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ON F,-RATIONAL STRUCTURE OF NILPOTENT ORBITS
SEMRA KAPTANOGLU, BRIAN PARSHALL AND BIN SHU

ABSTRACT. Let G be a simple algebraic group and g = Lie(G) over k = F, where ¢ is a power of
the prime characteristic of k, and F' a Frobenius morphism on G which can be defined naturally
on g. In this paper, we give the connection between F-stable restricted modules of g and closed
conical subvarieties defined over F, in the null cone N (g) of g (Theorem 5.5). Furthermore, we
determine which nilpotent orbits in g have F4-rational structure under the adjoint action of G when
the characteristic of k is good for G and bigger than 3 (Theorem 6.10). The determination also
works for classical simple Lie algebras in the sense of [28] under the adjoint group action (Theorem
7.3).

1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a connected reductive algebraic group over the algebraic closure k = IF‘q which is defined
over F,, with corresponding (geometric) Frobenius map F', and let g = Lie(G). Here ¢ is a given
power of a prime p, F, the finite field of ¢ elements. Then F naturally gives rise to Frobenius
mapping Fy on g admissible with the Lie product and p-mapping. Such a Frobenius mapping on g
is a so-called a Frobenius-Lie morphism of g (to see §3.11).

Recall that Friedlander-Parshall established in [14]-[17] some geometric theory of g-modules,
through introducing cohomological support varieties which can be described with rank varieties
inside the null cone of g. In this paper, we first investigate the relation between the Fy-stable
modules and the closed conical subvarieties defined over F, in the null cone N (g) of g. We establish
some good correspondence (to see Theorem 5.5).

Then we turn to the investigation on F,-rational structure of nilpotent orbits, completing the
judgement for a nilpotent of g whether or not it admits F,-rational structure (to see Theorems
6.10 and 7.3). The argument is dependent heavily on the equivalence classification of Frobenius-Lie
morphisms of classical simple Lie algebras presented in [13, Theorem 4.5].

2. F4-RATIONAL STRUCTURE ON AFFINE VARIETIES

Throughout this paper, let ¢ = p™ be an arbitrary given power of a prime p, F, the finite field of
q elements and k the algebraic closure Fy of F,. For any n > 1, let Fy» denote the unique extension
field of F, of degree n contained in k = IFy.

2.1. F,-Rational structure on affine varieties.

Definition 2.2. Let (X, A) be an affine variety over k, and F': X — X be a morphism. We say
that (X, A) is defined over I, if the following conditions hold for the comorphism F* : A — A of
E
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(a) F* is injective and F*(A) = A4.
(b) For each f € A, there exists some m > 1 such that (F*)™(f) = f4".

In this case, we also say that (X, A) admits an Fg-rational structure, and that F' is the corre-
sponding Frobenius map.

Furthermore, we set X := {z € X | F(z) = 2} for the fixed-point set of F. We also write this
set as X (F,) and call it the Set of Fy-rational points in X.

In Definition 2.2, F*(A) = A? and F* is injective, which give rise to a well-defined mapo : A — A
such that o(f) = (F “)~L(f9) for all f € A. Such a o is just an arithmetic Frobenius map satisfying
the following:

(a) The map 0 : A — A is a bijective Fy-algebra homomorphism such that o(af) = alo(f),
ack,feA
(b) For each f € A, there exists some m > 1 such that o™ (f) = f.

There are some further basic properties of Frobenius morphisms:

Proposition 2.3. ([18, 4.1.3]) Let (X, A) be an affine variety defined over F, with corresponding
Frobenius map F. Set Ag:={f € A|o(f)=f}={f€ A| F(f) = f1}. Then Ay is a finitely
generated Fy-subalgebra of A such that the natural map Ag ®r, k — A is an algebra isomorphism.
Furthermore, the fized-point set X' is finite, and F is a bijective map.

2.4. Stable variety under a Frobenius map.

Suppose (X, A) is an affine variety over k which is defined over F,, and admits corresponding
Frobenius map F. Let V be a subvariety of X, not necessary closed. Call V' being F-stable if
FV)cV.

If V is a closed subset of X, then we have the following property when it’s F-stable.

Proposition 2.5. ([18, 4.1.5], [12, 3.3]) Let (X, A) be an affine variety over k defined over F, with
corresponding Frobenius map F. Retain the above notations and especially keep Ay := {f € A |
o(f)=f}={f € A| F*(f) = fi}. Then for any closed subset V. C X, the following conditions
are equivalent.

(a) V is F- stable.
(b) F(V) =
(c) The vamshmg ideal To(V') of V' is generated by elements in Ay.
(d) The ideal 14(V') has the form Iy @ k where Iy is an ideal of Ag.
(e) V. .=Vx(S) for some subset S C Ay, where Vx(S) is the algebraic set defined by S.

Thus, if a closed subvariety V' is F-stable, then V' is defined over F,, thereby V' admits a rational
Fy-structure.

Example 2.6. Consider the standard Frobenius map F' : k" — k™. Let A = k[xy, - ,x,]. Let
V' C k™ be an algebraic set. Then Aj defined in Proposition 2.3 is given by Ay = Fy[x1,- -, zy]. If
V is F-stable, then set Ag[V] := F,[z1,--- ,x,]/Io, where Iy = I(V) NFy[z1,--- ,z,]. Then Ag[V]
is precisely the subalgebra defined in Proposition 2.3 for (V, A[V]).

The following lemma is basic to us, which is an application of Lang-Steinberg theorem.

Theorem 2.7. [30, 1.2.7] Let G be a connected affine algebraic group, and F : G — G a Frobenius
map. Suppose X be a G-variety with G-transitive action and with a Frobenius map F' : X — X,
which is compatible with F. This is to say, F'(g.x) = F(g).F'(x) for all g € G and x € X. Then
X admits a fized point under F'.
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Example 2.8. Let G be a classical group which is a closed subgroup of GL(m, k) and g = LieG.
Let F be a standard Frobenius map F : gl(m, k) — gl(m, k) which raises all matrix entries to the
gth power. Then the restriction of F' are a Frobenius map in G and in g = Lie(G) respectively. In
particular, both F' are compatible as the above lemma says when G acts on a G-variety in g under
adjoint action. Recall that any nilpotent orbit O in g has a representative J corresponding to a
partition d = (dy > d2 > -+ > d,) F m such that J admits ordered Jordan blocks (Jg4,,- - ,J4,)-
Then J € gF'. Denote O by Q4. According to the above lemma, Q4 is F-stable. Notice that

(281) Oq = Uae{all partions corresponding to nilpotent orbits in Lie(G)<d} Oa.

Hence O is also F-stable. Hence, O admits a rational F,-structure.

3. FROBENIUS-LIE MORPHISMS ON LIE ALGEBRAS

We first recall the definition of Frobenius mappings and F,-structures on vector spaces (compar-
ing with the arithmetic Frobenius map in 2.1).

Definition 3.1. (1) Let V and W be two vector space over k. A mapping f from V to W is called
a g-semi-linear if it satisfies the following conditions:

(a) fis an Fg-linear;

(b) f(av) =a9f(v) for all v € V and a € k.
Furthermore, f is called a g-semi-linear isomorphism if it’s bijective. If furthermore V = W, then
f is called a g-semi-linear automorphism.

(2) A ¢ semi-linear automorphism F' on V satisfying that for any v € V, F™(v) = v for some

n > 0 is called a g-Frobenius mapping (a Frobenius mapping for short if the ¢ is clear in the
context). The smallest r satisfying F"(v) = v is called a period of v (under F'), denoted by or(v).

