arXiv:2403.01285v2 [math.RA] 8 Mar 2024

m=-SYSTEMS AND THE EMBEDDING PROBLEM FOR RANK 2 KAC-MOODY
LIE ALGEBRAS

IRFAN HABIB AND CHAITHRA P

ABSTRACT. w-systems are fundamental in the study of Kac-Moody Lie algebras since
they arise naturally in the embedding problems. Dynkin introduced them first and
showed how they also appear in the classification of semisimple subalgebras of a
semisimple Lie algebra. In this article, we explicitly classify the 7-systems associated
to rank 2 Kac-Moody Lie algebras and prove that in most of the cases they are lin-
early independent. This classification allows us to determine the root generated sub-
algebras and which in turn determines all possible Kac-Moody algebras that can be
embedded in a rank 2 Kac-Moody algebra as subalgebras generated by real root vec-
tors. Additionally, following the work of Naito we provide examples illustrating how
Borcherds Kac-Moody algebras can also be embedded inside a rank 2 Kac-Moody
algebra.

1. INTRODUCTION

In one of his influential papers, Dynkin classified semisimple subalgebras of fi-
nite dimensional semisimple Lie algebras (see [11]). An important key ingredient
to achieve this goal was the study and classification of so-called symmetric regular
subalgebras; these are, by definition, invariant under the action of a fixed Cartan
subalgebra and the corresponding set of roots is symmetric. Furthermore, for a given
finite-dimensional semisimple Lie algebra g with set of roots A, Dynkin obtained
bijective correspondences between the following sets:

(1) the set of symmetric regular subalgebras of g,
(2) the set of (linearly independent) 7- systems of A contained in AT,
(3) the set of closed subroot systems of A.

Using this correspondence, Dynkin reduced the problem of classifying symmetric
regular subalgebras to the combinatorial problem of classifying closed subroot sys-
tems. The classification of closed subroot systems can be obtained from the classi-
tication of maximal closed subroot systems, which has been achieved in [4]. More-
over, any symmetric regular subalgebra corresponds to a Cartan-invariant semisim-
ple subalgebra of g. This, in principle, finishes the classification of regular semisimple
subalgebras of a finite dimensional semisimple Lie algebra.
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The analogue picture for an arbitrary Kac-Moody algebra g fails and first coun-
terexamples can be constructed even for low rank untwisted affine Lie algebras. Al-
though the structure of symmetric regular subalgebras is not completely determined
by the combinatorics of their root systems, the first step in understanding them is to
investigate the combinatorial picture. For symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebras, it is
a tough ask to classify all the Cartan invariant subalgebras. Almost after 70 years of
Dynkin’s work, Roy and Venkatesh classified the closed subroot systems of an affine
root system and proved that similar results to Dynkin hold for affine Lie algebras (see
[22, Theorem 11.3.1] for a precise statement). This discovery is very instigating and
prompts us to ask whether similar phenomena holds for a general Kac-Moody Lie
algebra. Before discussing about the existing literature for the general Kac-Moody
case, we point out that there are attempts to understand the regular subalgebras of
an affine Kac-Moody algebra both from an algebraic and combinatorial point of view.
In [2] the authors classified the maximal graded subalgebras of an affine Kac-Moody
algebra. Anna Felikson et al. started the classification of regular subalgebras of affine
Kac-Moody algebras (which are related to the closed subroot systems of real affine
root systems) in [14] combinatorially and it was completed in [22], see also [19]. They
also provide the complete list of maximal rank root subroot systems of an affine root
system [14, Table 1].

For a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra, the key initial results about 7-systems
and regular subalgebras were obtained by Morita in [20] and Naito in [21]. Morita
classified certain rank 2 subsystems of a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra using
linearly independent m-systems. Naito, on the other hand, generalized the definition
including imaginary roots in a 7-system. With this extended definition, he showed
that even algebras of Borcherds Kac-Moody type can be embedded inside a Kac-
Moody algebra. We demonstrate this fact in Section 4.2 by examples. Feingold and
Nicolai rediscovered the definition of a m-system to study subalgebras of Hyperbolic
Kac-Moody algebra in [13]. They relaxed the condition of linear independence but
imposed the restriction that a 7-system contains positive real roots only. In the same
paper, using the m-system technique, they produced several families of indefinite
type subalgebras of a hyperbolic Kac-Moody algebra. Carbone et al. studied the
embedding problem in [7] and they provided a simpler proof of the following Theo-
rem which is originally from Naito. This Theorem shows how m-systems are closely
related to the embedding problem.

Theorem ([7, 21]). Let A be a finite GCM and X be a linearly independent m-system in g(A).
Let B = By, be the GCM corresponding to ¥ and g(B) be the Kac-Moody algebra. Then there
exists an embedding of Lie algebras g(B) — g(A).

Very recently, Irfan et al. in [15] proved that Dynkin’s results hold in the sym-
metrizable Kac-Moody setting. In particular, they proved that the classification of
root generated subalgebras is equivalent to the classification of 7-systems consisting
of real positive roots. In general, for a closed subroot system ¥ (see Definition 2), the
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m-system II(¥) associated with ¥ is neither finite nor linearly independent. Even if
II(\) is finite but not linearly independent, the algebra g'( B w)) (see Section 2.4) has
more relations than the usual relations plus the Serre relations as pointed out in [17,
Page 14, Comment 1]. This makes the study of the root generated subalgebras quite
challenging. In [15] the authors identified the extra relations by determining the ker-
nel of the map g'(Brw)) — 9(A). They proved that the kernel of the abovementioned
map is contained in the centre of g'(Bry)) and thus no essential information about
the roots is lost. It seems that [15] is the first article in the literature that explicitly
deals with infinite 7-systems in the context of the embedding problem.

Nevertheless, the study of m-systems holds significance in its own right. They are
widely used in physics to understand the regular embedding problem; see [5, 12, 16]
for an exposition. The real roots and the representations of £, have been shown to
correspond to the fields of 11 dimensional supergravity at low levels [8]. Viswanath
proved that the Lie algebra £, contains a regular subalgebra isomorphic to AE;5 [24].
This reflects the inclusion of Einstein gravity into 11-dimensional supergravity. Later
in [7, Theorem 6.2] the authors proved that all 7-systems of type AEs in E;, are conju-
gate (upto negatives) under the Weyl group of E,(, indicating that there is a canonical
inclusion of Einstein gravity into 11- dimensional supergravity. We also remark that
there is another way to embed AEj; into Ey via the gravity truncation method of [9].
In [17] the authors studied the solutions with non-zero electric field determined by
geometric configurations (n,,, g3),n < 10 and they showed that these solutions are
associated to rank g regular subalgebras of F.

