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ROOT GENERATED SUBALGEBRAS OF SYMMETRIZABLE
KAC-MOODY ALGEBRAS

IRFAN HABIB, DENIZ KUS, AND R. VENKATESH

ABSTRACT. The derived algebra of a symmetrizible Kac-Moody algebra g is generated (as
a Lie algebra) by its root spaces corresponding to real roots. In this paper, we address the
natural reverse question: given any subset of real root vectors, is the Lie subalgebra of g
generated by these again the derived algebra of a Kac-Moody algebra? We call such Lie
subalgebras root generated, give an affirmative answer to the above question and show that
there is a one-to-one correspondence between them, real closed subroot systems and m-systems
contained in the positive system of g. Finally, we apply these identifications to all untwised
affine types in order to classify symmetric regular subalgebras first introduced by Dynkin in
the finite-dimensional setting. We show that any root generated subalgebra associated to
a maximal real closed subroot system can be embedded into a unique maximal symmetric
regular subalgebra.

1. INTRODUCTION

In one of his influential papers, Dynkin classified semi-simple subalgebras of finite dimensional
simple Lie algebras (see [I1]). An important key ingredient to achieve this goal was the study
and classification of so-called symmetric regular subalgebras; these are by definition invariant
under the action of a fixed Cartan subalgebra and the corresponding set of roots is symmetric.
Furthermore, for a given finite-dimensional semi-simple Lie algebra g with set of roots A,
Dynkin obtained bijective correspondences between the following sets:

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

Using this correspondence, Dynkin reduced the problem of classifying symmetric regular sub-
algebras to the combinatorial problem of classifying closed subroot systems. Moreover, any
symmetric regular subalgebra corresponds to a Cartan-invariant semi-simple subalgebra of g.

The analogue picture for an arbitrary Kac-Moody algebra g fails and first counterexamples
can be constructed even for low rank untwisted affine Lie algebras. Although the structure
of symmetric regular subalgebras is not completely determined by the combinatorics of their
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root systems, the first step of understanding them is to investigate the combinatorial picture.
This was achieved in a series of papers by various authors, also due to its further applications
to the theory of abelian/ad-nilpotent ideals of Borel subalgebras [21] or reflection subgroups
of finite and affine Weyl groups [10], to name a few. In [20] the authors classified (maximal)
real closed subroot systems for affine Lie algebras which was later generalized in [17] to affine
reflection systems by developing a similar theory as Borel and de Siebenthal in [3].

The motivation of this paper is twofold. On the one hand we aim to attack the algebraic
picture and classify symmetric regular subalgebras (for first attempts in the affine case see
[12]) and on the other hand we want to establish analogue bijective correspondences in the
general Kac-Moody setting. In contrast to the finite case, symmetric regular subalgebras
of g do not necessarily correspond to Kac-Moody subalgebras which makes a classification
quite challenging. Pursuing both goals has led to the study of root generated subalgebras of
Kac-Moody algebras (these are subalgebras generated by real root vectors) and the natural
question whether a root generated subalgebra is again of Kac-Moody type (see Theorem [2] for
an affirmative answer). They form an important subclass of symmetric regular subalgebras and
we show in Theorem [I] that they give rise to the analogue bijective correspondences between
the following sets:

(1) the set of root generated subalgebras of g
(2) the set of m — systems of A contained in AT
(3) the set of real closed subroot systems of A

where A is the root system of g with respect to a fixed Cartan subalgebra. One of the crucial
facts used to prove these bijective correspondences is Proposition [3.4] where we show that the
real roots of the root generated subalgebra g(V) = (gn,g—a : @ € ¥) coincides with ¥ for
any real closed subroot system U; a priori g(¥) could have more real roots. This generalizes
the affine Kac-Moody case [20, Corollary 11.1.5] and the rank two Kac-Moody case when ¥
is generated by a subset of simple roots (see [5, Proposition 4.1] for a precise statement).

For the untwisted affine Lie algebras we go a step further and give explicit descriptions of all
symmetric regular subalgebras and describe the subclass of maximal ones (see Theorem Bl and
Theorem []).

To be more precise, we prove that the maximal symmetric regular algebras are all of the form

g(¥)® Cd, |resp. g(¥)® EB grs ® Cd
reZ\{0}

for some maximal real closed subroot system W (resp. ¥’) with full gradient (resp. proper
gradient). As a consequence, we see that any root generated subalgebra g(V¥) for a maximal
real closed subroot system ¥ can be embedded into a unique maximal symmetric regular sub-
algebra. This observation suggests a one-to-one correspondence between them in the general
Kac-Moody setting.

At the end, we make some remarks on the non-symmetric case and prove a decomposition of
regular subalgebras of g into a semi—direct product of its symmetric and special part respec-
tively under some natural hypothesis (see Propistion [6.1]); this generalizes the decomposition
that is available in the finite case. A similar type of decomposition can be found in [4].
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The paper is organized as follows: we recall the definitions, set up notations and prove basic
results in Section 2l Root generated subalgebras and m—systems are introduced in Section [3]
and the bijective correspondences are obtained in Section [l In Section [l we focus on the
untwisted affine case and classify all (maximal) symmetric regular subalgebras. We end with
some remarks on the non-symmetric case and the discussion of some open problems.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND ROOT GENERATED LIE ALGEBRAS

2.1. Throughout this paper we denote by C the field of complex numbers and by Z (resp.
Z+, N) the subset of integers (resp. non-negative, positive integers). For an index set I let Z!
(resp. Zi, 71 ) be the set of all I-tuples of integers (resp. non-negative, non-positive integers)
with finitely many non-zero entries. For an indeterminate ¢ we let C[t] (resp. C[t¥]) be the
ring of polynomials (resp. Laurent polynomials) in ¢. By convention, the empty sum is defined
to be equal to 0 and for a collection of subsets {C}} of a set C' we have (), Cr = C.

2.2. Let g be a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra with Cartan subalgebra h and bilinear
form (-,-). The root system of g with respect to b is denoted by A and the set of real and
imaginary roots respectively are denoted by A and A™ respectively. We have

A ={aecA:(a,0) >0}, A ={aecA:(n,a)<0}. (2.1)

We choose a Borel subalgebra b in g and let A" be the corresponding set of positive roots.
Let W be the Weyl group of g which is a Coxeter group generated by reflections s,, o € A™
and set Wy = (sq : @ € M) for any subset M C A'™. We have the following root space
decomposition
=0 P 0, 9o={r€g:[h2]=ah)Vhebh}
a€A

and note that dim g, = 1 for all real roots o € A'. We fix in the rest of the paper generators
go = Cx, for a € A™ and denote by sl(a) & sly(C) the subalgebra of g generated by the
triple (zqo,T_q, ), where ¥ = [24,7_4] € h. The aim of this article is to study symmetric
regular subalgebras of Kac-Moody algebras introduced first by Dynkin in the context of finite-
dimensional semi-simple Lie algebras [11].

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

A(s) :={a € A:(gaNs)#0}, s4:=gaNs, a€c A(s)
to be the set of roots of s with respect to h. We call s symmetric if A(s) = —A(s).

