

only if £y is a coideal of gg. Our goal is to determine when £; is a coideal of gg.

Lemma 2.1. Gy/K is a Poisson homogeneous space of group type if and only if
ad £ ((id —0) ® (id —6)(ro)) = ad £((id —6) ® (id —6)(ro)) = 0.

Proof. Let 1o =11 + 19 with 71 € go ® & + 9 ® go and r2 € po @ po. If u € &, then §(u) = aduryg =
adury +ad ure and adury €€ go® ¥+ ® go and adury € po @ pg. Hence € is a coideal if and only
if adury = 0 for all u € £5. Now, if 11 = > z; @2’ with z; or 2% in &5 and ro = > y; ® y* with y; and 7°
in po, because £ acts as id on ¥y and as —id on pg, we have (id —0) ® (id —0)x; ® z* = 0 for all i, and
(id —0)®(id —0)y;®y* = 4y;®y". Thus (id —0)®(id —0)rg = 473 and ad u (id —0)®(id —0)rg = 4ad urs.
Hence £ is a coideal if and only if adury = 0 for all u € € if and only if ad u (id —0) ® (id —0)rg = 0
for all u € & . O

We next give an explicit expression of
7o := (id —0) ® (id —8)(ro) = ro + (0 ® 0)(r0) — (Id ®6 + 6 ® id)(r9)
according to the different possibilities for 0. Then we analyze when £ is a coideal case by case.
2.1. Computation of (id —6) ® (id —6)(ro).

In the calculations below, keep in mind the equality (f ® id+id®f)(a Ab) = f(a) Ab+a A f(b),
a,beV, feEndV. Set

(2.1) ta,s = ZRG()\a,B + )\a”u(ﬁ)), a,BeA,
(2.2) Sa,8 = 2i[m()\a,5 — )‘a,ﬂ(ﬁ))’ a, B €A,
(2.3) da,ﬁ = C_a05, a,ﬂ S (I)+, o < ,8
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Proposition 2.2. If 0 =, then

~ t _
(24) 19 = B Z 2Xa,8 ha N hg + Z(daﬂ e_aNeg+dag (ea/\e_g +ea Neg +e_a/\e_g))
a,fEA a<f
If o =<, p #1id, then
(2.5)

-t -
70 25 Z ta,8ha A hg + Zdaﬂ ea Ne_g+dag (e_a/\eg—l-eu(a) /\eg+e_a/\e_u(5)))
a,BEA a=<p

If 0 = wy, then
(2.6) fo=t Y (L+ (-1 e_q Aeq.
If o = wy, g, p #id, then
(2.7) 770——< Z 5q,8 ha N hg +2 Z e_a Neq + 1)Xf(°‘)e_u(a)/\ea)

a,feEA acdt

+ 3 (—dageanestdag(eanes+ (19D ey Aeg+ (-1 e_q neyp))).
a=<p

Proof. We probe simultaneously (2.4) and (2.5). For what follows we use the expressions of 79 and
(0 ®0)(ro) given by (L36) and (L3T), respectively. Assume that o =, with p arbitrary. In this case,
teR, so

t -
ro+(@®0)(ro) =5 | D, 2Re(Map)haAhg+ Y (dape—aNestdageahep)

opEA a,Bed+ a=<f
Now,
(0 ®id +1id ®6)(rg) = ( S A (O(ha) A g+ ho A O(1))
7BEA
+ 3 (Oe—a) Aea + o Ab(ea))
acdt
+ Z dag(O(e—a) Neg+e_q N 9(65))>
a,BEPT a<p
:__< S Naplhpge) Mg+ ha Alye) + S (i) Ao+ ea A e )
ofEA acdt

+ Z daﬂ(eu(a) Neg+e_q A e_u(ﬁ))> .
a,Bedt a<p
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Here the first term is

> Aasbuie) Mg+ ha Nyg) = D Mua),s + Aap@)ha ANhg =Y 2Re(Aq u(5))ha A hg;
7B€A 7B€A a,ﬁEA

the first equality by a change of variables, the second because in this case Ao, = Ay(a),u(g), thus
)‘M(Oé)ﬁ = )‘a,u(ﬁ)a and thus )\M(O‘)vﬁ + )‘a,u(ﬁ) = ZRG()\OC,;,LB)'

