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STRONG INTEGRALITY OF INVERSION SUBGROUPS OF
KAC-MOODY GROUPS

ABID ALI LISA CARBONE, DONGWEN LIU, AND SCOTT H. MURRAY

ABSTRACT. Let A be a symmetrizable generalized Cartan matrix with corresponding Kac—
Moody algebra g over Q. Let V = V* be an integrable highest weight g-module and let
Vz = VZA be a Z-form of V. Let G be an associated minimal representation-theoretic Kac—
Moody group and let G(Z) be its integral subgroup. Let I'(Z) be the Chevalley subgroup of G,
that is, the subgroup that stabilizes the lattice V7 in V. For a subgroup M of G, we say that M
is integral if M N G(Z) = M ~ I'(Z) and that M is strongly integral if there exists v € V)
such that, forall g € M, g - v € Vz implies g € G(Z). We prove strong integrality of inversion
subgroups U(,,) of G where, forw € W, U(,,) is the group generated by positive real root groups
that are flipped to negative roots by w~—'. We use this to prove strong integrality of subgroups of
the unipotent subgroup U of G generated by commuting real root groups. When A has rank 2,
this gives strong integrality of subgroups U; and U where U = U, * Us and each U, is generated
by ‘half’ the positive real roots.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper concerns the generalization to infinite-dimensional symmetrizable Kac—-Moody al-
gebras of the construction of Chevalley groups associated to finite-dimensional semisimple Lie
algebras.

Let A be a symmetrizable generalized Cartan matrix. Let g be a Kac—-Moody algebra over
Q associated with A. We denote simple roots by ag, ..., ay, the set of roots by A, the set of
positive (respectively negative) roots by A , and the set of real roots by A™. If A is not of finite
type, then g is infinite dimensional. Let V = V* be an integrable highest-weight g-module with
highest weight )\, highest weight vector vy, and defining homomorphism p : g — End(V?).
Let X+q,(t) € Aut(V') denote exp(tp(e;)) (resp. exp(tp(f;))), for each i € {1,... ¢}, where
t € Q and e; (resp. f;) is the Chevalley—Serre generator corresponding to the simple root ;.
A (split) minimal representation-theoretic Kac—Moody group is

G(Q) = GMQ) = {Xai (1), X-as(t) [ 1€ {1, 0}, te Q).

Date: April 7,2023.

2000 Mathematics subject classification. Primary 20G44, 81R10; Secondary 22F50, 17B67.

The second author’s research is partially supported by the Simons Foundation, Mathematics and Physical
Sciences-Collaboration Grants for Mathematicians, Award Number 422182. The third author’s research is par-
tially supported by NSF of Zhejiang Province LZ22A010006 and NSFC 12171421.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.01644v2

We let U;, < U denote the Z-form of the universal enveloping algebra of g ([Tit87]; see also
Section 3] below). As in [CGO3], we set V;, = Uy - v,. The subgroup of G(Q) generated over Z
is

G(Z) = {Xay (1), X—a;(t) |1€{1,... .0}, teZ)
and the Chevalley subgroup of G(Q) is the subgroup the stabilizes the integral lattice V7:
['(Z) ={geGQ) | g-Vz = Vz}.
This work concerns the question of integrality of G(Q). By this we mean:
IsG(Z) =T(2)Tr
It is easy to show that G(Z) < I'(Z). Thus it remains to determine if ['(Z) < G(Z).

The answer to this question has not yet been established for any family of Kac—Moody groups.
Here we consider integrality of certain subgroups of G(Q). We call a subgroup M of G(Q)
integral if M nG(Z) = M nT'(Z). This is equivalent to showing that forall g € M, g-V; = V7
implies that ¢ € G(Z). Note that M; < M, and M, integral implies that M is integral.
However M; and M, integral does not imply that the subgroup (M;, M) generated by M; and
M, is integral.

In the finite dimensional case, the property of integrality for semi-simple algebraic groups
G(Q), with root system A and Lie algebra g, was established in [Che95]. Chevalley constructed
(what was his notion of) an affine group scheme associated to G(Q) and V7 and showed that
its coordinate algebra is generated over Z. This was a starting point for Grothendieck and De-
mazure who organized the SGA3 seminar ([DG70]) where they developed the theory of split
reductive group schemes over arbitrary base schemes. Demazure and Grothendieck’s theory
assumed known the classification of reductive groups over an algebraically closed field due
primarily to Chevalley, which also holds over Z.

