arXiv:2212.13426v1 [math.RT] 27 Dec 2022

SYMMETRIC SUBGROUP SCHEMES, FROBENIUS SPLITTINGS, AND QUANTUM SYMMETRIC PAIRS

HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

Abstract. Let G_k be a connected reductive algebraic group over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic ≠ 2. Let K_k ⊂ G_k be a quasi-split symmetric subgroup of G_k with respect to an involution θ_k of G_k . The classification of such involutions is independent of the characteristic of k (provided not 2).

We first construct a closed subgroup scheme G^ı of the Chevalley group scheme G over Z. The pair (G, G^ı) parameterizes symmetric pairs of the given type over any algebraically closed field of characteristic ≠ 2, that is, the geometric fibre of G^ı becomes the reductive group K_k ⊂ G_k over any algebraically closed field k of characteristic ≠ 2. As a consequence, we show the coordinate ring of the group K_k is spanned by the dual ıcanonical basis of the corresponding ıquantum group.

We then construct a quantum Frobenius splitting for the quasi-split ıquantum group at roots of 1. This generalizes Lusztig’s quantum Frobenius splitting for quantum groups at roots of 1. Over a field of positive characteristic, our quantum Frobenius splitting induces a Frobenius splitting of the algebraic group K_k.

Finally, we construct Frobenius splittings of the flag variety G_k/B_k that compatibly split certain K_k-orbit closures over positive characteristics. We deduce cohomological vanishings of line bundles as well as normalities. Results apply to characteristic 0 as well, thanks to the existence of the scheme G^ı. Our construction of splittings is based on the quantum Frobenius splitting of the corresponding ıquantum group.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Preliminaries 7 3. Symmetric subgroup schemes 18 4. Quantum Frobenius splittings 24 5. Frobenius splittings of algebraic groups 43 6. Frobenius splittings of flag varieties 52 References 63

1. Introduction

The main part of this introduction is divided into three subsections discussing three main topics considered in this paper: the symmetric subgroup K_k of a reductive group G_k; the quantum Frobenius splitting of an ıquantum group; the Frobenius splitting of K_k-orbit closures on the flag variety B_k of G_k. 1

2 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

1.1. The symmetric subgroup K_k.

1.1.1. Quantum groups and coordinate rings. Let G_C be a connected reductive algebraic group over C. We denote by O_C the coordinate ring of G_C. In his famous papers [13,14], Chevalley constructed an integral form O_Z of O_C such that O_C = O_Z ⊗_Z C. The integral form defines the Chevalley group scheme G = G_Z over Z such that the geometric fiber G_k^1 = G_Z ×_{Sp Z} Sp k is the linear algebraic group associated with the given root datum for any algebraically closed field k.

Chevalley’s approach depends on the choice of representations of G_C. Kostant [25] identified (without proof) O_Z intrinsically as the restricted dual of the Kostant’s Z-form of the enveloping algebra of the Lie algebra of G_C. Lusztig [33] reformulated (and proved) Kostant’s construction using his theory of canonical bases on the quantum group U. The coordinate ring O_Z is identified as a dual subspace of the modified quantum group (at q = 1) spanned by the dual canonical basis.

1.1.2. The symmetric subgroups. Let G_k be a connected reductive algebraic group over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic ≠ 2. Let θ_k be an involution of G_k. We denote the fixed point subgroup by K_k. It was shown by Steinberg [44] that K_k is reductive. We remark that K_k may not be connected.

It was shown by Springer [42] that involutions of G_k are classified in terms of Satake diagrams (when G_k is simple) independent of the characteristic of k, provided ≠ 2. We reformulate Springer’s classification using ıroot datum in §2.4.2.

We assume K_k or (G_k, θ_k) is of quasi-split type, that is, there exists a Borel subgroup B_k ⊂ G_k such that B_k ∩ θ_k(B_k) = T_k is a maximal torus of G_k. Such a Borel subgroup B_k is called θ_k-anisotropic. In terms of Satake diagrams, this means no black dots in the Satake diagram. We also call the relevant ıroot datum quasi-split in this case.

We only consider quasi-split cases in this paper. We fix a quasi-split ıroot datum for the rest of this introduction. Hence, for any algebraically closed field k of characteristic ≠ 2, we obtain G_k, θ_k, K_k, θ_k-anisotropic B_k.

1.1.3. Quantum symmetric pairs. Associated to the ıroot datum, we can construct a quantum symmetric pair (U, U^ı)^2, where U^ı ⊂ U is a coideal subalgebra of the quantum group associated to the root datum of G_k. The quantum symmetric pair (U, U^ı) is a quantization of the pair of enveloping algebras of the symmetric pair (g_k, g^{θk}_k ). Here g_k denotes the Lie algebra of G_k, and g^{θk}_k denotes the Lie algebra of K_k (cf. [2, §9.4]). We often call U^ı the ıquantum group.

Quantum symmetric pairs were originally introduced by Letzter [30], generalized by Kolb [26] to Kac-Moody cases. The first named author and Wang [9] initiated the theory of canonical bases arising from quantum symmetric pairs. We refer to the survey [46] for recent developments in quantum symmetric pairs.

Let_AU̇^ı be the A = Z[q, q^{−1}]-form of the modified ıquantum group. This is a free A-subalgebra of the modified ıquantum group U̇^ı with basis Ḃ^ı. We call Ḃ^ı the ıcanonical basis of_AU̇^ı.

1We identify an algebraic variety over k with its set of k-rational points. 2The superscript ı stands for invariant or involution. Since U^ı is not the fixed point of any natural involution θ of U for generic q, one can not denote it by U^θ.

For any commutative ring R and ring homomorphism A → R, we write_RU̇^ı = R ⊗_{A A}U̇^ı if there is no ambiguity. We abuse notations and denote by Ḃ^ı the basis of_RU̇^ı after base change.

1.1.4. Symmetric subgroup schemes. We consider the ring homomorphism A → Z mapping q to 1 and the algebra_ZU̇^ı = Z ⊗_{A A}U̇^ı. Let O^ı_Z be the subspace of Hom_Z(_ZU̇^ı, Z) spanned by the dual basis of Ḃ^ı. We state the first main theorem of this paper.

Theorem 1 (Theorem 3.4 & Proposition 3.6 & §3.2.2 (a) & Theorem 3.8).

(1) The subspace O^ı_Z is naturally a commutative and cocommutative Hopf algebra.

(2) The algebra O^ı_Z defines a closed subgroup scheme of the Chevalley group scheme G, denoted by G^ı ⊂ G.