Remark 3.2. (1) It’s the same thing both to give a Frobenius mapping F on V and to give an
[Fg-structure Vo on V' which means by definition that the natural homomorphism Vy ®p, k — V' is
an isomorphism (also, cf. [12, 3.5]). They are related via Vo = V¥ := {v € V | F(v) = v}. We
shall always identify V with V5 ® k in the sequel.

(2) Regard V' as a k-vector space variety. Then the coordinate algebra of this variety is the
symmetric algebra on V*: S(V*). It’s easily seen that F' is a morphism of variety.

3.3. Intertwining operator F(y ).

Let Vi r, be the category whose objects are vector spaces over k with fived IFy-structures and
whose morphisms are linear maps f : V' — W defined over F,, namely, f(Vy) C Wy. Clearly, if Fy
and Fyy are the Frobenius maps on V and W defining Vy and Wy, respectively, then f is defined
over F, if and only if Fjy o f = f o Fyy. In particular, if F' and F’ are two Frobenius maps on V,
then any [Fy-linear isomorphism from VE to V¥ induces a k-linear isomorphism # on V' such that
§oF = F'of. Thus, up to isomorphism in Vj g ,» the Fg-structure on V' is unique. Note that Vi r,
is an abelian category.

We shall represent the fixed F,-structure on a k-space V' by a Frobenius map Fy. Thus, the
objects V' in Vy r, are, sometimes, written as (V, Fy/), and

Homyk’mq (‘/, W) = {f S Homk(V, W) ’ Fyof=fo Fv}
For (V, Fv), (W, Fiw) € Ob(VyF,), there is an induced F,-linear map
F(V,W) : Homk(V, W) — Homk(V, W), f — F(V,W)(f) = Fwy o f o F;l.

Note that, when V' is infinite dimensional, Fyyy is not necessarily a Frobenius map on Homy (V, W).
However, we have the following.
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Lemma 3.4. (c¢f. [10] or [11, §2.3]) Maintain the notation introduced above and let F' = Fy ).
We have an F,-space isomorphism

Homg, (VV, W) = Homy, , (V, W) = Homy (V, W)"".
In particular, if V' is finite dimensional, then F is a Frobenius map on Homy(V, W).
3.5. Frobenius-Lie morphisms.

Let g be a finite-dimensional Lie algebra over k. A mapping F': g — g is called a Frobenius-Lie
morphism on g if it is a Frobenius mapping on the k-space g, and if it preserves the Lie product:
Flz,y] = [F(x), F(y)] for all z,y € g. Clearly, a Frobenius-Lie morphism on g is also a Lie algebra
F,-automorphism. Also, if g = A~ is the Lie algebra obtained from an associative algebra A with
the Lie product [z,y] = zy — yx for all z,y € A, then any Frobenius morphism on A induces a
Frobenius-Lie morphism on A~.

The set of all Frobenius-Lie morphisms on g is denoted by F4(g). For any o € Aut(g), it’s easy
to see by direct verification that ¢,F := o 'Fo is still a Frobenius-Lie morphisms on g. Two
Frobenius-Lie morphisms F; and F, on g are called equivalent (denoted F} ~ Fj) provided that
g = g as Lie [F,-algebras. The following Lemma is clear.

Lemma 3.6. ([13, Lemma 2.6]) Let F and Fy be two Frobenius Lie morphisms on g.
(a) Fy = Iy if and only if gt = g2;
(b) Fy ~ Fy if and only if F1 = 0.(Fy) for some o € Aut(g).

3.7. Restricted Frobenius morphisms on restricted Lie algebras.

From this section on, we will focus our discussion on restricted Lie algebras. Always suppose the
Lie algebra g is endowed with a p-mapping [p]. Suppose F' is still a Frobenius-Lie morphism. Call
F a restricted Frobenius morphism if it satisfies an additional condition F(z[?)) = F(z)P!. The
following facts are clear.

Lemma 3.8. Suppose F' is a Frobenius-Lie morphism on a restricted Lie algebra (g, [p]). Then

(a) F is a restricted morphism if and only if g*" is a restricted subalgebra of g over F,.
(b) If F is a restricted morphism, then (q"-)Frobenius-Lie morphism F™ is also restricted.

3.9. Frobenius-Lie morphisms for classical simple Lie algebras and the graph automorphisms of
Dynkin diagrams.

In this subsection, we assume p > 3. Recall that a classical simple Lie algebra is classified by
Dynkin diagrams labelled by A, (n > 1), B, (n > 2),Cy, (n > 3),D, (n > 4),E, (n =6,7,8), Fy, G2
(see [28, 11.10.1]). We may view such a g as reduction modulo p via a Chevalley basis of the
corresponding complex simple Lie algebra gc except for A, with p|n + 1. In the exceptional
cases (i.e. A, with pln + 1), g is a quotient of the reduction modulo p via Chevalley basis by
the one-dimensional center which is in Cartan subalgebras. The Chevalley basis of g¢ induces a
basis on g—still called a Chevalley basis; see the discussion below. Let G be the adjoint group
of g. By Chevalley-Dickson’s result, G is simple (cf. [31, §4, Theorem 5] or [28, Theorem 3.1])
with g = Lie(G) for non-exceptional cases, and g = [Lie(G),Lie(G)] or g = [Lie(G), Lie(G)]/
1-dimensional center of [Lie(G), Lie(G)] for the exceptional case ([19, 5.4]).

We have a realization of G in Aut(g) as follows. Denote by G¢ C GL(n, C) the simply connected
simple algebraic group over C with Lie(Gc) = gc, associated with root system ® and simple root
system. Let gc = Lie(Gc) and let B = {X, | o € ®}|J{H; | i = 1,--- ,r = rank(gc)}. Here the
Cartan subalgebra hc = ), CH;. Set bz = >, ZH; (resp. gz = > cqp LXa +bz) and by = bz @z k
(resp. gr = gz ®z k). Note that g; has a Chevalley basis By, = {eq == Xqo @ 1| a € ®}J{hq, :=
H, ®1|i=1,---,r}, where I = {a; | i = 1,2,--- ,r} is the simple root set of ®.
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Let G be the simply-connected simple algebraic group over k, associated with the irreducible
root system ®. Then Lie(G) = g (cf. [2, 3.3]). Note that the center of g is contained in by
which is nontrivial only in the exceptional case, we have a Cartan subalgebra h of g arising from
b, which is equal to by for non-exceptional cases, and isomorphic to hx/Z(gx) for the exceptional
case. Here Z(gj) means the center of gi. Thus, we have a Cartan-decomposition relative to h:
g=bh+ Za@b(h) 0o Let IT = {ay, -+, .} be a set of simple roots in the root system ® := &(h).
Then we have a Chevalley basis in the sense of the above meaning: {hi,e, | 1 < i < 7,a € ®}
where r’ = r — 1 if g is of the exceptional case, r’ = r otherwise. Here e, may be naturally regarded
as X, ® 1 whether or not it’s the exceptional case since the possible non-trivial center is in bg.
Additionally, each e,, defines a (nilpotent) linear transformation ade,, on g by sending y € g to [eqy].
Thus, for any a € k, set z4(a) := exp(adaey), which is easily seen to be a linear automorphism
on g. Denote by G(h) the group generated by all z,(a) which is called the Chevalley group of g
(constructed relative to h). Then G(h) coincides with of G, which is independent of the choice of h
as k is algebraically closed ([28, II1.4.1, IV. 1.1 and IV.1.2]). Actually, all Cartan subalgebras are
conjugate under G ([28, IV.1.2]). Furthermore, Aut(g) = G x I is a semi-direct product of G and
the graph automorphism of Dynkin diagram of g (cf. [28, II.Theorem 5.1 and §3]).

