
ar
X

iv
:2

31
1.

12
58

3v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

R
A

] 
 2

1 
N

ov
 2

02
3

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 π-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 [11]). An important key ingredient to achieve this goal was the study
and classification of so-called symmetric regular subalgebras; these are by definition invariant
under the action of a fixed Cartan subalgebra and the corresponding set of roots is symmetric.
Furthermore, for a given finite-dimensional semi-simple Lie algebra g̊ with set of roots ∆̊,
Dynkin obtained bijective correspondences between the following sets:

(1) the set of symmetric regular subalgebras of g̊,

(2) the set of (linearly independent) π − systems of ∆̊ contained in ∆̊+,

(3) the set of closed subroot systems of ∆̊.

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 g̊.

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

This research was supported through the program “Oberwolfach Research Fellows” by the Mathematisches
Forschungsinstitut Oberwolfach in 2023. The second and third author thank MFO for this opportunity and the
superb working conditions.

D.K. was partially funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation)–
grant 446246717.

I.H. was partially supported by DST/INSPIRE/03/2019/000172.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2311.12583v1


2 IRFAN HABIB, DENIZ KUS, AND R. VENKATESH

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 1 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 π − systems of ∆ contained in ∆+

(3) the set of real closed subroot systems of ∆

where ∆ 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(Ψ) = 〈gα, g−α : α ∈ Ψ〉 coincides with Ψ for
any real closed subroot system Ψ; a priori g(Ψ) 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 Ψ
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 3 and
Theorem 4).

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

g(Ψ)⊕ Cd,


resp. g(Ψ′)⊕

⊕

r∈Z\{0}

grδ ⊕ Cd




for some maximal real closed subroot system Ψ (resp. Ψ′) with full gradient (resp. proper
gradient). As a consequence, we see that any root generated subalgebra g(Ψ) for a maximal
real closed subroot system Ψ 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 2. Root generated subalgebras and π−systems are introduced in Section 3
and the bijective correspondences are obtained in Section 4. In Section 5 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 ZI

(resp. ZI
+, Z

I
−) be the set of all I-tuples of integers (resp. non-negative, non-positive integers)

with finitely many non-zero entries. For an indeterminate t we let C[t] (resp. C[t±]) be the
ring of polynomials (resp. Laurent polynomials) in t. By convention, the empty sum is defined
to be equal to 0 and for a collection of subsets {Ck} of a set C we have

⋂
k∈∅Ck = 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 h is denoted by ∆ and the set of real and
imaginary roots respectively are denoted by ∆re and ∆im respectively. We have

∆re = {α ∈ ∆ : (α,α) > 0}, ∆im = {α ∈ ∆ : (α,α) ≤ 0}. (2.1)

We choose a Borel subalgebra b in g and let ∆+ be the corresponding set of positive roots.
Let W be the Weyl group of g which is a Coxeter group generated by reflections sα, α ∈ ∆re

and set WM = 〈sα : α ∈ M〉 for any subset M ⊆ ∆re. We have the following root space
decomposition

g = h⊕
⊕

α∈∆

gα, gα = {x ∈ g : [h, x] = α(h)x ∀h ∈ h}

and note that dim gα = 1 for all real roots α ∈ ∆re. We fix in the rest of the paper generators
gα = Cxα for α ∈ ∆re and denote by sl(α) ∼= sl2(C) the subalgebra of g generated by the
triple 〈xα, x−α, α

∨〉, where α∨ = [xα, x−α] ∈ 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

∆(s) := {α ∈ ∆ : (gα ∩ s) 6= 0}, sα := gα ∩ s, α ∈ ∆(s)

to be the set of roots of s with respect to h. We call s symmetric if ∆(s) = −∆(s).

Note that a regular subalgebra admits the following decomposition

s = (h ∩ s)⊕
⊕

α∈∆(s)

sα.

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 ∆(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 Ψ ⊆ ∆ is called

• symmetric if Ψ = −Ψ.

• a subroot system if sα(β) ∈ Ψ for all α ∈ Ψ ∩∆re and β ∈ Ψ.

• closed if for all α, β ∈ Ψ with α+ β ∈ ∆ we have α+ β ∈ Ψ.

• real closed if Ψ ⊆ ∆re and the condition

α+ β ∈ ∆re, α, β ∈ Ψ =⇒ α+ β ∈ Ψ

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

The classification of such subsets is quite challenging and wide open for Kac-Moody algebras.
In particular cases, for example when ∆ is a finite root system, Ψ 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, 9, 17, 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 (3.6) for the definition) and show that their structure is governed by real
closed subroot systems (see Theorem 1). 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 regular
subalgebra of a Kac-Moody algebra g. We set

∆(s)re = ∆re ∩∆(s), ∆(s)im = ∆im ∩∆(s),

∆(s)re,+ = ∆(s)re ∩∆+, ∆(s)im,+ = ∆(s)im ∩∆+

and show in the rest of this section that ∆(s)re is a real closed subroot system (see Proposi-
tion 2.4). In general, ∆(s) is not necessarily closed as the following example shows.

Example. Let ∆ be of type A
(1)
5 and s = g1⊕g2 where g1 and g2 respectively is the subalgebra

generated by the root spaces corresponding to the roots in S1 and S2 respectively where

S1 = {±α+ 2Zδ : α = α1, α2, α1 + α2}, S2 = {±α+ 3Zδ : α = α4, α5, α4 + α5}.

Then 2δ, α4 ∈ ∆(s) but α4 + 2δ ∈ ∆\∆(s).

First we need some elementary results to prepare. The following lemma is standard and is
proven for the readers convenience (see also [18, Lemma 3.7] for the case s = g).

Lemma. Let α, β ∈ ∆(s).

(1) If α ∈ ∆(s)re, then we have [sα, sβ ] 6= 0 if and only if α+ β ∈ ∆(s).
(2) If α 6= β and (α, β) < 0, then we have α+ β ∈ ∆(s).
(3) If α ∈ ∆(s)im with α 6= β and (α, β) < 0, then β + kα ∈ ∆(s) for all k ∈ N.
(4) If α ∈ ∆(s)im is a non-isotropic root with dim(sα) > 1, then kα ∈ ∆(s)im for all k ∈ N.
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Proof. We prove part (1) first. Suppose [sα, sβ ] 6= 0, then it is immediate that α+ β ∈ ∆(s).
Conversely, assume that α+ β is a root of s and consider the direct sum

M s(α, β) :=
⊕

k∈Z

sβ+kα.

