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EQUIVARIANT GROTHENDIECK RING OF A COMPLETE SYMMETRIC VARIETY
OF MINIMAL RANK

V. UMA

ABSTRACT. We describe the G-equivariant Grothendieck ring of a regular compactification X of an adjoint
symmetric space G/H of minimal rank. This extends the results of Brion and Joshua for the equivariant
Chow ring of wonderful symmetric varieties of minimal rank in [7] and generalizes the results on the regular
compactification of an adjoint semisimple group in [I7].

1. INTRODUCTION

For a semi-simple group G of adjoint type, we consider a regular compactification X of a symmetric space
G/H of minimal rank i.e., rk(G/H) = rk(G) — rk(H). The main examples of symmetric spaces of minimal
rank are the groups G = G x G/diag(G) and the spaces PGL(2n)/PSp(2n).

We recall here that a normal complete variety X is called an equivariant compactification of G/H if X
contains G/H as an open subvariety and the action of G on G/H extends to X. We further say that X
is a regular compactification if X is an equivariant compactification which is regular as a G-variety (see [Tl
Section 2] and [B Section 2.1]).

Indeed, the regular compactifications of an adjoint symmetric space are the complete regular embeddings
of a symmetric space or the complete symmetric varieties considered by Bifet, De Concini and Procesi in [1].
In particular, X considered above is a complete symmetric variety of minimal rank.

The wonderful compactification X"°"? of a symmetric space G/ H constructed by De Concini and Procesi
in [§], is the unique regular compactification of G/H with a unique closed orbit. These are called the
wonderful symmetric varieties.

Wonderful symmetric varieties have been constructed in characteristic 0 by De Concini and Procesi in [§]
and for an arbitrary characteristic by De Concini and Springer [I0]. The geometry and topology of these
varieties have been widely studied by means of their characterizing wonderful properties (see Section2]). For
instance the equivariant cohomology of a wonderful group compactification has been described by Strickland
[14]. Also see [12] for the study of the equivariant cohomology ring of a wonderful symmetric variety.

Let T' C G denote a maximal torus containing a maximal torus Ty C H with Weyl group Wx. Among
the wonderful symmetric varieties those of minimal rank (see Definition RI]) have even better geometric
properties. For instance, they have only finitely many 7T-fixed points and finitely many T-invariant curves
which can be explicitly described (see [7l Lemma 2.1.1]). This enables the study of the cohomology theory
of these varieties using a precise form of the localization theorem.

In particular, using the description of the T-fixed points and T-invariant curves, the T-equivariant Chow
ring and hence the G-equivariant Chow ring of wonderful symmetric varieties of minimal rank have been
described by Brion and Joshua in [7]. The property of finitely many T-fixed points and finitely many 7T-
invariant curves has also been exploited by Tchoudjem [16] to describe the cohomology groups of line bundles
on wonderful varieties of minimal rank.

The complete symmetric varieties have been defined and studied in [I] and [9] where their equivariant
cohomology ring structure has been described.

For a regular compactification of a reductive algebraic group (which includes the adjoint semisimple group)
the equivariant Chow ring has been described in [5 Section 3] and its equivariant Grothendieck ring has
been described in [I7].

In this article our main aim is to give a description of the T-equivariant and the G-equivariant Grothendieck
ring of algebraic equivariant vector bundles on the complete symmetric variety X of minimal rank.
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With this aim in view in Lemma 2.4 we show that any complete symmetric variety of minimal rank has
only finitely many T-fixed points and T-invariant curves and describe them explicitly. This is an extension
of [0, Lemma 2.1.1] for the wonderful symmetric variety of minimal rank. This is also a generalization
of the corresponding description of the T' x T-fixed points and the 7' x T-invariant curves for a regular
compactification of a reductive algebraic group in [5 p. 160] which has been used to describe its T x T-
equivariant and the G x G-equivariant Chow ring in [5] and also to describe its T x T-equivariant and
G x G-equivariant Grothendieck ring in [I7].

Let Kp(X) (resp. Kg(X)) denote the T-equivariant (resp. G-equivariant) Grothendieck ring of 7T-
equivariant (resp. G-equivariant) vector bundles on the complete symmetric variety X. Also R(T) = Kr(pt)
(resp. R(G) = Kg(pt)) denotes the Grothendieck ring of complex representations of T' (resp. G). The
structure morphism X — Spec C induces R(T) (resp. R(G))-module structure on K (X) (resp. Kg(X))
(see [T, Section 1.2]). In particular, when X is the regular compactification of G = G x G//diag(G) then
we consider Kryr(X) (resp. Kgxa(X)) as R(T) @ R(T) (resp. R(G) ® R(G))-module. We denote by
Kg(Xword) the Grothendieck ring of G-equivariant vector bundles on the wonderful compactification X *ond
of G/H.

In Proposition Bl and Theorem B2, we describe the K7 (X) and K¢(X) using a precise form of localiza-
tion theorem [I7, Theorem 1.3] for X and the description of the T-fixed points and the invariant curves in
Lemma 24l In particular, we show that Kg(X) ~ Kr(Y)"V# where Y denotes the smooth complete toric
variety which is the closure of T//Ty in X. These results are the K-theoretic analogue of the description
of the equivariant Chow ring of wonderful symmetric varieties of minimal rank given in [7, Theorem 2.2.1].
These also generalize the analogous results in [I7] Theorem 2.1, Corollary 2.2, Corollary 2.3] for a regular
compactification of a complex reductive algebraic group (which includes the case of the regular compactifi-
cation of an adjoint semisimple group G = (G x G)/diag(G)) to all complete symmetric varieties of minimal
rank.

Recall that in [I7, Theorem 2.10] we also obtain a direct sum decomposition of Kgxa(X) as a 1 ® R(G)-
algebra and describe the multiplication of the graded pieces. In [I7, Corollary 2.11] we further show the
existance of a canonical multifiltration associated to the direct sum decomposition which in turn gives
Kexa(X) the structure of a R(T) @ R(G)-algebra. Moreover, in [I7, Corollary 2.12] we gave a geometric
interpretation of the pieces occuring in the direct sum decomposition.

Our aim in this paper is to extend this kind of description to any complete symmetric variety of minimal
rank.

In Theorem we give a direct sum decomposition of K¢ (X) as a 1 ® R(H)-module and also describe
the multiplicative structure. This extends [I7, Theorem 2.10] where a similar result was proved for the
regular group compactifications. We then give a canonical multifiltration for K¢ (X) arising out of the
direct sum decomposition and show that each of the filtered pieces has a R(T/Ty) ® R(H)-module structure
(see Corollary and Proposition BI4). In particular, this shows that Kg(X) has a structure of a
R(T/Ty) ® R(H)-algebra (see Proposition BI4). This extends the corresponding results for regular group
compactifications in [I7, Corollary 2.11]. Further, Corollary B8 extends [I7, Corollary 2.12].

In particular, R(T/Ty) = R(T/Ty)®1 can be identified with the subalgebra of Ko (X™°"?) generated by
the isomorphism classes of the G-linearized line bundles corresponding to the boundary divisors and R(H)
can be identified with K¢ (G/H) which is the G-equivariant Grothendieck ring of the symmetric space G/H
of minimal rank.

The rational equivariant cohomology of complete symmetric varieties have been described by Bifet, De
Concini and Procesi [I] in terms of Stanley-Reisner systems. Our results in Section 3 are an integral version
of their results via K-theory and localization theorem for the complete symmetric varieties of minimal rank.

Let G denote the semi-simple simply connected cover of G and T denote its maximal torus which is a lift
of T'in G. Then G and T act on X via their canonical projections to G and T respectively.

In Section 3.1 we extend Theorem to K5(X) and use the results of [I3] to describe the ordinary
Grothendieck ring of X.

