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ISOMORPHISMS OF GROUPS OF KAC-MOODY TYPE OVER F,

SEBASTIAN BISCHOF

ABSTRACT. In [CMO06] Caprace and Mihlherr solved the isomorphism problem
for Kac-Moody groups of non-spherical type over finite fields of cardinality at
least 4. In this paper we solve the isomorphism problem for RGD-systems (e.g.
Kac-Moody groups) over Fo whose type is 2-complete and Ag-free.

1. INTRODUCTION

Chevalley groups of type ® (over fields) are abstract groups which come equipped
with a family of subgroups (U,)ace indexed by the root system ® and satisfying
the axioms of an RGD-system. It is known that each automorphism of a Chevalley
group (of irreducible type and over a perfect field) can be written as a product of
an inner, a diagonal, a graph and a field automorphism (cf. [Stel6, Theorem 30]).
As a consequence of this result, any automorphism of a Chevalley group induces an
automorphism of its underlying RGD-system.

Kac-Moody groups are infinite-dimensional generalizations of Chevalley groups.
While in Chevalley groups opposite Borel subgroups are conjugate, this is no longer
true in Kac-Moody groups of non-spherical type and a new class of automorphisms
arises, the so-called sign automorphisms. It was conjectured in [KP87| that any au-
tomorphism of a Kac-Moody group over an algebraically closed field of characteristic
0 can be written as a product of an inner, a diagonal, a graph, a field and a sign au-
tomorphism. This result was shown to be true in [CM05| by Caprace and Miihlherr
for algebraically closed fields of any characteristic (and generalized by Caprace in
[Cap09]). They deduced this result from the solution of the isomorphism problem
for Kac-Moody groups or, more generally, for RGD-systems.

Isomorphism problem for RGD-systems. Given a Coxeter system (W, S), an
RGD-system of type (W, .S) is a pair D = (G, (Ua)aeq)) consisting of a group G and
a family of subgroups indexed by the set of roots ® of (W, S) satisfying some axioms
(we refer to Section [l for the precise definition). The group G is also denoted by
GP and the torus of D is defined to be the subgroup H := (), . Na(Ua).

The isomorphism problem for RGD-systems is the question whether, given two RGD-
systems D of type (W, S) and D’ of type (W', S’), a group isomorphism ¢ : GP —
GP' induces an isomorphism from D to D’. Caprace and Miihlherr have shown in
[CMO05], Theorem 2.2| that this is the case as soon as there exists 2 € GP' such that

{o(Ua) a € @(W, 8)} = {aUa™" | a € ®(W', S)}.

This reduction is also used in [CMO06] to solve the isomorphism problem for Kac-
Moody groups over finite fields of cardinality at least 4. The proof makes a crucial
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use of the action of the torus on the associated twin building, and more precisely of
the fact that the torus fixes no chamber outside the fundamental twin apartment. If
we consider an RGD-system over [Fy (i.e. any root group has cardinality 2), then the
torus is trivial and fixes the whole twin building. In particular, we cannot follow the
strategy of [CM06]. We note that without any further condition the isomorphism
problem has a negative answer for example witnessed by the two exceptional isomor-
phisms PSLy(7) = PSL3(2) and 2A3(2) = Cy(3). Caprace and Miihlherr excluded
these cases by assuming that the root groups are large enough. We will exclude
these isomorphisms by assuming that all root groups have cardinality 2.

In [Bis23] we have constructed uncountably many new examples of RGD-systems
over Fy of type (4,4,4) and it would be most desirable to know that all these groups
are pairwise non-isomorphic. This was originally our main motivation to solve the
isomorphism problem for such RGD-systems. It turned out that our arguments work
not only for the type (4,4,4), but for Coxeter system (W, S) which are 2-complete
(i.e. 2 < o(st) < oo forall s # t € S) and Ay-free (for any J C S the Coxeter system
((.J), J) is not of type A,). Following [Cap07], we call an RGD-system (G, (Us)pes)
centered if G = (U, | o € D).

Theorem A. Suppose that (W, S) and (W', S") are 2-complete and Ay-free Cozeter
systems of finite rank at least 3 and let D and D' be two centered RGD-systems
over Fy of type (W, S) and (W', S"). Then any isomorphism GP — GP' induces an
isomorphism of D to D'.

Corollary B. Suppose that (W, .S) is a 2-complete and Ay-free Cozeter system of fi-
nite rank at least 3 and let D be a centered RGD-system of type (W, S) over Fy. Then
any automorphism of G is a product of an inner, a graph and a sign automorphism.

The proof of Theorem [A]is based on the following fact: Any reflection triangle (see
Section [ for the precise definition) of a 2-complete and Ay-free Coxeter system
of rank 3 is a chamber (cf. classification in [Fel98| Fig. 8 in §5.1]). We first show
that an analogous result holds in higher rank (cf. Theorem [3.§). Then we introduce
the notion of triangles in general buildings which can be seen as generalization
of reflection triangles from apartments to buildings and we obtained the following
generalization of Theorem B.8 (cf. Theorem [A.9):

Theorem C. Let (W,S) be a 2-complete and Ay-free Cozeter system of finite rank
at least 3, let A = (C,0) be a building of type (W, S) and let {Ry, Rs, Rs} be a

triangle. Then Ry N Ry N R3 is non-empty and contains a unique chamber.

Overview. Section [2] is devoted to fixing notation, to recalling some known facts
and to proving some useful and elementary results about buildings. In Section [3] we
study reflection and combinatorial triangles in Coxeter buildings. The goal of this
section is to prove Theorem [B.8 In Section Ml we introduce the notion of triangles
and prove some result about them. We end the section by proving Theorem [Cl
In Section [}l we recall the definitions of twin buildings and RGD-systems and we
recall or prove some results about them. In Section [6] we put everything together
and solve the isomorphism problem for centered RGD-systems over Fy of 2-complete
and Ay-free type.

Acknowledgement. I am grateful to Bernhard Miihlherr for drawing my attention
to this problem. I thank him and Frangois Thilmany for many helpful discussions
on the topic. I also thank Timothée Marquis for valuable remarks on an earlier
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Coxeter systems. Let (W, S) be a Coxeter system and let ¢ denote the corre-
sponding length function. For s,t € S we denote the order of st in W by my,.
The Cozxeter diagram corresponding to (W), S) is the labeled graph (S, E(S)), where
E(S) = {{s,t} | mg > 2} and where each edge {s,t} is labeled by my for all
s,t € S. The rank of the Coxeter system is the cardinality of the set S.

It is well-known that for each J C S the pair ((J), J) is a Coxeter system (cf. [Bou02,
Ch. IV, §1 Theorem 2|). A subset J C S is called spherical if (J) is finite. Given
a spherical subset J of S, there exists a unique element of maximal length in (.J),
which we denote by r; (cf. [ABOS], Corollary 2.19]). The Coxeter system (W, S) is
called spherical if S is spherical; it is called 2-spherical if (J) is finite for each J C S
with |J] <2 (i.e. mg < oo for all s,t € 9).

Definition 2.1. Let (W, S) be a Coxeter system.

(a) (W,9) is called 2-complete, if it is 2-spherical and if the underlying Coxeter
diagram is the complete graph.
(b) (W,S) is called Ay-free, if for each J C S the Coxeter system ((J), J) is not

of type As.

Lemma 2.2. Let (W,S) be a 2-complete Cozeter system of finite rank. Suppose
weW and s #t € S with l(ws) = l(w) + 1 = l(wt) and suppose w' € (s,t) with
l(w') > 2. Then we have ((ww'r) = l(w) + l(w') + 1 for each r € S\{s,t}.

Proof. This is [Bis24bl, Corollary 2.8]. O

Buildings. Let (W, S) be a Coxeter system. A building of type (W, S) is a pair
A = (C,6) where C is a non-empty set and where § : C x C — W is a distance
function satisfying the following axioms, where z,y € C and w = §(z,y):

(Bul) w = 1y if and only if z = y;

(Bu2) if z € C satisfies s := §(y, z) € S, then §(z, z) € {w,ws}, and if, furthermore,
l(ws) = l(w) + 1, then 6(x, z) = ws;

(Bu3) if s € S, there exists z € C such that d(y,z) = s and d(x, z) = ws.

The rank of A is the rank of the underlying Coxeter system. The elements of C
are called chambers. Given s € S and z,y € C, then z is called s-adjacent to y, if
d(x,y) = s. The chambers x,y are called adjacent, if they are s-adjacent for some
s € S. A gallery from x to y is a sequence (x = xo,...,x = y) such that z;_; and
x; are adjacent for all 1 <[ < k; the number k£ is called the length of the gallery. A
gallery from x to y of length k£ is called minimal if there is no gallery from x to y of
length < k. For two chambers « and y we define ¢(z,y) := €(0(z,y)).