Since sl(α) ⊆ s (s is symmetric) we have thatM s(α, β) is a sl(α)–module and finite-dimensional
by [15, Proposition 5.1(c)]. If [sα, sβ ] = 0, then each non-zero vector in sβ is a maximal vector
for the sl(α) action and hence (β, α∨) ≥ 0; in particular λ := (β, α∨)+2 > 0. Now since α+β
is a root, we can choose a non-zero vector v ∈ sα+β which is an eigenvector for the action of
α∨ with eigenvalue λ. Since λ > 0, we have from sl2-theory that 0 6= x−α.v = [x−α, v] ∈ sβ
and hence [xα, [x−α, v]] ∈ [sα, sβ ] is a non-zero scalar multiple of v (again from sl2-theory).
This is a contradiction and the proof is completed. For part (2), say α, β ∈ ∆(s) satisfying
α 6= β and (α, β) < 0. We have [sα, sβ ] 6= 0 from [18, Theorem A], and hence α + β ∈ ∆(s).
Part (3) follows from the repeated use of part (2). For part (4) we use again [18, Theorem A]
to get 2α ∈ ∆(s)im as (α,α) < 0 and there exists x, y ∈ sα such that Cx 6= Cy. Now repeated
use of [18, Theorem A] proves that kα ∈ ∆(s)im for all k ∈ N as (α, kα) < 0. This completes
the proof. �

The assumption of the lemma that α is a real root is necessary. For example, for an affine
Kac-Moody algebra we could take α, β ∈ ∆im such that β 6= −α. Then we have α + β ∈ ∆,
but [gα, gβ] = 0.

2.4. We need one more straightforward lemma.

Lemma. Let α, β ∈ ∆(s)re such that β + kα ∈ ∆(s)im for some k ∈ ±N. Then we have

(adx)|k|+1(y) 6= 0 for any non-zero x ∈ s±α and y ∈ sβ .

Proof. Let k ∈ N. Since β + kα is an imaginary root we have (β + kα, β + kα) ≤ 0 which
implies

−(β, α∨) ≥ k +
(β, β)

k(α,α)
=⇒ −(β, α∨) ≥ k + 1

where the second inequality is a consequence of (β, α∨) ∈ Z and (β,β)
(α,α) > 0 (both roots are

real). Now the result follows from the representation theory of sl(α). The case k < 0 is done
similarly. �

For α ∈ ∆re and β ∈ ∆, we denote by S(α, β) by the α-string through β. Then S(α, β) is a
finite, connected subset of ∆ given as follows

S(α, β) = {β − pα, . . . , β − α, β, β + α, . . . , β + qα}

where p and q are non-negative integers such that p − q = (β, α∨) (see [15] for details).
Furthermore, set S(α, β)+ := {β, β + α, . . . , β + qα}. It is known that |S(β, α) ∩∆re| ≤ 4 (see
[15, Exercise 5.14]) and in fact the following condition was proved by Morita in [19]:

|S(α, β) ∩∆re| ∈ {3, 4} for some (α, β) ∈ ∆re ×∆ ⇐⇒ ∃i, j ∈ I: aij = −1, aji < −1 (2.2)

For a more explicit description where the real roots occur in a root string, the reader is referred
to [1, Proposition 1]. The following result is important in what follows next.
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Proposition. Let s be a regular symmetric subalgebra of g and α, β ∈ ∆(s)re.

(1) If α+ β ∈ ∆, then we have α+ β ∈ ∆(s).

(2) We have sα(β) ∈ ∆(s).

(3) We have S(α, β) ⊆ ∆(s).

In particular, ∆(s)re is a real closed subroot system of ∆.

Proof. (1) Since α, β are both real roots, we have sα = gα, sβ = gβ. Since α+ β ∈ ∆, the
result follows from Lemma 2.3.

(2) If (β, α∨) = 0, then sα(β) = β and there is nothing to show. Since sα(β) = s−α(β)
we can assume without loss of generality that (β, α∨) < 0. Let M s(α, β) be the sl(α)
submodule of s as in the proof of Lemma 2.3; recall that M s(α, β) is finite-dimensional.
From the representation theory of sl(α) we have that

(ad xα)
−(β,α∨)(xβ) = [xα, [xα, . . . [xα, [xα, xβ ]] · · · ] 6= 0

and thus {
β, β + α, . . . , β − (β, α∨)α

}
⊆ ∆(s).

(3) We will only show that S(α, β)+ ⊆ ∆(s). The statement is straightforward provided
that S(α, β)+ ⊆ ∆re. So let k be the largest integer such that β + kα is an imaginary
root. From Lemma 2.4 we immeadiately have

{β, β + α, . . . , β + (k + 1)α} ⊆ ∆(s).

Since the remaining roots β + (k + 1)α, β + (k + 2)α, . . . , β + qα are all real, the fact
S(α, β)+ ⊆ ∆(s) follows by repeatedly applying Lemma 2.3.

�

Remark. The assumption β ∈ ∆(s)re is needed in the statement of Proposition 2.4(3). For
example, let g be an untwisted affine Lie algebra and α be a root of the underlying finite-
dimensional simple Lie algebra g̊ with Cartan subalgebra h̊. Then we have S(α, δ) = {−α +

δ, δ, α + δ} where δ is the unique indivisible positive imaginary root of g. For h ∈ h̊ such that
α(h) = 0 there is a regular symmetric subalgebra

s = Cg±α ⊕ Cα∨ ⊕ Ch⊗ t±1 ⊕ Cc

where c is the canonical generator of the center of g. However S(α, δ) 6⊆ ∆(s) = {±α,±δ}.

3. Subroot systems, Root generated subalgebras and π-systems

In this section we recall the notion of a π-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 ρ : W → GL(V ) (see [7] for an exposition) of W . 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

(
2 −4
−1 2

)
and let g be its Kac-Moody algebra. The positive real roots of g are given

by

∆+ ∩∆re =

{
2jα1 + (j + 1)α2, (j + 1)α1 +

1

2
jα2 : j ∈ 2Z+

}⋃

⋃{
jα1 +

1

2
(j + 1)α2, 2(j + 1)α1 + jα2 : j ∈ 2Z+ + 1

}
. (3.1)

The Weyl group W of g has the Coxeter matrix

(
1 ∞
∞ 1

)
and the geometric representation

V has a basis e1, e2 with bilinear form

(ei, ei) = 1 i = 1, 2; (e1, e2) = −1.

Since all real roots in V are unit vectors, a real root α = ae1 + be2 must satisfy (a− b)2 = 1 .
Hence except for a very few cases, the roots appearing in equation (3.1) are not real roots in
V if we replace αi by ei for i = 1, 2.

Nevertheless, the same proof as in [8] shows that for any subroot system Ψ ⊆ ∆re the subgroup
WΨ of the Weyl group W is again Coxeter group with a canonical set of generators Π(Ψ) which
is constructed in [8] as follows and can be adopted here. Define

Ω = ∆+ ∩ {w(α) : w ∈WΨ, α ∈ Ψ} ⊆ ∆+ ∩∆re

and consider the partial order (which depends on Ω)

γ1 � γ2 ⇐⇒ γ2 = aγ1 +
∑

τ∈Ω\{γ1,γ2}

aττ, for some a ∈ Q>0, aτ ∈ Q≥0.

Then (WΨ, SΨ) is a Coxeter group where SΨ := {sβ : β ∈ Π(Ψ)} and Π(Ψ) ⊆ Ψ∩∆+ denotes
the set of minimal elements with respect to the above order, i.e. if γ1 � γ2 with γ1 ∈ Ψ ∩∆+

and γ2 ∈ Π(Ψ), then γ1 = γ2. From the definition it is straightforward check that we have the
alternative description

Π(Ψ) =
{
β ∈ Ψ ∩∆+ : sβ((Ψ ∩∆+)\{β}) = (Ψ ∩∆+)\{β}

}
. (3.2)

Moreover, for α, β ∈ Π(Ψ) with α 6= β we have (α, β) ≤ 0 since (α, β) > 0 would imply

α = (α, β∨)β + sβ(α) =⇒ β � α

which is not possible. Last, we have that WΠ(Ψ)(Π(Ψ)) = Ψ which we will use without further
comment in the rest of the article.

