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REAL STRUCTURES ON NILPOTENT ORBIT CLOSURES

MICHAEL BULOIS, LUCY MOSER-JAUSLIN, AND RONAN TERPEREAU

ABSTRACT. We determine the equivariant real structures on nilpotent orbits
and the normalizations of their closures for the adjoint action of a complex
semisimple algebraic group on its Lie algebra.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a complex semisimple algebraic group, and let g be its Lie algebra.
Let Gy be a real form of G, that is, a real algebraic group such that Go Xgpec(r)
Spec(C) ~ G as complex algebraic groups. Given a complex quasi-projective G-
variety X, we say that a real Go-variety Xy is an (R, Go)-form of X if Xo Xgpec(r)
Spec(C) ~ X as complex G-varieties. Let us note that certain G-varieties admit
no (R, Gg)-form. On the other hand, when an (R, Gp)-form exists, there may be
several (and even uncountably many) which are pairwise non-isomorphic.

The goal of this article is to address the following basic question.

Question 1.1. What are the (R, Gg)-forms of the nilpotent orbit closures in g and
of their normalizations?

To give a real form Gy of G is equivalent to giving a real group structure o on
G, that is, an antiregular involution on G compatible with the group structure,
and giving an (R, Gp)-form of X is equivalent to giving a (G, 0)-equivariant real
structure p on X, that is, an antiregular involution on X such that

(%) Vge G, Ve e X, ulg-z)=o(g) ).

Moreover, two (R, Gp)-forms are isomorphic if and only if the two corresponding
(G, 0)-equivariant real structures are equivalent, i.e. conjugate by a G-equivariant
automorphism of X. (See Sections 2.1 and 2.2 for more details on these notions.)
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With this terminology, Question 1.1 can be rephrased as follows.

Question 1.2. What are the (G, 0)-equivariant real structures on the nilpotent
orbit closures in g and on their normalizations?

If X is an almost homogeneous G-variety, that is, if X contains a dense open
G-orbit U, then the condition (x) implies that p(U) = U, and thus yy is a (G, 0)-
equivariant real structure on U. Therefore, a natural strategy to determine the
equivariant real structures on nilpotent orbit closures and their normalizations is in
two steps. First, we determine the equivariant real structures on nilpotent orbits.
Second, we determine which ones extend to their closures and their normalizations.

Denoting by do.: g — g the differential of o: G — G at the identity element, we
check (see Example 2.8) that do. is a (G, 0)-equivariant real structure on g, viewed
as a G-variety for the adjoint action. In particular, if O is a nilpotent orbit in g,
then do. induces a (G, 0)-equivariant real structure on O if and only if do. (O) = O.
However, there are also equivariant real structures on nilpotent orbits that are not
obtained by differentiating a real group structure on G (Example 1.3), nor even by
restricting an equivariant real structure from the Lie algebra g (Example 1.4).

Example 1.3. Let g be a semisimple Lie algebra, and assume that do.(O) = O.
Let § € R. Then pg: O — O, v = €?do.(v) is a (G, o)-equivariant real structure
on O which is not obtained by differentiating a real group structure on G when
0 ¢ 27Z (because, in this case, gy does not preserve the Lie bracket).

Example 1.4. Let G = SL3(C) with o(g) = g for all g € G (here g denotes the
complex conjugate of g), and let O, be the regular nilpotent orbit in sl (i.e. the
unique nilpotent orbit whose closure contains all the other nilpotent orbits). Then
the map p defined by

0 1 0 1 4 0 0 1 0 0
Oreg = Oreg, g- |0 0 1| = |o(g)|0 1 0Of]-|0 0 1| =0(g)-|0
0 0 O 0 0 1 0

O = oS,

1

0

0

is a (G,0)-equivariant real structure on O,., that does not extend to a (G,o)-
equivariant real structure on sl (see Section 6 for a proof of this claim).

The following theorem provides a complete answer to the second part of Ques-
tion 1.2. More precisely, we determine the equivariant structures on the nilpotent
orbits and the normalizations of their closures. In the cases where the closure is
itself not normal, it remains an open question to determine all the equivariant real
structures. This will be discussed in Section 5.

Main Theorem. Let G be a complex semisimple algebraic group endowed with a
real group structure o. Let g be the Lie algebra of G, let O be a nilpotent orbit in
g, let O be the closure of O in g, and let O be the normalization of O. Then the
following are equivalent:

(a) O is do.-stable (i.e. do.(O) =0);

(b) O admits a (G, 0)-equivariant real structure;

(¢) O admits a (G, 0)-equivariant real structure; and

(d) op(w(0)) =w(0),
where

e op is the Dynkin diagram automorphism of Dyn(G) induced by o (see Definition

2.5); and
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o w(0) is the weighted Dynkin diagram associated to O (see [CM93, Section 3.5]).
Moreover, if these equivalent assertions hold, then all (G, 0)-equivariant real struc-

tures on O, resp. on O, are equivalent.

The Main Theorem will be proved in several steps as follows:

e (a) < (b) is Proposition 3.1.

e (b) & (c) is the first part of Proposition 5.2 (see also Section 2.2.2).

e (a) & (d) is Corollary 3.3.

o If the equivalent conditions (a)-(d) of the Main Theorem hold, then the fact
that all (G, o)-equivariant real structures on O are equivalent is Theorem 4.2,
and the fact that all (G, o)-equivariant real structures on O are equivalent is
the second part of Proposition 5.2.

Let us make a few comments related to Question 1.2 and our Main Theorem:

(1) In Section 3, we provide the list of nilpotent orbits that admit a (G, o)-equiva-
riant real structure. It turns out that, except for a few cases in type Da,, (with
n > 2), every nilpotent orbit O in g admits a (G, o)-equivariant real structure
when g is simple.

(2) For every nilpotent orbit O in a complex simple Lie algebra g, we have Q097 =
O N g9¢, which is a real manifold (possibly empty) whose G(R)-orbits, usu-
ally called real nilpotent orbits, are classified (see [CM93, Section 9]). Let us
mention that a study of some properties of the complexification process for
these real nilpotent orbits can be found in [Crol6].