In Section 3.3 we also give a presentation of Ko (X) as an algebra over Kg(X ") which extends [I8|
Corollary 4.1].
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2. COMPLETE SYMMETRIC VARIETIES OF MINIMAL RANK

2.1. Symmetric spaces of minimal rank. We briefly recall the definition and necessary structure of
symmetric spaces of minimal rank. We refer to [6, Section 3] and [7] for details. We shall consider algebraic
varieties and algebraic groups over the field of complex numbers.

Let G be a connected reductive algebraic group and let

0:G—G

be an involutive automorphism. Let
H=G"cG
denote the subgroup of fixed points. The homogeneous space G/H is called a symmetric space.

It is known that H is reductive and H° is nontrivial unless G is a #-split torus i.e., a torus such that
0(g) = g~ ! for every g € G.

Recall that any two maximal #-split subtori of G are conjugate in H°, and their common dimension is
called the rank of the symmetric space G/H denoted by rk(G/H). Also every maximal 6-fixed subtorus of
G is a maximal torus of H. Any two maximal -fixed subtori of G are conjugate in H° and their common
dimension is the rank of H denoted by rk(H).

Let T be any #-stable maximal torus of G.

Let

T :={xecT | 0(z) =2}
and
T0:={xeT | O(x)=a""}.

Then we have

(2.1) T=T% T7%and T N T~? is finite.
By (1) it follows that in general we have
(2.2) tk(G/H) > vk(G) — rk(H).

If equality holds in ([2:2)) then we say that the symmetric space G/H is of minimal rank i.e., if rk(G/H) =
tk(G) — rk(H). This is equivalent to the condition that 7% is a maximal #-fixed subtorus of G and to the
condition that A := 790 is a maximal #-split subtorus of G. This is also equivalent to the condition that
any two f-stable maximal tori of G are conjugate in H? (see [6, Section 3.1]).

We choose a #-stable Borel subgroup B and a §-stable maximal torus 7" of B and call (B, T) the standard
pair. Also 6 acts on the Weyl group W and the root system ® and stabilizes T, ®~ and A which denote
respectively the positive roots, negative roots and the simple roots of the root system ®.

We shall assume from now on that G is semi-simple and adjoint so that A is a basis of X*(T). We call
the symmetric space G/H adjoint as well. We shall also assume that G/H is of minimal rank. Since G is
semi-simple and adjoint, Ty := T? and By := B? are connected. Further, H is connected, semi-simple and
adjoint. Thus Ty is a maximal torus and By is a Borel subgroup of H. Moreover, the roots of (H,Ty) are
the restrictions to Ty of the roots of (G, T). The Weyl group Wg of (H, Ty ) can be identified with W? (see
[6, Lemma 5]).

Recall that the centralizer C(A) is a Levi subgroup L of a minimal 6-split parabolic subgroup P of G
i.e., O(P) is opposite to P and L = P N H(P).

Let ®;, denote the root system and A;, C A denote the subset of simple roots of L. Under the natural
action of § on ® we have &, = ®%. Let p: X*(T) — X*(A) denote the restriction map from the character
group of T' to the character group of A. Then p(®)\ {0} is a root system denoted ®¢ /5 called the restricted
root system. Also Ag g := p(A\ Ar) is a basis of ®;,p. The simple restricted roots A, g can further be
identified with o — 0(«) for o € A\ Ay, under p.

The restricted Weyl group Wz = Na(A)/Cg(A) can further be identified with Ny (A)/Cw (A). This
yields the exact sequence

1— W, — W =Wy — Wgp — 1
(see [T, Subsections 1.2 and 1.3]).

Let X*°nd denote the wonderful compactification of the adjoint symmetric space G/ H constructed by De

Concini and Procesi [§] and De Concini and Springer [10], which has the following properties:
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(1) Xwond is a nonsingular projective variety.

(2) G acts on X*°"? with an open orbit isomorphic to G/ H.

(3) The complement of the open orbit is the union of r = rk(G/H) nonsingular prime divisors Dy, ..., D,
with normal crossings called the boundary divisors.

(4) The G-orbit closures in X™“°"? are exactly the partial intersections X P°"? = ﬂ D; where I runs

icl

over the subsets of {1,...,r}. In particular, each X#°"? is smooth.

(5) The unique closed orbit Dy N ---N D, is isomorphic to G/P ~ G/0(P).

Definition 2.1. When G/H is of minimal rank, we call the wonderful compactification X™°"? a wonderful
symmetric variety of minimal rank.

The wonderful compactification of G x G/diag(G) is an example of a wonderful symmetric variety of
minimal rank. For other examples and the complete classification of wonderful symmetric varieties we refer
to [7, Example 1.4.4].

Let X" be the wonderful symmetric variety of minimal rank. The associated toric variety Yo% is
the closure in X" of T/Tyg. Then Y™ is a smooth toric variety associated with the Weyl chambers
of the restricted root system ®¢,p. Let Y rond denote the open affine toric subvariety associated with the
positive Weyl chamber dual to Ag,/g. Then yword — W JH Ygrond, The distinguished point 2 of the unique
closed orbit G/ P is the unique T-fixed point of Y;*°"?. Since W /H acts simply transitively on the T-fixed
points, the T-fixed points of Y are precisely w - z for w € Wy /Wy, ~ Wg /i Also the T-fixed points of
Xwond are precisely w - z for w € W/Wy,. It is known that any wonderful variety of minimal rank admits
finitely many T-stable curves [16], Section 10]. The precise description of the T-stable curves in the wonderful
symmetric variety of minimal rank X"°"? as well as that of the T-stable curves lying in the associated toric
variety Yo" is given in [7, Lemma 2.1.1]. We recall this description below.

Lemma 2.2. [7, Lemma 2.1.1]

(1) The T-fived points in X" (resp., Y4 ) are exactly the points w - z where w € W (resp., Wy ),
and z denotes the unique T-fived point of Y"1, These fived points are parametrized by Wa /Wy,
(resp., Wa /Wi ~Weg/m).

(2) For any o € &\ @, there exists a unique irreducible T-stable curve C, o which contains z and on
which T acts through its character a. The T-fized points in C, o are exactly z and s, - 2.

(3) Forany vy =a—0(a) € Ag/u, there exists a unique irreducible T-stable curve C ., on which T-acts
through its character y. The T'-fized points in C. ~ are ezactly z and $aSg(a) - 2-

(4) The irreducible T-stable curves in Xwond qre the W -translates of the curves C, o and C, . They
are all isomorphic to P'.

(5) The irreducible T-stable curves in Y% are the Wa,m-translates of the curves C, .

We now recall the definition of a regular G-variety due to Bifet, De Concini and Procesi [I]. (See [5]
Section 1.4])

Definition 2.3. A G-variety X is said to be reqular if it satisfies the following conditions:
(i) X is smooth and contains a dense G-orbit X whose complement is a union of irreducible smooth
divisors with normal crossings (the boundary divisors).
(ii) Any G-orbit closure in X is the transversal intersection of the boundary divisors which contain it.
(iii) For any x € X, the normal space T, X /Ty(Gx) contains a dense orbit of the isotropy group G.

Consider the adjoint symmetric space G/H of minimal rank. Then G/H is a homogeneous space under
G for the standard action from the left with base point 1- H. A normal complete variety X is an equivariant
compactification of G/H if X contains G/H as an open subvariety and the action of G on G/H by left
multiplication extends to X. We say that X is a regular compactification of G/H if X is an equivariant
compactification which is regular as a G-variety. The canonical wonderful compactification X*°"d of G/H
is the unique regular compactification of G/H with a unique closed orbit.

