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4 Regular subalgebras and nilpotent orbits of real graded Liealgebras

Heiko Dietrich, Paolo Faccin, and Willem A. de Graaf

ABSTRACT. For a semisimple Lie algebra over the complex numbers, Dynkin (1952) developed an algorithm
to classify the regular semisimple subalgebras, up to conjugacy by the inner automorphism group. For a
graded semisimple Lie algebra over the complex numbers, Vinberg (1979) showed that a classification of a
certain type of regular subalgebras (called carrier algebras) yields a classification of the nilpotent orbits in a
homogeneous component of that Lie algebra. Here we considerthese problems for (graded) semisimple Lie
algebras over the real numbers. First, we describe an algorithm to classify the regular semisimple subalgebras
of a real semisimple Lie algebra. This also yields an algorithm for listing, up to conjugacy, the carrier algebras
in a real graded semisimple real algebra. We then discuss what needs to be done to obtain a classification of
the nilpotent orbits from that; such classifications have applications in differential geometry and theoretical
physics. Our algorithms are implemented in the language of the computer algebra systemGAP, using our
packageCoReLG; we report on example computations.

1. Introduction

Let gc be a complex semisimple Lie algebra with adjoint groupGc. Classifying the semisimple subalgebras
of gc up toGc-conjugacy is an extensively studied problem, partly motivated by applications in theoreti-
cal physics; see for example [12, 18, 19, 40, 41]. In [19, 40],this classification is split into two parts: the
construction of regular semisimple subalgebras, that is, semisimple subalgebras normalised by a Cartan
subalgebra ofgc, and the construction of semisimple subalgebras not contained in any regular proper subal-
gebra. Dynkin [19] presented, among other things, an algorithm to list the regular semisimple subalgebras
of gc, up toGc-conjugacy. One of the main facts underpinning this algorithm is that two semisimple subal-
gebras, normalised by the same Cartan subalgebrahc, areGc-conjugate if and only if their root systems are
conjugate under the Weyl group of the root system ofgc (with respect tohc). The situation is more intricate
for a real semisimple Lie algebrag. As a consequence, here the aim is usually not to classify thesemisim-
ple subalgebras, but to decide whether a given real forma of a complex subalgebraac of gc = g ⊗R C

is contained ing, see [10, 11, 20, 21, 23, 36]. However, for some classes of subalgebras a classification up
toG-conjugacy can be obtained, withG the adjoint group ofg. Examples are the subalgebras isomorphic
to sl2(R), whose classification up toG-conjugacy is equivalent to classifying the nilpotent orbits in g; the
latter can be performed using the Kostant-Sekiguchi correspondence, see [9, 15]. It is the first aim of this
paper to show that also the regular semisimple subalgebras of g can be classified up toG-conjugacy; we
describe an effective algorithm for this task. The main issue is that, in general, there exist Cartan subalge-
bras ofg which are notG-conjugate, and that a given regular semisimple subalgebracan be normalised by
several non-conjugate Cartan subalgebras. To get some order in this situation, we introduce the notion of
“strongh-regularity”; we show that two stronglyh-regular subalgebras areG-conjugate if and only if their
root systems are conjugate under the real Weyl group ofg (with respect toh).
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The second problem motivating this paper is the determination of the nilpotent orbits in a homogeneous
component of a graded semisimple Lie algebra. Over the complex numbers (or, more generally, over an
algebraically closed field of characteristic 0), the theoryof orbits in a graded semisimple Lie algebra has
been developed by Vinberg [47–49]. Letgc =

⊕
i∈Zm

gci be a graded semisimple complex Lie algebra,
where we writeZm = Z/mZ, andZm = Z whenm = ∞. The componentgc0 is a reductive subalgebra
of gc, andGc

0 is defined as the connected subgroup ofGc with Lie algebragc0. This group acts on the
homogeneous componentgc1, and the question is what its orbits are. It turns out that many constructions
regarding the action ofGc on gc can be generalised to this setting. In particular, there exists a Jordan
decomposition, so that the orbits ofGc

0 in gc1 naturally split into three types: nilpotent, semisimple, and
mixed. Of special interest are nilpotent orbits: in contrast to semisimple orbits, there exist only finitely many
of them. It is known that every nonzero nilpotente ∈ gc1 lies in a homogeneoussl2-triple (h, e, f), with
h ∈ gc0 andf ∈ gc−1, and thatGc

0-conjugacy of nilpotent elements ingc1 is equivalent toGc
0-conjugacy of the

corresponding homogeneoussl2-triples. Concerning the classification of the nilpotent orbits, Vinberg [49]
introduced a new construction: the support, or carrier algebra, of a nilpotent element. This is a regular
Z-graded semisimple subalgebracc ≤ gc with certain extra properties; here “Z-graded” means thatcc =⊕

i∈Z c
c
i with cci ⊆ gci mod m, and “regular” means thatc is normalised by a Cartan subalgebra ofg0. The

main point is that the nilpotentGc
0-orbits in gc1 are in one-to-one correspondence with theGc

0-classes of
carrier algebras, so that a classification of the former can be obtained from a classification of the latter. This
approach has been used in several instances to classify nilpotent orbits, see for example [4, 22, 24]; it has
also served as the basis of several algorithms to classify the nilpotent orbits ingc1, see [27,39].

Here we consider the analogous problem over the real numbers: g =
⊕

i∈Zm
gi is a real graded

semisimple Lie algebra,G0 is the connected Lie subgroup ofGwith Lie algebrag0, and we want to classify
the nilpotentG0-orbits ing1. Again, this is much more complicated than the complex case.Nevertheless,
several attempts have been made to develop methods for such aclassification. For example, Djoković [17]
considered aZ-grading of the split real Lie algebra of typeE8, so thatg0 is isomorphic togl(8,R), and
g1 ∼= ∧3(R8) asg0-modules; this is the kind of problem that is of interest in differential geometry, see [30].
Djoković classified the corresponding nilpotent orbits (which in this case form all orbits) using an approach
based on Galois cohomology; it is not clear whether this can serve as the basis of a more general algorithm.
Van Lê [38] devised a general method, whose main idea is to list the possible homogeneoussl2-triples;
however, the main step in her approach uses heavy machinery from computational algebraic geometry over
the real numbers, so that it is questionable whether it will be possible to implement this method success-
fully. The problem of classifying real nilpotent orbits is also considered in the physics literature (with
applications in supergravity), see for example [7, 34]. In [7], the nilpotent orbits corresponding to aZ2-
grading of the split Lie algebra of typeF4 are classified using a method based on listingsl2-triples. The
main idea is to search for real Cayley triples – and depends onthe unproven assumption that each orbit has
a representative lying in such a triple. Using elements ofG0, many such triples are shown to be conjugate,
and the remaining ones are proven non-conjugate by using several invariants.

Here we approach the problem of classifying the nilpotent orbits in a real graded semisimple Lie algebra
by first listing the carrier algebras. For this reason, we formulate the algorithm for listing the regular
subalgebras in the more general context ofZ-graded regular subalgebras of a graded real semisimple Lie
algebra; the algorithm for listing the regular subalgebrasis then a straightforward specialisation to the trivial
grading. From this, we devise an algorithm for listing the carrier algebras in a real graded semisimple
Lie algebra up to conjugacy; this is the second aim of this paper. Unfortunately, it is not immediately
straightforward to get a classification of the nilpotent orbits from this list of carrier algebras: unlike in the
complex case, a given carrier algebra can correspond to morethan one orbit, or to no orbit at all. In order to
overcome this difficulty, we present a number of ad hoc techniques, partly similar to the ones used in [7]:
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given a carrier algebra, we first reduce the set of nilpotent orbits to which it belongs by using elements of
the groupG0; the remaining elements are then shown to be non-conjugate by using suitable invariants.

1.1. Main results and structure of the paper. We use the previous notation. In Section 2 we recall
relevant notation and concepts for semisimple Lie algebrasover the complex and real numbers. As noted
above, the real Weyl group plays a fundamental role in our algorithms; in Section 3 we describe an algorithm
to construct the real Weyl group of a real semisimple Lie algebra, relative to a given Cartan subalgebra. The
subalgebrag0 is not semisimple in general, but reductive. We discuss a number of well-known properties
of reductive subalgebras in Section 4; these are needed throughout the paper. Section 5 is devoted to toral
subalgebras of a real semisimple Lie algebra; for such a subalgebra, we study the two subsets of elements
having only purely imaginary and only real eigenvalues, respectively. In Section 6 we consider real graded
semisimple Lie algebras; we recall some well-known properties, and present two classes of examples which
include many cases of interest. In Section 7 we discuss our first main algorithm, namely, an algorithm
to list all regularZ-graded semisimple subalgebras, up toG0-conjugacy. In Section 8 we consider the
specialisation to the trivial grading to obtain an algorithm for constructing the regular subalgebras ofg up
toG-conjugacy; we exemplify this with the real form EI ofE6. The last three sections are devoted to the
problem of classifying the nilpotent orbits of a real gradedsemisimple Lie algebra; we follow Vinberg’s
approach and use carrier algebras. First, in Section 9, we generalise some of Vinberg’s constructions to the
real case; based on our algorithm in Section 7, we obtain an algorithm to list the real carrier algebras ing, up
toG0-conjugacy. In Section 10 we discuss what needs to be done to get the classification of the nilpotent
orbits from that list of carrier algebras. Finally, Section11 reports on example computations; in three
examples we elaborate on how our methods behave in practice:We consider the 3-vectors in dimension 8
(as in [17]), an example from the physics literature (as in [34]), and the real orbits ofSpin14(R) × R∗ on
the 64-dimensional spinor representation (in the complex case this representation has, for instance, been
considered by [25]). On some occasions we report on the runtimes of our implementations.

1.2. Notation. We use standard notation and terminology for Lie algebras, which, for instance, can be
found in the books of Humphreys [31] and Onishchik [42]. All Lie algebras are denoted by fraktur symbols,
for example,g, and their multiplication is denoted by a Lie bracket[−,−] : g × g → g; all considered Lie
algebras are finite-dimensional. Ifϕ : g → gl(V ) is a representation withV a finite-dimensional vector
space, then the associated trace form is(x, y) = tr(ϕ(x) ◦ϕ(y)). The adjoint representationadg is defined
by adg(x)(y) = [x, y]; its trace form is the Killing formκg(x, y) = tr(adg(x) ◦ adg(y)); if the Lie algebra
follows from the context, then we simply writead andκ.

Let v ⊆ g be a subspace and leta ≤ g be a subalgebra. The normaliser and centraliser ofv in a are

na(v) = {x ∈ a | [x, v] ⊆ v} and za(v) = {x ∈ a | [x, v] = 0},

respectively. A real form of a complex Lie algebragc is a real subalgebrag ≤ gc with gc ∼= g⊗R C, that is,
gc = g ⊕ ıg as real vector spaces; hereı ∈ C is the imaginary unit. The real forms of the simple complex
Lie algebras are classified; we use the standard notation of [35, §C.3 & C.4], cf. [42, Table 5].

As already done above, we endow symbols denoting algebraic structures over the complex numbers by
a superscriptc. If this superscript is absent, then, unless otherwise noted, the structure is defined over the
reals. Similarly, ifv is a real vector space, thenvc = v⊗R C is its complexification.

If gc is a complex semisimple Lie algebra, then its adjoint groupGc is the connected Lie subgroup
of the automorphism groupAut(gc) with Lie algebraad gc; it is the group of inner automorphisms ofgc,
generated by allexp(adx) with x ∈ gc. Similarly, the adjoint groupG of a real semisimple Lie algebrag
is the connected Lie subgroup ofAut(g) with Lie algebraad g; it is generated by allexp(ad x) with x ∈ g,
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see for example [29, p. 126–127]. Ifgc = g ⊗R C, thenG = Gc(R) is the normaliser ofg in Gc, that is,
G = {g ∈ Gc | g(g) = g} is the set of real points ofGc.

2. Semisimple Lie algebras

In this preliminary section we recall some notions concerning semisimple Lie algebras; throughout,gc is a
semisimple Lie algebra defined overC.

2.1. Semisimple complex Lie algebras.Let hc ≤ gc be a Cartan subalgebra with corresponding root
systemΦ. For a chosen root order denote by∆ = {α1, . . . , αℓ} the associated basis of simple roots. The
root space corresponding toα ∈ Φ is gcα = {g ∈ gc | ∀h ∈ hc : [h, g] = α(h)g}. Forα, β ∈ Φ define
〈β, α∨〉 = r− q wherer andq are the largest integers such thatβ− rα andβ+ qα lie in Φ. By [31, §25.2],
there is aChevalley basisof gc, that is, a basis{h1, . . . , hℓ, xα | α ∈ Φ} which satisfieshi ∈ hc, xα ∈ gcα,
and

(2.1)
[hi, hj ] = 0, [hi, xα] = 〈α,α∨

i 〉xα,

[xα, x−α] = hα, [xα, xβ] = Nα,βxα+β;

herehα is the unique element in[gcα, g
c
−α] with [hα, xα] = 2xα, andNα,β = ±(r+1) wherer is the largest

integer withα− rβ ∈ Φ. Note thathαi
= hi for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, andxγ = 0 for γ /∈ Φ.