(3) Assume R is an integral domain with characteristic not 2. Then O^ı_R = O^ı_Z ⊗_Z R is reduced.

(4) Let k be any algebraically closed field k of characteristic ≠ 2. We identify G^ı_k with its set of k-rational points, denoted by G^ı_k. We have G^ı_k = K_k ⊂ G_k. In particular, O^ı_k is the coordinate ring of K_k.

We call G^ı the symmetric subgroup scheme over Z. The theorem generalizes Lusztig’s construction [33] of the Chevalley group scheme G using (dual) canonical bases arising from quantum groups. While G parameterizes reductive groups associated to a given root datum, the pair (G, G^ı) parameterizes symmetric pairs associated to a given ıroot datum.

1.1.5. Future works. We expect to generalize Theorem 1 to arbitrary (quantum) symmetric pairs in our future works. Our current results rely on the (strong) compatibility of ıcanonical bases with respect to the projective system introduced by the first named author and Wang in [10, §6.2] (see Theorem 2.7). Such compatibility was conjectured by the first named author and Wang in [10, Remark 6.18] and established by Watanabe [47] for quasi-split cases (as well as all real rank one cases in [48]) using the crystal theory for ıquantum groups. While the crystal theory for ıquantum groups is an interesting research direction on its own, only a weaker version is required in our project.

We expect that G^ı is the fixed point subscheme of G (cf. Fogarty [18]). It would be interesting to see the connection with the recent preprint [1] by Achar- Lourenço-Richarz-Riche.

1.2. Quantum Frobenius splittings. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 2.

1.2.1. Definitions. The concept of Frobenius splitting was introduced by Mehta- Ramanathan [35], followed by Ramanan-Ramanathan [38], in their study of Schubert varieties. Mehta-Ramanathan [35] and Ramanan-Ramanathan [38] used Frobenius splitting method to prove the vanishing of higher cohomologies of ample line bundles on Schubert variety, as well as the normality of Schubert varieties (which implies the Demazure character formula). Such results apply to characteristic 0 as well by the semi-continuity theorem [21, Chapter III, Theorem 12.8].

4 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

A variety X over k is called Frobenius split if the natural morphism O_X → F_∗O_X admits a splitting. Here F : X → X denotes the absolute Frobenius morphism, which fixes all the points and raises the functions to their p-th powers.

Let Y ⊂ X be a closed subvariety of X . A splitting of F : X → X is said to compatibly split Y if it induces a splitting of F : Y → Y. This can be equivalently defined as a splitting preserving the ideal sheaf of Y as O_X -modules.

We refer to the book [6] by Kumar-Brion for details on Frobenius splittings.

1.2.2. Quantum Frobenius splittings of U. We assume p > 2 (and p > 3 if G_k has a G_2 component). Let A^′ be the quotient of A by the p-th cyclotomic polynomial, that is, q is a p-th primitive root of 1 in A^′. We are interested in two ring homomorphisms from A to A^′, mapping q to 1 and p-th root of 1, respectively. We then obtain the two A^′-algebras_A′U̇ (mapping q to 1) and_A′U̇ (mapping q to p-th root of 1) via base changes from the A-form_AU̇ of the modified quantum group.

Lusztig [31] defined a quantum Frobenius morphism Fr :_A′U̇ →_A′U̇ mapping divided powers E^{(n)}_i 1_ζ of Chevalley generators to E^{(n/p)}_i 1_{ζ/p} (and 0 if not divisible). Lusztig [32] also defined a (more mysterious) splitting Fr^′ :_A′U̇ →_A′U̇ of the quantum Frobenius morphism, such that Fr ∘ Fr^′ = id.

1.2.3. A Frobenius splitting of G_k. Note that_kU̇ = k ⊗_A′_A′U̇ = k ⊗_A′_A′U̇, when k is a field of characteristic p.

By taking duals, and combining with the Frobenius automorphis of k (see §5.3.2 for more details), both_kFr^∗ and_kFr^{′,∗} become additive endomorphisms of the coordinate ring O_k of G_k. The following theorem seems never appear explicitly in literature, which we would like to highlight.

Theorem 2 (Theorem 5.8). The induced morphims_kFr^∗ : O_k → O_k is the p-th power map. The induced map_kFr^{′,∗} : O_k → O_k gives a Frobenius splitting of the algebraic group G_k.

Since G_k is a smooth affine variety, it is always Frobenius split. The quantum Frobenius splitting_kFr^{′,∗} induces a concrete splitting on G_k. By construction, the splitting compatibly splits the chosen Borel subgroup B_k and the maximal torus T_k ⊂ B_k.

1.2.4. Quantum Frobenius splittings of U^ı. We now consider the two A^′-algebras

A^′U̇

ı and_A′U̇^ı associated to the ıquantum group. They are obtained via base changes from_AU̇^ı and ring homomorphisms A → A^′, where q maps 1 for_A′U̇^ı and p-th root of 1 for_A′U̇^ı. Here we use different notations to distinguish the two A^′-algebras when considered together.

It was shown by the first named author and Sale [8] that Lusztig’s quantum Frobenius morphism restricts to a quantum Frobenius morphism Fr_ı :_A′U̇^ı →

A^′U̇

ı. On the other hand, one can not expect Lusztig’s quantum Frobenius splitting restricts to a splitting of the ıquantum group. This is more transparent geometrically, that is, the splitting_kFr^{′,∗} of G_k induced by Fr^′ does not compatibly split the symmetric subgroup K_k in general.

The following theorem generalizes Lusztig’s quantum Frobenius splitting.

Theorem 3 (Theorem 4.7). We construct an A^′-algebra homomorphism Fr^′_ı :

A^′U̇

ı →_A′U̇^ı that splits the quantum Frobenius morphism Fr_ı :_A′U̇^ı →_A′U̇^ı, that is Fr_ı ∘ Fr^′_ı = id.

The theorem is established by direct computation. Our computation uses crucially the explicit formula of ıdivided powers by Berman-Wang [12], as well as higher ıSerre relations by Chen-Lu-Wang [15].

1.2.5. A Frobenius splitting of K_k. Recall_kU̇^ı =_kU̇^ı as k-algebras. So_kFr_ı^∗ and kFr^′_ı^{,∗} (again combined with the Frobenius automorphism of k) become additive endomorphisms of the coordinate ring O^ı_k of K_k.

Theorem 4 (Theorem 5.8). The map_kFr_ı^∗ : O^ı_k → O^ı_k is the p-th power map. The map_kFr^′_ı^{,∗} : O^ı_k → O^ı_k gives a Frobenius splitting of the symmetric subgroup K_k.