On the other hand, the second term is Zae¢+ EuaNeq = Zae¢+’a#u(a) e ANey. We can enumerate

m(a)
the set of those roots such that o # p(«) in this way: ag,pu(aq),. .., ok, p(ag), where a; # u(ay),
a; # oy, p(ay), for all i # j. Then Y caot €ua) N €a = 2 i €u(as) N €a; + €a; A €u(a,) = 0. In analogous

way, Zaeq>+ e—aNe_pya) = 0. So,

. . t
(0 ®@id4+id ®0)(rg) = —§< Z QRE()\Q7H(B))ha N hﬁ + Z da,ﬁ(e,u(a) Neg+e_q N e_u(g))).
o,BEA a,Bedt a<p

Hence 7o = 19+ (0 ®0)(ro) — (id ®0 + 0 ®1id)(rg) equals the right-hand side of (2.3)); when p = id, this
reduces to (2.4)), by Proposition [L.§ (b) (i).

Now, we probe (2.6) and (2.7). Assume that o = w), ;j with p arbitrary. In this case t € iR, so

r0+(0®6’)r0:%(2i Z ImAygho Nhg+2 Z e_a N ey

a,fEA acdt
+ Z (dape—aNeg —mea/\e_g)).
a,Bedt,a=<p
Now,
(0 ® id +id @0)ro ( 3 Aas(Oha) Ahg+ha AORE) + 3 (Ble—a) Aea + e—a Ab(ca)
a,BEA acdt
+ Z dop(0(e—a) Neg+e_q A 0(65)))
a,Bedt a<p
(Z)\,g /\hg-i-h /\h())
a,fEA
_ Z 1)X7 ) (e_ 0y A€o+ €—a A €ya)
aedt
= D dap (DY ey Negt (1P en A %(ﬁ)))'
a,Bedt a<p

In this case Ao 3 = _)‘M(Oé)vlt(ﬁ) then A = )‘06711(5)’ thus )\M(a)vﬁ + )\a#(g) = 2iIm()\a7M(B)) and

w(a),B

Z )‘a,ﬁ(hu(a) A hﬁ + ho A hﬂ(ﬁ)) = Z QiIm()\a’uﬁ)ha A hg.
CV,BEA CM,BGA
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Now the second term is

Z (—1)Xj(a)(€_u(a) Neqgt+e_o N eu(a)) =2 Z (—1)Xj(a) €—p(a) N\ €a-

acd+ aedt
Thus
t N
(0 ®id +id ®6)(ro) = 3 (Qi Z Im()\a#ﬁ)ha Nhg—2 Z (—1)XJ(O‘) €_p(a) N €a
a,BEA acdt
= Y dap (D Ve Aeg + (1) P e A eu(ﬁ)))'
a,Bedt a<p

Hence 7y = 19+ (0 @ 0)(ro) — ((id ®0) + (§ ®id)) (ro) equals the right-hand side of 1). When p = id,
this reduces to (2.0]); indeed recall that I'; = T's = () in this case by [AJ]. O

2.2. Case 0 =g, I'| =Ty = (. We begin with arbitrary p. Recall the definition of ¢, g in ([21]).
Proposition 2.3. &, is a coideal of go if and only if t, g =0 for all o, B € A.

~ t
Proof. Recall that in this case £ = (ha — ya), €a — €_p(a) : @ € ®). Here g = 5 Za,ﬁeA ta,gha A hg
by ([24) or [ZI). Note that tg, = —tq 3. In particular ad h(rg) = 0. Thus, we only must calculate
ad(e, — e_y(y))70, for all v € ®. Now:

—adefy( Z ta,gha N hg) = Z ta,3(B(v,a) ey Ahg+ B(v,B)ha Aey)

CV,BEA C‘l,ﬁEA
= Z ta,sB (v, a)ey A hg + Z tgaB (v, a)hg A ey
CV,BEA Q,BGA
= D tapB(y.a)e, Nhg— Y tapB(y,a)hs Aey
CV,BEA Q,BGA
= Z 2to s B(v,a)ey AN hg =ey A Z B(~, Z 2t ga)hg.

So

~ t t
ad(ey — e_yy))(r0) = —5¢ A Z B(~, Z 2to pa)hg + 26-n() A Z B(—pu(y), Z 2to ga)hg.

