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ORBITS OF s-REPRESENTATIONS WITH DEGENERATE
GAUSS MAPPINGS

OSAMU IKAWA, TAKASHI SAKAI, AND HIROYUKI TASAKI

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study tangentially degeneracy of the orbits of
s-representations in the sphere. We show that an orbit of an s-representation
is tangentially degenerate if and only if it is through a long root, or a short
root of restricted root system of type G2. Moreover these orbits provide many
new examples of tangentially degenerate submanifolds which satisfy the Ferus
equality.

1. INTRODUCTION

A submanifold is called tangentially degenerate if its Gauss mapping is degener-
ate. The investigation of tangentially degeneracy of submanifolds has long history.
For example the classification of surfaces in R? with degenerate Gauss mapping
is equivalent to the classification of flat surfaces in R3. As a result, that is one
of planes, cylinders, cones or tangent developable surfaces. In this paper we shall
investigate the Gauss mapping of a submanifold in the sphere, that is defined as a
mapping to a Grassmannian manifold. The definition of the Gauss mapping, which
here we deal with, will be given in Section 2. Ferus [4] obtained a remarkable result
for tangentially degeneracy of submanifolds in the sphere. He showed that there
exists a number, so-called the Ferus number, such that if the rank of the Gauss map-
ping is less than the Ferus number, then a submanifold must be a totally geodesic
sphere. However, in general it is still unknown whether there exist submanifolds
which satisfy the Ferus equality, that is, the equality of the Ferus inequality. In
their papers [9], [10, 1], Ishikawa, Kimura and Miyaoka studied submanifolds with
degenerate Gauss mappings in the sphere via a method of isoparametric hyper-
surfaces. They showed that Cartan hypersurfaces and some focal submanifolds of
homogeneous isoparametric hypersurfaces are tangentially degenerate. Moreover,
some of them satisfy the Ferus equality.

A homogeneous isoparametric hypersurface in the sphere is obtained as an orbit
of an s-representation of a compact symmetric pair of rank 2. Therefore we shall
study submanifolds with degenerate Gauss mappings via a method of symmetric
spaces. Our strategy is to investigate the space of relative nullity of the orbits. In
fact, the index of relative nullity is equal to the rank of tangentially degeneracy.
We will study the second fundamental form of the orbits of s-representations by
restricted root systems, and determine their spaces of relative nullity. As a result,
we will obtain that the space of relative nullity of the orbits through a long root,
or a short root of restricted root system of type G, is coincide with the root space
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of that root. Hence these orbits are tangentially degenerate. We note that these
orbits are weakly reflective submanifolds as we showed in the previous paper [§].
Moreover, we will show that the orbits of s-representations with degenerate Gauss
mapping are exhausted with above orbits. Finally we shall observe that these orbits
provide many new examples of tangentially degenerate submanifolds in the sphere
which satisfy the Ferus equality.

2. SUBMANIFOLDS WITH DEGENERATE GAUSS MAPPINGS

Let f : M — S™ be an immersion of an [-dimensional manifold M into an
n-dimensional sphere S™. The Gauss mapping v of f is defined as a mapping from
M to a Grassmannian manifold Gyy1(R"*!) of all (I + 1)-dimensional subspaces in
R by:

M — G R
r — Rf(x)®Tim)(f(M)).

We denote by r the maximal rank of the Gauss mapping v of an immersion f. If the
Gauss mapping is degenerate, i.e. r < [, then an immersed submanifold f(M) C S™
is said to be tangentially degenerate or developable. We note that v is constant, i.e.
r =0, if and only if f(M) is a part of a totally geodesic sphere.

We denote by h and A the second fundamental form and the shape operator of
f, respectively. Chern and Kuiper [3] introduced the notion of the index of relative
nullity at € M, that is the dimension of the vector space

Ny = {XeT,(M)|h(X,Y)=0, Y € T, (M)}
= m ker(Ag).
geTH(M)

It is easy to show ker(dvy), = N, therefore the index of relative nullity is equal to
the degeneracy of the Gauss mapping at each point.

Let f : M — S™ be an immersion of a compact, connected manifold M of
dimension [. Ferus [4] showed that there exists a number F'(l), which only depends
on the dimension | of M, such that the inequality » < F(I) implies » = 0. Then
f(M) must be an I-dimensional great sphere in S™. Here the number F'(1) is called
the Ferus number and given by

F(l) =min{k | A(k) + k > 1},

where A(k) is the Adams number, that is the maximal number of linearly inde-
pendent vector fields at each point on the (k — 1)-dimensional sphere S¥~1. Any
positive integer k can be written as (2s + 1)2¢ by some non-negative integers s and
t. We write t = ¢+ 4d by some 0 < ¢ < 3 and 0 < d. In this situation the Adams
number A(k) can be calculated by

A(k) = 2°+8d — 1.

Regarding the Ferus inequality, Ishikawa, Kimura and Miyaoka posed the fol-
lowing problem:

Problem 2.1 ([I0]). (1) Is the inequality r < F(l) best possible for the impli-
cation r = 0% Do there exist tangentially degenerate immersions M! — S™
with r = F(1)?



ORBITS OF s-REPRESENTATIONS WITH DEGENERATE GAUSS MAPPINGS 3

(2) If the above problem is true, classify tangentially degenerate immersions
M — S™ with r = F(l).

For these problems, they obtained the following results using isoparametric hy-
persurfaces in the sphere. It is well-known that the number g of distinct principal
curvatures of an isoparametric hypersurface in the sphere is 1, 2, 3, 4 or 6. A
minimal isoparametric hypersurface with g = 3 is called a Cartan hypersurface.

Theorem 2.2 ([9]). A homogeneous compact hypersurface in the real projective
space RP™ which is tangentially degenerate is projectively equivalent to a hyperplane
or a Cartan hypersurface.

Theorem 2.3 ([11]). When M is a homogeneous isoparametric hypersurface in the
sphere with g = 6, then both focal submanifolds of M are tangentially degenerate.
Moreover, these submanifolds satisfy the Ferus equality.

Theorem 2.4 ([10]). When M is a homogeneous isoparametric hypersurface in the
sphere with g = 4, then one of focal submanifolds of M is tangentially degenerate,
and another one is not. Moreover, some of them satisfy the Ferus equality.

3. ORBITS OF S-REPRESENTATIONS

A linear isotropy representation of a Riemannian symmetric pair is called an
s-representation. In the following section, we will study orbits of s-representations
which are tangentially degenerate. For this purpose, we shall provide some funda-
mental notions of orbits of s-representations in this section.

Let G be a compact, connected Lie group and K a closed subgroup of G. Assume
that 6 is an involutive automorphism of G and G C K C Gy, where

Go={9€G|0(g) =g}

and GY is the identity component of Gy. Then (G, K) is a compact symmetric pair
with respect to 8. We denote the Lie algebras of G and K by g and ¢, respectively.
The involutive automorphism of g induced from 6 will be also denoted by 6. Then
we have

t={Xecg|OX) =X}

Take an inner product ( , ) on g which is invariant under 6 and the adjoint repre-
sentation of G. Set

m={Xeg|0(X)=-X},
then we have a canonical orthogonal direct sum decomposition
g=¢t+m

Fix a maximal abelian subspace a in m and a maximal abelian subalgebra t in g
containing a. For a € t we set

(3.1) Go ={X €g®|[H,X]=V—-1(a, H)X (H € 1)}
and define the root system R of g by

(32) R={act—{0}]g. # {0}}.