A generating set{gi, xi, yi | i = 1, . . . , ℓ} of gc is acanonical generating setif it satisfies

[gi, gj ] = 0, [gi, xj ] = 〈αj , α
∨
i 〉xj ,

[xi, yj] = δijgi, [gi, yj] = −〈αj, α
∨
i 〉yj ,

with δij the Kronecker delta. Sending one canonical generating set to another uniquely extends to an
automorphism ofgc, see [32, Thm IV.3] or [42, (II.21) & (II.22)]. Every Chevalley basis{h1, . . . , hℓ, xα |
α ∈ Φ} contains the canonical generating set{hi, xi, yi | i = 1, . . . , ℓ} with xi = xαi

andyi = x−αi
.

2.2. Real Forms.Let {h1, . . . , hℓ, xα | α ∈ Φ} be a Chevalley basis ofgc. It is well-known and
straightforward to verify that theR-span

u = SpanR({ıh1, . . . , ıhℓ, (xα − x−α), ı(xα + x−α) | α ∈ Φ+}).

is acompact formof gc, that is, a real form ofgc with negative definite Killing form; such a form is unique
up to conjugacy, see [42, Cor. p. 25]. Using the decomposition gc = u ⊕ ıu, the associatedreal structure
(or conjugation with respect tou) is τ : gc → gc, x+ ıy 7→ x− ıy, wherex, y ∈ u.

Let θ be an automorphism ofgc of order 2, commuting withτ . Thenθ(u) ⊆ u, and we can decompose
u = u+ ⊕ u−, whereu± is the±1-eigenspace of the restriction ofθ to u. Now g = k⊕ p with k = u+ and
p = ıu− is a real Lie algebra withgc = g ⊕ ıg, hence a real form ofgc. The associated real structure (or
conjugation) isσ : gc → gc, x+ ıy 7→ x− ıy, wherex, y ∈ g; the mapsσ, τ , andθ pairwise commute and
τ = θ◦σ. It is well-known that every real form ofgc can be constructed in this way, see [42]. The associated
decompositiong = k ⊕ p is aCartan decomposition; the restriction ofθ to g is aCartan involution of g.
Note thatθ acts onk andp by multiplication with1 and−1, respectively. We note that a real formg = k⊕p

is compact if and only ifp = {0}.

Lemma 1. Let g = k ⊕ p be as before, with Cartan involutionθ. If a ≤ g is a semisimpleθ-stable
subalgebra, thena = (a ∩ k)⊕ (a ∩ p) is a Cartan decomposition ofa.
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PROOF. Write θ = σ ◦ τ whereσ is the complex conjugation associated withg, andτ is the compact
real structure corresponding to the compact real formu of gc. Recall thatk = u+ andp = ıu− whereu±
is the±1-eigenspace ofθ|u. Sincea is stable underσ andθ, we knowτ(a) = a. Write gc = u ⊕ ıu,
so thatac = b ⊕ ıb with b = ac ∩ u. In particular,b is a real form ofac with real structureτ |ac . By
a theorem of Karpelevich-Mostow (see [42, Cor. 6.1]), everyCartan involution ofb extends to a Cartan
involution of u. In particular,b is in fact a compact real form ofac. (Sinceu is a compact real form, the
Cartan decomposition ofb must have a trivial ’p-part’, henceb is compact as well.) Clearly,θ|ac is an
automorphism ofac commuting withτ |ac , andb = b+ ⊕ b− whereb± is the±1-eigenspace ofθ|b. Now
b+ ⊕ ıb− is a real form ofac with Cartan involutionθ|ac. Note thatb+ = (ac ∩ u)∩ u+ = (ac ∩ k) = a∩ k

andb− = (ac ∩ u) ∩ u− = ı(a ∩ p), which proves the assertion. �

2.3. Cartan subalgebras.Let g be a real semisimple Lie algebra with adjoint groupG. Let g =
k ⊕ p be a Cartan decomposition with associated Cartan involution θ. By [35, Prop. 6.59], every Cartan
subalgebra ofg is G-conjugate to aθ-stable Cartan subalgebra. Moreover, Kostant [37] and Sugiura [45]
(using independent methods) have shown that, up toG-conjugacy, there are a finite number of Cartan
subalgebras ing. We described in [14] how the methods of Sugiura yield an algorithm for constructing, up
toG-conjugacy, allθ-stable Cartan subalgebras ofg. This algorithm has been implemented in our software
packageCoReLG [13] for the computer algebra systemGAP [28].

LetΦ be the root system ofgc with respect tohc, whereh is as above. Define

NGc(hc) = {g ∈ Gc | g(hc) ⊆ hc},

ZGc(hc) = {g ∈ Gc | g(h) = h for all h ∈ hc}.

LetW be the Weyl group ofΦ, and viewΦ as subset of the dual space(hc)∗. Forg ∈ NGc(hc) andα ∈ Φ
defineαg = α ◦ g−1; using this definition,g(gcα) = gcαg , in particular,αg ∈ Φ. Hence, everyg ∈ NGc(hc)
yields a map

ψg : Φ → Φ, α 7→ αg.

If g, h ∈ NGc(hc) thenψg◦h mapsα to α ◦ h−1 ◦ g−1, thusψg◦h = ψg ◦ψh. The next theorem is [46, Thm
30.6.5]; it allows us to define an action ofW onhc.

Theorem 2. If g ∈ NGc(hc), thenψg ∈ W . The mapNGc(hc) → W , g 7→ ψg is a surjective group
homomorphism with kernelZGc(hc). In particular,W ∼= NGc(hc)/ZGc(hc).

Lemma 3. If w ∈W , thenw(hα) = hw(α) for all α ∈ Φ.

PROOF. Theorem 2 shows thatw = ψg for someg ∈ NGc(hc), and the action ofw on hc is defined as
w(h) = g(h). If α ∈ Φ, theng(xα) ∈ gcw(α), henceg(xα) = λαxw(α) for someλα ∈ C. It follows from

(2.1) thatg(hα) = λαλ−αhw(α) andλ−α = λ−1
α , hencew(hα) = g(hα) = hw(α). �

3. Computing the real Weyl group

Let g = k⊕p be as in the previous section, with Cartan involutionθ = τ ◦σ andθ-stable Cartan subalgebra
h; recall thatτ is a compact real structure. LetΦ andW be the root system and Weyl group associated with
hc; let {α1, . . . , αℓ} be a basis of simple roots and let{h1, . . . , hℓ, xα | α ∈ Φ} be a Chevalley basis ofgc.
Recall the definition ofhα = [xα, x−α]. We defineNG(h) andZG(h) as in the complex case, and thereal
Weyl groupof g relative toh as

W (h) = NG(h)/ZG(h),

see [35, (7.92a)]. It follows from [35, (7.93)] that

W (h) ≤W.
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An algorithm for finding generators ofW (h), based on [3, Prop. 12.14], is implemented in the ATLAS

software [1]. Here we describe a similar, but also more direct algorithm; it is based on the following
theorem (see [2, Prop. 5.1] for a very similar statement).

Theorem 4. The real Weyl group isW (h) = {w ∈W | ∃g ∈ NGc(hc) : g ◦ θ = θ ◦ g andw = g|hc}.

PROOF. First, we prove “⊆”; let w ∈ W (h). If K is the connected Lie subgroup ofG with Lie algebrak,
thenW (h) = NK(h)/ZK(h) by [35, (7.92b)]. Thus, there isg ∈ NK(h) whose restriction tohc coincides
with w. Clearly, all elements ofK commute withθ.

Second, we prove “⊇”; let w ∈ W such thatw = g|hc for someg ∈ NGc(hc) with g ◦ θ = θ ◦ g.
Consider the compact structuresτ and τ ′ = g ◦ τ ◦ g−1. The corollary to [42, Prop. 3.6] shows that
τ = η ◦ τ ′ ◦ η−1 for someη ∈ Gc; in particular, one can chooseη = ϕ−1/4, whereϕ = (τ ′ ◦ τ)2 and
ϕt = exp(t logϕ), t ∈ R, is a 1-parameter subgroup, see [42, p. 23]. Sinceτ ′ ◦ τ commutes withθ, so do
ϕ andη; the latter follows from the fact thatϕ andϕt have the same eigenvectors, see [42, p. 23].

If α ∈ Φ, thenθ(hα) = hα◦θ andσ(hα) = h−α◦θ, see [14, Lem. 6], henceτ(hα) = h−α = −hα. By
Lemma 3 we haveg(hα) = hw(α), implying thatτ ′ ◦ τ(hα) = hα. Since{h1, . . . , hℓ} with hi = hαi

is a
basis forhc, we getτ ′ ◦ τ ∈ ZGc(hc), thusη ∈ ZGc(hc).

Now defineg̃ = η ◦ g ∈ Gc, so thatg̃ commutes withθ and with τ ; for the latter note thatτ =
η ◦ τ ′ ◦ η−1 = η ◦ g ◦ τ ◦ g−1 ◦ η−1 = g̃ ◦ τ ◦ g̃−1. In particular,g̃ commutes withσ = θ ◦ τ , which proves
g̃(g) = g. Thus,g̃ ∈ Gc(R) = G. Nowη ∈ ZGc(hc) implies that̃g ∈ NG(h) and that the restriction of̃g to
hc coincides with the restrictiong|hc , hence withw ∈W by the definition ofg. This provesw ∈W (h). �

If w ∈W , thenw = ψg for someg ∈ NGc(hc), see Theorem 2, andw acts onhc asg. Let

W θ = {w ∈W | the action ofw onhc commutes with the restrictionθ|hc}.

Theorem 4 yieldsW (h) ≤W θ. We now considerw ∈W (h) and show how to constructg ∈ NGc(hc) with
w = ψg. Let {xi, yi, hi | i = 1, . . . , ℓ} be the canonical generating set contained in the Chevalley basis
of gc. Clearly,{xw(αi), x−w(αi), hw(αi) | i = 1, . . . , ℓ} is also a canonical generating set, and mapping
(xi, yi, hi) to (xw(αi), x−w(αi), hw(αi)) for all i extends uniquely to an automorphism

ηw : gc → gc.

By Lemma 3, the actions ofηw andw on hc coincide. Thus,η−1
w ◦ g fixeshc pointwise; such an automor-

phism is inner, cf. [14, §2.3], henceηw is inner.

If z ∈ ZGc(h), thenz(xα) is a multiple ofxα; in particular,z is determined by nonzero parameters
λ1, . . . , λℓ ∈ C with z(xi) = λixi andz(yi) = λ−1

i yi; conversely, for such parameters denote by

ζ0(λ1, . . . , λℓ) ∈ ZGc(h)

the automorphism withz(xi) = λixi, z(yi) = λ−1
i yi, andz(hi) = hi for all i. In conclusion, we have

proved the following corollary.

Corollary 5. The elements inNGc(hc) whose restriction tohc isw ∈W (h) are exactlyηw ◦ζ0(λ1, . . . , λℓ)
with nonzeroλ1, . . . , λℓ ∈ C.

For eachα ∈ Φ define scalarsµα, να ∈ C by

(3.1) θ(xα) = µαxα◦θ and ηw(xα) = ναxw(α).

Observe thatµ−α = µ−1
α andν−α = ν−1

α , andθ(hα) = hα◦θ. For nonzeroλ1, . . . , λℓ ∈ C write ζ0 =

ζ0(λ1, . . . , λℓ). Forα =
∑ℓ

i=1 aiαi defineλα =
∏ℓ

i=1 λ
ai
i and ht(α) =

∑ℓ
i=1 ai, the height ofα. An
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induction on the height shows thatζ0(xα) = λαxα. Assumew ∈ W θ; we want to decide whether there
exist nonzeroλi such thatηw ◦ ζ0 ◦ θ = θ ◦ ηw ◦ ζ0. Sincew andθ commute we get thatηw ◦ ζ0 ◦ θ(hi) =
θ ◦ ηw ◦ ζ0(hi) whatever theλi are. Secondly,ηw ◦ ζ0 ◦ θ(xi) = θ ◦ ηw ◦ ζ0(xi) is equivalent to

(3.2) λαi◦θλ
−1
αi

= ναi
ν−1
αi◦θ

µ−1
αi
µw(αi).

Thirdly, ηw ◦ ζ0 ◦ θ(yi) = θ ◦ ηw ◦ ζ0(yi) is equivalent to (3.2). In conclusion, the next propositionfollows.