We have a complete classification of the regular compactifications of G/H in terms of smooth torus
embeddings Yy of T/Ty lying over Y*°"? ~ A" such that the map Yy — Y°"? is proper ([I, Section 10,
Definition 23]). Here Yy is the T'/Ty-toric variety associated to a fan F which is a smooth subdivision of
the positive Weyl chamber C, in the lattice X.(T/Tx) @ R generated by the coweight vectors dual to the
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simple restricted roots Ag, . Recall that W/ acts on the coweight lattice X, (T/Ty) by reflection about
the walls of the Weyl chambers. The closure of 7//Ty in X is the smooth complete toric variety Y which is
associated to the fan F in X, (T/Ty) ® R whose cones are W, -translates of the cones in F.

Let F4(r) denote the maximal dimensional cones of F; which parametrize the closed G-orbits in X. For
o € F4(r) we denote by Z, ~ G/P the corresponding closed orbit with base point z, (see [ pp. 20-22,
Proposition 24]).

We have the following precise description of the T-fixed points and the T-stable curves in the complete
symmetric variety of minimal rank X as well as that of the T-fixed points and the T-stable curves lying in
the associated toric variety Y.

Lemma 2.4.

(1) The T-fixed points in X (resp., Y ) are exactly the points w - z, where w € W (resp., Wg ), and z,
denotes the T-fixzed point of Yo corresponding to the mazimal cone o € F1(r). These fixved points are
parametrized by F1(r) x W/Wy, (resp., Fy(r) x Wg /W) where Wi /Wi, ~Wq /g

(2) For any a € ®+ \ ®F, there exists a unique irreducible T-stable curve C_ o which contains z, and
on which T acts through its character a.. The T-fized points in C_ o are exactly z, and sq - 25 for
every o € Fi(r).

(3) Forany~y = a—0(a) € Ag/n, there exists a unique irreducible T-stable curve C-, , on which T-acts
through its character y. The T'-fized points in C., ~ are exvactly zo and saS(qa) * 2o~ In this case the
cone o € F(r) has a facet orthogonal to ~.

(4) There is a unique irreducible T-stable curve C, ._, inYy CY C X namely the projective line joining
Zy and zyr, which are respectively the base points of the distinct closed orbits Z, and Z,, whenever
the cones o and o’ in Fi(r) have a common facet.

(5) The irreducible T-stable curves in X are the W-translates of the curves C, o for every o € Fi(r),
C.,  whenever o € Fy(r) has a facet orthogonal to v and C., ., whenever the cones o and o’ in
F(r) have a common facet. They are all isomorphic to P!.

(6) The irreducible T-stable curves in'Y" are the W g -translates of the curves C., ~ whenever o € F, ()
has a facet orthogonal to ~y and C., ._, whenever the cones o and o’ in F(r) have a common facet.

Proof: By [I] there exists a G-equivariant (hence T-equivariant) morphism from ® : X — X%°"? which
restricts to the morphism of toric varieties ¢ : ¥ — Y“°"d induced by the map of fans F, — Cy.

Let = be a T-fixed point of X. Since ® is T-equivariant ®(x) is a T-fixed point of X*°¢. Thus ®(z) = w-z
for some w € W. Here z € Y*°" is the base point of the unique closed orbit of X“°"d. Since ® is G-
equivariant ®(w™! - x) = 2. Now ®~1(Yj*°"?) = Yj. Thus w™!-x is a T-fixed point of ¥y and hence is equal
to z, for some o € Fo(r). Thus it follows that z = w - 2z, for some w € W and o € Fy(r). Since Wy, acts
trivially on Y it follows that the T-fixed points of X are parametrized by F4(r) x W/Wp. This proves (1)
of Lemma [2.4]

Recall that Wy acts on Y and that the T-fixed point of Y are w - z, for o € Fy(r) and w € Wy is a
representative of the coset of Wy /Wp. Thus there are F4 (r) - |[Wg|/|Wy| fixed points in Y.

Consider the translation v - Y where v € W is a representative of the coset W/Wy. Here v-Y is an
irreducible variety isomorphic to Y with an appropriate twist for the T-action. Then the T-fixed points in
v-Yare v -w-z, for o € Fy(r) and w € Wy /Wr.

Since the T-fixed points of X are parametrized by Fy (r) x W/Wy where W/ WL = Useyw,, V- Wa/We.
It follows that the T-fixed points of v - Y as v varies over the coset representatives of W/Wy are all distinct
and exhaust all the T-fixed points of X.

In particular, this implies that v - Y as v varies over the coset representatives of W/Wy are disjoint
subvarieties of X. For, if they intersect then the intersection being a complete T-variety will contain a
T-fixed point which is a contradiction to the above observation that the collection of T-fixed points in v -Y
for distinct coset representatives v of W/Wy are distinct.

Thus a T-invariant curve C' of X is one the following types.

(1) It lies in some v - Y, in which case it is translate by v € W to a T-invariant curve C’ in Y. If C” lies in
Yo then C’ is of the form (4) in Lemma 24l Thus C is translate by v of a curve of the form (4) in Lemma
24 Or else if C” does not lie in Yy then C” is conjugate by w € Wy /W, to a T-invariant curve in Y joining
2, and w- z,. Thus ®(C”) is a T-invariant curve of Y*°"? joining the two distinct T-fixed points z and w - .
Thus ®(C”) is of the form (3) of Lemma Since ® is G-equivariant and hence T-equivariant it follows
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that C” is of the form (3) of Lemma [Z4l Hence C is a translate by w of a curve of the form (3) of Lemma
24

(ii) It is translate by v € W of a T-invariant curve C’ joining a T-fixed point of Y with a T-fixed point
of v-Y for some coset representative v of W/Wp different from 1. Since ®(v-Y) = v-Y*°" for every v the
projection ®(C”) is a T-invariant curve in X“°"? which joins z with v - z. Therefore ®(C") is of the form (2)
of Lemmal[Z2l Since ® is G-equivariant and hence T-equivariant, C’ is of the form (2) in Lemma 24l Thus
C is a translate by v € W of a curve of the form (2) in Lemma[ZZl This proves (5) and (6) of Lemma 24
a

We denote by ¢, : Kp(X) — Kp(Z,) ~ Kr(G/P) the restriction map. For f € Kp(Z,) we denote by
fuw the restriction of f to the fixed point w - z, for w € W/W,.

3. THE G-EQUIVARIANT GROTHENDIECK RING OF X

Let G/H be a symmetric space of minimal rank. Let X*“°"? denote the canonical wonderful symmetric
variety of minimal rank. Let X be a projective regular compactification of G/H which in addition is
characterized by the fact that the map of T/Ty-toric varieties Yy — Y°"? ~ A" is a projective morphism.

The following proposition describes the T-equivariant Grothendieck ring of X. Also see [I7, Theorem 2.1]
for the corresponding result for the case of regular group compactifications.

Proposition 3.1. The map

[ w:&rx)— [ Er(G/P) < RT)W/Well7)l
oEF () cEFL(r)

is injective and its image consists of all families (fs)ser, () in K7(G/P) such that:

(1) foow = fowsasp (mod 1 — e~ ™)) whenever v = a — 0(a) € Ag g and w € W.

(i) fouw = form (mod 1 — e 0)) whenever x € X*(T/Ty) and the cones o and o' of Fy(r) have a
common facet orthogonal to x and w € W.

Proof: By [17, Theorem 1.3], the image of K7(X) — Kr(X7) is defined by linear congruences f, = f,
(mod 1 — e~X) whenever z,y € XT are connected by a curve where T acts by the character .