For A\ € a we set

or={X €| [H X]=V-1(\ H)X (H € a)}
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and define the restricted root system R of (g, ) by

R={Xea—{0}]|gr#{0}}.
Set . }
Ro=RnN¢t
and denote the orthogonal projection from t to a by H — H. Then we have
R={a|ae R— Ry}
We take a basis of t extended from a basis of a and define the lexicographic orderings
> on a and t with respect to these bases. Then for H € t, H > 0 implies H > 0.
We denote by F' the set of simple roots of R with respect to the ordering >. Set
Fy = F N Ry,
then the set of simple roots F' of R with respect to the ordering > is given by
F={d|a€F—FO}.
We set ~ R
Ri ={a€R|a>0}, Ry ={MAeR|X>0}.
Then we have R ~
R+:{6C|OCER+—RO}.
We also set
EOZ{X€E|[X5H]:O(H€C[)}5
and define
B=tN(gr+g-2), mx=mnN(gr+0g-»)
for A € R;. Under these notations, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. (1) We have orthogonal direct sum decompositions
92304—23)\, m:a—I—Zm,\.
AER L AR

(2) If H € a and (X, H) # 0, then ad(H) gives a linear isomorphism between
my and E)\.

We define a subset D of a by
D= |J{Hea|(\H)=0}
AER
A connected component of a — D is a Weyl chamber. We set

C={Hea|(\MH)>0(\eF)}.
Then C' is an open convex subset of a and the closure of C' is given by
C={Heca|(\H)>0(\€ F)}.
For a subset A C F, we define
CA={HeC|NH) >0\e€A), (i, H) =0 (pe F—A)}.

Lemma 3.2. (1) For Ay C F, the decomposition
chi=|J c®
ACA,

is a disjoint union. In particular, C = U C? is a disjoint union.
ACF
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(2) For Ay,As C F, Ay C Ay if and only if CA C CA2,

For each A € F, we take H) € a such that

(Hx, 1) = { (1) EZ;i;’ (n€F).

t)\>0}.

R®*=RN(F—-A)z, RY=R*NR;.

Then, for A C F, we have

cA = { Zt,\HA

AEA

We set

Under these notations, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3 ([6]). Fir a subset A C F. For H € C* we have the following:
(1) R® ={Ae R| () H) =0},
(@) BS = {xe k. | (\ ) = 0).

Now we shall study an orbit Ad(K)H of the linear isotropy representation of
(G, K) through H € m. We set

ZB ={ke K| Ad(k)H = H}.

Then Z is a closed subgroup of K and the orbit Ad(K)H is diffeomorphic to the
coset manifold K/ZH. The Lie algebra 3% of ZI is given by

s ={Xct|[H X]=0}

An orbit Ad(K)H is a submanifold of the hypersphere S of radius ||H|| in m. From
[6], Ad(K)H is connected. Since

m= | Ad(k)C,

keK

without loss of generality we may assume H € C. Moreover, from Lemma 3.2
there exists A C F such that H € C®. From Lemma [3I] we have the following
lemma.

Lemma 3.4 ([§]). For A C F and H € C?, the tangent space Ty (Ad(K)H) of
the orbit Ad(K)H at H and the normal space T (Ad(K)H) in the hypersphere can
be expressed as

(33)  Tw(AAK)H) = > my,
#€R+7R$
(34)  Ty(AAK)H) = anH'+ Y m,=Ad(Z{))(anH"),
VERﬁ

where (Z)q is the identity component of the stabilizer ZH of H in K.
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4. ORBITS OF S-REPRESENTATIONS WITH DEGENERATE (GAUSS MAPPINGS

4.1. Tangentially degenerate orbits. Let (G, K) be a compact symmetric pair.
We assume that (G, K) is irreducible, namely K acts irreducibly on m. We consider
the orbit Ad(K)H through H € a. In this section, we study the orbits with degen-
erate Gauss mappings. Since the tangentially degeneracy of the orbit is invariant
under scalar multiples on the vector space m, we do not discriminate the difference
of the length of a vector H. When (G, K) is of rank 1, K acts on the sphere in
m transitively. Therefore we only consider a symmetric pair whose rank is greater
than or equal to 2. The following theorem is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 4.1. An orbit of an s-representation is tangentially degenerate if and
only if it is through a long root (any root when all roots have the same length), or
a short root of restricted root system of type Go. Let A € R be such a root. Then
the tangentially degeneracy of the orbit AA(K)\ is ker(dy), = my.

To prove this theorem, we show the following proposition first.

Proposition 4.2. If the orbit Ad(K)H through H € a is tangentially degenerate,
then H is a constant multiple of a restricted root.

Proof. First we note that
Ag = Ad(k) "' Apa(ryeAd(k)
for any ¢ € an H* and k € (ZH)y. From this we have

ﬂ ker A¢ ﬂ ker A¢

£eTH(AA(K)H) £eAd((ZH)o)(anH L)

= ﬂ keI‘AAd(k)g

¢canHL
ke(zH)o

= m ker(Ad(k)AcAd(k)™")

¢canHL
ke(zH)o

= ) ker(A:Ad(k)™)
¢canHL
ke(zf)o

=[] Ad(k)ker A

gcanHL
ke(zH)o

=[] Ad(k) [ kerAe.

ke(ZH)o ceanHL

For £ € an H' the set of eigenvalues of A is given by
S

(A H)

and the eigenspace associated with eigenvalue —(\, &)/(A, H) is given by

S me

(p,€) _ _ (NE)

(1w, H) = (N,H)

AeR+—R$},
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See [§] for details. The space ker A¢ is nothing but the eigenspace associated with
0-eigenvalue. Thus

ker A = Z my,.

(:€)=0
Therefore we have
ﬂ keI‘Ag = ﬂ Z m, = Z my,
¢canHL ¢canHL (p,&)=0 w//H
hence
(4.1) N kerAe= () Ad(k) Y muC > m,.
E€TH (AA(K)H) ke(Z)o w//H w//H

Consequently, if Ad(K)H is tangentially degenerate, then H must be a constant
multiple of a restricted root. ([l

From the above proposition, hereafter, we may consider the orbit through a
restricted root, i.e., we may put H = A € Ry. We set

A={peF|(uA) >0}

Then we have A € C2. If 2\ ¢ R, then € + £ is a Lie subalgebra of £&. We denote
by K(\) the analytic subgroup of K which corresponds to €y + €.

Proposition 4.3. If A € Ry satisfies

(a) 20 ¢ Ry,

(b) A+v¢ Rand \—v & R for allv € R},
then AA(K)\ is tangentially degenerate.

Proof. Since the tangent space of the orbit Ad(K)A at A is given as in (B3], the
image of A by the Gauss mapping -y is

YA =RAx+ > m,,
HER+—R$
and its orthogonal complement in m is
YN =andt+ > m,.
UGRﬁ

From a rule of the bracket product of root spaces and the assumption (b), we have

to,anN At + Z m, | C Z m,, Ex,an At + Z m, | ={0}.

vERL veER% veER%
Therefore
{?o—f—{?,\,aﬁ)\L—i—Zmu Caﬁ)\J‘—i—Zm,,.
veRY veRS

This yields

AAEMN) [andt+ > m, | =anrt+ > m,.