1.2.6. Future works. It is shown by Benito-Muller-Rajchgot-Smith [7] that any upper cluster algebra admits a canonical Frobenius splitting. We believe the splittings constructed here are compatible with the cluster structure on the reductive groups.

We expect the splitting of G_k in Theorem 2 compatibly splits Bruhat cells. It is also interesting to determine the compatibly split subvarieties of K_k induced by the splitting in Theorem 4.

Recall that the splitting in Theorem 2 does not compatibly split K_k in general. Since K_k ⊂ G_k is a smooth subvariety of G_k, we know abstractly there exists a Frobenius splitting of G_k that compatibly splits K_k [6, Proposition 1.1.6]. It remains an open question to construct concretely an algebraic Frobenius splitting of G_k that compatibly splits K_k.

We would like to extend our results to general symmetric pairs (including Kac- Moody types). The main difficulty is that the ıdivided powers beyond quasi-split types are much more involved and not well-understood. We hope results here can motivate further research in this direction as well.

1.3. K_k-orbits on flag varieties. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic ≠ 2.

1.3.1. Algebraic Frobenius splittings. Mehta-Ramanathan’s splitting on the flag variety B_k has been translated by Kummar-Littelmann [28] to the algebraic setting using Lusztig’s quantum Frobenius splittings.

The algebraic splitting method has also been applied to the setting of cotangent bundles of flag varieties by Hague [22]. This simplifies the (geometric) Frobenius splitting on cotangent bundles of flag varieties by Kumar-Lauritzen-Thomsen [29].

1.3.2. K_k-orbits on flag varieties. Let B_k = G_k/B_k be the flag variety of G_k. It follows by Springer [41] that K_k has only finitely many orbits on B_k. Since the Borel subgroup B_k is θ_k-anisotropic, the K_k-orbit of B_k/B_k is the unique open dense orbit. The geometry of K_k-orbits is a classical subject of study, with intrinsic connections with real groups, number theory, etc.

We show the poset of K_k-orbits on B_k can be parameterized independently of the characteristic of k (provided not 2) in Proposition 2.11. Using the symmetric

6 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

subgroup scheme G^ı_{Z[2−1]} over Z[2^{−1}], we further show the closure of orbits can be defined over a open subset of Z[2^{−1}].

Proposition 5 (Proposition 6.12). Let O_k be a K_k-orbit on B_k. There exists a closed subscheme Z of the flag scheme B_{Z[2}−1_], such that

(1) Z → Sp Z[2^{−1}] is flat;

(2) there is a nonempty open subset U of Sp Z[2^{−1}] such that for any algebraically closed field k^′ and a morphism Sp k^′ → U, the base change Z_k′ = Z ×_{Sp Z[2}−1_] Sp k^′ gives the closure O_k′ of the K_k′ -orbit on B_k′ of the same type. In particular, Z_k′ is reduced.

The existence of such closed sub-schemes of B_{Z[2}−1_] enables us to deduce characteristic 0 results from the characteristic p results.

1.3.3. Codimensional one orbits. The involution θ_k of G_k induces an involution τ on the Dynkin diagram of G_k. Let I be the set of simple roots of G_k. The codimensional one K_k-orbits on B_k can be described as {O_i, i ∈ I|τ(i) ≠ i} ∪ {O^±_i , i ∈ I|τ(i) = i}. We might have O^+_i = O^−_i , e.g., when G_k = P GL_{2,k}.

The closures of the orbits {O_i, i ∈ I|τ(i) ≠ i} are multiplicity-free divisors on B_k in the sense of Brion [3, 4], while the closures of the orbits {O^±_i , i ∈ I|τ(i) = i} are often of multiplicity-two. Various nice geometric properties (e.g. normality) of multiplicity-free subvarieties have been established by Brion [3].

1.3.4. Frobenius splitting of K_k-orbits. Assume the characteristic of k is positive now. It is desirable to find a Frobenius splitting of the flag variety B_k that compatibly splits K_k-orbit closures. However, one can not expect splitting of all K_k-orbit closures, cf. [4, Introduction]. So the splitting of K_k-orbit closures is much more complicated than the case of Schubert varieties.

Theorem 6 (Theorem 6.4 & Theorem 6.8). We parameterize the codimensional one K_k-orbits on B_k as {O_i, i ∈ I|τ(i) ≠ i} ∪ {O^±_i , i ∈ I|τ(i) = i}. (1) The quantum Frobenius splitting Fr^′_ı induces a Frobenius splitting of B_k that compatibly splits all the closures of {O_i, i ∈ I|τ(i) ≠ i}.

(2) Let J ⊂ I satisfying conditions in 4.4.3. The quantum Frobenius splitting Fr^′_ı induces a Frobenius splitting of B_k that compatibly splits all the closures of {O^±_j |j ∈ J}. (3) In particular, when G_k is simply-laced, there exists a Frobenius splitting of B_k that compatibly splits any given codimensional one K_k-orbit.

The splittings constructed in (1) and (2) of the theorem are different. The splitting of multiplicity-free divisors is known by Knutson [24]. See also the work by He- Thomsen [20] for some splittings relevant to symmetric subgroups. Our algebraic construction using ıquantum groups is new. The splitting of non-multiplicity-free divisors is new.

1.3.5. Geometric consequences. As standard consequences of the splittings in Theorem 6, we obtain cohomological vanishing of ample line bundles, reducedness of scheme-theoretical intersections, etc. The splittings apply to partial flag varieties as well as some orbits of smaller dimensions. We further show vanishing of higher cohomology of certain semi-ample line bundles in §6.6. These results hold even for characteristic 0 by semicontinuity, thanks to Proposition 5.

Normality of orbit closures can sometime be deduced from Frobenius splittings. However, this would require detailed information on the Bruhat order of K_k-orbits on B_k. We demonstrate for the symmetric pair (GL_{n,k}, GL_{⌈n/2⌉,k} × GL_{⌊n/2⌋,k}) in §6.7. Here the Bruhat order has been obtained by Wyser [49].

1.3.6. Future works. Frobenius splittings of the flag varieties can be classified by elements in the tensor product of Steinberg modules [6, §2.3]. We expect that our splittings correspond to (dual) ıcanonical basis elements in such a tensor product (with respect to various choice of parameters).

We expect K_k-orbit closures can be defined over Z[2^{−1}], that is, U = Sp Z[2^{−1}] in Proposition 5. Similar results for Schubert varieties were first established by Seshadri [40].