Let Fy be a standard (or in other words, splitting) Frobenius-Lie morphism on g which fixes the
Chevalley basis of g. Then gy = g° is a split classical Lie algebra over F, (of the same type as
g) with respect to the Cartan subalgebra h. (Thus, go has a Cartan decomposition of the form
go = b +>°_ gk?). By Lang-Steinberg Theorem, it’s proved in [13] that any Frobenius morphism
F on g is a split Frobenius morphism followed by a graph automorphism: F = ~ - Fj] where v € T,
Fie GxFy:={g*F) := g 'Fyg | g € G}. Moreover, such a decomposition is unique, and there is
a one-to-one correspondence between the equivalence classes of Frobenius morphisms on g and the
conjugacy classes in I' of graph automorphisms on g.

Remark 3.10. Precisely speaking, the number of (non-equivalent) Frobenius-Lie morphisms of a
classical simple Lie algebra g over k with p > 3 is as follows: one for types A1, B, C, G, Fy, E7, Fg:
two for types A,(n > 1), D,(n > 5), Eg, and three for type D4. Especially, the representatives of
equivalent Frobenius-Lie morphisms for Dy arises from o9 = Id, 01 = (34) and o2 = (134) where
(ij) or (ijk) means the graph automorphism arising from the permutation corresponding to the
i-th, j-th or k-th nodes in the standard Dynkin diagram of type Dy, fixing the other nodes. In the
sequel, the corresponding Frobenius-Lie morphism is denoted by Fy, F} and F, respectively.

3.11. Compatibility of Frobenius morphisms on algebraic groups and their Lie algebras.

In general, for G' a connected algebraic group over k, defined over F,, with Frobenius map F,
consider A := k[G] and F* : A — A. Set 0 : A — A to be defined via o(f) = (F*)~1(f9) for
all f € A. Then o is an arithmetic Frobenius map satisfying the condition that o is a bijective
[F,-algebra homomorphism with o(af) = a%0(f), a € k, f € A and that there exists some m > 1
such that o (f) = f. Denote by A the set of fixed points of ¢ in A, which is often simply denoted
by Ag. Then Ag is an F-algebra, satisfying A = Ag®r, k. Set g = Lie(G) and go = gNDery, (A4o) =
{D € Derp,(Ap) | (1 ® D)o A = Ao D} for the co-multiplication A on Hopf algebra A. Then
g = go ®r, k (cf. [2, 1.3.4]). With such an Fg-structure of g, we have a natural ”Frobenius” map
Fy on g, exactly a ”Frobenius-Lie morphism” over g.

Let G be a connected semi-simple algebraic group over an algebraically closed field & of char-
acteristic p > 3, which is defined over F, with corresponding Frobenius map F. Let Fy be the
corresponding Frobenius-Lie morphism of g = Lie(G). Let T be a fixed maximal torus of G, and A
(resp. II) be the root system of G (resp. simple root system) associated with 7. We may suppose
Fy = o Fy, where Fj is the splitting Frobenius-Lie morphism associated with h = Lie(T") (cf. §3.9).

We consider the corresponding complex semisimple Lie algebra gc with triangular decomposition
gc =ng +be + nE. Take in gc a Chevalley basis { Xy, X_o, H; | € Ay,i=1,2,---1:= dim(7T).
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By [31], there is a faithful finite-dimensional representation (m, V') of gc with the weight lattice
equal to the character group X*(T') = Hom(T,G,,,), and an admissible Z-lattice M of gc-module
V. Then G can be realized as the Chevalley group Gy which is a closed subgroup of GL(V}) for
Vi = M ® k. Recall that Gy is generated by elements: a7 (t) = > 2 (X(gn))t”, for « € A and

t € k. Here X{V = )f; So we have a Frobenius map F on G via F(z}(t)) = L5(a) (t9).

Lemma 3.12. For any g € G and X € g, Fy(g- X) = F(g) - F3(X).

Proof. We identify g with Lie(Gy ), which is a linear Lie subalgebra of gl(V}). By [2, 3.3, g = g, ®zk,
where gr = > ZXao+bx, and hr = {h € hc | a(h) € Z,Va € X(T)}. So we can suppose the splitting
Frobenius mapping Fp is associated with a Chevalley basis By = {Xo,H] |« € Aji =1,--- 1}
Then Fy(3°, aaXa + > biH]) =3, ad Xy + 3, 01 H| for all aq,b; € k.

Then we have z7(t) - Y = > >7 jad(X x ))(Y) for Y = X3 or HJ.

Case 1. Y = Xjp.

Observe that the lengths of root chains in A are 4 at most, which is less than p. And furthermore,
ad(Xo)"(X3) = Co g nXna+s if na+p5 € A, and 0 if na+ § is not a root, with C,, g, € Z satisfying
that
(3.12.1)

ad(Xs(0))"(Xo(8)) = Ca,pnXno(a)+o(s) if na+ B8 € A, and 0 if na + 3 is not a root.

Thus, we have

ad(X7)(Xp) Xno(@+od) _ 3 Xo()" (Xo(s)
(3.12.2) Fy(E2e BB - €, SR ) '
Hence, we have
- - o~ ad(Xo ()" (Xo(5))
(3.12.3) Fo(g()) - Fy(Xp) = a0 (#1) - Xog) = 3 oo =l

n=0
On the other hand,

(3.12.4)
Fg(xg(t) . Xﬁ) — FQ(Z (ad(XO;l):L(Xﬁ))tn) — Z Fg((ad(XO;l):L(Xﬁ)))tnq
n=0 ’ n=0 ’
By (3.12.2), we have Fy(g-Y) = F(g9)F4(Y) for g = 27 (t) and Y = Xp.
Case 2. Y = H].

In this case, ad(X,)H] = —(a, /) X, and ad(X,)"H] = 0 for n > 1. So it’s more easily seen by
the same argument that Fy(g-Y) = F(g) - F3(Y) for g = 27 (t) and Y = H].
O

3.13. Fy-stable modules.

Let V be a finite dimensional g-module and let p = py : g — gl(V) be the corresponding
representation. We say that V is Fg—stable (or simply F° —Stable) if there is an Fg-structure Vj of V
such that p induces a representation pg : g&" — glr, (Vo) of g, By the definition of an F-structure,
V is F-stable if and only if there is a Frobenius map Fy : V — V such that

(3.13.1) Fy(zv) = Fy(x)Fy(v), forallz eg,veV.

In terms of the corresponding representation p, the F-stability of V' simply means that there is a
Frobenius map Fy on V such that po Fy = Fyy) o p. Thus, if V is an F-stable g-module with

respect to Fy/, then V = V¥ ®r, k, Fy(v®a) = v®al for all v € VF a €k, and VI is a gF-module.
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Here, again for notational simplicity, we write V¥ for V!V, What’s more, we sometimes use g’
and VI in the meantime, but obviously with different meanings of both F’s.

Up to isomorphism, it doesn’t matter which Frobenius maps (or F,-structures) on V' we shall
work with when considering F-stable modules. This is because we have the following lemma which
directly follows from Noether-Deuring Theorem (c.f. [9, p.139]).

Lemma 3.14. Let (V1, F1) and (Va, Fy) be two F-stable g-modules. Then VIF1 = V2F2 as g¥' -modules
if and only if Vi = Vy as g-modules. In particular, if Vi = Vo =V, then V1 2 V2 s g¥-modules.

