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ABSTRACT

Nathaniel Bushek: Descending G-equivariant line bundles to GIT quotients
(Under the direction of Shrawan Kumar)

In part one, we consider descent of line bundles to GIT quotients of products of flag varieties. Let
G be a simple, connected, algebraic group over C, B a Borel subgroup, and T" C B a maximal torus.
Consider the diagonal action of G' on the projective variety (G/B)3 = G/B x G/B x G/B. For any
triple (1, X2, x3) of regular characters there is a G-equivariant line bundle £ on (G/B)3. Then, L is
said to descend to the GIT quotient 7 : [(G/B)3(L)]** — (G/B)3(L)//G if there exists a line bundle
L on (G/B)3(L)//G such that L ||/ py(c)s= L.

Let @ be the root lattice, A the weight lattice, and d the least common multiple of the coefficients
of the highest root € of g, the Lie algebra of GG, written in terms of simple roots. We show that £
descends if x1, x2, x3 € dA and x1 + x2 + x3 € [, where T is the intersection over root lattices Qs of
all semisimple Lie subalgebras s C g of maximal rank. Moreover, we show that £ never descends if
X1+ x2+xs ¢ Q.

In part two, we discuss joint work with Shrawan Kumar. Let g be any simple Lie algebra over C.
Recall that there exists a principal TDS embedding of sly into g passing through a principal nilpotent
element of g. Moreover, A(g*)? is generated by primitive elements w,...,wy, where ¢ is the rank
of g. N. Hitchin conjectured that for any primitive element w € A%(g*)?, there exists an irreducible
sly-submodule V,, C g of dimension d such that w is non-zero on the line A%(V,,). We prove that the
validity of this conjecture for simple simply-laced Lie algebras implies its validity for any simple Lie
algebra.

Let G be a connected, simply-connected, simple, simply-laced algebraic group and let o be
a diagram automorphism of G with fixed subgroup K. Then, we show that the restriction map
R(G) — R(K) is surjective, where R denotes the representation ring over Z. As a corollary, we show
that the restriction map in the singular cohomology H*(G) — H*(K) is surjective. Our proof of the

reduction of Hitchin’s conjecture to the simply-laced case relies on this cohomological surjectivity.
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INTRODUCTION

In this thesis we consider two separate questions that, in common, utilize the relationship between
Geometric Invariant Theory (GIT) of a simple, complex algebraic group G acting on a variety and
the corresponding representation theory of G. The first problem considers under what conditions a
line bundle £ on (G/B x G/B x G/B) descends to the GIT quotient (G/B x G/B x G/B)//G. The
question of descent in this context has implications to the tensor product decomposition problem.
In part two, we consider a conjecture of N. Hitchin that remains an open question for all simple,
complex Lie algebras g. In joint work with S. Kumar, we prove that if this conjecture holds for all

simple g of simply-laced type, then it holds for all simple g.

0.1 Descending line bundles to (G/B x G/B x G/B)//G

Let G be a simple, connected, complex linear algebraic group. Let B be a fixed Borel subgroup
and T' C B a fixed maximal torus. Let g be the Lie algebra of GG, and t, b, the Lie algebras of T" and
B. Let A be the weight lattices of g and X (T') the character group of T. We let A™ denote the
regular weights and X (7)™ = X (T) N AT the regular characters.

Then (G/B)3 = (G/B x G/B x G/B) is a projective variety with a natural action of G’ given by
the diagonal of left multiplication. Let £ be an ample line bundle on (G/B)3. By taking the external
tensor product of three ample G-equivariant line bundles associated to a regular characters on G/B,
ample line bundles on (G/B)? correspond to triples of regular characters on T. Let £(x1, X2, X3)
be the line bundle associated to the triple of regular characters (x1, X2, x3). Then, we consider the

following question.

Question 0.1.1. What conditions can be placed on a triple of regular characters (xi1,Xx2,x3) to
know that the corresponding line bundle £(x1, X2, x3) on (G/B)? will or will not descend to the GIT
quotient (G/B)3//G?

Although the question of descending line bundles has been considered in many contexts (e.g.,

[24]), the primary model for descent in this context comes from the work of Shrawan Kumar. In [17],



Kumar considered the descent question for the GIT quotient (G/P)//T, where B C P is a parabolic
and the torus action is by left multiplication. Line bundles over G/P correspond to a single dominant
weight x (Kumar considered the simply-connected group) such that x vanishes on the subspace of t
spanned by the roots of the Levi subgroup of P.

Now, for a simple g, let ' denote the intersection over all root lattices Q) of all semisimple
Lie subalgebras s of g of maximal rank. Using Borel-de Siebenthal theory (cf. [33]) of maximal
subalgebras, Kumar gives an explicit description of the lattice I' for each simple g, which is listed in

Table 2.1. Finally, Kumar proves the following ([17], Theorem 3.10).
Theorem 0.1.1. The line bundle L(x) descends to (G/P)//T if and only if x € T.

When considering descent of a line bundle £(x1, X2, x3) to (G/B)3//G, the lattice T' continues to
play an important role. Let d be the least common multiple of the coefficients of the longest root 6 of
g when expressed in terms of the simple roots (cf. Table 2.2). The following theorem is the main

result of part one.

Theorem 0.1.2. Given x1,x2,x3 € X(T)™, if x1,x2,x3 € dA and x1 + x2 + x3 € I, then
L(x1,x2,x3) descends to (G/B)?//G.

The proof of this theorem follows methods similar to those used by Kumar in Theorem 0.1.1. We
utilize Kempf’s ‘descent’ lemma (cf. [9], Theorem 2.3), which states that a line bundle descends if for
every point z € (G/B)3//G such that the orbit G - z is closed in ((G/B)3)**, the isotropy subgroup
G, acts trivially on the fiber £(x1, X2, X3)z. However, the case of (G/B)3//G becomes complicated
and additional assumptions are required that keep Theorem 0.1.2 from being optimal. Removing
these assumptions requires a better understanding of ((G/B)3)% than is currently available. Also,
the isotropy subgroups G, are, in general, unwieldy objects, so an important reduction is to prove
that it suffices to consider only such points z with G, a reductive group. This reduction is done in
Section 2.2.

We also have the following necessary condition.
Proposition 0.1.1. If x1 + x2 + x3 ¢ Q, then L(x1, X2, x3) does not descend.

Moreover, we show that when (x1, x2, x3) = (2p, p, p), where p = %Zae}ﬁ «, the corresponding

line bundle always descends to (G/B)3//G. Yet, the triple (2p, p,p) violates one or both of the



conditions in Theorem 0.1.2 depending on the type of g chosen. Thus, we know that, outside of type
A, Theorem 0.1.2 is not optimal.

The major motivation for the descent question is that when £(x1, x2, x3) descends to a line bundle

L on (G/B)?//G, we have the following isomorphism.

H°((G/B)*//G, L) = H°((G/B)?, L(x1, x2, x3))“" (1)

Now, using the Borel-Weil theorem, the dimension (over C) of right hand side of equation (1) is

dim[V (x1) ® V(x2) ® V(XS)]Ga

which is exactly the multiplicity of the irreducible representation V' (x1)* inside V(x2) ® V(x3). On
the other hand, the left hand side of equation (1) is, due to the vanishing of higher cohomology,
the Euler-Poincaré characteristic of £ over (G/B)?//G. Then, by the Riemann-Roch Theorem for
singular varieties, this value varies polynomially on open convex subsets of X (T')".

In this sense, we say that the tensor product multiplicity function is piecewise polynomial. This
work is still in progress. The method for proving piecewise polynomiality is understood and follows as
in [19], yet the sectors of polynomiality are not yet known. Having a full description of the sectors of
polynomiality depends on knowing precisely which line bundles have a semistable locus differing from
the stable locus. This has proven a difficult problem since a useful characterization of semistability
and stability is still lacking. Moreover, proving a complete piecewise polynomiality result using our
methods requires optimal conditions for descent.

Piecewise polynomiality of the tensor product multiplicity function is already known separately
by the works of Berenstein-Zelevinsky in [2] and Meinrenken-Sjamaar in [22]. However, the proof
of Berenstein-Zelevinsky is non-constructive and the proof of Meinrenken-Sjamaar uses sympletic
geometry. Our proof method aims to give an explicit construction of the polynomial using algebraic-
geometry, and an explicit description of the sectors of polynomiality. Therefore, we believe this proof
of piecewise polynomiality will be a worthwhile contribution to the literature.

In chapter one, we develop the necessary notation and preliminary theory used in part one of this
thesis. In chapter two, we give the proof of Theorem (.1.2, prove a necessary condition for descent,

providing the counter example “sufficient is necessary”, and answer a few questions on semistability.



In the appendix, we develop some characterizations of semistability and stability.

0.2 Diagram Automorphisms, GIT, and Hitchin’s Conjecture

Let g be a simple, complex Lie algebra and G the corresponding simply-connected, connected,
linear algebraic group. In [16], Kostant proved the existence of a unique (up to the action of Ad(G))
embedding of sly into g, called a principal TDS, such that the image passes through a principal
nilpotent element of g (i.e., the image meets the open orbit of the nilpotent cone.) Under the adjoint
action of a principal TDS, the Lie algebra g decomposes as a direct sum of exactly ¢ irreducible
slo-submodules

g=Vi&--- eV,

such that

dim(V;) = 2m; + 1,

where / is the rank of g and myq, ..., my are the exponents of g.

On the other hand, the singular cohomology H*(G) = H*(G,C) with complex coefficients is a
Hopf algebra with co-multiplication induced by the multiplication map of G. Let P(g) C H*(G) be
the graded subspace of primitive elements. Then, P(g) has a basis in degrees 2m; + 1,...,2my + 1,
where again m; are the exponents of g. We naturally identify H*(G) with A(g*)? and hence consider
P(g) as a subspace of A(g*)?.

Now, N. Hitchin made the following conjecture [13].

Conjecture 0.2.1. Let g be any simple Lie algebra. For any primitive element w € Py C A%(g*)?,
there exists an irreducible sub-module V,, C g of dimension d with respect to the principal TDS action

such that

wlpaqy,) # 0

The main motivation for Hitchin behind the above conjecture lies in its connection with the
study of polyvector fields on the moduli space Mg (X) of semistable principal G-bundles on a smooth
projective curve Y of any genus g > 2. Specifically, observe that the cotangent space at a smooth
point E of M¢(Y) is isomorphic with H°(X, g(E) ® ), where g(E) denotes the associated adjoint

bundle and €2 is the canonical bundle of the curve 3. Given a bi-invariant differential form w of degree



kon G, ie., w € AF(g")9, and elements ®; € HO(X,g(E) ® Q),1 < j <k, w(®,...,P;) defines a

skew form with values in the line bundle Q*. Dually, it defines a homomorphism
O, : H'(Z, Q1) —» HOY(Mg(2), A*T),

where T is the tangent bundle of Mg (X). As shown by Hitchin, the validity of the above conjecture
would imply that the map @, is injective for any invariant form w € A¥(g*)? (cf. [13]).

The following reduction theorem is the main result of part two ([4] Theorem 2.5).

Theorem 0.2.1. If Hitchin’s conjecture is valid for any simply-laced simple Lie algebra g, then it is
valid for any simple Lie algebra.
More precisely, if Hitchin’s conjecture is valid for g of type (Agp—1; Agp; Dy; Es), then it is valid

for g of type (Cy; By; Ga; Fy) respectively.

Thus, one needs to verify the conjecture only for the simple Lie algebras of types A, D and E. The
reduction of the conjecture from the simply-laced, simple Lie algebras to all simple Lie algebra relies
on the realization of any simple Lie algebra £ as the fixed point subalgebra of a diagram automorphism
of an appropriate simple simply-laced Lie algebra g (cf. [28]).

Let K be the algebraic subgroup of G with Lie algebra £, where £ is the fixed-point subalgebra
under a diagram automorphism of a simple simply-laced Lie algebra g. We utilized the description of

the root systems given by Springer in [28] to prove the following theorem ([4] Theorem 3.1).

Theorem 0.2.2. The canonical map ¢ : R(G) — R(K) is surjective, where R(G) denotes the
representation ring of G (over 7).
In particular, the canonical map K//Ad K — G//Ad G, between the GIT quotients, is a closed

embedding.

Let S*(V) be the symmetric algebra on V. We have the following Lie algebraic analogue ([4]

Theorem 3.4) of the previous theorem.
Theorem 0.2.3. The canonical restriction map 1 : S*(g*)? — S®(£*)* is surjective.

Finally, we use H. Cartan’s transgression map (cf. [5], [21])

r5 (S8 = (Ag)



and similarly for ¢, and the surjectivity of 1, to obtain the surjectivity of ~, : P(g) — P(t), and
thereby the surjectivity of v : H*(G) — H*(K). In our view, the surjectivity of ¢,y and ~, is
of independent interest. Then, the proof of Theorem 0.2.1 relies on constructing a principal TDS
in £ which remains a principal TDS in g. We use the surjectivity of v, to lift primitive elements
wqg € AN(E*) to primitive elements @y € A%(g*)?. In this way, we are able to use non-vanishing
assumptions on wy to imply non-vanishing results of wy .

In chapter six, we develop the notation and preliminary theory needed for part two of this thesis,
including a full construction of the root datum of K as the fixed point subgroup of G, a discussion of
principal TDS embeddings, and a description of the transgression map. In chapter seven, we give a

full proof of Theorem 0.2.2. Last, in chapter eight, we give a full proof of Theorems 0.2.1 and 0.2.3.



CHAPTER 1: NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES I

In this chapter we give a brief overview of the theory and notation needed for part one of the thesis.
In this first section, we discuss the necessary structure of linear algebraic groups. In section two, we
introduce the basics of Geometric Invariant Theory (GIT) and the ideas fundamental to variation
of GIT quotients. In section three, we discuss the notation and background of the representation
theory of G, as well as the Borel-Weil theorem, which provides the connection between geometry and

representation theory. In section four, we give a quick overview of the intersection theory later used.

1.1 Group Theory

Let G be a linear algebraic group over C, that is, a group that is also a complex affine variety. For
any G, there is a unique maximal, closed, connected, normal, solvable subgroup R(G) of G, called
the radical of G. There is also a unique maximal closed, connected, unipotent subgroup R, (G) of
G, called the unipotent radical of G. Note that R, (G) C R(G). Then, we say that G is reductive if
R,(G) = {e} and semisimple if R(G) = {e}.

Any maximal, solvable, closed subgroup of G is called a Borel subgroup, denoted by B. Borel
subgroups have the property of being minimal subgroups of G such that the quotient G/B is a
projective variety. All Borel subgroups of G are conjugate to each other. A subgroup of G is called
a torus if it is isomorphic to (C*)* for some k. The maximal tori of G are all conjugate, and for
any Borel subgroup B, the maximal tori of G contained in B are conjugate by B. We will fix a
maximal torus 7" contained in a fixed Borel subgroup B. When G is reductive, the Weyl group of G
is W := Ng(T)/T, where Ng(T) is the normalizer of T in G, and acts on T' by conjugation.

Given any algebraic group G, the tangent space at the identity is a Lie algebra g. Therefore, we
also have Lie algebras b and t corresponding to B and T'. The dimension of t is called the rank of g,
denoted rank(g). A Lie algebra g is called simple if it has no non-zero, proper ideals. We say that
the algebraic group G is simple if its Lie algebra g is simple. Any simple group is semisimple.

There are natural connections between G and g. First, there is the exponential map: exp : g — G.



In general, exp is neither a homomorphism nor a morphism of varieties. Second, G acts naturally on

its Lie algebra g by the Adjoint action. For g € G and X € g,

Ad(g) - X (gexp(tX)g™h).

 dti=o

Two important properties of the Adjoint action relevant to our use are the following. For any g € G

and X,Y €g,
Ad(g)"' =Ad(g™"), & Ad(g)-[X,Y]=[Ad(9)X,Ad(9)Y]. (1.1)

Through the Adjoint action, W acts naturally on t and t* := Homc(t, C). Moreover, by differentiation

of Ad: G — GL(g), we get the adjoint action ad : g — gl(g) given by
ad(X) Y =[X,Y].