Given a subset J C S and = € C, the J-residue of z is the set R;(x) := {y €
C|d(x,y) € (J)}. Each J-residue is a building of type ((.J),J) with the distance
function induced by § (cf. [ABO8, Corollary 5.30]). A residue is a subset R of C
such that there exist J C S and z € C with R = R;(x). Since the subset J is
uniquely determined by R, the set J is called the type of R and the rank of R is
defined to be the cardinality of J. Given x € C and a J-residue R, then there exists
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a unique chamber z € R such that ((z,y) = {(z,2) + {(z,y) holds for every y € R
(cf. [ABO8|, Proposition 5.34]). The chamber z is called the projection of x onto R
and is denoted by projp z. Moreover, if z = projp « we have §(z,y) = d(x, 2)d(z,y)
for each y € R. A residue is called spherical if its type is a spherical subset of S. Let
R be a spherical J-residue. Then z,y € R are called opposite in R if §(z,y) = r.
Two residues P, Q) C R are called opposite in R if for each p € P there exists ¢ € @)
such that p,q are opposite in R. A panel is a residue of rank 1 and we define
Ps(c) := Ryg(c) for all (c,s) € C x S. The building A is called thick, if each panel

of A contains at least three chambers; it is called spherical if its type is spherical.

Lemma 2.3. Let A = (C,9) be a building of type (W, S). Let R and Q) be two
residues of A with Q C R, and let ¢ € C with projgzc € Q. Then projy ¢ = projg c.

Proof. This follows from the following easy computation (the first equation follows
from the fact @ C R; the second equation follows from the fact proj,c € Q):

{(c, projg ¢) = £(c, projg c) + £(projy ¢, projg c)
= {(c, projq ¢) + €(projq ¢, projy ) + £(projg ¢, projg c)
= (¢, projg ) + 2 - £(projg ¢, projg c) O

Let A = (C,9) and A" = (C',¢') be two buildings of type (W,S). An isometry
between X C C and X’ C (' is a bijection ¢ : X — X’ such that §'(¢(x), ¢(y)) =
d(x,y) holds for all z,y € X. In this case X and X" are called isometric. An (type-
preserving) automorphism of a building A = (C,d) is an isometry ¢ : C — C. We
remark that some authors distinguish between automorphisms and type-preserving
automorphisms. An automorphism in our sense is type-preserving. We denote the
set of all automorphisms of the building A by Aut(A).

Example 2.4. We define 6 : WxW — W, (z,y) = x~'y. Then 2(W, S) := (W, §) is
a building of type (W, S). The group W acts faithfully on (W, S) by multiplication
from the left, i.e. W < Aut(X(W,.5)).

Apartments. Let (IW,S) be a Coxeter system and let A = (C,6) be a building
of type (W, S). A subset ¥ C C is called convez if projpc € ¥ for all ¢ € ¥ and
each panel P C C which meets ¥. We note that if ¥ C C is a convex subset and
if R is a residue which meets 3, then projpc € ¥ for all ¢ € ¥ (cf. [AB08, Lemma
5.45]). A subset ¥ C C is called thin if P N3 contains exactly two chambers for
each panel P C C which meets ¥. An apartment is a non-empty subset ¥ C C,
which is convex and thin. Moreover, a subset ¥ C C is an apartment if and only
if it is isometric to (W, S) (cf. [ABOS| Corollary 5.67]). Furthermore, any subset
of C that is isometric to a subset of W is contained in an apartment (cf. [ABOS|
Theorem 5.73]). As a consequence we note that for any two chambers there exists
an apartment containing both (cf. [ABO8, Corollary 5.74]).

Roots. Let (W, S) be a Coxeter system. A reflection is an element of W that is
conjugate to an element of S. For s € S we let oy := {w € W | {(sw) > {(w)} be
the simple root corresponding to s. A root is a subset a C W such that o = vay
for some v € W and s € S. We denote the set of all roots by ®(W,S). The
set (W, 8); == {a € ®(W,5) | 1w € a} is the set of all positive roots and
(W, S)_ = {a € ®(W,S) | 1w ¢ a} is the set of all negative roots. For each
root a € ®(W, S), the complement —a := W\« is again a root; it is called the root
opposite to a. We denote the unique reflection which interchanges these two roots
by ro € W < Aut(X(W,S)). We note that roots are convex (cf. [ABO8, Lemma
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3.44]). A pair {«, 8} of roots is called prenilpotent if both a N and (—a) N (=)
are non-empty sets. For such a pair we will write [o, f] :== {7y € (W, S) |anp C

v and (—a) N (=F) € =} and (a, §) := [a, 5] \{a, B}
Let A = (C,0) be a building of type (W, S). A subset a« C C is called root, if it

is isometric to «, for some s € S. We denote the set of roots contained in some
apartment Y by ®*. We note that we can identify ®* with (W, S).

Convention 2.5. For the rest of this paper we let (W, .S) be a Coxeter system of
finite rank and we define ® := &(W, S) (resp. ¢, P_).

Lemma 2.6. Let A = (C,0) be a building of type (W, S). Let (dy,...,d;) be a
manimal gallery and let ¢ € C. Let X be an apartment containing c,dy, . .. ,dx_1 and
suppose that no apartment contains c,dy, ...,d;. Suppose e € ¥ with 0(dy_1,€) =
§(dy_1,dy) and let o € ®* be the unique root containing dj,_; but not e. Then c & a.

Proof. By contrary we assume ¢ € «. Define s := d(dy_1,dy) and P := Py(dg). As
(do, . .. ,dy) is a minimal gallery, we have projp dy = di_1. Note that PNa = {dy_1}.
As ¢,dy_1 € a and roots are convex, we deduce projpc € a N P = {dy_1}. As
apartments are isometric to X(W, .S) we have the following:

(5(C, dk) = 5(0, dk,1)8 = 5(0, do)é(do, dkfl)S = 5(0, do)é(do, dk>

But this implies that {c,do,dr} C C is isometric to a subset of W. We conclude
that there exists an apartment containing c, dy, dj, (cf. also [ABO8|, Exercise 5.77(a)]).
This is a contradiction and we infer ¢ ¢ «. 0

Parallel residues in buildings. In this subsection we let A = (C, §) be a building
of type (W, S). For two residues R,T we define the mapping proj% : R — T, x
projrx and we define proj; R := {projpr | r € R}. We note that proj; R is a
residue contained in 7' (cf. [ABOS8, Lemma 5.36(2)]). The residues R,T are called
parallel if projp,T" = R and projp, R = T. We note that for parallel residues R
and T' the element (¢, proj; ¢) is independent of the choice of ¢ € R (cf. [MPW15,
Proposition 21.10]).

Lemma 2.7. Let R and T be two residues. Then the following hold:

(a) The residues projp T and projp R are parallel.

(b) R and T are parallel if and only if proj% and projg are bijections inverse to
each other.

(c) Let 3 be an apartment containing chambers of R and T. Then R and T are
parallel if and only if RN and T N X are parallel residues of 3.

Proof. Part (a) is [MPW15, Proposition 21.8(7)]. One implication of part (b) is
casy; the other is [MPW15l Proposition 21.10(¢)]. Part (¢) is [MPW15, Proposition
21.17). 0

Lemma 2.8. Let R and T be two residues and let ¢ € projpT". Then we have
proj p(projy¢) = c.

Proof. Note that by Lemma 2.7 the residues R’ := projp T and 7" := proj, R are
parallel and we have projp (projpc¢) = c. It follows now from Lemma 23] that

projyv ¢ = projy ¢ and proj g (projy ¢) = projz(projy ). O

Lemma 2.9. Let R and T be two residues and let ¥ be an apartment with >N R #
0 £XNT. Then the following hold:
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(a) XN projp T = projs~zr(XNT);
(b) X Nprojgp T is a residue of X having the same type as projp T

Proof. We first note that for ¢ € ¥ we have projs~p ¢ = projp ¢, as X is convex. This
implies projy~r(XNT) C X Nprojz T. For the other inclusion let ¢ € ¥ Nproji T be
a chamber. By Lemma 2.8 we have projg(proj,c) = ¢. As 3 is convex and ¢ € X,
we have ¢ := proj,yc € XNT. But then ¢ = projp ¢ = projyqg ¢ € projsz(XNT).
This shows (a). Part (b) follows from (a), as ¥ N projz T # 0. O

Compatible paths and parallel panels. Compatible paths were introduced in
[IDMVMI12]. Let A = (C,d) be a building of type (W,S) and let T" be the graph
whose vertices are the panels of A and in which two panels form an edge if and
only if there exists a rank 2 residue in which the two panels are opposite. For two
adjacent panels P, (), there exists a unique rank 2 residue containing P and (), which
will be denoted by R(P,Q). A path v = (Fp,...,P) in T' is called compatible if
Projp(p, ,.p) Fo = Fioy holds for all 1 <4 < k. Let (F,..., ) be a compatible
path. By definition, (F,..., F;) is a compatible path for all 0 < i < k. Moreover,
(P, ..., Py) is a compatible path as well (cf. [BM23, Proposition (4.2)(d)]).

Lemma 2.10. Let m > 1 and let (P, ..., Py,) be a compatible path. Then we have
PIOjp(p,,_y,Pm) (P Piy1) = Projg(p,._, p,y R(Fo, P1) for all 0 <i <m — 2.