Let L be a lattice satisfying () < L < P where () is the root lattice and P is the weight lattice
of g. Chevalley showed that (A, L) defines an affine group scheme Gz over Z such that

I'(Z) = Gz(Z) = Hom(Spec(Z), Gz)

is its set of integral points ([Che95]). The group Gz(Q) =~ G(Q) is now known as a Chevalley
group. If L = @, then Gz(Q) is called adjoint and if L. = P, then Gz(Q) is called simply
connected. Tt follows that the group I'(Z) is generated by the automorphisms

{Xai (1), X—a, (t) | T € Z},
so if G7(Q) is simply connected, it is integral.

To our knowledge, there is no proof in the literature that G(Z) = I'(Z) for semi-simple linear
algebraic groups G(Q) that doesn’t use the language of group schemes. In certain cases, it is
straightforward to verify integrality using properties of the linear algebraic group and underly-
ing representation. For example, it is easy to see that SL,, (Z) is the stabilizer of the standard
lattice Z" in Q™. See also [Sou07], where Soulé showed that the group E;(Z) coincides with

E7(R) n Spss(Z) where E;(R) is the non-compact real form and Sps4(Z) is the stabilizer of
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the standard lattice (and the canonical symplectic form) in the fundamental representation of
dimension 56 of the Lie algebra e;.

The methods used to prove integrality in the finite dimensional case do not extend to Kac—
Moody groups G(Q). Here we address the question of integrality of subgroups of G(Q) using
only the definition of G(Q) acting on the integrable highest weight module V. We introduce
the following slight modification of the notion of integrality.

Definition 1.1. Let M be a subgroup of the Kac—-Moody group G(Q) and let vy € V7. We say
that M is strongly integral with respect to vy € Vy if, for all g € M, g - vy € Vz implies that

ge G(Z).

This is stronger than integrality since it only requires us to test the action on a single vector
vp, rather than on the entire set V7. It is easy to see that strong integrality implies integrality
(Lemma [4.1).

The (positive) unipotent subgroup of G(Q) is
U=U(Q) ={xa(t)|1€{1,....0}, te Q).

Unipotent subgroups play an important role in the study of the structure and representation
theory of Kac—Moody groups. They are constituents of group decompositions such as Iwasawa
and Birkhoff decompositions, which provide important tools for studying Kac—Moody groups
and their applications.

In this paper, as a first step towards proving integrality of U, we prove strong integrality of
inversion subgroups of U, which are defined as follows. For w in the Weyl group W, the
inversion subgroup U, is given as

Uw) = Us | B € Q(w)),
where @,y = {8 € Ay |w™ !B e A_}and Uz = {x5(t) | t € Q} for x5(¢) as in Subsection3.2]
We write w for the usual lift of w to G(Q) (see Subsection[3.2). Our main result is the following
(Section [6)).

Theorem 1.2. (Strong integrality of inversion subgroups) Let G(Q) be as above. Let U be the
positive unipotent subgroup of G(Q). For w € W, Uy, is strongly integral with respect to Wvy.

If the matrix A is of finite type (see Subsection2.1]), then the group
G(Q) = GMNQ) = (Xai(1), X-a:(t) | i€ {1,.... 0}, Q)

is a semi-simple linear algebraic group. Furthermore, if the set of weights of VV = V* contains
all the fundamental weights, then G(Q) coincides with the simply connected Chevalley group

Gz(Q) of type A.

Our methods give a proof of integrality of unipotent subgroups of simply connected Chevalley
groups Gz(Q) = G(Q), using only the action of G(Q) on V. As a corollary of Theorem [L.2]

we have the following (Subsection [7.1)).
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Corollary 1.3. Suppose that the matrix A has finite type. Suppose also that the set of weights
of V' contains all the fundamental weights. Then the positive unipotent subgroup U of G(Q) is
integral.

Theorem [1.2] also yields integrality of other subgroups of U. In Subsection [7.2] we prove:

Theorem 1.4. If M is a subgroup of U generated by commuting real root subgroups, then M
is integral.

In Section [7.3] we consider the case where G has rank 2. In this case U = U, * U, where each
U, is generated by ‘half’ the positive real roots (see [CKMS21]).