1.4. Organization of this paper. Let us discuss the organization of this paper in more details.

We give a rather comprehensive review on the preliminaries in §2. Results are essentially known (except Lemma 2.6). Various formulations are new, including Proposition 2.10 and Proposition 2.11.

We construct the symmetric subgroup scheme G^ı in §3. We show G^ı is a closed subgroup scheme of the Chevalley group scheme G. We show it is reduced over any integral domain with characteristic not 2. As consequences, we construct the coordinate ring of K_k using dual ıcanonical basis in Theorem 3.8 and relate K_k-modules with_kU̇^ı-modules in Proposition 3.10.

We construct the quantum Frobenius splitting of the ıquantum group in §4. The first part of this section is devoted to study the ıquantum group over a localization of the ring A = Z[q, q^{−1}] (essentially inverting the quantum 2). The second part of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 4.7. We consider the induced splittings on U^ı-modules in §4.4.

We apply our quantum Frobenius splitting to construct a Frobenius splitting of the coordinate ring of G^ı_k = K_k in §5. We construct a Frobenius splitting of the coordinate ring of G_k using Lusztig’s Frobenius splitting in Theorem 5.8.

We apply our quantum Frobenius splitting to study the geometry of K_k-orbits on the flag variety in §6. We construct two families of splittings Ψ_k and Ψ^J_k of B_k. The splitting Ψ_k (§6.3) compatibly splits multiplicity-free codimensional one Korbit closures simultaneously. For certain subset J ⊂ I, we construct the splitting Ψ^J_k (§6.4) compatibly splits multiplicity-two codimensional one K_k-orbit closures relevant to J. We obtain geometric consequences of our splittings in §6.6. Finally, we study in details in §6.7 the symmetric pair (GL_{n,k}, GL_{⌈n/2⌉,k} × GL_{⌊n/2⌋,k}) to indicate how to deduce normality from our results.

Acknowledgement: HB is supported by MOE grants A-0004586-00-00 and A-0004586-01-00.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Quantum groups.

2.1.1. Root data. A root datum (I, Y, X, A, (α_i)_{i∈I} , (α^∨_i )_{i∈I} ) consists of • a finite set I;

8 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

• two finitely generated free abelian groups X, Y and a perfect pairing ⟨ , ⟩ : Y × X → Z; • a (symmetrizable) generalized Cartan matrix A = (a_{ij} )_{i,j∈I}; • an embedding I ⊂ X (i → α_i) and an embedding I ⊂ Y (i → α^∨_i ) such that ⟨α^∨_i , α_j⟩ = a_{ij} .

Let D = diag(ϵ_i)_{i∈I} be the (unique) diagonal matrix such that DA is a symmetric matrix, with ϵ_i ∈ Z_{>0} and ϵ_i = 1 for some i ∈ I. The number ϵ_i is called the root length of i. A root datum is called of finite type if the matrix A is a Cartan matrix, namely, DA is positive definite.

In this paper, we will assume that the root datum defined above is X-regular and Y-regular, namely, elements in {α_i | i ∈ I} are linearly independent in X, and elements in {α^∨_i | i ∈ I} are linearly independent in Y . The isomorphism between two root data is defined in an evident manner.

Let X^+ = {μ ∈ X | ⟨α^∨_i , μ⟩ ⩾ 0, ∀i ∈ I} be the set of dominant weights, and let X^{++} = {μ ∈ X | ⟨α^∨_i , μ⟩ > 0, ∀i ∈ I} be the set of regular dominant weights.

Example 2.1. Let k be an algebraically closed field. For any triple (G, T, B), where G is a connected reductive group, T is a maximal torus of G, and B is a Borel subgroup of G containing T , one can associate a root datum (of finite type) in the following way.

Let X = Hom(T, k^×), and Y = Hom(k^×, T ) be the character lattice and cocharacter lattice. Then there is a natural pairing between Y and X. Let (α_i)_{i∈I} ⊂ X (resp. (α^∨_i )_{i∈I} ⊂ Y ) be the simple roots (resp. simple coroots) associated to the Borel subgroup B, where I is a finite index set. Write a_{ij} = ⟨α^∨_i , α_j⟩, for any i, j in I. Then (I, Y, X, A, (α_i)_{i∈I} , (α^∨_i )_{i∈I} )) is a root datum of finite type.

For fixed G, by choosing different pair (T, B), one will get isomorphic root data. We call any root datum in this isomorphism class a root data associated to G. There is a bijection between isomorphism classes of connected reductive groups over algebraically closed field, and isomorphism classes of root data of finite type.

2.1.2. Definitions. Fix a root datum (I, Y, X, A, (α_i)_{i∈I} , (α^∨_i )_{i∈I} ). Let q be an indeterminate. We write A = Z[q, q^{−1}] be the subring of Q(q). Write q_i = q^{ϵi} for all i in I. For m, n, d ∈ Z with m ⩾ 0, define

[n] = q^n − q^{−n} q − q^{−1} and [m]! = [1][2] · · · [m].

These are called q-integers and q-factorials. Also define q-binomial coefficients: [ n d ] = {_{[n][n−1]···[n−d+1]} [d]! , if d ⩾ 0

0, if d < 0

Similarly define [n]_i, [m]_i! and [ n d ] i with q replaced by q_i. Note that these are all

elements in A.

The quantum group U associated to the given root datum is the associated Q(q)-algebra (with 1) with generators E_i (i ∈ I), F_i (i ∈ I), K_μ (μ ∈ Y ), subject to the relations

K_0 = 1, K_μK_μ′ = K_{μ+μ}′ , for all μ, u^′ ∈ Y ; K_μE_i = q^{⟨μ,αi⟩}E_iK_μ, for all i ∈ I, μ ∈ Y ; K_μF_i = q^{−⟨μ,αi⟩}F_iK_μ, for all i ∈ I, μ ∈ Y ; E_iF_j − F_j E_i = δ_{ij} K̃_i − K̃^{−1}_i q_i − q^{−1}_i , for all i, j ∈ I, where K̃_i = K^{ϵi}_α∨_i ; 1−a_{ij}∑

n=0 (−1)^nE^{(n)}_i E_jE^{(1−aij −n)} i = 0, 1−a_{ij}∑

n=0 (−1)^nF^{(n)}_i F_j F^{(1−aij −n)} i = 0. Here E^{(n)}_i = E^n_i /[n]_i! and F^{(n)}_i = F^n_i /[n]_i! are the divided powers.