The lack of detailed information about 7-systems and regular subalgebras beyond
the affine case motivates us to study the 7-systems of rank 2 Kac-Moody Lie algebra
g. We shall use the explicit description of real roots given in [18]. To understand the
symmetric subalgebras generated by real root vectors of g, it is enough to understand
the m-systems contained in the positive real roots (c.f. [15, Theorem 1]). The complete
classification of such m-systems is achieved in Theorem 3. In [6, Table 2] the authors
listed the GCM for all rank 2 subroot systems of g. Along with [15, Theorem 1] their
classification describes the possible Cartan types of the root generated subalgebras of
g. Our classification aids in determining the structure and Cartan types of these sub-
algebras in a more explicit fashion by determining the Cartan matrix of a given root
generated subalgebra, as summarized in Table 1. Additionally, we go one step further
and completely classify the m-systems in rank 2, including those containing negative
roots. The complete classification of 7-systems has been obtained in Theorem 4 by
determining precisely when a sum of two real roots is a root (real or imaginary). It is
worth noting that the article [6] has already determined when such sums give rise to
real roots. Finally, we extend our analysis to include the non-reduced affine case in
the appendix.

The paper is organised as follows: Let g be a rank 2 Kac-Moody algebra. In Section 2
we recall the necessary definitions and properties of Kac-Moody algebras, especially
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for rank 2 Kac-Moody algebras. We also explain how 7-systems appear naturally in
the embedding problem. In Section 3 we classify the linearly independent 7-systems
of g and describe the root generated subalgebras upto isomorphism. In Section 4
we classify all the 7-systems of g. In Appendix 5 we describe the 7m-systems of the
non-reduced affine Lie algebra of rank 2.

This research was greatly facilitated by experiments carried out in the computa-
tional algebra systems SageMath [23].

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations. Throughout this paper we denote by C the field of complex numbers
and by Z (resp. Z., N, R) the set of integers (resp. non-negative, positive integers,
real numbers).

2.2. Kac-Moody algebras. Let A = (a;;) be a symmetrizable generalized Cartan ma-
trix (GCM in short) of order n and let g(A) be the corresponding Kac-Moody Lie
algebra with Cartan subalgebra h(A). Then g(A) is generated as a Lie algebra by
h(A), ef = e;(A)*, i = 1,2, n satisfying the relations

[h, W] =0, [h,ef] = 2a;(h)e, ef e;] =60, h,h' € h(A), i=1,2,---,n,

[ 1

(ade;)' " %i(e;) =0, 1 <i+#j<n,

where {aY, oy, -+, )} and {a1, aq, - - - , o, } are linearly independent subsets of (A)
and h(A)* respectively such that (ozj,oz;/> = a;;. For A\ € h(A)* and h € ph(A), we
denote the usual pairing by ()\ h).

Let A(A) (resp. Ae(A), Ain(A)) be the set of all roots (resp. real roots, imaginary
roots) of g(A) with respect to f)( ). Let (-, -) 4 be the symmetric, invariant bilinear form

on g. Then we have
A(A)={a e A:(a,a)a >0}, Am(A) ={aeA:(a,a)s <0}.

We choose a Borel subalgebra b(A) of g(A) and denote by A*(A) (resp. A~(A)) the
set of all positive (resp. negative) roots of g(A). We also define

AZ(A) 1= AZ(A) N Aw(A), AE(A) = AT(A) N Ap(A).

Let W(A) be the Weyl group of g(A) which is a Coxeter group generated by re-
flections s,, € A (A). For a subset S C A,(A4), set Ws(S) := (sg : € 5). Let
{a1(A), as(A),- -, a,(A)} be the set of all simple roots of g(A). We denote by Q)(A)

(resp. Q*(A)) the set of all Z (resp. Z..) linear combination of a;(A), az(A), - -+, an(A).

Most of the times, we shall suppress the matrix A and write g, A, A™ etc for g(A), A(A), AT(A)
etc when A is clear from the context. In general, determining which elements of )

is a root is a tough ask but we have a good description of roots when A is of finite,

affine or hyperbolic type ([18, Proposition 5.10]).

Lemma 1. Let A be a GCM of finite, affine or hyperbolic type. Then
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(1) the set of all real roots of g is given by

{a:Zk‘iai €Q: (o) >OtmclM

Z Ni<i<
2 (@,0) € Zfora _]_n},

(2) and the set of all imaginary roots of g is given by {a € Q\{0} : (o, ) < 0}.

Definition 1. A h-invariant Lie subalgebra of g is called a reqular subalgebra. Given a
regular subalgebra s, we define

A(s) :={a e A:(gaNs) #0}, As)e :=A(8) N A, S0 :=0aN8, @ € A(s)
to be the set of roots of s with respect to h. We call s symmetric if A(s) = —A(s).

Given a subset ¥ C A, we define g(V) to be the subalgebra of g generated by
Tia, o € U, where z,, € g4, iS any non-zero root vector. Note that g(¥) is always
a regular subalgebra of g. A regular subalgebra s is called a root generated subalgebra
if s = g(V) for some ¥ C A, with ¥ = —W. The roots of regular subalgebras satisfy
certain combinatorial properties that we encode in the following definition.

Definition 2. A non-empty subset ¥ C A is called
e asubroot system if s,(5) € ¥ forallao € YN A™and § € V.

e real closed or closed if ¥ C A™ and the condition holds
a+peAN® a,feV = a+ eV
e closed subroot system if it is real closed and a subroot system.

When g is finite dimensional, Dynkin [11] proved that semisimple subalgebras of
g are in one to one correspondence to the closed subroot systems of A. Moreover,
it is well known that there is a one to one correspondence between closed subsets
of A and the regular subalgebras of g (see [10, Proposition 4.1] for the precise state-
ment). Almost 70 years later, Roy et al. proved that similar result to Dynkin holds
when g is of affine type in [22]. Very recently, the authors extended the results for all
symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebras in [15].