Proof. The claim is trivial for m = 2. Thus we can assume m > 2. As (P;,..., P,)
is again a compatible path, it suffices to show projgp, | p.) R(Py, P1) = P—1. We
define R; := R(Pj_1, P;) for all 1 < j < m. Clearly, we have P,,_; = projp Py C
projp Ii. Assume that projp Ry 2 P,_i. Then, as projp R; is a residue, we
would have projp Ry = R,,. By Lemma[2.7] the residues proj, R; = R,, and R :=
projg, Ry, are parallel and proj;™ is a bijection. But (B, ..., Fy) and (Pp—1,..., Fp)
are compatible paths and hence, as m > 1, projpp, py Pn = P1 = Projp(p,,p) Fm-1-
This is a contradiction. 0

Lemma 2.11. Let P and Q) be two panels. Then the following hold:

(a) The following are equivalent:
(i) P and Q are parallel.
(i) | projq P| > 2
(i1i) There exists a compatible path from P to Q.
(b) If P and Q are parallel and if R is a residue containing @), then projp P is
a panel parallel to both P and ().

Proof. Part (a) follows from [DMVMI2, Lemma 13 and Lemma 19]; part (b) is
[DMVM12, Lemma 17]. O

Lemma 2.12. Suppose that (W, S) is 2-complete. Let m > 0, let (Py,..., Py) be a
compatible path and let ¢ € C. Suppose that the following two conditions hold:

(i) U(c. projp, ) < ((c, projp, c);
(i) L(PrOjg(p,.py) € PIOjp, €) > 2.

Then £(c, projp, ¢) < €(c,projp, c) and £(projgp,. . p,.) C;PrOjp, ¢) = 2 hold.

Proof. We will show the claim by induction on m. For m = 1 this is exactly the
assumption. Thus we can assume m > 1. Using induction the following hold:
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o ((c, projp, c) < (e, projp, c);
¢ g(pTOjR(Pm,Q,Pm,l) ¢, projp,,_, ¢) 2 2.

Now Lemma yields projgp,. , p,) ¢ = Projp, , ¢ and we infer

{(e,projp,, ) = {(c, PIOJR(Pyy_1,P) ¢) + e(PTOJR(Pm,l,Pm) ¢, projp,, ¢)
> {(c, projp,,_, ©)
> ((c, proi, ©)

Note that P,,_; and P, are opposite in R(P,,—1, Py). As (W,95) is 2-complete, we
conclude £(projgp, , p.) ¢ Projp,, ¢) > 2. This finishes the proof. O

Lemma 2.13. Suppose that (W, S) is 2-complete. Let (P, ..., Py) and (Qo, ..., Qn)
be two compatible paths such that P,, and Qo are opposite in a rank 2 residue. If
DIOj g(p,.00) F0 = Py then (Fo, ..., P, Qo, - .., Qn) is a compatible path.

Proof. We show the claim by induction on n. For n = 0 the claim follows by defi-
nition. Thus we can assume n > 0. Using induction, (Fp,..., Py, Qo,. .., Qn_1)
is a compatible path. We define P, ;11 = @; for 0 < ¢ < n. We have to
show that projpp,.,. poinis) 0 = Pmin- As (Fo, ..., Puys) is a compatible path,
we have PIOJ R(Pyr i1, Poin) Py = Pnin1 As P, 1 and P,,, are opposite in
R(Prin-1, Pryn), we deduce from Lemma 2.2 that projgp,.,., poinis) P = PIOjp, ., D
holds for all p € Py. As By and P,,,, are parallel by Lemma 2.IT{(a), we infer
PIOJ R(Pyy i Prinis) 10 = PXOjp, . Fo = Pyip. This finishes the proof. 0J

Lemma 2.14. Suppose that (W, S) is 2-complete. Let m > 0, let (Py,..., Py) be a
compatible path, let ¢ € Py and let d € R(Py,—1, Pp)\Pm—1. Let {s,t} be the type of
R(Py,—1,Py,) fors #t € S. Then ((6(c,d)r) = {(c,d)+1 holds for each r € S\{s,t}.

Proof. By Lemma it suffices to show the claim for d adjacent to projgp,, , p,.)C-
We prove the claim by induction on m. For m = 1 the claim follows from [ABOS,
Lemma 2.15]. Suppose now m > 1. Let s € S be the type of P,, 1 and let {s, ¢} be
the type of R(P-2, Pn-1). We define d' := projp, ) c where e := projgp,, , p,.) -
Then d' € R(P,,—2, Pyu—1)\Pn—2. Using induction, we have

00(c,d)r'") =L(c,d) +1
for each " € S\{s,q}. Now let r € S\{s,t}. If r = g, then the claim follows from

the previous equation with 7’ = t and the fact that m,, > 2. If r # ¢, then the
previous equation implies £(d(c, e)r) = £(c,e) + 1 which itself yields the claim. [

Lemma 2.15. Let P and @ be two panels and let H < Stab(P) N Stab(Q) be a
subgroup which does not fiz a chamber in P. Then the following hold:

(a) The panels P and @ are parallel.
(b) For a residue R containing Q, projz P is a panel and H < Stab(projp P).

Proof. Let ¢ € @ and put p := projpq. As H < Stab(P) N Stab(Q) does not fix p,
there exists h € H with h.p # p. Using the uniqueness of the projection chamber,
we infer

projp(h.q) = proj, p(h.q) = h.p #p
Thus | projp Q| > 2 and Lemma 2TT](a) implies that P and @ are parallel.

Now let R be a residue containing ). Then proj, P is a panel parallel to both P
and () by Lemma 2TT(b). Let x € projp P and h € H. We have to show that
h.x € projp P. There exists p € P with x = proj p. Using the uniqueness of the
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projection chamber and the fact that H < Stab(P)NStab(Q) < Stab(P)NStab(R),
we conclude

h.x = h.(projp p) = proj;, r(h.p) = projg(h.p) € projp P. O
3. COXETER BUILDINGS

In this section we consider the Coxeter building (W, S). For a € ® we denote by
dar (resp. 0%a) the set of all panels (resp. spherical residues of rank 2) stabilized by
ro. We note that for o, 5 € ® with a # £ we have o(r,rz) < oo if and only if
Pand?B #0 (cf. [Bis24a, Lemma 2.8(a)]).

The set Ja is called the wall associated with a.. Let G = (co, ..., ¢x) be a gallery. We
say that G crosses the wall O if there exists 1 <1 < k such that {¢;_1,¢} € Oa. Tt
is a basic fact that a minimal gallery crosses a wall at most once (cf. [ABOS, Lemma
3.69]). Moreover, a gallery which crosses each wall at most once is already minimal.

Lemma 3.1. Let R, T be two spherical residues of Z(W, .S). Then the following are
equivalent:

(i) R and T are parallel;

(ii) a reflection of (W, .S) stabilizes R if and only if it stabilizes T';

(iii) there exist two sequences Ry = R, ..., R, =T and Ty, ..., T, of residues of
spherical type such that for each 1 < i < n the rank of T; is equal to 1 +
rank(R), the residues R;_1, R; are contained and opposite in T; and moreover,
we have projp, R = R;_1 and proj;, T = R;.

Proof. This is [CM06, Proposition 2.7]. O

Lemma 3.2. Suppose |(J)| = oo for all J C S containing at least three elements.

(a) Let R and T be two different spherical residues of (W, S) of rank 2. Then
R and T are not parallel.
(b) Let o, B € ® with a # +B. Then |0*and?B| < 1.

Proof. Part (a) follows from Lemma Bl and (b) follows from [Bis24b, Lemma 2.5].
0J

Reflection and combinatorial triangles in 3(W,S). A reflection triangle is a
set T of three reflections such that the order of ¢’ is finite for all ¢,¢ € T' and such
that (,er 0?8, = 0, where 3, is one of the two roots associated with the reflection
t. Note that 9?8, = 9*(—/3;). A set of three roots T is called combinatorial triangle
if the following hold:

(CT1) The set {r, | @ € T} is a reflection triangle.
(CT2) For each a € T, there exists o € 9*Nd*y with o C « where {3,~v} = T\{a}.

Remark 3.3. Let R be a reflection triangle. Then there exist three roots 1, 82, 83 €
® such that R = {rs,,75,,78,}. Let {7,5,k} = {1,2,3}. As o(rgrs,) < oo, there
exists o, € 0%8; N 9*B;. Since R is a reflection triangle, we have o ¢ 9°8;. Now
[Bis24b, Lemma 2.2] yields oy, C Sy or o, C —f. Let e € {+, —} with o C &Sk
and define oy := & f). Then {aq, as, a3} is a combinatorial triangle, which induces
the reflection triangle R.
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Lemma 3.4. Let {ay, as, a3} be a combinatorial triangle and let Ry, € 0*a; N 0%«
for{i,j,k} ={1,2,3}. Then the following hold:

(a) The residue projp. R; is a panel which is contained in Ooy,.
(b) The panels projg, R; and projp, R; are not parallel.

Proof. We know that projp. R; is a residue. As R;, R; € 0?ay,, there are panels
P, C R; and P; C R; with P, P; € Oay,. In particular, P, and P; are parallel by
Lemma [3.Tland projy. R; contains the panel projg, P; (cf. LemmaR2.TT(c)). Suppose
projg. II; is not a panel. Then projp R; = R;. As R; = projp. R; and Projg, R;
are parallel by Lemma 2.7(a), it follows projg R; = R; by Lemma Bl (as they
must have the same rank). But then R; and R; are parallel and Lemma 3.1l implies
R; € 8%«;. In particular, R; € 8*a; N 9*a; N %y, which is a contradiction. This
shows the first part of (a).