Theorem 1.5. Let G(Q) be of rank 2 with positive unipotent subgroup U = Uy U, where U,
are abelian if A is symmetric, and nilpotent of class 2 if A is not symmetric. Then the groups U
are integral.

Though our methods do not currently extend to a proof of integrality for U, we conjectureﬁ] that
integrality holds for U. It would then be straightforward to show that G(Z) = I'(Z) in the
symmetrizable Kac-Moody case.

The authors would like to thank Shrawan Kumar for his interest in this work and for helpful
discussions.

2. KAC-MO0OODY ALGEBRAS

In this section, we review some facts about Kac-Moody algebras and their representations.

2.1. Generalized Cartan matrices. Let / = {1,2,...,¢} and let A = (a;;); je; be a general-
ized Cartan matrix. That is,

aij € Z; ai; = 2;
a;; < 0, fors # j; and a;; =0 <= a;; =0,
forall 7, j € I. The matrix A is symmetrizable if there exist positive rational numbers ¢, . . . , g,

such that the matrix diag(qs, . . ., q¢) A is symmetric. We say that A is of finite type if A is posi-
tive definite, and that A is of affine type if A is positive semidefinite but not positive definite. If
A is not of finite or affine type, we say that A has indefinite type. In particular, A is of hyper-
bolic type if A is neither of finite nor affine type, but every proper, indecomposable submatrix
is either of finite or of affine type.

We assume throughout that A is a symmetrizable generalized Cartan matrix.

An earlier paper by a subset of the authors (arXiv:1803.11204v2 [math.RT] Proposition 6.4) contains an error.
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2.2. Generators and relations for g. Let h) be a Q-vector space of dimension 2/ — rank(A),
and let (o, 0) : h* x h — Q denote the natural nondegenerate bilinear pairing between h and
its dual. Fix simple roots I1 = {a, ..., o} S b* and simple coroots 11V = {ay, ..., o)} € b
such that IT and IT are linearly independent, and {o;, ) = a;(e)’) = a;.

As in [Moo67], [Moo68]], and [Kac90, Theorem 9.11], the associated Kac—Moody algebra g is
the Lie algebra over Q with generating set h U {e;, f; | i € I} and defining relations:

[h, '] = 0;
[h, ;] = {as, hye;; [, fil = —Cevi, ) fi;
les, fi] = o' e, fi] = 0;

(ad e;) ™" (e;) = 0; (ad fi) =1 (f;) = 0;

for h,h' € h,and 7, j € I withi # j.

2.3. Roots and the Weyl group. The roots of g are the nonzero o € h* for which the corre-
sponding root space
0o :={xeg]|[h, 2] = a(h)x forall h e bh}

is nontrivial. The simple roots c; have root spaces g,, = Qe;. Every root a can be written in the
form o = Zle k;a; where the k; are integers, with either all k; > 0, in which case « is called
positive, or all k; < 0, in which case « is called negative. We denote the set of roots by A and
the set of positive (resp. negative) roots by A, (resp. A_). The root lattice is () := ZII < h*
and the coroot lattice is Q¥ := ZIIY < b.

The Lie algebra g has a triangular decomposition ([Kac90, Theorem 1.2])

g=n Ohon",
where
=P go and 1= P ga.
aceAy aeA_

Since A is symmetrizable, g admits a nondegenerate symmetric invariant bilinear form (o, o)
satisfying
(ai\/7ay\'/) = @45, (eiafj)zaija
<b7n+> = 07 <b7n*> = 0.
We define the simple reflection w; : h* — b* by
w;(v) = v — v, ) Yoy,

The group W < GL(h*) generated by the simple reflections is called the Weyl group. The in-
duced bilinear form on b* is I/ -invariant. The group W comes equipped with a length function

0: W — Zs defined as ¢(w) = k, where k is the smallest number such that w is the product
of k simple root reflections. Such a minimal length word

W = Wi Wiy -+ - - Wy
5
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is called a reduced word.

A root o € Ais called real if there exists w € W such that wa is a simple root. A root o which is
not real is called imaginary. We denote by A™ the set of real roots and A'™ the set of imaginary
roots. We have A™ = WII. Similarly define sets A’Y := A™ n Ay and A" := A™ A, . For
« € A™, the reflection in « is defined by

We(v) =v — v, a")Ha,

where a¥ is the usual coroot of « defined using the bilinear form (o, o) on . Since wa = «;
for some w € W, i € I, we have w,, = ww,w™' € W.