3.2. We record the following definition.

Definition. A π-system Σ of a subroot system Ψ is a subset of Ψ ∩ ∆re which satisfies the
condition α− β /∈ Ψ for all α, β ∈ Σ.
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We emphasize that there seems to be no uniform definition of a π-system in the literature. In
[11] a π-system is required to be linearly independent and in [12] a π-system doesn’t need to
be linearly independent, however should contain only positive roots. The authors of [6] drop
both restrictions. Note that a π-system of ∆ is by definition a π-system of any subroot system
containing the π-system.

The next lemma shows that the above constructed set of minimal elements Π(Ψ) gives under
a suitable condition on Ψ a π-system of ∆.

Lemma. Let Ψ ⊆ ∆re be subroot system.

(1) The above constructed set Π(Ψ) is a π-system of Ψ. If Ψ is a real closed subroot system,
then Π(Ψ) is a π-system of ∆.

(2) Let Σ be a π-system of ∆. Then any element of WΣ(Σ) can be written as a non-negative
or non-positive integral linear combination of elements in Σ.

Proof. We first prove part (1). Let Ψ be a subroot system and α, β ∈ Π(Ψ) such that γ :=
α− β ∈ Ψ. Without loss of generality we can assume γ ∈ Ψ ∩∆+ (otherwise we replace γ by
−γ). If α = 2β, then α � β. Otherwise γ ∈ Ω\{α, β} and again α = β + γ gives α � β. This
implies that α = β which is a contradiction.

Now assume that Ψ is a real closed subroot system and α − β ∈ ∆ for some α, β ∈ Π(Ψ).
From the discussion preceding the lemma we have (α, β) ≤ 0 and therefore α− β ∈ ∆re since

(α − β, α − β) = (α,α) + (β, β)− 2(α, β) > 0.

Now Ψ is real closed in ∆, implying that α− β ∈ Ψ and we have a contradiction.

For the second part let Σ = {βi : i ∈ I} and consider the subalgebra gkr of g generated by
g±βk

= Cx±βk
and g±βr

= Cx±βr
. Let Wkr be the subgroup of WΣ generated by sβk

and
sβr

and ℓ{k,r} be the length function on Wkr. Since Σ is a π-system of ∆, we can define the
generalized Cartan matrix Bkr = (bij) by

b11 = b22 = 2, b21 = (βk, β
∨
r ), b12 = (βr, β

∨
k )

and let g′(Bkr) be the derived algebra of the Kac-Moody algebra associated to Bkr. Obviously
{βk, βr} is a linearly independent π-system of ∆ and thus we get from [6, Theorem 2.5 and
Proposition 2.6] an isomorphism

ϕ : g′(Bkr)→ gkr

e1 7→ xβk
, e2 7→ xβr

, f1 7→ x−βk
, f2 7→ x−βr

, h1 7→ β∨
k , h2 7→ β∨

r

Hence the Weyl group of g′(Bkr) is isomorphic to Wkr. In particular,

ℓ{k,r}(wsβi
) > ℓ{k,r}(w), w ∈Wkℓ =⇒ w(βi) ∈ ∆+.

Now the same proof as in [13, 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 ℓΣ
on WΣ with respect to the generators Σ, i.e.,

ℓΣ(wsβk
) > ℓΣ(w), w ∈WΣ =⇒ w(βk) ∈

∑

i∈I

Z+βi.
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Now assume that β ∈WΣ(Σ) and write β = w(βk) for some k ∈ I and w ∈WΣ. If ℓΣ(wsβk
) >

ℓΣ(w) we have that β =
∑

i ciβi for some ci ∈ Z+ and otherwise ℓΣ(wsβk
) < ℓΣ(w) which gives

β = −wsβk
(βk) = −

∑
i ciβi for some ci ∈ Z+. �

We end this subsection with an example of a π-system for a hyperbolic Kac-Moody algebra
studied by Feingold and Nicolai in [12]. This example also shows that a π-system need not to
be linearly independent.

Example. Let A be the hyperbolic GCM

A =




2 −1 0
−1 2 −2
0 −2 2




with simple roots {αi : 1 ≤ i ≤ 4} of g(A) and set Σ = {γi : 1 ≤ i ≤ 4} where

γ1 = α1 + α2, γ2 = 2α1 + 2α2 + 3α3, γ3 = 2α2 + 3α3, γ4 = 4α2 + 3α3.

Then Σ is a π-system of ∆. The only non-trivial case is to show that γ2 − γ1 /∈ ∆; all other
differences involve either different signs (e.g. γ4−γ1) or are multiples of real roots (e.g. γ2−γ3).
However, if γ2 − γ1 ∈ ∆ we would have (root strings are unbroken)

{γ1, γ1 + α3, γ1 + 2α3, γ1 + 3α3} ⊆ S(α3, γ1)

which is impossible by (2.2) since γ1, γ1 +2α3, γ1 +3α3 ∈ ∆re by (2.1). Note that we have the
relation γ4 = 2γ1 − γ2 + 2γ3.

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

Proposition. Let Ψ ⊆ ∆re be a subroot system of ∆. Then there exists at most one π-system
Σ of ∆ satisfying

Σ ⊆ ∆+, WΣ(Σ) = Ψ.

In particular, if Ψ is a real closed subroot system, then Π(Ψ) is the unique π-system of ∆ with
the above properties.

Proof. Assume that there exists such a π-system Σ with the above mentioned properties. From
Lemma 3.2 we have that each root in Ψ can be written as a linear combination of roots in Σ
such that all the coefficients are either non-negative or non-positive integers. In particular, any

element β ∈ Π(Ψ) ⊆ Ψ ∩∆+ can be written as β =
∑k

i=1 σi for some roots σi ∈ Σ. Therefore
we have β � σi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k which is only possible if k = 1 and thus β ∈ Σ. So we have
shown Π(Ψ) ⊆ Σ and the remaining part shows the other inclusion. Let σ ∈ Σ and γ ∈ Ψ∩∆+

such that γ 6= σ; so we can write γ =
∑n

i=1 aiσi for some ai ∈ Z+ and σi ∈ Σ. Without loss of
generality assume that σ1 = σ. Since Ψ is a subroot system we must have sσ(γ) ∈ Ψ. In order
to show σ ∈ Π(Ψ) we will prove that sσ(γ) ∈ Ψ ∩∆+ (compare with (3.2)). So assume in the
rest of the proof that sσ(γ) ∈ −∆

+ and again by Lemma 3.2 we can write

sσ(γ) =

(
−a1 −

n∑

i=2

ai(σi, σ
∨
1 )

)
σ1 +

n∑

i=2

aiσi = b1τ1 + b2τ2 + · · ·+ bkτk. (3.3)
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for some non-positive integers bi and roots τi ∈ Σ. Define for convenience a′i to be the
coefficient of σi in the above expression for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. In particular a′1 < 0 and (γ, σ∨) > 0. If
σ1 /∈ {τi : 1 ≤ i ≤ k}, then we obtain from (3.3) an expression of the form

(−a′1)σ1 = a′2σ2 + · · ·+ a′nσn + (−b1)τ1 + · · ·+ (−bk)τk.