BeA a€A BEA aEA
The terms in the right-hand side are linearly independent, so [e, — e_,(,),70] = 0 if and only if
B(7,Y pen 2tape) = 0 for all v € @, f € A. Because of the non-degeneracy of B(, ), adtry = 0 if
and only if Y5 - 2tq g =0 for all 3 € A, if and only if t, g = 0 for all o, B € A. O

The following propositions follow immediately from the previous one and [AJ), Tables 1.1 and 2.1],

see Proposition [L8
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Proposition 2.4. If 0 =¢ and I'y =Ty = 0, then € is a coideal of go if and only if \o.g = 0 for all
a, B e A. O

Proposition 2.5. If 0 = ¢, with p # id and Ty =Ty =0, then &y is a coideal of go if and only if the
continuous parameter X satisfies Ao, g = Ay(a),u(g) and ta,g =0, for all o, B € A. g

2.3. Case 0 =g, I'1 # 0, T'y # (. For arbitrary p, we have:
Proposition 2.6. ¥y is not a coideal of go.

Proof. Recall that € is generated by hy, — hy(y), €y — €_,(y), 7 € @, see Lemma [[L4. We study the

action of hy — hy -y, v € @, on 7o:
~ t -
ad(hy = hy())(70) = 5 ( > (B(y—p(7),—a+ ) dage—a Neg+ By — p(y),a — B)dagea Ae_g
a=<p

+B(y — p() (@) + B) dag eua Neg + By — u(7), —a — p(B)) da,g e—a A e—u(ﬁ))>
_ % 3" Bly — u(y), —a+ B) Aag,
a<f

where A, 3 = me_a Neg —dapea Ne—g+ dopeya) Neg+ dapge—a Ne_ypg). Here in the second
equality we have argued as follows: B(a + pu(a),y — pu(vy)) = 0, because p? = id and p is B-invariant.
Then B(y—p(y), pla)+8) = B(y—pu(y), —a+p8). Also, B(y—pu(7), —a—u(B)) = B(y—u(y), —a+p).

It is clear that the elements A, g are linearly independent, e. g. projecting them to g™ ® g~ along
the root space decomposition. Thus, [hy — h(y),70] = 0 if and only if B(y — pu(vy),a — ) = 0, for all
yeED ac fl,ﬁ € fg,oz < B. Now, B(y—u(v),a—p) = 0if and only if B(vy,a—f) = B(u(y),a—p) =
B(v, u(a — B)), for all v € ® if and only if « — 8 = p(a — B) if and only if a + u(B) = p(a) + 8. As
a < 3, we have that a # 5. If &« € T'y and 8 € 'y, then o, u(a), B, u(8) € A and o+ pu(B) = p(a) + 5
if and only if o = p(«r) and B = p(B). We conclude that

(2.8) ad(hy — hy))(T0) =0, Vy € @ if and only if o = p(a), Va € 't UT,.
In view of this, we shall assume in the rest of the proof that a = u(«), Voo € I'y UT'9. Then,
(2.9)

-t t -—
o :5 Z taﬁha/\hg—l- 5 Z daﬁ e_a/Neg+ daﬁ eaNe_g+ daﬁ ea Neg+ da,g dge_a/\e_g.
a,fEA a<p6

Now, reorder the simple roots in the following way: let k = #(I'y UT2), and let agy1,...,q, the
simple roots that not belong to I'y UT,. Let {f1,..., [} the roots in I'; that are not image of T', then

(210) (aly s ,Oék) = (ﬁl)T(ﬁl)v s 7T81 (61)7627 cee 7TS2(62)7 s 76157 s 7T8t(/8t))7

We define [y = >, Rha, and consider the weight spaces of A%(g) with the order given by A. Let
v € A and define I'(y) = {a € T :a+y€ ®}. Take v € A,y & I'y such that T'(y) # 0 (it is clear
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that such v exists, otherwise g would be of type A; and in this case I'y = I's = 0)). Take 71 in T'(y)
and v € fg such that 41 < 72. We will prove that the weight v; + 72 + v occurs in [ey — dye_,, T0],

so the last one is not zero. Now,

(2.11) [ey, €q1 A €yy] = Ny yi€yiny Ay + Nyqplny A eyi,,

and, at least, the first term is not 0, because v; € I'(y). We will see that the term ey, A ey, is not

cancelled by the other terms of [ey — dye_,, 7o), that are of the form:

(2.12) [y, €47 Ay ] =Ny yreyiy Ney + Ny e Neyiy,

(2.13) ey, ey Aey] =N,y ey Neyw + Ny ey Aeyy,

(2.14) [ey, €y A ey =Ny oy N €y + Noyeyg Ay,

(2.15) [eyieyy Ne_yl =Ny ey i ANe_yy + Ny e i Ney oy,

(2.16) le—putren Ael  =N_umympmng A eas T Now) ot A epum)4s)
(2.17) [e—p()s €=t AN eyy] =N —v1 o) =4 N € T Nopu(m) g€y N €mp(a) 440
(2.18) [e—pu()s eqy N esyl =N_pu(9) g 6= pun+4; N €= + Nopu(9), =244, N emp() =40
(2.19) [e—p(r)r vy N ey l=N_p(3) =31 €= pm =4 A €=+ Nopu(m),~1 €3 A €op(z) =0

It is clear that ey, Ae,, cannot be cancelled with terms of type (2.13)), (2.14), (2.13), (Z17), (2.18)

and (2.19) because of there are negative roots in the factors of the terms of the RHS of these equations
(recall that v and p(vy) are simple).

It could be cancelation between a term of (ZI2)) and ey4, A ey, if

(a) y1+7 =71 +7 and 72 = 7, or

(b) 71 +7 =15 and 52 =1 + 7, or

(c) 1 +v =11 and v2 =4+, or

(d) m+y=7+7yand y2 =7.
Now, (a) could be satisfied if and only if 41 = 7] and v2 = 4. In the case (b) we have that v, +v = 75,
thus v € T9. As y; < 72 and 7} < 75, there exist k,s € N such that T%(y;) = y2 = 7} + 7 and
T%(v}) = 74 = 7 +~. If we think in terms of the base (2Z.I0) it is easy to see that the last two equalities
can not happen simultaneously. The case (c) results in a contradiction because v + v = ~] implies
that v belongs to T'y. Finally, in the case (d) we have that T%(y;) = 72 = 7] and T*(7}) = ¥4 = 71,
thus T%%3(vy;) = 1, which contradicts the nilpotency of 7.

Now, it could be cancellation between a term of ([ZI6) and ey, A e, if

(a) v+ ="—u(y) and 72 = 73, or
(b) M +7 =73 and 72 = 71 —p(7), or
(c) m +v =11 and y2 = v5—p(y), or
(d) m +7v=7—n(y) and y2 = 7.
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In the case (a), as v and u(v) not belongs to I'y, we have that 7] — u(v) is not a root, a contradiction
because vf — p(y) =71 +7v. In (b), as v{—u(y) = 72 is a root, we have that u(y) is in I'1, thus v is
in I'y, a contradiction. In (c), y1 +v = 7} implies that v € 'y, a contradiction. In (d), if v # u(y),
and in consequence 7, u(7y) € I'1 UTy, we have that v1 + v + u(y) = 74, thus v € T'9, a contradiction.
Thus v = u(7y) and we have 71 +v = v5—7y and 72 = 7;. Now, T%(y1) = v2 = 7} and T*(v}) = 4, so
TF+5(y1) = 7% = 41 + 2. If we think in terms of the base ([ZI0) it is easy to see that the last equality
can not happen. O

2.4. Case o = wy. In this case necessarily I'1 = I's = ). See Proposition [L.8

Proposition 2.7. If £y is coideal of go then #J = #A — 1; say {a} = A — J. Assuming this, ¥y is
cotdeal of go if and only if the coefficient of o in the largest root of ® is 1. This happens if and only if
(1) go is of type A, and o € A is arbitrary, or

(2) go is of type By, and « is the leftmost extreme of the Dynkin diagram (o is the shortest simple

root), or

(3) go is of type Cy, and « is the rightmost extreme of the Dynkin diagram (« is the longest simple

root), or
(4) go is of type Dy, and « is an extreme of the Dynkin diagram, or
(5) go is of type Eg and « is extreme of the long branch of the Dynkin diagram, or
(6) go is of type Ey and « is the extreme of the long branch of the Dynkin diagram.

Proof. Let us assume that o = wj. Recall from (2.6) that

o=t Y (1+ (=) e_o Aea

acdt
Step 1. [hy,70] =0 for all v € A.