(3) When O is non-normal, we do not know whether every (G, o)-equivariant real
structure on O extends to O; see Example 5.3. In particular, we did not
manage to provide a complete answer to the first part of Question 1.2. A brief
review on what is known about the (non-)normality of nilpotent orbit closures
in semisimple Lie algebras can be found in Section 5.

(4) There are examples of almost homogeneous varieties for which equivalent real
structures on the open orbit extend to inequivalent real structures on the whole
variety; see e.g. the case of SLa(C)-threefolds studied in [MJT, Section 3].

Notation. In this article we work over the field of real numbers R and over the
field of complex numbers C. We denote by

I := Gal(C/R) = {1,~}

the Galois group of the field extension C/R.

We will always denote by G a complex algebraic group, by Dyn(G) its Dynkin
diagram (when G is semisimple), and by Gy a real algebraic group such that
Go Xgpec(r) Spec(C) ~ G. When X is a complex algebraic variety, the group
of automorphisms of X over Spec(C) is denoted by Autc(X). Moreover, when X
is equipped with a regular G-action, the subgroup of G-equivariant automorphisms
is denoted by Autg (X). We denote by G, ¢ the multiplicative group over C.

The reader is referred to [CM93] for the general background on Lie theory and
nilpotent orbits in semisimple Lie algebras.

Acknowledgment. We are grateful to the anonymous referee for the careful read-
ing of the former version of this paper and for his/her helpful comments.
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2. PRELIMINARIES
2.1. Real group structures.

2.1.1. We start by recalling the notions of real forms and real group structures for
a given complex algebraic group G, and how these two notions are related.

Definition 2.1.

1. A real form of G is a pair (G, ©) with Gg a real algebraic group and : G —
Go Xgpec(r) Spec(C) an isomorphism of complex algebraic groups. (Most of the
time, one drops the isomorphism © and simply write that Gy is a form of G.)

2. A real group structure o on G is a scheme involution on G such that the diagram

G o G
| |

Spec(C) Spec(C)

Spec(z—7%)

commutes and
tgoo=0o0ig and mgo (o xo)=00mg,

where tq: G — G is the inverse morphism and mg: G x G — G is the multi-
plication morphism.

3. Two real group structures o1 and o9 on G are equivalent if there exists a
complex algebraic group automorphism 1) € Autg, (G) such that

oy =1oo oL,

There is a correspondence between real group structures on G and real forms
of G given as follows (see [BS64, Section 2.12] for a general statement of Galois
descent, and [FSS98, Section 1.4] for the particular case of algebraic groups).

« To a real group structure o on GG, one associates the real algebraic group Gg :=
G/(o), where v acts on G through o, and the isomorphism © is given by (g, f),
where ¢: G — G is the quotient morphism and f: G — Spec(C) is the structure
morphism.

o To areal form (Gg, ©) of G, one associates the real group structure o that makes
the following diagram commutes:

G2~ Go Xspec(r) Spec(C)

cfl l[dx()u—»\)

G $ Go X Spec(R) Spec((C)

Moreover, two real forms of G are isomorphic (as real algebraic groups) if and only
if the corresponding real group structures are equivalent.

2.1.2. In this article, we are mostly interested in complex semisimple algebraic
groups; nevertheless, the case of complex tori will play a role in the proof of Theo-
rem 4.2.

Lemma 2.2. (Real group structures on complex tori; see [MJT21, Lemma 1.5] and
[Cas08, Theorem 2].) Let T' =~ G,  be an n-dimensional complex torus with n > 1.

(i) If n = 1, then T has exactly two inequivalent real group structures, defined

byog:trt and oy it 1L
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(ii) If n =2, then og : (t1,t2) — (t2,t1) defines a real group structure on T.
(iil) If n > 2, then every real group structure on T is equivalent to exactly one real

group structure of the form oy™ x o™ x 03", where n = ng + n1 + 2no.

2.1.3. Let G be a complex semisimple algebraic group. There exists a central
isogeny G — G, where G is a simply-connected semisimple algebraic group. Then
G is isomorphic to a product of simply-connected simple algebraic groups (see
[Conl4, Exercise 1.6.13 and Section 6.4]). Moreover, every real group structure o
on G lifts uniquely to a real group structure & on G (this follows for instance from
[Pro07, Section 3.4, Theorem)]).

The next result reduces the classification of real group structures on simply-
connected semisimple algebraic groups to the classification of real group structures
on simply-connected simple algebraic groups.

Lemma 2.3. ([MJT21, Lemma 1.7]) Let o be a real group structure on a complex
i1 Gi, where the G; are the

simple factors of G. Then, for a given i € I, we have the following possibilities:
(i) o(Gs) = G and 0|, is a real group structure on G;; or
(ii) there emists j # i such that o(G;) = Gy, then G; ~ G and ojg,xa, s
equivalent to (g1,g92) — (00(g2),00(g1)) for an arbitrary real group structure
agp on Gi >~ Gj.

simply-connected semisimple algebraic group G ~ []

Real group structures on complex simply-connected simple algebraic groups are
well-known (see e.g. [GW09, Section 1.7.2] or [Kna02, Section VI.10]). Therefore, all
real group structures on complex (simply-connected) semisimple algebraic groups
can be determined from Lemma 2.3.

2.1.4. Let G be a complex semisimple algebraic group endowed with a real group
structure o. In order to describe which nilpotent orbits in g admit a (G,o)-
equivariant real structure (in Section 3), we need to recall the notions of split
real group structures, as well as the notions of inner and outer twists.

Definition 2.4.

1. If there exists a Borel subgroup B C G such that o(B) = B, then o is called
quasi-split. If furthermore B contains a maximal torus 7" such that o(T) =T
and the restriction 0|7 is equal to the product UOX dim(T) (with the notation of
Lemma 2.2), then o is called split.