Proposition 6. Letw ∈ W θ. Thenw ∈ W (h) if and only if there are nonzeroλ1, . . . , λℓ ∈ C satisfying
(3.2) for all i.

The existence of a solution satisfying (3.2) can readily be checked using row Hermite normal forms,
see [44, p. 322]. Note that the equations (3.2) are of the formλ

ei,1
1 · · · λ

ei,ℓ
ℓ = ui; let E = (ei,j)i,j be the

matrix of exponents. The left hand side of (3.2) does not depend onw, andei,1, . . . , ei,ℓ can be computed
from αi ◦ θ − αi =

∑
j ei,jαj , thusE is determined readily. The right hand side of (3.2) does depend on

w, and regarding the computation ofui = ναi
ν−1
αi◦θ

µ−1
αi
µw(αi) we remark the following:

• µα with α ∈ Φ can be computed directly by the known action ofθ;

• ναi
= 1 for all i andνα+β = νανβ

Nw(α),w(β)

Nα,β
, which gives a recursion formula for theνα with α ∈ Φ.

Let H = PE be the row Hermite normal form ofE, with P an invertibleℓ × ℓ matrix overZ. Let
(pi,1, . . . , pi,ℓ) be thei-th row ofP , and definevi = u

pi,1
1 . . . u

pi,ℓ
ℓ . If (hi,1, . . . , hi,ℓ) is thei-th row ofH,

then the system of equations (3.2) is equivalent toλ
hi,1

1 . . . λ
hi,ℓ

ℓ = vi for i = 1, . . . , ℓ. Thus, the equations
(3.2) for i = 1, . . . , ℓ have a solution overC if and only if vi = 1 whenever thei-th row ofH is zero.

Performing this for allw ∈W θ yieldsW (h). However, using a theorem of Vogan gives a more efficient
algorithm; we need some notation to formulate it. As before,let Φ be the root system ofgc with respect
to hc. By [35, §VI.7], a rootα ∈ Φ is real if α ◦ θ = −α; it is imaginary if α ◦ θ = α. An imaginary
rootα is compactif θ(xα) = xα. LetΦr andΦi be the subsets ofΦ consisting of real and imaginary roots,
respectively. These are sub-root systems ofΦ, and we denote byWr andWi their Weyl groups. Define

hr =
∑

α∈Φ+
r

hα and hi =
∑

α∈Φ+
i

hα,

andΦc = {α ∈ Φ | α(hr) = α(hi) = 0}, which is also a sub-root system, with Weyl groupWc. Denote
byWci the Weyl group of the sub-root system consisting of the compact imaginary roots.

For the following theorem we refer to [50, Props 3.12 & 4.16],see also [3, §12].

Theorem 7. We haveW θ = (Wr×Wi)⋊W
θ
c andW (h) = (Wr×W

R
i )⋊W

θ
c , whereWR

i =Wi∩W (h).
Moreover,Wci is contained inWR

i .

Thus, to computeW (h), we conclude from Theorem 7 that it is sufficient to test whetherw ∈ W (h)
for w in a set of coset representatives ofWci in Wi. We remark that generators ofW θ

c are easily computed
by algorithms that work for general permutation groups.

4. Reductive subalgebras

In this section, unless otherwise defined,g is a semisimple Lie algebra over a field of characteristic 0. Recall
thatg is reductiveif its adjoint representation is completely reducible. This is the same as saying thatg is
the direct sum of its centre and its derived subalgebra, see [6, §6, no. 4, Proposition 5] or [46, Def. 20.5.1].
By the same proposition (or [46, Prop. 20.5.4]), a Lie algebra is reductive if and only if it has a finite
dimensional representation with nondegenerate trace form. Following [6, §6, no. 6, Def. 5] or [46, Def.



8 Dietrich – Faccin – de Graaf

20.5.1], a subalgebraa ≤ g is reductive ing if the a-moduleg (via the adjoint representation) is completely
reducible. Sincea is a submodule ofg, this implies thata is reductive. Everyx ∈ g can be written uniquely
asx = s+ n, wheres, n ∈ g with adg(s) semisimple,adg(n) nilpotent, and[s, n] = 0; this is theJordan
decompositionof x, see [26, Prop. 4.6.2] or [32, Thm III.17];s andn are the semisimple and nilpotent part
of x.

Lemma 8. Leta be a subalgebra ofg.

a) The subalgebraa is reductive ing if and only ifa is reductive andadg(z) is semisimple for allz in the
centre ofa.

b) If the Killing form of g restricted toa is nondegenerate anda contains the semisimple and nilpotent
parts of its elements, thena is reductive ing.

c) Let a be reductive ing. A subalgebrat ≤ a is a Cartan subalgebra ofa if and only if t is a maximal
abelian subspace ofa consisting of semisimple elements ofg.

PROOF. a) This is [6, §6, no. 5, Théorème 4].

b) This is [46, Prop. 20.5.12]. In that book the ground field isassumed to be algebraically closed. However,
the proof given there works over any field, replacing the reference to [46, Prop. 20.5.4 (iii)] by [6, §6, no.
4, Prop. 5d].

c) Sincea is reductive,a = c ⊕ l, wherel is semisimple andc is the centre ofa. Sincea is reductive ing,
it follows thatadg(z) is semisimple for eachz ∈ c. A subspacet ⊆ a is a Cartan subalgebra if and only if
t = c ⊕ t̂ wherêt is a Cartan subalgebra ofl. Furthermore,̂t is a Cartan subalgebra ofl if and only if it is
maximally toral; see, for example, [31, Cor. 15.3]. �

Lemma 9. Letg be a real semisimple Lie algebra with Cartan involutionθ.

a) If a is aθ-stable subalgebra ofg, thena is reductive ing.

b) Leta ≤ g be a subalgebra; thena is reductive ing if and only ifac is reductive ingc.

PROOF. This is proved in [51, Cor. 1.1.5.4] and [6, §6, no. 10], respectively. �

Remark 10. Let g be a reductive Lie algebra, andh a Cartan subalgebra. Letd be the derived subalgebra
of g. We note that the real Weyl group ofg with respect toh is the same as the real Weyl group ofd with
respect tod ∩ h. So the algorithm described in Section 3 works also in this case.

5. Toral subalgebras

In this section letg be a real semisimple Lie algebra. A subalgebraa ≤ g is toral if it is abelian andadg(x)
is semisimple for allx ∈ a. Recall that ifa is reductive ing, then the Cartan subalgebras ofa are exactly
the maximal toral subalgebras ofa, see Lemma 8; in particular, every Cartan subalgebra ofa lies in some
Cartan subalgebra ofg. We now study toral subalgebras and their relation to Cartandecompositions.

Lemma 11. Let t ≤ g be a toral subalgebra and denote bytr, ti ⊆ t the sets of elementsx ∈ t such that
adg(x) has only real and only purely imaginary eigenvalues, respectively. Letθ be a Cartan involution of
g. Then the following hold.

a) Bothtr andti are subspaces oft.

b) If t is θ-stable, thent = ti ⊕ tr is decomposition into the1- and(−1)-eigenspace of the restrictionθ|t.

PROOF. a) This follows from the fact thatadg(t) is simultaneously diagonalisable overC.
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b) Let t± be the±1-eigenspace ofθ. It follows from [42, Prop. 5.1(ii)] thatt+ ⊆ ti andt− ⊆ tr. Letx ∈ ti
and writex = a+ b with a ∈ t+ andb ∈ t−; then, sinceadg(x) has purely imaginary eigenvalues,b has to
be 0. Thus,t+ = ti, hencet− = tr. �

If h ≤ g is aθ-stable Cartan subalgebra, then by Lemma 11b)

h ∩ k = {h ∈ h | adgh has only purely imaginary eigenvalues},

h ∩ p = {h ∈ h | adgh has only real eigenvalues}.

The dimension ofh ∩ p is thenoncompact dimensionof h. Sinceadg(h) andadg(g(h)) have the same
eigenvalues for everyh ∈ h andg in the adjoint groupG of g, it follows that the noncompact dimension is
a well-defined concept also for nonθ-stable Cartan subalgebras: the noncompact dimension of any Cartan
subalgebrah′ is the one ofh = g(h′). It follows from [35, Prop. 6.61] that all Cartan subalgebras of
maximal noncompact dimension areG-conjugate. Thereal rank of g is the noncompact dimension of
a maximally noncompact Cartan subalgebra ofg, cf. [35, p. 424]. The next definition generalises these
concepts for subalgebras reductive ing.

Definition 12. Let a ≤ g be reductive ing and leth ≤ a be a Cartan subalgebra. Thenoncompact dimen-
sion of h is dim hr, wherehr is as in Lemma 11. A Cartan subalgebrah ≤ a is maximally noncompact
if the noncompact dimension ofh is as large as possible. The noncompact dimension of such a Cartan
subalgebra is called thereal rank of a.

In the remainder of this section, we discuss how to describe and compute the real rank of a subalgebra
which is reductive ing. We start with a preliminary result.

Lemma 13. If x ∈ g is semisimple, then there exist uniquea, b ∈ g with

(1) x = a+ b with botha andb semisimple and[x, a] = [x, b] = [a, b] = 0,

(2) adg(a) has purely imaginary eigenvalues only,adg(b) has real eigenvalues only,

(3) if y ∈ g with [x, y] = 0, then[a, y] = [b, y] = 0.

The elementsxi = a andxr = b are theimaginary partandreal part of x.

PROOF. Let h be a Cartan subalgebra ofg containingx. Let θ be a Cartan involution ofg stabilisingh;
this exists by [35, Prop. 6.59]. Letg = k ⊕ p be the corresponding Cartan decomposition. Now define
a = 1

2(x + θ(x)) ∈ k and b = 1
2 (x − θ(x)) ∈ p, so thatx = a + b. Sincea, b ∈ h, both a and

b are semisimple and commute withx; in particular,0 = [a, x] = [a, b]. By Lemma 11, the adjoints
adg(a) andadg(b) only have purely imaginary and real eigenvalues, respectively. Note that ifx = a′ + b′

with the same properties, thena′ − a = b − b′ ∈ k ∩ p = {0}, thusa andb are unique. It remains to
prove (3). With respect to a Chevalley basis ofgc (with respect tohc), it follows thatadgc(a) andadgc(b)
are represented by diagonal matricesA andB with purely imaginary and real entries, respectively. In
particular,adgc(x) = adgc(a) + adgc(b) is represented byA+B. This implies (3). �

Lemma 14. Let t ≤ g be a toral subalgebra andθ a Cartan involution ofg. If t is θ-stable, then it is closed
under taking real and imaginary parts. Conversely, ift is closed under taking real and imaginary parts,
then there is a Cartan involutionθ′ of g stabilisingt.

PROOF. Supposet is θ-stable, and letx ∈ t. Thenx = a+b, wherea = 1
2(x+θ(x)) andb = 1

2(x−θ(x)).
The proof of Lemma 13 shows thata, b ∈ t are the imaginary and real parts ofx. To prove the converse,
let h be a Cartan subalgebra ofg containingt, and letθ′ be a Cartan involution ofg stabilisingh; this exists
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by [35, Prop. 6.59] and [35, Cor. 6.19]. Letx ∈ t and letx = a + b be the decomposition into imaginary
and real parts. Sincea, b ∈ t ≤ h, Lemma 11 yields,θ′(a) = a andθ′(b) = −b, soθ′(x) = a− b ∈ t. �

The next lemma shows that Definition 12 is in line with the definition for semisimple Lie algebras.

Lemma 15. Leta ≤ g be reductive ing, and decomposea = d⊕ t whered = [a, a] andt is the centre ofa.

a) Let h be a Cartan subalgebra ofa and decomposeh = hd ⊕ t with hd ≤ d. Using the notation of
Lemma 11, we havehr = (hd)r ⊕ tr.

b) A Cartan subalgebrah ≤ a is maximally noncompact if and only ifhd is a maximally noncompact
Cartan subalgebra ofd.

c) Up to conjugacy in its adjoint group,a has a unique maximally noncompact Cartan subalgebra.