If σ1 ∈ {τi : 1 ≤ i ≤ k}, say σ1 = τ1, and b1 > a′1 then (3.3) can be rewritten as

(b1 − a′1)σ1 = a′2σ2 + · · ·+ a′nσn + (−b2)τ2 + · · ·+ (−bk)τk

and if b1 ≤ a′1 (3.3) can be rewritten as

(a′1 − b1)σ1 + a′2σ2 + · · ·+ a′nσn + (−b2)τ2 + · · ·+ (−bk)τk = 0.

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

i

aiµi = 0 for some ai ∈ Z+ (not all zero) and µi ∈ Σ, (3.4)

or
aµ′ =

∑

i

aiµi, for some a > 0, ai ∈ Z+ and distinct µ′, µi ∈ Σ. (3.5)

Since Σ ⊆ ∆+, expressing each µi in (3.4) as a non-negative linear combination of simple roots
of g we get that ai = 0 which is a contradiction. Now from (3.5) we have

0 < a(µ′, µ′) =
∑

i

ai(µi, µ
′) ≤ 0

which is again a contradiction, where the first inequality holds since µ′ ∈ ∆re and the second
inequality follows from the fact that Σ is a π-system and hence (α, β) ≤ 0 for distinct α, β ∈ Σ.
Consequently we have that sσ(γ) ∈ Ψ ∩∆+ and so σ ∈ Π(Ψ). �

Remark. If Ψ is not closed, then there might not exist such a π-system of ∆ satisfying the
properties of Proposition 3.3. For example, let ∆ be the finite root system of type G2 and let
Ψ be the subroot system consisting of the short roots of ∆. Then Ψ is of type A2 and there is
no subset (except the single point subsets) of Ψ which is a π-system of ∆.

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

Lemma. If aij ≤ −2 for all i 6= j, then α + β /∈ ∆re for any α, β ∈ ∆re. In particular, any
subset Ψ ⊆ ∆re is real closed.

Proof. If possible assume that α, β ∈ ∆re are such that α + β ∈ ∆re. By (2.2) we have
|S(β, α) ∩∆re| = 2 and [1, Proposition 1] implies

S(β, α) = {β, β + α}, S(α, β) = {α,α + β}.

Without loss of generality we can assume that α, β ∈ ∆+. By replacing, if necessary, the pair
{β, α} by {w(β), w(α)} for w ∈W we can suppose from the beginning that {β, α} satisfies

ht(α+ β) ≤ ht(w(α + β)), ∀w ∈ {w ∈W : w(α), w(β) ∈ ∆+}.

By [1, Proposition 2(ii)] it must be of the form {β, αi} for some simple root αi. Since aij ≤ −2
for all i, j ∈ I the root β cannot be simple, since otherwise β + 2αi ∈ S(β, α). Now by [1,
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Proposition 5] there exists a unique j 6= i such that (β, α∨
j ) > 0 and ai,j = −1 which is

impossible. This completes the proof. �

Example. Let A = (aij) be a 3× 3 GCM given by

aij =

{
2 if i = j

−2 if i 6= j

and let {α1, α2, α3} be a simple system for its Kac-Moody algebra g. For k ∈ Z let

γk = 2k(2k + 1)α1 + 2k(2k − 1)α2 + α3 = (s1s2)
k(α3) ∈ ∆+ ∩∆re

and set
Σ := {γk : k ∈ Z}, Ψ := WΣ(Σ)

It is straightforward to check that Ψ is a subroot system consisting of real roots and hence
it is a real closed subroot system by Lemma 3.3. We will show in the remaining part that
Σ is a π-system of ∆ and hence Σ = Π(Ψ) (see Proposition 3.3) is neither finite nor linearly
independent. It is easy to see that (γk, γ

∨
ℓ ) = 2 − 16(k − ℓ)2 < −1 if k 6= ℓ. In particular,

S(γℓ, γk) contains at least two real roots namely γk and sγℓ(γk). By Equation 2.2 we have that
|S(γℓ, γk)∩∆

re| = 2. Since the leftmost and rightmost roots of a root string are real roots (see
[1, Proposition 1]) it follows that γk − γℓ /∈ ∆.

3.4. Given a subset S ⊆ ∆re, we define

g(S) = 〈gα : α ∈ ±S〉 (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(S) is in fact a symmetric regular subalgebra. To see this, we simply
have to write any root vector in g(S) 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 Ψ we have

g(Ψ) = g(Π(Ψ)).

(2) Let Σ be a π-system of ∆. Then ∆(g(Σ)) ∩∆± is contained in the Z±-span of Σ.

(3) For any real closed subroot system Ψ we have

Ψ = ∆(g(Ψ))re.

Proof. (1) Since Π(Ψ) ⊆ Ψ we only have to show that gβ ⊆ g(Π(Ψ)) for all β ∈ Ψ. Given
β ∈ Ψ we choose w ∈ WΠ(Ψ) such that β = wα for some α ∈ Π(Ψ). As in the proof of
Lemma 3.2 we denote by ℓΠ(Ψ) the length function on WΠ(Ψ) with respect to Π(Ψ). We
shall prove by induction on ℓΠ(Ψ)(w) that gβ ⊆ g(Π(Ψ)) and

xβ = [xγ1 , [xγ2 , [. . . , [xγk−1
, xγk ]]]] for some γi ∈ ±Π(Ψ). (3.7)

If ℓΠ(Ψ)(w) = 0, there is nothing to show. So let γ ∈ Π(Ψ) be such that ℓΠ(Ψ)(sγw) <

ℓΠ(Ψ)(w). By induction hypothesis we have that β′ := sγw(α) ∈ ∆(g(Π(Ψ))) and xβ′
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is of the form 3.7. Since g(Π(Ψ)) is a regular symmetric subalgebra of g and γ, β′ ∈
∆(g(Π(Ψ)))re, we can apply Proposition 2.4 to get β ∈ S(γ, β′) ⊆ ∆(g(Π(Ψ))). The fact
that xβ is a Lie word in {xγ : γ ∈ ±Σ} follows exactly in the same way as the proof of

Proposition 2.4(2) by considering the module Mg(Π(Ψ))(γ, β′).
(2) For the second part, using the Jacobi identity, we first note that the right normed Lie

words in {xγ : γ ∈ Σ∪−Σ} span g(Σ). Since Σ is a π-system, we have [xγ , x−γ′ ] = δγ,γ′hγ
for γ, γ′ ∈ Σ. Using this, a straightforward induction on the length of a Lie word shows
that the root space g(Σ)β for β ∈ ∆(g(Σ))∩∆± is spanned by the right normed Lie words

[xγ1 , [xγ2 , [. . . , [xγk−1
, xγk ]]]], γ1, . . . , γk ∈ ±Σ.

