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GRADINGS ON THE ALBERT ALGEBRA AND ON f4

CRISTINA DRAPER FONTANALS AND CANDIDO MARTIN GONZALEZ

ABSTRACT. We study group gradings on the Albert algebra and on the simple
exceptional Lie algebra fs4 over algebraically closed fields of characteristic zero.
The immediate precedent of this work is [13] where we described (up to equiva-
lence) all the gradings on the exceptional simple Lie algebra go. In the cases of
the Albert algebra and f4, we look for the nontoral gradings finding that there
are only eight nontoral nonequivalent gradings on the Albert algebra (three of
them being fine) and nine on f; (also three of them fine).

1. INTRODUCTION

The interest on gradings on simple Lie and Jordan algebras has been remarkable
in the last years. The gradings of finite dimensional simple Lie algebras, ruling
out a;, 04 and the exceptional cases, are described in [7]. The gradings on simple
Jordan algebras of type H, (F) and H,(Q) are given in the same reference, for an
algebraically closed field F' of characteristic zero and a quaternion algebra Q. In
that work, the authors use their previous results in [9] about gradings of associative
algebras M, (F). In [6] all gradings on the simple Jordan algebras of Clifford type
have been described. The fine gradings on a; have been determined in [20] solving
the related problem of finding maximal abelian groups of diagonalizable automor-
phisms of the algebras (not only in GL(n,C) but also in O(n,C) for n # 8 and
SP(2n,C)). General notions about Lie gradings are considered in [36], and the real
case is treated in [21]. Notice that all the mentioned works make use of techniques
related to the associative case. The first studies of gradings on exceptional Lie
algebras are [13] and [8], which describe the group gradings on g,. To continue the
study of exceptional Lie and Jordan algebras, we aboard in this paper the task of
describing nontoral group gradings on f, and on the Albert algebra. The notion
of group grading is closely related to that of commuting set of semisimple auto-
morphisms (or equivalently abelian subgroup of semisimple automorphisms) of the
algebra. But Fj, the automorphism group of the Albert algebra .J, is isomorphic
to the automorphism group of the Lie algebra f, = Der(J). So automorphism in-
formation can be transferred from one to the other context. That is the reason to
study both algebras jointly.

We have ruled out the study of toral gradings on §, (and then on J) because
of the overwhelming proliferation of nonequivalent cases, and the fact that, their
determination (though tedious) follows from mechanical coarsenings of the Cartan
grading. On the contrary, the nontoral gradings on a simple Lie algebra are not
compatible with the root system. So they could lead us to new ways of looking at
the algebra. This is specially true in the case of fine gradings, a fact that explains
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the activity around this subject (see, for instance, [22] or [34]). In other papers of
Lie gradings ([35]), the aim is to study the Lie gradings without the restriction of a
grading group, but we have preferred not to adopt this approach because of [15]. Tt
is still an open question the existence of a grading group on any finite dimensional
graded simple Lie algebra over an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero.

The techniques employed to search the gradings have been of very different
nature. It could be said that this is a multidisciplinary field nowadays. There is a
first tool, very intuitive, which is the usage of models of the algebra. But, although
it provides most of the existing gradings (actually all of them), this fact cannot be
proved without a more powerful tool. This is why we exploit the benefit of working
inside the normalizer of a maximal torus of the automorphism group. This turns
out to be quite technical and less intuitive (some computer aided arguments have
been essential). However this approach allows to confirm with full precision all the
hypothesis about how many nontoral gradings appear, the relation among them
and other aspects.

A summary of the contents of the work follows in the next paragraphs.

Section 2 presents some preliminaries, and compiles basic facts on gradings and
related topics. In Subsection 2.1 we introduce some terminology of algebraic groups
needed for our approach. In 2.2 we devote some attention to recall the most known
model of the Albert algebra, J = H3(C) for a Cayley algebra C, described in
[38]. Each model of a given algebra has its own advantages (and drawbacks) to
present particular gradings, thus in 2.4 Tits construction of the Albert algebra is
also recalled. In 2.3 we consider the notion of toral grading. In the Lie algebras
case, a grading is toral when its homogeneous components are sum of root spaces.
In general a grading is toral if it is produced by a set of automorphisms contained
in a torus of the automorphism group. At this point we fix a maximal torus of Fy,
and characterize the torality of a grading in different terms.

In Section 3 we start inducing gradings on J from gradings on the related Cayley
algebra C such that J = H3(C). This arises from the well-known possibility of
extending automorphisms of C to elements in Fy (G2 C Fy). It turns out that the
unique (up to equivalence) nontoral grading of g,, induces a nontoral grading on
f4 (a Z3-grading). Thus we are led to the birth of our first nontoral grading on J.
This grading will induce a numerous family of gradings whose relatives come from a
mixing process described in Subsection 3.3. Previously, we consider all the gradings
of the subalgebra H3(F), where F stands for the ground field. But automorphisms
of H3(F') can also be nicely extended to automorphisms of J. And curiously all
of these commute with automorphisms of J coming from C. Thus by crossing the
nontoral Z3-grading on J coming from C with all the gradings detected in Hs(F')
we obtain a family of six nontoral gradings on J described in 3.3. But, as it is
pointed out at the end of such subsection, one of these six nontoral gradings admits
a proper nontoral coarsening. Thus we are led to a set of seven nonequivalent
nontoral gradings on J.

Unfortunately we are not done with this set of gradings. To detect the remaining
nontoral gradings on J we need to invoke some other model of J different from the
usual Hs(C'). But at this point, Tits construction comes in our help to provide
a Z3-grading with comes from the natural embedding of automorphisms of the
algebra M3(F) into Fy. The origin of this Z3-grading is a known nontoral Z3-
grading of M3(F) which can be lifted and finally refined to the nontoral Z3-grading



GRADINGS ON ALBERT ALGEBRA AND ON j, 3

on J. In this way we get a set of eight pairwise nonequivalent nontoral gradings.
Furthermore, any nontoral grading is equivalent to some of these. This is one of
our main results presented at the end of Section 3 (though the proof will have to
be postponed to the final sections of the work).

In Section 4 we focus on f;. How can we present a concrete grading on a Lie
algebra? One of the ways in which a grading on an algebra can be given is to
provide the set of automorphisms inducing the grading. Specially because the
automorphisms can be given in terms of toral elements and the Weyl group. This
happens because of the relevant fact that the quasitorus inducing the grading is
always contained in the normalizer of a maximal torus. Consequently, our first
task is to fix a particular representation of its Weyl group W and provide a set
of representatives of conjugacy classes in W. Next we present in Subsection 4.1
a maximal torus of §4 := aut(f,) nicely related to the maximal torus previously
presented in Fy := aut(J). Also the action of W on the maximal torus is described.

Section 5 is intended to provide the main results on quasitori which will allow
the classification of fine and nontoral gradings. We introduce a family of quasitori
A(j,t) C §4 and immediately proceed with the study of those which are nontoral.
Theorem 4 describes the maximal quasitori of §4 up to conjugacy which in partic-
ular yields the classification of fine gradings on f, up to equivalence (Corollary 4).
Finally in Subsection 5.2 we get a more detailed classification up to conjugacy of
nontoral quasitori of §4. This result contained in Theorem 5 might be of inde-
pendent interest. As a byproduct, we get an exhaustive set of representatives of 9
equivalence classes of nontoral gradings on f,.

In Section 6 we revisit the gradings on the Albert algebra to provide a proof
that, up to equivalence, the nontoral gradings on this algebra are the eight ones
given in Theorem 3.

Having given the quasitori which induce all the nontoral gradings on §, we look
more closely at the fine gradings in Section 7. There, we describe those gradings
in a twofold way. First we give the homogeneous components of each grading in a
previously fixed basis of the algebra. This description depends on computational
methods (simultaneous diagonalization algorithms). In spite of their computational
nature, these descriptions may be interesting for applications in which explicit
calculations are needed. The second description procedure for the gradings is the
exhibition of models, which make the grading appear in a natural setting with no
appeal to a particular basis. For instance, the fine Z3-grading on §, comes from
a Z3-grading in ¢ which can be described in a very convenient way by using the
known model based in the Zs-grading e = s1(X7) @ sl(X2) ®sl(X3) @ X1 @ Xa ®
X3 © X{® X5 ®X5 with zero homogeneous component three copys of the algebra
of type as [1, p.85]. The fine Z3-grading may be seen directly in f, = Der(.J) but
there is also an easy way to see it in the Tits unified construction for the exceptional
Lie algebras (see, for instance, [38, p. 122]), so as the Z3 x Z fine grading. Finally, in
7.4 we justify why this philosophy can be valid for describing most of the gradings
on a simple Lie algebra. To illustrate how this works, we describe the Z2 x Z, and
73 x Zg-nontoral gradings on f,, and also the Zj x Zg-fine grading equivalent to the
Z3 x Z-one, by using the model of §, described in [12], which is based in an initial
Z4-grading.
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2. PRELIMINARY DEFINITIONS AND RESULTS

2.1. Group gradings. Our aim is the study of group gradings on certain nonas-
sociative algebras over fields. If V' is such an algebra and G is an abelian group,
we shall say that the decomposition V' = ®4eqVy is a G-grading whenever for all
g,h € G, VyVi, C V.

In this work we shall use some notions borrowed from the theory of algebraic
groups. Since we only need linear algebraic groups, all concepts must be under-
stood in that context. Notice that the group of automorphisms of the algebra V is
an algebraic linear group. The ground field F' will be supposed to be algebraically
closed and of characteristic zero throughout this work. There is a deep relationship
between gradings on V' and quasitori of the group of automorphisms aut(V'), ac-
cording to [33, §3, p. 104]. Following this reference, a commutative algebraic group
whose identity component is an algebraic torus is called an algebraic quasitorus.
An algebraic linear group is a quasitorus if and only if there is a basis relative to
which the elements of the quasitorus are simultaneously diagonalizable. If S is a
finitely generated abelian group, then its group of characters X(S) = hom(S, F’*)
is a quasitorus and reciprocally, the group of characters of a quasitorus turns out
to be a finitely generated abelian group.

If V = ®4ecVy is a G-grading, the map 9: X(G) — aut(V) mapping each
a € X(G) to the automorphism ¢,: V — V given by V; 3 = — ¢o(z) = a(g)z
is a group homomorphism. In particular ¥(%(G)) is a quasitorus. And conversely,
if @ is a quasitorus and ¥: @ — aut(V) is a homomorphism, ¥(Q) is formed by
semisimple automorphisms ([25, p. 99]) and we have a X(Q)-grading V' = ©gex(q)Vy
given by

Vo ={z eV [y(@)(r) = g(g)z Vg € Q}.

When we speak in this paper about a G-grading V = ®4cqV,, we mean that
G is generated by the set {g € G | V, # 0}, called the support of the grading
and denoted by Supp(G). In terms of algebraic groups, this is equivalent to the
fact that the homomorphism #: Q — aut(V) is injective. Let us see it. If G
is generated by the support and ¥(go) = idy for some gy € @, * = ¥(qo)z =
g(qo)z for any = € Vj, so g(qo) = 1 for any ¢ in the support. But since G is
generated by the support, we have g(go) = 1 for any g € G and this implies ¢o = 1.

Reciprocally if 1 is a monomorphism, the subgroup S Q 77 Q'
of G generated by the support is S = X(Q’) for some
quasitori Q'. The inclusion i: S — G induces by dual- W
ity an epimorphism 7: Q — @Q’. The grading induced by Y
S comes from a homomorphism v¢’: Q" — aut(V) mak- ¥
ing commutative the diagram on the right. Since 1 is a aut(V)

monomorphism, so is it 7. Hence 7 is an isomorphism and
by duality the same can be said about i. Thus S = G.

We say that two gradings V = @®geaXy = Ogea'Yy are isomorphic if there
is f € aut(V) and a: G — G’ a group isomorphism such that f(X,) = Y,
for any g € G. So, if ¢: X(G) — aut(V) and ¢': X(G') — aut(V) are the cor-
responding homomorphisms, and we take a*: X¥(G’) — X(G),a*(8) = Ba, and
Ad(f): aut(V) — aut(V) given by Ad(f)(p) = fpf~!, the previous condition is
equivalent to the commutativity Ad(f) ' = vYa*.

We say that two gradings V = @gecaXy = Ogeq'Yy are equivalent if the sets
of homogeneous subspaces are the same up to isomorphism, that is, there are an
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automorphism f € aut(V) and a bijection between the supports a: Supp(G) —
Supp(G’) such that f(X,) = Y, for any g € Supp(G). Our objective is to
classify gradings up to equivalence. A convenient invariant for equivalence is that
of type. Suppose we have a grading on a finite dimensional algebra, then for each
positive integer ¢ we will denote (following [23]) by h; the number of homogeneous
components of dimension ¢. In this case we shall say that the grading is of type
(h1,ha, ..., ), for | the greatest index such that h; # 0. Of course the number
>, th; agrees with the dimension of the algebra.

Another key notion is that of a coarsening of a given grading. Thus consider an
F-algebra V, a G-grading V = ®4cc Xy and an H-grading V' = @pepnY). We shall
say that the H-grading is a coarsening of the G-grading if and only if each nonzero
homogeneous component Y, with h € H is a direct sum of some homogeneous
components X . In this case we shall also say that the G-grading is a refinement
of the H-grading. Notice that there is not a relationship between G and H, but
if : X(G) = aut(V) and ¢': X(H) — aut(V) are the homomorphisms producing
the above gradings, any automorphism in ¢’ (X(H)) acts as a scalar multiple of the
identity in X, and hence, all of them commute with (X(G)).

The concept of universal grading group is fundamental to obtain the coarsenings
of a given grading. Though this notion is given in the context of simple Lie algebras
in [13, Section 2.2], it can be translated to more general settings. Consider as before
a nonassociative F-algebra V', but with a grading V' = @®;<1V; which is not supposed
to be a group grading, that is, each V; is nonzero and for any ¢,j € I thereis k €
such that V;V; C V4. Define the group Gy := Z(I)/M where Z(I) is the free Z-
module generated by I and M the Z-submodule generated by the elements i+ j —k
such that 0 # V;V; C Vj,. We shall denote by Z the equivalence class of z € Z(I)
in the quotient G;. We get a Gr-grading on V' given by V' = ®;cq, V) where
V;’ = 23:; V;. In general this new grading is not equivalent to the original one.
For instance we could have G; = 0, in which case the new grading is the trivial one.
But if the original grading of V is equivalent to an abelian group grading, then it
is easily proved that the canonical map I — Gy given by ¢ — i is injective and
the new grading is equivalent to the original one. Moreover any coarsening of this
grading comes from a group epimorphism as in [13, Proposition 2(2), p.90]. More
precisely, if V = ©4eqXy is a G-grading and V = @©pecpgYs is a coarsening, then
if G is the universal grading group, there is an epimorphism p: G — H such that
Yy = ©p(g)=nXy- It is this universal property which suggests the term universal
when applied to G;. Getting back to our context, (abelian) group gradings, we
can characterize the universal grading group in terms of linear algebraic groups.
If ¢: Q@ — aut(V) is a grading with G = X(Q), then G is the universal grading
group if and only if for any coarsening ¥’: Q" — aut(V'), there is a monomorphism
1: Q" — @ such that ¢’ = ¢i. This is easily proved applying duality to the above
universal property of G. From another viewpoint, G is the universal group of a
grading if and only if X(G) is a maximal element in the set of quasitori of aut(V)
producing exactly the same grading.

A group grading is fine if its unique refinement is the given grading. If G is the
universal group of a grading ¢: X(G) — aut(V), the grading is fine if and only if
¥(X(G)) is a maximal abelian subgroup of semisimple elements, which is usually
called a MAD (“maximal abelian diagonalizable”) in papers about fine gradings,
like [19]. Besides, each MAD @ C aut(V') produces a X¥(Q)-fine grading on V such
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that X(Q) is the universal group of this grading. The converse is true in the sense
just mentioned but notice that there are fine G-gradings such that ¢(X(G)) is not a
MAD, for instance the Z3 x Zg-grading on f, described in 7.4 or the Z-grading on g,
described in [13, Theorem 2,(4)]. In particular from the above, the number of fine
gradings on V up to equivalence is the same than the number of MAD’s of aut(V)
up to isomorphism (and less than the number of fine gradings up to isomorphism,
in general).

Other notations which will be used along this paper are the following. For a
linear algebraic group G, and a subset S C G, the centralizer of S in G will be
denoted by €¢(S). Analogously, by Mg (S) we shall mean the normalizer of S in
G.

2.2. About the Albert algebra and §,. Consider the Cayley F-algebra C', which
under our hypothesis on the ground field must be isomorphic to Zorn matrices
algebra. Take the standard involution x — Z, the norm n: C — F given by
n(x) := a2 and the trace tr: C — F defined as tr(z) := = + Z. Recall that the
polar form f: C'xC — F of n is the symmetric bilinear form f(z,y) := %(n(:v—i—y)—
n(z) — n(y)). The Albert algebra J = H3(C) = {z = (z;;) € M3(C) | xj; = T3} is
the exceptional reduced Jordan algebra, that is, the set of matrices of the form

[ 01 02
(1) or B o3
02 03 7

where o, 8,7 € F and o; € C (i = 1,2,3). Since our base field is of characteristic
zero, we can shelter on the linear theory of Jordan algebras and the product in
J may be defined as z - y := 1(2y + yx) where juxtaposition stands for the usual
matrix product. This simple Jordan algebra is exceptional in the sense that it is not
a subalgebra of the symmetrization of any associative algebra. It will be convenient
to introduce some notations for further reference. Thus the element in J obtained
in (1) for « =1, f =y = 0; = 0 will be denoted by F; while the one obtained for
B8 =1, a=v=0; =0 will be denoted by E5. In a similar way we can define F5 so
that 1 := Zi’ E; is the unit of J. Next, for any a € C' we define by a(!) the element
in J obtained making & = 8 =~ = 0; = 05 = 0, 03 = a in (1). Define by a(® the
one obtained for « = f =~ = 0; = 03 = 0 and 0y = a. Finally denote by a(®) the
element arising for a = 8 = = 03 = 03 = 0, and 07 = a. The multiplication table
of the commutative algebra J may be summarized in the following relations:

E? = E;, E;a® =0, aWpli) — f(a,b)(Ej + Ey),

E;E; =0, E;a¥ =1a0, a®p) = L(ba)®),
where (i, j, k) is any cyclic permutation of (1,2,3) and a,b € C. Following Schafer
([38, (4.41), p.109]), any z € J satisfies a cubic equation 23 — Tr(z)2? + Q(z)z —
N(z)1 = 0 where Tr(z), Q(x),N(z) € F. Moreover, the inversibility of # (in Jordan
context) is equivalent to the fact that N(x) # 0.

For further reference we fix first (eq, ea, u1, ug, us, v1, v2, v3) the standard basis of
the Cayley algebra C, defined for instance in [13, Section 3], given by the relations
€i1u; =u; = ujez, Uiy = Vi = —U;Uq, U;V; = eq,
€205 = Uy = Vj€1, —U;V4 = U = VjV, viu; = €2,
where e; and ey are orthogonal idempotents, again (4, j, k) is any cyclic permutation
of (1,2, 3), and the remaining relations are null. Thus we can fix our standard basis
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of the Albert algebra:

B = (El ) E27 E37 653)7 eég)u ugg)u uég)u u§3)7 Ugg)u ’Uég) ) ’Uég)a 652)7 652)7 —’U,§2), —’U,é2), _u§2)7

) (1)

,’U,él), ’LL3 )

(2) @ @ Q)

(0 (1 n @
U, U, Tl 561,60, Uy g ).

oi) g

Let us define now the group Fy := aut(J) and its Lie algebra f, = Der(J).
Recall (see for instance [26, p.285]) that the automorphism group Fj and the
automorphism group §, := aut(f,) are isomorphic via the map Ad: Fy — 3§,
such that Ad(f)d := fdf~! for any f € Fy and d € f,. This isomorphism of
algebraic groups provides a tool for translating gradings from the Albert alge-
bra to f, and conversely. However, unfortunately this translating tool does not
preserve equivalence. This phenomenon is similar to the one explained in [13,
Section 4] in the similar context produced by the analogue group isomorphism

Ad: Gy = aut(C) — aut(gy) = aut(Der(C)).