A A
veERY veERZD
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Hence
Ad(K(N) - v(A) = v(N).
Since « is K-equivariant, we have
Y(Ad(R)A) = Ad(k)y(A) = v(A)

for any k € K(X). This means that v is constant on Ad(K(A))A. It is clear that
Ad(K (X)) is not a point, since Th(Ad(K (A))A) = my. Consequently Ad(K)N is
tangentially degenerate. O

We denote by § € R, the highest root of R.
Lemma 4.4 ([I3]). For A € Ry,

0 (when X L 0),
=<1 (when X = 9),
1/2  (otherwise).

When (X, 8)/|8]|? = 0, then A — 6 is not a root. When (X,6)/||8]|?> = 1/2, then A\—§

1S a root.

Proof. Since § is the highest root, clearly A + § is not a root. We express J-series
containing A as A+ nd (p < n < 0). Then

(A 9)

Tllal

Now we shall show p =0, —1 or —2. If we assume that p < —3, then =\ — 30 is
a root. Then, from the square norm of 36 = A — u, we have

N8I = IM* + llel® = 20\, o).

From ||A|| < [|4]], [|p]] < |19]] and Cauchy’s inequality
=) < Il < 1011,

we have 9||]|? < 4[/6]|2. This is a contradiction.

In the case of p = 0, A is perpendicular to § and A — § is not a root. In the case
of p=—1, ()\,3)/|6]|> = 1/2 and A — § is a root. When p = —2, then A\ = § from
Cauchy’s inequality. (I

From Proposition and Lemma [£.4] we have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.5. The orbit Ad(K)d through the highest root 6 of R is tangentially
degenerate.

Since a long root is conjugate to the highest root under the action of the Weyl
group, it satisfies the conditions of Proposition[£3l Especially in the case where the
lengths of all roots are equal, all roots satisfy the conditions of Proposition .3l We
determine short roots satisfying the conditions of Proposition in the following
proposition.

Proposition 4.6. Short roots satisfying the conditions (a) and (b) of Proposition
4.8 are only short roots of the restricted root system of type Gs.
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Proof. We will follow the notations of root systems in [2].
In the case of type B, the restricted root system is given by

R={xe; |1 <i<plU{te;te;|1<i<yj<p}

If we add +e; to a short root +e; (i # j), then it becomes a root again. Thus any
short root does not satisfy the condition (b).
In the case of type C, the restricted root system is given by

R={42e; |1 <i<p}lU{te;te;|1<i<j<p}

Short roots are e; = e;. By the action of the Weyl group, it suffices to consider a
short root e; 4+ e3. The set of roots which are perpendicular to e; + es is

{x(e1 —ea)}U{£2e; |3<i<pU{te;te;|3<i<j<p}
Since
(61 + 62) + (61 - 62) = 2e; € R, (61 + 62) — (61 - 62) =2ey € R,

e1 + ez does not satisfy the condition (b).

In the case of type G2, we can easily see that all short roots satisfy the conditions
(a) and (b).

In the case of type BC, the restricted root system is given by

R={42e;,te; |1 <i<pU{de;te;|1<i<j<p}

We can see that short roots +e;, +e; + e; do not satisfy the condition (b) by a
similar way in the case of types B and C.

The root system of F contains a root system of type Bs as a sub-system. Then
a short root of type Fy can be regarded as a short root of type By. Thus in this
case a short root does not satisfy the condition (b). O

By the above discussion we obtained that the orbits stated in Theorem [.T] are
tangentially degenerate. In order to determine the spaces of relative nullity of
these orbits and to show other orbits are not tangentially degenerate, we give the
following criterion for an orbit of an s-representation to be tangentially degenerate.

Proposition 4.7. The orbit AA(K)\ through a restricted root A € R is tangentially
degenerate if and only if there exists a non-zero subspace of Zu//A m,, which is

invariant under ad(g,;}). More precisely,
(4.2) ker(dy)y = [ Ad(k) > m,
ke(Z¥)o w//A

and ker(dy)x is the mazimal subspace of 3_, ,/, w,, which is invariant under ad(3%)-

Proof. From ([@.1) we have ([4.2]) immediately. Thus the orbit Ad(K)A is tangentially
degenerate if and only if the right-hand side of ([@.2]) is a non-zero vector space.
If there exists a non-zero subspace V of Z# y/» Wy, which is invariant under

Ad((Z)o), then
(| Adk)Y m,> () Adk)V =V #{0}.

ke(ZX)o m//A ke(Zy)o



10 OSAMU IKAWA, TAKASHI SAKAI, AND HIROYUKI TASAKI

Hence Ad(K)A is tangentially degenerate. Conversely, we assume that Ad(K)A is
tangentially degenerate. Then

() Ad(R) > m,C > m,
k€(Zx)o 12N w//A
is a non-zero subspace, and we denote it by V. Then for any g € (Z)o we have

Ad(g)V = Ad(g) [ Ad(k)>_m,

ke(Zx)o V72N
= [ Ad(gh) D) m,=V.
kG(Z;\()o /I

Thus V is invariant under Ad((Z%)o). Consequently, the orbit Ad(K)\ is tan-
gentially degenerate if and only if there exists a non-zero subspace of > /2 M

invariant under Ad((Zy)o). Since 3% is the Lie algebra of a connected Lie group
(Z)o, we obtain the assertion. O

In particular, for an orbit of the adjoint representation of a compact Lie group
we have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.8. An adjoint orbit of a compact, connected semisimple Lie group
through a root « is tangentially degenerate if and only if there exists a non-zero
subspace of

9N (o ® g-a)
which is invariant under ad(3g).

Lemma 4.9. Let A be a root and V' a non-zero subspace of my. Then V is invariant
under ad(3%) if and only if V is invariant under ad(ty) and satisfies

> b, V| ={0}.

veRﬁ
In addition, if the action of €y on my is irreducible then V = m,.

Proof. Since
k={Xet|[X,N=01=te > &,
veRﬁ

V is invariant under ad(3%) if and only if V is invariant under ad(€y) and

Y b, V| CcVcm,

UGRﬁ

On the other hand,

Z ¢k, V| C Z t, my| C Z (m,\+,,EBm,\_,,).

uERﬁ uERﬁ VERﬁ

Hence we have

Z t, V| C|myn Z (mayr, ®@my_,) | = {0}.

N A
veERY veERZD
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O

Lemma 4.10. The root space mg corresponds to the highest root § is a subspace of
26 My invariant under ad(3%).

Proof. The Lie algebra 3% of Z}S{ is given by

e={Xet|[X0=0l=tc® Y t.
(v,6)=0

From Lemma 4 we have § + v ¢ R for any v € R, which is perpendicular to .
Hence from Lemma 9, my is invariant under ad(3%). O

From this lemma, we have the following proposition immediately.