(3) Define Ψ′ := ∆(g(Ψ))∩∆re which is a real closed subroot system by Lemma 2.4 and note
that by part (1) we have

Π(Ψ′) ⊆ Ψ′ = ∆(g(Π(Ψ))) ∩∆re =⇒ Π(Ψ′) ⊆ ∆(g(Π(Ψ))) ∩∆+.

Hence each element in Π(Ψ′) is in the Z+-span of Π(Ψ) by part (2). However, writing
β = a1γ1 + · · · + akγk for some γi ∈ Π(Ψ) ⊆ Ψ ⊆ Ψ′ and a1, . . . , ak ∈ Z+ we can use the
minimality of the elements in Π(Ψ′) to obtain β = γi for some i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. This gives
Π(Ψ′) ⊆ Π(Ψ). Therefore

Ψ′ = WΠ(Ψ′)(Π(Ψ
′)) ⊆WΠ(Ψ)(Π(Ψ)) = Ψ.

�

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(Ψ)
for real closed subroot systems Ψ. The main result is stated in Theorem 1.

4.1. We shall recall the construction of the algebra g′(A) from [15, 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 g̃′(A) the Lie algebra generated by ei, fi, α

∨
i , i ∈ I

with relations

[α∨
i , α

∨
j ], [ei, fj]− δijα

∨
i , [α∨

i , ej ]− aijej, [α∨
i , fj ] + aijfj.

Let Q be the free abelian group generated by αi, i ∈ I and note that g̃′(A) admits a Q-grading
with

deg(ei) = αi, deg(fi) = −αi, deg(α∨
i ) = 0.

There exists a unique maximal Q-graded ideal i of g̃′(A) which intersects h′(A) :=
∑

i∈I Cα
∨
i

trivially and set

g′(A) := g̃′(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 [15, Proposition 1.6/1.7].

Lemma. Let A be a possibly infinite generalized Cartan matrix.
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(1) The centre c′(A) of g′(A) is given by

c′(A) = {h ∈ h′(A) : αi(h) = 0 ∀i ∈ I}.

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

(3) Let A =
⊕

Ak 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 =

⊕
ik for some ideals

(resp. Q-graded ideals) ik of g′(Ak).

�

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(ϕ) −→ g′(A)
ϕ
−→ a −→ 0

such that ker(ϕ) ⊆ 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

{
π − systems of ∆
contained in ∆+

}
←→

{
real closed subroot

systems of ∆

}
←→

{
root generated
subalgebras of g

}

Σ 7−→ WΣ(Σ)

Π(Ψ) ←−[ Ψ 7−→ g(Ψ)

∆(g(S))re ←−[ g(S)

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

4.2. This subsection is devoted to the first correspondence in Theorem 1. The map Ψ 7→
Π(Ψ) is well-defined by Lemma 3.2. Now let Σ ⊆ ∆+ be a π-system of ∆ and note that
Ψ′ := ∆(g(Σ))re is a real closed subroot system of ∆ by Proposition 2.4. Moreover, since
Π(Ψ′) ⊆ ∆(g(Σ)) ∩∆+ each element of Π(Ψ′) is in the Z+-span of Σ by Lemma 3.6. Hence
we have Π(Ψ′) ⊆ Σ since Π(Ψ′) is the set of minimal elements (c.f. Section 3.2). This implies

Ψ′ ⊆WΠ(Ψ′)(Π(Ψ
′)) ⊆WΣ(Σ) ⊆WΨ′(Ψ′) ⊆ Ψ′.

It follows that WΣ(Σ) is a real closed subroot system of ∆ and the map Σ 7→ WΣ(Σ) is also
well-defined. The fact that the maps are inverses of each other follows from Proposition 3.3.
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4.3. The maps in the second correspondence of Theorem 1 are well-defined by Proposition 2.4
and the fact that root generated subalgebras are symmetric regular subalgebras. Next we show

g(S) = g(∆(g(S))re) (4.1)

where the inclusion g(∆(g(S))re) ⊆ g(S) is obvious. However, by definition we have S ⊆
∆(g(S))re 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 Π(Ψ) is in general neither finite nor linearly independent.

For a real closed subroot system Ψ let Σ := Π(Ψ) = {βi : i ∈ I} ⊆ Ψ ∩ ∆+ be the unique
π-system of ∆ (c.f. Proposition 3.3). Define the (possibly infinite) matrix BΣ = (bij) by
bij = (βj , β

∨
i ) which satisfies bi,j ≤ 0 since βi−βj /∈ ∆. In particular, BΣ is a generalized Cartan

matrix and we denote the Chevalley generators of the Lie algebra g′(BΣ) by ei, fi, α
∨
i , i ∈ I.

We define a map

ϕ : g′(BΣ)→ g(Ψ), ei 7→ xβi
, fi 7→ x−βi

, α∨
i 7→ β∨

i . (4.2)

It is easy to see that all the relations of g̃′(BΣ) are satisfied in g(Ψ) and the unique Q-graded
ideal in g̃′(BΣ) is mapped to zero as it is generated by the Serre relations [14, Remark 2.1].
Thus ϕ is a well-defined Lie algebra homomorphism. Since g(Σ) = g(Ψ) by Proposition 3.4
we also have that ϕ is surjective.

Definition. For k ∈ ZI we define

α(k) =
∑

kiαi, k · Σ :=
∑

kiβi

and for β ∈ ∆(g(Ψ)) ∩∆± we set

Tβ :=
{
k ∈ ZI

± : β = k · Σ
}
.

Note that Tβ 6= ∅ by Proposition 3.4(2) and we can have |Tβ| ≥ 2 by Example 3.2. We collect
some facts.

• We have |Tβi
| = 1 for all i ∈ I. To see this, write βi =

∑
kjβj such that kj ≥ 0 for all

j and suppose there exists r 6= i with kr > 0. If ki = 0, then we have

0 < (βi, βi) =
∑

kj(βj , βi) ≤ 0

since (βj , βi) ≤ 0 for all j 6= i, a contradiction. If ki ≥ 1, then
∑

j(kj − δij)βj = 0 with

all coefficients non-negative and kr > 0 which is also impossible since Σ ⊆ ∆+.

• If Π(Ψ) is linearly independent, then |Tβ | = 1 for all β ∈ ∆(g(Ψ)).

The surjectivity of ϕ gives

g(Ψ)β =
∑

k∈Tβ

α(k)∈∆(g′(BΣ))

g(Ψ)k, g(Ψ)k := ϕ(g′(BΣ)α(k)). (4.3)

for all β ∈ ∆(g(Ψ)). We shall prove in fact that the above sum above is direct. We need the
following elementary lemma.
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Lemma. Let α ∈ ∆(g′(BΣ)).

(1) The restriction ϕα : g′(BΣ)α → g(Ψ) of the map (4.2) to g′(BΣ)α is injective.