Note that projp, I; is a panel containing the panel projg. P; and hence projg. R; =
projp. Pj. As B, P; € Oay and P, C R;, it follows from Lemma 2.15(b) that
projp. Rj = projp. P; € Oay,. Similarly, we obtain projp Ri € Oaj. As {ay,as, as}
is a combinatorial triangle, we have in particular a4 # %o . Since for each panel
there exists a unique reflection which stabilizes it, Lemma [3.Jlimplies that the panels
are not parallel. This finishes the claim. 0

Lemma 3.5. Suppose (W,S) is 2-complete. If T is a combinatorial triangle, then
(—a,B) =0 foralla # B € T. In particular, |cNBNR| =1 for each R € 8*aNd?p.

Proof. The first part is [Bis22, Proposition 2.3]. Now let R € 9?a N d*8. As roots
are convex and a # £, we deduce a N SN R # (). Assume ¢, d € a N SN R with
¢ # d. As roots and residues are convex, we can assume that ¢ and d are contained
in a panel P C R. Let v be a root with P € dvy. Note that R € 9*v. Using [Bis24al,
Lemma 2.9(b)] we obtain ey € (a, 8) for some € € {+, —}. But then P C anNf C &7,
which is a contradiction. This finishes the claim. O

Lemma 3.6. Suppose (W, S) is 2-complete. Let r,s,t,u € S be such that r # s #
t # u and such that the panels P,.(ly) and P,(st) are parallel. Then r =t, u = s
and mg = 3.

Proof. By |[ABOS, Lemma 2.15| and the fact that mg > 2 we have ¢(rst) = 3. As
P, (1w) and P,(st) are parallel, we must have ¢(rstu) = 2 by Lemma [27(b). But
then Lemma implies r = t, u = s and my = 3. O

Remark 3.7. Suppose (W,S) is 2-complete and let T = {«;, oj, a3} be a combi-
natorial triangle. By definition and Lemma [B.2/(b) there exists a unique element
contained in 9*c; N &*ay;.

Theorem 3.8. Suppose (W, S) is 2-complete and Ay-free. Let T = {ay, aj, ou} be
a combinatorial triangle. We denote the unique element contained in 0*c; N 0% a; by
Ry. Then R; N R; N Ry, is non-empty and contains a unique chamber.

Proof. We first show that R; N R; N Ry, # 0. By Lemma B3, a; Na; N Ry, contains a
unique chamber which we denote by ¢;. As ¢; € R; C «; and roots are convex, we
deduce proj R, Ci € Q. Moreover, ¢; € oy and hence proj R, Ci € Q. We deduce

Projp, ¢; € a; Nay N Ry = {¢;}.
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Define P := projp, Ry. As before, we have ¢; = projp, ¢x € P and Lemma 2.3
yields ¢; = projp. ¢k = projp ¢x. For Q := projg, R; we infer ¢; = projg ¢; similarly.
Without loss of generality we can assume ((c;, ¢;) > U(c;, cx) > £(ci, cx). We define

w;; = 0(c4, ¢4), wik = 0(¢j, k), Wik = 0(cy, cx).

Assume {(w;z) > 0 and hence £(w;;) > l(wjr) > 0. As projg, R; and projp, R;
are panels by Lemma B.4(a) which are parallel by Lemma 2.7(a), there exists a
compatible path (Qo := projp R;,...,Q, = Projp; R;) by Lemma 2ZTT[a). As
¢ € Qo and ¢; € @)y, we have ¢ > 0. Using induction there exists a minimal
gallery (eg := ¢;,...,e = ¢;) with e, € R(Q;.,Q;.+1) for all 0 < z < [. Note that
¢j € projg, Ri N projg, Rk and hence projg, & N projg, Ry # 0.

Let projp R; be an s-panel and let projp Rj be a t-panel. By Lemma B.4(b)
we have, in particular, projg, R; + projg, Ry. As projg, Ri N projg; Ry + (), we
have s # t. Let {r,s} be the type of R(Q,—1,0Q,). Then l(w;sr) = l(w;;) (as
Q-1 and @, are opposite in R(Q,—1,Q,)) and by Lemma 2.2 r is the unique
element in S with f(w;;r) < ¢(w;;). As before, there exists a compatible path
(P == projg, Bk, ..., By := projg, R;) and we deduce p > 0. Note that projg, c; =
cx € projg, R; and, hence, Lemma 2.3 yields Projp, ¢; = Projp, ¢; = Cx.

If r is not contained in the type of R(P,, P;), then Lemma 2.2] yields PrOjp(py,py) Ci =
projp, ¢i. As projRj cG = ¢ € projRj Ry, Lemma [23] implies ¢; = projRj G =
projp, ¢;. Now Lemma 2.12] yields

U(wij) = (ci, projp, ¢;) < L(ci, projp, ¢;) = L(wik).
This is a contradiction. Thus we can assume that R(FP,, P;) is of type {r,t}. By

Lemma [2.14] we have £(w;;rt) = {(w;;). If m,; # 3, we deduce again a contradiction
from Lemma[2.T21 Thus we can assume m,; = 3. We distinguish the following cases:

p > 1: Let {r,z} be the type of R(P;, ). Note that (Py,..., P,) is again a com-
patible path. If projpp, p,) ¢i = projp, ¢;, then Lemma 2.12] yields again

l(w;;) = £(c;, projp, ¢;) = (c;, projp, ¢;) < L(ci, projp, ¢i) = (wi)

which is a contradiction. Thus we can assume projgp p,)C¢i 7 Projp, ¢
and hence ((w;jrtz) = ¢(w;;) — 1. This implies {(w;;rz) = £(w;;) — 2 and
Lemma 2.14] yields © = s. Moreover, we have {(w;;rst) = £(w;;) — 3. But
then Lemma 214 yields m,s = 3. Since ¢;rs = projgq,_, 0, Ci» We have
l(wgjrsrt) = L(w;;) — 2 as above. Again, Lemma 2.14] yields ¢(w;;rsts) =
{(w;;) — 2 and hence mg = 3. But then ((r,s,t),{r,s,t}) is a subsystem of
type Ay, which is a contradiction.

p=1: Then we have wj, = rt and ¢, = c¢;rt. Moreover, we have ((w;;) = 2
and f(w;;) = ¢(w;), which implies (w;;) = f(w;;) = (w;,) = 2 and, in
particular, w;; = sr, and w;; = st. This implies m,, = 3. Now it follows
from Lemma that ((r,s,t),{r,s,t}) is a subsystem of type A,, which is
a contradiction.

Thus we can assume ¢(w;;) = 0. Then ¢(w;;,) < f(wj;) = 0 and hence ¢; = ¢ = ¢;.
In particular, R := R;NR;N Ry, # 0 and hence R is a residue. As projp R; is a panel
by Lemma B4la), R is either a panel or a single chamber. Suppose R is a panel.
Then projg, R; = R = projg, Ry and, in particular, projg, R; and projg R} are
parallel. But this is a contradiction to Lemma [B.4(b). Hence R is a single chamber
and we are done. 0J

Remark 3.9. Note that the previous theorem becomes false, if (W, S) is not A,-free.
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4. TRIANGLES IN BUILDINGS

In this section we generalize the notion of combinatorial triangles in X(W,.S) (i.e.
in apartments) to triangles in building. We remark that in the literature a combi-
natorial triangle is sometimes also called triangle. The main goal of this section is
Theorem [4.9] where we prove a generalization of Theorem [3.8]

Convention 4.1. In this section we let A = (C,d) be a building of type (W, S).

Definition 4.2. A set T of three residues of spherical type and of rank 2 is called
triangle, if the following hold:

(T1) For R,Q € T with R # @, the residue projy ) is a panel.
(T2) The panels projp P and projy @ are not parallel, where T' = { P, Q, R}.

Let X be an apartment of A. A triangle T is called X-triangle if ¥ N R # ) for all
ReT.

We first show that triangles exist. The next lemma shows that any reflection triangle
in an apartment canonically provides a triangle in a building.

Lemma 4.3. Let ¥ be an apartment and let (31, B2, B3 € ®* be three roots such
that {rs,,rp,, 78, } is a reflection triangle. Let T' := {Ry, Ry, R3} be a set of three
spherical residues of rank 2 with the following properties:

(i) ENR#0D forall R T;
(ii) ¥ N Ry € 0*a; N D for all possibilities {i, j, k} = {1,2, 3}.

Then T is a X-triangle.

Proof. We abbreviate ¥; := X N R; for i € {1,2,3}. By Remark B3] there exists
~i € {Bi, —B:} for all i € {1,2,3} such that {v1,79,73} is a combinatorial triangle.
Using Lemma B4 and Lemma 2.9(a) we obtain the following:

(a) X Nprojg, R; = projy, ¥; is a panel in ¥ for ¢ # j € {1,2,3}.
(b) The panels ¥ N projg, R; = projs, ¥; and ¥ Nprojg, R; = projy, ¥; are not
parallel in ¥ for {4, 7, k} = {1,2,3}.