Hence, t acts naturally on g by the adjoint action, and since t is diagonalizable, this affords an

eigenspace decomposition

0=t P ga- (1.2)

a€ER
The linear functions « : t — C arising as eigenvalues in this decomposition are called the roots of g.

The set of roots is denoted R and is W-invariant.

There is a basis of R, denoted by A. We call the roots in A the simple roots. Note that
|A| = rank(g). Then, every root o € R is an integral linear combination of simple roots with either
all non-negative coefficients or all non-positive coefficients. The non-negative (non-positive) linear
combinations are called the positive (negative) roots, and the set is denoted by R™ (R™). Note that

R~ = —R*. Then, fixing a Borel subgroup amounts to fixing R* via

Given any w € W, define the set of inversions of w, denoted R(w), as follows.

Rw):={BeR"| w-p€—-R"}. (1.4)



Assume that G is semisimple and n = rank(g). There is a natural bilinear form (-,-) : t* x t* - C

induced by the Killing form on g. If A = {ay, - ,ay}, then o := are called the co-roots of

(O(i, ai)
g. Let wy, -+ ,w, € t* be such that (w;, a;-/) = 0;,j; these w; are called the fundamental weights.
The character group of T', denoted X (T'), is the group of all homomorphisms 7' — C*. X(T) is a
rank n lattice. Moreover, the Z-span of the fundamental weights inside t* forms a lattice A, called

the weight lattice, of rank n; and the Z span of A forms a rank n lattice () called the root lattice.

Upon differentiation of characters, we have the following containment.
Q C X(T)CA. (1.5)

Note that @ and A only depend on g whereas X (7") depends on G. Several different groups G' will all
have the same Lie algebra g. When X (7T') = A, G is called the simply-connected group, and when
X(T) = Q, G is called the adjoint group.

An element A\ € A is called a weight. If A € A is a non-negative (resp. positive) linear combination
of fundamental weights, A is a dominant (resp.regular) weight. We denote the set of dominant (resp.
regular) weights as A™ (resp. A™1). Moreover, we define the set of dominant characters (resp. reqular
characters) to be X(T)" := X(T)N AT (resp. X(T)" := X(T) N A*T"). When we are considering a

weight A € A as a character, we will write e* to emphasize e*

as a homomorphsim T" — C*.
Now, for each § € R, the restriction of the exponential map to gg is an isomorphism of varieties.
The image, U := exp(gg) is a one-dimensional, closed subgroup of G. In particular, for each § € R

there is an isomorphism of varieties ug : C — Ug chosen to satisfy the following:
(1) wug(s)i™t = uy.p(s) for w € W and W € Ng(T) any representative,
(i) and tug(s)t™! = ug(e’(t)s) for all t € T.

Let Ut = Ry(B). Then it is well known that B = TU". We shall refer to this as the TU
decomposition of B. Moreover, given any ordering (531, B2,...,m) of RT, where m = |R*|, the
product map

C" U, (S1,--+,8m) F> ug, (s1)up,(s2) - ug,, (8m), (1.6)

is an isomorphism of varieties. In particular U =[] ser+ Up. Similarly, if we let U™ =[] ge—r+ Us,

then we define the opposite Borel subgroup of G to be B~ :=TU~ (cf. [29] Proposition 8.2.1). An



isomorphsim C™ — U~ also exists similar to in equation (1.6) for any ordering of —R™.

Lastly, we have the Bruhat decomposition.

G= ][] BiB= [] UpiB= ][] wU,_.B. (1.7)
weW weW weW
Here Uy-1 = [[3ep@-1yUs CU and U, = WU, = [ser@-1) Uw-15 C U™, and w € Ng(T)

denotes any lift of w € W. Then,

G/B = H C(w),

weWw

where C(w) := Uy-19B/B = C"®), where £(w) is the length of w € W (cf. [29] §8.3.1).

1.2 Geometric Invariant Theory

Here we consider the theory of quotients by a reductive group G acting on a projective variety X.
Given a line bundle £ over X, we say that £ is a G-equivariant line bundle, or G-linearized, if there
is a G action on L that is linear on fibers and such that the bundle map £ — X is G-equivariant.
Given a G-equivariant ample line bundle £ on X, the subsets of semistable points, denoted X %%, and

stable points, denoted X?, are described as follows.

X% ={re X |30 e HX,L%N)Y such that o(z) # 0}
X* ={reX* |G-z closed in X** & dimG, = 0}.

Here, G, denotes the isotropy subgroup of z.

Mumford (cf. [23]) devised a numerical criterion for determining semistability and stability. Given
any one-parameter subgroup d of G, i.e., an algebraic group homomorphism ¢ : C* — G, and any
x € X, the projectivity of X implies that the limit zg := limg_,0 d(s) - = exists. Clearly, xg is a 0-fixed
point. Thus, §(C*) acts on the fiber £,, by a C*-character, i.e., §(s) - vy, = s" vy, for some r € Z.
Then, define the Mumford index p*(z, ) := —r. Semistability and stability then have the following
characterization

r€ X <= pf(x,6) >0 for all non-trivial one-parameter subgroups 6 of G

(1.9)
r€X® <= pf(x,6) >0 for all non-trivial one-parameter subgroups 6 of G.

10



For any one parameter subgroup é : C* — G, the Mumford index satisfies the following properties

(cf. [23]).
Proposition 1.2.1. (i) p*(g-x,9097") = p“(x,6) for all g € G and x € X,
(i3) p*(limg 0 8(s) - z,0) = p(x,6) for all x € X,
(iii) if X1, Xa, and X3 respectively have G-equivariant line bundles L1, Lo, and L3, and
pi + X1 X Xo X X3 — X; is the ith projection; then, for L := piLi ® p5Ly @ p3L3,

Mé((ajlu T2, 133)7 5) = H£1 (ﬂjl)&) + M£2($27 6) + ,Ufl:s(xiiu 5)7

when (x1,x2,x3) € X7 X X9 X X3.

A fundamental result of geometric invariant theory (GIT) provides the existence of a projective
variety X//G, called the GIT quotient, and a surjective morphism 7 : X% — X//G that is a good

quotient(cf. [23] Theorem 1.10). Now we come to a central definition.

Definition 1.2.1. We say that a line bundle £ on X descends to a line bundle on X//G if there

exists a line bundle £ on X/ /G such that 7 (L) = L] xss, where the isomorphism is G-equivariant.

Following ([31], section 3), the invariant direct image, 7 (L) of a line bundle £ over X is the
coherent sheaf on X//G whose local sections are the G-invariant sections of 7*£. Then, 7& o 7* = Id.
Further, if we suppose that there are two line bundles £; and £5 on X//G such that 7*(£1) & Lyss =

7T*(/32), by applying 7€ to both sides we get the following known lemma.
Lemma 1.2.1. If L descends to L on X//G, then L is unique up to isomorphism.
Now, recall the following ‘descent’ lemma of Kempf ([9], Theorem 2.3) adapted to our setting.

Lemma 1.2.2. £ descends to X//G if and only if for any x € X*%, the isotropy subgroup G, acts
trivially on the fiber L. In fact, for the ‘if” part, it suffices to assume that G, acts trivially for only

those x € X°%° such that the orbit G - x is closed in X°55.

The question of how GIT quotients vary depending on the line bundle £ was considered by
Dolgachev-Hu in [8]. Define the G-ample cone, denoted C%(X), to be the cone generated by ample
line bundles £ such that X*5(L) # (), where X*%(L) is the semistable locus determined by £. Then,
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C%(X) is a convex cone inside NS®(X) @z R, where NS®(X) is the Neron-Severi group which is a
quotient of the Abelian group Pic%(X) of G-equivariant line bundles over X. When X = (G/B)3,
NS%(X) = Pic’(X) and C%(X) C (X(T)*F)3, since x1, x2, and x3 must all be regular in order for
L(x1, X2, X3) to be ample.

Within C%(X) define an equivalence relation £ ~ £’ if and only if X**(L£) = X*%(L’). Then,
the equivalence classes of £ such that X*(L£) = X*¥(L) are called chambers. If £L € C%(X) does
not belong to a chamber, i.e., X*(L) # X*(L), then the equivalence class of L is called a wall. In
this way, we partition C%(X) into chambers and walls. Chambers are open convex cones and walls
are closed convex cones. There are finitely many walls, and since the chambers are the connected
components of the complements of the union of walls, there are also finitely many chambers ([8],
Theorem 3.3.3). In the case of (G/B)3?, the boundary of C%(X) = (X (T)T)? consists of precisely
those ample line bundles with X** 2 () and X* = ) ([8], Proposition 3.2.8, Proposition 3.3.5, and

Corollary 4.1.9). Further, in our setting, walls are always of positive co-dimension in CG(X ).

1.3 Representation Theory and the Borel-Weil Theorem

Ample line bundles on G/B correspond to regular characters of T'. Because of B = TU decompo-
sition, any character eX € X (T') extends to a character on B by setting eX|; = 1. Let B act on C
by the character e™X and denote this one dimensional B representation by C_,. Then, define the
quotient ~ on G x C_, by (gb~1,b2) ~ (g,2) for allb € B, g € G and 2 € C_,. We denote the class
of (g,z) by [g,z]. Then, define G xp C_, := G x C_,/ ~. This is a G-equivariant line bundle over
G/B, denoted L(x), with the bundle map [g, z] — ¢gB and G action given by the left multiplication.
In fact, every G-equivariant line bundles over G/B is formed in this way.

All representations of G considered here will be finite dimensional, and admit an eigenspace
decomposition with respect to the action of 7. We call such a decomposition a weight space
decomposition; the T-eigenvalues are called the weights of the representation and the T-eigenspaces
are called the weight spaces. There is a partial order on the set of weights, where A > p if
p=XA—=> nca koo and k, € Z>g. Moreover, in each irreducible representation there is a unique line
that is fixed by B and the corresponding weight is highest with respect to the partial order. We call
any vector spanning the unique B-fixed line the highest weight vector and the corresponding weight,

X, the highest weight. Each irreducible representation is determined by its unique highest weight.
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Conversely, given any dominant weight x, there is a unique irreducible representation with y as its
highest weight. We denote the representation of highest weight x by V(x). Given a representation
V(x), the dual representation V' (x)* has highest weight —wgy, where wy € W is the longest element

in the Weyl group. Then, we have the following well known Borel-Weil theorem (cf. [26]).

Theorem 1.3.1.
H(G/B,L(x)) = V()" (1.10)

Similarly, triples of regular characters (x1, X2, x3) correspond to the ample line bundles on (G/B)?

as follows. Let p; : (G/B)® — G/B be the projection onto the i-th coordinate. Define

L(x1) ® L(x2) B L(x3) :== piL(x1) @ p3L(x2) ® p5L(X3),

which is an ample line bundle on (G/B)3. Let us simply denote £(x1)XL(x2)XL(x3) by L(x1, X2, X3);

or even by £ when no confusion is likely. By applying the Borel-Weil theorem we have the following.
HY((G/B)?, L0x1,x2,x3) 7 = [V(x1)* @ Vxa)* ® V(xs)]". (1.11)
Since
dim[V (x1)* @ V(x2)* @ V(x3)] = dim[V (x1) © V(x2) © V(x3)],

it follows that there is a semistable point of (G/B)? relative to £(x1, X2, x3) if and only if, for some
N >0,
dim[V(Nx1) @ V(Nxz) @ V(Nxs) #0.

In particular, C%((G/B)?) is exactly the saturated tensor semigroup I's(G) of G' (cf. [1]).

1.4 Intersection Theory

In this section we cover some of the basics of intersection theory that are relevant later in this work.
We follow the treatment in [10]. Here, we let X be any projective variety. Then, the group of k-cycles,
denoted Z(X), is the free abelian group generated by the k-dimensional irreducible subvarieties of

X; i.e., a k-cycle has the form ) n;[Y;], where Y; are k-dimensional irreducible subvarieties of X and
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n; € Z. We say that two k-cycles are rationally equivalent if their difference is an integral sum

> mildiv(fi)],

where f; are non-zero rational functions on some k 4+ 1 dimensional subvarieties Z; and div(f;) is the
principal divisor of f;. We denote the group of k-cycles modulo rational equivalence by Ay(X). Then,

the cycle class group of X is the free abelian group
Au(X) = P A(X). (1.12)

A proper morphism between varieties f : X — Y, induces a homomorphism f, : Ax(X) — Ax(Y),
called the proper push-forward. A particularly important push-forward is when p : X — Spec(C) is

the projection to a point for a projective variety X. Then, for a € Ap(X), we set

/ a = pi(a). (1.13)
X

This takes integral values by the obvious identification Ag(Spec(C)) = Z. This makes sense as well
for any o € A,(X) since p.(8) = 0 for any 8 € Ag(X) with & > 0.

Given a line bundle £ on X, we think of the first Chern class of L is an operator (cf. [10] §2.5)
(L)  A(X) = A1 (X).

The most relevant property of the first Chern class to our use is the following additive property. For
line bundles £ and £9 on X,
Cl(£1 ® EQ) = Cl(ﬁl) + Cl([,g). (1.14)

Then, the Chern character is given by

o0 j
Ch(L) = e (&) =3~ Cl(ﬁ) , (1.15)
j=0 7

where the power c1(£)" : Ap(X) — Ay_;(X) is taken as composition of maps. Clearly, this is a

polynomial in ¢;(£) of degree < dim(X). The most relevant property of the Chern character to our
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use is the following multiplicative property. Given line bundles £; and L2 on X,
Ch(£1 ® EQ) = Ch(ﬁl) . Ch(ﬁz), (1.16)
where the latter is viewed as a composition of operators on A,(X). Then, we have the following

fundamental result known as the Riemann-Roch Theorem for singular varieties. ([10] Corollary 18.3.1)

Theorem 1.4.1. For any projective variety X and line bundle £ on X we have

X(X,L) = /X Ch(X) A Td(X),

where Td(X) € A,(X)q is an element of the rational extension of the cycle class group independent

of £ and for any projective variety Y and any coherent sheaf F,

X(Y,F)=> (-1)' dim H'(Y, F) (1.17)

i>0

is the Euler-Poincaré characteristic.
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CHAPTER 2: CONDITIONS FOR DESCENT

In this chapter we prove conditions for descent of line bundles to (G/B)3//G. We denote
X := (G/B)3 in this chapter. After some basic results in the first section, in the second section, we
reduce the problem of descent to considering only points € X with stabilizer G, that is a reductive
group. This is a useful simplification. In section three, we prove a theorem giving sufficient conditions
for descent. In section four, we give a necessary condition for descent, although, except in type A,
this necessary condition does not match the sufficient conditions. In section five, we give an example

to show that the sufficient conditions are not necessary.

2.1 Beginning Statements

We begin with (x1,x2,x3) € (X(T)™")3 such that the semistable locus of the line bundle
L(x1,x2,X3) is non-empty, i.e., (x1,x2,Xx3) € I's(G) where I'3(G) denotes the saturated tensor
semigroup (cf. Section 1.3). Here, we produce some sufficient conditions when L£(x1, x2, x3) descends

to X//G under the diagonal action of G.

The relation g-(g1 B, g2B, g3B) = (991 B, 992 B, g93B) = (1B, g2 B, g3 B) is equivalent to g ' gg1, 95 ' 992, g5 ' 993 €

B. Therefore, for x = (g1 B, g2 B, g3 B), the isotropy subgroup is

Gy = q1Bg;* Ng2Bgy* N g3Bys . (2.1)

This is, a priori, much too complex to deal with and we want to simplify this.