In the following, we sometimes use the notation (V, I}/) for an F-stable module V. Let mod®'-g
denote the category whose objects are F-stable modules V' = (V, Fy/). The morphisms from (V, Fy/)
to (W, Fyy) are given by homomorphisms § € Homg(V, W) such that § o Fyy = Fyy o 0, that is, g-
module homomorphisms compatible with their F -structures. It is easy to see that mod’-g is an
abelian [F-category. The following result allows us to embed a module category over a finite field
into a category over the algebraic closure of the finite field. According to [13, Theorem 2.9] or [11,
Theorem 2.16], we have the following result.

Theorem 3.15. Let g be a finite-dimensional Lie algebra over k. The abelian category mod® -g
is equivalent to the category mod-gt" of finite dimensional g¥'-modules. In particular, there is a
one-to-one correspondence between isoclasses of irreducible (indecomposable, resp.) g -modules and
isoclasses of irreducible (indecomposable, resp) F-stable g-modules.

Remark 3.16. In general, a g-module may not be F-stable. But each finite-dimensional module
V must be F™V)-stable for a certain n(V) € N. Thus, for a given finite-dimensional module V
there is a so-called F-orbit of V', arising from V under some twisted action of g. The sum of twisted
modules running through the orbit is F-stable. Furthermore, there is a one-to-one correspondence
between the isoclasses of indecomposable (resp. irreducible) g/'-modules and the F-orbits of the
isoclasses of indecomposable (resp. irreducible) g-modules.

4. PROJECTIVENESS AND EXTENSIONS FOR F-STABLE RESTRICTED MODULES

We always suppose in this section that g is a restricted Lie algebra with a Frobenius-Lie morphism
Fy.
g

4.1. Projectiveness

Lemma 4.2. Let g be a finite dimensional restricted Lie algebra over k, with a restricted Frobenius
morphism Fy, and go = g'°. Suppose (P,F) is an Fy-stable g-module (or simply: F-stable g-
module), and Py = PF. Then P is a projective g-module if and only if Py is a projective go-module.

Proof. (1) It follows from the exactness of the field extension functor that the projectiveness of P
implies the projectiveness of P.

(2) Now assume that P is a projective g-module. In order to verify the projectiveness of Py, it’s
sufficient to prove that any short exact sequence of gg-modules

(4.2.1) 0— Moih]\foi)P(] — 0
is split. Set M = Mo ®p, k, and N = Ny ®, k. Then we have a short exact sequence of g-modules
(4.2.2) 0— MZENYEP 0.

The projectiveness of P implies that the short exact sequence (4.2.2) is split. Hence (¢ ® 1)(M) is
a direct summand of N and N =2 P @& M, as g-modules. The split injective homomorphism ¢ ® 1
gives rise to a fact that ¢ is split injective too. Actually, suppose © : N — M, with

(4.2.3) Qo (p®1)=1y.



8 SEMRA KAPTANOGLU, BRIAN PARSHALL AND BIN SHU

Suppose O(¢(mo) @ 1) = 34, m(()l) ® c®, both sets {m(()z)} C My and {cW} C k are linearly
independent over F, respectively. The equation (4.2.3) implies that d = 1 and M e F,. And then
¢ is split injective. Thus the exact sequence (4.2.1) is split. Hence Py is really projective. The
other way is an application of Noether-Deuring Theorem (cf. [9, p.139]) which can be also directly
used to explain that Ng = My @ Fp. O

Proposition 4.3. Suppose g is a restricted Lie algebra with a restricted Frobenius-Lie morphism
Fy. If all restricted simple modules of g are F'-stable, then all restricted projective g-modules are
F-stable. Especially, for g a classical Lie algebra in sense of [28], all restricted projective modules
of g are F'-stable under any given Frobenius-Lie morphism Fy.

Proof. Consider restricted u(g)-module category mod-u(g) and u(gg)-module category mod-u(go).
Suppose (S, Fi) is a simple F-stable u(g)-module. Set Sy = S¥S, which is a simple u(gg)-module
(cf. Theorem 3.15). For the projective cover P(Sp) in mod-u(go), set P(So)r := P(S) ®r, k.
Then P(Sp) is a projective cover of S, thereby it is an indecomposable projective g-module (cf.
Theorem 3.15). Recall that indecomposable projective u(g)-modules (resp. u(gp)-modules) are in
one-to-one correspondence to irreducible u(g)-modules (resp. u(gp)-modules) (cf. [9]). By Lemma
4.2, all indecomposable projective u(g)-modules are F-stable provided that all restricted simple
modules of g are F-stable. Thus, all projective u(g)-modules are F-stable as long as all restricted
simple modules of g are F-stable.

As to the second statement concerning the classical Lie algebra g, we only need to prove that
all simple restricted g-modules are F-stable. Recall from [13, Lemma 4.2] that any Frobenius-Lie
morphism Fy on g is of the form Fy = v - g 'Fyg for v € T a graph automorphism of the Dynkin
diagram, and for g € G which coincides with the Chevalley group G(h) constructed relative to b (cf.
[28, IV.6]). Here Fy is a split Frobenius-Lie morphism, related to b, i.e. the fixed-point space of Fj
is just the split Fy-form of g. Hence Fj is restricted, thereby gg := g% is a restricted Lie subalgebra
over F,. Note that there is an h € G such that v - Fy = hF;h™! ([13, Corollary 4.3]). We may
assume [y = 7 - Fp in the following argument for simplicity, without a loss of universality. Recall
that g = n~ @ b @ n, where b is a given Cartan subalgebra, n (resp. n™) is the sum of positive root
spaces (resp. the sum for negative root spaces), associated with h. Set b := n@®bh, a Borel subalgebra
of g. Hence n, h, n™ and b are all Fy-stable. Correspondingly, we have the triangular decomposition
go=1ny D ho @ ng, and bg = hy D ng with hy = hFE, n, = (n_)FB, ng = nfs and by = bfs. Notice
that irreducible restricted g-modules are parameterized by A := {\ € bh* | A(h)? = A(h) for h € ho}
as follows: each simple module L()\) for A € A is the unique quotient of the baby Verma module
Z(A) by the unique maximal submodule M in Z(A). Here Z()\) = u(g) @y ka, for the one
dimensional module k) with h-action by multiplicity A and trivial n-action. And M is the sum
of all proper submodules which can be described by not containing the u(g)-generator 1 ® 1 in
Z(\). Also, all simple restricted go-modules can be parameterized by a counterpart Ly(A), A in
Ao = {X € by | Ah) € F,for h € hp}. Obviously, Ay can be identified with A. Furthermore,
Lo(A) = Zo(A)/ My for Zo(A)o = u(go) @u(b,) (Fg)r with the same meaning as for Z()), My is the
unique maximal submodule of Z(\)y. Those L(A) just have Fg-structures L(X)o. Hence all of them
are F-stable. g

4.4. Extensions.
Let us first recall of the following fact.

Lemma 4.5. Let g be a restricted Lie algebra over k, (V,Fy) and (W, Fy) two given F-stable
restricted g-modules. Set Vo = VIV and Wy = WIW . Then Homg(V, W)Fvw) = Homg, (Vo, Wo),
where the Frobenius mapping F(y,w) sends ¢ to Fy o ¢o F‘;l.
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Proof. It can be verified by straightforward computation that F(y ) preserves g-module homomor-
phisms. Then it follows from Lemma 3.4. O

In the following, we will see that the above isomorphism can be extended to the higher extensions
between V and W. Set P(Vp) be a projective resolution of Vj in mod-u(gg), where P(V}) is as
follows:

P(Vp) : -+ — B Oy pln=Dinsy 01, pl0) do,yr

Set the contravariant functor I'g = Hom,,(4y)(—, Wo). We have a complex (I'g(P(Vp)), ), where
5 To(Py~t) — To(PT) with 6%(¢) = ¢ 0 6, And we have Ext(Vo, Wy) = R"To(P(Vp)). Now
arising from the field extension F, — k, there is a projective resolution of the u(g)-module V'

n71®1
_> .