PROOF. a) Lemma 8 shows thata is reductive, so we can decomposea = d⊕ t andh = hd ⊕ t. Suppose
that t is not closed under taking real and imaginary parts, sayx = xi + xr ∈ t with xi, xr /∈ t. Let t1 be
the subalgebra spanned byt, xi, andxr. It follows from Lemma 13 thatt1 is toral and[d, t1] = 0. Iterating
this process, we find a toral subalgebrat′ containingt, such that[d, t′] = 0 and t′ is closed under taking
real and imaginary parts. Note thatd ∩ t′ = 0 since[d, t′] = 0 andd has trivial centre. By a theorem of
Karpelevich-Mostow (see [42, Cor. 6.1]), every Cartan involution of d extends to a Cartan involution ofg;
thus there exists a Cartan involutionθ of g which stabiliseshd. Sinceh ≤ g (hence alsohd ≤ g) is toral
by Lemma 8, it follows from Lemma 14 thathd is closed under taking real and imaginary parts. Now let
h ∈ hr and writeh = u + v with u ∈ hd andv ∈ t. Decomposeu = ur + ui andv = vr + vi, and note
thatur, ui ∈ hd andvr, vi ∈ t′. In particular,h = (ur + vr) + (ui + vi) with ur + vr ∈ (hd)r ⊕ t′r and
ui+vi ∈ (hd)i⊕ t′i. Buth ∈ hr, soui+vi = 0. Sinced∩ t′ = 0, we getui = vi = 0, hencehr ⊆ (hd)r⊕ tr.
The other inclusion is obvious.

b) By the proof of Part a), there is a Cartan involutionθ which stabilisesd andhd. Let d = k′ ⊕ p′ and
g = k ⊕ p be the corresponding Cartan decompositions; clearly,k′ ≤ k andp′ ≤ p. Recall thata ≤ g is
reductive ing, henceh is toral, hencehd is toral. It follows from Lemma 11 thathd = (hd)r ⊕ (hd)i with
(hd)i = hd∩ k′ and(hd)r = hd∩p′. Part a) yieldshr = (hd∩p′)⊕ tr, which shows thatdim hr is as large as
possible if and only ifdim(hd ∩ p′) is as large as possible, if and only ifhd ≤ d is a maximally noncompact
Cartan subalgebra.

c) This follows from b) and the uniqueness of maximally noncompact Cartan subalgebras in semisimple
real Lie algebras, see [35, Prop. 6.61]. �

6. Graded semisimple Lie algebras

Let g be a semisimple real Lie algebra. For a positive integerm let Zm be the integers modulom; in
addition, defineZ∞ = Z. A Zm-grading ofg with m ∈ N ∪ {∞} is a decomposition into subspaces

g =
⊕

i∈Zm

gi

such that[gi, gj ] ⊂ gi+j for all i, j ∈ Zm. This implies thatg0 ≤ g is a subalgebra. As usual, write
gci = gi ⊗R C, so thatgc =

⊕
i∈Zm

gci . As before, denote byσ the conjugation ofgc with respect tog.

Lemma 16. a) There is a Cartan involutionθ of g such thatθ(gi) = g−i for all i.

b) The subalgebrasgc0 andg0 are reductive ingc andg respectively.

PROOF. Part a) is [38, Thm 3.4(2)]. Ifθ is as in a), thenθ(g0) = g0, and Lemma 9 proves thatg0 andgc0
are reductive ing andgc, respectively. �
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Lemma 17. Let hc0 be a Cartan subalgebra ofgc0. For eachi, the weight spaces ofhc0 in gci , of nonzero
weight, have dimension1.

PROOF. If m = ∞, thenhc0 is a Cartan subalgebra ofgc, see for example [16, p. 370], so that weight spaces
are just root spaces, and therefore they have dimension 1, see [31, Prop. 8.4]. Ifm is a positive integer and
ω ∈ C is a primitivem-th root of unity, then the linear mapϕ : gc → gc defined byϕ(x) = ωix for x ∈ gci
is an automorphism ofgc. Clearly, theZm-grading ofgc coincides with the eigenspace decomposition of
ϕ; now the assertion follows from [29, Lem X.5.4(i)]. �

The following lemma is well-known, see [49, §1.4].

Lemma 18. If g =
⊕

i∈Z gi is a Z-graded real semisimple Lie algebra, then there is a uniquedefining
elementh0 ∈ g0 such thatgi = {x ∈ g | [h0, x] = ix} for all i.

Here we do not try to classify theZm-gradings on a real semisimple Lie algebrag (for the case of
Z-gradings, see [16]); instead we describe two standard constructions ofZm-gradings, which yield many
interesting examples. In both cases, letg be the real subalgebra ofgc generated by a canonical generating
setB = {hi, xi, yi | i = 1, . . . , ℓ} of gc; theng is asplit real form of gc, see [42, p. 17], with complex
conjugationσ (fixing all xi, yi, andhi), and Cartan involutionθ defined byθ(hi) = −hi, θ(xi) = −yi, and
θ(yi) = −xi for all i, see [42, Exam. 3.2]. Let{h1, . . . , hℓ, xα | α ∈ Φ} be a Chevalley basis containing
B, with xαi

= xi andx−αi
= yi, for all simple rootsαi. By construction, allxα lie in g.

Example 19. We use the previous notation.

a) We construct aZ-grading and, for this purpose, define a degree of the roots: for eachαi choose some
integerd(αi) ≥ 0; for a positive rootα =

∑
i aiαi defined(α) =

∑
i aid(αi) andd(−α) = −d(α). Let

g0 be the span ofh1, . . . , hℓ along with thexα satisfyingd(α) = 0. For i ∈ Z definegi as the span of all
xα with d(α) = i. Theng =

⊕
i∈Z gi is aZ-grading withθ(gi) = g−i for everyi.

b) Now letm ≥ 1 be an integer andω ∈ C a primitivem-th root of unity. Letπ be a permutation of
{1, . . . , ℓ}, of order 1 or 2, such that〈αi, α

∨
j 〉 = 〈απ(i), α

∨

π(j)〉 for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ ℓ, that is,π defines a diagram
automorphism and a bijectionΦ → Φ, also denotedπ. We require thatm is even ifπ has order 2. Mapping
(xi, yi, hi) to (xπ(i), yπ(i), hπ(i)) for all i defines an automorphism ofgc, also denotedπ. If k1, . . . , kℓ are
non-negative integers withki = kπ(i) for all i, then(xi, yi, hi) 7→ (ωki , ω−kiyi, hi) for all i defines an inner
automorphismη of gc which commutes withπ. Suppose theki are chosen such thatη has orderm, thus
ϕ = π ◦ η is an automorphism ofgc of orderm.

If α =
∑

j ajαj, thenη(xα) = ωrxα wherer =
∑

j ajkj , and eachxα is an eigenvector ofη. Thus,
the eigenspaceVi of η with eigenvalueωi 6= 1 is spanned by allxα with η(xα) = ωixα; the 1-eigenspaceV0
of η is spanned byh1, . . . , hℓ andxα with η(xα) = xα. This and the definition ofθ imply thatθ(Vi) = V−i

for all i. Sincexα ∈ g for all rootsα, we also have thatσ(Vi) = Vi for all i.
Let gc = gc+⊕gc− be the±1-eigenspace decomposition ofπ. By construction,π andθ commute, hence

θ fixesgc+ andgc−. Also,π(xα) = xπ(α) for everyα ∈ Φ, and it is easy to see that there exist bases ofgc+
andgc− which are fixed byσ, henceσ(gc+) = gc+ andσ(gc−) = gc−.

Let gci be the eigenspace ofϕ with eigenvalueωi for i = 0, 1, . . . ,m − 1. Sinceπ andη commute,
η(gc±) = gc± andπ(Vi) = Vi for all i, henceVi = (Vi ∩ gc+)⊕ (Vi ∩ gc−). Clearly,Vi ∩ gc+ ≤ gci and either
gc− = {0}, orm is even andVi ∩ gc− ≤ gci+m/2; note that in the latter caseωm/2 = −1. Thus, eitherπ = 1

andgci = Vi, or π has order 2,m is even, and

gci = (gc+ ∩ Vi)⊕ (gc− ∩ Vm/2+i).



12 Dietrich – Faccin – de Graaf

Sinceθ(Vi) = V−i for all i, andgc− andgc+ are fixed byθ, in both cases we haveθ(gci) = gc−i andσ(gci ) = gci
for all i. In particular, ifgi = gci ∩ g, theng =

⊕
i∈Zm

gi andθ(gi) = g−i for all i.

6.1. A representation associated with the grading.Let g =
⊕

i∈Zm
gi be a real semisimple Lie

algebra with complexificationgc =
⊕

i∈Zm
gci . It is customary to associate a representation of an algebraic

group to the grading ofgc, see [48, 49]. Namely, as in Section 1.2, letGc be the adjoint group ofgc, and
defineGc

0 as the connected algebraic subgroup ofGc with Lie algebraadgc(gc0). This group acts ongc1,
yielding a representation

ρc : Gc
0 → GL(gc1).

We note that the differential of this representation isdρc : gc0 → gl(gc1), given bydρc(x)(y) = [x, y]. In the
literature,Gc

0 is called a “θ-group” andρc a “θ-representation”, but we avoid using this terminology here
as we already use “θ” to denote a Cartan involution.

Again, as in Section 1.2, letG be the adjoint group ofg. Note thatGc
0 andρc are defined overR, so if we

defineG0 to be the Lie subgroup ofGwith Lie algebraadg(g0), thenG0 = Gc
0(R) = {g ∈ Gc | g(g) = g}.

Furthermore, we can restrictρc toG0 to obtain a representationρ : G0 → GL(g1).

7. Listing semisimple regularZ-graded subalgebras

Let g =
⊕

i∈Zm
gi be a real semisimple Lie algebra with complexificationgc =

⊕
i∈Zm

gci . By Lemma 16,
throughout this section, we suppose that the Cartan involution θ of g satisfies

θ(gi) = g−i for all i.

A Z-graded subalgebrasc of gc is a subalgebra withZ-gradingsc =
⊕

k∈Z s
c
k such thatsck ⊂ gck mod m

for all k; herek mod m = k if m = ∞. It is a regular subalgebraof gc if it is normalised by some
Cartan subalgebrahc0 of gc0. If we want to specify the particular Cartan subalgebra, then we say thatsc is
hc0-regular. We define the same concepts for subalgebras ofg. The following is an easy observation.

Lemma 20. Let sc ≤ gc be anhc0-regular subalgebra, wherehc0 ≤ gc0 is a Cartan subalgebra. Ifhc0
contains the (unique) defining elementsh of sc, then[hc0, s

c
i ] ⊆ sci for all i.

PROOF. If k ∈ hc0, then[k, sc] ⊆ sc sincesc is hc0-regular. Thus, ifx ∈ sci , then[h, [k, x]] = −[k, [x, h]] −
[x, [h, k]] = [k, [h, x]] = i[k, x], and[k, x] ∈ sci follows. Hence,[hc0, s

c
i ] ⊆ sci for all i. �

In this section, we describe an algorithm for the following task: Given a semisimpleZ-graded regular
subalgebraac of gc, list, up toG0-conjugacy, all semisimpleZ-graded regular subalgebrass of g such that
sc isGc

0-conjugate toac. First we introduce some notation. Leth0 be a Cartan subalgebra ofg0, sohc0 is a
Cartan subalgebra ofgc0. Forλ ∈ (hc0)

∗ andk ∈ Zm define

gck,λ = {x ∈ gck | ∀h ∈ hc0 : [h, x] = λ(h)x}.

By Lemma 17, ifλ 6= 0, thengck,λ = {0} or gck,λ has dimension 1. Let

P (gc) = {(k, λ) | k ∈ Zm, λ ∈ (hc0)
∗, λ 6= 0, gck,λ 6= {0}}.

Let s be anh0-regularZ-graded semisimple subalgebra ofg, and setsck,λ = gck,λ ∩ sc for all k andλ. If
sck,λ 6= {0}, thensck,λ is aweight spaceof sc of weight (k, λ). Sincesc is hc0-regular, it is the sum of its
weight spaces. Let

P (sc) ⊆ P (gc)
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be the set of all weights(k, λ) of sc with λ 6= 0. Since[sck,λ, s
c
l,µ] ⊆ sck+l,λ+µ, weights are added com-

ponentwise:(k, λ) + (l, µ) = (k + l, λ + µ). If κ is the Killing form of sc, thenκ(sck,λ, s
c
l,µ) = 0 unless

l = −k, µ = −λ. Asκ is nondegenerate, we have

(k, λ) ∈ P (sc) ⇐⇒ (−k,−λ) ∈ P (sc).

Let W c
0 = NGc

0
(hc0)/ZGc

0
(hc0) be the Weyl group ofgc0 relative tohc0. The groupW c

0 acts onP (gc) as
follows: if w ∈W c

0 with g ∈ NGc
0
(hc0) projecting tow, then

w · (k, λ) = (k, λg);

recall thatλg = λ◦g−1. Note thatW c
0 is the Weyl group of the root system ofgc0 relative tohc0, see Theorem

2; hence, by Lemma 3, we know howW c
0 acts on(h0)∗ without computing ag ∈ Gc

0 for a givenw ∈ W c
0 .

Similarly,W0(h0) = NG0(h0)/ZG0(h0) is the real Weyl group relative toh0; note thatW0(h0) ≤ W c
0 , see

Section 3.