Note that a regular subalgebra admits the following decomposition

s=(hNs)® @ Sq-

acA(s)

In a first step, it is natural to attack the problem of understanding the structure of regular
subalgebras in a purely combinatorial way. The set of roots A(s) will contain subsets satisfying
certain combinatorial properties (see the introduction of the article) which have been tried to
classify in the literature by various authors. This leads to the following definitions.
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Definition. A non-empty subset ¥ C A is called
o symmetric if ¥ = —W,
o a subroot system if so(5) € U for all @« € ¥ N A™ and 5 € V.
e closed if for all o, 8 € ¥ with o+ 5 € A we have a + 5 € V.
o real closed if ¥ C A™ and the condition
a+pBeEN a,feV = a+pBeV

holds, i.e. the sum of two roots in W is either not a root, imaginary or contained in W.

The classification of such subsets is quite challenging and wide open for Kac-Moody algebras.
In particular cases, for example when A is a finite root system, W is a maximal real closed sub-
root system or a symmetric real closed subset of the roots of an (extended) affine Lie algebra,
classifications are given in the literature (see for example [2, [, [I7) 20] and references therein).
However, the predescribed subsets do not determine the structure of regular subalgebras com-
pletely. In this article we focus on understanding the structure of so-called root generated
subalgebras (see (B.6]) for the definition) and show that their structure is governed by real
closed subroot systems (see Theorem [I]). Moreover, we will answer the fundamental question
when these algebras are again of Kac-Moody type in the same fashion as closed subroot sys-
tems of finite root systems are again finite root systems of finite-dimensional semi-simple Lie
algebras [11].

2.3. In the rest of the article we let without further comment s to be a symmetric reqular
subalgebra of a Kac-Moody algebra g. We set

A(s) =A"NA(s), A(s)™=A™NA(s),
A(s) T = A(s)NAT, Als)™T =A(s)mnAT
and show in the rest of this section that A(s)™ is a real closed subroot system (see Proposi-
tion [2.4]). In general, A(s) is not necessarily closed as the following example shows.
Example. Let A be of type Aél) and s = g1 P go where g1 and go respectively is the subalgebra
generated by the root spaces corresponding to the roots in S and S5 respectively where
S1={xa+2Z: a=aj,a,a1 + s}, So={ta+3Z0:a=ay,as a4+ as}.
Then 26, a4 € A(s) but ay + 26 € A\A(s).

First we need some elementary results to prepare. The following lemma is standard and is
proven for the readers convenience (see also [I8, Lemma 3.7] for the case s = g).

Lemma. Let o, 3 € A(s).

(1) If o € A(s)™, then we have [sq,55] # 0 if and only if o+ B € A(s).

(2) If a # B and (o, B) < 0, then we have o+ 5 € A(s).

(3) If a € A(s)™ with a # B and (o, B) < 0, then B+ ka € A(s) for all k € N.

(4) If a € A(s)™ is a non-isotropic root with dim(s,) > 1, then ka € A(s)™ for all k € N.
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Proof. We prove part (1) first. Suppose [s4,53] # 0, then it is immediate that o + 5 € A(s).
Conversely, assume that o + 3 is a root of s and consider the direct sum

Ms(a,ﬂ) = @5ﬁ+ka-
keZ
Since sl(a) C s (s is symmetric) we have that M*(«, §) is a sl(a)-module and finite-dimensional
by [15], Proposition 5.1(c)]. If [s4, 53] = 0, then each non-zero vector in sg is a maximal vector
for the sl(a) action and hence (38,a") > 0; in particular A := (8,a")+2 > 0. Now since o + 3
is a root, we can choose a non-zero vector v € 5,44 which is an eigenvector for the action of
o with eigenvalue A. Since A > 0, we have from sly-theory that 0 # x_4.v = [2_4,v] € sp
and hence [zq, [T_q,V]] € [S4,83] is a non-zero scalar multiple of v (again from sly-theory).
This is a contradiction and the proof is completed. For part (2), say o, € A(s) satisfying
a # [ and (o, ) < 0. We have [s,,55] # 0 from [I8, Theorem A], and hence a + 5 € A(s).
Part (3) follows from the repeated use of part (2). For part (4) we use again [I8, Theorem A]
to get 2 € A(s)™ as (o, @) < 0 and there exists z,y € s, such that Cz # Cy. Now repeated
use of [I8, Theorem A] proves that ka € A(s)™ for all k € N as («, ka) < 0. This completes
the proof. O

The assumption of the lemma that « is a real root is necessary. For example, for an affine
Kac-Moody algebra we could take «, 8 € A™ such that § # —«a. Then we have a + 8 € A,

but [ga, gs] = 0.

2.4. We need one more straightforward lemma.

Lemma. Let o, 3 € A(s)™ such that B + ka € A(s)™ for some k € £N. Then we have
(ad z)FI+1(y) # 0 for any non-zero x € 514 and y € s5.

Proof. Let k € N. Since 8 + ka is an imaginary root we have (8 + ka, f + ka) < 0 which

implies
(B8,8)
k(a, o)

where the second inequality is a consequence of (3,a") € Z and

—(B,Y) >k + = —(B,0") 2 k+1

(g’ L>0 (both roots are

7a)
real). Now the result follows from the representation theory of sl(«). The case k < 0 is done
similarly. O

=

~—

For a € A™ and 8 € A, we denote by S(«, ) by the a-string through 5. Then S(«, ) is a
finite, connected subset of A given as follows

S(Oé,ﬂ) = {B—pa,...,B—a,ﬂ,ﬂ—i—a,...,ﬂ—i—qa}
where p and ¢ are non-negative integers such that p — ¢ = (8,a") (see [15] for details).
Furthermore, set S(, 8) := {3,8 + «, ..., 8+ qa}. It is known that [S(3, ) N A™| < 4 (see
[15, Exercise 5.14]) and in fact the following condition was proved by Morita in [19]:
IS(a, B) N A™| € {3,4} for some (o, 3) € A x A = Fi,jel: a;j=-1,a;<-1 (2.2)

For a more explicit description where the real roots occur in a root string, the reader is referred
to [I, Proposition 1]. The following result is important in what follows next.
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Proposition. Let s be a reqular symmetric subalgebra of g and «, 8 € A(s)™.

(1) If a + B € A, then we have o + 3 € A(s).
(2) We have so(5) € A(s).
(8) We have S(a, 8) C A(s).

re

In particular, A(s)™ is a real closed subroot system of A.

Proof. (1) Since «, B are both real roots, we have s, = g, 53 = gg. Since a + § € A, the
result follows from Lemma 23]

(2) If (B,a") = 0, then s,(8) = B and there is nothing to show. Since s4(8) = s_o(8)
we can assume without loss of generality that (3,a") < 0. Let M*®(«, 8) be the sl(«)
submodule of s as in the proof of Lemma 2.3} recall that M*®(«, /) is finite-dimensional.
From the representation theory of sl(«) we have that

(ad za) PN (2g) = [2a, [Ta, - .- [Ta, [Ta, zs]] -] £ 0
and thus
{ﬂ,ﬂ +a,...,8— (ﬂ,av)a} C A(s).
(3) We will only show that S(«, 3)* C A(s). The statement is straightforward provided

that S(a, )T C A™. So let k be the largest integer such that 8 + k«a is an imaginary
root. From Lemma [2.4] we immeadiately have

{B,8+a,....8+ (k+1a} C A(s).

