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ON THE GEOMETRY OF THE
AUTOMORPHISM GROUPS OF AFFINE VARIETIES

JEAN-PHILIPPE FURTER AND HANSPETER KRAFT

ABSTRACT. This article is a survey on ind-varieties and ind-groups introduced
by SHAFAREVICH in 1965, with a special emphasis on automorphism groups
of affine varieties and actions of ind-groups on ind-varieties. We give precise
definitions and complete proofs, including several known results. The survey
contains many examples and also some questions which came up during our
work on the subject.

Among the new results we show that for an affine variety X the automor-
phism group Aut(X) is always locally closed in the ind-semigroup End(X) of
all endomorphisms, and we give an example of a strict closed subgroup of a
connected ind-group which has the same Lie algebra, based on the work of
SHESTAKOV-UMIRBAEV on the existence of non-tame automorphisms of A3,
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INTRODUCTION

In a lecture given in Rome in 1965 SHAFAREVICH [Sha66] introduced the concepts
of an infinite-dimensional algebraic variety and an infinite-dimensional algebraic
group', and he announced some striking results. He remarks that a number of
interesting groups, like the automorphism group of affine n-space A™ or the group
GL(K[t]) (cf. the later paper [Sha04]) have a natural structure of an ind-group.

About 15 years later, in [Sha81] (with some corrections in [Sha95]), SHAFARE-
VICH offers a detailed exposition of some material from that lecture. Among other
things he shows that the tangent space T.G at the unit element e of an ind-group
G has a natural structure of a Lie algebra, and in his main results he proves a very
strong connection between the ind-group G and its Lie algebra LieG in case of a
connected ind-group G, similar to what is known for algebraic groups.

KUMAR’s book [Kum02] contains in Section IV an introduction to ind-varieties
and ind-groups, with complete and detailed proofs, and with [Sha81] as a basic refer-
ence. The author also gives a proof of the main results of SHAFAREVICH, but under
additional assumptions. Let us also mention here the two papers of KAMBAYASHI
[Kam96, Kam03] about this subject where the author points out some minor flaws
in the papers of SHAFAREVICH and thus tries to use a different approach.

One of the starting points of our paper is an example which implies that the two
main results of [Sha81], namely Theorems 1 and 2, are not correct. This example
is based on [SU04b] showing that not all automorphisms of affine 3-space A3 are
tame. The example is given with all details in Section 17.3. As a consequence, it
became unclear how a connected ind-group G is related to its Lie algebra Lie G.

Another unclear point was the definition of the ind-group structure on Aut(A"),
or more generally, on Aut(X) for any affine variety X. Clearly, Aut(X) is a subset
of End(X), the set of all morphisms X — X, and the latter is easily seen to have
a natural structure of an ind-semigroup. As a consequence, one can define the ind-
structure on Aut(X) by identifying Aut(X) with the pairs (¢, ¢) of endomorphisms
such that ¢ o1 = idx = 1) o . But this definitions does not say anything about
the embedding Aut(X) — End(X).

This problem was solved by our second main discovery. We show that Aut(X) is
closed in Dom(X), the dominant endomorphisms of X, and that Dom(X) is open in
End(X), see Theorem 5.2.1. Moreover, we show that the tangent space Tiq End(X)
embeds into Vec(X), the Lie algebra of all vector fields on X which explains why

1We will use the short notation ind-variety and ind-group.
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Lie Aut(X) can always be understood, in a natural way, as a Lie subalgebra of
Vec(X).

Although the counterexample above shows that the relation between G and its
Lie algebra Lie G is not as strong as in the case of algebraic groups, we discovered
that for a connected ind-group G two homomorphisms ¢, ¥ : G — H of ind-groups
are equal if and only if the differentials dy. and di. are equal. It is well known
that this has important consequences. Together with a careful study of the adjoint
representation Ad: G — GL(LieG) we can show that a connected ind-group G is
commutative if and only if its Lie algebra Lie G is commutative.

Working on these problems we came up with many questions, problems, examples
and counterexamples. And because of the controversial discussions of some of the
results above we decided to include our new results into a survey on ind-groups,
automorphism groups, ind-group actions, and the relations to its Lie algebra and
to the vector fields, giving precise definitions, detailed proofs, many examples and
extensive references, together with some questions which we could not answer. We
hope that this survey is going to be useful.

OUTLINE AND MAIN RESULTS

0.1. Ind-varieties. Our base field k is algebraically closed of characteristic zero.
For a variety X we denote by O(X) the algebra of reqular functions on X, i.e. the
global sections of the sheaf Ox of regular functions on X.

We start with the definition of an ind-variety and an admissible filtration of it.
An ind-variety V is given by a sequence of closed immersions Vi C Vo C V3---
of algebraic varieties such that V = (J, Vi. We say that another such filtration is
admissible if it endows V with the same structure of an ind-variety (Section 1.1).
A typical example is the infinite-dimensional affine space A> = liﬂA" (Exam-
ple 1.4.6).

An ind-variety carries a natural topology, the Zariski topology, and we can de-
fine the dimension dimV of an ind-variety V = J, Vi as dimV := sup, dim V;,
(Section 1.1).

Theorem 0.1.1. Let V be an ind-variety.

(1) V is connected if and only if there is an admissible filtration consisting of
connected varieties (Proposition 1.6.2).

(2) V is curve-connected if and only if there is an admissible filtration consisting
of irreducible varieties (Proposition 1.6.3).

(3) The connected components of V are open and closed, and the number of
connected components is countable (Proposition 1.7.1).

An ind-variety V is affine if every closed algebraic subset X C V is affine. Equiv-
alently, there is an admissible filtration V = |J, Vi with affine varieties V}, and
all admissible filtrations V = Uk Vi are such that the Vj are affine varieties (Sec-
tion 1.5).

Theorem 0.1.2. An ind-variety V is affine if and only if there exists a closed
immersion V < A* (Theorem 1.5.1).

We then define morphisms between ind-varieties (Section 1.1) and tangent spaces
of ind-varieties (Section 1.9). Some results only hold for uncountable base fields k;
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the method of base field extensions K/k where K is algebraically closed will help
out in certain cases (Section 1.11).

Proposition 0.1.3. FEvery ind-variety V is defined over an algebraically closed
countable base field k (Proposition 1.12.1).

0.2. Ind-groups. An ind-group G is an ind-variety with a group structure such that
multiplication and inverse are morphisms (Section 2.1). For an ind-group, the prop-
erties curve-connected, connected and irreducible are equivalent (Remark 2.2.3).

Proposition 0.2.1. The connected component G° of the neutral element of an
ind-group G is an open and closed normal subgroup of countable index (Proposi-
tion 2.2.1).

Examples are GLo (k) = lim GLy, (k), the rational points G(R) of a linear alge-
braic group G over a finitely generated k-algebra R, and, as we will see below, the
automorphism group Aut(X) of an affine variety X (Examples 2.3).

The tangent space T.G of an affine ind-group has the structure of a Lie alge-
bra, denoted by Lie G, and for every homomorphism ¢: G — H of ind-groups the
differential dp.: Lie G — LieH is a homomorphism of Lie algebras (Section 2.1).

Because of the problems concerning closed ind-subgroups mentioned in the in-
troduction we discuss bijective morphisms of ind-varieties (Section 1.8) and homo-
morphisms of ind-groups with “small” kernels (Section 2.7).

Proposition 0.2.2. Let G be an ind-group, G a linear algebraic group, and p: G —
G a homomorphism of ind-groups.
(1) IfdimKerp < oo, then G° is an algebraic group. In particular, dim G < oo.
(2) If G is connected, then ©(G) C G is a closed subgroup.
(3) If G is connected and ¢ surjective, then dy.: LieG — Lie G is surjective,
and Kerdyp, 2O Lie Ker .
(Proposition 2.7.2)

We finish the first part by defining families of endomorphisms and automor-
phisms and giving some important properties (Section 3) which will be used in the
following sections. Here is an example.

Proposition 0.2.3. Let X and Y be varieties, and let ® = (®,)yecy be a family of
endomorphisms of X parametrized by Y. If every ®, is an automorphism, then so
is ® (Proposition 3.3.2).

0.3. Automorphism groups. The main result is the following.

Theorem 0.3.1. Let X be an affine variety. There exists a universal structure
of an affine ind-group on Aut(X), and Aut(X) is locally closed in End(X). More
precisely,

Aut(X) % Dom(X) —=— End(X)
clLose open

where Dom(X) denotes the ind-semigroup of dominant endomorphisms of X (The-
orems 5.1.1 and 5.2.1).

We have the following important relation between the Lie algebra of the ind-
group Aut(X) and the Lie algebra Vec(X) of vector fields on X.
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Theorem 0.3.2. There is a canonical inclusion &: Tiqg End(X) < Vec(X) which
induces injective antihomomorphism of Lie algebras &: Lie Aut(X) < Vec(X)
(Propositions 3.2.4 and 7.2.4).

0.4. Homomorphisms of groups. If G and H are linear algebraic groups, then
the set Hom(G, H) of algebraic group homomorphisms has a natural structure of
an ind-variety (see Section 8). If H = GL(V') where V is a finite-dimensional vector
space of dimension n, then Hom(G, GL(V)) can be understood as the representa-
tions of G on V, or as the G-module structures on V. In this case, the GL(V')-orbits
on Hom(G, GL(V)) are the equivalence classes of n-dimensional representations.
Here is our main result (Theorem 8.6.8).

Theorem 0.4.1. Let G, H be linear algebraic groups.

(1) The ind-variety Hom (G, H) is finite-dimensional.

(2) If the radical of G is unipotent, then Hom(G, H) is an affine variety.

(3) If G is reductive, then Hom(G, GL(V)) is a countable union of closed GL(V)-
orbits, hence it is strongly smooth of dimension < (dim V)2.

(4) If G° is semisimple or if G is finite, then Hom(G, GL(V)) is a finite union of
closed GL(V)-orbits and thus a smooth affine algebraic variety of dimension
< (dim V)2

(5) If U is a unipotent group, then Hom(U, H) is an affine algebraic variety of
dimension < dimU - dim H".

The question whether Hom(G, H) is algebraic or not is answered by the following
result (Proposition 8.6.7).

Proposition 0.4.2. For a connected linear algebraic group G the following asser-
tions are equivalent.

(i) The radical rad G is unipotent;

(ii) G is generated by unipotent elements;

(iii) The character group of G is trivial;

(iv) Hom(G, H) is an affine variety for any linear algebraic group H.

0.5. Ind-group actions and fixed points. An action of an ind-group G on an
affine variety X is the same as a homomorphism p: G — Aut(X) of ind-groups.
It then follows that the differential dp.: LieG — Vec(X), A — 4, is a anti-
homomorphism of Lie algebras.

Proposition 0.5.1. Let G be a connected ind-group acting on an affine variety
X, and let Y C X be a closed subvariety. Then Y is G-stable if and only if Y is
Lie G-invariant, i.e., Y is Ea-invariant for all A € LieG (Proposition 7.2.6).

An action of an ind-group G on an ind-variety V is a homomorphism G — Aut(V)
such that the action map G x V — V is a morphism of ind-varieties (Section 7.1).
In the same way we define a representation of an ind-group on a k-vector space V'
of countable dimension (Section 2.6), namely as a homomorphism p: G — GL(V)
such that the linear action G x V' — V is a morphism. Note that GL(V') is not an
ind-group if V' is not finite-dimensional, so that we cannot define a representation
as a homomorphism G — GL(V) of ind-groups.
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For a representation p the differential dp.: LieG — L(V) is well defined and is
a homomorphism of Lie algebras. Here £(V') denotes the linear endomorphisms of
the k-vector space V.

If vo € V is a fixed point, then every g € G induces a linear automorphism dg,,
of Ty, V (Section 7.4) which defines the tangent representation 7,y : G — GL(T,, V).

Theorem 0.5.2. Let the affine ind-group G act on the ind-variety V, and assume
that vo € V is a fized point. Then the action of G on T,V is a linear representation
(Theorem 7.4.4).

If G acts on V and if v € V we denote by p,,: G — V the orbit map g — gv. The
next lemma is crucial.

Lemma 0.5.3. Assume that G is connected. If (duy).: LieG — T,V is the zero
map, then p, is constant, i.e. v is a fixved point of G (Lemma 7.4.6).

There are a number of important consequences.

Proposition 0.5.4. Let p,v: G — H be two homomorphisms of ind-groups. If G
is connected and dp. = die, then ¢ = . In particular, ¢ is trivial if and only if
dpe is trivial (Proposition 7.4.7).

Corollary 0.5.5. If G is connected, then the canonical homomorphism (of abstract
groups) w: Aut(G) — Aut(LieG), ¢ — do., is injective (Corollary 7.4.8).

0.6. Adjoint representation. Consider the action of the affine ind-group G on it-
self by conjugation: g — Int g : h + g-h-g~'. This defines the adjoint representation
(Section 7.5)

Ad: G = GL(LieG).

Corollary 0.6.1. Let G be connected and let h € G. Then h belongs to the center
of G if and only if Ad(h) is trivial:

Z(G) = KerAd: G — GL(Lie Q)
(Corollary 7.5.1).
Finally, one has the following important result.

Proposition 0.6.2. The differential ad: LieG — End(Lie G) is given by
ad(A)(B) = [A, B] for A, B € LieG
(Proposition 7.5.2).

Corollary 0.6.3. Let G be a connected ind-group. Then G is commutative if and
only if Lie G is commutative (Corollary 7.5.3).

0.7. Large subgroups and modifications of k*-actions. Let X be an affine
variety with an action of a linear algebraic group G. Denote by p: G — Aut(X)
the corresponding homomorphism of ind-groups. A morphism a: X — G is called
G-invariant if it satisfies a(gz) = a(z) for g € G and z € X. For every such a G-
invariant morphism « we can define an automorphism p, € Aut(X) in the following
way (see Section 10.4):

Po(x) := a(z)x for z € X.
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Note that the G-invariant morphisms « form a group, namely
Mor(X,G)¢ = G(O(X)) = G(O(X)%).
One shows the following (see Proposition 10.4.4 and Proposition 10.4.7).

Proposition 0.7.1. (1) The map p: G(O(X)Y) = Aut(X), a = pa, is a
homomorphism of ind-groups.
(2) The ind-group G(O(X)) has the same orbits in X than G.
(3) The image of p is contained in the subgroup

Aut,(X) :=
{p € Aut(X) | ¢(Gx) = Gz for all x € X, p|lgz = p(gz) for some g, € G}.

(4) The subgroup Aut,(X) C Aut(X) is closed, and we have the following
wnclusions

Aut,(X) C Autorp(X) € Autn,(X) C Aut(X).

(see Definition 10.1.2)

(5) If G acts faithfully on X and if O(X)® # k, then the image of p is strictly
larger than p(G).

(6) Assume that () cq Gga = {e} for all x from a dense subset of X, then p is
injective. This holds in particular for a faithful action of a reductive group
G on an irreducible X (Lemma 10.4.8).

For G = k', we get an injection O(X )ﬂ‘+ — Aut(X) of the invariant ring

considered as an additive ind-group. In particular, every invariant f € O(X )k+
defines a kT-action pr: k™ = kf — Aut(X), often called a modification of the
action p (Section 11.4).

Lemma 0.7.2. The modification py commutes with p, and the ps-orbits are con-
tained in the p-orbits. If X; = {& € X | f(x) # 0} is dense in X, then both
actions have the same invariants. Moreover, the fized point sets of the two actions
are related by

Xrr=XPU{f=0}
(Lemma 11.4.2).

0.8. Bijective homomorphisms. An important result in the theory of algebraic
groups in characteristic zero is that bijective homomorphisms are isomorphisms.
This does not carry over to ind-groups.

Proposition 0.8.1. Denote by k(z,y) the free associative algebra in two genera-
tors. The canonical map Aut(k(z,y)) — Aut(k[z,y]) is a bijective homomorphism
of ind-groups, but not an isomorphism. More precisely, the induced homomorphism
Lie Aut(k(z,y)) — Lie Aut(k[z,y]) is surjective with a nontrivial kernel (Proposi-
tion 14.2.1).

(This example is already mentioned in [BWO0O0, Section 11, last paragraph].) If we
make stronger assumptions for the target group, then this cannot happen.

Proposition 0.8.2. Let p: G — H be a bijective homomorphism of ind-groups.
Assume that G is connected and H strongly smooth in e. Then ¢ is an isomorphism
(Proposition 14.1.1).
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0.9. Nested ind-groups. An ind-group G is nested if G has an admissible filtra-
tion G = |J,, G consisting of closed algebraic subgroups Gj. The following result
generalizes [KPZ16, Remark 2.8], see Lemma 9.4.2.

Lemma 0.9.1. Let ¢: G — H be an injective homomorphism of ind-groups where
G is connected and H nested. Then G is nested.

It is clear that any element of a nested ind-group is locally finite. We prove a
partial converse of this (see Proposition 9.4.4).

Proposition 0.9.2. Assume that k is uncountable. Let X be an affine variety, and
let G C Aut(X) be a commutative closed connected subgroup. If every element of G
is locally finite, then G is nested.

The following result is well known for commutative linear algebraic groups (Propo-
sition 9.4.7).

Proposition 0.9.3. Let G be a commutative nested ind-group.

(1) The subsets G** of semisimple elements and G* of unipotent elements of G
are closed subgroups, and G = G*° x G*.

(2) G" is a nested unipotent ind-group isomorphic to the additive group of a
vector space of countable dimension.

(3) (G*%)° is a nested torus, i.e. a finite dimensional torus or isomorphic to
(1) = ling (")

(4) There is a closed discrete subgroup F C G** such that G** = F - (G*)°.

0.10. Normalization. Let X be an irreducible affine variety and 7: X — X its
normalization. It is well known that every automorphism of X lifts to an automor-
phism of X. Thus we have an injective homomorphism of groups ¢: Aut(X) —
Aut()z' ). Moreover, any action of an algebraic group G on X lifts to an action on
X. More generally, if ¢: X — X is a dominant morphism, then there is a unique
“lift” $: X — X, i.e. a morphism ¢ such that no@ = gon, and @ is also dominant.
This shows that we get an injective map ¢: Dom(X) — Dom(X).
The following general result holds (see Proposition 12.1.1).

Proposition 0.10.1. The map ¢: Dom(X) — Dom(X) is a closed immersion of
ind-semigroups, and v: Aut(X) — Aut(X) is a closed immersion of ind-groups.

0.11. Automorphisms of A™. In the third part we study the automorphisms of
affine n-spaces A™.

The so-called locally finite automorphisms turn out to play a central role. An
automorphism g of A" is called locally finite when there exists a constant C' such
that all iterates g¥, & > 1, satisfy deg(g’) < C, see Definition 9.1.3. Equivalently,
this means that g belongs to a linear algebraic group included into Aut(A").

The group Aut(A™) contains two important closed subgroups, the group Aff(n)
of affine automorphisms and the DE JONQUIERES? subgroup J(n) of triangular
automorphisms, both consisting of locally finite automorphisms:

Aff(n) .= {g € Aut(A") | degg = 1} = GL(n) x Tr(n),
Jn):={g=(91,-..,9n) | gi €K[zs,...,2,] fori=1,...,n},

2ERNEST JEAN PHILIPPE FAUQUE DE JONQUIERES, 1820-1901
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where Tr(n) = (k)™ are the translations. The subgroup generated by Aff(n) and
J(n) is called the group of tame automorphisms:

Tame(A") := (Aff(n), J(n)).

An element g € Aut(A™) is called triangularizable if g is conjugate to an element
of J(n). We denote by Aut"(A") C Aut¥(A™) the subset of triangularizable au-
tomorphisms. The element g is called linearizable if it is conjugate to an element
of GL(n), and diagonalizable if it is conjugate to an element of D(n) C GL(n), the
diagonal matrices.

For g € Aut(A™) we denote by C(g) := {h™!-g-h | h € Aut(A")} its conjugacy
class in Aut(A™), and by (g) C Aut(A™) the subgroup generated by g. Recall that
an algebraic group D is called diagonalizable if it is isomorphic to a closed subgroup
of a torus (k*)™. A diagonalizable group has the form F x (k*)¢ where F is finite
and commutative.

The jacobian determinant defines a character jac: Aut(A™) — k*, and we set
SAut(A™) := Ker jac. For the Lie algebras we have the following result.

Proposition 0.11.1. The identification &: End(A") = Tiq End(A") = Vec(A™)
induces the following anti-isomorphisms of Lie algebras

(1) Lie Aut(A™) =5 Vec®(A™) := {6 € Vec(A") | Divé € k},
(2) LieSAut(A”) = Vec?(A™) := {6 € Vec(A™) | Divé = 0},

where Div is the divergence of a vector field (Proposition 15.7.2).

0.12. Main results about Aut(A™). Here is a collection of results which will
be given in the third part. Some are certainly known to the specialists. For the
topological notion weakly closed, weak closure C", and weakly constructible we refer
to Section 1.13.

Theorem 0.12.1. (1) A
only if the closure (g) C Aut(A™) is an algebraic group. In this case (g)
is isomorphic to D or D x kT where D is diagonalizable and D/D° cyclic
(Section 9.1).

(2) Every locally finite g € Aut(A™) has a uniquely defined Jordan decomposi-
tion g = g - gu where g¢ is semisimple, g, is unipotent and both commute
(Section 9.1).

(3) If g is semisimple, then g has a fized point (Proposition 15.9.3).

(4) The subset AutY(A™) C Aut(A™) of locally finite automorphisms is weakly
closed (Proposition 9.2.3).

(5) If g € Aut(A™) has a fized point in A", then the weak closure C(g)  con-
tains a linear automorphism (Proposition 15.9.6).

n automorphism g € Aut(A") is locally finite if and

(6) The weak closure @w of the conjugacy class of a semisimple element g
consists of semisimple elements (Proposition 15.8.3(3)).

(7) The conjugacy class of a diagonalizable element g is weakly closed (Corol-
lary 15.8.6).

(8) The unipotent elements Aut“(A™) C Aut(A™) form a weakly closed subset
(Section 16.4).
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(9) The conjugacy classes of nontrivial unipotent triangular automorphisms u

all have the same weak closure C(u)w and thus the same closure (Proposi-
tion 15.10.7). The weak closure Ww contains all triangularizable unipo-
tent elements.

(10) The group Aut(A™) is connected (Proposition 15.4.1) and for n > 2 acts

infinitely-transitively on A™ (Proposition 15.5.2).
In case n = 2 these results can be improved (Theorem 16.6 and 16.6.2).

Theorem 0.12.2. (1) Conjugacy classes in Aut(A?) are weakly constructible.

(2) An automorphism g € Aut(A2) is semisimple if and only if its conjugacy
class C(g) 1is closed.

(3) The locally finite elements Aut¥(A%) C Aut(A?) as well as the unipotent
elements Aut®(A%) C Aut(A2) form closed subsets.

(4) For every locally finite g € Aut(A?) we have g5 € @w.

(5) For a nontrivial unipotent u € Aut(A?) we get mw = C(u) = Aut“(A?).

(6) The subgroup SAut(A?) C Aut(A?) is the only nontrivial closed connected
normal subgroup of Aut(A?).

0.13. Tame automorphisms of Aut(A3). In 2003, SHESTAKOV and UMIRBAEV
settled an old problem by showing that the Nagata automorphism n € Aut(A3)
(Section 15.11) is not tame ([SU03, SU04b]). EDO and POLONI showed in [EP15]
that the tame automorphisms Tame(A?) C Aut(A?) do not form a closed subgroup.
In fact, Tame(A?) is even not weekly closed in Aut(A?). We will prove the following
result in the “opposite” direction (Section 17.3). Consider the closed subgroup G C
Aut(A3) of those automorphisms of A% which leave the projection pry: A3 — Al
invariant,
g .= {f = (fl,fg,fg) S Aut(A3) | f3 = Z},

and let G* := G N Tame(A3) C G be the subgroup consisting of tame elements. We
have the following result (see Theorem 17.3.1).

Theorem 0.13.1. (1) Gt C G is a closed subgroup, and Gt # G;
(2) G is connected;
(3) LieG! = Lieg.

This theorem is in contrast to some results claimed by SHAFAREVICH in [Sha81,
Sha95].
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Part 1. GENERALITIES ON IND-VARIETIES AND IND-GROUPS

The first part of the survey is a general introduction to ind-varieties and ind-
groups and some of their basic properties. We give several examples illustrating the
concept of ind-varieties and ind-groups and also some unexpected behavior of these
objects.

1. IND-VARIETIES AND MORPHISMS

1.1. Ind-varieties, Zariski topology, and dimension. The notion of an ind-
variety and an ind-group goes back to SHAFAREVICH who called these objects
infinite-dimensional algebraic varieties and infinite-dimensional algebraic groups,

see [Sha66, Sha81, Sha9s]).

Definition 1.1.1. An ind-variety V is a set together with an ascending filtration
Vo CVy CVy C--- CV such that the following holds:
(1) V= UkeN Vi;
(2) Each Vi has the structure of an algebraic variety;
(3) For all k € N, the inclusion Vj < Vi1 is a closed immersion of algebraic
varieties.

A morphism between ind-varieties V and W is a map ¢: V — W such that for
any k there is an [ such that (Vi) C W, and that the induced map Vi — W,
is a morphism of varieties. In the sequel, a morphism of ind-varieties will often be
called an ind-morphism, and we denote by Mor(V, W) the set of ind-morphisms
p: V= W.

An isomorphism of ind-varieties is defined in the obvious way: it is a bijective
morphism ¢: V — W such that ¢=1: W — V is also a morphism.

Two ind-variety structures V = (J, oy Vi and V = [Jcy Vi on the same set V
are called equivalent if the identity map id: V = Uyeny Vi = V = Upen Vi is an
isomorphism. This means that for any k there is an £ such that Vy is closed in Vj,
and for any m there exists an n such that V!, is closed in V,,.

A filtration on an ind-variety V = J, Vi is an increasing sequence of closed
subsets Ay C Ay C As--- such that V = J, Ag. The filtration is called admissible
if it defines an equivalent ind-variety structure on V. We will freely move between
admissible filtrations.

Lemma 1.1.2. Let ¢: V — W be an ind-morphism. Then, for any admissible
filtration V = J,cy Vi of V, there exists an admissible filtration W = |,y Wi of
W such that (Vi) C Wy for each k.

Proof. Let W = ey W, be any admissible filtration of W. Since ¢ is a morphism,
there is a strictly increasing sequence (my);, such that (Vi) €W, for each k. It
is then enough to set Wy := W, for each k. O

Definition 1.1.3. The Zariski topology of an ind-variety V = J,, Vi is defined by
declaring a subset U C V to be open if the intersection U NV}, is Zariski-open in Vy
for all k. It is obvious that A C V is closed if and only if A NV is Zariski-closed in
V. for all k. It follows that a locally closed subset YW C V has a natural structure
of an ind-variety, given by the filtration Wy, := W NV which are locally closed
subvarieties of V. These subsets are called ind-subvarieties. Note that a subset
S C V with the property that Sg := S N Vy is locally closed in Vy, for all k is not
necessarily locally closed, see [FM10, §2.3].
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Definition 1.1.4. (1) An ind-variety V is called affine if it admits an admis-
sible filtration such that all V. are affine. It follows that all admissible
filtrations of V do have this property.

(2) A subset X C V is called algebraic if it is locally closed and contained in
V. for some k. Such an X has a natural structure of an algebraic variety.
(3) The algebra of regular functions on V = |J Vi or the coordinate ring is
defined as
O(V) := Mor(V,A') = ]LnO(Vk)
We endow each algebra O(V}) with the discrete topology and O(V) =
@O(Vk) with the inverse limit topology, i.e. with the coarsest topol-
ogy making all projections O(V) — O(V}) continuous. For any morphism
¢: V — W the induced homomorphism ¢*: O(W) — O(V) is continuous.
Moreover, an affine ind-variety V is uniquely determined by the topological
algebra O(V), up to isomorphisms.

The following lemma can be found in [Kum02, Lemma 4.1.2]).

Lemma 1.1.5. Let ¢: X — W be a continuous map where X is an algebraic
variety and W is an ind-variety. Then o(X) C W is algebraic, i.e. there is an £
such that o(X) C W;.

Proof. Assume that ¢(X) is not contained in any W, i.e. that J,,, o7 Wr) & X
for all m > 1. Then we can find an infinite sequence m; < mg < --- of natural
numbers and points x; € X, ¢ € N, such that ¢(z;) € Wi, \ Win,_, - It follows that
the infinite set S := {p(z1), ¢(z2), ...} C W is discrete, because SNW, is finite for
every £. Hence Z := ¢~ 1(S) C X is closed and Z; := ¢~ 1(¢(z;)) C Z is open (and
closed) in Z for all 4, and so Z C X has infinitely many connected components
which is a contradiction since Z is a variety. O

Next we define the dimension of an ind-variety and draw some easy consequences.

Definition 1.1.6. For an ind-variety V = |J, Vi we define the local dimension of
V in v € V and the dimension of V by

dim, V := supdim, Vi, dimYV :=supdimV; =supdim, V.
k k v

We have dim V < d < oo if and only if every algebraic subvariety has dimension
< d. In this case V is a countable union of closed algebraic subvarieties of dimension
< d. In particular, dim ¥V = 0 if and only if V is discrete.

It is also clear that there are no injective morphisms of an ind-variety of infinite
dimension into an algebraic variety.

1.2. Closed immersions. A morphism ¢: V — W is called an immersion if the
image (V) C W is locally closed and ¢ induces an isomorphism V = (V) of ind-
varieties. An immersion ¢ is called a closed immersion (resp. an open immersion)
it (V) € W is closed (resp. open).

Our definition of a closed immersion coincides with the one given in KUMAR’s
book [Kum02, Section 4.1.1] as the following lemma shows.

Lemma 1.2.1. A morphism ¢: V = U, Vi = W = U, Wk of ind-varieties is a
closed immersion if and only if the following holds:
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(a) For every k there is an £ such that o(Vi) C Wy and ¢ly,: Vi = W, is a
closed immersion of varieties.

(b) (V) CW is closed.

(€) w: V= (V) is a homeomorphism.

Proof. (1) Assume that ¢ is a closed immersion, i.e. that (i) (V) C W is closed,
and (ii) ¢: V — ¢(V) is an isomorphism. Clearly, (i) implies (b) and (ii) implies
(¢). It remains to prove (a). Given an index k there is an ¢ such that (Vi) C Wy,
because ¢ is an ind-morphism. Since Vy, is closed in V it follows that ¢ (V) is closed
in ¢(V), and therefore in W and in W;). The isomorphism ¥V = ¢()) induces an
isomorphism V;, — ©(Vg), proving that ¢ induces a closed immersion Vi, < Wj.
(2) Now assume that (a), (b), (c) are satisfied. Since (b) implies (i) it remains
to prove (ii). Assertions (a) and (b) imply that ¢ induces a bijective morphism
©o: V — ¢(V). We have to show that ¢ := ¢; " (V) — V is a morphism. By (a)
and (b), the image ©(V;) C W is closed and the induced map ¢r: Vi — p(Vy) is
an isomorphism. Hence, the inverse map ¢; *: (Vi) = Vj, is also an isomorphism.
Moreover, ¥: (V) — V is a homeomorphism, and so Lemma 1.1.5 below implies
that for every ¢ there is a k such that ¥(e(V) N We) C Vi, i.e. (V) N W, C o(Vy).
Hence 30,21 induces a morphism (a closed immersion) (V) N W; — Vy, showing
that 1 is a morphism. ([

Remark 1.2.2. When the ground field k is uncountable, we will show in Lemma 1.3.5
below that condition (c) is already implied by the conditions (a) and (b).

The following result is well known for varieties.

Lemma 1.2.3. Let V, W and U be ind-varieties, and let p: V - W, v: W = U

be ind-morphisms. If the composition V Zw Y U is a closed immersion, then so
s p: V= W.

Proof. Set p:=1op: V — U. Replacing U by the closed ind-subvariety u(V) C U
and W by ¥~ 1(u(V)) we can assume that u is an isomorphism. Clearly, w € W
belongs to the image of ¢ if and only if w = @ou~towy(w). Setting §: W — W x W,
S(w) = (w,pou~t orp(w)) we see that (V) = §~1(A) where A := {(w,w) | w €
W} C W x W is the diagonal. Thus (V) C W is a closed ind-subvariety.

The ind-morphism g~ o 1): W — V restricts to an ind-morphism ¢: (V) — V
such that ¢ o ¢ = idy, hence ¢: V =5 (V) is an isomorphism. O

1.3. The case of an uncountable base field k. In this section we will prove that
for an uncountable base field k any filtration of an ind-variety by closed algebraic
subsets is admissible (Theorem 1.3.3). Apart from the aesthetic point of view, this
allows to simplify some statements, e.g. the criterion for closed immersions given
by KUMAR in Lemma 1.2.1, see Lemma 1.3.5 below.

Lemma 1.3.1. Letk be uncountable. Let X be a variety and C C X a constructible
subset. Assume that there is a countable set {C; | i € N} of constructible subsets
C; C C such that C = U;’il C;. Then there is a finite subset F© C N such that

C = U;er Ci.

Proof. Since every constructible set is the image of a morphism we can assume that
C is a variety. By assumption, C' C |J, C;. Since the base field is not countable, we
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get C = UieF1 @ for a finite subset F; C N. This implies that there is a subset
U C U;cp Cj which is open and dense in C. Replacing C by C’ := C'\ U and the
C; by C} := C; \ U we get dim C” < dimC and C" = J, C;. The claim follows by
induction on dim C. (I

A first and easy application of this lemma is the following.

Proposition 1.3.2. Assume that the ground field k is uncountable. Let p: V — X
be a surjective morphism where V is an ind-variety and X a variety. Then there is
an algebraic subset Y CV such that p(Y) = X.

Proof. If V = U, Vi, then X = J, ¢(Vi), and the claim follows from the lemma
above. 0

Here is a striking and useful consequence of Lemma 1.3.1.

Theorem 1.3.3. Assume that k is uncountable, and let V be an ind-variety. Then
every filtration of V by closed algebraic subsets is admissible.

Proof. Let V = |J, Vi and assume that V = (J, Ay where A C Ay C As---
are closed algebraic subsets. By definition, each Aj is contained in some Vy. On
the other hand, V; = J,(VxNA¢), and so Vi, = Ay UV;, by Lemma 1.3.1, i.e.
Vi C Ay O

Remark 1.3.4. This result does not hold for a countable field k, since the affine line
Al can be filtered by a sequence of finite sets.

If k is uncountable, it follows from the theorem above that condition (c) of
Lemma 1.2.1 is already implied by the conditions (a) and (b):

Lemma 1.3.5. Assume that the ground field k is uncountable. Then a morphism
©: V=, Vi > W=, Wk of ind-varieties is a closed immersion if and only if
the following holds:

(a) For every k there is an £ such that o(Vi) C Wy and ¢ly,: Vi = W, is a
closed immersion of varieties.

(b) ©(V) €W is closed.

Proof. Tt is enough to show that condition (¢) of Lemma 1.2.1 is satisfied. Note
that the two conditions above imply that for each k

(1) (Vi) is closed in (V) and in W, and
(2) ¢ induces an isomorphism Vi — (V).

In order to prove that ¢: V — (V) is a homeomorphism it is enough to show that
@ is a closed map, i.e. that it sends closed sets to closed sets. Let Z C V be any
closed subset. This means that Z NV is closed in Vj, for each k. The conditions
(1)-(2) above imply that ¢(Z N Vi) = ¢(Z) N(Vy) is closed in (V). Since the
filtration of ¢(V) by the closed algebraic subsets ¢(Vy) is admissible, this means
that p(Z) is closed in (V). O
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1.4. Examples of ind-varieties.

Ezxample 1.4.1. Every variety X is an ind-variety in a canonical way where we take
X}, := X for all k. On the other hand, it is clear that an ind-variety V = |JVy is a
variety if and only if there is a kg such that Vi = Vi, for k > k.

Example 1.4.2. Any k-vector space V' of countable dimension is given the structure
of an (affine) ind-variety by choosing an increasing sequence of finite-dimensional
subspaces V) such that V' = [J, Vi. Clearly, all filtrations by finite-dimensional
subspaces are admissible.

Example 1.4.3. If R is a commutative k-algebra of countable dimension, a C R a
subspace (e.g. an ideal), and P C k[z1, ..., z,] a set of polynomials, then the subset

{(a1,...,a,) € R" | f(a1,...,a,) €aforall fe P} CR"

is a closed ind-subvariety of R™. A special case of this is the set X (R) of R-rational
points of an affine variety X. We will discuss this in Section 1.10, see Proposi-
tion 1.10.1.

Example 1.4.4. Every countable set S is an ind-variety in a canonical way: S =
U Sk where all Sy are finite. Clearly, all these filtrations are admissible. These
ind-varieties are called discrete.

Ezample 1.4.5. Let (X;);eny be a countable set of k-varieties. Then the disjoint
union X := |J,cy Xi has a natural structure of an ind-variety where the filtration
is given by the finite disjoint unions ) = U§:1 X, = X;UX5U .- UXy. Other
admissible filtrations can be obtained by writing N as a union of finite subsets N;
where N; C N;11, and setting Xy, := UieNk X;.

This ind-variety has a countable set of connected components, namely the con-
nected components of the X;. In particular, X' is not an algebraic variety. Clearly,
X is affine if and only if all X; are affine. Moreover, every X; C X is open and
closed in X. Note that dim X = max; dim Xj.

If all the X; are closed subsets of some variety X, then we obtain a natural
ind-morphism ¢: & — X in the obvious way. If the X; C X are disjoint, then ¢ is
injective, but it is not a closed immersion, because X is not a variety.

If all the X; are closed algebraic subsets of some ind-variety V, then again we get
a natural ind-morphism ¢: X — V. But even if the X; C V are disjoint, one cannot
expect that ¢ is a closed immersion since, in general, the union | J, . X; C V is not
closed.

€N

Example 1.4.6. The infinite-dimensional affine space
A% := {(z1,22,...) | there is a k > 1 such that z; = 0 for i > k}

is an ind-variety in a natural way, given by A> :={],,~,; A" where A" is the affine
n-space k™ embedded into A"T! via the map (a1,...,a,) = (ai,...,an,,0).

Example 1.4.7. If Xy, k € N, are varieties and ¢y : X — Xg41 closed immersions,
then the inductive limit ligX k is an ind-variety in a canonical way. If all X are
affine, then lim X}, is affine.

Proposition 1.4.8. For any sequence of closed immersions @y : AF — A1 > 1,
we have thk ~ A,
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Proof. The proof relies on the following statement proved by SRINIVAS in [Sri91,
Theorem 2|. Assume that ¥1,1%2: V — A™ are two closed embeddings of a smooth
affine irreducible variety V of dimension d into an affine space A™ of dimension
n > 2d + 1. Then there exists an automorphism ¢ of A™ such that Yo = p o).

Let di be any sequence of non-negative integers satisfying dy1 > 2dy + 1. For
each k > 0, set V}, := A% and let Jk, I+ Vi = V41 be the morphisms defined by
the following compositions:

Ya Ydy+1 Yy g1
—t s Adetl T, At = Vg,

Vs Vi = A%

Ldy+1 tdg -1

e Vi = Ade 5 pditl Adirt = Vi,
where 1 : A¥ < A¥*1is the natural injection sending (1, ..., z%) to (z1,..., 2k, 0).
Note that liﬂAk ~ hﬂVk and that A = hﬂAk ~ ling. Therefore, it is enough
P 12’ L v

to construct a sequence of automorphisms ay: Vi — Vi making the following
diagram commutative:

Vi SN Vi1

(Sk) :lak Zlo‘kJrl

Vi —% Vi1
Assume that ag :=id, . .., aj are constructed such that the squares (Sp), ..., (Sk—1)
are commutative. Since 9y and Iy o oy are two closed immersions of Vi into Vi1
and since dim V41 = dgy1 > 2di + 1 = 2dim Vi, + 1, the existence of a1 making
(Sk) commutative follows from the above mentioned result of SRINIVAS. O

Generalizing Example 1.4.7 we get the following.

Lemma 1.4.9. Let (My)ren be a sequence of ind-varieties together with closed
immersions ty: My, — My for k € N. Then, the inductive limit M := li_ng./\/lk
exists in the category of ind-varieties. If all My, are affine, then M is affine.

Proof. We may assume that My, is a closed subset of My for all k, and that
the admissible filtrations M, = |J, My satisfy My C My for each k, 0
(Lemma 1.1.2). Then one easily checks that li_n>n./\/lk7k is the inductive limit of the
(M) ken- O

1.5. Affine ind-varieties. Extending a classical result for varieties, we want to
show that every affine ind-variety V admits a closed immersion into A>°.

Theorem 1.5.1. An ind-variety V is affine if and only if it is isomorphic to a
closed subvariety of A>.

Proof. Tt is clear that a closed subvariety of A is affine. Conversely, assume that
the ind-variety V = (>, Vi is affine, i.e. that each V} is an affine variety. It is

enough to prove that there exists a sequence of integers 0 < ng <n; <--- and a
sequence of closed immersions ¥y : Vj — A™* satisfying the two following two prop-
erties where ¢, : A" — A™+1 denotes the natural inclusion sending (x1,...,2n,)

to (1,...,%n,,0,...,0):
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(Pr) The following diagram is commutative:

Vi —“: A™r

v el

Pk
Vk+1 4} Ank+1
-

(Qk) We have 1/)k+1(Vk+1) NA™ = 1/}k(Vk)

(Note that condition Q) is needed to make sure that the induced morphism #: ¥V —
A is a closed immersion.)

Assume that the integers ny, as well as the closed immersions ¢ : Vi, < A™* have
been constructed for k < ¢ such that the properties (Py) and (Qj) are satisfied
for K < ¢ — 1. By Lemma 1.5.2 below there exists an integer n;4+1 > n; and a
closed immersion ¢;41: Vi1 < A™+! such that the properties (P;) and (Qy) are
satisfied. By induction it follows that 1: ¥V — A* is well-defined and is a closed
immersion. (I

Lemma 1.5.2. Let X be a closed subvariety of an affine variety Y and ¢p: X —
A" a closed immersion. For any m consider the natural embedding A™ C Ant™
given by (x1,...,xn) = (1,...,2,,0,...,0). Then there exists an m such that the
composition 1: X < A" C A" extends to a closed immersion ;Y < Amt™
with YY) NA" = (X).

XL> A"

s e
y _F, pnim

Proof. Let f1,..., fn € O(X) be the components of ¢, i.e. ¥(z) = (fi(z),..., fn(z))
for any z € X. We have a short exact sequence

res

0—-I(X)—=0)) — 0(X) =0,

where res: O(Y) — O(X) denotes the restriction map f — f|x, and I(X) is
the ideal of regular functions on Y vanishing on X. For each i let g; € O(Y) be
a regular function such that resg; = f;. Since O(Y) = k[g1,-..,gm] + [(X), we
have O(Y) = Kk[g1, ..., gm, [(X)], and so there exists a nonnegative integer n and
elements g;11,- -, gm+n € I(X) satisfying the following two conditions:

(1) The ideal I(X) is generated by {gm+1,---,9m+n};
It follows from (2) that the map ¢: Y — A™*" defined by y — (g1(), - - - » Gmin(¥))

is a closed immersion extending 1. Furthermore, ﬁ(y) belongs to A™ if and only if
Im+1(y) = = gman(y) =0, ie. if and only if y € X. The claim follows. O

1.6. Connectedness and curve-connectedness. We will use the following def-
inition.

Definition 1.6.1. An ind-variety V is called curve-connected if for any two points
a,b € V there is an irreducible algebraic curve D and a morphism D — V whose

image contains a and b. Equivalently, there is a closed irreducible algebraic curve
D' C V which contains a and b.
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Clearly, a curve-connected ind-variety is connected. It is also known that an
irreducible variety is curve-connected (see [Mum08, Lemma on page 56]). Here are
the two main results of this section:

Proposition 1.6.2. An ind-variety V is connected if and only if there exists an
admissible filtration V = Uk Vi such that all Vi are connected.

Proposition 1.6.3. An ind-variety V is curve-connected if and only if there exists
an admissible filtration V = Uk Vi such that all Vi, are irreducible.

Proof of Proposition 1.6.2. One direction is clear. For the other implication, let us
start with an admissible filtration V = (J, Vi of V. Choose any connected com-
ponent V(lj of V1. Then there is a unique connected component Vg of Vo which
contains V(lj, and so on. In this way, we construct connected closed algebraic sub-
sets V] C V) C ---. Set V° := [J, V§. Since V{ is a connected component of V,
it follows that for k < ¢ the intersection V; NV} is a union of connected compo-
nents of V. Hence, V° NV}, is also a union of connected components of Vj, and is
therefore open and closed in V. Thus V° = V, because V is connected.

It remains to see that V = J, V; is an admissible filtration. We know that
Vi = Upsr (V2 N V). Since the intersection V) NV}, is a finite union of connected
components of Vj it is clear that there exists an £ such that Vi, = VZO NV, and the
claim follows. O

Proof of Proposition 1.6.3. One direction is clear. For the other implication we
claim that for any k there is an ¢ and an irreducible component C' of V, such
that Vi C C. This implies, by induction, that there is an infinite sequence ¢; <
ly < l3 < --- and irreducible components C; C V;, such that C; D Vy, . It follows
that |J, C; =V, finishing the proof of the proposition.

For the proof of the claim we can assume that k is uncountable. In fact, choose an
uncountable algebraically closed field K D k and replace all Vi by (V). If C is an
irreducible component of (V;)x containing (V. )k, then C = Ck for an irreducible
component C' of Vg, and C contains V. (See Section 1.11 for a detailed discussion
of base field extensions; here we only use the obvious fact that if X7,..., X, are the
irreducible components of a k-variety X, then (X1)x, ..., (X, )k are the irreducible
components of Xx.)

It now suffices to show that for any k£ and any two irreducible components Y;
and Y5 of Vi there is an £ and an irreducible component of V; containing Y7 U Y5.
Fix b € Y5 and choose for any a € Y7 an irreducible curve D, containing a and b.

D,

This curve is contained in an irreducible component Z of some V. For such an
irreducible component Z define the subset S(Z) := {a € Y1 | Z D D,} C V1.

We have |, S(Z) = Y1, hence |, S(Z) = Y1. Because the number of irreducible



ON THE GEOMETRY OF AUTOMORPHISM GROUPS 21

components of all the Vy, £ € N, is countable, and the base field k is uncountable,
we can find finitely many Z; such that | J, S(Z;) = Y1 (see Lemma 1.3.1). Since Y;

is irreducible, we have Y; = S(Z) for some Z. Thus S(Z) is dense in Y7, hence Z
contains Y7 and b, because Z 2 S(Z). Call this irreducible component Z,. Then
Ubey2 Zy 2 Y1 UYs. Now we repeat the same argument to show that Z, O Y; UYs
for a suitable Zj. O

Remark 1.6.4. There is also the (topological) notion of an irreducible ind-variety.
It is easy to see that a curve-connected ind-variety is irreducible, but the other
implication does not hold as shown by the following example taken from [BF13,
Remark 4.3]. This example also implies that [Sha81, Proposition 2] is not correct.
Ezxample 1.6.5. Consider the closed subvarieties
X = Vae((x = 1) (@ —k)(y = 1) (y — k) C A?

consisting of k horizontal and k vertical lines in A% Then V := |J, X is an irre-
ducible ind-variety which is not curve-connected.

Proof. If a closed subvariety W C V contains infinitely many lines, then W = V.
In fact, assume that it contains infinitely many horizontal lines. Then W meets
every vertical line in infinitely many points and thus W contains all vertical lines
which implies, with the same argument, that it also contains all horizontal lines. If
V = V' UV” with two closed subset V', V" C V, then one of them contains infinitely
many lines, hence equals V. Thus V is irreducible, and it is clear that V' is not
curve-connected. (]

The next result is a direct consequence of Proposition 1.6.3. The Example 1.6.5
above shows that the conclusion does not hold for irreducible ind-varieties.

Corollary 1.6.6. If an ind-variety V is curve-connected and satisfies dimV < oo,
then it is an algebraic variety.

Remark 1.6.7. If X is a variety, and Y7 C Y5 C --- C X a countable increasing
sequence of irreducible closed subsets, then Y := (J, Y}, is a closed subset of X.
Indeed, there exists an integer ng > 1 such that dimY;,, = dimY,,, for n > ng. Hence,
we get Y, =Y, for n > ng, and so Y =Y, is closed in X. By contrast, we now
give an example of a countable increasing sequence Y7 C Y5 C --- C V of irreducible
closed algebraic subsets of an ind-variety V = |J,, V, for which Y :=J,, Y}, is not
closed in V.

Example 1.6.8. Set V = A>® = J,, V,, where V,, = A" for each n. Let Y,, C V,, =
A™ be the hypersurface defined by the equation f,, = 0, where f,, € k[z1,...,x,] is
defined inductively by f1 :=x1—1 and f,, := z,+ (x1—n) fn-1. E.g. fo = xa+ (21—
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1)(z1 — 2). The inclusion Y,, C Y,, 41 is obvious, and since there exists a polynomial
gn such that f, = x, + gn(z1,...,2,—1) the hypersurface Y, is isomorphic to
A"~ The equality f,(z1,0,...,0) = (z1 — 1)(z1 — 2)...(21 — n) implies that
Y, NA' = {1,2,...,n} C A, Therefore, | J, ¥, N A = {1,2,3,...}, proving that
Y :=J, Yn is not closed in V = A,

By Proposition 1.4.8, we have lim Y;, ~ A°°. Therefore, this example also provides
an injective morphism ¢: A* < A such that the following holds.

(1) For any closed algebraic subset Z C A™, ¢ induces a closed immersion
Z — A,
(2) The image ¢(A*) C A™ is not closed, and so ¢ is not a closed immersion.

1.7. Connected and irreducible components. For a general topological space
M the connected components of M are always closed, but not necessarily open. For
an algebraic variety X, there are finitely many connected components, and they
are open and closed. This carries over to ind-varieties in the following form.

Proposition 1.7.1. The connected components of an ind-variety V are open and
closed, and the number of connected components is countable.

If M is a topological space and p € M we define M) C M to be the connected
component of M containing p.

Proof. Since V@) is connected and closed, it follows that V® NV}, is the union of
connected components of Vi, hence open and closed in Vj, and so V@) Cyis open
and closed.

For every k we can find finitely many points {zx 1, Zk2, ..., %k, ; Lepresenting
the connected components of Vj. It follows that every connected component of V
is of the form V) for some k, 7. Hence, their number is countable. O

Remark 1.7.2. Tt is easy to see, using ZORN’s Lemma, that every irreducible subset
of an ind-variety ) is contained in a maximal irreducible subset, and that the
maximal ones are closed. (This holds for every topological space.) Similarly, every
curve-connected subset is contained in a maximal curve-connected subset, but we
do not know if these are closed.

Since an ind-variety is a countable union of irreducible algebraic subvarieties, it
is also a countable union of maximal curve-connected subsets.

Ezxample 1.7.3. In this example we construct a closed ind-subvariety W C A*> with
the following properties:

(1) The mazimal irreducible subsets of W are closed, curve-connected, and iso-
morphic to A>°.

(2) The union of any number of mazimal irreducible subsets is closed;

(3) The set of mazimal irreducible subsets of W is not countable;

(4) Every point of W is contained in uncountably many mazimal irreducible
subsets.

Consider the free monoid M = (a, b) in the two letters a and b,
M :={1,a,b,a* ab,ba,b* a* a*b,aba, ...},

and the k-vector space F' whose (countable) basis is given by the elements of M.
If w is an element of M, its length |w| is defined as the number of its letters. For



ON THE GEOMETRY OF AUTOMORPHISM GROUPS 23

example, [1| = 0, |a| = |b| = 1 and |a?| = |ab| = |ba] = 2. Denote by < the prefiz
partial order on M, i.e. u < v if and only if there exists an element ' € M such
that uu’ = v. For n € N set F), := span{w € M | lw| < n} C F, and for w € M
define E,, :=span{v € M | v < w} C F. Note that E,, C E, if and only if u < v.
In particular, if v = wu’ and |u| = n, then E, N F,, = E,,.

The inclusions between the F,, are demonstrated graphically in the diagram
below.

Ey

Define the closed subsets
Wai= ] EuwCFy

|w|<n

as the union of the finite-dimensional subspaces F,, C F, |w| < n. For example,
WO = E1 = FO = span(l),

Wi = E, U E}, = span(l,a) Uspan(1,b) C Fy =span(l,a,b), and

We =E_;2UFE.;UEyUE:
= span(1,a, a?) Uspan(1,a,ab) Uspan(1,b, ba) Uspan(1,b,b?).

By construction, W,, € Wy, +1, and W,, 11 N F,, = W, as we have seen above. This
implies that W := Un W, C F ~ A® is closed, because W N F,, = W,,.

Proof of the statements (1)-(4). For each infinite word © = x123...2, ... in the
letters a and b, the following subset of W

Wiy = U Bz 29 a,) = span(l, x1, 2172,...,21 ... 2p,...) CW
n>0

is closed, curve-connected, and isomorphic to A*°. In fact, one has W) N W,, =
Ey 2y-z,, and since the E; 4,...., are k-vector spaces, the rest is clear. We want
to show that the W, are the maximal irreducible subsets of ¥V which implies (1),
(3) and (4).

We first remark that if I is any set of infinite words z, then the same argument
as above shows that (J,.; W) € W is closed, proving (2).

Let C C W be an irreducible subset. If w € M we set W) = Um:wy Wizy-
Clearly, W>w) = Wzwa) UW(>wp), and all these subsets are closed, by (2). If C' is
not contained in a W), then, by induction, there is a word w such that C' C W),
but C € Wz wa) and C € Wsp), and we have a contradiction. O
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1.8. Morphisms with small fibers. A well-known result in the category of vari-
eties is that a bijective morphism ¢: X — Y is an isomorphism if X is irreducible
and Y is normal. This is a special case of the original form of ZARISKI’'S Main
Theorem, see [Mum99, Chap. III, §9, p. 209]. (See also Lemma 5.2.4.)

We can prove a similar statement for a bijective morphism ¢: ¥V — W where V is
connected, but only under a strong normality assumption for VW, namely that there
exists an admissible filtration consisting of normal varieties, see Proposition 1.8.5
below.

If the base field k is countable, we have some very strange examples, e.g. take V to
be k considered as a discrete countable set, and take ¢: V — A! to be the identity
map. Then, the inverse image of the algebraic set A by the bijective morphism ¢
is not algebraic! However, for an uncountable base field k such a behavior cannot
occur as the following lemma shows.

Lemma 1.8.1. Assume that k is uncountable, and let ¢: V — W be a bijective
ind-morphism.
(1) For every algebraic subset X C W the inverse image ¢~ (X) is algebraic.
(2) If W = |, Wy is an admissible filtration of W, then V = |J, ¢ *(Wj) is
an admissible filtration of V.

Proof. (1) Since ¢ is surjective, we have X = (J, ¢(Vi) N X, and the subsets
©(Vi)NX C X are all constructible. By Lemma 1.3.1 we have X C ¢(V},) for some
k, hence p~1(X) C Vy, and the claim follows.

(2) By (1) the subsets p~1(W) are closed algebraic subsets, and the result
follows from Theorem 1.3.3. O

Let V be an ind-variety, X a variety, and let ¢: V — X be a morphism. Even
if the fibers are “small” this does not imply that V is a variety. If the base field
k is countable, such an example was already given just before Lemma 1.8.1. An
example not assuming that k is countable is the embedding of Z into A'. This is
an injective morphism and thus has finite fibers, but Z is not a variety. Even if V is
connected we cannot conclude that V is a variety, as the following example shows.

Ezample 1.8.2. Let V = (J,, Vi, where
Vii=Vie(y(z — 1)(xz —2) - (x — k) C A?,

with the obvious immersions Vi C V1.

! ! !
! ! !
| | |
| | |
| | |
| | |
| | |
| | |
| | |
| | |
| | |
! ! !
! ! !
| | |
T T T
| | |
| | |

Then the projection ¢y : Vi — Al onto the x-axis defines a morphism ¢: V — Al
whose fibers are either points or lines. However, V is not a variety.

Note that in this example V is connected, but not curve-connected. In fact, with
this stronger assumption we get what we want.
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Proposition 1.8.3. Let ¢: V — X be a morphism where X is a variety. Assume
that there is an integer d € N such that the fibers are ind-varieties of dimension < d.
Then V is finite-dimensional of dimension < dim X +d. If V is curve-connected,
then V is an algebraic variety.

Proof. (a) Assume that V is curve connected, and choose an admissible filtration
V = |, Vr where all V, are irreducible (see Proposition 1.6.3). Since the fibers of
Vi — (Vi) have dimension < d, we see that dim Vy, < dim (V) +d < dim X +d.
Thus, there is a ko such that Vi = Vy, for k > ko, hence V = Vy, is an algebraic

variety.

(b) In general, V is a countable union of irreducible algebraic varieties, ¥V =
Uy Zk- By (a), dim Z;, < dim X + d for all k. Hence dimV < dim X + d. O

Remark 1.8.4. The proof above shows that the assumptions for V can be weakened
in order to get that V is an algebraic variety. It suffices to assume that there is
an admissible filtration V = J, Vi and an integer m such that the number of
irreducible components of each Vi is < m.

We finally prove the statement about bijective morphisms announced at the
beginning.

Proposition 1.8.5. Assume that k is uncountable. Let p: V — W be a bijective
ind-morphism. Assume that V is connected and that there exists an admissible fil-
tration W = |J, Wi such that all Wy, are irreducible and normal. Then ¢ is an
isomorphism.

Proof. For every k, set Vi := ¢~ '(Wy). By Lemma 1.8.1(2) V = [J, Vy is an
admissible filtration. The induced map ¢y : Vi — W is bijective. By the following
lemma, there is a uniquely defined connected component V; which is normal and
such that ¢ induces an open immersion Vj — Wy. Set V° := J, V}. Since Vy is a
connected component of V, it follows that for k& < ¢ the intersection Vy; NVy is a
union of connected components of V. Hence V° NV}, is also a union of connected
components of Vj,, hence open and closed. Thus V° = V, because V is connected.
Now we claim that for every k there is an ¢ > k such that V; 2 V}. In fact,
if this is not the case, define V' := Uik V7. As above, V' is open and closed in
V, hence V' = V, contradicting the assumption. It follows that there is a sequence
ki < ky <---suchthat Vi CVp  forallj> 1, henceV = J;Vy, is an admissible
filtration (Theorem 1.3.3). Now the claim follows from Lemma 1.8.7 below. O

Lemma 1.8.6. Let p: X — Y be a bijective morphism of varieties where Y is
irreducible and normal. Then there is a connected component X° C X such that
the induced map ¢|xo: X° <Y is an open immersion.