2.4. Integrable highest weight modules. The weight lattice P < h* is the dual lattice of )V,
that is,

P={ebh" |\ )eZ,icl}.
An element A € P is dominant if (A, ) > 0 for all ¢ € I, and is regular if (\, ;') # 0 for all
1 € 1. We denote the set of dominant elements of P by P, and write (), = Zle Z=pc;. The
dominance order on h* is defined by A < pif p — A e Q.

Let V be a g-module with defining homomorphism p : g — End (V). Then the weight space
of pebh*is

V,:={veV|p(h)(v) = pu(h)vforall h e b},
and the set of weights of V' is

wts(V) = {pebh* |V, #0}.

Recall also that = € g acts locally nilpotently on V' if, for each v € V/, there is a natural number
n such that p(z)"(v) = 0. Then V is called an integrable module if it is a direct sum of its
weight spaces, that is V = @ ) V., and each generator e; or f; acts locally nilpotently
onV.

We call A € wts(V) the highest weight of V' if it is largest element of wts(V") in the dominance
order. If V' has a highest weight we call it a highest weight module. If 1 is a weight of a highest
weight module V, then i = A — (3 for some § € (). Among all modules with highest weight
A € b*, there is a unique irreducible g—-module (Prop. 9.3, [Kac90]), which we denote by V*.
The module V* is integrable if and only if A € P, , that is, ) is a dominant weight (Lemma 10.1,
[Kac90]). In this case, we get wts(V*) = P.

From now on, we take IV = V* to be an integrable highest weight g-module over Q for a fixed
dominant, regular weight A and a fixed highest weight vector vy. For x € gand v € V, we
denote the action of x on v by x - v := p(z)(v).

pewts(V

3. REPRESENTATION-THEORETIC KAC—-MOODY GROUPS

Let g be the Kac—-Moody algebra over Q with symmetrizable generalized Cartan matrix A. Let
V = V" to be an integrable highest weight g-module over Q for a fixed dominant, regular

weight A\ and let v, be a fixed highest weight vector .
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The Chevalley involution w is an automorphism of g with w? = 1, w(h) = —h for all h € b, and
w(ga) = g_o forall a € A.

3.1. Z—forms. LetU = Ugy(g) be the universal enveloping algebra of g. Let

e U be the Z-subalgebra generated by ei—' fori e [ and m > 0;
m!

m

e U, be the Z-subalgebra generated by Z—' fors e [ and m > 0; and
m!

e U be the Z-subalgebra generated by
<h) ~ h(h—1)...(h—=m+1)

m m!

)

for h € Q¥ and m > 0.

As in [CGO3] and [Tit81]], [Tit87], the Z-form of U is Uy, the Z-subalgebra generated by U/,
U , and UY). By [Tit87], we have U, QUY QU =~ Uy.
We define
gz = gnUy and bz = hnly.
Note that g = g7 ®7 Q and h = bz ®7 Q.

Fix the highest weight vector vy in V. We have Z/{Z* vy = Zvy since every x, with o € A’
annihilates v,. Also leg - vy = Zw, since leg acts on vy as scalar multiplication by an integer.

Therefore Uy, - vy = U, - v\. We define the Z-form of V' to be
Vzi=uZ"U)\=uZ_'U>\
and note that V' = V7, ®; Q. For p1 € wts(V), set V,,z = V,, n V4.

3.2. The groups G(Q) and G(Z). Fori e I andt € Q set

Xa; (1) = exp(tp(e;)) = Z %7 X—o;(t) = exp(tp(f;)) = Z %7

where p is the defining homomorphism for V' = V?*. Since V is integrable, the Y., (t) are
elements of GL(V). We let G(Q) < GL(V') be the group generated by X+, (t) for i € I and
t € Q. We refer to G(Q) = G*Q) as a minimal representation-theoretic Kac—-Moody group.
Similarly we define G(Z) as the subgroup of G(Q) generated by X+, (t) fori € I and t € Z.
We denote the actionof g€ Gonwv e V by g - v.