Recall that the union of the closed orbits U Z, contains all the T-fixed points of X (see [I], [6l

cEF ()
Lemma 3.4] [I6l Proposition 5.1]). Moreover, T-fixed points in Z, are the W-translates of z,. Since W,
fixes z, for every o € F(r) they are parametrized by W/Wp,. In particular, z, is the distinguished point
in Z, which is fixed by P. We therefore have the inclusions H o+ Kp(X) — H Kr(Z,) =
oceFy(r) ocE€F4(r)
Kr(G/P) — (R(T))IW/WLI'I]:+(T)‘_

By Lemma [2)5), the invariant curves in X are the W-translates of curves of type (2), (3) or (4).
Now, the W-translates of curves of type (2) which are C,_, for a € ®* \ ®] lie inside the closed orbit
Z, for 0 € Fi(r) and define its T-equivariant K-ring inside (R(T))"/Wtl. Thus the image of K7(X)
under H Lo consists of (f,) € H K (G/P) satisfying the congruences (i) and (ii) corresponding

oeFy(r) ocE€F4(r)
respectively to the W-translates of the curves of type (3) and (4). Note that T" acts by w(y) (resp. w(x))
on the translation by w € W of the curve C., , (resp. C., ). O

The G-equivariant Chow ring of X%°"? was described in [7 Theorem 2.2.1] using the description of the
T-fixed points and the T-stable curves given in Lemma .

We state below the corresponding theorem for the G-equivariant Grothendieck ring K(X) where X is a
regular compactification of a symmetric space G/H of minimal rank. The proof follows along similar lines
as that of the equivariant Chow ring of X*°"? by using [I7, Theorem 1.3] in place of [4, Section 3.4] and by
the description of the T-fixed points and T-stable curves of X given in Lemma 24l It further generalizes
[T, Corollary 2.2, Corollary 2.3] to any complete symmetric variety of minimal rank.

Theorem 3.2.
(1) The ring Kq(X) consists in all families (fo)ser, (r) of elements in R(T)W* satisfying
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(1) Sa50(a) - fo = fo (mod 1 —e™7) whenever v = a —0(a) € Ag/ .

(17) fo = for (mod 1 — e X) whenever x € X*(T/Ty) and the cones o and o' of Fi(r) have a
common facet orthogonal to x.
(2) The map
r: Kg(X) — Kp(X)V — Kp(X)V# — Kp(Y)VH
obtained by composing the canonical maps is an isomorphism of R(G)-algebras where R(G) =
R(TYW.

Proof: (1) Note that by [I7, Theorem 1.8] the restriction homomorphism Kg(X) — K7 (X) induces an
isomorphism Kg(X) ~ K7(X)". Again by [I7, Theorem 1.8] the ring Kg(Z,) = Kg(G/P) is isomorphic
to K7(G/P)W. Tt is further isomorphic to R(P) = R(T)"* via restriction to z,.

Moreover, if f € K1(Z,)", then for each w € W we have

(33) w - fa,l = fa’,w
where f,1 denotes the restriction of f to z, and f, ., denotes the restriction of f to w - z,. Furthermore,
since Wy, acts trivially on the T-fixed points ([B.3]) implies that w - fo.1 = fo1 for w € Wi.

Recall that T acts by w(vy) (resp. w(x)) on the translation of C. ., (resp. C._ . ,) by w € W. Thus for
(fo) € H K7(G/P)" the congruences (i) and (ii) can be rewritten as

oceFy(r)

(") w+ for =W SaS(a) - for (mod 1 — ")) whenever v = o — 0(a) € Ag g and w € W.

(") w- fo1 =w- forn (mod 1 —e X)) whenever y € X*(T/Tg) and the cones o and o’ of Fy(r) have
a common facet orthogonal to x and w € W.

Moreover, since (i) and (ii’) are consequences of the congruences (i) and (i), this proves (1).

(2) Recall that T-fixed points of Y are the Wy translates of z, for o € Fi(r). Also W}, acts trivially on
the T-fixed points. Furthermore, by Lemma [Z4] (6) and by observing that T" acts by w(7) (resp. w(x)) on
the translation of the curve C._  (resp. C._ . ,) by w € Wy, it can be seen that K7(Y) can be identified
with the the tuples (fo,w)wewy /Wy ,ocer, (r) N R(T)Wu/Wel17+(Ml satisfying the congruences

(i") fow = fowsase, (mod 1 — e*(™)) whenever v = a — 0(a) € Ag/y and w € Wpg.

(ii") fow = forw (mod 1—e~ X)) whenever x € X*(T/T4x), the cones o and o’ of F, (r) have a common
facet orthogonal to x and w € Wy.

Here f,., denotes the restriction of f € K (Y) to w - 2, for o € Fi(r) and w € Wy /Wy, Furthermore,
if f € Kr(Y)"# then fow = w - f, where f, denotes the restriction of f to z,. Thus it follows that the
ring K7 (Y)"# is identified with the tuples (f5)oer, () € H R(T)"* satisfying the congruences (i) and

oc€F4(r)
(7i). Hence the theorem. O

We shall denote by 7 the restricted root o — () in Ay for a € Ay \ Ar and by s, the corresponding
simple reflection which is the image in Wg, g of the element s, - sgn) € Wa. (Recall that 33 =1 [16
Definition 6, Lemma 10.2].)

We isolate below the description of K¢ (X ™) as a particular case of the above theorem. This is analogous
to [I7, Lemma 3.2] in the case of the wonderful compactification of an adjoint semi-simple group.

Corollary 3.3. The ring Kg(X%°"?) is identified with the subring of R(T)VE defined by the congruences
[ =8a50(a)- [ (mod 1—e7)
fory=a—-0(a) € Ag/p, a € Ag \ AL.

Proof: In this case |F;(r)] = 1 since X%°"? has a unique closed G-orbit. Thus by Theorem (1)
K (X o) can be identified with the subring of R(T)"W* satisfying the congruences (7). Hence the corollary.
O

Let G denote the simply connected cover of G with projection 7 : G—Gand T := 7~ Y(T). Then G is
a semi-simple snnply connected algebraic group with T as a maximal torus. Let P := 71 (P). There exists
an involution 6 of G which induces the involution 6 of the adjoint quotient G. Let H denote the fixed points
of G under §. Then TH — HNT is a maximal torus of H.
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We have the following theorem analogous to Theorem obtained by replacing G by Gand T by T and
by considering the action of G and 7" on X and Y through their canonical surjections to G and T respectively.
We omit the proof to avoid repetition.

Theorem 3.4. The map
r:Kg(X) — Kap(X)V — Ka(X)V" — Kz(Y)"#
obtained by composing the canonical maps is an isomorphism.
We further have the following corollary analogous to Corollary [3.3
Corollary 3.5. The ring K@(Xw‘md) 18 identified with the subring of R(T)WL defined by the congruences
[ =8a50(a)- [ (mod1—e7)
fory=a—-0(a) € Ag/p, a € Ag \ Ar.
Remark 3.6. For X™“°"? the set of simple restricted roots Ag ,i are in bijection with the set of boundary
divisors. Let D, denote the boundary divisor corresponding to v € Ag,g. Let L, denote the G-linearized

(and hence é—linearized) line bundle on X corresponding to the G-stable boundary divisor D., for v € Ag/g-

Moreover, L, has a G-invariant section whose zero locus is the boundary divisor D, for v € Ag,y. Note
that X*(7'/Ty) has a basis consisting of the simple roots v € Ag,y. Thus R(T/Ty) = Z[X*(T/Th)] is
generated as a Z-algebra by 7,7 € Ag,y. Thus we can identify R(T/Ty) with the subalgebra of Kq(X*o"?)
generated by [£,] for v € Ag/p (see [I7, Remark 3.7]). In particular, £y |ywona is the T'/Ty-linearized line
bundle on the toric variety Yowond corresponding to the ray in F generated by w,.