Proof. There is a well-defined irreducible component X of X such that ¢(Xj) is
dense in Y. Then ZARISKI's Main Theorem in GROTHENDIECK’s form (see [Mum99,
Chap. III, §9, statement IV, p. 209]) implies that there exists an open immersion
Xy < X where X is an irreducible variety, and a finite morphism ¢: X 5Y
extending ¢|x,. Since ¢ is birational and Y is normal it follows that ¢ is an
isomorphism, and so ¢|x,: Xo < Y is an open immersion. In particular, Xy =
¢ H¢(Xo)) C X is open, hence a connected component of X. O
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Lemma 1.8.7. Assume that k is uncountable. Let p: V = J, Vi = W = U, Wk
be a bijective ind-morphism where V is connected. If (Vi) C Wi, and if the induced
maps |y, : Vi — Wi are open immersions for all k, then ¢ is an isomorphism.

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma 1.8.1 that the closed subsets ¢~ 1(Wg), k > 1, form an
admissible filtration of V. Therefore, for each k, there is a £ such that ¢! Wk) C V.
From the inclusions (Vi) € Wi C ¢(Vy) we see that W, := p(V) is closed in W,
because ¢(Vy) is closed in ¢(V¢), and that Wy, € W;. This shows that W = |J, W},
is an admissible filtration. Now it is clear that ¢ is an isomorphism. ([

1.9. Tangent spaces and smoothness. For any ind-variety V = |J,cn Vi we
define the tangent space in v € V in the obvious way. We have v € Vj, for k > ko,
and T, Vi C T, Vi1 for k > kg, and then define

T,V := lim T, Vi
k§0
which is a k-vector space of countable dimension. If V = V' is a k-vector space of
countable dimension (Example 1.4.2), then, for any v € V, we have T,V =V in a
canonical way.

If V is affine, then every § € T,V defines a continuous derivation §: O(V) — k
in v, i.e. a continuous linear map ¢ satisfying §(fg) = f(v)d(g) + g(v)d(f) for
all f,g € O(V). In fact, we have § € T,V for some k > 1, and then we set
df :=4d(f|v,) for f € O(V). The following lemma is clear.

Lemma 1.9.1. IfV is affine there is a canonical isomorphism of the tangent space
T,V with the continuous derivations Der;”™(O(V),k) in v.

v

It is also clear that for an open ind-subvariety W C V we have T,,WW = T,, V for
all w € W. Moreover, any morphism ¢: V — W between ind-varieties induces a
linear map dp,: T, V — T,(,)V for every v € V, called the differential of ¢ in v.

Remark 1.9.2. An ind-variety V is discrete if and only if all tangent spaces are
trivial. On the other hand, dimV < oo does not imply that the tangent spaces
are finite-dimensional. In fact, the union U of all the coordinate lines in A* is a
closed ind-subvariety of dimension 1, but we have dim 7o/ = co. A more interesting
example will be given below in Example 1.9.7.

Example 1.9.3. Let ¢: ¥V — W be a surjective ind-morphism such that dy, is trivial
in every point v € V. Then W is countable, hence discrete in case k is uncountable.
If V is connected, then W is a point.

(The assumption implies that every connected closed algebraic subset X C V is
mapped to a point. Thus the first statement is clear, because V is a countable
union of connected closed algebraic subsets, namely of the connected components
of the Vi. For the second claim, we use the fact that there exists an admissible
filtration V = |J,, Vi such that all V}, are connected, see Proposition 1.6.2.)

Definition 1.9.4. Let V be an ind-variety, and let x € V.

(1) V is strongly smooth in x if there is an open neighborhood of z which has
an admissible filtration consisting of connected smooth varieties.

(2) Vis geometrically smooth in x if there is an admissible filtration | J, Vi, such
that x € Vi is a smooth point for all k.
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There is a third concept of smoothness, called algebraic smoothness which we
will not discuss here. We refer to [Kumo02, Section 4.3] for a detailed investigation.
It follows from the definition that a geometrically smooth point is also algebraically
smooth.

Ezample 1.9.5. We consider again the ind-variety X' := J,cy X; from Example 1.4.5
where the X; are algebraic varieties. For x € X; C X, it follows immediately from
the definitions that the next three points are equivalent:

(i) X; is smooth in z;
(ii) X is strongly smooth in z;
(iii) X is geometrically smooth in z.

If all the X; are closed subvarieties of some variety X, then we obtain a natural
ind-morphism ¢: X — X in the obvious way. If the X; C X are disjoint, then ¢
is injective, and the differential dp,: To X — T, ;)X is injective for every z € X.
Note that ¢ cannot be a closed immersion, since the image is not closed in case k
is uncountable.

Continuing our discussion about bijective morphisms in Section 1.8 we have the
following result.

Proposition 1.9.6. Let p: V — W be a bijective ind-morphism. Assume that V is
curve-connected and WV is strongly smooth in a point w € W. Then there is an open
neighborhood V' of =1 (w) € V such that |y : V' — W is an open immersion. If
W is strongly smooth in every point, then ¢ is an isomorphism.

Proof. Replacing W by an open neighborhood of w and V by its inverse image,
we can assume that there exists an admissible filtration of W consisting of con-
nected smooth varieties and that ¢ is bijective. Then, by Proposition 1.8.5, ¢ is an
isomorphism. (Il

Next we give an example of a curve-connected and strongly smooth closed sub-
variety of A> with the same tangent space in 0, but which is strictly included in
A,

Ezample 1.9.7. Define inductively a sequence of polynomials f,, € O(AF) by f1 :=
x1 and fi := 2+ (fr—1)? for k > 2. For each k, let V. be the (smooth) hypersurface
of A* which is the zero set of f. Set V := Ug>1 Vi By construction, V NAF =V,
for all k, hence V ; A is a strict closed subset.

Note that Ty Vy = A*~! C AF = TyA*, where AF~1 C A* is the hyperplane
of equation x; = 0. Then, it is clear that ToV = |J,» To Vi = A® = THA™.
Moreover, each V}, is isomorphic to A*~! and so V ~ A, by Proposition 1.4.8
above. Thus we have constructed a strict closed immersion ¢: A*® — A such
that dpg: To(A>®) = ToA™ is an isomorphism.

Question 1.9.8. s it true that a biyective morphism ¢: V — W between ind-
varieties is an isomorphism if the differential dp, is an isomorphism in every point
v € V? Maybe one has to assume in addition that V is connected or even curve-
connected.
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1.10. R-rational points. If X is a k-variety and R any k-algebra, then the R-
rational points of X are defined by

X (R) := Mor(Spec R, X).

If X is affine, then X (R) = Alg,(O(X), R), the k-algebra homomorphisms from
O(X) to R. If X is an algebraic semigroup or an algebraic group, then X (R) is
a semigroup, resp. a group. It is clear that X — X (R) is a functor, i.e. for any
morphism ¢: X — Y we get a map ¢(R): X(R) — Y (R) with the usual functorial
properties.

If S C R is a k-subalgebra, then we have a natural inclusion X(S) C X(R). In
particular, we have an inclusion X = X (k) C X (R) for every k-algebra R.

If K/k is a field extension where K is again algebraically closed, then X (K) are
the K-rational points of the variety Xk := Spec K Xgpeck X. We will often confuse
X (K) with Xk, and ¢(K): X(K) — Y(K) with pg: Xg — Yk in case p: X = Y
is a morphism.

As an example, let V' be a k-vector space of countable dimension. Then Vg =
V(K) = K®g V in a canonical way.

It is clear that these constructions carry over to ind-varieties. If V = | J,, Vi, then

V(R) == JVr(R)
k

where we use the fact that for a closed subvariety Vi C Vj+1 we also get an inclusion
Vi(R) < Vi41(R) of the R-rational points. In case K/k is a field extension where
K is algebraically closed we get a K-ind-variety Vi = |J, (Vi )x. Again, we identify
Vi with its K-rational points: Vk = V(K) = [J, Vi (K).

Proposition 1.10.1. Let X be an affine k-variety and R a (commutative) k-algebra
of countable dimension. Then X (R) has a natural structure of an affine ind-variety
such that the following holds.

(1) If o: X — Y is a morphism of affine k-varieties, then the induced map
©(R): X(R) = Y (R) is an ind-morphism. If ¢ is a closed immersion, then
so is @(R).

(2) For every homomorphism p: R — S of k-algebras of countable dimension
the induced map X (p): X (R) — X (S) is an ind-morphism. If p is injective,
then X (p) is a closed immersion.

Proof. (a) Let X C A™ be a closed subset and denote by I(X) C O(A™) =
k[z1,...,xz,] the ideal of X. Then

X(R) ={(a1,...,a,) € R"| f(a1,...,a,) =0forall f € I(X)} C R".

This is a closed subset of R™ (cf. Example 1.4.3), and we thus obtain the structure
of an affine ind-variety on X (R) for every closed subset X C A™.

(b) Let X C A™ and Y C A™ be closed subsets, and let ¢: X — Y be a
morphism. Then there exists a morphism ®: A" — A™ which induces ¢, and we
get the following commutative diagram.

X(R) —— R"

lsa(R) l@(R)

Y(R) —=— R™
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Since ®(R) is given by polynomials with coefficients in k it is an ind-morphism,
and the same is true for ¢(R): X(R) — Y(R).

(c) Let X be an affine variety and let n: X < A™ u: X — A™ be two closed
immersions. Then we obtain an isomorphism ¢: n(X) = u(X), ¢(a) = u(n~1(a)).
It follows from (b) that ¢(R): n(X)(R) = u(X)(R) is an isomorphism of ind-
varieties. Therefore, the ind-structure on the set X (R) defined by a closed immersion
X < A™ does not depend on the immersion. Moreover, (b) also implies that for a
morphism ¢: X — Y of affine varieties the induced map ¢(R): X(R) — Y (R) is
an ind-morphism, proving the first part of (1).

(d) Tt follows from (b) and (c) that for a closed immersion n: X < A™ the
induced map ¢(R): X(R) — R" is a closed immersion. This implies the second
part of (1), by composing a closed immersion ¢: X — Y with a closed immersion
Y — A",

(e) If p: R — S is a homomorphism of k-algebras, then the induced map
p: R® — S™ is k-linear, hence an ind-morphism. If p is injective, then p™ is a
closed immersion. Applying this to a closed subset X C A™ we obtain (2). O

Remark 1.10.2. Another interesting case is the following. Let X be an affine variety,
f € O(X) anonzero regular function, and consider the principal open set Xy C X.
We will show in Section 4.3 that the canonical morphism X;(R) — X(R) is a
locally closed immersion for any finitely generated k-algebra R.

1.11. Base field extension. We will mainly use the construction above for field
extensions where K is also algebraically closed. It will be applied to reduce some
proofs to the case of an uncountable base field. (We have already used this method
in the proof of Proposition 1.6.3.)

In the following two lemmas we first recall and prove some basic properties in
the case of varieties. After this, in Proposition 1.11.3, we will study the situation
for ind-varieties.

The group T' := Aut(K/k) of field automorphisms of K fixing k acts on K and
hence on Xg = X (K) for every k-variety X. Since KI' = k, i.e. K/k is a Galois-
extension, we get X = (Xg)''. Moreover, if p: X — Y is a k-morphism, then
pK: XK — Yk is I'-equivariant.

Lemma 1.11.1. (1) Let R be a finitely generated k-algebra, and let I C Rk :=
K ® R be an ideal. If I is T'-stable, the I is defined overk, i.e. I = K® IT
and I' = I N R.
(2) Let X be a variety and U C Xk a locally closed K-subvariety. If U is stable
under T', then U is defined over k. More precisely, U" = UNX C X is a
locally closed k-subvariety and U = (U N X )k.

Proof. (1) We prove the following more general result. If V. C K* is a I'-stable
linear subspace, then V.= KV, Since V is a union of I'-stable finite-dimensional
subspaces we can assume that V is a finite-dimensional subspace of some K. Let
(v1,...,v;) be a basis of V in row echelon form where the first nonzero entry in
each v; is 1. For every v € I the element ~yv; belongs to V' and thus can be expressed
as a linear combination of the v;’s. By the properties of the row echelon form we
see that the basis vector v; for j # i cannot appear in this linear combination, and
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that the coefficient of v; must be 1. This shows that the basis is fixed by I, i.e.
v1,. .. v € (K™ =k™, and so V = KVT.

(2) It suffices to consider the case of an affine variety X. It is also clear that it
is enough to prove (2) for I'-stable subsets of Xg which are either closed or open.

If Z C Xk is closed and I'-stable, then the ideal T := I(Z) C O(Xk) = K@ O(X)
is [-stable. It follows from (1) that [ = K® I*. This implies that Z = (Z’)x where
Z' C X is the zero set of I'. Since I' generates the ideal I we get Z' = ZNX = ZT.
This proves the claim for a closed subvariety Z C Xk.

If U C Xk is open and T'-stable, then Z := Xk \ U is closed and I'-stable, hence
Z = (Z')g where Z' := Z N X, as we have just seen. Setting U’ := X \ Z' we
get Xxg = (U)gx U (Z)k and (U )x N (Z")x = 0. In fact, the second statement is
clear, because the intersection is a I'-stable closed subset of (U’)k, hence defined
over k. For the first we remark that Z := Xg \ (U")k C Xk is closed and T'-stable,
hence Z = (Z N X)x. Since (U)x N X = U’ we get ZNX = Z' = ZN X, hence
Z=(ZnX)x = (ZNX)x = Z, and the claim follows. As a consequence, U is
defined over k and U = (U N X)k, showing that (2) also holds for open subsets
U C Xk. O

Lemma 1.11.2. Let X,Y be k-varieties.

(1) For f € O(Xk) we have that f € O(X) if and only if f(X) Ck.

(2) If ¢: Xg — Yk is a K-morphism such that ¥(X) CY, then the induced
map p: X = Y, x — ¢(x), is a morphism and ¢ = px. This holds in
particular if ¢ is I'-equivariant.

(3) X C Xx carries the induced topology, and X = Xk.

Now let ¢: X —'Y be a morphism and pk: Xg — Yk the extension.

(4) Ify €Y andy ¢ (X)), then y ¢ or(Xk). In particular, we have p(X) =
YK (XK) ny.

(5) ¢ is injective (resp. surjective, resp. bijective) if and only if pi is injective
(resp. surjective, resp. bijective).

(6) @ is an isomorphism (resp. a closed immersion, resp. an open immersion)
if and only if vk is an isomorphism (resp. a closed immersion, resp. an
open immersion,).

Proof. (1) We can assume that X is affine. Then O(Xk) = K ®, O(X), so that
we can write f = Y " a;f; where a1 = 1, the a; € K are linearly independent
over k, and f; € O(X). Let us assume that the inclusion f(X) C k holds. Then
f(x) =>,aifi(x) € k for any x € X, and so f;(x) = 0 for each ¢ > 2. Thus, f; =0
for i > 2, and we get f = f1 € O(X). The other implication is obvious.

(2) We can assume that Y is affine and that ¥ C A™ is a closed subset. Then
Yk C Ag and ¢: Xxg — Yg C AR is given by n regular functions fq,...,f, €
O(Xk). Since p(X) CY C A™ we see that f;(X) C k, and the claim follows from
(1)

(3) Again we can assume that X is affine. If f € O(Xk), f = D rja; @ f;
with k-linearly independent a; € K, then f(z) = 0 for some z € X if and only if
fi(x) = -+ = fm(x) = 0. This shows that for the zero sets we get Vx,(f) N X =
Vx(fi,---, fm), proving the first claim.

For the second, we can assume that X S Xk. Then there is a nonzero f € O(Xk)
vanishing on X. By (1), f € O(X), and we end up with a contradiction.
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(4) We can assume again that X,Y are affine. Then y ¢ ¢(X) means that
¢*(my) C O(X) generates O(X), i.e. 1 = >, fip*(h;) for some h; € m, and
fie O(X ) Hence, ¢ (m,) also generates O(Xx), and the claim follows.

(5a) If pk is injective, then so is o, and if g is surjective, then (4) implies that
 is surjective.

(5b) Assume that ¢ is injective. We prove that g is injective by induction
on dim X. The case dim X = 0 is obvious. If dim X > 0, then there is an open
dense set U C X such that p(U) C Y is locally closed and that ¢ induces an
isomorphism U = ¢(U). It follows that pg: Xx — Yk induces an isomorphism
Ux — ¢o(U)g C Yi. In particular, o(U)g = ¢x(Uk). Setting Z := X \ U we see
that dim Z < dim X, and so the morphism Zg — Yk induced by ¢k is injective,
by induction. It remains to see that the images ¢x(Zk) and ¢g(Uk) are disjoint.
If not, there is a nonempty locally closed and dense subset A C g (Zk) N pr(Uk).
Since the intersection is stable under I" := Aut(K/k) we can assume that A is also
I-stable. Then, by Lemma 1.11(2), A is defined over k: A = (AN X)xk.

If Ay C Uk and Ay C Zg denote the inverse images of A under the morphisms
Ux — Yk and Zxg — Yk, then both varieties are defined over k. Moreover, A; — A
is an isomorphism and As — A is bijective. It follows that 44 N X C U and
AaNX C Z are both mapped bijectively onto AN X under ¢. This contradicts the
fact that ¢ is injective and that U and Z = X \ U are disjoint.

(5¢) Finally, assume that ¢ is surjective. We prove that ¢k is surjective by
induction on dim Y. Again, the case dimY = 0 is obvious. If ¢k is not surjective,
then there is a subset U C C := Yk \ ¢x(Xg) which is open and dense in C.
Since C' is stable under I' we can assume that U is also stable under I'. Hence,
by Lemma 1.11(1), U is defined over k and U N X # 0. But UNX ¢ ¢(X), by
construction, contradicting the assumption.

(6a) If o is an isomorphism, then it is clear that g is an isomorphism. If ¢k is
an isomorphism, then the inverse @y ! is T-equivariant, because ok is I-equivariant.
Thus, px s defined over k and induces a morphism ¢: ¥ — X. It follows that the
compositions ¢ o1 and i o ¢ are the identity, and thus ¢ is an isomorphism.

(6b) If ¢ is a closed immersion, i.e. ¢(X) C Y is closed and ¢ induces an
isomorphism X = (X), then ¢(X)x C Yk is closed and equal to g (Xk), by (5).
Now the claim follows from (6a).

The case of an open immersion ¢ follows with the same arguments.

(6¢) If px is a closed immersion, then g (Xx) C Yk is closed and T'-stable,
hence defined over k. Since p(X) = pr(Xx) NY, by (4), we see that p(X) C Y
is closed, by (3), and ¢x(Xx) = ¢(X)k. Moreover, the morphism ¢: X — ¢(X),
x + (), induces the isomorphism ¥k : Xg — pr(Xk),  — pr(r). Thus ¢ is an
isomorphism, by (6a), and so ¢ is a closed immersion.

Again, the case of an open immersion follows with the same arguments. (Il

We now extend some of these results to ind-varieties V. If p: V — W is a
morphism and ¢g: Vx — Wk its extension we get a commutative diagram

y —2 5w
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The group T' = Aut(K/k) acts on Vg, and (Vk)' = V. Moreover, the morphism
wKr: Vr — Wk is I'-equivariant.

Proposition 1.11.3. Let V, W be ind-varieties, and let K/k be a field extension
where K is also algebraically closed.

(1) V C Vi carries the induced topology, and V is dense in Vk.

(2) If U C Vi is locally closed and T-stable, then U is defined over k, i.e.
UNY =U" CV is locally closed and U = (U N V).

(3) Ify: Vg — Wk is a morphism of K-ind-varieties such that (V) C W, then
the induced map ¢: V — W, v — 1(v), is a morphism of k-ind-varieties
and ¥ = pg. This holds in particular if ¥ is I'-equivariant.

Let p: V — W be a morphism of k-ind-varieties and pg: Vk — Wk the extension.

(4) The morphism ¢ is an isomorphism (resp. a closed immersion, resp. an
open immersion) if and only if ¢k is an isomorphism (resp. a closed im-
mersion, resp. an open immersion,).

(5) The morphism ¢ is injective if and only if Yk is injective.

(6) If pk is surjective, then p is surjective. The other implication holds if k is
uncountable.

Proof. (1) If V = (J, Vi is an admissible filtration, then Vx = [J,(Vi)k is an
admissible filtration which is I'-stable. If T C Vx is closed, then T'N (Vi )k is closed
in (Vi) for all k, and so T'NVy, is closed in Vi, by Lemma 1.11.2(3). Thus TNV
is closed in V. If § C V is closed, then S is a closed ind-subvariety of V and so Sk
is a closed ind-subvariety of Vk. Thus V carries the induced topology of Vk. Since
(Vi)x = Vi €V by Lemma 1.11.2(3), we finally get V = Vx.

(2) If U C Vk is locally closed, then & NV is locally closed in V by (1). Also,
U N (Vi)k is locally closed in (Vi )k and I-stable. By Lemma 1.11(2), we see that
U NV is a locally closed k-subvariety of Vi (which also follows from the fact
that & NV is locally closed in V) and that & N (Vi)xk = (U N Vi)k. This yields
(Z/{ N V)]K = Uk(u N Vk)]K = Uku N (Vk)K = U as we wanted.

(3) For any k there is an £ such that ¢((Vi)x) € (We)k. Since Vi, = (Vi )kNV and
We = (We)gk "W we get (Vi) € We. Hence, by Lemma 1.11.2(2), |y, : Vi — W
is a morphism and ¥y, ), = (¢|y, )x. The claim follows.

(4) If @k is an isomorphism, then ¢ is bijective. Hence goﬂgl sends W bijectively
onto V, and ¢y 'lw = ¢~ !. Now it follows from Lemma 1.11.2(2) that ¢! is a
morphism, and so ¢ is an isomorphism. The other implication is obvious.

If g is a closed immersion, then ¢(V) = ¢r(Vk) N W is closed in W, and
ek = ¢(Vk), by (2). Thus we have a decomposition ¢: V 5 (V) < W
into a bijective morphism ¢ and a closed immersion ¢. By assumption, g is an
isomorphism, and the claim follows. Again, the other implication is obvious.

The case of an open immersion can be proved along the same lines.

(5) This follows directly from the corresponding statements for varieties (see
Lemma 1.11.2(5)).

(6) If vk is surjective and w € W, then w € ¢r((Vi)k) for some k. Since
(Vi) = px((Vi)x) N W, by Lemma 1.11.2(4), we get w € p(Vy), hence ¢ is
surjective.

Now assume that k is uncountable and that ¢ is surjective. For any ¢ the in-
verse image @5 ' (We)k) C Vi is closed and T-stable, hence defined over k. Since
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o (We)r) NV = o7 (W) we get o (We)x) = ¢~ (We)k, by (2). Moreover,
the induced morphism ¢~1(W,) — W, is surjective, so that we can find a closed
algebraic subset Y C o7 t*(W,) such that ¢(Y) = Wy (Proposition 1.3.2). By
Lemma 1.11.2(5) the induced morphism Yx — (W, )k is surjective, and the claim
follows. g

Note that the assumption of an uncountable field is necessary in statement (6)
as shown by the bijective morphism V — A! where V is k considered as a discrete
set.

1.12. Field of definition. A well-known and useful result from algebraic geometry
says that every variety X is defined over a field K which is finitely generated over
the prime field. It is easy to see that this does not hold for ind-varieties. However,
we have the following result.

Proposition 1.12.1. Every ind-variety V is defined over a countable field, i.e.
there is a countable algebraically closed field kg C k and a ko-ind-variety W such
that Wk is k-isomorphic to V.

Proof. For the proof we first remark the following. If kg C k; C --- C k are
countable subfields of k, then the union Uil k; C k is a countable field.

Now let V = J, Vi, and assume that we have constructed a countable alge-
braically closed field ko, a ko-variety W, and closed subvarieties W, C Wy C

- C Wy, and an isomorphism ¢;: (W) — V¢ such that o,(W;)x) = V; for
1=1,...,¢—1. We want to construct a countable algebraically closed field k; C k
containing ko, a ky-variety Wy11, a closed inclusion W)k, < Wey1, and an iso-
morphism ¢g11: (Wet1)k such that e (W;)k = V; for i = 1,...,¢. Then the
claim follows by induction.

N
N

Wik =5 (Wa)k We)k £, W1k

Wll: <P2l: WeJ(z <Pe+1l:

c c c
Ve —— Vi

V1 é Vo

There is a finitely generated field extension k’/ko contained in k, a k/-variety
X and an isomorphism ¢: Xy = Ve+1. Moreover, the inclusion ¢: Vo — Vyiq
is defined over a finitely generated field extension k”/k’, i.e. we have an inclusion
" We)gr — Xir such that ¢ = «. Now set ky := k” C k and Wyy1 = Xg,.
Then k; is countable, and there is an isomorphism ¢sy1: Wei1)k — Vey1 such
that g0g+1((Wj)k) = Vj for j = 1, “e ,f. O

1.13. More topological notions, and examples. Recall that a subset of a topo-
logical space is called constructible if it is a finite union of locally closed subsets.
This is an important notion in the Zariski topology of a variety, because images of
constructible subsets under morphisms of varieties are constructible. Before giving
definitions which turn out to be very useful in the study of automorphism groups,
we begin with the following basic result.
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Lemma 1.13.1. LetV = Uk Vi be an ind-variety where all Vi, are irreducible, and
let o1 V — X be a morphism where X is a variety. Then there is a kg > 1 such
that the following holds:

(1) (V) = o(Vi,) € X;
(2) There exists a subset Uy C o(Vy,) such that Uy C ¢(V) is open and dense.

Proof. (1) Choose kg > 1 such that dim (Vi) = dimp(Vy,) for k > ko. This

implies (Vi) = ¢(Vi,) and therefore (V) = p(Vi, ).
(2) Since ¢(Vi,) C X is constructible, it contains a subset Uy which is open and

dense in p(Vi,) = p(V). O

Definition 1.13.2. Let V = (J, ., V& be an ind-variety and S C V a subset.

(1) S is called weakly constructible if SNV is a constructible subset of Vy, for
all k.

(2) S is called ind-constructible if S is a countable union of locally closed ind-
subvarieties. Equivalently, S is a countable union of algebraic subsets.

(3) S is called weakly closed if the following holds: For every algebraic subset
U C V such that U C S we have U C S.

(4) The weak closure of S is defined by S := Uxcg X where X runs through
all algebraic subsets of V lying in S. If S is ind-constructible, then the
weak closure is ind-constructible and weakly closed (see Proposition 1.13.6
below).

Remarks 1.13.3. (1) If S C V is weakly closed, X an algebraic variety and
¢: X — V a morphism such that ¢(X) C S, then p(X) C S.

(2) The image of a morphism ¢: ¥V — W of ind-varieties is ind-constructible,
because it is the union of the constructible subsets ¢(Vy).

(3) A constructible subset of V is weakly constructible, and a weakly con-
structible subset is ind-constructible, but the other implications do not
hold. E.g. the subset Z C k is ind-constructible, because the inclusion
Z — k is an ind-morphism, but it is not weakly constructible. An example
of a weakly constructible subset which is not constructible is given in the
following example.

(4) A subset S is closed if and only if it is weakly closed and weakly con-
structible.

(5) If S is stable under an automorphism of V, then so are § and S .

Ezxample 1.13.4. Here we give an example of a weakly constructible subset which is
not constructible. Take the ind-variety V = J,, X defined in Example 1.6.5 where
X, is the zeros set in A% of (z—1)---(z—n)(y—1)---(y—n). Since V is irreducible
every dense constructible subset contains a nonempty open set of V.

Let S C V be the countable union of the locally closed sets Ly where Ly is the
vertical line z = k from which the k points (k,1),..., (k, k) are removed. Then we
see that Vi NS = L1U---ULy is locally closed in Vi, for each k, hence constructible,
and so S is weakly constructible. Since S is dense in V' and does not contain a
nontrivial open set, it follows that .S is not constructible.

Ezample 1.13.5 (IMMANUEL STAMPFLI). Define the following subsets of A%: Lg :=
A< {0} and Ly, := {m} x A for m > 0. Then S := {J;5, L: C A? has the structure
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of an ind-variety by setting Sy := Uf:o L;. The inclusion S — A? is a morphism
and S C A? is weakly closed. On the other hand, the subset U := S\ Lg is open and
dense in S, but the weak closure U = U;>1 L is strictly contained in S. So even
for open sets of ind-varieties the weak closure might be smaller than the closure.
The example also shows that the image of a morphism need not be constructible
or weakly constructible.

Proposition 1.13.6. Assume that k is uncountable. Then every countable union of
closed algebraic subsets of an ind-variety V is weakly closed. In particular, if S CV
is ind-constructible, S = Uj S; with algebraic subsets S; C V, then S = Uj S;,
and this set is weakly closed.

Proof. Let S = Ui6 ; Xi be a countable union of closed algebraic subsets X; C V,
and let Y C V be a locally closed algebraic subset contained in S. It follows that
Y = U,y Xi NY. If k is uncountable, then, by Lemma 1.3.1, there is a finite subset

F C I such that Y = {J,. X; NY. Hence, Y C |J,.r X; and so Y C Uier Xi C
S. O

In general, the weak closure needs not to be weakly closed as the following
example shows.

Ezample 1.13.7. Consider the analytic hypersurface
5= {(I,y,Z) € A(% | Yy = eXp(Z).I} - A%

==

==

—
<=

==

We claim that every irreducible algebraic subset of S is contained in one of the
horizontal lines H, := S N {(z,y,2) | 2 = a}, a € C, or in the vertical line L :=
SnN{(z,y,z) | = = 0}. Note that S is irreducible as an analytic variety, because
the map ¢: AZ — S, (z,2) — (z,exp(z)z, z), is biholomorphic. Since S is not
algebraic it follows that every irreducible algebraic subset of S is either a point or
an irreducible algebraic curve C, and the closure C' (for the C-topology or for the
Zariski topology) is still contained in S.
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In order to prove the claim above let us assume, by contradiction, that C is
neither contained in the plane (z = 0) nor in a plane (z = a) for some a € C. It
follows that the map ¢: C --» C, (x,%,2) — y/x = exp z, is rational and that the
map ¢: C — C, (2,9,2) — z, is dominant. Therefore, the image of 9 is equal to
C\ F where F is a finite subset of C. It follows that the rational maps ¢, ¢: C --» C
are algebraically independent over C. This is impossible, because the field C(C) of
rational functions on the curve C' has transcendence degree one over C, and the
claim follows.

Now consider the open dense set U := S\ (HoUL) of S. The following assertions
are straightforward consequences from the claim:

(1) The set S is weakly closed in A2;
(2) We have U = S\ Ho;

(3) We have z =T" u{o};
(4) We have Www -7
In particular, U" is not weakly closed, but Ww is.
Here is a useful lemma whose easy proof is left to the reader.

Lemma 1.13.8. Let p: V — W be an ind-morphism. Then the image ¢(V) is
ind-constructible. If we assume that for every k € N there is an m = m(k) such
that o(Vm) 2 ©(V) N Wk, then the image p(V) is weakly constructible.

2. IND-GROUPS, LIE ALGEBRAS, AND REPRESENTATIONS

2.1. Ind-groups and Lie algebras. The product of two ind-varieties V = (J, Vi
and W = [J, Wk is defined in the obvious way: V xW := [J,. (Vi xWy). This
allows to define an ind-group as an ind-variety G with a group structure such that
multiplication G x G — G: (g,h) — g - h, and inverse G — G: g — g~ !, are both
morphisms. It is clear that a closed subgroup G of an ind-group G is an algebraic
group if and only if G is an algebraic subset of G.

Recall that the Lie algebra Lie G of a linear algebraic group G is defined as the
Lie algebra of left invariant vector fields on G. This means the following where
we identify the vector fields on an affine variety X with the derivations of O(X).
If g € G we denote by A\;: G = G, h > gh, the left translation on G, and by
pg: G = G, h — hg, the right translation.

Definition 2.1.1. The Lie algebra Lie G of G is the set of all derivations of the
k-algebra O(G) that commute with the automorphisms A; induced by the left
translations A\, g € G. The Lie bracket is defined by [d1, J2] := 01 0 3 — 2 0 d7.

Let T.G be the tangent space of G at the identity e, i.e. the vector space of all k-
derivations from O(G) to the O(G)-module O(G)/m, = k where m, is the maximal
ideal of e. Denote by .: O(G) — k the evaluation homomorphism f + f(e). For
any vector field § € Lie G, the composition . := €, 0d is a tangent vector from T.G,
and we have the following crucial result (see for example [Bor91, Theorem 1.3.4]).

Proposition 2.1.2. The map LieG — T.G, § — § := €. 00, is an isomorphism
of k-vector spaces.
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This allows to identify Lie G with T.G and to carry over the structure of Lie
algebra to the tangent space T.G.

The Lie algebra LieG of an affine ind-group G is defined analogously, using
again the left-invariant vector fields on G. The details, as for example the proof of
Theorem 2.1.4 below, are given in [Kum02, Proposition 4.2.2].

Definition 2.1.3. The Lie algebra Lie G of the affine ind-group G is the set of all
continuous derivations of the k-algebra O(G) that commute with automorphisms
A; induced by the left translations Ay of G.

The tangent space T.G to G at the identity e € G is the k-vector space of all
continuous k-derivations §: O(G) — O(G)/m. = k.

Theorem 2.1.4 ([Kum02, Proposition 4.2.2]). The linear map LieG — T.G, § —
0c 1= €¢ 00, is an isomorphism of k-vector spaces.

As in the case of linear algebraic groups, this allows to identify Lie G with T.G
and makes it possible to carry over the structure of Lie algebra to T.G.

Remark 2.1.5. The construction of the left-invariant vector field 64 on G corre-
sponding to the tangent vector A € T.G is given in the following way.
da: O(G) —— O(G x G) =0(G)2O(G) 0(9).

Here we use that the coordinate ring of a product V xW of two affine ind-varieties
is a completion O(V)@ O(W) of O(V) @ O(W) (cf. [Kum02, 1V.4.2]).

id®A
—_—

If p: G — H is a homomorphism of affine ind-groups, then the differential
dpe: LieG — LieH

is a homomorphism of Lie algebras. This follows from the definition above, see
[Kum02, Proposition 4.2.2].

2.2. The connected component of the identity. For an ind-group G = J,. G
we denote by G° the connected component gl containing the identity e € G, see
Section 1.7.

Proposition 2.2.1. Let G = J,, Gr be an ind-group.
(1) ¢° = U 6.

(2) G° C G is a curve-connected open (and thus closed) normal subgroup of
countable index. In particular, Lie G = Lie G°.

(3) We have dim G < oo if and only if G° is an algebraic group.

(4) We have dim G < oo if and only if dimLie G < oo.

Proof. We know from Proposition 1.7.1 that G° is open and closed in G.

(1) Set G' := |, gfj’ C G, the union of the connected components of G, con-
taining the identity e. Since gfj’ C G° we have G’ C G°. By Proposition 1.6.2,
there exists an admissible filtration G° = Uk Gp of G° where all G are connected.
If Gg C Ge, then G C G'), hence G° C G

(2) Clearly, G° - G°, (G°)~! and gG°¢g~! (g € G) are connected and contain e,

and so G° is a normal subgroup of G. It is of countable index, because the number
of connected components is countable.
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In order to prove that G° is curve-connected it suffices to show that every closed
connected algebraic subset Y C G° is contained in an irreducible closed algebraic
subset X C G°. We prove this by induction on the number n of irreducible compo-
nents of Y. If n > 2 we can find two irreducible components C7, C3 of Y which have
a nonempty intersection. Choose a point h € Cq N C2 and consider the morphism
C1 x Cy = G°, (91,92) = g1h~tg2. Then the closure D of the image is irreducible
and contains Cy and Cs. Hence, Y/ := DUY has at most n — 1 connected compo-
nents, and the claim follows by induction.

(3) Assume that d := dimG < oo. Let G° = |J,, G; be an admissible filtration
such that all G; are irreducible (Proposition 1.6.3). Then there is a ko such that
dim G} = d = dim ggo for all k > kg, hence G = ggo for all k£ > kq. It follows that
g° = Gy, is a connected algebraic group.

(4) If dim G < oo, then G° is an algebraic group, by (3). Since Lie G = Lie G° by
(2) we see that Lie @ is finite-dimensional. On the other hand, T,G ~ T.G = Lie G
for all g € G and so dim7TyG, < dimLieG for all £ > 1 and all g € G;. Hence,
dim Gy < dimLie G for all &, i.e. dim G < dim Lieg. O

Corollary 2.2.2. Let k be uncountable. If G is an ind-group and H C G a closed
subgroup of countable index, then G° C H.

Proof. Tt is clear that H° C G° and that 7° has countable index in G°, see Propo-
sition 2.2.1(2). Choose representatives g; € G° (i € N) of the left-cosets of H° in
G° where g1 = e. If G° = |J,, G, with irreducible closed subsets G, containing e,
then Gy, = J;—;(Gr N g;/H®) is a countable union of disjoint closed subsets. Since k
is uncountable we get G = G N g1 H® C H°, hence G° C H°, and so G° =H°. O

Remark 2.2.3. The proposition above shows that the following statements for an
ind-group G are equivalent.

(1) G is connected;

(2) G is irreducible;

(3) G is curve connected;
4) g=¢°

2.3. Some examples of ind-groups.

(1) The most important examples for us are the automorphism groups Aut(X)
of affine varieties X. These groups will be studied in detail in Section 5.

(2) If V is a k-vector space of countable dimension, then V* := (V,+) is a
commutative connected ind-group. Moreover this ind-group is nested (see
Example 2.4.2 below) since we may filter V by a family of finite-dimensional
subspaces. If W is another such k-vector space, then the homomorphisms
(of ind-groups) V' — W are the linear maps.

(3) Let (Gg,tk)ken be a countable set of algebraic groups Gy and injective
homomorphisms t;: Gy < Ggy1. Then the limit G := liﬂGk is a nested
ind-group. A typical example is GLy (k) := lim GLy, (k) & GL(k>) which
is the group of invertible matrices (a;;) with the property that a;; = 0 for
large enough i # j, and a;; = 1 for large enough .
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More generally, for a k-vector space V' of countable infinite dimension
we define

GLx (V) :={¢ € GL(V) | Coker(p — id) is finite-dimensional}.

IfVi C Vo C --- C Vis a flag of finite-dimensional subspaces such that V =
Uk Vi, then GLo(V) = hﬂGL(Vk) where we use the obvious inclusions
GL(Vi) = GL(Vj41). It follows that GLoo (V) ~ GL& (k) as ind-groups.

(4) A countable group G with the discrete topology is a discrete ind-group.
Moreover, an ind-group G is discrete if and only if its Lie algebra LieG
is trivial. If k is uncountable this is equivalent to the condition that G is
countable.

2.4. Smoothness of ind-groups. It follows from the definitions of smoothness
(see Definition 1.9.4) that if an ind-groups is strongly smooth in one point, then
it is strongly smooth in every point, and the same holds for geometrically smooth.
Smoothness has very strong consequences, as the following corollary to Proposi-
tion 1.9.6 shows.

Corollary 2.4.1. Let ¢: G — H be a bijective homomorphism of ind-groups. As-
sume that G is connected and H is strongly smooth in e. Then v is an isomorphism.

In contrast to the case of algebraic groups, it is not true in general that an ind-
group is strongly smooth. In fact, we will give an example of a bijective morphism
of ind-groups which is not an isomorphism, see Proposition 14.2.1. On the other
hand, there is a class of groups which are strongly smooth.

Example 2.4.2. Assume that the ind-group G admits a filtration consisting of closed
algebraic subgroups. Then G is strongly smooth in any of its points.

Such ind-groups are called nested, see [KPZ16]. We will discuss these ind-groups in
Section 9.4.

2.5. R-rational points of algebraic groups. Another type of interesting exam-
ples of ind-groups are the groups G(R) of R-rational points of an algebraic group
G where R is a commutative k-algebra of countable dimension.

Proposition 2.5.1. Let G be a linear algebraic group, and let R be a commutative
k-algebra of countable dimension, e.g. a finitely generated commutative k-algebra.
Then the group G(R) of R-rational points of G is naturally an ind-group.

Proof. We have seen in Proposition 1.10.1 that for every affine variety X and every
commutative k-algebra R the set of R-rational points X (R) has a natural structure
of an ind-variety. If G is a linear algebraic group, then G(R) has a group structure,
and the proposition also shows that the multiplication G(R) x G(R) — G(R) is a
morphism and the inverse G(R) = G(R) is an isomorphism, hence the claim. [

Remark 2.5.2. If X is an affine variety and G a linear algebraic group, then we
have a canonical identification

G(O(X)) = G(X) := Mor(X, Q).
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A special case is R* := GL1(R), the ind-group of invertible elements of R . A
detailed analysis of this ind-group will be given in Section 4.

Another special case is GLa(k[t]) which is worked out in [Sha04]. It is shown
there that, for the obvious filtration by degree, one has that GLa(k[¢])x are exactly
the singular points of GLa(K[t])k+1-

The next result is an immediate consequence of Proposition 1.10.1.

Proposition 2.5.3. (1) Letp: G — H be a homomorphism of linear algebraic
groups. Then, for any commutative k-algebra R of countable dimension, the
induced homomorphism

p(R): G(R) — H(R)

is a homomorphism of ind-groups. If ¢ is injective, then p(R) is a closed
1mmersion.

(2) Let p: R — S be a homomorphism of commutative k-algebras of countable
dimension, and let G be a linear algebraic group. Then the induced homo-
morphism G(p): G(R) — G(S) is a homomorphism of ind-groups. If p is
ingective, then G(p) is a closed immersion.

For some applications one can reduce the study of the ind-group G(R) to the case
where R is a k-domain, i.e. a commutative k-algebra which is an integral domain.

Proposition 2.5.4. Let G be a linear algebraic group and R a finitely generated
commutative k-algebra. There is a closed immersion of G(R) into an ind-group
of the form H(S) where H is a linear algebraic group and S a finitely generated
k-domain.

The main ingredient of the proof is the following lemma which was indicated to
us by CLAUDIO PROCESI.

Lemma 2.5.5. Any finitely generated commutative k-algebra R can be embedded
into a matriz algebra M,,(S) where S is a finitely generated k-domain.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that there is an embedding ¢: R < M, (K) where
K = k(x1,...,%,) is a rational function field over k. In fact, if R is generated
by a1,...,a, and if S C K is the subalgebra generated by the coefficients of the
matrices p(a;), then ¢(R) C M, (S).

The k-algebra R embeds into the localization Ry where T" C R is the set of
nonzero divisors. Since Rp is noetherian and of Krull-dimension 0 it is a finite
product of local artinian k-algebras: R = Ry X - - - X R,,. Thus it is enough to show
that each R; can be embedded into an M, (K) for a suitable rational function field
K over k.

So let (R, m) be a local artinian k-algebra whose residue field L := R/m is finitely
generated over k. We claim that R contains a rational function field K over k such
that R is finite-dimensional over K. Then the regular representation of R on itself
defines an embedding R < M,,(K), n := dimg R, hence the claim.

It remains to prove the existence of a subfield K C R such that dimg R < oo.
Choose ¢1,...,¢ € R such that the images ¢1,...,¢. € R/m = L form transcen-
dence basis of L. It follows that the field K := k(cy,...,c¢,) is contained in R and
that R/m is finite-dimensional over K. Since m’/m‘*! is a finitely generated R-
module, it is also finite-dimensional over K, and sind m¢ = (0) for some d > 1 we
finally get that R is finite-dimensional over K. O
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Proof of Proposition 2.5.4. By Lemma 2.5.5, there is an embedding ¢: R < M,,(.5)
where S is a finitely generated k-domain. Then ¢ induces an embedding

@: Mp(R) = M,,(M,,,(S)) ~ M, (S5)
which is k-linear, hence closed. It follows that the subgroup
H :={h € GLyn(S) | h,h~" € Im @}

is closed, and so ¢ induces an isomorphism GL,(R) = H. Now the claim follows
since every linear algebraic group G is isomorphic to a closed subgroup of some
GL, (k). d

Recall that an abstract group is said to be linear if it admits an embedding
into a linear group GL, (K) for some field K. Thus the above theorem implies the
following result.

Corollary 2.5.6. Any ind-group of the form G(R) where G is a linear algebraic
group and R a finitely generated commutative k-algebra is linear.

2.6. Representations of ind-groups. Let G be an ind-group, and let V' be a
k-vector space of countable dimension. We denote by L£(V) the k-vector space of
linear endomorphisms. Note that £(V) is not an ind-variety in case V' is not finite-
dimensional.

Definition 2.6.1. A group homomorphism p: G — GL(V) is called a represen-
tation of G on V if the induced map p: G x V. — V| (g,v) — gv := p(g)v, is an
ind-morphism. We also say that V is a G-module.

If p: G — GL(V) is a representation we define a linear map dp: LieG — L(V)
in the following way. For v € V', let u,: G — V be the orbit map g — gv. Then

dp(A)(v) := (duy)e(A) for A € Lieg.

For A € LieG and v € V we will write A(v) for dp(A)(v) The following result can
be found in [Kum02, Lemma 4.2.4].

Lemma 2.6.2. The map dp: LieG — L(V), A — (duy)e(A), for A € LieG and
v € V is a homomorphism of Lie algebras.

Remark 2.6.3. Denote by p: G x V. — V the corresponding linear action. It is easy
to see that the differential dp(c ) : Lie GxT,V — T,V has the following description:

dp(e,v)(A,w) = A(v) +w for A€ LieG, we T,V =V

Proposition 2.6.4. Let p: G — GL(V) be a representation of a connected ind-
group G. Then p is trivial if and only if dp is trivial.

Proof. Tt is clear from the definition of dp that for a trivial representation p we
have dp = 0. Now assume that dp = 0 and that G is connected. If dp is trivial,
then the differentials in e € G of the orbit maps u,: G — V are all zero. Hence
(dpy)g = 0 for all g € G. In fact, pg, = py 0 pg where pg is the right translations,
and so (dpigy)e = (dity)g 0 (dpg)e from which the result follows.

We choose an admissible filtration G = | J Gi, such that Gy, is irreducible (Propo-
sition 1.6.3) and that e € Gi, for all k. If p is nontrivial we can find a v € V such
that Gv # {v}. It follows that for a large enough k the morphism p: G — V,
g — gv, is non-constant. Since Gy, is irreducible this implies that the differential of
1 is non-constant on a dense open set of Gy, contradicting what we said above. [
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A fundamental result in the theory of algebraic groups is that every affine G-
variety can be equivariantly embedded into a finite-dimensional G-module. This
does not hold for ind-groups.

Proposition 2.6.5. Assume that an ind-group G of infinite dimension (see Defi-
nition 1.1.6) acts faithfully on an affine variety X. Then there is no embedding of
X as a closed G-stable subvariety of a representation V of G.

Proof. Assume that X embeds equivariantly into a representation V. Since X is a
variety the linear span W := (X) C V is finite-dimensional and G-stable. Therefore,
we obtain an injective homomorphism of ind-groups G < GL(W). This is clearly
impossible, because dim G = oc. (I

Note that the automorphism group Aut(X) acts faithfully on the coordinate
ring O(X). We will see later in Proposition 7.3.1 that this is a representation of the
ind-group Aut(X). But we don’t even know if a general affine ind-group admits a
nontrivial representation.

Question 2.6.6. Does any affine ind-group admit a faithful (or only nontrivial)
representation on a k-vector space of countable dimension ¢

2.7. Homomorphisms with small kernels. The first result is an immediate
consequence of the fact that the image of a homomorphism of algebraic groups is
closed.

Proposition 2.7.1. Let G be an ind-group, G an algebraic group, and ¢: G — G a
homomorphism of ind-groups. Then the image ©(G) is a closed algebraic subgroup.

Proof. If G = |J, Gk, then there is a k such that ¢(G) C Gi. It follows that p(G) C
Gk, and so ¢(G) is a closed algebraic subgroup and ¢ induces a homomorphism

G — ¢(G) of algebraic groups with a dense image. Hence ¢(G) = ¢(G). O

We now apply the results from Section 1.8 to the case of homomorphisms of
ind-groups.

Proposition 2.7.2. Let G be an ind-group, G an algebraic group, and ¢: G — G
a homomorphism of ind-groups.
(1) If dimKer ¢ < oo, then G° is an algebraic group. In particular, dim G < oo.
(2) If G is connected, then ©(G) C G is a closed subgroup. Furthermore, there
exists a closed irreducible algebraic subset X of G such that p(X) = ¢(G).
(3) If G is connected and ¢ surjective, then dp.: LieG — Lie G is surjective,
and Kerdyp, 2O Lie Ker .

Proof. (1) This follows from Proposition 1.8.3, because G° is curve-connected, by
Proposition 2.2.1

(2) We choose an admissible filtration G = |J G, such that all G, are irreducible.
Then the subsets ¢(Gr) C G are irreducible and closed, and so there is a kg > 0
such that ¢(Gr,) = @(Gk) for all k& > ko. It follows that H := ¢(Gi,) C G is a
closed subgroup and that ¢(G) C H. The image ¢(Gy,) contains a subset U which
is open and dense in H. Since H is irreducible, it is well-known that U-U = H (see
for example [Hum75, Lemma 7.4, page 54]). This yields ¢(G) = H. Also, if k; is
chosen such that G, - G, C Gk, , we get (Gk, ) = H, so that we can take X = Gy, .
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(3) Choose X as in (2). This implies that the differential de, is surjective for all
g in an open dense set of X. Hence, for the induced morphism ¢: g7 X — G the
differential dy.: T.g~'X — LieG is surjective, proving the first claim. The second
assertion is clear. (]

The example Z C k' shows that the connectedness assumption in (2) is neces-
sary. If k is uncountable, then (3) holds without assuming that G is connected. In
fact, G — G surjective then implies that G° — G° is surjective.

Question 2.7.3. Do we have that Ker dp. = Lie Ker ¢ ?

In case of an uncountable base field k we have the following variation of the
proposition above.

Proposition 2.7.4. Assume that k is uncountable. Let ¢: G — H be a homomor-
phism of ind-groups whose kernel is an algebraic group. Let H C H be an algebraic
subgroup and assume that HN(G) is closed in H. Then, the inverse image ¢~ *(H)
is an algebraic subgroup. In particular, this holds if H N p(G) is constructible or if
HC p(9).

Proof. We have HN¢(G) =, HN¢(Gx), and so HN¢(G) = HNp(Gy) for some
k > 0 by Lemma 1.3.1. This implies that =1 (H) = Kerg - (¢~ (H) N Gx), hence
¢ 1(H) C G, for some m > k, proving that ¢~!(H) is an algebraic subgroup. [

2.8. Factor groups and homogeneous spaces. If H C G is a closed subgroup
of an ind-group G one might ask if the homogeneous space G/H has the structure
of an ind-variety with the usual universal properties. If G is affine and H = H
a reductive algebraic subgroup, then on easily shows that G has an admissible
filtration G = (J, Gr where all G, are affine and stable under right multiplication
with H. Since all H-orbits are isomorphic to H, the geometric quotient Gy /H exists
as an affine variety. It then follows that G/H = liggk /H is an affine ind-variety
with an action of G which has the usual universal properties of a homogeneous
space.

However, one cannot expect such a result in general. In Section 17.3 we will
construct a connected affine ind-group G and a closed connected subgroup H g g
which has the same Lie algebra. Let us show that the homogeneous space G/H
cannot have a structure of an ind-variety with the usual properties of a homogeneous
space. In fact, if the projection 7: G — G/H is a G-equivariant morphism, then dr,
is trivial, because Kerdmr, O LieH = LieG. It follows from the G-equivariance
that dm, is trivial in every point g € G which implies that G/H is a point (see
Example 1.9.3).

3. FAMILIES OF MORPHISMS, OF ENDOMORPHISMS, AND OF AUTOMORPHISMS

3.1. Families of morphisms and the ind-variety of morphisms.

Definition 3.1.1. Let V,W and Z be ind-varieties. A family of morphisms from
VY to W parametrized by Z is a morphism ®: Z x V — W of ind-varieties. We use
the notation ® = (®,).cz where ®.: V — W denotes the morphism sending v to
D(z,v).
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Definition 3.1.2. We say that Mor(V, W) admits a natural structure of ind-variety
if it can be endowed with the structure of an ind-variety in such a way that families
of morphisms Z — Mor(V, W) correspond to ind-morphisms Z — Mor(V, W).

In other words, Mor(V, W) admits a natural structure of ind-variety if and only
if the contravariant functor

Mor(V, W): Ind-Var — Sets, Z — Mor(Z x V, W)
is representable.
The following results follow immediately from the definitions.

Lemma 3.1.3. Let X, Y, Z, and T be ind-varieties, and assume that Mor(X,)),
Mor(Y, Z), Mor(X, Z), Mor(Y,T) admit natural structures of ind-varieties. Then
we have the following.

(1) The evaluation map
Mor(X,Y) x X =¥, (f,z) — f(z)

is a morphism.
(2) The composition map

Mor(X,Y) x Mor(Y, Z2) — Mor(X, Z), (f,g9)—gof

is a morphism.
(3) For any g: Z — T the composition map

Mor(Y, Z) = Mor(Y,T), frrgof

is a morphism.
(4) For any f: X — Y the composition map

Mor(Y, Z) — Mor(X,2), g+ gof
is a morphism.
Here is our first existence result.

Lemma 3.1.4. If X, Y are affine varieties, then Mor(X,Y) admits a natural
structure of ind-variety. Moreover, Mor(X,Y) is an affine ind-variety.

Proof. By Proposition 1.10.1, the set Mor(X,Y) = Y(O(X)) admits a structure of
ind-variety. It is easy to see that this structure has the requested universal property.
O

This result is easily extended to the case where Y is an affine ind-variety. For
the proof we use the following result.

Lemma 3.1.5. Let XY, Z be affine varieties and let o: Y — Z be a closed im-
mersion. Then the induced map
o«: Mor(X,Y) < Mor(X, Z)
is a closed immersion of ind-varieties.
Proof. By Lemma 3.1.3(3) o, is an ind-morphism.
Next we show that the image of 0., Z := {¢ € Mor(X, Z) | ¢(X) C o(Y)}, is

closed. The evaluation maps e,: Mor(X,Z) — Z, ¢ — ¢(x), are morphisms by
Lemma 3.1.3(1), and so Z = (), cy €5 *(0(Y)) is closed.
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It remains to see that o, is a closed immersion. Again by Lemma 3.1.3(1), the
map e: Z x X — o(Y) =Y, (p,z) — ¢(x) is also an ind-morphism, as well as
the corresponding map Z — Mor(X,Y") (see Definition 3.1.2). It follows from the
construction that this is the inverse of the ind-morphism Mor(X,Y) — Z induced
by 0. O

Proposition 3.1.6. If X is an affine variety and Y an affine ind-variety, then
Mor(X,Y) admits a natural structure of ind-variety. Moreover, Mor(X,)) is an
affine ind-variety.

Proof. Let Y = UkeN Vi be an admissible filtration of ) by affine varieties. By
Lemma 3.1.4, Mor(X,)Y)) admits a universal structure of ind-variety, and, for
each k, we have a natural closed immersion Mor(X,)x) — Mor(X, Vi+1), by
Lemma 3.1.5 above. It follows from Lemma 1.4.9 that Mor(X,Y) = ligMor(X, Vi)
is an ind-variety, and one easily checks that it has the universal property we were
looking for. O

We now provide examples showing that Mor(X,Y") does not necessarily admit a
natural structure of ind-variety in the two following cases:

(1) X is an affine variety and Y a quasi-affine variety;
(2) X is an affine ind-variety and Y an affine variety.

Ezample 3.1.7. Consider the quasi-affine variety A% := A2\ {(0,0)}. We claim that
Mor(A!, A?) does not admit a natural structure of ind-variety. Assume that there
is such a structure. Consider the natural inclusion

v: Mor(A!, A?) < Mor(A!, A?) = k[z]?
and the closed algebraic subset Z := {(r,1+ sz) | 7,5 € k} C Mor(A', A?). Then
Y := ZNnMor(AY,A?) = {(r,1+sz) | r,s € k,r #0 or r =5 = 0} C Mor(A!, A?)
is closed, and it is an irreducible closed algebraic subset, because it is the image
of the morphism A% — Mor(A', A?), (a,b) — (a,1 + abz). Since Z is normal and
since the injective morphism Y — Z is dominant it follows from ZARISKI's Main

Theorem in its original form (see [Mum99, Chap. III, §9, p. 209]) that Y — Z is
an open immersion. This is obviously a contradiction since Y is not open in Z.

Ezample 3.1.8. We claim that Mor(A*, Al) = O(A>) does not admit a natu-
ral structure of ind-variety. On one hand Mor(A>, Al) = O(A™) is equal to the

projective limit @k[l‘l, ..., &y], which contains L&l(kxn) = H(kxn) ~ kN, hence

n
its cardinality is at least equal to the cardinality of the power set P(k). On the
other hand it is clear that the cardinality of any ind-variety is at most equal to the
cardinality of k.

Remark 3.1.9. In the case where X is a projective variety and Y a quasi-projective
variety, GROTHENDIECK has shown that there exists a universal structure of scheme
on Mor(X,Y), the scheme having in general countably many components [Gro95,
4(c)], see also [Deb01, Chapter 2]. The scheme Mor(X,Y) is naturally realized as
an open subscheme of the Hilbert scheme Hilb(X x Y'). For example, Mor(P!, P")
is the disjoint union of the varieties Mory(P*, P") of morphisms of degree d, and
Mor4(P!,P™) is an open set of the projective space P(S%(k?)"*1) (see [Deb01, 2.1,
page 38]).
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Remark 3.1.10. If X is an affine variety, then End(X) = Mor(X, X) is an ind-
semigroup, i.e. an ind-variety with a semigroup structure such that the multiplica-
tion is an ind-morphism.

Remark 3.1.11. If G is a linear algebraic group and X an affine variety, we have
already seen in Section 2.5 that Mor(X, G) = G(O(X)) is an ind-group in a natural
way.

If X,Y,Z are affine varieties, then every morphism ¢: X x Y — Z can be
regarded as a family of morphisms ¥ — Z parametrized by X, hence defines a
morphism X — Mor(Y, Z).

Lemma 3.1.12. Let XY, Z be affine varieties. Then the natural map
Mor(X x Y, Z) = Mor(X,Mor(Y, Z)), ¢+ (p(z,7))zex,

is an isomorphism of ind-varieties.

Proof. (a) We first assume that Z = A”. Then Mor(X x Y, Z) = O(X x Y)" and
Mor (X, Mor(Y, Z)) = Mor(X,0(Y)") = O(X)®@ O(Y)"

where we use that for a k-vector space V' of countable dimension we have Mor(X, V) =
O(X)® V. The claim follows in this case, because the map is a linear isomorphism
of k-vector spaces of countable dimension.

(b) In general, we fix a closed embedding Z C A™. Then Mor(X x Y,Z) C
Mor(X x Y, A™) and Mor(X,Mor(Y, Z)) C Mor(X,Mor(Y,A™)) are closed ind-
subvarieties, and the claim follows from (a). O

Two other useful results in this context are the following.

