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SOME REMARKS ON REAL MINIMAL NILPOTENT
ORBITS AND SYMMETRIC PAIRS

TAKAYUKI OKUDA

Abstract. For a non-compact simple Lie algebra g over R, we
denote by OC

min,g the unique complex nilpotent orbit in g ⊗R C

containing all minimal real nilpotent orbits in g. In this paper,
we give a complete classification of symmetric pairs (g, h) such
that OC

min,g ∩ gd = ∅, where gd denotes the dual Lie algebra of

(g, h). Furthermore, for symmetric pairs (G,H) with real sim-
ple Lie group G, we apply our classification to theorems given by
T. Kobayashi [J. Lie Theory (2023)], and study bounded multi-
plicity properties of restrictions on H of infinite-dimensional irre-
ducible G-representations with minimum Gelfand–Kirillov dimen-
sion.

1. Introduction

Let g be a non-compact simple Lie algebra over R. We write N (g)
for the nilpotent cone in g, and N (g)/G for the set of real nilpotent
(adjoint) orbits in g. A non-zero real nilpotent orbit O in g with
minimum dimension is called minimal. Let us put Nmin(g) ⊂ N (g) the
union of all minimal real nilpotent orbits in g. The complexification
of g is denoted by gC := g ⊗R C = g +

√
−1g. Then as proved in

[12, Theorems 1.1 and 1.3], there exists uniquely a complex nilpotent
(adjoint) orbit OC

min,g in gC containing Nmin(g). We denote by m(g)

half of the complex dimension of OC

min,g. Note that the orbit OC

min,g is
minimal as a complex nilpotent orbit in most cases but not for some
real simple g (see Section 2 for more details).

Let us also fix an involutive automorphism σ on g, and put h :=
{X ∈ g | σ(X) = X} and q := {X ∈ g | σ(X) = −X}. Then (g, h) is
a symmetric pair. Take a Cartan involution θ on g commuting with σ,
and write g = k+ p for the Cartan decomposition. Then as in [13], the
dual Lie algebra gd of (g, h) is defined by

gd := (k ∩ h) +
√
−1(k ∩ q) +

√
−1(p ∩ h) + (p ∩ q).

Note that gd is a real form of gC, and up to inner-automorphisms on
gC, the real form gd of gC depends only on (g, σ), but not on θ.
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2 TAKAYUKI OKUDA

In this paper, we address the following question:

Question 1.1. Whether OC

min,g meets gd or not?

We find that the orbit OC

min,g meets gd in most cases. More precisely,
our main result gives a complete classification of symmetric pairs (g, h)
with OC

min,g ∩ gd = ∅ (see Theorems 3.2 and 3.4 in Section 3 for the
classification).

Our work is motivated by branching problems of “small” infinite-
dimensional representations of simple Lie groups as below: let G be a
non-compact connected simple Lie group with Lie algebra g. The set
of irreducible objects in the category of smooth admissible representa-
tions of G of finite length with moderate growth is denoted by Irr(G).
Then for each infinite-dimensional irreducible object Π ∈ Irr(G), the
Gelfand-Kirillov dimension DIM(Π) of Π satisfies

m(g) ≤ DIM(Π).

By combining our classification with T. Kobayashi’s results in [8, 9],
we have the following theorem, mentioned in [9, Remark 5.7]:

Theorem 1.2. Let G be a non-compact connected simple Lie group,
and Π ∈ Irr(G) with m(g) = DIM(Π). Then for any symmetric pair
(G,H), the restriction Π|H has the bounded multiplicity property

sup
π∈Irr(H)

[Π|H : π] < ∞,

where [Π|H : π] denotes the multiplicity of π in Π|H given by dimCHomH(Π|H , π).
Question 1.1 is also related to the following topological problem: let

G/Ha be the symmetric space corresponding to the associated sym-
metric pair of (G,H), in the sense of [2], and let SL2(R) or PSL2(R)
be a subgroup of G corresponding to a real minimal nilpotent orbit
by the Jacobson–Morozov theorem (see Section 5 for the details). In
Theorem 5.1, we show that OC

min,g ∩ gd = ∅ if and only if the action of
the subgroup on G/Ha is proper.

2. Preliminaries for minimal real nilpotent orbits

Let g be a non-compact simple Lie algebra over R. In this section, we
recall some facts and give some observations for minimal real nilpotent
orbits in g.