Lemma 29(b) yields that projp R; is a panel for all i # j € {1,2,3}. Now
Lemma[.7(c) implies that projp, R; and projg, R; are not parallel, where {i, j, k} =
{1,2,3}. By definition, 7" is a Y-triangle. O
Remark 4.4. Let X be an apartment of A and let "= {R;, R;, Ry} be a X-triangle.
Then projp, R; and proj R, R; are panels by assumption and > N projp, R; and XN
projp, I; are panels in ¥ by Lemma 2.9(b). By Lemma 2.7(a) and (c), the panels
YNprojg, R; and XNproj R, R; are parallel in X. It follows from Lemma[B.Ilthat there
exists (up to sign) a unique root f§; € ®* with ¥ N projy R;, XN projg, Ri € f.

Lemma 4.5. Let ¥ be an apartment and let T = {R;, R;, R} be a X-triangle. Then
the following hold:

(a) Let By, € ®* be one of the two roots with ¥ N projg R;, N projp, R €
OBx. Then {ra,rs;, 15} is a reflection triangle. Moreover, there exists

v € {6, =B} with XN Ry C v for all I € {i,j,k}, and {vi, 7V, } is a
combinatorial triangle.
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(b) If (W, S) is 2-complete and Ay-free, then R; N R; N Ry is non-empty and
contains a unique chamber.

(c) If (W, S) is 2-complete, then projy. R;Nprojp. Ry is non-empty and contains
a unique chamber.

Proof. For all a # b € {1, j, k} we abbreviate the following:
Yo =S N R, P? = projp. Ry, Y =xnP.

As ¥} € 96; and X C Xy, we have ¥y, € 0?43;. Using similar arguments, we deduce
¥ € 0?8;n0%B;, which implies o(rg,rs,) < o0o. Next we show 0%5;N0*5; N0*B), = 0.
Assume by contrary that there exists Q € 823;N9%8; N9?Bk. Then Q and %; (resp.
() and X;) are parallel by [Bis24bl, Lemma 2.5(a)|. Now [MPW15| Corollary 21.21|
implies that 3; and ¥; are parallel. Using Lemma 27(c), the residues R; and R,
are parallel as well. But projg, R; is a panel, hence projg, R; # R;, which is a
contradiction. We conclude 8?3; N 9%8; N 0?5, = 0 and {rs,, 7s,,7p, } is a reflection
triangle. The second part of (a) follows from Remark [3.3]

For Assertion (b) we note that ¥; N X; N X is non-empty and contains a unique
chamber by (a) and Theorem B8 This implies R := R; N R; N Ry # 0 and hence
R is a residue. As projp, R; is a panel, R is either a panel or a single chamber.
Suppose R is a panel. Then projp R; = R = projg, ), and, hence, projg. R; and
projg, Ry are parallel. This is a contradiction to the fact that T"is a triangle. Hence
R is a single chamber and we are done.

For assertion (c) we first note that |y;N~y;NXy| = 1 holds by Lemma 3.5l We denote
the unique chamber contained in 7; N y; N X by ¢;. As roots are convex, we have
Projp. Cj, Projg, cx € 7 Nk N Y; = {¢;}. This implies P/ N PF # (). Assume that
P/ N P} is not a chamber. As both are panels, we must have P/ = P*. But then P’
and PF would be parallel, which is a contradiction. This finishes the claim. O

Convention 4.6. Let T' = {Ry, Ry, R3} be a triangle. For i # j € {1,2,3} we
let P/ := projg, R;. Note that P is a panel by definition. By Lemma 2.7(a),

(2

the panels P/ and P} are parallel. By Lemma 2TT((a) there exists a compatible

path (Py := Pj,..., P, := P?) between P} and P2, and a compatible path (Qg :=
Pi ...,Q := P}) between P and Pj.

We extend the compatible path (Fy,..., P,) by two panels. Let P,;; be any panel
contained in R; which is opposite to P, in R;. Note that R(P,, P,11) = Ry. As
projg, Py = P,, the path (Fy,..., P,41) is again a compatible path. Similarly, we
obtain a compatible path (P_y, Fy,..., P,11) with R(P_1, ) = R, as well as a
compatible path (Q_1,..., Q1) with R(Q_1,Qo) = Rz and R(Q.n, Qm+1) = Ro.

A technical result. Assume that (I, 5) is 2-complete and let 7' = { Ry, Rs, R3}
be a triangle, which is not a Y-triangle for any apartment . Let ¢ € P} and let
d:= projp; c. Then projr, d # d, as T is not a X-triangle. Let (do :=d, ..., dy :=
projg, d) be a minimal gallery such that for all 0 < ¢ < k — 1 there exists 0 < j; <
n—1 with {d;,dis1} € R(Pj,, Pj;+1). Let 0 < 2z < k —1 be maximal such that there
exists an apartment containing c,dy,...,d,, and let X be such an apartment. Let
a € ®* be the root containing d, but not P MY, where P is the panel containing
d, and d.,;. Note that XN Py # () and ¥ N P§ # () (cf. Lemma 29). Let 3 € ®*
be the root containing d but not ¥ N P4 and let 7; € ®* be the root containing d
with XN PJ € 071.

Proposition 4.7. The following hold:
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(a) There exists a unique 0 < j < m such that ¥ N R(Q;_1,Q;) € J*a.
(b) {R(Py., Pi.y1), R(Qj-1,Q;), Ra} is a E-triangle.
(¢) {ra,T4,, 75} is a reflection triangle.

Proof. We abbreviate Rp := R(P;.,Pj.+1). As ¥ N Rp € 9*a N d*y3 by Lemma
B, we have o(r,r.,) < co. Moreover, we have ¥ N Ry € 9*y; N 9%*y3 and hence
o(rs,ryy) < co. Let f € P§ N be the unique chamber. Then projg, f € P§ and
as X N Ry # 0, we have projp, f € P NX. As Py and P are parallel, Lemma
2.7(c) yields that ¥ N Py and X N P are parallel. As ¥ N P} € dv;, Lemma [B.1]
implies ¥ N P} € dv, and hence proj rs / € 7 (as roots are convex). Note that
{ENR(Q;-1,Q;) | 0 < j <m} C d*y;. We distinguish the following two cases:

(i) projg, f € a: Then, as ¢ ¢ a by Lemma 2.6, we have ¥NR3 € 9%y,Nd%a # 0.
In particular, we deduce o(r,r,,) < oo.

(ii) projg, f € (—a): By Lemma 2.8 we have projg, dx = do. This implies that
we can extend (d.y1,...,dp) to a minimal gallery from d,,; to f. Replacing
d,+1 by the unique chamber contained in ¥ which is §(d,, d,,1)-adjacent to
d,, we infer f € «, as a minimal gallery crosses each wall at most once.
As projg, f € (—a), there exists 1 < j < m with Q;_; N ¥ C (—a) and
Q;NY Ca. Then R(Q;-1,Q;) NT € &*y; N &%« and hence o(r,,r,) < 0.

Note that 92y, N 3?v3 = { N Ry} and 8N d*y3 = {X N Rp} by Lemma B2(D).
Assume that ¥ N Ry € 0%°a. Then we would have ¥ N Rp = X N Ry and hence
d.,d.y1 € Rp = Ry. This implies projp, (proj R d) # d, which is a contradiction to
Lemma 28 We infer 9*y3 N 9%y, N 8%« = 0 and hence {r,,, 7,74} is a reflection
triangle. Recall that {SNR(Q;-1,Q;) | 0 < j <m} C 9*y; and we know by ()] and
that ¥ N R(Q;-1,Q;) € 9%« for some 0 < j < m. The uniqueness of j follows
from the fact that 9>y, N &%« contains exactly one element by Lemma B.2/(b). Let
Rg € {R(Qj-1,Q;) | 0 < j < m} with *>a N d?y; = {¥ N Rg}. Then Lemma A3
implies that { Ry, Rp, Rg} is a 3-triangle. O

Two generalizations. Theorem (4.8 can be seen as a generalization of Lemma [3.5]

Theorem 4.8. Suppose that (W,S) is 2-complete and let T = {Ry, R2, R3} be a
triangle. Then projg, Ry N projg, Rs is non-empty and contains a unique chamber.

Proof. If T is a >-triangle for some apartment ¥, then the claim follows from Lemma
A5(c). Thus we can assume that 7" is not a ¥-triangle for any apartment . As
T is a triangle, we have Py # P3 by axiom (T2). Thus it suffices to show that
Py NP} # (. Let ¢ € P; be any chamber and let d := projp; c. As T is not a Y-
triangle, we have d # projg, d. Note that projg, d = projp2 d holds by Lemma 2.3
Using induction, there exists a minimal gallery (do := d,...,d; := projg, d) such
that for all 0 <7 < k — 1 there exists 0 < j; <n —1 with {d;,d;11} € R(P},, Pji+1)-

Now let 0 < z < k be maximal such that there exists an apartment containing
c¢,d = dy,...,d, and let ¥ be such an apartment. As T is not a Y-triangle, we
have z < k. Define Rp := R(P;.,P;.11). Let a € ®* be the root containing d,
but not ¥ N P, where P is the panel containing d, and d,.;. Let 0 < j < m be
the unique element as in Proposition .7(a) and define Ry := R(Q;—-1,Q;). Then
{Rp, Rg, Ry} is a X-triangle by Proposition £.7(b). Applying Lemma E.5|c) we
deduce that projr, Rp N projg, Rg is non-empty and contains a unique chamber.
Now Lemma [2ZI0] implies projp, Rg = projg, Rs and projg, Rp = projp, Ri (as
(Pus1,.-.,P_1) is a compatible path). O
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Theorem 4.9. Suppose that (W,S) is 2-complete and Ay-free, and suppose that
T = {Ry, Ry, R3} is a triangle. Then Ry N Ry N Ry is non-empty and contains a
unique chamber.