Lemma 2.1.1. If X is any G-variety with a G-linearized line bundle L, then G5 acts trivially on

Ly if and only if Gy, acts trivially on Ly, for any g € G.

Proof: The result is symmetric so we only need to show one direction. Suppose v, € L, and
h-vy =wvy forall h € Gp. If b € Gyy and vpy € Lgy, then B = ghg~! for h € G, and Vge = g - Vg for

some vy € Ly, 50 ' - vy = ghg - (g-vz) = gh v, = Vg, M
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Recall the Bruhat decomposition from section 1.1

G=[] UpniB= ] wU,_.B,
weW weW

where Uy-1 = [[,ep-1)Ua CUand U, = W U, -1 = [Tocr@-1) Uw-1a C U™, and w € Ng(T)
denotes any lift of w € W. Here, R(w™1) is the set of inversions of w™! as defined in equation (1.4).
In light of Lemma 2.1.1, we can consider points of the form z = (B, wju1 B, wueB) with wi,wy € W
and u; € U;fl for i = 1,2. Let tu € G, C B, then by equation (2.1) there exist t1,t; € T and
v1,v2 € UT such that

. ~1..-1 . 1 .-1
tu = wiutiviu] Wy = Wauglovou, Wy . (2.2)

Lemma 2.1.2. Iftu € B and t1,t2 € T satisfy equation (2.2), then t = wltlu'/l_l = w2t2w2—1.

Proof:

We show t = wit1wg L the proof for the second identity follows similarly.
tu = by (g int HDurtvruy fart = (it D (8  uaty)vrug ey (2.3)
Since this lies in B and (w1t1; ") € T, left multiplying by (wytiw; ')~ gives
by (17 Mty Joyuy oyt = by (8 uaty) (g iy Yoy (o7 i )yt € B. (2.4)
Since T normalizes all root subgroups, tl_lultl € U;fl' Thus,
1

w(ty tuntn )iy, g iyt € nU; gyt = U, 1 C B,
1

By the appropriate left and right multiplication on equation (2.4), we have wjviw; 1 ¢ B. But since
v1 € U, this implies that u')lvlu')fl € U. Hence, the expression in equation (2.4) is also in U. Finally,

apply TU = B decomposition to equation (2.3) to conclude the desired result. B

Lemma 2.1.3. Let x = (B,wiu1 B, wouaB) where wi,wy € W and u; € U;__l fori = 1,2. If

tu € Gy, then tu acts trivially on L, if and only if eX1TWiX2Htw2X3 () = 1,
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Proof: For tu € G, and z1, 29, 23 € C*,

tu - [e, z1] ® [Wiug, 22) ® [aus, 23]

= [tu, z1] ® [tutinu, 22) ® [tutbaus, 23].

Since tu = wlultlvlul_lwl_l = wmtmuglwgl for some t1,ty € T and v1,v9 € U™, as was seen in

equation (2.2), this becomes

[tu, 21] X [u')lultlvlul_lu')l_lu')lul, 22] & [wqutgvguglwglwqu, 23]

= [tu, z1] @ [ urtivr, 22) ® [augtavy, 23]

= [e,tu - z1] ® [Wiug, t1v1 - 22] @ [Waug, tavy - 23]

= e X1 (t)e X2 (t1)e X5 (ta)[e, 21] @ [hrua, 22] @ [whauz, 23]

But, by Lemma 2.1.2 this coefficient is just

e X1 (t)efxz (tl)efxza (tg) — e X1 WiX2—W2X3 (t)

Proposition 2.1.1. Let pr : B — T be the projection with kernel U'. Let x € X*° be such that
G C B and let H C pp(G,) be any subgroup. If H is a divisible group, then eX1Twixztw2xs | =1,

In particular, if pr(G,) is divisible, then G, acts trivially on L.

Proof:

Let z € X* and tu € G, be as above. Semistability of = implies existence of o € H?(X, £LN)&,

for some N > 0, such that o(z) # 0. Recall that LY = L(Nx1) X L(Nx2) X L(Nx3) and let

o(x) = [e, 21] ® [ur, 22) @ [thaua, 23].
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G-invariance of ¢ implies o(z) = (tu - o)(z) = tu - o((tu) "' - x) = tu - o(x) when tu € G,. Just as in

the proof of Lemma 2.1.3,
tu - o(x) = e NXaTwINxemw2lNXs (H[e, 2] @ [y uy, 20] @ [tous, 23].

Hence

—Nx1—Nwix2—Nwaxs =
e lpr(cs) = 1

Now given ¢ € H, divisibility implies there is some s € m(G) such that s = ¢, from which the result

follows. The final statement follows immediately from Lemma 2.1.3. B

2.2 Reductive Stabilizers

Recall from section 1.1 that given any 3 € R, there is an isomorphism ug : C — Up such that
dug(C) = gg, where gg is the 3 root subspace of g. Let ¢ : C™ — U~ be such an isomorphism given
by é(x1,...,2m) = ug, (1) - - ug,, (xm) corresponding the ordering of negative roots (f1,...,0n)e-

Here we use the subscript on the ordering to denote that the ordering corresponds to the isomorphism
¢.

Given some v € U~ and some isomorphism ¢ : C™ — U™, let

Ro(u) = {8 € —R* | ps(¢™"(u)) # 0}

where pg is the projection from C™ to the coordinate x5 = ¢! (ug(xs)). The following lemma

proceeds similar to Lemma 3.5 of [17].

Lemma 2.2.1. Given any isomorphism ¢ : C* - U~ andu e U™,
T NuBu™t = Naer s (u) ker(e®),

where e : T'— C* is the character corresponding to the root o. This subgroup is independent of ¢.

Proof:

Let ubu=! = t, then v 'tu = b and so v 'tut~! € BN U~ = {e}. Hence, tut~' = u, and
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expanding v we have

Uqij,y (e (t)xil) CUay, (€% (t)xlk) = tuail (mll) T Uay, (xik)t_l

(2.5)

= Uay, (xll) C Uy, (xlk)

Hence,

Aoy Ty e Tigy ooy Ty o) = O, € ()xyy, oo, e¥2 () gy, ... €Y% (D)2, , ... ),

where similar entries are taken in the same coordinates and zero is in all other coordinates. Since ¢
is an isomorphism this implies e (t)x;; = x;; for all 1 < i; <k, but x;, # 0, so ™ (t) = 1. The

reverse inclusion follows immediately from equation (2.5). The final statement follows immediately. Il

Remark 2.2.1. Note that if ubu™! = t, then b = v~ 'tu, and as in the proof above v 'tut™' =e. So

b=t. Thus, TNuBu ' =TNuTu".

Lemma 2.2.2. Let, ¢ and ¢’ be two isomorphisms C™ — U~ and uw € U~. Suppose that

(s Biyee s By, By )g for all B € Re(u), where k = |Rg(w)|. If (..., B1,-- B2, Bry - )t
then Ry(u) = Ry (u).

Proof:
Just observe that ¢(¢1(u)) = ug, (z5,) - ug, (vs,) = ¢'(¢'~*(u)) since the relative ordering of

B1,..., B determined by ¢ also obeys the ordering determined by ¢’. B

Remark 2.2.2. (i) For each x = (B, wiui B, weusB) € X, we can always choose some ¢ : C" — U~
such that for all i € Ry(ua), (81,52, Bk B1r---,B) for all B; € —RT \ Rg(ug). For,
assuming ¢ does not satisfy this property, if (...,B81,...,02,..., Bk, ... ) for all 5; € Ry(u2),
then, there is some ¢’ such that (51, 32, .. .,[j‘k,f}}, . ,Bj)(z,/ for all B; € Ry(uz) and all 51 €
—R*\ Ry(uz). Then, by Lemma 2.2.2, Ry (uz) = Rg(u2).

(ii) For the remainder of this chapter, at each z = (B, wju1 B, wousB) € X, we fix an isomorphism ¢
that satisfies the property in (i). We will drop notational dependence on ¢ and write only R(u) :=

R¢(u) for u € U™ and take (81, fa, . . . ,ﬁk,gl, R ,Ej) to mean (81, Po, . . . ,,Bk,gl,. . .,Ej)¢. This

convention certainly depends on z, but this dependence will always be clear from the context.
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For any subset S C R and w € W,
(Naes ker(e))w™ = Ngeys ker(e?).
Then, for z = (B, wyu1 B, wousB) € X with u; € U;;l and w; € W, define
T, =G, NT.
By the above and Lemma 2.2.1, we have

T.=TnN w‘lulBuflwl_l N wQUQBUQ_IwQ_l

= [T n u}lulBuflu}fl} N [T N u}quBuglu}g*l]
= [ﬂaewlR(ul) ker(eo‘)] N [ﬂaesz(ug) ker(eo‘)]

= ﬁoze(wl R(u1)UwaR(uz)) ker(ea) :

Remark 2.2.3. Note that T, depends only on R(u;) and w;, i = 1, 2.

The following lemma appears in [17] but with the weight lattice A in place of X (7'). While one
can simply observe from the proof given there that the lemma holds just as well for X (77), we include

a proof for completeness.

Lemma 2.2.3. For S C R any collection of roots, let Tg := Nyes ker(e®) C T'. For any character

pe X(T), et|lrg =1 if and only if p € ZS.

Proof: If ;o € ZS, then it is clear that e/|y, = 1. For the reverse inclusion consider the
isomorphism & : T' — Homgz(X (T),C*), &£(t)(u) = e#(t). Then, the following is immediate upon

considering the definition of Tg

§(Ts) = {¢ € Homz(X(T),C*) | ¢lzs = 1}

Now, suppose that p € X (T')\ ZS, we claim there must be some ¢ € Homz(X (T'), C*), with ¢|zs = 1,
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such that ¢(u) # 1. If we prove the claim, then by the above inequality there must be some t € Ty
such that e#(t) # 1. This a contradiction and hence u € ZS.

To see the claim, let X =Ze; + -+ + Ze, and p =Y ;" | a;e;. Now we must have ae; ¢ ZS for
some i, we may assume i = 1. Now, if Ze; NZS = (0, then define ¢(e1) to be any z # 1 € C*, and
define ¢(e;) = 1. If there is some n € Z such that ne; € ZS, we can choose n of minimum absolute

value. Then define ¢(e1) = (,, where (, is a primitive n-th root of unity, and ¢(e;) =1. B

Let w € W and A = {a,...,an} be the simple roots. Define

1 wla <0
Ew(a) =
-1 wla>0

That is, €, () is the appropriate sign such that e(a)w™'a € —R*. Let the a; € A be indexed so that
(...,e(a)w g, ... e(an)w tay,...). The function ¢, is certainly dependent on w € W, and the
ordering on A is dependent on x € X, but these dependencies are always clear from context. For
notational simplicity, we will write () := €, (a). Given any subset P of the root lattice @), we define

ZP to be the sublattice of () spanned by the elements of P.

Lemma 2.2.4. Let x = (B, wu1 B, wousB) € X and define S C A to be any subset of simple roots

satisfying e(a)wy 'a ¢ R(ug), for all a € S, then
ZwyR (s ]‘Lue(a)%la(xa))] = Z(woR(up)) + 7S,
ac

whenever xo # 0 for alla € S.

Proof: Since for a € S, e(a)w; ‘o ¢ R(uz), B < e(a)wy a via remark 2.2.2 for all § € R(us).

We have
R(uz [T 4oy 10(@a)) = Rluz) U {e(@)wy ' ataes. (2.7)
a€es
So
ZwaR(uz [ | 4, () 10(a)) = Z(weR(uz)) + ZS.
a€esS
|

22



2.3 Saufficient Conditions for Descent

Lemma 2.3.1. If G, acts trivially on L, for every x € X*° such that Gy is reductive, then L

descends.

Proof:
Recall from Lemma 1.2.2 that it suffices to show that G, acts trivially on £, for all x € X*° such
that G - x is closed in X*°. By ([8], Lemma 3.3.12), if G - z is closed in X**  then, G, is reductive

(this is just an application of Matsushima’s Theorem). B

Proposition 2.3.1. Any reductive subgroup H of B must be contained in some torus. In particular,

bHb™ ! C T for some b € B.

Proof:

Recall the projection pr : B — T sending tu to t, this is a homomorphism of algebraic groups.
Compose pr with the inclusion H C B to get a homomorphism ¢ : H — T. We claim that
ker(p) = HNU = {e}. H is a closed subgroup of a solvable group, so H is solvable and hence
R(H) = H°, where R(H) is the radical of H. Upon observing that H, = (H,)° = (H®), = {e} the
claim follows. The last equality follows from the reductivity of H. The first two equalities follow by
using the fact that H, and (H°),, are closed subgroups of U and thus connected.

Then, v : H < T is an injective algebraic group homomorphism. To determine if elements of an
algebraic group are semisimple, it suffices to see if their images are semisimple under any faithful
representation. Any faithful representation of T' gives a faithful representation of H, under which all
the elements of H then are semisimple. Last, any subgroup of B which consists of all semi-simple
elements must lie in a maximal torus S C B ([29] §6.3.6). But all maximal tori in B are B-conjugates,

so there is some b € B such that bHb~! c 7. R
Corollary 2.3.1. L descends if G, acts trivially on L, for all x € X5% such that G, = T,.

Proof:
Assume G, acts trivially on L, for all x € X*° such that G, = T,. Let x € X% be such that G,
is reductive. By Matsushima’s Theorem, it follows that for any b € B, bG,b~! = Gy, is also reductive.

By Proposition 2.3.1, we have Gy, = T, for some b € B. Thus, Gy, acts trivially on L, according
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to our assumption. But, by Lemma 2.1.1, this implies that G, acts trivially on £;. Now use Lemma

23.1. 1

Recalling Lemma 2.1.1 and noting that 777 is a divisible group (cf. [29] 3.2.7) we have the following.

Corollary 2.3.2. Let x = (B, wiu1 B, wpuz B) € X*° such that G, is reductive, then X1 TW1X2FW2X3 | 1o =

1.
For s a semisimple subalgebra of g, let (J; be the root lattice of s.

Theorem 2.3.1. For x = (B, wiui B, wousB) € X5 if x1 + wix2 + waxs € Qs for all semisimple

subalgebras s containing t, then eX1TWix2tw2Xxs |, =1,

Proof:

There is a correspondence between sublattices of ) of finite index and the Lie subalgebras of s of
g of maximal rank (cf. [17], §3). Now, suppose Z(wi;R(u1) U weR(uz)) is finite index in . Then

there is a semisimple subalgebra s of g containing t such that

Z(wlR(ul) U UJQR(UQ)) = Q57

hence x1 + wix2 + waxs € Z(w1R(uy) UwaR(ug)). Now apply lemma 2.2.3.
Now, suppose that Z(w;R(u1) UwaR(ug)) fails to be finite index in Q). Let S C A be a subset of

simple roots such that

QsSn Q(wlR(ul) U ng(ul)) =0 (2.8)

and

Z(wlR(ul) U ng(Ul)) +7ZS

is finite index in Q.
For each a € S, the fact that {£a} N woyR(uz) = 0 implies e(a)wy e ¢ R(uz). Let & =
[laes Ue(ayw—1a(Ta) for o € C* with the product taken in the order in the spirit of Remark 2.2.2.

Then by Lemma 2.2.4 we have

Z(’U)QR(UQE)) = Z('UJQR(UQ)) + ZS.
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Hence,

Z(wlR(ul) U wQR(UQE)) = Z(wlR(ul) U ZUQR(UQ)) + Z8S. (2.9)

Consider = = (B, wiu; B, wouguB) € X, where wiu; and woug are as before. Then by equations

(2.9) and (2.7) of Lemma 2.2.4,

T; = ﬂ ker(e®) = m ker(e®).

acwi R(u1)UwaR(usi) acwiR(u1)UwaR(uz)US

Moreover, x1 + wix2 + waxs € Z(w1R(u1) UweR(ugw)) since this lattice is finite index in Q. Thus,
eXxttwixatwaxs | =1 by Lemma 2.2.3.