As in Section 1, we denote by N (g) and N (g)/G the nilpotent cone
and the set of nilpotent (adjoint) orbits in g. With respect to the
closure ordering, N (g)/G is a partially ordered set, and the zero orbit
is the minimum in N (g)/G. A non-zero real nilpotent orbit O in g

is called minimal if its dimension is minimum, or equivalently, it is
minimal in the partially ordered set (N (g)/G) \ {0} (see [12, Theorem
1.3]). We write Nmin(g) for the union of all minimal real nilpotent
orbits in g.
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For the number of minimal real nilpotent orbits, the following is
known:

Fact 2.1 (See e.g. [12]). Let g = k+ p be a Cartan decomposition of g.

(i) If g is absolutely-simple and (g, k) is of Hermitian-type, then g

admits two minimal real nilpotent orbits Omin,1 and Omin,2 with
Omin,2 = −Omin,1.

(ii) If g is absolutely-simple but (g, k) is not of Hermitian-type, then
the minimal real nilpotent orbit Omin in g is unique.

(iii) If g is not absolutely-simple, then the minimal real nilpotent
orbit Omin in g is unique. Furthermore, in this situation, g ad-
mits two complex structures {±J}, and Omin can be considered
as the minimal complex nilpotent orbit in the complex simple
Lie algebra (g,±J).

We denote by gC = g ⊗R C = g +
√
−1g the complexification of

g. Then there uniquely exists a complex nilpotent adjoint orbit OC
min,g

in gC with Nmin(g) ⊂ OC

min,g (see [12, Theorems 1.1 and 1.3]). We

define m(g) ∈ Z≥1 as half of the complex dimension of OC

min,g. Note
that for each real minimal nilpotent orbit Omin in g, we have m(g) =
1
2
dimR Omin.
We also recall that for each complex simple Lie algebra lC, the min-

imal complex nilpotent (adjoint) orbit OC

min in lC is defined as the
unique non-zero complex nilpotent orbit in lC which is contained in
the closure of any non-zero complex nilpotent orbit in lC. Note that
dimCOC

min ≤ dimCOC holds for any non-zero complex nilpotent orbit
OC and the equality holds only if OC = OC

min. Throughout this pa-
per, we define n(lC) as half of the complex dimension of OC

min. Table
1 gives the formula of n(lC) (see e.g. [4, Lemma 4.3.5 and Chapter
8.4]). Furthermore, for a complex semisimple Lie algebra l′

C
, we also

put n(l′
C
) :=

∑

i n(l
i
C
), where l′

C
=

⊕

i l
i
C
denotes the complex simple

ideal decomposition of l′
C
.

Table 1. List of n(lC) for complex simple lC

lC sln(C) son(C) spn(C) eC6 eC7 eC8 fC4 gC2
n(lC) n− 1 n− 3 n 11 17 29 8 3

If our real Lie algebra g is absolutely-simple, then its complexifica-
tion gC is complex simple and the closure ofOC

min,g contains the minimal

complex nilpotent orbit OC
min in gC, and thus n(gC) ≤ m(g). Further-

more, if g is not absolutely simple, for the complex structures {±J}
on g, we have complex simple Lie algebras (g, J) and (g,−J). The
complexification gC of g can be identified with (g, J)⊕ (g,−J) by

gC → (g, J)⊕ (g,−J), X +
√
−1Y 7→ (X + JY,X − JY ).
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Let us denote by Omin the unique minimal nilpotent orbit in g. Then
OC

min,g can be identified with Omin ×Omin. In particular, we obtain

n(gC) = n((g, J)) + n((g,−J)) = m(g).

The situation n(gC) < m(g) occurs only if g is absolutely-simple,
and classified as below:

Fact 2.2 (See also [3], [8, Proposition 30], [10, Corollary 5.9], [12,
Proposition 4.1]). The following conditions on a non-compact absolutely-
simple Lie algebra g are equivalent:

(i) n(gC) < m(g).
(ii) OC

min ∩ g = ∅.
(iii) OC

min 6= OC

min,g.
(iv) g is isomorphic to one of the Lie algebras in Table 2.

Furthermore, if g satisfies the equivalent conditions above, then the
symmetric pair (g, k) is not of Hermitian-type, and g has a unique
minimal real nilpotent orbit.