In a first step, it is natural to attack the problem of understanding the structure
of regular subalgebras in a purely combinatorial way. The classification of subsets
defined above is quite challenging and wide open for Kac-Moody algebras. In par-
ticular cases, for example when A is a finite root system, ¥ is a maximal real closed
subroot system or a symmetric real closed subset of the roots of an (extended) affine
Lie algebra, classifications are given in the literature (see for example [3, 10, 19, 22]
and references therein). For future reference, we end this subsection with the follow-
ing Lemma which can be found in [15].

Lemma 2. Ifa;; < =2 foralli # j, then o + 3 ¢ A™ for any o, f € A™. In particular, any
subset U C A is real closed.
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2.3. Rank 2 Kac-Moody algebras. Let A = ( % ), a > bis a GCM of order 2. The
matrix A is of finite (resp. affine) type if and only if det(A) > 0 (resp. det(A) = 0) and
hyperbolic type otherwise. The positive real roots of g = g(A) are given by [15]

A:_e = {CjOél —+ dj+10é2, Cir109 —+ djOéQ . j S Z+} (1)
where c;, d; are non-negative integers given by the recurrence relations:
Cht2 + Cp = adpq1, dypgo +d =bcppr, co=dy=0, c; =d; =1. ()

The next Lemma is easy to prove by induction.
Lemma 3. For Elllj S Z+ we have Coj+1 = d2j+1 and Coj = %dgj.

The symmetric invariant bilinear form on h* is given by
2a
b Y

(O(l, Oél) == 27 (Oég, a2) = (Oél, a2) = —a.

For convenience, we define
Bl = cjon +djp1a0, B3 =cipion +djas, jE L. 3)
We shall call a root of the form 3/ (resp. 3}) a root of type I (resp. type I1).
Throughout this article for a rank 2 GCM A = ( 2, "), we shall assume that a > b.

2.4. m-systems and embedding problem. In this subsection we shall recall the im-
portance of m-systems in the embedding problem for Kac-Moody Lie algebras. We
begin with the following definition.

Definition 3. A subset ¥ C A, is called a 7-system of A (or simply a m-system) if
a—p ¢ Aforall o, 5 € 3.

Example 1. The set of simple roots of a Kac-Moody algebra is a m-system. If g is a
finite dimensional simple Lie algebra and X is a set of simple roots of g, then ¥ :=
Yo U {—0} is a m-system, where 6 is the highest root of g with respect to 3.

We emphasize that there is no uniform definition of a m-system in the literature. In
[11] a m-system is required to be linearly independent and in [13] a m-system does not
need to be linearly independent, however should contain only positive roots. The
authors of [7] drop both restrictions.

Given a finite w-system ¥ = {3y, 52, - -, B/}, we can define a matrix By, = (b;;)
where b;; = (B;,5;). It is well known that By, is a GCM (see e.g. [7]). In the sec-
ond example above, the matrix By, is the matrix of the untwisted affine Lie algebra
associated to g. The following Lemma shows how 7-systems naturally arise in the
embedding problem for Kac-Moody algebras. The proof is easy and we supply the
details for completeness.

Lemma 4. Let A and B be GCMs of order n and m respectively. Assume that there is an
injective Lie algebra homomorphism 1 : g(B) — g(A) such that the (e (B)) are real root
vectors in g(A) foreachi =1,2,--- ,m. Then B = By, for a unique m-system ¥ C A (A).
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Proof. Leti(g(B)) =sandlet{Sy, 2, , B} C A, besuch thati(ef (B)) € g(A)gs,, i =
1,2,---,m.Itis clear that s = g(A)(¥), where V is the real closed subroot system of
A(A) generated by {3, : © = 1,2,--- ,m}. The proof is now completed by [15, Theo-
rem 1] (the next Theorem). O

The following Theorem extends the results in [11, 22] and serves as a bridge be-
tween the algebraic and combinatorial side for symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebras.

Theorem. [15] Let g be a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra. We have the following bijec-
tions

{ T — systems of A } { real closed subroot } { root generated }
s

contained in A systems of A subalgebras of g
II(W) S v — g(¥)
Ag(S5))re i g(5)

In the same article, the authors proved that for a closed subroot system ¥ of A, we
have g(V) = g(II(¥)). It is natural to ask what kind of structure does the subalgebra
g(\V) posses? It has been proved in [21] (see also [7]) that if II(¥) is linearly inde-
pendent, then g(¥) is indeed isomorphic to the derived algebra of some Kac-Moody
algebra. There are examples where II(V) is neither finite nor linearly independent.
In this article, we shall prove that for a rank 2 Kac-Moody algebra g, any m-system
¥ C A{ is linearly independent. The following Lemma holds for any rank and for
completeness, we supply the details.

Lemma 5. If g is of finite type, then any m-system ¥ C A" of g is linearly independent.

Proof. Let ) .5 coa = 0.If ¥ is not linearly independent, then there exists o, a; €
such that c¢,, > 0 and ¢,, < 0. Separating the indices for which ¢, > 0 from those for
which ¢, < 0, we can rewrite thisas ) t,a = ) sg/f where t,,, s are all non-negative,
each a, # occurring in the above expression are positive roots and the set of a’s and
fB's are disjoint. Set v = > t,a. Then (v,7) = >, stass(a, ) < 0 and thus v = 0. In
particular, we have ¢, = sz = 0 for all «, 5. O

Although there is an explicit description of real roots of a rank 2 Kac-Moody al-
gebra, straightforward induction is not the correct tool to use to prove the results.
Instead, we will employ the following simple yet highly effective version of the in-
duction method for the majority of the proofs.

Lemma 6. Let A be a subset of 7. such that
there exists k € Z such that k. k+1 € A,

jeEA=j+2€c Aforany j >k € Z,. (9
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then we have A O {k,k+ 1,k +2,---}.

3. CLASSIFICATIONS OF LINEARLY INDEPENDENT 7-SYSTEMS

In this section we shall classify the linearly independent w-systems of rank 2 Kac-
Moody Lie algebras. Throughout the section we assume that A = (2 ") so that
a,b € Nand a > b. Let g = g(A) be the corresponding Kac-Moody Lie algebra. The
main result of this Section is the following Theorem.