P(V): - —s p2& pn-1)° .. 881 p(0)202ly,

where P = Pon) ®r, k with natural Frobenius mappings denoted by F,, . The contravariant
functor I' = Hom,,g)(—, W) gives rise to the cohomology of the complex I'(P(V)): Ext*(V,W).
Recall that

Ext"(V,W) = {¢ € Ker(6p+1 ® 1)*/Im(6, ® 1)* | ¢ € Ker (6,41 @ 1)*}.

Notice that (§, ® 1) o F,, = F,,_1 o (0, ® 1). It’s easily verified by direct computation that both
F(pmw)hm((;n@l)* and F(me)|Ker(5n+1®1)* are Frobenius mappings in the respective vector spaces.

Define §, : Ext™(V,W) — Ext"™(V,W) by §n(¢) = Fp, w)(¢). Then §F, is really a Frobenius
mapping of Ext™(V, W), whose fixed point space is just Ext ¢ (Vp, Wp). Hence we have

Proposition 4.6. Suppose g is a restricted Lie algebra with a Frobenius-Lie morphism Fy. Suppose
(V,Fyv) and (W, Fy) are two finite-dimensional restricted F-stable g-modules with Vo = VIV and
Wo = WIW. Denote by Ext™(V,W) (resp. Ext%(Vo,Wo)) the n-th extension between restricted
g-modules V. and W over u(g) (resp. the n-th extension for u(go)-modules Vo and Wy). Then
Ext™(V, W)$» = Ext 8 (Vo, Wo) forn=0,1,2,---.

Remark 4.7. The result in more general cases can be found in [32, 2.7]. We thank E. M. Friedlander
for reminding us about this.

Next we will give a corollary which will be useful in the next section. Before this, we need the
following obvious fact.

Lemma 4.8. Let (A, Fa) be a finite-dimensional associative algebra over k with a Frobenius mor-
phism. (V, Fyr) is a finite-dimensional Fa-stable A-module (which has the same meaning as Fy-
stable modules, cf. [10]). Set Ag = A and My = M*™. Then Anna(M) = Anna, (M) ®F, k.

Corollary 4.9. Maintain the same notations as in Proposition 4.6. Then
Ananv(u(g),k) (EXt eU(M, M)) = AnnHev(u(go)Eq)(EX‘c SU(M(), M())) ®F, k.

D. Fq—RATIONAL STRUCTURE ON SUPPORT VARIETIES

5.1. We recall some facts about support varieties for restricted Lie algebras as follows (cf. [14],
[15] and [16]).

For any restricted Lie algebra g one has the cohomology variety |g| of g which is the affine variety
associated to H®(u(g),k)(""). Here and further, for a k-vector space V, the V(-1 means the
twisted space obtained by making scalars a € k act on V' by multiplication by a”. So defined, |g| is
a closed conical subset of affine space over k given as the zeros of certain homogeneous polynomial
equations. Let V be a finite-dimensional g-module, the support variety |g|y is the support in
|g| of the H®(u(g),k)"Y-module H*(u(g),V ® V*)(=Y |g|y := Supp(H*(u(g), V @ V*)=1) (cf.
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[15], [16]). Denote by ® : |g| — g the morphism of varieties associated with the natural map
d* 1 S*(g*) — H(u(g), k)=, where S*(g*) is the symmetric algebra on the dual of g. The variety
lg| is homeomorphic to ®(|g|) which is equal to the restricted null-cone Ni(g) := {z € g | zP! = 0}.
So defined, ®(|g|y) is a conical closed subvariety of the restricted null-cone ®(|g|ly) ={z € N1 |V
is not projective as a restricted (z)-module } U {0} (cf. [22] and [15]). For notational convenience,
we will often omit the superscript ”(-1)” in what follows.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose g is a restricted Lie algebra over k, defined over IF, with respect to Frobenius-
Lie morphism Fy on g. Then ®(|g|) is defined over Fy such that the associated F,-rational structure
is given by the restriction of Fy in ®(|gl).

Proof. Regard ®(|g|) as a closed variety of k-vector space variety g. According to the argument
in the proof of Proposition 4.3, Fy is restricted. Hence Fg(®(|g|)) C ®(|g|). By Remark 3.2 and
Proposition 2.5, Fy is a morphism of variety, and ®(|g|) is defined over F, with the restriction of
Fy, as the corresponding Frobenius map. O

The above fact in the situation when g = Lie(G) can be read off in [5, Theorem 2| (also, cf. [6])
for G simple algebraic group and p good (see in §6.5).

By Proposition 4.6, H (u(g),k) = H(u(go),F,) ®F, k. This means that there is a rational
[F-structure over H"(u(g), k). The corresponding Frobenius mapping is denoted by §, which arises
from §, defined before Proposition 4.6 with V' = W = k. So § is actually controlled by F,;. We
have the following fact:

Lemma 5.3. ®: |g| — g is defined over Fy, i.e. ® commutes with § and F.

Proof. By Lemma 4.1.7 in [18], we only need to prove that
(5.3.1) *(S*(g0)) © HE (g0, Fy).

According to [21, Lemma II. 9.16], over the perfect field F, with p > 2 one has a go-version of the
typical spectral sequence over k for Fy-stable (restricted) module M as follows:

B3 = (S'g5)") @ HY (go, Mo) = Hy'™ (go, M)

From the above spectral sequence, one has an edge mapping @ : ®*(S5*(go)) — Hy"(go, Fy), which
is actually some restriction of ®*. So (5.3.1) holds. The proof is completed. O

Suppose Vj is a restricted gg-module. Recall of the construction of a minimal projective resolution
e = Pén) — e 0(0) — Vo of V. Set PO(O) = P(Vy), the projective cover of Vj, and define the
syzygy module Q(Vp) as the kernel of the given map P (V) — Vp. Inductively, set PO(") = P(Q"(V))
and Q"(Vp) = Q(Q"1(Vp). When Vy = Fy, then H"(u(go), Fy) = Hom,, 40\ (2" (F,),Fy). Suppose
¢ € H?(u(go),F,). Such a ¢ can be represented by a map ¢ : Q?*(F,) — F, whose kernel
is the u(go)-module L¢. In the meantime, we have for V = Vj ®p, k, PM = PQ™(V)) and
Q(V) = Q(Q"1(V)). By Proposition 4.3 and the exactness of the field extension functor from the
u(go)-module category to the u(g)-module category, P(™ = PO(") ®r, k, and Q*(V) = Q"(Vo) ®F, k.
Especially, Q%" (k) = Q*"(F,) ®r, k-

Lemma 5.4. Maintain the notations as above. Set L = ¢ ®r, k, which is a restricted g-module.
Then L¢ is the kernel of ¢ ®1: Q2" (k) — k.

Proof. We only need to prove that ker(¢ ® 1) = ker(¢) ®r, k. Actually, any short exact sequence of
u(go)-modules S; — Sy — Sj gives rise to the short exact sequence of u(g)-modules: T < Ty — T3
for T; = S; ®, k, i = 1,2,3. This fact implies that ker({ ® 1) = ker(¢) ®r, k. O
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Theorem 5.5. Maintain the notations as in Lemma 5.2. If V is a restricted Fy-stable g-module,
then there is an Fq-rational structure on ®(|gly). Conversely, if X is a closed conical subvariety of
®(|g|) which admits an Fy-rational structure arising from Fy, then there exists a restricted Fy-stable
g-module V' such that X = ®(|g|v).