Table 2. List of g with n(gC) < m(g)

g m(g) (gC, kC) n(gC)

su∗2n (n ≥ 2) 4n− 4 (sl2n(C), spn(C)) 2n− 1
son−1,1 (n ≥ 5) n− 2 (son(C), son−1(C)) n− 3
spm,n (m,n ≥ 1) 2(m+ n)− 1 (spm+n(C), spm(C)⊕ spn(C)) m+ n

e6(−26) 16 (eC6 , f
C

4 ) 11
f4(−20) 11 (fC4 , so9(C)) 8

The following observation will be applied in the next section:

Proposition 2.3. Suppose that n(gC) < m(g). Let g′ be a non-compact
real form of gC. Then OC

min,g∩g′ = ∅ if and only if (g, g′) is isomorphic
to (su∗2n, su2n−1,1) (n ≥ 2) or (so2n−1,1, so

∗
2n) (n ≥ 4).

Proof of Proposition 2.3. As stated in [12, Section 4.1] or [11, Proposi-
tion 7.8 and Theorem 7.10], a complex nilpotent orbit OC in gC meets
a fixed real form g′ if and only if the weighted Dynkin diagram of OC

satisfies the matching condition to the Satake diagram Sg′ of g
′. For

the cases where n(gC) < m(g), or equivalently, OC

min,g 6= OC

min, the list

of weighted Dynkin diagrams of OC

min,g can be found in [12, Table 1].
By comparing it with the list of Satake diagrams of absolutely simple
Lie algebras (see e.g. [1] or [5, Chapter X]), one can easily obtain the
claim in Proposition 2.3. �

3. Classifications

In this section, we classify symmetric pairs (g, h) with OC

min,g∩gd = ∅.
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3.1. In the case where g is absolutely-simple. Let g be a non-
compact absolutely simple Lie algebra over R, and (g, h) a symmetric
pair.

One of the main results of this paper is given below:

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that n(gC) < m(g). Then OC

min,g ∩ gd 6= ∅.
Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let (g, h) be a symmetric pair with absolutely
simple g. By Proposition 2.3, we only need to check that the pair
(g, gd) is not isomorphic to (su∗2n, su2n−1,1) (n ≥ 2) nor (so2n−1,1, so

∗
2n)

(n ≥ 4). By the tables in [13, Section 1], one can see the following:

• If g ≃ su∗2n (n ≥ 2), then gd is isomorphic to su∗2n, su2n−2j,2j ,
sl2n(R) or sun,n.

• If gd ≃ so∗2n (n ≥ 4), then g is isomorphic to so∗2n, son,n or
so2n−2j,2j.

These complete the proof. �

By combining Theorem 3.1 with Fact 2.2 and tables of dual pairs of
symmetric pairs in [13], we have the following classification result:

Theorem 3.2. Let (g, h) be a symmetric pair such that g is absolutely-
simple. Then the five conditions on (g, h) below are equivalent:

(i) OC

min,g ∩ gd = ∅.
(ii) m(g) = n(gC) < m(gd).
(iii) OC

min = OC

min,g but OC

min 6= OC

min,gd.

(iv) The simple Lie algebra gd can be found in Table 2 but g can
not.

(v) The symmetric pair (g, h) is isomorphic to one of the symmet-
ric pairs in Table 3.

Table 3. List of (g, h) with absolutely simple g such
that OC

min,g ∩ gd = ∅

(g, h) gd ha = g ∩ gd

(sl2n(R), spn(R)) (n ≥ 2) su∗2n sln(C)⊕ so2
(su2n−2j,2j, spn−j,j) (n ≥ 2) su∗2n spn−j,j

(sun,n, spn(R)) (n ≥ 2) su∗2n so∗2n
(som,n, som−1,n) (m,n ≥ 2 with (m,n) 6= (2, 2)) som+n−1,1 so1,n ⊕ som−1

(spn(R), spn−j(R)⊕ spj(R)) (n ≥ 2, n− 1 ≥ j ≥ 1) spn−j,j sun−j,j ⊕ so2
(sp2n(R), spn(C)) (n ≥ 1) spn,n spn(C)

(e6(6), f4(4)) e6(−26) su∗6 ⊕ su2
(e6(2), f4(4)) e6(−26) sp3,1

(e6(−14), f4(−20)) e6(−26) f4(−20)

(f4(4), so5,4) f4(−20) sp2,1 ⊕ su2
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Remark 3.3. In Table 3, the Riemannian symmetric pair (g, k) is of
Hermitian type if and only if g is isomorphic to su2n−2j,2j, sun,n, som,n

with min{m,n} = 2, spn(R), sp2n(R) or e6(−14).