Theorem. Let A = ( 2, ") be a generalized Cartan matrix such that either b > 2 or b = 1
and a > 5. Then every m-system > C A of g(A) satisfies |X| < 2.If |S| = 2, then ¥ is of the
form X = {3, 5} for some j, k € Z.. In particular, ¥ is linearly independent. Conversely,

(1) ifb > 2, then X = {3, 85} is a w-system for any j, k € Z..
(2) ifb=1and a > 5, then ¥ = { 3], 85} is a w-system if and only if (j, k) # (1,0).

O

We point out that along with [15, Theorem 1], the statement |X| < 2 for any =-

system ¥ C A} has been previously observed in [6, Theorem 4.8]. Our aim is to

classify explicitly the m-systems and use the classification to obtain all the root gener-

ated subalgebras of g upto isomorphism along with their associated GCM. The fact

that ¥ is linearly independent holds if A is of finite type by Lemma 5. Hence we can
assume that A is not of finite type.

Till Section 4, we shall assume either b > 2 or b = 1 and a > 5. We postpone the remaining
case b =1 and a = 4 in the appendix. Note that we always have ab > 4.

Using [/, Theorem 3.1] we obtain the classification of the linearly independent 7-
systems as a corollary of the above Theorem.

Corollary 1. Let A = ( % ") be a generalized Cartan matrix and g(A) be the corresponding
Kac-Moody algebra. Let X be a linearly independent m-system in A. Then either |¥| = 1 or
there exists w € W and %, a m-system defined by Theorem 3, such that either wY = ¥ or
wr = —20.

Theorem 3 also determines the structure of root generated subalgebras of g(A), see
[7, 15] for their importance.

Corollary 2. If U is a closed subroot system of A, then the root generated subalgebra g(\V) is
isomorphic to the derived subalgebra of a rank 2 Kac-Moody Lie algebra.

The rest of this Section is devoted to prove Theorem 3. We point out that there
is another way to obtain the positive real roots of g(A) by applying the Weyl group
elements to the simple roots {ay, o, } and they are related by

BF = (s251)"(a2), BT = (s251)"s2(on),

B3" = (s152) (o), B = (s182)"s1(0).

(4)



w-SYSTEMS AND THE EMBEDDING PROBLEM FOR RANK 2 KAC-MOODY LIE ALGEBRAS 9

The following Lemma can be found in [1, 5], see also [6, Lemma 3.1,3.5] for more
details.
Lemma 7. The sequences c;, d;, j € Z, satisfy
(1) Coj < C2j41 < C2j542 and de < d2j+1 < d2j+2f07’ allj c Z+ lfb > 2.
(2) Cojy1 < Co5 < C2j43 < 02j+2f07’ allj >1 and dgj < dgj_l < d2j+2 < d2j+1 fOV all
Jj=>2ifb=1anda >5.
Considering the values of {c;,d; : 1 = 0,1} and d,, we obtain that all following the sequences
C2j, C2jt+1, doj, dajr1, J € Zy are strictly increasing.
3.1. Note that from the recurrence relations 2 we obtain
Cpis = (ab - 1)Ck+1 — CLdk, dk+3 = (CLb — 1)dk+1 — bck. (5)
The next couple of Lemmas provide essential inequalities to prove Theorem 3.
Lemma 8. The inequalities
bci + adi—i—l — abckdkH + abck — 2adk+1 +a < 0, and

bci—i—l + &di — abdkckH — 2b0k+1 + abdk + b S 0,
hold
(1) forallk > 1ifb > 2,
(2) forall k > 2ifb=1and a > 5.
Proof. For k = 2 the above expressions become a(4 — ab) and b(4 — ab) respectively
and for k = 3, they both become a + b — ab(ab — 3). It is easy to see that they are both

non-positive integers by the given conditions. Now assume that both the equations
hold for some k > 2. Using the recurrence 2 and relations in Equation 5 we have

bcz+2 + adz+3 - abck+2dk+3 + abck+2 - 2adk+3 +a

=bc; + ady . — aberdyy1 + abey, — 2adgyy + a+a(4 — ab)dyyy

'

and
bei s+ adi o — abdiciis — 2bcyis + abdyz + b

= bchrl + adz — abdycry1 — 2bcky1 + abdy, + b+b(4 — ab)cyyq

g

Both the bracketed terms are < 0 by induction hypothesis and the remaining term
is also non-positive since ab > 4. Thus the set of integers for which both the equations
hold, satisties the property (x) of Lemma 6 for £ = 2 and therefore both hold for £ > 2.
Now it is easy to check that both of the inequalities are satisfied for £k = 1if b > 2.
This completes the proof. O

Lemma 9. For all k > 0 the following strict inequalities hold.
chJrl + adi — abcgy1dy, + abegyy — 2ady, +a > 0, (6)
bcz + omliJrl — abeydpy — 2bcg 4+ abdgiq + b > 0. (7)
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Proof. For k = 0 both the equations become a + b + ab and for k = 1, they become a?b
and ab® respectively and clearly they are positive integers. Now using the recurrence
2 and relations in Equation 5 we have

bci+3 + aaliJr2 — abcgisdyyo + abcgys — 2ady9 + a

= bciﬂ + ad} — abcgy1dy, + abcgy1 — 2ady, 4 a 4 ab(ab — 4)cpy1 + a(4 — ab)dy

= bciﬂ + adi — abcpy1dy + abc 1 — 2ady, + ci—l—a(ab — 4)dg 1o

-~

and

bcz+2 + adi+3 - abck+2dk+3 — 260k+2 + abdk+3 + b
= bck + omlzJrl — abcgdy1 — 2bcy, + abdyy1 + b+ b(4 — ab)cg + ab(ab — 4)dg1q
=bc; + omliJrl — abcgdy1 — 2bey, + abdy1 + b+b(ab — 4)cpio

~~

Both the bracketed terms are > 0 by induction hypothesis and the remaining term is
also non-negative since ab > 4. Now the proof is completed by Lemma 6. O

Relations in 4 give us a convenient way to write the sum (and the difference) of
two real positive roots as (without loss of generality assume j > k)
£ 512j =(s951)" (a2 £ 52(] )» T 52]“ = 5a(s152)" (a1 £ ﬁg(j_k))
3 B =(s192)" (o £ 537 >, B = i) (BT @)
P AU =(s991) (0n £ 577 )» 3 £ B = (s190) (£ BV,
Other cases can be checked similarly. In any case, the element 3] + 35 is W conjugate

to either oy &+ 3 or ap & 3} for some r,s € Z,. Similarly, considering the sum and
difference of roots of different types, we obtain

512j + 522k = (Slsg)k((8281)j+k042 + Oél) 512] + sz—l—l (8182)k81(81<8281)j+k062 + 042),

B%’fﬂ + 52j = (5231)k32(0z1 + (8281)]+k32o‘1)=

2k+1 + 62]4-1 )j—i—k—i—l

= 52(5182)k(a1 + (8281 Oég).