2. For c € G, we write

inn.: G = G, g+ cge L

We say that inn, is an inner automorphism of G. An automorphism of G that
is not inner is called outer. If o1 and o9 are two real group structures on G,
we may write oo = p 0 0y with ¢ € Auty,(G), and we say that oy is an inner
(resp. an outer) twist of oy if ¢ is an inner (resp. an outer) automorphism of
G. Note that the relation of being inner twists is an equivalence relation on
the set of real group structures on G.

According to [Conl4, Proposition 7.2.12], every real group structure on G is an
inner twist of a unique (up to equivalence) quasi-split real group structure on G.
Moreover, in types A1 — B — C — E; — Es — Fy — Gy (i.e. when Aut(Dyn(G)) is
trivial), any quasi-split real group structure is equivalent to a split one, and in
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types A, (n > 2) — D — Eg (i.e. when Aut(Dyn(G)) contains exactly one conjugacy
class of elements of order 2), there are exactly two equivalence classes of quasi-split
real group structures; this follows for instance from [Conl4, Propositions 7.2.2 and
7.2.12].

2.1.5. Finally, we recall how the choice of a real group structure ¢ on a complex
semisimple algebraic group G induces a I'-action on Dyn(G). We refer to [Conl4,
Remark 7.1.2] or [MJT21, Section A.2] and references therein for details.

Let B C G be a Borel subgroup, and let ' C B be a maximal torus. (We say
that (T, B) is a Borel pair in G.) Then (T',B’) := (o(T'),0(B)) is another Borel
pair in G, and so there exists ¢, € G (unique up to left multiplication by an element
of T') such that

ceT'c;' =T and c¢,B'c;' = B.
Let 0 := inn. o o that is an antiregular automorphism of G. Since (T) = T and
6(B) = B, the automorphism 6 induces a lattice automorphism of the character
group X(T') := Homg, (T, G, c) as follows:

Vx € X(T), x+— "x:=09oxof !,

where o¢(t) = t is the complex conjugation on G,, c. One can check that this lattice
automorphism is of order < 2, that it does not depend on the choice of ¢,, and that
it stabilizes the sets of roots R C X(T') and of simple roots S C R associated with
the triple (G, B, T).

Definition 2.5. By the previous discussion, the choice of ¢ induces an action
I' —» Aut(Dyn(G)), usually referred as the x-action induced by o. This action
does not depend on the choice of the Borel pair (T, B) in G. We will denote by
op € Aut(Dyn(G)) the image of the non-trivial element v € T'.

Remark 2.6. It follows from the definition of the x-action that if o is an inner twist
of ¢/, then the x-actions induced by ¢ and ¢’ coincide. In particular, if o is an inner
twist of a split real group structure on G, then op is trivial. On the other hand, if
o is an outer twist of a split real group structure on G, then it follows from [Conl4,
Section 1.5, second half of p. 41] that op is non-trivial.

2.2. Equivariant real structures. We fix a complex algebraic group G, a real
group structure o on G, and we denote by Gy = G/(0) the corresponding real form.

2.2.1. We start by recalling the notions of real forms and equivariant real struc-
tures for complex G-varieties, and how they are related, as we did for complex
algebraic groups in Section 2.1.1.

Definition 2.7. Let X be a complex G-variety.

1. An (R, Gyp)-form of X is a pair (Xo, Z) with Xy a real Go-variety and Z: X —
X0 Xgpec(r) Spec(C) an isomorphism of complex G-varieties. (As for real forms
of complex algebraic groups, one usually drops the isomorphism = and simply
write that X is a form of X.)

2. A (G, o0)-equivariant real structure on X is an antiregular involution p on X,
that is, a scheme involution on X such that the following diagram commutes

X - X
Spec(C) Spec(=7) Spec(C)
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and satisfying the condition (x) stated in the introduction.
3. Two (G, 0)-equivariant real structures p and ' on X are equivalent if there
exists a G-equivariant automorphism ¢ € Aut& (X) such that 4/ = popuop™!.
We now suppose that X is quasi-projective. (Later in this article, we will in fact
restrict to the case where X is quasi-affine.) Under this condition, as for real group
structures (see Section 2.1.1), there is a correspondence between (G, o)-equivariant
real structures on X and (R, Gy)-forms of X (see [Bor20, Section 5]). Moreover, this
correspondence induces a bijection between isomorphism classes of (R, G)-forms
of X (as real algebraic Gy-varieties) and equivalence classes of (G, o)-equivariant

real structures on X.

Example 2.8. Considering the Lie algebra g of G as a G-variety for the adjoint
action, we observe that the antilinear Lie algebra involution do., obtained by dif-
ferentiating o at the identity element, is also a (G, o)-equivariant real structure on
g. Indeed, for a fixed g € G, if we denote inng: G — G, h + ghg™!, then we have

inn,

a(g) 00 = 0 ©lllg,

and the condition (%) follows from computing the differential at the identity element
on both sides of this equality.

2.2.2. The condition (%) implies that an equivariant real structure g on a G-
variety X maps G-orbits to G-orbits, and so a given G-orbit is either fixed by p
or exchanged with another G-orbit. In particular, if X has a dense open orbit U,
then U must be fixed by 1, and so )y is an equivariant real structure on U. Let us
note that a given equivariant real structure pg on U need not extend to X, but if
1o extends to X, then this extension is unique by [Har77, Chapter I, Lemma 4.1].

2.2.3. In the case of homogeneous spaces, we have the following criterion for the
existence of an equivariant real structure.

Lemma 2.9. ([MJT21, Lemma 2.4]) Let X = G/H be a homogeneous space. Then
X admits a (G, 0)-equivariant real structure if and only if there exists go € G such
that the following two conditions hold:

1. (G, o)-compatibility condition: o(H) = goHgy "

2. involution condition: o(g0)go € H
in which case one real structure is given by

Vk € G, wkH) = o(k)goH.

2.2.4. The classical way to determine the number of equivalence classes for real
structures, assuming that such a structure exists, is via Galois cohomology (see
[Ser02] for a general reference on Galois cohomology).