This is evident. Next, we compute:

Step 2. If v € ®T, then

(220)  adey(0) = (14 (1) Mhy ey + 3 (14 (DN aey o e
aedt y—aedt

+ (14 (=170 Z Ny _a(=1)7(@ ey A ey+a>,
€Dt y+acdt

(2.21) ade_,(fp) = t( — 1+ MeyAhy+ Y A (D) O)N e o Aea,
aedt y—aedt

— (1 + (=10 Z N_%a(_l)Xj(a—v) eo A 6—«/+a)-

aedt a—yedt
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Proof. Clearly,
adey(fo) =t Y 1+ (1 )(N, _aey—a Aea + Nyaea Aeyia) +H{L+ (~1)XD)hy e,
aedt aty

Since v € ®T, we have

Z (1+ (—1)Xj(a))(N%_ae,y_a Aeq+ Nyage_o A e%a)
a€d T, azty

= Y ()N, seya Aca

acdt y—acdt

Y D)V, aeya A
acdt y—acd—

Y A EDYONea herna
a€dt y+acdt

= Y DN, ey a hea

acdt y—acdt
+ > [A+ )N, o+ (L4 (DN Je_g A e
aedt y+acdt
Now, (=17 = —(—1)X5(@)(~1)70); and N, 4 = N_g—y = —Ny_a—y by (L5) and (LE).
Thus the second sum in the last expression equals
Z N%a(_l)xj(a)(l + (_1)Xj(7))€_a A €yta;
a€dt y+acdt

and (2.20) follows. The proof of (2.2I]) is completely analogous. O

Step 3. €y is a coideal of gy if and only if for any v € ®T such that (—1)XJ'(”Y) = —1, and for any
o, B € ®t such that v = a + B, one has (—1)X7(@) = (=178 = —1,

Proof. By Lemma 221 (L28) and Step [T} & is a coideal of g if and only if (1—(—1)*70)) ad e, () = 0
for all v € ®. If (—1)X7") = 0, then there is nothing to prove. If v € ®* and (—1)X7(") = 1, then by
(Z20)) we have
(1 - (—Myade, () =2t > 1+ (=) )Ny _qeyaAea
a€dt y—aedt

Let aq,...,a, € ®* a maximal set satisfying 81 :=v — aq,..., B :=7 — o, € @ and a; # S for all

i,7. Then the last equation is equivalent to:
T
(1= (=170 adey () = 26 (14 (~1)} V)N, g, €5, A, + (L4 (~1)TE)N, g eq, Aeg,.
i=1

From (L3 and (L&) we have
Ny—a; = N,y = =Ny g,
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thus
(1- (—l)XJ'('Y)) ad ey (r9) = 2tZ(1 + (—1)X QNN ep, A eq,
i=1
+ (1 + (_1)Xj(ﬁi))(_NV7—ai) €a; N\ €p;

=20 372+ (1) - (“)BNN, e, e,
i=1

Then (1—(—1)¥7") ad e, (7o) = 0if and only if (—1)X7(®) = —1 for all & € ®* such that y—a € &+,
This proves the claim. O

Step 4. If &y is a coideal of go then #J = #A — 1.

Proof. If J = A then gq is compact, contrary to our assumptions. Thus there is at least one element
in A — J. Assume that there is more than one element in A — J. We can then choose a« = 5 € A —J
such that the minimal path from « to 8 in the Dynkin diagram contains only points in J. It follows

that there exists v € ®T satisfying
7:a+k1a1+”’+ksas+/87

with aq,...,a5 € J and o + kjag + - - + ksas € @T. Then, by Lemma [L.2] (c):

(_1)XJ-('Y) — (_1)XZJ("Y)+Z(“/)+1 — (_1)2k1+"'+2ks+1 -1

Y

but 5 ¢ J, contradicting Step Bl O

Step 5. Assume that A —J = {a}. If v € T, write vy = > gen kpB. Then ¥ is coideal of go if and
only if the coefficient ko is 0 or 1 for any v € ®T.

Proof. Assume that £y is a coideal of gg. If for some v € ®*, k, > 2 then we can assume that k, = 2
(for some other positive root, say). Computing (—1)XJ (") as in the previous step we get a contradiction.
Conversely, assume that the coefficient k is 0 or 1 for any v € ®*+. Note that (—1)X7/(") = —(—1)ka,
Thus (—1)X7®) = —1 if and only if k, = 0. We conclude now from Step Bl O

Recall that the largest root of ® is the highest weight of the adjoint representation of g.

Step 6. Assume that A — J = {a}. Then ¥y is coideal of go if and only if the coefficient of o in the
largest root of ® is 1.