(2) Let k ∈ ZI
± such that α = α(k) and y ∈ g(Ψ)k be such that [x∓βi

, y] = 0 for all i ∈ 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 ∈ ZI

+. Let y ∈ g(Ψ)k such that [x−βi
, y] = 0 for all i ∈ I. Since the map ϕα : g′(BΣ)α(k) →

g(Ψ)k is a linear isomorphism, there exists a Q-homogeneous element x ∈ g′(BΣ)α(k) such that
ϕ(x) = y. So it will be enough to show in the rest of the proof that x = 0. If [fi, x] 6= 0 for
some i ∈ I we obtain once more with the injectivity of ϕα(k)−αi

:

[fi, x] ∈ g′(BΣ)α(k)−αi
\{0} =⇒ [x−βi

, y] = ϕα(k)−αi
([fi, x]) 6= 0.

This is a contradiction and hence [fi, x] = 0 for all i ∈ I. In particular, the ideal of g′(BΣ)
generated by x is Q-graded and intersects h′(BΣ) trivially. This is impossible unless x = 0. �

Proposition. The sum in 4.3 is a direct sum of vector spaces.

Proof. Let β ∈ ∆(g(Ψ))∩∆+ and let ht(β) be the sum over the coefficients when β is expressed
in terms of a simple system of g(A). The proof is by induction on ht(β) where the base case
(β = βi for some i ∈ I) obviously holds by the discussion preceeding Lemma 4.4. Let k1, . . . , kr
be distinct elements of Tβ such that α(k1), . . . , α(kr) are all roots of g′(BΣ). By contradiction
assume

y1 + · · · + yr = 0, yi ∈ g(Ψ)ki\{0}.

Since k1 ∈ ZI
+ and α(k1) ∈ ∆(g′(BΣ)) we can find with Lemma 4.4(2) an index j ∈ I such

that [x−βj
, y1] 6= 0; in particular β − βj ∈ ∆(g(Ψ)) ∩∆+ since the j-th entry of k1 has to be

positive. We get

[x−βj
, y1] + · · ·+ [x−βj

, yr] = [x−βj
, yi1 ] + · · · + [x−βj

, yis ] = 0

where {i1, . . . , is} ⊆ {1, . . . , r} is the collection of indices with [x−βj
, yi1 ], . . . , [x−βj

, yis ] 6= 0
and 1 ∈ {i1, . . . , is}. Let ej be the tuple with entry 1 at j-th position and zero elsewhere. Since
ki1 − ej , . . . , kis − ej ∈ Tβ−βj

are pairwise distinct elements and α(ki1 − ej), . . . , α(kis − ej) are
all roots of g′(BΣ), we can apply the induction hypothesis and get [x−βj

, y1] = 0 which is a
contradiction. This completes the proof. �

Corollary. The kernel of the map ϕ from (4.2) is a Q-graded ideal in g′(BΣ).

Proof. Let x ∈ ker(ϕ) and x = x1+x2+· · ·+xr be the decomposition of x 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 r > 1. Since no partial sum is contained in ker(ϕ) (otherwise
we are done by induction) there exists β ∈ ∆(g(Ψ)) with ϕ(xi) ∈ g(Ψ)β . Since xi is Q-
homogeneous we can find distinct k1, . . . , kr ∈ Tβ with ϕ(xi) ∈ g(Ψ)ki and α(k1), . . . α(kr) ∈
∆(g′(BΣ)). Since

ϕ(x) = 0 = ϕ(x1) + · · ·+ ϕ(xr)

we get with Proposition 4.4 that this is only possible if xi ∈ ker(ϕ) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , r}. �
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The following theorem together with Proposition 2.4 and (4.1) finishes the proof of Theorem 1.

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

Proof. Let ϕ be the surjective Lie algebra homomorphism from (4.2). Assume first that BΣ is
indecomposable. Then by Lemma 4.1(2) and Corollary 4.4 we get ker(ϕ) ⊆ c′(BΣ) and hence
the desired short exact sequence. Now assume that BΣ is decomposable and let BΣ =

⊕
BΣ,k

be a decomposition into indecomposables. Then we have by Lemma 4.1(3) and Corollary 4.4
that ker(ϕ) =

⊕
ik for some Q-graded proper ideals ik of g′(BΣ,k). Again by Lemma 4.1(2)

we get ik ⊆ c′(BΣ,k) and thus

ker(ϕ) =
⊕

ik ⊆
⊕

c′(BΣ,k) ⊆ c′(BΣ).

�

Remark. If Σ = Π(Ψ) (Ψ real closed subroot system) is linearly independent, then g(Ψ) is
in fact isomorphic to g′(BΣ). The linear independence of Σ is guaranteed for example when g

is of finite type or BΣ is an affine GCM.

4.5. We end this section with another example.

Example. Let A =

(
2 −3
−3 2

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

βj
1 := f2jα1 + f2j+2α2, βj

2 := f2j+2α1 + f2jα2, for j ∈ Z+,

where fj is the j-th Fibonacci number:

f0 = 0, f1 = 1, fj+2 = fj+1 + fj, for j ∈ Z+.

The positive real roots of g(A) are given by ∆(g(A))re,+ = {βj
1, β

j
2 : j ∈ Z+} (see [15, Exercise

5.28]). We claim that

βj
1 − βk

1 , βj
2 − βk

2 ∈ ∆(g(A))im, for all j, k ∈ Z+ with j 6= k,

βj
1 − βk

2 /∈ ∆(g(A)), for all j, k ∈ Z+.

Assuming the claim, it follows that every π-system Σ of ∆ with Σ ⊆ ∆+ is linearly independent
and satisfies |Σ| ≤ 2. For the claim, using Lemma 3.3 and [15, Proposition 5.10(c)], it will be

enough to show (β, β) ≤ 0 if β = βj
1 − βk

1 or β = βj
2 − βk

2 for some j 6= k ∈ Z+ and (β, β) > 0

if β = βj
1 − βk

2 for some j, k ∈ Z+. Let β = βj
1 − βk

2 . Then

(β, β) = 2
(
f2j+1 + f2k+1)

2 − (f2j − f2k+2)(f2j+2 − f2k)
)

= (f2
2j+1 − f2jf2j+2) + (f2

2k+1 − f2k+2f2k) + 2f2j+1f2k+1 + f2jf2k + f2k+2f2j+2

> 0 (by Cassini’s formula, [16, Theorem 5.3]).
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If β = βj
1 − βk

1 (similarly β = βj
2 − βk

2 ), then

1

2
(β, β) =

(
(f2k+1 − f2j+1)

2 − (f2j − f2k)(f2j+2 − f2k+2)
)

=(2− (f2j+1f2k+1 − f2jf2k+2 + f2j+1f2k+1 − f2j+2f2k))

= (2− (f2k−2j+1 + f2k−2j+1)) (by [16, Indentity 2, page 87])

≤0

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 g̊ be a finite dimensional simple Lie algebra with Cartan subalgebra h̊ and set of
roots ∆̊. The untwisted affine algebra is realized as g = g̊ ⊗ C[t±] ⊕ Cc ⊕ Cd and the roots

with respect to the Cartan subalgebra h = h̊⊕Cc⊕ Cd are given by

∆ = ∆re ∪∆im,

∆re = {α+ rδ : α ∈ ∆̊, r ∈ Z}, ∆im = {rδ : r ∈ Z\{0}}.