Let U̇ be the modified quantum group [32, 23.1] and Ḃ be its canonical basis ([32, 25.2.1]). Let_AU̇ be the A-form of U̇, which is an A-subalgebra of U̇ generated by E^{(n)}_i 1_λ and F^{(n)}_i 1_λ for various i ∈ I, n ≥ 0 and λ ∈ X. Then_AU̇ is a free A-module with basis Ḃ. We denote by_AU̇^{>0} (resp._AU̇^{<0}) the A-subalgebra generated by E^{(n)}_i 1_λ (resp. F^{(n)}_i 1_λ) for various i ∈ I, n ≥ 0 and λ ∈ X.

2.1.3. Modules. For any λ ∈ X^+, let L(λ) be the highest weight U-module with highest weight λ, and^ωL(λ) be the U-module where the action is twisted by the involution ω ([32, 3.1.3]). We denote by B(λ) and^ωB(λ) the canonical bases of L(λ) and^ωL(λ), respectively. Write v^+_λ and v^−_λ to denote the highest weight vector and lowest weight vector in B(λ) and^ωB(λ), respectively. L(λ) also admits a natural U̇-action. We write_AL(λ) =_AU̇ · v^+_λ to be the A-form of L(λ).

For any A-algebra R and λ ∈ X^+, we write_RU̇ = R ⊗_{A A}U̇ and_RL(λ) = R ⊗_{A A}L(λ). For any λ_1, λ_2 in X^+, and any A-algebra R, the action map_RU̇ →^ω_RL(λ_1) ⊗ RL(λ_2), x → x · (v^−_{λ1} ⊗ v^+_{λ2} ) has kernel

RP (λ_1, λ_2) = ∑ λ≠λ_2−λ_1 RU̇1_λ + ∑ i∈I, a_i>⟨α^∨_i ,λ_1⟩ RU̇E^{(ai)}_i 1_{λ2−λ1} + ∑ i∈I, b_i>⟨α^∨_i ,λ_2⟩ RU̇F^{(bi)}_i 1_{λ2−λ1} .

The claim follows from [32, Proposition 23.3.6] for the case R = A. The general case follows from the fact that_AP (λ_1, λ_2) is a free A−submodule of_AU̇ spanned by canonical basis elements [32, Theorem 25.2.1]. In particular,_RP (λ_1, λ_2) is a free R-module.

2.1.4. Quantum Frobenius homomorphism. Fix an odd number l > 1. We require that l is relatively prime to all the root length ϵ_i. Let f_l ∈ A be the l-th cyclotomic polynomial. Set A^′ = A/(f_l), and F be the quotient ring of A^′. Let ϕ : A → A^′ be the natural quotient map. Then ϕ extends to a ring homomorphism from the local ring A_{(fl)} to F.

Let c : A → A^′ be the ring homomorphism sending q to 1. We will write A^′_ϕ and A^′_c to distinguish two different A-algebra structures. Define

A^′U̇ = A^′_cU̇ = A ′ c ⊗_A (_AU̇),_A′U̇ =_A′_ϕU̇ = A^′_ϕ ⊗_A (_AU̇).

10 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

For any i ∈ I, ζ ∈ X, we use e^{(n)}_i 1_ζ (resp. E^{(n)}_i 1_ζ ) to denote the image of E^{(n)}_i 1_ζ in_A′U̇ (resp._A′U̇). Similar notations are used for f^{(n)}_i 1_ζ and F^{(n)}_i 1_ζ .

Theorem 2.2. ([32, 35.1.9],[34, Proposition 3.4])

(a) There is a unique A^′-algebra homomorphism Fr:_A′U̇ →_A′U̇, such that for all i ∈ I, n ∈ N and ζ ∈ X, we have:

Fr(E^{(n)}_i 1_ζ ) equals e^{(n/l)}_i 1_{ζ/l}, if l divides n and ζ ∈ lX, and equals 0, if otherwise; Fr(F^{(n)}_i 1_ζ ) equals f^{(n/l)}_i 1_{ζ/l}, if l divides n and ζ ∈ lX, and equals 0, if otherwise. (b) There is a unique A^′-algebra homomorphism Fr^′:_A′U̇ →_A′U̇, such that for all i ∈ I, n ∈ N and ζ ∈ X, we have Fr^′(e^{(n)}_i 1_ζ ) = E^{(nl)}_i 1_{lζ} , and Fr^′(f^{(n)}_i 1_ζ ) = F^{(nl)}_i 1_{lζ} . In particular, we have Fr ∘ Fr^′ =id.

For any λ ∈ X^+, set_A′ L(λ) = A^′_ϕ ⊗_A (_AL(λ)), and_A′ L(λ) = A^′_c ⊗_A (_AL(λ)). We will abuse the notations, and still use v^+_λ to denote the highest weight vector in these modules. We also have the following proposition by Theorem 2.2(a) and §2.1.3.

Proposition 2.3. For any μ ∈ X^+, there exists a unique_A′U̇-module homomorphism γ_μ :_A′ L(lμ) −→ (_{A′} L(μ)

)_{Fr} , v^+_{lμ} → v^+_μ . Here (_{A′} L(μ)

)_{Fr} stands for the_A′U̇-module which is isomorphic to_A′ L(μ) as A^′- modules, and the action is twisted by Fr.

2.2. Chevalley group schemes. In this subsection, we shall assume that our root datum (I, Y, X, A, (α_i)_{i∈I} , (α^∨_i )_{i∈I} ) is of finite type. We recall Lusztig’s construction of the group scheme G in [33].

2.2.1. Lusztig’s construction. Let A be a commutative ring with 1, which is viewed as an A-algebra, where q acts by 1. For any element a ∈ A, we will abuse the notation and still write a to denote its image in A.

Let_AU̇ = A ⊗_{A A}U̇ and_AḂ = {1 ⊗ b | b ∈ Ḃ}. The set_AḂ is called the canonical basis of_AU̇. If there is no confusion, we will write_AḂ = Ḃ, and use b to denote the image 1 ⊗ b.

Let_A ^U be the A-module consisting of all the formal linear combinations ∑ a∈Ḃ n_aa, n_a ∈ A. By [33, 1.11],_A ^U has a structure of A-algebra compatible with the embedding AU̇ ⊂_A ^U.

Let_A ^U^{(2)} be the A-module consisting of all the formal linear combinations ∑ (a,a^′)∈Ḃ×Ḃ n_{a,a}′ a ⊗ a^′, n_{a,a}′ ∈ A.