Remark 3.7. (Eztension to other oriented cohomology theories) The methods of [7] have earlier been used
by V. Kiritchenko and A. Krishna in [I1] to compute the rational equivariant algebraic cobordism ring of
wonderful symmetric varieties of minimal rank. We wish to remark here that Lemma [2.4] above allows us to
extend the description in [I1 Theorem 6.4] to all regular symmetric varieties of minimal rank.

3.1. Ordinary K-ring of X. Note that we have the equalities R(T)"V# = K@(é/é)WH is an R(G) =
R(T)W -subalgebra of K5(G/B) = R(T).
Consider the augmentation map € : R(G) —» Z which takes an element [V] to dim(V). Thus Z becomes

a R(G)-module via the augmentation map.
We have the isomorphisms ([I3] Theorem 6.1.22])

(3.4) K(X)~Z@pa Ka(X)
and
(3.5) Kz(Y)Wi = K5(G x5 Y)"V,

Remark 3.8. Here G x5 Y is a toric bundle with fibre the T'/T'g-toric variety Y and base G/B.
Proposition 3.9. We have the following isomorphism of ordinary K-rings:
K(X)~K(GxgzY)Wn.
Proof: Follows immediately from Theorem B2 (34) and (B33). O

3.2. Determination of the structure of K (X). We first fix some notations similar to [T, Section 2.1].
Let F denote the (smooth projective) fan associated to Y. Recall that the Weyl group Wy acts on F by
reflection across the walls of the Weyl chambers and the cones in F get permuted by this action of Wy and
each cone is stabilized by the reflections corresponding to the walls of the Weyl chambers on which it lies.
Let W.. denote the subgroup of Wy which fixes the cone 7 € F. Then, in particular, W, = W, for o € F(r)
where r = rk(G/H) and Wioy = Wy In particular, Wy 2 W, 2 W, for every 7 € F. Indeed, Wy acts on
F via its projection to Wy /W, = W¢ g which is the Weyl group of the restricted root system with simple
roots Ag/p-

Let {p; | 7 = 1,...,d} denote the set of edges of the fan F and let 7(1) denote the set of edges of the
cone 7 for every 7 € F. Let v; denote the primitive vector along the edge p;. Let O, denote the T'/T-orbit
in Y corresponding to 7 € F. Let L; denote the T'/T-equivariant line bundle on Y corresponding to the
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edge p;. Note that L; has a T/Tjy-invariant section s; whose zero locus is O,,. Recall that Y; is the toric
variety associated to the fan F consisting of the cones 7 € F which lie in the positive Weyl chamber.
Let Xp =[], cr(1 — Xj) in the Laurent polynomial algebra ZIXEY, .. XE for every F C {p; | j =
1,...,d}. In particular we let X; := X (1) =[], c,)(1 — X;) for every 7 € F.
Let C; == X, ~Z[X]i1 :pj € 7(1)]. Recall from [I7, Lemma 2.8] that we have the additive decomposition
(3.6) Kryr, (Yo) = € C-
TEF L

which follows from the Stanley-Reisner presentation of the T /Ty-equivariant Grothendieck ring of Y,
Krry, (Yo) = Z[Xf[1 cp; € Fr(D)/(Xp V F ¢ Fy) (see [I9, Theorem 6.4]).

Similarly by [19, Theorem 6.4] we also have the following Stanley Reisner presentation for the T/Ty-
equivariant Grothendieck ring of Y:

(3.7) Ky, (V) = Z[X{ . X7 /(Xp VY F ¢ F)
Furthermore, since Wy acts on F we have an action of Wy on Z[Xlil, . ,X;H], given by w(thjl) =
Xit(lpj) for every w € Wy. Thus w(Xp) = Xy for ' C {p; | j = 1,...,d} and w € Wy, and

since Wy permutes the cones of F we further get an action of Wy on the Stanley-Reisner algebra
ZIXE . XEN/(Xp VY F ¢ F) so that (B1) is an isomorphism of Wy-modules where the Wy-action
on Kp/p, (Y) is induced from the Wi-action on Y.

We further have the additive decomposition

ZIXT . XTN/(XEVF ¢ F)=@P X, - ZIX : py € (1)),
TEF
where Wy acts on the right hand side as follows:
w (X, - ZIXE < py € r()]) = Xy - ZIXE < p; € w(r)(1)]

for every w € Wy.
Thus we can write

Ky, V)= @ P Xuw - ZIX]":pj € w(n)(1)]
TEFL weWy /W,
where we recall that W, denotes the subgroup of Wy which fixes 7 € F,.
This implies that as a Wg-module we can write

(3.8) Kpyr, (Y) = @Ind%i’ Cr
where C; == X - Z[inl : p;j € 7(1)]. Further, since C is fixed by W-,
(3.9) Indy? Cr = LWy /W] ® C;.

Recall (see [13]) that the structure morphism Y — pt induces canonical inclusions R(T') — Kr(Y") (resp.
R(T/Ty) — Kr/7,(Y)) which gives an R(T')-algebra (resp. R(T/Tx)-algebra) structure on K7(Y') (resp.

KT/TH (Y))
Note that we have an exact sequence
(3.10) 0— X*(T)Ty) — X (T) — X*"(Ty) — 0

of character groups, where X*(T/Ty) denotes the characters of T' that are trivial when restricted to Tj.
The exact sequence ([B.I0) splits by choosing a basis of X*(Ty) and by lifting every element of this basis to
a character of T'. This implies that we have the following isomorphism

(3.11) R(T) ~ R(T/Tx) ® R(Tx)

where R(T) = Z|X*(T)], R(Tu) = Z[X*(Ty)|, R(T/Ty) = Z[X*(T/Tw)] (see [7, page 485] for the analogous
statement for Chow ring).

More generally, we have the following proposition whose proof is similar to that of [I7, Lemma 1.7] (see
[7, Lemma 2.3.2] for the analogous statement for Chow ring).

Proposition 3.10. We have the following isomorphisms of rings
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(i) Kr(Y) >~ Kr7,, (Y) ®z R(Th)
(i) Kr(Y) =~ Kr/7y (Y) @r(r/78) B(T)

Proof: It suffices to prove (i). For, (ii) will then follow from (B.IT)) since the right hand side of (ii) can
be written as K1, (Y) @r(r/ri)21 BR(T/TH) @ R(TH) which is isomorphic to the right hand side of (i).

We now show (i). Since x € X*(Tx) can be lifted to a character x’ € X*(T') (by (BI0)), we have a
canonical homomorphism of rings Kp/7,, (Y) ® R(Ty) — Kr(Y) where eX € R(Ty) = Z[X*(Ty)] maps
to eX' € R(T) = Z[X*(T)] — Kr(Y) and the map from Ky, (Y) to Kp(Y) is induced by the surjection
T —T/Ty.

To define the inverse of the above homomorphism, we let E be a T-equivariant vector bundle on Y. Since
Y is a T/Ty-variety, the Tg-action on Y is trivial. Thus we get a Ty-action on every fibre of E which
gives a weight space decomposition on each fibre. Further, the T-equivariant vector bundle E is locally
trivial so the weights of the restricted Ty-action are locally constant. Moreover, since Y is irreducible these
weights are constant over Y. Thus we get an isotypical decomposition F = @ FE; where F; denotes the
subbundle of E' whose fibre is the eigenspace for the Ty-action corresponding to a character y; of Ty. We
can write F; = eX'i @ B! where E' is a T-equivariant vector bundle with a trivial T-action and hence a
T /Ty-equivariant vector bundle on Y. We therefore define the inverse map which sends [E] € K¢ (Y) to
Zi eXi ® [EZ] € R(TH) &Kz KT/TH (Y) O

Remark 3.11. Note that the above proposition holds in a more general setting where we can take
1 —T —T—T"—1

to be an exact sequence of tori and Y to be any irreducible T"-variety. The proof follows verbatim. We have
stated it in the above form for our convenience.