)
In any case, the element 3] + 8% is IV conjugate to either a; & 3} or a, + 35 for some

r,s € Ly.

Proposition 1. Let the roots 8F, i = 1,2 and k € Z, be given by Equation 3. Then the
following hold for i = 1,2. If

(1) b > 2, then the difference 3] — BF is an imaginary root for j # k and the difference
B1 — 8% is never a root for any j, k € Z..
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(2) b=1and a > 5, then B — B¥ is an imaginary root when |j — k| > 1. Moreover,
B! — B7*' is a real root. However, the difference 3 — % is a root if and only if it is a
real root if and only if j = 1 and k = 0.

In particular, 3] — B¥ is always a root for j # k, i = 1,2.

Proof. We first prove both the statements concerning the difference of the roots of
same type namely the case when 3/ — 3 for i = 1,2 can be a root. Let y1, = ay — B
and vy = a; — 5, k € Z,. It is clear from Equations in 8 that it is enough to prove
that
(1) p and vy, are both imaginary roots for k > 1if b > 2,
(2) p and vy, are both imaginary roots for £ > 2 and a real root for k = 1,if b =1
and a > 5.

Then we have

2
(uk, ,uk) = g <bcz + Cldi_H - abckdkﬂ + abck — 2adk+1 + CL) s

b
By Lemma 8, both (4, 1) and (v, 1) are < 0 forall k > 1if b > 2 and for all k¥ > 2 if
b=1and a > 5. Rest follows from the fact that ;; and v; are both real roots if b = 1.
Now we shall consider the case of the difference of two roots of different type. Let
wr = ay — B, vy = ag — By, k € Z,. Using relations in 9, it is enough to prove that
(pg, poe) > 0, (vg,vy) > 0forall £ > 0 and
(1) v, is never a root,
(2) pr isnotarootif b > 2,
(3) prisarootifandonlyif k =1ifa > 5,b = 1.
Note that we have

2
(,uk, Mk) = g <bci + CLdz_H - CLbde]H_l — QbCk + CLbdk_H + b) s

2
(vk, V) = = (bciJrl + adi — abcgi1dy — 2bcgq + abdy, + b) )

2
(Vg, k) = 5 <bcz+1 + ad? — abcgy1dy, + abegyy — 2ady, + a),

and both are positive by Lemma 9. If b > 2, then y, and v}, are not roots by Lemma
2. It remains to prove that if « > 5 and b = 1, then v}, is not a root and -, is a root if
and only if £ = 1. By [6, Theorem 3.6], the alternative description of the real positive
roots in 4 and Lemma 7, among all the roots

)s—i— )s+ )s—i— s+t+1a2

(8251 tOéz — Qq, (5182 t51042 — O, 01 — (5251 tSzOéla ay — (5281)

only oy — (s251)° T sac; is a real root if and only if s = ¢ = 0. In particular, only sy, can
be a root and it is a root if and only if £ = 1. This also implies that v, is never a root.
This completes the proof. O
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We are now ready to prove Theorem 3, the main Theorem of this Section.

Proof of Theorem 3: Let ¥ C A be a 7-system in A. By Proposition 1 it can not
contain two roots of same type. Hence ¥ = {3}, B3} for some k, j € Z, and therefore
22| < 2. Conversely, if b > 1, then by Proposition 1, we have that ¥ = {3/, 35} is a
m-system for any k,j € Z,.If b= 1and a > 5, then & = {7/, 85} is a 7-system if and
only if (7, k) # (1, 0). This completes the proof.

3.2. Inthis subsection we shall completely classify (upto isomorphism) the root gen-
erated subalgebras of g along with their types using our classification of m-systems
in Theorem 3. Again, we point out that along with [15, Theorem 1], the generalized
Cartan matrix types of root generated subalgebras have been listed in [6, Table 2]. In
this Section, we determine precisely the types of the root generated subalgebras g(X)
where ¥ is defined by Theorem 3. This will give a more explicit description of the
root generated subalgebras. We begin with the following Lemma.

Lemma 10. Let the roots 3F, i = 1,2 and k € 7. be defined by Equation 3. Define two
sequences 1; and vy, for j € Z, by
nj = _< {7 (58)\/>7 Vi = _< 22j7 (ﬁ?)v>
Then both the sequences &; := 1, ; := 19,41 satisfy the recurrence relation
a; = (CLb — 2)6Lj_1 — Gj—2
with different initial conditions

fo=a,& =alab—3); G = (ab—2), (1 = (¢F —2).
Moreover, we have avy; = b€;, n; is constant for a = b = 2 and

m<ng<mny<me<ns<--- ifb=1and a>25,
Mo <m <mg<--- otherwise.

Proof. It is easy to see that the sequences ; and (; satisfy the above recurrence since
by [6, Lemma 2.1], both ¢y, daj11, j € Z4 satisfy the same recurrence and §; = cyj42 —
c2j, ¢ = dajy3 — dyjr1. Using the recurrence 2, a simple computation shows that
Nj+1 — 1; = Cj43 — Ciy1 + ¢; — ¢j+2. Note that comparing with the inequalities in [6,
Lemma 3.1] we can only conclude that n;; > 7, for all j € Z, . Instead, again using
the recurrences in 2, we obtain

N1 == {(b KA S (10
(@ —2)dyry3 + (b—2)coro  if j =2r + 1.
Thus 7; is constant if a = b = 2. If (a,b) # (2,2) and b # 1, we have 1,1 > n; for all
Jj > 0.Forb=1and a > 5, using Equation 10, a straightforward computations show
that
Mok+1 = Nok—2 = dogi1 — dog—1 + dop—3 > 0, and
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N2r+1 — Nor = dar—1 — dary1 <0,
forall £ > 2 and r > 1. Itis trivial to check that 7; < 1y < 13 and therefore 71 < 1y <
Ng < M2 < N5 < --- as required. The fact ay; = b¢; follows from an easy computation.
This completes the proof. O

The following Lemma is crucial to classify the root generated subalgebras upto
isomorphism.