Lemma 2.10. ([MJT21, Lemma 2.11], see also [Wed18, Section 8])
Let X be a G-variety endowed with a (G, 0)-equivariant real structure pg. Let the

Galois group I act on Autg(X) by conjugation by o, and denote by H (T, Autg(X))
the corresponding first Galois cohomology set. Then the map

HY(T, Autf (X)) — {equivalence classes of (G,0)-equivariant real structures on X}
P = ¥ O Mo

is a bijection that sends the identity element to the equivalence class of .
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2.3. Nilpotent orbits in semisimple Lie algebras. In this section we recall
some classical facts concerning nilpotent orbits in semisimple Lie algebras that we
will need to prove the Main Theorem.

Let G be a complex semisimple algebraic group, and let g be its Lie algebra. We
denote by A the nilpotent cone of g, that is, the G-stable closed subset of g formed
by the elements v € g such that ad, : g — g, u — [u,v], is a nilpotent endomorphism
of the C-vector space g. Then the following hold:

(N1) The nilpotent cone N is a finite union of G-orbits (see [CM93, Corollary 3.2.15]).
(N2) The dimension of a nilpotent orbit is always even (see [CM93, Corollary 1.4.8]).

(N3) Each nilpotent orbit is stable for the G, c-action induced by the scalar multi-
plication on g (see the proof in [CM93, Lemma 4.3.1]).

(N4) To every nilpotent orbit O C g is associated a unique weighted Dynkin diagram
w(0O), that is, a labeling of the nodes of the Dynkin diagram Dyn(G) with labels
in {0,1,2} (see [CM93, Section 3.5]). When g is a complex simple Lie algebra,
a complete classification of the weighted Dynkin diagrams corresponding to
nilpotent orbits can be found in [CM93, Section 5.3], for the classical cases,
and in [CM93, Section 8.4], for the exceptional cases.

(N5) If v € N, then (G -v) N3(g?) C g is a dense open subset of 3(g¥), where g” :=
{u € g|[u,v] =0} and 3(g") is the center of g (see [TY05, Propositions 35.3.3
and 35.3.4]).

(N6) Let v1,ve2 € N. Then Stabg(v1) and Stabg(vs) are conjugate in G if and only
if v1 and vg belong to the same nilpotent orbit (see [Bro98b, Theorem 3.7.1],
using the fact that each nilpotent orbit is a decomposition class).

(N7) Since the Lie algebra g is semisimple, it is isomorphic to a direct sum of simple
Lie algebras @, ; g; on which G acts componentwise through the adjoint group
G/Z(G). Then the nilpotent orbits in g identify with the products [],.; O;,
where each O; is a nilpotent orbit in g;. The same holds for the nilpotent orbit
closures in g and their normalizations.

3. EXISTENCE OF REAL STRUCTURES ON NILPOTENT ORBITS

Let G be a complex semisimple algebraic group endowed with a real group struc-
ture o. Let (T, B) be a Borel pair in G. Let g be the Lie algebra of G, and let O
be a nilpotent orbit in g.

In this section we prove the equivalences (a) < (b)(Proposition 3.1) and (a) <
(d) (Corollary 3.3) of the Main Theorem. In particular, the equivalence (b) < (d)
gives a combinatorial criterion for the existence of an equivariant real structure on
a given nilpotent orbit, and we then use this criterion to determine which nilpotent
orbits admit an equivariant real structure (see Proposition 3.5 and the discussion
before).

Proposition 3.1.
(1) If do.(O) = O, then (do.)|o is a (G,0)-equivariant real structure on O.
(2) If doo(O) # O, then O does not admit a (G, 0)-equivariant real structure.

Proof. (1): Follows from Example 2.8.

(2): Let v € O and V' := do.(v) € O := do.(O). Let H := Stabg(v) and H' :=
Stabg(v'). Since do, is a (G, o)-equivariant real structure on g, the condition (x)
holds for every element in g; in particular, the condition (x) applied to v implies
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that o(H) = H'. Let us assume that O admits a (G, 0)-equivariant real structure.
By Lemma 2.91., there exists gy € G such that o(H) = goHgy ', and so H and
H' = o(H) are conjugate. But, according to (N6), the subgroups H and H’ are
conjugate if and only if O = O'. The result follows by contraposition. (]

Proposition 3.2. Let w(O) be the weighted Dynkin diagram associated to O. Then
w(do(0)) = op(w(0)),
where op is the Dynkin diagram automorphism induced by o (see Definition 2.5).

Proof. We keep the notation of Section 2.1.5. Let t C g be the Cartan subalgebra
associated to T C G. Given a nilpotent orbit O C g, we recall the construction
of the corresponding weighted Dynkin diagram w(QO) (see [CM93, Section 3.5] for
details). There exists an slo-triple (x, ¢, y) with € O, t € t, and such that for every
simple root a € S, we have da.(t) € N, where da, € t* is the differential of the
simple root « at the identity element. In fact, for a given O, there is a unique ¢t € t
satisfying this last condition, and one can furthermore show that da.(t) € {0, 1, 2}.
Then w(O) is defined by associating to each node a@ € S of Dyn(G) the label
da.(t) € {0,1,2}.

Let us now consider the weighted Dynkin diagram op(w(O)). By definition of
op, it is the weighted Dynkin diagram defined by associating to each node v € S
of Dyn(G) the label

(o) d(7a)e(t) = dae(dO*(t)) € {0,1,2},

where df ! is the antilinear Lie algebra automorphism obtained by differentiating
=00 inn_-1: G — G at the identity element. On the other hand, if (z,t,y) is
an sly-triple as above, then

(.t y") o= (dO7 (x),dO7 (1), dOZ (y))

is an sly-triple with 2/ € d6;1(O) = do.(c; ' - O) = do.(O), t' € t (since §(T) = T),
and such that for every simple root a € S, we have dae(t') € N by (o). It follows
that w(do.(0)) = op(w(0)). O

The following result is a straightforward consequence of Proposition 3.2 together
with (N4).

Corollary 3.3. We have do.(0O) = O if and only if op(w(O)) = w(O).