Moreover, we have

xα+rδ = C(xα ⊗ tr), α ∈ ∆̊, r ∈ Z, grδ = h̊⊗ tr, r 6= 0.

Given a symmetric regular subalgebra s we set in the rest of this subsection Ψ := ∆(s)re which
is a real closed subroot system of ∆. Hence from [20, Section 2] we can derive that there exists

a closed subroot system Ψ̊ ⊆ ∆̊ with irreducible components Ψ̊1, . . . , Ψ̊s, non-negative integers
k1, . . . , ks and Z-linear functions fi : Ψ̊i → Z, 1 ≤ i ≤ s, such that

Ψ =

s⋃

i=1

Ψi, Ψi =
{
α+ (fi(α) + kir)δ : α ∈ Ψ̊i, r ∈ Z

}
. (5.1)

Remark. For the explicit description of closed subroot systems of finite root system see [11].

Let h(Ψ̊i) be the subspace of h̊ spanned by {hα : α ∈ Ψ̊i} and denote the orthogonal comple-

ment of h(Ψ̊i) in h̊ with respect to the Killing form by h(Ψ̊i)
⊥. Then the subalgebra g(Ψ) of

s is given by

g(Ψ) =

s⊕

i=1

⊕

α∈Ψ̊i
r∈Z

C(xα ⊗ tfi(α)+kir)⊕
⊕

x∈Z




s⊕

i=1
x∈kiZ

h(Ψ̊i)


⊗ tx ⊕ Cc′. (5.2)
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where

c′ =

{
0 if ki = fi(α) = 0 ∀α ∈ Ψ̊i, i = 1, 2, . . . , s,

c otherwise.

To see this, we only need to observe that the right hand side of (5.2) is a subalgebra containing
gα for all α ∈ Ψ; the containment of the right hand side in g(Ψ) is obvious. In order to
understand the structure of s completely we study further the imaginary root spaces that
appear in s. We define I(s) := {r ∈ Z : rδ ∈ ∆(s)im} ∪ {0} and write

I(s) = (k1Z ∪ · · · ∪ ksZ) ∪̇ Λ

for some subset Λ ⊆ Z\{0} with Λ = −Λ. The latter condition is implied by the symmetry of

∆(s)im. For each x ∈ I(s), we have sxδ = h̊x ⊗ tx for some subspace h̊x ⊆ h̊ and h(Ψ̊i) ⊆ h̊x if

x ∈ kiZ. Moreover, since s is a subalgebra, we obtain for arbitrary v ∈ h̊x and α ∈ Ψ̊i[
xα ⊗ tfi(α)+kir, v ⊗ tx

]
= α(v)(xα ⊗ tfi(α)+kir+x) ∈ s.

If x /∈ kiZ, this is only possible if α(v) = 0 and thus

h̊x ⊆
s⋂

i=1
x/∈kiZ

h(Ψ̊i)
⊥, ∀x ∈ I(s).

Theorem 3. Let s be a symmetric regular subalgebra of g such that s ⊆ [g, g] and set Ψ =
∆(s)re. Then there exists:

• a closed subroot system Ψ̊ ⊆ ∆̊ with irreducible components Ψ̊1, . . . , Ψ̊s and non-
negative integers k1, . . . , ks ∈ Z+,

• a symmetric subset Λ ⊆ Z\{0} satisfying Λ ∩ kiZ = ∅ for all 1 ≤ i ≤ s,

• Z-linear functions fi : Ψ̊i → Z, 1 ≤ i ≤ s,

• vector subspaces Vx ⊆ h̊ for all x ∈ I(k,Λ) := (k1Z ∪ · · · ∪ ksZ) ∪ Λ satisfying

Vx ⊆
s⋂

i=1
x/∈kiZ

h(Ψ̊i)
⊥, Vx ∩




s∑

i=1
x∈kiZ

h(Ψ̊i)


 = 0.

such that
s = g(Ψ)⊕

⊕

x∈I(k,Λ)

Vx ⊗ tx (5.3)

where g(Ψ) is given as in (5.2). Conversely any subalgebra of the form (5.3) is a symmetric
regular 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 x ∈ I(k,Λ) and α ∈ Ψ̊i, 1 ≤ i ≤ s. Consider

[
xα ⊗ tfi(α)+kir, v ⊗ tx

]
= α(v)(xα ⊗ tfi(α)+kir+x), v ∈ Vx. (5.4)
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If x /∈ kiZ we have Vx ⊆ h(Ψ̊i)
⊥ by construction and thus α(v) = 0. If x ∈ kiZ then we have

α(v)(xα ⊗ tfi(α)+kir+x) ∈ g(Ψ) ⊆ s′. In either case (5.4) is contained in s′ again. All other
cases are checked similarly. �

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′ ⊆ [g, g].

(2) If k = k1 = · · · = ks, then we have

h̊ =
s⋂

j=1
x/∈kjZ

h(Ψ̊j)
⊥, ∀x ∈ kZ

and Vx for x ∈ kZ can be chosen to be any subspace of h̊ satisfying Vx ∩ h(Ψ̊) = 0.

(3) If ∆(s)∩ ∆̊ = ∆̊, then s = 1, Vx = 0 for all x and s = g(∆(s)re). This follows immediately
from Theorem 3.

We denote by s(Ψ̊,k,Λ, (fi), (Vx)) the symmetric regular subalgebra in (5.3) associated to the

tuple (Ψ̊,k,Λ, (fi), (Vx)).

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 3 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 Ψ which are of the following form (see [20,
Section 2]).

Case 1. There exists a prime number k and a Z-linear function f : ∆̊→ Z such that

Ψ = (∆̊, k, f) := {α+ (f(α) + kr)δ : α ∈ ∆̊, r ∈ Z}.

Case 2. There exists a proper maximal closed subroot system Ψ̊ ( ∆̊ such that

Ψ = (Ψ̊, 1,0) := {α+ rδ : α ∈ Ψ̊, r ∈ Z}.

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
regular subalgebra if and only if one of the following conditions hold

• s = [g, g],

• there exists a maximal closed subroot system Ψ̊ ( ∆̊ with

s = h⊕
⊕

α∈Ψ̊
r∈Z

(Cxα ⊗ tr)⊕
⊕

r∈Z\{0}

(̊h⊗ tr)

• there exists a prime number k and a Z-linear function f : ∆̊→ Z with

s = s(∆̊, k, ∅, f, (0)) ⊕ Cd.

Proof. Let s be a maximal symmetric regular subalgebra. From Theorem 3 and Remark 5.1
we have s = s(Ψ̊,k,Λ, (fi), (Vx))⊕ Cd for a suitable choice of data as in Theorem 3.
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Case 1 : Suppose that Ψ̊ ( ∆̊. In this case we can choose a maximal closed subroot system
Ψ̊′ ⊇ Ψ̊ and set

s′ := s(Ψ̊′,1, ∅, (0), (h(Ψ̊)⊥))⊕ Cd = h⊕
⊕

α∈Ψ̊′

r∈Z

C(xα ⊗ tr)⊕
⊕

r∈Z\{0}

(̊h⊗ tr)⊕ Cd.