Next, there is a short exact sequence
7S —> X(T)/Z(wyR(uy) UwsR(u2)) —> X (T)/[ZS + Z(wi R(u1) UwsR (uz))].
Equation (2.8) forces ZS N Tor(X (T)/Z(wi R(u1) UwsR (uz))) = 0. Hence,
Tor(X (T)/Z(w R(u1) UwyR(uy))) &> Tor(X(T)/ZS + Z(w R(w) UwaR(up)))).  (2.10)

Now, T3 C T, since the former is an intersection over a larger set of roots. By Lemma 3.7 of [17],

observing that the proof given there holds for X (7") in place of A,
T, /Ty = Homg,(Tor(X (T)/Z(w1R(u1) UwaR(u2))), C*)

and

TE/TmE = Homy, (TOI‘(X(T)/[ZS + Z(wlR(ul) U UJQR(’U,Q))]), (C*) .

Hence, we have a natural surjection using the injectivity of C* on the map in equation (2.10),
T3/ T; — To/ Ty,

that commutes with the inclusion 73 C 7, and the quotient maps. In particular, the surjectivity
implies that for each 7)) coset, we can choose some representative in 7, that is also in T%.

Since z is semistable, by Corollary 2.3.2, eX1T#1X24%2Xs | o= 1. On the other hand, eX1 tWix2Fw2Xs |5, =
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Table 2.1: The Lattice T’

Ay (L>1) I'=0qQ.

B, (£>3): T =20.

Cy (£>2) I =2A.

Dy : I' = {nia1 + 2ngag + n3as + ngay | n; € Z and ny + nz + ng € 27}.

Dy ((>5): T'={2n101 4 2noan + -+ + 2ny_gay—o + ng_10y—1 +ngay | n; € Z and ny—y + nyg € 2Z}.
Gy I' =7Z6a; + Z2as.

Fy I' =76a1 + Z6as + Z12a3 4+ Z1204.
Eg - I' = 6A.

Er I' =12A.

Eg : I' =60Q.

1. Hence by the surjectivity of the above map, eX1TW1x2+tw2Xs |1 =1 as well. B

Remark 2.3.1. (i) Although the proof doesn’t require that z be semistable, it follows easily that it
can be chosen to be so. The reason is that z is semistable, and x is obtained from Z be setting
certain coordinates to zero. Thus, there is an open subset of x of semistable points from which

to choose 7.

(ii) This proof can be significantly simplified by just defining the subgroup T5 as the intersection
of kernels of roots we want. Then, we proceed with final steps of the proof. The key here is
that this subgroup 7% doesn’t actually need to be an isotropy subgroup of any point. However,
we consider it worthwhile to include the full construction here and it may prove worthwhile to

know that the desired subgroup is an honest isotropy subgroup of a semistable point.

For any g, let I be the intersection of lattices Q4 for all semisimple Lie subalgebras s of g containing
t. The following description of I', proved by Kumar in [17], Theorem 3.10, relies on the Borel-de
Siebenthal classification of semisimple subalgebras of g of maximal rank (cf. [33]). In the proof, T
is an intersection NyecwwM for some fixed lattice M. In particular, this means that I' is always

W -invariant.
Theorem 2.3.2. For each type of G, I is given in Table 2.1.

Let us define the subset VVrses 1 of W x W as follows
{(wy,we) | Juy €U _, , ug € U _, with z = (B, wu; B,wouzB) € X** and G, = T, }.
wy Wy

The following is an obvious consequence of Theorem 2.3.2, Corollary 2.3.1, Theorem 2.3.1, and Lemma
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2.1.3.
Corollary 2.3.3. If x1 + wixe + waxs € I for all (wi,ws) € W?s., then L descends to X//G.
Lemma 2.3.2. For g of any type, if x € A and w € W, then x —wx € Q.

Proof:
Let x = Zle a;w;, for a; € Z and w; fundamental weights. Let w = s;, ---s;, be a reduced
decomposition for w in terms of simple reflections. We prove the claim by induction on r. If r =1,

we have
¢

0
Sii X = E ;S W5 = E ;W5 — Uy Oy = X — Gy Oy,
i=1 =1

where a;, is the corresponding simple root. Then,

wx =5, (X + Q) = x —a;, o, +Q = x + Q.

Let 6 be the longest root of g and d be the least common multiple of the coefficients of 6 in terms
of the simple roots. For every type of g, both 6 and d is given in Table 2.2. It is obvious that dQQ C T"

in all cases.

Table 2.2: 0 and d for each type of g

Ay =a14+as+--+ay d=1
By: 0=oa1+2a9+ 203+ -4+ 20y d=2
Cy: 0=2a1+200+ 4+ 20p_1 + ay d=2
Dy: O0=a1+2a0+ - +20p_90+ ay_1+ ay d=2
GQZ 9:3041+2042 d==6
Fy: 0=2a1 4 3as + 4as + 204 d=12
Eg: 0=o0a1+2a9+ 203 + 34 + 2a5 + g d=2©6
Er: 0=2a14 200 + 3as + 4day + 3as + 204 + a7 d=12
Eg: 0=2a1+ 3as + 4as + 6ay + bas + 4ag + 3ar +2ag  d = 60

The following is the main result of part one of this thesis and follows a fortiori from Corollary

2.3.3 and Lemma 2.3.2.

Theorem 2.3.3. Given x1,Xx2,x3 € X(T)™", if x1,x2,x3 € dA and x1 + x2 + x3 € I, then L
descends to X//G.
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Remark 2.3.2. Although the proof technically only requires that ys,xs € dA and x1 + x2 + x3 € I.
The following results show that this condition as stated is not at any loss of generality. Indeed, one

would hope that the inherent symmetry of the problem would appear in the statement of the theorem.

Lemma 2.3.3. In all cases except G2 and Fy we have I' C dA. If G is of type Go or Fy, then,
dA CT.

Proof:

It is clear that I' C dA for all cases except of type Dy, £ > 4, Go, and Fy. In the Dy case. Since
2Q) C 2A, it suffices to show for £ > 5, that may_1 + nay € 2A when n + m is even, and for ¢ = 4,

that acq + basg + cay € 2A when a + b + ¢ is even.

For Dy with £ > 4, 2wwy_1 — 2w0p = ay_1 — ay. Moreover, 2ay_1 € 2A since 2Q) C 2A. Hence,

maoy_1 +nag = (m+n)ay_1 —n(ap_1 — ay) € 2A

whenever m + n is even. For £ = 4, in addition to the above, we have 2w, — 23 = a3 — a3z € 2A.
Hence

(a+b+c)ag — (b+c)(ag — as) — c(az — ayg) = aag + bas + cay € 2A

whenever a + b + ¢ is even.
For G5 and Fj, note that A = @, and since d@) C I", we are done. l

Then following slight strengthening of Theorem 2.3.3 for G and Fj follows immediately upon

noting that ' is W-invariant, and hence, x — wy € I" for any y € I and any w € W.

Theorem 2.3.4. For G of type Gy and Fy, if x1, X2, x3 € ' then L descends to X//G.

Example 2.3.1. Let’s compare Theorem 2.3.3 with the few cases where explicit computations are
possible, i.e., G = SL(n) forn=2,3.
For SL(2), it is easy to see that the different possibilities for m(G,) are T and {£I}. Hence, the

only case where m(Gy) is not divisible is {£I}. If fori=1,2,3,

Xi = biw
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we have for wy,ws € W arbitrary

e TX1ITWIX2TW2XS (T = (71)b1+b2+b3‘

Hence, we have descent if 2 | by + by + bz, which is equivalent to x1 + x2 + x3 € Q.
For the SL(3) case, a more involved computation shows that the only possibilities for m(G,) are

T, C*, and the three element group generated by

¢C 00
¢I=10 ¢ 0],
00 ¢

where  is a primitive cube root of unity. The first two cases are divisible. Then, if fori=1,2,3,
Xi = (a; — bi)w1 + biwa,

we have for any wi,ws € W,

e~ X1—WiX2—W2X3 (CI) — ng’:l aitbi

In particular, this is trivial if 3| Z?:l a; + b;, which is again equivalent to x1 + x2 + x3 € Q.

2.4 A Necessary Condition

The proof of the following proposition was suggested by S. Kumar.
Theorem 2.4.1. If x1 + x2 + x3 & Q, then L(x1, X2, Xx3) does not descend.
Before we prove the theorem, we consider two lemmas.
Lemma 2.4.1. If x1 + x2 + x3 ¢ Q then dim HY(X, L(x1, x2,x3))¢ = 0.

Proof:
Suppose that [V(—wox1) ® V(—wox2) @ V(—wox3)]¢ # 0, then V(x1) is a component of
V(—wox2) ® V(—wpxs). Hence, x1 = —wox2 —woxs + Q (cf. [18], Proposition 3.2). By Lemma 2.3.2

we know that x; — wox; € @ for i = 2,3, so we have y1 + x2+ x3 € Q. R
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Lemma 2.4.2. Let 0y, v, ;(N) := dim (HO(X,E(Xl,XQ,X3)®N)G) for N > 0. If L(x1,X2,X3)

descends, then Oy, v, v (N) is a polynomial in N with rational coefficients.

Proof:
Note that by Borel-Weil-Bott, HP(X, L) = 0 if p > 0. Let L be the descended line bundle on
X//G. By [31], Theorem 3.2.a, we have for any N > 0, H?(X//G, £N) = HP(X, £N)C. In particular,

Bri (V) = dim (H(X, L)) = X(X//G, L),

where X(X//G, L) is the Euler-Poincaré characteristic of £ on X//G (cf. §1.4).

Now, recall that the first Chern class as an operator on k-cycle classes satisfies
cr(LN) = Nei (L),
and so the Chern character satisfies the following

ch(LN) =Y (1/ie} (LY) =D (1/i)N'ci (L).

i>0 i>0
Then, by the Riemann-Roch theorem for singular varieties ([10] Corollary 18.3.1)

X(X//G,LN) = / ch(LN)NTA(X//G) =Y (1/i) N / A(L)NTA(X//G).

X//G =0 X//G

Here, Td(X//G) € A«(X//G)q is independent of N. To complete the proof, we only need to observe
that the sum is finite. But, Td(X//G) is in the rational extension A,(X//G)q of the cycle class
group. Since ¢; only lowers the degree of a cycle class, it follows that ¢i(£) N Td(X//G) = 0 for
i>dim(X//G). R

Corollary 2.4.1. If L(x1, X1, x3) descends, then x1 + x2 + x3 € Q.

Proof:
First note that if x1 + x2 + x3 ¢ Q then 0y, y, (1) = 0. For, if 6y, y, v, (1) # 0, then, V(x1)
occurs in V(—wox1) ® V(—wpx2), and so x1 + woxz + woxs € Q. By Lemma 2.3.2; this implies that

X1 + X2 + X3 € @ which is a contradiction.
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Now, assume x1 + x2 + x3 ¢ @ and £ descends. By the last lemma, 6, y, 5 (V) is a polynomial
in N. Since @ is finite index in A, there is some integer k > 1 such that jk(x1 + x2 + x3) € @ for all

integers j > 0. This implies (j& + 1)(x1 + x2 + x3) ¢ @ for all j > 0. Thus,

0= a(j’fH)Xl’(j’f+1)x27(jk+1)><3(1) = Oy1.x2.x3 (Jk + 1)

for all j > 0. So, 0y, ys,x3(N) is a polynomial with infinitely many zeros, and so it must be that
Oy1.x2,x5 (IN) = 0 for all N. But, we assume that (X)** # (), which means exactly that 6, y, s (N) # 0

for some N > 0. This is a contradiction. H

2.5 A Counter Example to “Sufficient is Neccesary”

Let x1 = 2p and Y2 = x3 = p. Note that H(X, L(2p, p, p)V)¢ = [V(2Np)* @V (Np)* @V (N p)*|¢
is one dimensional since V(2N p)* is the Cartan component of V/(Np)* @V (Np)* (cf. [18] Lemma 3.1).
Then, V(Np)* has a highest weight vector ¢y, of weight Np, i.e. ¢, is dual to the lowest weight
vector v_n, of V(Np). Thus, we have an explicit G-isomorphism V(Np)* = V(Np) by extending
G-linearly the map ¢y, — v} .

Let 9° be the equivariant embedding of V(2Np) — V(Np) ® V(Np) given by the Cartan
component, i.e., @Z)O(v;Np) = v;p ® vj{,p. Composing ¢° with the isomorphism above gives ¢ €
Homg(V(2Np), V(Np)* @ V(Np)*), i.e., G-linearly extend w(v;Np) = ONp @ ONp -

Let {wfy}, {vL} be bases for V(2N p) and V(Np), respectively, where the basis vector vL is taken

in weight space u, with ¢ indexing basis vectors within each weight space, and similarly for the wg.
Moreover, let {(w?)*}, {(v},)*}, be respective dual bases for V/(2Np)* and V(Np)* where the weight
space subscript indicates the weight space the vector is dual to, i.e. (v_n,)* = ¢n,. Then, applying

the usual isomorphism (V* @ W)¢ = Homg(V, W) to the above, we have
b Yty o vlud)
Y.t

Thus, we have the unique (up to scaling) element of [V (2N p)* @ V(Np)* @ V(N p)*]¢ given above.

N

Under the Borel-Weil isomorphism, this gives the G-invariant section o¥. Write oV = o + 09,

where o7 is the section corresponding to (w%Np)* ® @Z)(wéNp) = (wéNp)* ® dNp @ N, and o3 is the
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section corresponding to ZW<2Np’i(wfy)* ® w(w?'y).
Since semistability is constant on G-orbits, to determine the zero set of o it suffices to con-

sider points of the form (B, g1B,g2B). Since, (w?'y)*(v;er) is non-zero if and only if v = 2Np,

02(B,g91B,g2B) = 0. Then
o™ (B, 91B, 92B) = 01(B, 1B, 92B) = [e, 1] @ [91, o p(910],)] © [92, v (9207,)]-
Then, we have the following description:
X% =G -{(B,g1B,9:B) | [g1vx,]-np # 0, and [gzvy,]-np # 0 for some N >0},

where [w], denotes the p-weight space component of w. In fact, using Bruhat decomposition one can
see that then X** = G - (B, BwoB, BugB) = G - (B,woU ™ B,woU ™~ B).

By a past lemma, to prove that £ descends it suffices to check trivial action at semistable
points x = (B, wiui B, weusB) such that G, = T, (here, g1, g2 are again expressed in the WU~ B
Bruhat decomposition.) Moreover, recall that for such z, T, acts trivially on £, if and only if

e?prwiptwap| =1, Since wy = wg = wp for any such point, this condition is always satisfied.

2.6 Application of Descent to Tensor Product Decomposition

In this short section we provide a corollary to Theorem 2.3.3. Assume that G is of type A. In

particular, this is the case where the sufficient conditions for descent match the necessary conditions.

Recalling the lattice I' for each type of g, we define the following set

S ={(x1,x2,x3) € X(T)* | x1 + x2 + x3 € Q}.

Since @ is a lattice, it follows that X is also a lattice under component-wise addition.

Let {C1,...,C,} be the GIT classes which are chambers, i.e. where X (£)** = X (£)* (cf. §1.2).

Corollary 2.6.1. Let G be of type A. For j =1,...,m, function
Fi(xt X2, x3) = dim[V (x1) © V(x2) @ V(x3)]°
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18 a mon-zero polynomial with rational coefficients on
(X (M)’ NnE)NC; (2.11)

and 0 on XN (X(T)"T)3.