Lemma 3.1.13. Let X,Y be affine varieties, and let o € X, yo € Y. Then the
subset

Morg(X,Y) := {p € Mor(X,Y) | ¢(x0) = yo} € Mor(X,Y)
is closed, and the map Moro(X,Y) — L(T3,X,T,Y), ¢ — dog,, is an ind-

morphism.

Proof. One easily reduces to the case where Y is a k-vector space V and yo =
0. Then Mor(X,V) = O(X) ® V and Mor(X,V) = m,, ® V, hence closed in
Mor(X,Y), and the map ¢ — dg,, corresponds to my, @ V — my,/m2 @V
L(T:, X, ToV).

ol

Lemma 3.1.14. Let XY be affine varieties and W, Z affine ind-varieties.
(1) If o: W — Z is a closed immersion, then the induced map

os: Mor(X, W) — Mor(X, Z), ¢ — oo,

is a closed immersion of ind-varieties.
(2) If p: Y = X is a dominant morphism, then the induced map

p s Mor(X, Z) = Mor(Y,Z), p— popu

is a closed immersion of ind-varieties.
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Proof. By Lemma 3.1.3(3) o, and p* are both ind-morphisms.

(1) The claim is true if W, Z are affine varieties, by Lemma 3.1.5. Let Z = |J,, 2
be an admissible filtration, and let W = (J, Wi be the induced filtration, i.e.
o(Wx) = Z;, No(W). For any k we have a commutative diagram

Mor(X, Wgy1) —2— Mor(X, Zj11)

E E
Mor(X, Wy) —Z— Mor(X, Z)
where all maps are closed immersions of ind-varieties. By construction we have
o« (Mor (X, Wy)) = o.(Mor(X, W))NMor(X, Z), and thus o, is a closed immersion.

(2) Let us first assume that Z is an affine variety Z. Using a closed embed-
ding Z C V into a finite-dimensional k-vector space V we obtain the following
commutative diagram of ind-morphisms:

Mor(X, Z) —= Mor(X, V) OX)®V

E E s
Mor(Y, Z) —=— Mor(Y,V) —— O(Y)®V
Since the induced map p* ®id: O(X)®@V — O(Y)® V is an injective linear map,
it is a closed immersion, and the claim follows in this case.
In general, we use an admissible filtration Z = |J, 2. Since p: X — Y is
dominant, we clearly have p*(Mor(Y, Z;)) = p*(Mor(Y, Z)) N Mor(X, Z;) which
implies that p* is a closed immersion of ind-varieties. O

The following result shows that the ind-semigroup End(X) := Mor(X, X) of all
endomorphisms of X determines X up to isomorphisms.

Proposition 3.1.15. Let X and Y be affine varieties, and assume that there is an
isomorphism : End(X) = End(Y) as ind-semigroups. Then X ~Y as varieties.
More precisely, the isomorphism i is induced by a uniquely determined isomorphism
0 X Y.

Proof. For x € X denote by 7, € End(X) the constant map with value z. Then the
map tx: X — End(X),  — ~,, is a closed immersion. In fact, it is a morphism,
and there is a retraction given by the morphism &,,: End(X) = X, ¢ — p(z0).
Now we remark that the closed subset ¢x(X) C End(X) of constant maps is
characterized by tx(X) = {¢ € End(X) | p o) = ¢ for all ¢ € End(X)}. This im-
plies that the every isomorphism of ind-semigroups 7: End(X) = End(Y) defines
a bijective morphism 7, (x): tx(X) = ¢ty (Y). The claim follows since the inverse
map is given by 771, (v). O

Remark 3.1.16. A stronger result can be found in [AK14].

3.2. Vector fields and endomorphisms. As usual, a vector field 6 on an affine
variety X is a map = — 0, € T, X with the property that for every f € O(X) the
function

Of: X =k, z—=0,f
is regular on X. It is easy to see that this gives a canonical identification of the
vector fields Vec(X) on X and the (k-linear) derivations Derg(O(X)) of O(X).
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Moreover, Vec(X) is a module over O(X) by setting (f0), := f(x)-6,. Y C X
is a closed subvariety, we define the submodule of vector fields “parallel” to Y by

Vecy (X) := {6 € Vec(X) | 6, € T,)Y for all y € Y} C Vec(X).
The following result is well known.

Proposition 3.2.1. (1) Vec(X) is a finitely generated O(X )-module.
(2) Let f € O(X) be a nonzero element. The restriction map & — 0| x, induces
an isomorphism O(Xy) ®o(x) Vee(X) = Vec(Xy).
(3) If X is irreducible, then dimy x)k(X) ®@p(x) Vec(X) = dim X.
(4) If Y C X is a closed subvariety, then the linear map Vecy (X) — Vec(Y),
d — Oy, is a homomorphism of O(X)-modules. If X is an affine space A™,
then this map is surjective.

Proof. We set R := O(X), so that Derg(R) = Vec(X), and we will only use that R
is a finitely generated k-algebra.

(1) If R =K[r1,...,7,], then the map
Derg(R) — R™, d+— (6(r1),...,(rn))
is an injective homomorphism of R-modules.
(2) Let S C R a multiplicatively closed subset with 0 ¢ S. Then we have a
canonical isomorphism Rg ®@g Dery(R) — Derg(Rg).

(3) If R is an integral domain with field of fraction K, then, by the previous
statement, we get an isomorphism K ® g Derg(R) ~ Derg(K). Now the claim follows
from the following two well-known assertions.

(a) If L/K is an algebraic field extension containing k, then
Derg(L) ~ L ® g Derg(K).

(b) If x4,...,x, are algebraically independent over k, then
Dery (k(z1, ..., ) = Pk(z1,...,2n)0s,.
i=1

Indeed, the last two points imply that if L is finitely generated extension of k, then
the dimension of Derg (L) over k is equal to the transcendence degree of L over k.

(4) The first assertion is obvious and the second follows from the fact that
Vec(A™) is a free O(A™)-module:

Derg(k[z1,...,2,]) = @k[wl,...,xn]ﬁm. O
i=1

Corollary 3.2.2. For every affine variety X there erists a vector field § which is
nonzero on a dense open set. In particular, the map O(X) — Vec(X), f — [0, is
injective.

Proof. If 6 € Vec(X) is a vector field, then the set Z(§) :={x € X |0, =0} C X
is closed, and Z(§) = X if and only if § = 0. Thus the first statement is clear in
case X is irreducible.

Let X = U?;l X be the decomposition into irreducible components. There exist
regular functions f; € O(X), 7 = 1,...,m,such that (a) fi|x, = 0,and (b) fi|x, #0
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for j # i. Setting f := fifa--- fmn we see that Xy = |J,(X;)s where the open sets
U; == (X;)y C X; are pairwise disjoint and nonempty. It follows that

Vec(Xy) j @ Vec(U,

Since Vec(Xy) ~ O(Xf) ®o(x) Vec(X), by Proposmon 3.2(b) above, we can find a
vector field § € Vec(X) such that 6|y, # 0 for all 4, proving the first claim.

Now assume that fé = 0 for some f € O(X). Then f(x)dé, = 0 for all z € X.
Hence f = 0 because §, is nonzero on a dense open set. (Il

Remark 3.2.3. The following two important results are due to SIEBERT [Sie96]. Let
X,Y be affine varieties.
(1) [Sie96, Proposition 1] The Lie algebra Vec(X) is simple if and only if X is
smooth.
(2) [Sie96, Corollary 3] If Vec(X) is isomorphic to Vec(Y') as Lie algebras, and
if X,Y are both normal, then X ~Y .

We have seen in Lemma 3.1.4 that End(X) is an ind-variety in a natural way.
For any x € X we have a morphism p,: End(X) — X, ¢ — ¢(z), with differential
dpy: Tia End(X) — T, X. Thus, for any H € Tig End(X), we obtain an “abstract”
vector field g defined by € (z) := dus(H).

Proposition 3.2.4. For every H € Tiqg End(X), £y is a vector field on X, and the
linear map &: Tiq End(X) — Vec(X) = Dery(O(X)), H — &u, is an inclusion. If
X is a k-vector space, then £ is an isomorphism.

Proof. (a) In case X = A™ we have End(A™) = k|x1, ..., 2,]™, hence Tiq End(A") =
k[z1,...,z,)" If H=(h1,...,h,) € Tl End(A™), then £y = > | hiz=. In fact,
pa(id+eH) = a+ eH(a) hence &g (a) = H(a), ie. &g =Y iy hla?c

(b) For the general case we choose a closed immersion X C k™ so that O(X) =
k[z1,...,2,])/I(X). This defines a closed immersion of ind-varieties End(X) C
Mor(X,k™) = O(X)", hence an inclusion Tiq End(X) C O(X)™. By definition,
(f1,--+, fn) € End(X) if and only if F(f,..., f,) =0 for all F € I(X). Therefore,
we have for H = (hq,..., hy) € Tia(End(X))

F(Z14+¢eh1,...,Tp +chy,) =0forall Fel(X),

lam

and so

Zh 8171 (Z1,...,Zn) = 0 for all F e I(X).
The latter means that Py ia%i ck[z1,...,2n] = O(X) induces a derivation &g
of O(X) by &u@; = hy, i.e. a vector field given by £g(a) = (hi(a),..., hn(a)) €
T,X Ck™. It is clear now that the linear map H + {p is injective. [l

It is not true that &: Tig End(X) — Vec(X) is always an isomorphism. In fact, if
End(X) is finite-dimensional (see Section 5.5 for examples) and if X has dimension
at least one, then £ cannot be an isomorphism, because Vec(X) is a k-vector space
of infinite dimension, by Proposition 3.2.

Question 3.2.5. Is it true that the image of Tiq End(X) in Vec(X) is a Lie sub-
algebra?
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3.3. Families of automorphisms. The study of families of automorphisms plays
a fundamental role in our paper. We give here some basic facts.

Definition 3.3.1. Let X be a variety and ) an ind-variety. A family of automor-
phisms of X parametrized by Y is a Y-automorphism of X x Y, i.e. an automorphism
® of X x Y such that the projection pr: X x Y — Y is invariant: pry, o® = pry,).
We use the notation ® = (®,),cy where @, is the induced automorphism of the
fiber pr&l(y) = X x {y} which we identify with X. In this way, the family ® can
be regarded as a map ®: Y — Aut(X).

Similarly, for an algebraic group G, a family of G-actions on X parametrized by
Y is a G-action ® on X x ) such that the projection pr: X x )Y — Y is G-invariant.
Again we use the notation ® = (®,),cy where @, is the G-action on the fiber
X x {y} identified with X.

In the definition of a family of automorphism we assumed that & itself is an
automorphism. However, this is not necessary as the following proposition shows.
Note that in the case where X is affine, this proposition is a direct consequence of
the statement claiming that any injective endomorphism of an affine variety is an
isomorphism.

Proposition 3.3.2. Let X and Y be varieties where X is irreducible, and let
& = (Py)yey be a family of endomorphisms of X. If every ®, is an automorphism,
then so is .

Proof. We can clearly assume that Y is irreducible.
The assumption implies that the tangent maps

dq)(w )Z T(w)y)(X X Y) — Tq)(w)y)(X X Y)

Y

are isomorphisms for all (z,y) € X x Y, because d®(, ) = ((d®y),,id). Thus &
induces an isomorphism ®: (X X Y)smooth =~ (X X Y )smootn. In particular, @ is
birational.

If ny: Y — Y is the normalization of Y, then @& induces, by base change, a
morphism ®: X x Y — X x Y over Y which is also an isomorphism on the fibers
X x {7}

If ny: X — X is the normalization of X, then ny x id: X x Y — X x Y is the
normalization of X x Y and so ® induces a morphism ®: X xY — X xY over Y,
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and ® has again the property that it induces isomorphisms on the fibers X x {j}.

- - & - -
XXY — > X xY
Pry pPTy
nx xid Y nx xid

id
- &' -
XXY — > X xY
pry pry-
id xny Y id Xny
ny
ool
XXY — X xY
Pry Pry
Y

Since X x Y is normal and ® bijective, ZARISKI's Main Theorem in its original
form (see [Mum99, Chap. 111, §9]) says that ® is an isomorphism.
Next we claim that ® is finite. For this we look at the square

Bt

XxY —— XxY

K X
XxY —2 5 XxY
where the vertical map n is the normalization. Now ZARISKI’s Main Theorem in
GROTHENDIECK's form (see [Mum99, Chap. III, §9]) says that there is an open

immersion ¢: X X Y — Z and a finite surjective morphism p: Z — X x Y such
that ® = po..

1R

X xY

Since Pon =no ® is the normalization, this map factors through p, i.e. there exists
a morphism 7': X x Y — Z such that ®on = pon’. Hence, f’ =ton: X XY — Z
is finite and thus surjective, and so X x Y = Z.

Now the claim follows from the next lemma. In fact, since the tangent maps are
bijective, the fibers ®~1(x,y) are reduced. O

Lemma 3.3.3. Let ¢: U — Z be a bijective finite morphism between irreducible
varieties. If ¢ has reduced fibers, then ¢ is an isomorphism.
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Proof. We can assume that Z and hence U are both affine. Consider the short exact
sequence of finitely generated O(Z)-modules

0 —— 0(Z) —=— O(U) —— M :=0(U)/O(Z) — 0
If m C O(Z) is a maximal ideal, then mO(U) C O(U) is a maximal ideal, by
assumption, and so M/mM = O(U)/(m OU) + O(Z)) = (0). Hence M = (0). O

4. COMMUTATIVE k-ALGEBRAS AND INVERTIBLE ELEMENTS

4.1. The embedding of R* into R. Let R be a finitely generated commutative k-
algebra. We have seen in Proposition 2.5.1 that the group GL;(R) ~ R* of invertible
elements of R has a “natural” structure of an affine ind-group. This structure is
obtained from the closed immersion GL1(R) < R x R, r — (r,7~1). In particular,
the first projection induces an injective morphism p: GL;(R) — R whose image is
R* CR.

We will now show that this image is locally closed and that the bijective mor-
phism p’: GL;(R) — R* is an isomorphism of ind-varieties.

Theorem 4.1.1. For a finitely generated commutative k-algebra R, the group R*
of invertible elements is locally closed in R. More precisely, if NZ(R) denotes the
set of nonzero divisors of R, then R* is closed in NZ(R), and NZ(R) is open in R.
In addition, the inverse v: R* — R*, r — r~1 is an isomorphism of ind-varieties.
In particular, p': GL1(R) — R* is an isomorphism of ind-groups.

In the following we write R = k[z1,...,2,]/(q1,-..,qm) and set Rg to be the
image of k[zi,...,xn]<k. Then R = |J, Ry is a filtration by finite-dimensional
subspaces, and one has Ry R,, C Ryim.

Lemma 4.1.2. For any k > 1 there is an e = e(k) such that the following holds:
If r € Ry, is invertible, then r~leR,.

For the proof we will use the following result given in [Her26, p. 49] (cf. [MMS&2,
p. 312] and [Sei74, §57]).

Proposition 4.1.3. If p,qo,...,q¢m € K[x1,...,2,] are of degree < k and if p €
(qoy - -+, qm), then there exist po,...,pm € K[z1,...,2,] such that

p= Zpi gi and degp; <k+ ((m+ 1)k)2n for all 1.
i=0
Proof of Lemma 4.1.2. Let q € k[x1,...,x,] be alift of r € Ry such that degq < k.
If » € R is invertible, then 1 € (q,q1,...,¢n). Thus, by Proposition 4.1.3 above,
there exist p,p1,...,pm of degree < e := k + ((m+ 1)k)> such that 1 = pq +
> i>1Pigi- Hence, r-l=peR.. O

Proof of Theorem 4.1.1. 1t is clear that NZ(R) is open in R, because the set of zero
divisors of R is the union of the (finitely many) associated primes which is a closed
subset.

Next we prove that R* is closed in NZ(R), i.e. that Rj := R* N Ry, is closed in
NZ(R)y, := NZ(R)NRy,. Clearly, r € Ry, is invertible if and only if the multiplication
map A\.: R — R, s — rs, is bijective. This is equivalent to the condition that 1
belongs to the image of A,. By Lemma 4.1.2 this means that 1 € \.(R.), e = e(k).
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Denoting by L'(R., Ry.) the set of injective linear maps, we see from the following
Lemma 4.1.4 that the set {h € L'(R., Rke) | 1 € h(R.)} is closed in L' (R, Rke)-
It follows that the set of invertible elements in Ry, is closed in the set of nonzero
divisors of Ry.

It remains to see that the inverse map is an ind-morphism, i.e. that the maps
Ry — Re, r — r~ !, are morphisms. This is a direct consequence of Lemma 4.2.1
in the following section, applied to the multiplication map u: Rx X Re — Rpe,
(r,s) = rs. O

Lemma 4.1.4. Let V.W be finite-dimensional k-vector spaces, and let wy € W.
Denote by L(V,W) the linear maps from V to W, and by L' (V,W) C L(V,W) the
subset of injective maps. Then the following holds.

(1) The subset L' (V,W) C L(V,W) is open;

(2) The subset F:={h e L' (V,W) | wo € h(V)} is closed in L' (V,W).

Proof. (1) This is well-known, because the set of maps of rank < k is closed for
each k.

(2) We can assume that n := dim V' < m := dim W. Choosing bases of V" and W,
the injective morphisms are given by the m x n-matrices A of rank n. The condition
wo € A(V) means that all (n 4 1) x (n + 1) minors of the extended matrix (Ajwy)
are zero, hence the claim. (I

Remark 4.1.5. If we only assume that the algebra R has countable dimension, then
it no longer true that R* is locally closed in R. Set R =k[z, (z +n)~!, n € Z] and
consider the affine line L := {z +a, a € k} C R. Then, R*NL ={x+a, a € Z} is
not locally closed in L, proving that R* is not locally closed in R.

4.2. Division is a morphism. The following “Division Lemma” was used in the
proof of Theorem 4.1.1 above. We will need it again in Section 12, in the proof of
Proposition 12.1.1.

Lemma 4.2.1. Let U, V and W be finite-dimensional k-vector spaces, and let
B:U xV — W be a k-bilinear map. Let X be a variety, and let u: X — U,
p: X — W be morphisms with the property that for all x € X there exists a unique
element v(x) € V such that B(u(x),v(z)) = p(x). Then the map v: X — V is a
morphism.

Proof. Choose bases ui,...,u, of U, v1,...,vy of V, and wy,...,wy of W, and
write p(x) = 2, gi(x)us, v(z) = 32, fi(x)vj, and p(z) = >°; hi(z)wk. By assump-
tion, the functions g;(z) and hy(z) are regular on X, and we have to show that the
functions f;(z) are also regular.

The equation B(u(x),v(x)) = p(x) is equivalent to a linear system of equations

(S(x)) Zakj(x)fj(x) =hi(z), 1<k<{,

where the functions ay;(x) are linear in the g;(x), hence regular. For a fixed zp € X
the system (S(zg)) has, by assumption, a unique solution (f1(zo),..., fm(Z0)).
Therefore, the matrix (ax;(zo))r; has an invertible m x m submatrix. Clearly, this
matrix remains invertible for all  in an open neighborhood of zy. Now CRAMER’s
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rule implies that the functions f;(x) are regular in this neighborhood, and the claim
follows. O

For later use we give the following application of the Divison Lemma.

Corollary 4.2.2. Let R be a finitely generated k-domain. Choose a filtration R =
Ug Ri by finite-dimensional subspaces. Let X be a variety, and let pn: X — R,
p: X — R be morphisms of ind-varieties such that the following holds:
(%) p(z) #0 for all x € X, and there is a k > 1 such that v(x) = Zg% € Ry
forallx € X.

Then v: X — R s an ind-morphism.

Proof. The assumptions imply that there exist m,¢ > 1 such that the following
holds:

(a) u(X) C R\ {0};

(b) p(X)C Ry and Ry, - Ry C Ry;

(c) p(X) C u(X)- Ry (this follows from (x)).

Now set U := R,,, V := R and W := Ry, and take for 3: U x V. — W
the multiplication in R, using that R, - R C Ry, by (b). Since R is a domain
it follows from (a) and (c) that the property of Lemma 4.2.1 is satisfied for the
map v: X — Ry, defined by v(z) := %. Thus v: X — R is an ind-morphism, as
claimed. O

4.3. Principal open sets. If X is an affine variety and f € O(X) a nonzero func-
tion, then one defines the principal open set Xy := {z € X | f(z) # 0} C X which
is again an affine variety. For any k-algebra R of countable dimension we obtain an
injective morphism ¢: Xf(R) — X(R) of ind-varieties (Proposition 1.10.1) whose
image is
X'(R) = {a € X(R) | f(R)(a) € R'} C X(R).
This follows from the fact that the affine variety X, is defined by
Xr=A{(z,s)]|s - f(z) =1} C X xk.
Proposition 4.3.1. The morphism v: X;(R) — X(R) is a (locally closed) immer-
sion, i.e. its image X'(R) := «(X(R)) € X(R) is locally closed and v induces an
isomorphism X ;(R) = X'(R).
Proof. The function f: X — k = A! defines a morphism f(R): X(R) — R of
ind-varieties (Proposition 1.10.1). Hence the subset
X'(R)={a e X(R)| f(R)(a) € R"} = f(R)"'(R")
is locally closed, because R* C R is locally closed (Theorem 4.1.1). By definition
Xs(R)={(a,r) e X(R)x R|r- f(R)(a) =1} C X(R) X R.

Since the inverse R* — R* is a morphism, by Theorem 4.1.1, we see that the map
g: X'(R) = R, a— [f(R)(a)]7?, is also a morphism. Therefore, the map

k: X'(R) = X(R) x R, aw (a,g(a)),

is a morphism whose image is X7 (R). Since & is the inverse of ¢ the claim follows. O



ON THE GEOMETRY OF AUTOMORPHISM GROUPS 55

Corollary 4.3.2. The inclusion t: GL,(R) < M, (R) is a (locally closed) immer-
sion of ind-varieties. In particular, the invertible R-matrices form a locally closed

subset of M, (R).
Here is another consequence of Theorem 4.1.1.

Corollary 4.3.3. Let X,Y be affine varieties, and let Yy CY be a principal open
set. Then Mor(X,Yy) C Mor(X,Y) is locally closed.

Proof. Consider the following map p: Mor(X,Y) — Mor(X,k) = O(X), p(p) =
foe = ¢*(f). This is an ind-morphism (Remark 3.1.10), and Mor(X,Yy)
p~H(O(X)*), hence the claim, by Theorem 4.1.1.

Question 4.3.4. Does this hold for an arbitrary open affine variety Y' CY ¢

ol

4.4. The structure of the ind-group R*. For the coordinate ring R = O(X)
of an irreducible affine variety X it has been shown by ROSENLICHT in [Ros57,
Lemma to Proposition 3] that the group R*/k* is finitely generated and torsion
free (cf. [KKV89, 1.3 Proposition 3]). The following result generalizes this.

Proposition 4.4.1. Let R be a finitely generated commutative k-algebra, v C R
its nilradical, and let d > 1 be the number of connected components of the affine
variety Spec(R/t). Then the following holds.
(1) There is an isomorphism of ind-groups (R*)° ~ (1 +t) x (k*)%.
(2) The quotient R*/(R*)° is a finitely generated free abelian group. In partic-
ular, dim R* = dimy v + d.
(3) The exponential map v — U := 14t defines an isomorphism of ind-groups
(t,4+) = (U, x). In particular, the ind-group (R*)° is nested.

Proof. (a) First assume that R is reduced, i.e. R = O(X) for some affine variety X.
Denote by F C O(X) the locally constant regular function. Clearly, E is a product
of d copies of the field k. Let X = |J i X be the decomposition into irreducible
components. We have an injective homomorphism O(X) < [[; O(X;), and the
projections O(X) — O(X;) map E surjectively onto k, the constant functions
of O(Xj;). It follows that we get an injection O(X)*/E* < [[; O(X;)*/k*. In
fact, if the image of f in each O(X}) is constant, then f is locally constant. By
ROSENLICHT’s Theorem (cf. [KKV89, §1, Proposition 1.3]), the groups O(X;)/k*
are finitely generated and torsion free, hence the the claim follows in this case.

(b) In general, the nilradical v is nilpotent, and so the inverse image 1+t of 1
under the map p: R — R/t consists of invertible elements, hence p~1((R/t)*) = R*.
In particular, we have an exact sequence of ind-groups (see Proposition 2.5):

1 1+t —=— R* — 2 (R/t)" —— 1
It follows that 1 — 14+t — p~}(E) — E — 1 is also an exact sequence of ind-groups.
We claim that this sequence splits, hence p~!(E) is connected and isomorphic to
(14+t) x B*, and R*/p~1(E) = (R/t)*/E which is a finitely generated free abelian
group, by (a), proving (1) and (2).

In order to prove the claim choose inverse images €1, ...,€é4 € R of the standard
k-basis of E = k% C R/, and set A := k[éy,...,64] € R. Then t4 := tN A is
the nilradical of A and A/t4 ~ E. It follows that A is finite-dimensional, and so
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A* C R* is an algebraic group. As above, we have an exact sequence 1 — 1+1ty —
A* — E* — 1 which clearly splits, because 1 + t4 is a unipotent group and E* is
a torus.

Since t™ = (0) for some m > 1, it is clear that the exponential map exp: v — U,
x = exp(x) = D s f—, and the logarithm log: U — ¢, 1 +r — log(l +7r) =

221-21(—1)1‘_1 IT are morphisms of ind-groups, and it is not difficult to see that each

one is the inverse of the other, cf. Section 6.2). O

4.5. The case of non-commutative k-algebras. If R is an associative, but not
necessarily commutative k-algebra of countable dimension, we also have a “natural”
structure of an affine ind-group structure on the group R* of invertible elements,
obtained in the following way (cf. Section 4.1). The subset

A:={(r,s)eRxR|rs=1}CRXR

is closed, and the first projection pry: R x R — R induces a bijection A = R* and
thus endows R* with the structure of an ind-variety. It is easy to see that R* is an
ind-group and that the injection R* < R is a morphism of ind-semigroups. (There
will be more about this in Section 13 where we study “general algebras” R.)

One could expect that the structure results for R* given in Proposition 4.4.1
above carry over to the non-commutative case. But this is not true, and our example
is based on the counterexamples to the famous BURNSIDE Problem which we are
going to recall first.

Let F» denote the free group in two generators, and let P, := (2" | z € Fy)
be the subgroup generated by the nth powers of all elements from F5. This is a
normal subgroup, and the quotient group B(n) := F5/P, is the so called BURNSIDE
group. By construction, every element of B(n) has a finite order dividing n. It was
shown by S.V. IVANOV that B(n) is infinite for n > 248 [Iva92], and this bound
was improved by I.G. LySENOK who showed that B(n) is infinite for n > 8000.

Now we consider the group algebra R(n) := k[B(n)] which is a quotient of the
free associative k-algebra in 2 generators. If we denote by z,y the two generators
of B(n), then R(n) is generated as a k-algebra by z,y, and B(n) C R(n)* is the set
of monomials in x,y. For every z € B(n) the commutative subalgebra k[z] C R(n)
is the group algebra of (z), hence it is isomorphic to a product of m copies of k
where m is the order of z. Therefore, k[z]* C R(n)* is an m-dimensional torus, and
in particular it is connected.

Now assume that (R(n)*)° is a nested ind-group. Then the subgroup generated
by the two tori k[z]* and k[y]* is contained in a connected algebraic subgroup
G C (R(n)*)°. Since G contains all monomials in x,y we have B(n) C G. We claim
that this implies that B(n) is finite. In fact, the inclusion map R(n)* < R(n) is
an ind-morphism, hence G is contained in an algebraic subset of R(n). It follows
that B(n) belongs to a finite-dimensional linear subspace of R(n) and thus must
be finite, because B(n) is a basis of R(n).

This establishes the following result.

Proposition 4.5.1. Let B(n) := B(2,n) be the BURNSIDE group, and let R(n) :=
k[B(n)] be its group algebra. If n is large enough so that B(n) is infinite (e.g.
n > 8000), then the connected component (R(n)*)° does not have the structure of
a nested ind-group.
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We have seen above that every element from B(n) C R(n)* is semisimple and
that the group R(n)* contains a lot of tori. One might wonder whether all elements
of G are locally finite. The next proposition shows that this is not the case if n is
large enough.

Proposition 4.5.2. We use the same notation as in Proposition 4.5.1.
(1) For any X € k such that A\™ # 1 we have (x — A\y) € (R(n)*)°.
(2) If B(n) is infinite and a > 2 is an integer, then the element (x+ay) € R(n)
is mot locally finite.

Proof. (a) The following holds in the algebra k[z] := k[Z]/(Z™ — 1): A polynomial
p(z) € K[z] is invertible if and only if p({) # 0 for all m-th roots of unity ¢. In
fact, k[z] is isomorphic to k™, and the projections onto the factors are given by
p(2) > p(0).

(b) We have (x — \y) = z(1 — A z~1y), and (1 -z~ y) € k[z] where z := 271y €
B(n). It follows from (a) that (1 — Az) is invertible if A is not a n-th root of unity.
Moreover, the inverses of all (1 — Az) belong to the finite-dimensional subspace
k[z] C R(n) which implies that the map

w: C:=k\ {nth roots of unity} — R(n)*, A+~ (x — Ay),
is a morphism. Since u(0) = = € (R(n)*)° we find u(C) C (R(n)*)°, proving (1).

(c) If @ > 2 is an integer, then —a is not a nth root of unity, so that (z + ay)
belongs to (R(n)*)° by (1). Denote by B(n) the set of elements of B(n) that might
be expressed as monomials in z, y of degree k. Since (z+ay)¥ is a linear combination

of all monomials in z,y of degree k and since all coeflicients are positive rational
numbers there exist positive rational numbers ay, b € B(n)j, such that

(z +ay)k = Z apb.

beB(n)k

The infinite set B(n) is the union of the finite sets B(n)g, k > 1. This proves
that there is no finite-dimensional subspace of R(n) which contains all the powers
( + ay)*, k > 1. Hence, the elements (z + ay) are not locally finite. O

4.6. Endomorphisms of commutative k-algebras. For a k-algebra R we de-
note by End(R) the semigroup of k-algebra endomorphisms.

Proposition 4.6.1. For every finitely generated commutative k-algebra R the set
End(R) has a natural structure of an ind-semigroup. Moreover, there is a canonical

embedding §: Tiq End(R) — Derg(R).
Proof. (a) Assume that R = Kk[z1,...,2,]/I. Then
End(R) = {(r1,...,mn) € R" | p(r1,...,m) =0for allpe I} C R",

and this is a closed subset of R™. It is easy to see that the induced ind-variety struc-
ture has the property that families of algebra endomorphisms of R parametrized by
an ind-variety Z correspond bijectively to morphisms Z — End(R). Therefore, this
structure does not depend on the presentation of R as a quotient of a polynomial
ring. In addition, the composition of homomorphism is a morphism, so that End(R)
is an ind-semigroup.
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(b) If A = (as,...,a,) € Tia End(R) C R", then
p(T1 +eay,...,Tn+ea,) =0forallpel,

hence 9

Zaia—i(fcl,...,in) =0 forall p € I.
It follows that >, aia%i : k[x1,...,2,] = R induces a derivation d4: R — R where
54(Z;) = a;. This shows that we obtain an embedding ¢: Tiqg End(R) — Derg(R).

O

Remark 4.6.2. This latter proposition will be generalized to a general algebra R in
Section 13 (see Propositions 13.1.2 and 13.3.1).

We can use this result to give a more algebraic description of the construction
of the vector field £y associated to a tangent vector H € Tijq End(X), see Propo-
sition 3.2.4. We have a canonical map 7: End(X) = End(O(X)), ¢ + ¢*, which
is an anti-isomorphism of ind-semigroups. Now it is easy to see that the following
diagram is commutative.

TwEnd(X) —>—  Vee(X)

didrlz lz

Tiq End(O(X)) —2— Dery(O(X))
Therefore, if we identify End(X) with End(O(X)) via ¢ — ¢*, then the vector

field &£y corresponds to the derivation dpy. This also explains why £ is an anti-
homomorphism of Lie algebras whereas § is a homomorphism of Lie algebras.
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Part 2. AUTOMORPHISM GROUPS AND GROUP ACTIONS

This part is devoted to the study of automorphism groups Aut(X) of affine va-
rieties X. These groups are ind-groups in a natural way, and they are locally closed
in End(X). We define actions of ind-groups on affine varieties and representations
of ind-groups. We will see that the Lie algebra of Aut(X) is naturally embedded
into the Lie algebra Vec(X) of vector fields on X. We also show that the automor-
phism group Aut(R) of a finitely generated general algebra R is an affine ind-group.
Finally, we give an example of a bijective homomorphism of connected ind-groups
which is not an isomorphism.

5. THE AUTOMORPHISM GROUP OF AN AFFINE VARIETY

5.1. The ind-group of automorphisms. In this section we show that for every
affine variety X the automorphism group Aut(X) has a natural structure of ind-
variety. We will also see that Aut(X) is locally closed in End(X). Recall that a
family of automorphisms of X parametrized by an ind-variety ) is an automorphism
of X x Y over ), see Definition 3.3.1.

Theorem 5.1.1. Let X be an affine variety.

(1) There ezists a structure of an affine ind-group on Aut(X) such that families
of automorphisms of X parametrized by an ind-variety )Y correspond to
morphisms Y — Aut(X) of ind-varieties.

(2) The following map is a closed immersion:

t: Aut(X) — End(X) x End(X), ¢+ (9,0 1).
Proof. (1) Define the closed subset
A(X) == {(¢,v) € End(X) x End(X) | ¢ -9 =id =4 - ¢} C End(X) x End(X).
which can be identified with Aut(X) via the first projection. It is clear that with

this structure of a group the affine ind-variety A(X) becomes an ind-group which
has the required universal property (see Lemma 3.1.4).

(2) The previous construction shows that ¢ is a closed immersion with image

A(X). O
Let us state and prove the following relative version of the theorem above.
Lemma 5.1.2. For any morphism m: X — Y between affine varieties, the group
Auty (X) :={p € Aut(X) |mrop =7}

is closed in the ind-group Aut(X). In particular Auty (X) is an ind-group and has
the obvious universal property.

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma 3.1.3(3) that the composition
Aut(X) — End(X) — Mor(X,Y), ¢ — o,
is an ind-morphism. Since Auty (X) is the preimage of {7} it is closed. O

If m=pry: X xY — Y, then the families of automorphisms of X parametrized
by Y forms the subgroup Auty (X x Y) of Aut(X x Y). The theorem above tells
us that there is a natural bijective map

Auty (X x Y) = Mor(Y, Aut(X)).
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Proposition 5.1.3. The subgroup Auty (X xY) C Aut(X xY) is closed, and the
natural map

®: Auty (X x V) = Mor(Y, Aut(X))

is an isomorphism of ind-groups.

Proof. The first statement is a special case of Lemma 5.1.2.

By Lemma 3.1.12 the canonical map Mor(X x Y, X) — Mor(Y,End(X)) is an
isomorphism of ind-varieties. In addition, there is an isomorphism Endy (X xY) =
Mor(X x Y, X) given by ¢ — pry op, whose inverse is ¢ — (1,idy). Thus the
canonical map ¥: Endy (X x Y) — Mor(Y,End(X)) is an isomorphism of ind-
varieties. From this we obtain a commutative diagram

Endy (X x Y) x Endy (X x Y) ——— Mor(Y,End(X) x End(X))

TL: (o, 1) TMor(Y,L)

Auty (X x Y) SN Mor(Y, Aut(X))

where the vertical maps are closed immersions (Theorem 5.1.1(2)). Since @ is bi-
jective it is an isomorphism.

Example 5.1.4. Let X,Y be affine varieties. Assume that all morphisms ¢: X — Y
are constant as well as all morphisms ¢: Y — X. Then we have

End(X xY) =End(X) x End(Y) and Aut(X xY) = Aut(X) x Aut(Y).

In fact, if ® = (p1,¢92): X XY — X xY is an endomorphism, then p;: X xY — X
corresponds to a morphism @1: Y — End(X) of ind-varieties which is constant,
because y — @1(x)(y) = @1(z,y) is constant for every x € X. Thus ¢1(z,y) =
¢1(x), and similarly ¢a(z,y) = p2(y).

An interesting example is the following (see [LRU18, Theorem 1.3]). Let X be a
torus, and let C be an affine smooth curve such that Aut(C') is trivial and O(C)* =
k*. Then Aut(X x C) = Aut(X).

(In fact, there are no non-constant morphisms C' — X, because O(X) is generated
by invertible elements, and there are no non-constant morphisms X — C, since
otherwise C is rational, hence isomorphic to A! and thus Aut(C) is nontrivial.)

Ezample 5.1.5. Set A' := A"\ {0}. For the group Aut(A' x A!) we have a split
exact sequence

1 —— Auty, (A x A) —— Aut(A! x AY) —L— Aut(A') —— 1.

The splitting is given by the obvious closed immersion Aut(A') < Aut(A! x Al).
Moreover, Aut(Al) = () x k* where 7: z — x~!, and, by the proposition above,

Aut;, (A' x A) ~ Mor(A', Aut(AY)) ~ AF(1)(k[t,t 7)) = k[t,t~1]* x k[t,t~']",

cf. Remark 2.5.2. In particular, Aut(A! x A') = Aut(A') x Aut;, (A" x Al) is
a semidirect product of closed ind-subgroups, and the connected component of
Aut(A' x A) has index 2.

(The only non-obvious fact is the existence of the ind-morphism p. This follows, be-
cause every automorphism of O(A' x A') = k[s, ¢,t~!] sends the invertible element
t to an invertible element which must be of the form at or at~! for some a € k*,
and thus it induces an automorphism of the subalgebra k[t,t~].)
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Proposition 5.1.6. Let X be an affine variety and Y C X a closed subset. Then,
the subgroup
Aut(X,)Y) :={p e Aut(X) | oY) C Y}

is a closed subgroup of Aut(X), and the restriction map resy : Aut(X,Y) — Aut(Y)
is a homomorphism of ind-groups.

Proof. The evaluation maps e,: Aut(X) — Y, ¢ — ¢(y), are morphisms by
Lemma 3.1.3(1), and so Aut(X,Y) =, oy e, '(Y) is closed in Aut(X). Now, the
action map Aut(X,Y) xY — Y is induced by the ind-morphism Aut(X)x X — X,
hence it is an ind-morphism, too, and so resy is a homomorphism of ind-groups. [

As an easy application we give a short proof of the the following result due to
MAGID [Mag78].

Proposition 5.1.7. Assume that k is uncountable, and let X be an affine variety
with a group structure such that left and right multiplications with elements from
X are morphisms. Then X s an algebraic group.

Proof. First note that X is smooth. For x € X let Az, p, € Aut(X) denote the left-
and right-multiplication with z. Define

G:={p€Aut(X)|pop,=propforalze X}

Then G is a closed ind-subgroup of Aut(X) and thus acts faithfully on X. For
@ € G we have p(yr) = ¢(y)z, and so ¢ = A,y where e € X is the unit element
of the group structure. It follows that the orbit map u: G — X, ¢ — @(e), is a
bijective ind-morphism. Hence G is an algebraic group, by Lemma 1.8.1, and p is
an isomorphism of varieties since X is smooth. By construction, we have

o) = p(e) = Ap(e) (¥(€)) = p(e)v(e) = u(p)u()

and so p: G — X is also an isomorphism of groups. ([l

5.2. The embedding of Aut(X) into End(X). For a finite-dimensional k-vector
space V the group GL(V) is open in £(V'), the semigroup of linear endomorphisms.
This implies that for any finite-dimensional k-algebra A the group Autg,(A) of k-
algebra automorphisms is open in Endg(A), the semigroup of k-algebra endomor-
phisms, because Endq(A) is closed in £(A), and Aut,y(A) = Endg,y(A) NGL(A).
In the case of Aut(X) where X is an affine variety there are several problems.
In the previous section we have given Aut(X) the structure of an ind-group using
the affine ind-group A(X) C End(X) x End(X) together with the ind-morphism
p: A(X) — End(X) induced by pry: End(X) x End(X) — End(X) which defines
a bijection p": A(X) — p(A(X)) = Aut(X).
At this point we have the following natural questions (cf. [KMO05, Remark 3.3.6,
p. 132]).
o Is Aut(X) = p(A(X)) C End(X) a locally closed ind-subvariety?
o And if so, is p': A(X) — Aut(X) an isomorphism of ind-varieties?
We will answer affirmatively both questions in the following theorem. Recall that a
morphism ¢: X — Y of varieties is dominant if the image ¢(X) C Y is dense. If Y’
is affine this is equivalent to the condition that the comorphism ¢*: O(Y) — O(X)
is injective.
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Theorem 5.2.1. For an affine variety X the subset Aut(X) C End(X) is locally
closed. More precisely, if Dom(X) denotes the set of dominant endomorphisms of
X, then Aut(X) is closed in Dom(X) and Dom(X) is open in End(X). Moreover,
the morphism p: A(X) — End(X) induces an isomorphism A(X) = Aut(X) of
ind-varieties.

An interesting consequence is the following.

Corollary 5.2.2. Let & = (D,),cz be a family of dominant endomorphisms of the
affine variety X . Assume that the set {z € Z | ®, € Aut(X)} is dense in Z. Then
P is an automorphism.

Remark 5.2.3. If we assume in the corollary above that {z € Z | ., € Aut(X)}
contains an open and dense set, then we can give a direct proof. First of all, we
can assume that Z is a smooth curve C'. Since a suitable power ®™ stabilizes the
irreducible components of C' x X we can also assume that X is irreducible.

Now the assumptions imply that ®: C'x X — C x X is birational and almost sur-
jective, i.e. codimexx C x X \ ®(C' x X) > 2. If : X — X is the normalization,
we get the commutative diagram

CxX -2, 0oxx

lidcxn lidcxn
CxX —2 5 0xX

which implies that ® is also birational and almost surjective, hence d is an iso-
morphism, by Lemma 5.2.4 below. From this we see that ® is a finite morphism. If
® were not an isomorphism, then we get an infinite sequence of finite O(C x X)-
modules

O(CxX)Sp HO(Cx X)) S p 2 O(Cx X)) S-S O(CxX)
where p := (®)*: O(C x X) = O(C x X).

The following result was used in the remark above. It is due to IGUSA who used
it in his proof of [Igu73, Lemma 4]. Another proof can be found in [Kra84, 11.3.4
Lemma and Bemerkung on page 106].

Lemma 5.2.4. Let X,Y be irreducible affine varieties, and let p: X — Y be a
birational morphism. Assume that Y is normal and that ¢ is almost surjective, i.e.
codimy Y\ ¢(X) > 2. Then ¢ is an isomorphism.

We now fix a closed embedding X < A™ and write O(X) = Kk[z1,...,z,]/]
where I = (qi1,...,qm) is the vanishing ideal, and we define O(X); to be the
image of k[z1,...,2n]<g. This defines a filtration O(X) = ;o O(X)x by finite-
dimensional subspaces such that O(X)y - O(X); € O(X)gye- We have a closed
immersion

Bad(X) = {f = (1, f) € O(X)" | a(f) = 0 for all ¢ € I} € O(X)",
and define
End(X); := End(X)NO(X); and Dom(X)y := Dom(X) N End(X)g.
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This allows to define the degree of a regular function f € O(X) and of an endo-
morphism ¢ € End(X):

deg f:=min{k >0 | f € O(X),}, degy:=min{k >0]¢ € End(X)s}.
Note that deg(fh) < deg f + deg h and deg p o) < deg p - deg 1.

5.3. Proof of Theorem 5.2.1. The first step in the proof of Theorem 5.2.1 relies
on the following result from DUBE [Dub90] providing an upper bound for the degree
of the polynomials in a reduced Grobner basis of an ideal. Such bounds were already
obtained by various authors, see e.g. [MM84]. For generalities on Grobner bases,

we refer to [KRO8]. In particular, the definition of a reduced Grébner basis is given
in [KRO8, Definition 2.4.12, page 115].

Proposition 5.3.1 (DUBE). Let J = (h1,...,hs) CK[z1,...,2m] be an ideal, and
set d ;= max;{degh;}. If o is any term ordering and if G = {g1,...,g+} is a reduced
o-Grébner basis of J, then we have

2m—1

2
max{degg;} < 2- <% + d)

Lemma 5.3.2. Let X C A" be a closed subvariety with vanishing ideal (q1, ..., qm)-
For ¢ € End(X) there is an e = e(deg ) such that
(1) ¢*: O(X) — O(X) is injective if and only if the induced map ¢*: O(X), —
O(X) is injective.
(2) If, in addition, @ is an automorphism, then degp=! <e.

Proof. (a) Set d := degp, and let f = (f1,..., fn) € End(A™)4 be a lift of ¢ €
(O(X)q)™. Consider the polynomial ring @ := Kk[z1,...,%n, y1,--.,Yn], and let J C
Q@ be the ideal generated by the following elements:

xl_f’b(ylvvyn) fOI‘lSZSTI, and qj(ylvayn) forléjgm

Let o be an elimination ordering for {y1,...,y,} and let G = {g1,...,gs} be the

reduced U—Gr'dblner basis of J. Then, by Proposition 5.3.1, we have degg; < e :=
-

2. (d—; + d)

(b) Put P :=Kk[z1,...,2,) € Q, and let ®: k[zq,...,2,] = O(X) be the com-
position of the projection k[z1,...,z,] = O(X) with ¢*, i.e. ®(p) = p(p1,--.,Dn)-
Then Ker ® = JN P by [KRO08, Proposition 3.6.2], and G := GNP is the reduced o-
Grobner basis of JN P by [KR08, Theorem 3.4.5.c)]. Therefore, if Ker ¢* is nonzero,
it necessarily contains a nonzero element of degree < e.

(¢) By [KRO8, Proposition 3.6.6.d)], G contains elements of the form y;—h;(x1, ..., zy)
for 1 < ¢ < n. Therefore, h; is the o-normal form of y;. By [KR08, Proposition
3.6.6.b)], we get Z; = hi(f1,..., fn), so that h = (hy,..., hy) is a polynomial endo-
morphism of A" such that h|x = ¢~ 1. In particular, degp~! <e. O

The next lemma was already used in special form in Section 4.1, see Lemma 4.1.4.

Lemma 5.3.3. Let V,W be finite-dimensional k-vector spaces, and let W' C W be
a subspace. Denote by L(V,W) the linear maps from V to W, and by L' (V,W) C
L(V,W) the subset of injective maps.

(1) The subset L' (V,W) C L(V,W) is open;

(2) The subset Fy :={h € L'(V,W) | h(V) D W'} is closed in L' (V,W).
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Proof. (1) This is well-known, because the set of maps of rank < k is closed for
each k.

(2) Consider the morphism ¢: L'(V,W) x V — W, (h,v) — h(v), and take the
inverse image B := ¢ *(W'). If p: B — L£'(V,W) is the morphism induced from
the projection pr: L' (V,W) x V — L' (V,W), then we see that p~1(h) ~ h=1 (W)
for all h € £'(V,W). Thus the fibers of p are (isomorphic to) k-vector spaces. We

may assume that dim W’ < dimU since otherwise Fy» = (. Then Fy is the
set of points where the fiber has maximal dimension, namely dim W’. It is again
well-known that this set is closed. ([

Remark 5.3.4. Note that the set Cy = {u € L(V,W) | W C u(V)} is in general
not locally closed in £(V,W). Indeed, if V = W = k? and if W’ is any line of W,
then Cyy is a dense subset of £L(V, W) which is not open.

Remark 5.3.5. One might try to generalize Theorem 5.2.1 and to prove that for
any affine varieties X and Y, the set Imm(X,Y") of closed immersions of X into
Y is a locally closed subset of the ind-variety Mor(X,Y") of all morphisms from X
into Y. However, this is in general not true, as we now show by taking X = A!
and Y = A% Set V = span(z,y) C O(A?) = k[z,y] and W = span(z,z?) C
O(A') = k[x]. The space L(V, W) can naturally be identified with a (closed) subset
of Mor(A!, A?): For each element u € £(V, W), consider the morphism of algebras
O(A?%) — O(A') sending = onto u(x) and y onto u(y). If Imm(A!, A?) was locally
closed in Mor(A', A?), then its trace Imm(A!, A%) N L(V, W) over L(V, W) should
a fortiori be locally closed in £(V, W). However, setting W’ = span(xz) C W and
using the notations from Remark 5.3.4, one could easily check that this trace is
equal to the set Cy = {u € LV, W) | W’ C w(V)}. The set Cy is not locally
closed in L(V, W), again by Remark 5.3.4.

Proof of Theorem 5.2.1. (a) We first show that Dom (X )y, is open in End(X)g. Let
¢ be any element of End(X);. By Lemma 5.3.2, ¢ is dominant if and only if
©*: O(X)e = O(X)ek is injective, and this is an open condition, by Lemma 5.3.3 (1).

(b) Now we prove that Aut(X) is closed in Dom(X), i.e. that Aut(X)y is closed
in Dom(X)y for all k. Clearly, ¢ € Domy is an automorphism if and only if
©*: O(X) — O(X) is surjective. This is equivalent to Z; € Im(¢*) for each i.
By Lemma 5.3.2, this means that T; is in the image of the injective linear map
[ O(X)e = O(X)ek, and this is a closed condition, by Lemma 5.3.3(2).

(c) Finally, we show that p: A(X) — End(X) is a (locally closed) immersion,
i.e. that it induces an isomorphism A(X) = Aut(X) onto its image. The family
Aut(X) x X — X of automorphisms of X corresponds, by Theorem 5.1.1, to a
morphism ¢: Aut(X) — A(X). This morphism is obviously the inverse of the
morphism p’: A(X) — Aut(X) induced by p. This concludes the proof. O

5.4. Automorphism groups of associative k-algebras. The results in the pre-
vious sections about the automorphism group Aut(X) of an affine variety X can
be formulated in terms of the automorphism group Aut(O(X)) of the k-algebra
O(X), using the anti-isomorphism Aut(X) = Aut(O(X)), ¢ — ¢*. Some of them
easily carry over to Aut(R) where R is a finitely generated associative k-algebra, or
even to Aut(R) where R is a finitely generated general k-algebra. The latter will
be discussed in detail in Section 13.
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In the following R is a finitely generated associative k-algebra. If W C R is
a finite-dimensional subspace generating R, then End(R) C L(W,R) is a closed
subset, hence an affine ind-variety. Moreover, the multiplication in End(R) is an
ind-morphism, so that End(R) has a natural structure of an affine ind-semigroup
(cf. Section 4.6 where the case of a commutative k-algebra is discussed.)

Proposition 5.4.1. The automorphism group Aut(R) of a finitely generated asso-
ciative k-algebra R has a natural structure of an affine ind-group.

Proof. (Cf. Theorem 5.1.1 and its proof.) Consider the closed subset
A= {(¢,¥) € End(R) X End(R) | pot) =1 op =idr} C End(R) x End(R)

The first projection pr;: End(R) x End(R) — End(R) induces a bijective map
A — Aut(R), and thus gives Aut(R) the structure of an affine ind-variety. It is
easy to see that with this structure Aut(R) is an affine ind-group with the usual
universal properties. (I

We have a canonical representation of Aut(R) on R which defines a homomor-
phism of Lie algebras ¢: Lie Aut(R) — L(R) where L(R) are the linear endomor-
phisms of the k-vector space R. (For this and the following see Lemma 2.6.2.)
The image 64 € L(R) of A € Lie Aut(R) is defined by d4(a) := due(A) where
ta: Aut(R) = R, a — g(a), is the orbit map. It is clear from the definition, that
§ extends to a map é: Tijq End(R) — £(R) defined in the same way.

Proposition 5.4.2. The homomorphism b is injective, and its image is contained
in the derivations of R,

§: Tiq End(R) — Dery(R) and ¢: Lie Aut(R) < Dery(R),
where the second map is a homomorphism of Lie algebras.

Proof. (Cf. Proposition 4.6.1 and its proof.) For a,b € R the morphism f,.p is the
composition

End(R) "% RxR —™ 4 R

where m is the multiplication of R. From this we see that the differential dug.p is
given by the composition

M (a,b)

d
(dppa,dpn) TaR @ TbR

Tia End(R)

Since dmyq p)(2,y) = a-y+x-b we finally get d4(a-b) = a-04(b)+da(a)-b, showing
that 04 is a derivation of R.

In order to see that 4 is injective we choose a system of generators (a1, ..., a,) of

R to get a closed immersion End(R) < R™ of ind-varieties. We obtain an injection

Tia End(R) — R™ which has the following description: A — (34(a1),...,04(an)).

Since any derivation of R is determined by the images of the generators a1,...,an,

we see that 64 # 0 if A # 0. O

R

Question 5.4.3. Is Tiq End(R) a Lie subalgebra of Derg(R)?
Question 5.4.4. (Cf. Theorem 5.2.1) Is Aut(R) C End(R) locally closed when R

is an associative k-algebra?
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5.5. Small semigroups of endomorphisms. We start with an example.

Example 5.5.1. An endomorphism of k* has the form ¢ — a - t"* where a € k* and
m € Z. This shows that the semi-group End(k*) is the semi-direct product Z* x k*
where the (multiplicative) semigroup Z* acts on k* by ma := a™. In particular,
dim End(k*) =1

This example easily generalizes to an n-dimensional torus T = (k*)™ where one
finds that End(T) = M,(Z) x (k*)". Here, a matrix M = (m;;) € M,(Z) acts
on (k*)" by M(t1,....tn) == (..., I[; t7,...). Again, this ind-semigroup is finite-
dimensional, dim End(X) = n, and Aut(X) is open in End(X). This is a special
case of the following general result.

Proposition 5.5.2. Let X C (k*)™ be a closed subvariety. Then End(X) is finite-
dimensional, and Aut(X) C End(X) s open.

Proof. We will regard O(X)* as a closed ind-subvariety of O(X) x O(X) via the
embedding f ~ (f, f~!). Choose invertible generators fi,..., f, of O(X). They
define a closed immersion

End(X) < O(X)*", ¢ = (¢"(f1), 0" (fi s 0 (fu)s 0" (fa 1))

Then the image lies in (O(X)*)™ which is finite-dimensional by Proposition 4.4.1
above. The last statement follows from the next lemma. O

Lemma 5.5.3. If End(X) is finite-dimensional, then Aut(X) is open in End(X).

Proof. The connected component M := End(X )(id) is an algebraic monoid which
acts locally finitely on the coordinate ring O(X). Therefore, we can find an M-
stable finite-dimensional subspace W C O(X) which generates O(X). We get an
embedding of monoids p: M — L(W) where L(W) are the linear endomorphisms
of W. Now it is clear that Aut(X)NM = p~!(GL(W)) is open in M, and so Aut(X)
is open in End(X). O

Ezample 5.5.4. An affine variety is called endo-free if every endomorphism # idx
is constant. In [AK14] endo-free smooth affine varieties are constructed in arbitrary
dimensions. If X is endo-free, then idx € End(X) is an isolated point and End(X) ~
X U {idx} as ind-varieties (see Proposition 3.1.15 and its proof). In particular,
End(X) is an algebraic variety isomorphic to the disjoint union X U {x}.

5.6. The ind-variety of group actions. Let G be a linear algebraic group, and
let X be an affine variety. A group action of G on X is given by a morphism
p: G x X — X satisfying the two conditions

(i) For all z € X we have p(e, z) = x;
(ii) For all g,h € G and = € X we have p(g, p(h,x)) = p(gh, x).

The following lemma shows that the space ctg(X) of group actions of G on X
has a natural structure of an affine ind-variety.

Lemma 5.6.1. (1) The subset
Acta(X) :={p: G x X — X | pis a group action} C Mor(G x X, X)

15 closed.
(2) The subset Hom(G, Aut(X)) C Mor(G,End(X)) is closed.
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Proof. (1) We have to show that each of the two conditions (i) and (ii) above
defines a closed subset. For the first one this is obvious. We have a morphism
U: Mor(G x X,X) — Mor(X,X) given by ¥(p) = p o+ where the morphism
t: X = G x X is the closed immersion = — (e, z). Then condition (i) is equivalent
to ¥(p) = idx.

For the second condition let u: G x G — G denote the multiplication, and define
the following two maps ®1, P2: Mor(G x X, X) — Mor(G x G x X, X):

(I)l(p) ZZpO(uXidx), @g(p) :ZpO(idG Xp).
It is again clear that both maps are morphisms of ind-varieties. Since condition (ii)
is equivalent to ®1(p) = P2(p) the claim follows.

(2) Let H be a group and S a semigroup. Then it is easy to see that a map
@: H — S induces a homomorphism H — S* of groups if and only if one has

(i) @(ab) = p(a)p(b) for a,b € G, and

(ii) ¢lec) = es.
For H = G and S = End(X) the two conditions (i) and (ii) define a closed subset
of Mor(G, End(X)) which is equal to Hom(G, Aut(X)). O

It is clear that a G-action on X defines a homomorphism G — Aut(X). We will
show now that this is a homomorphism of ind-groups, and that every homomor-
phism of ind-groups G — Aut(X) defines an action of G on X.

Proposition 5.6.2. Let G be a linear algebraic group and X an affine variety.

(1) There is a bijection between the G-actions on X and the homomorphisms
G — Aut(X) of ind-groups.

(2) The set Hom(G, Aut(X)) of homomorphisms of ind-groups has a natural
structure of an affine ind-variety, as a closed subset of the affine ind-variety
Mor(G, End(X)).

(3) The natural bijective map v: Acte(X) — Hom(G, Aut(X)) is an isomor-
phism of ind-varieties.

Proof. (1) An action of G on X defines a family of automorphisms of X parametrized
by G, hence a morphism G — Aut(X), by Theorem 5.1.1, and this morphism is a
homomorphism of groups. On the other hand, if G — Aut(X) is a homomorphism
of ind-groups, then the induced map G x X — X is a morphism, hence an action
of G on X, again by Theorem 5.1.1.

(2) This is Lemma 5.6(1) above.
(3) By Lemma 3.1.12 we have an isomorphism of ind-varieties
t: Mor(G x X, X) = Mor(G, End(X))
inducing a bijection ¢: Actg(X) — Hom(G, Aut(X)). From Lemma 5.6 we get

that Actg(X) is closed in Mor(G x X, X) and that Hom(G, Aut(X)) is closed in
Mor (G, End(X)), hence the map ¢ is an isomorphism of ind-varieties. O

5.7. Base field extensions of families. Let S, X,Y be varieties and let & =
(®s)ses be a family of morphisms X — Y parametrized by S. Let K/k be a field
extension where K is algebraically closed. Then ®x: Sk x Xg — Yk is again a
family of morphisms Xg — Yk. In case X and Y are both affine varieties, then
these two families correspond to the morphisms ¢: S — Mor(X,Y) and ¥: Sx —
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Mor(Xk, Yk). It follows from the universal property of Mor(X,Y’) that there is a
unique morphism p: Mor(X,Y)gx — Mor(Xk, Yk) such that the following diagram
commutes.