Lemma 11. Let the roots ¥, i = 1,2 and k € 7, be defined by Equation 3. If j # k mod 2,
then the following hold.

(1) (51, (85)") = (B3, (8])") for all j.k € Zy..
(2) if j+k =L+, then (B, (B5)") = (B, (B2)")-
Proof. (1) follows from the fact (5{,3]) = (85,55) if j # k mod 2 (cf. Equation 4).
Note that to prove (2) it is enough to show that (5, (35)¥) = (8/™, (85~ 1)) for all
J € Z4 and k > 1. First assume that j = 2s and k£ = 2r + 1 for some r, s € Z,. Using
Equation 4, a direct computations shows that
<6{> (5§)V> = 2d2(r+8)+1 - bCZ(r+S)+2> < {+1> 5_1> = 202(r+8)+1 - ad2(7’+8)+2

If j =25+ 1and k = 2r, then again we have

<5{7 (ﬁg) > - 202(7’"‘1‘8) 1= ad2 (r+s)+2> <B]+1 - > = 2d2(7’+s)+1 - bc2(r+s)+2
Now the result follows from Lemma 3. O

The following easy Lemma deals with the case when j = %k mod 2. It is easy to
prove and has interesting consequences.

Lemma 12. Let the roots 3, i = 1,2 and k € Z. be defined by Equation 3. Then the
following hold.

(1) If j = k mod 2, then (B, 65) = (BT, g5 forall j € Zy and k > 1,
(2) The sequence ( k(B9 is decreasing and is strictly decreasing if ab > 4.
(3) We have a{[3? (51) ) = b(BF, (BNY) forall k € Z.

Proof. (1) follows from Equation 4 since j = k mod 2. Using recurrence 2, an easy
computation shows that (32", (89)V) = cox — copt2 and

(BT, (83)) — (BT**2,(3)") = (ab — 4)capsa,
and thus (2) is proved. (3) follows from simple computation. O

Remark 1. Assume that j = k mod 2. The above Lemma has the following conse-
quences.

(1) (51, (85)") = (81", (8;7%)¥) and (8%, (8])") = (85" (ﬁj_Q)v%
(@) (B, (B;71)Y) = (B3, (81)Y) and (B5™, (B]71)¥) = (8], (85)").
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(3) Each of the sequences below is decreasing and strictly decreasing if ab > 5 :

(B3 (BY)Y), (BT, (B2)Y), (B3, (B1)Y), rely.

(4) If a > b, then for r € Z, we have

(B (B)Y) < (B (By)") < =1, (B (B3)") < (87" (BY)Y) < —

where the equality holds if and only if » = 0 and b = 1 (for any a).
(5) If a = b, then (B (BY)Y) = (B3, (B1)Y). Moreover, if a # 2, then

(85", (B)Y) > (B, (By)").-
Otherwise i.e. when a = b = 2, we have (57", (89)V) = (B¥ !, (B})V) for all
r € L.

The following Theorem classifies the root generated subalgebras of a rank 2 Kac-
Moody algebra upto isomorphism.

Theorem. Let A = ( % ") bea GCM of rank 2 such that either b > 2 or b = 1 and a > 5.

Let ¥ := {f3], 5%} be the w-system defined in Theorem 3. Let Bs., , be the matrix associated
to the mw-system X; ..

(1) If j # k mod 2, then the matrix By, is symmetric and we have g(>;x) = 9(¥j11,0)

whenever ¥,y ¢ is a m-system. Moreover,

(a) if ab > 5, then g(Xa,11,0) = 9(X2s41,0) if and only if r = s,

(b) l'fCL =b= 2, then 9(227«+170> = 9(223+170>f07’ all TS e Z+.
Conversely, given a symmetric generalized Cartan matrix S = (2, 5), we have
S = By, for some m-system ;. defined above such that j # k mod 2 if and only if
s is a solution of the recurrence relation

an = (ab —2)ap_1 — Gp_o, ag=ab—2, a; = aj — 2.

(2) If j = k mod 2, then the matrix By, is symmetric if and only if a = b and we have

B — Bs, o if j = 0 mod 2,
¥i5 ) By if j # 0 mod 2.

j+k—1,1

Moreover,
(a) we have g(Xa.0) = 9(Xor—11) forall r > 1,

(b) if ab > 5, then g(Xa0) = g(Xasp) ifand only if r = s, r,s € Z,
(c) ifa=0b=2,then g(X9.0) = g(Xes0) forall r,s € Z...



w-SYSTEMS AND THE EMBEDDING PROBLEM FOR RANK 2 KAC-MOODY LIE ALGEBRAS 15

Conversely, given a generalized Cartan matrix C = (2, ~5* ), we have C' = By, , for
some j, k € Z, with j = k mod 2 if and only if (c1, c2) = (2, yn) for somen € Z.

where x,, and y,, are given by the recurrences
Ty = (ab—2)Tp_1 — Tpo, x9=0>b, v1 =bab—3),
Yn = (ab = 2)yn—1 = Yn—2, Yo = a, y1 = alab = 3),

Proof. The statements in (1) follow from Lemma 10 and Lemma 11. To prove (2),
first note that By, , = By, | and thus proving (a). The conclusion in (c) follows

from Remark 1. The only case remains to prove is 2(b). Since 7,;, j € Z is strictly
increasing by Lemma 10, we have g(X0) = g(X2,0) for some k& < r if and only if
Bs,,, = By, ,- Note that By, , = By,  if and only if

(B, (89)") = (B, (B7%)") and (B, (83)") = (B3, (BY)"),
> Cop — Copya = dop, — dopyo and cop — Copyo = doy — doyyo.