Then_A ^U^{(2)} also has an A-algebra structure by [33, 1.11]. We have an A-algebra homomorphism ^Δ :_A ^U −→_A ^U^{(2)}, compatible with the coproduct on_AU̇ by [33, 1.17]. Let S :_AU̇ →_AU̇ be the antipode map. It extends to ^S :_A ^U →_A ^U.

Let O_A be the A-submodule of_AU̇^∗ = Hom_A(_AU̇, A), spanned by {b^∗ | b ∈ Ḃ}, where b^∗ ∈_AU̇^∗ is the dual canonical basis element which sends b to 1, and sends other canonical basis element to 0. Then for any element f in O_A, it extends to an A-linear form on the completion_A ^U. We write f̂ to denote this extension.

Lusztig defined an A-Hopf algebra structure on O_A, using structure constants for the algebra_AU̇ ([33, 3.1]). Let δ : O_A → O_A ⊗ O_A to be the coproduct, σ : O_A → O_A to be the antipode, and ϵ : O_A → A to be the counit.

For any f, g ∈ O_A, it follows from [33, 3.1] that the following diagrams commute

A ^U_A ^U^{(2)}

A ^Δ^fgf⊗g

A ^U ⊗_A ^U_A ^U

A mδ(f) f̂

A ^U_A ^U

A ^S ^σ(f)f̂ .

Here f ⊗ g :_A ^U^{(2)} → A sends formal linear combination ∑ (a,a^′)∈Ḃ×Ḃ na,a^′ a ⊗ a ′ to ∑ (a,a^′ )∈Ḃ×Ḃ na,a^′ f(a)g(a ′), where the second sum is finite, thanks to the definition of O_A. Similarly δ(f) ∈ O_A ⊗O_A induces a well-defined A-linear form on_A ^U⊗_A ^U. We still use δ(f) to denote this map.

Since O_A is a commutative Hopf algebra over A, the set Hom_{A−alg}(O_A, A), consisting of A-algebra homomorphisms O_A → A preserving 1, has a group structure.

By definition, Hom_{A−alg}(O_A, A) is an A-submodule of O^∗_A, the A-linear duals of O_A. There is an A-linear bijective map from O^∗_A to_A ^U, given by ϕ → ∑ b∈Ḃ ϕ(b ∗)b. Then under this bijection, the subset Hom_{A−alg}(O_A, A) is sent to

G_A = {ξ = ∑ b∈Ḃ n_bb ∈_A ^U | ^Δ(ξ) = ξ ⊗ ξ, n_{10} = 1}.

Here for any ξ = ∑ b∈Ḃ nbb and ξ ′ = ∑ b^′∈Ḃ n ′ b^′ b ′ in_A ^U, the element ξ ⊗ ξ^′ in A ^U(2) is defined to be the formal linear combination ξ ⊗ ξ^′ = ∑ (b,b^′)∈Ḃ×Ḃ n_bn^′_b′ b ⊗ b^′. Then the subset G_A is closed taking products. It moreover admits a group structure, where the unit is ∑ λ∈X 1_λ, and the inverse is given by the restriction of the antipode ^S :_A ^U →_A ^U. The bijection Hom_{A−alg}(O_A, A)^∼−→ G_A is a group isomorphism.

Define the Z-group scheme G by setting G(A) = G_A^3 for any (unital) commutative ring A. Then G ∼= Sp O_Z is the Chevalley group scheme associated to the given root datum.

2.2.2. The reductive group G_k. Let k be an algebraically closed field. Set G_k be the subset of_k ^U defined as above by letting A = k.

Then G_k is a connected reductive group over k with the coordinate ring O_k by [33, Theorem 4.11]. Let T_k be the subset of G_k consisting of elements of the form ∑ λ∈X n_λ1_λ, such that n_λn_λ′ = n_{λ+λ}′ . Let_k ^U^{>0} be the k-subspace of_k ^U consisting of all elements of the form ∑ b∈Ḃ∩_kU̇^{>0},λ∈X nb(b1λ) with nb ∈ k. Set 3Here we identify a Z-group scheme with the associated Z-group functor following [23]

12 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

G^{>0}_k = G_k ∩_k ^U^{>0} and B_k = G^{>0}_k T_k. It follows from [33, 4.11] that T_k is a maximal torus of G_k and B_k is a Borel subgroup of G_k.

We have the following isomorphisms of free abelian groups

X^∼−→ Hom(T_k, k^×), Y^∼−→Hom(k^×, T_k) λ −→ ( ∑ λ∈X n_λ1_λ → n_λ ) , γ −→ ( a → ∑ λ∈X a^{⟨γ,λ⟩}1_λ ) . These two maps give an isomorphism between the root data defining the quantum group with the root data associated to (G_k, T_k, B_k).

For any i ∈ I and ξ ∈ k, define

x_i(ξ) = ∑ c∈N, λ∈X ξ^cE^{(c)}_i 1_λ, y_i(ξ) = ∑ c∈N, λ∈X ξ^cF^{(c)}_i 1_λ.

Then {x_i, y_i | i ∈ I} is a pinning for the triple (G_k, T_k, B_k), that is, the morphism ( 1 a 1 ) → x_i(a) ( 1 b 1 ) → y_i(b) ( t t^{−1} ) → α^∨_i (t) for any a, b in k, and t in k^∗, give a group morphism from SL_{2,k} to G.

2.2.3. Lie algebras and algebras of distributions. For any linear algebraic group H_k over k, we use the notation Lie(H_k) and Dist(H_k) to denote the Lie algebra and the algebra of distributions on H_k. They are subalgebras of k[H_k]^∗, the linear dual of the coordinate ring of H_k.

Recall O_k is the coordinated ring the connected reductive group G_k. We identify O^∗_k with_k ^U, via μ → ∑ b∈Ḃ μ(b ∗)b. Then its Lie algebra and the distribution algebra are identified with subalgebras of_k ^U.

For any i ∈ I, n ∈ N, and μ ∈ Y , define the following elements in_k ^U:

e^{(n)}_i = ∑ λ∈X E^{(n)}_i 1_λ, f^{(n)}_i = ∑ λ∈X F^{(n)}_i 1_λ, ( h_μ n ) = ∑ λ∈X ( ⟨μ, λ⟩ n ) 1_λ.

Set e_i = e^{(1)}_i , f_i = f^{(1)}_i , and h_μ = (_{hμ} 1 ) . Here we use the same notations to denote the elements in the algebra after base change.