S £ Sk - Sk

(*) lw le l‘ll
Mor(X,Y) —=— Mor(X,Y)x —“— Mor(Xx, Yx)

It is clear now that we get similar morphisms p: End(X)x — End(Xk) and
w: Aut(X)g — Aut(Xk) which are compatible with the semigroup structure, resp.
the group structure.

Proposition 5.7.1. The canonical morphisms
p: Mor(X,Y)g = Mor(Xg, Yk), p: End(X)x — End(Xk),
e Aut(X)x = Aut(Xk)
are all isomorphisms.

Proof. (1) We first look at a family of morphisms X — A", &: Sx X — A" If & =
(f1,--., fn) where f; € O(S x X) and if we identify Mor(X, A™) = O(X)™, then the
map ¢: S — O(X)™ is given by s +— (f1(s,7),..., fn(s,7)), and gr: Sk = O(X)x
is given by the same formula. On the other hand, ®x: Sg x Xx — Ay is also given
by (fi,..., fn) and so ¢’': Sg — O(Xk)™ has the form s — (f1(s,7),..., fn(s,7)).
Thus we get the following commutative diagram

S £ Sx - Sk

Js | |

Mor (X, A™) < Mor(X, A")x —2— Mor(Xg, A)

~|ex =

:l(q)X)K
ox) —=—  o0X)p s OXx)"

where v is given by the canonical isomorphism O(X)x = K ®x O(X) = O(Xk).
Thus p is an isomorphism in this case.

(2) For Mor(X,Y) we can assume Y C A™ where the vanishing ideal I(Y) =
(h1,...,hy). Then Mor(X,Y) C Mor(X,A") = O(X)" is closed and also defined
by the equation hq,...,h, applied to n-tuples of functions of O(X)™. It follows
that the closed subset Mor(X,Y)x C O(X)g is defined by the same equations, and
we have the following commutative diagram:

Mor(X,Y) —=— Mor(X,Y)x —=“— Mor(Xg, Yk)
qub{ Ql(‘I’x)K Ql‘I’XK
ox) —S==  oX)p —s  O(Xg)"

Since the vanishing ideal I(Yx) is also generated by hq,...,h, we finally get the
closed subset Mor(Xg, Yx) C O(Xxk)" is defined by the same equations, so that the
closed immersion p is an isomorphism.
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(3) It remains to prove the assertion for Aut(X) which we consider as a closed
ind-subvariety of End(X) x End(X). We have the following diagram

Aut(X) SN Aut(X)x ., Aut(Xk)

End(X) x End(X) —=— End(X)x x End(X)x —-— End(Xx) x End(Xx)

which implies that u is a closed immersion. Since the defining equations for the
embeddings Aut(X)x C End(X )k x End(X )k and Aut(Xk) C End(Xk) x End(Xk)
are the same, p is surjective, and we are done. (|

6. ALGEBRAIC GROUP ACTIONS AND VECTOR FIELDS

In this section we discuss the important relation between group actions on vari-
eties and vector fields in the case of linear algebraic groups. The generalization to
ind-groups will be given in the next Section 7.

6.1. The linear case. Let V be a finite-dimensional k-vector space. We identify
V' with the tangent space T,V in an arbitrary point p € V' by associating to v € V
the directional derivative 0, p in direction v in the point p:

Dopf = flp+tv) — f(p)

t ‘t:O
Choosing coordinates, we get for v = (v1,...,v,)

= 0
8v’p - Z vi 6:51-

i=1

m:p.

This shows that a vector field 6 € Vec(V') (Section 3.2) is the same as a morphism
p: V. = V, ie. an element from End(V). Choosing a basis of V, a morphism
p: A" — A" is given by the images f; := ¢*(z;) € k[z1,...,2,], and we write
@ = (f1,..., fn). Then the corresponding vector field &, is

n
0
&, = Zl fiOz, where we write 0, for 0z,
i=
The constant vector fields 0, (v € V), corresponding to the constant maps z +—

v, are the directional derivatives (0,f)(x) = Oy af = w‘ defined
t=0

above. The linear vector fields, corresponding to the linear endomorphisms £(V) C

End(V), also play an important role, because £(V) = Lie GL(V). We denote by

&a € Vec(V) = End(V) the vector field corresponding to A € Lie GL(V) = L(V).

In coordinates, we find for A = (a;;) € M, (k)

€4 =) (aax1+ -+ ainn)0s, .
i=1
The vector fields also form a Lie algebra, and a simple calculation show that
g[A,B] = [6376%‘] for A, B € Lie GL(V) = E(V),

i.e. the inclusion Lie GL(V) < Vec(V) is an anti-homomorphism of Lie algebras.
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We have already seen in Section 2.6 that the vector field £4 has the following
description. For v € V counsider the orbit map p,: GL(V) — V| g — gv, and its
differential dpu, : Lie GL(V) — T,V = V. Then

duy(A) = (€a), for all A € LieGL(V) and v € V.

Lemma 6.1.1. Let A € Vec(V) be a linear vector field, i.e. A € L(V) C Vec(V),
and let 0 € Vec(V) be an arbitrary vector field. Then

A(00) = —[A; d]o.
(Note that 69 € ToV =V, and so A(dg) makes sense.)

Proof. Let (v1,...,v,) be a basis of V and (x1,...,z,) the dual basis. Write § =
325 figezs so that do = (f1(0),.... fu(0)) € ToV =V, and denote by A = (ai;)s,
the n X n matrix corresponding to A. Then, as a vector field, A\ = Zi)j aijxj%’
and we find

()\ o 6)(:vk) = )\(fk) = Zaijxjg—fz and (50 )\)(.’L'k) = 6(2 aijj) = Zakjfj,

hence 5
(A dlo = — ;akjfj(o)a—u

=—A-d. O
=0

If N € LieGL(V) = L(V) is a nilpotent element, then the exponential map

expN = %N’“ e L(V)
k=0
is well-defined, and it is a unipotent automorphism of V. In order to see this one
uses a basis of V' such that N is in Jordan normal form. More generally, for every
nilpotent N € £(V') the map

(%) An: kT — GL(V), s+ exp(sN),

is a homomorphism of algebraic groups such that d\x (1) = N. The following lemma
is well known.

Lemma 6.1.2. Let V be a finite-dimensional k-vector space.

(1) The subset N(V) C L(V) of nilpotent endomorphisms is closed, as well as
the subset U(V') C GL(V') of unipotent elements.
(2) The exponential map

~ =1
exp: N(V) S UV), N expN := kz N
=0
is an isomorphism of varieties which is equivariant with respect to conju-
gation with elements from GL(V).
3) If \: k™ — GL(V) is a homomorphism of algebraic groups and N :=
3) If P 9 group
dho(1) € Lie GL(V') = L(V), then N is nilpotent and A = Ay .
(4) If f € O(V), then
s
() FOW(s)) =) k—(ﬂ%f)(v)-

k=0

Lk
!
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Outline of Proof. (1) This is easy and well known.

(2) The map exp is a morphism of varieties and commutes with the conjugation
by elements from GL(V). The inverse map is given by

0 4\k—1
log(u) = %(u —id)¥

k=1

(3) This follows from the fact that a homomorphism of connected algebraic
groups is determined by the induced homomorphism of the Lie algebras.

(4) Denote the function on the right hand side by h(f, s). Then an easy calcula-
tion shows that

D15 = hlenfs) and L FQu(s)o) = (En ) (s)o).

This implies that if the identity (xx) holds for {x f, then it holds for f, because the
two functions take the same value for s = 0. Thus the claim follows by induction
on the degree of f. O

6.2. Exponential map for linear algebraic groups. In this section, we gener-
alize Lemma 6.1.2 above to the case of a linear algebraic group G. We denote by
G* C G the subset of unipotent elements, and by g™ C g := LieG the subset of
nilpotent elements. Recall that N € g is nilpotent, if for one faithful representa-
tion p: G — GL(V) the image of N under the differential dp: LieG — L(V) is
nilpotent. It then follows that this holds for any representation of G.

Lemma 6.2.1. For any N € g™ there is unique homomorphism Ay: kt — G
such that dAny (1) = N. Moreover, the image of Ay is in G*

Proof. We embed G as a closed subgroup into some GL,,, so that g := Lie G C M,,.
If N € g™, then N is a nilpotent matrix, and the homomorphism Ay : k* — GL,,
defined in () above has the property that dAy(1) = N € g. Hence, the image of
Ay is in G, and thus in G NU = G*. The uniqueness is clear. ]

Proposition 6.2.2. Let G be a linear algebraic group and g := Lie G its Lie algebra.
The subsets G* C G and g™ C g are closed, and there exists a G-equivariant
isomorphism,
Loonil ™~ u

expg: g™ — G
which is uniquely defined by the following property: If \: k™ — G is a homo-
morphism and d\: k — g its differential, then exp(dA(1)) = A(1). Moreover,
dexp(A) = A for all A € Tog™ C g.

Proof. We can assume that G is a closed subgroup of a suitable GL(V), so that
g C L(V). It then follows that G* = U(V) N G and g™ = N (V) N g, showing that
the two subsets are closed. We claim that the isomorphism exp: N(V) = U(V)
from Lemma 6.1.2(2) induces an isomorphism expg: g™ — G%. This follows if we
show that exp(g"¥) = G*.

If N € g™, then, by Lemma 6.2.1, we get a homomorphism Ay : kT — G, hence
expg(1) = An(1) € G. This shows that expg(g"?) C G*.

If u € G* CU(V), then, by Lemma 6.1.2(2), u = exp(N) for a nilpotent element
N € N(V). It follows that the homomorphism Ay : k™ — GL(V) has image in G,
because Ay (1) = u, and so N = dA\n(1) € g,. This shows that expg(g™) D G



72 JEAN-PHILIPPE FURTER AND HANSPETER KRAFT

Hence, expg: g™ = G is an isomorphism, and the G-equivariance of exp; follows
from the GL(V)-equivariance of exp.
The remaining statements follow immediately from Lemma 6.1.2. (I

Ezample 6.2.3. If U is a unipotent group, then U* = U and (LieU)™ = LieU.
Hence the exponential map gives an isomorphism exp;;: LieU — U. This shows
that the underlying variety of a unipotent group is an affine space, cf. Theo-
rem 11.1.1. Moreover, if U is commutative, then exp;: LieU™ = U is an iso-
morphism of algebraic groups.

The given property of exp implies the following “functoriality” of the exponen-
tial map.

Lemma 6.2.4. Let p: G — H be a homomorphism of linear algebraic groups. Then
the diagram

(Lie G)"il —2_ (Lie H)mi!

zlcxpc :J(CXPH

Gv P Hv

commutes, i.e. expy(dp(N)) = plexpg(N)) for any nilpotent N € Lie G.
Proof. Let A\: kt — G be a homomorphism of algebraic groups. Then, by the
definition of expg we have expg(dA(1)) = A(1), see Proposition 6.2.2. Similarly, for
A:=po ) we get expy (dA(1)) = A(1). Hence
expy (dA(1)) = expy (dp(A(1))) = A(1) = p(A(1)) = p(expg(A(1))),

and so expy (dp(N)) = p(expa(N) for all nilpotent N € Lie G. O

There is another way to understand the given relation between the unipotent
elements from the group G and the nilpotent elements from the Lie algebra g. For

this we consider the set Hom(k™, G) of group homomorphisms A: k¥ — G, and the
two maps

eg: Hom(k™,G) — G, X~ \(1),
vg: Hom(k',G) — g, A dho(1).

Both maps are G-equivariant with respect to the obvious G-actions induced by the
conjugation action of G on G.
Proposition 6.2.5. (1) Hom(k™,G) C Mor(k, @) = G(Kk[s]) is a closed alge-
braic subset, hence an affine variety.
(2) The maps eg and v induce G-equivariant isomorphisms
£g: Hom(k™,G) = G* and vg: Hom(kt,G) = g™
(3) The composition £g o (ig)™': g™ =5 G¥ is equal to the exponential map
eXpG.

Hom(k™, G) % Gv

vg lﬁ expg
nil

9
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Proof. (1) It is easy to see that Hom(k™, G) is closed in Mor(k, G). Now we embed
G into GL,, in such a way that G is closed in M,,. By Lemma 3.1.14 we have the
following closed immersions of ind-varieties:

Hom(k™,G) € Mor(k, G) € Mor(k, M,,) = M, (k[s]).

m—1

Since every homomorphism A: k™ — G has the form An(s) = 370 ;—]!Nj for a
suitable nilpotent matrix N € M,, it follows that Hom(k*, G) lies in M, (k[s]<.)
which is a finite-dimensional subspace of M,,(k[s]). Thus Hom(k",G) is a closed
algebraic subset of M, (k[s]).

(3) This follows immediately from the definitions of £¢ and 7.

(2) Tt is clear that both maps g and g are G-equivariant morphisms. By
definition, the inverse of 7g is given by N +— Ax which is a morphism since it is
the restriction of the morphism M,, — M,,(k[s]), A — Z;-n:_ol %Aj. Hence vg is
an isomorphism, and &g is an isomorphism, because the composition &g o (7g) !
is an isomorphism, by (3). O

The next result is due to KOSTANT, see [Kos63, Theorem 16 on page 392].

Theorem 6.2.6. For a reductive group G with Lie algebra g = Lie G the nilpotent
cone g™ C g is a normal complete intersection.

The exponential map from Proposition 6.2.2 then gives the next result.

Corollary 6.2.7. For a reductive group G the unipotent elements G, C G form a
closed normal subvariety.

6.3. Vector fields and invariant subvarieties. Let X be an affine variety. As
already mentioned in Section 3.2, we will always identify the vector fields Vec(X)
with the derivations Derg(O(X)) of O(X).

Definition 6.3.1. Let X be an affine variety, and let ¢ € Vec(X) be a vector field
on X.

(1) A locally closed subset Y C X is called d-invariant, if é(y) € T,Y for all
y € Y. In this case one also says that § is parallel to Y.
(2) A linear subspace U C O(X) is called d-invariant if 6(U) C U.

It is easy to see that Y is é-invariant if and only if the closure Y is d-invariant,
and this is equivalent to the condition that the ideal I(Y) C O(X) is d-invariant.

Proposition 6.3.2. Let X be an affine variety and § € Vec(X) a vector field.

(1) IfY; € X are 0-invariant closed subvarieties, then (), Y; is 0-invariant.
(2) If Y C X is d-invariant, then every irreducible component of Y is o-
mnovariant.

This follows from the next more general result.
Lemma 6.3.3. Let R be a finitely generated k-algebra, and let § € Derg(R) be a

derivation.

(1) If I C R is a 6-invariant ideal, then the radical VI C R is also §-invariant.
(2) If I C R is a d-invariant ideal, then the minimal primes containing I are
also §-invariant.
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Proof. (1) Replacing R by R/I it suffices to show that if f™ = 0, then (§f)™ =
for some m > 0. For this we can assume, by induction, that n = 2. Then we find
0= 5(f2) = 2f - 3f.
hence
0=0f-(8°f*) =20f - ((6f)* + f- &) = 2(5f)°,

and so 6f € V1.

(2) By (1) we can assume that I = v/T = (0), hence (0) = p; N...Np; where the
p; are the minimal primes of O(X). For every i choose an element p; € (;_; p; \ ps-

Then p; = {p € O(X) | p; - p = 0}, and the same holds for every power of p;. For
every p € p; we find

0=p;-6(e;-p)=pi-(e;-6p+dp;-p)=p?-dp,
hence 0p € p;. O

A fundamental result in this context is the following strong relation between
G-stability and Lie G-invariance.

We will prove this in the more general setting of an action of a connected ind-
group on an affine variety (Proposition 7.2.6).

Proposition 6.3.4. Let G be a connected linear algebraic group acting on an affine
variety X, and let Y C X be a closed subvariety. Then Y is G-stable if and only if
Y is Ea-invariant for oll A € LieG.

Remark 6.3.5. SEIDENBERG has shown that the singular locus X,y € X is invari-
ant under all vector fields § € Vec(X), see [Sei67]. Moreover, he has proved that if a
strict closed subvariety Y ; X is invariant under all vector fields, then ¥ C X ;.

6.4. Locally finite representations on vector fields. Every automorphism ¢
of an affine variety X induces a linear automorphism of the regular functions O(X)
and a linear automorphism of the vector fields Vec(X), both denoted by . For
f € O(X) we have ¢(f): x — f(p (), i.e. we take for ¢: O(X) — O(X) the
inverse of the comorphism ¢*: O(X) — O(X).

For a vector field § € Vec(X) there are two ways to describe the action of ¢.
If we consider § as a derivation of O(X), then ¢(d) := (¢*)~! 0 § o ¢*. If we see
d = (0z)zex: X — TX as a section of the tangent bundle T X, then we have

(p(&)@(x) = d(pm((sm) or (p((S)I = d(p@—l(x)(éw—l(x)) :

TX ¥, 7x

" oo

X —~t-X
For f € O(X) and § € Vec(X) we get o(f0) = o(f)p(d) and o(3f) = (8)e(f).
Example 6.4.1. Let ¢ = (fl, .oy fn): A" — A™ be an automorphism. Then we find

Z 8fZ Y 8
BIJ BIJ 8:101
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In fact,
QP(%)(«’M) = (P(aixj)(p(gpl(xi)) — 9"(%901(%))
— 8fi _ 3fi 1
= elgy) = G @)

If a group H acts on X by algebraic automorphisms, then we obtain in this way
linear representations of H on the coordinate ring O(X) and on the vector fields
Vec(X). These representations will play an important role in the following.

Definition 6.4.2. A linear endomorphism ¢ € £(V') of a k-vector space V is called
locally finite if the linear span (@7 (v) | j € N) is finite-dimensional for all v € V. Tt
is called semisimple if it is locally finite and if the action on every finite-dimensional
-stable subspace is semisimple. It is called locally nilpotent if for any v € V' there
is an m € N such that ¢™(v) = 0.

Recall that every locally finite endomorphism ¢ has a uniquely defined Jordan
decomposition ¢ = @5 + ¢, where @, is semisimple, ,, is nilpotent and ¢4 o @, =
¥n O Ps.

Definition 6.4.3. A subset S C L(V) is called locally finite if every element v € V/
is contained in a finite-dimensional S-stable subspace. A representation p of a linear
algebraic group G on V is called locally finite and rational if p(G) is locally finite
and the induced representation of G on any G-stable finite-dimensional subspace is
rational.

Proposition 6.4.4. Let G be a linear algebraic group, and let X be an affine G-
variety. Then the representations of G on the coordinate ring O(X) and on the
vector fields Vec(X) are locally finite and rational.

Proof. This is well-known for the regular representation of G on O(X) given by
gf(x) == f(g~'x). If we identify Vec(X) with the derivations Dery(O(X)) con-
sidered as a subspace of £(O(X)), the linear endomorphisms of O(X), then the
G-action is the obvious one:

g(80) =godog™, or g(6)(f):=g(6(g"f)) for g€ G, f € O(X).

Choose a finite-dimensional G-stable subspace U C O(X) which generates O(X).
Then we have a G-equivariant embedding Derk(O(X)) C L(U,O(X)) where the
representation on L£(U, O(X)) is given by ¢ + go ¢ o g~t. This action is locally
finite and rational since it is locally finite and rational on O(X). O

Remark 6.4.5. Let V be a G-module. Let vq,...,v, € V be a basis and denote
by z1,...,2, € O(V) the dual basis. We have a canonical G-equivariant linear
isomorphism of O(V)-modules

Vec(V) SV @OV), 6> vi®d(x)

which does not depend on the choice of a basis. The inverse isomorphism is induced
by v ® f > fO,.

There is the following converse of Proposition 6.4.4 above.
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Proposition 6.4.6. Let H be an abstract group acting on the affine variety X by
automorphisms, i.e. via a homomorphism p: H — Aut(X). Assume that the induce
representation of H on O(X) is locally finite. Then the closure p(H) C Aut(X) is
a linear algebraic group. The same conclusion holds if the induced representation
on Vec(X) is locally finite.

Proof. The first part is easy, and the proof is left to the reader. As for the second,
we have to show that if the representation on Vec(X) is locally finite, then so is the
representation on O(X).

Let §p € Vec(X) be vector field which is nonzero on a dense open set (Corol-
lary 3.2.2), and let W := (hdp | h € H) be the finite-dimensional linear span
of all hdg. Assume that U := (hfo | h € H) is not finite-dimensional for some
fo € O(X). Define V := (h(fod) | h € H,§ € W). This is again finite-dimensional.
Since hfodo = h(foh~1dp) we see that V contains Udy. But this space is infinite-
dimensional, because the map f +— fdp is injective (Corollary 3.2.2). O

6.5. Algebraic group actions and vector fields. Let G be a linear algebraic
group acting on an affine variety X . Generalizing the construction from Section 6.1,
we obtain a canonical anti-homomorphism of Lie algebras

&: LieG — Vee(X), A—&a

where the vector field €4 is defined in the following way (see Proposition 3.2.4):
Consider the orbit map p,: G — X, g — gx, and set

(gA)m = (dﬂm)e(A)

In order to see that this is indeed an “algebraic” vector field on X, we note that
the action is given by a homomorphism p: G — Aut(X) C End(X) which defines
a homomorphism of Lie algebras dp: LieG — Lie Aut(X) C Tiq End(X). It then
follows from the construction that €4 is the image of dp(A) € Tig End(X) under the
linear map &: Tig End(X) — Vec(X) defined in Section 3.2, see Proposition 3.2.4.

We could also use a G-equivariant closed immersion X C V into a G-module V.

This defines a homomorphism p: G — GL(V) and thus a Lie algebra homomor-
phism dp: LieG — Lie GL(V) = L(V). By the considerations in Section 6.1 we
obtain a vector field 0 := {z,(4) € Vec(V) for every A € Lie G. It is not difficult to
see that X is d-invariant and that &|x = 4.

On the other hand, we have a locally finite and rational representation of G' on
the coordinate ring O(X) and on the vector fields Vec(X) = Derg(O(X)) (Propo-
sition 6.4.4). This linear representation of G on the vector fields induces a linear
action of Lie G on the Vec(X) which relates to the construction above in a well-
known manner.

Proposition 6.5.1. Let G be a linear algebraic group and X an affine G-variety.
Then the locally finite and rational representation of G on the vector fields Vec(X)
induces a linear action of Lie G on Vec(X), (A,0) — Ad, which is given by

Ad =[6,84] = —ad&a(0) for A€ LieG and § € Vec(X).

Proof. Tt suffices to consider the case of a linear action of G on a k-vector space V.
Then Vec(V) = Mor(V,V) = O(V) ® V where f ® v corresponds to the derivation
(f®v)(h) = f2%, and the Lie bracket is given by [f ®v, h@w] = f2& ®w—h§—£ .
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Moreover, for A € LieG the vector field €4 belongs to V* @V C OV)® V,
€a = ;0 ®w;, and so

[f®v,§A]=Z< ?9% wi—&g—i@@v):f@(‘ ) <Z€8wl>

3

On the other hand, for A € Lie G we have A(f ® v) = Af @ v+ f ® Av. O

Now let us go one step further and assume that there is a fixed point zy € X.
Then we get the tangent representation T = 75, G — GL(T,X) and its differential
dr: Lie G — End(7T, X ) which defines a linear action of Lie G on T, X, denoted by
(A,v) = A(v) :=dr(A)(v).

Corollary 6.5.2. Assume that the G-action on X has a fixed point xo. Then, for
A € LieG and 6 € Vec(X), we have

Aém = dT(A)( ) [§A7 ]

Proof. (1) If X is a k-vector space V with a linear action of G, given by p: G —
GL(V), then the tangent representation 7y is equal to p, and dr(A) = &4 (see
Section 6.1). Hence the claim follows from the proposition above.

(2) In general, we can assume that X is a closed G-stable subset of a G-module
V, X CV, and that g = 0 € V. Then, for every A € LieG, the subvariety X
is invariant under €4y € Vec(V), and the restriction of €4,y to Vec(X) is &4,
by construction. Moreover, T, C ToV = V is stable under p: G — GL(V), and
dr(A) = dp(A)|r,, - Now the claim follows from the linear case (1). O

7. IND-GROUP ACTIONS AND VECTOR FIELDS

We now extend the results of the previous section to actions of ind-groups. We
also define locally finite, semisimple and unipotent elements of ind-groups and ob-
tain bijections between unipotent automorphisms of an affine variety X, locally
nilpotent vector fields on X, and k™-actions on X.

7.1. Orbits of ind-groups.

Definition 7.1.1. An action of an ind-group G on an ind-variety V is a homomor-
phism p: G — Aut(V) such that the action map G x ¥V = V, (g9,2) — gz := p(g)z,
is an ind-morphism.

The following proposition generalizes a well-known result for algebraic groups
actions on varieties, namely that the orbits are always open in their closure.

Proposition 7.1.2. Let G = |J,, Gx be a connected ind-group acting on a variety
X. Then, the following assertions are satisfied.
(1) For all x € X, the G-orbit Gx is open in its closure.
(2) There is an £ > 1 such that Gx = Gz for all z € X.
(3) If the stabilizer G, = Stabg x is an algebraic group for some x € X, then
G is an algebraic group.

Again, the connectedness of G is necessary, as we will see in Section 17.1 where
we construct a discrete ind-group acting faithfully on an affine variety.
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Proof. (1)-(2) Consider the morphism
O:Gx X — X xX given by (g,2) — (gz,x),

and denote by P = ®(G x X) C X x X its image. Note that G x G acts naturally on
X x X and that P is G x G stable. If p: P — X is the map induced by the second
projection, then p~!(z) = Gz x {z}. We will show that there is an open dense set
U C X with the following properties:
(i) U is G-stable;
(ii) Py :=®(G xU) CU x U is open in P;
(iii) There is an £ > 1 such that Py = ®(G, x U).
Let us show first that this implies (1) and (2). Since dim(X \ U) < dim X, using
induction on dim X, it is enough to prove (1) and (2) when x € U. As above,
it follows from the construction that the second projection induces a surjective
morphism pyr: Py — U such that p;,'(z) = Gz x {z}. Since Py is open in P by
(ii), we see that Py N (X x {x}) = Gz x {x} is open in PN (X x {z}), hence open
in Gz x {x}. We have proved (1). Now (iii) implies that Gz x {z} = ®(G x {z}) =
D(Gy x {x}) = Gex x {2} and we have proved (2).
It remains to construct the open set U C X with the properties (i)—(iii). By

Lemma 1.13.1 there is a subset V C P which is open and dense in P. Replacing
V by (G x G)V we can assume that V is (G x G)-stable. It follows that the image
U :=pry(V) C X is an open dense subset and that the fibers of V' — U are of the
form Gz x {z}, hence V = ®(G x U). Using again Lemma 1.13.1 there is an £ > 1

such that V = ®(G, x U), i.e., we have Gx = Gz for all x € U.

(3) The claim follows from Proposition 1.8.3 applied to the orbit map G — X,
g gx. (|

Next we give two examples of actions of an ind-group G on an ind-variety ¥V with
orbits which are not locally closed.

Ezample 7.1.3. Consider the natural action of SLa(k[z]) on k[z]? given by left
multiplication. Then, the orbit C of (1,0) is dense, but not open. Indeed, C is equal
to the set of pairs (a,b) € k[z]? such that a and b are coprime. Let us check that
C = k[z]?. Each element (a, b) of k[z]? belongs to the orbit of an element of the form
(p,0), where p € k[x] is the ged of @ and b. It is therefore enough to check that (p, 0)
belongs to C. If ¢ € k*, then (p,¢) belongs to C, hence (p,0) = lim._,¢(p,¢) € C.

For € € k* we have (1 + ex,e(1 + ex)) € k[z]* \ C. However, its limit for ¢ — 0
is equal to (1,0) which does not belong to k[z]? \ C. Therefore, C \ C is not closed,
and so C is not open.

Ezample 7.1.4. An element v € k[z,y] is called a variable or a coordinate if there
exists a w € k[z, y] such that k[v, w] = k[z, y]. It is clear that the subset C' C k[z, y]
of variables coincides with the orbit of z under Aut(A?). By [Fur02], we have

C={p(v)|peklt],veV},

see Corollary 16.7.5. We claim that C \ C is not closed. In fact, for ¢ € k* the
polynomial z + 2% belongs to C \ C (it is not a variable since it is not irreducible),
but its limit lim._o(z + E£C2) = x is a variable. This proves the claim and shows
that the orbit C is not locally closed.
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7.2. Actions of ind-groups and vector fields. Our previous considerations re-
lating algebraic group actions and vector fields carry over to an action of an affine
ind-group G on an ind-variety V. We first have to define vector fields on V. We will
only need this for affine ind-varieties, and so we restrict to this case.

Definition 7.2.1. A vector field § on an affine ind-variety V = J, Vi is a collection
d = (0y)vey of tangent vectors 6, € T,V with the property that for every k > 1
there is an £ > k such that the following holds:
(i) 8, € T, Vg for all v € Vy;
(ii) For every f € O(V,) the function 0f: Vi — k, v — 6,(f), is regular on
Vi.
We denote by Vec(V) the k-vector space of vector fields on V.

If X is an affine variety and Y C X a closed subvariety, we define Vec(X,Y)
to be the collections ¢ = (dy)yey where 0, € T, X such that, for every f € O(X),
the function 0f: y — d,f is regular on Y. It is easy to see that Vec(X,Y) =
Derg(O(X),O(Y)) where O(Y) is considered as an O(X )-module via the restriction
map f — f|y. With this definition, condition (ii) above can also be formulated as

(ii)" dly, = (6v)vev, € Vec(Ve, V).
Lemma 7.2.2. If § € Vec(V) and f € O(V), then the function df: v — 0,f, is

regular on V. Moreover, §: O(V) — O(V) is a continuous derivation, and we obtain
a canonical isomorphism Vec(V) = Dery”(O(V)). In particular, Vec(V) has the
structure of a Lie algebra.

Proof. By our definition, we have (0f)|y, € O(Vy) for each k, i.e. 6f € O(V). In
order to see that the vector fields are exactly the continuous derivations we just
recall that a derivation §: O(V) — O(V) is continuous if for every k > 1 there is
an £ > k such that the composition resg od factors through resy:

ov) —2— oW)

lresg lresk
OWVe) =25 O(Vi)

The composition res; od corresponds to d|y,, and the factorization of resy od in
the form dy¢ o resy; means that d|y, € Vec(Vy, Vi). Hence we have a canonical
identification Vec(V) = Dery”™(O(V)).

Finally, it is clear that the bracket [§,u] := d o u — p o § of two continuous
derivations § and p of O(V) is again a continuous derivation. O

If W C V is a closed ind-subvariety, we define Vec(V, W) in the obvious way, and
we get Vec(V, W) = Dery”(O(V), O(W)) where O(W) is considered as an O(V)-
module via the restriction map f — f|y. Note that Vec(V) = Vec(V, V). From this
definition we see that

Vec(V, Vi) = U Vec(Ve, Vi) for all k, and so Vec(V) = @Vec(l), Vi)-
>k k
The case of a k-vector space of countable dimension V is easy. Here we have
Vec(V) = Mor(V, V). If W C V is a closed ind-subvariety, then there is a canonical
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surjective linear map Vecyy (V) — Vec(W) where
Veew (V) := {0 = (0y)vev € Vec(V) | by € TyyW for all w € W}

Now consider an action of an ind-group G on the ind-variety V. Recall that this
means that the action map n: G x V — V is a morphism (Definition 7.1.1). As in
the algebraic case (see Section 6.5) we make the following definition.

Definition 7.2.3. Every A € Lie G defines a vector field £4 on V,
Ea(z) == (dpg)eA forxz eV
where p,: G — V is the orbit map g — gzx.

If V is affine, we have the following description of the corresponding (continuous)
derivation €4 of O(V) (cf. Remark 2.1.5),

£a: OV) —L s 0GB oY) A2, o),

where we use again that the element A € LieG = T.G may be regarded as a
continuous derivation A: O(G) — k in e € G (see Section 1.9). Now we get the
following result (see Section 6.5).

Proposition 7.2.4. The map &: LieG — Vec(V), A — &4, is an anti-homomor-
phism of Lie algebras. If X is an affine variety, then &: Lie Aut(X) — Vec(X) is
injective.
Proof. Tt follows from the description of the left-invariant vector field d4 (Sec-
tion 2.1) that the vector field corresponding to the right-action of G on itself,
(g,h) — hg~1, is equal to —34. Now consider the isomorphism

p:GxV =G xV, (g,2) — (9,92),
which is G-equivariant with respect to the actions g(h,x) := (hg™1, gz) on the first
space and g(h z) = (hg™!,x) on the second. Take a tangent vector A € T.G and
denote by Q 4 the correspondmg vector fields on the two spaces. Clearly, de( (1))
@) Moreover, (gA )(W) ((— 5A)g,(§A) )and (gA )(g.a) = ((=04)g,0). It follows

that C[(j) [C P B ] henceQ [C A B ] because dyp is an isomorphism
of the Lie algebras of vector ﬁelds As a consequence,

(_5[A,B]a€[A,B]) = C[IA,B] = _[Cib C]li’] = _[(_6147514)7 (_53753)]
= (_[5147 53]7 _[§Aa 53])7

and the claim follows.

For the second claim we use Proposition 3.2.4 which shows that 7. End(X) —
Vec(X) is an embedding. By Theorem 5.2.1 we know that Aut(X) C End(X) is
locally closed. Thus the map A +— £4 is injective. O

Remark 7.2.5. If ¢: G x V — V is the action map, then the differential dyp is given
by
dp(eq): LieG@To(V) = ToV, (Av) = ({a)e +v

see Lemma 2.6.3 where the case of a linear action on a k-vector space is discussed.

The next result shows another strong connection between connected ind-groups
and their Lie algebras. For algebraic groups, this is well known, see Proposition 6.3.4.
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Proposition 7.2.6. Let G be a connected ind-group acting on an affine variety
X, and let Y C X be a closed subvariety. Then Y 1is G-stable if and only if Y is
Lie G-invariant, i.e., Y is &a-invariant for all A € LieG.

Proof. One direction is obvious: If Y is G-stable, then £4(y) € T,Y for all A € Lieg.
So let us assume that Y is £4-invariant for all A € LieG. By Proposition 6.3.2,
we can assume that Y is irreducible. Let G = |J, G where all G, are irreducible
(Proposition 1.6.3). Then GY = GY for some k, and so the morphism ¢: G, x Y —
GY is dominant. It follows that there is an open dense set U C G X Y such that
dpy: Tu(Gr X Y) — Tw(u)g_Y is surjective for all u € U.

Denote by Y’ C Y the image of U under the projection G x Y — Y. For any
y € Y’ there is a g € Gy, such that (g,y) € U. Consider the diagram

gka LQ_Y

Z‘lg*lxid :lgfl
gilgk XY L Q_Y
It follows that dg(c ) : Te(g™'Gr) ®T,Y — T, GY is surjective. On the other hand,

we have d(. (A, v) = £a(y)+v (Remark 7.2.5), hence T,GY = T,Y forally € Y.
Thus dimGY =dimY and so GY =Y. O

Now consider the case of a representation p: G — GL(V') of G on a k-vector space
V of countable dimension (Definition 2.6.1). Then the differential dp.: LieG —
L(V) is a Lie-algebra homomorphism, and the corresponding linear action of Lie G
on V is given by A(v) = (£4)v, see Lemma 2.6.2. This implies that a subspace
W C V is Lie G-invariant if and only if it is stable under the linear action of Lie G
on V given by dp.. This proves the following.

Corollary 7.2.7. Let p: G — GL(V) be a representation of a connected ind-group
G. Then a subspace W CV is G-stable if and only if it is stable under Lie G.

7.3. Linear representation on O(X) and Vec(X). If an ind-group G acts on an
affine variety X we get a linear action of G on the coordinate ring O(X) and on
the vector fields Vec(X) = Derg(O(X)), defined in the usual way (see Section 6.4):

gf(x) = f(g ') for f € O(X),z € X,
9(6)(f) == g(86(g~"f)) for & € Vec(X), f € O(X).

Note that Vec(X) is a k-vector space of countable dimension, because it is a finitely
generated O(X )-module (Proposition 3.2).

Proposition 7.3.1. The linear actions of G on O(X) and Vec(X) are represen-
tations, i.e., the induced maps G x O(X) = O(X) and G x Vec(X) — Vec(X) are
morphisms of ind-varieties.

Note that the kernels of the G-actions on X and on O(X) are the same. In
particular, the automorphism group Aut(X) acts faithfully on O(X).

Question 7.3.2. Is it true that Aut(X) acts faithfully on Vec(X)?
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Proof of Proposition 7.3.1. (a) Fix a filtration G = |JGg. The action of G on X
defines morphisms py: G x X — X for every k. If O(X) = |J, O(X); is a filtration
by finite-dimensional subspaces, then, for every 4, there is a j such that p; (O(X);) C
O(Gr) ® O(X);. This means that for f € O(X);, g € G, and pj(f) = >, he ® fo

we have

97 F = helg)fe € O(X);.
4

This shows that the linear action (g, f) — g~ f is a morphism Gy x O(X); — O(X);
of affine varieties.

(b) Now we choose a filtration O(X) = |J; O(X); such that that O(X); generates
the algebra O(X). Then the linear maps Derg(O(X)) - Hom(O(X);, O(X)), 0 —
Slo(x),, are all injective. We define the filtration Dery(O(X)) = U, Derg(O(X)),
by setting Derg(O(X))e := {d € Derg(O(X)) | §(O(X)1) C O(X)¢}.

Given k and ¢ we can find integers p, g, r such that

(1) G (O(X)1) C O(X)y,

(2) Dery(O(X))(O(X)p) € O(X)g,

(3) Gr(O(X),) € O(X),.
Denote by p': Gy — Hom(O(X)1,O0(X),) and p: Gy — Hom(O(X),, O(X),) the
corresponding maps to (1) and (2) which are morphisms, by (a). Then we get the
following commutative diagram:

(g,8)—

G X Derg(O(X))e Hom(O(X)1,O(X)p) x Hom(O(X)p, O(X)q) X Hom(O(X)q, O(X)r)

(p/(y),é\o(x)p,p(g))
@595 (@87 | 7opoa

55|
Dery (O(X)) BAASLICONN

Hom (O (X)1, O(X)r)
The upper horizontal map and the right vertical map are both morphisms, and
the lower horizontal map is a linear inclusion. Hence the left vertical map is also a

morphism, as claimed. ([

As a consequence, using Lemma 2.6.2, we obtain linear actions of the Lie algebra
LieG on O(X) and on Vec(X ). Denoting these actions by (A, f) — Af and (4,0) —
Aj for A € LieG, f € O(X) and 6 € Vec(X), one finds

(1) Afz—fAf and A5:[5,§A]:—ad§A(6)
where &4 is discussed in Section 7.2 (see Definition 7.2.3).
7.4. Fixed points and tangent representations. The following is well known

for actions of algebraic groups; its generalization to actions of ind-groups on varieties
is straightforward, because of our finiteness results in the previous section.

Proposition 7.4.1. Let G be an ind-group acting on an affine variety X. If v € X
is a fized point, then we obtain a linear representation of G on the tangent space
T, X, called the tangent representation in x.

Proof. By Proposition 7.3.1 the action of G on O(X) is a linear representation. By
assumption, the maximal ideal m, C O(X) is G-stable, as well as all the powers m”".
Thus we obtain a linear representation of G on m,/m2 and on its dual T, X. (]

Remark 7.4.2. Under the assumptions of the proposition above, the linear repre-
sentation of G on O(X) stabilizes the infinite flag

OX)2my2m22oml D
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and induces finite-dimensional linear representations on the various quotients m™ /m¢.
Assume now that X is irreducible and that the action of G on X faithful, and denote
by K the kernel of the representation of G on T,,X. Then
(1) The representation of every reductive subgroup G C G on T, X is faithful.
(2) The image of K in GL(O(X)/mI) is unipotent for all m. In particular,
every locally finite element of KC is unipotent.
(3) The intersection of the kernels of the representations of G on O(X)/m
for m > 1, is trivial.
The proofs of (2) and (3) are easy and left to the reader. Point (1) is classical, and
here is a proof.

Lemma 7.4.3. Let G be a reductive group acting faithfully on an irreducible variety
X. If xg € X is a fized point, then the tangent representation G — GL(T,,X),
g dgz,, s faithful.

Proof. The local ring Ox ., is stable under G, as well as its maximal ideal m := my,
and all its powers m?. For any j > 2 we have an exact sequence of G-modules
0— m?/m/ - m/m/ - m/m? ~ (T,, X)" =0

which splits, because G is reductive. If g acts trivially on m/m?, then it acts triv-
ially on m?/m?3, because the action of G on Ox 4, is by algebra automorphisms.
Therefore, g acts trivially on m/m3, by the G-splitting of the exact sequence above.
By induction, we see that g acts trivially on m/m/ for all j. This implies that
gf — f €mJ for any f € m and all j. But ﬂjmj = (0), and so gf = f. As a con-
sequence, g acts trivially on the local ring, hence trivially on the rational functions
k(X), and thus g = e, because the action of G on X is faithful. O

The proposition above generalizes to actions of G on ind-varieties. In fact, if
vg € V is a fixed point, then every g € G induces a linear map dg,: T,V — T, V
and thus a linear action of G on T, V, denoted by (g, w) — gw. We will see in the
next theorem that this is indeed a representation

Tv: G = GL(T, V)
and thus induces a linear representation of the Lie algebra (Lemma 2.6.2)
dry: LieG — L(T, V),
hence an action of Lie G on T, V which we denote by (A, w) — Aw := dr.

Theorem 7.4.4. Let the affine ind-group G act on the ind-variety V, and assume
that vo € V is a fixed point. Then the action of G onT,, V is a linear representation.

Proof. For every k > 1 there is an £ such that g(Vi) C V, for all g € Gi. Hence, we
get a morphism G — Mor(Vg, V), and the image is contained in Morg(Vg, V) :=
{o € Mor(Vi,V¢) | ¢(vg) = wo}. By Lemma 3.1.13, this subset is closed and
the map Moro(Vg, Vi) = L(Ty, Vi, Tv, Vi) is a morphism. Thus the composition
Gr — L(Tyy Vi, T Ve) is a morphism, as well as Gy, X Ty, Vi — Ty, Ve, and the
claim follows. [l

Every automorphism ¢ of V defines a linear automorphism of the vector fields
Vec(V), also denoted by ¢, which is given in the following way (see Proposi-
tion 7.3.1). If § = (0 )zecy, then

(*) <P(5)ga(m) = d@z((sz)
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Equivalently, considering ¢ as a continuous derivation of O(V) in case V is affine,
we have ¢(0) = (¢*)"todop*. If vg € V is a fixed point, then the formula (x) above
shows that the action of G on the tangent space T, V is induced by the action on
the vector fields.

Proposition 7.4.5. Consider an action of an affine ind-group G on an ind-variety
V, and assume that vg € V is a fized point.

(1) For g € G and § € Vec(V) we have g(0)v, = g(du,)-

(2) For g€ G and A € LieG we have g(§4) = aa(g)a-
Proof. (1) This is just the formula (x).

(2) This follows from the two diagrams

g ey LieG —%=y 1.y

llntg J{g lAdg ldgz
gxr . d xT

G He oy LieG —% T,V

where the right diagram follows from the left diagram and implies that g(§4)g¢. =
dgw(gA)m = (§Ad(g)A)g;E- O

Let again the affine ind-group G act on the ind-variety V. If v € V is a fixed
point, then the orbit map p = p,: G — V, g — gv, is constant and its differential
(dity)e: LieG — T,V is trivial. Equivalently, all vector fields {4, A € Lie G, vanish
at v. The converse holds for connected ind-groups.

Lemma 7.4.6. Assume that G is connected, and let v € V. If (duy)e is the zero
map, then w, is constant, i.e. v is a fived point of G.

Proof. We have G = |JGi, where we can assume that all G;, are irreducible and
contain e. If p := p, is not the constant map, then there exists a £ > 0 such
that dimu(Gg) > 1. It follows that there is g € Gy such that the differential
dpg: TgGr — T4y V is not the zero map. Denote by Ay: G S Gand A\ VSV

the left multiplication with A € G. Then the commutative diagram

d g
T,Gr —2 T,V

(d)\g—l)gl Zl(dkg—l)gv
T.G, —*= T,V
shows that du. is not the zero map. ([

This lemma has a number of interesting applications.

Proposition 7.4.7. Let p,v: G — H be two homomorphisms of ind-groups. If G
is connected and dp = di, then ¢ = . In particular, ¢ is trivial if and only if dp
is trivial.

Proof. Consider the action of G on H given by g x h := (g)hp(g)~!, and take
the orbit map u: G — H in e € H which is given by g — 1¥(g)e(g)~!. Then
dpe = dip. — dpe = 0, and so, by Lemma 7.4.6 above, we get 1(g)p(g) ™" = e for
all g € G, hence the claim. O
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Corollary 7.4.8. If G is connected, then the canonical homomorphism (of abstract
groups) w: Aut(G) — Aut(Lie G) is injective.

7.5. The adjoint representation. A special case of the tangent representation
in a fixed point (Theorem 7.4.4) is the adjoint representation

Ad: G = GL(LieG).
It is obtained from the action of G on itself by inner automorphism:
Int: G — Aut(G), Int(g): h+>g-h-g "

A first application is the following result which follows immediately from Proposi-
tion 7.4.7.

Corollary 7.5.1. Let G be connected and let h € G. Then h belongs to the center
Z(G) of G if and only if Ad(h) is trivial:

Z(G) = Ker Ad.
The adjoint representation induces a representation of Lie G, denoted by

ad: LieG — L(LieG).

Proposition 7.5.2. For A, B € LieG we have
ad(A)(B) = [4, B].
As a consequence we get the following result.

Corollary 7.5.3. Let G be a connected ind-group. Then G is commutative if and
only if LieG is commutative.

Proof. (1) The group G is commutative if and only if Int: G — Aut(G) is trivial
which implies that Ad: G — GL(LieG) is trivial, hence ad: LieG — L(LieQG) is
trivial. By Proposition 7.5.2, the latter is equivalent to Lie G being commutative.
This proves one implication.

(2) Now assume that Lie G is commutative, hence ad: Lie G — £(Lie G) is trivial,
by Proposition 7.5.2. Since G is connected, this implies that Ad: G — L(LieG) is
trivial, by Proposition 7.4.7. Since Ad(g) is the differential of the homomorphism
Int(g): G — G if follows again from Proposition 7.4.7 that Int(g) is trivial for all
g € G, hence G is commutative. O

The proof of Proposition 7.5.2 needs some preparation. It will be given at the
end of this Section 7.5. We know that every affine ind-variety V admits a closed
immersion into a k-vector space V' of countable dimension (Theorem 1.5.1). We
will see below in Proposition 7.5.5 that an affine ind-variety V with an action of an
algebraic group G is isomorphic to a closed G-stable ind-subvariety of a G-module
V' of countable dimension.

On the other hand, we cannot expect that an ind-variety V' together with an
action of an ind-group G admits a closed immersion into a representation of G.
This is even not true for an affine variety X with a G-action, see Proposition 2.6.5.
However, we can proof the following result which will be sufficient for our purposes.
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Lemma 7.5.4. Let G = |J, G be an affine ind-group acting on an affine ind-
variety V by ¢: G xV — V. For every k > 0 we can find a closed immersion
t: V= V where V is a k-vector space of countable dimension, and a morphism
®: G, — L(V) such that the following diagram commutes

Gr x V (9,0)—®(g,v) %

Tid Xt Tb

Gr x V (g:v)—=¢(g;v) v
Proof. (1) Given k > 1, we find for any m > 1 an ng > 1 such that o(Gr x V,,,) C
Vit

(p:gkXVm—>Vn0.

For the comorphism ¢*: O(V,,) = O(Gr) ® O(V,,) we can find finite-dimensional
sub-vector spaces L C O(V,,) and M C O(V,,) which generate the algebra and
such that ¢*(L) C O(Gr) ® M. Setting V,,, := LY and V,,, := MY we get the
following commutative diagram:

q>7n
Gk x Vi ——= Vi

Je Je
Gk X Vi —— Vn,
Pm
where for all g € G, the map V;,, = V,,, v — ®,,(g,v), is linear, i.e. ®,, defines a
morphism ®: G — L(V,,, Vo).
(2) Assume that ©(Gp X Vpt1) C Vy,. Then we can find finite-dimensional

k-vector spaces L1 C O(V,,,) and M1 C O(V+1) with the following properties.
(a) Ly generates O(V,,) and M; generates OV 41);
(b) LiNXerp, generates the kernel of p,,: O(V,,) = O(V,,), and M; NKer ¢y,
generates the kernel of ¢,,: O(Vig1) = O(Vi);
(¢) ¢(L1) C O(Gr) ® My;
(d) L; maps surjectively onto L, and M; maps surjectively onto M.
Setting V,,, := MY and V,,, := LY we get from (1) the following commutative
diagram

D

gk X Vm Vn

G X Vyp —22 5 V),

Pm+1

gk X Vm+1 — an

— AN

Dt
gk X Vm+1 an

where V,, = V,,, NV, and V,, = Vi1 NV, and V,,, C Vi1 and V,, C V,,; are
linear subspaces. It follows that G, x V = J,,,(Gr X Vi) embeds into G, x V as a
closed ind-subvariety where V := hﬂm Vi =~ A™ is a k-vector space of countable
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dimension. The same holds for hgl Vi, and we can identify hﬂz Vn, with V. The
claim follows. O

The lemma immediately implies the following result.

Proposition 7.5.5. Let G be an algebraic group acting on an affine ind-variety V.
Then V is G-isomorphic to a G-stable closed ind-subvariety of a G-module V.

Now we generalize Corollary 6.5.2 to the action of affine ind-group G on an
affine ind-varieties V. Assume that there is a fixed point vy € V, and denote by
Too: G = GL(Ty, V) the tangent representation. The corresponding linear action
of LieG on Ty, is given by (4,w) — Aw := dr,,(A)(w). As before, {4 € Vec(V)
denotes the vector field associated to A € LieG.

Proposition 7.5.6. For A € LieG and ¢ € Vec(V) we have
Aavo = _[514’ 5]00'

Proof. Choose a k > 1 such that A € T.G;. By Lemma 7.5.4 there is a closed
immersion V < V into a k-vector space V' of countable dimension and a “linear
action” ®: G — L(V') such that the following diagram commutes where ®(g,v) :=
®(g)(v):

GexV —2 v

gTidXL QTL

G xV —5— VY
The vector field €4 € Vec(V) is given in the following way. For v € V we define the
orbit map p,: G =V, g — gv = ¢(g,v), and get (§4), = dpiy,(A). This shows that
we also get a linear vector field €4 € £(V) C Vec(V) by the same construction,
namely §~A = dd, (A). Clearly, V is invariant under éA and £4 = §~A|v.

Now let vy € V be a fixed point. We can assume that vy = 0 € V. If § € Vec(V) =
Mor(V, V'), then we get Aby = —[éA, d]o, because €4 is linear, see Lemma 6.1.1. If V
is invariant under ¢ and & := 5|V, then we get Ady = [€4, 6]o. Now the claim follows
because every vector field on V is a restriction from a vector field of V. O

Finally, let us recall the basic property of the Lie algebra structure of T.G,
cf. Section 2.1. For this consider the action of G on itself by left multiplication:
(g,h) — g-h, and denote by A4 € Vec(G) the vector field corresponding to A € T.G
with respect to this action. Similarly, we consider the action by right multiplication,
(9,h) = h-g, and denote by pa € Vec(G) the vector field corresponding to A € T.G.
Then we have the following result. Note that the vector fields A4 are right-invariant
and the pp are left-invariant (cf. Section 2.1).

Lemma 7.5.7. Let A,B € T.G.

(1) (Aa)e = A = (pa)e;

(2) [pa,pBl = pra,m;

(3) [Aa, AB] = AB,ays

(4) [AAa pB] = 07‘

(5) For the action of G on itself by conjugation, we have €4 = Aa — pa.
Proof. (1) follows from the definition, and for (2) and (3) see Section 2.1 where we
discuss the left-invariant vector fields p4.
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(4) This is clear, because the two actions commute.

(5) Consider the action of G X G on G given by ((g1,92),h) — g1 - h - g2. Then
the we find {4,0) = Aa, 0,B) = pB, and s0 {4, B) = Aa + pp. The claim follows
by embedding G < G x G, g+~ (9,97 ). d

Proof of Proposition 7.5.2. For the action of G on G by conjugation Proposition 7.5.6
implies that

ad(A)(de) = —[€a,d]e for § € Vec(G) and A € Lieg.
Since €4 = Aa — pa and pp commutes with all Ao, we find
A(B) = AQ\p)e = €4, Asle = —[as Asle = —(Apa)e = Mas))e = 1A, Bl
The claim follows. [l

Remark 7.5.8. Let us point out here that the results above are well known for
algebraic groups. However, the proofs for ind-groups needed some new ideas since
the classical proofs do not carry over. E.g. we cannot prove that the center of the
Lie algebra of G is equal to the Lie algebra of the center of G, and it is even not
true that the Lie algebra of a strict closed subgroup of a connected ind-group G is
strictly contained in Lie G, see Theorem 17.3.1.

7.6. Integration of locally finite vector fields. Recall that we have a canonical
embedding £: Lie Aut(X) — Vec(X), see Proposition 7.2.4. A vector field § is called
locally finite if § considered as a linear endomorphism ¢ € £(O(X)) is locally finite
(see Definition 6.4.2).

Proposition 7.6.1. Let § € Vec(X) be a locally finite vector field, and let § =
ds + 0y, be its additive Jordan decomposition in L(O(X)). Then

(1) ds,05 are both locally finite vector fields.

(2) There is a unique minimal torus T C Aut(X) such that 65 € {(LieT).

(3) If §,, # 0, then there is a unique I-dimensional unipotent subgroup U C
Aut(X) such §, € {(LieU).

(4) T and U commute.

Proof. (1) Let R := O(X) and consider ¢ as a locally finite derivation D of R. We
have a direct sum decomposition R = P, Rx where

Ry:={reR|(D—-\"r =0 for some m € N}.

We claim that Ry - R, € Rxy,. In fact, one easily checks the following equality for
A u€kanda,be R:

(D= A+ m)a-b)=(D=A)a)-b+a-(D—pu)b)
By induction, this implies
n . n n—
= 0t =3 ()0 - VH@ - (0 = )
k=0
and the claim follows. Since Ds(a) = Aa for any a € Ry, we get
D, (ab) = Ds(a)b+ aDs(b) for all (a,b) € Ry x R,

proving that Dy is a derivation commuting with D. Hence, D,, = D — Dy is also a
derivation, as claimed.



ON THE GEOMETRY OF AUTOMORPHISM GROUPS 89

(2) Since R is finitely generated, the set of weights A := {A € k| Ry # 0} Ck
generate a finitely generated free subgroup ZA = M := @) | Zyu; C k. This defines
an action of the torus 7" := (k*)™ on R in the following way: For A = Y. n;u; € A,
r€ Ryand t = (t1,...,tm) €T we put

tro=tt - thm

Note that this action is faithful, since M is generated by A. Every o = (a1, ..., am) €
Lie T defines a derivation D(«a) of R, namely

D(a)r = Zniai -r for r€ Ry,A\= anuz

In particular, Ds = D(u1, ..., tm), hence Dy belongs to £(LieT). It also follows
that 7' is minimal. In fact, for a strict subtorus 7" g T the elements of Lie T’ C
Lie T satisfy a linear equation with integral coefficients, and so (u1, ..., ftm) is not
contained in LieT”. If D, € {(LieTy) for some other torus 77 C Aut(R), then
D, € ¢(Lie(TNT1)°), hence T1 D T.

(3) We define the exponential exp: kT — Aut(R) by

exp(s)r := Z %(Dn)mr.

m>0

It is well-defined, because the sum is finite, and we obtain an action of k™ on R.
The differential is given by (dexp)or = D,r. Hence, denoting by U the image of
k* in Aut(R) we get {(LieU) = kD;. The minimality is clear, and the uniqueness
follows as in (2).

(4) By construction, the subspaces Ry C R are stable under T and U. Since T
acts by scalar multiplications, this action commutes with the linear action of U,
and the claim follows. O

Remark 7.6.2. Let us call a tangent vector N € Lie Aut(X) locally nilpotent if the
corresponding vector field &y € Vec(X) (see Proposition 3.2.4) is locally nilpotent.
Then it follows from Proposition 7.6.1(3) that there is a well-defined k™-action on
X, Ay : kT — Aut(X), such that dA\n (1) = N. In particular, every locally nilpotent
vector field on X corresponds to a locally nilpotent tangent vector in Lie Aut(X).

It also follows that for every representation p: Aut(X) — GL(V) on a k-vector
space V of countable dimension the image of a locally nilpotent tangent vector
under dp is a locally nilpotent linear endomorphism of V', see Section 2.6.

Question 7.6.3. Assume that p: Aut(X) — GL(V) is a representation such
that dp: Lie Aut(X) — End(V) is injective (where V is again a vector space of
countable dimension). Is it true that if dp(N) € End(V) is locally nilpotent, then
N € Lie Aut(X) is locally nilpotent?

Assume that the adjoint representation ad: Lie Aut(X) — End(Lie Aut(X)) s
faithful. Is it true that N € Lie Aut(X) is locally nilpotent if and only if ad N is
locally nilpotent?

The following consequence of the proposition above is clear.

Corollary 7.6.4. For every locally finite vector field § € Vec(X) there exists a
unique minimal connected and commutative algebraic subgroup A C Aut(X) such

that § € ¢(Lie A).
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Remark 7.6.5. The proof above shows that all the statements hold more generally
for a locally finite derivation d of a general algebra R. We will use this in Section 13
where we discuss the automorphism group of a general algebra R.

The following result is due to COHEN-DRAISMA [CD03, Theorem 1]. It generalizes
Corollary 7.6.4 above.

Theorem 7.6.6. Let L C Vec(X) be a finite-dimensional Lie subalgebra. Assume
that L is locally finite as a subset of L(O(X)). Then there is an algebraic subgroup
G C Aut(X) such that L C ¢(Lie G).

7.7. Intersection of closed subgroups. Another well-known result is that for
two closed subgroups Hi, H» C G of a linear algebraic group G we always have
Lie(H; N Hy) = Lie Hy N Lie Hy. We do not know if this holds also for closed
subgroups of an ind-group. However, we have the following result.

Proposition 7.7.1. Let Hy,Hy C G be algebraic subgroups of an ind-group G.
Then we have
Lie(H1 N HQ) = LieH1 N LieHg.