3.2. In the case where g is not absolutely simple. Let g be a
non-compact simple Lie algebra over R and (g, h) a symmetric pair.
In this subsection, we assume that g is not absolutely simple. Then g

admits complex structures {±J} (see Section 2). For the involution σ
on g defining h, either one of the following two situations occurs:

• σ ◦ J = (−J) ◦ σ.
• σ ◦ J = J ◦ σ.

We fix a Cartan involution θ on g commuting with σ. Then θ ◦ J =
(−J)◦ θ, and the Cartan decomposition of g corresponding to θ can be
written as g = u+ Ju by a compact real form u of (g,±J).

Let us consider the case where σ ◦ J = (−J) ◦ σ, that is, σ is anti-
C-linear on (g,±J). Then the subalgebra h is a real form of (g,±J),
and the real form gd of gC = (g, J)⊕ (g,−J) can be written as

{(X, θσX) ∈ (g, J)⊕ (g,−J) | X ∈ g}.
In particular, the simple Lie algebra gd over R is isomorphic to g.

Next, we shall suppose that σ ◦ J = J ◦ σ, that is, σ is C-linear on
(g,±J). Then h is ±J-stable. In this situation, u∩ h gives a real form
of (h,±J). We define the real form

gd0 := (u ∩ h) + J(u ∩ q)

of (g,±J). Then the real form gd of gC = (g, J) ⊕ (g,−J) can be
identified with gd0⊕gd0, and h can be understood as the complexification
of the maximal compact subalgebra u ∩ h of gd0.

The theorem below gives a classification of (g, h) with OC

min,g∩gd = ∅
in the setting above:

Theorem 3.4. Let (g, h) be a symmetric pair with simple g admitting
two complex structures {±J}.
(1) Suppose that σ ◦ J = (−J) ◦ σ. Then m(g) = n(gC) = m(gd), and

OC

min,g ∩ gd 6= ∅.
(2) Suppose that σ ◦ J = J ◦ σ. Then the following six conditions on

(g, h) are equivalent:
(i) OC

min,g ∩ gd = ∅.
(ii) m(g) = n(gC) < m(gd) where we put m(gd) = 2m(gd0).
(iii) Omin ∩ gd0 = ∅.
(iv) n((g,±J)) < m(gd0).
(v) gd0 is isomorphic to one of the Lie algebras in Table 2.
(vi) The complex symmetric pair (g, h) is isomorphic to one of the

symmetric pairs in Table 4.
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Table 4. List of (g, h) with non-absolutely-simple g

such that OC

min,g ∩ gd = ∅

(g, h) gd0 = ha

(sl2n(C), spn(C)) (n ≥ 2) su∗2n
(son(C), son−1(C)) (n ≥ 5) son−1,1

(spm+n(C), spm(C)⊕ spn(C)) (n+m ≥ 2, n,m ≥ 1). spm,n

(eC6 , f
C

4 ) e6(−26)

(fC4 , so9(C)) f4(−20)

Proof of Theorem 3.4. As we mentioned in Section 2, under the iden-
tification of gC with (g, J) ⊕ (g,−J), the orbit OC

min,g coincides with
Omin ×Omin, and n(gC) = m(g).

First, let us suppose that σ ◦ J = (−J) ◦ σ. Then the real form gd

of gC is simple but not absolutely-simple since gd is isomorphic to g.
Thus by the arguments in Section 2 again, we have n(gC) = m(gd) and
OC

min,gd
= Omin × Omin. Thus we have m(g) = n(gC) = m(gd), and

OC

min,g ∩ gd 6= ∅. This completes the proof of the claim (1).
Next, suppose that σ ◦ J = J ◦ σ. The equivalence among (2i),

(2iii), (2iv) and (2v) comes from gd = gd0 ⊕ gd0, OC

min,g = Omin × Omin

and Fact 2.2. The equivalence (2iv) ⇔ (2ii) is followed by n(gC) =
n(g, J) + n(g,−J), n(g, J) = n(g,−J) and m(gd) = 2m(gd0). Finally,
we obtain the equivalence (2v) ⇔ (2vi) by the observation that (g,±J)
is isomorphic to the complexification of gd0, and h is the complexification
of the maximal compact subalgebra u ∩ gd0 of gd0 in (g,±J). The proof
of the claim (2) has been completed. �

Remark 3.5. For each symmetric pair (g, h), the dual Lie algebra
of the complexified symmetric pair (g⊗R C, h⊗R C) can be written as
gd⊕gd. Therefore, if (g, h) satisfies the conditions in Theorem 3.2, then
(g⊗R C, h⊗R C) satisfies the conditions in Theorem 3.4. Note that the
converse claim does not hold. In fact, suppose g is absolutely simple
and both m(g) and m(gd) are greater than n(gC), then (g⊗RC, h⊗RC)
satisfies the conditions in Theorem 3.4 but the conditions in Theorem
3.2 do not hold for (g, h). The symmetric pair (g, h) = (su∗2n, sp2n−j,j)

with gd = su∗2n is one of examples.