The Lie algebra Lie(G_k) is identified as the Lie subalgebra of_k ^U generated by e_i (i ∈ I), f_i (i ∈ I), and h_μ (μ ∈ Y ). The distribution algebra of G_k is identified as the subalgebra of_k ^U generated by e^{(n)}_i (i ∈ I, n ∈ N), f^{(n)}_i (i ∈ I, n ∈ N), and (_{hμ} n ) (μ ∈ Y , n ∈ N).

2.3. Quantum symmetric pairs.

2.3.1. ıroot datum.

Definition 2.4. A quasi-split ıroot datum consists of the following • a root datum (I, Y, X, A, (α_i)_{i∈I} , (α^∨_i )_{i∈I} ));

• an involution τ of the index set I, such that a_{ij} = a_{τ i,τ j}, for all i, j ∈ I; • an involution θ_X on X, and an involution θ_Y on Y , such that ⟨θ_Y (λ), θ_X (μ)⟩ = ⟨λ, μ⟩, for λ ∈ Y , μ ∈ X, and θ_X (α_i) = −α_{τ i}, θ_Y (α^∨_i ) = −α^∨_{τ i}, for any i ∈ I.

If there is no ambiguity, we will use θ to denote both the involution on X and on Y . We write (I, Y, X, A, (α_i)_{i∈I} , (α^∨_i )_{i∈I} ), τ, θ) to denote an ıroot datum. We call an ıroot datum of finite type if the associated Cartan datum is of finite type. Morphisms and isomorphisms between ıroot data are defined in an evident manner.

For an ıroot datum (I, Y, X, A, (α_i)_{i∈I} , (α^∨_i )_{i∈I} ), τ, θ), set X_ı = X/⟨λ − θλ | λ ∈ X⟩ and Y^ı = {μ ∈ Y | θμ = μ}. We call X_ı the ıweight lattice, and call Y^ı the ıcoweight lattice. There is a natural pairing Y^ı × X_ı → Z inherited from the pairing between Y and X. Note that this pairing is not necessarily perfect. For any λ ∈ X, we write λ its image in X_ı.

Remark 2.5. One can define ıroot data of more general (not necessarily quasisplit) type. In this paper we shall only consider quasi-split ıroot data, and we will just call them ıroot datum for brevity.

Lemma 2.6. The abelian group X_ı has no odd torsion. Namely, for any λ ∈ X_ı and any odd n ∈ N with nλ = 0, we have λ = 0.

Proof. Let Z[2^{−1}] ⊂ Q be the localization of Z inverting 2. Let X̆ = ⟨λ − θλ | λ ∈ X⟩. By definition, we have the short exact sequence 0 → X̆ → X → X_ı → 0. Tensoring with the flat Z-module Z[2^{−1}], we get

0 → X̆ ⊗ Z[2^{−1}] → X ⊗ Z[2^{−1}] → X_ı ⊗ Z[2^{−1}] → 0.

Note that the Z[2^{−1}]-module homomorphism

X ⊗ Z[2^{−1}] −→ X̆ ⊗ Z[2^{−1}]

sending λ⊗1 to (λ−θλ)⊗1/2 gives a splitting for the above short exact sequence. Hence X_ı ⊗ Z[2^{−1}] can be viewed as a submodule of X ⊗ Z[2^{−1}], which is torsionfree. We deduce that X_ı ⊗ Z[2^{−1}] is torsion-free. Then by the structure theory of finitely generated abelian groups, we see that X_ı has no odd torsion. □

2.3.2. ıquantum groups. For each i ∈ I, we fix a parameter ς_i ∈ q^Z, such that

ς_{τ i} = q^{−ai,τ i}_i ς^{−1}_i , ς_{τ i} = ς_i if a_{i,τ i} = 0, ς_i = q^{−1}_i if τi = i.

Then the associated ıquantum group U^ı = U^ı_ς is defined to be the Q(q)-subalgebra of U generated by elements

B_i = F_i + ς_iE_{τ i}K̃^{−1}_i (i ∈ I), K_μ (μ ∈ Y^ı).

The pair (U, U^ı) is called a quantum symmetric pair. We refer to [11, §3] for a more general definition for ıquantum groups.

Let U̇^ı be the modified algebra of U^ı and let Ḃ^ı be the canonical basis of U̇^ı defined in [10, §3.7, §6.4]. The algebra U̇ is naturally a (U̇^ı, U̇^ı)-bimodule by [10, §3.7]. Let_AU̇^ı be the A-form of U̇^ı [10, Definition 3.19]. For any A-algebra A, set_AU̇^ı = A ⊗_{A A}U̇^ı.

(a) For any A-algebra A, we have an A-algebra embedding_AU̇^ı →_A ^U, x → ∑ λ∈X x1_λ. Here x1_λ ∈ U̇ is via the_AU̇^ı-action on_AU̇.

14 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

Since_AU̇^ı is a free A-module by [10, Theorem 6.17], it suffices to prove the statement for A = A. The claim for A = A follows from [10, §3.7] and [33, §1.11].

We denote by ι_λ :_AU̇^ı1_λ →_AU̇1_λ the map x → x1_λ. We define the composition

p_{ı,λ} = π_λ ∘ ι_λ :_AU̇^ı1_λ^{ιλ}−→_AU̇1_λ^{πλ}−→_AU^−1_λ, (2.1)

where π_λ :_AU̇1_λ →_AU̇1_λ/_AU̇U^+1_λ^∼−→_AU^−1_λ. It follows from [10, Corollary 6.20] that p_{ı,λ} is an isomorphism of A-modules.

Let A be any A-algebra. After tensoring with A, we deduce that the composition

p_{ı,λ} = π_λ ∘ ι_λ :_AU̇^ı1_λ^{ιλ}−→_AU̇1_λ^{πλ}−→_AU^−1_λ (2.2) is an isomorphism between A-modules.

We recall the construction for ıdivided powers. For i ∈ I with τi ≠ i, and m ∈ N, set

B^{(m)}_i = B^m_i [m]_i! . For i ∈ I with τi = i, and m ∈ N, set

B^{(m)}_{i,¯1} = 1 [m]^!_i { B_i ∏_k j=1(B^2_i − [2j − 1]^2_i ), if m = 2k + 1; ∏_k j=1(B^2_i − [2j − 1]^2_i ), if m = 2k;

B^{(m)}_{i,¯0} = 1 [m]^!_i { B_i ∏_k j=1(B^2_i − [2j]^2_i ), if m = 2k + 1; ∏_k j=1(B^2_i − [2j − 2]^2_i ), if m = 2k.