Proof. We let {i,j,k} = {1,2,3}. We know by Theorem I8 that P/ N P* is non-
empty and contains a unique chamber, which we will denote by ¢;. Note that
Projp, ¢; = projpi¢; by Lemma 23 As ¢; € P}, we have £(projp: ¢;,¢;) < 1. By
J ] J
definition we have P]k # P and hence projpr ¢; = ¢;. Without loss of generality we
J
can assume £(cg, ca) > {(cg, 1) > €(c3,¢1). We define

W3z ‘= 5(03702), Wa1 = 5(02,01), Wszy = 5(03,01)-

If T is a ¥-triangle for some apartment 3, then the claim follows from Lemma [.5](b).
Thus we can assume that 7" is not a Y-triangle for any apartment . In particular,
we have projp ca # ¢ and n > 0 (cf. Convention E.6]). Using induction, there exists
a minimal gallery (dy := cg,...,d; := projp, ¢2) such that for all 0 < z <[ -1
there exists 0 < j, < n — 1 with {d;,d,+1} € R(Pj,, Pj,+1). Let 0 < z < [ be
maximal such that there exists an apartment containing cs, dy,...,d, and let X be
such an apartment. As T is not a Y-triangle, we deduce z < [. Let 0 < j < m
be the unique element as in Proposition L7(a). We define Rp := R(P;,, P;,+1) and
Rg = R(Qj-1,Q;). Then {Rp, Rg, Ry} is a X-triangle by Proposition [L.7(b). In
particular, Rp N Ry N Rg is non-empty and contains a unique chamber by Lemma

E.3(b).
Claim: Rp N Ry N Rg = {do}.

By Lemma we have proj, Rp = projg, Ri = P} and projp, Rg = projp, Rs =
P$. As Ry N Rp # 0, the residue Ry N Rp is either a chamber, or a panel. If
Ry N Rp would be a chamber, then [ABOS, Lemma 2.15] implies that projp, Rp is
also just a chamber. This is a contradiction and hence Ry N Rp is a panel. We infer
Ry N Rp = projg, Rp. Using the same arguments, we deduce Ry N Ry = projg, Rg.
We infer

R2 N Rp N RQ = (projR2 RP) N (pI"OjR2 RQ) = P21 N P23 = {do}

Let 3 € ®* be the root containing dy but not ¥ N P} and let a € ®* be the root
containing d, but not > N P, where P is the panel containing d, and d,,;. Then
do,...,d. € y3Nan Rp. Let 41 € ®* be the root containing dy with X N P§ € 9.
By Proposition £7(c), we obtain that {ry,r,,, 7, } is a reflection triangle.

As XN Ry € 9%y, Nd*y3 and dy € a, we deduce XN Ry C . Moreover, XN Rg C 73
and XN Rp C ~;. This implies that {«, v1, 73} is a combinatorial triangle. It follows
from Lemma 3.5 that z = 0. Suppose §(cs, dy) = 0(c3,do)d(do, dy). Then there would
exist an apartment containing cs, dy, d;, which is a contradiction to the maximality
of z. Thus we have §(cs, dy) = d(c3,d;) and hence £((cs, dy)d(do, dq)) = €(c3,dg) — 1.
Recall that £(projg, cs3,c2) < 1 and that projp c3 = projp21 c3 = ¢ and projp c3 =
projpz ¢z = ci. We distinguish the following cases:

(a) (projg, cs,c2) = 0: As £(0(cs,do)d(do,d1)) = €(cs,dy) — 1, we infer from
Lemma 2.4 that {(projpp, p,) 3, c2) = 1.

(b) £(projg, c3,c2) = 1: Then Lemma implies similarly as in the previous
case that £(projpp, py) s, c2) = 1.
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As Py and P, are opposite in R(Fy, P;) and d(c3,dy) = 6(cs,dy), we deduce that

{(c3,projp, c3) = €(c3, ca) < L(cs, projp, cz) and £(projgp, p,) €3, Projp, c3) > 2 hold.
Using Lemma 2.12] we deduce

E(w32) = 5(03, 02) = £<C37prOjP0 03) < 6(037 PTOJPn 03) = 6(637 01) = e(w:n)-

But this is a contradiction to the assumption ¢(cs, c2) > €(c3, ¢1). O

5. GROUPS OF KAC-MOODY TYPE

Twin buildings. Let Ay = (C;,04) and A_ = (C_,_) be two buildings of the
same type (W, S). A codistance (or twinning) between A, and A_ is a mapping
ds 1 (Cy x C_) U (C_ x Cy) — W satistying the following axioms, where ¢ € {+, —},
r€Cy€lCand w=4d(z,y):

(Twl) 0u(y,x) = w™;

(Tw2) if z € C_. is such that s := 0_.(y,2) € S and {(ws) = {(w) — 1, then
0z, 2) = ws;

(Tw3) if s € S, there exists z € C_. such that 0_.(y,2) = s and 0.(z, 2) = ws.

A twin building of type (W, S) is a triple A = (A, A_,4,), where A, = (C4, 0, ) and
A_ = (C_,d_) are buildings of type (W, S) and where ¢, is a twinning between A
and A_. Two chambers ¢, € C; and ¢_ € C_ are called opposite if d,(c,c_) = 1y
The twin building is called thick, if A, and A_ are thick. A panel/residue of a twin
building is a panel/residue of one of its two buildings. Two residues R of A, and T'
of A_ are called opposite if they have the same type and if there exists r € R and
t € T which are opposite.

Let X, C Cy and ¥ C C_ be apartments of A, and A_, respectively. Then the set
Y=Y, UX_ is called a twin apartment if for all € € {4, —} and = € X, there exists
exactly one y € ¥__ with d,(z,y) = ly. Moreover, for any ¢, € C; and ¢ € C_
with d,(cy, c_) = 1y there exists a unique twin apartment containing ¢, and c_ (cf.
[ABOS|, Proposition 5.179(1)]). We denote this unique twin apartment by (cy,c_).
An automorphism of A is a bijection ¢ : Cy UC_ — C, UC_ which preserves the
sign, the distances ¢, and 6_ and the codistance J,.

Let A = (A4, A_,d,) be a twin building of type (W,S). A twin root of A is
the convex hull of a pair of chambers at codistance 1, i.e. a pair {z,y} such that
d«(z,y) € S. For more information we refer to [AB0S8| Section 5.8.5]. A twin root
can be seen as the union of two roots a, U a_, where a. C ¥, is a root in an
apartment %, for ¢ € {+,—} and ¥, UX_ is a twin apartment. Moreover, if we fix
a twin apartment Y, then the set of twin roots in ¥ is in one-to-one correspondence
with the set of roots in one half of the twin apartment. Let ¥ be any twin apartment
and let R be a spherical residue with ¥ N R # (). Then we denote by ®* the set of
all twin roots of X and we let ®*(R) be the set of all twin roots 3 € ®* such that
RN B and RN (—f) are both non-empty.

consisting of a group G together with a family of subgroups U, (called root g'mup
indexed by the set of roots ®, which satisfies the following axioms, where H :

Naco Na(Us) and U, := (U, | a € ;) for e € {+, —}:

Root group data. An RGD-system of type (W,S) is a pair D = ( )
s)

(RGDO) For each a € ®, we have U, # {1}.
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(RGD1) For each prenilpotent pair {«, 5} C ® with o # [, the commutator group
[Ua, Ug] is contained in the group U ) := (U, | v € (o, 5)).

(RGD2) For each s € S and each u € U, \{1}, there exist v’,u" € U_,, such that
the product m(u) := v'uu” conjugates Us onto Uss for each 5 € &.

(RGD3) For each s € S, the group U_,, is not contained in U,

(RGD4) G = H{U, | « € D).

It is well-known that D acts on a twin building, which is denoted by A(D) (cf.
[ABOS|, Section 8.9]). This twin building is a so-called Moufang twin building (cf.
[ABOS, Section 8.3]). There is a distinguished pair of opposite chambers in A(D)
corresponding to B, := HU. for € € {4+, —}. We refer to this pair as the fundamental
pair of opposite chambers and we refer to the unique twin apartment containing these
two chambers as the fundamental twin apartment.

Two results about Moufang buildings. For more information about Moufang
buildings we refer to [ABOS|, Section 7.3].

Lemma 5.1. Let A = (C,6) be a Moufang building of rank 2 and of irreducible and
spherical type. Let ¥ be an apartment and let cy,c_ € X be the two fundamental
opposite chambers. Let (U, )qcas be the family of corresponding root groups. For

s €S we let Qs be a panel with (U,, UU_,,) < Stab(Qs). Then we have Qs # Q.
In particular, if Qs and Q; are parallel, then Qs and Q; are opposite.