The proof follows exactly as in [17], Theorem 4.1. While the GIT chambers are not yet precisely
known, we do have the following partial description of them. Note that the following proposition

holds for any type of simple G.

Proposition 2.6.1. If X% # X when X% # (), then there ewist wi,wo, w3 € W andi=1,...,n
such that

(WA + wop + wsv)(z;) = 0, (2.12)
where x; € t is dual to the simple root a; € A.

Proof:

The proof here follows just as in [19], Proposition 3.5. If there is some z € X\ X* we must
have p%(z,8) = 0 for some § € OPS(G). Since, X*%\ X* is G-stable, and p“(g-z,8) = p*(x,gég™ "),
we can assume 0 € OPS(T). Moreover, by the action of N(T'), we can assume that ¢ is G-dominant,
i.e., the derivative § € t*. Since uZ(x, ) = 0, by Proposition 1.2.1 (ii), we know limy_,o 6(¢) - & =: 2
is also semistable.

Now, let G be the fixed point subgroup of § under the conjugation action. Then G° is a connected,
Levi subgroup of G. Let As be the simple roots of G° and W the Weyl group. Let W?° be the
set of minimal length coset representative in the cosets W/Ws. Then, similar to as in the proof of

Proposition 3.5 in [19], the fixed point set of X under the action of G° is

x’= || Gwi'B/BxG’w;'B/BxG’w;'B/B. (2.13)

w1 ,we,w3EW?I

In particular, since zoy € X9, there exist wy, ws, w3 € W2 such that zg € G‘Swle/B X G‘Sw;lB/B X
G‘;wg_lB/B. Take x¢ = (glwl_lB,gsz_lB,ggwg_lB), then by Lemma A.1.1 we know that for some
N>0

[glvw1_1N)\ & QQUwglNu & gng;NV]T 75 0.
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But, the weight spaces of GV 1A ® 92V N ® 93V, Ny ATC of the form

wleA+w51Np+w§1Ny+ Z koo,
aEAg

for k, € Z. So, we must have
W TN+ wy ' Ny + w3 ' Nv € @oen,Za.
In particular, since some simple root a; € A is not in Ag, we must have

(W 'NA +wy ' N + w3 ' Nv)(z;) = 0.

Then,

r (&
(szl Cj) - U Hu, s w3, (2.14)
wi,w2,w3EW
i=1,...,n

where {C1,...,C,} are the GIT classes which are chambers and Hy,, w,ws,i is the hyperplane in
X(T)3 defined by (w1 + wop + w3v)(z;) = 0, for wi, ws, w3 € W and z; € tis dual to the simple

root «;. Let us denote by {Si,...,Sn} the connected components of the complement of

U Huy jwpws,i C X(T)g'

w1, wa,w3EW
i=1,...,n

Then, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.6.2. Let G be of type A. The function f;(x1,x2,X3), as given above, is a non-zero

polynomial with rational coefficients on
(X)) NE)Nns; (2.15)

and 0 on X¢N (X (T)++)3.
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CHAPTER 3: NOTES ON SEMISTABILITY

In this short chapter we provide some results on semistability. In section one, we prove that
certain subvarieties of (G/B)? can never meet the semistable locus. In section two, we provide a
counter-example to a natural question in the study of semistability.

3.1 Embedding Flag Varieties of Levi Subgroups

It is natural to ask, if for a Levi subgroup L C G, the image of the natural embedding
(L/Br)* = (G/B)?,
meets ((G/B)3)%, where By, = BN L is the Borel subgroup of L. We have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1.1. If L is a proper Levi subgroup of G and l; € L for i =1,2,3, then points of the
form (I1B,12B,13B) € (G/B)? are never semistable.

Proof:

Suppose that (I1B,12B,13B) € ((G/B)3)*%*, then this implies that the image of the embedding
(L/B)? — (G/B)3 meets ((G/B)3)**. Now, (Urw{ By,/Br)? is open in (L/Bp)?, where B, = BNL
is the Borel of L, Uy, is the unipotent radical of By, and wé; is the longest element of the Weyl group

of L. So, there must be a semistable point of the form (ulwéBL, uzwgBL, u;:,wéBL), with u; € Uy,

Then, by Lemma A.1.1, for some N > 0,

G
[ulvng)g ® uQUw(’}ng ® u3vw6’NX3] 7é O?

where Ul N is a non-zero vector in the corresponding extremal weight space. This implies that

all weight spaces of a non-zero, G-invariant, component are also T-invariant, i.e. are of weight zero.
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However, all weight spaces of this vector are of the form
wi Nx1 +wiNxz + wiNxs + Z koo,
a€A(L)

where A(L) is the set of simple roots for L and k, > 0 for all a. So we must have some expression of

this form equal to zero. By left multiplying such an equation by wé and rearranging

Nxi+Nx2+Nxs= Y ka(-wja).
a€A(L)

Now, for each o € A(L), (—w§a) is a positive root for L. In particular, the right hand side is a
positive linear combination of roots only in A(L). Yet, there exists some § € A\ A(L). It is impossible
that $ is a linear combination of A(L). On the other hand, by dominance and by observing charts
for fundamental weights in terms of simple roots [14], Table 1, one can see that Nx1 + Nx2 + Nx3

has a positive coefficient for every simple root. This is a contradiction.
|
3.2 Embedding Flag Varieties of Subgroups of Maximal Rank

First, let S C G be a semisimple subgroup of maximal rank and Bg a Borel subgroup of S such

that Bg C B. In our study, the following question naturally occurred.
Question 3.2.1. Does the image of the natural embedding

(S/Bs)* = (G/B)? (3.1)
meet the semistable locus?

The answer, in general, is no. Here we give a counter example. If the answer were yes, then we
would have existence of semistable points of a very useful form. In particular, existence of semistable

points in (S/Bg)? would aid in sharpening the descent theorem.

Consider a line bundle £(x1, x2, x3) on (G/B)3, then the pull-back is the restriction and we have
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an S-equivariant map of sections
H'((G/B)?, £N) = H((S/Bs)*, LI/ pgys):

which induces

H((G/B)?, LN)® — H((S/Bs), LI/ pg)° -

Composing with the inclusion of G-invariants on the left-hand side gives the map

p: HO(G/BYP, L) = H((S/Bs)*, L1 p,y0)°.

Then, to prove that the embedding (3.1), in general, does not meet the ((G/B)3)**, it suffices to
find a G and an S such that [V(Ny1) ® V(Nxz2) ® V(Nx3)]¢ # 0 for some N > 0 yet [Vo(Nx1) ®
Vs(Nx2) ® Vs(Nx3)]® = 0 for all N.

The relationship between G and S is given by Borel-de Siebenthal theory (cf. [33], [17] Theorem
3.10). We take, as a counter example, the subalgebra of type As of the Lie algebra Bs. This is
obtained from Bs by deleting the short root and adjoining —0, where 6 = a3 + 2as + 2as3 is the

highest root and {aq, ag, ag} are the simple roots for Bs.

Then, we have Ag as the subalgebra with root lattice Zay + Zas + Z6. We consider s to be the

subalgebra of type A3 with simple roots

B1 =
B2 =

B3 = as + 2as.

It is straightforward to check that (81, B2)(B2, B1) = 1, (B2, B3) (B3, B2) = 1, and (b1, B3)(Bs, B1) = 0.

Also, (B3, 83) = —2, and the Ag roots generated by this choice of simple roots are still B3 roots. Thus,

these are the simple roots of a maximal rank subalgebra of type As.

Expressing the simple roots of Bs in terms of the simple roots of Az gives the restriction map on
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roots:

a1+ B
ag — B

a3 — (1/2)(,@3 — ,81)

For reference, we record the fundamental weights of both types. First, for Bs:

w1 =o1+ o+ asg
wy = a1+ 209 + 203

w3 = (1/2)(0&1 + 2a0 + 30&3).

Second, for As:
v = (1/4)(3B1 + 282 + B3)
ve = (1/4)(2B1 + 4582 + 203)
vy = (1/4)(B1+ 282 + 3Bs3).

Applying the restriction map to the fundamental weights we get the following.

w1 — V9
wg — V1 + 13

w3 — 3.

If we express a highest weight for type Bs as (a, b, ¢) = awj + bwa + cws, then this gives the highest
weight of the type A3 subalgebra (b, a,b+c) = bvy +avs + (b+c)vs. Let V(a,b, c) denote the obvious

representation. We wish to construct an example with (a4, b, ¢;), i = 1,2, 3, such that
G
[V(a1,b1,¢1) ® V(ag, by, c2) @ V(az, bs, c3)]” # 0 (3.2)

however

[Vs(bl,al, by + c1) ® Vg(be, az, ba + c2) ® Vs(bs, as, bs + 63)]5 =0. (3.3)

Now, recall that for B,, and A € A(B,,), —wo\ = A and for As,

—wo(avy + by + cv3) = cvy + by + avs.
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Hence, equation (3.2) holds if and only if V' (a1,b;1,c1) is a component in V' (ag, be, c2) ® V (as, bs, c3).
While, equation (3.3) holds if and only if Vs(b; + ¢1,a1,b1) is a component of Vg(ba, a2, by + c2) ®
Vs (bs, as, bs + c3).

Using [20], we then check that V' (2,1, 5) has multiplicity 4 inside V'(1,1,2) ® V/(1,2,1). However,
Vs(6,2,1) does not occur inside Vg(1,1,3) @ Vg(2,1,3).

Since the tensor cone forms a semi-group, we have for any N > 0
[V(NQ,NI,NE)) ®V(N1,N1,N2)® V(Nl,NQ,Nl)]G #0.

Yet, since the saturation property holds for SL(n) (cf. [15]) and 4vq + 4vs + 12v3 € (Qs, we have for
any N > 0,
[Vs(N1,N2,N6) ® Vs(N1, N1, N3) © Ve(N2, N1,N3)]” = 0.

This gives the desired counter example
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CHAPTER 4: NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES I1

In this chapter, we develop the needed notation and preliminaries to understand joint work with
Shrawan Kumar found in [4], which we cover in chapters six and seven. In the first section, we
discuss diagram automorphisms, showing all such automorphisms, and constructing the root datum
of the fixed point subgroups following [28]. In sections two, we introduce the theory of principal TDS
embeddings due to Kostant in [16]. In section three, we give a brief treatment of primitive elements

in H*(G). Last, in section four, we define the transgression map and state related theorems.

4.1 Diagram Automorphisms

The theory discussed in this section can all be found in [28]. In this section let g be a simple,
simply-lace Lie algebra of type Ay, Dy, or Eg with Cartan subalgebra t. For each of the corresponding
Dynkin Diagrams, there is a non-trivial automorphism o called a diagram automorphism. In a natural
way, the diagram automorphism ¢ induces an automorphism on the simply-connected algebraic group
G with Lie algebra g, and hence o also induces an automorphism on g (cf. [28] for how this is defined).
By abuse of notation, we also use ¢ to denote the automorphism of G and g. Let G° C G be the
fixed point subgroup of ¢ on G. If T is the fixed point subgroup of T, then t° is both the Lie algebra
of T and the o-fixed point subalgebra of t. Similarly, g° is simultaneously the Lie algebra of G? and

the o-fixed point subalgebra of g.

Then, we construct the root datum of G?. Let X (T') be the character group of T' and A the
weight lattice, so A = X (T') as G is simply connected. Let R be the roots with basis A, @ be the root
lattice. For each o € R, let a¥ be the co-root such that {a, «V) = 2. Consider o as a permutation on
R. G7 has maximal torus T consisting of the o fixed points of T'. The roots of G?, denoted R, are
given by the restriction of R to t. Alternatively, we can can think of R, as the image of R in the
quotient X (7")/(c — 1) X(T). For a € R, we will denote by ap € R, the image of v in the quotient

X(T)/(c —1)X(T). Observe that A,, the simple roots of R, is the image of A in R,.
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If O is a g-orbit in R, write
5= a
acO
Then the co-roots of G corresponding to ap € A, is as follows:

(i) If G is not of type Ay, then take oy when « has either |O] =1 or |O| > 1 and « is orthogonal

to every root in its orbit.

(ii) If G is of type Aay, then take )y when a has |O] > 1 and « is orthogonal to every root in its

orbit. If |O| > 1 and (ca, a¥) # 0, then take 2.

In what follows we let AY denote the co-roots corresponding to A, as described here. In the
following we use these rules to compute the Dynkin diagrams for types of pairs (G?, G), what is called

diagram folding.

4.1.1 (Cpy1,A2pt1)
We have o as follows:

Figure 4.1: ¢ on Agpyq

2 n n+1 o(n) o(2) a(1)

All orbits are size two except the (n + 1)th node, A, has one root for every orbit. Since every

root with a non-trivial orbit is orthogonal to every other root in its orbit,
AY={ay,1, of +o(a) |i#n+1}.
Then, for i Zn,n+1,4,j <n+1,

‘ y L 0 li—jl>1
((a)0.a) + o(a)") =
-1 li-jl=1
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and

y -1 j=n
<(aj)(97an+1> =
0 0.w
Also,
0 li —j| >1
(aj)osay +o(an)) =3 -2 j=n+1 -
-1 j=n-1

So, we have single bonds between all nodes for §; := («;)o for i < n—1, and the double bond between
Bn = (an)o and Bpi1 := (nt1)o, and B4 is the longer root. So, the diagram for (G?,T7) in this

case is

Figure 4.2: Cp41 as G°

® - @ .:(:.
1 2 n-1 n n+1

Hence G7 is of type Chp41.

4.1.2  (By, Ag)

We have o as follows:

Figure 4.3: o on Ag,

. ...... ‘
1 2 n o(n) o(2) o(1)

All orbits are size two, so A, has one root for every orbit. Although it is a priori possible that
multiple orbits are identified in A,, as we cannot use [28] Lemma 10.3.2 here, we know from example
4.1.6 below that G? has rank n. Since all roots except n and n + 1 are orthogonal in their orbits, we
have

Ay ={2(ay +anpy), of +o(e)’ [i#n}.
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Then, for i #n, i,j < n,

Y Y 0 li—j| >1
((aj)o,af +o(a;)") =
1 Ji—jl=1
and

y Y -2 j=n-—1
<(aj)072(an +an+1)> = .
0 j<n-—1

Let 8; = (o) for 1 < i < n. So, we have single bonds between all nodes except the double bond

between f3,, and (3,,—1, and 3, is the shorter root. So, the diagram for (G?,7) in this case is

Figure 4.4: B,, as G°

. ...... ‘7 :):.
n-1 n

1 2 n-2

Hence G7 is of type B,.

4.1.3 (B,_1,D,)

We have o as follows:

Figure 4.5: ¢ on D,

—@
4
.
CY=
°

All orbits are size one except the n — 1 and n nodes of size two, A, has one roots for each root in

the original diagram and one root for the n — 1, n orbit, and

AY ={a)+a) |, o) |i<n—1}.
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Then, fori <n—1, 5 <n,

0 li—j|>1
((aj)o,ai) =
1 fiegl=1
and

‘ Y y B -2 j=n—2
<(a])07an +an—1> - .
0 j<n-—1

For 1 <i<n-—11let 3 := (a;)0, then there are single bonds between 3; ;41 except the double bond

between f3,—2 and f3,—1, and (,_1 is the shorter root. So, the diagram for (G?,T7) in this case is

Figure 4.6: B,_1 as G°

. ...... .
1 2 n-3

.:): Y
n-2 n-1

Hence G7 is of type Bp—_1.

4.1.4 (Ga,Dy)
We have the order three o as follows:

Figure 4.7: Order three ¢ on Dy

2

[ o [

1 o(1)=3
o
o%(1) =4

There is one orbit of size three {aq, a3, ay} and one fixed simple root {as}, so A, has two roots,
and

\Y% V \2 \Y \2
AU:{al +()[3 +Oé4 ) a2}‘

Then,

((1)o, 05) = —1
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and

{((2)o,a) +ay +ay) = —3.