2.3. Maximal torus of F,. Let us fix certain maximal torus of Fy. We use the
standard basis of J above defined. Define now the maximal torus Tg of F4 whose
elements are the automorphisms of J which are diagonal relative to B. This is
isomorphic to (F'*)* and it is easy to see that the matrix of any such automorphism
relative to B is

dia (1 11,0, B 1
i o, — —_— =,
g ) ) ) 7a’ ”Y?a/B,y’/B’/y’ 62 ) ’6’ 5 ) 5 7ﬁ77a/3’a’7’ 6 7a7

) 886 aBy By 8
for some «, 5, v, 6 € F*. Define now t, g, as the automorphism in ¥y whose
matrix relative to B is just the above one.

Consider a grading of an algebra A given by a group homomorphism p: ¥(G) —
aut(A). This grading is said to be toral if p(X(G)) is contained in some torus of
the algebraic group aut(A).

Notice that by means of the above isomorphism Ad: Fy — §4, a grading on J is
toral if and only if it is applied to a toral grading on §,. This does not imply that the
number of nontoral gradings (up to equivalence) on J and on f, is necessarily the
same, because the mechanism of translating gradings does not preserve equivalence.

An useful characterization of the torality of a grading on J is the following:

Proposition 1. A grading on the Albert algebra J is toral if and only if the elements
of the standard basis of J (or any conjugated basis) are homogeneous.

Proof. Consider a toral grading induced by automorphisms {t;};c; all of them
contained in the previous maximal torus Ty of J (which supposes no restriction
because any other maximal tori is conjugated to Tj). Then obviously the simul-
taneous diagonalization of J relative to the family {¢;};c; provides the original
grading and the elements in the standard basis are homogeneous. Conversely, if
this holds, then any element in this basis is an eigenvector of any of the grading au-
tomorphisms. Thus these automorphisms are in the maximal torus specified before
and the grading is toral. (Il

In particular, the proof of this proposition implies that if a grading on J is
toral, then there are three orthogonal idempotents contained in the zero component
(because up to conjugacy, {E1, Ea, E3} is contained in such component). Another
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way of checking the torality is to look at the rank of the zero part of the induced
grading on f,, it will be toral in case this rank is 4 (see [13, Subsection 2.4]).

By using this set of idempotents, we can give more information about the general
form of any semisimple automorphism of J, because they are the building blocks
of the grading sets. First notice that there is a group monomorphism Dy — Fj.
Indeed, if U € O(C,n) = {g € ¢l(C) | n(z,y) = n(g(x), g(y)) Yo,y € C}, there are
U',U" € O(C,n) such that U(xy) = U'(x)U"(y) for any x,y € C. This is called
global triality principle in [11, Th. 3, p.90]. Let Uy : J — J given by

3) Uy (Ei) = Ei, Vo (W) = (fi(@) @ for i =U, fo=U", f3=0".

It is easy to check that Wy is an automorphism of J fixing each idempotent.
Conversely, if 1 is an automorphism of J fixing each idempotent, there exists
U € 0(C,n) such that ¢» = ¥y. Moreover, any semisimple automorphism in
Fy is toral, since F} is a connected group, so that up to conjugacy it is contained
in Ty, fixes each F; and is of the form ¥y for some U € O(C, n).

Besides, there are two outstanding automorphisms which deserve some consider-
ation. The first one §: J — J applies E; — F; 1 and (9 — 20+ cyclically. The
second one ¥: J — J fixes F3 permuting F; and E2, and acts as the identity on ele-
ments z(3) while () — (2 = (1), These automorphisms fix the set {E1, Ey, F3}
and are of order three and two respectively. Our previous argument shows that
any semisimple element in Fy fixing the set {E1, Fa2, F3} is a composition of one
automorphism in {id, , 62, 9,960,90%} with one in {¥y | U € O(C,n)}.

2.4. Tits construction of the Albert algebras. There is another way in which
the Albert algebra can be constructed. Let us start with the F-algebra A = M3(F)
and denote by Tr4,Qa,Na: A — F the coefficients of the generic minimal polyno-
mial such that 2% — Tra(z)z? + Qa(z)z — Na(x)1 =0 for all z € A. Recall that if
x = (z;5) € A then Tra(z) = Z? Tids

Qa(z) = —z12T21 + T11%22 — T13T31 — T23T32 + T11L33 + L2233,

and N4(z) = det(z). Define also the quadratic map f: A — A given by z# :=
22 — Tra(x)z + Qa(z)1. For any 2,y € A denote  x y := (z +y)f — 2% —y# and
2* := Jo x 1 = ITry(z)l — $z. Finally consider the Jordan algebra AT whose
underlying vector space agrees with that of A but whose product is z-y = %(xy—i—yx)
Next, define in A% := 4 x A x A the product

(a1,b1,c1)(az, bz, c2) =
(CLl cao + (blcg)* + (b2c1)*7 CLgbe + a§b1 + %(Cl X 02), CQCL’{ + cla§ + %(bl X b2))
Then A? with this product is isomorphic to J = H3(C). This is the so called Tits
construction of the Albert algebra. This allows us to identify J with the algebra

A3 in the rest of this section. For further reference we shall recall that the norm N
(module the identification of J with the Tits construction) is given by

(4) N(a,b,¢) = Na(a) + Ng(b) + Na(c) — Tra(abc)
for any a,b,c € A (see [29, p.525]).

One of the relevant facts on Tits construction from our viewpoint is that it
allows to embed aut(A) in Fy via the map aut(A) — Fy given by f — f® where
f®:J — J is the automorphism such that f*(z,y,2) := (f(z), f(y), f(2)). As a
further consequence we will be able to get gradings on J coming from gradings in
the associative algebra A via this monomorphism of algebraic groups.
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3. INDUCING GRADINGS ON THE ALBERT ALGEBRA

Some remarkable subalgebras of J = H3(C) induce gradings on J by means
of a particular embedding of its automorphism group in Fy. For instance, the
automorphism group of Hs(F) can be considered as a subgroup of Fj providing
thus a source of gradings on J: those whose grading automorphisms come from
automorphisms of Hs(F'). More generally, if V' is an algebra such that aut(V) is a
subgroup of Fj, then any grading in V will also induce a grading on J. We shall
see that this happens for instance for the octonion F-algebra. It turns out that this
idea for inducing gradings on J provides a great number of the gradings existing
on J.

3.1. Gradings from octonions. Let C' be the Cayley algebra. We consider as
in the previous section the standard basis of C'. We shall also need the maximal
torus of G2 := aut(C) given by the automorphisms ¢, g whose matrix relative to
the standard basis is

dia’g(17 ]‘, a, /B, (aﬂ)_l7 a_l, /8_1, aﬂ)'
It has been first proved in [14], and then in [13, Subsection 3.3], that up to equiva-
lence the unique nontoral grading on C' is the Z3-grading whose order-two grading
automorphisms are {t1,_1,t_11, fo} where fy is the automorphism whose matrix
relative to the standard basis is

o010 0 0O OO0 O
100 0 O O O O
o0 o0 0 0 1 0 O
o0 00 0 01 O
00 0 0 0 0 0 -1
o010 0 OO0 O
o0 01 0 00 O
o0 00 -1 00 O

The construction J = H3(C) of the Albert algebra is particularly interesting for
extending derivations and automorphisms from C' to J. More precisely if f €
aut(C) is an automorphism of C' then we can construct the automorphism f of
J fixing the idempotents E; and such that f(o)) := f(0)® for i = 1,2,3 and
any o € C. This provides a monomorphism of algebraic groups i: G2 — Fj such
that f — f By differentiating at 1 we get a monomorphism of Lie algebras
di(1): Der(C) = g5 — Der(J) = f, mapping each derivation d € Der(C') to the
derivation d € Der(.J) annihilating the idempotents and making d(o?) = d(o)?, for
i =1,2,3. This, of course, has an immediate application to gradings: any grading
on C' induces a grading on J. Indeed, a G-grading on C' comes from an algebraic
group homomorphism p: X(G) — aut(C), therefore ip: X(G) — aut(J) provides
a G-grading on the Albert algebra. This device gives a first source of gradings
on J, namely, all those coming from gradings on C. Since i maps tori of aut(C)
to tori of aut(J), toral gradings on C induce toral gradings on J. The unique
nontoral grading on C' up to equivalence provides a Z3-grading on J induced by

the automorphisms {E,\l , ti: , ﬁ)} whose homogeneous spaces are
Jl,l,l = <E17E2;E351(3)71(2)71(1)>5
Jii-1 = {((—e1+ 62)(3), (—e1 + 62)(2), (—e1 + 62)(1)>7
Ji,-11 = <(u2+112)(3),(U2+02)(2),(U2+02)(1)>a
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Joaan = ((ur +0)® (ug 4+ 01)@ (uy +v1)D),
Jio1-1 = ((—ug +v2)®, (—ug +v2) @, (—ug 4 v2) D),
Joa-1 = ((—ur+v)®, (—ug +v1) P, (—ug 4 01) D),
Joi—in = ((—uz+03)®, (—ug +v3)@, (—ug +v3) D),
(5) T = ((us+03)®, (ug +v3)?), (ug + v3)).

For this grading we have h; = 0 except h3 =7, hg = 1. Thus the algebra is of type
(0,0,7,0,0,1). It is easy to prove that the subalgebra of f, whose elements are those
d € f4 such that [d, E_\l] = [d, E:] = [d, fo] = 0 is three-dimensional. Thus, the
grading on f, induced by {Ad(t/L_\l),Ad(t/_l\J),Ad(f/B)} is nontoral since its zero
homogeneous component has dimension 3, hence its rank is less than 4 = rank(f,).
We summarize the results in this subsection in the following:

Proposition 2. The unique nontoral grading on J coming from a grading on C is
the above grading (5) up to equivalence.

3.2. Gradings on H3(F'). It is known from [27, p. 184-185] that any automorphism
of H3(F) is of the form In(p): z + pxp~! where p can be taken in the group
SO(3) := SO(3, F) consisting of those 3 x 3 matrices z with entries in F such that
xz! = 1 and det(z) = 1 (the notation z' meaning the transpose of the matrix
x). Thus we have an algebraic group isomorphism In: SO(3) — aut(H3(F)) =: G.
Now consider the algebra M3(C) with the usual matrix product. This contains, as
a subalgebra, M3(F) and any element in this subalgebra associates with any two
other elements in M3(C). Since H3(F) is a (Jordan) subalgebra of J = H3(C),
for any p € SO(3), the map In(p): J — J such that z — prxp~! (products in
M;5(C)) is an automorphism of J. Thus we have an algebraic group monomorphism
In: SO(3) — Fy and thus a monomorphism SO(3) 2 G — F, = aut(J) so that we
can extend automorphisms from Hs(F) to J (in fact this monomorphism maps
In(p) seen as an element in G to In(p) as element in Fy). So we have constructed
a tool for translating gradings from H3(F') to J. This suggests the convenience
of describing group gradings on H3(F). The work [7] contains an exhaustive and
deep description of gradings on some simple Jordan and Lie algebras, in particular
the gradings on H,,(F') could be obtained along the line of this work. But in our
particular setting it is worth to find this description by using elementary algebraic
group theory. This will provide a comfortable landscape for testing geometric tools
and will provide a more self contained exposition.

It is well known that a maximal torus P of SO(3) is given by the matrices of the
form

1 0 0
Pap:=|0 a B
0 -8 «

with a, 3 € F such that o + 82 = 1. Then denote by 745 := In(pa,s) the
corresponding element in G = aut(H3(F)). The set of all 7, 3 is a maximal torus
T of G and the set of eigenvalues of 7,5 is Sa g = {1,2,271, 2%, 272} for 2 1= a+if.
Supposing | S, 5| = 5, we find for 7, g the following eigenspaces

Hs(F), = (E1, Ey + Es), H3(F), = (—i® 4+ 1),

(6) H3(F),-1 = (i® +13), H3(F).» = (—iBy +iEs + 1),
H3(F), > = (iFy —iF3 4+ 1),
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where the subindex indicates the eigenvalue of 7, 3. This gives a Z-grading of
Hs(F), with n-th component H3(F),». This is toral and fine (as it is produced by
the whole torus 7). Any other toral grading of H3(F') is a coarsening of this.

For |Sa,5] < 5 we have the following excluding possibilities:

e 1 = z which gives the trivial grading.

e 1 = 22 which excluding the previous case implies z = —1. This is the
Zy-grading induced by the involutive automorphism 7_; ¢ and it is given
by

(7) H3(F)y = (Ey, By, B3, 1), H(F)_y = (1®),13)),
e z = 22 implying 2% = 1. Ruling out previous cases, this induces a Zs-

grading coming for instance from 7_, /2,732 The grading is

H3(F)1 = (B, Eo+ E3),
H3(F), = (1@ —i® By —iBy+1W),
(8) H3(F)» = (1® 4+i® By +iFs +1W).

e 22 =272 implying z* = 1. This gives a Z, -grading coming from 79 1. The

grading is

(9) H3(F)1 = (F1, B2 + E3), H3(F)z = <—7;(3)+1(2)>7
H3(F),-1 = (i®) +1®) H3(F),» = (Ey — E3, 1)),

The gradings in (6)-(9) are therefore the unique cyclic (hence necessarily toral,
see Appendix) gradings. To find the rest of the gradings on Hs3(F') we compute
the centralizers of the grading automorphisms producing the previous gradings.
The computations of the various centralizers are easy taking advantage of the iso-
morphism SO(3) — G. For any 745 with |Sy 3] = 5 we have Cq(108) = T
(for this, we only need to prove that the centralizer of p, g in SO(3) is the max-
imal torus P), so that the grading (6) is fine, as mentioned. The centralizer
of 7_1,0 has two connected components: the identity component is the maximal
torus T and €g(7-1,0)/T = Zy. Working in SO(3), the identity component of
the centralizer of p_; o is the torus P while its other component is sP where
s = —E; + 1. Taking any 7 € T the grading induced by {7_10,7} is some
of (6)-(9). But if we consider the grading {7_1,0,In(s)}, we get the Zy X Zs-grading
given by Hi1 = (B, By + F3,10), Hy 1 = 1® — 10 H_;; = (B, — E3),
H_ ;1 =(1® +10)) which is isomorphic to:

H171 = <E17E27E3>7 Hl)_l = <1(1)>7

(10) H 1y = (1), H oy 1= (0.

On the other hand €¢({7_1,0,In(s))) = €g(7-1,0), which implies that (10) is fine
(and nontoral taking into account [13, Theorem 1]). The grading (8) is produced
by t_; 5 /3/2 whose centralizer is 7. The grading (9) is produced by 791 whose
centralizer is again 7.

Summarizing all the above results we claim:

Theorem 1. Any nontrivial grading on H3(F') is equivalent to one of the gradings
(6)-(10) above.
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The gradings induced on the Albert algebra by the monomorphism aut(Hs(F)) —
F, are all of them toral, but these automorphisms of J coming from H3(F') com-
mute with the automorphisms coming from C, fact which will provide larger abelian
sets of semisimple automorphisms and hence a source of nontoral gradings on J.

3.3. A family of nontoral gradings on the Albert algebra. We now construct
a machinery for building gradings on the Albert algebra J = H3(C) by mixing
gradings on C' with that on H3(F'). We must start with the simple observation that
J = H3(C) = H3(F)@F & K3(F)®Cy (tensor product of F-spaces) where K3(F) is
the subspace of 3 x 3 skewsymmetric matrices with entries in F' and Cy := {z € C'|
tr(z) = 0} the subspace of trace zero elements in C. The above isomorphism is given
by E; — E;®1, 19— 10 @1 and for z € Cp, 2V — (ejk —exrj) ® x, being (i, 7, k)
any cyclic permutation of (1,2,3) and e;; the elementary (4, j)-matrix in Ms3(F').
Taking in J' = H3(F) ® F & K3(F) ® Cy, subspace of M3(F) ® C, the product
(c®z)-(d®y) = 5((c®2)(d@y)+(dDy)(c@7)) for (c®z)(d@Y) = cdDay, J is a
Jordan subalgebra of M3(F) ® C such that the previous vector space isomorphism
between J and J' is an algebra isomorphism. Module this identification of J with J,
the embedding of G2 in Fy described in Subsection 3.1 can be seen in the following
way. Given f € Gy, take f the restriction of id ® f € gl(Ms(F) ® C) to J’, which
is an automorphism of J’ (notice that Cj is f-invariant for any f € G3). On the
other hand given any automorphism g of H3(F'), g is the restriction to H3(F) of
an automorphism g of M3(F) commuting with the transposition involution. Hence
g(K3(F)) C K3(F) and we can define § as the restriction of g®id € gl(M3(F)®C)
to J', which is an automorphism of J'. A trivial though remarkable fact is the
commutativity f§ = gf for any f € Ga, g € aut(Hs(F)). Thus we have:

Theorem 2. Let {f1,...,fx} C G2 and {g1,...,9.} C aut(Hs(F)) be commuta-
tive sets of diagonalizable automorphisms. Then {f1,..., f&,g1,---,dnt C Fy is a
commutative set of diagonalizable automorphisms of J. In particular if C is graded

by a group G1 and H3(F) is graded by a second group Gs, then the Albert algebra
J is G1 X Ga-graded.

It is always the case that the gradlng induced by {fl, ey fk, i, - 7gn} is a re-
finement of the one given by {fl, Cey fk} Besides if one of the gradings {fl, e fk}
or {g1,...,9n} is nontoral, the refinement is also nontoral. These results allow us
to combine gradings on C' with gradings on H3(F'). Thus, if we pick the (unique
up to equivalence) nontoral grading on C' given by {t1,_1,%_1,1, fo} and any of the
gradings (6)-(10) plus the trivial grading, which are given respectively by: {7, 3}
(with |Sas| = 5), {T=1,0}, {7‘_1/2)\/5/2}, {m01}, {7=1,0,In(s)} and {1}, we get six
nontoral gradings on J which are given in the next
Corollary 1. The following siz nonequivalent gradings of the Albert algebra are
nontoral:

a) {E_\l,t/_l\mﬁ),ﬁ:é} with |Sa. 5| = 5. This is a 73 x Z-grading.
b) {E—\lat/—l\,laﬁ%m}' This is a Z3-grading.

c) {E_\l,t/;,ﬁ)ﬁfl\_:—} This is a 73 x Z3-grading.

d) {t1 —1,t-1, 1,f0,7'0 1} This is a 73 x Zy4-grading.

e) {tl —1,t1 1,f0,7' 1 O,In( )}. This is a Z3-grading.

f) {tl 1,11 1,f0} This is a Z3-grading.
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We now describe explicitly the six previous gradings.

a) If e = 1 then the grading is

Joooo = (E1, E2 + E3),

Joote = (ze(e1 —e2)® + (e1 — €2)?),

Joroe = (—te(uz + vz)(g) — (u2 + vz)(2)>,
Jrooe = (—ie(ur +v1)® — (ur +0v1)?),

Jor1e = (ie(uz — 112)(3) + (u2 — 172)(2))7

Jr1oe = (ie(us — Us)(?’) + (us — Us)(2)>7

Jrore = (ie(ur — 111)(3) + (u1 — 171)(2)%

Jii1e = (—ie(us + Us)(?’) — (us + Us)(2)>7

(11) Joooz = (—i(Ez — E3) + 1),

b) This is the Z3-grading
Joooo = (En, Es, E3, 1(1)
Joo1o = ((e1 — 62)
Jio00 = ((u1 4+ v1
Jio10 = ((u1 — v1
Jo110 = {(—u2 + v2
Joo11 = ((e1 — 62)(3)7 (e1 —e2
Jio1 = ((us — 03)(3)7 (us —vs
(12)  Joi11 = {(u2 — 112)(3)7 (—u2 + vz
which is of type (7,8,0,1).
c) This is the Z3 x Zsz-grading given by

Joooo = (E1, B2 + E3),
Joroo = {(uz2 +’02)(1) ,
Jor1o = ((u2 — ’02)

Ji100 = ((us )

Jooor = (—i1® +1® By — iEs + 1¢
Jo1o1 = (i(uz +112)( ) 4+ (u2 +1)2) 2
Jor11 = (i(uz — 02)(3) + (u2 ) ;
)

I
I

I

)

1)
1)
1)
(2)
(2)

)

— e

2

)
>,
>,
Dy,
),
),
Ji1o1 = (i(uz — 113)( ) 4+ (us — 113) )
Jooo2 = <11(3) + 1(2) 1By —iE3 — 1(1 )
Joroz = (i(uz + 112)(3) (u2 +1)2) >
Jor12 = (i(ug — ’02)(3) (u2 — ) >
(13) J11()2 = <Z(u3 — 1)3)(3) (U3 — 1)3) >
which is of type (21, 3).
d) This is the Z3 x Z4-grading

Joooo = (E1, E2 + E3),
Joioo = ((u2 + vz)(1)>,
Jorio = ((u2 — va2) )
Ji100 = {(uz — Us) >
Jooor = {(— i1® 4 1(2)>
Joro1 = (i(ug + 112)(3) + (u2 + 1}2)(2)>7
>
)

)

)

)

I

Jo111 = (i(uz — Uz)(S) + (u2 )
Ji1o1 = (i(ug — 1)3)( ) + (us 1)3)

Joooe = (—i € + 1),

Jooro = ((—
Jo1oo =
J1000 =
Jo110 = (
(
=
=

Ji100 =

e1+e2)M),
uz +v2) M),

Jooo—2 = {(—i(F2 — E3) — 1(1)>.
This grading is a Z3 x Z-grading of type (25,1).