Proof. The schematic intersection X Nscpematic Y 0of two closed subvarieties X, Y C
Z is the fiber product X xz Y, and T.(X xzY) =T.XNT.Y CT.Z for z € XNY.
Therefore, if the schematic intersection is reduced in z, then T, (XNY) = T, XNT.Y.
But the schematic intersection of two algebraic groups is an algebraic group scheme
over k, hence smooth by CARTIER’s Theorem [DG70, 11, §6, 1.1], and the claim
follows. ([

Remark 7.7.2. It is easy to see that LieH NLie H = Lie(H N H) if H C G is a
closed nested ind-subgroup and H C G an algebraic subgroup. On the other hand
this does not hold for a general ind-group #; as we will see later in Remark 17.3.3.

8. THE IND-VARIETY OF GROUP HOMOMORPHISMS

8.1. Reductive and semisimple groups. Let us recall some basic notion from
the theory of algebraic groups. We refer to the text books [Bor91, DG70, Hum78,
Hum?75, Kra84, Pro07, Spr89] for more details and further reading.

The radical of a linear algebraic group G is the maximal connected solvable
normal subgroup of G, see [Bor91, 11.21]. We denote it by rad G. The maximal
unipotent subgroup of rad G is the unipotent radical and will be denoted by rad,, G.
The group G is called reductive if the unipotent radical rad, G is trivial. In this
case the radical rad G is a torus and coincides with the identity component of the
center of G (cf. [Bor91, 11.21]). In characteristic zero reductive groups are linearly
reductive which means that the rational representation are completely reducible, see
[Krag84, 11.3.5].

We have recalled in Section 6 that for a connected group G there is a strong
connection between G and Lie G, see [Kra84, 11.2.5]. E.g. if p: G — GL(V) is a
finite-dimensional representation of G and dp: Lie G — End(V') the corresponding
representation of Lie G, then a subspace W C V is G-stable if and only if it is
Lie G-stable. Moreover, a linear automorphism of V' is G-equivariant if and only if
it is Lie G-equivariant: GLg (V) = GLyLieg(V).
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A connected group G is called semisimple if rad G is trivial. In this case the cen-
ter is a finite group and G = (G, G) (see [Bor91, Proposition 14.2]). In particular,
the character group of a semisimple group is trivial. It also follows that for a con-
nected reductive G the derived group (G, G) is semisimple and G = Z(G)°(G, G).
Moreover, still assuming that G is connected reductive, the group G/(G,G) is a
torus and this torus is trivial if and only if G is semisimple.

The semisimple group G is called simply connected if the fundamental weights
(with respect to a Borel subgroup B and a maximal torus 7' C B) are characters
of T'. This implies that every representation of the Lie algebra Lie G is induced by
a representation of G. For example, SL,, is simply connected whereas PSL,, is not.

8.2. Representations and homomorphisms. We start with the following easy
lemma.

Lemma 8.2.1. Let G be a linear algebraic group and H an affine ind-group. Then
the set Hom(G, H) of homomorphisms of ind-groups is a closed subset of Mor(G,H),
so that Hom(G,H) has a natural structure of an affine ind-variety. Moreover, the
actions of G and H by conjugation on Mor(G,H) and on Hom(G,H) are regular.

Proof. Tt is easy to see that the map
B: Mor(G, H) — Mor(G x G, H), D()(a,b) = p(ab)p(b) "p(a) !,

is a morphism of ind-varieties. If 7. € Mor(G x G,H) denotes the constant map
Ye(a,b) = e, then Hom(G, H) = ®~*(.), and so Hom(G, H) is closed in Mor(G, H).
Since the action of G on G by conjugation is regular, as well as the action of H on
H, it follows that also the induced action on Mor(G,H) and hence on Hom(G, H)
is regular. O

Remark 8.2.2. If H — G is a closed immersion of ind-groups, then it follows from
Proposition 3.1.14(1) that the induced map Hom(G,H) — Hom(G, G) is a closed
immersion.

If H = GL(V) where V is a finite-dimensional k-vector space of dimension n,
then Hom(G, GL(V)) is the set of representations of G on V, and the GL(V)-orbits
are exactly the equivalence classes of n-dimensional representations. We use the
notation Modg (V) for Hom(G, GL(V)) when we consider a representation p: G —
GL(V) as a G-module structure on V. If M € Modg(V), then Cy € Modg (V)
denotes the orbit of M under GL(V), i.e. the equivalence class of G-modules in
Modg (V) isomorphic to M.

Note that the stabilizer of M € Modg(V) in GL(V) is equal to the group of
G-equivariant automorphisms, Stabgr,yy M = GLg(M), hence the orbit Cy is
isomorphic to GL(V)/GLg(M). As usual a G-module M € Modg(V) is called
semisimple if and only if the associated G-representation is completely reducible.

8.3. The lemma of Artin. The following lemma goes back to MICHAEL ARTIN,
see [Art69, section 12]. It appears in several contexts, e.g. in representations of
finite-dimensional algebras, representations of quivers.

Lemma 8.3.1. A G-module M € Modg (V) is semisimple if and only if its equiv-
alence class Cyy C Modg (V) is closed. In particular, for every M € Modg (V') the
closure Cyy contains a semisimple G-module.
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Sketch of Proof. (1) Let A: k* — GL(V') be a 1-PSG (one-parameter subgroup), i.e.
a homomorphism of algebraic groups, and assume that the limit N := lim;_,o A(t) M
exists in Modg (V). For any r € Z denote by

Vi={veV|[Athv=t-vforalltek*} CV =M

the weight spaces of A of weight r, and set M}, := EBP,C V; € M. Then, the following
assertion is left as an exercise for the reader: B

(%) The My, are G-submodules of M, and the limit N := lims_,0 A(t)M is iso-
morphic to the associated graded module @k My /M.

(2) Now assume that the orbit Cjs of M is not closed. Then, by the HILBERT-
MUMFORD-Criterion, there is a 1-PSG A such that lim;_,0 A(() M = N exists and
belongs to the closed orbit in Cjs. By (x), N is the associated graded G-module
with respect to a suitable filtration of M. This implies that M is not semisimple,
because the associated graded module of any filtration of a semisimple module M
is isomorphic to M, hence belongs to Cyy,.

On the other hand, if M is not semisimple, then there exists a filtration of M such
that the associated graded module N is not isomorphic to M. It is easy to see that
the filtration is induced by a suitable 1-PSG A, hence lim;_,o A(t)M € Cn ; Chu,
and so C)y is no closed.

The last statement is clear, since every orbit closure contains a closed orbit. [

8.4. The ind-variety Hom(G, H) is finite-dimensional. Here is a first main
result about the ind-variety Hom(G, H).

Proposition 8.4.1. Let G, H be linear algebraic groups.

(1) The ind-variety Hom (G, H) is finite-dimensional.

(2) If G is reductive, then Hom(G, GL(V)) is a countable union of closed GL(V)-
orbits, hence strongly smooth of dimension < (dimV)2.

(3) If G° is semisimple or if G finite, then Hom(G, H) is an affine algebraic
variety. Moreover, Hom(G, GL(V)) is a finite union of closed GL(V')-orbits
and thus a smooth affine algebraic variety of dimension < (dim V)2

(4) If U is a unipotent group, then Hom(U, H) is an affine algebraic variety of
dimension < dimU - dim H".

Proof. (1) Using a closed embedding H C GL,, it suffices to prove that Hom(G, GL,,)
is finite-dimensional (Remark 8.2.2). There is a finite subset ' C G such that
G = (F). Hence, we get an injective morphism of ind-varieties

¢: Hom(G,GL,) — (GL,)", A= (Mg)| g€ F).

Now the claim follows from Proposition 1.8.3.

(2) Since the representations of a reductive group are completely reducible the
GL(V)-orbits in Hom (G, GL(V)) are closed, by Lemma 8.3.1. Moreover, the number
of equivalence classes of n-dimensional representations of G are countable, hence
Hom(G, GL(V)) is a countable union of closed GL(V')-orbits. For the last claim we
refer to Example 1.9.5.

(3) Since there are only finitely many equivalence classes of n-dimensional rep-
resentations of G, the claim follows from (2).
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(4) We can assume that H is a closed subgroup of GL,, (Remark 8.2.2). Then
we have embeddings

Hom(U, H) € Hom(U, GL,,) € Mor(U, GL,,) C Mor(U,M,,) = O(U) @ M,, .
where the first two are closed immersions, and the last is a locally closed immersion,
by Corollary 4.3.3. The first claim of (4) follows if we show that the image of
Hom(U, H) in O(U) ® M,, is contained in a finite dimensional subspace.

If A € Hom(U, H) we denote by A the image in O(U)®M,,. Using the exponential
isomorphism exp;;: LieU — U (Example 6.2.3) we see that every linear map
¢: k — LieU defines a homomorphism \¢ := exp; 0 £: k™ — U of algebraic groups.
If p € Hom(U, H), then the image of po A\, € Hom(k™, H) in k[s] ® M,, is equal to
(O @1d)(7):

Hom(U, H) —=— Mor(U,M,) —— O(U) &M, <225 o(Liel) @ M,
lp»—)po)\g lp»—mo)\g lAZ@id lé*@id
Hom(k*, H) —=— Mor(k, M,) K[s@M, ——  k[s]®M,

We know that the image of Hom(k™, H) in k[s] ® M,, is contained in the finite
dimensional subspace k[s] <, ® M,,, see Proposition 6.2. If we denote by S the image
of Hom(U, H) in O(LieU) ® M, it follows that £*(S) C k[s]<, ® M, for all linear
maps {: k — LieU. This clearly implies that S is contained in a finite-dimensional
subspace of O(LieU) ® M,,.

It remains to prove the dimension estimate. We can find d := dim U elements

u,...,uq € U such that (ui,...,uq) = U. Then we obtain an injective morphism
Hom(U, H) — (H“)%, A (A(u1), ..., A(uq)), and the claim follows. O

Ezample 8.4.2. If G =T is a torus of dimension d > 1, then Hom(7T', GL,,) is finite-
dimensional, with infinitely many connected components. In fact, it is a countable,
but not finite union of closed GL,-orbits and therefore of dimension < n? — n. In
particular, Hom(7', GL,,) is not an algebraic variety.

Ezample 8.4.3. Counsider the semidirect product N,, := S, x (k*)"™ with the obvious
action of S, on (k*)”. Then again Hom(N,, GL(V)) is not algebraic as soon as
dim V' > n. In fact, for every k € Z we have a homomorphism py: N,, — N,, given
by (o,t) = (o,t*). Thus, starting with a faithful representation p: N,, — GL(V)
we obtain a countable but not finite set of representations p o pi, k € N, which are
nonequivalent since they have different kernels.

This example generalizes immediately to the case of a semidirect product N :=
F x T of a finite group F' with a torus 7. Again, the maps py: F x T — F x T,
(f,t) — (f,t*) are homomorphisms of algebraic groups for any k& € Z. Hence,
Hom(N, GL,,) is not algebraic if n is large enough.

Ezxample 8.4.4. If U is a unipotent group, then the only semisimple U-modules
are the trivial ones. It follows that Hom (U, GL(V')) contains a single closed orbit,
namely O = {po} where pg is the trivial representation, hence the unique fixed
point of GL(V).

We set Aut g (G) := Hom(G, G), the group of regular automorphisms of the linear

algebraic group G. We have a homomorphism of ind-groups Int: G — Autg(G)

sending g € G to the inner automorphism h + ghg~*.
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Ezample 8.4.5. (1) Autgyr(SLa) = Int(SLy) ~ PSLs.
(2) For n > 2 the involution 7: SL,, = SL,,, A — (A)™1, is not inner, and we
have Autg(SLy,) = (1) x Int(SLy,,).
(3) For T = (k*)"™ we have Aut,,(T) = GL,(Z), a discrete ind-group.
(4) If U is a commutative unipotent group, hence isomorphic to the additive
group Lie U by the exponential map (see Example 6.2.3), then Aut g,(U) ~
GL(Lie U).

8.5. Relation with the Lie algebras. For any homomorphism p: G — H of
linear algebraic groups we get a homomorphism of Lie algebras dp: Lie G — Lie H.
This defines a map

Lg u: Hom(G, H) — Lri(LieG,Lie H), p+— dp,

where Ly;.(Lie G,Lie H) C £(Lie G, Lie H) denotes the closed subvariety of Lie al-
gebra homomorphisms. Note that L1;.(Lie G, Lie H) is an affine variety even though
Hom(G, H) might not be a variety.

Proposition 8.5.1. Let G, H be linear algebraic groups.
(1) Lg,u: Hom(G, H) — Lii(Lie G,Lie H) is an ind-morphism. If G is con-
nected, then Lg g is injective.
(2) If G is a connected semisimple group, then Lg g is a closed immersion of
affine varieties. If G is simply connected, then Lg g 1s an isomorphism.
(3) If U is unipotent, then Ly g is a closed immersion of affine varieties.

Proof. (1) The first part follows from Lemma 3.1.13, and the second one is well
known since a homomorphism p: G — H for a connected group G is determined
by dp: Lie G — Lie H, see Section 8.1.

(2) We first consider the case H = GL(V'). We will write L instead of Le ar(v)-
Then Hom(G, GL(V)) is an affine variety consisting of finitely many closed GL(V')-
orbits, by Proposition 8.4.1(3). Under Lg, each orbit is mapped isomorphically
onto its image. In fact, we have seen above that the orbit C, of a representation
p: G — GL(V) is isomorphic to GL(V)/ GLg (V). As remarked in Section 8.1 we
have GL¢ (V) = GLyic¢(V), and so the orbit C,, is isomorphic to the orbit Cy, of
the representation dp: LieG — End(V). Thus the map Lg: Hom(G, GL(V)) —
Lrie(Lie G,End(V)) is a closed immersion.

If G is simply connected, then every representation of LieG is induced by a
representation of G (see Section 8.1), and so L¢ is an isomorphism.

In general, we can choose a closed embedding H C GL(V), so that Lie H C
End(V), and we get a commutative diagram

Hom(G, H) %", [1:(LieG, Lie H)

Hom(G, GL(V)) L—CG> L1;0(Lie G, End(V))

where the lower horizontal map L¢ is a closed immersion. Thus Lg g is a closed
immersion (see Lemma 1.2.3).

If G is connected and L¢ is an isomorphism, then Lg g is also an isomorphism,
since it is surjective. In fact, if p: G — GL(V) is a homomorphism such that
dp: LieG — End(V) has its image in Lie H, then p(G) C H, see Section 8.1.
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(3) By Lemma 6.2.4 we get, for every homomorphism p: U — GL(V), a com-
mutative diagram

(LieU) —%— N(V)

:J{CXPU :J{CXP

U —2- uw

where U(V) C GL(V) are the unipotent elements and N (V) C End(V) the nilpo-
tent elements (notation from Lemma 6.1.2). This allows to define an ind-morphism
Ey: Mor(Lie U, N'(V))) — Mor(U,U(V)) by ¢ + expopoexpy,’, with the property
that Ey(dp) = p for any homomorphism p: U — GL(V).

The ind-morphism Ly : Hom(U, GL(V)) < Lyi(LieU,End(V)) has values in
Mor(Lie U, N'(V)), and thus induces an ind-morphism Ly : Hom(U, GL(V)) —
Mor(Lie U, N'(V')) which makes the following diagram commutative

Hom(U, GL(V)) —=—s Mor(Lie U, N'(V))

lid J/EU
Hom(U, GL(V)) —=—  Mor(U,U(V))
Since Hom(U, GL(V))) € Mor(U,U(V)) is closed it follows that Ly is a closed
immersion of ind-varieties (see Lemma 1.2.3). This proves that Ly is a closed im-

mersion as well.
The general case is obtained by embedding H into a GL(V). (I

Remark 8.5.2. In the proof above we did not use that Hom (U, H) is an affine variety.
So we got a new proof for this statement, cf. Proposition 8.4.1(4).

Remark 8.5.3. If T is a torus of dimension d > 1, then Ly: Hom(T,GL(V)) <
L1;0(LieT,End(V)) is an injective ind-morphism whose image is a countable, but
not finite union of GL(V')-orbits in an affine GL(V')-variety. Thus Ly cannot be a
closed immersion.

8.6. A generalization. We start with the following result.

Proposition 8.6.1. Let G, L be linear algebraic groups, and let H, K C G be two
closed connected subgroups generating G. Then the image of the ind-morphism

A: Hom(G, L) — Hom(H, L) x Hom(K, L), p — (plu, plk),
is closed.
Proof. There is an n > 1 such that the multiplication map

vi: Hx KxHx---xK—>G

2n factors

is surjective. Now consider the multiplication map for 4n factors

w: HxKxHx---xK—=G.

4n factors

The morphism p defines an equivalence relation ~ on the product H x K x H x- - -x K
of 4n factors in the usual way: a ~ b if and only if p(a) = u(b).
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If op: H— L and ¥: H — L are two homomorphisms, then we obtain a mor-
phism [p,¢]: HX K x H x --+ x K — L defined by:

4n factors

[, ¥](h1, k1, ha, . han, k2n) = @(ha)Y(k1)p(h2) - - - o(han )Y (kan).

It is clear that this induces an ind-morphism

[, ]: Hom(H,L) x Hom(K,L) - Mor(H x K x H x ---x K, L)
4n factors

Now the equivalence relation ~ defines a closed subset R C Hom(H, L) x Hom(K, L)
in the following way:

R :={(¢,v) € Hom(H, L) x Hom(K, L) | [p,¥](a) = [¢,¥](b) for all a ~ b}.

We claim that R is the image of A. Clearly, A(Hom(G, L)) C R. On the other
hand, it follows from the construction that (y,%) € R if and only if the morphism
[p,]: Hx K x Hx ---x K — L, considered as a map, factors through G and
induces a homomorphism of groups [, ¢]: G — L. The first statement is clear. As
for the second, let g1, g2 € G. They may be written in the form g1 = h1ky - - - hnkn,
g2 = hiEy -kl KL, and we get

nn’

o, ¥)(9192) = [, ](hiky -+ hnkphiky --- b k;,)
= p(h1)¥(k1) - @(hn)(kn)p (b)Y (k) - - - o(hy )b (k),)
= [, ¥](g91)le. ¥](g2).

The next lemma implies that [p, ] is a morphism, hence a homomorphism of
algebraic groups, and the claim follows. ([

Lemma 8.6.2. Let XY, Z be irreducible affine varieties where Y is normal. Let
p: X = Y be a surjective morphism and f:Y — Z an arbitrary map. If the
composition ¢ := fop: X — Z is a morphism, then so is f.

Proof. Denoting by I' the graph of the map f and by I'y, the graph of the morphism
1) we get the following commutative diagram:

~

X =T, S5 XxZ

J{«p J{surjective ltpxid
Y

I, —=» YxZ

bijective
It follows that I'¢ is the image of the irreducible variety I'y, under the morphism
® x id, hence it is a constructible subset of Y x Z. The projection pry: ¥ X Z =Y
induces a surjective morphism p: I‘_f — Y which is injective on an open dense set,
hence it is birational. Since I‘_f is irreducible and Y is normal this implies that
p is an isomorphism, by Lemma 5.2.4. Hence I'y = Ty and f = pryop~! is a
morphism. ([

Corollary 8.6.3. Let G, H be linear algebraic groups, and let G1,G2,...,Gp, CG
be closed connected subgroups generating G. If all Hom(G;, H) are affine varieties,
then so is Hom(G, H).
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Proof. (a) We begin with the case m = 2. We have an injective ind-morphism
A: Hom(G, H) — Hom(G1, H) x Hom(G2, H) with a closed image, by Proposi-
tion 8.6.1. If k is uncountable, the result now follows from Lemma 1.8.1.

In general, consider a field extension K/k where K is algebraically closed and
uncountable. Since we have Hom(Gg, Hx) = Hom(G, H)x in a canonical way (cf.
Proposition 5.7.1), we also get the conclusion in this case.

(b) The general case easily follows by induction. Indeed, a subgroup generated
by any collection of closed connected subgroups of a linear algebraic group is closed
and connected (see e.g. [Hum?75, Proposition 7.5]). O

In order to extend the results above to non-connected groups G we need the
following.

Lemma 8.6.4. Let G, H be linear algebraic groups.
(1) If Hom(G®, H) is an affine variety, then so is Hom(G, H).
(2) If G° is a nontrivial torus, then Hom(G, GL,,) is not algebraic for large n.

Proof. (1) There exists a finite subgroup F' C G such that G = FG°, see [BS64,
Lemme 5.11] (cf. [Bril5, Theorem 1.1]). Hence the induced homomorphism of al-
gebraic groups p: F' X G° — G is surjective. We claim that the image of the ind-
morphism

A: Hom(G, H) — Hom(F, H) x Hom(G°, H), p+— (p|r,plae),

is closed. Consider the subset R C Hom(F, H) x Hom(G®°, H) of pairs (g, 1) defined
by the following two conditions:

(i) ¥(faf™) = @(f)(g)e(f) " forall f € F, g € G*;

(ii)) @(h) = (h) for all h € FFNG°.
It is easy to see that each condition defines a closed subset, and so R is closed.
Moreover, (i) implies that ¢(F) normalizes 1)(G°) and that we get a homomorphism
of algebraic groups [p,¢]: F' X G° — ¢(F) x ¢(G°), and from (ii) we obtain that
[p, 9] factors through p: FF x G° — G, hence defines a homomorphism of groups
[p,¥]: G — H. This homomorphism being regular on G°, a classical argument
proves us that it is regular on G. Thus R is the image of the injective ind-morphism
A.

If Hom(G°, H) is affine, then R is affine. Since A induces a bijective ind-morphism
Hom(G, H) — R, it follows again from Lemma 1.8.1 that Hom(G, H) is affine in
case k is uncountable. The general case is obtained from this by base field extension
K/k as in the proof of Corollary 8.6.3 above.

(2) If G° is a torus, then N := F N G° is normal in G, since it is normal in F’
and in G°, and the quotient G/N is the semidirect product F//N x G°/N. Now the
claim follows from Example 8.4.3. O

Remark 8.6.5. Tt is not true that if Hom(G, H) is affine, then Hom(G®, H) is affine.
As an example take the semidirect product G := Z/2 x k* where Z/2 acts by t —
t~1. Then Hom(G, k*) has two elements, hence is affine, whereas Hom(G°,k*) ~ Z.
However, we have the following partial converse of the lemma above.

Lemma 8.6.6. Let G be a linear algebraic group. If Hom(G, GL,,) is an affine
variety for large n, then Hom(G°, H) is an affine variety for every linear algebraic
group H.
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Proof. By the following proposition we have to show that the radical rad G is
unipotent, i.e. that the connected reductive group G°/rad, G is semisimple. If
not, then the quotient H := G/(rad, G (G°,G°)) has the property that H°® =
G°/(rad,, G (G°,G°)) is a nontrivial torus. By Lemma 8.6.4(2) this implies that
the closed subset Hom(H, GL,) € Hom(G, GL,,) is not affine for large n, and so
Hom(G, GL,,) is neither, contradicting the assumption. O

The following proposition characterizes the linear algebraic groups G with the
property that all Hom(G, H) are affine varieties.

Proposition 8.6.7. For a connected linear algebraic group G the following asser-
tions are equivalent.

(i) The radical rad G is unipotent;

(ii) G is generated by unipotent elements;

(iii) The character group of G is trivial;

(iv) Hom(G, H) is an affine variety for any linear algebraic group H.

Proof. (i) = (ii): If the radical is unipotent, then G' := G/rad, G is semisimple,
hence generated by unipotent elements, because a semisimple group is generated
by the root subgroups, see [Spr98, Theorem 9.4.1]. It follows that G is generated
by unipotent elements since every fiber of G — G of a unipotent element contains
unipotent elements.

(if) = (iii): If x: G — k* is a character, then all unipotent elements belong to
ker x. Hence x is trivial.

(iii) = (i): The group G := G/rad, G is reductive. Since G/(G,G) is a torus
we get G = (G, G), and thus G is semisimple, see [Bor91, Proposition 14.2]. Hence
rad G = rad,, G as claimed.

(ii) = (iv): If G is generated by unipotent elements, then it is generated by a finite
set of closed subgroups isomorphic to k*. Since Hom(k™, H) is an affine variety
(Proposition 6.2(1) or Proposition 8.4.1(4)) the claim follows from Corollary 8.6.3
and Lemma 8.6.4.

(iv) = (iii): By base change we can assume that k is uncountable. Let x: G — k*
be a nontrivial character. It is clear, that the image of Hom(k*, k*) < Hom(G, k*),
p— poy, is closed since it consists of the homomorphisms ¢: G — k* such that
ker ¢ D ker x. But Hom(k*,k*) ~ N is discrete, and such a set cannot be closed in
an affine variety. O

Let us collect the results from this section in the following theorem.

Theorem 8.6.8. Let G, H be linear algebraic groups.

(1) The ind-variety Hom (G, H) is finite-dimensional.

(2) If the radical of G is unipotent, then Hom(G, H) is an affine variety.

(3) If G is reductive, then Hom(G, GL(V')) is a countable union of closed GL(V)-
orbits, hence it is strongly smooth of dimension < (dim V)2.

(4) If G° is semisimple or if G is finite, then Hom(G, GL(V)) is a finite union of
closed GL(V)-orbits and thus a smooth affine algebraic variety of dimension
< (dim V)2

(5) If U is a unipotent group, then Hom(U, H) is an affine algebraic variety of
dimension < dimU - dim H".
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Question 8.6.9. Let G, L be linear algebraic groups, and let H K C G be closed
subgroups which generate G. Is it true that the canonical map

A: Hom(G, L) — Hom(H, L) x Hom(K, L)

is a closed immersion of ind-varieties?

9. LocALLY FINITE ELEMENTS OF IND-GROUPS

9.1. Locally finite elements of automorphism groups. Let g € End(X) where
X is an affine variety, and assume that there is a k > 0 such that ¢™ € End(X)g
for all m > 0. Then the closure {g™ | m € N} C End(X) is a closed affine algebraic
semigroup contained in End(X).

Lemma 9.1.1. Let g € Aut(X) and assume that there is a k > 0 such that
g™ € End(X)y, for allm € N. Then g" € Aut(X), for alln € Z, and (g™ | n € N) C
Aut(X) is a closed linear algebraic subgroup.

Proof. Set M := {g™ | m € N} C End(X). This is a closed affine algebraic semi-
group, and we have gM C M. Since left multiplication with ¢ defines an isomor-
phism End(X) = End(X), Lemma 9.1.2 below implies that gM = M. Hence
g~! € M, and the claim follows. O

Lemma 9.1.2. Let ¢ be an automorphism of an ind-variety V, and let Z CV be
a closed algebraic subset such that p(Z) C Z. Then we have o(Z) = Z.

Proof. The decreasing sequence of closed subsets Z 2 p(Z) 2 ¢*(Z) 2 --- has to
become stationary. Therefore, there exists a & > 0 such that ¢*+1(2) = ¢*(2).
Applying ¢~ to this equality we get ¢(Z) = Z. O

Definition 9.1.3. An endomorphism ¢ € End(X) is called locally finite, resp.
semisimple, resp. locally nilpotent, if the linear endomorphism ¢* of O(X) is locally
finite, resp. semisimple, resp. locally nilpotent (see Definition 6.4.2). A locally finite
automorphism ¢ is called unipotent if the linear endomorphism (p* —id) of O(X)
is locally nilpotent.

We denote by End”(X) C End(X) the subset of locally finite endomorphisms
and by Aut?(X) C Aut(X) the subset of locally finite automorphisms.

Lemma 9.1.4. For g € Aut(X) the following statements are equivalent:

(i) g is locally finite;
(ii) There is a k > 0 such that g™ € Aut(X)y, for all m € N;

(iii) The closure {(g) in Aut(X) of the subgroup generated by g is a linear alge-
braic group.

Proof. We can assume that the filtration of Aut(X) is obtained in the following way.
We start with a filtration of O(X) = |J,.»; O(X)x by finite-dimensional subspaces
such that O(X); generates O(X). Then Aut(X)s := {g € Aut(X) | g*(O(X)1) C
O(X)} defines a filtration of Aut(X) by closed algebraic subsets.

(i)=(ii): If ¢ is locally finite, then the linear span ((¢*)"(O(X)1) | m € N) is
finite-dimensional, hence contained in O(X);, for some k > 1. But this means that
g™ € Aut(X), for all m € N.
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(ii)=-(iii): As in the proof of the previous lemma consider the closed algebraic
semigroup M := {g™ | m € N} C End(A")g. It follows that the invertible elements
M* of M form a principal open set, hence a linear algebraic group which contains
the group (g) generated by g as a dense subset.

(iii)=-(i): This is clear since the action of an algebraic group on X induces a
locally finite and rational representation on O(X). O

Recall that a non-trivial connected linear algebraic group always contains a copy
of the additive group k™ or a copy of the multiplicative group k*. Hence, the
following question seems natural.

Question 9.1.5. Is it true that a nondiscrete automorphism group Aut(X) of an
affine variety X always contains a copy of the additive group k* or a copy of the
multiplicative group k* ? Equivalently, does it always contain locally finite elements
of infinite order?

9.2. Locally finite elements and Jordan decomposition in ind-groups. We
now use the results above to define locally finite elements of an arbitrary affine
ind-group G, and to get the Jordan decomposition of such elements.

Definition 9.2.1. Let G be an affine ind-group and g € G. Then g is called locally
finite if the closure (g) of the subgroup generated by g is a linear algebraic group,
i.e. there is an integer k > 0 such that (g) C Gi. A locally finite element g € G is

called semisimple if (g) is a diagonalizable group, and unipotent if (g) is a unipotent

group.
We use the notation G¥, G, G* C G for the subsets of locally finite, semisimple
and unipotent elements of G.

Ezxample 9.2.2. Let G be a nested ind-group, i.e. G admits a filtration consisting of
closed algebraic subgroups (see Example 2.4.2). Then every element g € G is locally
finite. We will prove a partial converse of this statement in Proposition 9.4.4.

Proposition 9.2.3. Assume that k is uncountable. Then the subset G of G 1is
weakly closed.

Proof. For k,{ € N define the closed subsets Gy, :={g € G | ¢ € Gy, for |j| < ¢} C
Qk. Then

Gk::ﬂGk,E:{g€g|@ggk}
¢

is closed in G, and GY = U Gk, showing that GY is weakly closed (Proposi-

tion 1.13.6). O
Question 9.2.4. If G is a connected ind-group, do we have G = (GY), or at least
G = (Gl

For a locally finite g € G the structure of the commutative linear algebraic group
H = @ is well-known: H = Hg x H, where Hy is the closed subgroup of the
semisimple elements of H and H, the closed subgroup of the unipotent elements.
Moreover, H, is a diagonalizable group isomorphic to F x (k*)*¥ where F is a finite
cyclic group, and H, is either trivial or isomorphic to k™. Accordingly, we have a
canonical decomposition g = g5 - g, where g, is semisimple, g, is unipotent, and

Js * Gu = gu * gs.- This decomposition is called the Jordan decomposition of g.
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Lemma 9.2.5. Let g € G be locally finite and g = gs - gu, its Jordan decomposition.
(1) If ¢: G — H is a homomorphism of ind-groups, then ¢(g) is locally finite
and ©(g) = ¢(gs) - (gu) is its Jordan decomposition.
(2) If H C G is a closed subgroup and g € H, then gs, g, € H.

Proof. (1) is a consequence of the fact that the image p(G) C H of a closed algebraic
subgroup G C G is a closed algebraic subgroup of H, and (2) is obvious. O

Ezample 9.2.6. If g € Aut(X) is locally finite and a € X a fixed point of g, then
a is fixed by g and g, because it is a fixed point of the closed subgroup @ On
the other hand, the automorphism ¢ := (z + y? — 1, —y) of A? is locally finite
and fixed point free whereas both gs and g, have fixed points. In fact, the Jordan

decomposition is given by g = (z, —y) - (z + 3% — 1,y).

9.3. Elements of finite order. The first part of the next proposition is a well-
known result from algebraic group theory. As for the second we could not find a
reference.

Proposition 9.3.1. Let G be a linear algebraic group.
(1) If every element of G has finite order, then G is finite.
(2) Let F C G be a subgroup such that every element of F has finite order.
Then F' s countable.

Proof. (1) Let B C G be a Borel subgroup, i.e. a maximal connected solvable sub-
group. Then B must be trivial, because a nontrivial connected solvable group con-
tains either a k* or a k. Since G/ B is a projective variety ([Bor91, Theorem 11.1])
we get that G is finite.

(2) The TrTs alternative [Tit72, Theorem 1] implies that F' contains a solvable
subgroup of finite index. So we can assume that F is solvable. Let F = F(©) >
FO 5 F@) 5 ... 5 Fm) = {e} be the derived series, i.e., every subgroup is the
commutator subgroup of the previous one. Taking the closures

FOFODOF® >... 0 Fm) = {¢}
we obtain a subnormal series with abelian factors. If F' is uncountable, then there
is an i < m such that F; := F N F® is uncountable, but Fj,; := F N FE+ ig
countable. It follows that the image of F; in H := F(®)/F(i+1) is an uncountable

abelian subgroup of the abelian linear group H. This is impossible, because H® ~
(k*)P x (k*)?, and the set of elements of finite order in a torus is countable. O

The obvious generalization would be to show that an ind-group consisting of
elements of finite order is discrete.

Question 9.3.2. Is it true that every ind-group G consisting of elements of finite
order is discrete? More generally, is it true that a subgroup F C G consisting of
elements of finite order is countable?

Note that the second question has a negative answer for subgroups of GL(V)
when V is the k-vector space k™. Let (e,)n>1 be a basis of V. For each subset
S C N define the element fs € GL(V) by

flen) = {en ifngs,

—e, 1Unes.
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Then, F := {fs | S € N} C GL(V) is a subgroup isomorphic to (Z/2Z)N which is
not countable. But note that the group GL(V) is not an ind-group.
Concerning the question above we have the following partial result.

Lemma 9.3.3. Let F' C Aut(X) be a commutative subgroup consisting of elements
of finite order. Then F is countable.

Proof. We have a faithful linear action of F' on the coordinate ring O(X) by k-
algebra automorphisms. Since F' is commutative and consists of elements of finite
order the representation of F' on O(X) can be diagonalized, i.e. there is a decom-
position O(X) = @, O(X)y where x runs through the characters of I and

OX)y ={f€OX) | gf=x(g)- fforall ge F}.
Since O(X) is finitely generated as a k-algebra we can find a finite set of characters
X1,X2,---»Xn such that V := @, O(X),, generates O(X). Clearly, g € F acts
trivially on O(X) if and only if x1(g) = -+ = xn(g) = 1. Since the action of F is
faithful it follows that the homomorphism

F— k*na g— (Xl (g)u B 7Xn(g))7
is injective. Its image is in 7 where po = {¢ € k* | ("™ = 1 for some m > 1}.
Since oo is countable the claim follows. O

9.4. Nested ind-groups. Recall that an ind-group G is nested if G has an admis-
sible filtration G = |J,, Gx consisting of closed algebraic subgroups Gy. The following
result can be found in [KPZ16, Remark 2.8].

Lemma 9.4.1. A closed subgroup of a nested ind-group is nested.
We now prove the following analogous result.

Lemma 9.4.2. Let ¢: G — H be an injective homomorphism of ind-groups where
G is connected and H nested. Then G is nested.

Proof. We have H = | J, Hi where the H;, are linear algebraic groups. Define the
closed subgroups Gy := ¢~} (Hy) C G. By Proposition 2.7.2(1) the connected com-
ponents Gp are algebraic groups.

We claim that | J, G = G. For g € G there is an irreducible closed curve C' C G
such that e, g € C. Since C is algebraic the image ¢(C') is contained in Hj, for some
k > 1. Hence C C Gy = ¢ ' (Hy). It follows that C C Gy, and so g € G;. This
shows that G = |J,, G}, is a nested ind-group. O

With the same notation as in the lemma above we remark that if ¢(G) is closed,
then ¢ is a closed immersion. However, we do not know whether this is always the
case.

We have seen in Example 9.2.2 that any element of a nested ind-group is locally
finite. One might wonder if the converse holds: If all elements of an ind-group are
locally finite, does it follow that the ind-group is nested? Before proving a partial
result in this direction, let us mention that for a discrete ind-group this question is
equivalent to the classical Burnside problem posed by WILLIAM BURNSIDE in 1902.
Indeed, an element of a discrete ind-group is locally finite if and only if it has finite
order. Therefore, the question is equivalent to the question if a finitely generated
group in which every element has finite order must necessarily be a finite group.
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As one knows, the answer is negative. Thus the previous question should be asked
only for connected ind-groups.

Question 9.4.3. If G is a connected ind-group whose elements are all locally finite,
does it follow that G is nested?

Here is a partial result in this direction.

Proposition 9.4.4. Assume that k is uncountable. Let X be an affine variety, and
let G C Aut(X) be a commutative closed connected subgroup. If every element of G
is locally finite, then G is nested.

Proof. For any g € G define the closed connected commutative algebraic subgroup
Gy == (g™ |me Z>O C G and its Lie algebra L, := LieG, C LieG. Set L :=
Zq L, C LieG. Since LieG has countable dimension, we can find a countable set
{9; € G | i € N} such that L = > ien Ly, For n € N define the subgroups G, :=
Gy, - Gy, -+ -Gy, C G. By construction, these are closed connected commutative
algebraic subgroups, and LieG, = L, := >.." | Ly,. We claim that G := |J,, Gy, is
equal to G.

Denote by F' C G the subgroup of elements of finite order. For any element g € G
there is an n € N such that L, C L,, = Lie§,. It then follows from Corollary 7.6.4
that G4 C Gy, hence g™ € G,, C G for some m > 1. Since the group G, is divisible,
i.e. all power maps g — ¢* are surjective, there exists an element h € G, such
that g™ = h™. Therefore, the element ¢’ := gh~! has finite order and is such that
¢'G = gG. This shows that G = F - G.

By Lemma 9.3.3, F' is countable, so that it can be written as an increasing
union F' = J,, F;, of finite subgroups. Now, the closed algebraic subgroups H,, :=
F, -G, C G satisfy G = |J,, Hy, and by Theorem 1.3.3 they form an admissible
filtration. Since G,, has finite index in the connected group H,, we have H;, = G,.

It remains to see that G = J,, Gn. Since G is curve-connected we can find, for
every g € G, an irreducible curve C' connecting g and e. Then there is an n > 1
such that C' C H,, and so g € H;, = G,. Hence, G =J,, Gn- O

Remark 9.4.5. Let G be an ind-group and consider the following statements:
(1) G is nested;
(2) For any finite subset {g1,...,9n} C G, the group {¢1,...,9gn) is algebraic;
(3) Any element of G is locally finite.

Then we have (1) = (2) = (3), but we have seen above that (3) = (2) does not
hold in general. Moreover, it is unclear if the implication (2) = (1) is true.

Ezxample 9.4.6. There are interesting examples of nested discrete ind-groups.

(1) The direct sum F(>) of countably many copies of a finite group F.
(2) The symmetric group S := lim S,
(3) The groups Q*/Z = lim 12)7 and L} |7, = lim pikZ/Z.

If G is a commutative linear algebraic group, then the subsets G* and G“ of
semisimple resp. unipotent elements are closed subgroups and G = G* x G*.
Moreover, G" is a unipotent group isomorphic to the additive group of a finite-
dimensional vector space, and G*° is a diagonalizable group which can be written
in the form G** ~ F' x T where F' is a finite group and T := (G**)° a torus. These
results carry over to commutative nested ind-groups, except for the last statement.



104 JEAN-PHILIPPE FURTER AND HANSPETER KRAFT

Proposition 9.4.7. Let G be a commutative nested ind-group.

(1) The subsets G** and G" of G are closed subgroups, and G = G5 x G*.

(2) G" is a nested unipotent ind-group isomorphic to the additive group of a
vector space of countable dimension.

(3) (G*%)° is a nested torus, i.e. a finite dimensional torus or isomorphic to
() = lmy ()

(4) There is a closed discrete subgroup F C G*° such that G** = F - (G*)°.

Proof. (1), (2) and (3) are easy consequences of the finite dimensional linear case,
and the proofs are left to the reader.

(4) Let D be a diagonalizable group and D’ C D a closed subgroup. Let F/ C D’
be a finite subgroups such that D’ = F’ . (D’)°. Then there is a finite subgroup
F C D such that D = F - D° and F D F’. Now the claim follows easily. [l

Question 9.4.8. Let G be a commutative nested ind-group. Does there exist a closed
discrete subgroup F C G*° such that G ~ F x (G*%)°?

9.5. Embeddings into GL.,. A typical case of a nested ind-group is GL., =
lim GL,,. Hence all closed subgroups of GL., are nested ind-groups as well, by
Lemma 9.4.1. One might wonder whether a nested ind-group always admits an
injective homomorphism into the group GL.,. We show now that this is not case.

Let A be the semidirect product k* x (k>)* where the action of k* on (k)™
is given as follows:

tlay,ag, ..., ap,.. )t = (t-ay,t* - ag,...,t" a;,...).

Note that A is the union of the closed linear algebraic subgroups A,, := k*x (k)" C
A, hence it is nested.

Proposition 9.5.1. There does not exist an injective homomorphism of ind-groups

t: A= GLg.

For m > 1 define B,, := k* x k* where k* acts by tst~1 = ™ . 5. We will use
the following well known result, see e.g. [Hum75, Proposition 27.2].

Lemma 9.5.2. Let V be a finite-dimensional representation of Bp,. If s € kT,
and if V. :={v € V | tv =t" - v} CV is the weight space of weight r € Z, then
s(Vr) C @izo Vitim-

Proof of Proposition 9.5.1. (1) It follows from the lemma above that a faithful rep-
resentation V' of By, contains at least two different nonzero weight spaces V,. # V.,
such that the difference r — v/ is divisible by m. In fact, if s(V;.) = V;., then the
actions of k* and of k™ on V,. commute, hence the action of k* on V. is trivial.

(2) Now assume that we have an injective homomorphism ¢: A < GLs. Then
there is a d > 0 such that ((k*) C GLg4, and for every m > 1 there exists an r,,, > 1
and a commutative diagram

Am LTm> GLd—i—rm

(%) TE Tg

k* L—C1> GLd



ON THE GEOMETRY OF AUTOMORPHISM GROUPS 105

Since By, is a closed subgroup of A,, for all m’ < m this implies, by (1), that the
Ap-module V := k%" contains nonzero weight spaces V., V. such that r — 1/ is
divisible by m’ for all m’ < m. This is not possible when m is large enough, since
the diagram (%) above shows that the nonzero weights of k* all belong to k?. [0

Remark 9.5.3. It is not difficult to see that the ind-group A occurs as a closed sub-
group in the DE JONQUIERE-subgroup J(n) C Aut(A™) for all n > 2, see Propo-
sition 16.3.1. As a consequence, J(n) does not admit an injective homomorphism
J(n) = GLx.

10. AUTOMORPHISMS OF (G-VARIETIES

10.1. G-varieties and affine quotients. Let G be a linear algebraic group and
X be an affine G-variety. We say that affine quotient X /G exists if the algebra of
invariants O(X)% is finitely generated. In this case we define X /G := Spec O(X)¢
and denote by mx: X — X /G the canonical morphism defined by the inclusion
O(X)% C O(X). If the affine quotient exists, then it has the universal property
that every G-invariant morphism ¢: X — Z where Z is affine factors uniquely
through mx:

X 57z

o

X/G

Such a factorization needs not to exist if we do not assume that Z is affine. In
fact, there exist affine quotients mx: X — X//G which are not surjective. Setting
Z = X)JG\ {yo} where yo ¢ mx(X) the induced map ¢: X — Z is invariant, but
does not factor through 7x . Such an example can be found in [FSR05, Example 4.10,
page 231]. They consider the linear representation of k™ on Ma(k) where s € kT
acts on My(k) by left multiplication with [{ §] and they even show that this action
does not admit a categorical quotient at all. For more examples of this form see
[KD15].

Lemma 10.1.1. Let X be an affine G-variety and assume that the affine quotient
mx: X = X/|G ezists. Then, for any affine variety Z, the canonical map

6z: Mor(X)/G, Z) — Mor(X, Z)%, a+— aonx,
is an isomorphism of ind-varieties.
Proof. If Z is a k-vector space, Z = V, then we have in a canonical way
Mor(X, V)¢ ~ (O(X) @ V)¢ = 0(X)Y @ V ~ Mor(X G, V)

showing that dy: Mor(X//G,V) — Mor(X, V)¢ is an isomorphism. If we embed
Z C V into a k-vector space, then Mor(X/G,Z) C Mor(X/G,V) is closed as
well as Mor(B, Z) C Mor(B,V), and the map dz is induced by dy, hence is an
isomorphism. O

Definition 10.1.2. Let X be an affine G-variety where G is a linear algebraic
group. We denote by Autg(X) C Aut(X) the subgroup of G-equivariant automor-
phisms, by Aut,p(X) C Aut(X) the subgroup of orbit preserving automorphisms,
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and by Aut,,(X) C Aut(X) the subgroup of automorphisms preserving the invari-
ant functions O(X)%:

Autg(X) = {p e Aut(X) | p(gz) = gp(z) for all z € X and g € G},
Autory(X) = {p € Aut(X) | o(Gz) = Gz for all z € X},
Autin,(X) = {p € Aut(X) | ¢*(f) = f for all f € O(X)“}.
Proposition 10.1.3. (1) An automorphism ¢ of X is orbit preserving if and

only if it preserves the closures of the orbits.
(2) The subgroup Aute(X) is contained in Aut,(X), and both are closed
subgroups of Aut(X):

Autprp(X) C Autin,(X) C Aut(X).

(3) The subgroup Autg(X) C Aut(X) is closed.

Proof. (1) It is clear that an orbit preserving automorphism preserves the closures
of the orbits. So assume that ¢ preserves the closures of the orbits. Then every G-
stable closed subset is stable under . If O = Gz is an orbit, then the complement
O\ O is closed and G-stable, hence stable under ¢, and the claim follows.

(2) Using (1) we get Autors(X) = (,cx Aut(X, Gz) which is closed by Propo-
sition 5.1.6.
For the subgroup Aut;,,(X) we use the fact that the subset

{p e Aut(X) | fop = f} C Aut(X)

is closed for any f € O(X).

(3) For g € G define v,: Aut(X) — Aut(X) by ¢ — pop(g)optop(g)!
where p: G — Aut(X) is the action. Then we have

Autg(X) = ﬂ ('79)_1(1(1)7

geG

and the claim follows. O

Remark 10.1.4. Consider the representation of k* on k? given by scalar multiplica-
tion. Then there are no invariants, and we get

Autory(k?) = k* & Autin,(k*) = Aut(k?).

In fact, for any ¢ € Aut,s(k?) we have p*(z) = ax and ¢*(y) = By for some
a, B € k*. Since ¢ preserves all lines through the origin 0, we must have o = .

Remark 10.1.5. If the affine quotient 7x: X — B := X /G exists, then

Autiny(X) = Auty, (X) :={p € Aut(X) | mx o p = p}.
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10.2. Principal G-bundles. Recall that a principal G-bundle is a G-variety X
together with a morphism 7: X — B which is locally trivial in the étale topology
with fiber G, i.e. for every b € B there is an étale morphism ¢: U — B containing
b in its image such that the fiber product X x g U is G-isomorphic to G x U:

GxU ——5 XxgU —2 5 X

koo e

U U —— B
It follows that 7 is an affine and smooth morphism and that 7: X — B is a
geometric quotient. This means that for every affine open subset U C B the induced
morphism 7~ }(U) — U is an affine quotient, i.e. O(U) = O(7~1(U))%, and that
the fibers of m are the G-orbits.

Since 7 is affine it follows that X is affine in case Y is affine, but the reverse
implication is not correct. In fact, WINKELMANN gave an example of CT-action on
C® which defines a principal bundle a: C® — Y where Y is a smooth quasi-affine
variety which is not affine. This example can be found in [Win90, Section 2], and the
fact that the quotient « is a principal C*-bundle follows from [Win90, Proposition
(v) in Section 8].

A principal G-bundle 7: X — B is trivial, i.e. G-isomorphic to prg: Gx B — B
if and only if 7 has a section o: B — X. In fact, the trivialization is given by
G x B = X, (g,b) = go(b). It follows that for a principal G-bundle 7: X — B the
pull-back bundle pry: X xp X — X is trivial, because it has the section o: z —
(x,2). Hence we have the following commutative diagram:

GxX — = v XxgX 2o x
(9,x)—(gz,z)

(+) [prs [ |

X X —/— B
Ezxample 10.2.1. Important examples of principal bundles appear in the following
way. Let G be a linear algebraic group and H C G a closed subgroup. Then H acts
from both sides on G, (h,g) — hg and (h,g) — gh~'. Therefore, we obtain two
principal H-bundles, G — H\G, g — Hg, and G — G/H, g — gH. These bundles
are H-isomorphic where the isomorphism is induced by G = G, g+ ¢~ '.

It is easy to see that the H-bundle G — H\G is trivial, if and only if there
exists an H-equivariant map 7: G — H, i.e. we have 7(hg) = h7(g) for g € G,
h € H. In fact, the triviality means that we have an H-equivariant isomorphism
G = H x (H\G) which must be of the form g — (7(g), Hg) where 7 is H-
equivariant.

Let us mention the following important results about principal G-bundles. A
linear algebraic group G is called special if every principal G-bundle is locally trivial
in the Zariski topology.

Proposition 10.2.2. (1) For a unipotent group U every principal U-bundle
over an affine variety is trivial. In particular, U is special.
(2) The tori T, the groups GL,,, SL,,, Sp,,, and products of them are special.
(3) Connected solvable groups are special.

For the proofs we refer to [Ser58], cf. [KS92, II1.2].
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10.3. Local sections for group actions. Let G be a linear algebraic group acting
on an affine variety X.

Definition 10.3.1. A G-section of the G-action on X is a G-equivariant morphism
0: X — G where G acts by left-multiplication on itself, i.e. a morphism o satisfying
o(gz) = go(z) for all g € G and = € X.

A local G-section is a G-section on a nonempty G-stable open subset of X.

Let X := G xY where Y is an arbitrary affine variety and where G acts by left-
multiplication on G. Then the projection ¢ := prgy: X — G is a G-section and the
projection 7 := pry-: X — Y is the affine quotient, i.e. 7* induces an isomorphism
O(Y) = O(X)%. This is the general picture as the next proposition shows.

Proposition 10.3.2. The following assertions for a G-action on X are equivalent.

(i) The G-action has a G-section.
(ii) There is a closed subset Y C X such that the action map G x X — X,
(g,7) + gz, induces an isomorphism p: G x Y = X.
It then follows that 7 := pry op~': X — Y is the affine quotient of the G-action.
Another equivalent way to express this is the following: The affine quotient X )G

exists, i.e. the invariant ring O(X)Y is finitely generated, and the quotient mor-
phism wx: X — X//G s a trivial principal G-bundle (see Section 10.2).

Proof of Proposition 10.8.2. (i) = (ii): Let 0: X — G be a section of the action.
Set Y := o~ !(e). Then the morphism G x Y — X, (g9,y) — gy has an inverse,
namely z — (o(z),0(x) " z).

(i) = (i): If X = G x Y, then the projection prg: G x Y — G is a G-section.

The last statement is clear. O
The situation is displayed in the following diagram

X 255G

o[l A
X/G

where s is the inverse map of the isomorphism o~!(e) = X /G induced by .

In case of the additive group k™, there is the following criterion for the existence
of a section.

Lemma 10.3.3. Consider a k*-action on X, and let § € Vec(X) be the corre-
sponding vector field. Then a regular function f: X — k* is a k¥ -section if and

only if 6(f) = 1.
Proof. We are going to use Lemma 11.2.1 which will be proved in the following
section. This lemma asserts that for s € k™ and f € O(X) we have
flsz) = s"-0"(f)(x).
n=0
Thus f is kT-equivariant, i.e. f(sz) = f(x) + s for all s € kT, if and only if
i(f)=1. O
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Ezample 10.3.4. Let u € Aut(A"™) be a nontrivial translation, u:  — x + u, and
let p: k™ — Aut(A") be the k*-action generated by u, i.e. p(s)(z) = z + su. It is
clear that every linear map o: A™ — k™ such that o(u) = 1 is a section.

Proposition 10.3.5. For a nontrivial k™ -action on an affine variety X there al-
ways exists a local section. More precisely, there is an invariant f € O(X )k+ such
that the kT -action on Xy has a section.

Proof. Let § € Vec(X) be the vector field corresponding to the k*-action. Since
the action is nontrivial, we can find an h € O(X) such that f := dh # 0, but

§f=6%h=0.Then f € O(X)¥", and

h oh
i(3) =2 =1
f f
Thus % : Xy — k't is a section, by Lemma 10.3.3 above. 0

Local sections also exist for faithful actions of tori. The proof relies on the fol-
lowing classical result.

Proposition 10.3.6. Let G be an algebraic group which is either diagonalizable
or finite or k. Then the generic stabilizer of a faithful action on an irreducible
affine variety X s trivial, i.e. there exists an open dense set U C X such that the
stabilizer G is trivial for every x € U.

Proof. (1) Assume first that G is diagonalizable and that X is a G-module V.
Decompose V' into weight spaces: V =Vy, @ Vi, & --- & V,,_, where A1,..., A\, are
characters of G and Vy, :={v € V | gv = A\;(g) - v for g € G}. Define

P={AC{ A, .., A} [ Nyer Ker X # {e}},
and set Vi := @, Vo for A€ P. Then {v € V' | Gy # {e}} = Upcp Va, hence
U:=V\UprepVa ={v €V |G, is trivial}.
It follows that U # (), because otherwise V' = V}, for some A € P, and so the action
is not faithful.
For the general case, we embed X into a G-module V' and check that UNX # (.
Otherwise, we would have X C Vj for some A € P, because X is irreducible,
contradicting the faithfulness of the action.

(2) Now assume that G is finite. For a G-module V' we get
U:=V\ U, Ker(id—g) = {v € V | G, is trivial}.

The same argument as in (1) shows that U # (), and that for an embedding of X
into a G-module V we have X N U # 0.

(3) The case G = k™ is clear since k™ does not contain a nontrivial closed
subgroup. (|

Remark 10.3.7. The proposition does not hold if X is reducible. Take G := S,,, the
symmetric group in n letters. Then the standard action of S, on {1,2,...,n} is
faithful, but the stabilizer of each point is isomorphic to S, _1.

Another example is the following. Let k? be the standard representation of T :=
(k*)2, and consider X := V(zy) C k?, the union of the two coordinate lines. Again,
the action of T" on X is faithful, but the stabilizer of any point of X is nontrivial.
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The proposition does not hold for simple algebraic groups G and neither for GL,,
(n > 2), because all these groups admit faithful representations V' of dimension
dimV < dimG.

Corollary 10.3.8. Let T be a torus. For every faithful action of T on an irreducible
affine variety X there exists a local section.

Proof. Let U C X be an open dense subset given in the proposition above. We
can find a semi-invariant f € O(X) such that Xy C U and Xy is smooth. It
then follows from LuUNA’s Slice Theorem [Lun73, Corollaire 1] that the quotient
morphism Xy — X /T is a principal T-bundle, hence locally trivial in the Zariski
topology (see Proposition 10.2). The claim follows. ([

10.4. Large subgroups of Aut(X). Let G be a linear algebraic group acting on
an affine variety X. Denote by p: G — Aut(X) the corresponding homomorphism
of ind-groups. If a: X — G is a G-invariant morphism, i.e. a(gz) = a(z) for all
z € X and g € G, then we can define an automorphism p, € Aut(X) in the
following way:

palz) = pla())(2) = a(z)z.
By definition, p,: X — X is the composition of the two morphisms

X z—(a(z),x) Gx X (g,z)—~gzx X

hence p, € End(X), and p, is an automorphism, because p, o po—1 = id where
a"Y(z) := a(z)~!. Note that the G-invariant morphisms a: X — G are the ele-
ments of the ind-group G(O(X)%), see Remark 2.5.2.

We denote by j the corresponding map G(O(X)%) — Aut(X), a + pa. If a is
the constant map a(z) = g, then p,(z) = gz. This means that p|¢ = p where we
identify G with G(k) C G(O(X)%).

In case of a representation of G on a k-vector space V' this construction is given
in [Fur08, Définition 2.3] where one also finds the examples below.

Ezxample 10.4.1. Let us make the construction of p, more explicit for an action of
G on the affine space A™. For v = (aq,...,a,) € A" we have
gv :g(a’lv"'aa’n«) = (fl(gva’la'"aa’n«)a'"afn(gaala"'va’n))
where f; € O(G)[z1,...,2,]. If a: k™ — G is G-invariant, then we get
pa('U) = (fl(a(al7 s 7an)7a17 .o 7an)7 ceey fn(a(alu e 7an)7a’17 ... 7an))'

In particular, if the action is a matrix representation G — GL,,, g — (ai;(9))i.;,
then

a1(afar, ... ay)) -+ ap(alar,...,an))] [a1
palar, ... an) = : : :
ani(afar, ... an)) -+ app(alar,...,;an))| |an

Ezxample 10.4.2. Consider the adjoint representation of SLs on sl; := Lie SLy which
consists of the traceless matrices [2 _¥]. Hence, O(sly) = k[z,y, 2], and we have

I == O(sl3)5"2 = k[q] where ¢ = — det [z _g] = 22 +yz. For any f € I we have
ug = [} 1] € SLo(I) and

1 fllz wy][1 f717 r+fz y—2fr— 2z
[O 1] [2 —;v] [O 1] _{ z —(x+fz) |-
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Hence, the induced automorphism of sl; is given by

puy = (x+ fz,y — 2fr — f2z,z).
If we take f = ¢ we get the famous NAGATA-automorphism, up to interchanging
the variables x and y, see Example 15.10.6.

Ezxample 10.4.3. Here we consider the action of SLy by left multiplication on the
2 x 2-matrices My = Ma(k). If we write such a matrix in the form [% Y] we get
O(M2) = k[z,y,z,w], and I := O(My)5t2 = k[q] where ¢ = det = xw — yz. For
f € I we have uy := [(1) 7] € SLa(I), and

E S

0 1|z w z w
Hence, the induced automorphism of Ms is given by
puy = (T + fz,y+ fw, z,w).
If we take f = g we get the automorphism of ANICK, see [Ani83, p. 343].

Proposition 10.4.4. Let G be a linear algebraic group acting on an affine variety
X, where the action is given by the homomorphism p: G — Aut(X).

(1) The map p: G(O(X)Y) — Aut(X) is a homomorphism of ind-groups.

(2) The ind-group G(O(X)) has the same orbits in X than G.

(3) The image of p is contained in the subgroup

Aut,(X) :=
{p € Aut(X) | ¢(Gx) = Gz for all x € X, p|lgz = p(gz) for some g, € G}.

(4) The subgroup Aut,(X) C Aut(X) is closed, and we have the following
wnclusions
Aut,(X) C Autorp(X) € Autn, (X) C Aut(X).
(see Definition 10.1.2)
(5) If G acts faithfully on X and if O(X)® # k, then the image of p is strictly
larger than p(G).