Proof. (1) Suppose (V, Fy) is an F-stable restricted g-module, Vy = VvV, We will prove that
®(|g|v) is really defined over F;. Recall ®(|g|v) is a closed subvariety of ®(|g|), the latter of which
is defined over [, (Lemma 5.2). By Lemma 5.3 and Proposition 2.5, it’s sufficient to prove that
the defining ideal of |g|y is of the form Iy ®p, k where Iy is an ideal of H*¥(u(go),Fq). This follows
from Corollary 4.9.

(2) Suppose X is a closed conical subvariety of ®(|g|) defined over F,. We will construct a
restricted F-stable g-module V' such that X = ®(|g|y). Recall that in [15], any closed conical
subvariety of ®(|g|) can be realized as a support variety of a restricted g-modules, which follows
from the Carlson’s construction in [4]. What we need to do in our case is to prove that such a
construction of modules can be defined over F, (cf. [1, Theorem, 2.26.9]).

By the property (5.3.1) of ®f, we might as well suppose that X is defined by an ideal I generated
by elements of H§"(u(go),F,) (Proposition 2.5). This is to say, we might as well directly regard X
to be closed and conical in H*V(u(g), k) defined over F,. Since H*(u(g), k) is Noetherian (cf. [14]),
I is finitely generated by some homogeneous elements I = ((q,---, (). Recall that H® (u(g), k)
has an F-form H"(u(go),F,) (Proposition 4.6), i.e.

HY(u(g), k) = H§" (u(go), Fq) ®r, k,

as k-algebras. These (; can be chosen in H§" (u(go),F,)). Suppose ¢; € H*"(u(go),F,). By Lemma
5.4, there is a u(go)-submodule L¢, € Q2"(F,) such that L, is just the kernel of ¢; : Q"(F,) — F,
which represents the cohomology class ¢; € H*"(u(go),F,) = Homu(go)(QQ"(Fq),Fq). And L¢, =
L¢; ®r, k is just the Carlson’s module (cf. [4]). Set V = L¢, ® --- ® L¢,, then by [15, Theorem 2.2]
X = ®(|g|ly). And this V is Fg-stable. The proof is completed. O

Let G be an affine algebraic group over k, defined over Fy, and g = Lie(G). We call a rational
G-module stable if it’s Fy-stable as a g-module. By [15, Theorem 1.2], we have a corollary to the
above theorem.

Corollary 5.6. Suppose V is a finite-dimensional rational stable G-module V.. Then ®(|g|lv) is a
closed conical G-stable variety defined over IFy.

Remark 5.7. As Friedlander-Parshall hoped ([15]), each closed conical G-stable subvariety of
Ni(g) is conversely the support variety of a finite-dimensional rational G-module V' (cf. [25]).
Correspondingly, we address here an expection that each closed conical G-stable subvariety can be
realized as the support variety of a finite-dimensional rational stable G-module.

6. F-STABLE NILPOTENT ORBITS

Unless other statements, in the whole section we assume that g is a simple classical Lie algebra
over k an algebraically closed filed of characteristic p > 3, which we will additionally assume to be
good for the root system of g in the subsection 6.5 (cf. [7, p.14]).

6.1. G-equivariant bijection on nilpotent orbits.

We always fix a Frobenius-Lie morphism F on g in the sequel, which has form F =~ - F{}. This
is to say, from this section on, we will use the same notation for a Frobenius-Lie morphism on g as
the Frobinius morphism for the corresponding algebraic group G, in stead of using Fy for simplicity,
as long as there is no confusion in context.
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Assume that G is the adjoint group of g, and g, is the Lie algebra of the G of simply-connected
type. In the following we will discuss the relations between both of g and gz in the nilpotent orbits
and the Frobenius morphisms. First, we recall that G is naturally isomorphic to G/Z(G) where
Z(G) is the center of G which is in maximal tori of G. Note that Z(G) = ker(Ad) (cf. [3, 3.15]),
and that g = gx/Z(gr) with Z(gr) C bg. The following lemma is clear, which implies that we can

replace G by G without affecting the structure of nilpotent orbit.
Lemma 6.2. There is a G-equivariant bijection between N (g) and N (g).

Furthermore, such a bijection gives rise to a bijection between the nilpotent orbits of g under G
and the nilpotent orbits of g; under G. Denote such a bijection by Z.

Now we look into the change of Frobenius morphisms from g to gz. In non-exceptional cases,
there is no more words to say about this since g = gx. Assume that g is of type A,, with p | n+ 1,
then g = gr/Z(gr). Let F be an arbitrary given Frobenius-Lie morphism on g. By the argument
in §5.1, we may suppose that

(6.2.1) F =0 o F), for F{ = gFyg~ " with g € G.
The Frobenius-Lie morphism F gives rise to a unique one F on g; which is of form
(6.2.2) oo (gFg™t),

where § means a representative in G of ¢ in connection with the quotient G/Z(G), and Fy means
the standard Frobenius-Lie morphism on g with respect to the Chevalley basis By of gr. We
denote by F such a Frobenius-Lie morphism of g;, arising from F. Obviously, the form of F is
independent of the choice of § € G because Z(G) = ker(Ad). We have the following

Lemma 6.3. The correspondence F — F is a bijection from the set of Frobenius-Lie morphisms
on g to the set of the Frobenius-Lie morphisms on g, of the form o - (gFog™'), c €T and g € G.

Combining the above lemmas, we have the following proposition which shows that the F-stability
of nilpotent orbits of g under G-conjugation is equivalent to the F-stability of nilpotent orbits of
gr under G-conjugation.

Proposition 6.4. Let O be a nilpotent orbit in g, and F a Frobenius-Lie morphism on g. Then
O is F-stable if and only if 2(O) is F-stable.

6.5. Weighted Dynkin diagrams and F-stability of nilpotent orbits in a good characteristic.

We will determine all F-stable nilpotent orbits in g. According to the previous arguments, we
may replace g by gr. Recall that good characteristic means that p is bigger than any coefficient of
any root in ®T expressed as a linear combination of simple roots. Equivalently, p is good provided:
p > 2 when G has a component of type B,C or D; p > 3 when G has a component of type
G, Fy, Eg or E7; and p > 5 when G has a component of type Eg. If p > the Coxeter number A for
g, then the nilpotent cone N(g) coincides with the restricted nilpotent cone N7(g); vice versa (cf.
[6, 2.2] and [24, 4.1]).

Suppose G is a simply-connected simple algebraic group. By the previous notations G = G.
Then g = Lie(G), where gy, is defined as in the previous subsection. Let Ox be an arbitrary given
nilpotent orbit in g;. By Lemma 6.4, we only need to investigate the F-stability of Ox in g; under
G, where the form of F is as defined as in Lemma 6.3.