Clearly, s′ is a symmetric regular subalgebra with s ⊆ s′ ( g. By the maximality we must
have s = s′ and Ψ̊ = Ψ̊′ is a maximal closed subroot system.

Conversely, any s(Ψ̊,1, ∅, (0), (h(Ψ̊)⊥)⊕Cd with Ψ̊ ( ∆̊ being a maximal closed subroot system
is a maximal symmetric regular subalgebra. To see this, let

s(Ψ̊,1, ∅, (0), (h(Ψ̊)⊥)⊕ Cd ⊆ s′′ := s(Ψ̊′′,k′′, A′′, (f ′′
i ), (V

′′
x ))⊕ Cd. (5.5)

Hence Ψ̊ ⊆ Ψ̊′′ which implies Ψ̊′′ = ∆̊ or Ψ̊ = Ψ̊′′. In the first case we must have s′′ = 1 and
k′′1 = 1 (recall that s′′ contains already all the imaginary root spaces). So with Remark 5.1
and (5.2) we get

s′′ = g(∆(s′′)re)⊕ Cd = [g, g]⊕ Cd = g.

In the latter case Ψ̊ = Ψ̊′′ we obviously have equality in (5.5).

Case 2 : Suppose that Ψ̊ = ∆̊. Again by Remark 5.1, we get s = g(∆(s)re) ⊕ Cd =

s(∆̊, k1, ∅, f, (0)) ⊕ Cd. If k1 = 1 then we have g(∆(s)re) = [g, g] using (5.2) which is a
contradiction. So we must have k1 6= 1 and we choose a prime divisor k of k1. Then we have
s ⊆ s(∆̊, k, ∅, f, (0))⊕Cd ( g and by the maximality we can conclude s = s(∆̊, k, ∅, f, (0))⊕Cd.

Conversely, any s(∆̊, k, ∅, f, (0))⊕Cd (with k prime) must be maximal. To see this, assume that

s(∆̊, k, ∅, f, (0)) ⊕ Cd ⊆ s′′. Since ∆(s′′) ∩ ∆̊ = ∆̊, we must have s′′ = s(∆̊, k′, ∅, f ′, (0)) ⊕ Cd.
Again if k′ = 1, then we get s′′ = g. So assume k′ 6= 1. In this case, we immediately get

f(α) + kZ ⊆ f ′(α) + k′Z for all α ∈ ∆̊.

This implies that k = k′ since k is prime and f(α) + kZ = f ′(α) + kZ for all α ∈ ∆̊. Thus

s(∆̊, k, ∅, f, (0)) ⊕ Cd = s′′ and the proof is completed. �

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

6. Remarks on the nonsymmetric case

If s is not necessarily symmetric, we define

∆(s)sy := {α ∈ ∆(s) : −α ∈ ∆(s)}, ∆(s)sp := ∆(s)\∆(s)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 |∆| < ∞ 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 := 〈sα : α ∈ ∆(s)sy〉, ssp =

⊕

α∈∆(s)sp

sα ⊕ hssp

where hssp is a vector space complement of hssy := (h ∩ ssy) in hs := (h ∩ s). Dynkin studied
regular subalgebras of finite dimensional semi-simple Lie algebras in [11] and obtained the
following result.

Theorem 5. Let g be a finite-dimensional semi-simple Lie algebra with Cartan subalgebra h.
Given a regular subalgebra s of g, we have that ssp is the radical of s and ssy is a maximal
semi-simple Lie algebra of s such that s = ssp ⋊ ssy. �

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

Example. Let α be a root of sl4(C) and h′ be a diagonal matrix in sl4(C) such that α(h′) = 0.

Define the regular subalgebra s of g = A
(1)
3 as follows:

s :=

(
⊕

r∈2N

C(xα ⊗ tr)⊕
⊕

r∈2N

C(x−α ⊗ tr)⊕
⊕

r∈2N

C(α∨ ⊗ tr)

)
⊕

C(h′ ⊗ t−2).

We have

∆(s)sp = {α+ rδ,−α + rδ : r ∈ 2N} ∪ {rδ : r ∈ 2N\{2}}, ∆(s)sy = {±2δ}.

However, ssp is not even a subalgebra of g since [xα⊗ t, x−α⊗ t] = α∨⊗ t2 /∈ ssp. We emphasize
here that the restriction of the bilinear form (·, ·) : s2δ × s−2δ → C is degenerate.

The analogue of Dynkin result reads as follows.

Proposition. Let s be a regular subalgebra of g such that the restriction of the bilinear form

(·, ·) : sα × s−α → C, α ∈ ∆(s)sy

remains non-degenerate and the Chevalley involution ω satisfies ω(sα) ⊆ s−α for all α ∈
∆(s)sy. We have that ssp is an ideal of s and

ssy =
⊕

α∈∆(s)sy

sα ⊕ hssy , s = ssp ⋊ ssy. (6.1)

Proof. Let α, β ∈ ∆(s)sy such that [sα, sβ ] 6= 0. If α = −β we have [sα, sβ ] ∈ hssy . Otherwise,
by applying the Chevalley involution we also get that −(α+β) ∈ ∆(s) and thus α+β ∈ ∆(s)sy.
This shows the first equation in (6.1). Next we show that ssp is an ideal of s. Let α ∈ ∆(s)sp
and β ∈ ∆(s) such that [sα, sβ ] 6= 0; note that in this case α 6= −β. So we can choose uα ∈ sα
and uβ ∈ sβ such that uα+β := [uα, uβ] ∈ sα+β is non-zero. If α + β ∈ ∆(s)sp we are done.
Otherwise α + β ∈ ∆(s)sy and by the non-degeneracy of the form we can find a non-zero
element y−α−β ∈ s−α−β such that (uα+β, y−α−β) 6= 0. This gives in particular [s−α−β , sβ] 6= 0
since otherwise

0 6= (uα+β , y−α−β) = ([uα, uβ], y−α−β) = (uα, [uβ , y−α−β)]) = 0

which is a contradiction. Hence [s−α−β , sβ ] 6= 0 giving −α ∈ ∆(s) which is once more a
contradiction. So we must have α+ β ∈ ∆(s)sp. �
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Note that both assumptions made in the above proposition are trivially satisfied for all real
roots in ∆(s); in particular finite root system.

6.2. In this subsection we will discuss some open questions.

• Let Ψ be a maximal closed subroot system. Is it true that the poset (poset structure
given by inclusion)

AΨ := {s : ∆(s)re = Ψ}

has a unique maximal element? This is true in the untwisted affine case. Note that
AΨ satisfies the following condition:

s ⊆ s′ =⇒ s′ ∈ AΨ

for all s ∈ AΨ and symmetric regular subalgebras s′.
• 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 = h⊕
∑

α∈∆(s)

gα.

• Classify real closed subroot systems Ψ such that Π(Ψ) is linearly independent (c.f.
Remark 4.4). Computations suggest that for rank 2 hyperbolic Kac-Moody algebras
every π-system Σ ⊆ ∆+ satisfies |Σ| ≤ 2. In particular, Σ is linearly independent (c.f.
Example 4.5).
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