So, we have triple bond between 1 := (a1)o and B2 := (a2)p, and B2 is the longer root. So, the

diagram for (G?,77) in this case is
Figure 4.8: G2 and G”

o——6o
1 2

Hence G7 is of type Ga.
4.1.5 (Fy, Es)

Figure 4.9: o on Eg

—~ @

[ ]
3

o~
oA
[

N J

There are two orbits of size two {a1, g} and {as, a5}, and the fixed roots ag and ay. So, D, has

four roots corresponding to («a;)o, ..., (o). and

A;/:{alv+ag,a¥+ag/ ay, o) |i<n—1}.

Then, the non-zero inner products are

<<a4)0704§/> - <(042)(9704X> =-1,
<(O‘3)Ova>l/> =—1, <(a4)(97a1\%/ =+ O‘;’)/> =-2,
and
{(a3)o,af +ag) = ((a1)o, a3 +ag) = —1.
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So, we have single bonds between all nodes except the double bond between (a3)o and (a4)e, and
(aq)o is the longer root. To label the roots of G in a convenient manner, let 81 = (a2)o, f2 = (a4)0o,

B3 = (a5)o and B4 = (ag)o. So, the diagram for (G7,T7) in this case is
Figure 4.10: Fy as G°

[ ) .:):. [ )
1 2 3 4

Hence G7 is of type Fy.

4.1.6 Example G = SL(2n+1)

Let us explicitly look at the case of SL(2n+1). This is the group of determinant one automorphisms

of C?*! in the standard basis {e;}7"'. Then, the maximal torus is

T = {diag(al, e ,a2n+1) ‘ ail - aan+1 = 1},

and the Borel subgroup B is upper triangular matrices. We consider the following involution of

SL(2n+1)
o(A) = E1(AY1E,
where
0 0 J
E=10 2 0
J 0 0

and J is the n x n anti-identity. It is routine to check that o is a diagram automorphism of SL(2n+1).
Moreover, since A fixes the bilinear form determined by E if and only if A/FA = E, we see this
condition is equivalent to A = E~1(A")"'E = o(A). In particular,SL(2n + 1)7 is the subgroup

SO(2n + 1) stabilizing the symmetric bilinear form associated to E.

4.2 Principal TDS Embeddings

Let g be a simple Lie algebra over C of rank ¢ and t a fixed Cartan subalgebra. An element

X € g is said to be nilpotent if ad(X) is a nilpotent linear transformation, where ad : g — End(g) is
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the adjoint representation ad(X)(Y) = [X, Y] (alternatively one can use the image of X under any
representation). An example of a nilpotent element is any X, € g, where o € R* and g, is the root
subspace of a.

Now if G is a group with g as its Lie algebra, using the properties of Ad(g) listed in section 1.1,

we have for any ¢ € G and any X,Y € G,
(ad(X)"Y = [Ad(g)(X),--- ,[Ad(g)(X),Y]---] = Ad(g) - ad(X) " (Ad(g~")(Y)).

In particular, Ad(g)(X) is nilpotent when X is nilpotent. If we let N be the collection of all nilpotent
elements in g, then we see that N is Ad(G)-stable. Moveover, it follows from [16], Lemma 5.4, that
N is exactly the Ad(G) orbit of b. There is a unique open orbit in N, and any element in this open

orbit is called principal nilpotent. Then, the following is due to Kostant ([16], Theorem 5.3).

Theorem 4.2.1. For o € R, let X € gq, i.¢., such that b = @, cp+ CXo. Then,

X = ZaaXaeb

a€RT
is a principal nilpotent if and only if a, # 0 for every simple root o € A.

Now, let sla be the Lie algebra of traceless 2 x 2 matrices over C with the standard basis

In this case, E is the principal nilpotent of sl;. We have the following definition.

Definition 4.2.1. A Lie algebra embedding ¢ : slo — g (or its image) is called a principal TDS if

w(F) is a principal nilpotent element of g.

It follows from [16], Corollary 3.7, that all principal TDS are Ad(G)-conjugates. That is, if

¢’ : sl — g is another principal TDS, then, there exists a g € G such that

¢ = Adg- p. (4.1)

Now, a principal TDS embedding defines an action of slo on g by the adjoint representation
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of p(sly), i.e., g becomes a representation of sly. Recall that the irreducible representations of sly
correspond to nonnegative integers n such that n is the highest weight. Moreover, the irreducible sly
representation of highest weight n has dimension n + 1 (cf. [14], §7.2). Then, we decompose g into
irreducible sly components:

g=VieVhe eV,

labeling them so that

ny <--- <ny, where n; =dimV;. (4.2)

By the identity (4.1), we see that the decomposition of g with respect to another principal TDS ¢’
looks like

g= (Adg-V1)@ (Adg-Vz)@'--@(Adg-Vg).
Then, by [16] Corollaries 5.3 and 8.7 for (i) & (ii), and by any table of exponents for (iii), we

have the following.

Proposition 4.2.1. (i) { = rank of g.

(ii) Each n; is an odd integer 2m; + 1. Moreover,
mp <mo < --- <y

are the exponents of g.

(iii) Except when g is of type Dy, with ¢ even, each V; is an isotypical component (in particular,

uniquely determined) for the principal TDS @, i.e., mj < mg < -+ < my.

When g is of type Dy, with ¢ even, the exponents are

1,3,5,-- 0—3,0—1,0—1,0+1,---,20— 3. (4.3)

Hence, the isotypical component for the highest weight 2¢ — 2 is a direct sum of two copies of the

irreducible module Vi, (2¢ — 2) with highest weight 2¢ — 2.
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4.3 Primitive Elements

Let G be the simple, connected group with simple Lie algebra g. Let the singular cohomology
of G be considered with complex coeffcicients, i.e., H*(G) := H*(G,C). The multiplication map
G x G — @G induces a graded homomorphism on cohomology A : H*(G) — H*(G) ® H*(G). In
particular, this is a co-mulitplication map making H*(G) a Hopf Algebra.

Then, an element z € H*(G) is called a primitive element if A(z) =1® x4+ x ® 1. Since A is a
graded homomorphism, the collection of primitive elements in H*(G) forms a graded subspace which
we denote by P(g). Note, e.g. by [7], Theorem 15.1, that H*(G) does not depend on the isogeny
type of G, so the notation P(g) is justified.

Now, let Gy be a maximal compact subgroup of G. We can identify A(g*) with the left invariant,
C-valued forms on Gy, and hence identify A(g*)? with the bi-invariant forms on Gy. Then, A(g*)? =
H}5(Go, C), where the latter denotes the de Rham cohomology of Gy, follows from the fact that
each de Rham cohomology class on a compact, connected Lie group has exactly one bi-invariant
representative (cf. [7], Theorem 12.1). Moreover, by the de Rham Theorem Hj,(Go, C) = H*(Gy, C).
Lastly, since Gy is a deformation retract of G, we have H*(Gy,C) = H*(G). In summary, we have a

canonical isomorphism

A(g")? = HY(G). (4.4)

A Hopf algebra structure is naturally defined on A(g*)? (cf. [21] §10.3.1). It is a tedious but routine
computation to check that isomorphsim (4.4) respects co-multiplication, and is thus an isomorphism
of Hopf algebras. In particular, we will consider P(g) C A(g*)®.

Then, we have the following useful facts on primitive elements (cf. [21] Proposition 10.12 and

Threom 10.2); the latter is well known as the Hopf-Kozul-Samelson Theorem.
Proposition 4.3.1. All primitive elements of N(g*)® occur in odd degrees.
Theorem 4.3.1. The space of primitive elements P(g) C A(g*)? generates the algebra N(g*)®.

In addition, for any d > 1, let Py be the subspace of P(g) of (homogeneous) degree d elements.
Then, it is well known that

dim Py = #{1 <i < /| n; = d}, (4.5)

where n;’s are the dimensions of irreducible components of g under the principal-sls action.
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In particular, if g is not of type D, (with ¢ even), then

dimP,; < 1 (4.6)

and Py is of dimension 1 if and only if d is equal to one of the nls. If g is of type D, (with ¢ even),

dimP; <1 if d#2(—1, and dim Py = 2. (4.7)

4.4 The Transgression Map

Here we give a description of the transgression map. The transgression map is originally due to
the work of H. Cartan in [5]. However, we follow the treatment given buy E. Meinrenken in [21].
Let g*[k] be the graded Lie algebra that has non-zero elements only in degree —k. Then, the Weil

Algebra of g, denoted W, is the Koszul algebra for g*[—1]. In practice, we have

Wg=5(g") ® A(g%), (4.8)

where S denotes the symmetric algebra and A denotes the exterior algebra. Equation (4.8) requires
some additional explanation. In particular, the Weil algebra is a graded algebra with a degree one
differential d. To each p € g* we have a degree one element u € g*[—1] = S'(g*), and a degree
two element du € g*[—2] = Al(g*) of the Weil algebra. Set fi = du — daju € Wg, where, d, is the
differential on A(g*) used to define the Lie algebra cohomology of g*. Then, the collection of y and f,
for all ;4 € g*, generate Wg.

Now, we have two different naturally defined actions of g on Wg. Namely, for each X € g, we
have the contraction operation, denoted i(X ), which is a degree —1 operator, and the Lie derivative,
denoted L(X), which is a degree 0 operator. The Lie derivative is the tensor product of the extensions
of the co-adjoint representation of g to S(g*) and A(g*). The contraction operator i(X) is defined on

degree one generators by i(X)(u) = u(X) and on degree two generators by

i(X)dp = L(X) .

Then, we define the invariant subspace of the Weil algebra, denoted (W g)?, to be the subspace of
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Wg annihilated by L(X) for all X € g. Also, define the basic subspace of Wg, denoted (Wg)y,,q, to
be the subspace of (Wg)? annihilated by i(X) for all X € g. It follows from basic properties (cf. [21]
§6.6) of contraction and Lie derivatives that the differential d preserves both (Wg)? and (Wg)

bas-

Then, we have the following proposition (cf. [21], Theorem 6.2 and Proposition 6.9).

Proposition 4.4.1. (Wyg) (S(g*))?®, where S(g*) is the symmetric algebra in the generators [i.

bas —

Moreover, (Wy)? with the restriction of the Weil differential, is an acyclic differential algebra.

Now, there is a canonically defined, g-equivariant (with respect to both contraction and Lie

operators), morphism of graded differential algebras

m:Wg— A(g").

Restricting to the invariant subspaces (i.e., just with respect to Lie differentiation) we have a morphism
of differential algebras

™ (Wg)* = (A(g9))°.

The differential d, is trivial on (A(g*))? since (A(g*))? = H*(g), where the former is the Lie algebra
cohomology of g (cf. [21] § 6.13, 6.8 and Proposition 6.11). In particular, since 7 is a morphism of
differential algebras, 7(dz) = 0 for any x € Wg such that dz € (Wg)9.

We have the following definition/proposition the the transgression map 7 ([21] Proposition 6.17)

Proposition 4.4.2. There is a well-defined linear map,

7 (STg")? — (Agx)?

such that 7(p) = w(C), where C € (Wg)? is any odd element such that dC = p. If p has degree r,

then 7(p) has degree 2r — 1.

Since we have stated all the necessary theory, let us prove the existence of such a C' and that

7 is well-defined. For existence, consider p € (Sg*)? = (Wyg) since (Wg)1,,q C (Wg)? and, by

bas’ bas

Proposition 4.4.1, (Wg)? is acyclic, there must be some C € (Wg)? such that dC = p. To see
that 7 is well-defined, it suffices to show that if d(C; — C2) = 0, then n(C; — C2) = 0. Again,
since (Wg)? is acyclic, d(Cy — C3) = 0 implies that C; — Cy = dC’ for some C' € (Wg)?. Then,
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m(Ch — Cy) = w(dC") = 0.
Also, note that in the proof of Theorem 2.2.1 we give a definition of 7 in terms of a basis for g.

Finally, we have the following important theorem originially due to H. Cartan (cf. [5], [21]).

Theorem 4.4.1. The kernel of T is (ST (g*)?) - (ST (g*)?) and the image of T is P(g).
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CHAPTER 5: DIAGRAM AUTOMORPHISMS & GIT

Let g be a simple, simply-laced Lie algebra over C and let G be the connected, simply-connected
complex algebraic group with Lie algebra g. Let o be a diagram automorphism of g and let € = g° be
the fixed subalgebra. The, £ is a simple Lie algebra again of type discussed in the previous chapter.
Let K = G” be the fixed-point subgroup of G with Lie algebra €. Recall the construction of root
datum for g as given in the previous chapter.

We have the following main result of this section.

Theorem 5.0.2. The canonical map ¢ : R(G) — R(K) is surjective, where R(G) denotes the
representation ring of G (over Z).
In particular, the canonical map K//Ad K — G//Ad G, between the GIT quotients, is a closed

embedding.

Before proving this theorem, we must develop some useful lemmas. Let AT(g) C t* (resp.
AT(¢) C t) be the set of dominant integral weights for the root system of g (resp. t) and let
X(Tk)*t € AT (€) be the submonoid of dominant characters for the group K, i.e., X(Tk)™ is the set
of characters of the maximal torus T = T¢ (with Lie algebra t;) of K which are dominant with
respect to the group K. Let {v1,...,1y,} be the fundamental weights of ¢, where ¢y = rank(t), and
recall {wy,...,wy} are the fundamental weights of g. Observe that since G is simply-connected,

X(T)" = A*(g). Moreover, under the restriction map p : t* — t;,

p(A"(g)) = X (Tk)™ (5.1)

To see this, let X (Tx) be the character lattice of K (similarly for X(7') = A(g)). Then, by
Springer’s original construction of X (T ) [28], the restriction p : A(g) — X (Tk) is surjective. Further,

from the description of the coroots of £ as in [28], p(AT(g)) C AT (¢). Thus, we have

p(AT(g)) C AT() N X(Tk) = X (Tk)".
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Conversely, in all cases except for g of type Asy,, by Lemma 5.0.2, p(A*(g)) = A1 (8) D X(Tk)T, so

equation (5.1) holds in these cases. When g is of type Asg,, again by Lemma 5.0.2,
p(A* () = (@?:_11 Z+Vi) @ 27 vy,

and

X(Tx) = p(AM9)) = (B} Zvi) @ 2Zvn.

From this again, we see that (5.1) is satisfied. This proves (5.1) in all cases.
For any A € At (g), let V(\) be the irreducible G-module with highest weight A. Similarly,
for u € X(Tk)™, let W(u) be the irreducible K-module with highest weight u. We denote the

fundamental representations V' (w;) of g by V; and W (v;) of £ by Wj.

Lemma 5.0.1. For any A € A (g), W(p()\)) has multiplicity one in V(\) as a €-module. (Observe

that by 5.1, p(\) € X(Tk)™".)

Proof: Note that the Borel subalgebra by of £ is contained in the Borel subalgebra b of g. So,
if vy is the highest weight vector of V(\) (of weight A), then vy remains a highest weight vector of
weight p(\) in V(\) for the action of £. Hence, W(p(\)) C V/(A).

Multiplicity one is clear from the weight consideration. H

We next prove two facts unique to our context. For any simple root «, we denote the corresponding

coroot by . We follow the indexing convention as in section 4.1.

Lemma 5.0.2. (a) If G is not of type Aay, or Eg, then p(w;) = v; for 1 <i < ly := rank(t).
(b) If G is of type Aap, then p(w;) = p(wan—it1) = v; for 1 <i<mn—1, and p(wy) = p(wp+1) =
2up,.

(c) If G is of type Eg, p(w1) = p(we) = va; p(wa) = v1; p(ws) = p(ws) = v3; p(ws) = ve.