Proof. If 3 5 A tpB is the largest root and v = > 5.5 kB3 € ¢, then kg < tg. Thus the Step follows
immediately from Step [l O

It remains only to determine the Dynkin diagrams with a simple root whose coefficient in the largest
root is 1. This is an easy task, by inspecting the largest root of each system as listed in [Kn|, Appendix

C. For example, the largest root corresponding to a system of type B, is aq + > .5 20c;. So, from
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Step [6] €y is subcoideal of gg if and only if &« = a;. The same argument applies to the other Dynkin

diagrams. g

2.5. Case 0 = w, g, pt #1id, I'y =Ty = . We shall show that £ is not coideal of gy except for go of
type Aa. We begin by the following reduction; recall the set J defined in Lemma

Lemma 2.8. If v € & then ad(e, — (—1)XJ(“/)6M(V))(7"6) =tu, mod h®g+g®b, where

Uy = E Ny _aty_a Neq
acdt y—acdt

7 1
+ > CDYOTINGG ) utr-a) A )

acdt y—acdt

T Z (DO (N —a = N a)eq—a A Cp()
a€dt y—acdt

+ Z (=10 (N + Nog,5)e-a A ey ia)
a€dT y+acdt

T Z (=1} (N, o + Ny —a)e—p(a) N €yta
€Dt y+acdt

Proof. For shortness, let “X =Y” mean “X =Y mod h ® g+ g ® h”. We compute:

1 ~ +(a
7 ad e, (rp) = Z <[ey, o) A eq+ e_a A ey,eq] + (—1)X )([e.y, e_u(a)) N ea + e_pua) A ley, ea])>
acdt

Z (N%—ocev—oc Neq+ Nyaea A e*/+01)
€Dt a#ty

+ Z (~1)xs) Ny —u(@)€y-p(a) N a
ag®t,aFpu(y)

+ Z (—1)Xj(a)N%a€_u(a) N eyt

acdt
(A) Z Ny —aby—a Neq
acdt y—acdt
(B) + Z (_1)X‘i(a)N%—u(a) €y—p(a) N\ €a
acdt a—pu(y)edt
(©) + Z (_1)X‘i(a)N%—u(a) €y—p(a) N €a
acedt pu(y)—aedt
(D) + > CDYYIN e o) A eyra.

a€Pt y+acdt
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Here in the third congruence

>

a€dt a—yedt

by (L) and (L6). Changing «

>

acedt ,a—yedt

The first equality follows from

analogous way, we have

(_1)Xj(ﬂ(a))N’y7_ae,y_a Ae

ANDRUSKIEWITSCH AND TIRABOSCHI

we use that
Ny _aby_a Neq + Z Nyoe—aNeyra =0
a€dt aty

by u(«), we have

>

acdt ,a—yedt

>

acdt y—acdt

(_DXj(M(a))N%_aeﬁ{_a A €u(a)

(_1)Xj(#(a))N%_ae,y_a A €p(a)-

()

(_1)Xj(#(7+a))N%_,y_ae_a Ae

>

aedt y+aedt

>

a€dt y+acdt

p(y+a)

(_1)Xj(#(’¥+a))Naﬁe_a A €l ta)-

the change of variables a by « — 7, and the second from (L6)). In

1 N ~
z(—l)XJ(“/)+1 ad e,(y)(T0) =
(E) Z (_1)X"~(7)+1Nu(v)7—aeu(v)—a A €a
acedt pu(y)—aedt
#(a 7 1
(F) + Y (CIIPOTIN G e) ) () A a
acdt a—yed+
(G) + > (F)IITOITIN G @€ —ate) A €a
acdt y—acdt
(H) + > (~ITOXIOHN, ) ce i) A ) a
acedt u(y)+aedt
By (II7), we have

(2.22) (—1)XJ(O‘)+XJ(’Y)+1NM(’\/)

7_H’(a)

_ (_1)Xj(‘#(’¥))+Xj(N(a))+1NM — (_1)Xj(“("/_a))+1N_%a,

(1), —#(@)

Changing v — a by « and using x Ay = —y A x, we have

>

(DN e €utr—a) A Cuta)

aedt y—aedt

>

(_1)Xj(ﬂ(a))mefy_a N €u(a)

a€dP— y—acdt

>

(_1)X‘7(M(a))N—%v—aev—a A €u(a)

aedt y—aedt
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Now, performing the change of variable a by —a and using (5] and (LG), we have