Proof. We assume by contrary that Qs = Q;. As Ps(cy) is not stabilized by U_,,,
we deduce that Qs = @, is different from Ps(cy ). As Qs and P(c,) are parallel by
Lemma 215 they are opposite by [DMVMI12, Lemma 18]. Similarly, ¢); and P;(c )
are opposite. But then Qs = @Q; would be opposite to Ps(c;) and to Py(cy ), which
is a contradiction. Thus we have @, # Q;. Now if Q)5 and Q); are parallel, it follows
from [DMVM12, Lemma 18] that Q, and @, are opposite. O

Lemma 5.2. Let A = (C,9) be a Moufang building of rank 2 and of irreducible
and spherical type. Assume that all panels contain exactly three chambers. Let X
be an apartment and let ¢, ,c_ € ¥ be the two fundamental opposite chambers. Let
(Us)acas be the family of corresponding root groups. Then we have

{ceC|Vse ST € S: (U, UU_,,) <Stab(Py(c))} = {cy,c_}.

Proof. One inclusion is obvious. For the other we let ¢, # d € C be a chamber such
that for each s € S there exists s’ € S with (U,, UU_,,) < Stab(Py(d)). Note that
s' #t' for S = {s,t} by the previous lemma.

Claim 1: P.(cs+) # P (d) = Py(cy) and P (d) are opposite.

As both panels are stabilized by (U,, UU_,,) and no chamber in P,(c, ) is fixed by
(U,, UU_,,), Lemma 2T5(a) yields that the panels P,(c;) and P, (d) are parallel.
Now [DMVMI12, Lemma 18] implies that P,(c+) and P, (d) are opposite.

Claim 2: ¢y and d are opposite.

We first assume Ps(c;) = Py(d) for some s € S. As U_,, does not stabilize Ps(cy),
we infer s = &', t =t and (U,, UU_,,) < Stab(P;(d)) for S = {s,t}. As c; # d,
we infer Py(cy) # Pi(d). Now Claim 1 implies d(cy,d) € {rgt,rg}. This is a
contradiction to Ps(cy) = Ps(d). Thus we have Ps(cy) # Ps(d) for all s € S. In
particular, we have P,(c;) # P (d) for all r € S and Claim 1 yields d(c;,d) €
{rss’,rs} N{rst’,rs} = {rs}. Hence ¢, and d are opposite.
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Now there exists g € Uy with g.c. = d (cf. [AB0OS, Corollary 7.67]). Let r € S and
suppose 1" € S with (U,, UU_,,) < Stab(P,~(c_)). Then the subgroup (Us,, UU_,,)
stabilizes P, (d) and P, (c_). If mg = 3, then r # 1" and r # r”, which implies
r'=7r". If mg # 3, then " = r = r”. We infer that v’ = r” in any case. We deduce
[9,Uta,] Pr(c-) = Pu(c). Note that [g,U,,] € N, :== (U, | @« € & \{a,}). Asno
non-trivial element of N, stabilizes P,(c_), we deduce [g,U,,] = 1. We distinguish
the following cases:

mg =3 As (U,, UU_,,) stabilizes P,/(d) and P (c_), they are parallel by Lemma
215 Asr’ =", they cannot be opposite and [DMVM12], Lemma 18] implies
P, (d) = P(c_). As this holds for all » € S, we conclude d = c_.

ms =4 As [g,U,,] = 1 holds for both r € S, we deduce from the commutator
relations that ¢ € Uy, Use,- Now [g,U_,.] € N, as before and hence
[9,U_q,] = 1. We obtain g = 1 and hence d = g.c. = c_.

ms =6 Now we use the notation from [TWO02|. As [g,U,,] = 1, we deduce from the
commutator relations that g € Us---Us. As [g,U,,] = 1, we deduce that
g € U UsUy. By [TWO02, 5.6] the expression is unique and hence g € U;. As
before, we deduce [g,U_g] = 1. But then [uy, u_g] = [ug, ug] = uy # 1. This
implies ¢ = 1 and hence d == g.c. = c_. O

Maximal finite subgroups. By a mazimal finite subgroup U < G of a group G we
mean a finite subgroup which is not properly contained in any other finite subgroup

of GG.

Theorem 5.3. Suppose that (W, S) is 2-complete of rank > 3. Let D = (G, (Ua) pep)
be an RGD-system of type (W, S) such that all root groups are finite and such that
H = (Ve Na(Us) is finite. Let A(D) = (A, A_,6,) be the twin building associ-
ated with D.

(a) Let M < G be a maximal finite subgroup. Then for e € {+,—} there exists
a unique spherical residue R. of A. which is stabilized by M. The residues
R, and R_ are mazimal spherical, and opposite in A(D). In particular, we
have M = Stabg(R,) N Stabg(R-).

(b) Let Ry C Ay and R C A_ be maximal spherical residues which are oppo-
site. Then M := Stabg(Ry) N Stabg(R-) is a mazimal finite subgroup.

Proof. This follows from [CMO06l Corollary 3.8, Theorem 4.1, Proposition 4.2|. O

Let D = (G, (Ua),cq) be an RGD-system of type (W, S). Let X be a twin apartment
of A(D) and let R be a spherical residue of A(D) with ¥ N R # (). Then we define

L*(R) := Fixg(%).(U, | a € ®¥(R)).

Lemma 5.4. Let D = (G, (Uy),eq) be an RGD-system of type (W,S) and let
A(D) = (A, A_,J.) be the associated twin building. Let Ry C Ay and R— C A_ be
opposite spherical residues and let X be a twin apartment with SNR, # 0 # XNR_.

Then we have
L*(R,) = Stabg(Ry) N Stabg(R_).

Proof. One inclusion is obvious. For the other we let g € Stabg(Ry) N Stabg(R_).
Note that with the restriction of the codistance, (R., R_,d,) is a Moufang twin
building and (U, | « € ®*(R,)) acts strongly transitively on (R, R_,d,) by [ABOS,
Proposition 8.19]. But this implies that there exists h € (U, | a € ®*(R,)) with
gh € Fixg(X). This finishes the proof. O
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Isomorphisms of (irreducible) RGD-systems.

Definition 5.5. Suppose that (W, S) and (W’ S’) are irreducible Coxeter systems
of finite rank. Let D = (G, (Ua),cp) be an RGD-system of type (W, S) and let
D' = (G, (U))eqr) be an RGD-system of type (W', S'). Then D and D’ are called
isomorphic if there exist an isomorphism ¢ : G — G’, an isomorphism 7 : W — W’
with 7(S) = 5’, an element x € G’ and a sign € € {+, —} such that

¢ (Ua) = xUéw(a)ifl

for each a € ®. If ¢ is as above, then we say that ¢ induces an isomorphism of D
to D'.
Theorem 5.6. Let D = (G, (U,) ) be an RGD-system of irreducible type (W, S)
and let D' = (G, (U,) ,cqr) be an RGD-system of irreducible type (W', S"). Suppose
that S and S" are finite. If ¢ : G — G' is an isomorphism and if there exists x € G’
with

{o(Ua) | € D(W.S)} = {alle™ | a € B(W', 5"}
then @ induces an isomorphism of D to D’.

Proof. This is [CM05, Theorem 2.2]. O

Definition 5.7. Let D = (G, (Ua)aeq)) be an RGD-system of type (W,S). We
define GP := G. We say that D has trivial torus if H = (e Na(Ua) = {1}.
Moreover, D is called centered if G = (U, | @ € ®); it is called over Fy if all root
groups have cardinality 2.

Remark 5.8. Note that a centered RGD-system over Iy has trivial torus.

6. THE MAIN RESULT

In this section we will solve the isomorphism problem for RGD-systems over Fy. We
will follows the strategy used in [CM06, Theorem 5.1].

Convention 6.1. In this section we let (W, S) and (W', S") be two 2-complete and
Ay-free Coxeter systems of finite rank at least 3, D and D’ be two centered RGD-
systems over [y of type (W, S) and (W, S'), respectively, and ¢ : GP — GP’ be an
isomorphism. Then D and D’ have trivial tori.

We let A (resp. A) be the twin building associated with D (resp. D). We denote the
root groups of A by U, and the root groups of A’ by U/. Let ¥ be the fundamental
twin apartment of A and let ¢. € C. be the fundamental pair of opposite chambers of
Afore € {+,—}. For s # ¢ € S we define My := L*(Rs43(c4)) = (Ui, UULq,) =
Stabgo (Rys(cy)) N Stabgo (Rys 1y (c—)) (cf. Lemma [5.4]).

Lemma 6.2. Let s #t € S and € € {4+, —}. Then there exists a unique spherical
residue R of AL which is stabilized by p(Mg). Moreover, Rf’t} and R are
opposite and of rank 2, and ¢(Mg) = Stabgp (R_{f’t}) N Stabgor (R,

Proof. My is a maximal finite subgroup by Theorem [B.3|(b). Thus p(My) is a
maximal finite subgroup of GP'. By Theorem F.3(a), there exist unique spherical
residues Rf’t} of A’ and R of A’ which are stabilized by ©(Mg). In particular,
o(My) = StabGD/(R_{f’t}) N StabGo/(R{_s’t}) and the residues R_{f’t} and R are
opposite in A’ and maximal spherical, i.e. of rank 2. O]

Lemma 6.3. Forr, s,t € S pairwise distinct and e € {+, —} we have R;{T’S} #+ R;{S’t}.
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Proof. Assume by contrary R;;{T’S} = R;;{S’t}. As R{fe’s} is opposite to RJ’S}, they
have the same type. In particular, R{fe’s} and R{,Se’t} have the same type. Now there
exists an element g € StabGD/(Ris’t}) with g.RU" = Ri=t (cf. [ABO8, Corollary
8.32|). This implies p(My) = gp(M,s)g~' and hence My = hM,,h~! for h :=
¢~ '(g). But then we have M, < Stabgo (Rysy(c.)) N Stabgo (h. Ry 51(c.)), which is
a contradiction to Theorem [.3(a) (residues having different types are different). [

Definition 6.4. Let A = (A, A_,4,) be a twin building of type (W, S) and let R
and T be two opposite residues of type J. Then (R, T) is called a twin residue. It
is a basic fact that a twin residue is again a twin building of type ((J), J).