Proof. (1) The map G(O(X)%) x X — X is induced by the morphism

Mor(X,G) x X ~@D2@2), q, x look2on, x
Since G(O(X)%) C Mor(X,G) is closed, we see that j is an ind-morphism. If
a, B € G(O(X)%), then
(Pa 0 pp)(x) = palps()) = pa(B(x)z) = a(B(z))(B(x)r)
= a(@)(f(x)z) = ((2)B(2))r = pap(2),

and so p is a group homomorphism.

(2) Since po(r) = a(r)r € G for all a we see that the G(O(X)%)-orbits are
contained in the G-orbits, and they are equal, because G C G(O(X)¢
p(

)
a(z))(gz), by

(3) By (2), every po preserves the G-orbits. Since po(gz) =
definition, we get pq|a. = p(a(z))|Gz, and the claim follows.

(4) We already know from Proposition 10.1 that Aut,m(X) is closed in Aut(X).
Hence, let us prove that Aut,(X) is closed in Autg.s(X).
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For z € X, the G-action on Gz corresponds to a homomorphism of ind-groups
pz: G — Aut(Gr), and the image p,(G) C Aut(Gz) is closed by Proposition 2.7.1.
The map v,: Aute(X) — Aut(Gz), ¢ — ¢lgs, is the restriction of the homo-
morphism of ind-groups Aut(X,Gr) — Aut(Gz) (see Proposition 5.1.6), hence 7,
is a homomorphism of ind-groups, too, and so Aut,(X) = N, (72) " (p2(G)) is
closed in Aut g (X).

(5) Assume that p, is the action z — gz for some g € G. Then «a(z) € gG,
for all z € X. Since (), G, = {e} we get a(x) = g for all z € X. Hence « is the
constant map with value g € G. If this holds for all G-invariant morphisms X — G,
then O(X)Y = k. O

Remark 10.4.5. If G is commutative, then the condition ¢|g, = p(gs) for some
gz € G is equivalent to the condition that ¢|g, is G-equivariant, and thus we have
Aut,(X) = Autoprp(X) N Aute(X).

In fact, the first statement is an immediate consequence of a well-known result
from group theory saying that the G-equivariant maps G/H — G/H are the right-
multiplications with elements from the normalizer Ng(H). In particular, if G is com-
mutative, the G-equivariant maps G/H — G/H are exactly the left-multiplications
with elements from G.

Question 10.4.6. Is Aut,(X) the image of p? And is the image of p closed in
Aut(X)?

The next proposition addresses the injectivity of the map p.

Proposition 10.4.7. Assume that G acts faithfully on an affine variety X. Define
the closed subgroup Ne(z) :=(\,eq Ggz € G for any x € X.
(1) If Ng(x) = {e} for all x from a dense subset of X, then p is injective.
(2) If X is irreducible this holds in the following two cases.
(i) The generic stabilizer of the G-action is trivial.
(ii) The group G is reductive.

Proof. (1) If po = id, then a(z) € G, for all z € X. Since « is constant on every
orbit we get a(z) € (,cq Ggo- Hence, by assumption, a(z) = e for all z from a
dense set, and so o = e.

(2) Under the assumptions in (i) or (ii) we show that Ng(z) = {e} holds on a
nonempty open set of X. In case (i) this is clear, and in case (ii) this follows from
the next lemma. 0

Lemma 10.4.8. Let G be a reductive group acting faithfully on an irreducible
affine variety X. For x € X define Ng(x) = ﬂgec Ggy. Then there is an open
dense subset X' C X such that Ng(x) = {e} for all z € X'.

Proof. (1) We first remark that Ng(z) C G is a closed normal subgroup, because it
is the intersection of all conjugates to G. It is also clear that we can assume that
G is connected, because a finite group acting faithfully has trivial generic stabilizer.

(2) If H C G is a closed subgroup, then Ny (z) O Ng(x) N H.

(3) Let D C G be a diagonalizable group. By Proposition 10.3.6, Np(x) is trivial
on a dense open set.

(4) Let H C G be a closed simple subgroup. If z is not a fixed point of H, then
Ny (x) is a finite subgroup of the center Z(H) of H. The (finite) center Z(H) acts
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faithfully on X, hence there is an open dense subset X’ C X where Z(H) has a
trivial stabilizer. It follows that Ny (z) = {e} for all z € X".

(5) The connected reductive group G is a product of the form G = Z-Hy --- Hy,
where Z is the center of G and the H; are simple closed normal subgroups. By (3)
and (5) we can find a dense open set X’ C X such that Nz(x) = Ny, (z) = -+ =
Ny, (x) = {e} for all z € X'. Let g € Ng(x). Then, for every ¢ and every h € H;
we have hgh~tg~! € Ng(z) N H; C Ny, (z) = {e}. It follows that g € Z N Ng(z) C
Nz(x) = {e}. O

Ezample 10.4.9. Consider the faithful action of U := (k?,+) on X := A? given by
(a,b): (z,y) — (z +ay + b,y). Then, the induced action of U(O(X)V) on X is not
faithful. In particular, p is not injective.

In fact, O(X)Y = Kkly], hence G(O(X)%) = (k[y]*)?, and this group acts as
(a(y),b(y)): (z,y) — (z + a(y)y + b(y),y). We therefore see that the elements
(a(y), —ya(y)) € (k[y]*)? act trivially on X.

Question 10.4.10. If p is injective, is it a closed immersion?

In some special cases, e.g. if G is a torus, we can show that Aut,(X) is exactly
the image of the homomorphism p.

Proposition 10.4.11. Let A be a connected commutative linear algebraic group,
and let X be an irreducible affine A-variety. Assume that the A-action on X has a
local section. Then p induces a bijection

AO(X)M) 55 Aut,(X) = Autop(X) N Autg(X).

Proof. We have already seen in Remark 10.4.5 that Aut,(X) = Aut,n(X) N
Autg(X). Moreover, p is injective, because the generic stabilizer of the A-action is
trivial (Proposition 10.4.4(4)).

By assumption, there is an A-stable open dense subset U C X and an A-
equivariant morphism o: U — A which induces the commutative diagram

U—2-5 A

- A

UJA

where s is the inverse map of the isomorphism o~1(e) = U//A induced by =. Since
A is commutative we can assume that U = X for an A-semi-invariant f € O(X).
In fact, if a C O(X) is the ideal of functions vanishing on X \ U, then a is stable
under A. Since A is commutative and connected, it is a product of a torus and
a commutative unipotent group, and it is well-known that every representation of
such a group contains a nontrivial semi-invariant.

Now let ¢ € Aut(X) be such that p(Az) = Az for all z € X. It follows that
@(U) =U. For u € U define a(u) := o(¢(s(n(u)))). We claim that ¢ = p,. In fact,
for u € o7 1(e) we have p(u) € Au, hence p(u) = o(p(u)), and a(u) = o(p(u)),
because s(m(u)) = u. Thus ps(u) = p(u) for u € o~1(e). Since both maps are A-
equivariant, we get p,(u) = p(u) for all u € U. Since the automorphism p, extends
to X, it follows that a: U — A extends to X, hence the claim. (I

In case X is a principal G-bundle (see 10.2) we have a more precise result.
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Proposition 10.4.12. Let G be a linear algebraic group, and let m: X — B be
a principal G-bundle where B (and hence X ) is affine. Then p: G(B) — Aut(X)
induces an isomorphism G(B) = Aut,(X) of ind-groups.

Proof. (1) Since m: X — B is a principal G-bundle we have the commutative
diagram (see diagram (x) in Section 10.2)

GxX — = v XxgX 2o x
(9,x)—(gz,z)

(%) [pes [ |

X X —/— B
It follows that every automorphism ¢ € Aut,(X) induces an automorphism ¢ of
G x X over X. Since ¢[;-1( is the left-multiplication with some g € G the same
holds for P|gx (s}, and thus ¢ is given by a morphism &: X — G. In fact, & is the
composition

@le X pr

Since ¢ is induced by an automorphism of X over B it follows that & is constant
along the fibers of 7, hence induces a morphism a: B — G. It is now easy to see
that ¢ = p,, hence the image of p is equal to Aut,(X).

(2) If X = G x B is the trivial bundle, then Aut,(G'x B) C Autp(G x B) is closed
and p: G(B) — Aut,(G x B) is an isomorphism. In fact, there is an isomorphism
Autgp(G x B) = Mor(B, Aut(Q®)) (Proposition 5.1.3), and Aut,(X) is the inverse
image of the closed subgroup Mor(B, G) = G(B).

For the general case we look again at the diagram (xx) above which induces the
following commutative diagram

Aut,(X) — Autx (G x X)

a: X —— {e}x X

T Tclosed immersion

Aut,(X) — Aut,(G x X)

Tbijcctivc T:

G(B) Cosed immersion, G(X)
where all maps are morphisms. Since G(B) — G(X) is a closed immersion, by
Proposition 2.5(2), the composition G(B) — Autx (G x X) is a closed immersion.

By Lemma 1.2.3 this implies that G(B) — Aut,(X) is a closed immersion, hence
an isomorphism. (I

10.5. Some applications.

Proposition 10.5.1. Let X be an irreducible affine variety, and let U C Aut(X) be
a commutative unipotent subgroup of dimension n. Assume that the centralizer of U
in Aut(X) is U itself. Then the orbit maps p,: U — X, u — ux, are isomorphisms
for any x € X. In particular, X is isomorphic to A™.

Proof. Consider the homomorphism j: U(O(X)Y) — Aut(X). The image Im j is

an abelian subgroup containing U. Since U is its own centralizer, we get Imp = U,
hence O(X)Y = k, by Proposition 10.4.4(5). By Theorem 11.1.1(7), we also get
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k(X)Y = k. Now, it follows from Theorem 11.1.1(8) that X is a homogeneous space
under U, and so X is an affine space by Theorem 11.1.1(2). Since U is commutative,
the stabilizer U, acts trivially on the orbit Uz = X, hence U, = {e}, and so U ~ X.
This proves that X has dimension n, and since we already know that X is an affine
space, the conclusion follows. (Il

Here is another nice consequence of our previous results.

Proposition 10.5.2. Any ind-group of the form G(R) where G is a linear algebraic
group and R a finitely generated commutative k-algebra is isomorphic to a closed
subgroup of Aut(X) for some affine variety X.

Proof. By Proposition 2.5.4, we may assume that R is a k-domain. Let B :=
Spec(R) be the affine variety with coordinate ring R. Then, by Proposition 10.4.12,
we have a closed immersion G(R) = Mor(B, G) — Aut(G x B) of ind-groups. O

Remark 10.5.3. The proposition above shows that any group of the form G(R)
where G is a linear algebraic group and R a finitely generated algebra admits a
closed immersion into an automorphism group Aut(X) where X is an irreducible
affine variety. One might wonder if the converse holds. This it not the case. In-
deed, by a result of YVES DE CORNULIER the group Aut(A?) is not linear (see
Proposition 16.2.1) whereas Corollary 2.5.6 shows that the group G(R) is always
linear.

Let us finally mention that the automorphism groups of affine varieties do not
contain arbitrary large tori.

Proposition 10.5.4. Let X be an affine variety, and let T C Aut(X) be a closed
torus. Then dimT < dim X. Moreover, if X is normal, then all closed tori T C
Aut(X) of dimension dimT = dim X are conjugate.

Proof. If a torus T acts faithfully on an affine variety X, then there is a point z € X
with trivial stabilizer (Proposition 10.3.6). Hence dim X > dim 7z = dim 7.

If X is normal and if there exists a torus T C Aut(X) of dimension dim7T =
dim X, then X is an affine toric variety. A result due to DEMUSHKIN [Dem82] says
that in this case all maximal tori in Aut(X) are conjugate (cf. [Ber03]). O

11. UNIPOTENT ELEMENTS AND UNIPOTENT GROUP ACTIONS

11.1. Unipotent group actions and fixed points. Unipotent groups and their
actions on affine varieties have some very special properties which we recall now.

Theorem 11.1.1. Let U be a unipotent group.

(1) The group U is nilpotent. More precisely, there is a composition series
U=Uy2U; 22U, ={1}

such that all U; are closed, each factors U;/U;1 is central in U/U;11, and
is isomorphic to k. In particular, the center of U is nontrivial in case U
is montrivial.

(2) Every closed subgroup H C U is unipotent, and the homogeneous space
U/H is isomorphic to an affine space A™.
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(3) If U is commutative, then it has a canonical structure of a k-vector space,
given by the exponential map expy: LieU = U, and Aut,(U) = GL(U).

(4) For every integer m > 1 the power map u — u™ is bijective.

Now let X be an affine variety with an action of U.

(5) The U-orbits in X are closed.

(6) The invariant functions O(X)Y separate general orbits, i.e. there is a non-
empty open set X' C X such that for any two points x,y € X' with different
orbits Uz # Uy there is an invariant f € O(X)Y such that f(x) # f(y).
In particular, tdegk(X)Y = dim X — max,¢ x {dim Uz}.

(7) If X is drreducible, then k(X)V = Quot(O(X)Y), the field of fractions of
the algebra of invariants.

(8) If X is irreducible and k(X)V =k, then X is a single orbit under U.

(9) If X is factorial, i.e. O(X) is factorial ring, then O(X)V is also a factorial
ring.

Outline of Proofs. (1) See ([DGT70, IV, §2, Proposition 2.5] or [Kra84, IT1.1.1, Satz 2c].
(2) See ([DG70, IV, §4, Corollaire 3.16]).
(3) See [DG70, IV, §2, Proposition 4.1(iii)].
(4) This is clear for a commutative unipotent group, by (3). In general, it follows

by induction from the exact sequence 1 - Z — U — U/Z — 1 where Z C U is the
center of U.

(5) See [Bor91, Proposition 1.4.10, page 88] or [Kra84, I11.1.2, Satz 4].

(6) This is a general result for algebraic group actions on varieties, due to ROSEN-
LICHT, see [Spr89, IV.2.2].

(7) It is easy to see that the claim holds for any action of a connected algebraic
groups which admits a local section. Now choose a normal subgroups U’ C U of
dimension 1, i.e. U’ ~ k*. Then k(X)V" = k(O(X)Y"). Since the action of U on
O(X) locally finite and rational we can find a finitely generate k-subalgebra R C
O(X)Y" which is stable under U and such that Quot(R) = Quot(O(X)V"). Setting
U := U/U’ we can assume, by induction on dim U, that Quot(R)Y = Quot(RY),
and the claim follows (cf. [Spr89, IV.2.3]).

(8) Tt follows from (7) that O(X)Y = k. This implies, by (6), that X contains a
dense orbit. Now the claim is a consequence of (5).

(9) If f € O(X)Y is an invariant, and f = f{"'--- f™ the decomposition into
irreducible factors, then uf; = r; f; for every u € U where r; is a unit of R := O(X).
This means that the orbit U f; is a subset of R*f;. Since U is connected, we get
Uf; € k*f;, hence uf; = f;, because there are no nontrivial morphisms U — k*. O

Proposition 11.1.2. Let U be a unipotent group of dimension n acting freely on
a factorial variety X of dimension n+1. Then X is U-isomorphic to U x C where
C is a smooth rational curve. If O(X)* =k*, then X ~ A"*1

Proof. The U-orbits O = Uz C X are irreducible hypersurfaces, hence each O is
the zero set of an irreducible invariant function. Since the invariant ring O(X)Y is
of dimension 1, it is finitely generated. It follows that the affine quotient XU :=
Spec O(X)Y (see Section 10.1) is a smooth factorial curve, hence an open set C' C
A'. Moreover, the fibers of the quotient morphism 7: X — C are the orbits. It also
follows that 7 is flat, and since the fibers are reduced and smooth the map 7 is
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even smooth. This implies that there exist étale sections of m which means that 7
is a principal U-bundle. The first claim follows since every principal U-bundle over
an affine variety is trivial, and the second claim is clear. (I

Remark 11.1.3. If we assume that the action is only generically free, then one
shows along the same lines that the affine quotient is a smooth rational curve C
and that the quotient morphism 7: X — C'is flat and surjective with general fiber
isomorphic to U. In the special case where X = A"*! and U is commutative the
Commuting Derivations Conjectures of MAUBACH states that in this case 7 is a
variable, i.e. 7 is a trivial A”-bundle. For n = 1 this is clear, by the famous Theorem
of ABHYANKAR-MOH-SUZUKI, see Proposition 16.7.4. In [Mau03] the conjecture is
proved for n = 2 as a special case of a difficult result of KALIMAN [Kal02].

It is well-known that a nontrivial unipotent automorphism of an irreducible
affine variety has no isolated fixed points. In fact, one easily reduces to the one-
dimensional case where the claim is obvious. More generally, we have the following
result.

Proposition 11.1.4. Let U be a unipotent group acting nontrivially on an irre-
ducible affine variety X. Set d := min{dimUzx | z € X \ XY} > 0. Then every
irreducible component of XV has at least dimension d. In particular, X has no
isolated fixed points.

Proof. Let C C XY be an irreducible component of minimal dimension. By [DK02,
Theorem 2.3.15] there exists a U-invariant separating morphism ¢: X — Y. This
means that Y is affine, ¢ is dominant, and for any pair x,2’ € X we have ¢(x) #
¢(2') if and only if there is an invariant f € O(X)Y such that f(z) # f(2/). It
follows that k(Y) = k(X)Y which implies that the generic fiber of ¢ is an orbit. If
C is an irreducible component of a fiber of ¢ we are done. Otherwise, we choose
an irreducible component X of a fiber of ¢ which meets C. It suffices to prove the
claim for X;. In fact, if Cy is an irreducible component of XV of minimal dimension,
then
dim C > dim €y > d; := min{dim Uz | z € X; \ X7} > d.

By induction, we end up with the situation where every irreducible component of
XY of minimal dimension is also an irreducible component of a fiber of ¢, and we
are done. (]

11.2. Unipotent elements and k™-actions. It is well known that the k™-actions
on an affine variety X are in bijection with the locally nilpotent vector fields on X,
i.e. with the locally nilpotent derivations of O(X). Let us shortly recall how this
bijection is obtained.

If \: k* — Aut(X) is a k*-action, then the corresponding vector field § = § €
Vec(X) is defined in the following way (cf. Section 6.5):

(8x)z = (dps)o(1) where i, : k™ — X is the orbit map s — sz := p(s)z.

(Note that we have a canonical identification Liek™ = Tokt = k, so that the
element 1 € Liek™ is well defined. In our previous notation from Section 6.5 we
have §) = &;.)

Equivalently, we have Jy = £(d\(1)) where &: Lie Aut(X) — Vec(X) is the
canonical anti-homomorphism of Lie algebras (see Proposition 3.2.4).
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Lemma 11.2.1. Let X be a kt-action on the affine variety X, and let 6 € Vec(X)
be the corresponding vector field. Then &y is locally nilpotent, and for f € O(X)
and s € kT one gets

(+) Flsr) = 32 S N@), e, 57 = exp(st)].

n>0

Conversely, for every locally nilpotent vector field § € Vec(X) there is a k+-action
on X such that the corresponding vector field is 9.

Proof. We choose a closed kT-equivariant embedding X C V into a k™-module
V. Then the action is given by a homomorphism A: k* — GL(V) which is of the
form A(s) = exp(sN) where N := dA(1) € L(V) is a nilpotent endomorphism (see
Lemma 6.1.2). If {5 € Vec(V') denotes the corresponding locally nilpotent vector
field on V', then X is £y invariant, and §) = n|x. Hence d) is also locally nilpotent,
and the formula () follows from Lemma 6.1.2(4).

For the last statement, let § be a locally nilpotent vector field on X. Then the
formula () defines a locally nilpotent k™-action on the coordinate ring O(X), hence
a kT-action on X. O

Thus we obtain a bijection between k*-actions on X and locally nilpotent vector
fields on X

vt Aetr (X) 2 Vee™(X) C Vee(X), A 6y = E(dA(1)),
where Vec™(X) are the locally nilpotent vector fields on X.

There is also bijection between unipotent elements u € Aut(X) and k*-actions.
In fact, if u # id, then there is a well-defined isomorphism \: k¥ = (u) C Aut(X)
such that A(1) = u. On the other hand, we associate to a nontrivial kt-action

A: kT — Aut(X) the unipotent element A(1), and thus obtain a map
ext Actyr (X) 2% Au™(X) C Aut(X), A A(1),

where Aut“(X) are the unipotent elements of Aut(X). We know that 2t + (X) is
an affine ind-variety (Lemma 5.6 and Proposition 5.6.2), and the construction above
implies that the two maps vx: ct+ (X) — Vec(X) and ex: Act+ (X) — Aut(X)
are morphisms of ind-varieties.

It is easy to see that Vec™(X) C Vec(X) is weakly closed. In fact, fixing
generators fi,..., fn € O(X) of the k-algebra O(X) we see that Vec™(X) :=
{6 € Vee(X) | 6*fi = 0fori = 1,...,n} is closed in Vec(X), hence Vec™(X) =
Uy, Vec(X)j is a union of closed algebraic subsets. Hence, Vec™(X) C Vec(X) is
weakly closed in case k is uncountable, by Proposition 1.13.6. For a field exten-
sion K/k we have Vec™(X (k)) = Vec(X (k)) N Vec™ (X (K)), and so Vec™(X (k)) is
weakly closed in Vec(X (k)) if this holds over K.

In a similar way we get the same statement for Aut"(X).

Lemma 11.2.2. Let X be an affine variety. Then the subset Aut®(X) of unipotent
elements of Aut(X) is weakly closed.

Proof. As above we can assume that k is uncountable. Choose a finite-dimensional
generating subspace W C O(X) with 1 € W, and define the filtration O(X) =
Ur O(X)k by O(X)g := (w1 ---wg | w; € W). Then we get a filtration of Aut(X)
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by the closed subsets Aut(X) := {g € Aut(X) | g*(W) C O(X)}. For k,£ € N
define

Ay = {g € Aut(X) | (¢* — id)e(W) = (0)}.
Note that for g € Aut(X)y we get (¢*)™ (W) C O(X)gm. It follows that the map
Aut(X)r = Hom(W, O(X)e), g+ (¢° —id)*|w

is a morphism of varieties, and so Ay, ¢ is closed in Aut(X ). By definition, Aut(X)* =
Uy Ak,k» and the claim follows. O

Let us summarize the results of the considerations above. We assume for sim-
plicity that k is uncountable.

Proposition 11.2.3. We use the notation from above.

(1) The map vx: et (X) — Vee(X), A — £(dNo(1)), is an injective ind-
morphism and defines a bijection Ux : Actys (X) — Vec™(X) where Vec™(X)
is weakly closed in Vec(X).

(2) The mapex: Act+ (X) — Aut(X), A = A(1), is an injective ind-morphism
and defines a bijection €: Actyr (X) — Aut™(X) where Aut“(X) is weakly
closed in Aut(X).

(3) For every closed algebraic subset Y C Vec(X) contained in Vec™(X) the
map Ux'ly: Y — et (X) is a morphism.

(4) For every closed algebraic subset Z C Aut(X) contained in Aut"(X) the
map Ex'z: Z — Acty+ (X) is a morphism.

Proof. (3) The assumption implies that Y is contained in some Vec™(X)y, so that
we may assume that ¥ = Vec™(X);. For s € k and § € Y the following formula
defines an automorphism of O(X):

J
Ps,6 = Z %6].
Jj=0
In fact, this a priori infinite sum becomes finite when applied to an element of O(X).
It follows that the map ®: k x Y — Aut(O(X)), (s,9) — ¢s.5, is an ind-morphism.
Moreover, we have @syt 5 = ©s,6 © Pt,5-

If we denote by As(s) the automorphism of X corresponding to ¢ 5, then the
map As: kT — Aut(X), s — As(s), is a homomorphism of ind-groups, i.e. A\s €
Acty+ (X), and we obtain a family of k*-actions on X parametrized by Y, i.e. a
morphism Y — e+ (X). This is the inverse of Ux.

(4) As before we may assume that Z = Ay . For s € k and g € Z the following
formula defines a linear endomorphism of O(X):

Vs = 2;0 (j) (g* —id)i.

In fact, this a priori infinite sum becomes finite when applied to an element of
O(X). As a consequence, the map

Uk xZxOX) = OX), (5,9, f) = ¥s.4(f),
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is an ind-morphism. We claim that 1) 4 is an algebra endomorphism. This is clear
for s € Z, because ¢, , = (¢*)" for n € Z. Now consider the following two ind-
morphisms

U, U kxZxOX)xO(X) = O(X):
Vi(s,g, f1, f2) = ¥(s,9, f1- f2), Wals,g, f1, f2) = ¥(s,9, f1)  ¥(s,9, f2)

Since they coincide on the dense subset Z x Z x O(X) x O(X), they are equal,
proving the claim. It follows that we have an ind-morphism, again denoted by ¥,

U:k x Z—End(O(X)), (s,9)— ¥sg-

Next we claim that sy g = g4 0 9y,4. Again, this holds for s,t € Z, and a
similar density argument as before proves the claim. As a consequence, each v g is
invertible and thus defines a family of automorphisms ¢, , € Aut(X) parametrised
by k x Z. Setting A\y(s) := @5,y we get a homomorphism A,: k¥ — Aut(X) of
ind-groups, and thus a family of kT -actions Z — Aety+ (X), g — Ag. O

Corollary 11.2.4. If Vec"(X) C Vec(X) is closed, then vx : Actyr (X) = Vec™(X)
is an isomorphism of ind-varieties.

If Aut™(X) C Aut(X) is closed, then ex: Act+ (X) = Aut™(X) is an isomor-
phism of ind-varieties.

Corollary 11.2.5. The composition cx o (vx)~! defines a bijective map
expy: Vec™(X) Lugeettve, Aut"(X)

with the following property. If X is a k' -action on X and &\ the corresponding
locally nilpotent vector field, then expy (&x) = A(1).

Moreover, for every algebraic subset Y C Vec(X) contained in Vec™(X) the
induced map expx: Y — G is a morphism.

Question 11.2.6. Do the unipotent elements Aut"(X) form a closed subset of
Aut(X)? Is Vec™(X) closed in Vec(X)?

Question 11.2.7. More generally, is End"™(X) closed in End(X)?

11.3. The exponential map for an affine ind-group. The exponential map
has been defined for a linear algebraic group in Section 6.2 and for an ind-group
of the form Aut(X) in Section 11.2 (see Proposition 6.2.2 and Corollary 11.2.5). In
this section, we generalize in some sense these definitions to any affine ind-group.
We begin by recalling some results from Sections 6.2 and 7.6.

For the Lie algebra g := Lie G of a linear algebraic group G an element N € g
is called nilpotent if there is a faithful representation p: G — GL,, such that the
image of N under dp: g < M,, is a nilpotent matrix. It then follows that this
holds for every representation of G. Moreover, one shows that for every nilpotent
N € g there is a well-defined homomorphism Ay : kT — G such that dAy(1) = N,
see Section 6.2. Since we do not know if a general ind-group G admits a faithful
representation we cannot carry this over to define locally nilpotent elements in Lie G.

On the other hand, if G = Aut(X) for an affine variety X, we can define locally
nilpotent elements in Lie Aut(X) by using the embedding Lie Aut(X) < Vec(X),
since we know what a locally nilpotent vector field is, see Section 7.6. We showed
that every such N can be integrated, i.e. there is an action of k¥ on X, A\: k™ —
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Aut(X), such that dA(1) = N, see Proposition 7.6.1(3). On the other hand, this
does not hold for closed ind-subgroups G C Aut(X) as we will see in Section 17.3.1,
cf. Remark 17.3.3.

Definition 11.3.1. Let G be an affine ind-group. An element A € Lie G is called
locally nilpotent if there is a closed unipotent algebraic subgroup U C G such that
A € LieU. Set Lie™ G to denote the set of locally nilpotent elements.

The following proposition is clear.

Proposition 11.3.2. (1) For any N € Lie"" G there is a uniquely defined ho-
momorphism Ay : kT — G such that dA\y(1) = N.
(2) If o: G — H is a homomorphism of ind-groups, then dp(Lie™G) C Lie" H.
(3) If G = Aut(X) where X is an affine variety, then N € LieG is locally
nilpotent if and only if the corresponding vector field £ is locally nilpotent.
(4) For every representation p: G — GL(V) the image of Lie™G under dp is
contained in End™(V).

Let G be an affine ind-group with Lie algebra g := LieG. Denote by G* C G
the subset of unipotent elements and by g'» C g the subset of locally nilpotent
elements. We know that the set of homomorphisms Hom(k™, G) is a closed subset of
Mor(k™, G) and thus has a natural structure of an affine ind-variety. The evaluation
in 1 € k* defines a map

eg: Hom(k',G) = G, eg(N) := (1),
and similarly, using the differential of X\: k™ — G, we get a map
vg: Hom(kt,G) — g, vg()\) :=dXo(1),

cf. Section 6.2. Note that G acts on G by conjugation, on g by the adjoint represen-
tation, and on Hom(k™, G) via conjugation on G.

Lemma 11.3.3. (1) The maps eg and vg are injective ind-morphisms.
(2) The morphisms eg and vg are G-equivariant.
(3) The morphism eg induces a bijection €g: Hom(k™,G) — G“.
(4) The morphism vg induces a bijection vg: Hom(kt,G) — g

Proof. (1) This follows from Lemma 3.1.3(1) that the map g is a morphism, and
from Lemma 3.1.13 that Hom(k™,G) — L(k, g), A — d)o, is also a morphism. Thus
eg and vg are both morphisms of ind-varieties.

If A\, 1 € Hom(k™,G) such that A(1) = u(1), then A(n) = A(1)" = u(1)" = u(n)
for all n € Z, hence A = u, showing that eg is injective. The injectivity of vg follows
from Proposition 7.4.7.

(2) The equivariance for g is clear, and for vg is follows from the definition of
the adjoint representation.

(3) Tt is clear that the image of eg is in G*. If u € G%, u # e, then (u) C G is

isomorphic to kT, and we can choose the isomorphism \: kt = (u) in such a way
that A(1) = u.

(4) This follows from Proposition 11.3(1). O
Definition 11.3.4. The exponential and logarithm maps are defined by

expg 1= €g © (ﬁg)—1: gln — G and 10gg =g o (5g)_13 G — g.
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Question 11.3.5. (1) Is eg a closed immersion?
(2) Is vg a closed immersion?
(3) Is it true that for any morphism ¢: Y — G with image in G* the composi-
tion logg oy is a morphism?

Remark 11.3.6. Note that eg is a closed immersion if and only if the two following
assertions are satisfied:

(i) G“ is closed in G;

(i) ég: Hom(k™,G) — G* is an isomorphism.
Analogously g is a closed immersion if and only if the two following assertions are
satisfied:

(i) g™ is closed in g;

(ii) 7g: Hom(k*,G) — g’ is an isomorphism.
In the case where g and vg are both closed immersions, it is clear that expg and
logg are morphism of ind-varieties.

11.4. Modifications of kt-actions. Let us discuss here the important special
case of the construction of 5: G(O(X)%) — Aut(X) given in Section 10.4 for the
group G = k*. In this case, we can identify the ind-group k™ (O(X)¥") with the
k-vector space O(X )% considered as an additive ind-group. Denote by dp € Vec(X)
the corresponding locally nilpotent vector field, see Section 11.2.

Proposition 11.4.1. Consider a nontrivial action of k™ on the affine variety X
given by a homomorphism of ind-groups p: k™ — Aut(X). Then the homomor-
phism jp: O(X)¥" — Aut(X) induces an isomorphism of ind-groups O(X)¥" =»
Aut,(X), and the differential dp: O(X)E" = Vec(X) is given by f fop.

Proof. (1) We know from Proposition 10.4.11 that the image of p is Aut,(X), since
every nontrivial kT-action has a local section (Proposition 10.3.5). Thus it suffices
to show that p is a closed immersion.

(2) First consider the case where X = V is a kT-module. If we choose a basis,
then p(s) = (fi(s,x),..., fn(s,z)) where the polynomials f; € K[s,z1,...,z,] are
homogeneous and linear in the z;. For any h € k[z1,...,x,] we define

p(h) == (filh,x1,...;Tn)y s fu(hy21, ..., 20)) € End(V),

extending the homomorphism p: k[x1, ... ,a:n]]k+ — Aut(V), see Example 10.4.1.

Choosing a suitable basis we can assume that one of the coordinate functions of
p(s) has the form f;(s,z) = z;+sx; 1. Therefore, the map k[z1, ..., x,] — End(V),
h+— p(h), is a closed immersion, because the composition with the projection onto
the ith coordinate is a closed immersion. Hence, j: k[z1, ..., zn] — Aut(V) is a
closed immersion.

Moreover, the differential of the morphism p: k[z1,...,2,] — End(V) in the
origin 0 € k[z1,...,2,] is the linear map h +— hd,, because ¢, = a,(;(;) oo This
proves the claim for the case of a kT-module.

(3) In general, we choose a k*-stable closed embedding X C V into a k-
module V. Then we have inclusions Aut(X) C End(X) C Mor(X,V) where the
first is locally closed (Theorem 5.2.1) and the second is closed (Proposition 3.1.14).
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Moreover, the restriction ¢ — ¢|x is a surjective linear map End(V') — Mor(X, V),
and we get the following diagram

Aut(X) —=— End(X) —=— Mor(X,V) <= End(V)

J7 K J7 K

o) OX)F —==  OX) —— O()
which implies that §: O(X)¥ — Aut(X) is a closed immersion, with differential
f = fop. O

If f € O(X)%", then the k™-action
pri kT — Aut(X), pr(s) = p(sf)
is often called a modification of the action p (cf. [AFKT13]). Explicitly,
p1(5)(@) = p(F(2)3)(x).

By abuse of notation, we also say that the unipotent automorphism u’ := ps(1) is
a modification of u := p(1).

The following lemma is clear.

Lemma 11.4.2. The modification py commutes with p, and the py-orbits are con-
tained in the p-orbits. If X is dense in X, then both actions have the same invari-
ants. Moreover, the fized point sets of the two actions are related by

X =XPU{f=0}
Here is a first interesting application.

Proposition 11.4.3. Let X be a factorial affine variety with a nontrivial k™ -action
w. Then u is a modification of a k™ -action ji such that codimy X* > 2.

Proof. Let Y C X* be an irreducible component of codimension 1. Then Y = {h =
0} where h € O(X)* is irreducible. Denote by d,, the locally nilpotent vector field
corresponding to the action p. Then, for all f € O(X), ¢,(f) vanishes on Y, and
50 0,(O(X)) C hO(X). Thus 0, = hd,, for a suitable locally nilpotent vector field
i'. The claim follows by induction. O

Corollary 11.4.4. LetY be an affine factorial surface with a nontrivial kK™ -action.
ThenY ~k x C where C is a rational smooth curve. In particular, Y ~ k> in case

oY) =k*.

Proof. By the proposition above we can assume that the action is fixed-point free,
because a kT -action on an affine variety never has isolated fixed points (see Propo-
sition 11.1.4). Now the claim follows from Proposition 11.1.2. g

11.5. Deformations of k*-actions. Let X be an affine variety, and let 2ct+ (X)
be the affine ind-variety of k*-actions on X, see Section 5.6. We have an action of
Aut(X) on 2Acty+ (X) defined in the obvious way by

g(u)(s) :=g-u(s)-g " for g € Aut(X) and p: k't — Aut(X).

This action has the usual properties, e.g. if X* denote the fixed points of y, then
X9 = g(X*), and if O is a p-orbit, then g(O) is a g(u)-orbit. With respect to the
linear representation of Aut(X) on the vector fields Vec(X) we get the following:
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If 6, € Vec(X) is the locally nilpotent vector field corresponding to the k™ -action
i, then dg¢,y = gd,.

There is also a natural k*-action on Acti+(X) by “rescaling”: u — p; where
i (s) == pu(ts). It corresponds to the scalar multiplication on Vec(X): 0, = td, for
t € k. Clearly, this action commutes with the action of Aut(X), so that we finally
get an action of Aut(X) x k* on 2Acty+ (X).

Definition 11.5.1. Let G be an algebraic group acting on X and let u be a k-
action on X. We say that G normalizes p if the image of G in Aut(X) normalizes
the image of k™. It then follows that there is a character x: G — k* such that

(9()(s) = n(x(9)s), i-e.
g(u(s)z) = p(x(g)s)gx for s €k, g € G and v € X.
The character x s called the character of p.

If G normalizes p, then G permutes the kT-orbits and induces an action on
the kT-invariants O(X)*. Moreover, u is normalized by G if and only if the line
ké, C Vec(X) is G-stable. In this case the action of G on the line is given by
the character x of u. This shows that the actions of k™ on X normalized by G
correspond to the G-stable lines in the locally nilpotent vector fields Vecl"(X ).

Now let T be a torus acting on X and consider the representation of T :=T xk*
on Vec(X). If y1 is a kt-action on X we denote by O,, C ct,+ (X) the T-orbit of 4.

Proposition 11.5.2. The closure of O,, in Acty+ (X) contains at least d = dim O,
nontrivial kT -actions normalized by T, with different characters.

Proof. As seen above we can work in Vec(X) and replace O, by the T-orbit Os,
of 6,,. Since T contains the scalar multiplications, the only closed orbit of T is {0}.

Hence the cone C C X(T')r generated by the weights supporting d,, is salient and
of real dimension d. Therefore, the orbit closure O—% contains at least d different

one-dimensional T-orbits Oy, Oi .., corresponding to the 1-dimensional edges of
C. Clearly, the closures L; := O; are T-stable lines whose characters in 7" are all
different. Hence the claim. (|

FEzample 11.5.3. Let X =Y xk and consider the k*-action given by t(z, z) = (z, tz).
Denote by pg the free kT-action s(y, z) = (y,z + s) for s € k™.

We claim that there are only two types of (nontrivial) k¥ -actions on X which are
normalized by k*, namely

(1) The actions commuting with k*, i.e. those with trivial character. These are
the kT -actions which stabilize all the lines Y x {z}.
(2) The actions with character x = id. These are the modifications of the action

o (see 11.4).

Proof. Let p be a nontrivial k*-action normalized by k*. The kT-orbit O(y,0) 18
stable under k*, because (y, 0) is a fixed point of k*. It follows that either Y x {0}
is fixed under 4 or there is a yo € Y such that O, 0y = {yo} x k. In the first case,
Y x (k\ {0}) is stable under k™, and so all Y x {2z} are stable under y, hence we
are in case (a).

In the second case, the action g on the line {yo} x k is of the from (yo,2) —
(Yo, z + ts) where t € k*. Hence p has character y = id, and we are in case (b). It
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follows that all lines {y} x k are stable under p which implies that x4 has the form
(y,2) = (y,z + p(y)s) where p € O(Y), i.e. p = (uo)p (see 11.4). O

As a consequence, we get the following two results due to CRACHIOLA and
MAKAR-LIMANOV [CMLOS].

Proposition 11.5.4. Let Y be an irreducible affine variety. If Y does not admit
a nontrivial kT -action, then every k' -action on Y x k is a modification of the
standard action pg.

As a consequence, we get the following “cancellation result”.
Corollary 11.5.5. For any variety Y such that Y x Al ~ A3, we get Y ~ A2,

Proposition 11.5.4. We use the action of T':=k* on Y x k and the induced action
of T := k* x k* on Acty+ (Y x k) as discussed above.

Let p be a nontrivial k*-action on Y x k which is not a modification of uo.
Then, by the example above, i is not normalized by k*. This implies that the T-
orbit O,, C Acty+ (Y x k) has dimension 2. Hence, by Proposition 11.5.2, the closure
O_# contains two kT-actions with different characters. Again by the example above,
one of the characters must be trivial which contradicts the assumption. O

Proof of Corollary 11.5.5. Since we have a closed immersion ¥ — Al x ¥ ~ A3
and a surjective projection A! x Y — Y we see that Y is affine, irreducible and
that O(Y)* = k*. Since O(A! x V) ~ O(Y)[z] is factorial, it follows that O(Y) is
factorial. Moreover, not every k*-action on Y x A! ~ A3 is a modification of s,
and so Y admits a nontrivial k™-action by the previous proposition. Now the claim
follows from Corollary 11.4.4. O

12. NORMALIZATION

12.1. Lifting dominant morphisms. Let X be an irreducible affine variety and
n: X — X its normalization. It is well known that every automorphism of X lifts
to an automorphism of X. Thus we have an injective homomorphism of groups
t: Aut(X) — Aut(X). One can also show that an action of an algebraic group
G on X lifts to an action on X. This means that for every algebraic subgroup
G C Aut(X) the image «(G) C Aut(X) is closed and ¢ induces an isomorphism
G = 1(G) of algebraic groups.

More generally, if p: X — X is a dominant morphism, then there is a unique
“lift” @ X > X, iea morphism ¢ such that nop = pon, and ¢ is also dominant.
In fact, p*: O(X) — O(X) is injective and thus induces an injections ¢*: k(X) —
k(X) of the field of rational functions. If an element r € k(X)) satisfies an integral
equation over O(X), then the same holds for ¢*(r), and so ¢*(O(X)) C O(X).
This shows that we get an injective map ¢: Dom(X) — Dom(X).

Here is our next result.

Proposition 12.1.1. The map ¢: Dom(X) — Dom(X) is a closed immersion of
ind-semigroups, and v: Aut(X) — Aut(X) is a closed immersion of ind-groups.

For the proof we need the “Division Lemma” from Section 4.2 in the form given
in Corollary 4.2.2.
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12.2. Proof of Proposition 12.1.1. Since Aut(X) is closed in Dom(X), by The-
orem 5.2.1, it suffices to prove the first assertion.

(a) We assume first that the base field k is uncountable. We proceed as in Sec-
tion 5.2. We fix two closed embeddings X — A™ and X < A™, or equivalently
generators f1,..., f, of R:= O(X), and generators hy, ..., h,, of R:= (’)(X)

Writing R = k[z1,...,2,]/I where I is the vanishing ideal of X — A" we define
R}, to be the image of the space k[z1,...,zy]<k of polynomials of degree at most
k. This defines a filtration R = (J,,~, Rk by finite-dimensional subspaces. We have
a closed immersion

End(X)={f=(fi,....fn) € R" | q(f)=0forallge I} C R"

and an open immersion Dom(X) C End(X) by Theorem 5.2.1. Admissible filtra-
tions of End(X) and Dom(X) are defined in the following way:

End(X) := End(X) N (R;)" and Dom(X)y := Dom(X) N End(X)g.

The semigroup End(X), resp. Dom(X), is naturally anti-isomorphic to the semi-
group End(R) of endomorphisms of (the k-algebra) R, resp. the semigroup Inj(R)
of injective endomorphisms of R. In the sequel, we will use End(R), Inj(R) rather
than End(X), Dom(X).

Writing R = k[z1, ..., x,]/J, we get analogously a filtration R = Ueso Ry, and
the inclusions Dom(X) C End(X) C (R)™. We will also use End(R), Inj(R) rather
than End(X), Dom(X).

An admissible filtration of Inj(R) is obtained in the usual way:

Ij(R)y. := {¢ € Inj(R) | p(R1) C Ry},

and similarly for Inj(R).
(b) Define Injz(R) := {p € Inj(R) | ¢(R) € R} C ~InJ(R) This is clearly a
closed sub-semigroup, and the restriction map res: Injg(R) — Inj(R) is a bijective

homomorphism of ind-semigroups. This implies, by Lemma 1.8.1, that for every
k there is an ¢ such that res™!(Inj(R)x) C Injr(R)x C Inj(R)e, i-e. t(Inj(R)x) C

Inj(R),. (Here we used that k is uncountable!)

pi(e(f1)s-- s 0(fn)) 1i(®) = g (0(f1),- - p(fn)). Set Y := Inj(R)). Then +(Y) ;

Inj(R)¢, hence

pi(®) _ pile(f1), .-, e(fn))
ni(e)  ai(e(fr), - e(fn)

It follows from Corollary 4.2.2 that the maps ¢ — ¢(h;) are morphisms, and so
t:'Y — Inj(R) is a morphism since Inj(R) C R™ is open.

= ¢(hj) € Ry for p €Y.

(d) To get the result for a general field k, we use a base field extension K/k with
an uncountable algebraically closed field K. Then the claim follows from the above
using Proposition 5.7.1 and Proposition 1.11.3 (2) and (3). O
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12.3. The endomorphisms of a cusp. As an example we study the plane curve
C = V(y?>—a3) C A2, called Neile’s parabola, with the isolated singularity in 0 and
with normalization 7: A! — C, s — (s2,53). This implies the following description
of the coordinate ring of C":

O(C) = k[s?, s*] C Kk[s]

where we identify z with s and § with s3. It is clear from Proposition 12.1.1 that
every endomorphism of C lifts to an endomorphism of the normalization A! since

the non-dominant endomorphisms are the constant maps 7.: C — C with value
ceC.

Proposition 12.3.1. (1) Let p = >, a;8" € k[s] = O(A'). Then the map
p: A' — Al induces an endomorphism p: C — C if and only if p € M =
{p(s) € k[s] | apa1 = 0}. Hence
End(C) = {(p(s)*.p(s)*) | p(s) € M} = {(a,b) € O(C)? | a® = b°} C O(C)?

is a closed ind-subvariety.
(2) The corresponding map

Y: M = sk[s] U (k @ s?k[s]) — End(C), p+ p,

is a bijective ind-morphism inducing an isomorphism M\ {0} = End(C)\
{1}

(3) The ind-morphism 1 maps the constant polynomials k bijectively onto the
constant maps {7, | ¢ € C}, and the induced morphism ¢|k: k — (k) ~ C
is the normalization. In particular, ¥ is not an isomorphism.

(4) The ind-morphism 1 induces an isomorphism 1': M \ k — Dom(C).

(5) The map v: Aut(C) < Aut(Al) corresponds to the closed immersion k* —
Aff; = k* x kT, and ¢: Dom(C) < Dom(Al) corresponds to the closed
immersion M\ k — k[s] \ k

(6) If we identify Aut(C) with k* by setting t(z,y) = (t2z,t3y), then ¢ is
k*-equivariant where the action on M is by scalar multiplication and on
End(C) by left-multiplication.

(7) For the vector fields we get

B 0 0 0 .50
Vee(€) = O(C) 2250+ 3y5 e + O(C) 2y g + 3275 )|,

and the linear map
&: Tiq End(C) = Vec(O),
described in Proposition 3.2.4, is an isomorphism.
The situation is illustrated in the following diagram:
k —=— M :={peks]| apas =0} = (sk[s]) U (k & s2k[s])
lbijeccivc P lpw(pz,pf“)
C —— End(C) = {(a,b) € O(C)? | a® = b*} C O(C)?

Proof. (1) The first part is clear. If a,b € k[s] satisfy a®> = b2, then a = p? and
b = p3 for a suitable p € k[s]. Now it is easy to see that if a,b € k[s?,s?], then
pe M.
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(2) It is obvious that v is a bijective ind-morphism. To show that 1 is an isomor-
phism on the complement of the origin we use Lemma 4.2.1 above which implies
that the map End(C) \ {70} = M, (a,b) — 2, is a morphism.

(3) is clear and (4) follows from (2) since the non-constant morphisms are dom-
inant.

(5) and (6) are clear.

(7) Recall that Vecc(A?) := {§ € Vec(A?) | 6. € T.C for all c € C} and that the
restriction map Vece(A?) — Vec(C), 6 — d|¢ is surjective, by Proposition 3.2(4).
We have Vecc(A?) = {fZ + ha% | =3fz? + 2hy = 0}. It follows that the two re-
strictions f(s) := f(s2, %), h(s) := h(s?, s®) € k[s?, s3] = O(C) satisfy the equation
3fs* = 2hs®, hence h = %sf In particular, f(0) = 0, and so f € m = O(C)s? Pks>.
For f = 25 we obtain the vector field (222 + 3y6%)|c, and for f = 2s® we find
(2y2 + 33:26%)|C. Hence Vec(C) = O(C) (22 + 3y6%)|c ok(2y2 + 31726%)|c, as
claimed.

It remains to calculate the linear map &: Tig End(C) — Vec(C'). We have seen
that the bijective morphism ¥: M — End(C) induces an isomorphism M \ {0} =
End(C) \ {7}, and sends s € M to id € End(C), hence TsM ~ Tiq End(C).
Since s belongs only to the irreducible component sk[s] of M, we have T,M =
Tssk[s] = sk[s], and we will identify Tiq End(C) with sk[s]. An easy computation
(see Section 3.2 and in particular Proposition 3.2.4) shows that if ¢ € Tig End(C) =
sk[s], then we have &, = (25q8% + 382613%)|c € Vec(C'). Choosing ¢ = fs where
f e ks?,s%] we get & = f(2a2 + 3y6%)|c, and for ¢ = s? we find & = (2yZ +
3:02,%”@, showing that & is surjective. O

Ezample 12.3.2. If r,s > 2 are coprime, then the zero set C' := V(y" — z°) C
A?% is a rational cuspidal curve with a unique singularity. It is shown in [Kral?7,
Proposition 8.2] that for a finite family of pairwise nonisomorphic cuspidal curves
Cy,...,Cy, the automorphism group Aut(Cy x Cy X - - - X Cyp,) is an m-dimensional
torus.

13. THE AUTOMORPHISM GROUP OF A GENERAL ALGEBRA

13.1. Endomorphisms of a general algebras. Recall that a general k-algebra
R is a k-vector space R endowed with a bilinear map R x R — R, (a,b) — a - b.
A priori, there are no additional conditions like associativity, commutativity or
the existence of a neutral element. If R is finite-dimensional, then Aut(R) is a
linear algebraic group and Lie(Aut(R)) = Derg(R), see Proposition 13.4.2. Let us
mention that by a result of GORDEEV-PopPov [GP03] any linear algebraic group is
isomorphic to Aut(R) for some finite-dimensional general algebra R.

We will now deal with the more general case where R is just assumed to be
finitely generated. This implies that R has countable dimension and thus has a
canonical structure of an ind-variety such that the multiplication is a morphism.
We will see that Aut(R) is naturally an ind-group whose Lie algebra Lie(Aut(R))
embeds into Derg(R). For this, we will first endow End(R) with the structure of
an ind-semigroup.

Definition 13.1.1. Let R be a finitely-generated general algebra and )Y an ind-
variety. A family of algebra endomorphisms of R parametrized by ) is a morphism
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®: R xY — R such that for any y € ) the induced map &,: R - R, a+ ®(a,y)
is an algebra endomorphism of R. We use the notation ® = (®,),cy, so that a
family ® of endomorphisms can be regarded as a map ®: J — End(R).

Proposition 13.1.2. Let R be a finitely-generated general k-algebra. There ex-
ists a universal structure of ind-variety on End(R) such that families of algebra
endomorphisms of R parametrized by ) correspond to morphisms Y — End(R).
Moreover, End(R) is an ind-semigroup, i.e. the multiplication is a morphism.

Proof. Let F(x1,...,2,) be the free general algebra on x1,...,2,. This means
that given any general algebra & and any elements by,...,b, in S , there exists a
unique homomorphism of algebras F(x1,...,2,) — S sending z; to b; for 1 <
i < n. Recall that a basis of F(x1,...,z,) over k is given by all well-formed
expressions in the elements x1, ..., z, where a well-formed expression is recursively
defined by the following: each element x; is a well-formed expression, and if ¢, ¢’
are well-formed expressions, then so is (¢ - t'). By definition, the product of two
well-formed expressions ¢ and ¢’ is the well-formed expression (¢ - ¢'). The elements
of F(x1,...,zy,) are the general polynomials, i.e. the formal linear combinations of
well-formed expressions in the elements 1, ..., x, with coefficients in k.

Now assume that R is generated by ai,...,a, € R. We consider the surjective
homomorphism of algebras ¢: F(x1,...,z,) = R sending z; to a; for 1 <1i < n.
Its kernel Ker ¢ consists of the general polynomials p(z1,...,z,) € F(z1,...,2,)
which are sent to zero by ¢. We can identify End(R) with the following subset
E C A™ by sending ¢ € End(R) to (¢(ai1),...,¢(an)):

End(R) = E:={f=(f1,---. fn) € R" | p(f) =0 for all p € Kerp} CR".

It is not difficult to see that E is closed in R". One has only to check that for a
general polynomial p € F(x1,...,2,), the map R" — R sending (ay,...,a,) to

p(ai,...,a,) is a morphism. We leave the details to the reader.
Now it is easy to see that with this structure of an ind-variety, End(R) has the
requested universal property, and that the multiplication is a morphism. O

Remark 13.1.3. The proposition above generalized to Hom(R,S) where R is a
finitely generated general k-algebra and S is a general algebra of countable dimen-
sion. The details are left to the reader.

Remark 13.1.4. In the case of unitary general algebras, we must add a unique
well-formed expression of length zero, usually denoted by 1, with the property
l-a=a-1=aforallaeR.

13.2. Automorphisms of a general algebra. We start with the obvious gener-
alizations of Definition 3.3.1 and Theorem 5.1.1 to general algebras.

Definition 13.2.1. Let R be a finitely generated general algebra and ) be an
ind-variety. A family of algebra automorphisms of R parametrized by ) is an au-
tomorphism ®: R x) — R x)Y over Y such that for any y € ) the induced map
&, R — R, (a,y) — ®(a,y) is an algebra automorphism of R. We use the nota-
tion ® = (®,)ycy, so that a family ® of automorphisms can be regarded as a map
®: Y — Aut(R).
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Proposition 13.2.2. Let R be a finitely generated general algebra. There exists a
universal structure of ind-variety on Aut(R) such that families of algebra automor-
phisms of R parametrized by ) correspond to morphisms ¥ — Aut(R). With this
structure, Aut(R) is an ind-group.

Proof. Define the closed subset
{(f,g) € End(R) x End(R) |f-g=id =g f} C End(R) x End(R).

which we identified with Aut(R) via the first projection. It is easy to see, using
Proposition 13.1.2 that with this structure of an ind-variety the group Aut(R) is
an ind-group with the required universal property. ([

13.3. The Lie algebra of Aut(R). For a general finitely generated algebra R we
have a canonical representation of Aut(R) on R which defines a homomorphism of
Lie algebras &: Lie Aut(R) — L(R) where L(R) are the linear endomorphisms of
the k-vector space R, see Lemma 2.6.2. The image {4 € L(R) of A € Lie Aut(R)
is defined by €4 (a) := duq(A) where u,: Aut(R) — R, a — g(a), is the evaluation
at a. It is clear from the definition, that & extends to a map &: Tig End(R) — L(R)
defined in the same way.

Proposition 13.3.1. The homomorphism é is injective, and its image is contained
in the deriwations of R,

£: TiqEnd(R) < Dery(R) and ¢: Lie Aut(R) — Dery(R),
where the second map is a homomorphism of Lie algebras.

Proof. For a,b € R the morphism . is the composition

End(R) ") RxR —™ 4 R

where m is the multiplication of R. From this we see that the differential dug.p is
given by the composition
dm,
Ty End(R) 228 7 Req,R e R

Since dmyqp)(z,y) = a-y+x-b we finally get {a(a-b) = a-€a(b) +&a(a)-b showing
that §4 is a derivation of R.

In order to see that £ is injective we have to recall the definition of the ind-
variety structure of End(R) as a closed subset E C R"™ using a system of generators

(a1,...,ayn) of R (see proof of Proposition 13.1.2). It follows that we have an injec-
tion Tjq End(R) < R" which has the following description: A — (£4(a1),...,Ea(an)).
Since any derivation of R is determined by the images of the generators aq,...,a,
we see that £4 # 0 if A #£ 0. O

Question 13.3.2. Is Tig End(R) a Lie subalgebra of Derg R for a finitely generated
general algebra R?
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13.4. Locally finite derivations. Recall that a linear endomorphism ¢ of a k-
vector space V is called locally finite if the linear span (@?(v) | j € N) is finite-
dimensional for all v € V. It is called semisimple if it is locally finite and if the
action on any finite-dimensional ¢-stable subspace is semisimple. It is called locally
nilpotent if for any v € V there is an m € N such that ¢™(v) = 0. It is well-
known and easy to prove that every locally finite endomorphism ¢ of V admits a
Jordan decomposition: ¢ = ¢ + ¢, where @, is semisimple, ¢,, is locally nilpotent
and @4 0 ¢, = @y, 0 s, and this decomposition is uniquely determined by these
properties.

We have already mentioned in Remark 7.6 that the proof of Proposition 7.6.1
carries over to a general k-algebra R, giving the following result.

Proposition 13.4.1. Let R be a finitely generated general k-algebra. Then the Lie
algebra Lie Aut(R) contains all locally finite derivations of R. More precisely, for
any locally finite derivation D there is a unique minimal commutative and connected
algebraic subgroup A C Aut(R) such that D € Lie A.

If R is finite-dimensional, then every derivation is locally finite, hence we have
the following result.

Corollary 13.4.2. Let R be a finite-dimensional general algebra. Then Aut(R) is
an algebraic group, and we have

Lie Aut(R) = Derg(R).

Remark 13.4.3. If k = C we have a very simple direct proof using the exponential
map. Indeed, if R is a finite general C-algebra and D any derivation of R, we
can define a linear endomorphism exp(D): R — R by (expD)(a) = Y, & D"a.
Using the LEIBNIZ formula D" (ab) = >_;_, (3)(D¥a)(D"*b), it is clear that exp D
belongs to Aut R. Since the derivative at 0 of the map Al — AutR, t — exp(tD),
equals D the claim follows.

Question 13.4.4. Is Lie Aut(R) generated by the locally finite derivations for any
finitely generated general algebra R?

14. BIJECTIVE HOMOMORPHISM OF IND-GROUPS

It is well known that any topological group admits at most one structure of a
real Lie group. In fact, if a topological group is locally Euclidean, i.e. admits charts,
then it admits a unique structure of real Lie group, see e.g. [KapT71].

If k is countable, then (Kkgiser, +) — k* is a bijective homomorphism of ind-
groups, but not an isomorphism. So at least for countable base fields the same
group can have different structures as an ind-group. We will show below that there
is a much more interesting example which is defined for any algebraically closed
field k. Before doing so let us describe a situation where we can give a positive
answer.

14.1. The case of a strongly smooth ind-group. If we make very strong as-
sumptions for the target group it is possible to show that a bijective homomor-
phism is indeed an isomorphism. The following result is an immediate consequence
of Proposition 1.8.5.
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Proposition 14.1.1. Let ¢: G — H be a bijective homomorphism of ind-groups.
Assume that G is connected and H strongly smooth in e. Then ¢ is an isomorphism.

Note that it would be enough to assume that H admits a filtration with nor-
mal varieties (see Proposition 1.8.5). In view of the next result about the bijective
morphism a: Aut(k(z,y)) — Aut(k[z,y]) which is not an isomorphism (Proposi-
tion 14.2.1) we have the following consequence.