Proposition 4.11. Let (G,K) be a compact symmetric pair. Then the orbit
Ad(K)d through the highest root ¢ is tangentially degenerate. Moreover, ker(dy)s =
ms except the case of type BC.

Similarly we also have the following proposition immediately.

Proposition 4.12. Let (G, K) be a compact symmetric pair with restricted root
system of type Go. Then the orbit through any root A is tangentially degenerate.
Moreover, ker(dy)x = my.

Proposition 4.13. Let G be a compact connected simple Lie group. An adjoint
orbit of G is tangentially degenerate if and only if it is through a long root, or a
short root in the case of compact simple Lie group Gs.

Proof. We have already shown that the orbit through a long root, or a short root
of the simple Lie group G> is tangentially degenerate. Therefore it suffices to show
that, in the case of G # Gs, the orbit Ad(G)a through a short root o € Ry is not
tangentially degenerate.

Assume that V' is a subspace of gN (g ® g—n) invariant under ad(3g). Then the
complexification V€ C g, ® g_o of V is a complex vector space which is invariant
under ad(3%). We take v € VC and express as v = Xo + X o (Xiq € g+4). In
this case, from Proposition L8] there exists 8 € Ry which satisfies (5, «) = 0 and
a=£ B € R. We take a non-zero vector X3 € gg. Then

[Xﬁvv] = [Xﬁ’XOL] + [Xﬁ’X*OL] € (gﬁJroz @gﬁfa) NVe = {0}

This shows X4, = 0, since [g3,84+0] = 98+a- Thus we obtain V = {0}. Hence
from Corollary 4.8 Ad(G)a is not tangentially degenerate. O

In Proposition .11] we obtained the spaces of the relative nullity of the orbit
through a highest root except the case of type BC'. In the rest of this subsection,
we shall study the space of relative nullity of the orbit through a highest root in
the case of the restricted root system of type BC),. In this case we can put

R={42e; | 1<i<plU{zxe; |1 <i<p}U{fe;te; |1<i<j<p},
A= 261.
We already know that the space of relative nullity Ny of Ad(K )\ satisfies

Maoe, C Ny C Mo, + Mg,
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and invariant under ad(3%). Since

RY = {neRy|(\p=0}
= {2 |2<i<ptU{e;|2<i<plU{eite;|2<i<j<p},

we have

5;}:?04— Z E, =t + Z £, + Z t, + Z EEiiej'

peERS 2<i<p 2<i<p 2<i<j<p

First we determine the space of relative nullity of the orbit through a long root
when (G, K) is a Hermitian symmetric pair with restricted root system of type BC.
For this purpose, we recall the following two lemmas.

Lemma 4.14 ([12] Lemma 2.3). For a Hermitian symmetric space, the complex
structure J translates restricted root spaces as following:

P
IMe, e, = Me,ze;, JIMe, =M, Ja= E Mae, -
1=1

We denote the Hopf fibration by 7 : §?"t! — CP".

Lemma 4.15 ([10] Lemma 2.2). Let M C CP"™ be a complex submanifold of
complex dimension k. Then m=*(M) is a submanifold of dimension 2k + 1 with
degenerate Gauss mapping of S+ . Moreover, if M is compact and not a complex
projective subspace, then the rank of Gauss mapping is equal to 2k.

Now we shall prove the following proposition.

Proposition 4.16. Assume that p > 2. Let (G, K) be a Hermitian symmetric pair
with restricted root system of type BC,. Then the space of relative nullity N of
the orbit through a long root A € R is given by N\ = m,.

Proof. Without loss of generality we can put A = 2e;, and we consider the orbit
Ad(K)X through A. The tangent space of Ad(K )\ at A is given by

Th(Ad(K)N) = Z m, = My, + Mg, + Z Me, e, -
pERy —RY 2<i<p
We denote by 7 : S — CP"™ the Hopf fibration from the hypersphere S in m to

the complex projective space. Then the image m(Ad(K))) of the orbit Ad(K)A is
a submanifold of CP", and its tangent space at w(\) is given by

Tﬂ'()\)(ﬂ-(Ad(K))\)) =M, + Z Me; te;-
2<i<p
Therefore from Lemma T4l 7(Ad(K))) is a complex submanifold of CP™. Ob-
viously m(Ad(K)M) is not a complex projective subspace when p > 2. Thus from
Lemma the index of the relative nullity of Ad(K)A C S is equal to 1. Hence
N)\ = Mg, - O

Proposition 4.17. In the case of (G,K) = (Sp(2p +n), Sp(p) x Sp(p+n)) (p >
2,n > 1), the space of relative nullity of the orbit through a long root A € R is given
by Ny = my.
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Proof. We shall give the restricted root space decomposition of (G, K) = (Sp(2p +
n), Sp(p) x Sp(p + n)). We express g as

g=25p(2p+n) ={X € Mayp,(H) | ‘X + X =0}

We define an involutive automorphism € on g by

9:g—>g;X|—>{Ip }X[Ip ],
_Iern _Iern

where I, denotes the r x r identity matrix. Then the eigenspaces £ and m of
associated to eigenvalues 1 are given by

e = {7y | | xewon venwanl,

{{ s ¥ |xempmm}.

We take a maximal abelian subspace a of m by

T

m

a= =T T:tlEll—l—'-'—f—tpEpp, tieR ,,

where E;; denotes a matrix whose (7, j) element is 1 and all other elements are 0.
We define e; € a by

Ey;

€; = —Ei‘

Then the restricted root system of (g, ¢) is of type BC,. We note that, when n = 0,
the restricted root system is of type C,.

In the case of type BC, the restricted root spaces €., and m,, which correspond
to e; are given by

n
Me, = > (2jEiopj — 7 Fapyji)
=1

ijH ,

o=
o
I
-

(Y Ep+iap+i — YiEoptjpti) ‘ y; €H

j=1

In order to prove the proposition, we will show that A, does not contain m,, -
component. We take X € m., arbitrarily. Then [€.,, X] C m¢, e, + Mey—e,. Since
N, is invariant under ad(3%), we have that if X € Ny then [t.,, X] C N\ C
Mo, + Me,. Therefore, if X € N, then [t,, X] = {0}. We can express X =
3 1@ B opyj — TjE2pyj1) € me,. Then

ijH

n n
ey, X =S [ D 2555 | Brpro— | D 4% | Epran
=1 i=1

This yields X = 0. Thus A, does not contain m,-component. Hence Ny, = m,. 0O
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4.2. Tangentially non-degenerate orbits. In the above subsection we have
proved that all orbits stated in Theorem [£.1] are tangentially degenerate. In this
subsection, we shall show that other orbits are not tangentially degenerate.

Proposition 4.18. Let (G, K) be a Hermitian symmetric pair. (Then the restricted
root system of (G, K) is of type C or BC.) The orbit AA(K)\ through X\ = e1 + €2
is not tangentially degenerate.

Proof. Tt is sufficient to prove that if X € me, 4., satisfies [t _.,, X] = {0}, then
X = 0. From the assumption,

0= J[Eelfewx] = [Eelfezv JX]
Therefore we have
0= (a, [te; —epr JX]) = ([0, 8y e, ], JX) = (Mg ey, JX).
From Lemma .14l we have JX € me, _.,. This implies JX =0, hence X =0. O

In the case of (G, K) = (Fy, SU(2) - Sp(3)), (G, K) is a compact symmetric pair
which corresponds to a normal real form. In this case, we shall show that the orbit
through a short root is not tangentially degenerate (Proposition .T9).