Proof: (a) It suffices to show
(p(wi), B)) = 6ij, for1<i,j </l (5.2)

In this case, we have (cf. 4.1)

BJ\/ = Zazv
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where the summation runs over the orbit of a; under o. For 1 < j < £, no a4, is in the o-orbit of «;

for any 1 < k < fg. Thus, the equation (5.2) follows.

(b) When G is of type Ag,, by section 4.1,

So, for 1 < i < 2n,

From this (b) follows.

;

v v :
aj +ag, g, forj<n-—1,

for j = n.

20, + 20,
\

(wiv O‘;/> + <wi7 O‘\Z/nfjJrl)? for .7 <n- 1>

2(w;, ) + 2(wj, ), for j=n.
6i7j + 6i,2n—j+1, for j <n-—1,
26i7n + 261',71-1—17 for j =n.

(c) Following the indexing convention as in section 4.1, we get that

Thus,

B%/:O[}L/7 /82\3/:@%/—’_0%/7 BX:CV\{—FOK%/

p(w1) = p(we) = va,
p(w2) = v1,
p(w@s) = p(ws) = vs,
p(@s) = va.
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5.1 Proof of Theorem 5.0.2

Let {p1,...,un} C X(Tk)T be a set of semigroup generators of X (Tx)". Then, the classes
{IW (1) }1<j<n generate the Z-algebra R(K'), where [W(u;)] € R(K) denotes the class of the
irreducible K-module W (y;) (cf. [25], Theorem 3.12).

We proceed separately for each of the five cases depending on the type of (g, £).

Case I (A2n+1a0n+1):

By Lemmas 5.0.2 and 5.0.1, for 1 < j <n+1, W; CV; (as -modules). Recall that V; = W, &
C2F2 (so Wy = Vy) and V; = A9 V; for all 1 < j < 2n+ 1. Also, for 2 < j < n+ 1, Wj is given as the
kernel of the surjective -equivariant contraction map AJW; — AJ=2W;. Hence, for 2 < j <n + 1, in

R(¢) (where R(t) is the representation ring of €), by [11], Theorem 17.5,

[W;] + [N 2] = [NW).

Thus,
¢(V1]) = W], and ¢([Vj]) — &([Vj-2]) = [Wj], for 2<j<n+1,

where V{ is interpreted as the trivial one dimensional module C. Thus, the class [W;] of each

fundamental representation lies in the image of ¢, and hence ¢ is surjective.

Case II. (Az,, By):

By Lemmas 5.0.2 and 5.0.1, for 1 < j <n —1, W; C V; and W(2v,,) C V;, (as €-modules). Recall
that Vi = W = C?*! (so Wy = Vi), and Vi = NV for all 1 < j < 2n. Also, W, = NW,; for

1<j<n-—1and W(2u,) = A"W; (see, e.g., [11], Theorem 19.14). Thus, as ¢-modules,

W=V, jsn-1 W)=V,

Thus,
Wil ..., [Wh-1], W (2v,)] € Image ¢.
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By Lemma 5.0.2 (b) and the identity (5.1), X (Tk )™ is generated (as a semigroup) by {v1, ..., 1,20y }.

Hence, ¢ is surjective in this case.

Case III. (D,, B,_1):

Recall that V; =2 C?® and W; = C?>"~!. By Lemmas 5.0.2 and 5.0.1, for 1 < j <n —1, W; CV;

(as t-modules). Since W7 C V; (as t-modules), we get (as £-modules):
i=waecC
Thus, for 1 < k <n — 2, as -modules,
Vi = APV = AR & C) = (AFW) @ (AR 1) = W & Wy,

where the first equality is by [11], Theorem 19.2; W} is interpreted as the one dimensional trivial
module and the last equality is from the proof of Case II.

Since W, _1 C V,,_1 as t-modules, and both being spin representations have the same dimension

271 (see, e.g., [12], Section 6.2.2), we get Vj,,_1 = W,,_1. Therefore,
¢([Vk]) = [Wk] + [Wk—l] for 1 < k <n-— 2, and ¢([Vn_1]) = [Wn—l]-

In particular, each of [W1],. .., [W,_1] lies in the image of ¢, proving the surjectivity of ¢ in this case.

Case IV. (D4, Gs):

The two fundamental representations W; and Wy have respective dimensions 7 and 14 ([11],
Section 22.3). On the other hand, V; is eight dimensional and Vo = A%Vj. Since p(w1) = 11 (by
Lemma 5.0.2), by Lemma 5.0.1 we get W7 C V} (as t-modules). So, we have the decomposition (as
t-modules):

Vi=WeC.

Thus, as ¢-modules,

Vo= NVi =AW @C) = (A2 W) @ Wh.
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But, AW, = We @ Wy ([11], Section 22.3). Hence, as £&-modules,

Vo = Wo @ W2,

This gives
O([Vi]) = [Wh] +1 and ¢([Vo]) = [Wa] + 2[W1],

which proves the surjectivity of ¢ in this case.

Case V. (Eg, Fy):

By Lemma 5.0.2(c), we see that p is surjective with kernel given by {aw; +bws —bws —awsg | a,b €

Z}. Considering the images of w; under p, we have as £-modules (by Lemmas 5.0.2(c) and 5.0.1),

Wy C Vo,
Wa C Vi,
W3 C V3, V5,
Wy C V1, V.

Using [27], Tables 44 and 47 or [20], we obtain

Along with the fundamental ¢-modules, there are only three other irreducible £-modules of dimensions
at most 1651 (][27], Table 44, or [20]). These are dim(W (2v4)) = 324, dim(W (v1 + v4)) = 1053, and
dim(W (2v1)) = 1053.

Let U* denote an arbitrary ¢-module of dimension k. Considering the dimensions, we get (as
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t-modules):

Vi=Ve=Wy8C,

Vo =Wy @ U,

Va=Vs=W3a U™,

Vi = Wy @ U651,
Now, U?% must be either W or the trivial module C?6, and U™ must be some combination of Wy,
Wi and C. Since ¢([Vi]) — 1 = [Wy], this implies that [Wy], [W1] and [W3] are in the image of ¢.
(We remark that [27] gives Fy C Eg branching, but we continue without these results for clarity and

completeness.)

Using appropriate tensor product decompositions in [20], we get

(W (2u4)] = [Wa]? — W3] — [W1] — [W4] — 1, (5.3)
(W vy + va)] = [Wh][Wy] — W3] — [W4l, (5.4)
(W (201)] = [Wh]? = W] — (W (2ua)] — W] — 1. (5.5)

Since Wy appears in V} as a €-submodule exactly once by Lemma 5.0.1, from the above identities, we
get that [Ws] lies in the image of ¢ if W (2v4) is not a component of Vj. In fact, we prove below that
2v1 is not a t-weight of Vy at all.

In order that 2v; be a £-weight of Vi, we should have 2v; = ply,, where 1 is a weight of V4. This is
only possible if there exists a weight of Vy of the form p = aw; + 2ws + bws — bws — awg, for some
a,b € Z. We claim this is impossible. Indeed, all weights of Vj are of the form wy — E?:l d;a, where

d; € Z*. If such p existed, then by [3], Planche V,

SO dii =@y —
= wy + a(we — w1) — 2wy + b(ws — w3)
= (201 + 3ag + 4as + 6y + das + 2a5) + (a/3)(—2a1 — a3 + as + 204)

—2(aq + 2ag + 2a3 + 3y + 2a5 + ag) + (b/3)(—aq — 2a3 + 25 + ag),

from which we immediately see a contradiction since the aso coefficient is —1.

This completes the proof in this last case and hence the proof of the first part of Theorem 2.2.2 is

completed.
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To prove that n : K//Ad K — G//Ad G is a closed embedding, it suffices to show that the
induced map between the affine coordinate rings n* : C[G//Ad G] — C[K//Ad K] is surjective. But,

by [25], Theorem 3.5, there is a functorial isomorphism

C @z R(G) — C[G//Ad G,

and similarly we have an isomorphism

C ®z R(K) — C[K//Ad K].

From this the surjectivity of n* follows from the surjectivity of R(G) — R(K). This proves the

theorem.
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CHAPTER 6: REDUCTION OF HITCHIN’S CONJECTURE

In this section, building upon Theorem 5.0.2, we give the proof for the reduction of the validity of
Hitchin’s conjecture to the simply-laced, simple Lie algebras. Recall the notation and defintion of

chapters 4 and 5. Fix a principal TDS. Then, N. Hitchin made the following conjecture.

Conjecture 6.0.1. Let g be any simple Lie algebra. For any primitive element w € Py C A%(g*)?,
there exists an irreducible sub-module V,, C g of dimension d with respect to the principal TDS action

such that

wlraqy,) # 0

Remark 6.0.1. (a) When g is not of type Dy (with ¢ even), given w € Py, there exists a unique
irreducible submodule V' of dimension d in g. This can be seen by Proposition 4.2.1 and by consulting
a table of exponents of g. Thus, V,, is uniquely determined.

If g is of type Dy (with £ even), unless d = 2¢ — 1, given w € P, there is a unique irreducible
submodule V' of dimension d in g. Thus, again V,, is uniquely determined (for d # 2¢ — 1).

(b) A different choice of principal TDS results in the irreducible submodules being equal to Adg-V,
for some g € G, and some irreducible submodule V' for the original principal TDS (cf. Proposition

4.2.1). But, since we are only considering forms w € A%(g*)9 (which are by definition Ad G-invariant),
wlpd(aagv) # 0 if and only if wlxayy # 0.

Now, we come to the main results of part two of this dissertation (cf. [4]).

Theorem 6.0.1. If Hitchin’s conjecture is valid for any simply-laced simple Lie algebra g, then it is
valid for any simple Lie algebra.
More precisely, if Hitchin’s conjecture is valid for g of type (Agp—1; Agg; Dy; Es), then it is valid

for g of type (Cy; By; Go; Fy) respectively.

Proof: Let £ be a non simply-laced simple Lie algebra. Then, there exists a simply-laced simple
Lie algebra g together with a diagram automorphism o (i.e., an automorphism o of g induced from a

diagram automorphism of its Dynkin diagram) such that ¢ is the o-fixed point g7 of g. Moreover,
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given ¢, we can choose g to be of type given in the statement of the theorem (cf. §4.1). In particular,

we never need to take g of type Dy except Dy.

Choose a Borel subalgebra b of g and a Cartan subalgebra t C b such that they both are stable
under o. let A = {ay,...,ap} C t* be the set of simple roots of g, where £ is the rank of g. Since o
keeps b and t stable, o permutes the simple roots. Let {51, e ,Ege} be a set of simple roots taken
exactly one simple root from each orbit of o in A. Then, the fixed subalgebra b := b is a Borel
subalgebra of €, t; := 7 is a Cartan subalgebra of £ and {f1,...,,} is the set of simple roots of &,
where 3; := §i|tg (cf. [28]). In particular, ¢ is the rank of £.

For any 1 < n < /f, choose a nonzero element z, € 95, where 93, is the root space of g
corresponding to the root En Define

ord(o)
yn= Y o'(zn),

=1

where ord (o) is the order of o (which is 2 except when g is of type Dy and ¢ is of type G3, in which
case it is 3). If B3, is fixed by o, then ¢ acts trivially on 93, (cf. [28]), hence y, is never zero. Of

course, ¥, € £ and, in fact, y, € £g,. Define the element y € £ by
Ly
Yy = Z Yn-
n=1

By [16], Theorem 5.3, y is a principal nilpotent element of ¢ and hence there exists a principal

TDS in &

¢ :slp — € such that o(X)=y.
Moreover, since
¢, ord(o)
y=2_ 2 o),
n=1 i=1
again using [16], Theorem 5.3, we get that y is a principal nilpotent of g as well. Hence, ¢ is a

principal TDS of g also. Decompose g under the adjoint action of sly via ¢:
gzvl@"'®We@w€+l®"'@W)
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where V1 @ --- @ V), is a decomposition of £.

Take a primitive element wy € Py(£) C A%(£)¥, where Py(£) is the space of primitive elements for £.

By (subsequent) Theorem 6.0.2 , the canonical restriction map A%(g*) — A%(£*) induces a surjection
Py(g) — Py(t), for any d > 0.

Take a preimage wy € Py(g) of wg. By remarks 6.0.1, there exists a unique irreducible sly-submodule
Vi, of € of dimension d. Further, there exists a unique irreducible slo-submodule V3, C g of dimension
d. (For any € not of type G2, the uniqueness of V;;, follows since we have chosen g not of type Dy;
for £ of type Ga, Py(£) is nonzero if and only if d = 3,11 (cf. equations (4.5)- (4.7). Again, for these
values of d, dim Py(D4) = 1.) Hence, V,,, = V3,. Assuming the validity of Hitchin’s conjecture for g,

we get that ad‘/\d(vgd) # 0. Hence,

walpagv,,) = @dlpav ) # 0-

This proves the theorem. l

We give the Lie algebra analogue of Theorem 5.0.2 as a corollary.

Corollary 6.0.1. The canonical restriction map
S(g*)® = S(&)f
18 surjective.

Proof: By [30], section 6.4, for any connected semisimple algebraic group H over C, the restriction
map

r:C[H//Ad H] = C[H|" — C[Ty)"* (6.1)

is an isomorphism of C-algebras, where T C H is a maximal torus and Wy is the Weyl group of H.

Similarly, by Chevalley’s restriction Theorem, the restriction map
7o : C[h]7 — Clty)"V™ (6.2)
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is a graded algebra isomorphism, where h (resp. ty) is the Lie algebra of H (resp. Tp). Thus, to
prove the corollary, it suffices to show that the canonical restriction map

B ClV — Cl]Vx

o

is surjective,where W (resp. W) is the Weyl group of G (resp. K). Since [} is a graded algebra
homomorphism induced from the C*-equivariant map S, : ts/Wg — t/W (where the C*-action is the
standard homothety action), it suffices to show that the tangent map between the Zariski tangent

spaces at 0:

(dBo)o : To(te/ Wk ) — To(t/W)

is injective. Also, to see that this injectivity is sufficient, note that t/W and t;/Wy are affine spaces
by another theorem of Chevalley (cf. [6]). Let 7%"% denote the analytic tangent space. Then, the
canonical map

Ty (X)) = To(X)

is an isomorphism for any algebraic variety X and any point z € X.

Consider the commutative diagram:

/Wi —2 > /W

J/exp \Lexp

where T C K is the maximal torus with Lie algebra t, and 8 : Tx /Wyx — T /W is the canonical
map. Since Tk, T are tori, exp is a local isomorphism in the analytic category. In particular, there
exist open subsets (in the analytic topology) 0 € Uy C t¢/Wg,0 € U C t/W,1 € Vi C T /Wk and
1 €V C T/W such that 3,(Ux) C U and expyy, : U¢ — Vi is an analytic isomorphism and so is

expy : U — V. Since, by Theorem 5.0.2 and the isomorphism (6.1), § is a closed embedding,
(dB)1 : T (T /W) = Ty(Tx JWi) — T T /W) =~ Ty (T/W)

is injective and hence so is Ty(te/ W) — To(t/W). This proves the corollary.

As a consequence of Corollary 6.0.1, we get the following.
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Theorem 6.0.2. With the notation and assumptions as in Theorem 5.0.2, the canonical restriction

map v : H*(G) — H*(K) is surjective. Moreover, this induces a surjective (graded) map
Yo : P(g) — P(O?

where P(g) C H*(G) is the subspace of primitive elements.

Proof: From the definition of coproduct, it is easy to see that the following diagram is commuta-

tive:
H*(G) —29 > H*(G) ® H*(Q)

| |

H*(K) ——> H*(K) ® H*(K).

Thus, v takes P(g) to P(¥).