We now determine which nilpotent orbits in g admit an equivariant real structure
(i.e. the nilpotent orbits O such that do.(O) = O). Applying Lemma 2.3, we reduce
to the case where either
(A) g is simple; or
(B) g ~ I @[ with [ = Lie(L) a simple summand, and 0: L x L — L x L is

(91,92) — (0'(g2),0'(g1)), where ¢’ is any real group structure on L.
In Case (B), the nilpotent orbits of g stabilized by do. are the orbits of the form

(01,dol(Oq)) with O; a nilpotent orbit in [. Hence, only these nilpotent orbits
admit a (G, o)-equivariant real structure.

On the other hand, Case (A) will be handled by Proposition 3.5, but we first
need to recall the partition type classification of nilpotent orbits in type D,,.
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Theorem 3.4. ([CM93, Theorem 5.1.4]) Nilpotent orbits in sos, (type D, with
n > 4) are parametrized by partitions of 2n in which even parts occur with even
multiplicity, except that “very even” partitions d = [dy,...,d,]| (those with only
even parts, each having even multiplicity) correspond to two orbits, denoted by O}
and OX.

Proposition 3.5. Assume that G is simple. Then do.(O) # O if and only if one
of the following two conditions holds:

1. G is of type D4, o is an outer twist of a split real group structure on G
(i.e. g97¢ ~ s05 3 or 507.1), and O belongs to one of the pairs of orbits swapped
by the x-action induced by o (see Example 3.6 below).

2. G is of type Doy, with n > 3, o is an outer twist of a split real group structure
on G (i.e. g9 ~ s0, , with p and q odd), and O € {O, OF} with d a very
even partition.

Proof. o If o is an inner twist of a split real group structure on G, then the
corresponding Dynkin diagram automorphism op is trivial (see Remark 2.6).
Hence, Corollary 3.3 yields do.(O) = O in this case.

o In types A, (n > 2), Dy 1 (n > 2) and Fjg, the weighted Dynkin diagram w(QO)
is invariant under the non-trivial Dynkin diagram automorphism; see [CM93,
Lemma 3.6.5] for the type A,, [CM93, Lemma 5.3.4 and Remark 5.3.6] for the
type Dap11, and [CM93, Section 8.4] for the case Eg. Hence, Corollary 3.3 yields
again do.(O) = O in this case.

o In type Dy, (n > 2), if o is an outer twist of a split real group structure on G,
then op is a non-trivial involution of Dyn(G) (see Remark 2.6). In type Dy, the
group Aut(Dyn(G)) ~ &3 contains three (conjugate) involutions, and op can
be each of them depending on the choice of ¢ in its equivalence class. In type
Dy, (n > 3), we have Aut(Dyn(G)) = (op) ~ Z/2Z. The result follows then
from the description of the weighted Dynkin diagrams given in [CM93, Example
5.3.7] in type Dy and in [CM93, Lemmas 5.3.4 and 5.3.5, Remark 5.3.6] in type

O

Example 3.6. A partial order relation is defined on the set of nilpotent orbits of
g by inclusion of closures. In type Dy, the Hasse diagram representing this partial
order is the following (see [CM93, Section 6.2]).

O Here the dotted arrows indicate which
‘ pairs of orbits can be swapped by the
Ops.3) *-action induced by an outer twist of a
/ | \ split real group structure on G.
Ol <\>O[w </>0f‘42]
0[32712]
\
Of3,22,1)
OI < >0 5] < > O]I
21 T 4 2
0[22’14]

0[18]
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4. UNIQUENESS OF REAL STRUCTURES ON NILPOTENT ORBITS

We keep the notation of Section 3. In this section, we prove that all (G,o)-
equivariant real structures on O are equivalent (Theorem 4.2).

We recall that, if X ~ G/H is a homogeneous space, then there is an isomorphism
of groups (see [Tim1l, Proposition 1.8]) given by

Ne(H)/H = AutS(X), nH — (ong: gH — gn™ H),

where N¢(H) denotes the normalizer of H in G.

Let O ~ [[;c; Oi ~ G/H be a nilpotent orbit in g ~ @,.; 9, and let Q :=
Ne(H)/H ~ Aut§ (©). The following result, which is essentially due to Brylinski
and Kostant [BK91], describes the structure of the algebraic group Q.

Theorem 4.1. The linear algebraic group @Q is connected and solvable. Further-
more, the unipotent radical U of Q is of codimension

d=d(0):=Card({i € I, O; # {0}})
in Q. In particular, we have T := Q/U ~ an’c and Q ~U x T.

Proof. Let v € O such that Stabg(v) = H. Then Q ~ @ - v as algebraic varieties.
Also, by [BK91, Theorem D], we have @ - v = O N 3(g"), which is a dense open
subset of 3(g”) by (N5). Hence, Q ~ @ - v is irreducible, and so @ is connected.
Now the fact that @ is solvable and that its unipotent radical is of codimension
d in @ is precisely the content of [BK91, Theorem 23 and Remark 23.1]. The last
sentence follows from general results on the structure of connected solvable linear
algebraic groups (see e.g. [Bor91, Section 10.6]). O

Theorem 4.2. All (G, 0)-equivariant real structures on O are equivalent.

Proof. If O admits no (G, o)-equivariant real structure, then there is nothing to
prove. Otherwise, according to Proposition 3.1, yig := (do.) o is a (G, 0)-equivariant
real structure on O. Thus, conjugation by o yields a I'-action on the group
Autg (0) ~ @, and according to Lemma 2.10, the first Galois cohomology set
H(T', Q) parametrizes the equivalence classes of (G, o)-equivariant real structures
on O. Therefore proving the theorem is equivalent to prove that this set is a
singleton.