Proposition 21. Leth0 be aθ-stable Cartan subalgebra ofg0, and lets be anh0-regularZ-graded semisim-
ple subalgebra ofg. Then the following hold.

a) The algebras is θ-stable.

b) The normaliserng0(s) = {x ∈ g0 | [x, s] ⊆ s} is reductive ing.

PROOF. a) Recall thatg = k ⊕ p andh0 = (h0 ∩ k) ⊕ (h0 ∩ p), and note thatσ leavess andsc invariant.
Let (k, λ) be a weight ofsc with λ 6= 0, thussck,λ = gck,λ, and define the linear mapµ : hc0 → C by

µ(h) =

{
λ(h) if h ∈ hc0 ∩ kc

−λ(h) if h ∈ hc0 ∩ pc.

Note thatσ mapsgck to itself whereasθ(gck) = gc
−k. Using this and Lemma 11, we see thatσ(sck,λ) = gck,−µ

andθ(sck,λ) = gc
−k,µ. Sinceσ(sc) = sc, we conclude that(k,−µ) ∈ P (sc) andgck,−µ = sck,−µ. From what

is said above,(−k, µ) ∈ P (sc), henceθ(sck,λ) = sc
−k,µ. Therefore,sc, and hences, is θ-stable.

b) Sinces is θ-stable, the same holds forng0(s), and the assertion follows from Lemma 9; recall that
θ(gi) = g−i for all i, henceg0 is θ-stable by assumption. �

Definition 22. Let h0 ≤ g0 be a Cartan subalgebra. Anh0-regular subalgebras ≤ g is stronglyh0-regular
if h0 is maximally noncompact inng0(s).

Proposition 21 shows thatg0 andng0(s) both are reductive ing. Thus, by Lemma 15, there is, up to
conjugacy, a unique maximally noncompact Cartan subalgebra ofng0(s).

We end this section with another useful result onZ-graded semisimple subalgebras.

Lemma 23. If s ≤ g is aZ-graded semisimple subalgebra, thenzg0(s) is reductive ing.

PROOF. We first show thatC = zg(s) is reductive ing. Letκ be the Killing form ofg; we considerg as an
s-module. By Weyl’s Theorem, see [26, Thm 4.4.6], the submodule C has a complement, sayg = C ⊕ U .
Similarly, [s, U ] is a submodule ofU and there is a submoduleV with U = [s, U ] ⊕ V , hence[s, V ] = 0.
Now V ⊆ U ∩ C = {0} proves[s, U ] = U , thus everyv ∈ U has the formv = [u, v′] with v′ ∈ U
andu ∈ s. If y ∈ C, thenκ(y, v) = κ(y, [u, v′]) = κ([y, u], v′) = 0, thusκ|C×U = 0. Sinceκ is
nondegenerate, this implies that the restriction ofκ to C must be nondegenerate. Letg ∈ C with Jordan
decompositiong = s+ n in g. Sinceg centralisess, so dos andn, see [26, Prop. A.2.6], thuss, n ∈ C. It
follows from Lemma 8 thatC is reductive ing.
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The next step is to show thatC0 = zg0(s) is reductive ing. For i ≥ 0 defineCi = C ∩ gi, and
D =

⊕
i∈Zm

Ci; clearly,D ≤ C. Write c ∈ C asc =
⊕

i∈Zm
ci with ci ∈ gi. Sincec ∈ C, we have

0 = [c, s] =
⊕

i∈Zm
[ci, s] for all s ∈ sj , and[ci, s] ∈ gi+j mod m implies that[ci, s] = 0 for all i. Since

this holds for alls ∈ sj , it follows that ci ∈ Ci. We getC = D, andC is a reductive subalgebra ofg
with the inheritedZm-grading. As noted above, the restriction ofκ to C is nondegenerate. Ifa ∈ C0

andb ∈ Ci, thenadg(a) ◦ adg(b) mapsgk into gk+i, thusκ(a, b) = 0; this implies that the restriction
of κ to C0 is nondegenerate. Letϕ be the automorphism ofgc associated with the grading; in particular,
note thatg0 = {x ∈ g | ϕ(x) = x}. If g ∈ C0 has Jordan decompositiong = n + s in g, then
n + s = g = ϕ(g) = ϕ(n) + ϕ(s), and the uniqueness of Jordan decomposition provesn = ϕ(n) and
s = ϕ(s), hencen, s ∈ g0. As above,n, s ∈ C, thusn, s ∈ C0, and Lemma 8 proves the assertion. �

7.1. Computing strongly regular Z-graded subalgebras.We are ready to state some algorithms
based on the previous results. Throughout this section, we continue with the assumptions thatθ is a Cartan
involution with θ(gi) = g−i for all i; let g = k ⊕ p be the corresponding Cartan decomposition, and leth0
be aθ-stable Cartan subalgebra ofg0.

The next proposition yields an algorithm to decide whether two Z-graded semisimple stronglyh0-
regular subalgebras areG0-conjugate.

Proposition 24. Let h0 be aθ-stable Cartan subalgebra ofg0 with real Weyl groupW0(h0). Let s ands′

beZ-graded semisimple stronglyh0-regular subalgebras ofg. Thens ands′ areG0-conjugate if and only
if P (sc) andP ((s′)c) are in the sameW0(h0)-orbit.

PROOF. Supposea(s) = s′ for somea ∈ G0. First, we show thatg(s) = s′ for someg ∈ NG0(h0). To
prove this claim, note thath0 anda(h0) both are maximally noncompact Cartan subalgebras ofng0(s

′).
Thus, ba(h0) = h0 for someb ∈ NG0(s

′), andg = ba ∈ NG0(h0) satisfiesg(s) = s′. Recall that
W0(h0) = NG0(h0)/ZG0(h0), and letw = gZG0(h0). If (k, λ) ∈ P (sc), theng(gck,λ) = gck,λg , which
shows thatw · (k, λ) = (k, λg) ∈ P ((s′)c); in particular,P ((s′)c) = w ·P (sc), andP (sc) andP ((s′)c) are
conjugate underW0(h0).

Conversely, letw · P (sc) = P ((s′)c) for somew ∈ W0(h0); write w = gZG0(h0) with g ∈ NG0(h0).
Noww · (k, λ) = (k, λg) andg(sck,λ) = (s′)ck,λg for every weight(k, λ), which proves thatg(s) = s′. �

The following proposition yields an algorithm to decide whether anh0-regular semisimpleZ-graded
subalgebra is stronglyh0-regular.

Proposition 25. Let s be anh0-regular semisimpleZ-graded subalgebra ofg = p ⊕ k. Thens is strongly
h0-regular if and only ifzg0(h0 ∩ p) ∩ ng0(s) ∩ p = h0 ∩ p.

PROOF. Write n0 = ng0(s). It follows from Proposition 21 thatn0 is θ-stable and reductive ing. Thus,
n0 = b⊕ c, whereb is the derived subalgebra andc is the centre ofn0; bothb andc areθ-stable, hence we
can decompose

n0 = (b ∩ k)⊕ (b ∩ p)⊕ (c ∩ k)⊕ (c ∩ p).

Every Cartan subalgebra ofn0 is the direct sum ofc and a Cartan subalgebra ofb; a maximally noncompact
Cartan subalgebra ofn0 is the direct sum ofc and a maximally noncompact Cartan subalgebra ofb. Since
h0 is θ-stable, we can write

h0 = (h0 ∩ b ∩ k)⊕ (h0 ∩ b ∩ p)⊕ (c ∩ k)⊕ (c ∩ k);

note thathb = b ∩ h0 is a Cartan subalgebra ofb. Sinceb is θ-stable, it follows from Lemma 1 that
b = (b ∩ k) ⊕ (b ∩ p) is a Cartan decomposition ofb. Clearly,s is stronglyh0-regular if and only ifhb is
a maximally noncompact Cartan subalgebra ofb. By [35, Prop. 6.47] and the remarks in [35, p. 386], the
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latter holds if and only ifhb ∩ p is a maximal abelian subspace ofb ∩ p. This is the same as saying that the
centraliser ofhb ∩ p in b ∩ p is equal tohb ∩ p, which is equivalent tozn0(v) ∩ p = v with v = h0 ∩ p. �

To state the main algorithm of this section, we need one more piece of notation. As before, leth0 be a
θ-stable Cartan subalgebra ofg0, andθ(gi) = g−i for all i. LetW c

0 be the Weyl group ofgc0 relative tohc0.
Let sc be anhc0-regularZ-graded semisimple subalgebra ofgc. Forw ∈W0 denote by

w · sc

thehc0-regular semisimpleZ-graded subalgebra ofgc whose weight system isw(P (sc)); thensc andw · sc

are calledW0-equivalent. A semisimpleZ-graded subalgebrasc ≤ gc is σ-stable, if eachsci is σ-stable.

Algorithm 1 below constructs a listL of stronglyh0-regular semisimpleZ-graded subalgebras ofg
such that each̃s ∈ L isGc

0-conjugate tosc, and every stronglyh0-regular semisimpleZ-graded subalgebra
of g whose complexification isGc

0-conjugate tosc isG0-conjugate to a unique element inL.

Algorithm 1: StronglyRegularSubalgebras(g, h0, sc)
/* sc is a hc0-regular semisimple Z-graded subalgebra of gc, where h0 is a θ-stable

Cartan subalgebra of g0 and θ is a Cartan involution with θ(gi) = g
−i for all i.

Return a list L of strongly h0-regular semisimple Z-graded subalgebras of g

with

(1) the complexification of each s̃ ∈ L is Gc
0-conjugate to sc,

(2) every strongly h0-regular semisimple Z-graded subalgebra of g whose complex-

ification is Gc
0-conjugate to sc is G0-conjugate to a unique s̃ ∈ L.

*/

1 begin
2 compute the root systemΦ0 of gc0 with respect tohc0, and generators of its Weyl groupW0;
3 compute the real Weyl groupW0(h0) ≤ W0 (Section 3);
4 compute a setw1, . . . , ws of representatives of the right cosets ofW0(h0) in W0;
5 setL = ∅ and letσ be the real structure defined byg;
6 for 1 ≤ i ≤ s do
7 sets̃c = wi · s

c;
8 if s̃c is σ-stablethen
9 sets̃ = {x ∈ s̃c | σ(x) = x};

10 if s̃ is stronglyh0-regular (Proposition 25)then adds̃ toL

11 end
12 end
13 removeG0-conjugate copies inL (Proposition 24);
14 return L;
15 end

Proposition 26. Algorithm 1 is correct.

PROOF. Denote byL the output of the algorithm; clearly,L contains noG0-conjugate subalgebras.

Let s′ ≤ g be a stronglyh0-regular semisimpleZ-graded subalgebra such that(s′)c is Gc
0-conjugate

to sc; we have to show thats′ is G0-conjugate to an element ofL. By [49, Prop. 4(2)], there existsw′ ∈
NGc

0
(hc0) with w′(sc) = (s′)c, thus its projectionw ∈ W c

0 to W c
0 satisfiesw · sc = (s′)c; write w = uwj

for someu ∈ W0(h0) andwj as in Line 4 of the algorithm. In particular,wj · s
c isW c

0 -equivalent to(s′)c.
If i = j in the iteration in Line 6, theñsc = wj · s

c is constructed. Since(s′)c is σ-stable and(s′)c is
W0(h0)-equivalent tõsc, it follows that the latter isσ-stable as well; the real subalgebras̃ is constructed in
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Line 9. It also follows that̃s isW0(h0)-equivalent tos′, thuss̃ isG0-conjugate tos′ by Proposition 24. By
construction,̃s is stronglyh0-regular as well; it is added toL in Line 10. �

Proposition 27. Let g and θ be as before, in particular,θ(gi) = g−i for all i. Let sc be a semisimple
Z-graded subalgebra ofgc, and leth10, . . . , h

t
0, up toG0-conjugacy, be theθ-stable Cartan subalgebras of

g0. Up toG0-conjugacy, the regular semisimpleZ-graded subalgebras ofg that areGc
0-conjugate tosc are

L = L1 ∪ . . . ∪ Lt, where eachLi is the output of Algorithm 1 with input(g, hi0, sc).

PROOF. Let s′ be a regular semisimpleZ-graded subalgebra ofg such that(s′)c is Gc
0-conjugate tosc.

If h̃0 is a maximally noncompact Cartan subalgebra ofng0(s
′), theng(h̃0) = hi0 for someg ∈ G0 and

i ∈ {1, . . . , t}. In particular,g(s′) is hi0-regular. Sincẽh0 is maximally noncompact inng0(s
′), we know

thatg(s′) is stronglyhi0-regular. Note thatg(s′) cannot be stronglyhj0-regular withi 6= j since that would
imply that hi0 andhj0 areG0-conjugate. From this we conclude thatL contains aG0-conjugate of every
regular semisimpleZ-graded subalgebras′ of g with (s′)c beingGc

0-conjugate tosc. Moreover, it follows
from Proposition 26 thatL does not containG0-conjugate subalgebras. �

We remark that theθ-stable Cartan subalgebras of[g0, g0] (hence also those ofg0) can, up to conjugacy,
be constructed using our algorithms in [14, §4.3].