For this purpose, we shall recall some definitions. A real form g of a semisimple
Lie algebra [ over C is called normal if in each Cartan decomposition g = ¢+ m the
space m contains a maximal abelian subalgebra of g. It is known that there exists
a normal real form for each semisimple Lie algebra over C, moreover that is unique
up to isomorphism ([5, Ch. IX, Theorem 5.10])D

A compact symmetric pair (G, K) is called compact symmetric pair corresponds
to a normal real form if the dual (g*, ) of the orthogonal symmetric Lie algebra
(9,8) of (G, K) is a normal real form of the complexification g€ of g.

Proposition 4.19. Let (G, K) be a compact symmetric pair which corresponds to
a normal real form with a restricted root system of type B, C, or Fy. Then the
orbit through a short root is not tangentially degenerate.

Proof. Since (G, K) is a compact symmetric pair which corresponds to a normal
real form, £ and m can be expressed as

£= Z RE,, m=t® Z RG., t,=RF,, m,=RG,,
aERL aERy

where F,, = (B —E_,)/vV2and Gy = V—1(Ey+E_,)/v2. Here E, € g, satisfies
that, for a,8 € R, if a + 3 € R then [E,, Eg] = No gEq+p and N, g is non-zero
real number which satisfies Vo g = —N_q,_3.

When « is a short root, as we showed in the proof of Proposition .6l there exists
B € Ry such that o 1. 8 and a &+ 8 € R. Then we have

(s, ma] = R(Na,sGa+s — N-a,sGa—p) # {0}.

Thus, from Lemma[£9] the orbit Ad(K )« through « is not tangentially degenerate.
O

From Proposition 19 in the case of (G, K) = (Fy, SU(2) - Sp(3)), the orbit
through a short root is not tangentially degenerate.

Proposition 4.20. In the case of (G, K) = (SO(2p+n),S(O(p) x O(p+n))) (p >
2,n > 1), the orbit AA(K)\ through a short root X\ is not tangentially degenerate.
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Proof. In this case the restricted root system R of (G, K) is of type B,, that is
R={fe; |1 <i<plU{xe;xe; |1<i<j<p} Without loss of generality
we can put A = e;. The action of & = o(n) on my = R" is irreducible, thus
m) is the only non-zero subspace of my invariant under £;. Restricted root spaces
me,, £, (1 <14 < p) are given by

X
Me, = X:I1E11++IHEZH, .IjER R

t.. = -X X=x1Eq+ - +x,Ei, T R
X
Therefore, when i > 2, we have that e; is perpendicular to e; and
—Eu
[Eemmel] =R E; CMey—e; D Mey e,

Hence, from Lemma 9] the orbit Ad(K)A\ is not tangentially degenerate. O

Proposition 4.21. In the case of (G, K) = (Sp(2p + n), Sp(p) x Sp(p+n)) (p >
2,n > 0), the orbit AA(K )\ through a restricted root A = ey + ez is not tangentially
degenerate.

Proof. When n > 1, the restricted root system of (G, K) is of type BCp,. And when
n = 0, the restricted root system is of type C,. However, we shall consider both
cases uniformly. In order to prove the proposition, it suffices to show that {0} is
the only subspace of m,, ., invariant under ad(3% ).

Let V be a subspace of m, y¢, invariant under ad(3% ). We take X € V arbitrar-
ily. Then [t¢, _¢,, X] CV C Mg, 1e,. On the other hand, [te, —,, X] C mae, ® moe,.
Therefore we have [t., _.,, X] = {0}.

Under the notation of the proof of Proposition[4.17) restricted root spaces me, te;
and €, ., are given by

Me,te; = {2(Eiptj + Eptij) = T(Eptji + Ejpri) | € H},
te,—c, = {Y(Eij + Eptip+i) — Y(Eji + Eptjpri) |y € HE
We put X = 2(E1 pyo + Ept12) — T(Epr21 + E2p+1) € V. Then
[Ee)—ess X = {(27 — yZ)(E1pt1 + Ept1,1) + (Ty — y2) (E2py2 + Epyop2) | y € HE

Therefore 2 must be zero for the right-hand side to be {0}. Hence V = {0}.
Consequently we have that {0} is the only subspace of me, 4, invariant under
ad(3%)- O

Next we shall show when
(G, K) = (Es,SU(2) - SU(6)), (FB7,5U(2)-50(12)), (Es,SU(2)- E7),

the orbit through a short root A is not tangentially degenerate. In these cases, G/K
is a compact quaternionic symmetric space whose restricted root system is of type
Fy. See Appendix in detail.

Let v be in Ry such that v L A. Note that [v,m,] = {0}. We take X € m,
arbitrarily. From Lemma 9] it is sufficient to prove that [¢,, X] = 0 implies
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X = 0. Now we assume that [¢,, X] = 0. Then, from the Jacobi identity and (2)
of Lemma [B.I], we have

0=y, [t,, X]] =[v,t.], X] + [to, [v, X]] = [m,, X].

Hence [t, +m,, X] = 0. Applying the inverse ®~! of the Cayley transform to the
equality above, we have

> (RF.+RG.), o 1(X)| =0.
a€R,m(®(a))=v
Here we used Lemma Since

> (RE,+RG.)| = Y (dato-a),

a€R,m(®(a))=v a€R,7(®(a))=v
we have
Y (Gato-a) X)) =0

a€R,m(®(a))=v
Using Lemma again, we have

P HX) e d Hmy) Cc &1k +my)

> (RF.+RG.)
a€R,m(®(a))=A

Z (fa +9-a)-

a€R,m(®(a))=\

N

Hence it is sufficient to prove that if
Ye Z (80 ©9-a)
a€R,7(®(a))=A

satisfies

(43) S (@a®ga) Y| =0,
a€R,m(®(a))=v
then Y must be 0.
We shall prove the above claim for each of the three cases.

Proposition 4.22. In the case of (G, K) = (Fg, SU(2)-SU(6)), the orbit Ad(K)A
through a short root \ is not tangentially degenerate.

Proof. We may put A = w(®(ay)). Then A is a short root, and
(r®) ' (\) = {a € R| m(®(e)) = A} = {1, a6}

We set v = m(®(a3 + aq + a5 + ag)). Then v is a short root perpendicular to A,
and

(W‘I’)_l(’/) ={ag+as+as+as a1 +as+as+as}.
Now we assume that

Y =21F0, + 150, + 22Fa + 120, € Y. (02 @)
a€R,m(®(a))=A\
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satisfies the condition ([@3]). We note that the set of roots of the form ag + a4 +
as + ag + a where o € (7®)71()\) is
{(a3 + oy + a5 + CYG) + a1, (043 +oayq + as + Oéﬁ) — Oéﬁ}.