4. Bounded Multiplicity branching for symmetric pairs

In this section, as an application of Theorem 3.1, we give a proof of
Theorem 1.2 stated in Section 1.

Let G be a non-compact simple Lie group with Lie algebra g. For
Π ∈ Irr(G) and a reductive subgroup H of G, as in [8, 9], we say that
the restriction Π|H has the bounded multiplicity property if

sup
π∈Irr(H)

[Π|H : π] < ∞.
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T. Kobayashi [9] gives the following theorem for bounded multiplicity
properties of restrictions of irreducible G-representation with “small”
Gelfand–Kirillov dimensions for symmetric pairs:

Fact 4.1 ([8, Theorem 3], [9, Theorems 5.5 (1) and 6.1]). Let Π ∈
Irr(G).

(1) Suppose that n(gC) = DIM(Π). Then for any symmetric pair
(G,H), the restriction Π|H has the bounded multiplicity property.

(2) Suppose that m(g) = DIM(Π). Take a symmetric pair (G,H) such
that the corresponding symmetric pair (g, h) of Lie algebras satisfies
the condition “σµ = −µ” (see below for the details). Then the
restriction Π|H has the bounded multiplicity property.

Let us explain the condition “σµ = −µ” for a symmetric pair (g, h)
with simple g. As in Section 1, we denote by σ the involution on
g defining h, and put q := {X ∈ g | σ(X) = −X}. Fix a Cartan
involution θ on g commuting with σ, and write g = k + p for the
Cartan decomposition. We take a maximal abelian subspace a−σ of
p ∩ q, and extend it to a maximal abelian subspace a of p. Note that
a is σ-stable. The dual of the vector space a is denoted by a∗, and
we use the same symbol σ for the involution on a∗ induced by σ on
a. Then the root system Σ(g, a) is known to be σ-stable. Let us also
fix a lexicographic ordering on a−σ, and extend it to that on a. The
positive system of the root system Σ(g, a) corresponding to the fixed
ordering is denoted by Σ+(g, a). We write µ for the highest element in
Σ+(g, a). Then the vectors σµ and −µ in a∗ are both defined. Note
that the condition “σµ = −µ” depends only on (g, h).

Theorem 1.2 can be obtained as a corollary to Kobayashi’s theorem
(Fact 4.1), Theorem 3.1 and the following proposition:

Proposition 4.2. Let (g, h) be a symmetric pair with simple g. Then
the condition “σµ = −µ” holds if and only if OC

min,g ∩ gd 6= ∅.
Proof of Proposition 4.2. Let us denote by the coroot µ∨ ∈ a of the
highest root µ ∈ Σ(g, a). We denote by Oµ∨ the real adjoint orbit in g

through µ∨, and by OC

µ∨ the complex adjoint orbit in gC through µ∨.
We shall prove that the following six conditions on (g, h) are equivalent:

(i) OC

min,g meets gd.

(ii) OC

µ∨ meets gd.

(iii) Oµ∨ meets g ∩ gd = ha = (k ∩ h) + (p ∩ q).
(iv) Oµ∨ meets a−σ ∩ a+ at one point, where a+ denotes the closed

Weyl chamber corresponding to the positive system Σ+(g, a).
(v) µ∨ ∈ a−σ.
(vi) σµ = −µ.

Let us fix any non-zero root vector X ∈ gµ. Then one can find Y ∈ g−µ

such that (µ∨, X, Y ) is an sl2-triple, and X ∈ OC

min,g by [12, Theorem
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1.1]. Thus we obtain the equivalence (i) ⇔ (ii) by [11, Lemma 4.7].
Furthermore, by [11, Proposition 4.6], we have the equivalence (ii) ⇔
(iii). The equivalence (iii) ⇔ (iv) comes from [11, Lemma 4.9 and Fact
5.1]. Since µ is the highest root of Σ+(g, a), we have µ∨ ∈ a+, and
hence (iv) ⇔ (v). The equivalence (v) ⇔ (vi) is easy. �

Let us also give a remark for almost irreducible branching lows as
below. Let (G,H) be a symmetric pair with a non-compact connected
absolutely simple Lie group G, and denote by (g, h) the corresponding
pair of Lie algebras. Suppose G has a minimal representation Πmin ∈
Irr(G) (see [9, Lemma 5.8] and [14] for the construction of minimal
representations in suitable situations). Then n(gC) = DIM(Πmin), and
consequently, n(gC) = m(g). Consider the restriction Πmin|H of Πmin to
H . Since DIM(Πmin) = n(gC), by Fact 4.1 (1), the restriction Πmin|H
exhibits the bounded multiplicity property (refer to [8, Theorem 7]).