Let K := ng,c acting on g ~ P,.; g; by scalar multiplication on each simple
component g; such that O; # {0}. By (N3), the torus K acts faithfully on O, and
so there is an inclusion of algebraic groups K < Autg (0) ~ Q. Using the fact
that pug = do, is an antilinear Lie algebra involution that permutes the g;, we have
the following two possibilities (with the notation of Lemma 2.2):

o Assume that O; # {0} and po(g;) = g;. In this case, T" acts on the corresponding

G, ¢ through 0. Indeed, denoting ¢;: g, = gi, v — ¢ - v, we see that

Holg; © ¥t © Holg; = ¥t
o Assume that O;,0; # {0} and po(g; @ g;) = g; ® gi- Then g; @ g; =[S, for
some simple Lie algebra [, and pig|g,@q, identifies with [& [ — [, (vi,v2) —
(¢(v2),% " (v1)), where ¢ is an antilinear Lie algebra automorphism. In this
case, I' acts on the corresponding an)(c through the real group structure oo.
Indeed, denoting @, ¢,): [ = [& [, (v1,v2) = (t1 - v1,t2 - v2), we see that

Holgidg; © P(tr,t2) © Holgidg; — P(iz,01)
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Therefore, the T-action on Aut& (O), given by the conjugation by s, stabilizes the
subgroup K, and the restriction of the M-action on Aut&(O) to K = an’(c coincides
with the I'-action on K induced by a real group structure equivalent to o " x o5 "
for some ng, ny € Z>o such that d = ng + 2ne. But then [MJT21, Proposition 1.18]
implies that H!(T', K) is trivial.

Moreover, the homomorphism @ — @, ¢ — 7 - ¢ is an antiregular algebraic
group involution, and so the I'-action on @ stabilizes the unipotent radical U of @
and induces a I'-action on the quotient T = /U such that the quotient morphism
m: @ — T is then I'-equivariant. It follows that isomorphism of algebraic groups
7k K ~ T is T-equivariant. Consequently, it induces an isomorphism of abelian
groups between H!(T', K') and H'(T', T), and so HY(T, T) is trivial.

Finally, the exact sequence of algebraic groups given by Theorem 4.1, namely

1-U—-Q—-T—1,

induces a long exact sequence of pointed sets (see [Ser02, Chp. I, Section 5.5]). In
particular, we have
HY(T,U) - HY(T',Q) — HY(I,T) = {e}.

But HY(T',U) is a singleton by [Ser02, Chp. T, Section 2.1, Proposition 6], and so
HY(T', Q) is also a singleton, which concludes the proof of the theorem. O

5. EXTENSION OF REAL STRUCTURES TO NILPOTENT ORBIT CLOSURES

We maintain the notation of Section 3. In this section, we prove that every
(G, 0)-equivariant real structure on O extends uniquely to O, and that all (G, 0)-
equivariant real structures on O are equivalent (Proposition 5.2). We then briefly
review what is known about the (non-)normality of nilpotent orbit closures in
semisimple Lie algebras, and finish this section by considering an example related
to our extension problem (Example 5.3).

Lemma 5.1. Let X be a complex normal affine G-variety, and assume that there
exists a G-stable dense open subset Xo C X such that codim(X \ Xo, X) > 2.
Then any G-equivariant automorphism of Xo extends uniquely to a G-equivariant
automorphism of X.

Proof. 1t is clear that if an automorphism extends from Xg to X, then this extension
is unique by [Har77, Chapter I, Lemma 4.1].
Since X is normal and codim(X \ Xy, X) > 2, the map

H(X,0x) = H(X0,0x,), f+ fix,

is an isomorphism of C-algebras, and so Spec(H" (X, Ox,)) =~ Spec(H°(X, Ox)) ~
X. By [Sta22, Tag 01P9], the affinization morphism

Xy — Spec(HO(Xo,OXO)) ~ X

is an open immersion; it coincides with the inclusion morphism Xy — X.
Let ¢ be an automorphism of Xy. Then it follows that

@ := Spec(p*): X ~ Spec(H(Xy,Ox,)) — Spec(H(X,,0x,)) ~ X
is an automorphism of X that extends (uniquely) ¢. Furthermore, the set

N{zeX|g(g-2)=g-¢()}

geG


https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/01P9
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is a closed subset of X containing the dense open subset Xy, and so it is equal to
X. Therefore, ¢ is a G-equivariant automorphism of X. ([

Proposition 5.2. Every (G, o)-equivariant real structure on O extends uniquely
to the normalization O of O. Furthermore, all (G, )-equivariant real structures on
O are equivalent.

Proof. If p is a (G, 0)-equivariant real structure on O, then by Theorem 4.2, there
exists ¢ € Aut& () such that g = ¢ o (doe)jo o ¢~ '. The equivariant real struc-
ture (doc)jo is the restriction of do.: g — g, so it extends (uniquely by [Har77,
Chapter I, Lemma 4.1]) to O, and also to O by the universal property of the
normalization morphism (see e.g. [GW09, Section 12.11]). With a slight abuse of

notation, we will write (doe),5 to denote the extension of (doe)jo to O.

In addition, ¢ € Aut& (O) also extends (uniquely) to @ € Aut& (O) by Lemma 5.1
applied to X = O and Xy = O (here the fact that codim(X \ Xy, X) > 2 follows
from (N2)). Hence, i := @ o (dae)@ o ¢~ tisa (G,o)-equivariant real structure on

o extending p. The fact that this extension is uniquely defined by p follows again
from [Har77, Chapter I, Lemma 4.1].

It remains to prove the second part of the proposition. Let g be any (G,o0)-
equivariant real structure on O. Then its restriction to O, denoted by p, is equiv-
alent to (doc)jo by Theorem 4.2. Hence, there exists ¢ € Aut&(0) such that
p=¢o(doe)oop . By Lemma 5.1, ¢ extends to ¢ € Autg(é), and so we must
have 1 = po (doe)@ o @~ 1. In particular, i is equivalent to (dae)‘@. Therefore, all

(G, 0)-equivariant real structures on O are equivalent. O

The question of which nilpotent orbits in a complex simple Lie algebra have
normal closure has been studied by many authors. Let us note that, since a product
variety is normal if and only if each factor is normal, the (non-)normality of O ~
[T;c; O: (see (NT7)) is therefore easily deduced from the (non-)normality of the O;,
which means that we can reduce to the case where g is simple. Here is a list of
some known results on this topic, with references:

e The regular orbit, the subregular orbit, and the minimal orbit have normal
closure [Kos63, VP72, Bro94].