With the above notations we have the following theorem which extends [I7, Theorem 2.10].

Theorem 3.12. Let X be a complete symmetric variety of minimal rank and 'Y be the corresponding torus
embedding of T /Ty. The ring K (X) has the following direct sum decomposition as a 1 ® R(H)-module:

(3.12) Ka(X)= €D C- @ R(Tu)",
TeEF4
where R(H) = R(Ty)"# acts naturally on the second factor in each piece of the above decomposition.

Further, the multiplictive structure of K (X) can be described from the above decomposition as follows: Let
a; @b, € C; @ R(Tg)"W= and let ay @ b, € Cy @ R(Tg)"We. Then

| ar-a,®b;-bs if T and o span the cone vy
(ar ®b) - (a0 ® bo) = { 0 if T and o do not span a cone in Fi

Here ar -a, ® by - by € Cy ® R(TH)W7 when 7 and o span y. The multiplication in the first factor is as
in K7, (Yo) where Cr - Cy C C,.

Proof: We have the following isomorphism by Theorem
Ko(X) ~ Kp (Y)W,
This together with Proposition BI0(i) will imply that
(3.13) Ke(X) ~ (Kgp, (Y) ®z R(Tw))"V ™.
Now, by B8) and B1) we get:

Kr7,(Y) @z R(Tw) = €D ZIWr /W, ® Cr @ R(Th).
TEF+

Further, by taking Wy-invariants on either side we get:

(3.14) (Kry7, (V) @2 R(Tu))"" = €D Cr @ R(Tw)"".
TEF+

Thus from BI3) and B.I4]), the additive decomposition [BI2) follows.
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Observe that C- - C, C C whenever 7 and ¢ span a cone v in 74 and C - Cy = 0 if 7 and o do not span
a cone in Fy. Furthermore, whenever v = (r,0) in F; the product R(Ty)"V* - R(Tg)"Vs C R(T)"~ since
R(Tg)"= and R(Ty)"e are both subrings of R(T)"~.

The multiplicative structure now follows exactly as in the proof of [I7, Theorem 2.10]. O

We have the following corollary which extends [I7, Corollary].

Corollary 3.13. The ring Ka(X) ~ @, cx, Cr ® R(Tu)"" admits a multifiltration {F;},;cr, where the
filtered pieces are
F. =@ Cr @ R(Tu)",
T=0
where Fr 2 F, whenever 7 X o, and Fygy = Ka(X). Further, under the multiplication described in Theorem
(212, we have F; - F, C F, whenever v = (7,0) in Fy. In particular Fyoy - Fr C F for all 7 € Fy.

Proof: The existance of the filtration {F:};c7, and the properties follow by definition. Further, since
the filtered pieces multiply by the multiplication rule given in Theorem 312} it follows that F, - F, C F,
whenever v = (7,0) in Fy and F; - F, C 0 whenever 7 and o do not span a cone in F;. O

In the following proposition we show that the above multifiltration establishes the existence of the structure
of K7, (Yo) ® R(H )-algebra on K¢ (X). We further show that the multifiltration also implies the existence
of certain canonical K1, (Yo) ® R(H)-submodules which will be subsequently used in the next section. As
a consequence of Theorem B.T2, we further show that K¢ (X) has the structure of a canonical Kp /7, (Yo) ®
R(H )-submodule of K77, (Yo) @ R(Tr)"".

Proposition 3.14.

(i) We have a canonical inclusion Kp 7, (Yo) ® R(H) C Froy = Kg(X) as 1 ® R(H)-subalgebra.
(ii) We have a canonical inclusion of the K1, (Yo) ® R(H )-submodule

T X Krymy, (Yo) @ R(Tw)™
pi€T(1)
m FT g F{Q} = Kg(X)
(iii) We have a canonical inclusion of Kq(X) in Krr, (Yo) ® R(Tu)"* as a Kr/r, (Yo) ® R(H)-
subalgebra. (This is analogous to [T, Proposition 2.5] and [I8, Proposition 2.1].)

Proof: (i) From (30 it follows that

(3.15) Kr/r,(Yo) ® R(H) = €D Cr @ R(H).
TE]:+
Also
(3.16) C,®R(H)=C,®R(Ty)"" C C; @ R(Ty)""

for every T € Fi(1).
Since both (312) and (BIH) are decopositions as as 1 ® R(H )-algebras, (i) follows from B10).
(ii) Again from ([B.G) we have
(3.17) X, Ky, (Yo) @ R(Tw)"" = @ X Co @ R(Tw)"".
ocFy

Moreover, by the relations in the Stanley Reisner presentation of K7, (Ys) we have X, - C, C C,
whenever 7 and ¢ span a cone v in F4 and X, - C, = 0 whenever 7 and ¢ do not span a cone in F;. Thus

X, Cy @ R(Ty)"" C C, @ R(Ty)"

since R(T)"~ C R(Ty)"> whenever 1 < .
Now, (ii) follows by BI7) and by the definition of F; from Corollary BI3
(iii) Recall that for every T € F, we have W, D W, which further implies that R(Ty)"" C R(Ty)"r.
Thus for every 7 € F we have the inclusion of 1 ® R(H )-submodules

Cr® R(Ty)"" C Cr @ R(Ty)"*

Taking direct sum over all 7 € F we get:
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(3.18) P - e RTu)"" < P C- ® R(Tu)".
TG]'-+ 7'6]:+

We see by ([B0) that the right hand side of the above equation is isomorphic to K7, (Yo) ® R(Ty)"".
Now, by BI2) and BIJ) (iii) follows. O

In the following corollary we give a geometric interpretation of Theorem 312l This is analogous to [I7,
Corollary 2.12] for regular compactifications.

Corollary 3.15. Let N, =~ GBPjET(l)Lj be the normal bundle of V; = O, inY. Let N, lo, denote the
restriction of the normal bundle to O so that so that

Aa(N-lo) = [ =I[Llo.) € Kz, (O5).
pi€T(1)

Then we have the following decomposition:

Ka(X)~ @ A1(N- lo,) - Kz7 (0-) @ R(Tu)"".
TeEF 4
Let Pr:= A_1(N- |o,) - K7/7,,(O7) for each 7 € Fy. Then the above decoposition is a ring isomorphism
where the multiplication on the right hand side is given as follows:

PP C P, if 7 and o span the cone vy € Fy,
T 7= 10  if7 and o do not span a cone in Fy

The structure of rational equivariant cohomology of regular embeddings have been described in [I] and
[12, Theorem 2.3]. This result for a complete symmetric variety of minimal rank can alternately be obtained
by proving results analogous to Theorem [3:2]and Theorem BI2] for the equivariant cohomology of a complete
symmetric variety (see [I2] for the corresponding results on wonderful symmetric varieties).

Let Xp = HpjeF X, for every F C {p; | j =1,...,d} in the polynomial ring Q[X;, ..., X4]. In particular
X=Xy = HpjeT(l) X, for every 7 € F. Let e(N;) denote the equivariant Euler class of the normal

bundle V; = O;. Let S := Hr, (pt) By [IL Theorem 8, p.7] we have:
Hiyr, (V) = QX1 .., Xal/(Xp YV F ¢ F)

Let e(N,) denote the equivariant Euler class of the normal bundle of V(1) = O, which is equal to the top

Chern class of @ L;. We then have the following description of the equivariant cohomology of a complete
pi€T(1)

symmetric variety of minimal rank (see [I2] and [I]). We consider cohomology ring with Q-coefficients.

Theorem 3.16.