Therefore we have

[EOtS +oastastas) Y]
= xlNa3+a4+O¢5+a67O¢1 EOtl taztastastas T y2N0¢3+a4+015+0¢67_a6 EOt3+Ot4+as :
This shows that the condition [Fus+ay+astags Y] = 0 yields 21 = y2 = 0. Similarly

the condition [E_(a,ta,4as5+aq), Y] = 0 yields y1 = 2o = 0. Hence we obtain
Y =0. O

The following two propositions can be proved in a similar way to the proof of
Proposition 4.221 So we write only the essentials of their proofs.

Proposition 4.23. In the case of (G, K) = (E7,SU(2)-SO(12)), the orbit Ad(K)A
through a short root \ is not tangentially degenerate.

Proof. We may put A = w(®(ay)). Then A is a short root, and
(7®) " (\) = {ou, au+ a5, az +ag, az +ag + as}.
We set v = 7(®(a3 + «4)). Then v is a short root perpendicular to A, and
(7®) ' (v) = {as + u, a3 + s+ as, @z +az+ aq, a2 +az +os +as}

We get the assertion from the following: The set of roots of the form as+ a4+«
where a € (7®)71()) is

{(az + aa) — au, (a3 + a4) + (a2 + s + as)}.

The set of roots of the form az+a4+as+a where a € (7®) "1 (\)—{as, as+as+as}
is
{(as + s+ as) — (g + as), (as+ as+ as) + (a2 + aq)}.
O

Proposition 4.24. In the case of (G,K) = (Es,SU(2) - E7), the orbit Ad(K)A
through a short root \ is not tangentially degenerate.

Proof. We may put A = w(®(ay)). Then A is a short root, and

a1, 01 +az, a1 +ag +ay, a1 + o+ ag + ay,
(@)1 (A\) =1 a1+ asz+as+as, a1+ az+ az+ ag + as,
a; +as + ag + 2a4 + as, a1 + as + 2a3 + 2a4 + a5

We set v = m(®(a1 + ag + as + 204 + 2a5 + 206 + 7). Then v is a short root
perpendicular to A, and

a1 + as + ag + 2ay4 + 2a5 + 206 + a7,
a1 + as + 2a3 + 2a4 + 2a5 4 206 + a7,
a1 + as + 2a3 + 3ayg + 2a5 + 206 + ar,
a1 + 200 4+ 2a3 + 3oy + 2a5 + 206 + a7,
a1 + ag + 2as 4+ 3ay + 3as + 2a6 + a7,
a1 + 200 4+ 2a3 + 3ay + 3as + 206 + a7,
a1 + 2a0 4+ 2a3 + 4oy + 3as + 206 + a7,
a1 + 200 + 3as + 4oy + 3as + 206 +

(@)~} (v) =
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We get the assertion from the following: The set of roots of the form oy + as +
as + 2a4 + 205 + 2a6 + a7 £ « where a € (7®)7H()) is

(041 +a2+a3+2a4+2a5+2a6+a7)—al,

(041 +a2+a3+2a4+2a5+2a6+a7)+(a1 +a2+2a3+2a4+a5)
The set of roots of the form aq + as + 2a3 + 2a4 + 2a5 + 26 + a7 + o where

a € (1®) " (\) — {a1, 01 + az + 2a3 + 204 + a5}

is

(a1 + ag + 203 + 20y + 205 + 206 + a7) — (a1 + as),

(a1 + ag + 2a3 + 204 + 2a5 + 206 + a7) + (a1 + @ + ag + 2a4 + as)
The set of roots of the form a; + as 4+ 2a3 + 3a4 + 2a5 + 2a6 + a7 + a where

_ + as 4+ 2a3 + 204 + a5
) 1 A) — a1, 01 )
@€ () (Y {a1+a3, ay +as +as+2a4 + s

is

(a1 + ag 4+ 2a3 + 3ag + 2a5 + 206 + a7) — (a1 + a3 + o),

(al—|—a2+2a3+3a4+2a5+2a6+a7)+(a1 +042+043+Oé4+045)
The set of roots of the form a; + 2as + 2as + 3ay + 2a5 + 2a6 + a7 £ a where

a1, a1 + as 4+ 2a3 + 204 + as,
ac (m®)'(\) =< a1 +asz, a; +az +az+ 204 + as,
o +az3t+ag, a1 +az+az+as+as
is
(041 + 29 4+ 2ai3 + 3ag + 2005 4+ 206 + a7) — (a1 + a2 + a3z + a4),
(a1+2a2+2a3+3a4+2a5+2a6+a7)+(a1—|—a3—|—a4—|—a5) ’
O

4.3. List of tangentially degeneracy. At the end of this section, we give the
list of symmetric pairs whose ranks are equal or greater than 2 such that the orbits
of their s-representations have degenerate Gauss mappings. All of them are orbits
through long roots except the case of type G2. In the case of type G2 both of orbits
through a long root and a short root have degenerate Gauss mappings, and both of
them have the same dimension and the same rank of Gauss mapping. In Table [I]
we denote the dimension of the orbit by [ and the rank of Gauss mapping by 7.
Then tangentially degeneracy is equal to [ — r.

In the list, we can find many orbits which satisfy the equality » = F(I). In order
to observe this we state some properties of the Ferus number. The definition of the
Ferus number immediately implies F'(I) <.

Lemma 4.25. F(l) < F(1+1).
Proof. The relation {k | A(k) +k >1+ 1} C {k| A(k) + k > [} implies
F(+1) = min{k | Ak) + &k >+ 1} > min{k | A(k) + &k > I} = F(0).

Lemma 4.26. F(27) = 29.
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type | rank | g 4 l r l—r
A p |su(p+1) so(p+1) 2p—1 2p — 2 1
p |su(p+1)? |su(p+1) 2(2p—1) 2(2p — 2) 2
p |su2(p+1)) [sp(p+1) 42p-1) |4(2p-2) |4
2 (4] f4 24 16 8
B p |s0(2p+1)% [so(2p+1) 8p— 10 Sp— 12 2
p | s0(2p+n) |so(p)®so(p+n) dp+2n—7|4p+2n—8 |1
C | p |[splp) u(p) 2p—1 2p — 2 1
p | sp(p)? sp(p) 4p — 2 4p —4 2
p | sp(2p) sp(p) @ sp(p) 8p—5 8p —8 3
p | su(2p) su(p) @ su(p) ®R dp—3 dp — 4 1
p | so(4p) u(2p) 8p—T7 8p — 8 1
3 er ¢ DR 33 32 1
D p | s0(2p) s0(p) @ so(p) dp — 7 dp — 8 1
p | so(2p)? 50(2p) 2(4p — 7) 2(4p — 8) 2
Ee | 6 | sp(4) 21 20 1
6 e D ep ¢ 42 40 2
Br | 7 e su(8) 33 32 1
7 e7 D ey e 66 64 2
Bs | 8 |es 50(16) 57 56 i
8 eg D eg (£ 114 112 2
| 4 |1 su(2) & sp(3) 15 14 1
4 fa D fa fa 30 28 2
4 |eg s5u(2) @ su(6) 21 20 1
4 ey su(2) ®so(12) 33 32 1
4 es s5u(2) @ e7 57 56 1
G2 2 g2 50(4) 5 4 1
2 |92®92 g2 10 8 2
BC | p |su2p+n) |su(lp)@su(p+n)®R [ 4p+2n—3|4dp+2n—4]|1
p |so(dp+2) |u2p+1) 8p—3 8p—4 1
p |sp(2p+n) |sp(p) Dsplp+n) 8p+4n—5|8p+4n—8 |3
2 | eg s50(10) & R 21 20 1

TABLE 1.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to show A(k)+k < 27 for k < 27. We write k = 29— (2s+1)2¢
by some non-negative integers s and ¢, and t = ¢+ 4d by some 0 < ¢ < 3 and d > 0.
Then t < ¢ and we get

A(k) = A(27 — 28(25 4+ 1)) = A(28(297% — (25 4+ 1))) = 2° 4+ 8d — 1.