Since k < r, using Lemma 3 and Remark 1, we obtain

b
E(CZT - Czr+2) = dy — doyrq2 = <53> ( %T)V> = < 227”’ (68)V>

< (B3F,(BD)Y) = (B3, (BT")Y) = —dojsa + dok = Car — Carpa,

which in turn implies @(c% — Cor4+2) < 0 which is impossible by Lemma 7. This
completes the proof. O

Table 1 summarizes all the results obtained in this Section, the sequences ¢; and ¢
are given by Lemma 10.

Case | m-system X of the form | Subcase | Nature of By, | Form of By, Type

29410 any symmetric (_ch _24" ) Hyperbolic
ab>5 a=b symmetric (_25 5 ) Hyperbolic
2250 - -
a#b | non-symmetric (_25 —gﬁj ) Hyperbolic
1,0 any symmetric ( 2 ) Affine
a=b=2
20,0 any symmetric ( 27 ) Affine

TABLE 1. Root generated subalgebras of g(A)
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4. CLASSIFICATIONS OF m-SYSTEMS

In this Section we aim to classify all the 7-systems of a rank 2 Kac-Moody algebra.
From Theorem 3 it is clear that a 7-system ¥ C A’ satisfies |3| < 4. We shall sys-
tematically investigate the possibilities. Eventually we shall show that any 7-system
¥ satisfies |3| < 2. To understand the 7-system including negative roots, we need to
understand when the sum of two positive real roots is again a root. We answer this
question in what follows in this Section. In [6] the authors described explicitly when
a sum of two real roots is a real root. The main result of this Section is the following.

Theorem. Let A = ( 2, ") be a generalized Cartan matrix. Then every m-system ¥ C A,
of g(A) such |X| > 1 is either given by Theorem 3 (or it’s negative) or is of the form ¥ =
(B!, —BF} for some j k € 7y and i = 1,2. In particular, ¥ satisfies |%| < 2 and therefore %
is linearly independent unless ¥ = {«, —a} for some o € A

Conversely, if b > 2, then the subset ¥ = {3, —3F} is a w-system for any j, k € Z, and
i=1,20fb = 1land a > 5, then ¥ = {3}, —BF} is a w-system if and only if {j, k} #
{s, s+ 2} for some s € Z such that s is even (resp. odd) if i is even (resp. odd).

4.1. We begin this subsection with a couple of Lemmas which provide important
inequalities to prove Theorem 4.

Lemma 13. For all k € Z., the following strict inequalities hold:
bci + omliJrl — abcgdpy — abeg 4+ 2adg 1 +a > 0. (11)
bczﬂ + ad? — abcyy1dy, + 2bc — abdy, + b > 0. (12)

Proof. For k = 0 the above equations become 4a and 4b respectively and for k£ = 1,
both equations become a + b 4 ab which are all strictly positive. Now we have
bci+2 + adi+3 — abcgyodiis — abcgio + 2adi 3 + a

= bci + omlzJrl — abcgdy1 — abey + 2ady1 + a+a(ab — 4)dgiq

~~

and

bciys + ady o — abcyadyio + 2bcyys — abdy o + b

= bchrl + adz — abcyy1dy + 2bcg 1 — abdy, + b+b(ab — 4)c 4

g

By induction the bracketed terms are positive, and the remaining terms are non-
negative since ab > 4. Now the result follows from Lemma 6. O

Remark 2. Note that these inequalities are independent of those obtained in Lemma
9. For example, for a = 5,0 = 1 Equation 11 stays grater than Equation 7 in Lemma
9fork =0,1,---,5 whereas Equation 11 alternates between being greater and lesser
than Equation 6 in Lemma 9. A similar pattern applies to Equation 12.
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Lemma 14. Both of the inequalities hold:
chJrl + ad? — abcgy1dy, + 2ady, — abcgyy +a <0 (13)

bci + omliJrl — abdyyicp — abdgiq + 2bc +b < 0 (14)
(1) forall k > 0ifb > 2.
(2) forallk > 1ifb=1and a > 5.

Proof. For k = 1 the above expressions become a(4 — ab) and b(4 — ab) respectively
and for k£ = 2, they both become a + b — ab(ab — 3). It is easy to see that they are
non-positive by the given conditions. Again using the recurrence 2 and Equation 5
we obtain

bci+3 + aaliJr2 — abcpysdpio + 2ady o — abcr 3+ a

= bciJrl + adi — abcgy1dy, + 2ady, — abcgyy + a — a(4 — ab)dy, + ab(4 — ab)cyy1

= bc; 1 + ad;, — abcgiady, + 2ady — abegyy + a+a(4 — ab)dyo

g

and
bciio + adi 5 — abdyy3Cka — abdys + 2bcgro + b
= bc; + ad; . — abdyi1c, — abdyi1 + 2bey, + b — b(4 — ab)cy, + ab(4 — ab)dy41
= ch + ad;, | — abdyicy, — abdgyq + 2bcy, + b+b(4 — ab)cy2

g

By induction the bracketed terms are less than or equal to zero and the remaining
terms are less than or equal to zero since ab > 4. The rest follows from Lemma 6 since
Equation 13 and 14 hold for k = 0if b > 2. O

Remark 3. Similarly, the inequalities obtained above are also independent of those
obtained in Lemma 8.

The following Proposition determines when the sum of two real roots is again a
root.

Proposition 2. Let the roots BF, i = 1,2, k € Z, be defined by Equation 3. Then

(1) the sum ~ = BF + ! satisfies (7y,7) > 0 for i = 1, 2. Moreover, if
(a) b > 2, then the sum 3F + ﬁf, 1 = 1,2 is never a root,
(b) b=1and a > 5, then B+ + 323 and p3* + p2*2 k € Z, are all real roots
and they are the only pair of roots of same type whose sum is a real root.
(2) the sum ~ = BF + B} is always a root. Moreover, ~ satisfies (y,7) < 0 unless b =1
and (k,j) = (0,0).

Proof. (1) Itis clear from Equations in 8 that it is enough to prove
(a) the sums o + 35 and oy + BF have positive norm for any k € Z,
(b) if b > 2, then oy + 55 and «s + B are not roots for all r > 1,
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(c) if b = 1and a > 5, then ay + (] is never a root for r > 1 and «o; + 3} is a
root if and only if r = 2.
If we define u, = a; + 85 and v, = ay + B¥, then simple computations show
that

[

(pge, pore) = (bciﬂ + ad? — abcyy1dy, + 2bcyyy — abdy, +b),

SHECES

(U, V) = —(bet + omlzJrl — abcgdyy1 — abey + 2adyq1 + a).