HE(X) ~ @) e(N- lo,) - Hryr, (0-) ® 7.
TE]:+

Note that SW# = Hy, (pt) ~ H}(G/H) and Hi o, (Yo) can be identified with the subalgebra of H¢(X)
generated by the equivariant classes of the boundary divisors.

Remark 3.17. From the above decomposition, an analogue of Proposition [3.14] for the equivariant cohomol-
ogy can also be proved which will show that H(X) is a Hir, (Yy) ® SWH -submodule of Hi 7, (Yy) @ SWe
(see [7, Proposition 2.3.3] for a similar statement on A% (X)g). Our aim is to show that Hj(X) is a free
module of rank [We, g | over Hy. . (Yo) ® SWi and to find a basis of this free module. This will be an ex-
tension of the results of Strickland [I4] for the compactification of adjoint semisimple group to any complete
symmetric variety of minimal rank. This will be taken up in a future work. We also note here that similar

description of the equivariant cohomology ring of any regular compactification of an adjoint semisimple group
has been obtained by Strickland (see [I5, Theorem 6.1]).



EQUIVARIANT GROTHENDIECK RING OF A COMPLETE SYMMETRIC VARIETY OF MINIMAL RANK 13

3.3. Comparison with wonderful symmetric variety. Let X be a regular compactification of the adjoint
symmetric space G/H and X"°"? be the canonical wonderful compactification.

Let v1,...,7, denote the simple restricted roots.

Recall that £, are G-linearized line bundles on X*°"¢ such that P operates on L., by the character v;
for 1 <14 <r where z is the base point of the unique closed orbit.

Furthermore, since the centre Z ofNCN? acts trivially on X" and hence on the fibre by the character 7;
the line bundle £, is actually G = G/Z-linearized. Moreover, £,, admits a G-invariant section s; whose
zero locus is the boundary divisor D, for 1 <¢ <r.

We recall the following construction from [T, Section 3.5] and [9] Section 10].

The bundle V = @ L., being a direct sum of line bundles on X*°"? admits a natural action of the

1<i<r
r-dimensional torus GJ,,. Put

P=V\{JL, @ 0l, o oL,
i=1

Then P is the principal T'/Ty = G!,-bundle associated with V over Xwond  The section s = 1 B -+ - B sy,
of V clearly maps G to P. Therefore using s we can embed X*°"¢ in the bundle P X771y AT which is
nothing but V. Since the bundles £,, are G-linearized it follows that P is a left G-space whose bundle map
P — Xword is G-equivariant for the canonical G-action on X", Moreover, the right 7/Tg-action is
compatible with the left G-action on P.

Consider the proper morphism of toric varieties ¢ : Yy — Yo" ~ A" corresponding to a smooth
subdivision F4 of the positive Weyl chamber C.. Since Y} is a T'/Ty-toric variety we can form the associated
toric bundle P x 1,7, Yo over Xwond The morphism ¢ further induces 3 : PX/ry Yo — PX1/7y ygrond =y
which is isomorphic to the pull back of P X7 7, Yo to V via the bundle projection p: V — Xxwond,

From [I, Definition 23] and [J, Section 3.2], X = Xy, = % (s(Xwona)) Which can be identified with
pull-back of P xp/7, Yo “p X1y AT via the section s. Thus X = Xy, = s*(p*(P X1/, Yo)). Now,
pos = Idxwona hence s* o p* = Id*. Thus

(319) XEIPXT/TH Y.

For u € X*(T/Ty) let Ly, := P X717, Cyu denote the G-equivariant line bundle on X" associated to
the character u. Let [£,]c denote its class in Kg(X®on?),

Let X be a projective regular compactification of G/H so that Yj is a semi-projective T'/Ty-toric variety.
Then the following theorem follows by [I8 Theorem 5.1] and B19)).

Theorem 3.18. The G-equivariant Grothendieck ring of X has the following description as an algebra over
the G-equivariant Grothendick ring of X™word:

Ko(X"or)(XE © p e Fy (1)
J
where J is the ideal in Kg(X“’O"d)[X]il : pj € F1(1)] generated by the elements Xr for F ¢ Fy and

I X" —[Lue forue X*(T/Tu).
pi€F+(1)

(3.20) Ka(X) ~

Recall that the adjoint symmetric spaces of minimal rank are exactly the products of the symmetric
spaces listed in [7, Examples 1.4.4]. In particular, [7] Examples 1.4.4](1) is the adjoint semisimple group
G = G x G/diag(G) and [7, Examples 1.4.4](2) is the space G/H = PGL(2n)/PSp(2n). The G x G-
equivariant K-ring of (1) has already beed described in [I7]. In the following example we shall describe the
G-equivariant K-ring of the wonderful compactification X*°"? of PGL(2n)/PSp(2n).

Example 3.19.

Consider the group G = PGL(2n) and the involution # associated with the symmetry of the Dynkin
diagram so that H = PSp(2n) and rk(G/H) = n — 1. We shall consider the case when n = 3 for simplicity.
The general case is similar.
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Let Ag = {a1, a2, a3, aq, as} be the simple roots of the root system As corresponding to PGL(6). Then
Ap = {a1,a3,a5}. Also Ag \ Ap = {ag,au}. Thus Ag/g = {11 = ao — 0(a2),72 = au — 0(au)} are the
simple restricted roots.

Since Ty is a maximal torus of the adjoint semisimple group of type C5 it is known that R(Ty) =
Z[X*(Ty)] where X*(Ty) has a basis consisting of the rk(H) = 3 simple roots Ay = {51 = 21,52 =
es — e1, 03 = e3 — ea} where 31 is a long root and B3 and S35 are short roots.

Note that 0(a1) = a1, 0(az) = as, 0(as) = as, O(az) = —a1 — as — a3 and O(ay) = —a3z — @y — as.

Thus under the restriction map ¢ : X*(T) — X*(Tu) (see [7, Lemma 1.4.2]) ¢~!(81) consists of the
unique root g, ¢~ (f2) consists of the two strongly orthogonal roots as + a3 and —a; — ap and ¢~ 1(533)
consists of the two strongly orthogonal roots —as — ay and ay + as. The restricted simple roots are
11 =02 —0(az) = a1 + 202 + a3 and 2 = g — O(ou) = az + 204 + as.

Here W = Sg, Wy is the semidirect product of Sp x Sz x Sy with Sz, W, = S3 x S3 x Sy and Wg /g = Ss.

In this case the toric variety Y*°"¢ is associated to the Weyl chambers of type Ay and Yowond is the
toric variety associated to the positive Weyl chamber in the coweight lattice spanned by the fundamental
coweights w, and wy, dual to the simple roots v; and 72 respectively.

The simple reflections in W/ corresponding to 1 and 2 are s,, and s,, respectively. Here F consists
of 4 cones namely {0}, p1,p2 and 0 = (p1, p2), where the coweight vectors wy and wy are the primitive
vectors along the rays p; and ps respectively. Note that W, = W = S5 x S5 x Ss, Wioy = Wi which is the
semidirect product of Wy, with S5, W, is the semidirect product of Wy, with the subgroup of Wg, iy = S3
generated by s,,, W), is the semidirect product of Wy, with the subgroup of Wg,r = S35 generated by s, .

Let R := R(Ty)"*. Further, R(PSp(6)) = R(H) = R(Ty)"" = RWe/u. Furthermore, Ky, (Yo) ~
R(T/Ty) = Z[e*,e*2] ~ Z[Xpﬂjl, Xpﬂgl] where X, (respectively X,,)maps to the class of the trivial line
bundle on Y, where T//Ty acts on the fibre via the character v; (respectively 72) . The following is an
additive decomposition of Kpgr,(X) as a 1 ® R(PSp(6))-submodule of R(T/TH) ® R.