« Nilpotent orbits in sl,, have normal closure [Hes79, KP79].

« Nilpotent orbits in so,, and sp,,, having normal closure are determined in [KP82,
Som05].

« Nilpotent orbits in gs, f4, and ¢ having normal closure are classified in [LS88,
Kra89, Bro98c, Som03]. A list of nilpotent orbits in e7 and es whose closure
is non-normal, which is expected to be the complete list, is given in [Bro98a,
Section 7.8].

We now give an example of a quasi-affine surface X in A¢, endowed with a real
structure p that does not extend to the closure X of Xy in A% but does extend to
the normalization X of X.

Example 5.3. Let X be the image of the morphism
A2 = AL, (s,t) = (5,88, 82, 83);
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it is a closed non-normal affine surface in AZ, defined by the prime ideal

(ww — v*, vw — uz, uw? — v, w* — %) in Clu, v, w, z].
One can check that X has an isolated singularity at p := (0,0,0,0), and that f re-
stricts to an isomorphism AZ\ {(0,0)} — X, := X \ p. Moreover, the normalization
of X, which coincides with the affinization of X, is X = Aé and the normalization
morphism corresponds to the inclusion of C-algebras Cly, yz, 22, 23] C Cly, 2].
Let fi be the real structure on X given by (s,t) — (t,5). It restricts to a real
structure p on Xy (as (0,0) is fixed by ). But the corresponding comorphism

,U,* : (C[y, Z] — (C[y, Z]a Q(ya Z) — @(Z, y)

does not preserve Cly,yz, 22, 23] (as u* exchanges y and z), and so u does not
extend to a real structure on X.

We do not know whether a similar phenomenon can occur when X is a nilpotent
orbit with non-normal closure. More precisely, by the results we have proven, we
know that any (G, o)-equivariant real structure on a nilpotent orbit is equivalent to
one that extends (whether the closure of the orbit is normal or not), namely doe.
However, in the case where the nilpotent orbit does not have a normal closure, it
is a priori possible that we have two equivalent real structures, one that extends,
and one that does not, or even two that extend to inequivalent real structures.

6. BACK TO EXAMPLE 1.4

In this last section, we justify that the map p, given in Example 1.4, is a (G, 0)-
equivariant real structure on O,.,4 that does not extend to a (G, 0)-equivariant real
structure on slz. (Of course, it follows from our Main Theorem that u is equivalent
to a (G, o)-equivariant real structure that does extend to g, namely (do.))o,.,, but
we will see that this does not imply that p itself extends to g.)

Recall that, in this example, G = SL3(C), and o(g) =g for all g € G. To check
that p is indeed a (G, o)-equivariant real structure on O,.g4, it suffices to check that
(1 0

the element g := 0| satisfies the two conditions of Lemma 2.9 with
1

O = S,

0
10

ca,bce Cwitha® =1},

0 1 0
0 0 0

o o R

b
a
0

L 0

which is a straightforward computation left to the reader.
Let o = (doe)|o,.,, and let ¢ := pgo p € Aut (Orey). We check that

010 1 —i 0 010 0 1 —i
©: Oreg = Opeg, 910 0 1| = |g|0 1 0]]-10 0 1] =g¢-|10 0 1
0 0O 0 0 1 0 00 0 0 0

Since g is the restriction of do.: sl3 — sl3, we see that p extends to a (G,0)-
equivariant real structure on sls if and only if there exists ® € Aut& (sl3) such that

(b‘ow“eg = SO'
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Suppose that such a ® exists. Then, for any u € sl3, the isotropy subgroups

a b 0
of uw and ®(u) are the same. Let ugp := [0 a 0 | with a,b € C*. Then
0 0 —2a

a 0

0 a O a € C*, 8 € C » is the isotropy subgroup of u, 4 in G. Moreover,

0 0 a2
we check that {uqp | a,b € C*} are the only elements in sl3 with this isotropy
subgroup, and so this set must be stable by ®.

Let fi, f2 be two C-scheme endomorphisms of A{ \ {0} such that ®(u, 1) =
Uf, (a),f2(a)- 1t is well-known that fi(a) = v;a% with v; € C* and ¢ € Z. Let

a 1 0 a”l 0 3
we = |0 a 1 | andlet g, := 3| 0 a ' —9a|. Then we check that
0 0 —2a 0 0 274>
Wq = Gq - Ua,1, and thus
01 — 01 0
00 1|=a]0 0 1 :<I>(lin%)wa):lin%)‘b(wa):lin%)(ga-@(ua,l))
0 0 0 0 O 0 a— a—r a—r
viat  vea®? %(1/2@62_1 — v1a~?)
= lim (ga . Ufl(a),fQ(a)) = lim 0 viat viaf!
a—0 a—0 0 0 721/1&61

This implies readily that e; = 1,e5 = 0,11 = v = 1, but then vya®? ' =102 = 0,

which is absurd. Hence, there is no ® € Autg(slg) such that ®|p,.. = ¢, and so
the (G, o)-equivariant real structure g given in Example 1.4 is not obtained by
restricting a (G, 0)-equivariant real structure from sl to Oy.q.

REFERENCES

[BK91] Ranee Brylinski and Bertram Kostant. The variety of all invariant symplectic structures
on a homogeneous space and normalizers of isotropy subgroups. In Symplectic geometry
and mathematical physics (Aiz-en-Provence, 1990), volume 99 of Progr. Math., pages
80-113. Birkh&auser Boston, Boston, MA, 1991.

[Bor91] Armand Borel. Linear algebraic groups, volume 126 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics.
Springer-Verlag, New York, second edition, 1991.

[Bor20] Mikhail Borovoi. Equivariant models of spherical varieties. Transform. Groups, 25(2):391—
439, 2020.

[Bro94] Bram Broer. Normality of some nilpotent varieties and cohomology of line bundles on the
cotangent bundle of the flag variety. In Lie theory and geometry, volume 123 of Progr.
Math., pages 1-19. Birkh&user Boston, Boston, MA, 1994.