Jooo1 = (

1(3)7 1(2)>7

>

) Jowoo = ((uz + v2)®),

) Jiioo = ((uz —v3)M),

Y, Jioor = (w1 +v1)®, (1 +v1)@),
>7 JOlOl = <(u2 + 1}2)(3)7 (u2 + 1)2)(2)>7
) Ji11o = ((us + 1}3)(1)>7

>7 Jio11 = <(U1 - ’l}:[)(?’)7 (ul — 1)1)(2)>7
>7 Jllll = <(U3+’U3)(3)7(u3+v3)(2)>7

Jrooo = ((u1 +v1)®),

Jooto = {(e1 — e2) V),

Jioro = ((ur —v1) M),

Ji11o0 = ((us + 1)3)(1)%
Jioor = (i(us + v3)® — (us +v3)@),
Joo11 = (i(e1 — 62)(3) + (e1 — 62)(2)>7
Jronr = (i(ur — Ul)(g) + (u1 — 171)(2)>7
Ji = (i(us + 03)(3) + (us + vs)(2)>7
Jrooz = {(i(u1 + Ul)( ) — (u1 + 171)(2)>

,  Jooi2

Ji112 =

,  Jionn
, Jun

= (—i(e1 —e2)®
. Jiiz = (—i(ur — ’01)(3) + (w1 — 1)1)(2
(

(t(us + ’03)(3)

J1000 = (
Joo1o =
Jio10 =
Ji110 = ((us +vs

)

Joo11 = (i(e1 — 62)
= (i(ur —v1)®
= (i(u3 + v3)®

— (us + v3)

, Jwor = (i(ur +v1 G 4 (ur +01)@),

13



14 CRISTINA DRAPER FONTANALS AND CANDIDO MARTIN GONZALEZ

Joooz = (E3 — B2, 1), Jooos = (i1® +1@)

Jioos = (i(u1 +v1)® — (w1 +01)®),  Joros = (i(uz + v2)® — (uz + v2)@),
Joo1s = (—i(e1 — 62)(3) + (e1 —e2)"™”),  Jorz = (—i(uz — 112)(3) + (u2 — 112)(2)%
Jro1s = (—i(ur — 111)(3) + (w1 — 171)(2)% Ji1oz = (—i(uz — 113)(3) + (us — 03)(2)%

(14) Jinis = (i(uz 4+ v3)® — (us +v3)@),
which is of type (23, 2).
e) This is the Z3-grading given by

Jooooo = (E1, By + 3,1V, Joooto = (=13 4 1),

Joonn = (B3 — B, Jooto = ((ur +v0)@ + (wr + 1) @),

Jiooor = ((ur +v1)M),  Jororo0 = ((uz 4+ v2)® + (u2 + v2)@),

Jotoor = (w2 +v2)™),  Joorio = ((e1 — €2)® + (e1 — e2)?),

Jooior = ((—e1 +e2)"), Jooorr = (1) 4 1@,

Y, Joronn = ((u2 + vz)(?’) — (u2 4+ v2
)
)
)
)
)
)

Es
(1)
(1)
(1)
Toois = {(ez — e)® 4 er — e2)? @,
Jo1101 = {((u2 — vz)( ) , Joio = ((u2 — 112)(3) + (u2 — 02)(2)%
Jo1111 = {(—u2 + vz)( ) + (u2 — vz)( ) , Jior = ((ur + 'Ul)(S) — (w1 +111)(2)>7
Jioto1 = ((u1 — 'Ul)( N, Jioto = (w1 — v1)® + (ur —01)@),
Jio111 = ((—u1 + 1)1)(3) + (u1 — 1)1)( ) , J11001 = ((us — 1)3)( )>,
Jioro = ((uz — v3)® 4 (us —v3)®),  Jrronr = ((—uz + v3)® + (uz — v3)?),
Ji1io1 = ((us + 1)3)(1) , Junio = (—uz — v3)® — (uz 4 v3)?),
(15) Jiinn = ((us + v3)® — (uz 4+ v3)@),

which is of type (24,0, 1).

f) This is the Z3-grading (5), which is nontoral of type (0,0,7,0,0,1), as men-
tioned in Proposition 2.

Before finishing this subsection we would like to exhibit another (nontoral) grad-
ing obtained as a coarsening of the one in case d) above, by removing fo in the
set of grading automorphisms. Thus consider the grading on the Albert algebra
induced by the automorphisms {f_\l, t/_1\71, 701} This is a Z% x Z4-grading whose
homogeneous component J; ;i is just J;jor @ Jijik in (d), that is,

Jooo = (E1, Bz + B3, (ea — e1)M), Joo1 = (—1 (3) ( ) —ieg® +€(2)>7

J002 <E3 — Eg, 1(1 >, J003 = <’L€§3) + 6&2), 26é3) + 6(2)>
Jo1o = <u2 702 >, Jo11 = <—z‘u§3) 52), Wés) (2)>7
Jois = (iug) —us? vl —ui?), Jroo = (w01,
Jior = (— Zugs) ugz), “’1 52)>, Jioz = <iu§3) u§2), 21)%3) - v§2)>,
J110 = <U3 ,U%,”), Jinn = (= wé?’) u§,2), §3) - U§2)>7

(16) J113—<w§3) u§2),w§3) 1)32)>.

As the subalgebra of fixed elements of f, by {Ad(zf/L,\l),Ad(tiL\l),Ad(?(ﬂ)} has
rank 3, the induced grading on §, is nontoral and our grading on the Albert algebra
is also nontoral, of type (0,12, 1).

3.4. Gradings from Mj3(F). Up to the moment we have detected seven equiva-
lence classes of nontoral gradings on J, all of them coming from the refinements of
the nontoral grading on C by gradings on H3(F). In order to find new nontoral
gradings on the Albert algebra we need to look at J from another point of view,
that is, we can use a different model of J which provides a new perspective. For
instance, Tits construction of J recalled in Subsection 2.4.
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Thus let us consider again the associative algebra A := M3(F') and the monomor-
phism ¢: aut(A) — Fy such that f — f*® as described in 2.4. If {f;} is a fi-
nite commutative family of semisimple automorphisms of A, the same is true
for the family {f?}. Hence, for a G-grading on A given by a group homomor-
phism p: ¥(G) — aut(A) we immediately can define the grading on J given by
tp: X(G) — Fy. Consider now the Z3-grading on A produced by the commuting
automorphisms f := In(p) and g := In(q) where p = diag(1l,w,w?) being w a
primitive cubic root of the unit and

o 1 o0
= ({0 0 1],
4 1 0 O

These automorphisms of A are semisimple of order 3. The group they generate,
(f,g), is usualy called Pauli group. The simultaneous diagonalization of A relative
to {f, g} yields A = &7 ,_yA;; for

Aoo = (1a), Aor = (we11 —weaz +e33), Aoz = (—wei1 + w’eaz + e33),
Ao = (e13 + €21 +e32), A= (0-)2613 —wea1 +e32), Az = (—weis + w2621 + es2),
Ago = (e12 + e23 + e31), A = (0-)2612 —wez3z +e31), A = (—weiz+ w2623 + es1),

where again e;; denotes the elementary (i, j)-matrix in Ms(F). Thus we have a Z3-
nontoral grading on A (since any maximal torus of A fixes a frame of idempotents
and so any toral grading has a zero component of dimension at least 3). Next we
can counsider the grading induced on J by {f®,¢°}. If we make a simultaneous
diagonalization of J relative to these automorphisms we get the Z3-grading J =
@7 j—oA} ;, which has 9 summands of dimension 3 each one. This Z3-grading on
J is obviously toral according to Lemma 2. Let us consider a third semisimple
automorphism ¢ of order 3 in the centralizer of {f*®, g*}. This will allow us to
refine the previous Z2-grading on J to a Zj-grading. So consider ¢ € aut(.J) given
by ¢(ag, a1,az2) = (ap,war,w?az) where w is as before a primitive cubic root of the
unit. It is clear that {f*, g°, ¢} is a commutative set of semisimple automorphisms
of J. Making again a simultaneous diagonalization of J relative to {f*, g*, ¢} we
get J = EBZZ)qu:QJi,j,k with

Ji1j70 = Aij x 0 x 0,
Ji1j71 =0x Aij X 0,
Ji)j72 =0x0x Aij,

so that we have 27 one-dimensional homogeneous components. In particular this Z3-
grading on J is fine and nontoral (otherwise Jy g0 would contain three orthogonal
idempotents, by Proposition 1). Consequently, the subgroup (f®,g*,¢) of Fy is
maximal among the abelian subgroups of Fy whose elements are semisimple (MAD).
Observe also that the generators of the subspaces A;; of A are invertible elements
in A, hence taking into account (4), the generators of the homogeneous components
Ji j,1 are also invertible in J. Thus we have found a basis of invertible homogeneous
elements in the Albert algebra.

Since we are describing gradings on the Albert algebra in the usual standard
basis and this last Z3-grading has been given in a different one, we are now giving
the mentioned grading relative to some standard basis. We take, for instance, the
grading:

Jooo = (Er + E2 + Es), Joor = (WEy +w?Ey + E3),
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Jooz = <w By + wEQ + E3>, Joro = (u§) + e + oy,
Jo11 = {(w? (3) —l—wel ), Jo12 = (w ® 4w 6(2) (1)>
Joso = <v§3) )>, Joa1 = <w2v§3) ( ) 4 u(1)>
J022 = <W’U§3) + U3 )>, JlOO = <—’Uég) (2) (1)>
Jio1 = <—W2U§3) (2) )>a Jio2 = <—WU§3) w? (2) + 6(1)>a
Ji1o = <e§3) 2) )>, Jin = (wQegB) wu§2) + v§1)>,
Jiie = (we(g) w? u )>, Ji90 = (vf’) (2) (1)>7
Jio1 = (w vgg) + w1)32) + vy )>, Ji22 = (wv(?’) + wzv@) + v(1)>
Jogo = (P + U2 ), o = (@l +wv<2) ey,
Ja02 = (wu (3) + wzv _|_ 62 )>’ Joto = <u§3) + u(2) + u(1)>
J211 < 2 (3) + wu + u2 )>, J212 = (wu(s) +w ’U,(2) (1)>,
Jo20 = <_ 53) (2) )>’ Joo1 = <_w2€§3) (2) + u(1)>,
(17)  Jaz2 = <—we§3) w2v§2 >

It is produced by the set of commuting diagonalizable automorphisms {t,2 42 o2 1,
w2 w1,w2, @}, Wwhere ¢ = 0o Wy for U € O(C,n) is given by the matrix relative to
the standard basis of C'

-1

O OO O oo
[N eNeBel =Rl
OO O OO oo
el eleoBeBael 2=
— OO OO 0o oo
eNeoNeoBeleNol S "
OO+ OO O oo
OO OO0 OO

o

following the notations in 2.3. This Z3j-grading is fine and nontoral, since all the
homogeneous components are one-dimensional. Following [18, (7.4) THEOREM,
p.278] for odd prime p there is a unique conjugacy class of elementary abelian
nontoral p-subgroup. This is obtained for p = 3 and it is isomorphic to Zj (see also
[18, TABLE II, p. 258]). Therefore the previous Z3-gradings on the Albert algebra
are isomorphic.

In Section 6 we shall be able to give another description of this grading in terms
of the Weyl group of Fy. Besides, the uniqueness of the Z3-grading will also be a
consequence.

Once we have described the previous gradings on the Albert algebra, we can
announce the first of our main results:

Theorem 3. The unique up to equivalence nontoral gradings on the Albert algebra
are those described in (11), (12), (13), (14), (15), (5), (16) and (17).
The nontoral fine gradings on J are the ones described in (11), (15) and (17).

In fact, there are four fine gradings, taking into account that the Cartan decom-
position is a toral and fine grading on f, which induces a toral and fine grading
on J. The proof of the above theorem will have to be postponed to a forthcoming
section.
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4. WEYL GROUP OF f,

In next sections we shall use the Weyl group as an important tool for our pur-
poses. First of all we must invoke a version of the Borel-Serre theorem (Theorem 6)
asserting that a supersolvable subgroup of semisimple elements in an algebraic
group is contained in the normalizer of some maximal torus. In particular, this can
be applied to finitely generated abelian groups. The point of this is that most of
our arguments can be carried out within the normalizer of a maximal torus, hence
the relevance of the Weyl group, which in our context is isomorphic to the quotient
of the normalizer of any maximal torus by the torus itself.

In order to describe the abstract Weyl group of f,, we must begin by fixing a
basis A = {a; | i =1,...,4} of a root system of f,. Its Dynkin diagram is

aq Q2 Qs Qg
[¢] O—=—0 [¢]

and its Cartan matrix is

(18)

Taking the euclidean space FE = Z?:l Ra; with the inner product { , ), the Weyl
group of f, is the subgroup W of GL(F) generated by the (simple) reflections s;
with i = 1,2, 3,4, given by s;(z) := — (2, a;)a;. Identifying GL(E) to GL(4,R) by
means of the matrices relative to the R-basis A, the reflections s; are represented
by

-1 0 0 0 11 0 0
5 = 1 1 0 0 5y = 0 -1 0 O
0 0 1 0}’ 0o 1 1 0f”’
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
1 0 0 O 1 0 0 O
55 = o1 2 O 54— 01 0 O
00 -1 0]}’ o0 1 1}
00 1 1 0 0 0 -1

since the Cartan integers («;, ;) are the entries of the Cartan matrix.

We shall consider W C GL(4,R) ordered lexicographically, that is, first for any
two different couples (i, j), (k,1) such that i, j,k,1 € {1,2,3,4} we define (4,j) <
(k,1) if and only if either ¢ < k or i = k and j < [, and second, for any two different
matrices 0 = (0i5), o' = (0};) in W, o < o' if and only if 0;; < of; where (i, j)
is the least element (with the previous order in the couples) such that o;; # Uzl-j.
One possible way to compute the Weyl group with this particular enumeration is

provided by the following code implemented with Mathematica:

W=Tablels;,{i,4}1;

al[L_,x_]:=Union[L,
Table[L[[i]].x,{i,Length[L]}],
Table[x.L[[1]],{i,Length[L]}]]

Do [W=a[W,s;],{i,4}] (4 times repeated)
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We get a list of 1152 = 2732 elements in the table W which is nothing but the
Weyl group W of §,. We are denoting by o; the i-th element of W lexicographically
ordered. The following result comes from a straightforward computation which
may be done with any matrix multiplication software.

Proposition 3. The 1152 elements of the Weyl group W of §, are distributed in
25 orbits (=conjugacy classes) according to the following table

order | no. of elements | no. of orbits representatives
1 1 1 o748 = 1
2 139 7 028, 042, 055, 0103,
0105, 0142, 0405
3 80 3 o7, 015, 0114
4 228 5 01, 03, 056,
0104, 0110
6 464 7 04, 08, 09, 014,
030, 078, 0106
8 144 1 o2
12 96 1 J10
1152 25

The column in the left gives the order of every element in the corresponding
orbit. We shall denote by I the set of indices of representatives in the right column:
(19)

1,2,3,4,7,8,9,10, 14, 15, 28, 30, 42, 55, 56, 78, 103, 104, 105, 106, 110, 114, 142, 405, 748.

4.1. The maximal torus of aut(f,). If h is a Cartan subalgebra of L = f,, consider
L =bH® (BachLa) the decomposition in root spaces relative to b, that is, L, =
{zr € L|hz] =ah)zVh e b} if a € b*, ® = {a € h* | L, # 0} the root system,
and take a basis A = {1, a9, a3, a4} of the root system. Identifying the roots to
their coordinates relative to the basis A, the 24 positive roots of ®* are:

(0,0,0,1), (0,1,1,1), (1,2,2,1),
(0,0,1,0), (0,1,2,0), (1,1,2,2),
(0,1,0,0), (1,1,1,1), (1,2,3,1),
(20) (1,0,0,0), (0,1,2,1), (1,2,2,2),
(0,0,1,1), (1,1,2,0), (1,2,3,2),
(0,1,1,0), (1,1,2,1), (1,2,4,2),
(1,1,0,0), (0,1,2,2), (1,3,4,2),
(1,1,1,0), (1,2,2,0), (2,3,4,2).

As usual, the nondegeneracy of the Killing form & allows to identify h to h*, calling
to the unique element in b satisfying a(h) = k(tq, h) for all h € §, as in [24, p. 37].

Any automorphism fixing pointwise h preserves the root spaces. The set of all
such automorphisms is a maximal torus of aut(L); more precisely, given x,y, z,u €
F* there is an only automorphism W such that ¥|y = id, ¥|,, = zid, ¥|.,, = yid,
Vl,, = zid, ¥|r,, = uid (particular case of the isomorphism theorems in [24,
p. 75]). Obviously, if &« = nyjag +nacs +ngas +ngay, then ¥|, = z™ym2z"34m4id.
Denote by U, .., the above automorphism ¥, and by T} the maximal torus { Wy, |
z,y,2,u € F*} (Ty depends only on b, and ¥,,., depends on h and A).

On the other hand, we have got a concrete maximal torus of §,, since we have
got an algebraic group isomorphism Ad: Fy — §4 and we have already introduced
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the maximal torus Tp of Fy (see (2)). Thus we get a maximal torus ¥ := Ad(%y)
in §4, whose generic element is t},, ., := Ad(tzy..). Let us take as h the Cartan
subalgebra of the elements fixed by ¥. Since ¥ is contained in T}, they necessarily
coincide.