Since the remaining roots 8+ (k + 1)a, 8 + (k + 2)a, ..., 5 + qo are all real, the fact
S(a, ) C A(s) follows by repeatedly applying Lemma

O

Remark. The assumption § € A(s)™ is needed in the statement of Proposition 2.43). For
example, let g be an untwisted affine Lie algebra and « be a root of the underlying finite-
dimensional simple Lie algebra g with Cartan subalgebra . Then we have S(a,d) = {—a +

9,0, + 0} where ¢ is the unique indivisible positive imaginary root of g. For h € b such that
a(h) = 0 there is a regular symmetric subalgebra

5 =Cgia®Ca’ ®Chet @ Ce
where ¢ is the canonical generator of the center of g. However S(«,d) € A(s) = {Za«, +6}.

3. SUBROOT SYSTEMS, ROOT GENERATED SUBALGEBRAS AND 7-SYSTEMS

In this section we recall the notion of a m-system and address existence and uniqueness ques-
tions in our setting.

3.1. Recall that the Weyl group W of a Kac-Moody algebra g is a Coxeter group [15, Propo-
sition 3.13]. Apart from its representation on h* there is also the so-called geometric represen-
tation p : W — GL(V) (see [7] for an exposition) of . In general the set of real roots of W
in its geometric representation is drastically different from the real roots of the Kac-Moody
algebra g which is emphasized by the next example.
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Example. This example is adapted from [15, Exercise 5.27]. Consider the generalized Cartan
matrix <_21 _24> and let g be its Kac-Moody algebra. The positive real roots of g are given
by

1
AT NAY™ = {2]'041 + (7 + Dag, (4 +1ar + 5Ja2 1] € 2Z+} U

1
U{ja1+§(j+l)a2, 2(j+1)a1+ja2:je2Z++1}. (31)

The Weyl group W of g has the Coxeter matrix <olo of) and the geometric representation
V has a basis e, eo with bilinear form
(eie)) =1 i=1,2; (e1,e2) =—1.

Since all real roots in V are unit vectors, a real root o = aey + bey must satisfy (a —b)2 =1 .
Hence except for a very few cases, the roots appearing in equation (3.I]) are not real roots in
V' if we replace «; by e; for i = 1,2.

Nevertheless, the same proof as in [§] shows that for any subroot system ¥ C A the subgroup
Wy of the Weyl group W is again Coxeter group with a canonical set of generators I1(¥) which
is constructed in [8] as follows and can be adopted here. Define

Q=A"N{w(a) :we Wy, a € ¥} CATNA™
and consider the partial order (which depends on )
Y1 XY = Yy =ay + Z ar7, for some a € Qs9, ar € Q>p.
e\ {7172}

Then (Wy, Sy) is a Coxeter group where Sy := {sg: # € II(¥)} and II(¥) C Y N AT denotes
the set of minimal elements with respect to the above order, i.e. if y; < o with v € U N AT
and o € II(V), then 3 = 5. From the definition it is straightforward check that we have the
alternative description

(W) = {B € UNAT :s5(FNATIN{B}) = (TN AT\{B}}. (3.2)
Moreover, for «, f € II(V) with « # 8 we have («, 5) < 0 since («, 8) > 0 would imply
a=(a,8Y)8+sp(a) = B«
which is not possible. Last, we have that W) (II(¥)) = ¥ which we will use without further
comment in the rest of the article.
3.2.  We record the following definition.

Definition. A 7-system Y. of a subroot system W is a subset of ¥ N A™ which satisfies the
condition a — 3 ¢ W for all o, 5 € X.
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We emphasize that there seems to be no uniform definition of a w-system in the literature. In
[11] a m-system is required to be linearly independent and in [12] a 7-system doesn’t need to
be linearly independent, however should contain only positive roots. The authors of [6] drop
both restrictions. Note that a m-system of A is by definition a m-system of any subroot system
containing the m-system.

The next lemma shows that the above constructed set of minimal elements II(¥) gives under
a suitable condition on ¥ a 7-system of A.

Lemma. Let U C A™ be subroot system.

(1) The above constructed set II(V) is a w-system of V. If ¥ is a real closed subroot system,
then II(W) is a w-system of A.

(2) Let X be a m-system of A. Then any element of Wx(X) can be written as a non-negative
or mon-positive integral linear combination of elements in 3.

Proof. We first prove part (1). Let ¥ be a subroot system and «, 8 € II(¥) such that v :=
a — (3 € ¥. Without loss of generality we can assume v € ¥ N AT (otherwise we replace 7 by
—v). If @« =20, then o = 3. Otherwise v € Q\{«, f} and again o« = § + 7 gives a = 3. This
implies that o« = 8 which is a contradiction.

Now assume that ¥ is a real closed subroot system and a — 5 € A for some «, 5 € II(V).
From the discussion preceding the lemma we have (a, 8) < 0 and therefore o — 5 € A™ since

(Oé _ﬁva _6) = (OZ,OZ) + (ﬁvﬁ) - 2(0&,6) > 0.
Now ¥ is real closed in A, implying that o — 8 € ¥ and we have a contradiction.

For the second part let ¥ = {f; : i € I} and consider the subalgebra g, of g generated by
9+8, = Crip, and gig. = Cxig.. Let Wy, be the subgroup of Wy generated by sg, and
s, and Ly, .y be the length function on Wy,.. Since ¥ is a m-system of A, we can define the
generalized Cartan matrix By, = (b;;) by

biy = bao =2, by = (B, B)), bia = (Br, BY)

and let g’(By,) be the derived algebra of the Kac-Moody algebra associated to By,. Obviously
{Bk, Br} is a linearly independent m-system of A and thus we get from [6, Theorem 2.5 and
Proposition 2.6] an isomorphism

@ g,(Bkr) — Bkr
er > g, e xg, fiera_g, forra_g, hi— B, ha— B
Hence the Weyl group of g'(Bjy,) is isomorphic to Wy,.. In particular,
E{k’r}(’ngi) > E{k,r}(w), w € Wkg — w(ﬂl) S A+.

Now the same proof as in [I3, Theorem 5.4] (the proof confirms also the cardinality two case
first in the geometric setting) shows that the same statement holds for the length function ¢y
on Wy with respect to the generators ¥, i.e.,

EE(wsﬁk) > Kg(w), w e WE — w(ﬂk) € ZZ+,@Z
i€l
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Now assume that 5 € Wyx(X) and write 8 = w(f) for some k € I and w € Wy. If Ix;(wsg,) >
Ix,(w) we have that =), ¢;3; for some ¢; € Z, and otherwise {x;(wsg, ) < {x(w) which gives
p=—wsg, (Br) = — >, cifi for some ¢; € Z. O

We end this subsection with an example of a w-system for a hyperbolic Kac-Moody algebra
studied by Feingold and Nicolai in [I2]. This example also shows that a 7-system need not to
be linearly independent.