(F) Z (_1)Xj(u(a))N—“/n/+a€'y+a N e_p(a)
a€dt y+acdt

= Z (_1)Xj(#(a))N—Oé,—’Ye’Y+Oé A €_pu(e)
a€Pt y+acdt

= Z (—1)XTHOIN e i) A ertan
a€dt y+acdt
By (L6), we have the following expression for (G):
(G) Z (_1)Xj(u(a))+1N—'y,ae’y—a A Cu(a)
aedt y—aedt
For (H), we perform the change of variables o by u(«); applying (LI6]), (L3), we get:
(H) Z (—1)X‘7(“(Q))+Xf(“’)+1N#(fy),#(a)e_a A €piria)
a€dt y+acdt
7(— i(—p(a))+1
= D (THOIREHOIIN, O ayea A euirta)
a€dt y+acdt
= Z (=17 O+ N e A €l ta)-
a€Pt y+acdt
Finally, (B) + (H) is

Z (_1)Xj(l‘(’¥+a))(Naﬁ +N o )e—ah Cu(ya)s
a€dt y+acdt

Z (_1)Xj(#(a)) (N%—a - N—'y,a)e“/—a A Cu(a)s
a€dt y—acdt

Z (=1 (Nya + Noy,—a)e_p(a) N €yta
a€dt y+aedt

Remark 2.9. If v € ®T then by the previous Lemma,
ad(e, — (—1)Xf(“/)eu(7))(ﬁ)) =tv, mod (h®g+g®bh+nt®@n +n” @nh),
where

Uy = E Ny _aty—a Neq
acdt y—acdt

= 1
+ D CDYYTING ereuta) A )
acdt y—acdt

+ Y O, e~ N a)er—a A eua

acdt y—acdt
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It is clear that v, # 0 implies ad(ey — (—1)Xf('7)eu(ﬁ/))(7"6) # 0.

Let V' a finite dimensional representation of g. If A € h*, then we denote Vy) := {veV:hv=
A(h)v}. If v € V, then we denote v(y) the component of weight A of .

Corollary 2.10. If v € ®* then

ad(ey — (=17 Ve, 1)) (7)) =twy, mod (h@g+g@h+nT®@n” +n” @n'),

wy = 2 Z Ny oy Neq + Z (—1)XJ'(°‘) (Ny—a — N_q.a)ey—a N eq.

a€Pt y—aedt a€(Pt)H y—aedt

O

Lemma 2.11. Let 0 = wy, g, with J = {a2}. Let oq,a3 € A such that a1, a9, a3 is a subsystem of

type Az and o(ar) = az. Then xj(a1 +az +a3) = 1.

Proof. By the Jacobi identity we have that

[ea17 [eaz’ eas“ = _[eazv [easv ea1]] - [ea?,v [eal ) eaz“ = _[eas’ [eaweazﬂ'
Now [eaw [eazvea:a“ = Naz,asNa17a2+a3 and _[ea:’n [eaweazﬂ = _Nal,azNas,al-i-alv thus
(2'23) NOé27Oé3Na1,Ol2+a3 = _Na17a2Na3,a1+a1’

From (LIT), we have that

(_1)Xj(a2)+Xj(a3)N

Q2,01

— (C1pulerta T

ap.—arg-

As xj(az) = 1 and x j(a3) = 0, we have

(2.24) Nayoy = =Ny = (—1)X5(@2Fes) N~ 0
Again from ([LI7), we have

(_1)Xj(a1)+Xj(a2+a3)Na _1)Xj(a1+a2+a3)N_

3,02+a1 — ( al,—o—asz:
As xj(a1) =0, we get
(2.25) (_1)Xj(0¢2+063)Na37a2+a1 — (_1)Xj(0¢1+0l2+063)N_al’_az_()@_
We multiply equation (2.25) by Ng, q, and obtain
(=172 FOING, 0, Nag.agtar = (1T taIN, N as,

applying (223)) to the N, o, on the left, we have

—(—1)xs(e2tas) v

az,a3Nal,az+Oé3 = (_ 1)Xj(a1+a2+a3)N

al,02 N_OCL_OQ_QB .
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Applying (2.24) we obtain

_(_1)X‘i(a2+a3)Na27a3 Nal ,aztaz — (_1)Xj(a1+a2+a3) (_1)Xj(a2+a3)N—Oéz,—asN—al,—az—as’

thus

_ a1tas+a
_NOC27OC3N0¢1,012+0¢3 - (_1)XJ( e 3>N—O¢27—a3N—a1,—Oé2—Oé3'

Now, from (7)) we have that N_q, —as = ¢1Nag,a3 a0d N_q, —as—as = 2Nay 00403 With ¢1,c2 <0,
thus

_CNa27a3Nal,az+as = (_1)Xj(a1+a2+a3)Na2,asNa17042+013
with ¢ > 0. This clearly implies that x j(a1 4+ a2 + a3) = 1. O

Proposition 2.12. Let 0 = w7, I't =Ty = 0. If g is of type As, then ¥y is coideal of go. In the

other cases, €y is not coideal of go.