Let us choose a comfortable basis of §, for which we know the matrix represen-
tation of ¢, relative to it. Let w; (i € {1,...,27}) be the i-th element in B, the
standard basis on J that we chose in Subsection 2.2. Recall that ¢,y .., (w;) = niw;

where n;(= n;(z,y, z,u)) is the i-th entry of the vector
1 1
(171517$7_7y525—5_ Ty T U —,

x U

uu U Yz u T Y Z2ou uu:vyz)
y2 ey’ w2 w ) w ww ey y 2w

For any v € J define the map R,: J — J such that a — av. Since f, =

Der(J) = [Ry, Ry] ([38, p.117]), we can extract a basis of §, from the generators

set {[Ry,, Ru,]}75_,. Taking into account that

Ad(txyzu)[sz ’ Rw]‘] = [Rtmyzu(wi)a thyzu(wj-)] = Ninj [Rwi7 ij]v

and defining S as the set of all couples (i,7) € {1,...,27}? such that [R,,,, R.,,] # 0,
we have that the eigenvalues of t/,, ., = Ad(tyy..) are those of the set {n;n; | (i,7) €
S}, which are precisely:

u? royz ur ouw zyz yzr u zyz 11 2?yz

’277 3 3 ) 72”2’ ”2
zy*z'u u Ty ry uw ur'y ur xyy u

1
(15171517$7_7yz
u

z Tz rz vz ryz 2z 1 1 29?2z u u zy zy u
R, R, » o 2 y oy Ty Uy —— 2 v 9 ) )

T Y u U U U yr Yz u T Yz Ut u Yz

u? oy u? v oz lyu 1 uw ur oy
(2]‘> T 7$y7y, T Ty Ty Ty T ey Ty Ty Ty _)7

yz u xyz

where each eigenvalue is repeated according to its multiplicity (looking only at .S,
we would not know the multiplicities because the set {n;n; | (¢,j) € S} has 228
elements, but 1 must appear 4 times, and the remaining values at least once, so
by dimensions those are just the multiplicities). On the other hand, recalling that
Ty = %, there must exist rational fractions X,Y, Z,U € F(z,y, z,u) in the list (21)
such that the whole list agrees with (1,1,1,1, X™Y"2Z"3U"™ | (ny,ng,n3,ng) €
®), with ® = &+ U (—®") and & given by (20). One solution is, for instance
2
(22) X=——, Y=y z=1 v-o.
zy?z u

Next we choose as our reference basis of f, anyone extracted of {[R.,, Ru;]} (i j)es
such that the matrix of ¢/, relative to this basis is diagonal with the list (21) as

TYyzUu
diagonal. One possible choice is

b1 = [RW17RW4] by = [waRwls] bs = [me Rw7] by = [Rw87Rw9]

bs = [szv szl] be = [waRwlg] br = [Rw77 Rws] bs = [Rwl ) an]
by = [szv Rw27] bio = [mean] b = [szvaz.s] biz = [Rwlvan]
bis = [Rw57Rw9] by = [Rwl ) ng] bis = [Rw47 Rwu] bis = [Rw57Rw7]
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bi7 = [Ruw,, Ruwr]
[Rwl ) wa] ba2 =
= [Ruy, R b2 =

bo1 =
bas

b33 - sz 5 Rw24]

bs7 = Rw47RLL}()‘] bsg = RW17RW6]

b1

[
[
[
bag = [Rw27Rw20] bso = [Rwl ) me]
[
[
Ruys Rwlo] baz = {Rws ) Rwa]

bas = le,Rwlg] bys = RW67RWS]7

b19 = [Ruwg, Ruwgs) b2o
bas = [Rur, Ruyy ] baa
bar = [Rug, Ruy) bas
b31 = [Rwlmeu] bz
bas = [Rus, Ry ] bse
b3g = [Rug, Rus) bao
baz = [Ruwg, Ruwgg) baa
bar = [Rug, Ruyo] bas
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= [Rw47 Rw?]
= [Rw77 ng]
= [Rwsv an]
= [Rwl ) Rw14]
= [RWI ) Rws]
= [Rw47 RWIO]
= [Rw57 Rwlo]
= [Rwsv RWIO]

where these are root vectors relative to b, but the missing elements spanning the
Cartan subalgebra must be taken carefully. If we denote 8; € h* for i = 1...48
such that [h,b;] = B;(h)b; for any h € b, it is easy to check that (84, B3, 82, 51) is a
basis of ® with Cartan matrix (18), which will be our election for A from now on
(and respectively for a;). Thus, we can denote

bl = Vay
b2 = Vag
b3 = Vay
b4 = Va,

bs = Vas+au

bg = Vas+as

by = Vo +az

bg = Vo +as+as

by = Vay+astas

b10 = Vas+2as

b1 = Vay+ast+astag
b12 = Vas+2a3+ay

b13 = Vay+as+2as

b1y = Vo +as+2as+ay
bis = Vas+2a3+204
b16 = Va, +2a5+203
bl? = Vo +2a+2az+ay
b18 = Vo +as+2as+204

b19 - Ual +2a0+3as+ay

b = Vo +2a0+2a3+20us
ba1 = Vo, 4200 +3as+2a4
ba2 = Vo, 4200 +4as+2a4

b23 = Vo, +3as+4as+2a4
boy = V20 +3aa+4as3+2ay

bas = v_q,
bos = V_az
b27 = V—ay
bag = Ve,

b29 = U—ag—a4
b30 = U—Ozg—ag

b33 = V—ap—az—ay

b3s = Ve —az—az—ay
b36 = V—qy—2a3—0ay

b37 = V—o1—as—2as

b38 = V—og—as—2a3—aq
b39 = V—ay—2a3—2a4

bao = V—a;—2a5—20s3

b41 = Vo —200—203—ay
b42 = V—og—as—2a3—2a4
b43 = V—a;—200—3a3—ay
b44 = V- —200—2a3—204
bas = V_a, 200 3as—2a4
bi6 = V_a; 200 —4as—2a4
ba7 = V0, 3as—4as—2a4

b48 = V—2a7—3as—4as—2aq

where each v, is a root vector relative to the root «, verifying

m m msrrm
Ad(tmyzu)vm1a1+m2a2+m30¢3+m40¢4 =X"My"mzZzmsu 4vm10¢1+m20¢2+m30¢3+m40¢4'

At last we choose our standard basis of f, as

B/ - (4[1)4; b28]74[b277 b3]a 8[b267 b2]a 8[b257 bl]a bZ | 1= 17 sy 48)7

formed by root vectors but besides described with whole precision. This will be
needed in the next section to extend elements from W to §4. The first four elements
in B’, which of course form a basis of , have not been chosen arbitrarily, but they
are respectively to,, ta,; tas and to, for our election of A.

Notice that we have algebraic group isomorphisms a: (F*)* — T such that

a(x’ y? Z? u)

= pyou = Ad(teyzu) and B: (F)! — T acting as (X,Y,Z,U) =
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Uxyzy (now we have fixed A). The map n: (z,y, z,u) = (X,Y, Z,U) (see (22)) is
an automorphism of the algebraic group (F*)* and we have a commutative diagram

(F*)' o
77]/ \ T
F><)4{

in which all the arrows are isomorphisms. But Ad: ¥y — ¥ is also an isomor-
phism, which allows to write the simultaneous diagonalization of J relative to
Ty as a Z*-grading in such a way that the induced grading on f, by Ad is just
the root decomposition indexed in the coordinates of & relative to A, that is,
[Rynains s B g ar ] © Llutnt)an+(nang)as+(ns+nl)ag+(natng)as-  Let us
explain this in a practmal way: Since the set of eigenvalues of t;,.,, is contained in
the set of eigenvalues of t/,,.,,, any eigenvalue of t,., can be written in the form
Xmym2zmsyym4, This defines a map from the set of eigenvalues of t;,.,, to 74
such that X™1Y™2ZmsU™s y (my,mg, m3, my), providing a Z*-grading on the
Albert algebra J = @Jum, my,ms,m, such that (mq, me, ms,my) is in the image of
the above map. To determine Jp,, ms,ms,m, We find the eigenvalue of ¢, of the
form X™Y™2Zm3J™4  and then take the element of the standard basis of the
Albert algebra which is an eigenvector for that eigenvalue. For instance, to find
J1,221 we compute XY?Z?U = z and write J; 221 = (u?)) since ug‘o’) is the basic

element such that tmyzu(uég)) = zugg). The complete description of the grading is:

J0,0,0,0 = (E1, Ea, E3),

J0,0,0,1 = <6§3)>, Jo,0,1,0 = <€§2)>, Jo,0,-1,-1 = <€§1)>,

J0,0,0,—-1 = <€g3)>7 Jo,0,-1,0 = <652)>7 Jo,0,1,1 = <€él)>,
Jo1,-1,-2,1= <u§3)>, Jo1,-1,-10= <u§2)>, Jo1,-1,-1,-1= <u§1)>,

J1221 = <U§3)>, J12,32= <U§2)>, J12,31 = <U§1)>,

Jo,—1,—2,-1 = <U§3)>, Jo,—1,-1,0 = <U§2)>, Jo,~1,-1,-1 = <Ugl)>,

J1,1,2,1 <U£3)>, J1,1,10 = <U£2)>, J1,1,11 = <U£1)>,
Jo1,-2,-2-1= <U§3)>7 Jo1,-2,-3-2= <U§2)>7 Jo1,-2,-3-1= <U§1)>,

(24) Joza = (0§, oo = (0§, Joaaa = (v§),

which is of type (24,0,1). We remark again that this Z*-grading on the Albert
algebra is toral and fine and the induced grading on f, is precisely the Cartan
grading. Alternatively we could have got this grading in Section 3 directly from
the maximal torus of aut(J) but in that case its relationship to the Cartan grading
would have not been so direct. The group Z* is the universal group of the grading.
Moreover all the toral gradings on the Albert algebra are coarsenings of this and
so can be obtained by constructing equivalence classes of epimorphisms Z* — G
module the relation given as in [13, 4.1]. This is another way of understanding
Proposition 1.

To finish this subsection we must devote a few lines to the action of the Weyl
group W on the maximal torus of §,. Since this is isomorphic to (F*)* we can
introduce this action as the integration of the action of YW on the Cartan subalgebra
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W x b — b such that o - to = t,(q) for any o = (a;;) € W and a € ®. Since o is an
endomorphism of the dual space h*, then the transposed matrix o? represents the
dual map h — b. So identifying the elements in h with their coordinates relative
to the basis (fn,)i_;, the action of o on the element Y, z;to, € b is given by
(z1,22,%3,24) - [(ai;)i j=1]° where the product - is the usual matrix product. The
integration of this, is the desired action W x (F*)* — (F*)* which consequently
acts in the form o - (X,Y, Z,U) = (X', Y', Z’,U’) where

X/ = X@uyaiz gais[jai4

Y/ = X @21y @22 jaz[]az4
7! = Xas1yas2 gass[jas4
(25) U' = Xoaa1yaa2gaaz[jaaa

4.2. Extending Weyl group elements to automorphisms of f,. In this sub-
section we shall use the isomorphism theorem of [24, p.75] for extending any o € W
to an automorphism & € §4. In the context of the mentioned theorem we can take
L =1L =4, b =1 agreeing with the Cartan subalgebra generated by the four
first elements in B’ the standard basis of f,, ® = &’ the root system relative to b,
we choose A = A’ the basis of ® as in 4.1 (aq,... a4 the roots corresponding to
by, ...b1 € B’ respectively) and finally, we take as isomorphism b — § the induced
by o (as above, by means of the identification h — h* through t — k(t,—)). Ac-
cording to that theorem, for any choice x,, € Lo, \ {0} and x’a(ai) € Ly(a,) \ {0} for
i=1,2,3,4, there is only one & € §, such that 5(ta,) = ty(a,) and 6(za,) = x;(ai)
for every i = 1,2,3,4. We choose 4, to be the generator v,, € L,, as in (23) and
also x;( ) = Vo(ay) € Ls(a;)- The matrix of ¢ relative to the standard basis is

a;
block diagonal (’3 g) where A is just the 4 x 4 matrix of o relative to the basis

{a;}% | and D is a 48 x 48 matrix with only one nonzero element in each row and
in each column. Thus we have constructed an injective map W — §,4 such that
o +— o¢. It is important to highlight that this is not a group homomorphism but
only a map. In fact, there does not exist a group monomorphism W — §4, as it is
proved in [32, p. 717].

We shall denote by 9t the normalizer of T in §4. It is a standard result that
W = 9/%. It follows easily, by construction of &, that & € M for any o € W.
Thus the previous map W — §, is actually a map W — N, and composing with
the universal epimorphism 91 — 91/T we get an injective map W — /% such
that o — 6% (the equivalence class of & in the quotient group). Since domain and
codomain of this map share the same finite cardinal, the map is a bijection. Even
more: it can be proved that 105 is in the same equivalence class that oy05 (since
010205 'o7 " acts in b as 010202 Yo ~! = id, so that it belongs to T) which proves
that the previous map W — 91/T is a group isomorphism. In particular

N={ct|oeW,teZT}

We can now revisit the action of the Weyl group W on the maximal torus
(F*)* 2 T from another viewpoint. Identifying W with 91/T we can define the
action W x T — T given by o -t := 6t~ for 0 € W and t € T. Then the
isomorphism B: (F*)* — T given by 8(X,Y,Z,U) = ¥xyzy is an isomorphism
of W-groups in the sense that 8(c -t) = o - 8(t). Thus 0 - VUxyzuv = Uxiyrzur

as in (25). And since Uxyzy = tl,,, for (22), a simple computation proves that



GRADINGS ON ALBERT ALGEBRA AND ON j, 23

/ Y
O o = Loy s where now
= mbuyblzzbmubm 0 0 0 1
y = mbzlybzz o b23 24 h (b) = 1 -1 -1 -2 1
Z = belyb32 Zb33qbsa” with (bij) =mom™, m= 1 2 2 1
W= pbu yb42 a3 bas 0 0o -1 0
(26)

The action of W on (F*)* given by o - (z,y,2,u) = (2/,y',2',u) as above is
essential for our study, specially the study of fixed elements in the torus under the
action of certain elements of WW. Denote

T ={teT|o; -t =t}

It is easily seen that this is a subgroup of ¥ such that T =~ gU) when o; is con-
jugated to o; in W. The information given by these subgroups T is needed for
our study, so we are calculating them. For this, it suffices to consider the represen-
tatives of conjugacy classes given in the table of Proposition 3. We summarize all
this information in the following table. In it, T is the subgroup of all toyou €F
such that the element given satisfies the displayed condition. We also write down

the abstract group isomorphic to TY) in the right column.

Generic element of T

Membership condition

Isomorphic to

J

1 (u?y,y,y,u) y?=1,uec FX F* x Zs
2 (z,z,x,1) 22 =1 Zo

3 (uy,y,u? u ut =1=1y>? Zy X Lo
4 (v, 27 1,271 x e F* F>

7 (uy=3,y,y,u) u,y € F* (F*)?
8 (v, 2,7, 2%) x e F* F>

9 (1,u?/3 u?/3, u) u € F* F*
10 (1,1,1,1) {1}
14 (z,z,2,y) ?=y=1 73

15 x,y, 22y, 2%) 2=y3=1 z3

28 (z,271, z,271) x,z € FX (F*)?
30 (1,1,2,1) 2 € FX FX
42 (x,2,2z,u) 2?=u’=1z2¢€F* F* x 73
55 (z,y,y,u) x,y,u € F* (F>)3
56 (x,y,y,2y) x,y € F* (F*)?
78 (1,1,1,1) 1}
103 (z,y,y,u) y2=1,z,u€ F* (F*)? x Zs
104 (z,9,y,zy) y?=1,x € F* F* X Zs
105 (z,y,zy,u) 2=y’ =1,uec F* F* x 72
106 (x,y,2y,y) 22=9y2=1 73
110 (x,2,2,u) ?=ut=1 73
114 (x,1,2,1) x,z € FX (F*)?
142 (2,1, 2z,u) x,z,u € F* (F>)3
405 (z,y,z,u) 2=yt =2=u?=1 73
748 (z,y,z,u) Ty, z,u € F* (F*)4
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5. QUASITORI IN Fy

Recall that a quasitorus is a commutative algebraic group whose identity compo-
nent is a torus [33, p. 105]. An algebraic linear group is a quasitorus if and only if in
some basis its elements can be expressed simultaneously by diagonal matrices. Such
groups are also called diagonalizable. Besides, a quasitorus ) in an algebraic group
G can be written as a disjoint union @ = TUTa;U---UTay where T is a torus and
{1g,a1,...,ax} a finite abelian subgroup of G. We remark that, as a consequence
of the algebraic version of the Borel-Serre theorem (Theorem 6 in the Appendix),
any quasitorus in G normalizes some of the maximal tori of G. To see that, define
Z as the centralizer in G of T. Applying this theorem to H := {lg,a1,...,ar},
which is contained in Z, there is 7" some maximal torus of Z that H C Mz (T")
(the normalizer of 7" in Z). But T is contained in the center of Z and since all its
elements are semisimple, T' is contained in the intersection of all maximal tori of Z,
hence in T’. Thus T C T" C 9z(T") and since we had H C Nz(T") C Ng(T”) then
Q C Ne(T"). But actually T” is a maximal torus in G, because if T" is a maximal
torus of G which contains T/ D T, then T C Z and T" = T".

As any grading is given by a quasitorus, the above paragraph gives the reason
why we want to work inside 91 = W T and we have studied in detail the Weyl group
and its action on the torus ¥ in the previous section.

Next we consider a class of quasitori which is relevant for our study. Define
for each j € {1,...,1152} and each ¢ € T the quasitorus A(j,¢) as the (closed)
subgroup of §, generated by TV and ojt, which of course defines a grading on §,
by the group X(A(j,t)) as in 2.1. But it suffices to consider the gradings induced
by the quasitori A(j,t) with j € I (the set I defined in (19)), taking into account
that if o; and o, are conjugated in W, then A(i,t) = A(j,t') for a suitable ¢’ € .
We also have

Proposition 4. If for some j the group A(j,id) is toral then A(j,t) is toral for
any t € %.

Proof. Let Z = €5, (299} and Zp its unit component. Since A(j,id) is toral
there is some maximal torus T of §, such that A(j,id) C T. Then T C Z but
from T C T we also get T C Z. Of course ,T C Zy and since t € T and
o; € A(j,id) C T we have 7;,t € Zy hence ot € Zy. But o,t is a semisimple
element of Zy and consequently there is some p € Zy such that ps;tp~! € T. This
equality together with the fact that pimp_l =g imply that pA(j,t)p~! C T.
O

The same proof shows that A(j,t) is toral if and only if A(j,¢') is toral for all
t' € €. Now let us detect the indices which cause nontorality.

Proposition 5. For j € I the group A(j,id) is nontoral if and only if j =
3,15,105,106 or 405.

Proof. Let us prove first that the five quasitori are nontoral. For A(15,id) we
have T =~ Z3 (see Table of Section 4.2). The grading induced by this quasitorus
is produced by the automorphisms {t/, | ,2,%1 4 01,015} Where w is a primitive
cubic root of 1. This is a Z3-grading and computing the subalgebra of fixed ele-
ments by the three previous automorphisms we find that this is null. This implies
that the grading is nontoral since in the toral case, this should be an algebra of
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rank four. For A(405,id) we have T(40% = Z3 and the associated grading agrees
with the one produced by {t'_; ;1 1,83 111,811, _1.1:t1.1.1,—10405}. This is a Z3-
grading whose 0-homogeneous cbmponent is again null, hence the grading is non-
toral. For A(3,id) we have T% = Z; x Z, and the induced grading is the produced
by {#} 1 14t 1,111,053} which is a Zy x Zg x Zg-grading (see remarks 1 and 2
after this’proof) whose 0-homogeneous component has dimension 1. Hence A(3,id)
is nontoral. The grading induced by A(106,id) is also nontoral since g(106) o 73
and the grading is the one induced by {t';; 11,1 1 11,0106}, which is a
73 x Zg-grading whose 0-homogeneous component is one-dimensional. The last
grading is the induced by A(105,id). We have T1%) =~ F* x 72 so A(105,id) =
(TH19) F105) = FX x 73 which induces a grading over X(F* x Z3) =~ Z x 73.
The grading agrees with the one produced for instance by {7105, %} 4 41,171,112 |
2? = y? = 1}, which can be implemented in a computer. This is a Z3 x Z-grading
whose 0-homogeneous component is one-dimensional and so A(105,1d) is nontoral.
We include also a table of homogeneous components dimensions for further ref-
erence. These types can be computed with any linear algebra software allowing
simultaneous diagonalization.