Example. Let A be the hyperbolic GCM
A=|-1 2 =2

with simple roots {a; : 1 <1i <4} of g(A) and set ¥ = {v; : 1 < i < 4} where
Y1 =a1 + a2, Y2 =201 + 29 + 3a3, V3 =202 + 3a3, Y4 = 4as + 3as.

Then ¥ is a m-system of A. The only non-trivial case is to show that v, — v; ¢ A; all other
differences involve either different signs (e.g. v4—-1) or are multiples of real roots (e.g. y2—73).
However, if 79 — 1 € A we would have (root strings are unbroken)

{71,m + az, 71 + 223,71 + 3as} C S(as,m)

which is impossible by ([2:2]) since v1, 71 + 23,71 + 3as € A™ by (2.1]). Note that we have the
relation v4 = 271 — y2 + 27s.

3.3. The following is one of the main results of this section.

Proposition. Let U C A™ be a subroot system of A. Then there exists at most one mw-system
Y of A satisfying
L CAT, Wx(X)=10.

In particular, if ¥ is a real closed subroot system, then II(¥) is the unique T-system of A with
the above properties.

Proof. Assume that there exists such a m-system Y with the above mentioned properties. From
Lemma we have that each root in W can be written as a linear combination of roots in X
such that all the coefficients are either non-negative or non-positive integers. In particular, any
element 3 € II(¥) C ¥ N AT can be written as 3 = Ele o0; for some roots o; € 3. Therefore
we have 8 = o; for all 1 <4 < k which is only possible if Kk = 1 and thus § € ¥. So we have
shown ITI(¥) C ¥ and the remaining part shows the other inclusion. Let 0 € ¥ and v € YNA™T
such that v # o; so we can write y = Y ;" | a;0; for some a; € Z, and o; € X. Without loss of
generality assume that o1 = 0. Since V¥ is a subroot system we must have s,(y) € W. In order
to show o € TI(¥) we will prove that s,(y) € ¥ N AT (compare with (3:2])). So assume in the
rest of the proof that s,(y) € —A™ and again by Lemma [3.2] we can write

SU(’Y) = <—a1 — ZCLKO’,’,O’Y)) o1+ Zaiai =bim +bay + -+ + b7 (3.3)
=2 1=2
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for some non-positive integers b; and roots 7; € X. Define for convenience a; to be the
coefficient of o; in the above expression for 1 < < n. In particular ¢} < 0 and (y,0") > 0. If
o1 ¢ {7 : 1 <i <k}, then we obtain from (B.3]) an expression of the form

(—a))oy = dyoo + -+ + al,on + (b)) + - + (—bg) %
If oy € {7i: 1 <i <k}, say o1 =71, and by > a} then ([B.3) can be rewritten as

(b1 — d))oy = ayoo + -+ + alon + (=)o + - + (=bg) Tk
and if by < af (B3) can be rewritten as
(a] —b1)o1 + asoa + -+ ahon + (=bo)T2 + - + (—bg) 7 = 0.

In any case, we have one of the following two expressions:

Zai,ui =0 for some a; € Z; (not all zero) and p; € 3, (3.4)
or

ap’ = Z%’Mu for some a > 0,a; € Z, and distinct p’, p; € . (3.5)

)

Since ¥ C AT, expressing each p; in ([8.4) as a non-negative linear combination of simple roots
of g we get that a; = 0 which is a contradiction. Now from (3.5]) we have

0<a(u, i) =" ai(u,u)<0

which is again a contradiction, where the first inequality holds since p’ € A™ and the second
inequality follows from the fact that X is a m-system and hence («, 8) < 0 for distinct «, 5 € X.
Consequently we have that s,(v) € ¥ N AT and so o € TI(V). O

Remark. If ¥ is not closed, then there might not exist such a m-system of A satisfying the
properties of Proposition 3.3l For example, let A be the finite root system of type G5 and let
¥ be the subroot system consisting of the short roots of A. Then W is of type As and there is
no subset (except the single point subsets) of ¥ which is a 7-system of A.

We discuss in the rest of this subsection also an example of an infinite m-system of A. We first
need to record the next lemma which generalizes the rank 2 case in [5, Theorem 1.1(i)].

Lemma. If a;; < =2 for all i # j, then o + B ¢ A for any o, f € A™. In particular, any
subset U C A is real closed.

Proof. If possible assume that a,8 € A’ are such that a + f € A™. By ([22)) we have
IS(8, ) N A™| = 2 and [I}, Proposition 1] implies

S(B,a) ={B,8+a}, S(a,p)={a,a+p5}.
Without loss of generality we can assume that «, 3 € AT. By replacing, if necessary, the pair
{B,a} by {w(B), w(a)} for w € W we can suppose from the beginning that {3, a} satisfies

ht(a + B) < ht(w(a + B)), Yw € {w € W : w(a),w(B) € AT}

By [1, Proposition 2(ii)] it must be of the form {3, a;} for some simple root «;. Since a;; < —2
for all 4,7 € I the root [ cannot be simple, since otherwise S + 2a; € S(3,«). Now by [I|
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Proposition 5] there exists a unique j # ¢ such that (5,0(}-/) > 0 and a;; = —1 which is
impossible. This completes the proof. O

Example. Let A = (a;;) be a 3 x 3 GCM given by

2 ifi=j
A5 = o .

-2 ifi#£j

and let {aq, ag, a3} be a simple system for its Kac-Moody algebra g. For k € Z let
i = 2k(2k 4+ 1)y + 2k(2k — 1)ag + a3 = (s159)%(a3) € AT NA™
and set
Yi={yw:keZ}, ¥:=Wx()

It is straightforward to check that W is a subroot system consisting of real roots and hence
it is a real closed subroot system by Lemma B.3l We will show in the remaining part that
¥ is a m-system of A and hence ¥ = II(V) (see Proposition B3] is neither finite nor linearly
independent. It is easy to see that (yx,7)) = 2 — 16(k — ¢)? < —1 if k # ¢. In particular,
S(7ve, k) contains at least two real roots namely 7 and s.,(7%). By Equation 2.2l we have that

IS(7ye, vi) N AT = 2. Since the leftmost and rightmost roots of a root string are real roots (see
[1, Proposition 1]) it follows that v — v, ¢ A.

3.4. Given a subset S C A, we define
9(5) = (ga 1 @ € £5) (3.6)

and call it a root generated subalgebra. Since the derived algebra of g is itself root generated,
it is natural to ask the converse whether all root generated subalgebras are of Kac-Moody
type. First we note that g(5) is in fact a symmetric regular subalgebra. To see this, we simply
have to write any root vector in g(.5) as a sum of Lie words in root vectors corresponding to
real roots and apply the Chevalley involution. Hence all results obtained so far can be applied
to them. Part (3) of the next proposition is crucial and generalizes [5, Proposition 4.1] (rank
2 case) and [20, Corollary 11.1.5] (affine case).