Lemma 6.5. Let s £t € S, e € {+,—} and let {35,7} be the type of R . Then
there exists a twin apartment 3, of A’ meeting Rf’t} and RU"Y, and e, € {+, -}
such that for v € {s,t} we have (Uso,) = UL, o and egaz € O

Proof. We define M., := ¢(M,;). We restrict the action of M (resp. M.,) to the
twin residue (R (cy), Risy(c—)) (resp. (Rf’t},R{f’t})). Now [ABOS, Proposition
8.82(b)| implies that Z (M) coincides with the kernel of the action of M on the
twin residue. The same is true for M/,. As M is center-free (the torus is trivial),
we infer that M, is isomorphic to one of the following groups:

Ay(2), B2(2), G2(2).
Note that these groups are pairwise non-isomorphic (cf. [Stel6, Theorem 37|). Let
S, be a twin apartment which meets R{"” and R Now [Stel6, Theorem 30]
implies that ¢|p,, : Mg — M/, induces an isomorphism from the RGD-system
(Mst, <Ua)aeq>2(R{s,t}(c+))> to the RGD-system (M;t, (U;)ae(ﬁgrst(R{;,t})). This means

that there exists an isomorphism 7 : (s, t) — (3,¢) with 7({s,¢}) = {5, {}, an element
xr € M!, and a sign €5 € {+, —} such that
P(Ua) = 2UL yn(ey ™!

where eum(a) € ®Fst. After replacing X/, by 2%/, we can assume without loss of

generality that ¢ (Uia,) = UL, .., Where ¢ € {+, =} and r € {s,}. O
Lemma 6.6. Let r,s,t € S be pairwise distinct and € € {+,—}. Then the set
(R RV RIS s o triangle.

Proof. We abbreviate P{ := proj (s R Note that {o(Usa,), ©(Usqa,)} are root
groups corresponding to simple roots and their opposites in the twin apartment X.,.
We deduce that ¢((U,, U U_,.)) stabilizes a panel PA*" contained in R and,
moreover, ¢((U,, UU_,.)) acts transitively on P By Lemma 215(b) the residue
PrOj pirs) P is a panel, which is itself stabilized by ¢ ((Ua, UU_,,)). Note that

P! contains the panel proj . plst By Lemma we have R £ REY . Now

Lemma 2.7(c) and Lemma B.2(a) yield P} = proj ,irs) P and (T1) holds. Note
that P? is a panel which is stabilized by ¢((Us,, UU_4,)).

To show that (T2) holds, we assume by contrary that P! and P? are parallel. Then
they are opposite in Rir’s} by Lemma 5.1l Note that P! and P! (resp. P and P?)

S S T

are parallel by Lemma 2.7(a). Using Lemma 2.11(a) and Lemma .13 we obtain
that the concatenation of compatible paths from P! to P! and from P? to P! (or

rather an extension by one panel in R as in Convention [4.0)) is again a compatible
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path. We deduce P! = proj (.o Pi C P which is a contradiction to the facts that
P! is a panel and P! # P/ by Lemma [B.Il Hence P! and P? are not parallel and

S s

{R;{T’S}, R;{r’t}, R;{S’t}} is a triangle. O
Lemma 6.7. For ¢ € {+,—} we have (), _,cq Rizvh _ {d.} for some chamber
d. € AL. Moreover, dy and d_ are opposite, ¥:(dy,d_) = X', and for all s #t € S,

and {¢(U+a,), (Usa,)} are the root groups corresponding to the simple roots and
their opposites in 3(dy,d_).

Proof. Let r,s,t € S be pairwise distinct. Then {Rir’s},Rir’t},Ris’t}} is a triangle
by the previous lemma. Theorem implies that RIS AR AREY g non-empty
and contains a unique chamber, which we denote by d.. Suppose that Rir’s} ﬂRis’t} is
just a chamber. Then [ABOS, Lemma 2.15] would imply that proj Rirs} R is also

just a chamber, which is a contradiction to the fact that proj s R s a panel.

This, together with Lemma .3, implies that R N RI*" is a panel, and it coincides
with proj . R Let ' € & be such that R n RIY = Py (d.) (similarly for
r" and t'). Then 7' ¢/, t' € S" are pairwise distinct. Note that 0.(d,,d_) € (s, t'),
as Rf’t} and R are opposite and of type {s',t'}. Using [ABOS, Exercise 2.26] we
deduce

O (dy,do) e (r, N {r )y n (s t") ={1}.
This implies that d, and d_ are opposite. As Py (d.) = prOjRis,t} R

by ¢({Ua,UU-q,)) (cf. proof of Lemma[G.6) and Py (de) = proj pe. R is stabilized
by ©((Us, UU_g,)), it follows from Lemma [5.2] that d,d_ € 3, for all s £t € S
and, hence, ¥, = X(d;,d_). Moreover, {¢(Uia,), p(Usq,)} are the root groups
corresponding to the simple roots and their opposites in ¥(d,,d_), i.e. there exists
est € {+,—} and a bijection 7 : (s,t) — (s',¢') with 7({s,t}) = {s,t'} such that
P(Usa,) = U, a,,,, for r € {s,t} where tegonq) € PEd+d-),

ir’s} is stabilized

Claim: If a,b,c,d € S are pairwise distinct with R1*" N R n R = {d.}, then
d. e R\

As before, Rib’c} ﬂRib’d} ﬂRic’d} is non-empty and contains a unique chamber, which
we denote by d.. Note that Ria’b} N Ria’d} N Rib’d} # (. Assume d. # d.. Then,
by Lemma (.2, we know that d. and d. are opposite in R;;{b’c}. If (cpq, Cap) > 2 for
all ¢ € Rib’d} N Rib’c} and ¢, € Ri“vb} N Rib’c}, then it follows from Lemma
that Ria’b} N Rib’d} = () which is a contradiction. Thus we can assume that there
exist ¢pq € Ri”’d} N Rib’c} and ¢y, € Ria’b} N R;;{b’c} with ¢(cpq, cap) = 1. We deduce
0L (Cpay Cap) = . Let e € REP A RIS A R Then we have 0L(e, cpq) € (V,d") and
d(e,cap) € (a,b). In particular, we have ¢ = §.(cpa, cap) € (d’,V',d") and [ABOS,
Exercise 2.26] implies ¢ € {a’,V/,d'}. As d,V/,c as well as V/,¢,d" are paiswise
distinct, we obtain a contradiction.

Now we are in the position to prove the claim. Let u # v € S. Note that it suffices
to show d. € Riu’v}. For u,v € {r,s,t} there is nothing to show. Thus we can

assume without loss of generality that v & {r,s,t}. If u € {r,s,t}, then d. € R
follows from the claim and we can assume w,v ¢ {r,s,t}. The claim applied to

r, s, t,u implies R o piwtt A plst = {d.}. Applying the claim now to s,t,u,v,
we infer d, € Riu’v}. O

Theorem 6.8. ¢ induces an isomorphism between the RGD-systems D and D’.
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Proof. Recall from the proof of the previous lemma that for all s # ¢ € S there exists
an isomorphism 7y : (s,t) — (&', t') with 7({s,t}) = {s,t'} and e € {4, —} such
that (Uia,) = U:_Lestaﬂst(s) and p(Utq,) = U:_Lestaﬂst(t) where te g0, (s), L4, (1) €
PE(dsd-)

Let a,b,c,d € S. We first see that €,, = €. for all a, b, ¢ € S pairwise distinct. Now
it follows directly, that ., = €4 = €.q. We define € := e, for some s #t € S. Note
that g extends to an isomorphism 7 : W — W' with 7(5) = 5"

Claim: We have {p(U,) | a € ®*} = {U! | a € ®¥ld+4-)},

Note that for each u € Uy,, with u # 1 there are unique elements u',u” € Uz,
such that m(u) = vw'uu” conjugates Ug onto U, for each § € ®. This implies

Ul o = 0(Ua,) = plm(w) Un.m(u) = p(m(u) U, p(m(w)).

We infer p(m(u)) = m(gp( )). Let @ € ® with v = 1 - - - s for some sy, ..., g, s €

S, then ¢ maps U, = Ug)-mu) ¢ (U’ ) mle(u))-mlp(ur)) = Uer(s1)--m(sk)orm(s)

Let ¥’ be the fundamental twin apartment of A’. As G acts strongly transitively
on A/, there exists x € GP" with {U/, | @ € ®*@+4)} = {30/ 27! | o € ®¥'}. Now

the claim follows from the claim together with Theorem 5.6l OJ
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