Proof. When g is of type Ay is easy to check directly that ad(e, — (—1)x50)
v e Pt

In the other cases, the Dynkin diagrams that admit non trivial automorphism have subdiagrams of

eu(y))(T0) = 0 for all

type Az or A4 where p acts non trivially. In the follows we prove that if we have subdiagrams of type

As or Ay where p acts non trivially, then there exist v € ®* such that vy # 0.

Type As. Let a1, ag, ag be simple roots such that they determine a subdiagram of type As and
w restricted to ag, @, ag is non trivial, i.e. u(ay) = as and p(as) = as. Now we will consider two
subcases J = () and J # 0.

As and J = (. Let v = a1 + ag, thus u(y) = as + a3. Then
Uy = Ny _a1€as Neay + Ny _a,€aq A€y
+ (_1)Xj(’\/)+1NM(’Y)7—OlBea2 A€oy + (‘Uxi(wHNu(y),—az €as N Cay

+ (_1)Xj(a1)(N%—a1 - N—wxl)eaz N e€qz + (_1)X‘7(a2)(N%—a2 - N—%az)em N €qy-

Now, Ny —a; = Najtas,—a1 = Noay,—az = Noagai+as = —Ny—as- As J = 0, we have Xj(al) =
X j(a2) = 0. Finally, by (L), we have

- 1

N_ =
e (_'7|O‘2)N'y,—a2

Thus,

1
(—7]2) Ny —ay
_ 3N—ae Ny —an (Y]e2) +11
- (vla2) Ny —as
3Ny P (y]a2) +1
- (Yla2) Ny, —as

Uy = (3N’Y7—02 - )eal N €ay + Ceay N €ay

€a; N €ay F Ceay N €ay

€a; N €ay + Ceay N €ay.
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As (v|az) > 0, we have v, # 0.
Type Az and J # (). Let v = aq +az+ag, thus p(y) = v and from Lemma ZTT we have x 7(v) = 1.
From Corollary 2.10 we have that v, = w, andFrom Corollary 2.10] we have

Wy = 2 Z Ny _aey—a Neq
a€dt y—aedt
T Z (~1xs (Ny,—a = Noya)ey—a A €a
a€(PT)H y—acdt

Now there exists no a € (®1)* such that v — a € ®T; hence we have
1
§wn, = Z Ny _aty—a Neq

a€dt y—acdt,

=Ny —a1€as+as N €as + Ny —a3€a1+as N €as + Ny —a1—as€as N €ar+as + Ny —as—asz€ar N €astas
:(N’Y,—az—as - N’Y,—al)eal A Caz+as + (N%—Oél—az - N’Y,—QS)eas N Cartaz-

Now Ny —ay—a3 = N-aiy = —Ny,—a; and Ny _a,—ap = Noayy = =Ny _qy, thus

1
Wy = 2Ny —as—asar N €astas + 2Ny —ai—as€as N €ay+as 7 0.

Type As. Let a1, as, ag, ay be simple roots such that they determine a subdiagram of type Ay
where p restricted to i, ag, a3, ay is non trivial, i. e. p(ag) = ag and p(ae) = as. Let v = ag + ag
and it is clear that u(vy) = ag + a4. Then

Uy =Ny _01€as N €ay + Ny _anar N €ay
+ (_1)Xj(v)+1N#(7)7_a4ea3 A€oy + (_1)Xj(’¥)+1Nu(AY)’_a3 Cay N €ay

+ (_1)Xj(a1)(N%—a1 — N_y.01)€as N €ay + (_1)Xj(a2)(N%—oc2 - N—%az)eoq N €ay-

Now, from (L5 and (L6), we have

N’Y,—aleaz Neay + N%—a2eal Neay = (N%—OQ - N%—Oél)eal Neay = 2N‘Y7—azea1 N €y # 0.
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