Let b be a reductive Lie algebra. For any v € b, define the derivation i(v) : S(h*) — S(h*) given
by i(v)(f) = f(v), for f € h*. Further, define an algebra homomorphism A : S(h*) — AV (h*) by
A(f) = df, for f € h* = S1(h*), where d : AL(h*) = b* — A%(h*) is the standard differential in the Lie

algebra cochain complex A®(h*). Now, define the transgression map (cf. §4.4).
=y SO o AT, T(p) = 3 € AN(e)p),
J
for p € ST(h*)Y, where {e;} is a basis of h and {ej} is the dual basis of h*.
By a result of Cartan (cf. [5], Théoreme 2 and [21]), 7 factors through
ST/ (S*(H*)") - (ST (5)")

to give an injective map

ll

S0/ (ST(H*)) - (ST(H*)") — AT(h*)
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with image precisely equal to the space of primitive elements P(h). From the definition of 7, it is

easy to see that the following diagram is commutative:

$

S*(g*)® — 2> At(g*)e
SHEY —Ts (e

where the vertical maps are the canonical restriction maps. By using Corollary 6.0.1, this proves
that P(g) surjects onto P(£). Since P(£) generates A*(£*)t =2 H*(K) as an algebra, we get that  is

surjective. This proves the theorem. H
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APPENDIX A: TOWARD SEMISTABILITY AND STABILITY

In this appendix, we provide some additional characterizations of when points are semistable or
stable. Up to this point, none of these are particularly useful in explicitly determining the semistable
locus, but our hope is that useful criterion can be developed from these results in the future. In
section one, we take a direct approach. In section two, we restrict to G = SL(n) and identify (G/B)3
with a subvariety of products of grassmanians to obtain an alternative characterization of semistability

and stability.

A.1 Direct Approach

Lemma A.1.1. (B, g2B, g3B) € (G/B)? is semistable with respect to L(\) X L(u) X L(v) if and only

T + + - -
if Upny @ 92VN,, & g3vy, has a non-zero G-invariant component.

Proof: Assume (B, g2B, g3B) is semistable. By definition (B, g2B, g3B) is semistable if and only

if there is
o€ H((G/B)*, L(NX) W L(Npu) R L(Nv))¢

~ [HY(G/B, L(NX)) ® HY(G/B, L(Np)) ® H'(G/B, L(Nv))]“

such that o(B, g2B, g3B) # 0 for some N > 0. The Borel-Weil isomorphism is G-equivariant, so
[V(NA* @ V(Np)* @ V(N = [H(G/B, L(NX) @ H(G/B, L(Np)) ® H'(G/B, L(Nv))]“

under the map with diagonal action on all tensor products.

Jr Jr Jr . . . .
If vy, ®gavy 1 D930y, has a nonzero G-invariant component, then there must be some G-invariant
element in

S @8 e [VINN @ V(N ® V(N

The previous statement follows since if « is not a G-invariant dual element, then for some g, ga lives

in some weight space A # 1. Choose some t € T such that \(¢) # 1 and consider
a(v) = a(g™ ) = AB)(9e) (v) = AB)a(g™'v) = A(H)a(v).
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This shows that every non-G-invariant dual element vanishes on G-invariants. On the other hand,
there must be some dual element that is non-vanishing on every G-invariant.

Define regular functions &i,@,% : G — C by a;(g9) = ai(gvj\“,/\), and similarly for others.
Observe that a;(gb) = a;(gbvy,) = eM(b)as(gvf;,) = eM*(b)@i(g). So, these functions define
elements of HY(G/B,L(N))) by [g,ai(g)]. We define 0 € H*(G/B, L(N))) ® H*(G/B,L(Np)) ®
H°(G/B, L(Nv)) by

o(h B, ha, B,hs) = [hn,@(I)] @ [ha, Bi(ha)] @ [hs, Bi(hs))-

Then, o is the image of > a; ® 8; ® v; under the G-equivariant Borel-Weil isomorphism. Hence, o
must also be G-equivariant.

To show that o(B, 1B, g2B) # 0 it suffices to show that o defines a non-vanishing section o* of
the pull-back bundle 7*(£) = G x C over G* via the natural quotient. For (e, g1, g2) € G lying over
(B,91B,92B)

o*(1,91,92) = - @(1) @ Bi(g2) @ Bi(gs)

=2 ® B © Bi(vi, ® g1y, © gavyy,) # 0
Conversely, given a G-invariant section ¢ nonvanishing at (B, g1B, g2B), there is some ), (a; ®
Bi®v) € [VINA)* @ V(Np)* @ V(NI/)*]G corresponding to o under the Borel-Weil isomorphism.
Hence

0# > 0 ® B @ Bi(vf, @ g1v%, ® G20y,

Clearly, v;\ru ® glv]f, u® ggvj\rfy must have a nonzero G-invariant component.

A.2 Embedding in Grassmanians for G = SL(n)

We now restrict to the case when G = SL(n). Let E; = C(eq, ..., e;) be the standard i-dimensional
subspace of C", where {ey,...,e,} is the standard basis of C". G acts naturally on E;, consider the

following G-equivariant embedding. G/B — HZ;% Gri(C™), given by
gB = (gEla gEZa cee 7gEn71)'
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Injectivity is apparent since for any g1, go with the same image, g; gy will fix the flag By € Ey C

--- C E,_1, and hence will live in B.

This induces the G-equivariant embedding j : (G/B)3 — H?Zl H’g;ll Gry, (C™"). Now, for any k

we have the Pliicker embedding Gry,(C") < P(AFC™) given by
span(vy, ..., vg) = [ A= Avgl.

For some a € Z~( we also have the Veronese embedding P(A*C") — P(Sym®(A¥C")) given by
[V A Avg] = (01 A2 Aog)?],

where the latter denotes the a-th symmetric power. Given any 3(n — 1)-tuple of a?" € Z~q, by

composing products of these two embeddings we get the following embedding

3 n—1
k.

(G/B)* = [ [ BSym™' (Acy),

i=1k;=1

given by in the (i, k;)-th image coordinate
(91B,92B,g3B) = [(gie1 A giea A+ - A gieki)afi]'
If we follow this with a Segre embedding, we get
6: (G/B)® — P[ @i, &F}Sym™ (AbC™),
given by
(91B,92B, g3B)

1

1 kj n—
[(g1e1)1 @ -+ ® (gie1 A giea A - -+ A giex,)™ @ -+ @ (gae1 A gsea A~ Agzen—1)?3 .

Now, on the other hand, given three regular, dominant weights, we have the standard embedding
¥ (G/B) = P[V(x1) @ Vixe) ® V(xs)]
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given by (91B, 928, g3B) = [g1vy, @ g2v, ® gavif,].

. n—1 _k n—1 _k n—1 _k
Now, if x1 =D 3 21 a1 @kys X2 = D_pye1 G Tkys and X3 = Y - a3’ @y, then

V() C &2, Sym™ ™ (AR C)

with highest weight vector

n—1
1

al a a
vy, =e;' ® (e1 Aeg) %®---®(61/\~--/\en,1)
and similarly for V(x2) and V(x3). Thus, as G-modules we have
ks ~n
V(x1) ® V(xz) ®V(xs) C @ @p ) Sym®% (AMC"),

which gives the G-equivariant embedding

; 3 n—1 o kim

[ P[V(Xl) ® V(XQ) ® V(XS)] - P[ ®5—1 ®ki:18ym g (/\ iC )] .

Then, the following proposition is immediate.
Proposition A.2.1. With the notation as above, t o) = ¢.

Let V = @3, @} Sym®' (ARC") and W = V(x1) ® V(x2) @ V(xs):
Lemma A.2.1. ¢*Op(1) = L(x1, X2, X3)-

Proof:

First, Since, the tautological bundle on P(V') pulls back to the tautological bundle on P(W), we
see that i*Op(y)(1) = Opw(1). Hence, it suffices to observe that ¢*(Opy)(1)) = L(x1, x2, x3) and
this is well known. B

The following proposition is a generalization of [23], §4.4, and [32].

Proposition A.2.2. Consider the same notation as above. Then,
3 n—1

(Li,.. Ly N Lh, .y Ly, Ly Y e [T T 6T
i=1k;=1
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is stable, or semistable, with respect to the embedding determined by x1, X2, X3 as above if and only if

S0 o (dim(F)j — ndim(L] N F)) + a} (dim(F)j — ndim(L} N F))
(A.1)

+a}(dim(F)j — ndim(L§ N F)) > 0,
for every non-zero, proper subspace F' of C™, with > 0 for the statement on semistability.

Proof:

We will proceed by proving this formula for the embedding of the product of Grassmanians. In
particular, we consider Gry(C") < P(Sym®(A*C")). On basis vectors, this embedding looks like
span(e;, ..., e;) = [(eq A+ Aei ) = [pf, ;1. where piy 5 = ey Ao Ae. Let Og(1) on
Gr1,(C") be the pull-back of Op(y/y(1) via this embedding. Then, Ox(1) is a G-linearized line bundle
over Gry(C™).

Now, consider o(t) = diag(t"™,...,t") and observe the diagonalized action of o(t) on the natural
basis for Sym?(A*(C"))
thzl(r"?Jr'"mi)(pi%,.,_,iipif 77777 D iz)7
where we take zjl << Zi;

For any L € Gry(C"), take Pit,...it (L) to be the coefficient of pit,...q2 for the image of L under the

Pliicker embedding. Then using Proposition 2.3 of [23],

pC*W(L, o) = max{- Z(?}-{ o) [ (D)piz iz (L) -+ pig,..ig (L) # O} (A.2)
j=1
Let L(n+1) = C", L(n) = {l‘n = 0}7 R L(i,iJrl,.,.,n) = {xz = T4l = 0 = T = 0}7 R

La,.n= {0}. For each L € Gri(C"), there exist unique integers ay < --- < aj such that

dlm(L N L(ai+1,-..7n)) =14, and dlm(L N L(ai,ai-‘rl,...,n)) =1—1.

The definition of {ay, ..., ax} requires that for each i = 1,..., k, there is a point ¢; € L such that

q; € L(ai—l—l,...,n) \L(oci,...,n)-
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Since there are k of these, we see that

L = span(qi, ..., qn).

If we assume that o(¢) is such that 4 > --- > 7y, then o(¢) - Cq; = Ceq, + thC(ZK% bje;), where

B > 0 and b; could be zero. Thus

%inéa(t) L =Ceq, +Ceq, + -+ Ceq, =: Lo.
iy

Then, pO (L, o) = u® W (Ly, o), so it suffices to compute the latter. But p;, . ;, (Lo) # 0 if and

only if i; = «; for all j. Thus, by equation (A.2)

NOk(l)(La o) =—a Zf:l Ta;

=—ady i [dim(LN Lit1,..ny) — dim(L N L(i,m,.._,n))] i
(A.3)

= *a[lmﬁn + Z;‘L:2 dim(L N L(i,z’—i—l,...,n))(rifl - Tz)]
= —akry, +a o dim(L O L1, m)) (i — 1ic1).

By, the same justification used in §4.4 of [23], we conclude that this formula must also hold for

o(t) of the form ry > re > --- > 1.

Then, take a point L := (Li,..., Ly~ ' LY, ..., Ly~ L8, ... 1571 € [T, TTj ) Gry, (C™) and
X1, X2, X3 as above with associated embedding ¢ (taken on the product of Grassmannians), and let

O(1) be the pullback of Op(y7)(1) under the embedding

n—1

I Grr.(C™) = B(V)
ki=1

determined by x1, x2, x3. Then by equation (A.3) and Proposition 1.2.1 (iii), we have

3 n—1 n
MQ(l)(fa o) = Z Z ( - ngrn + ag Z dim(Lg N L(z’,i+1,...,n))(7’z’ - Ti—l)) (A.4)
s=1 j=1 1=2
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Now, the subset of Z™ with vy > --- > r, and Z?:l r; = 0 is Q>¢-spanned by the extremal o,

p=1,...,n—1, of the form
(n_p):lezrerp—H::Tn:—p

Since the equation (A.4) is a linear function on the ry’s, it follows that u@M (L, o) > 0 or > 0 for any
sigma of the form ry > --- > r, if and only if the corresponding inequality holds for the all extremal

op. So, we calculate equation (A.4) for the extremal o).

3 n—-1

Z Z pj —ndim(L] N Lipt1,..m))) (A.5)

s=1 j=1

On the other hand, every § € OPS(G) is conjugate to o € OPS(T') of the form ry > --- > r, and
MQ(D(I_:, gog~1) = ,uQ(I)(g*1 . I_:, o). Moreover, dim(ging N L(i,i+1,...,n)) = dim(Lg N gL(z’,i+1,...,n))-
Thus, pM (L, 8) > 0, or > 0, for all § € OPS(G) if and only if

3 n—1
> > dl(pj —ndim(LiNgLey,..m)) > 0,
s=1 j=1
or > 0, for every p=1,...,n — 1 and every g € G. Noting that any proper, non-zero, subspace of

dimension p is obtainable as a G translate of L, . ), we have that L is stable or semistable if and

only if

>3 al(dim(F)j — ndim(Li N F)) >0

or > 0, for every proper, non-zero, subspace ¥ C C". H

Now, if j : (G/B)? — Hl g, —! Gry,,(C") is as described above, by lemma (A.2.1) and recalling
the definition of O(1) given in the proof of the previous proposition, j*O(1) = ¢*Opy)(1) =
ﬁ(Xla X27X3)' ThllS, for € (G/B)37

W (,8) = p? O (a2, 5) = "0, 5) = u@D (j(), 8).
In particular, we have the following corollary.
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Corollary A.2.1. (B,g1B,g:B) € ((G/B)3)%, or ((G/B)3)%, if and only if

S071 af (dim(F)j — ndim(E; N F)) + @b (dim(F)j — ndim(g E; N F))
(A.6)

—l—ag(dim(F)j —ndim(g:E; N F)) >0,

with > 0 for ((G/B)3)%, for every proper, non-zero, subspace F' C C".

If we let
zj = dim(F)j — ndim(E; N F)

y; = dim(F)j — ndim(g1 E; N F)
zj = dim(F)j — ndim(g2E; N F),
then the expression (A.6) is simply
n_l . . .
> alw; + ady; + ajz;.

j=1

In particular, since the set of possible x;,y;,2; is a finite list of integer values, this criterion for
stabiliy /semistability says that ((G/B)3)% # ((G/B)?)* implies (x1, X2, x3) lies in a finite union of

hyperplanes in ((X(7))*%)3.

Example A.2.1. Let’s see what this condition is when G = SL(2). Then, dim(F) = 1 and
x1,y1,21 = 1, —1, with the former exactly when g;Fy = F, i =0,1,2 (take go = e). If there are any
semistable points, then these will certainly occur off the diagonal where g;F1 # g;jF for ¢ # j, so

semistable points exist if and only if

a1 +as—az >0
a1 —az+az >0

—a1 +az +az > 0.

WLOG we can assume that a; > ao > ag, in which case the first two inequalities are irrelevant. Thus,
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L(a1,az2,a3) has a semistable point if and only if

a1 < ag + as.

Now, because the saturation property holds for SL(n) (cf. [15]), L(a1, a2, a3) has a semistable point
if and only if [V (2a;1) ® V(2a2) ® V(2a3)]¢ # 0. Thus, V(2a1) is a component in V(2as) ® V(2a3) if

and only if the inequality above holds. But, the above inequality is equivalent to

2a0 — 2a3 < 2a1 < 2a0 + 2a3.

This is the Clebsch-Gordon condition.

Now, note that g;F = g;E; if and only if g; B = g; B. We know that the diagonal (B, B, B) is never
semistable. So we cannot have z1 = y1 = 21 = —1 corresponding to a semistable point. Also, if we
have any two of x1,y1, 21 taking —1 corresponding to a semistable point, then when the corresponding
expressions are set to zero, we get the same equations as above. Thus, the three inequalities given
above is a full condition for stability or semistability. In particular, ((G/B)?)* # (G/B)3)® if and

only if one of these attains zero.
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