Corollary 14.1.2. The ind-group Aut(A?) is not strongly smooth in the identity
id € Aut(A?). More generally, Aut(A?) does not admit an admissible filtration
consisting of affine normal varieties.

14.2. The free associative algebra. Denote by k(z,y) the free associative alge-
bra in two generators. The abelianization «: k(z,y) — k[z, y] induces a homomor-
phism, also denoted by «,

a: Aut(k(z,y)) = Aut(k[z,y]), (f,h) — (a(f), a(h)).

This homomorphism is bijective (see [ML70], [CzeT71] [Cze72], [Coh85, Th.9.3, p.
355], but not an isomorphism of ind-groups.

Proposition 14.2.1. The homomorphism
a: Aut(k(z,y)) = Aut(k[z, y))

is a bijective homomorphism of ind-groups which is not an isomorphism. More
precisely, the differential da: Lie Aut(k(x,y)) — Lie Aut(k[z, y]) is surjective with
a nontrivial kernel.

Remark 14.2.2. This result was already pointed out by YURI BEREST and GEORGE
WILsON in [BWO00, Section 11, last paragraph)].

Proof. Tt is clear that « is an ind-morphism. In order to see that the differential da
is not injective consider the following (inner) derivation of k{x, y):

adjy ) = zyz — 2%y — y2*)0, + (vy® + v’z — 2yzy)d,.

An easy computation shows that
3 1
a’d[;ﬂ,y] = 5 [I2a’ya y28m] - 5 [['rzayv yam]a [.Iay, 9231]]7

so that adp, , belongs to Lie Aut(k(z,y)). However, this derivation is clearly in the
kernel of da: Lie Aut(k(z,y)) — Lie Aut(k[z, y]). O

14.3. A geometric argument. We want to show that the bijective homomor-
phism of ind-groups a: Aut(k(z,y)) — Aut(k[z,y]) is not an isomorphism by con-
structing a rational curve in u(t): k — Aut(k(z,y)), i.e. a family of automorphisms,
which is not sent isomorphically onto its image in Aut(k|[x, y]).

If p: k — End(A?) is a curve, we can write p(t) = > .o, t'p; with p; € End(A?)
and p; = 0 for large . For example, if § = fd, + hd, is locally nilpotent, 6™z =
™y = 0, then exp(td)o = id = (z,y), exp(td)1 = (f, h) and exp(td); = 0 for ¢ > m.

If exp(td);, is the lowest nonzero term different from the first term (z,y), then
we get for the product

exp(t) - exp(tp) = (z,y) + texp(tp)1 + - -+ + ' (exp(td)s, + exp(tp)i,) + - -
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i.e. the first ip terms of the product are the same than those of exp(tu), and the

term of degree iy is the sum of the two terms of exp(td);, and exp(tu)q,-

Let us calculate the commutator y(t) := (exp(t$28y), exp(tyQ(?m) in Aut(k(z, ).
One finds
V() = (2,y) + 2 (=2y — y2®, ay® + %) + 3+ + 7715

where 3 = (3:4 + xy3 + ya:y2 + yzxy + y3:1:, —3:3y — xzyx - a:yx2 — ya:3 — y4). By what
we said above, it is clear that the linear term ~; = 0. The idea is now to construct
another curve
o:k = Aut(k(z,y))

as a product of certain exp(td) such that oy = (2%y + ya? + zyx, —2y? — y?r —
yry). For the abelianization we then get a(vy2) = (—22%y,2ry?) and a(oy) =
(322y, —3zy?), hence a(3y2 +201) = 0, but 3y + 207 = (—2%y — ya® + 2zyx, 2y* +
y2x — 2yxy) # 0. It follows that

p(t) == (t)’o(t*)? = (z,y) + 2 (372 +201) + tp3 + - -
defines a cuspidal curve C := p(k) C Aut(k(z,y)) isomorphic to NEILE’s parabola,
because o = 3y2 + 201 # 0 and u3 = 33 # 0. For the image in Aut(k[z,y]) we
find

a(u(t)) = (z,y) + (@ + 2y°, —y* = 32’y) + -,
and therefore the morphism C' — «a(C) is not an isomorphism. It remains to con-
struct the curve o: k — Aut(k(z, >)
For b € k, set 7 := (z + by) (b0 — 0y) € Derk(k(z,y)). This is a locally
nilpotent derivation, (7(*))2z = (7("))2y = 0, and so
7O (1) := exp(tr®) = (z + th(z + by)>, y — t(z + by)?)
is a family of automorphisms of k(z,y). An easy calculation shows that
7" = (0,—a®) + b(a®, 2%y — ayx — ya?)

+ 0% 2%y + ya® + wye, —ay® — yPx — yay)

+ 0} (xy? + yay + vz, —y°) + b (%, 0).
If w is a primitive third root of unity, then we get

(1) + WT( @) +w T(w ) = 3(x2y +ya? + ayz, —xy? — yPe — yzy),

because 1 4 w 4 w? = 0. Thus the product

¢ t
o(t) = exp<3 ) - exp(gwr®) - exp(gwtr)
is a rational curve in Aut(k(z,y)) with oy = (22y + ya? + zyx, —xy® — 2z — yay).

Question 14.3.1. Let p: G — H be a bijective homomorphism of ind-groups, and
assume that Lie p: LieG — Lie’H is an isomorphism. Does this imply that ¢ is an
isomorphism?
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Part 3. AUTOMORPHISMS OF AFFINE n-SPACE

In this part we study the automorphism group of affine n-space A”. If n = 1,
then Aut(A!) is an algebraic group, namely the semi-direct product of k* with k*.
In dimension 2, the group Aut(A?) is an amalgamated product of the affine group
Aff(2) and the DE JONQUIERES subgroup J(2), an old theorem of JUNG, VAN DER
KuLk and NAGATA. This structure has some important consequences. E.g. every
algebraic subgroup of Aut(A?) is conjugate to a subgroup of Aff(2) or of J(2).

We will first give some general results about Aut(A™) which hold in any dimen-
sion n > 2, e.g. the connectedness, the infinite transitivity of the natural action
on A" the structure of the DE JONQUIERES subgroup J(n), the approximation
property by tame automorphisms and a proof that all automorphisms of Aut(A"™)
are inner, the description of the Lie algebra Lie Aut(A™), and finally a discussion
of the locally finite, the semisimple and the unipotent elements of Aut(A™).

The second part is about Aut(A?). For this group, thanks to the amalgamated
product structure, we can classify the unipotent elements and the semisimple ele-
ments, and we show that an element is semisimple if and only if its conjugacy class
is closed, a result due to FURTER-MAUBACH [FM10].

The last section is about Aut(A3). It is known that this group is not tame. For
example, the NAGATA automorphism is not in the subgroup generated by Aff(3)
and J(3) (SHESTAKOV-UMIRBAEV [SU03]). We will use this in the construction of
a pair of closed connected subgroups G! C G C Aut(A3) which have the same Lie
algebras, but are not equal. We will also describe a family of surfaces in A® whose
automorphism groups are discrete and infinite.

15. GENERALITIES ABOUT Aut(A™)

15.1. The group of affine transformations. An affine transformation ¢ of a
finite-dimensional k-vector space V' has the form

o(v) = gv+w where g € GL(V) and we V.

Equivalently, ¢ = t,, o g where t,, denotes the translation v — v+ w. We will write
¥ = (wv 9).

We denote by Aff(V) the algebraic group of affine transformations, and by
Tr(V) € Aff(V) the closed normal subgroup of translations which we identify with
V. It follows that Aff(V) = GL(V) x Tr(V) is a semi-direct product where the
action of GL(V') on Tr(V) = VT is the obvious one: got, 0 g~! = tg, Choosing a
basis of V' we get a canonical closed immersion

Aff(n) — GL(n + 1), (a,A)H[(ll fﬂ

The first part of the following result is easy and is left to the reader. For the
second we use Corollary 6.2.7 which says, as a consequence of KOSTANT’s Theo-
rem 6.2.6, that the set of unipotent elements G* in any reductive group G forms a
closed normal subvariety.

Lemma 15.1.1. (1) The affine transformation ¢ = (w,g) has a fixed point if
and only if w € (g —id)(V).
(2) The unipotent elements Aft*(V) = GLY(V) - Te(V) form a closed normal
subvariety of Aff(V).
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15.2. Structure of the de Jonquiéres subgroup. The DE JONQUIERES sub-
group J(n) C Aut(A™) consisting of triangular automorphisms was defined in Sec-
tion 0.11:

Jmn):={g=(g1,---,9n) | gi €K[zi,...,2n] fori=1,...,n}.

For g = (91,92,---,9n) € J(n) we have g; = a;x; + pi(xiy1,...,2,) where a; €
k*, for ¢ = 1,...,n. Conversely, every endomorphism of A™ of this form is an
automorphism.

Let D(n) C GL(n) € Aut(A™) denote the diagonal automorphisms, D(n) ~
(k*)™. There is a canonical split exact sequence of ind-groups

(x) 1= J%n) = J(n) % Dn) -1

where d(g) := (a121,...,a,2y), is the diagonal part of g. In particular, J(n) is a
semidirect product J(n) = D(n) x J“(n). The kernel J"(n) is the subgroup of
unipotent elements of 7 (n). In fact, the kernel of the projection J7*“(n) — J*“(n—1),
(91,92, ,9n) — (92, -, 9gn), is commutative and consists of unipotent elements,
and the claim follows by induction.

For a subgroup G C Aut(A™) and an element h € Aut(A™) we define the G-
conjugacy class of h by Cg(h) := {g-h-g=! | g € G}. If G is algebraic, then
Ca(h) is a locally closed algebraic subset of Aut(A™). We shortly write C'(h) for
Cau(any(h).

Proposition 15.2.1. Letg = (g1,92,---,9n) € J(n) be a triangular automorphism
where g; = a;x; + Pi(Tig1, ..., Tn).
(1) If g is semisimple, then there is an h € J(n) of degree degh <[], degg;
such that h-g-h™! =d(g) = (a121, ..., anzy).
(2) g is unipotent if and only if a1 = ags =--- =a, = 1.
(3) The closure Cp(y)(g) contains (aix1,...,anw,) which is J(n)-conjugate to
gs-

Corollary 15.2.2. If g € Aut(A™) is triangularizable, i.e. conjugate to an element
of J(n), then g, € C(g) C C(g).

Proof. (1) Assume that g is of the form g = (g1, ..., gk, Gk+1Zk+1, - - - , AanTy) Where
g9; = a;x; + p;j(xjq1,...,x,) for j = 1,..., k. This means that g*x, = apz, for
¢ > k. Moreover, span{(g*)™x | m € Z} = kxy & M where M is the span of
{(g*)™pr | m € Z}, hence a finite-dimensional g*-stable subspace of k[zk41, .. ., Ty
of polynomials of degree < deg pi. Since g* is semisimple, we can find an eigenvector
of the form xy, + i with g € M. Replacing xj, by this eigenvector we get (g* )z =
arxk, and the claim follows by induction.

(2) We have seen above that J“(n) = Kerd is the subgroup of unipotent ele-
ments.

(3) Define inductively m,, = 1 and m; := degg;-m;y1+1fori =n—1,n—2,...,1,
and put A(t) := ("™ x1,t™?x2,...,t""x,) € D(n). Then a simple calculation shows
that limy o A(#) ™1 - g - A(t) = (a171,a272, . . ., anTy,), proving the first claim. From
the exact sequence (x) and (2) we get d(g) = d(gs), and by (1) we know that g is
J(n)-conjugate to d(gs), proving the second claim of (3). O

Remark 15.2.3. For a unipotent g € J“(n), g = (x1 +p1,T2+p2, ..., Tn +pn), the
fixed point set (A™)® is given by p1 = pa = -+ = p, = 0. It was shown by SNOwW
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that for n < 3 every fixed point free triangular automorphism of A™ is conjugate
to a translation [Sno89]. In fact, by Proposition 15.10.4 below due to KALIMAN
[Kal04] this holds for every fixed point free unipotent automorphism of A3. On the
other hand, WINKELMANN [Win90, Section 5, Lemma 8] gave an example of a fixed
point free triangular unipotent automorphism of A* which is not conjugate to a
translation. In fact, the orbit space C*/C™ is not Hausdorff.

Ezample 15.2.4. Let g € J(n) be a triangular automorphism with diagonal part
d(g) = (a1x1,...,anxy,). Assume that ag,...,a, are multiplicatively independent,
i.e. they do not satisfy a nontrivial relation of the form a¥'a5? .- ak» = 1. Then
g is semisimple and linearizable. In fact, g, is J(n)-conjugate to d(g) by Proposi-

tion 15.2.1(3), and so (gs) is a maximal torus conjugate to D(n) which commutes
with g,,. Now the claim follows, because the centralizer of D(n) in Aut(A™) is D(n).

We have seen above that g = (¢1,...,9,) belongs to J(n) if and only if g; =
a;z; + pi(Tit1,-..,oy) for all i where a; € k*. This shows that the DE JONQUIERES
subgroup J(n) C Aut(A"™) is, as an ind-variety, isomorphic to

(k") x (k ® k[zy]) ©K[zn—1,2,] - DK[22,...,2,]).

In addition, J (n) is a nested ind-group (Example 2.4.2) as we see from the following
result.

Proposition 15.2.5. For all d > 0 we have {(J(n)q) C J(n)gn-1. In particular,

(J(n)a) € Aut(A™) is a closed algebraic subgroup and J(n) = J, (T (n)a)-

Proof. Let d > 1 be an integer. Define a degree function deg, on klz1,...,x,] by
setting deg, r; := d"~*. Set

My:={g=(g1,---,9n) € T(n) | deg, g: < d"'}.

Note that we have J(n)q C My C J(n)gn—1 and that My is a closed algebraic
subset of J(n). It is easy to see that My - My C My. Therefore, My is a closed
algebraic subgroup of J(n) (use Lemma 9.1.2), and the claim follows. O

Finally, let us mention the following results about the conjugacy classes in J“(n).
Proposition 15.2.6. For c € k, let t. € J“(n) denote the translation
te:=(21,.. ., Tn-1,Tn +0)

(1) Cqmy(ts) ={u= (u1,...,un) € J“(n) | un = xp + ¢ where c € k*}, and
this conjugacy class is open and dense in J*(n).

(2) For ¢ # 0 we get Cru(yy(te) = {u= (u1,...,un) € J"(n) | un = xn + ¢},
and this conjugacy class is closed in J“(n).

In particular, the weak closure C(tl)w contains J"(n).

Proof. (1) Let gt = py: kT — Aut(A") be the homomorphism associated to u, i.e.
(1) = u. Then the last coordinate of u(s) is x,, + sc. Define p: A™ — A" by

ola, ... an) = play)(ay,...,an—1,0).

This is an automorphism, with inverse p=1(by,...,b,) = pu( *g" )(b1,. -, br-1,0),
and the construction shows that ¢ € J(n).
We have the formal identity (as polynomials in x1,..., 2y, s, 2)

W@ + 8)(x1, ..y Tn—1,2) = p(s)(u(xn)(z1, .. ., Tn-1,2)).
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Setting z = 0 we get w(a1,...,an + ) = p(s)(p(a,...,a,)), hence

1

4/7*10#(8)090:135 and so ¢ "ouoyp=t;.

It is clear that the last coordinate of any J(n)-conjugate of t1 has the form z,, + ¢,
¢ # 0, and the claim follows.

(2) We have seen above that o~ 1o pu(s)op = t4 for some ¢ € J(n). We can write
© = pogod where o9 € J"(n) and d = (dyz1,...,dpzy), d; € k*. It then follows
that 3061 opu(s)opg = dots od™ ! = ta,s. On the other, conjugation with an element
from J"“(n) does not change the last coordinate, hence d,, = ¢ and 300_1 ouopg = te.
The remaining claims are clear. O

15.3. The degree formula. The degree of an automorphism f = (f1,..., f,) of
A™ is defined as

deg f := max{deg f;}.

We want to give a short proof of the following degree formula (see [BCW82, Corol-
lary 1.4)):

deg f~! < (degf)" .
We start with an easy lemma. Recall that the degree of a closed subvariety X C A™
of dimension d is defined as

deg X :=#(X N A)
where A is an affine subspace of A™ of codimension d in general position, see [DK97,

Section 8]. Note that for a hyperplane H C A™ we get degf~'(H) < degf with
equality for a generic H.

Lemma 15.3.1. Let Hy,...,H, C A" be hypersurfaces, deg H; = d;. Put X :=
ﬂi H;. If codimyn X = 7, then deg X < dids---d,. In particular, if r = n and X
is finite, then |X| <dj---d,.

Proof. By induction, it suffices to proof the following statement.
Let X C A" be closed and equidimensional of dimension s, and let H C A™ be a
hypersurface such that dim(H N X) < s. Then deg(H N X) < deg X deg H.
We first remark that this statement is clear if X is a curve. For a generic affine
subspace A C A™ of codimension dim X — 1 we get
(1) deg(ANH) =deg H;
(2) deg(ANX) =deg X;
(3) AN X N H is finite of cardinality equal to deg(X N H).
Now X' :=XNAC Aisacurve, H := HN A C A is a hypersurface, and so

deg(X NH)=|X"NH'| <degX'deg H' = deg X deg H,
proving the statement above. ([

Now we can prove the degree formula above. Let E C A™ be a hyperplane so
that deg f(E) = deg f~!. Choose generic hyperplanes Ey, ..., E,_ 1 C A" such that
the intersection Ey N --- N E,_1 N{(E) is finite of cardinality equal to degf(FE).
Then, by the lemma above,

degf ™t = |[f Y (E)N---nfHE,_1)NE| < degf H(Ey)---degf 1 (E,_1) < (deg )" L.
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15.4. Connectedness. Let C' be an irreducible curve and V an ind-variety. A
morphism ¢: C' — V is said to connect v1,vy € V if v1,v2 € p(C).

Proposition 15.4.1. Forg,h € Aut(A") where degg > degh there is a morphism
p: k* = Aut(A"™) connecting g and h such that degp(t) < degg (degh)™ for all
tek”.

Proof. Let g € Aut(A™). Set g(0) = a. Then go :=t_4 - g = (g1,...,9n) fixes the
origin where t; denotes the translation x — x + b. Define

g(t) := (tid)™" - (te2q - go) - (tid)
for t € k*. Then g(1) = g and lim;—,0g(t) = dogo = (¢1,...,¥¢,) where ¢; is the
linear part of g;. This shows that there is a morphism p: k — Aut(A™) such that
u(1) = g and p(0) = A € GL(n). Note that u(k) C Aut(A™), where k = degg. It
is well-known that for every A € GL(n) there is a morphism v: k* — GL(n) such
that v(1) = E,, and v(—1) = A. Then ¢(t) := p(*EL) - v(t)~" defines a morphism
©: k* = Aut(A™) of degree < degg and we have ¢(1) = g, o(—1) = E,. Now
replace g with h™!.g and multiply ¢(¢) with h to find a morphism ¢: k* — Aut(A™)
of degree < deg(h™! - g)degh < degg(degh)™ connecting g with h. d

The next result is an immediate consequence of the proposition above. It can be
found in [Sha81, Lemma 4].

Corollary 15.4.2. The group Aut(A"™) is curve-connected.

Remark 15.4.3. If p: A — Aut(A™) connects g, h € Aut(A™), then we necessarily
have jac(g) = jac(h), because the morphism jacop: Al — k* has to be constant.
Therefore, Proposition 15.4.1 is “optimal” in the sense that in general two elements
of Aut(A™) cannot be connected by a morphism ¢: Al — Aut(A").

15.5. Infinite transitivity of Aut(A™). Recall that an action of group G on a
space X is called infinitely transitive if it is n-transitive for all n > 1. Equivalently,
for every finite subset F' C X the pointwise stabilizer Gr of F' is transitive on the
complement X \ F'. It is known that Aut(A™) acts infinitely transitively on A™ for
n > 2; this can be found in [KZ99] together with generalizations to other affine
varieties. It is also a consequence of a more general result which was proved by
ARZHANTSEV-FLENNER-KALIMAN ET AL, see [AFKT13].

If pis a k-action on A" and f € O(A™)¥" an invariant, then we have defined
the modification py of p in Section 11.4: ps(s)(x) := p(f(x)s)(x).

Ezample 15.5.1. Let pu be the k*-action on A™ by translation, with translation
vector v # 0, i.e. u(s)(a) = a+sv. Let A C A™ be a subset and b € A™ \k*+A. Then
there is a modification p’ of p with the following properties:

(1) Ais fixed by p';

(2) The orbit of b under p/' is the line b + ko.
In fact, the affine quotient by the k*-action y is given by a linear map p: A™ — A1
with kernel kv, and the fibers of p are the orbits. By assumption, p(b) ¢ p(A), and
so there is a p-invariant f which vanishes on A and is nonzero on b. Then the
modification u' := py has the required properties.

Proposition 15.5.2. Let n > 2, and let U C Aut(A"™) be the subgroup generated
by the modifications of the translations. Then U acts infinitely transitively on A™.



ON THE GEOMETRY OF AUTOMORPHISM GROUPS 139

Proof. (a) Let FF C A™ be a finite subset and let b,b" € A™ \ F. If the line £ :=
b’ = b+ kv does not meet F, then Example 15.5.1 above shows that there is a
modification of the translation t, which fixes F' and maps b to b'.

(b) If the line ¢ meets F', then we can choose a third point ¢ € A™ such that the
two lines bc and &'c do not meet F, and the claim follows from (a). O

Recall that the special (or unimodular) automorphism group is defined as
SAut(A") := {¢ € Aut(A") | jac(p) = 1} = Ker(jac: Aut(A") — k),
see Section 0.11.
Remark 15.5.3. The root groups c;(s) = (x1,...,x;+ sz4,...,x,) C GL(n), i # j,
are modifications of the translations u(s) = (z1,...,2; + 8,...,2,). This implies
that the group U of the proposition above contains SL(n) and the unipotent trian-

gular subgroup J“(n), hence all tame automorphisms with jacobian determinant
equal to 1. Thus, for n = 2 we have U = SAut(A?).

Question 15.5.4. Do we have U = SAut(A") for all n > 2, or at least U =
SAut(A™)?

15.6. Approximation property. Denote by m := (x1,...,2,) C klz1,..., 2]
the homogeneous maximal ideal. For g,h € End(A™), g = (¢1,...,9,) and h =
(h1,...,hy), we define

g=h (modm?) :<= g, —h; €m? for all 4,

i.e., if the homogeneous terms of g and h of degree < d coincide. If v = w (mod m?)
and v(0) = 0, then one easily sees that g-v =h-w (mod m?). Define

Aut(AM) D = {g = (g1,...,9n) € Aut(A") | g; € z; +mT},
Thus Aut(A")(© = {g € Aut(A") | g(0) = 0} and Aut(A™)) = {g € Aut(A") |
g =id (mod m?)}. Then, for g € End(A") and h € Aut(A"), we have
g=h (mod m™!) <= g-h7!eAut(A").

Recall that the tame automorphism group of A™ is defined as the subgroup generated
by the affine transformations and the triangular automorphisms (see Section 0.11):
Tame(A") := (Aff(n), J(n)).

The following “approximation result” is due to ANICK [Ani83].

Proposition 15.6.1. Let f € Aut(A™). For any d € N there is a tame automor-
phism h(D € Aut(A"™) such that f = h(? (mod m?+!).

Proof. For d = 0, it is enough to take h(®) equal to the affine part of f. By induction
we can assume that g = id (mod m?), d > 1. We have to show that there is a
tame automorphism h such that g = h (mod m?*!). If f € End(A") and f = id
(mod m?) we denote by f; € (k[z1,...,7s]q)" the homogeneous part of f of degree
d, i.e. f =id+f; (mod mé*t1). We will identify (k[x1,...,2,]q)" with the GL(n)-
module V := k" ® k[z1,...,2,]q, with the obvious action given by g(v ® p) =
gu @ g*p.
If f, f are both =id (mod m?) and ¢ € k*, we have

(f-fla=fs+f; and ((tid)™*-f- (tid)), =t £,
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Moreover, for g € GL(n), we have (g -f- g~ ')q = gfs. This shows that the ho-
mogeneous parts f; of degree d of the automorphisms f = id (mod m?¢) form a
GL(n)-submodule V' of V', and those corresponding to tame automorphisms form
a submodule V; C V’. We have to show that these two submodules coincide.

If an endomorphism f = id (mod m?), has a constant jacobian determinant
jac(f) # 0, then jac(f) = 1, and the homogeneous part of degree d of ), g—g{i
vanishes. Therefore, f; belongs to the kernel of the map pg: V — Kk[z1,...,2n]d-1
given by v ® f — 0, f. This map is a GL(n)-homomorphism, and its kernel is
irreducible, by PIERI’ formula (see Lemma 15.7 below). Thus, V; = V/ = Kerpy. O

This result has some interesting consequences. E.g. it was used by BELOV-KANEL
and YU to show that every automorphism of the ind-group Aut(A™) is inner (see
[BKY12], cf. [KS13]).

Theorem 15.6.2 (BELOV-KANEL-YU). Let ¢ be an automorphism of Aut(A™) as
an ind-group. Then ¢ is inner.

Proof. Tt is shown in [KS13] that for every automorphism ¢ of Aut(A™) there is a
g € Aut(A") such that g - p(h) - g~! = h for all tame automorphisms h. Thus we
can assume that ¢ is the identity on the tame automorphisms.

Next we claim that p(Aut(A”)(@) = Aut(A™)(@ for all d € N. For a non-constant
morphism p: k — X we have p*(myg)) = (t*) for some k > 1; we denote the
exponent k by o(u). For any g € Aut(A™) consider the map Ag: k* — Aut(A™),
Ag(t) := (t71id) - g - (tid). Then the subgroups Aut(A")® for d > 0 have the
following description:

Aut(A™)( D = {g € Aut(A") | lim Ag = id and o(Ag) > d}

Now the -invariance of these groups follows. In fact, both conditions, lim;_,g Ag =
id and o()\g) > d, are invariant under ¢ since o Ag = A, (g) and o (A, (g)) = 0(Ag).

To finish the proof we use Proposition 15.6.1 which implies that for any g €
Aut(A™) we have g = (g) (mod m?) for all d € N. Hence ¢ = id. O

15.7. The Lie algebra of Aut(A") and divergence. We will now determine the
Lie algebras Lie Aut(A™) and Lie SAut(A™). Recall that SAut(A™) is the closed
normal subgroup of Aut(A™) defined by

SAut(A") := {p € Aut(A") | jac(p) = 1} = Ker(jac: Aut(A™) — k*).
The divergence of a vector field § = Z?:lpia%i on A" is defined by Divd :=

S 92i We have a canonical identification (see Remark 6.4.5)
i=1 Oz,

Vee(A") S k" @k[z1, ..., 20 = D K @k[z1, ..., 2
m=0

given by >, fi0y, — Y. €; ® f;, and this isomorphism is equivariant with respect
to the linear action of GL(n). The divergence induces surjective linear and GL(n)-
equivariant maps

- o 0f
Divy: K" @K[x1, ..., Tplm = K[z1, -y Zr]m—1, U®f>—>8vf—;ala—xi
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where v = (a1,...,a,) € k™. Denoting its kernel by M,,, we get KerDiv =
@, _, M,,, and we obtain the following exact sequence of GL(n)-modules:

Div,,

0> M, > k"®@klz1,...,20]m — k[z1,...,20)m-1 — 0.

The next result is well known (see PIERI’s formula in [Pro07, Chap. 9, section 10.2]).

Lemma 15.7.1. (1) The SL,,-modules M,,, m > 0, are simple and pairwise
non-isomorphic.
(2) The SLy-modules k[x1,...,Zn]lm, m > 0, are simple and pairwise non-
isomorphic.

Now we can give the description of the Lie algebras Lie Aut(A™) and Lie SAut(A™).
We use the canonical injection &: Lie Aut(X) — Vec(X), A — &4, see Defini-
tion 7.2.3 and Proposition 7.2.4.

Proposition 15.7.2. The map & induces the following anti-isomorphisms of Lie
algebras:
(1) Lie Aut(A™) = Vec®(A™) := {§ € Vec(A") | Divd € k};
(2) LieSAut(A”) = Vec?(A™) := {6 € Vec(A™) | Divé = 0}.
Moreover, Lie Tame(A™) = Lie Aut(A™).
Proof. (1) By definition, an endomorphism f = (f1,..., fn): A" — A" is étale if

its jacobian determinant jac(f) := det (gﬁ)
J

~is a nonzero constant. Denote by
i,

Et(A™) the semigroup of étale endomorphisms. We have the following inclusions
Aut(A™) C Et(A") C Dom(A"™) C End(A").

closed closed open

In fact, Dom(A") = jac™!(k[z1, ..., z,]\ {0}) and Et(A™) = jac " (k\ {0}), and we
have already seen that Aut(A™) is closed in Dom(A™) (Theorem 5.2.1). We get

Lie Aut(A™) C Tiqg Et(A™) C Tig Dom(A") = Tiq End(A™) = End(A").

The jacobian map jac: End(A™) — k[x1,...,2,] is an ind-morphism, and we have

9gi
jac(id+eg) =1+ EZ J

mod £2.
1

ox;
This shows that the differential of jac is the divergence:
djacyy = Div: T;g End(A™) = End(A") — Tik[z1, ..., z5] = K[21, ..., 25],

hence &(Lie Aut(A™)) C Vec®(A™) and &(Lie SAut(A™)) C Vec”(A").

For the other inclusion we consider the Lie subalgebra L C Lie Aut(A™) generated
by the Lie algebras Lie Aff(n) and Lie J(n) of the affine and the DE JONQUIERES
group and show that £(L) = Vec®(A™). Since L C Lie Tame(A™) this proves also
the last claim.

In fact, (L) C Vec®(A™) is stable under GL(n) and contains nonzero ele-
ments in every degree. Hence, (L) 2 KerDiv = @p,,~, My by the previous
Lemma 15.7, and the claim follows, because Vec®(A™) = Ker Div @k(}, :via%i),
and k(3 zi52-) = Lie(k* id).

(2) As in (1) let L’ be the Lie subalgebra of Lie SAut(A™) generated by the Lie
algebras of Aff(n) NSAut(A™) and of J(n) NSAut(A™). Then £(L’) is stable under

SL,, and contains nonzero elements in every degree, hence one gets as above that
£(L') contains @,, M, = Vec(A™). O
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Remark 15.7.3. KRAFT and REGETA recently showed that the automorphism groups
of the Lie algebras Vec(A™), Vec?(A") and Vec’(A") are all canonically isomorphic
to Aut(A™), see [KR14a]. Using this result, one gets a different proof of Theo-
rem 15.6.2 above and a generalization to SAut(A™), see [Kral7].

Corollary 15.7.4. If 6 € Vec(A™) is locally nilpotent, then Div(d) = 0, i.e. 0 €
Vec?(A™).

Proof. Let p: kT — Aut(A"™) be the kT-action corresponding to §. Then the mor-
phism jacop: kT — k* is a character, hence trivial. Therefore, p: k™ — Aut(A"),
has values in SAut(A”), and so § = &(dug(1)) € Vec’(A™). O

Corollary 15.7.5. If Aut(A™) acts on an ind-variety V, and if a closed subvariety
W CV is stable under Tame(A™), then W is stable under Aut(A™).

Proof. Since W is stable under Tame(A™) it is also stable under Tame(A™), hence

invariant under Lie Tame(A") = Lie Aut(A™). Now the claim follows from Proposi-
tion 7.2.6. O

15.8. Families of locally finite automorphisms. We start with a reformulation
of some previous results in term of families. Then, we address the particular case
of families of automorphisms (®;).cx such that all ®, are conjugate on a dense
open set C X. We then conclude the section showing in Corollary 15.8.6 that the
conjugacy class of a diagonalizable automorphism is weakly closed.

The first example shows that for a family (P, ).ex of locally finite automorphisms
of A™ one cannot conclude that @, as an automorphism of X x A”, is locally finite.

Ezample 15.8.1. Consider the family ® = ([§ 1])¢cx- of linear automorphisms of
A2, Clearly, every member is locally finite, but ® as an automorphism of k* x A2
is not locally finite.

We have seen in Proposition 9.2.3 that the locally finite automorphisms form a
weakly closed subset Aut”(A™) C Aut(A™), and the same holds for the unipotent
automorphisms Aut“(A") C Aut(A") (Lemma 11.2.2). In terms of families this
means the following.

Lemma 15.8.2. Let & = (P,)zex be a family of automorphisms of A™. If @, is
locally finite, resp. unipotent, on a dense open set U C X, then all ®, are locally
finite, resp. unipotent.

Of course, we would like to know if “locally finite (resp. unipotent) on a Zariski-
dense set” suffices to get the result, because this would imply that Aut? (A™) resp.
Aut”(A™) are closed in Aut(A™). We can prove this only for n = 2, see Theorem 16.6
below.

If we assume in addition that all ®, are conjugate on a dense open set, then we
can say more.

Proposition 15.8.3. Let ® = (D,).ex be a family of automorphisms of A™. As-
sume that ® is conjugate to a fived g on a dense open set U C X.

(1) If g is locally finite, then ® is a locally finite automorphism of X x A™.

(2) If g is unipotent, then ® is a unipotent automorphism of X x A™.

(3) If g is semisimple, then @ is a semisimple automorphism of X x A™, and
so all ®, are semisimple.
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Proof. By base change, we can assume that k is uncountable. We can also assume
that X is irreducible and affine.

(a) Denote by ¢: X — Aut(A™) the morphism x — @, and let v: Aut(A") —
Aut(A™) be the conjugating morphism h — h~! o g o h. The image ¢(U) is a
constructible subset of Aut(A™) which is, by assumption, contained in C(g) =
~v(Aut(A™)). Therefore, ©(U) is covered by the images v(Aut(A™);). Hence, by
Lemma 1.3.1, there is a m > 0 such that y(Aut(A™),,) 2 ¢(U). Denote by Y the
(reduced) fiber product

Y —£— Aut(A™),,

x| |
X —— Aut(A")

By construction, yx(Y) 2 U and so yx is dominant. The pull-back family % ®
parametrized by Y is conjugate to the constant family, i.e.

(Yx®)y = Oyx ) = ,u;1 ogopu, forallyeY.
This implies that v%® is locally finite as an automorphism of ¥ x A", and so ®
is locally finite, too, because O(X) ® O(A™) is embedded into O(Y) ® O(A"™) as a
®*-stable subspace. This proves (1).

(b) Now consider the Jordan decomposition ® = ®; - &,,. It then follows from
Lemma 9.2.5 that &5, = ((Ps)z)zex, Pu = ((Pu)sz)zex are families of semisim-
ple, resp. unipotent automorphisms and that ®, = (®s); - (Py), is the Jordan
decomposition. This implies (2) and (3). O

Given a family ® = (®,),cx of automorphisms of A” we denote by (X x A")?®
the fixed point set of ® considered as an automorphism of X x A™. It is a closed
subvariety, and it is smooth in case ® is semisimple and X is smooth (see [Fog73]).
Here is a crucial result. We formulate it in the more general setting of families of
reductive group actions, but we will need it only for semisimple automorphisms.

Lemma 15.8.4. Let G be a reductive group and p = (pz)zcx a family of G-actions
on affine n-space A". If X is smooth, then the induced morphism p: (X x A™)¢ — X
is smooth.

Proof. If Y is a smooth G-variety, then Y@ is smooth, and for any y € Y& we have
T,(YY) = (T,Y)¢ ([Fog73]). In our situation this implies that F:= (X x A")% is
smooth, as well as F, := p~t(z) = ({2} x A")%, and for any (z,a) € (X x A™)%
we get an exact sequence

i , dp(z,a

Since X, F and F, are all smooth the claim follows. O

Proposition 15.8.5. Let ® = (®,).cx be a family of automorphisms of A™ where
X is smooth and connected. Assume that ®, is conjugate to a fived diagonal auto-
morphism d € D(n) on a dense open set U C X. Then all @, are semisimple, the
fized point set F := (X x A™)® is connected, and the differentials d(z,0)Ps € GLy,
are conjugate to d for (x,a) € F.

Proof. We know from Proposition 15.8.3(3) that all ®, are semisimple. Let Fy C
(X x A™)¢ be a connected component of the fixed point set F'. Then the differentials
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d(z,a)®z for (z,a) € Fy are conjugate in GL(n). In fact, p(Fp) is open and dense in
X by the Lemma above and so the claim holds on a dense open set of Fy. It follows
that TFy — Fp is a family of linear actions which are conjugate on a dense open
set of Fp. Since semisimple conjugacy classes are closed in GL(n) the claim follows.

It remains to see that the fixed point set F' is connected. This is clear over U, by
assumption. For every connected component F; of F' the image p(F;) is open and
dense in X and thus meets U, hence the claim. ([

Corollary 15.8.6. Let g € Aut(A™) be a diagonalizable automorphism. Then, its
conjugacy class C(g) is weakly closed.

Proof. We can assume that g is diagonal. Let ® = (®,),cx be a family of automor-
phisms of A™ such that ®, is conjugate to g on a dense open set U C X. We have
to show that ®, is conjugate to g for all z € X. For this we can assume that X is
a smooth curve. The proposition above implies that all &, are semisimple and that
the differentials d(; )@, in the fixed points are conjugate to g. Now Lemma 7.4.3
implies that &, is diagonalizable, hence conjugate to g. ([

15.9. Semisimple automorphisms of A™. Our work on semisimple automor-
phisms is motivated by the well-known problem asking whether a semisimple au-
tomorphism of A™ is diagonalizable, i.e. conjugate to a diagonal automorphism
(a121, ..., anxyn), a; € k*. More generally, we address the following questions.

Question 15.9.1. Let g € Aut(A"™) be an automorphism. Are the four following
assertions equivalent?
(1) g is diagonalizable.
(2) g is semisimple.
(3) The conjugacy class C(g) is closed in Aut(A™).
(4) The conjugacy class C(g) is weakly closed in Aut(A™).

Let us summarize what we know about this question at the present time. The im-
plications (1)=-(2) and (3)=-(4) are clear, and the implication (1)=(4) was proved
in Corollary 15.8.6. We will see in Corollary 15.9.8 below that (2) and (4) imply
(1). Finally, the known results about the most interesting implication (2)=-(1) are
summarized in the next statement.

Proposition 15.9.2. Let g € Aut(A™) be a semisimple element. Then g is diago-
nalizable in the following cases.
(1) n=2;
(2) n =3 and g is of infinite order;
(3) dim (g) >n — 1;
)

(4) g is tmangulamzable

Proof. The group (g) is a diagonalizable group, hence reductive. Then (1) follows
from the amalgamated product structure of Aut(A?) (see Section 16.1), and (2) is
proved in [KR14b]. As for (3) it is known that a faithful action of a commutative
reductive group of dimension > n — 1 on A" is linearizable (see [KS92, Theorem
V1.3.2(2)]). (4) is proved in [KK96, §1 Corollary 1]. It also follows from Proposi-
tion 15.2.1(1). O

A necessary first step for proving that a semisimple automorphism is diagonal-
izable is the following fixed point result.
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Proposition 15.9.3. FEvery semisimple automorphism of A™ has a fixed point.
More generally, if D is a diagonalizable algebraic group such that D/D° is cyclic,
then any action of D on A™ has fized points.

Proof. If g € Aut(A™) is semisimple, then the group D := (g) is diagonalizable and
D/De° is cyclic. Thus the first statement follows from the second.

The following Lemma 15.9.4 shows that there is a d € D of finite order with the
same fixed point set as D. But any finite-order automorphism of A™ admits a fixed
point, see [PR86]. O

Lemma 15.9.4. Let D be a diagonalizable group acting on an affine variety X.
Assume that D/D° is cyclic. Then there is an element d € D of finite order such
that XP = X1

Proof. We can embed X equivariantly into a D-module V. Hence it suffices to prove
the claim for X = V. We decompose V in the form V = VP & @", V,, where the
X: are nontrivial characters of D, and V,,, :={v € V | dv = x;(d) - v for all d € D}.
Set U; := D \ Ker x;. Clearly, every element d € (), U; has the same fixed point set
as D. Thus we have to show that (), U; # (), because every nonempty open set of
D contains elements of finite order.

If N, Ui = 0, then |J, Ker x; = D. Hence, every irreducible component of D is
contained in Kery; for some i. Since D/D° is cyclic, it follows that one of the
irreducible components generates D as a group. But this implies that Ker y; = D
for some i, contradicting the fact that the characters x; are nontrivial. (I

Remark 15.9.5. Assume that g € Aut(A") admits a fixed point a. If g is semisimple,
then the differential dg,: T,A™ — T,A"™ is also semisimple. However, the converse
does not hold. The automorphism g := (z + y2,y) € Aut(A?) fixes the origin,
dgo = id is semisimple, but g is not.

The next result shows that if g has a fixed-point, then the weak closure @w of
its conjugacy class contains a linear automorphism. In fact, this already holds for the
weak closure of its Aff(n)-conjugacy class, where we recall that Aff(n) C Aut(A™)
denotes the closed algebraic subgroup of affine transformations.

Proposition 15.9.6. For any g € Aut(A™) the Aff(n)-conjugacy class
Cann)(g) == {h-g-h™" | h € Aff(n)} C Aut(A")

is a (locally closed) algebraic subset. If g has a fized point a € A™, then the clo-
sure Cag(n)(8) contains the differential dog € GL(n). In particular, it contains a
diagonal automorphism.

Proof. All subset Aut(A™)), are stable under conjugation by Aff(n), and so the first
statement is clear. For the second, using a conjugation with a suitable translation,
we can assume that g(0) = 0. Then, for A(¢) := (tz1,...,tx,), the limit g :=
lim; 0 A(¢)™1 - g+ A(t) exists and coincides with the differential dog € GL(n). Since
the closure of every GL(n)-conjugacy class in GL(n) contains a diagonal element,
we are done. O

Corollary 15.9.7. Assume that g has a fized point. If Cag(n)(g) is closed or if
C(g) is weakly closed, then g is a diagonalizable element.
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Proof. The statement for Cag(n)(g) is clear by the proposition above. If C(g) is
weakly closed, then Cag(,)(g) € C(g) implies that Cag(n)(g) € C(g). O

Using Proposition 15.9.3 and Corollary 15.8.6, we get the following result.

Corollary 15.9.8. Let g € Aut(A™) be a semisimple automorphism. Then g is
diagonalizable if and only if its conjugacy class C(g) is weakly closed.

Remark 15.9.9. The Aff(n)-conjugacy classes in Aff(n) are known and have been
studied by BLANC in [Bla06]. It follows that the closed Aff(n)-conjugacy classes are
the classes of the semisimple elements, and that each such closed Aff(n)-conjugacy
class contains a diagonal element (a121, ..., a,2,) which is uniquely determined up
to a permutation of the scalars a;.

Ezample 15.9.10. Let g = (z,z,22 —y) € Aut(A?). The fixed point set has two
irreducible components, namely the two lines {y = z = 0} and {& = 2,y = z}.
An easy calculation shows that the differential d,g in the fixed point p = (a,0,0)

has trace a 4+ 1 and is semisimple except for a = £2. Thus the weak closure C (g)w
contains uncountably many conjugacy classes of diagonal elements.

It is well known that the closure of the GL(n)-conjugacy class of a linear en-
domorphism g contains the semisimple part gs. So we might ask the following
question.

Question 15.9.11. Let g € Aut(A"™) be a locally finite automorphism. Does the
weak closure of C(g) contain gs¢ And what about the closure of C(g)?

A positive answer to the first question would imply that if the conjugacy class
of a locally finite automorphism g is weakly closed, then g is semisimple (see the
implication (4)=-(2) from Question 15.9.1).

This holds for triangularizable automorphisms, by Proposition 15.2.1(3), and
therefore in dimension n = 2 since in that case an automorphism is locally finite if
and only if it is triangularizable (see Lemma 16.1.6 in Section 16). It is also true in
the following case.

Proposition 15.9.12. Let g € Aut(A™) be a locally finite automorphism whose
unipotent part g, is conjugate to a translation. Then the weak closure of C(g)
contains gs.

Proof. We may assume that u:=g, = (z1 + 1,22,...,2,). As s := g, commutes
with u, it is of the form

S = (Il —|—p($2, .- -;In);QQ(x27 .- -,In), s ;gn(I2; s ,In)) € Aut(An)

Since s is semisimple, the group G := (s) is reductive. The automorphism s induces
an automorphism S := (g2(z2,...,%n),. .., gn(T2,...,2,)) of X := A"~ There-
fore, the group G also acts on X and the second projection pry: A x X — X
is G-equivariant. By the proposition below, there exist a pry-automorphism ¢ of
Al x X and a A € k* such that

L= (Ax1,92(2, -y Tn)y e ooy gnl(Ta, oy Tp)).

Since ¢ has the form ¢ = (px1 + g(x2,...,2n), X2, ..., xy,), it is clear that it com-
mutes with u. Hence, g’ := ¢-g-¢~! has the Jordan decomposition g’ = u-s’ = s’-u.
Now set A(t) := (tx1,z2,...,2y), t € k*. An easy calculation shows that

%ir% At) g M) = (21,92, .., 90) = g. € Aut(A"),
—

s':=posop”
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and the claim follows. O

Proposition 15.9.13 ([KK96, Proposition 1]). Let X be an affine variety with an
action of a reductive group G. Assume that G acts also on A x X in such a way
that the second projection pry: A x X — X is G-equivariant. Then the G-action
on A' x X is equivalent to a diagonal action of G of the form

gla,z) = (x(9) -a,gz) forge G, ac A, zeX,

where x is a character of G.

15.10. Unipotent automorphisms of A”.

Generalized translations. A unipotent element u € Aut(A™) will be called a
generalized translation if the corresponding k™-action ;1 has a section, i.e. there is a
k*-equivariant morphism o: A" — kT (see Section 10.3). It then follows that the
morphism kT x Y — A", (s,y) + sy, is an isomorphism where Y := o=1(0).

Clearly, if Y ~ A™!, then u is conjugate to a translation. But it is an open
problem if A! x Y ~ A" always implies that ¥ ~ A"~! i.e. if any generalized
translation is conjugate to a translation (Cancellation Problem, see [Kra96]). This
is obvious for n = 2, and it is also known for n = 3, due to the work of FuJITA,
MivANISHI and SUGIE, see [Fuj79] and [MS80].

Remarks 15.10.1. (1) If the kT-action on A" corresponds to the locally nilpo-
tent vector field §, then f: A® — kT is a section if and only if §f = 1
(Lemma 10.3.3).

(2) Let u=(f1,..., fn) € Aut(A™) be a unipotent automorphism, and assume
that there is a j such that f; = z; 4+ ¢; with a nonzero constant c;. Then
u is conjugate to a translation.
(Conjugating u with a suitable tid, t € k*, we can assume that ¢; = 1. For
the corresponding k*-action u(s) we see that the j-coordinate is z; + s.
Therefore, the linear projection p: A — k onto the jth coordinate is a
section of this action, and since p is linear we have Y :=p~1(0) ~ A"~1))

The next result about unipotent elements in the affine group Aff(A™) is due to
JEREMY BLANC [Bla06].

Proposition 15.10.2. All fized point free unipotent u € Aff(A™) are conjugate in
Aut(A™).

Proof. By the Jordan normal form we see that u is GL(n)-conjugate to an element
of the form (u1,...,u,) where each u; is z; + ¢; or z; + ;41 + ¢;. Conjugating
with a suitable translation, we can assume that ¢; = 0 in the second case, and
conjugation with a suitable diagonal element we finally end up with the three
possibilities u; = z;, u; = x; + 1, or u; = ; + ;4. If u has no fixed points, then
the second case has to show up, and the claim follows from Remark 15.10(2). O

Question 15.10.3. Is there a characterization of those unipotent u € Aut(A™)
which are conjugate to translations? Same question for u € J(n).

The following result is due to KALIMAN [Kal04].

Proposition 15.10.4. A unipotent element u € Aut(A3) is conjugate to a trans-
lation if and only if u has no fized points.
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Remark 15.10.5. The example of WINKELMANN mentioned in Remark 15.2.3 gives
a triangular unipotent and fixed point free automorphism of A* which is not even
conjugate to a generalized translation.

Example 15.10.6. In Aut(A?) every unipotent automorphism is triangularizable,
i.e. conjugate to a triangular automorphism from J“(2), see Lemma 16.1.6. BAsS
remarked in [Bas84] that this does not hold in dimension > 3. He starts with the
locally nilpotent linear vector field § := —2yd, + 29, € Vec(A?). Then A := zz +y?
belongs to the kernel of §, hence Ad is again locally nilpotent. The corresponding
unipotent automorphism n of A3 is, by construction, a modification of the triangular
automorphism corresponding to ¢ (see Section 11.4). This unipotent automorphism
n is the famous NAGATA-automorphism. It has the following fixed point set:

F=A»"={A=0}U{y=2=0}

In particular, F' has an isolated singularity in 0. On the other hand, the fixed point
set of any unipotent triangular automorphism has the form A! x Z where Z c A" 1,
hence cannot have an isolated singularity. As a consequence, n is not conjugate to
a triangular automorphism.

Closures of unipotent conjugacy classes. The next result shows that conju-
gacy classes of triangular unipotent elements in Aut(A™) behave in a very strange
way.

Proposition 15.10.7. For every nontrivial u € J"(n) the weak closure C’(u)w of
the conjugacy class C(u) contains J“(n). In particular, all these conjugacy classes
have the same weak closure and the same closure, and they are not locally closed.

Proof. The automorphism u is of the form u = (1 +p1, 22 +p2, ..., Ty +py) where
pi € k[zi+17 ceey In]

(1) If p, # 0, then u is conjugate to a translation (Remark 15.10). Thus the
conjugacy class of a translation contains an open dense set of J“(n). This proves
the first claim for translations.

(2) In general, conjugating u with a generic translation, we can assume that
the nonzero p; contain a nonzero constant term. Now let j be maximal such
that p; # 0. If j = n, then the claim follows from (1). If j < n we set d; :=

(1,...,2j,tTj41,...,txy,), t € k*. Then

d;'u-d, =

(LL'l —l—pl(l'g,...,$j,t$j+1,...,t,Tn),...,,Tj +pj(t:10j+1,...,t:vn),xj+1,...,:Cn),
and so

}iir%)dfl-u-dtz(xl +pi(z2,...,25,0,...,0), ...,z +0;(0), g1, ..., 20)

which is conjugate to a translation, again by Remark 15.10. This finishes the proof
of the first claim. The remaining claims are immediate consequences. ([



ON THE GEOMETRY OF AUTOMORPHISM GROUPS 149

15.11. Shifted linearization and simplicity. We have already seen in Exam-
ple 15.10.6 above that the NAGATA-automorphism

n:=(z—2yA — 2A% y+ 2A,2), A:=zz+y>

is a modification of the unipotent linear automorphism (x—2y—z, y+z, z) which gen-
erates the kT-action u(s) = (z — 2sy — s?z, y + 52, 2). It was shown by SHESTAKOV-
UMIRBAEV that n is not tame, i.e. it does not belong to the subgroup Tame(A3)
generated by Aff(3) and J(3) ([SU04b, SUO4a]). But it is unknown if a conjugate
of n is tame. On the other hand, MAUBACH-POLONI proved in [MP09] that “twice”
the NAGATA-automorphism, namely the composition 2 - n := (2id) - n, which is
again not tame, is even linearizable. This is a special case of the following general
result.

Lemma 15.11.1. Letu and f be elements of an ind-group G satisfying the following
conditions.

(1) The element u is unipotent.

(2) The element f normalizes the closed subgroup @

(3) We have f -u#u-f.
Then f-u and £ are conjugate in G. More precisely, there exists an element ug € @
such that ug - (f-u) -uy* = f.

Proof. Denote by u: kT =5 (u) the unique isomorphism of algebraic groups such
that p(1) = u. By (2), there exists an element s € k such that £~ (1) -f = u(so),
and by (3) we have sg # 1. It follows that

£f71 . u(s) - £ = p(sso) for all s € k™.
Writing ug = u(s), we find
w - (fou)-ugt=F-(F 7 ug ) p(1) - p(—s) = f-pu(sso+1—s),

hence ug - (f-u) -uy* = f for s := 1_150- .

Since the NAGATA automorphism n is a modification of a linear automorphism by

a homogeneous invariant of degree 2, it is clear that the subgroup (n) is normalized
by k*id. In fact, we get

(t71id) - (tid) = (z — 262y A — t*2A% y + 122, 2),

hence (tid) and n only commute if t2 = 1. Using the lemma above this proves the
result of MAUBACH and POLONI.

Proposition 15.11.2 (Shifted linearization). Let n € Aut(A®) be the NAGATA-
automorphism. For each t # +1, the automorphism t-n := (tid) - n is conjugate to
the linear automorphism tid.

Remark 15.11.3. This proposition also implies that the subset Aut”(A%) of trian-
gularizable automorphisms and the subset Aut**(A?) of semisimple automorphisms
are not weakly closed. In fact, in the family ® := (¢-n);cx+ the automorphisms are
semisimple and triangularizable for ¢ # £1, but unipotent and not triangularizable
for t = £1 (Example 15.10.6).

Remark 15.11.4. More generally, let u € Aut(A™) be a unipotent automorphism
with corresponding locally nilpotent vector field § € Vec™(A™). If § is homogeneous
of degree d > 1, i.e. §(x;) are homogeneous polynomials of degree d — 1, then, as
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above, k* id normalizes (u), and (tid)~' - u - (tid) = u if and only if t* = 1. Thus
t-u is conjugate to tid if t* # 1 by Lemma 15.11.1.

Normal subgroups. It was shown by DANILOV in [Dan74] that SAut(A?) is not
simple as an abstract group, cf. [FL10]. This should also be true in higher dimension.
On the other hand, it might be true that SAut(A™) does not contain a closed normal
subgroup.

Proposition 15.11.5. Let N C Aut(A"™) be a nontrivial normal and weakly closed
subgroup. Then

(1) SL(n) CN and J“(n) CN. In particular, N contains the normal subgroup
generated by the tame elements with jacobian determinant equal to 1.

(2) If n = 2, then N is equal to the preimage jac_l(H) of a weakly closed
subgroup H C k*.

(3) If n =3, then N contains the NAGATA-automorphism.

Proof. (1) Let g € N, a € A™ and b := g(a) # a. If h is any automorphism
which fixes @ and b, then the commutator ¢ := ghg~'h~! fixes b, and the tangent
representation in T, A" = k™ is given by dyc = d,godsho dyg~ ' odpyh™'. We claim
that there is an h such that dyc is not a scalar multiple of the identity. For this we
can assume that a = (0,...,0,0) and b= (0,...,0,1). Define

h:= (Il + xn(fbn - 1)f17 ceryTp—1 + xn(xn - 1)fn71;517n)

where f1,..., fn—1 € k[x,]. This automorphism fixes a and b and the differential is
given by
1 0 - —fi(0) L 0o - fi(})
0 1 - —£(0) 0 1 - fo(1)
dsh = |, ) ) dyh = | . . .
0 -+ .- 1 0 --r .- 1
Now it is clear that for a suitable choice of the polynomials f1,..., f,_1 the com-

position dyc = dag o doh o dyg™' o dyh™! is not a scalar multiple of the identity.
By Proposition 15.9.6 we have dyc € N, hence SL(n) C N, because SL(n) N
N is a closed normal subgroup of SL(n). Since the special affine group S.A(n) is
generated by the conjugates of SL,,, we get SA(n) C NV. In particular, N contains
the translations, hence J“(n) (Proposition 15.10.7). This proves the first claim.

).

(2) The inclusion SAut(A?) C N follows from (1), because Aut(A?) is generated
by Aff(n) and J(2) (see Section 16.1), hence SAut(A?) is generated by SL(2) and
J“(2). Setting H := jac(N), we get H = {h € k* | (hx,y) € N}, hence H is weakly
closed in k*.

(3) We have SL(3) C N by (1). Choosing for ¢ a primitive third root of unity and
applying Proposition 15.11.2, it follows that the automorphism ¢ - n is conjugate to
the linear automorphism ¢id € SL(3). Hence n € N. O

Note that the proposition does not imply that SAut(A?) is simple as an ind-
group. However, there is the following result.

Proposition 15.11.6 ([Kral7]). Let G be an affine ind-group. Every nontrivial
homomorphism ¢: SAut(A™) — G is a closed immersion.
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Corollary 15.11.7. A nontrivial action of SAut(A™) on a connected affine variety
X has no fixed points.

Proof. By the proposition above, the homomorphism SAut(A™) — Aut(X) is a
closed immersion, and so the action of SAut(A"™) is faithful. Let € X be a fixed
point. Then the representation of SAut(A™) on T, X is trivial, because there are no
closed immersions SAut(A") < GL(W) for a finite-dimensional k-vector space W.
This implies that every reductive subgroup of SAut(A™) acts trivially on T, (X).
This contradicts Lemma 7.4.3 which shows that for a faithful action of a reductive
group on a variety X all tangent representations are also faithful. (Il

Embeddings into Aut(A™). It is an interesting question which automorphism
groups can be embedded into Aut(A™). For example, setting T, := (k*)™, it is
shown in [DKW99] that the group Aut(7:) does not embed into Aut(A™), for any
n > 1, even as an abstract group.

We will use their idea to prove the following result about Aut(7,,) which implies
that there is no injective homomorphism of ind-groups Aut(7,,) < Aut(A™) for
any m > 2.

Recall that the automorphism group of T, is a semidirect product: Aut(7T,,) =
GL,,,(Z) x Ty, (see Example 5.5.1).

Proposition 15.11.8. Assume that Aut(T,,) acts faithfully on an irreducible va-
riety X. If m > 2, then T,,, C Aut(T,,) has no fized points in X.

Proof. The natural action of GL,,(Z) on T, induces an action on the character
group X(7T,,) = Hom(T},,k*) = Zx1 ® -+ ® Zxm =~ Z" which coincides with
the standard representation of GL,,(Z) on Z™. More precisely, if p: T,, — GL(V)
is a representation with character x = >, m;x; and if a € GL,,(Z), then the
representation p o a: T,,, = GL(V) has character a(x) = Y, m;a(x;).

Now assume that X 7™ is not empty. For any fixed point  denote by . the char-
acter of the tangent representation of 7}, on 7, X which is faithful by Lemma 7.4.3.
Since X7 is stable under GL,,(Z) it follows that «(z) is also a fixed point for every
a € GL;,(Z), and that the representation of T, in T, X has character a(x.).
This implies that there are infinitely many non-equivalent tangent representation in
the fixed point set X7, because GL,,(Z) does not have a finite orbit in Z™ \ {0}.
This contradicts the following lemma and thus proves the proposition. (|

Lemma 15.11.9. Consider a nontrivial action of a reductive group G on an affine
variety X. Then the number of equivalence classes of tangent representations of G
on XC is finite.

Proof. We can assume that X is a G-stable closed subset of a G-module V. For
any v € V& the tangent representation is isomorphic to V, hence the tangent

representation of G on T,X is a submodule of V. Since G is reductive, there are
only finitely many equivalence classes of submodules of V. O

Corollary 15.11.10. If m > 2 there is no injective homomorphism of ind-groups
Aut(T,,) — Aut(A™).