Recall that the nilpotent orbits in a semi-simple Lie algebra in characteristic zero are classified
by weighted Dynkin diagrams through Jacobson Morozov theorem (cf. [7, Ch.5 and Ch.13], or [8]).
This classification still works in good characteristic for g. Let’s mention some related theory on
this topic briefly. With the characteristic p being good for G, the modular version of Jacobson-
Morozov theorem says there is a standard sly-triple {Y, H, X} (cf. [26, 3.2], or [7, 5.3.2 and
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5.5.2] under stronger condition on p). Furthermore, under the condition that p > 2h — 1, one
may have an analogous approach to the weighted-Dynkin classification theory as in characteristic
0 by attaching its weighted Dynkin diagram on Oy, obtained by choosing a suitable standard
triple {Y, H, X}, a Cartan subalgebra h containing H, and a set of simple roots II making H
dominant with (o, H) € {0, 1,2} (to see [26, §3.4] and [7, §5.6] under stronger condition on p; [8] in
characteristic 0), and then labelling every vertex corresponding to a simple root o with the integer
(v, H). Recall that all Cartan subalgebras in g are conjugate under adjoint action of G, and for the
fixed T" and then by, the corresponding root system ®(hy), the sets of simple roots are transitively
acted by the Weyl group W = Ng(T')/T. Hence, attached with an integer («o;, H) to the ith-node.
the weighted Dynkin diagram A(Ox) depends only on the orbit Ox. Under the condition that
p > 2h — 1 the following Dynkin-Kostant theorem was proved in McGovern’s paper [26, §3.4]. The
condition is required for the complete reducibility for sls-representations, which is necessary in
McGovern’s proof. With aid of McGovern’s theory, the argument on the F-stability of nilpotent
orbits can be done through analysis on the situation of H in a suitable standard triple.Here we
need a presentation of this theory in good characteristic as below.

Theorem 6.6. (Kostant) Assume p is good for G.

(1) Each nilpotent orbit O in gy is attached with a weighted Dynkin diagram A(O).
(2) Let O1 and Oy be nilpotent orbits in gx. O = Oy if and only if A(O1) = A(O3).

Under the condition that p is good, Premet proved the above theorm in [27, 2.4, 2.6 and 2.7] in
a different way, not directly using sl(2)-triple from Jacobson-Morozov theorem. As the substitute
for slp-representation theory, we will use Premet’s presentation of Kempf-Rousseau theory in good
characteristic as below.

Retain the notations used in §3.9. Let G¢ be the simply-connected simple algebraic group over
C. And gc = Lie(G¢). By Jacobson-Morozov theorem, any nilpotent element e € gc belongs to an
sl(2)-triple {e, h, f} C gc. Replacing e by its Ge-conjugate we may assume that h = Y\ a;H; with
a; € Z and each b; := «;(h) is in {0, 1,2} (cf. [7, 5.6.6]). And then we obtain the so-called weighted
Dynkin program denoted by A(e), which is only dependent on the Gc-conjugate class where e lies.
Moreover, A(e;) = A(eg) if and only if the nilpotent elements e; and es are Ge-conjugate. The set
of all weighted Dynkin diagrams will be denoted by D(II).

Let’s turn to the simply-connected simple algebraic group G over k. Assume that the character-
istic p is good for the root system of G. Let X,(G) = Hom(G,,,G). Given A € D(II), there exists
a one-parameter subgroup Aa € X, (G) such that

(Ad)\A(t))e:tO!z = tibieia”
(6.6.1) (AdXa(t))z =2, Va; €ll;z € byt € k™.

Actually, it’s enough to set Aa = > .i_; a;e), where o is the coroot. One then assigns to Aa a

parabolic subgroup P(Aa) of G (cf. [29, 8.4.5]). Let Z(Aa) be the Levi subgroup of G containing
in P()\A) with P()\A) = Z()\A)U()\A).

Lemma 6.7. Z(\p) is Fy-stable, where the Frobenius map Fy on G arises from the definition as
in §3.11.

Proof. As presented before the lemma, we may take Ax € X, (7). The statement is then directly
from the definition of Fj. O

Set g(Aa,i) == {X € g | (AdA\A(t))X = t'X for all t € k*}. Tt follows from the finiteness of
nilpotent orbits in g that the Levi subgroup Z(Aa) has only a finite number of orbits on the weight
space g(Aa, 2) (cf. [26, §3.6]). Therefore, there is a unique dense open orbit in g(Aa, 2) under Z(Aa)-
conjugation, denoted by g(Aa,2)reg. We denote by O(A) the nilpotent orbit (AdG)g(Aa,2)reg-



14 SEMRA KAPTANOGLU, BRIAN PARSHALL AND BIN SHU

According to Premet’s presentation in good characteristic (cf. [27, Theorems 2.6 and 2.7]), each
nilpotent element in g lies in one of the orbits O(A). And the orbits associated with different
weighted Dynkin diagrams are distinct. Then Theorem 6.6 is proved.

In the following arguments, we will always assume that p is good. Now let’s begin to investigate
the F-stability on the nilpotent orbits with the situation when it’s a standard Frobenius-Lie mor-
phism Fp, and then to give a general property for F' = o.F} as in (6.2.2). As the other notational
preparation, recall that each automorphism ¢ of Dynkin diagram can be uniquely extended to a
Lie automorphism of the Lie algebra, which will be still denoted by o.

Lemma 6.8. Retain the notations used in §6.1. The following statements hold.

(1) All nilpotent orbits Ox in gy, are Fy-stable.
(2) Consequently, the nilpotent orbit Ox is F-stable if and only if it’s o-stable.

Proof. (1) According to Theorem 6.6 and the above arguments, each nilpotent orbit O is associ-
ated with a unique weighted Dynkin diagram A, i.e. Ox = O(A). Set A = Aa. Up to G-conjugacy,
we might as well suppose X € g(A,2).ee. This is to say, Z.X = g(A,2)reg-

We assert that the G-conjugacy of g(A, 2)yeg is Fo-stable. By Lemma 3.12, Fy(9.X) = Fy(g).Fo(X)
for g € Z(Aa). Set Z = Z(Aa). Note that Z is Fy-stable, and Z.X is open dense in g(A,2). The ir-
reducibility of g(A, 2) implies the same property of Z.X. Hence the image of Z.X under the injective
morphism Fy is still dense in g(A, 2). Hence, the Z-orbit where Fp(X) lies coincides with g(\, 2)yeg-
This means that the G-orbit where Fy(X) lies coincides with Ox, from which the statement follows.

(2) Recall that Fj(Ox) = g~ o Fy o g(G.X). By Statement (1), Oy is a F-stable. The forms of
Frobenius morphisms as in (6.2.1) and (6.2.2) yield the second statement. O

Next, we will suppose that F is a twisted Frobenius-Lie morphism, i.e. F' =~ F} with v a non-
trivial graph automorphism. Surely, this happens only in the case of types A,,, D, and Eg. Recall
that for gi of type A, and D,,, each nilpotent orbit uniquely corresponds to a partition of n and 2n
respectively. Precisely speaking, nilpotent orbits in sl,, are in one-to-one correspondence with the
set P(n) of partitions of n. Nilpotent orbits in sos, are parameterized by partitions of 2n in which
even parts occur with even multiplicity, except that ”very even” partitions d := [dy,da, -+ , day]
(those with only even parts, each having even multiplicity) correspond to two orbits, denoted by
O[Idl, da, don] and (’)[Idll oo o] For their weighted Dynkin diagrams, we have the following results.

Proposition 6.9. ([26, §3.4 and §5.7] and [8]) (1) For g = sl,, let O = Oy, ... 4,)- Then the
weighted Dynkin diagram A(O) is given by

hl—hg hg—hg hnfl_hn
where h; has the following meaning. Replace each part d; by the list d; — 1,d; — 3,--- ,—d; + 1 of

weights in the sly-module of dimension d; and combine the resulting lists into one, rearranging its
terms in non-increasing order as hi,--- , hy.