Foreach i € [ and t € Q*, we define

@i(t) = Xao ()X ()X (2)
and set w; = w;(1). Next set
ha,(t) = @i(t)@;(1)~
fort € Q" andi € I, and let H < G be the subgroup generated by the h,, (¢). Let N denote

the subgroup of G(Q) generated by H and the w;. By Lemma 4 in Section 5.4 of [Tit87], there
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exists a unique endomorphism N — W with kernel //. For w € W, take a reduced word
w = w;, W, - - - w;, and define
w = iﬁiliﬁw cet ﬁjzk
Now @; € G(Z) < I'(Z) and so
w-Vy =V
forall we W.

Note that the adjoint representation makes g into a G-module and we also get Ad(@)(gz) = 9z
as in [MP93]]. Let o € A, then o = way; for some w € W and 7 € 1. We define the root vectors
([MP93]], Section 4.1) by

To = Ad(W)(e;) €gangz and x_,:= Ad(W)(f;) € g0 N 92z,

so that z_, = —w(x,) and [z, 2_,] = Y. In particular, z,, = ¢; and z_,, = f;. The set
{zy,r_o, ¥} forms a basis for a subalgebra isomorphic to sl,.

Lemma 3.1. Letw e W, pe wts(V), a € A, me N.

(a) w - V,u,Z = Vw,u,Z-
(b) VwA,Z = ﬁj . V)\,Z = Z’Uw)\ where Vw\ — ﬁj U

Tia™ Tio' "
(c) fo ¢ Uy and tao
m/!

il : Vu,Z - V,uima,Z-

Proof. Lemma 3.8(a) in [Kac90] implies w; - V,, = V,,,, fori € I, and so w - V,, = V,,, by

induction. Combining this with @ - V = Vz and V = @ pewts(V) V,, we get (a). Parts (b) and

(c) are now straightforward. ]
Fort € QQ, set
o 17 (20)"
Xoe(t) = eXp(tp(xa)) = Z T'Oé € GL(V)
m=0 :

We have x,(t) = Wy, (t)0 ! € G. We define the (real) root group and its Z-subgroup as
Uo = {Xa(t) | t€Q} and Ua(Z) = {xa(t) | t € Z}.

Given a set of positive real roots {2 = A’’, we define
Ug=Uy | aeQ) and Uqg(Z) =<{U.(Z) | a € Q).

In particular, the unipotent subgroup is U := Uare and its Z-subgroup is U(Z) := Uare(Z). Itis
clear that Ug(Z) < Ug n G(Z). The reverse inclusion is conjectured to be true for reasonable
choices of €2 but will not be needed for the results in this paper.

We end this section with the following:

Lemma 3.2. Forallue U, u - vy = v,.



Proof. Tt suffices to prove this statement for a generator x,(t) of U, < U. Now

2 m

x x
Xa(t)-U)\ZU)\+tSL’a-U)\+t2%-U)\+"'+tm 72!

for some m since z,, acts nilpotently. But z,,° - vy € V4o = 0, since A + i« is not a weight of
V for i > 0. Thus, x,(t) - vy = v). O

c Uy,

4. STRONG INTEGRALITY OF REAL ROOT GROUPS

Throughout this section, fix & € A™. The main result of this section is to prove strong integrality
of the real root group

Ua = {xa(t) | £ € Q}.

This provides the base case for Theorem Integrality of U, will follow from the following
lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Strong integrality implies integrality.

Proof. Let M < G be strongly integral with respect to vy € V*. Let g € M ~ I'(Z). Then
g-v e V3 forall v e V). In particular g - vy € V3 and so g € G(Z) by strong integrality. [

Define

—
m!
The following technical lemma is essential to our integrality results:

Lemma 4.2. Let 11 be a weight such that i + « is not a weight of V. Further assume that
v, € Vy,andn = {u,a) > 0. Then

e —

cUy = Uy

Proof. First we prove that
[Ta, 2_o"] = kz_o" ' (¥ — (k= 1))

by induction on k € N:

[l'a, x—ak] = xax—ak - x—akxa

= xa:)s_ak — x_ak_lxax_a + x_ak_lxax_a — x_akxa

k—l] k_l[l'a,l’_a]

= [[L’a, T—a Toqt+ T q
=(k—1Dz_" (" —k+2)z_o+2_"a"

= (b= Do-o* (0" ) = (k= (k=22 "+ 2, F Tma”

= (k= 1)z o (1 00" =20 0) = (k= D)(k = 2)z " + 2 o
= kr_* oY — k(k — Da_f.
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Note that x,, - v, € V1o = 0,50 2 - v, = 0. Also " - v, = {1, ¥ )v,, = nv,. Next we prove

m—1
"™ v, = ml H(n —J) v
=0

by induction on m:

L N 0™ ([2a, 2—a™] + T_a™24) Uy,
=2, 2g, 1_a™] Uy
m—1 m—1

m—1
=m! (n—7)- v
j=0
Now take m = n to get x,"z_," - v, = nlnlv,, so x&"]:c[_ﬂ “Uy, = Uy O

Lemma 4.3 (Lemma 7.2 of [Ste67]). Let o € A™ andt € Q. If pu is a weight of V and v € V,,

then
Xa(t)-v=0v+ Y "l v),
meN
where x,[lm] U € Vyyma, and only finitely many of the terms x&m] - v are non-zero. If moreover
vEV,z, then x[am] V€ Virma,z
Proof. If v € V, 7, then gml e Vit ma,z by LemmaBIi@). O

Proposition 4.4. Let o € A™. If X, (t)W,, - vy € V7, then xo(t) € Uy (Z).

Proof. Let «v be positive. Suppose X (1) - vg € Vz where vy := W, - v). Let n = (A, @) so that
waA = A — na. Note that n > 0 since A is regular. Now V) _,,, z = Zvy by Lemma[3.1i{b). But

:)3[_"24 - vy is also in V), 7z by Lemma[3.1IE), so :)3[_"] - vy = muy for some integer m. We have

Xa(t) - V0 = Vo + txg - vo + 222 vy + - 4 172l g

Now consider the V), 7 component:

tn

ol gy = gl = 2y,
m

e « —Q

m

by Lemmal4.2l Hence % is an integer, so t" is an integer, and so ¢ is an integer. The proof for
negative « is similar. 0
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Since U, (Z) < U, n G(Z), we get:
Corollary 4.5. If a« € A™, then U, is strongly integral with respect to W, - vy. Hence U, is

integral.

It follows immediately that for « € A™ and u € U(Z), if xo(s)u € I'(Z) then s € Z.

5. INVERSION SETS AND SUBGROUPS

5.1. Inversion sets and orderings. Let w € WW. We define the corresponding inversion set of
roots by

Py = {BeAi|w'BeA}=A, nw(A).
We note the following standard properties of ®(,,), which can be proven by induction on /(w).

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that w € W has the reduced expression w;, w;, - - - w;, .

(a) Py = {0, Wi Qy, Wi Wiy iy, .y Wi Wiy -+ - Wy Wi, ) S AL

(b) P has cardinality k = ((w).

(c) Ifw' =wjwi,--w;,_,, then P,y = Py L {w' ey, }.

(d) Ifw” = w;, - ws,, then D,y = {ay, } L w;, ).

(e) FOI‘IU € h*’ wp =t — <:ua ai1>ai1 - <:ua ai2>wi1ai2 - <,U> aik>wi1wi2 C Wiy Q-

We also note the immediate consequences of Lemma [5.1t
Lemma 5.2.

(a) For o e AY, there exists w € W such that o € ().
(b) For a finite subset Q) = A, there exists a finite set T' = W such that Q0 < | cr Pu-
We equip @,y with an ordering
Qi < Wiy Oy < Wi Wiy Oy < v v+ < Wi Wiy = Wy, _, Wiy Ok,

as described by Papi in [Pap94]. Note that this ordering depends of the choice of reduced word
for w.

5.2. Inversion subgroups. For w € W, the inversion subgroup is defined as
U(w) = Ucp(w) = <Ua | Q€ @(w)>.
Lemma 5.3. Each element u, € U, can be written uniquely as
U(w) = H ug,
VEDw

where ug € Ug and the product is in the ordering on P ).

Corollary 5.4. U, (Z) = Uy N U(Z).
11



For w € W, set U™ = U n w'Uw. We end this section with the following lemma from
Subsection 4.2.6 of [PP19].

Lemma 5.5. U = U(w)U(w) = U(w)U(w).

6. INTEGRALITY OF INVERSION SUBGROUPS

To prove Theorem [I.2] we need a preliminary result, which we discuss next. Define

[ilvizv“'vik] . [21] [7’2] . [lk]
1

LB1,BaBr " Lp Loy Ty

The proof of the following is similar to Lemma 4.3}
Lemma 6.1. Let 3; € A andt; € Q fori=1,... k. If pis a weight of V and v € V,, then

k
o § i14d i [i1,32,-00k]
Hxﬁi(ti) ‘U= t11t22 o 'tkk (xﬁl,ﬁ2,~~~75k ' U)
=1 11,02,..,1kEL20
[i1,i2,.-si5] : [i1,i2,...si5]
where x5 5" 5 U € Viuiiy gy +isfa+ir s, and only finitely of the terms x5 5 - v are non-zero.