8. Regular subalgebras of real simple Lie algebras

Let g be a real simple Lie algebra, with trivial grading. Leth be a Cartan subalgebra ofg. Let sc ≤ gc

be anhc-regular semisimple subalgebra with trivialZ-grading, that is,sc0 = sc. Algorithm 1 with input
h andsc returns a list of stronglyh-regular semisimple subalgebras ofg such that each stronglyh-regular
semisimple subalgebra ofg isG-conjugate to exactly one element of the list.

Dynkin [19, §5] has given an algorithm for listing thehc-regular semisimple subalgebras ofgc, up to
Gc-conjugacy. Furthermore, we can compute a list ofθ-stable Cartan subalgebrash1, . . . , hr of g such that
each Cartan subalgebra ofg isG-conjugate to exactly one of them, see [14, §4.3]. We performAlgorithm 1
for eachhi and eachhci -regular semisimple subalgebrasc of gc. Taking the union of all outputs we get a list
of all regular semisimple subalgebras ofg, up toG-conjugacy; for this, note that every regular semisimple
subalgebras of g is stronglyhi-regular for a uniquei.

As an example, in Table I we display the outcome of our computations for the real formg of type EI
of the simple complex Lie algebragc of typeE6. Recall thatg = k ⊕ p wherek is simple of typeC4 and
p has dimension 42. Up to conjugacy,g has five Cartan subalgebrash1, . . . , h5 wherehi has noncompact
dimension7 − i. Let Φi denote the root system ofgc with respect tohci . The first set of rows in Table
I, labelled ’real rts’, ’im. rts’, and ’cpt. im. rts’, gives the subsystems of real roots, of imaginary roots, of
compact imaginary roots ofΦi, respectively (see Section 3). The second set of rows gives the cardinality of
the real Weyl groupW (hi) and the index[W c : W (hi)]; subsequently, the runtimes (in seconds) are given
for computingW (hi) and for constructing all stronglyhi-regular subalgebras ofg up to conjugacy; all
runtimes have been obtained on a 3.16GHz machine. The rows below list these regular subalgebras. Up to
Gc-conjugacy there are 19 regular subalgebras ingc; we have assigned a number to each of them (without
intending any sort of order). Sinceh1 is the split Cartan subalgebra ofg, the column ofh1 has in each
row exactly one real subalgebra, which is the split form of the corresponding complex regular subalgebra.
The columns ofhi have, on rowj, the stronglyhi-regular subalgebras which areGc

0 equivalent to thej-th
complex regular subalgebra. On many occasions there is simply nothing, meaning that there are no such
subalgebras, and in other places there are more than one – forthose we have just added a row to the table
without repeating the label of the complex regular subalgebra.
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Concerning the runtimes, we see that the time needed to compute W (hi) has no impact on the total
time. Also, it is seen that the runtimes increase sharply if the index[W c : W (h)] increases: this is to be
expected as the main iteration in Algorithm 1 runs over a set of coset representatives.

TABLE I. Regular subalgebras of the real form of type EI ofE6

CSA h1 h2 h3 h4 h5

real rts E6 A5 A3 A1 0

im. rts 0 A1 2A1 3A1 D4

cpt. im. rts 0 0 0 0 4A1

|W (h)| 51840 1440 192 96 384

[W c :W (h)] 1 36 270 540 135

timeW (h) 0.03 0.17 0.72 0.99 1.61

total time 28 459 3191 10949 3864

Regular subalgebras of EI

1 sl2(R) su(2)

2 2sl2(R) sl2(C) 2su(2)

3 sl2(R)⊕ sl3(R)

4 sl5(R)

5 so(5, 5)

6 sl2(R)⊕ sl5(R)

7 2sl2(R)⊕ sl3(R) sl2(C)⊕ su(1, 2)

8 sl2(R)⊕ 2sl3(R) sl2(R)⊕ sl3(C) su(2)⊕ sl3(C)

9 sl2(R)⊕ sl4(R) su(2)⊕ sl2(H)

10 3sl2(R) sl2(R)⊕ sl2(C) su(2)⊕ sl2(C)

3su(2)

11 sl3(R) su(1, 2)

12 sl4(R) su(2, 2) sl2(H)

13 sl6(R) sl3(H)

14 2sl3(R) sl3(C)

15 so(4, 4) so(3, 5)

16 sl2(R)⊕ sl6(R) su(2)⊕ sl3(H)

17 2sl2(R)⊕ sl4(R) sl2(C)⊕ su(2, 2) 2su(2)⊕ sl2(H)

18 4sl2(R) 2sl2(R)⊕ sl2(C) 2su(2)⊕ sl2(C)

2sl2(C) 4su(2)

19 3sl3(R) sl3(C)⊕ su(1, 2)

9. Carrier algebras

We continue with our assumption thatθ is a Cartan involution ofg with θ(gi) = g−i for all i.

Definition 28. A semisimpleZ-graded subalgebrasc of gc is acarrier algebrain gc if

(1) sc is regular, that is, normalised by some Cartan subalgebra ofgc0,



18 Dietrich – Faccin – de Graaf

(2) sc is complete, that is, not a proper subalgebra of a reductiveZ-graded regular subalgebra ofgc of the
same rank assc,

(3) sc is locally flat, that is,dimC sc0 = dimC sc1.

A Z-graded subalgebras of g is defined to be a carrier algebra ing if sc is a carrier algebra ingc. A carrier
algebras of g is principal if s0 is a torus, that is, if it is a Cartan subalgebra ofs.

Results of Vinberg [49] relate carrier algebras to nilpotent elements. To describe this, we need more
notation and preliminary results. Lete ∈ g1 be nilpotent (and nonzero), that is,adg(e) is nilpotent. A
variant of the Jacobson-Morozov Theorem, see [38, Thm 2.1],states that there areh ∈ g0 andf ∈ g−1

such that[h, e] = 2e, [h, f ] = −2f , and[e, f ] = h. Such a triple(h, e, f) is ahomogeneoussl2-triple, and
h is acharacteristicof e. The next lemma follows from [38, Thm 2.1].

Lemma 29. Two nonzero nilpotente, e′ ∈ g1 lying in homogeneoussl2-triples (h, e, f) and (h′, e′, f ′),
respectively, areG0-conjugate if and only if the triples areG0-conjugate.

Lemma 30. Let (h, e, f) be an homogeneoussl2-triple in g; let a ≤ g be the subalgebra generated by
{h, e, f}, and letv be the subspace spanned bye. If hz is a Cartan subalgebra ofzg0(a), thenSpanR(h)⊕hz
is toral, and a maximal toral subalgebra ofng0(v).

PROOF. By Lemma 8 and the definition of toral, it is obvious thatt = SpanR(h)⊕hz is a toral subalgebra;
it remains to show that it is maximal. First, note thatng0(v) = SpanR(h) ⊕ c, wherec = zg0(v): if
u ∈ ng0(v), then[u, e] = ce for somec ∈ R, henceu = c′h + u − c′h with c′ = c/2 andu − c′h ∈ c. If
u ∈ c, then[[h, u], e] = [h, [u, e]] + [u, [e, h]] = 0, hence[h, u] ∈ c, andc has a basis of eigenvectors ofh;
since[e, c] = 0, it follows from sl2-theory that the eigenvalues ofh onC are non-negative integers. Write
ci for the eigenspace with eigenvaluei. If u ∈ c0, then[[f, u], e] = [u, h] = 0, hence[f, u] ∈ c0; this proves
thatc0 is ana-module. Bysl2-theory,c0 is a direct sum of 1-dimensionalac-modules, whencec0 = zg0(a).
Suppose, for a contradiction, thatt′ 6= t is a toral subalgebra ofng0(v) containingt. Let t ∈ t′ \ t. We may
suppose thatt ∈ c, hencet =

∑
i ti with ti ∈ ci. Sincet′ is abelian,[h, t] = 0, which implies thatti = 0

for all i > 0. Thus,t = t0 ∈ c0 = zg0(a). Thus, the subalgebra ofzg0(a) generated byhz andt is toral.
Sincehz is a Cartan subalgebra ofzg0(a), we must havet ∈ hz, a contradiction tot /∈ t. �

We now describe a construction of carrier algebras which in the complex case is due to Vinberg [49].

Definition 31. Let e ∈ g1 be nilpotent with homogeneoussl2-triple (h, e, f) in g. Let a be the subalgebra
of g generated by{h, e, f}. Let hz be a maximally noncompact Cartan subalgebra ofzg0(a), see Lemma
15. By Lemma 30, the subalgebrat = SpanR(h)⊕hz is maximal toral inng0(SpanR(e)); defineλ : t → R

by [t, e] = λ(t)e, and note thatλ(h) = 2 andλ(t) = 0 for t ∈ hz. Fork ∈ Z define

gk(t, λ) = {x ∈ gk | [t, x] = kλ(t)x for all t ∈ t} and g(t, λ) =
⊕

k∈Z
gk(t, λ);(9.1)

heregk = gk mod m if m <∞. Let c(e, h, hz) be the derived subalgebra ofg(t, λ).

The same construction can be performed ingc and, by results of Vinberg [49], the resulting algebra
cc(e, h, hcz) is a carrier algebra ingc. Sincecc(e, h, hcz) = c(e, h, hz)⊗R C, we have the following proposi-
tion; in particular,g(t, λ) is reductive ing andc(e, h, hz) is semisimple.

Proposition 32. Using the notation of Definition 31, the algebrac(e, h, hz) is a carrier algebra ofg.

We callc = c(e, h, hz) acarrier algebra ofe. It depends one, on the choice of characteristich, and on
the choice of a maximally noncompact Cartan subalgebrahz . However, it does not depend on the choice
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of the third element of thesl2-triple, as that one is uniquely determined byh ande, see [38, Thm 2.1].
By [49, Thm 2], the elemente is in general positionin c1, that is,[c0, e] = c1.

Remark 33. Let c be a carrier algebra with defining elementh0 ∈ c0, see Lemma 18. Lete′ ∈ c1 be
in general position. Sincec is locally-flat and[c0, e′] = c1, it follows that zc0(e

′) = 0, hencenc0(e
′) =

SpanR(h0). Thus, there is a uniqueh = 2h0 ∈ c0 with [h, e′] = 2e′. Moreover, by [38, Thm 2.1], there
is a unique homogeneoussl2-triple (h, e′, f ′) in c. This proves that every nilpotent element in general
position lies in a unique homogeneoussl2-triple in c with characteristich = 2h0. Thus, if (h′, e′, f ′) is a
homogeneoussl2-triple in c with e′ in general position, thenh′/2 is the defining element ofc.

Proposition 34. Let e, e′ ∈ g1 be nilpotent with carrier algebrasc(e, h, hz) and c(e′, h′, h′z). If e and e′

areG0-conjugate, thenc(e, h, hz) andc(e′, h′, h′z) areG0-conjugate.

PROOF. Let g ∈ G0 with g(e) = e′. By Lemma 29, we can assume thatg(e) = e′ and g(h) = h′.
Now g(c(e, h, hz )) = c(g(e), g(h), g(hz )) = c(e′, h′, g(hz)), and we have to show thatc(e′, h′, g(hz)) and
c(e′, h′, h′z) areG0-conjugate. Leta′ be the subalgebra ofg generated by{h′, e′, f ′}. By definition,g(hz)
andh′z are maximally noncompact Cartan subalgebras ofzg0(a

′); by Lemma 15, they are conjugate under
ZG0(a

′). Since the elements of the latter group leavee′ andh′ invariant, the assertion follows. �

By Proposition 34, we have a well-defined mapψ from the set ofG0-orbits of nilpotent elements in
g1 to the set ofG0-conjugacy classes of carrier algebras ing, mapping a nilpotent orbitG0 · e to theG0-
conjugacy class of the carrier algebrac(e, h, hz). Similarly, we have a mapψc from the set of nilpotent
Gc

0-orbits ingc1 to the set ofGc
0-conjugacy classes of carrier algebras ingc.

In the complex case,ψc is a bijection, and the inverse ofψc is obtained by mapping a carrier algebracc

to an elemente ∈ cc1 in general position: by [49, Thm 4], there exist a characteristich and torushz such that
cc = cc(e, h, hz). In the real case,ψ is not injective: Ifc ≤ g is a carrier algebra ande, e′ ∈ c1 are in general
position, then it is not necessarily true thate ande′ areG0-conjugate. Moreover, it is not necessarily true
thatc is a carrier ofe or e′. In general, the mapψ is not even surjective: it is possible that for a given carrier
algebrac ≤ g there is noe ∈ c1 in general position such thatc = c(e, h, hz) is a carrier algebra ofe.