Therefore (jux, i) > 0 and (v, v) > 0 for all & > 0 by Lemma 13. Now the
case b > 2 follows from Lemma 2. We assume for the rest of the proof that
a > 5and b = 1. By [6, Theorem 3.6], Equation 4 and Lemma 7, the sum
B% + ay is a real root if and only if 85 = ay or 85 = (a — 1)ay + ay. The case
% = ay is impossible since « is a root of type I. If 8§ = (a — 1)ay + o, then
Lemma 7 guarantees £ = 2 and therefore we obtain the required result. The
argument for ay + (37 is similar.
(2) Again by Equations in 9 it is enough to prove that
(a) the sums oy + 3¢ and ay + S5 have non-positive norms for all k¥ > 0 if
b>2,
(b) if b =1and a > 5, then
(i) oo + 35 has non-positive norm for each k > 1,
(ii) a; + A% has non-positive norm for all £ > 1 and for k = 0, it is a real
root.
If we define y;, = ay + B¥ and vy = an + (5, then it is easy to see that
(pge, pore) = %(bci + aoliJrl — abdy1c, — abdy1 + 2bcy, + b),

2
(v, ) = g(bciJrl + adi — abcyy1dy, + 2ady — abcgyy + a).

Using Lemma 1 and Lemma 14, we obtain that j; and v, are imaginary roots
for k > 1 (resp. £ > 0)ifa > 5and b = 1 (resp. b > 2). In the former case, the

root Y + /3 is real. This proves the Proposition.
U

We are now ready to prove the main Theorem of this Section, namely Theorem 4.

Proof of Theorem 4: Let ¥ C A, be a 7-system in A. If either ¥ C AT or ¥ C A~
then the result follows from Theorem 3. If {o, -3} C ¥ for some «a, 5 € A}, then
Proposition 2 guarantees that « = gF, 3 = 55’ for some j,k € Z, and i € {1,2}.
Using Theorem 3 and Proposition 2 once more, we obtain ¥ = {«, —/}. Moreover, if
b =1and a > 5, then by Proposition 2, we must have {j, k} # {s,s + 2} for some
s € Z4 such that s is even (resp. odd) if i is even (resp. odd). Converse follows from

Proposition 2. O
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4.2. For this particular subsection, we shall allow imaginary roots in m-systems i.e.
a m-system X is by definition a subset of A* such that « — 8 ¢ A for all a, 5 € X.
This definition is originally by Naito in [21] where he showed that even Lie algebras
of Borcherds Kac-Moody types can be embedded inside a Kac-Moody algebra. We
will illustrate through examples that, in this scenario, the classification of 7-systems
may be a challenging and intricate problem. Let A be the rank 2 GCM defined by
Aq = (2 75") such that a > 3. Define two subsets ¥;, 3, C A by

-2
Y= {(2k+1)0z1+a2:k:1,2,~-~,VLQ J},

a

22 = {ag,a2+aa1}u{2ia1+a2:i:1,2,--- s \‘EJ —1}

A straightforward calculation shows that 31, 35\{az, as + acy} C A} and both
Y1, X9 are m-systems. Thus given any positive integer r € Z there exists a € Z, and
m-system X" in g(A,) such that |[X7| > r. Now if Il = {a, 5} is a subset of either ¥; or
¥ such that |II| < 2, then Il is linearly independent and by [21], the subalgebra g(II)
of g generated by z7, x? is a Borcherds Kac-Moody algebra, where for 2 (resp. x%)
is any non-zero root vector in g, (resp. g.s).

5. APPENDIX

In this last Section we shall consider the remaining case namely a = 4and b = 1. In
this case the Lie algebra g(A) is the affine Lie algebra isomorphic to BCS? . We shall
prove that similar results to Theorem 3 and Theorem 4 hold in this case as well. The
set of real roots of g is given by [15]

A={te+ré:reZyU{£2c+ (2r+1)6:r € Z}, (15)
where § is the indivisible imaginary root, ¢ € C satisfies (e,¢) = 1 and (¢,0) = 0. A
basis of A is given by a; = €, ap = —2¢ + 4. A simple computation shows that

(5951)(€) = € — ko, (s159)"(€) = € + ko.
Following the notation of 4, we obtain
k= 2e4 (2k+1)5, BHFT = —e4 (k+1)0,
B2 = e+ k5, [T =2¢ + (2k 4+ 1)4.
From the description of the roots above we have for i = 1, 2
1) 55 — B is real if and only if j # k mod 2,
(2) B! — BF is imaginary if and only if j = k mod 2
In particular, 3/ — 8% is always aroot for j # k € Z,,i = 1,2. _
Similarly, for the roots of different types, we have that the norm of 3] — 35 is always

positive. Using Equation 15, we obtain that 3] — 35 is a root if and only if j = 1 mod 2
and k£ = j + 3 mod 4.
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Similarly, for the sum of real roots we obtain that
(1) Fori = 1,2, the sum {3/ + 3 is a root if and only if it is a real root if and only if
j=imod2 k=imod2and j # k mod 4.

(2) The sum 3! + % is always a root for any j,k € Z,. Moreover, Bl + Bk is real
(resp. imaginary) if and only if j = k mod 2 (resp. j # k mod 2).
Thus we obtain the classification of m-systems in this case as follows.

Theorem. Let A = (2, ') be the affine GCM and g be the corresponding affine Kac-Moody
algebra. Then

(1) every m-system ¥ C A of g such that |Y| > 1is of the form ¥ = {B], 55} for some
j.k € Z. Conversely, ©> = {1, 85} is a w-system if and only if either j # 1 mod 2
or k # j + 3 mod 4.

(2) every m-system X C A, such that |¥| > 1 of g(A) is either given by (1) or is of
the form ¥ = {p!, -k} for some j. k € Zy and i = 1,2. Conversely, the subset
Y = {B], Bk} is a m-system if and only if at least one of the following conditions
holds.

j#Zimod2, kZimod2, j=kmod4.

Remark 4. Note that for any 7-system X given by Theorem 5, the corresponding ma-
trix By is always of affine type.
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