Quasitorus Type
A(3,id) (19,6,7)
A(15,id) (0,26)

A(105,id) (31,0,7)

A(106,1d) (3,14,7)

A(405,id) | (24,0,0,7)

Let us prove now that A(j,id) is toral in the rest of the cases. If T = id then
A(7,1d) is cyclic and then toral (this applies to the cases j = 10, 78). In case T s
cyclic or T 2 F* | then A(j,id) has two factors and by Lemma 2 ([2, Lema 1.1.3,
p. 5]) the grading is toral (this applies to j = 2,4, 8,9, 30). Another trivial caseis j =
748 since o713 = id and T8 = T, For j = 1,7, 14, 28,42, 55,56, 103,104, 114 and
142, performing a simultaneous diagonalization of the algebra relative to the set of
automorphisms inducing the grading, one finds that the zero homogeneous compo-
nent of the corresponding grading is an abelian four-dimensional algebra. Thus the
grading is toral. Finally, for j = 110 we have A(110,id) = (t"; _; 1 1,1 1.1,-1,0110),
which produces a Z3 x Z4-grading. In this case the zero homogeneous component
is a six-dimensional (reductive) algebra L. = (y1,...,ys) where

Y1 = bz — big + bar + b34,
Y2 = —by — b1g — b31 + bya,
Y3 = big — bao — bao + a4,

Y4 = —ba + bz + bag + bus,
Y5 = b1z — baz — b3y + bar,
Y6 = bis — bag — b3g + bus,

which has rank 4 because {y1 — y¢, Y2 — U5, Y3 — ya } is contained in the center of L.
(there are only two types of six-dimensional reductive subalgebras, a; plus a three-
dimensional center and 2a;, of ranks 4 and 2 respectively). Hence the grading is
toral. [J

Remark 1. Notice that the order of o; does not necessarily coincide with the order
of o;, but it is a divisor. That happens, for instance, for ¢ = 3, since o3 has order 4
while o3 has order 8. This is not because of a bad choice of 73, since all the possible
extensions of o3 have the same order, as the next lemma shows.
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Lemma 1. Take j € {1,...,1152}, and m the order of 0; € W. Then the following
conditions are equivalent:
i) gV is finite,
i) S0 C (£, ., o™ =" = 2m —um = 1),
iii) ( ) —O'm foranyte ¥,
iv) Every element in{f eN|n(f) =05} (m: N — W the canonical projec-
tion) has the same order.

Proof. Take the element in ¥ given by
-1 —2 ~ 1 ~1—
Sz,y,z,u = t/z y,z,u(ajt; Y,Z uUJ )( Jtm Y,2,U ] ) e (0,;71 tz y,z,uaj m)

(product of elements in ). Since 07" = id, we have ¢} € T and thus 7; sm7y727u5;1 =

j
S1.y.2us that is, s, . € T, Besides it verifies that (Oite o)™ = Say,zu0) "
The implication i4) = 4) is trivial. Now, if we assume zm) Sz,y,2u = id for any
x,y,z,u € F*. But if ¢ e 9 then (t, yzw)™ = Say,zu, and so t™ =id for
any t € T and we have ii).
Next suppose i). We have sy .0 =t}

T,Y,2,U

Ty (@0,2:0), 2 (,,2,0),f3 (09,20 fa ., 20) TOT
some rational fractions f; € F(z,y,z,u). But the set {szy 20 | 2,y,2,u € F*} C
T must be finite, so the fractions are constant Szyzu = lypea and, since
51,1,1,1 = id, the identity s; .. = id holds for any z,y,z,u € F*. This gives
).

From iii), we conclude that the orders of ot and o; are the same, since none of
them can be less than m and (o;¢)™ = 77", so we have w)

Conversely, 1et ¢ be such that mc is the order of ot z,y,z,u for any z,y, z, u.
Thus id = (0t} , . )™ = (S2,,2,u0;")¢ = 85, .4 hence fi(x,y,2,u)° =1 and so
Szy,zu = id, Wthh is equivalent to #4¢). O
Remark 2. Apparently the grading induced by the quasitorus A(3,id) = ({o3,
th 1 10t1_111)) 18 a Zg X Zy X Zo-grading, since 8, 4 and 2 are respectively
the orders of the generators. However, the right group generated by the support is
75 x Zg because (63)*t) _; _, ; has order 2.

Returning to our quasitori A(j,t), the toral element ¢ plays a secondary roll.

Proposition 6. If j € {3,15,105,106,405}, the quasitorus A(j,t) is conjugated to
A(j,t') for any t,t' € .

Proof. Take _
&Y = {5; "ot |t e T}

-1 1,.-1

Denoting by o = 6, we have that (o0~ 'tot=1) (07 1sos™!) = o7 ltsotlo7los™! =

o tso(ts)™1, since ot lo~! € T and so it commutes with s. Thus 6Y is a
subgroup Besides it has the property that A(j,id) is conJugated to A(j, s) for any
s € 69, Indeed, if s = o~ 'tot™", then Ad(t)(TY) = TV and Ad(t )( ) =os.

On the other hand, it is clear that A(j,s) = A(j, st) for any t € TU) | therefore
A(j,id) = AGj, )

for any s € (‘5<j>,t € T Let us see that &Y = . First we observe that the
map

g/g(ﬁ o sW

[t] o5 ottt
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is a group isomorphism. It is well defined and injective because t € TV if and
only if Ej_llﬁjt_l = id. In particular dim T = dim T + dim &% (see [30, Propo-
sition 2.26, p.41]). And we have another isomorphism:

6<j>/6(j> g (.:;(J')g(j)/‘;;:(J')7

hence dim“IU> + c‘linn(‘S(j> = dim 69T 4 dim &Y ngW.

But 6 NIV is a finite group for j any of our indices. Indeed, for j =
3,15, 106, 405 the group TV is already finite, and for j = 105, &0 = o |
u? = xyz}, g {105) — {téc,y,z,u |22 =92 =1,2 = xy,u € F*} and &{105) g (105)
{téc,y,my,uzy |2? =y? =u? =1} = Z3.

Consequently dim ¥ = dim T + dim 6 = dim 6%V and so TV &V = 3.
O

Furthermore, 69 Nz is a finite group for all j € I, so also for any j €
{1,...1152}, and thus A(j,t) = A(j,¢') for all t,#' € T, although it is unnecessary
for our purposes.

As a consequence of this lemma, if TU) is finite, then &Y = T, and every t € T
is in 6<j>, that is, there is s € T such that t = 54715*153-5. Thus we have obtained

J
the following technical result, which will be very useful in some forthcoming proofs.

Corollary 2. If TV s finite, for any t € T there is s € T such that
sﬁjts_l = 3j
The relevance of the quasitori A(j,t) is highlighted by the following result.

Proposition 7. Let F = {f1,..., fn, fnt1} be a nontoral commutative family of
semisimple elements in a connected algebraic group G such that { f1, ..., fn} is toral.
Fix T any maximal torus of G. Then, the subgroup generated by F is conjugated
to some subgroup of the form (t1,...,t,,0) where t; € T and o is a conjugated of
fnt1 in the normalizer of T in G.

Proof. Define Z as the centralizer of {fi,...,f,} in G and let T’ be some
maximal torus in G containing { f1, ..., f»}. The subgroup m C Z is a quasitorus
of Z, hence is contained in the normalizer Mz (T") of some maximal torus 7" in Z.
Then T” is also a maximal torus in G (since 7" C Z) and there is some p € G such
that 7" = pTp~!. On the other hand {fi,..., f,} is contained in the center of Z,
and since these are semisimple elements, then they are contained in each maximal
torus of Z. In particular f; € T” for i € {1,...,n}, and fr+1 € NZ(T") C N (T").
Thus, p~'(F)p is generated by f/ = p~1fip fori =1,...,n+ 1, with f/ € T for
i <nand [y € p-RG(T")p = Na(T). O

Thus we have proved that any nontoral grading has a coarsening isomorphic to
a grading induced by a subquasitorus of A(j,t) for some j € {3,15,105,106,405}.
Furthermore, by Proposition 6, the element ¢ can be taken to be the identity. We
can even remove two more possibilities for j, as the following corollary shows.

Corollary 3. Fach of the subgroups A(3,id) and A(106,id) of §4 is conjugated to
a subgroup of A(105, id).

Proof. We know that A(3,id) = ({t"; _111,%1 1 _14,03}) so that making f1 =
t) 114 fo=o03and fy =t ; _;,; we can apply the previous proposition to
F = {f1, f2, f3}. Of course {f1, f2} is toral by Lemma 2, while A(3,id) is nontoral
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as proved in Proposition 5. Thus A(3,id) is conjugated to a group of the form
(t1,t2,0) with t1,t2 € T and o € M. Moreover ¢ has order 2 since it is conjugated
tot’; 11, Wealso know that o = g;t for somet € Tand i € {1,...,1152}. Since
o has order two, the same can be said about o;. That is, A(3,id) is conjugated to
some subgroup of A(i,t) with o; of order two. Furthermore A(i,t) is nontoral so
that, applying Proposition 4, the quasitorus A(i,id) is nontoral. Then Proposition 5
implies that, up to conjugacy, ¢ = 3, 15,105, 106 or 405. We get, by Proposition 6,
that the quasitorus A(3,1id) is conjugated to some subgroup of A(i,id). Since o2 = 1
the only possible values of ¢ are 105 and 405. If we had a copy of A(3,id) within
A(405,id) then this group (isomorphic to Z3) should contain an element of order 8.

Consider now A(106,id) = ({t'_; ; ;1,1 1,1 _1,0106}) and apply the previous
proposition to F' = { f1, fa, f3} with f1 = o106, fo =111 1 and fs=1t] | 1 ;.
As before A(106,1d) is conjugated to a subgroup of a nontoral A(i,id) with o; of
order two. Again, up to conjugacy, i = 105 or 405 but A(405,id) contains no order
six element. [J

Our objective in next subsection is to show that in fact any nontoral grad-
ing is isomorphic to one produced by a quasitorus contained in A(j,id) for j =
15,105, 405.

5.1. Fine gradings. Next we study the maximality of some of the previous qua-
sitori. As a first step, their maximality in 9%, the normalizer of the maximal torus
T, is clear:

Proposition 8. Let A = A(j,id) for j € {15,105,405}. Then A is its own cen-
tralizer in N, that is Cx(A) = A.

Proof. To prove €n(A) C A take f € €xn(A). Since f € 1 there is some
¢ and some t € ¥ such that f = g;t. Consider first the possibility j = 405. Of
course f commutes with each element in T - 4 implying that &; does the same.
Consequently F05) - g0, According to table (27), this is possible only for i = 405
or i = 748 (take into account that any T is isomorphic to some in the table, that
the unique groups in the table which may contain a copy of Z3 are T and ‘I<748>,
and that the orbits of o405 and o748 have cardinal one). So g; (equal to g405 or 0748)
commutes with g405, and since f = &5t also does, this forces the commutativity of
t and 0405 so that t € T and f = ;¢ € A(405,id). Let us consider now the
case j = 15. From f = g;t and the fact that f commutes with T19) we get that
G; commutes with % Therefore T ¢ T and as T = (1022 1)
we conclude o; -t =t for both ¢t =t/ | . .andt =1 But using (26) we
see that the unique values of 4 satisfyiflg the above relations are 15,748 and 1075.
Hence either o; = 015 or 0; = 01975 = 0%5 Or 0; = 0748 = U?5. In any case 7;
commutes with o715 (which is not automatic from the commutativity of o; and o715,
but can be proved directly for those indices or checking the equalities UT% = o015
for n = 2,3). Thus, recalling that f commutes with o715 we get that ¢ commutes
with 75, that is, t € T2 ¢ A(15,id). Therefore f = g;t € A(15,4d). Finally, we
must investigate the case j = 105. Since f = d;t commutes with A(105,id) and
7109 s generated by t 1 11,1111 and t) 4, with u € F*, we must have
that 0; commutes with any of the mentioned generators. So solving in i the system
o;,-t=tforte {tfl_’l),l_’l,tlﬂfl’,l_’l,tl_’l’l_’u | u e FX}, we get that i € {105, 748}

!
l,w,w,l*
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But o195 and o748 commute and consequently ¢; commutes with o1p5. As before
we get that t € T19) implying f € A(105,id). O

We must emphasize that the fact that the centralizer (in 91) of a subgroup agrees
with the subgroup itself does not imply that the centralizer of the group in §4 agrees
with the group. However this will be the case for some special relevant subgroups
in our work. For the next result we must recall from 2.1 that if we have a maximal
abelian subgroup of semisimple elements in aut(L) for a Lie algebra L, then the
induced grading on L is fine.

Proposition 9. The gradings induced by A(j,id) for j = 15,105,405 are fine.

Proof. Let A = A(j,id) and suppose that the induced grading is not fine. Then
there is some semisimple f € €5, (A) \ A such the grading induced by AU {f} is
a proper refinement of the original grading (proper in the sense that it is different
from the given grading). Define Z = €5, (TY)). Then the group (A U {f}) is
an abelian subgroup of Z and also its closure (AU {f}) in the Zarisky topology.
But this is again a quasitorus, whence it is contained in the normalizer of some
maximal torus T of Z. In particular (A U {f}) C Nz(T) and by construction
also T C Z so that there is some p € Z such that pTp~! = T. Consequently
PN, (T)p~ = N5, (T) =M. Thus p(AU{f})p~! C N and

pfp~ Y paipt € MN &, (D)

with ptp~t =t for any t € T,
For j = 105 we have 91 N 5, (T19)) = T U 0705F, taking into account the
previous Proposition. Now we must analyze different possibilities:

o If poiosp~!' € T, then pAp~! C T and the grading induced by A would be
toral, which is a contradiction.

o If pfp~! € T and porosp~ ! = o105t for some t € T, it is clear that pfp~! €
T19) (it commutes with 795¢) and pAp~! C A(105,t). Hence (AU{f}) C
p~1A(105,t)p and it cannot produce a proper refinement. This is another
contradiction.

e Thus we have pfp~! = oiost1 and poiosp~ ' = dro5t2 for some ti,ty € T.
Since both elements commute we get easily that ¢1¢5 1 e g19)  Therefore
pfpfl c p5T05p71‘I<105> 105>p71 c pApfl
contradiction again.

= po105T implying f € A, a
The case j = 405 is proved analogously since 91N <5, (‘I<405>) = TUa405%. However
for j = 15 we need some slight modifications since 9t N €z, (T = TUGET U
(015)?T. Let use the notation o := 15 for simplicity. Since pfp~!,pop~t €
NN, (41%)), we have several possibilities.

o If pfp=! or pop~! is of the form ot for some t € T, applying Corollary 2,
there is some s € T such that sots~* = o. This implies that T U {c} C
sp(AU{f})(sp)~! C 91 and by Proposition 8 we have Co(A(15,id)) =
A(15,id) implying sp(A U {f})(sp)~! = A(15,id) = A. Thus the grading
induced by sp(A U {f})(sp)~!, which is equivalent to a proper refinement
of the induced by A, is also equivalent to A, a contradiction.

o If pfp~! or pop~! is of the form o2t for some t € T, applying again Corol-
lary 2, there is some s € T such that so?ts™! = 02 = o1975. This implies
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that T2 U{o?} C sp(AU{f})(sp)~* C D and since T2 U{o?} generates
A(15,id) = A(1075,id), we conclude as before.
e And if pfp~! and pop~! are both in T, the grading is obviously toral. [J

We finish this section with one of our main results. Before proceeding with its
precise statement and proof we must realize that any quasitorus A in an algebraic
group G has a (not necessarily unique) mazimal toral part, a toral subgroup B which
is not contained in another toral subgroup of A. This is trivial if the quasitorus
A has finite cardinal. Otherwise consider the family F of all the toral subgroups
of A. The elements in F are toral in the sense that each of them is contained
in some torus of G. To see that F has maximal elements we consider a maximal
subtorus T' of A. For any B € F containing T (for instance, T' verifies this) we
have T'C By (the unit component of B) and By C Ag = T. Thus By = T and the
quotient group B/T is finite and its cardinal is bounded by that of A/T. Hence
any B € F with T C B and such that B/T has maximal cardinal can be proved
to be a maximal element in F. Such subgroups are what we shall understand as
mazimal toral subgroups of the quasitorus A.

Theorem 4. Let A C §4 be a quasitorus, then up to conjugacy, A falls in one of
the following cases:

o A C T (mazimal torus).
A C A(105, id).

A C A(405, id).

A = A(15,id).

Proof. The precise meaning of this theorem is that there is some ¢ € §, such
that A’ := ¢pA¢~! is in some of the cases above. So we can replace at any moment
A with some of its conjugated subgroups in the group §4. From the beginning we
suppose that A is nontoral. Consider a maximal toral subgroup B of A which may
be supposed to be a subgroup of the maximal torus ¥ defined in Subsection 4.2.
Define now the group Z := €, (B) which contains to A and to T. Since A is a
quasitorus of Z there is a maximal torus T' C Z such that A C Mz (T) (see the first
paragraph in Section 5). But ¥,7 C Z are maximal tori in Z so that there exists
p € Z such that T = pTp~'. Thus pAp~! C MNMz(T) C Ng,(T) = N and since p
centralizes B, the subgroup B = pBp~! is still a toral maximal subgroup of pAp~'.
In this way, replacing A by pAp~! we can suppose that A C 9 with B C T, B a
maximal toral subgroup of A. Furthermore A = (B U {f1,... fx}) with f; € N so
that each f; is of the form ¢t with j € {1,...,1152} and t € T. Moreover, for any
ot € A we have B C T} since any element in B centralizes A and ¥ and so it
commutes with ;. On the other hand, (B U {7;t}) being nontoral and contained
in A(j,t), implies that o; is in the orbit (under conjugation) of o3, 15, 0105, 0106
or o405. Next we analyze the different possibilities arising.

e If some of the o;’s is in the orbit of 015 we can suppose that f; = o;t. Then
f1 is conjugated in 9 to o15t’ for some ¢’ € T and without loss in generality
we can take f; = o15, by Corollary 2 (the element s € T does not change
neither T nor B). Thus B ¢ T = 72, Since (B U {f1}) is nontoral,
then it has at least three generators (see Lemma 2). Consequently B has
at least two generators, and this implies B = T, So A(15,id) c A c M
and applying Proposition 8, we have €y (A(15,id)) = A(15,id), hence A =
A(15,1d).
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e Some of the o;’s is conjugated to o106. As before fi; can be taken to
be fi = 0106 and B C g (106) ~ Z%. Since B must have at least two
generators we have B = g (106), Now, for any other f; = ot we must have
T(106) = (k) The commutativity of f; and f; implies that of o195 and oy.
But a computation of the number of k’s satisfying both conditions

3 (106) ~ g<k>,
01060k = OkO106,

reveals that there are only six possible values of k. Since o196 has order 6,
obviously the six powers o7y with n € {0,...,5} satisfy the conditions so
that there is n € N and t; € T with f; = o196 t1. But t; € (106) again
by the commutativity of f; with f1, so f; € A(106,id). From here A =
A(106,1d) which up to conjugacy is a subgroup of A(105,id) by Corollary 3.

e Suppose now that some of the o;’s is in the orbit of 03. So we can suppose
f1 = o3 without loss of generality, and B ¢ T = {11t —1id)s
which is isomorphic to Zs x Z4. But again by Lemma 2, the subgroup B
must have at least two generators since (B U {f1}) is nontoral. Whence
cither B =3 or B = ({t"1 _11.1,%11.1,-1})- But this last possibility can
not occur because then (B U {f1}) = ({t"; _111,%111,-1,03}) would be
toral because E§4 =t1,1,1,—1, hence (BU{f1}) would have two generators.
So necessarily B = T and for any other f; = oxt we must have B c gk
and 030y, = 0,o3. We obtain only four possible k’s satisfying the previous
conditions. Hence oy, € {o% | n.=0,1,2,3} and f; = o4t, for some t; € T
(in fact t; = ¢ because a~§ = 53"). Then t; € T and as in previous
cases A = A(3,id). But this is conjugated to a subgroup of A(105,id) by
Corollary 3.

e We may suppose now that each o; is in the orbit of o195 or of o40s.
We prove next that either all the o; are in the orbit of oy¢5, or all of
them are in the orbit of o495. Otherwise, after re-ordering and apply-
ing Corollary 2 we can take f; = 0405 and fo = o195t for some t € ¥.
Thus B ¢ 1) 05U Moreover B € B := (BU {fif2}) C A and
B c (199 nTU9%)) | {ga050105t}) C A(1048,t,) for some t; € T, taking
into account that 04050105 = 01048 - But A(1048, tl) is toral since 701048 isin
the orbit of o142 (see Propositions 4 and 5). This contradicts the maximal
toral nature of B within A.

o If all the o;’s are in the orbit of o405, since this orbit has cardinal one, then

we can take f; = do5 and any other f; of the form oot with ¢ € TH0%),

So A C A(405,id).

o If all the o;’s are in the orbit of o105. The unique elements in this orbit
which commute with o195 are o105, 0403, 0429 and o1g911. So we can take
f1 = o105t1 and any other f; of the form ogts for some t1,t2 € ¥ and
k € {105,403,429,1011}. Then B C B := (BU{f1/;}) C A and depending
on the values of £ we have:

— For k = 403, since 01050403 — 01050, We have flfl = &Ef,flo%%fg =
F1o50t for some t € T. So B C A(1050, ¢) which is toral because o050 is
in the orbit of o103 (see again Propositions 4 and 5). This contradicts
the maximality of B among the toral subgroups of A.
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— For k = 429 we have 010950429 = 01009 S0 that B - E C A(lOOQ,t)
for some ¢t € T. This is toral since o19g9 is conjugated to oyp3 in W.
Again a contradiction.