In such a situation, as mentioned by Kobayashi [9, Remark 6.4], the
following theorem holds as an application of [8, Theorem 10]:

Theorem 4.3. In the setting above, suppose that (g, h) can be found
in Table 3, or equivalently “σµ 6= −µ”. Then the restriction Πmin|H is
almost irreducible, that is, the H-module Πmin|H remains irreducible or
decomposes into a finite sum of irreducible representations of H.

Proof. Let us state Condition (⋆) on (g, h) as below:

Condition (⋆): There exists a Riemannian symmetric pair (g0, k0)
such that n(gC) < m(g0) and (gC, hC) := (g ⊗R C, h ⊗R C) is
isomorphic to (g0 ⊗R C, k0 ⊗R C).

Kobayashi [8, Theorem 10] proved that under the condition (⋆), the
restriction Πmin|H is almost irreducible.

We note that (gd, k(gd)) is the unique Riemannian symmetric pair
whose complexification is isomorphic to (gC, hC). Thus Condition (⋆)
is nothing but n(gC) < m(gd). Thus the claim of Theorem 4.3 follows
directly from [8, Theorem 10], Theorem 3.2 and Proposition 4.2. �

Remark 4.4. See also [7] for other triples (G,H, π) with almost irre-
ducible branching laws.

5. Proper SL2(R)-actions associated to real minimal

nilpotent orbits

We also give another application of our results in Section 3 for proper
SL2(R)-actions on symmetric spaces (cf. [11]).

Let (g, h) be a symmetric pair with a simple Lie algebra g. We
denote by (g, ha) the associated pair of (g, h) in the sense of [13]. Note
that g∩ gd = ha. Let (G,Ha) be a symmetric pair of Lie groups whose
symmetric pair of Lie algebras is isomorphic to (g, ha). We also suppose
that G is linear and connected.
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For each Lie algebra homomorphism, ρ : sl2(R) → g, we denote by
OR

ρ,nilp and OC

ρ,nilp for the real nilpotent adjoint orbit and the complex
nilpotent adjoint orbit through the nilpotent element

ρ

((

0 1
0 0

))

∈ g

in g and in gC := g ⊗R C, respectively. Note that by the Jacobson–
Morozov theorem and Kostant’s theorem for real nilpotent orbits in
g (see [4, Chapter 9] for the details), the correspondence ρ 7→ OR

ρ,nilp

defines a bijection from the set of all Int(g)-conjugacy classes of ρ :
sl2(R) → g onto the set of all real nilpotent orbits in g, where Int(g)
denotes the group of all inner-automorphisms on g.

Let us use the same symbol ρ for the Lie group homomorphism
ρ : SL2(R) → G corresponding to ρ : sl2(R) → g (see [11, Lemma 5.4]).
Then by [11, Theorem 10.1], which is a corollary to the properness
criterion by T. Kobayashi [6, Theorem 4.1], the SL2(R)-action on the
symmetric space G/Ha via ρ : SL2(R) → G is proper if and only if
OC

ρ,nilp ∩ gd = ∅.
We shall consider a Lie algebra homomorphism ρmin : sl2(R) → g

such that OR

ρmin,nilp
is one of the real minimal nilpotent orbit in g.

Then OC

ρmin,nilp
= OC

min,g and the hyperbolic element

ρmin

((

1 0
0 −1

))

∈ g

is conjugate to the coroot µ∨ ∈ a of the highest element µ of Σ+(g, a)
defined in Section 4.

Then by Theorems 3.2 and 3.4, we have the theorem below:

Theorem 5.1. The following three conditions on (g, h) are equivalent:

(i) The SL2(R)-action on G/Ha via ρmin is proper.
(ii) OC

min,g ∩ gd = ∅.
(iii) The symmetric pair (g, h) is isomorphic to one of the symmet-

ric pairs in Tables 3 or 4.
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