Algorithms are known to list theGc
0-conjugacy classes of carrier algebras ingc, see [27, 39, 49]. In

combination with Proposition 27, this gives an immediate algorithm to list theG0-conjugacy classes of
carrier algebras ing. We note that all carrier algebras constructed by this procedure are stronglyh0-regular
for someθ-stable Cartan subalgebrah0 ≤ g0, so they areθ-stable by Proposition 21. We also mention that,
using this procedure, the defining element of each such carrier algebrac lies in h0, so that[h0, ci] ⊆ ci for
all i by Lemma 20.

10. Nilpotent orbits

We continue with the previous notation and supposeg is aZm-graded semisimple Lie algebra with Cartan
involution θ reversing the grading. As shown in the previous section, we have an algorithm to compute a
list L of all carrier algebras ing, up toG0-conjugacy. Using this algorithm, each such carrier algebra c is
stronglyh0-regular for a (known)θ-stable Cartan subalgebrah0 ≤ g0 with [h0, ci] ⊆ ci for all i. Since the
mapψ of Section 9 is not necessarily injective or surjective, this does not immediately yield the nilpotent
G0-orbits ing1. In this section, we discuss what needs to be done to obtain the nilpotent orbits from the list
L of carrier algebras.

A fundamental problem that we encounter here is to decide, for a given carrier algebrac ande ∈ c1 in
general position, whetherc is a carrier algebra ofe, that is, whetherc = c(e, h, hz) for somehz; note that
h/2 must be the unique defining element ofc, see Remark 33. For that we use the next result.
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Proposition 35. Letc be a carrier algebra ing with defining elementh/2. Lete ∈ c1 be in general position,
lying in the homogeneoussl2-triple (h, e, f). Leta be the subalgebra spanned by{h, e, f}.

a) If h̃ ≤ zg0(c) is a Cartan subalgebra ofzg0(c), thenh̃ is a Cartan subalgebra ofzg0(a).

b) The subalgebrac is a carrier algebra ofe if and only if the real ranks ofzg0(c) andzg0(a) coincide.

c) Write zg0(a) = d ⊕ t, whered is the derived subalgebra andt is the centre. Let̃h be a maximally
noncompact Cartan subalgebra ofzg0(c). Thenc is a carrier algebra ofe if and only if h̃ ∩ d is a
maximally noncompact Cartan subalgebra ofd.

d) Let e′ ∈ c1 be in general position. Ife ande′ areG0-conjugate, thenc is a carrier algebra ofe if and
only if it is a carrier algebra ofe′.

PROOF. By Remark 33, the triple(h, e, f) exists and is uniquely defined bye. Recall that each ofzg0(a),
andzg0(c) is reductive ing, see Lemma 23. We make use of Lemma 8c) and Lemma 15; the main ideas in
the proof of a) are borrowed from [49].

a) Setb = SpanR(h) ⊕ h̃, and define the linear mapϕ : b → R by ϕ(h) = 1 andϕ(u) = 0 for u ∈ h̃.
Let g(b, ϕ) be defined as in (9.1). Now [49, Prop. 2] shows thatg(b, ϕ) = s ⊕ h̃, wheres is a complete
regular semisimpleZ-graded subalgebra, andh̃ is the centre. (In [49], the complex case is discussed, but the
same result follows for real algebras.) Moreover,s containsc and has the same rank asc. As c is a carrier
algebra (and therefore complete), we gets = c. Note thatzg0(c) ≤ zg0(a), hencẽh is contained in a Cartan
subalgebrahz of zg0(a). It follows easily from the definition ofg(b, ϕ) thatzg0(b) = g(b, ϕ)∩g0 = c0⊕ h̃.
Note thathz centralises̃h andh, hencẽh ≤ hz ≤ zg0(b). If the first inclusion would be proper, then there
exists a nonzerov ∈ hz \ h̃ with v ∈ c0; nowv ∈ zg0(a) ∩ c0 ≤ zc0(e) = {0} yields a contradiction. (Note
thatzc0(e) = {0} sincec is locally-flat ande is in general position.) This proves thathz = h̃.

b) Suppose thatc is a carrier algebra ofe, that is, c = c(e, h, hz). Due to the uniqueness of the third
element in ansl2-triple, hz must be a maximally noncompact Cartan subalgebra ofzg0(a), wherea is as
defined in the proposition. It follows from the constructionof c(e, h, hz) thathz ≤ zg0(c) ≤ zg0(a). Hence
hz is contained in a Cartan subalgebrah̃ ≤ zg0(c). It follows from Part a) that bothhz and h̃ are Cartan
subalgebras ofzg0(a), hencehz = h̃, andhz is a Cartan subalgebra ofzg0(c). The results in Section 5
imply thathz is maximally noncompact inzg0(c) since otherwisehz would not be maximally noncompact
in zg0(a). So the real ranks of both algebras coincide.

For the converse, suppose thatzg0(c) andzg0(a) have the same real rank. Ifh̃ is a maximally noncom-
pact Cartan subalgebra ofzg0(c), then, using Part a), it follows that̃h is a maximally noncompact Cartan
subalgebra ofzg0(a) as well. If b andϕ are as in a), then that proof shows thatg(b, ϕ) = c ⊕ h̃. On the
other hand, by construction ofc(e, h, h̃), the derived subalgebra ofg(b, ϕ) is equal toc(e, h, h̃). So we get
c = c(e, h, h̃), andc is a carrier algebra ofe.

c) As shown above,c is a carrier algebra ofe if and only if h̃ is a maximally noncompact Cartan subalgebra
of zg0(a), if and only if h̃ ∩ d is a maximally noncompact Cartan subalgebra ofd, see Lemma 15b).

d) Supposee′ = g(e) with g ∈ G0, and note thate′ lies in a uniquesl2-triple (h, e′, f ′) in c, see Remark
33. It follows from Lemma 29 that(h, e, f) and(h, e′, f ′) areZG0(h)-conjugate, thus we can assume that
g(h) = h andg(e) = e′. Let a anda′ be the algebras spanned by{h, e, f} and{h, e′, f ′}, respectively;
note thata′ = g(a), hencezg0(a) andzg0(a

′) have the same real rank. Now b) proves the assertion.�
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Remark 36. Using our algorithms in [14] for computing a Cartan decomposition and a maximally non-
compact Cartan subalgebra of a real semisimple Lie algebra,Proposition 35c) gives an immediate algorithm
to decide whetherc is a carrier of a givene ∈ c1.

In summary, an approach for computing (representatives of)the nilpotentG0-orbits in g1 is as follows.
Recall the definition of the representationρ : G0 → GL(g1), see Section 6.1.

(a) Use the methods of Section 9 to compute the listL of carrier algebras ing, up toG0-conjugacy.
(b) For each carrier algebrac ∈ L with defining elementh/2 do the following:

(b1) Use linear algebra methods to determine the setG of elementse ∈ c1 in general position.

(b2) Use elements ofρ(G0) to find a small finite setG′ ⊆ G, such that every element ofG is G0-
conjugate to at least one element ofG′. The objective is to makeG′ as small as possible; ideally,
we want to reduceG up toG0-conjugacy.

(b3) LetC be set of thosee ∈ G′ such thatc is a carrier algebra ofe, see Remark 36.

(b4) UseG0-invariants to show that the elements ofC arenotG0-conjugate.

(c) The union of all setsC that have been obtained is a complete and irredundant set ofG0-orbit represen-
tatives of nilpotent elements ing1, see Proposition 34.

This is not an algorithm, but more a structured programme of work: it is not immediately clear how to
perform steps (b1), (b2), and (b4). We use the previous notation and comment on each step below.

10.1. The set of elements in general position.Let c be a carrier algebra, and let{x1, . . . , xs} and
{y1, . . . , ys} be bases ofc0 andc1 respectively; recall thatdim c0 = dim c1 sincec is locally-flat. Write
e = c1y1 + . . . + csys ∈ c1 and recall thate is in general position if and only if[c0, e] = c1, that is, if and
only if adg(e) induces a bijectionc0 → c1. For eachyi letMi be the matrix describingadg(yi) : c0 → c1,
x 7→ [yi, x]. Thenadg(e)|c0 is represented by the matrixM(c1, . . . , cs) = c1M1 + . . . + csMs, which
is a bijection if and only iff(c1, . . . , cs) = det(M(c1, . . . , cs)) is non-zero. It follows that the setG of
elements inc1 in general position can be described as

G = {c1y1 + . . .+ csys | f(c1, . . . , cs) 6= 0}.

By itself, the conditionf(c1, . . . , cs) 6= 0 is not very revealing. However, on many occasions we can
factorisef , and the factors tend to give useful information.

10.2. Finding elements ofρ(G0). Let G be as in the previous section; we want to reduceG to asmall
finite subsetG′ such that eache ∈ G isG0-conjugate to at least one element inG′. The problem is that, in
general, we do not knowρ(G0). Here we discuss how to construct elements ofρ(G0) which often can be
used to bring elements inG into the formc1y1 + . . . + csys where some of the coefficientsci are 0, while
others are±1.

10.2.1. Nilpotent elements.If x is a nilpotent element ofc0, thenexp(adg(x)) lies inG0. We know
from [35, Thm 0.23] thatρ(exp(adg(x))) = exp(dρ(x)), and dρ(x) is the restriction ofadg(x) to g1. Thus,
ρ(exp(adg(x))) stabilisesc1, and its restriction toc1 is exp(y), wherey is the restriction ofadg(x) to c1.
Typically, we can use such elements to show that some coefficients ofe ∈ G may be assumed to be 0.

10.2.2. Semisimple elements.By construction,c is h0-regular, whereh0 is aθ-stable Cartan subalgebra
of g0. Note thatcc1 is spanned byhc0-weight vectors. Socc1 is normalised byhc0, and thereforec1 is normalised
by h0. LetH0 be the connected Lie subgroup ofG0 with Lie algebrah0; we describe how to ’parametrise’
H0 and find elements inρ(H0). Recall thath0 is a toral subalgebra ofg; we start with a general construction
for such subalgebras.
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Let tc be a toral subalgebra ofgc, which we assume to be algebraic, that is, there is an algebraic
subgroupT c of Gc whose Lie algebra isadgc(tc) ∼= tc; let n = dim gc. First, suppose thatadgc(tc) consists
of diagonal matrices. LetΛ ⊆ Zn be the lattice defined by

Λ = {(e1, . . . , en) ∈ Zn | e1α1 + . . .+ enαn = 0 for all diag(α1, . . . , αn) ∈ adgc(t
c)};

herediag(α1, . . . , αn) denotes the diagonal matrix with diagonal entriesα1, . . . , αn. If we define

T c = {diag(α1, . . . , αn) ∈ Cn | αe1
1 · · ·αen

n = 1 for all e = (e1, . . . , en) ∈ Λ},

thenT c is a connected algebraic subgroup ofGL(n,C) with Lie algebraadgc(tc), see [5, §II.7.3]; the set-up
considered in [5] is slightly different, but the proof is thesame; alternatively, see [8, §13, Prop. II.3]. Let
E = {e1, . . . , er} with ek = (ek1 , . . . , e

k
n) be aZ-basis ofΛ, and defineL ⊆ Zn as the lattice consisting of

all (d1, . . . , dn) with d1ek1 + . . .+ dne
k
n = 0 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ r. Let {d1, . . . , ds} be a basis ofL and define

ηj : C
∗ → T c, t 7→ diag(td

j
1 , . . . , td

j
n).

Now the mapη : (C∗)s → T c, (t1, . . . , ts) 7→ η1(t1) · · · ηs(ts), is an isomorphism of algebraic groups.
On the other hand, iftc is diagonalisable, but not diagonal, then there isA ∈ GL(n,C) such that̃tc =

A adgc(t
c)A−1 consists of diagonal matrices. The construction above, applied to t̃c, yields an isomorphism

η̃ : (C∗)s → T̃ c and we defineη : (C∗)s → T c, a 7→ A−1η̃(a)A. Thus, in both cases, we obtain an
isomorphism

η : (C∗)s → T c.