Proof. Such an injections Aut(7T,,) — Aut(A™) defines an action of Aut(T,,) on
A" Tt follows from Proposition 15.9.3 that T, C Aut(7},) has a fixed point which
contradicts the proposition above. (I
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Representations of Aut(A™). We have seen that the linear action of Aut(A™)
on O(A™) = Kk[z1,...,x,] is a representation (Proposition 7.3.1), i.e. O(A"™) is an
Aut(A™)-module. It contains the trivial module k as a submodule.

Proposition 15.11.11. For n > 2, the Aut(A™)-module O(A™)/k is simple. It is
simple even as an SAut(A™)-module.

Proof. As an SL,-module we have the decomposition O(A™) = @, O(A")4 into
homogeneous components O(A™), which are simple SL,,-modules and pairwise non-
isomorphic (Lemma 15.7). Therefore, an SAut(A™)-submodule M is a direct sum of
homogeneous components. If 2 € M, then (21 + 1)¢ € M and so all homogeneous
components of degree < d belong to M. Since (z1 + z3*)¢ € M for all m it follows
that M contains elements of arbitrary large degree. O

Remark 15.11.12. The Aut(A™)-module Vec(A™) contains the submodule Vec” (A™).
A similar argument as above, using again Lemma 15.7, shows that Vec’(A™) is
simple even as an SAut(A™)-module.

16. SOME SPECIAL RESULTS ABOUT Aut(A?)

16.1. Amalgamated product structure of Aut(A?). The group Aut(A?) is an
amalgamated product defined by the subgroups Aff := Aff(2) of affine automor-
phisms and J := J(2) of upper triangular automorphisms:

Aut(A?) = AffxgJ, Bi=AffnJ.

Aff are the automorphisms of degree 1 and J are those of the form (z,y) —
(rx + p(y), sy + ¢) with r,s,¢ € k, rs # 0, and p € k[y]. This result goes back to
JUNG [Jun42] and VAN DER KULK [vdK53].
The length of an element g € Aut(A?), denoted by £(g), is the minimal number
n such that g can be written as product of n elements from Aff U 7. The elements
of Aff UJ are exactly those of length one, and every element g ¢ B has one of the
following forms which are called reduced expressions:
(1) If n = 2m is even, then g = a; -t1 -as -ta - &y -t, or g =t; -a; - ta -
ag -ty - a, where t;, € J\B and a; € Aff \B.
(2) If n = 2m + 1 1is odd, then g = a; -t; -ag - ta - - ay, -ty - apy1 or
g=ty-a; -ta-as -ty -ay, - tye wheret; € J\B and a; € Aff \B.
The reduced expressions are uniquely defined modulo the actions a-t — (ab™!)-(bt)
and t-a+— (tb™!)-(ba) with b € B. We will also use the fact that if f = f; -f5 - - - fj,
is a reduced expression, then degf =[], degf; (see [vdE00, Lemma 5.1.2]).

Lemma 16.1.1. Let g € Aut(A?) be of even length, and let g = g1 - g2+ gn be a
reduced expression.
(1) If g’ is conjugate to g, then £(g') > {(g).
(2) If g’ is conjugate to g and £(g') = {(g), then g’ is B-conjugate to a cyclic
permutation g; -+ - 81+ gi—1. Moreover, there is an f € Aut(A?) such
that (degf)? < degg and f~1.g-f=g'.

Proof. (1) and (2): Let g’ = f~1-g-f and let f = f;-f5 - - - f;, be a reduced expression.
Assume that g; € J \B and g,, € Aff \B; the case where g € Aff \Band g,, € J\B
can be handled similarly by exchanging J and Aff.
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Assume that ((f7' - g - ;) > ((g). If f; € J\B, then g} := f; 'g; € J\B, and
S0 g(i) = (fl...fl.)*l g (f---f) = fi—l...f2—1 gl -go-- g, fi---f;, and this is
a reduced expression for all i. Hence £(gV) = ¢(g) +2i — 1 fori=1,..., k. If f; €
Aff\B, then g/, := g1 -f; € Aff\B,andsog? =f - -f;'.g;---g, 1-g,-fo---f;
is a reduced expression for all 4. Hence again £(g()) = £(g) +2i —1fori=1,...,k.
Thus we always get ((g’) > £(g).

Now assume that £(f; ' -g-f;) < /(g). If f; € J\B, then 3 :=f; ' - g; € B and
(B-g2) -gn-fi =8-(g2- -gn-g1) B}, and this is a reduced expression of length
{(g). Similarly, if f; € Aff \B, then 8 :=g, -f; € B and fl_l g1 8n1-(8n-f1) =
B7Hgn g1 8n_1) - B, and this is a reduced expression of length ¢(g). Thus, by
induction, we get (1) and the first claim of (2). As for the second, about degrees,
we simply remark that

g8 81 8i-1 = (gl"'gi—1)71'g'(gl"'gi—l)
= (g gn) g (g gn)
0

Remark 16.1.2. This lemma has some interesting consequences. Let C' C Aut(A?)
be a conjugacy class which does not contain elements from J UAff. Then the
elements in Cpj, € C of minimal length consist of finitely many B-conjugacy
classes. All elements of Ci,;, have the same degree d which is also minimal, and
C N Aut(A?)g = Cpin. Moreover, if g € Aut(A?) has even length, then ¢(g") =
In|¢(g) and deg(g") = (degg)!™l for all n € Z\ {0}. In particular, the subgroup (g)
is discrete, i.e. {(g) N Aut(A?)y is finite for all k.

Lemma 16.1.3. For cvery g € Aut(A?) there is an element £ of degree < degg
such that g := £=1 . g - f has either even length or length 1, and degg’ < degg.
Moreover, if g is conjugate to an element of B we can arrange that g’ € B.

Proof. Let g be an element of odd length n = 2m + 1 > 3 with reduced expression
g =81 --gn. Then g; and g, both belong to J \B or both to Aff \B. Conjugating
with g; we get

gl g g =8 81 (8 81)
If g,,-g1 € B the right hand side has odd length n—2 and deg(gl_1 -g-g1)(degg)? =
deg g, because deg g1 = degg,,. Otherwise, it is a reduced expression of even length
n—1.

Now define g := (g1 ---gi) "' -g- (g1 ---g:) for i < m. Choose k < m maximal
such that g, ..., g® all have odd length. Then g®¥) = g1 ---gn_ - b where
b € B, and so £(g®)) = £(g) — 2k and deg g¥) (deg g, - - - g1)? = degg. If k = m the
claim follows with f := gy - -- gg. If k£ < m, then glbt1) = gito (8 -b-gr) is
of even length £(g) — 2k — 1 > 2, deg(g1 ---gr+1) < degg and deg g1 < degg.
Putting f := gy - - - g1 the claim follows.

Finally, assume that g is conjugate to an element of B. Then k = m and g(™ =
gmi1-b. If g1 € J\Band z7! - g, 41 -z € B where z = z, - - - z; is a reduced
expression, then one easily sees that z = z; € J \B and degz = deg g(®) Similarly,
we can handle the case g,,+1 € Aff \B. Thus the second claim follows with f :=
g1 -8k 2 0

Remark 16.1.4. We have seen in the proof above that if h € JUAff and if g is
conjugate to h, then there is an automorphism f € Aut(A?) such that g = f~*-h-f
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and degg = degh (degf)?. This is also shown in [FM07, Lemma 4.1]. A similar
formula cannot hold in general as seen from the example of an element g =g; --- g,
of even length which is conjugate to g - - - g, - g1 and not conjugate to any element
of smaller length (see Lemma 16.1.1).

Remark 16.1.5. Tt is easy to see that the special automorphism group SAut(A?) is
the amalgamated product of SAff(2) and SJ(2) over their intersection, with the
obvious meaning of SAff(2) and SJ(2).

Lemma 16.1.6 (see [FM10]). The following statements for g € Aut(A?) are equiv-
alent.

g s triangularizable, i.e. conjugate to an element of J.
(&%) < Ug).
(g") < U(g) for all n.
g?) < deg(g).
g") < deg(g) for all n.

Proof. Let g = g1 ---gy, be a reduced expression. In the proof of Lemma 16.1.3 we
have seen that g is conjugate to an element of length one if and only if n = 2k+1 is
odd and (g1 ---gx) " !-g-(g1 - - - gk) has length one, i.e. gg12- - gn-g1 -+ gk = b € B.
Since

32: (81--8k) 8ht1 (k42 8n 81 " 8k) 8ht1 (8kt2 " 8n)

this is also equivalent to ¢(g?) < ¢(g). From this, one immediately deduces the
lemma. g

Proposition 16.1.7. Let g, h € Aut(A?) be two conjugate elements. Then there is
an £ € Aut(A?) of degree < max(degg,degh)? such that g =f~! -h-f.

Proof. By Lemma 16.1.3 we can find elements u,v € Aut(A?), degu < degg,
degv < degh, such that g :=u~!-g-uand h’ := v~! - h-v both have minimal
length. If £(g') is even then, by Lemma 16.1.1, £(h’) = ¢(g’) and there is an z €
Aut(A?) of degree < min(degg, degh) such that z=! - g’ -z = h'. Putting f :=
u-z-v ! we get degf < max(degg,degh)? and f~!.g-f =h.

If /(g') =1, then g’,h' € JUAf. If g’ is conjugate to an element of B, then,
by Lemma 16.1.3, we can assume that g’, h’ € B. Then there is an element z € Aff
such that z7' - g’ - z = h/, and the claim follows as above with f ;== u-z-v~!. If
g’ € J is not conjugate to an element of B and z~!-g’-z = h’, then one easily sees
by looking at a reduced expression of z that z € J and degz < max(degg’,degh’).
Again, the claim follows as above. In a similar way we can handle the case where
g’ € Aff. O

Corollary 16.1.8. For any g € Aut(A?) the conjugacy class C(g) C Aut(A?) is
weakly constructible. In particular, C(g) is closed in case g is semisimple.

Proof. Consider the conjugating morphism ¢: Aut(A?) — Aut(A?), f— f.g-f~ 1.
The proposition above implies that for any k > degg we get p(Aut(A?)gs) 2
C(g) N Aut(A?);. Hence, the assumptions of Lemma 1.13.8 are satisfied and thus
the image C(g) is weakly constructible. If g is semisimple, then it is diagonalizable
and so C(g) is weakly closed (Corollary 15.8.6) and therefore closed (cf. point (4)
of Remark 1.13). O
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16.2. The group Aut(A?) is not linear. The following result is due to YVES DE
CORNULIER ([Corl7]).

Proposition 16.2.1 (YVES DE CORNULIER, 2013). The group Aut(A?) is not
linear, i.e. it cannot be embedded into a linear group GL4(K) where K is a field.

Proof. Let us show that the subgroup J* of Aut(A?) is not linear,
JU = {(z +p(y),y +c) € Aut(A?) | p € k[y], ¢ € k}.
Define the closed unipotent subgroups
Up:={(z+p(y),y+a)€J|degp <k} DU, :={(z+p(y),y) € J|degp < k}.

Then we have (Uy,Uy) = U;,_, and (U, U;) = U;_, for k > £ > 0, which implies
that Uy, is nilpotent of class k + 1. The next lemma shows that for any embedding
Ur — GL4(K) where K is a field we have d > (k+1)2. Thus there is no embedding
of J into some GL4(K). O

Lemma 16.2.2. Let U be a unipotent algebraic group of nilpotency class n. For
any embedding U — GL4(K) where K is a field we have n < d?.

Proof. We may assume that the field K is algebraically closed. Let U := Uy D
Ui D -+ D U, = {e} be the lower central series of U, i.e. (U, Uy) = Ugs1 for
k=0,...,n—1. It is well known that each Uy, is closed in U, so that Uy is also a
unipotent group ([Hum?75, Proposition 17.2(a)]). Denote by H := U C GL4(K) the
Zariski-closure of U. Then the series

H=Uy2U; 22U, ={e}

has the property that (H,Uy) C Ug11. In fact, (H,Uy,) is generated by the image of
the morphism v: H x Uy — GLg(K), (h,u) — huh~'u="t. Since y(U x Ug) C Ug41
it follows that y(H x Uy) C Ugy1, hence (H,Uy) C Ugr1. As a consequence, H is
nilpotent of class < n. However, the nilpotency class of H is > n, because H 2 U.
In particular, we have Uy # Upy1 for k=0,...,n — 1.

We claim that all Uy, are connected. Then the lemma follows, because dim Uy, >
dimUpyq for k=0,...,n—1,and so n < dimU < d>.

In order to prove the claim we use that the power map u +— u™: U — Uy is

surjective for any integer m > 1, see Theorem 11.1.1(4). Therefore, if m := [Uy, :
U_ko],we get Uk:{um|u€Uk}§U_ko,henceU_k:U_ko. O

16.3. No injection of 7 into GL.,. We have already mentioned that the DE JON-
QUIERES subgroup J is nested (Proposition 15.2.5). However, there is no injective
homomorphism of ind-groups into GL, as the next result shows.

Proposition 16.3.1. The DE JONQUIERES subgroup J C Aut(A?) does not admit
an injective homomorphism of ind-groups J — GLxo.

Proof. Denote by A C J(2) the group of automorphisms of A? of the form

(z,y) = (z+yp(y), B y)

where p(y) € k[y] and S € k*. This is a closed nested ind-subgroup which is
isomorphic to the semidirect product k* x (k)" defined in Section 9.5. Since the
latter has no such injection, by Proposition 9.5.1, the claim follows. O

Question 16.3.2. Does the proposition also hold for the unipotent part J* ¢
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16.4. Unipotent automorphisms of A? and k*-actions.

Proposition 16.4.1. The set Vec™(A?) of locally nilpotent vector fields is closed
in Vec(A?).

Proof. Let D = a0, + b0, be a vector field of A%, and put m := max{dega, degb}.
According to [vdE0O, Theorem 1.3.52] (see also [Fre06, Proposition 8.4]), D is locally
nilpotent if and only if D™+2z = D™ 2y = 0. O

The next result can be found in [BD97] (cf. [BvdEMO1]).

Proposition 16.4.2. Let ® = (®,).cz be a family of k™ -actions on A? where Z
is affine. Assume that ® has no fized points. Then ® is isomorphic to the trivial
family ¥ where ,(s) = (x + s,y) for all z € Z.

Proof. The locally nilpotent vector field § corresponding to the k™ -action on Z x A2
has the form § = pa% + qa% where p, g € O(Z)[x, y]. The example above shows that
p= g—£ and ¢ = —% for a suitable f € O(Z)[z,y]. Then f is an invariant and so
o= (id, f): Z x A2 — Z x k is a kT -invariant morphism. We claim that ¢ is flat.
Since every fiber of ¢ is reduced and isomorphic to k this implies that ¢ is smooth.
Hence ¢ is a k*-bundle which must be trivial, because Z x k is affine.

In order to see that ¢ is flat, we embed Z C k™ and extend f = 3, fijz'y’
to f € OA")[z,y], f = > fijzty?. Then the fibers of ¢ := (id, f): k™ x A2 —
k™ x k are one-dimensional (or empty) over the open subset U x k where U is
the complement of the zero set of the fw Since U is smooth this implies that
¢: U x A?2 — U x k is flat by [Mat89, Corollary to Theorem 23.1] and the claim
follows, because U contains Z. [l

Proposition 16.4.2 above has the following interesting interpretation in terms
of the conjugacy class C(t) of a translation t € Aut(A?). Let us first describe the
situation of an action of an algebraic group G on a variety X . In this case, the orbits
O, := Gz C X are locally closed, hence varieties, and the orbit map u,: G — O,
is a principal G, -bundle, see Section 10.2. Such bundles are locally trivial in the
étale topology. This means that there is a surjective étale map n: Z — O, such
that the pull-back bundle Z x o, G is trivial, i.e. there is a section 0: Z - G

Z x0,G —— G

A
J/T O/-/// J/Hw

Z7—"1 0,

c

X

If n: Z — O, is any morphism, then it is an interesting question whether there
is a section. A typical example is the following. If the stabilizer G, is a unipotent
group, then we have a section for any morphism Z — O, where Z is affine, because
principal bundles for unipotent groups are trivial over affine varieties. Another case
is when G, is a connected solvable group. Then one has a section for any Z — O,
in case Z is factorial.

In case of ind-group G and an orbit map G — O, we can ask the same question.
For which morphisms Z — O, do we have a section o: Z — G? The only case
known to us is the following which is just another formulation of Proposition 16.4.2
above.
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Proposition 16.4.3. Let t € Aut(A?) be a translation, and let C(t) C Aut(A?)
be its conjugacy class. For every morphism ¢: Z — C(t) C Aut(A?) where Z is an
affine variety, there is a section o: Z — Aut(A?):

Aut(A?)

7 COt) —=— Aut(A?)

16.5. Classification of kT-actions on A?. We finish this section with the follow-
ing result due to RENTSCHLER [Ren68] describing the k*-actions on AZ.

Proposition 16.5.1. Every k™ -action on A2 is conjugate to a modification of the
translation action, i.e. to an action of the form s: (z,y) — (x,y + sh(z)) for some
polynomial h € k[z].

Proof. Let p: kT — Aut(A?) be a nontrivial k*-action on A% and let § = pa% —l—qa%

be the corresponding locally nilpotent vector field. Since Div(d) = % + g—g =0 by

the corollary above, there exists an r € k[x,y] such that p = —g—z and g = %. In

particular, ér = 0, hence r is an invariant.

It is clear that the affine quotient A?/k* is isomorphic to Al. In fact, it is
one-dimensional, normal, rational and without non-constant invertible functions. It
follows that K[z, y]]k+ = k[f] where f: A2 — Al is the quotient map. The generic
fibers of f are kT-orbits, and so the famous Embedding Theorem of ABHYANKAR-
MOH-SUZUKI (see [AMT75], [Suz74]) implies that f is a variable. Since r = h(f) for
some polynomial h € k[t] we get

or af or of
=——=-h(f)=—and g = — = h(f)=—.
p=-G = W5 and =T =K (F)5]
As a consequence, p is a modification of the action p corresponding to the vector
field ¢ := —g—i% + %6%' Clearly, this action p is free, because ¢ has no zeroes.

Let g be another variable such that k[z,y] = k[f, g] and that jac(f,g) = 1. Then
the automorphism ¢ := (f,g) of A% induces a linear automorphism of the vector
fields (Section 6.4). We claim that the image of & under ¢ is 6%: ©(8) = 6%' In fact,
let ¢! = (fo,90)- Then, by Example 6.4.1, we get

) = B el g + p(e@) g
Using the identities fo(f,g) = = and go(f,g) = y together with jac(f,g) = 1 one
finds %—Z)Qp(x)) = —9 and 29 (p(x)) = 2L, hence the claim.

, Oy oy oz
It follows that p is conjugate under ¢ to the action (z,y) — (x,y + s), and so p
is conjugate to a modification of this action. O

16.6. A characterization of semisimple elements of Aut(A?). Recall that
every locally finite element of Aut(A?) is triangularizable (see Lemma 16.1.6 for a
more general statement). Statements (1), (2) and (5) of the next theorem can be
found in [FM10].

Theorem 16.6.1. (1) The subset Aut’(A%) C Aut(A2) of locally finite ele-
ments is closed.
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) The unipotent elements Aut"(A?) C Aut(A?) form a closed subset.

) Conjugacy classes in Aut(A?) are weakly constructible.

) If g € Aut(A?) is locally finite, then gs € @w.

) If g € Aut(A?), then its conjugacy class C(g) is closed if and only if g is
semistmple.

(6) If u is unipotent and nontrivial, then C(u) = C(u) = Aut“(A2).

(7) Any weakly closed (resp. closed) nontrivial normal subgroup of Aut(A?) is

equal to the preimage of a weakly closed (resp. closed) subgroup of k* by the

jacobian map jac: Aut(A?) — k*.

(2
(3
(4
(5

The proof of the theorem needs some preparation. It will be given at the end of
this section.

For completeness we collect without proofs some results for non-locally finite
elements of Aut(A?) in the following theorem. A lot of material about these maps
can be found in the papers [FM89] by FRIEDLAND-MILNOR and [Lam01] by LAMY.
In the proof of the theorem above we will only need part (2), the existence of fixed
points.

Theorem 16.6.2. Assume that f € Aut(A?) is not locally finite.

(1) [FM89, Theorem 2.6] f is conjugate to a product of elements of the form
(y, —dz+p(y)) where 6 € k* and degp > 2. Moreover, one can assume that
the highest coefficient of p is 1 and the next highest coefficient is zero.

(2) [FM89, Theorem 3.1] f has fized points. More precisely, the fized points
form a finite scheme of length d := min{degg | g € C(f)} > 2.

(3) The subgroup (f) is discrete, i.e. (£) N Aut(A?)y is finite for all k (Re-
mark 16.1.2).

(4) [LamO01, Proposition 4.8] The centralizer Aut(A?)s := {g € Aut(A?) | g-f =
f-g} is isomorphic to Z x Z/d.

Proof of Theorem 16.6. (1) If g is locally finite of degree < k, then degg™ < k for
all m € Z (Lemma 16.1.6), and so (g*)™z, (g")™y € k[z,y]<x for all m € Z. This
implies that

Aut’(A%)NAut(A?), = {g € Aut(A?), | dimspan{(g*)™z, (g*)™y | m € Z} < (k;rl)}

Hence, Aut¥(A?) N Aut(A?); is closed in Aut(A2?) for all k. This proves (1).

(2) If u is unipotent of degree < k, then a similar argument as in (1) shows that
(u* —id)Nz = (u* —id)Ny = 0 for N > (k;rl). Hence, Aut“(A?) N Aut(A?); is
closed in Aut(A?)y, proving (2).

(3) follows from Corollary 16.1.8, and (4) from Proposition 15.2.1(d) since every
locally finite element in Aut(A?) is triangularizable (Lemma 16.1.6).

(5) is a consequence of (4) and Corollary 16.1.8 for locally finite elements. For
the general case we use Theorem 16.6.2(2) which shows that the conjugacy class of
a non-locally finite element is not closed.

(6) is a consequence of (2) and Proposition 15.10.7, because every unipotent
element is conjugate to an element of J“(2).

(7) is Proposition 15.11.5. O
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16.7. The closure of Aut(A?) in End(A?). We have seen above that Aut(X) is
closed in the dominant endomorphisms Dom(X) and that Dom(X) is open in all
endomorphisms End(X). So an interesting problem is to determine the closure of
Aut(X). In case of affine 2-space A? we have the following answer. Recall that a

regular function v € O(A™) is called a variable if there exist va,...,v, € O(A")
such that O(A™) = k[v, va, ..., v,].

Definition 16.7.1. Denote by E C End(A?) the subset of endomorphisms f =
(f1, f2) satistying the following two conditions:
(1) The image f(A?) C A? is contained in a line, or, equivalently, k[f1, fo] is a
polynomial ring in one variable.
(2) There exist polynomials p1,ps € k[t] and a variable v € O(A?) such that

fi =pi(v).
Theorem 16.7.2. We have Aut(A2) = Aut(A?) U E. More precisely,
Aut(A2), = Aut(A%), UEy for all k
where By, := E N End(A2)y.

Remark 16.7.3. Since Aut(A?) is open in its closure (Theorem 5.2.1), the theorem
implies that E is closed in End(A?).

The second assertion says that the closure Aut(A2) coincides with the weak
closure, see Section 1.13.

For the proof of the theorem above we will use some consequences of the famous
Embedding Theorem of ABHYANKAR-MOH-SUZUKI (see [AM75], [Suz74]) and of
the amalgamated product structure of Aut(A?). They are given in the following
proposition.

Proposition 16.7.4. Letp, q € Kk[t] such thatk[t] = Kk[p, ¢], and set k := deg(p, q) :=
max{degp,degq}. Then

(1) degp divides deg q or degq divides degp.

(2) If k > 1, then there is an automorphism g of degree d > 1 such that d|k

and deg(g o (p,q)) = &.

(3) There is a variable v € k[z,y] of degree < k such that v(p,q) = 0.
(4) For every variable v € k[x,y] of degree > 2 there is a variable w € K[z, y]
such that k[z,y] = k[v, w] and degw < degv.

Proof. (1) This is one form of the main theorem of ABHYANKAR-MOH-SUZUKI, see
[AM75, 1.1 Main Theorem]. An equivalent form is given in [Suz74, Théoréme 5].

(2) Assume first that k = degq > degp. Then p # 0, because k[p, q] = k[t], and

by (1), degp divides k. It follows that deg(q — ap¥’) < degq for k' := del;p and a

suitable o € k*. Clearly, (p,q') := (p,q — op*') = (z,y — az*") o (p, q) still satisfies
the assumptions. Thus we can proceed in the same way to find a polynomial r(x)
of degree k' such that (x,y —r(x)) o (p,q) = (p,q— r(p)) has degree equal to deg p.
This proves the claim for degp # degg. If degp = deg q we can first apply a linear
automorphism to get a pair (p, ¢) such that degp # degq.

(3) It follows from (2), by induction, that there is an automorphism (v, w) of
degree < k such that (v, w)(p,q) = (0,b) with a linear b = ax+ Sy+~. In particular,
v(p,q) = 0.
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(4) This follows immediately from the structure of Aut(A?) as an amalgamated
product together with the fact that the degree of a reduced expression is equal to
the product of the degrees of the factors. O

Proof of Theorem 16.7.2. (a) We first show that Ej is contained in the closure of
Aut(A?);. This clearly holds for k = 1. If f = (p1(v),p2(v)) € E has degree k > 1,
then, by Proposition 16.7.4(2), there is an automorphism g of degree d > 1 such
that deg(g o (p(v), q(v)) = Kk’ where k' := £ < k. By induction, we get go (p,q) €
Aut(A?), which implies that (p,q) € ¢! o Aut(A2), C Aut(A2),.

(b) Next we show that Aut(A2); C Aut(A?); U E;. Choose an f € Aut(A2),
which is not an automorphism. If f is a constant map, we are done. Otherwise,
dim f(A?) = 1. Since Aut(A?) is open in Aut(A2) we can find an irreducible affine
and factorial curve C, a point ¢y € C' and a morphism ¢: C — Aut(A?) such that
¢(co) = f and p(c) € Aut(A?) for all ¢ # cp. Thus we get a family of endomor-
phisms ¢ = (p.).cc parametrized by the curve C. Now we use a famous result of
SATHAYE'’s to conclude that if dim f(A2) = 1, then f(A2%) C A? is a line, see [Sat83,
Remark 2.1]. Now we claim that f = (p1(v),p2(v) with polynomials p1,p2 € klt]
and a variable v.

If deg f = 1, then the claim is obvious. So let us assume that deg f = k£ > 2 and
that deg f1 = k > deg fo. If fo # 0, then, by [Sat83, Theorem 2], we see that deg f1
is a multiple of deg f2, k = d - deg f2, and so fl = f1 — afd has lower degree than
f1 for a suitable a € k*. Replacing the family (¢)cec by @ := (9 © ¢c)ecc Where
g = (v — ay?,y) € Aut(A?) we still have that @, is an automorphism for ¢ # ¢
and that @., = (f1, f2) has a one-dimensional image. If ., belongs to E, then the
same holds for ¢.,. In fact, if fl = p1(v) and fo = pa(v), then f1 = fl +afd =
p1(v) + apa(v)?. Thus we can proceed to reach a situation where deg @, is strictly
less than deg ., and then conclude by induction, except in case deg f1 = deg fa
and f~1 =0.

In this case, we use the assumption that C' is a factorial curve which implies that
the maximal ideal m,, is principal, m, = (s) € O(C). The family ¢ has the form
¢ = (F1, Fy) where F, Fy € O(C)[z,y], and so f; = 0 implies that F} is divisible
by s. We can write F, = s¢ - Gy such that g1 = éllc:co # 0, and we replace the
family ¢ by the family ¢ := (Gy, F»).

Now there are two possibilities. If 1, is an automorphism, then fs is a variable,
and we are done. If not, then the image of 9., is a line and we can proceed as above.
Again we note that if ¢, € E, then ¢., € E, because fa = p2(v), hence ¢, € E
as we have seen above. (]

Denote by C C k[z,y| the set of variables. The following result can be found in
[Fur02, Theorem 4].

Corollary 16.7.5. The closure of the set of variables C' C K[z, y] is given by

T = {p(v) |pekif,veC}
Proof. Define W := {p(v) | p € k[t],v € C}, and set W}, := WnNk|[z, y]<k. Similarly,
we put C, := C Nk[z, y]<k.

(a) We first note that Wy, C Vj. In fact, if p(v) € Wy, then there is a variable w
of degree < degwv such that (v,w) € Aut(A?). Hence, for all t # 0, tw + p(v) is a
variable of degree < k, and the claim follows.
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(b) It remains to show that W is closed in k[z, y]. The set £ C End(A?) = k|, y]?
defined above is closed (Remark 16.7.3). Define Ej, := ENEnd(A?). Since the first
projection pr;: k[z, yl<k @ K[z, yl<x — k[z,y]<k is the affine quotient under the
action of k* by scalar multiplication on the second summand, and since Ej is
closed and stable under this action we see that pr;(Ex) C k[z,y]<y is closed. By
construction, pry(Ey) = Wj. In fact, for any p(v) € Wy, we have (p(v),0) € Ej.
Thus, W = (J, W is closed in k[z,y|, and the claim follows. O

Remark 16.7.6. Here is a short proof of Corollary 16.7.5. As above we define W :=
{p(v) | p € k[t],v € V}. The inclusion W C V is clear, so let us prove that W is
closed. By [Fre06, Corollary 4.7], we know that a polynomial w € k[z, y] belongs to
W if and only if the jacobian derivation q — jac(w, q) of k[x,y] is locally nilpotent.
This is a consequence of a result of RENTSCHLER ([Ren68]) asserting that any
locally nilpotent derivation of k[z,y] is conjugate (by an automorphism of k[z, y])
to a triangular derivation p(z)d,, see Proposition 16.5.1. Let ¢: k[z,y] — Vec(A?)
be the morphism sending p € k[z,y] to the derivation ¢ — jac(p,q). We have
W = ¢ 1(Vec(A2)). By Proposition 16.4.1, Vec'™(A?) is closed in Vec(A?), and
so W is closed in k[z, y].

17. SOME SPECIAL RESULTS ABOUT Aut(A3)

17.1. A braid group action on A3. The following construction was indicated to
us by DAAN KRAMMER. Denote by Fy := {(a,b) the free group in two generators
a,b. Then the automorphism group Aut(F) acts algebraically on Hom(F, SLy) —
SLgy x SLg. This action is faithful, because there exist injective homomorphisms
F; — SL,. Since the action commutes with the action of SLo by conjugation it
follows that Aut(F») acts on the affine quotient

(SL2 X SLQ)// SLQ :—) Ag

where the isomorphism is given by (A, B) — (tr A, tr B, tr AB). We want to describe
the image of Aut(F») in Aut(A3) which we denote by F.

Let us identify an automorphism ¢ € Aut(Fy) with the pair (¢(a), p(b)). The

group Aut(F) is generated by the following three automorphisms [Neu33):
a=(ab,b), B=(a"1b), ~v=(ba).

An easy calculation shows that the corresponding automorphisms of A3 are given
by

a=(z,y,yz—z), B=(x,y,2y—2), ~v=(y,x,z2),
and that the function I := 22 + ¢ + 22 — zyz is an invariant. Note that the image
of (a=1,ab) is (v, z,y) and of (ab,b~ 1) is (z,y, x) which shows that S3 C GL3(Z) is
included in F.

Clearly, the inner automorphisms of F5 act trivially on the affine quotient, so that
we get an action of the outer automorphisms group Out(Fz) on A®. The abelian-
ization map Fy — Z? induces a homomorphism Aut(F,) — GLg(Z) which is trivial
on inner automorphisms, hence factors through Out(F3), and the induced map is
an isomorphism Out(Fy) — GL2(Z) (NIELSEN [Nie24], cf. [MKS76, Corollary N4,
p. 169]).

The automorphism (a=1,b7!) € Aut(F,) acts trivially on A3 and its image in
GL2(Z) is [ 7§ _7]. Thus we finally get an action of PGLy(Z) on A3.
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Proposition 17.1.1. The action of PGL2(Z) on A3 is faithful. It has two fized
points, (0,0,0) and (2,2,2), with non-equivalent tangent representations, and the
ring of invariants is generated by I := 2% + y? + 2% — zyz.

Proof. (a) The faithfulness is proved in the following proposition where we even
show that PGLy(Z) acts faithfully on all the hypersurfaces H, := V(I — ¢) C A3,
cek.

(b) Consider the following quadratic involutions from F:

i1 = (x7y7$y_2) :ﬁa
i2 = (x7xz_yuz) = (x727y) ﬁ (xuzuy)7
i3 = (yz_'rvyaz) = (Z,y,I) 6 (Zayv'r)'

Then iy - iy = (2,72 — y, (2% — 1)z — 29) is linear over k(z) with matrix {:; x2i1j|
which is a semisimple automorphism where both eigenvalues are transcendental

over k. Let k(x) be the algebraic closure of k(z) in k(z,y, z). It follows that all

orbits of the group F := (i; -i2) acting on k(z) are infinite, except {0}. Since I —¢

is irreducible for almost all ¢ € k(z), this implies that for almost all p € k(a:)2 the

orbit Fip is dense in the zero set V(I —I(p)) C k(x)Q. Hence k(z)[y, 2]"* = k(z)[1].

The same holds for the group F» generated by iz -iz = (yz —, (22 — 1)y — 22, 2)
which is linear over k(z), and we get k(z)[z, y]” = k(2)[I]. We have k(z)Nk(z) = k.
In fact, if f € k(z,y,2) \ k is algebraic over k(z) and over k(z), then z, z are both

algebraic over k(f) which is a contradiction. Thus we finally get
klz,y,2]” C Klz,y, 2" Nklz,y, 27 C k(@)[] Nk()[1] = (k(z) Nk(2))[] = k[1],
hence k[, y, 2]7 = Kk[I].

(c) Looking at the generators «, 3,y one easily sees that (A3)7 = {(0,0,0), (2,2,2)}.
Moreover, a short calculation shows that the image of F in GL(T (g 0,0)A%) = GL3(k)

is the finite group 7% x S3, where Ty, — (Z/2)? are the diagonal matrices of GL3(Z).
On the other hand, the image of a in GL(T(2)272)A3) is nontrivial and has trace
equal to 3, hence has infinite order. (I

17.2. Surfaces with a discrete automorphism group. The following results
have been pointed out to us by SERGE CANTAT and STEPHANE LaMYy. For ¢ € k
define the cubic hypersurface H. := V(I —¢) C A% which is smooth for ¢ # 0,4,
and is invariant under F. Consider the KLEIN group

Vy= {(x,y,z), (x,—y,—2), (—z,y,—2), (—z, —y,z)} C Aut(A?).

It stabilizes the invariant I, and is normalized by F. This is clear for v = (y, x, 2).
For o and 3 we get a- (—z, —y,2) - o' = (z,—y, —2), and B - (—z,—y,2)- B =
(—z,—y, ), and similarly for the other elements from Vj. It follows that the group
F = (F,Vy) stabilizes I. Define Aut;(A%) := {g € Aut(A?) | g*(I) = I} and
AutHe (Ag) = {g € AUt(A3) | g(Hc) = Hc}

Proposition 17.2.1. We have Aut;(A®) = F = (i, 12, i3) % Sy, and the canonical
maps
F = Aut;(A%) —2— Autpg, (A%) —= Aut(H,)

~
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are isomorphisms. In particular, Aut(H,) is discrete. Moreover, (i1,12,13) is a free
product of the subgroups (ix) ~ Z/2, F = (i1,i2,i3) x S3 and so F = Vy x F.
Finally, the action of PGLa(Z) on A3 is faithful.

PTOOf. (1) We have F = <i1,i2,i3783>. In fact, <i1,i2,i3,S3> g F = <Oé,,3,"}’>,
by definition, and to get the other inclusion we note that 8 = i;, v € S3, and
a=(z,y,x)-is.

(2) By [Hor75, Theorem 2], we have Aut;(A3) = F.

(3) Next we show that p. is surjective. Let g € Auty, (A3), so that g*(I —¢) =
A = ¢) for some A € k*. Then g(Hctq) = Heyag. But H, is singular only for
e = 0,4, and Hy has a unique singular point in the origin whereas Hy has 4 singular
points. Thus the affine map c+d — c+ Ad has two fixed points, hence is the identity,
and so A = 1.

(4) Now we claim that Sy N (i1,i2,i3) = (id). Since Sy = V4 x S3 this implies
that ]:- = <i1,i2,i3> X 54 = (<i1,i2,i3> X ‘/21) X Sg = ‘/21 X ]:, and F = <i1,i2,i3> X Sg.
Since the image of (i, is,i3) in GL(TpA3) = GL3(k) is the group Ty of diagonal
matrices of GL3(Z) we get S3N (i1, 12,13) = (id), and since no element from Sy \ S3
fixes (2,2,2) we have (S4\ S3) N (i1, i, i3) = 0. The claim follows.

(5) By [EH74, Theorem 2], Aut(H.,) is generated by the image of (i1, is,i3) and
the group of affine transformations of A® preserving H,. It is easy to see that the
latter is the linear group Sy. Hence the composition res. op,: F = Aut(H,) is
surjective.

(6) Now we claim that this map is also injective. It is clear that Sy — Aut(H.,)
is injective, because Sy acts freely on the complement of a finite union of planes.
Now let f = j-s where j € (i1, 12,13) \ {id}, and s € Sy, and assume that f|g, = id.
This implies that the components f; of £ have the form f1 =z + hi(I —¢), fo =
y+ho(I—c), fs = z+hs(I — ¢) with some polynomials k1, ho, hs, and so the leading
terms of the f; are given by 1t(f;) = lt(h;)zyz. But these leading terms are the same
as the leading terms of the components of j, because Sy is acting by permuting
the variables and changing some signs. Thus we end up with a contradiction to
Lemma 17.2.3 below, and the claim follows. This lemma also shows that (i1, io, i3)
is a free product of the subgroups (i;) ~ Z/2.

(7) It remains to prove that the canonical map ¢: PGLy(Z) — F is an iso-
morphism. The element v = (b,a) € Aut(F») has image (y,z,z) in F and image
Py = [9}] in PGLo(Z), hence ¢(P1) = (y,,z). Similarly, (ab,b™!) has image
(z,y,x) in F and image P, := [] _{] in PGL3(Z), hence ¢(P2) = (z,y,z). It
is easy to see that the subgroup S := (P, P») C PGL2(Z) is isomorphic to Ss,
and so ¢ induces an isomorphism S = S3. In a similar way we find the ele-
ments [ := [*(1) ﬂ o = [*(1) ﬂ, I3 := [% _ﬂ € PGL2(Z) with the property that
o(I) = i, and I} = E. This implies that the subgroup (I, I, I3) C PGLy(Z) is
mapped isomorphically onto (i, i2,13) C F. Now one easily checks that S permutes
{I1, I, I3}, hence normalizes (I1, I, I3), and that PGLy(Z) = S(I1, Iz, I3), because
PGL»(Z) is generated by [ 9] = I, [{§] = Pi, and [§1] = P3I;. The claim
follows as well as the fact that PGLo(Z) = (I1, I, I3) x S. O

Remark 17.2.2. The subgroup (I3, I, Is) € PGL2(Z) constructed in the proof above
is the congruence subgroup

Ty = {M € PGLy(Z) | M =[}9] mod 2},

=
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and the semi-direct product structure corresponds to the split exact sequence

Lemma 17.2.3. The group (i1, ia,i3) C Aut(A?) is the free product (i1)* (i) = (i3).
Moreover, for (fi, fa, f3) € (i1,12,13) \ {id} the leading terms 1t(f;) are monomials
in only two of the variables x,y,z, and they satisfy 1t(f;) = 1t(f;)1t(fx) for some
i €{1,2,3} where {i,5,k} ={1,2,3}.

Proof. Let j = jm - jm-1---J1, jr € {i1,12,13}, be a reduced expression, and let
Jj = (f1, f2, f3). Now we claim the following.

If j = 1;, then the leading term of f; is equal to the product of the leading terms
of the two other f;, fr. Moreover, these leading terms are monomials in the same
two variables as the leading term of ji.

This follows by induction. By symmetry, we can assume that ji = i;, so that

16(f1) = 1t(f2) 16(f3). Then iz -j = (f1, f1f3 — f2, f3) and I6(f1f3 — fo) = 1t(f1f3) =
1t(f1) 1t(f3). The case i3 - j is similar. O

There is a well-known homomorphism from the braid group Bs to Aut(Fy) (see
e.g. [MKS76, Theorem N6, p. 173]). In fact, the two automorphisms

o1 := (a,ab) and oy := (ab~',b)

satisfy the braid relation oi10901 = 020102. The image of the induced homomor-
phism ¢: Bs — PGL2(Z) is PSL(2,Z), and its kernel is the center Cent(Bs) ~ Z,
generated by (0102)% = (610201)? ([KT08, Theorem 1.24, p. 22, and Theorem A.2,
p. 312]). Hence we get the following corollary (cf. [BBH11]).

Corollary 17.2.4. There is an algebraic action of Bs on A% with kernel the center
of Bs. It has two fized points, (0,0,0) and (2,2,2), with non-isomorphic tangent

representations. The invariant functions are generated by I := x? + y? + 22 — xyz.

17.3. A closed subgroup with the same Lie algebra. In this section we con-
struct a strict closed subgroup of a connected affine ind-group which has the same
Lie algebra.

17.3.1. The construction. In the paper [Sha81] SHAFAREVICH claims that SAut(A™)
is simple in the sense that it does not contain a nontrivial closed normal subgroup.
The proof is based on the fact that Lie SAut(A”™) is simple together with a theorem
which states that a closed subgroup of a connected ind-group G with the same Lie
algebra is equal to G. In this section we construct a counterexample to this last
claim.

Consider the closed subgroup G C Aut(A?) of those automorphisms of A3 which
leave the projection ps: A% — A! invariant,

g = {f = (f17f27f3) € Aut(A3) | f3 = Z},
and let G* := G N Tame(A?) C G be the subgroup consisting of tame elements.

Theorem 17.3.1. (1) Gt C G is a closed subgroup and G* # G.
(2) G is connected.
(3) LieG! = Lieg.
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The proof of (2) follows immediately from Proposition 15.4.1. In fact, it is easy
to see that the morphism ¢: k* — Aut(A3) connecting f, g € G constructed in the
proof has its image in G, because G N GLj3 is connected.

For (3) we first remark that the anti-isomorphism Lie Aut(A%) = Vec®(A?) from
Proposition 15.7.2 identifies Lie G with the following Lie subalgebra:

0 9 . )
= _— C '
{0 fax+gay|f,g€k[x,y,z], Div(8) € k} C Vec(A?)

From this description one easily deduces that Lie G is generated by the Lie algebras
of the two subgroups G N GL3 and G N J(3). Since both belong to G* the claim
follows.

Finally, the famous Nagata automorphism n := (x — 2yA — 2zA% y + zA, 2)
where A := 22z + 32 (Section 15.11) belongs to G, but it is not tame as shown by
the fundamental work of SHESTAKOV-UMIRBAEV (see [SU04b, Corollary 9]). So it
remains to show that Gt is closed.

Remark 17.3.2. Tt was recently shown by EDO and POLONT that Tame(A?) is not
even weakly closed in Aut(A3), see [EP15].

Remark 17.3.3. Let G be an ind-group and H, K C G closed algebraic subgroups.
It is easy to see that if H is connected and Lie H C Lie K, then H C K, because
we have Lie(H N G) = Lie H N Lie G, see Proposition 7.7.1. However, the above
example shows that this does not hold if H C G is a closed ind-subgroup. In fact,
the closed subgroup K =~ kT defined by the locally nilpotent Nagata-derivation
does not belong to G*, but Lie K C Lie G?.

The basic idea for the proof is the following: Consider the set F* C k[z,y, 2] of
first components of the elements of G* and show that this set is closed in the set F' of
first components of G. This will implies the claim, because an automorphism from
G with first component in F* belongs to G (see Lemma 17.3.5 below). To prove
that ' is closed in F we define a length function on F*' using the existence and
uniqueness of a predecessor. The details are given in the following Sections 17.3.2
and 17.3.3

17.3.2. First reductions. Define

G. :={(f1, f2,2) € G| f1(0,0,2) = f2(0,0,2) =0} C G,

the closed subgroup fixing pointwise the z-axis, and put Z := {(x+p(z),y+q(2), 2) |
p,q € k[z]} € G".

Lemma 17.3.4. The morphism p: Zx G, — G, (z,f) — zof, is an isomorphism
of ind-varieties.

Proof. This is clear, because (z+p(z),y+q(2), 2)o(f1, f2,2) = (fi+p, fa+q,2). O

Putting G! := G* N G, the lemma implies that G is closed in G if and only if GI
is closed in G, .

Denote by m;: Aut(A®) — k[z,y, 2], i = 1,2, 3, the projections onto the coordi-
nates, and put F :=m(G.), F' := m1(G!).

Lemma 17.3.5. We have n; *(F*) NG, = G¢.
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Proof. Let f € F' and choose f = (f,h,z) € GL. If £ = (f,h,2) € G., then
fo =1 = (2,q,2) for some ¢ € k[z,y, z]. It follows that ¢ = ay + p(z,z). Thus
fof leG! andsof e Gl O

This lemma shows that G is closed in G, if F* is closed in F. Thus the theorem
follows from the next result.

Main Lemma 17.3.6. The closure of F' in k[z,y, 2] is given by
Ft={p(f,2)| f € F" and p € tk[t, 2]} C Kk[z,y, 2].
As a consequence, F* is closed in F.

The proof will be given at the end of Section 17.3.3. We only indicate here the
easy parts of the proof.

The inclusion D is clear. In fact, if (f,h,z) € G¢, p € tk[t, 2] and « € k*, then
(ay +p(z, 2),x,2) is tame and belongs to G¢, and so (ay + p(z, 2),z,2) o (f, h,2) =
(ah + p(f,2), f,2) € GL. Tt follows that ah + p(f,z) € F* for all a # 0, hence
p(f,z) € F..

From this description of the closure F* we immediately get the last claim. We
have jac(p(f,2), h,z) = %(f, z) jac(f, h,z). If % € k*, then p(f,2) = af # 0, and
thus p(f, z) € F*. Otherwise, p(f, z) is not the first coordinate of an automorphism,
and thus p(f,z) ¢ F.

It remains to prove that F? C {p(f,2) | f € F* and p € tk[t, z]}.

17.3.3. A length function. If f, g € F' we say that g is a predecessor of f if
(f,g9,2) € G and deg f > deg g. It then follows that (f, g,z) € G¢, by Lemma 17.3.5.
The next result is crucial.

Lemma 17.3.7. If f € F'* has degree > 2, then f admits a predecessor g which is
unique up to a scalar multiple.

Proof. (1) Let g € F' C k[x,y,2] be an element of minimal degree such that
(f,9,2) € G. By [SU04b, Corollary 8], the automorphism f := (f, g, z) admits an
elementary reduction. This means that for one of the components of f the degree
can be lowered by subtracting a polynomial in the two other components. Clearly,
the degrees of z cannot be lowered. Moreover, since f(0,0,z) = ¢(0,0,2) = 0, we
can assume that the result of such an elementary reduction is again an element from
G.. Since the degree of g is minimal, we can only “reduce” the first component f,
i.e. there exists a polynomial p(s,t) such that deg(f — p(g, 2)) < deg f.

For the homogeneous terms of maximal degree we get f = p(g, ). Since f ¢ k|2],
we have a relation of the form f = El j Qij G'%7 where the right hand side contains

a nonzero term «;;g'z7 of degree deg f with i # 0, and where g ; = 0, because
£(0,0,2) = 0. Hence, deg f > degg, and deg f = deg g implies that f = ag. Thus
g — a~Lf has lower degree, contradicting the minimality of g. This shows that a
predecessor of f exists.

(2) Now let g1, g2 € F*' be two predecessors. Then (f, g1,2) = (z,h,z) o (f, g2,2)
where (z,h,z) € Gt. Thus h(z,y,2) = ay + zq(z,z), hence g1 = ags + fq(z, f),
and so ¢ = 0, because deg g; < deg f. (]

Definition 17.3.8. The length function £: F* — N is inductively defined by £(f) =
O0if deg f =1, and £(f) = £(g) + 1 if deg f > 2 and ¢ is a predecessor of f. Note
that deg f > £(f).
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Using the length function we define the subset F}f := {f € F* | {(f) < k} C F*
for any k > 0, and F*, := {0}. If f € F{, then (f,g,2) € G for some g € F",
and if p € tk[t, 2], then (f,ag + p(f,2),2) € GL for every a € k*. If degp > 2,
then deg p(f,z) > deg f and so f is a predecessor of ag + p(f, z). This implies that
Uag+p(f,2)) =Lf)+1 <Ek+1and p(f,2) € F}_,. The latter clearly holds also
for degp < 1.

Putting R(S) := {p(f,2) | p € tk[t,z], f € S} for a subset S C k[z,y, 2] this
shows that

Lemma 17.3.9. For all k > 0 we have F}é =FLUR(F}_,).

Proof. We have to show that Cy, := FLUR(F}_,) is closed for all k. By definition, we
have F{ = {f € F' | deg f = 1} which is equal to the set {az+ By | (a, 8) # (0,0)},
and so F{ = F{ U {0} = Cj.

Put P :={f € klz,y,2] | f(0,0,2) =0} = zk[z,y, 2| + vk[z,y, 2], Pa := {f € P |
deg f < d}, P := P\ {0}, Py := P;\{0} and C} = Cy,\ {0}. Clearly, P = |J, Ps and
P= U P, are both ind-varieties, and both are stable under scalar multiplication
(with nonzero elements). We have to show that Cx11 N Py C Py is closed for all d.

Define the closed subset

J:={(f,9) € P x P|jac(f,g,2) €k} C P x P.

Clearly, J is stable under both scalar multiplications, on P and on P. Since the
projection pr; : P(Py) X P(Py) — P(Py) is closed we see that for every closed subset
C C P; x P, which is stable under both scalar multiplications, the image pry(C) C
Py is closed. Therefore, the lemma follows, by induction, from the following equality:

(%) Cy1 N Py =pry(Jy Npry 1 (Cr)) where Jg = J N (Py x By).

For the proof we distinguish several cases.
(1) Let f € Cyxy1 N Py.

(la) If f € F{,, and if g € F] is a predecessor, then (f,g,z) € G and degg =
d—1,and so f € pry(JgNpry*(g)).

(1b) If f € R(F}), f = p(g,z) for some g € F{, then jac(f,g,2z) = 0 and
deg g < d, and so f € pry(Js N pry '(g)).

This proves the inclusion “C” of (x).
(2) Assume now that (f, g) € J; where g € Cy.

(2a) Let g € F{. If jac(f,g,2) € k*, then f € Ff,, and so f € Cjy1 N Py. Other-
wise, jac(f,g,2) = 0 and then f € kg, z]. In fact, there is an automorphism
of the form (g, h, z), and so the subalgebra klg, z] is algebraically closed
in k[z,y, z]. Since f(0,0,2) = 0 we see that f € gklg, 2] C R(F}), hence
f € Cri1nN Py

(2b) If g € R(F}_,), then g = p(h, z) for some h € F{_,\{0}. Since jac(f, g,2) =
%(h,z)jac(f, h,z) € k we get jac(f, h,z) € k, and so f € Cx N Py, by the
previous case (2a).

This proves the other inclusion of (k). O
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17.3.4. The final step. It remains to prove the Main Lemma 17.3.6.

Proof. As we have seen at the end of Section 17.3.2, we have to show that Ft C
{p(f,z) | f € F* and p € tkt, z]} = R(F"). For this it suffices to prove that R(F*)
is closed, i.e. that R(F"') Nk[z,vy, z]<q is closed in k[z,y,z]<q for all d. We have
R(F") = U, R(F}) = U, Cx where Cy := F{ U R(F}_;) C k[z,y, 2] is closed, by
Lemma 17.3.9. We claim that for every d we have
R(F") Nkz,y, z]<a = (J Ck) Nk[z,y, 2]<a = Ca Nk[z,y, 2] <a
k

which shows that R(F*) Nk[z,y,z2]<q is closed. For the claim we simply remark
that for f € F' we have deg f > £(f), by the definition of the length function
(Definition 17.3.8), and that for any nonzero p € tk[t, z] we get degp(f, z) > deg f.
This implies that deg f > d for f € Cyy1 \ Ca. O

Remark 17.3.10. Lemma 17.3.7 which relies on the work of [SU04b] has the following
group theoretical interpretation. Set

A = {(az+by+p(2),cx+dy+q(2),2) | a,b,c,d € k,ad — be # 0, p, q € k[z]},
B = {(ax+py,2),by +q(2),2),| a,b e k* pekly,z],qek[z]}.
Then G* is the amalgamated product of A and B along their intersection

G! = Axanp B.

Note that A ~ GL(2) x Z and that B=GN J(3) = G' N J(3).
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18. PROBLEMS AND QQUESTIONS

For the convenience of the reader we collect here the questions from previous
sections.

18.1. Special morphisms and homomorphisms. The following questions came
up in the study of bijective morphisms and homomorphisms.

Question 1.9.8. Is it true that a bijective ind-morphism @: V — W is an isomor-
phism if the differential dy, is an isomorphism in every point v € V¢ Maybe one
has to assume in addition that V is connected or even curve-connected.

Question 2.7.3. If ¢: G — G is a surjective homomorphism of ind-groups where
G is an affine ind-group and G is an algebraic group, do we have that Ker dyp, =
LieKer p?

Question 14.3.1. Let p: G — H be a bijective homomorphism of affine ind-groups,
and assume that Liep: LieG — LieH is an isomorphism. Does this imply that ¢
is an isomorphism?

18.2. Endomorphisms and automorphisms.

Question 4.3.4. Let XY be affine varieties, and let U C Y be an open affine
dense subset. Is it true that Mor(X,U) C Mor(X,Y) is locally closed?

Question 5.4.4. Is Aut(R) C End(R) locally closed when R is an associative
k-algebra?

18.3. Representations. Not much is known about the representation theory of
ind-groups or, more specially, of automorphism groups Aut(X) of affine varieties.
The second class always admits at least one faithful representation, namely the
standard representation on the coordinate ring O(X).

Question 2.6.6. Does any affine ind-group admit a faithful (or at least a nontrivial)
representation on a k-vector space of countable dimension?

Question 7.3.2. Is it true that Aut(X) acts faithfully on Vec(X)?

Question 7.6.3. Assume that p: Aut(X) — GL(V) is a representation such that
dp: Lie Aut(X) — End(V) is injective (where V is a vector space of countable
dimension). Is it true that if dp(N) € End(V) is locally nilpotent, then N €
Lie Aut(X) is locally nilpotent?

Assume that the adjoint representation ad: Lie Aut(X) — End(Lie Aut(X)) s
faithful. Is it true that N € Lie Aut(X) is locally nilpotent if and only if ad N is
locally nilpotent?

Question 16.3.2. Does Proposition 16.3.1 also hold for the unipotent part J“?
Or is there an injective homomorphism of J* < GL ?

18.4. Special elements.

Question 9.2.4. If G is a connected ind-group, do we have G = (GY), or at least
G=(Gh?

Question 11.2.6. Do the unipotent elements Aut“(X) form a closed subset of
Aut(X)? Is Vec(X) closed in Vec(X)?

Question 11.2.7. More generally, is End"™(X) closed in End(X)?
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18.5. Elements of finite order and locally finite elements.

Question 9.1.5. Is it true that a nondiscrete automorphism group Aut(X) of an
affine variety X always contains a copy of the additive group k™ or a copy of the
multiplicative group k* ¢

Question 9.3.2. Is it true that every ind-group G consisting of elements of finite
order is discrete? More generally, is it true that a subgroup F C G consisting of
elements of finite order is countable?

Question 9.4.3. If G is a connected ind-group whose elements are all locally finite,
18 1t true that G is nested?

Question 13.4.4. Is Lie Aut(R) generated by the locally finite derivations for any
finitely generated general algebra R ?

18.6. Vector fields.
Question 3.2.5. Is it true that the image of Tiqa End(X) in Vec(X) is a Lie subal-
gebra?

Question 5.4.3. Is Tiqg End(R) a Lie subalgebra of Derx(R) for a finitely generated
associative algebra R ¢

Question 13.3.2. Is Tig End(R) a Lie subalgebra of Dery R for a finitely generated
general algebra R?

18.7. Homomorphisms.

Question 8.6.9. Let G, L be linear algebraic groups, and let H, K C G be closed
subgroups which generate G. Is it true that the canonical map

A: Hom(G, L) — Hom(H, L) x Hom(K, L)

is a closed immersion of ind-varieties?

18.8. The group Aut(A™).
Question 15.5.4. Let U C Aut(A™) be the subgroup generated by the modifications
of the translations and let SAut(A"™) = {¢ € Aut(A") | jac(p) = 1} be the special

automorphism group. Do we have U = SAut(A™) for all mn > 2, or at least U =
SAut(A™)?
Question 15.9.1. Let g € Aut(A™) be an automorphism. Are the four following
assertions equivalent?

(1) g is diagonalizable.

(2) g is semisimple.

(3) The conjugacy class C(g) is closed in Aut(A™).

(4) The conjugacy class C(g) is weakly closed in Aut(A™).

Question 15.9.11. Let g € Aut(A™) be a locally finite automorphism. Does the
weak closure of C(g) contain the semisimple part gs of g%

Question 15.10.3. Is there a characterization of those unipotent automorphisms
u € Aut(A™) which are conjugate to translations? Same question for the upper-
triangular automorphisms u € J(n).
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18.9. Large subgroups. Let G be a linear algebraic group and X an affine variety.
If p: G — Aut(X) is homomorphism of ind-groups we have defined in Section 10.4
a homomorphism of ind-groups 5: G(O(X)%) — Aut(X) which extends p. We have
also set

Aut,(X) :=
{p € Aut(X) | p(Gx) = Gz for all x € X, ¢|gz = p(gs) for some g, € G}.
Question 10.4.6. Is Aut,(X) the image of p? And is the image of p closed in
Aut(X)?

Question 10.4.10. If p is injective, is it a closed immersion?

18.10. Miscellaneous. Let G be an affine ind-group. In Section 11.3, we have
defined two maps

eg: Hom(k",G) - G and vg: Hom(k™,G) — g
by the formulas eg(A) := A(1) and vg(\) := dAo(1). We have also defined the
logarithm logg: G* — g.
Question 11.3.

(1) Is eg a closed immersion?

(2) Is vg a closed immersion?

(3) Is it true that for any morphism ¢: Y — G with image in G* the composi-
tion logg oy is a morphism?
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