Proposition. (1) For any real closed subroot system VU we have
g(¥) = g(II(V)).
(2) Let ¥ be a m-system of A. Then A(g(X)) N AT is contained in the Z-span of X.
(8) For any real closed subroot system U we have
U= Ag(¥))"™
Proof. (1) Since II(¥) C ¥ we only have to show that gg C g(II(¥)) for all 8 € ¥. Given
B € ¥ we choose w € Wry(y) such that 8 = wa for some a € II(¥). As in the proof of

Lemma we denote by frj(y) the length function on Wiyy) with respect to II(¥). We
shall prove by induction on /ry(y)(w) that gg C g(II(V)) and

rg = [m’hv [x’m? [, [%kfu%k]m for some v; € £I1(¥). (3.7)

If lrp)(w) = 0, there is nothing to show. So let v € II(¥) be such that lig)(syw) <
r(gy (w). By induction hypothesis we have that ' := s,w(a) € A(g(II(¥))) and zg
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is of the form B7 Since g(II(¥)) is a regular symmetric subalgebra of g and ~,3" €
A(g(II(W)))*, we can apply Proposition 24 to get 8 € S(v, 5) € A(g(II(¥))). The fact
that xg is a Lie word in {z, : v € £X} follows exactly in the same way as the proof of
Proposition ZZZ(2) by considering the module M9UY)) (~, 57),

(2) For the second part, using the Jacobi identity, we first note that the right normed Lie
words in {x, : 7 € XU —X} span g(X). Since X is a m-system, we have [z, 2_/] = 0l
for 7,7 € X. Using this, a straightforward induction on the length of a Lie word shows
that the root space g(X)5 for 8 € A(g(X)) N A* is spanned by the right normed Lie words

[m’hv [x’m? [ ) [aj’qu ) ﬂfm]]]]’ Yy ook € £X.

(3) Define ¥’ := A(g(¥)) N A™ which is a real closed subroot system by Lemma [24] and note
that by part (1) we have

(V) € W' = A(g(I1(D))) N A" = II(¥') € A(g(IL(¥))) N AT.
Hence each element in II(¥’) is in the Z -span of II(¥) by part (2). However, writing
B = a1y + -+ apyy for some v; € II(Y) C ¥ C ¥ and ay,...,a; € Z4 we can use the

minimality of the elements in II(¥’) to obtain 5 = ~; for some ¢ € {1,...,k}. This gives
II(¥') CTI(V). Therefore

V' = Wryger) (I1(¥)) € Wiy (I(T)) = V.

4. ROOT GENERATED SUBALGEBRAS ARE OF KAC-MOODY TYPE

In this section we want to describe the class of root generated subalgebras of the form g(¥)
for real closed subroot systems ¥. The main result is stated in Theorem [I1

4.1. We shall recall the construction of the algebra g'(A) from [I5, Remark 1.5] for a possibly
infinite generalized Cartan matrix A and derive some of the properties of the structure of g'(A).
Let I be the index set of A and denote by §'(A) the Lie algebra generated by e;, fi, o), i € I
with relations

[ o], lei, f5] = digad s o] e5] — aizes, [, fi] + aij f.
Let @ be the free abelian group generated by «;,i € I and note that §’(A) admits a Q-grading
with
deg(e;) = oy, deg(f;) = —ay, deg(e)’) = 0.
There exists a unique maximal Q-graded ideal i of §'(A) which intersects h'(A) := >_,; Coy)/
trivially and set
g'(A) =g (A)/i

Remark. If the matrix A is finite, then the above constructed Lie algebra g’(A) is simply the
derived algebra of g(A) and the notation is consistent with the previous sections.

The next lemma is proven similarly as [I5, Proposition 1.6/1.7].

Lemma. Let A be a possibly infinite generalized Cartan matriz.
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(1) The centre ¢'(A) of g'(A) is given by
d(A)={heb'(A):a;(h)=0 Viell.

(2) If A is indecomposable, then any proper Q-graded ideal i of g'(A) is contained in the
centre ¢ (A).

(3) Let A = Ay be a decomposition of A into indecomposable generalied Cartan matrices.
Then for any ideal (resp. Q-graded ideal) i of g'(A), we have i = @iy for some ideals
(resp. Q-graded ideals) iy of g'(Ag).

O

We need the following definition in order to state our main theorem:.

Definition. A subalgebra a of a Kac-Moody Lie algebra g is called of Kac-Moody type if
there exists a symmetrizable (possibly infinite) generalized Cartan matrix A and a short exact
sequence of Lie algebra homomorphisms

0 — ker(p) — g'(A) = a — 0

such that ker(y) C ¢/(A).

Our main theorem whose proof will be given in the rest of this section is the following. The
second correspondence for affine Lie algebras has been proved in [20].

Theorem 1. Let g be a Kac-Moody algebra. We have the following bijections

T — systems of A PN real closed subroot root gemerated
contained in AT systems of A subalgebras of g
by — Wg(z)
II(v) i \ — g(v)
A(g(9)) — 9(9)

Moreover, any root generated subalgebra is of Kac-Moody type.

4.2. This subsection is devoted to the first correspondence in Theorem [II The map ¥
II(V) is well-defined by Lemma Now let 3 C AT be a m-system of A and note that
U’ = A(g(X))™ is a real closed subroot system of A by Proposition 2.4l Moreover, since
II(¥') C A(g(X)) N AT each element of TI(¥’) is in the Z,-span of ¥ by Lemma Hence
we have II(0') C ¥ since II(0’) is the set of minimal elements (c.f. Section [3:2)). This implies

U’ C Wiyen(I[(P')) € We(E) € W (T') C .

It follows that Wx(X) is a real closed subroot system of A and the map ¥ — Wx(X) is also
well-defined. The fact that the maps are inverses of each other follows from Proposition [3.31
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4.3. The maps in the second correspondence of Theorem [Ilare well-defined by Proposition 2.4]
and the fact that root generated subalgebras are symmetric regular subalgebras. Next we show

9(5) = a(A(a(5)™) (4.1)
where the inclusion g(A(g(S))™) C g(S) is obvious. However, by definition we have S C

A(g(S))™ and therefore the reverse inclusion also holds which finally gives equality. Now the
bijective correspondence follows from Proposition [3.4](3).

4.4. It remains to prove the last statement of the theorem. Note that we can not use the
results of [6] since II(¥) is in general neither finite nor linearly independent.

For a real closed subroot system W let ¥ := II(V) = {f; : i € I} C ¥ N AT be the unique
m-system of A (c.f. Proposition B3]). Define the (possibly infinite) matrix By, = (b;;) by
bi; = (B, ) which satisfies b; ; < 0 since 5;—3; ¢ A. In particular, By, is a generalized Cartan
matrix and we denote the Chevalley generators of the Lie algebra ¢/(By) by e;, fi,a,i € I.
We define a map

0:9'(Bs) = 9(V), e —xp, firra_g, o =6 (4.2)
It is easy to see that all the relations of g'(By) are satisfied in g(¥) and the unique Q-graded
ideal in g'(By) is mapped to zero as it is generated by the Serre relations [14, Remark 2.1].