We apply this procedure totc = hc0 andT c = Hc
0 ⊂ Gc

0. Thenη((C∗)s) ∩GL(n,R) ⊂ G0, and restricting
elements of this set tog1 yields elements ofρ(G0), normalisingc1.

It turns out that it is a good idea to apply this construction to the toral subalgebrashc0 ∩ kc andhc0 ∩ pc

separately. For the latter algebra, the diagonalising matrix A is defined overR, hence we can simply restrict
η to (R∗)s to get a large set of semisimple elements ofρ(G0). For hc0 ∩ kc the diagonalising matrixA is
not defined overR, and it may not be straightforward to find the subset of(C∗)s which is mapped byη into
G0. However, typically, the matrixηj(t) has a block diagonal form with2× 2-blocks of the formB(tk) for
somek ∈ Z, where

B(t) =

( 1
2 (t+t−1)

1
2 ı(t−t−1)

−
1
2 ı(t−t−1)

1
2 (t+t−1)

)
,

see the comment below. Note thatB(s)B(t) = B(st), andB(t) has coefficients inR if and only if
t = x+ ıy with x2 + y2 = 1; in which case

B(t) =
( x y
−y x

)

is the matrix describing rotation about the origin ofR2 about the anglearccos(x). If k 6= 0, thent = x+ ıy
runs through the circle defined byx2 + y2 = 1 if and only if tk does so. The nonzero orbits of the group
consisting of allB(t), with t = x+ ıy andx2 + y2 = 1, acting onR2, have representatives(α, 0), α ≥ 0.

In all examples we considered, the matrices ofηj(t) had this block diagonal form; this is no coinci-
dence, in view of the normal form theorem for orthogonal realmatrices [33, Thm VI.9], and the fact that
the elements of the subgroup ofG corresponding tok are orthogonal transformations, cf. [42, Prop. 5.1(i)].

10.3. G0-invariants. We describe some methods for establishing that two nilpotent e1, e2 ∈ g1 are
notG0-conjugate. A very powerful invariant is the carrier algebra: if the carrier algebras ofe1 ande2 are
not isomorphic, thene1 ande2 cannot beG0-conjugate. However, as we construct nilpotent elements ing1
by first listing theG0-conjugacy classes of carrier algebras, we may assume that both e1 ande2 have the
same carrier algebrac. In particular, viewed as elements ofgc1, they areGc

0-conjugate.
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(i) If e1, e2 areG0-conjugate, then their centraliserszg(ei) are as well. Thus, if these centralisers contain
differentG-classes of nilpotent elements, then theei cannot beG0-conjugate. This can be checked
using the Kostant-Sekiguchi correspondence, see [9, §9.5], and [15] for a computational approach.
Similarly, we can study the centraliserszg0(ei).

(ii) Let (hi, ei, fi) be a homogeneoussl2-triple, spanning the subalgebraai; by Remark 33, we haveh1 =
h2 = h, whereh/2 is the unique defining element of the carrier algebra ofe1 ande2. Recall thate1
ande2 areG0-conjugate if and only if these triples are; thus we can consider the centraliserszg(a1) and
zg(a2). We can check whether they are isomorphic overR, or whether they contain differentG-classes
of nilpotent elements. If any of these tests fails, thene1 ande2 cannot beG0-conjugate. Similarly, we
can study the centraliserszg0(ai).

(iii) Using the notation of (ii), we also investigate centralisers of the semisimple elementsei − fi or ei + fi.

11. Examples of nilpotent orbit computations

We discuss in detail three interesting examples, motivatedby the literature; the gradings we use are con-
structed as in Example 19. In particular, this constructionalready gives as a Cartan involution which
reverses the grading, which is supposed in most of our main algorithms.

Example 37. We consider aZ-graded simple Lie algebra of typeE8, as in Example 19a). The degrees of
the simple roots are given by the diagram

❡ ❡ ❡ ❡

✉

❡ ❡ ❡

where the simple root corresponding to the black node has degree 1, and all others have degree 0. This
example has also been considered by Djoković [17], andG0

∼= GL(8,R) andg1 ∼= R8 ∧ R8 ∧ R8 asG0-
module. Djokovíc classified the nilpotentG0-orbits ing1 using an approach based on Galois cohomology.
Concerning the results obtained with our methods, we remarkthe following:

• There are 53G0-conjugacy classes of real carrier algebras (whereas thereare 22Gc
0-conjugacy classes

of carrier algebras ingc); our program needed 2567 seconds to list them.

• Although there are real carrier algebras which contain representatives of more than one nilpotentG0-
orbit, in all cases all (but at most one) are ruled out by the condition of Proposition 35c). So each real
carrier algebra corresponds to at most one nilpotent orbit.In particular, in this example, there is no
need to use the criteria outlined in Section 10.3.

• Exactly 34 carrier algebras correspond to exactly one nilpotent orbit, the others correspond to no nilpo-
tent orbit.

• We find that each complex orbit splits in exactly the same number of real nilpotent orbits as in [17];
so our classification and the one of Djoković are equivalent. Moreover, we checked the representatives
given by Djokovíc, and they all turned out to lie in the correct nilpotent orbit.

• Djoković also computed the isomorphism types of the centraliserszg0(a), wherea is the subalgebra
spanned by a homogeneoussl2-triple. Here, on some occasions, we get different results.For example,
the complex orbit labelled “VI” in [17] has only one real representative, and Djoković claims thatzg0(a)
is isomorphic to3sl2(R); we find thatzg0(a) is isomorphic tosp6(R)⊕ t2, wheret2 is a2-dimensional
toral subalgebra lying insidep.

Example 38. We consider aZ2-graded simple Lie algebra of typeG2, as in Example 19b). The complex
simple Lie algebra of typeG2 has only one (conjugacy class of) involution, which we use toconstruct the
grading; this grading is also studied in the physics literature, see [34]. Hereg0 has four (classes of) Cartan
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subalgebras, but strongly regular carrier algebras only exist with respect to the split Cartan subalgebra.
There are five of these carrier algebras, like in the complex case. Three of them yield one nilpotent orbit,
and two correspond to two nilpotent orbits. This leads to an equivalent classification as derived in [34].

We now study the carrier algebrac that is isomorphic tog (as Lie algebra) in a more detail: it has
dimension 14, anddim c0 = dim c1 = 4. Let {y1, . . . , y4} be a fixed basis ofc1, as computed by our
programs. Using the approach of Section 10.1, an element

∑
i ciyi ∈ c1 is in general position if and only if

(11.1) c21c
2
4 − 6c1c2c3c4 + 4c1c

3
3 + 4c32c4 − 3c22c

2
3 6= 0.

Unfortunately, this polynomial is irreducible overQ. The semisimple part ofc0 is isomorphic tosl2(R), so
it has two nilpotent basis elements, denoted byu andv. The exponentials of their adjoints, restricted toc1,
are

exp(s adg(u)) =

(
1 0 0 0
−s 1 0 0
s2 −2s 1 0
−s3 3s2 −3s 1

)
and exp(t adg(v)) =

(
1 −3t 3t2 −t3

0 1 −2t t2

0 0 1 −t
0 0 0 1

)
,

wheres, t ∈ R. Let e =
∑

i ciyi be an element in general position; we now use Section 10.2.1 and act with
exp(s adg(u)) andexp(t adg(v)). First, after acting with anexp(s ad(u)) (if required), we can assume
c4 6= 0. Note thatexp(t adg(v))e =

∑
i c

′
iyi wherec′1 = c1 − 3tc2 + 3t2c3 − t3c4 is a polynomial int

of degree 3; this polynomial has a real zerot0, and, by acting withexp(t0 adg(v)), we may assume that
c1 = 0. Now it follows from (11.1) thatc2 6= 0. Write exp(s adg(u))e =

∑
i c

′
iyi, so thatc′1 = 0, c′2 = c2

andc′3 = −2sc2 + c3. We can chooses so thatc′3 = 0; in conclusion, we may assume thatc1 = c3 = 0,
andc2 6= 0 6= c4 by (11.1).

Using Section 10.2.2, the group corresponding to the split Cartan subalgebra ofg0 acts onc1 as

diag(a31a
8
2, a

2
1a

5
2, a1a

2
2, a

−1
2 ).

where eachai ∈ R∗. Acting with this group one = c2y2 + c4y4, we can multiplyc4 by an arbitrary
b ∈ R∗, andc2 by ana ∈ R∗, provided thatab is a square inR∗. We get two possible nilpotent orbits,
represented bye1 = y2 + y4 ande2 = −y2 + y4 respectively. Fori = 1, 2 let ai denote the subalgebra
spanned by the homogeneoussl2-triple (h, ei, fi). It turns out thatzg0(ai) = 0 and zg0(c) = 0, so the
condition of Proposition 35c) is trivially satisfied. Now considerui = ei − fi; its centraliser ing0 is 1-
dimensional and spanned by a semisimple elementti. The minimal polynomials ofadg0(t1) andadg0(t2)
are(X − 6)(X − 2)X(X + 2)(X +6) andX(X2 +4)(X2 +36), respectively. Sot1 is notG0-conjugate
to λt2 for all λ ∈ R. Thus, the centralisers of theui are notG0-conjugate, and hence neither aree1 ande2.

Example 39. We consider aZ-graded simple Lie algebra of typeE8, as in Example 19a). The degrees of
the simple roots are given by the diagram

✉ ❡ ❡ ❡

❡

❡ ❡ ❡

where the simple root corresponding to the black node has degree 1, and all others have degree 0. Over the
complex numbers this grading has been considered in [25], where it is shown that there are nine nonzero
orbits, and for each orbit a representative is given. HereGc

0
∼= Spin14(C) × C∗ andgc1 is (asGc

0-module)
the 64-dimensional spinor representation ofSpin14(C). (The orbits ofSpin14(C) on this space have also
been classified by Popov in [43]; but without making use of graded Lie algebras.) We have computed the
orbits ofG0 acting ong1, and we remark the following:

• It took 4409 seconds to complete the classification of the carrier algebras.
• There are 10 Cartan subalgebras ing0 (up toG0-conjugacy).
• There are 26 carrier algebras (up toG0-conjugacy), and all of them are principal.
• Each carrier algebra corresponds to at most one orbit; this yields 15 orbits in total.
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In Table II we summarise the results of our computations. In this table, the first column lists the label
of the corresponding complex orbit; we use the same numbering as in [25]. In particular, the rows of the
table correspond to the complex orbits. The second column contains the dimension of the orbit. The third
column lists a representative of the orbit. These representatives are given as spinors; for the notation we
refer to [25, §2.0]. If a complex orbit splits into more than one real orbit, then the third and fourth column
have extra lines in the corresponding row, with the corresponding information for each real orbit. The fourth
column contains the isomorphism type of the centraliser ing0 of a homogeneoussl2-triple containing the
given representative. We use the following notation:tr,s denotes aθ-stable toral subalgebra such that
dim(k ∩ tr,s) = r anddim(p ∩ tr,s) = s whereg = k ⊕ p as usual; the Lie algebrasG2, G2(C), andGcpt

2
are the split real form of the Lie algebra if typeG2, the complex Lie algebra of typeG2 seen as real, and
the compact real form ofG2, respectively.

TABLE II. Real orbits ofSpin14(R)× R∗

orbit dim representative zg0
(a)

I 22 f1f5f6f7 sl7(R)⊕ t0,1

II 35 f1f5f6f7 − f2f4f5f6 sl3(R)⊕ so7(R)⊕ t0,1

III 43 f1f2 + f1f4f6f7 + f2f3f4f5 sp6(R)⊕ t0,2

IV 44 f1f5f6f7 + f2f3f5f7 sl6(R)⊕ t0,1

−f1f2f4f7 + f1f2f5f6 − f1f2f5f7 − f1f4f5f6 su(3, 3)⊕ t0,1

V 50 f1f2 + f1f4f6f7 + f1f5f6f7 + f2f3f4f5 sl4(R)⊕ t0,1

VI 54 f1f3 + f1f5f6f7 − f2f4f5f6 2sl3(R)⊕ t0,1

−f1f2f4f7 − f1f2f5f6 − f1f2f5f7 − f1f3f4f5 + f1f4f5f6 sl3(C)⊕ t0,1

VII 59 f1f2 + f1f4f6f7 + f2f3f4f5 − f3f4f5f6 sl2(R)⊕ so5(R)⊕ t0,1

−f1f2f4f7 + f1f2f5f6 − f1f2f5f7 − f1f4f5f6 − f2f3f6f7+ su(2)⊕ so(1, 4)⊕ t0,1

f1f2f3f4f6f7

VIII 63 f1f2 + f1f4f6f7 + f1f5f6f7 + f2f3f4f5 − f3f4f5f6 G2 ⊕ t0,1

1− f1f2f4f7 + f1f2f5f6 + f1f2f5f7 + f1f4f5f6 + f2f3f6f7+ Gcpt
2 ⊕ t0,1

f1f2f3f4f6f7

IX 64 f1f3 + f1f5f6f7 + f2f3f5f7 − f2f4f5f6 2G2

f4f5 − f1f2f4f7 − f1f2f5f6 + f1f2f5f7 − f1f4f5f6 + f2f3f6f7 G2(C)

f1f2 − f5f6 + f1f2f4f5 + f1f2f4f6 − f1f4f5f7 − f1f5f6f7+ 2Gcpt
2

f2f3f4f5 − f1f2f4f5f6f7
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