Thus

Here

A(k) + k=29 — {2¢749(25 4- 1) — 2° — 8d + 1}.

26H4d(25 +1) —2° —8d+1 >

v

Therefore we obtain A(k) + k < 29D

octdd _9c _gq 41
2¢(24 —1) —8d + 1

24 _g8q>1
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Proposition 4.27. Assume ¢ > 1 and write g =c+4d (0 < ¢ <3,d >0). Then
F(27+a) =21
holds for any 0 < a < 2°+8d—1.

Proof. Since ¢ > 1, we have ¢ > 1 or d > 1. Thus A(27) =2°+8d —1 > 1. This
shows A(27) + 2% = 29 + 2¢ 4+ 8d — 1. From Lemmas and we get

29 > F(29+2° 4+ 8d — 1) > F(2%) = 20.

The above proposition shows the following equalities:
FRI+1) =27 (¢=1),
FQ24+2)=27 (¢=2),
P2 +3)=2" (¢22),
F(2944)=29 (¢ =>3).

By the use of the above equalities, we can see many orbits of the s-representations
which satisfy the Ferus equality F'(I) = r in Table [l For example, the orbits of
the s-representations of the following symmetric pairs through a long root satisfy
F(l)=r:
su(297t +2), 502971 +2)) (¢ > 1),
su(2972 4+ 2)2) su(272 4+2)) (¢>2),
su(2(277% +2)), sp(297% +2)) (¢ > 3),
¢, fa);
50(2p+n), so(p) ®so(p+n)) Ap+2n—T=294+1,p>2n>1,9q>1),
sp(ZQ*l +1), w271 +1) (¢=1),

P72 H1)%, sp(2777 1) (g2 2),

sp(2(277° +1)), sp(2 + D) @ sp(27° +1)) (¢ 23),
su(2(2772 +1)), su2 2+ D @su?+1)aR) (¢>2),
50(4(277° +1)), u(2(297° +1))) (¢ 2 3),

e7, ¢ D R),

(2(2972 +2)), s0(272 +2) B so(2972 +2)) (¢>2),
50(2(297° +2))%, 50(2(297° +2))) (¢ >3),
¢6 D e, ¢6),
e7, 5u(8)),
e7 @ er, e7),
es, 50(16)),
eg D eg, eg),
e7, su(2) ©so(1
es, SU(2) @ e7),
su(2p+n), su(p) ®su(p+n)®R) Ap+2n—-3=2+1,p>2,n>1,q>1),
sp(2p+n), sp(p) ©sp(p+n)) @Bp+4n—-5=274+3,p>2,n>1,q>2).

n

S0

(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
( 2)),
(

(

(
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Furthermore the orbits of s-representations of symmetric pairs

(92, s0(4)) and (g2 @ g2, 9(2))
through a long root or a short root satisfy the Ferus equality F'(5) = 4 or F'(10) = 8.

Remark 4.28. When (G, K) is of rank 2, the results above were studied by Ishikawa,
Kimura and Miyaoka [10].

5. APPENDIX : QUATERNIONIC SYMMETRIC SPACES

A 4n-dimensional Riemannian manifold is called quaternion-Kéhler if its holo-
nomy group is contained in Sp(n) - Sp(1). A quaternion-K&hler manifold is called
quaternionic symmetric if it is a Riemannian symmetric space ([T, p. 396]).

We will review a construction of a quaternionic symmetric space from a compact
simple Lie algebra g whose rank is greater than or equal to 2 (see [13] in detail).
Set G = Int(g), which is a compact connected semisimple Lie group. We denote
by (, ) a biinvariant Riemannian metric on G. Take a maximal torus 7" in G and
denote its Lie algebra by t. For a € t we set g, as [B.]), and define root system R

by B2)). We have then
gC - tc + Z ga-

aER
For a € R we can take E, € §, such that

Eo—FE_q€g, V—1(Ea+E_y)€g, [EaE_o=—V—1a,
- |5

and that if we define Ny g by [Eo, Eg] = Nuo,gEa+s, then Ny g = —N_, _g where
we put No g =0if a4+ & R. Let F be a fundamental system of R and denote by
R, the set of positive roots with respect to F. For o € Ry set

1 v-1
Fa:_(Ea_Efa)a Ga:—(Ea“l‘Efa)a

V2 V2

Ea+E_o)||=1

)

then we have
(5.1) g=t+ Y (RFE,+RG.), |Ful=]Gal=1, [FaGal=a0.
a€Ry
For each a € R+, we define a subalgebra g(a) of g by
g(a) =Ra+gN(ga +§-o) = Ra+RF, + RG,,
which is isomorphic to su(2). We denote the highest root by § € ]:2+. By Lemma

£
27
s =expad (—5)
1612
is an involutive automorphism of g. The fixed points set £ of s in g is given by
t = t+RF;+RGs+ Y (RF, +RG)
ald

g(0) +tNot + > (RF, + RGa).
ald
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The subalgebras g(§) and tNé+ + > | s(RF, + RG,) are ideals of ¢. The (—1)-
eigenspace m of s is given by

m= > (RF,+RG,) where Rﬁ:{aem G = 3

aER$

(@, 6) 1}'

Since there exists a subset R, (6) in Rﬁ such that

(5.2) m= Y  (RFs+RGa+RFs_o+RGs ),
a€Ry ()
the dimension of m is a multiple of 4.

We also denote by s the involutive automorphism of G induced from s. Since
the fixed point set of s in G is closed and G is compact, the identity component K
of the fixed points set is also compact. The Lie algebra of K coincides with ¢ and
(G, K) is a compact symmetric pair. Hence the coset manifold G/K is a compact
Riemannian symmetric space. Moreover G/K is a quaternionic symmetric space
since (B.2)) defines a quaternionic structure. Conversely it is known that every
compact quaternionic symmetric space is obtained in this way. We omit its proof.
See [13] in detail.

Quaternionic symmetric spaces have a similar property with Hermitian symmet-
ric spaces as we shall mention below: Two roots 71,72 € R+ (6) are said to be
strongly orthogonal if 41 & v» € R.

Proposition 5.1. Let G/K be a compact quaternionic symmetric space of rank
p. Then there exist Ry (§) which satisfies (3.2) and a subset {v;}1<i<p of R4 (9)

consisting of strongly orthogonal roots such that

a:zp:RFi
i=1

is a mazimal abelian subspace of m.
The proof requires some preparation.

Lemma 5.2. Ifoz,ﬂeé‘}r‘ and o+ B € R, then o+ 3 = 4.