— For k = 1011 we have 019501011 = 0427 and B - E C A(427,t), for
t € T. This is again toral because o427 is in the orbit of oyp3.

These contradictions lead us to the conclusion that & = 105 necessar-
ily. So f; is of the form c195t2 and the commutativity of f; and f; im-
plies that tt, ' € T Hence f; € f,T110% (for any other ¢) implying
A C A(105,t1). Thus, after conjugation A is a subgroup of A(105,id) by
Proposition 6. O

Corollary 4. Up to equivalence the unique fine gradings on §, are: (1) the Cartan
grading, (2) the induced by A(105,1id), (3) the induced by A(405,id), and (4) the
induced by A(15,id).

We summarize the information about these gradings in the following table

Quasitorus Universal Type
Grading group
T 72 (48,0,0,1)
A(15,id) Z3 (0,26)
A(105,1d) 73 X 7. (31,0,7)
A(405,1d) /s (24,0,0,7)

Fine gradings on f,

Let us observe that the groups given in the table above are the universal grading
groups. Because for any of the quasitorus @) in the table, we have proved in Propo-
sition 9 that @ is its own centralizer in §,, that is, @ is a MAD, and according to
Subsection 2.1, X(Q) is the universal group of the related grading.

Remark 3. The four fine gradings on f, are also fine when are considered as Lie
gradings (as in [36]) instead of being considered as group gradings. This observation
is pertinent because the question about the existence of a grading group is still on
the table.

On the other hand, we observe that every homogeneous element in the Cartan
grading is either semisimple or nilpotent (according to its membership to the zero
component) and that all the homogeneous elements in the three remaining fine
gradings are semisimple, as a consequence of the nullity of their zero components
([33, Corollary after Th. 3.4]). This happens not only in f,.

Proposition 10. In a fine grading on a simple Lie algebra, every homogeneous
element is either semisimple or nilpotent.

Proof. If L = ®4cqLy is a fine grading, the group ) of the automorphisms of
L for which all the homogeneous components are eigensubspaces is just the MAD
which produces the grading.

First of all, if x € L, then x is uniquely represented as * = x5 + x,, where
z, and x,, are respectively semisimple and nilpotent homogeneous elements in L,
verifying [xs, z,] = 0 [33, Th. 3.3]. Thus, either every element in L, is semisimple
or there is a nilpotent element x € L,. Let us see that in this case every element
in L, is nilpotent. According to [33, Th. 3.4], there is a semisimple element h € L,
and a nilpotent element y € L_, such that [k, z] = 2z, [h,y] = —2y and [z, y] = h.
Notice then that expad(h) € aut(L) is an automorphism which leaves invariant all
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the homogeneous components. Moreover, exp ad(h) commutes with every f € @,
because if v is a homogeneous element with f(v) = av, then (expad(h))f(v) =
aexpad(h)(v) = f(expad(h)(v)) since expad(h)(v) belongs to the same homoge-
neous component. By maximality, expad(h) € Q. Since expad(h)(z) = e?z, there
are some automorphisms fi,..., fs € @ and scalars ay,...,as € F* such that
Ly={veL|fi(v)=aw,...,fs(v) =as,expad(h)(v) = e*v}. Therefore g € G
is an element of infinite order, and, by [33, Prop.3.5], all the elements in L, are
nilpotent. [

In particular, the zero homogeneus component of a fine grading is an abelian
(toral) subalgebra, with dimension equal to the dimension of the quasitorus pro-
ducing the grading. More information on homogeneous semisimple and nilpotent
elements of gradings on semisimple Lie algebras can be found in [40].

5.2. Nontoral gradings. Up to the moment we have described the fine gradings
on f,. If we want to find all the nontoral ones, it suffices to describe all the nontoral
coarsenings of the fine ones. For this, we must find all the (nontoral) subquasitori
Q of the tori producing fine gradings up to conjugacy.

Consider first the fine grading provided by A(105,id) = (T U {57p5}). Let
us use the following notations gy := ' 1, 14, g2 == ] 1 11, g3 := 0105 and
g4 =1t} 11 1. Since the number of generators of the group H = X(Q) must be at
least three, we know that H has the following possibilities: either H & Z3 X Z,,, or
H = 73 X Loy, or H =73 x Z. Let us analyze first the case H = Z3. In this case
the quasitorus @) providing the coarsening has three order-two generators ¢; with
i=1,2,3. Thus ¢; = g{"g5" g5 95" and (p1,2,%3) = (g1, 92,93, 94) - M where M
is the 3 x 3 integer matrix

ni n9 ns
mi1 ma ms
I l2 I3
S1 S2 S3

We are using here the action of My ;(Z) on any power group G* given by G* x
My.x1(Z) — G such that (g1,...,9x) (ni) = (4, ..., g]) where g} = [1; g;"". Now,
there are two actions that we can use to simplify the matrix M without changing the
quasitorus @ (in the worst case ) changes to some of its conjugated ones). First
we can act on the columns of the matrix by elementary operations (exchanging
columns or adding one column to another). All this can be made module two. This
reduces the possible matrices M to a few, but there is a second action on the matrix
coming from conjugacy of elements in §4. Consider the subgroup G of §, fixing
A(105,id) by conjugation, that is, f € G if and only if fA(105,id)f~* = A(105,id).
The appendix contains relevant information on certain elements in G. By passing
from Q to fQf~' C A(105,id) the matrix M transforms into a new matrix M’. We
are proving that the joint action by elementary operations on the columns together
with the action of G by conjugation, either moves M to the matrix

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1]’
0 0 O

or the induced grading is toral. First we observe that if this grading is nontoral
there must be some nonzero entry in the first two rows of M. Second, o468 € G
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acts on M permuting its first two rows (it permutes g; and g fixing g; for i = 3,4).
So we can suppose that the first row in M is (1 0 0) (after operations on columns).

Hence the first two rows are ((1) 0 8), ((1) 0 8) or G 0 8) also after operations

on columns. However g9y € G acting on the second matrix produces the third
one. The grading induced by the third matrix is (g1g295" g52, g5 g%, g5 g'?) where
the couples (m1,m2) and (l1,l2) are linearly independent in the vector space Z3
(otherwise the grading has two generators and so is toral). Thus (n1,n2) is a linear
combination of them and the grading can be written as (g1g2f*g", f, g) where
1,9 € (g3,94). But {(g192f*g", f,9) = (9192, f,g) hence we have the (agreeing)
possibilities (g1g2, 93, 94) = (9192, 9394, 93) = (9192, 9394, ga). So in this case we
must only worry about the grading (g1g2, g3, g4), which can be proved to be toral
(seen as a grading on the Albert algebra, this comes from a necessarily toral Zg x Zo-
grading on the octonions refined with the Zs-grading on Hs(F'), see Subsection 3.1,
but alternatively we next prove that is conjugated to (g1, g2, g4)). The first matrix
above produces the grading (g195"' 942, 9295 gflnz,gél gff). But o485 permutes g;
and go while ﬁéfg,gg@;,_l = g¢g3g4 and 0A4/g594@;,_1 = g4, SO We can suppose
l1 =1, =0o0rl; =0,ly = 1. This reduces the possibilities to (g1942, 9295, g3) or
(91957, 9295, ga). The four different possibilities for the first case are (g1, g2, g3),
(9194, 92, 93), (91,9294, g3), (9194, 9294, g3), but conjugating by o193 € G, the first
and second gradings turn out to be isomorphic, so as the third and the forth ones;
while conjugation by d46s8 € G proves the isomorphism between the second and the
third gradings. On the other hand the four possibilities for (g1g3*, g2g5'*, g4) are
(91, 92, 94) (which is obviously toral), (9193, g2, 94), (91, 9293, 94) and (g1 93, 9293, ga)-
But conjugation by o468 makes evident the isomorphism between the second and
the third gradings while (g193,9293,94) = (9192, 9293,91) = (9192, 9193, 94) and
conjugation by g491 € G proves that this is isomorphic to (g193, g2, g4). Now it is
possible to show that there exists an element ) € G such that ¥g;)~! = g; for
i = 1,4 while ¥gotp~! = g3 and g31h~! = go (the element 1) can be taken of order
4). So ¥{g193, 92, 94) " = (9192, g3, g4) whose torality has been previously stated.
Moreover, {g1g2, g3, g4) is conjugated to (g1, g3, ga) by dgs and this is conjugated to
(91,92, 94) by 1. This last one is obviously toral. Summarizing the results in this
paragraph we have:

Proposition 11. If Q C A(105,id) is a quasitorus with X(Q) = Z3 then it is
conjugated to (g1, gz2,gs) if Q is nontoral, and to (g1, g, ga) if it is toral. Moreover
the conjugating element can be taken to fix the subgroup A(105,id). The Z3-grading
induced by (g1, 92, g3) is of type (0,0,1,0,0,0,7).

Proof. We have proved in the previous paragraph that ) is conjugated to either
(91, 92,93) or {g1,92,94). Obviously (g1, g2,g4) is toral. On the other hand, the
grading induced by (g1, 9g2,g3) is nontoral, of type (0,0,7,0,0,1) in the Albert
algebra and of type (0,0,1,0,0,0,7) in f,. Its nontoral character is obvious noticing
that the dimension of its 0-homogeneous component in f, is 3. O

Proposition 12. If Q C A(105,id) is a nontoral quasitorus such that X(Q) =
73 X Lo, with m > 1, then up to conjugacy there is v € F* a primitive m-root of
the unit such that Q = (g1, g2, 93,1 1 1.0)-

sdydy

Proof. The quasitorus Q = (¢;)}_, is generated by ¢1, ¢, ¢3 order-two elements
in §4 and ¢4 an order-m element in §4. We can apply the previous proposition
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to @ := {(¢1,02,¢3). So we can assume (by conjugation) that either (1) Q' =
<91792593>5 or (2) Ql = <gl,92,g4>7 with ¢4 = g?gggétll,l,l,u for some n, kvl € {07 1}
and some u € F*. From ¢J" = id, it follows that Im is even (either [ or m) and
tzfl)",(fl)’“,(fl)"“&u has order m, in particular u™ = 1.

In case (1)5 Q = <glangg3vg?g§gétll,1,l,u> = <gl,gQag37tll,1,l,u>5 but tll,l,l,u ¢ le
so if u would have order m’ (divisor of m), X(Q) would be isomorphic to Z3 X Zy, .
Hence v is a primitive m-root of the unit.

In case (2), Q = <91=9279479?9159§t3,1,1,u> = <gla927t/l,l,l,—lugétll,l,l,u>' Since Q
is nontoral, [ = 1. Hence m = 2m/ must be even, with u™ € {£1}. If um = —1,
(ggt’171)17u)m, would be #; ; ; _; if m’ is even, and g3t} 1 ; _; if m’ is odd. In the
first case Q@ = (g1, 92,9311 1 1.4), & contradiction with the number of generators
of X(Q). In the other case, g5 € @, hence Q@ = (91,92, %111 1,931 110) =
(91,92, 93,1 1.1..) and so X(Q) would be a subgroup of Z§ x Zy,, a contradiction.
Thus v =1 and (ggt’l)lﬂl)u)m, would be t} ; ; ; = id if m’ is even, and g3 if m’ is
odd. In the first case again X(G) would be a subgroup of Z3 x Z,,,. So that we have
the case m’ odd, in which g3 € Q. In this way Q = (91,92,1 11 1,93, 11 1.1.0) =
(91,92, g3, tll,l,l,—u>7 since (t’l_rl)l_’_u)ml = t/1,1,1.,—1- But now v = —u is the required
primitive m-root of the unit.

Notice that the obtained quasitori @ = (g1, g2, g3, 1] 1 1,,) are obviously nontoral
because they contain (g1, g2, g3). O o

The induced gradings by the previous quasitori depend on m. For m = 2 we are
talking about a Z3-grading of type (1,8,0,0,7), for m = 3 it is a Z3 x Zs-grading
of type (3,14,7), for m = 4 it is a Z3 x Zy-grading of type (17,7,7), but for m > 5
all the gradings are equivalent to the one produced by A(105,id), since they are all
of type (31,0, 7). In general two gradings having the same type are not necessarily
equivalent, but of course they are equivalent if the quasitorus producing one of the
gradings is contained in the other one, since the homogeneous components of the
former are pieces of the homogeneous components of the latter.

Remark 4. If Q' C Q are quasitori whose induced gradings are of the same type,
then these gradings are equivalent.

To continue the study of nontoral gradings coming from subquasitori of A(105,1id)
we must analyze those quasitori Q C A(105,id) with X(Q) = Z3 X Z,,, where m
must be even (otherwise @) would have two generators and the grading would be
toral). Moreover m must be a multiple of 4, because we have already studied the
cases m = 2 in Proposition 11 and m = 2m’ with m’ odd in Proposition 12.

Proposition 13. If Q C A(105,id) is a nontoral quasitorus such that X(Q) =
73 X Ly with m > 1, then up to conjugacy there is v € F* a primitive 4m-root of
the unit such that Q = (g1, g2, g3t} 1.1 )

Proof. Suppose that {¢1, P2, d3} is a set of generators of @ with ¢; and ¢y of
order two and ¢z of order 2k = 4m. Then ¢4 is an order-two element and we
can suppose (by conjugation) that the subgroup (¢1, ¢a, ¢%) is either (g1, g2, g3)
or (g1, 92, ga), according to Proposition 11. Besides, ¢35 = 9?95”9%%,1,1,11 for some
n,m,l € {0,1} and u € F*. As k is even, ¢§ = t].1.1,4k- Since #% has exactly order
two, u¥ = —1 and ¢% = g4.

But (¢1, ¢, #5) = (g1, g2, g3) is not possible, since g4 ¢ (g1, g2, g3), S0 necessarily
<¢17 ¢25 ¢§> = <gla 92, g4> Thus Q = <¢la ¢25 d)lgv ¢3> = <gla 92, 94, gilitll,l,l,u> and
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I = 1 since @ is nontoral. But (g3t} ;)" = ga so that Q@ = (g1, 92,9381 1.1.4),
where u has order 2k = 4m. O

Notice that in this case all the Z3-coarsenings of the gradings are toral. In spite
of that, these gradings are nontoral, because the dimension of the zero homogeneous
component is 3 in case m = 1 and 1 in the remaining cases. If m = 1, we obtain a
73 x Z4-grading of type (0,8,2,0,6), if m = 2 we have a Z3 x Zg-grading of type
(19,6,7), but for m > 3 we obtain gradings of type (31,0, 7), so equivalent to the
fine Z3 x Z-grading, again by the previous remark.

Finally we analyze the case X(Q) = Z3 x Z. The quasitorus @ must be the direct
product of a one-dimensional subtorus P of A(105,id) times (@1, ¢2), with ¢; two
elements of order two. But necessarily P = {t},,, | v € F*} (it is the unique
nontrivial subtorus of A(105,id)). Changing the generators if necessary (to remove
g4), we can write (¢1,02) = (g3, 92,91)M where M is a 3 X 2 matrix with entries
in Zy. The first row is nonzero because otherwise the grading would be toral, and
making column operations we can suppose that it is (10). Besides there must be
some 1 in each column. As 0468 interchanges the second and third row, and by doing

column operations, the first two rows in M can be taken to be ((1) (1)) Thus either

Q = P(g3g1,92), or @ = P(g3,9192), or Q = P(g3g1, g291). By applying the element
0491 to the third one, we obtain P(g1929394, 9291) = P(9193,9294) = P(9193, 92),
the first quasitorus. This one is conjugated to the second one by means of 1) (see
Appendix). Besides we can replace gi1g2 by g1 by using dg4. Summarizing these
facts we have:

Proposition 14. If Q C A(105,4d) is nontoral and X(Q) = Z3 x Z then Q is
congugated to (g1, gs,t111, | v € FX).

Notice that the induced grading on f, is of type (31,0, 7), so it is again equivalent
to the produced by the whole A(105,id).

The following step is to examine the proper subquasitori of A(15,id), but all of
them are toral since A(15,id) is isomorphic to Z3 hence any proper subquasitorus
has a system of generators of cardinal < 2 (Lemma 2).

Thus, to finish our classification of subquasitori of the maximal quasitori, we
must analyze A(405,1d). This group is isomorphic to Z3. Indeed we have A(405,id) =
(TU) | {o5}) where T = (11 | 2? = y? = 2% =« = 1} = Z} and
o = G105 is an order two element. Consider a subquasitorus Q C A(405,1d) with
three order-two generators. If @ is nontoral, then ot € @ for some order-two ¢t € ¥.
But applying Corollary 2 we can conjugate ) to some new quasitorus Q' with
o € Q. Thus we can suppose since the beginning that ¢ € @, and by elementary
operations we can take Q) = (o, t1,t2) where t; € T are order-two elements.