[182;...ik]
If moreover v € V), z, then x5 5" 5"+ 0 € Vi, 4in o +iy By, 2

Proposition 6.2. Let w € W and Uw) € U(w). IfU(w){B -vy € Vg, then Uw) € U(w) (Z)
Theorem [I.2] follows immediately from this result since U,,)(Z) < Ugyy N G(Z).

Proof. We proceed by induction on k = ¢(w). The base case /(w) = 1 is just Proposition [4.4]
for a simple root o;. So assume /(w) > 2 and the inductive hypothesis. Let ®(,,y = {531, ... Bx}
in the usual order. So # := 3 is a simple root and w = wgw” with {(w") = k — 1, and
Py = {wpfo, ..., wsPr} by LemmaS.1I(d). In particular, wgfs, . .., ws [ are positive roots.
Write

k k
) = [ [xa(t) = xs(®) [ [ xa (8,
1=1 =2

fort =ty,ts,...,t, € Q.

Write 4 = w”X and v, = @W" - vy. Let n = {u, "), so that wA = wpp = p— nf. Let
Upy—ng = Wg -V, = W - vx. Then

U)W~ U\ = Ufw) * Vyng = Z SR <$Es§5'2] 'W*"ﬁ>
il,ig,...,ikEZ>0
— tn [77/] . + tn—’itiQ . tlk [n—’i7’i2,...,ik] .
Tg Vu-—np 2 e \ T8, B VnmB )

iEZgn, i2,...,ik€Z>0
at least one non-zero
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where we have substituted : = n —¢; and extracted the term with 7, 75, . . ., 7, = 0 from the sum.
[n—i,ia,...,ix)

Now t"x[ﬁn] “Vunp € Vyand x5 " """ vy _ng € V), forv = p—iff + Z;Lz i;3;. Now

k

(W) (w) = A= (") (@B) + (w") (Z ij@') > A —i(w")"(B),

j=2

but (w”)~'(B) > 0, so we must have i > 0 for v to be a weight of V. So we can take 7 to be
in the range 0 < i < n. If u = v, then i = Z;?:z i;;, but wg (i;5;) = 0 and ws(if) < 0, so

i,41,...,i = 0. Hence the V,, 7 component of w,,w - vy € V7 is just gl Vy—np-

[n] [n]

— n — 1 —
Now V), z = Zv,, so t"xs" - v,—ng = mu, for some integer m. Also x" 5 - v, € V57 =

[n] Y : /
Zvy—np, SO T_j - v, = M'Vy_ng for some integer m'. Hence

mm'v,_ng = mx[j% - ["gx["] Vpeng = " Vp—ng

by Lemmald.2lfor o = —f3, since p —nfB— 3 ¢ wts(V)asw=(p—nB—8) = wH{wh—p) =
A —w™1B > \. Hence t" = mm’ is an integer, so t is an integer.

_4n
v, =12

Now
k
)@ = xa(t) | [ xe (t) Tp@” = xa()Tgugun @,
=2

where w () = 1, Xwgs: (ti) € Ugwry. Now x(t)wWg € G(Z), so

un @ vy = (xp(t) W) "+ (U@ - v)) € Va,

and 50 () € Uy (Z) by induction. Hence ) = Xg(t)ﬁgu(wn)ibﬁ_l € Uw)(Z). O

7. FURTHER INTEGRALITY RESULTS

7.1. Integrality of finite dimensional unipotent groups. For this section, we assume that A
has finite type. In this case, A is a Cartan matrix and g is a finite dimensional semi-simple
Lie algebra over Q. The group construction in Section [3| can be carried out with the same
external data: a highest weight representation V' with highest weight A, a Z-form of the universal
enveloping algebra (constructed by Cartier and Kostant, see [Kos66]) and a lattice V in V
(called an admissible lattice in [[Che93|]).

The group G(Q) is then a semi-simple algebraic group and G(Q) =~ G(Q), where G7(Q) is
Chevalley’s group scheme, now known as the Chevalley—Demazure group scheme ([Che05l]).