Thus ¢ is a well-defined Lie algebra homomorphism. Since g(X) = g(¥) by Proposition [3.4]
we also have that ¢ is surjective.

Definition. For k € Z! we define

ak) = ki, k-3:=Y kif;
and for 8 € A(g(¥)) N AT we set
Ts:={keZl :B=k-%}.

Note that T # () by Proposition B.4[(2) and we can have |Ts| > 2 by Example We collect
some facts.

e We have |Tj3,| =1 for all i € I. To see this, write 8; = > k;/3; such that k; > 0 for all
j and suppose there exists r # ¢ with k. > 0. If k; = 0, then we have
0< (Bi,8) = k(B ;) <0
since (B;, ;) < 0 for all j # 7, a contradiction. If k; > 1, then Zj(k‘j —0;5)B; = 0 with
all coefficients non-negative and k, > 0 which is also impossible since ¥ C A™.
o If II(V) is linearly independent, then |[Tg| =1 for all 5 € A(g(¥)).
The surjectivity of ¢ gives

g W= Y. oWk 8(¥) = 0(d'(Bs)aw)- (4.3)
EETﬁ
a(k)EA(g (Bx))

for all g € A(g(¥)). We shall prove in fact that the above sum above is direct. We need the
following elementary lemma.
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Lemma. Let a € A(g'(By)).
(1) The restriction pq : ¢'(By)a — 9(¥) of the map (E2) to g’'(Byx)q is injective.

(2) Let k € 7 such that o = a(k) and y € g(¥)y be such that [w+p,,y] =0 for alli € I.
Then we have y = 0.

Proof. The first part is proven similarly as [6, Corollary 2.11] and the second part as [15],
Lemma 1.5]. Nevertheless, we will prove the second part for the readers convenience for tuples
k € Z4 . Let y € g(¥)y, such that [z_g,,y] = 0 for all i € I. Since the map ¢q : g'(Bs)aw) —
g(\V)y, is a linear isomorphism, there exists a (Q-homogeneous element = € g'(By)q(x) such that
¢(z) = y. So it will be enough to show in the rest of the proof that x = 0. If [f;, x] # 0 for
some i € I we obtain once more with the injectivity of ¥ (x)—q,:

[flvx] S g/(BE)a(E)—ai\{O} = [‘T—ﬁwy] = (pa(k)—ai([fiax]) # 0.

This is a contradiction and hence [f;,z] = 0 for all 4 € I. In particular, the ideal of g'(By)
generated by x is Q-graded and intersects h’(By) trivially. This is impossible unless x = 0. O

Proposition. The sum in[{.3is a direct sum of vector spaces.

Proof. Let B € A(g(¥))NA™ and let ht() be the sum over the coefficients when f3 is expressed
in terms of a simple system of g(A). The proof is by induction on ht(/3) where the base case
(8 = B for some i € I) obviously holds by the discussion preceeding Lemmald4l Let ki, ..., k,
be distinct elements of T such that a(k,),...,a(k,) are all roots of g’(By). By contradiction
assume
yi+--+y =0, y€g(¥),\{0}.

Since k; € Z1 and a(k,) € A(g'(By)) we can find with Lemma [£.4(2) an index j € I such
that [2_g,, 1] # 0; in particular 8 — 3; € A(g(¥)) N A" since the j-th entry of k; has to be
positive. We get

[x—ﬁjvyl] +oo [x—ﬁjvyr] = [x—ﬁjvyil] et [x—ﬁjayis] =0

where {i1,...,is} C {1,...,r} is the collection of indices with [x_ps,,ys],-..,[2-5;,¥i,] # 0
and 1 € {i1,...,is}. Let ¢; be the tuple with entry 1 at j-th position and zero elsewhere. Since
ki —¢€j,... . k;, —e; € Tg_p, are pairwise distinct elements and a(k;, —¢;),...,a(k; —e¢;) are
all roots of g'(Byx), we can apply the induction hypothesis and get [z_g,,y1] = 0 which is a
contradiction. This completes the proof. O

Corollary. The kernel of the map ¢ from ([E2)) is a Q-graded ideal in g'(By).

Proof. Let x € ker(¢) and © = x1+x2+- - -+, be the decomposition of z into @Q-homogeneous
components. We will prove the statement by induction on the length of such a decomposition.
The case r = 1 is trivial; so let » > 1. Since no partial sum is contained in ker(y) (otherwise
we are done by induction) there exists § € A(g(V)) with ¢(z;) € g(¥)g. Since z; is Q-
homogeneous we can find distinct ki, ...,k, € Tg with o(z;) € g(V)g, and a(k;),...a(k,) €
A(g'(By)). Since
p(x) =0=p(x1) + - + @)

we get with Proposition [4.4] that this is only possible if z; € ker(p) for all i € {1,...,7}. O
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The following theorem together with Proposition 2.4 and (4.1]) finishes the proof of Theorem Il

Theorem 2. Let ¥ be a real closed subroot system of A, then g(¥) is of Kac-Moody type.

Proof. Let ¢ be the surjective Lie algebra homomorphism from (4.2]). Assume first that By is
indecomposable. Then by Lemma [£1)(2) and Corollary 4] we get ker(p) C ¢/(By) and hence
the desired short exact sequence. Now assume that By, is decomposable and let By, = @ By
be a decomposition into indecomposables. Then we have by Lemma [£1}(3) and Corollary [.4]
that ker(¢) = @i for some Q-graded proper ideals i of ¢/(Bx ). Again by Lemma [A.1(2)
we get i, C ¢(By ) and thus

ker(gp) = @ik - @C,(Bg’k) - C/(BE).
U

Remark. If ¥ = II(¥) (¥ real closed subroot system) is linearly independent, then g(¥) is
in fact isomorphic to g'(By). The linear independence of ¥ is guaranteed for example when g
is of finite type or By is an affine GCM.

4.5. We end this section with another example.

2

Example. Let A = <_3

_23> and note that this is a hyperbolic GCM of rank 2. Let

B1 = fojar + fojyo0a, B := fajrear + fojan, for j € Zy,

where f; is the j-th Fibonacci number:
fo=0, fi=1, fjro=fjq1+f;, forjezZ,.

The positive real roots of g(A) are given by A(g(A))e+ = {57, ﬁg 1 j € Z4} (see [15, Exercise
5.28]). We claim that

Bl —BE, B — BY € A(g(A)™, for all j,k € Zy with j # k,

Bl — 8% ¢ A(g(A)), for all j,k € Z.