It is known that there are two conjugacy classes of elements of order 2 in f,,
related to the diagrams obtained by removing the nodes marked with the number
2 in the affine Dynkin diagram [28, Ch. 8]. The first automorphism, related to

O——C——OC——""0C—B

fixes a subalgebra of type by, of dimension 36, and the second one, related to

O—8—OC——"0—o0
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fixes a subalgebra of type ¢3®ay, of dimension 24. But if two elements in a torus are
conjugated, they are conjugated inside the normalizer. This means that the Weyl
group acts on g (405) producing two orbits, apart of the trivial one, characterized
by the fact that the dimensions of their fixed parts (the number of 1’s in the list
(21)) are 36 and 24, respectively. This could have been checked directly making act
W by computer. In the first orbit there are three elements, 74, 1, t"y ;1 4
and ¢ ; 4 _; 4, and in the second orbit the remaining 12 elements. Thus we can
move the element ¢; in @, since not only o495 = —id clearly commutes with any
element in W, but 0d; = 7,0 for any j € {1,...1152}. Therefore the possibilities
for @ are (1) Q = (o,t_y 1,1, —) and (2) @ = (o,t1 1, 1,—), as t_y 5, and
th11, 1 are representatives of the two orbits. In the first case, the third element
can be computed by considering the subgroup of W fixing ¢_1,1,1,1 and the orbits
it produces on the set of order-two elements different from ¢_; 1 1,;. Indeed, that
subgroup produces three orbits such that any order-two element different from
t_11,1,1 is conjugated to either ¢; _;;,0r#y,, _jort; 4 _; 4 byan element in
W fixing tl—1,1,1,1- As a consequence the possibilities for @ are (0,t-1,1,1,1,%1,-1,1,1)s
<0’7 t_1)171)1, t171)17_1> and <0’7 t_1)171)1, t17_1)_17_1>. But the second and third of these
are conjugated and toral (g9 relates both of them), hence the unique nontoral @
is, up to conjugacy, Q = (o, t_11,1,1,t1,-1,1,1)-

In the case (2) we can take the third element ¢ also in the orbit of #] ; ; _; and so
Q={o,t311,-1,t" 1,1 _11), which produces a toral grading again. It is obviously
not conjugated to the previous toral one, because the number of order-two elements
in a determined orbit is preserved by conjugation (besides the zero homogeneous
components have different dimensions).

Proposition 15. The unique proper subquasitorus of A(405,id) of order 8 (up to
conjugacy) are:

e (0,t" 1 111:t1,1.1,1), a nontoral Z3-grading of type (0,0,1,0,0,0,7).

[ ] <0, t/_1)171)17t/1)171)_1> whlch ZS tO’l“CLl.

o (0,th 11 1,t" 1 1 _11) which is also toral.

The last two gradings are not isomorphic.

To finish this subsection we should now describe the nontoral subquasitori @ of
A(405, id) isomorphic to Z3. For this we take any subquasitori Q' of Q of cardinal 8,
that is, isomorphic to Z3 and apply the previous study to it. Thus we should study
the possible refinements of the quasitori given in Proposition 15 which give nontoral
gradings. The techniques already used in the previous paragraph give that any such
quasitori is conjugated to (o, 1 11 1,85 1 11,t) 11, 1), which gives a Zj-grading
of type (1,8,0,0, 7). The agreement with the type of the Z3-quasitorus contained in
A(105,1d) suggests that they could be conjugated and the corresponding gradings
isomorphic. Indeed, up to conjugacy there is only one abelian nontoral subgroup
of F, isomorphic to Z3j and only one to Z3 (see for instance [39, Prop.3.2]). For
completeness and selfcontainedness we prove it in our context.

Proposition 16. Any nontoral proper subquasitorus of A(405,id) is conjugated to
a subquasitorus of A(105, id).
Proof. Notice that for fi =", ;, fo =1 _, 4, and f3 =11, 4, both

o105 and 0205 commute with the subgroup T N TUO — (1) £, ) = Z3. In
fact both gradings induced by (f1, f2, f3,0105) and (f1, fo, f3,0405) are nontoral.
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The key fact is that (f1, fo, f3,01050405) is toral (since the fixed part is a four-
dimensional abelian subalgebra), so we can apply Proposition 7 to F = {fi}?_;,
for fy = 01050405 and f5 = 7105. The group (F) is obviously nontoral since it
is isomorphic to Z3. As in the proof of Proposition 7, there is p € §4 such that
pfip™t € Tfori = 1...4 and pfsp~! € N, that is, there are j € {1,...1152}
and t € T such that pfsp™! = Gjt. As Z4 = (pfip™' | i =1...4) € TV we
have either j = 405 or j = 748. But if we had this last possibility, the grading
{(pfip~* | i = 1...5) would be toral. Hence pfsp~! = c405t. Moreover p can be
taken such that pfsp~! = g405, by Corollary 2, so that p(F)p~t C A(405,id).

Thus, the unique (up to conjugation) nontoral subquasitorus of A(105,1id) iso-
morphic to Z3, which is (f1, fa, f3, f5) according to Proposition 12, is conjugated by
means of p to a subquasitorus of A(405,id), and consequently, the same can be said
about the Z3-nontoral quasitorus {f1, f2, f5). The proof is finished because there
are only two nontoral proper subquasitori of A(405,1id), by Proposition 15 and the
paragraph above. [

Summarizing the previous propositions, we have proved the following theorem,
which describes all the nontoral quasitori of §,.

Theorem 5. Any nontoral subquasitorus of §4 is conjugated to some of the follow-
mg:

1) A(15,id) = (015, t], 1 o2t wa) = 23, where w is a primitive cubic root of 1.
1) A(105,id) = ({0105, t_ 11,1111 —1,—1.1} U {tlinutuerx) = F* x Z3, and its
nontoral (proper) coarsenings which up to conjugacy are:

IT.1) (G105, t" 14 1,05 th—1,—11) = Z35.

11.2) <0105’tl—l,l,—l,lvt/l,—l,—l,lvt/l,l,l,—1> = Z%-

I1.3) (o105, t" 11, —1,15th,—1,—1,15t11,1,p) = Z3 X Ly, where m > 2 and p € F* of
order m.

I14) (# 1y ya5th 1 11,0105t 11 ) = 25 X L, where p € F* is of order 4m.
115) {1y, 11} O (i Yuere) = FX x 23,

IIT) A(405, id) = (0405, 1111581 11000111t 1.0,-1) = Z3. Its nontoral coars-
enings are conjugated to the quasitori in I1.1) and I1.2).

Therefore, the following table gives all the nontoral gradings on f, up to equiv-
alence. In it, we have taken into consideration that no repeated gradings arise
produced by the infinite families of quasitori in some of the cases of the theorem
(computed after Propositions 12, 13 and 14). We give the quasitori, the universal
grading groups and the types:

Grading | Group Type

I 73 (0,26) Fine
II 73 X Z (31,0,7) Fine
1.1 Z3 (0,0,1,0,0,0,7)

11.2 V£ (1,8,0,0,7)

I.3.1 | Z3 x Zs (3,14,7)

.32 | Z3x 74 (17,7,7)

4.1 | Z3 x 7y (0,8,2,0,6)

1142 |73 x Zs (19,6,7)

111 Z3 (24,0,0,7) Fine

Remark 5. We should notice that there are 9 different equivalence classes of
nontoral gradings on f,. But there are only 8 different ones on the Albert algebra
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J. The device for translating gradings from J to f, (and conversely) has this
deficiency. However it works well when applied to fine gradings, because MAD’s
are preserved by the adjoint map. This explains the agreement in the number of
fine gradings (up to equivalence).

Remark 6. Theorem 4 states that every quasitorus in §, is contained in some
A(j,1d). Thus every nontoral grading is induced by a set of automorphisms formed
by one element in the Weyl group together with several elements in €. This result is
also true in nontoral gradings on g,, but it is false when applied to other simple Lie
algebras, for instance 04 = o(8, F'). Then, an alternative approach is to find “the
first steps”, that is, the minimal nontoral quasitori instead of the maximal ones.
Independently of the simple Lie algebra under study, they are contained in some
A(j,id) and any nontoral grading can be obtained by refining one of the gradings
produced by them. In the case of §,, we have found three nontoral minimal quasitori,
namely, I, II.1 and I1.4.1 in Theorem 5, which provide Z3, Z3 and Z3 x Z,-gradings
respectively.

6. GRADINGS ON THE ALBERT ALGEBRA REVISITED

In this section we prove Theorem 3. We start by considering the quasitorus
@ inducing a nontoral grading on the Albert algebra J. The key tool here is
the previously mentioned fact that the automorphism group Fy = aut(J) and the
automorphism group §4 = aut(f,) are isomorphic via the map Ad: Fy, — §4 such
that Ad(f)d := fdf~! for any f € Fy and d € f, ([26]). Then we can apply
Theorem 5 to have an immediate view (up to conjugacy) of the quasitory Q. So
we study the different possibilities I)-III) provided by Theorem 5 and collect them
in the following table

Grading | Group Type

I 73 (27) Fine
I 73 x 7. (25,1) Fine
1.1 73 (0,0,7,0,0,1)

1.2 73 (7,8,0,1)

.31 | Z3 xZs (21,3)

.32 | Z3 xZy (23,2)

1.4 72 X Ly (0,12,1)

111 /s (24,0,1) Fine

It is remarkable the fact that all the quasitori in case II.4 of Theorem 5 induce
the same grading on J up to equivalence (by Remark4). This was not the case in
f4 where these quasitori produced two nonequivalent gradings. This is the reason
why we only have eight equivalence classes of nontoral gradings on J while in f,
we have detected nine. Now, any nontoral grading on J must be equivalent to any
of these, and these are nonequivalent. But the gradings (11), (12), (13), (14), (15),
(5), (16) and (17) described in Theorem 3 are nonequivalent since their types are
different:

Grading | Type Grading Type Grading | Type
(11) (25,1) (14) (23,2) (16) (0,12,1)
(12) (7,8,0,1) (15) (24,0,1) (17) (27)
(13) (21,3) (5) (0,0,7,0,0,1)
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and so they give a complete system of pairwise nonequivalent nontoral gradings on
the Albert algebra.

Remark 7. There is only one equivalence class of group gradings on J with every
nonzero component spanned by an invertible element, namely the Zs x Zs x Zs-
grading (19). This condition is equivalent to be a Jordan A-torus, according to
[5, Remark 9.2.1]. Although Jordan tori have been classified by [41], Theorem 3
provides an alternative proof of the uniqueness.

7. DESCRIPTION OF THE NONTORAL GRADINGS ON f,

In this section we would like to give a more detailed description of the fine
gradings on f,. This description is going to be twofold. On the one hand by using
any software allowing simultaneous diagonalization we can get the homogeneous
spaces of the grading under consideration in terms of the basis introduced in 4.1.
We include this description for its possible use in applications requiring explicit
computations. For instance, the subject of gradings is closely related to the graded
contractions [31]. In the latter, new Lie algebras are obtained by modifying the
commuting relations respecting the grading.

But on the other hand we would like to highlight the fact that the whole algebraic
group stuff used in this work has been needed to prove that we have captured all
the gradings. However this is not necessary at all to describe these gradings. This
can be made in an independent way and this is why in this section we are giving
natural descriptions of all the fine gradings. Of course the term natural is used here
in a subjective manner meaning that the gradings are given with no reference to
computer methods neither Weyl group nor maximal torus. Thus any mathematician
could check the gradings ignoring such tools.

7.1. Z3-grading on f,. This grading has some referrings in the literature though
mostly in geometry than in algebra. Geometers have studied elementary p-groups
with different purposes other than the study of gradings. The fine Z3-grading
appears for instance in [18, THEOREM 11.13] from the viewpoint of compact Lie
groups but [3, 8.1] gives results showing how to translate the arguments to the
algebraic groups setting. On the other hand this Z3-grading has been studied from
the viewpoint of Jordan groups (see [33, p. 127]). It was Alekseevskij, in [4, Table 1],
who classified Jordan subgroups in the exceptional case.

The description of the gradings in terms of root vectors can be obtained in-
stantaneously by performing a simultaneous diagonalization of §, relative to the
set of automorphisms {0715, , | ,2:%1 0 w1} Thus we obtain the following fine

Z3-grading of type (0,26) on L = f,:

Lgoo =0,

Loo1 = (b7 + b3z + bzz, —baz + bas + ba2),
Looz = (bs + bg + bs1,b1o + b1g + bas),

Lo1o = (b1 + ba + bag, by — bag + bag),

Lo11 = (—b1g + b3o + b3s, —bag + b31 + bag),
Lo12 = (b3 + b13 + bao, bi1 — bi2 + bas),
Loz = (bs + bas + bag, —bas — bag + baz),
Lo21 = (—ba1 — b3s + b3e, big — bar + b3r),
Lo2a = (—be — bia + bas, by — bis + baa),
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LlOO = <t0t1 + (2 + w)taz + 2t0¢37 ((_1 - w)tal) + (_1 - 2w)t0t2 + 2t0¢4>7
Lio1 = {wbi7 + w?b32 + bsz, —w?bao + whsq + baa),

Lioz = (wbs + w?bg + bar,w?b1o + whis + bag),

Li1o = {wb1 + w?by + bag, wbs — w?baz + bas),

Li11 = (—w?b1g + wbsg + bzg, —wbag + w?bs1 + bag),

Li1a = (w?b3 + wbig + bag, wbi1 — w?b1a + bas),

Li2o = {wbs + w?bas + bag, —wbag — w?bog + baz),

Li21 = (—wbay — w?bss + bge, w?bis — whor + baz),

Ligo = (—w?bg — wbig + bag, wby — w?b15 + baa),

Lago = {ta, + (2 + W )tay + 2tas, (=1 — w)te, + (=1 = 20t a, + 2ta,),
Lao1 = <w2b17 + wh3z + bz, —wboo + w?bzs + baz),

Laga = {w?bs + wbg + ba1,wbig + w?bis + bag),

Lato = (w?b1 + wbha + bag, w?by — whas + bug),

Loty = (—wbig + w?®bsg + bsg, —w?bag + whs1 + bag),

Lota = {wbs + w?b13 + bag, w?b11 — whia + bas),

Laog = (w?bs + whas + bag, —w?bog — whas + bar),

Laoy = (—w?bay — whas + bag, whis — w?bay + bar),

Loz = (—wbg — w?bia + bag, w?by — whis + baa).

The easiest way to visualize this grading intrinsically, that is, with no reference
to a particular basis or computer methods, may be considering Lie algebra models
based upon Zs-gradings. Perhaps the most natural place where to look at the auto-
morphisms inducing the grading is the Lie algebra eg. Adams gave a construction
of this algebra from three copies of as ([1, p.85]). This model has been widely
spread for its nice 3-symmetry. Once the automorphisms have been given in ¢ we
could hopefully restrict them to f,. Given a three-dimensional F-vector space X
in which a nonzero alternate trilinear map det: X x X x X — F has been fixed,
we can identify the exterior product with the dual space by the map X A X 5 x+
such that z Ay — det(x,y,—) € hom(X, F). And in a dual way we can identify
X* A X* with X through det®, the dual map of det. Consider three tridimensional
vector spaces X; (i = 1,2,3), and define:

L=sl(X1)®sl(X2) ®sl(X3)® X1 ®Xo® X3 & X ®X]® X7,

endowed with a Lie algebra structure with the product

[®fi, ®x;] = Z@;x% filws) fi(ai) (fr(=)zn — 5 fr(zn)idx,)

]

(28) @z, @yi] = @ (ws Ayi)

[®fi, ®gi] =®(fi A gi)
for any z;,y; € X, fi,9: € X, with the wedge products as above, and where the
actions of the Lie subalgebra > sl(X;) on X7 ® X3 ® X3 and X7 ® X; ® XJ are
the natural ones (the i-th simple ideal acts on the é-th slot). The Lie algebra L is
isomorphic to eg.

Following Hesselink ([23]), we say that a grading is special if and only if its
0-homogeneous component is zero. We can observe that ¢ admits a special Zj-
grading with the nonzero homogeneous components of the same dimension (78/26 =
3). Since L = L ® L7 @ L5 is a Zsz-grading for L5 = sl(X1) & sl(X2) & sl(X3),
L1 = X1 ®Xo® X3 and L5 = XT ® X5 ® X3, take ¢ the automorphism which
induces the grading, that is, ¢1|z, = wiidgg where w = %" is a primitive cubic
root of the unit.
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In order to provide the other automorphisms, take into account the following
observation. If p;: X; — X;, i = 1,2,3, are linear maps preserving det: X} — F
(that is, det(x;,y:, z;) = det(p;(x;), pi(yi), pi(z:)), or equivalently, det p; = 1), the
linear map p1 ® p2 ® p3: L1 — L1 can be uniquely extended to an automorphism
of L such that its restriction to sl(V;) C Lg is the conjugation map g — pigpi_l.

Next fix basis {ug, u1,u2} of X7, {vo,v1,v2} of Xo, and {wg, w1, ws} of X5 with
det(ug, u1,us) = det(vg,v1,v2) = det(wp, w1, ws) = 1. Consider now ¢y the unique
automorphism of ¢g extending the map

U; QV; Q Wk > Uj+1 Q Vjp1 @ Wi1-

(indices module 3). This is of course an order three semisimple automorphism
commuting with ¢;. Finally let ¢3 be the unique automorphism of ¢g extending
the map

U QU Q@ W = W @ Wy ® W = Wy, ® v @ W.

This is also semisimple and commutes with ¢; and ¢s. Thus the set {¢;}?_; induces
a Z3-grading on eg. A computation of its 0-homogeneous component will suffice to
prove that this grading is nontoral. A first calculation reveals that the subalgebra
of elements fixed by ¢; and ¢ is the linear span of

{ur @ uj + ug ® uj + uz @ uj, up @ uh + uz @ ui + ug @ ul,
v ® V5 + v2 ® V5 + v3 @ V7, V1 ® V5 + v2 ® V] + U3 ® U3,
W) @ W + wy @ Wi +wz Wi, wi @ wi + we @ Wi + ws @ wi},

where we have taken u] = u;11 Auit2, V] = vVip1 A Vg2 and W) = wi41 A w42 the
dual basis of X7, X35 and X3 respectively. While the corresponding fixed subalgebra
for ¢, and ¢3 is the linear span of

{ur @ui —us ®@uj,  u @uj —uz @ uj,
v ® V] — v ® V3, v ® V] — v3 ® U3,
w) @ W —wr Wi, w; QWi —ws @wi},

again a six-dimensional abelian subalgebra. The intersection of both Cartan sub-
algebras is obviously zero and therefore our grading is special and nontoral. Sim-
ilar computations prove that the rest of the homogeneous components are three-
dimensional. The grading produced by any of the automorphisms ¢; is of type
(24, 27), since they are in the same conjugacy class. The grading produced by any
of the three couples {¢;, ¢;} has one six-dimensional component and eight nine-
dimensional ones. The grading induced by the three automophisms together is of
type (0,0,26). Now we must go down to see this grading in f,.

To a certain extend, the nice 3-symmetry described in ¢ is inherited by f,.
Indeed graphically speaking, f, arises by folding eg. More precisely, taking Xo = X3
we can consider on ¢g the unique automorphism 7: ¢g — ¢g extension of U@ VR w >
u®w ®v. This is an order two automorphism commuting with the previous ¢; for
i =1,2,3. The subalgebra of elements fixed by 7 is

sl(X1) @sl(Xe) @ X1 @ Sym?(Xp) @& X7 ®@Sym?(X3),

where Sym™ X; denotes the symmetric powers (as in [16, p.473]). This is a simple
Lie algebra of dimension 52, hence §,. Furthermore, denoting also by ¢;: f, — f4
the restriction of the corresponding automorphisms of eg to fix 7, the set {¢;}3_, is
also a set of commuting semisimple order three automorphisms of f, with no fixed
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points other than 0. So it induces a special nontoral Z3-grading on f, with all its
homogeneous components of the same dimension (52/26 = 2), of type (0, 26).