7@ R(PSp(6)) @ (1 —e™) - Z[e™M]| @ R¥2a
@ (1 _ e'm) . Z[ei'm] QRS @ (1 _ e'n) . (1 _ e'yz) ~Z[ei71,ei'y2] @R

Remark 3.20. By the parametrization of line bundles on spherical varieties (see [3, Section 2.2]) the G-
linearized line bundles on X correspond to PL(F4) which denotes the piecewise linear functions on the fan
Fy. Let L, be the G-linearized line bundle on X corresponding to h = (hs)secr, () then P = 7 Y(P) acts
on L |, by the character h,. Thus L, = L |y, is a f/ TH—linearized line bundle on Yj corresponding to
the piccewise lincar function h € PL(F,) so that T/Ty acts on Ly, |-, by the character h,. Since it is

known that Pic?/T# (Yo) gelierates K11, (Yo) as a ring (see [19]) it follows that K57, (Yp) is the subring
of K5(X) generated by Pic“(X). We can further identify K&(G/H) ~ R(H). We wonder whether Kz(X)

has a canonical K5 ,7 (Yp) ® R(H)-module structure so that K5(X) is a free module of rank [W¢, 5| over

T /Ty

K57, (Yo) ® R(H) and if there exists a basis for this free module generalizing the results in [I7, Section
3] and [I§] to the setting of all complete symmetric varieties of minimal rank. See [0, Theorem 4 (ii)] for a
similar statement describing K (X “°"?)q as a free module of rank |Wp /W | over the classes of the boundary
divisors [Op, ] for v € Ag/p together with the classes of equivariant vector bundles ®(A) induced by the
fundamental weights A of H. B N

An analogue of [7, Proposition 2.3.1] for the T and G-equivariant Grothendieck ring may give us a way
to extend [I7, Theorem 3.3] to all wonderful symmetric varieties of minimal rank. However the proof of [7,
Proposition 2.3.1] does not extend to the integral setting of the Grothendieck ring, due to the reason that
there is no Wy -invariant splitting for short exact sequence of character groups

(3.21) 0 — X*(T/Ty) — X*(T) — X*(Ty) — 0.

This can be seen from the following example of PGL,/PSp(4).

Example 3.21. In the case of G = PGL(4) and H = PSp(4), G = SL(4) and H = Sp(4). The maximal
torus T is the diagonal torus (t1,t2,t3,t4) € (C*)* satisfying t; - t2 - t3 - t4 = 1. The subtorus Ty of T

consisting of (¢1,ta,t3,t4) such that ¢ -to = 1 and t3 - t4 = 1. Here W, ~ Sy x Sy is the subgroup of Sy
generated by the transpositions {(1,2),(3,4)}. The existance of a Wi-invariant splitting for the restriction
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homomorphism
(3.22) q: X*(T) — X*(Tg)

would mean the existance of a complementary subtorus of TH in T which is Wp-invariant. A 1-dimensional
subtorus of T is a I-parameter subgroup (t%,t%2, ¢% ¢%) for t € C* where (ay,as,as3,a4) € Z* satisfies
a1 + az + az + ag = 0. If this is Wy, invariant then it will be of the form (¢ ,¢t* ¢ ¢%) such that
a1 +az = 0. Thus it will be of the form (¢,¢,¢t=1, ¢~ 1) for t € C*. However, this subtorus is not a complement
of TH since it intersects TH along the subgroup {#7I} of order 2. Thus in general there cannot exist a
W -invariant splitting for ([B:22]).

Remark 3.22. (Assumptions on the base field) Although we work over the field of complex numbers all the
results in this paper should hold over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic # 2 (see [7, p. 473]
and [I0] p. 273-274]).

Acknowledgments: I am very grateful to Prof. Michel Brion for his valuable comments and suggestions
while preparing this manuscript. I thank the referee for a careful reading of the manuscript and for very
helpful comments and suggestions. I wish to mention that Remark 37 has been added based on the referee’s
observation.

Statements and Declarations I hereby declare that this work has no related financial or non-financial
conflict of interests.

REFERENCES
(1] E. Bifet, C. De Concini and C. Procesi, Cohomology of regular embeddings, Adv. in Math. 82 (1990), 1-34.
[2] N. Bourbaki, Groupes et Algebres de Lie, Hermann, Paris 1968.
[3] M. Brion, Groupe de Picard et nombres caracteristiques des varietes spherigues, Duke Math. J. 58 (1989), no.2, 397-424.
[4] M. Brion, Equivariant Chow Groups for Torus Actions, Journal of Transformation Groups 2 (1997), 225-267.
(5] M. Brion, Behaviour at infinity of the Bruhat decomposition, Comment Math. Helv. 73 (1998), 137-174.
(6]

6] M. Brion, Construction of equivariant vector bundles in: Proceedings of the International Colloguium on Algebraic Groups
and Homogeneous Spaces (Mumbai 2004), Narosa, New Delhi, 2007, 83-111.

[7] M. Brion and R. Joshua, Fquivariant Chow ring and Chern classes of wonderful symmetric varieties of minimal rank,
Transformation Groups 13 (2008), 471-493.

[8] C. De Concini and C. Procesi, Complete symmetric varieties, Invariant Theory (Proceedings, Montecatini 1982), Lecture
Note in Math. 996, 1-44, Springer-Verlag, New York 1983.

[9] C. De Concini and C. Procesi, Complete Symmetric Varieties II Intersection theory, Advanced Studies in Pure Mathematics
6, 1985, Algebraic Groups and Related Topics(Kyoto/Nagoya, 1983) pp. 481-513, Publisher: North-Holland.

[10] C. De Concini and T. Springer, Compactifications of symmetric varieties, Transformation Groups 4 (1999), 273-300.

[11] V. Kiritchenko and A. Krishna, Fquivariant cobordism of flag varieties and of symmetric varieties, Transformation Groups,
18 (2013), no. 2, 391-413.

[12] P. Littelmann and C. Procesi, Equivariant cohomology of wonderful compactifications, in: Operator Algebras, Unitary
Representations, Enveloping Algebras, and Invariant Theory, Progress in Mathematics, Vol. 92, Birkhauser, Boston 1990,
219-262.

[13] A.S. Merkurjev, Comparison of equivariant and ordinary K-theory of algebraic varieties, Algebra i Anliz 9 (1997), 175-214.
Translation in St. Petersburg Math. J. 9 (1998), 815-850.

[14] E. Strickland, Equivariant cohomology of the wonderful group compactification, J. Algebra 306 (2006), 610-621.

[15] E. Strickland, The ring of conditions of a semisimple group, J. Algebra 320 (2008), 3069-3078.

[16] A. Tchoudjem, Cohomologie des fibrés en droites sur les variétés magnifiques de rang minimal, Bulletin de la Société
Mathématique de France, 135 (2007) no. 2, p. 171-214.

[17] V. Uma, Equivariant K -theory of compactifications of algebraic groups, Transformation groups 12, No. 2,(2007), 371-406.

[18] V. Uma, Equivariant K-theory of group compactifications: further developments, Izv. Math. 80 No. 2, (2016) , 417-441.

[19] G. Vezzosi and A. Vistoli, Higher algebraic K-theory for actions of diagonalizable groups, Invent. Math. 153 (2003), 1-44.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, INDIAN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY-MADRAS, CHENNAI, INDIA
Email address: vuma@iitm.ac.in



	1. Introduction
	2. Complete symmetric varieties of minimal rank
	2.1. Symmetric spaces of minimal rank

	3. The G-equivariant Grothendieck ring of X
	3.1. Ordinary K-ring of X
	3.2. Determination of the structure of KG(X)
	3.3. Comparison with wonderful symmetric variety

	References