Assuming the claim, it follows that every m-system ¥ of A with ¥ C AT is linearly independent
and satisfies |X| < 2. For the claim, using Lemma 3.3 and [15, Proposition 5.10(c)], it will be
enough to show (3,5) < 0if 8 :6{ — Bk or ﬁzﬁg — % for some j # k € Z, and (8,8) > 0
if = — B for some j,k € Z,. Let § = 3] — 35 Then

(8, B) =2 (faj1 + foaws1)? — (foj — fort2)(fojee — for))

= (f3j11 — fojfoir2) + (foesr — farsafor) + 2fo541 fons1 + foj o + forgafojeo
>0  (by Cassini’s formula, [16, Theorem 5.3]).
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— A1 _ Bk (i _ Al _ pk
If =B — By (similarly 8 = 3 — 5), then

5(8.8) = ((oksr — fosa)? = (fos — for) (fagor — foks))

= (2 = (foja1fors1 — fojfonsa + fojr1font1 — fojrafor))
= (2 = (fak—2j+1 + far—2j+1)) (by [16, Indentity 2, page 87])
0

IN

Hence by Remark [4.4] all root generated subalgebras of g(A) are isomorphic to the derived
algebra of a Kac-Moody algebra.

5. SYMMETRIC REGULAR SUBALGEBRAS OF UNTWISTED AFFINE KAC-MOODY ALGEBRAS

We have seen that root generated subalgebras form an important class of symmetric regular
subalgebras and that they correspond to real closed subroot systems. In the rest of this
section let g be an untwisted affine Kac-Moody algebra. We will use the explicit description of
(maximal) real closed subroot systems from [20] to classify all symmetric regular subalgebras
in this section.

5.1. Let g be a finite dimensional simple Lie algebra with Cartan subalgebra h and set of
roots A. The untwisted affine algebra is realized as g = g ® C[t¥] @ Cc @ Cd and the roots
with respect to the Cartan subalgebra h = h @ Cc @ Cd are given by

A = Ay Aim7
e—f{a4rd:acA, rez), A™={r§:reczZ\{0}}.
Moreover, we have
Tatrs = Clza@t), a € A, re€Z, grs :fo)®t7’, r #0.

Given a symmetric regular subalgebra s we set in the rest of this subsection ¥ := A(s)" which
is a real closed subroot system of A. Hence from [20, Section 2] we can derive that there exists
a closed subroot system ¥ C A with irreducible components \Ill, .. \Ils, non-negative integers
ki,...,ks and Z-linear functions f; : \I/Z — 7Z,1 < i< s, such that

S
= U U, U, = {a + (file) + kir)d o€ Wy, € Z} . (5.1)
i=1
Remark. For the explicit description of closed subroot systems of finite root system see [11].

Let h(\I/,) be the subspace of  spanned by {ha :a € \I/Z} and denote the orthogonal comple-
ment of h(W¥;) in b with respect to the Killing form by h(¥;)*. Then the subalgebra g(¥) of
5 is given by

@ P Claa et e P | @ b(l) | @t e Cc. (5.2)

i=1 4, TEZ =1
T’EZl z€k;Z
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where

g Jo ifki=fi(a) =0 VaeW,, i=1,2,...,s,
" le¢ otherwise.

To see this, we only need to observe that the right hand side of (5.2)) is a subalgebra containing
go for all @ € ¥; the containment of the right hand side in g(¥) is obvious. In order to
understand the structure of s completely we study further the imaginary root spaces that
appear in 5. We define I(s) := {r € Z: 76 € A(s)"™} U {0} and write

I(s) = (k1ZU---UksZ) U A
for some subset A C Z\{0} with A = —A. The latter condition is implied by the symmetry of
A(s)™. For each = € I(s), we have s,5 = b, ® t* for some subspace b, C b and h(¥;) C b, if
x € k;Z. Moreover, since s is a subalgebra, we obtain for arbitrary v € h, and a € ¥,

[xa @ th@tkr 4 & tx} = a(v)(zq @ tHi@TRTTT) ¢ 5

If © ¢ k;Z, this is only possible if a(v) = 0 and thus

s
he C [ B(E), Ve e I(s).
oEhiZ
Theorem 3. Let s be a symmetric reqular subalgebra of g such that s C [g,g] and set ¥ =
A(s)™. Then there exists:
e a closed subroot system U C A with irreducible components \ifl,...,\i’s and non-
negative integers ki,..., ks € Z,
o a symmetric subset A C Z\{0} satisfying ANKk;Z =10 for all1 <i <s,
Z-linear functions f; : U, — Z,1<i<s,
vector subspaces Vy, C b for all & € I(k, A) := (k1 Z U --- U kyZ) U A satisfying

i=1 i=1
(E¢ VA €K7
such that
s=g)e P Vet (5.3)
zel(k,A)

where g(¥) is given as in (52). Conversely any subalgebra of the form (B3] is a symmetric
reqular subalgebra contained in the derived algebra [g, g].

Proof. The forward direction follows from the discussion preceeding the theorem. So we only
check the converse part, namely that the right hand side of (5.3)) is indeed a symmetric regular
subalgebra. Define the right hand side of 5.3 as s’ and note that s’ is clearly h-invariant. To
check that it is a Lie algebra we let € I(k,A) and a € W;, 1 < i < 5. Consider

o @ @R 4 g tm] — a(0)(2 ® ti@DHRTTY ey (5.4)
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If = ¢ k;Z we have V, C h(¥;)L by construction and thus a(v) = 0. If 2 € k;Z then we have
a(v)(xq @ thil@)Thr+e) ¢ g(U) C &', In either case (5.4) is contained in §' again. All other
cases are checked similarly. O

Remark. (1) A symmetric regular subalgebra is contained in the derived algebra [g, g] or is
of the form s’ @ Cd for some symmetric regular subalgebra s’ C [g, g].
(2) If k =k =--- = ks, then we have

b= () b(¥)*, V€ kz
j=1
x¢k; 7
and V,, for x € kZ can be chosen to be any subspace of f) satisfying V, N f)(\I/) =0.

(3) If A(s)NA = A, then s = 1, V,, = 0 for all 2 and s = g(A(s)™). This follows immediately
from Theorem [3]

We denote by s(¥,k, A, (f;), (Vi) the symmetric regular subalgebra in (5.3) associated to the
tuple (\Ila ka A7 (f2)7 (VZB))

5.2. We call a proper symmetric regular subalgebra maximal if it is not properly contained
in any other proper symmetric regular subalgebra. From Theorem Bl we can easily determine
the subclass of maximal symmetric regular subalgebras of g. It is not surprising that these are
connected to maximal real closed subroot systems ¥ which are of the following form (see [20,
Section 2]).

Case 1. There exists a prime number k and a Z-linear function f : A — Z such that
U=(Ak f)={a+(fla)+kr):acA, reZ}.
Case 2. There exists a proper maximal closed subroot system 0 C A such that
U= (0,1,0):={a+ri:ac W, relZ).
Now we are ready to state the classification of maximal symmetric regular subalgebras.

Theorem 4. Let g be an untwisted affine Kac-Moody algebra. Then s is a maximal symmetric
reqular subalgebra if and only if one of the following conditions hold

*s5=[g,g
e there exists a maximal closed subroot system W C A with

s=hoPCraot)e P Bot)

ael¥ reZ\{0}
reZ

e there exists a prime number k and a Z-linear function f : A = 7 with
s =s(A, k0, f,(0) & Cd.