Proof. Since «, 8 € RL‘F‘, we have

0+8.0)
6112 '
Using Lemma 4, o + 8 € R implies a + 8 = 6. O

Corollary 5.3. [gq.,88] C g5 for a, B € fﬂ‘

Proof. If a4 3 € R, Lemmal[5.2implies [§a,§s] = §5. If a4+ B & R, then [§a, §5] =
{0}. O

If @ is any subset of Rﬁ, let

mgo = Z (ga + g—a)-

ac@
Remark that m Ry = mC. For the lowest root v in Q, put

Q) ={BeQ—{v}|B+~¢R}
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Then B+~ ¢ RU{0} for 8 € Q(v).

Lemma 5.4. We denote by 3m,(E, + E_,) the centralizer of E, + E_., in mgq.
Then

dma (Ey + Ey) = mo(y) + C(E; + Ey).

Proof. Since 3+~ ¢ RU{0} for € Q(v), we have

[mQ('v)v 8y + 8-+ = Z (95 +9-5), 8y +9—| ={0}.
BeQ()

Since B, + E_, € gy + g—, we get

(Mo, By + E—4] = {0}
Hence we have

MQ(y) + C(Ey + E_y) C jmq (Ey + E—y).
Conversely let X be in 3m, (Ey + E_,). Since X € mg, we can express X as
X=cEy+c B+ Z (cgEs+c_pE_g) where Q =Q —{v}.

BeEQ’
We consider the components of [X, E, 4+ E_,]| = 0 in the root space decomposition.
Since the t€-component is

& [Ey, By + ¢y [Ey, Byl = (¢ — ) [Ey, B4,

we have ¢, = c_,, which implies that

X =c\(By+E_y)+ Y (csEs+c_pE_p).
BeQ’
Put
Y = (csEs+cpE-p),
BeQ'
then X = ¢, (E, + E_,)+Y and

0 = [X,E,+E,|=[YE,+E_,]
= Z (cglEp, Ey| + cp[Ep, E—y] + c—p[E_p, Ey] + c—g[E_g, E_;]).
BeQ’

Here [E3, E,] € g5 and [E_g, E_,] € g_s by Corollary 53 Since §,v € Rﬁ, we
have (8 —+,0) = 0. Clearly we get [Eg, E_,] € gg— and [E_g, E] € §_g4. Since
~v is the lowest root in @, we have 8 —~ > 0 for 8 € Q" and —f + v < 0, which
implies that § — # , =8+~ # 6. Hence, if 3 —~ € R, then cg=0and c_g =0.
Ifpg+~v € R, then 8 = § — v by Lemma 521 In this case, cg = 0 and c_g = 0.
Hence we get
Y= 3 (cpBs+cpE_p) € mgy.
BEQ(Y)

Therefore we get the assertion. 0
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Proof of Proposition [52.1l We inductively define a sequence of subsets
R} =Q12Q222Q:2Qs1 =0

as follows: Let v; be the lowest root in @Q; and set Q;+1 = Q;(7;). Since the
cardinal numbers of {@;} are strictly monotone decreasing, the operation is finished
at finitely many times. Hence we can define vy,...,7; € R}. Set

S
b= Z C(E,, + E_,,) cmC.
i=1
We shall show that b is a maximal abelian subspace of m€. By the definition of 7;,
two distinct roots ; and «; are strongly orthogonal. In particular b is an abelian
subspace. In order to prove the maximality of 5, set m; = mq, and define a sequence
of subspaces in m€ by

mC:mlzml—i—EDmg—i—BD---Dms+[~13ms+1+[~1=[~l.

We shall show that if X € m€ satisfies [ X, b] = {0}, then X € 6.~In order to prove
this, it is sufficient to show that if X € m, +b then X € m,; +b. We can express
Xem,+bas
X=Y+Z (Yem, Zch).
Since [X,b] = {0}, we have
0= [X7 E’YP + E_Vp] = [K EVp + E‘Vp]’

which implies that Y € 3u,(E,, + E_,,) = my11 + C(E,, + E_,, ) by Lemma 5.4l
Hence X =Y + Z is in my,q + b.
Since v; +v; # J, we can take a subset R () which satisfies (5.2) and contains
{vihi<i<p-
O
Hence m is given by the following:

p
m = a+» (RG, +RF;_, +RG;_,)
i=1

+ > (RF, +RG, + RFs_o + RGs_a)
a€R1(8) {71, ¥p}

When the root system of G is not of type Ga, then ||y1] =--- = ||yp]|. Set
b=tN{y, %" ¢ =a+b,

then t' is a maximal abelian subalgebra of g containing a. We define the Cayley
transform ® by

P
T G,

® = exp §ad E H”Y’YH € Aut(g),
j=1 """

and set A; = ||v; | Fy,, then
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Hence the Cayley transform ® maps t onto . We denote by R the restricted root
system of (G, K) with respect to a. Let 7 : ¥ = a4+ b — a be the orthogonal
projection, then R = 7(®(R)). Since

P
azz<a’%>% mod b for a€R,

2
2l
we have
@ — - <O{7’71>)\ d b
@=2 e med
i=1 "7
which implies that
= ()
(5.3) () =Y H77‘H2 Ai.
i=1 ¢

In particular

aER}.

1
(o € R) is given by

A, M CR= {zp: <04,‘%'>)\1_
€

The multiplicity m(\) of A = 7(®(«))
m(X) = #{8 € R| {a,7) = (B,%)}.

Vi ?
) <ol
i)

and the equality holds if and only if a € span{vi,---,v,}. Hence ||7(®(a))||* =
la||? for any a € R if and only if p = rank(G).

By (£3), we have

@)z =3 <a,

=1

Lemma 5.5. RG,, Cmy,, Ry C¢¥,.
Proof. For H =3 xz;\; € a, we have

[H,Gy] = Y a;lllvll By Gy] = il %ll[Fy, Gyl
Vi Yi
zillyill® = = (H,\i) =,
[l [l
Vi Yi 2
m2n = Sl [ | = —allie,
[ il 2_wilhill | B [lvill T
= _<H7 )‘i>G’Yj7
where we used (&I)). O
Lemma 5.6.
ty+my=d > (RF.+RG.)

a€R,m(®(a))=A
Proof. Since
botmy = {Xeg|[H[HX]=-(NH?X (Hea)}
RF,+RGy = gN(§a+0-0a)
= {Xeg|[H[HX]|=—(a.H)’X (He},
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we have
® ( > (RF,+RG,)
a€R,m(®(a))=X
= o ( > {Xeg|lH[HX]=—(o,H)’X (Het)}
a€R,m(®(a))=A\

= > {Veg|[@H),[®H),Y] =—(2(),®(H))’Y (Het)}
a€R,m(®(a))=A

= > {Vegl|[H[HY]=—(®(), Y (Het)}
a€R,7(®(a))=A

C > {Yeg|[HI[HY]=—(n(2(),H)?Y (HEca)}
a€R,7(®(a))=A

= £ +my.

Here dim(ty + my) = 2m(A). Since ® is a linear isomorphism, we have

dim @ >  (RF.+RG.) | = dim > (RF.+RG.)
a€R,m(®(a))=A a€R,m(®(a))=X
= 2#{a € R|n(®(a)) = \}
= 2m(\).

Hence we get the assertion.
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