Our construction of the group G(Q) does not explicitly involve a lattice L between the root
lattice and the weight lattice, as in Chevalley’s construction. With the assumption that the set of
weights of V' contains all the fundamental weights, our group G(Q) coincides with Chevalley’s
simply connected group Gz(Q).

As a corollary of Theorem[1.2, we have the following.
13



Corollary 7.1. Suppose that the matrix A has finite type. Suppose also that the set of weights
of V' contains all the fundamental weights. Then the unipotent subgroup U of G(Q) is integral.

Proof. Since A has finite type, the Weyl group W is finite. Moreover, W contains the longest
element, denoted w,, which flips all positive roots to negative roots. That is ®,,, = A™, which
gives U, = U. Combining this with Theorem [[.2]and Lemmal.1] it follows that U is integral.

O

7.2. Integrality of groups generated by commutating real root subgroups. We can now
prove the result from Section[lthat gives integrality of subgroups of U generated by commuting
real root groups.

Theorem Let U be the positive unipotent subgroup of G = G*(Q). If M is a subgroup of
U generated by commuting real root subgroups, then M is integral.

Proof. Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that

u = Xg,(ts,) X8, (ts,) - Xon (tay) € M

is the shortest word such that u - Vz = Vg but u ¢ U(Z). By Corollary [4.3] we must have
N > 1. Now Q := {1, P2, ..., On} S AT is a finite set of real roots whose corresponding
root subgroups commute with each other. By part (b) of Lemmal[5.2] there exists w € W such
that @ N @,y # . Using the commutating of the real root groups Ug,, we can rearrange the
product above as

u= u( yul® = uay

where u,, Hﬁegmq)(w) xs(ts) and ul® Hﬁeﬂ\¢(w) X5 (ts)-

Now we have

UW - vy = u(w)u(w)iﬁ SUN = U)W - (W Ly vy).

But @ 'u@ € U, so @ 'u@ - vy = vy by LemmaB.2l So u(@ - vy = uid - vy € V7. But
Utw) is strongly integral with respect to @ - v, by Theorem[L.2} so w(,) € U(Z).

Hence ) ~! € U(Z) and so

Vz—u( Vz)—u Vz—VZ
Since N @, is nonempty, u®) = Hﬁeﬂ\<1><w) Xﬁ(tﬁ) is a shorter word than u and so our
assumption implies u(*) € U(Z). But now u = u(,)u™) € U(Z), which is a contradiction. [

7.3. Integrality of subgroups of U in the rank 2 Kac-Moody case. We start with a method
for constructing infinite-dimensional integral unipotent subgroups.

Proposition 7.2. Let Q) = U;o:l ), < A% where )y < Qy < - -+ and assume that each Uq,, is
integral. Then Uq = (U, | a € Q) is integral.
14



Proof. Take u € Ug withu - V; = V7. Then u = HZN:1 X3, (a;) for some f5; € Q, a; € Q. But
now the finite set of roots {1, ..., Sy} must be contained in €2, for some n. Hence u € Ugq,,
which is an integral subgroup. So u € G(Z). O

One way to construct such sets is by taking a sequence of simple reflections w;,, w;,, . ..
such that every initial subsequence gives a reduced word w;, - --w;, € W. Then each group
Ultw;, -~w,,) is integral by Theorem[[.2l Now take

oo
= U (I)(wn"'wm) = {O‘ilv Wiy Qiyy Wiy Wipg Qg - vy Wiy Wiy * - Wiy, Wiy Xy - - }
n=1

Then the subgroup Uj, is integral.

Now suppose that g has rank 2. A detailed description of the structure of A™ and U in rank 2
can be found in [[CKMS21|]. We define

Ql = {Oél, w109, WiWol1, .. } and QQ = {Oég, Woty, WoW10Q9, .. }

In fact, €2; (resp. €25) is the set of all positive real roots on the lower (resp. upper) branches of
the hyperbolas defined in [CKMS21]].

In this case U = Uy* Uy, where for i = 1, 2, the groups U; := Ug,, are abelian if A is symmetric,
and nilpotent of class 2 if A is not symmetric (see [CKMS21]).

The following theorem follows immediately from Proposition

Theorem [IL3l Suppose that G(Q) has rank 2 with U = Uy* Us, where U; = Uq,. Then the
groups U, are integral.
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