Proof. Let s beo a maximal symmetric regular subalgebra. From Theorem Bl and Remark B.1]
we have s = s(U, k, A, (f;), (Vz)) @ Cd for a suitable choice of data as in Theorem [3
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Case 1: Suppose that 0 C A. In this case we can choose a maximal closed subroot system
U’ DO ¥ and set

s i=s5(0,1,0,00), (V)" ) eCd=has P Cr. @t e P (het)aCd

ael’ reZ\{0}
rez

Clearly, s’ is a symmetric regular subalgebra with s C s’ C g. By the maximality we must
have s = ' and ¥ = ¥’ is a maximal closed subroot system.

Conversely, any 5(&’, 1,0,(0), (h(\i)l)GB(Cd with U - A being a maximal closed subroot system
is a maximal symmetric regular subalgebra. To see this, let

s(9,1,0,(0), (h(¥)1) & Cd C & :==s(P", K", A", (f),(V])) & Cd. (5.5)

Hence ¥ C " which implies U7 = A or U = U”. In the first case we must have s” = 1 and
! =1 (recall that s” contains already all the imaginary root spaces). So with Remark [5.1]

and (5.2 we get
s" =g(A(s")*) @ Cd = [g,9] @ Cd = g.

In the latter case ¥ = U” we obviously have equality in (5.5).

Case 2: Suppose that ¥ = A. Again by Remark B.1] we get s = g(A(s)™) & Cd =
s(A k1,0, f,(0) & Cd. If ki = 1 then we have g(A(s)™®) = [g,g] using (5.2) which is a
contradiction. So we must have k; # 1 and we choose a prime divisor k of k;. Then we have
5 C (A k,0, f,(0))&Cd C g and by the maximality we can conclude s = (A, k, 0, £, (0))&Cd.

Conversely, any 5(&, k0, f,(0))®Cd (with k prime) must be maximal. To see this, assume that
(A K, 0, f,(0)) ® Cd C s”. Since A(s”")NA = A, we must have s” = s(A, K, 0, f/,(0)) ® Cd.
Again if ¥ = 1, then we get s” = g. So assume &’ # 1. In this case, we immediately get

f(a)+kZ C f'(a) + K'Z for all o € A.

This implies that k = k' since k is prime and f(a) + kZ = f'(o) + kZ for all @ € A. Thus
s(AL K, 0, f,(0)) & Cd = s"” and the proof is completed. O

Corollary. We have a one-to-one correspondence between mazximal closed subroot systems and
maximal symmetric reqular subalgebras different from [g, g]. O

6. REMARKS ON THE NONSYMMETRIC CASE

If 5 is not necessarily symmetric, we define
As)sy ={a € A(s) : —a € A(s)}, A(s)sp := A(5)\A(5)sy

and refer to the above subsets as the symmetric and special parts respectively. However, the
description of the special part is even unknown in the case |A| < oo and some progress has
been made in [9] giving algorithms how to produce special roots. In this section we recall
Dynkin’s result, see that it fails for affine Kac-Moody algebras and prove an anlogue under
further restrictions.
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6.1. We set

Ssy 1= (850 1 @ € A(8)sy), Ssp = EB Sa @ by,
a€A(S)sp
where b, is a vector space complement of b, := (h N ssy) in hs := (h N's). Dynkin studied
regular subalgebras of finite dimensional semi-simple Lie algebras in [II] and obtained the
following result.

Theorem 5. Let g be a finite-dimensional semi-simple Lie algebra with Cartan subalgebra §.
Given a regular subalgebra s of g, we have that ss, is the radical of s and sgy is a mazimal
semi-simple Lie algebra of 5 such that s = s, X Sgy. O

The analogue for Kac-Moody algebras is false in general as the following example illustrates.

Example. Let a be a root of sl,(C) and 1’ be a diagonal matrix in sl,(C) such that a(h") = 0.

Define the regular subalgebra s of g = Az(,)l) as follows:

5= <@ Czra @t") @ @ Clr_a @t & @ Cla' ® tr)> @(C(h’ ®t72).

re2N re2N re2N
We have

A(s)sp ={a+rd,—a+ri:re 2N} U{rd:r € 2N\{2}}, A(s)sy = {£25}.

However, sg;, is not even a subalgebra of g since [z, ®t,2_o®t] = aV ®t? ¢ ss,. We emphasize
here that the restriction of the bilinear form (-,-) : 895 X 5_95 — C is degenerate.

The analogue of Dynkin result reads as follows.

Proposition. Let s be a reqular subalgebra of g such that the restriction of the bilinear form
() i 8a x5_q > C, aecAls)sy

remains non-degenerate and the Chevalley involution w satisfies w(s,) C §_q for all a €
A(s)sy. We have that s, is an ideal of s and

Sgy = @ Sq D Bsyyy 5= Sgp X Sgy. (6.1)
aEA(S)sy

Proof. Let o, 8 € A(s)sy such that [s4,55] # 0. If a = —3 we have [s4, 5] € bs,,. Otherwise,
by applying the Chevalley involution we also get that —(a+) € A(s) and thus a+ 3 € A(s)sy.
This shows the first equation in (6.I]). Next we show that sy, is an ideal of 5. Let o € A(s)sp
and 8 € A(s) such that [s,,sg] # 0; note that in this case o # —3. So we can choose uq, € 54
and ug € sg such that uqig := [uq,ug] € Sq45 is non-zero. If a+ f € A(s)sp, we are done.
Otherwise a + 8 € A(s)sy and by the non-degeneracy of the form we can find a non-zero
element y_,_g € 5_o_p such that (uq43,y—a—g) # 0. This gives in particular [s_,_g,55] # 0
since otherwise

0 # (Uatp Y-a-p) = ([tarusl,Y-a-p) = (tas [ug, Y—a-p)]) = 0
which is a contradiction. Hence [s_,_g,53] # 0 giving —a € A(s) which is once more a
contradiction. So we must have a 4+ 3 € A(8)sp. O



22

IRFAN HABIB, DENIZ KUS, AND R. VENKATESH

Note that both assumptions made in the above proposition are trivially satisfied for all real
roots in A(s); in particular finite root system.

6.2.

(1]

In this subsection we will discuss some open questions.

e Let ¥ be a maximal closed subroot system. Is it true that the poset (poset structure
given by inclusion)
Ay :={s: A(s)" = ¥}
has a unique maximal element? This is true in the untwisted affine case. Note that
Ay satisfies the following condition:

sCs = ¢ €Ay

for all s € Ay and symmetric regular subalgebras s'.

e Is there a one-to-one correspondence between maximal real closed subroot systems and
maximal symmetric regular subalgebras (different from the derived algebra) as in the
untwisted affine case? Our calculations suggest that the maximal candidates satisfy

s=hp Z Ja-

acA(s)

e Classify real closed subroot systems W such that II(¥) is linearly independent (c.f.
Remark [4.4]). Computations suggest that for rank 2 hyperbolic Kac-Moody algebras
every m-system ¥ C AT satisfies |X| < 2. In particular, X is linearly independent (c.f.

Example [£3]).
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