7.2. Z5-grading on f,. The group of automorphisms inducing this grading is also
an elementary p-group so that it is described in Griess work [18, Th.7.3,p. 277].
Moreover, the grading is pure (that is, there is some homogeneous component
which contains a Cartan subalgebra), therefore it also appears in Hesselink paper
[23, Table 1, p. 146]. As before an instantaneous computer calculation provides its
type, (24,0,0,7), as well as the description of its homogeneous components in terms
of the fixed basis:

Lo0,0,00 =0,
Lo,0,0,0,1 = (b2 + bas),
Lo,0,0,1,0 = (ba1 — bi7),
Lo,0,0,1,1 = (bag — big),
Lo,0,1,0,0 = (bsg — b14),
Loo,1,01 = (b3s — b11),
Lo,o,1,1,0 = (b3 + b2z, bsg — b1, b3g — b1s, bag — bas),
Loo,1,1,1 = (bso — be),
Lo,1.0,0,0 = (b1 + bas),
Lo,1.0,01 = (b5 + bag),
Lo,1,0,1,0 = (bag — ba, bag — b1, baa — bao, b2z + bag),
Lo,1,0,1,1 = (bas — ba1),
Lo,1,1,0,0 = (b7 + b31, b3z — b1z, bao — big, baz — bas),
Lo1,1,01 = (bs2 — bs),
Lo,1,1,1,0 = (bse — bi2),
Lo,1,1,1,1 = (bss — by),
L1,0,0,0,0 = (tasstasstas, tas)
L1,0,0,0,1 = (b2s — b2),
L1,0,01,0 = (b7 + ba1),
L1001, = (big + baz),
L1,0.1,00 = (b1a + bss),
L1,0,1,01 = (b11 + b3s),
L1,0,1,1,0 = (bar — b3, b1 + b34, bis + b3g, bag + bag),
L10,1,1,1 = (be + b3o),
L1,1,0,0,0 = (bas — 1),
L1,1,0,0,1 = (bag — bs),
L1,1,0,1,0 = (ba + bag, b1 + bao, bao + baa, bag — b22),
Ly1,0,1,1 = (b21 + bas),
Ly1,1,0,0 = (b31 — by, b13 + bar, b18 + ba2, baz + bar),
Li11,01 = (bs + bs2),
Li111,0 = (biz + bse),
Li111,1 = (by + b33).

But any of the standard models of f, would also do for describing the grading in
a basis-free manner. One of the best known models is that of Schafer ([38, p.112])
as derivations of the Albert algebra. Starting from the nontoral Z3j-grading on the
Cayley algebra C = ®gezz C, we obtained the Z3-grading on the Albert algebra J
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given by

Je,0,0 =< E1, Bz, B3 >, Jg00=0(g9#e),
Jg01 = C§V Jga1=CF Jga0=CY
g,0,1 g > g,1,1 g > g,1,0 g >

with g,e = (0,0,0) € Z3. Obviously the grading induced in L = Der(J) = [Ry, R/]
has as homogeneous components L, = {d € Der(J) | d(Jy) C Jatp Vb € Z3},
therefore L0 = 0 and

Lgoa ={[Ry0), Rp, -, | © € Cg}
Lgia =A{[Re@, Rp,—p] | © € Cg}
Lg10={[Ro®,Rp,~E,] | v € Cy} Vg€ Zj
Lyoo={Du|U €N} &{D,, |z € (Co)y} ®{Dy, |z € (Co)y} VYe#geZ3
where
e N, = {d € Der(C) | d(Cy) C Cyyp Vb € Z3} are the components of the
grading induced on g,, all of them two-dimensional and Cartan subalgebras,
except for N, =0,
e 7, and [, are the right and left multiplication operators on C,
e if U € o(C,n), Dy € Der(J) is the derivation given by

) 3)

Ei—0,20 0@ 2@ - U(@@)?, 23— U"),

where U’ and U” are the elements in o(C,n) given by the local triality

principle [38, p. 88|, that is, U(zy) = U'(z)y + 2U" (y) for all z,y € C.
Then clearly hy = 7 (dimLg00 =2+ 1+ 1 = 4), also hy = 8 -3 = 24 and the
grading is of type (24,0,0,7).

Anyway, we think that there is a more intuitive way of looking at this grading, as
well as at the gradings obtained by crossing gradings on the Cayley algebra C' with
gradings on Hs(F). Recall from 3.3 that if H = H3(F) = {x € M3(F) | z = 2!}
and K = K3(F) = {z € M3(F) | z = —z'}, we could write

J=HoK R Cp.

Since f, = Der(J) there must exist some model of f, in these terms. In fact we can
see f, as

L =Der(C)® K® Hy® Cy
identifying the Lie algebra K (subalgebra of M3(F)™) to Der(H3(F)) in the known
Tits unified construction for the Lie exceptional algebras (for instance, see [38,
p.122]).

Consider a G1-grading on the Jordan algebra H = ©4cq, Hy. This grading will
come from a grading on M3(F') so that the Lie algebra K will also have an induced
grading. Take now the Z3-grading on the Cayley algebra C' = @®gea,=23Cy and the
induced grading Der(C) = @4ecq,Ny. All this material induces a G1 x G2-grading
on J and also on L given by

J!h-,e = g, ng-,g2 = Kg1 & (00)927
Lgl-,e = Kglv Le,gz = Ng2 D (Ho)e ® (00)927 Lgl,gz = (HO)gl Y (00)92-
In the case of the Z3-grading we have Gy = Z3, with the gradings on H and K
given by
Hoo = (E1,E>,E3) Hoi = (e12+e2) Hii=(eazs+ez) Hipo=(e13+es1)
Koo=0 Koq1=(e12—ea) Ki1= (eas —es2) Kio=(e13—es1)
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and dim(Cp), = 1, dim Ny = 2 for all g € Z3 \ {(0,0,0)}. Therefore

dim Je , = dim H, = 3
dim Je 4, =0
dim Jg, . = dim Hy, =1

dimLe. =0
dim Le,g, = dim(Ng, + (Ho)e ® (Co)g,) = 4
dimLg . =dim K, =1

dim Jg, 4, = dim K¢, ® (00)92 =1 dimLg g, = dim(HO)gl ® (00)92 =1

and so the grading is of type (24,0, 1) on J, and (24,0,0,7) on L = f,, as we knew

from previous sections.

7.3. Z3 x Z-grading of f,. By contrast with previous gradings, as long as we know
this one does not appear in the mathematical literature. Again a simple computer
aided calculation reveals that the fine Z3 x Z-grading of type (31,0,7) is

Loo,0,—2=0,
Lo,0,00 = (tas + 2ta, +tas),
Lop,0,2=0,

Loo,1,-1 = (b3s — bay),

Lo,,1,1 = (bas — b11),

Lo.1,0,—2 = (bis — bio),

Lo,1,0,0 = (b1 + bas, b3 + bar, bag — baa),
Lo,1,02 = (b3g — baa),

Lo1,1,-1 = (big + b32),

Lo,11,1 = (bg + bas),

L1002 = (bss

Lio1,-1 = (b1 + b35),

Lio1,1=(b11 + bas),

Li1,0,—2 = (bio + bis),

L1100 = (bas — b1, bay — b3, bag + bag),
L1,1,0,2 = (b3a + b3o),

Li1,1,—1 = (bs2 — big),

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

L1000 = (ta,, taTl + ta3;ta4§;
)

)

)

)

)

)

L1111 = (bag — bg),

Lo,0,0,—1 = (bz + by),

Lo,0,0,1 = (baz — bos),

Loo,1,—2 = (baa + bag),

Lo,0,1,0 = (b3g — b1, bao — big, baa — bag),
Lo,,1,2 = (bas — ba),

Lo1,0,-1 = (bs — bs),

Lo 1,0,1 = (b2g + b30),

Lo1,1,—2 = (baz + b31),

Lo,1,1,0 = (bg7 — b13, bar — b17,bao — b1g),
Lo.11,2 = (bar — b7),

Lyo,0,—1 = (by — b2)

L1,0,0,1 = (bae + b33),

Li01,—2 = (bag — ba2),

L1,0.1,0 = (b1a + b3s, b1 + bao, bao + baa),
Li10.1,2 = (ba + bas),
Li1,0,—1 = (bs + bg),
L1101 = (b3o — b2g),
Li11,—2 = (bg1 — ba3),
L1110 = (b1g + b3z, b17 + ba1, b1s + baz),
L1112 = (b7 + ba7).

3

But we can detect this grading without reference to explicit computations using
again the model f, = L = Der(C) @ K @ Hy ® Cy. We can write the Z-grading on
H given in (6), jointly with the induced one in K by its extension to M3(F'), in the

following equivalent form:

Hjy = (e23),

Hi = (e13 + e21),
H, = (E1,Ey + E3),
H_1 = {e12 + e31),
H_5 = (e32),

o~ o~

K2 :Oa

Ky = (e13 — e21),
K. = <E2 - E3>7
K_1 = (e12 — e31),
K_>=0.
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Thus, by crossing it with the Z3-grading on C we obtain

dim Jg)e = dim H2 =1 dim Lg)e =0

dimJl,e = d1mH1 =1 dile)e = d1rnK1 =1

dim J. , = dim H, = 2 dimLe, =dim K, =1

dim JQ_’g =0 dim L2_’g = dlmH2 X (OO)g =1

dim Jl,g = dlIIlKl X (OO)g =1 dile_’g = dlmHl X (OO)g =1
dimJe , =dim K, ® (Cy)g =1 dimL., =dim N, ® (Hp)e @ (Co)g =3

and the same dimensions of the homogeneous components with opposite indices.
So the grading is of type (25,1) on J and (31,0,7) on f,.

7.4. The remaining nontoral gradings. Any of the detected gradings on f,
can be obtained by projections given by epimorphisms from the universal grading
groups corresponding to the fine gradings. However, it is worth to point out that
all of them can also be described by using different models of the algebra. More
precisely, consider a G-grading on a simple Lie algebra L without outer automor-
phisms (equivalently, without automorphisms of the Dynkin diagram). Then G is
a product of cyclic groups G;, each of which produces certain cyclic G;-grading.
The zero component of most of these G;-gradings is a direct sum of Lie subalgebras
of type either sl(V') or so(V). As modules for the zero component, the remaining
components are isomorphic to either tensor of natural modules or spin ones, re-
spectively (see [12] for more details). In the first case, it is possible to describe the
G-grading in a similar way that just illustrated with the Z3-grading on §,. We now
give some sketches of how this basis-free method works for the other gradings found
in f,, for instance the Z2 x Z4 and Z3 x Zg-gradings.

Let V and W be F-vector spaces of dimensions 2 and 4 respectively. According
o [12], f, can be seen in the way

2 3
L=s(V)asiW)® VoW & Sym’Ve A\WaVe AW

and its product given in a similar way that (28).

One of the advantages of this model is that given linear maps ¢: V — V and
@: W — W so that the first one preserves det: /\2 V' — F and the second preserves
det: /\4 W — F,themap p®@p: VW — V ® W can be uniquely extended to
an automorphism of the algebra £ = §,, in such a way that the restriction of
this automorphism to sl(V) is the conjugation g — @ge !, and to sl(W) is the
conjugation g — @¢g@~t. Now, denote by L5 = sl(V) @sl(W), L1 = Vo W,
Ls=Sym*>V o AN’W and L3 =V ON*W. As L = L5 & L1 ® L3 ® L3 is a Zy-
grading, take ¢; the automorphism which gives the grading, that is, ¢1]z. = I iidgg
where T is a primitive fourth root of the unit. Let us fix {ug,u;} a basis of V
with det(ug,u1) = 1, and {wp, w1, wa, w3} a basis of W with det(wq, wy, we,ws) =
1. Take wo:V — Viug — Tug,u; — —Iu; and @o2: W — W, wy — wp, w1 +—
wy,we — —wsg,ws — —wsz. Define ¢3 € §4 as the extension of ps ® 9. Take
now p3: V. — Viug — uj,u; — —up and ¢z: W — W wg — wa,wy — ws, ws —
wo, w3 — wy. Define then ¢3 € 4 as the extension of p3® B3. Take finally €8 =1 a
primitive eighth root, and define @4: W — W by P4(wo) = E5wa, @a(wr) = E3ws,
Pa(we) = Ewp, Pa(wz) = &wy. Consider ¢4 € F, the extension of Y3 @ @4.
The set {¢;}?_; is a commutative set of semisimple automorphisms and one can
see with some easy though boring hand computations that the grading induced
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by {¢1, 02,03} is a Z3 x Zs-grading of type (0,8,2,0,6), the grading produced
by {¢1,¢2, b4} is a Z2 x Zg-grading of type (19,6,7) and the grading produced
by {¢1,d2,¢3, b4} is a Zj x Zg-grading of type (31,0,7), equivalent to the fine
73 x Z-grading. We display their homogeneous components.

The Z3 x Z4-grading induced by {1, ¢2, ¢p3} is:

Li1,1 = diag(a, a)w dim 3
o Li1-1 =diag(l,—1)y @ diag(b, —b)w dim 5
0 L1171 = antidiag(l, —1)y @ antidiag(b,b)w dim5

Ly _1,-1 = antidiag(1,1)y @ antidiag(b, —b)w dim5
with a € sl(2) and b € Ma(F),

L[JJ =<UO®U}Q—IU1 ®w2,uo®w1—lu1®w3> dim 2
- — L[7]7_1 =<UO®U}Q+IU1 ®w2,uo®w1+lu1®w3> dim 2
YUY Liorr = (uo ®we — Tug @ wo, up @ wz — Tug @ wi) dim 2
Li_r—-1 = {ug®ws+ Tu; ® wo,up ® wz + Tu; @ wr) dim 2
L_11,1 = ((uo - wo + u1 - u1) ® (wo A wz — w1 A ws),
(uo - up — u1 - u1) ® (wo A ws + w1 A wz, wo A wz, w1 Aws),
up - u1 ® (wo A wi — wa A ws)) dim 5
L1, = ((uo - uo +u1 - u1) ® (wo A ws + w1 A wa, wo A wz, w1 A ws),
(uo - up —u1 - u1) ® (wo A ws — w1 A waz),
[ — up - u1 ® (wo A wi + w2 A ws)) dim 5
27 L 1,11 = ((uo - wo + u1 - u1) ® (wo A wy + wa A ws),
(uo - up — u1 - u1) ® (wo A wi — wa A ws),
uo - u1 ® {wo A wz + w1 A wa,,wo A wa, w1 Aws)) dim 5
L1117 = {(uo-uo+u1-u1)® (wo Awi —wz2 Aws),
(uo - up — u1 - u1) ® (wo A wi + w2 A ws),
up - u1 ® (wo A ws — w1 A wa)) dim 3

and L3 dual to L7, hence hs = 6, hg = 2 and hg = 8, as we wondered. The notation
antidiag(x1, ..., z,) stands for the n x n matrix (a;;) with all entries zero except for
@in—i+1 = ;. The subindices in L;;;, indicate that ¢1, ¢2, ¢3 act with eigenvalues
i, 7, k respectively. Notice that, although ¢; has order 4 for ¢ = 1,2,3, ¢1¢2 and
¢1¢3 have order 2.

The Z32 x Zg-grading induced by {1, ¢4, ¢p2} is:

Liga = (diag(1,-1,1,-1))w dim 1

- _<<_01 (1)>> ant1d1ag< > ( >)>W dim3
Lisa _<diag<<2 8) <Ob 0)>>W dim 2

.1 0 a a .
Ly = (antidiag ((b O> (—b O> Yw dim 2
L5 = 1 0 . 0 — 0 .
0 L17,111 = < 0 _1>>V S (dlag< 8 b> ) ( Oa b >>W dim 3
0 1 .o a 0 —a 0 .
Li_1-1 = 10 (antidia (O b) ) ( 0 —b)>>w dim 3

WP
. 0 a 0 —a .
Li_;1 = (diag ((b O) , (b 0 )>>W dim 2
1. 0 0 - .
Li_1_1 = (antidiag <<b g) , (b Oa>)>w dim 2
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with a,b € F,

Lrerr = (uo ®wo — Tuy ® wa) dim 1

Lier 1 = (uo ® w2 — Tuy ® wo) dim 1

Ligsg = (up®@wo+Tuy ®ws)  dim1

L7 = Lres 1 = (uo ®wz + Tug @ wo) dim 1

") Lresgs = (uo®@wr — Tup @ ws) dim 1

Lies, -1 = (uo ®@wz — Tu; ® wy) dim 1

Lrer = {(up®@wy+Tu; ®@ws)  diml

Lre-r = (uo ® wg + Tug ® wy) dim 1

Loyia= ((uo - uo + u1 - u1) @ (wo A ws — w1 A wa),

uo-u1®(w0/\w1—w2/\w3),

(uo - up —uy - u1) @ (wo Aws +wy Awg)) dim3
Loyi-1= ((uo-uo+ur-u)® (wo Awp 4wz Aws),

UO'U1®(’U}0/\U}3+U}1 /\’wg),

(uo-uo—ul 'U1)®(’LUO/\’[U1 —w2/\’LU3)> dim 3

Loyra= ((uo - uo + u1 - u1) @ (w1 A ws),
(up - up — w1 - u1) ® (wo A wa)) dim 2
Lo — L—l,I,—l = <’U,0 -up @ wo A ’LU2> dim 1
27 Loicia= ((uo-uo+ur-ur) @ (wo Aws +wi Aws),

’U,0~’LL1®(1U0/\’LU1 +w2/\w3),
(UO c Uy — U ~u1) X (U}() N ws — wy /\U}2)> dim 3
Loy _1-1= ((uo-up+ur-u)® (wo Awy —wa A ws),
UO'U1®(’U}0/\U}3—U}1 /\’wg),
(uo - up —uy - u1) @ (wo Awy +wa Aws)) dim3

Loy -10= ((uo - up + uy - ur) ® (wo A wz),
(ug - up — up - u1) @ (w1 A ws)) dim 2
L*l,*],fl = <’LLO cu; Q@ wi A 1,U3> dim 1

and L3 dual to L3, hence hg = 7, he = 6 and hy = 19, and so this is the grading
we are looking for.
Along this lines all the gradings can be located by using models of f,.

APPENDIX.

Some results which play a fundamental roll in our work are included here. Their
references may not be so easily accesible and so we state the results (without proof)
for the seek of selfcontainedness. So for instance the well known Borel-Serre theorem
for Lie groups has a version for algebraic groups which is owed to V. P. Platonov
in the following terms:

Theorem 6. ([37, Theorem 3.15, p.92]) A supersoluble subgroup of semisimple
elements of an algebraic group G is contained in the normalizer of a maximal torus.

Here we must recall that a group is called supersolvable (or supersoluble) if it
has an invariant normal series whose factors are all cyclic. Any finitely generated
abelian group is supersolvable.

Another result that we are applying since the beginning is related to the number
of generators of the quasitorus inducing a grading on f,. By abuse of notation
we speak of the number of generators of a quasitorus @ instead of the number of
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generators of the related finitely generated abelian group X(Q). When this number
is < 2 we can say for sure that the grading is toral. A first approach to this is the fact
that every cyclic grading on f, is toral. Indeed, a grading is cyclic if it is induced by
a diagonalizable automorphism f of §4. This is a semisimple element and since §,
is a connected algebraic group, f is in a maximal torus of §, [10, Theorem 11.10,
p.151]. Tt is possible to strengthen the previous result to the case in which the
grading group has two generators (stated, for instance, in [2, Lemma 1.1.3, p. 5]).

Lemma 2. Every subquasitorus Q of §4 such that X(Q) has two generators is toral.

Proof. It is known ([17, Th3.5.6,p.93]) that if G is a connected reductive
group whose derivated subgroup is simply connected, then the centralizer of ev-
ery semisimple element in G is connected. Let Q = (f1, f2) be a (closed) abelian
subgroup of semisimple elements in §4. As any semisimple element belongs to a
torus, we replace fi by t1 € ¥ by conjugation. Now take Z = Cs (t1), which is

a connected group. Applying [13, Theorem 1, p.94] for n = 1 we finish the proof.
But without using this fact, we can go on considering that the element fo € Z must
be in some maximal torus of Z, say T. But ¢; is in the center of Z and hence in
all the maximal torus of Z. We have finished since (t1, fo) C 7', implying Q C T. O

We finish this appendix describing the action by conjugation of some elements
in §, on the automorphisms gy = t'1; 14, g2 := t1 1 11, g3 := 0105 and
ga =111, 1-

sdydy

Element f | forf ' | foof 1| fosf !
59?1 g192 9294 93
0103 9194 g2 g3
0468 g2 g1 93
0485 g2 g1 9394
0491 9192 9194 9394

Y 91 93 92

Moreover ft} 11, f~!' =t],, forany u € F* and f in the first column on the left
of the table. We have employed this information to find the nontoral subquasitori
of A(105,id).
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