(2) For g, = s09,, n > 4, let O = Oq for d = [dy,...,da,]. If d is not very even, then the
weighted Dynkin diagram of Oq is

[ ] hnfl_hn

hl—hg h2_h3
® o “e r'y Y hnfl"l‘hn
hn72_hn71
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If d is very even, then the weighted diagrams of (9([1 and (95] are given by

® q
hl—hg h2_h3
. ® ® ol
hn72_hnfl
[ )
h1—h2 h2—h3 J
. L * o @

hn72_hn71

Here the meaning of h; is the same as in the case sl, whenever d is very even or not; and a = 0 if
n is a multiple of 4, a = 2 otherwise, and b = 2 — a for the very even case (’){1 and O(Iil.

(3) Let g, = sos. We have the following complete list of weighted Dynkin diagrams of all nilpotent
orbits.

(i) The weighted Dynkin diagrams corresponding to the nilpotent orbits with partitions d =
[7,1],[5,3],[2%,1%] and [18] are listed respectively as follows:

e2 2 0] o()
2 J 2 2 J 2 0 J 0 0 J 0
2 0 1 0

(i) The weighted Dynkin Diagrams corresponding to the nilpotent orbits 0{42},(9[14[2} and Ofs 3]
are listed respectively in the following

0 2

-

(iii) The weighted Dynkin Diagrams corresponding to the nilpotent orbits (’)[124}, 0{214} and O3 15]
are listed respectively in the following

» O
re——o
IN)
» O
IV
re——o
» O

o() Y/ o0
0 J 2 0 J 0 2 J 0
0 0 0

(4) When gy, is of type Eg, there are 21 nilpotent orbits whose weighted Dynkin diagrams admit
symmetric labels in accordance with the symmetry of the Dynkin diagram (to see [26, Page 202]).

We have the following result.

Theorem 6.10. Let G be a simply-connected simple algebraic group over k of a good characteristic
p > 3 associated to the root system of G, gy, the Lie algebra of G. Assume a Frobenius-Lie morphism
F = ao(Fé) with Fé = g-Fyg™! as defined as in the previous subsection. For Ox a non-zero nilpotent
orbit in g we have

(1) If gi is of type A, or type Eg, then Ox is F-stable.
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et gr 1s of type D, with n > 4. en Ox is F-stable for all such F wit exception when
2) L s of Dy, with 4. Then Ox is F-stable for all such F with h
Ox s very-even, and F' is twisted. In the exceptional cases, the nilpotent orbits (9,{1 and Oél are
exchanged under a twisted F.
et gr 18 of type Dy. Keep the notations as in Remark 3.10,

3) Let gy, is of Dy. K h ' m R k 3.10

(i) Fo stabilizes all nilpotent orbits.

(ii) F : (’)[142] — 0[14[2}, and (9{24} — (’)[12{1], keeping the other nilpotent orbits fized.

(iii) Fy : (’)[142] — Of5,13) — (’)[1412] — (’)[142], and 0{24} — Op3,15) — 0{2{1} — (’)[124}.

Proof. Thanks to Lemma 6.8, we only need to work with a twisted Frobenius-Lie morphism F. In
the meantime, Lemma 6.8 implies that the F-stability of Ox is equivalent to its y-stability.

Recall that Ox = O(A) for a unique A € D(II). Consider Aa = Y .;_; a;/. Then we have a
new one-parameter subgroup y(Aa) = > .., aiaY/(i) € X«(T). As v is an automorphism of Dynkin
diagram, (o), aY/(j)> = (o, ) for all i,j = 1,--- ,r. Hence we have

(6.10.1) (0, 7(A8)) = (0, An), Vi=1,---

According to the construction of the weighted Dynkin diagrams A presented before Lemma 6.7
and of the one-parameter subgroups Aa, we know that after conjugation of v, the weighted Dynkin
diagram arising from 7(Aa) just corresponds to the nilpotent orbit O,(x) which coincides with
Opxy 2 F(Ox). The preceding inclusion follows from Lemma 3.12. Hence, the F-stability of
a nilpotent orbit is equivalent to the invariant property of the corresponding weighted Dynkin
diagram under the automorphism v of the diagram. The new weighted Dynkin diagram through
F is denoted by F(A).

Comparing the weighted Dynkin diagrams for type A,, D, and Eg (cf. [26, 3.4 and 5.7] and
[8, 3.6, 5.3 and 8.4]), we know that A(X) coincides with A(y(X)) for all cases except that Ox is
very even with a very even partition d which happens in the case of D,,. In the exceptional cases,
F(A(OL)) = A(OL) for D, with n > 4. When gy, is of Dy, then it’s not hard to get the result by
comparing the weighted Dynkin diagrams in Propositoin 6.9. O

By Lemma 6.3 and Proposition 6.4, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 6.11. Let g be a classical simple Lie algebra over k = F,, defined over a finite field F,
of a good characteristic p > 3, with correspondence to Frobenius map F, let G the adjoint group of
g. Then the following statements hold:

(1) F =0 - (gFyg™ "), where 0 €T, g € G and Fy is a standard Frobenius morphism associated
with a Chevalley basis (in the sense of §3.9).

(2) For a nilpotent orbit Ox in g under the action of G, all statements in Theorem 6.10 hold.

7. Fq—RATIONAL STRUCTURE ON NILPOTENT ORBITS IN CLASSICAL SIMPLE LIE ALGEBRAS

Keep the notations and assumptions as the last section. Combining Lemma 3.12 and Theorem
2.7, we have

Proposition 7.1. Let G be a simple algebraic group over an algebraically closed field F' of char-
acteristic p > 3, which is defined over F, with a Frobenius map F. Let Fy be the corresponding
Frobenius-Lie morphism of g = Lie(G). Then any Fy-stable orbit in g admits F-rational structure,
thereby admits Fy-fized points. Especially, if G is a simply-connected simple algebraic group, g
is the Lie algebra of G, then F as defined as in Lemma 6.3 is a Frobenius-Lie morphism arising
from a Frobenius map on G. Therefore, any F-stable orbit in g; under the action of G admits an
IF,-rational structure, thereby admits F-fized points.

Furthermore, we have the following;:
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Proposition 7.2. Let g be a classical simple Lie algebra over k = F,, defined over a finite field F,
of a good characteristic p > 3, with correspondence to Frobenius map F', let G the adjoint group
of g. For an F-stable nilpotent orbit O which is listed in 6.10, O admits an F-rational structure,
thereby admits F'-fixed points.

Proof. As shown as in Lemma 3.12 for the case of Lie algebras of connected semi-simple Lie algebras,
we may define a Frobenius map Fg on G such that the Frobenius-Lie morphism on g arising from
Fg is just F. Observe that all Cartan subalgebra are conjugate under G ([28, IV.1.2]). We might
as well assume that b is such a Cartan subalgebra that F' = o o Fy for a splitting Frobenius-Lie
morphism Fy, associated with . As stated in §3.9, there are generators in G: z4(a) = exp(adaey,)
for a € k. We may define Fg via Fg(z4(a) = T5(q)(a?). Then for every orbit in g under the action
of G, the Frobenius maps are admissible with the action of G. This is to say, F'(9.X) = Fg(g).F(X)
because F' is a Frobenius-Lie morphism. The proposition follows from Lemma 2.7. O

In the following theorem, we continue to assume:

(1) g is a classical simple Lie algebra, and G is an adjoint group of g. F'is an arbitrary given
Frobenius-Lie morphism on g.

(2) G is a simply-connected simple algebraic group and gy = Lie(G). F is as defined as in
Lemma 6.10.

Summing up the above results, we can state the following theorem.

Theorem 7.3. Let Ox is a nilpotent orbit in g under G-action, or in g under G-action over
k =g, defined over a finite field Fy of a good characteristic p > 3. Then Ox admits Fy-rational
structure if and only if Ox is F-stable (resp. F-stable for gi ), which is completely listed in Theorem
6.10.
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