[Bro98a] Abraham Broer. Decomposition varieties in semisimple Lie algebras. Canad. J. Math.,
50(5):929-971, 1998.

[Bro98b] Abraham Broer. Lectures on decomposition classes. In Representation theories and alge-
braic geometry (Montreal, PQ, 1997), volume 514 of NATO Adv. Sci. Inst. Ser. C Math.
Phys. Sci., pages 39-83. Kluwer Acad. Publ., Dordrecht, 1998.

[Bro98c] Abraham Broer. Normal nilpotent varieties in Fy. J. Algebra, 207(2):427-448, 1998.

[BS64] A. Borel and J.-P. Serre. Théorémes de finitude en cohomologie galoisienne. Comment.
Math. Helv., 39:111-164, 1964.

[Cas08] Bill Casselman. Computations in real tori. In Representation theory of real reductive Lie
groups, volume 472 of Contemp. Math., pages 137-151. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence,
RI, 2008.



16 MICHAEL BULOIS, LUCY MOSER-JAUSLIN, AND RONAN TERPEREAU

[CM93] David H. Collingwood and William M. McGovern. Nilpotent orbits in semisimple Lie
algebras. Van Nostrand Reinhold Mathematics Series. Van Nostrand Reinhold Co., New
York, 1993.

[Conl14] Brian Conrad. Reductive group schemes. In Autour des schémas en groupes. Vol. I,
volume 42/43 of Panor. Syntheéses, pages 93-444. Soc. Math. France, Paris, 2014.
[Crol6] Peter Crooks. Properties of nilpotent orbit complexification. J. Gen. Lie Theory Appl.,

10(S2):Art. ID 012, 6, 2016.

[FSS98] Yuval Z. Flicker, Claus Scheiderer, and R. Sujatha. Grothendieck’s theorem on non-
abelian H? and local-global principles. J. Am. Math. Soc., 11(3):731-750, 1998.

[GW09] Roe Goodman and Nolan R. Wallach. Symmetry, representations, and invariants, volume
255 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer, Dordrecht, 2009.

[Har77] Robin Hartshorne. Algebraic geometry. Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, 1977.
Graduate Texts in Mathematics, No. 52.

[Hes79] Wim Hesselink. The normality of closures of orbits in a Lie algebra. Comment. Math.
Helv., 54(1):105-110, 1979.

[Kna02] Anthony W. Knapp. Lie groups beyond an introduction, volume 140 of Progress in Math-
ematics. Birkh&user Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, second edition, 2002.

[Kos63] Bertram Kostant. Lie group representations on polynomial rings. Amer. J. Math., 85:327—
404, 1963.

[KP79] Hanspeter Kraft and Claudio Procesi. Closures of conjugacy classes of matrices are normal.
Invent. Math., 53(3):227-247, 1979.

[KP82] Hanspeter Kraft and Claudio Procesi. On the geometry of conjugacy classes in classical
groups. Comment. Math. Helv., 57(4):539-602, 1982.

[Kra89] Hanspeter Kraft. Closures of conjugacy classes in Ga. J. Algebra, 126(2):454-465, 1989.

[LS88] T. Levasseur and S. P. Smith. Primitive ideals and nilpotent orbits in type Ga. J. Algebra,
114(1):81-105, 1988.

[MJT] Lucy Moser-Jauslin and Ronan Terpereau. Forms of almost homogeneous varieties over
perfect fields. Preprint arXiv:2008.05197.

[MJT21] Lucy Moser-Jauslin and Ronan Terpereau. Real Structures on Horospherical Varieties.
Michigan Mathematical Journal, (Advance Publication):1 — 38, 2021.

[Pro07] Claudio Procesi. Lie groups. Universitext. Springer, New York, 2007. An approach through
invariants and representations.

[Ser02] Jean-Pierre Serre. Galois cohomology. Springer Monographs in Mathematics. Springer-
Verlag, Berlin, english edition, 2002. Translated from the French by Patrick Ion and
revised by the author.

[Som03] Eric Sommers. Normality of nilpotent varieties in Eg. J. Algebra, 270(1):288-306, 2003.

[Som05] Eric Sommers. Normality of very even nilpotent varieties in Dy;. Bull. London Math.
Soc., 37(3):351-360, 2005.

[Sta22] The Stacks Project Authors. Stacks Project. https://stacks.math.columbia.edu, 2022.

[Tim11] Dmitry A. Timashev. Homogeneous spaces and equivariant embeddings, volume 138 of
Encyclopaedia of Mathematical Sciences. Springer, Heidelberg, 2011. Invariant Theory
and Algebraic Transformation Groups, 8.

[TY05] Patrice Tauvel and Rupert W. T. Yu. Lie algebras and algebraic groups. Springer Mono-
graphs in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2005.

[VPT72] E. B. Vinberg and V. L. Popov. A certain class of quasihomogeneous affine varieties. Izv.
Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat., 36:749-764, 1972.

[Wed18] Torsten Wedhorn. Spherical spaces. Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble), 68(1):229-256, 2018.

INSTITUT CAMILLE JORDAN, UMR 5208 CNRS, UN1v LyoN, UNIVERSITE JEAN MONNET, 42023
SAINT-ETIENNE, FRANCE
Email address: michael.bulois@univ-st-etienne.fr

INSTITUT DE MATHEMATIQUES DE BOURGOGNE, UMR 5584 CNRS, UNIVERSITE BOURGOGNE
FRANCHE-COMTE, F-21000 D1JON, FRANCE
Email address: lucy.moser-jauslin@u-bourgogne.fr

INSTITUT DE MATHEMATIQUES DE BOURGOGNE, UMR 5584 CNRS, UNIVERSITE BOURGOGNE
FRANCHE-COMTE, F-21000 D1JON, FRANCE
Email address: ronan.terpereau@u-bourgogne.fr


https://stacks.math.columbia.edu

	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. Existence of real structures on nilpotent orbits
	4. Uniqueness of real structures on nilpotent orbits
	5. Extension of real structures to nilpotent orbit closures
	6. Back to Example 1.4
	References