We also recall the modified ıdivided powers. For τi ≠ i, ζ ∈ X_ı, and m ∈ N, we define B^{(m)}_{i,ζ} = B^{(m)}_i 1_ζ . For τi = i, ζ ∈ X_ı, and m ∈ N, we define B^{(m)}_{i,ζ} = B^{(m)}_{i,¯0} 1_ζ if ⟨α^∨_i , ζ⟩ is even; B^{(m)}_{i,ζ} = B^{(m)}_{i,¯1} 1_ζ if ⟨α^∨_i , ζ⟩ is odd. The algebra_AU̇^ı is generated by B^{(n)}_{i,ζ} , for various i ∈ I, ζ ∈ X_ı, and n ∈ N.

2.3.3. Stability. For the remaining part of this section, we assume root datum is of finite type. We also fix parameters as following: ς_i = q^{−1}_i , if τi = i; ς_i = 1, if a_{i,τ i} = 0; and {ς_i, ς_{τ i}} = {1, q^{−1}_i }, if a_{i,τ i} = −1.

For any μ ∈ X^+, let B[λ]^ı be the ıcanonical basis for the irreducible module L(λ) ([10, Theorem 5.7]). Let π^ı_λ : U̇^ı1_λ → L(λ) be the U^ı-module homomorphism sending u to u · v^+_λ . Note that U̇^ı1_λ is spanned by the ıcanonical basis.

Theorem 2.7. ([47, Theorem 6.2.8]) For any λ ∈ X^+, the map π^ı_λ sends ıcanonical basis element to an ıcanonical basis element or zero. And the kernel of π^ı_λ is a subspace of U̇^ı1_λ spanned by ıcanonical basis elements. In particular, there are only finitely many ıcanonical basis element b in Ḃ^ı, such that b · v^+_λ ≠ 0.

2.4. Symmetric subgroups. Let k be an algebraically closed field with characteristic not 2.

2.4.1. Definitions. Let G_k be a connected reductive algebraic group defined over k. A symmetric pair (G_k, θ_k) consists of a connected reductive group G_k, and an involution θ_k of G_k. Two symmetric pairs (G_k, θ_k) and (G^′_k, θ^′_k) are called isomorphic if there exists an isomorphism between algebraic groups f : G_k → G^′_k, such that f ∘ θ_k = θ^′_k ∘ f.

Definition 2.8. [42, 3.4] An involution θ_k of G_k as algebraic groups is called quasi-split if there exists some Borel subgroup B_k, such that θ_k(B_k) ∩ B_k is a maximal torus of G_k. Such a Borel subgroup B_k is called θ_k-anisotropic.

We call a symmetric pair (G_k, θ_k) quasi-split if the involution θ_k is quasi-split.

In this paper, we shall only consider quasi-split symmetric pairs. In the sequel, symmetric pairs are always assumed to be quasi-split.

For any anisotropic triple (G_k, θ_k, B_k), where (G_k, θ_k) is a symmetric pair and B_k is a θ_k-anisotropic Borel subgroup of G_k, one can associate an ıroot datum in the following way.

Let T_k = B_k ∩θ_k(B_k) be the maximal torus. Let (I, Y, X, (α_i)_{i∈I} , (α^∨_i )_{i∈I} )) be the root datum associated to (G_k, T_k, B_k). It is easy to see that θ_k induces involutions on X and Y , which respects the pairing, and θ_k restricts to an involution on the set of simple roots, which induces a graph involution τ on the Cartan datum (I, ·). Therefore, (I, Y, X, (α_i)_{i∈I} , (α^∨_i )_{i∈I} , τ, θ_k) forms a quasi-split ıroot datum of finite type.

For a fixed symmetric pair (G_k, θ_k), it is direct to see that by choosing different θ_k-anisotropic Borel subgroups B_k, the triple (G_k, θ_k, B_k) gives isomorphic ıroot data. We call any ıroot datum in this isomorphism class the ıroot datum associated to (G_k, θ_k).

Lemma 2.9. Let (G_k, θ_k, B_k) be a triple as above, and write T_k = B_k ∩ θ_k(B_k). Then there is a pinning {x_i, y_i; i ∈ I} of (G_k, T_k, B_k), such that θ_k(x_i(ξ)) = y_{τ i}(ξ), for any i ∈ I and ξ ∈ k.

Proof. By [42, §1.5], there exists a pinning {x_i, y_i; i ∈ I} such that θ_k(x_i(ξ)) = y_{τ i}(−ξ), for any i ∈ I and ξ ∈ k. This is because n in [42, §1.5] is a representative of the longest element of W for quasi-split cases. Now the lemma is immediate by rescaling. □

We will call such pinning an anisotropic pinning of (G_k, θ_k, B_k). It is easy to see that anisotropic pinning is not unique.

2.4.2. Classifications. Take an ıroot datum (I, Y, X, (α_i)_{i∈I} , (α^∨_i )_{i∈I} , τ, θ) of finite type. We follow the same notations as before. There is a well-defined A-algebra automorphism_AU̇ →_AU̇, sending E^{(n)}_i 1_λ to F_{τ i}1_{θλ}, and F^{(n)}_i 1_λ to E_{τ i}1_{θλ}, for any i ∈ I, n ∈ N, and λ ∈ Y . Let A be any commutative ring with unit. It is direct to see that after base change, we have the induced A-algebra involution

θ_A :_A ^U →_A ^U, which restricts to a group homomorphism θ_A : G_A → G_A. (2.3)

In particular, θ_k : G_k → G_k defines a quasi-split involution for the reductive group G_k, with B_k an anisotropic Borel subgroup (§2.2.2). Then the ıroot datum associated to the pair (G_k, θ_k) is isomorphic to the one we start with.

By Lemma 2.9 and [42, §1.6], we have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.10. We have a canonical bijection:

{iso. classes of symmetric pairs (G_k, θ_k)} ↔ {iso. classes of finite type ıroot data}.

In particular, the isomorphic classes of symmetric pairs (G_k, θ_k) is independent of the field k (provided char k ≠ 2).

16 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

2.4.3. K_k-orbits on the flag variety. We fix an anisotropic triple (G_k, θ_k, B_k) and set K_k = G^{θk}_k be the closed subgroup of G_k consisting of θ_k-fixed elements. It is called the symmetric subgroup of G_k associated to θ_k. Let {x_i, y_i; i ∈ I} be an anisotropic pinning of (G_k, θ_k, B_k). Let T_k = B_k ∩ θ_k(B_k) be the maximal torus, and W = N(T_k)/T_k. For any i ∈ I, we set n_i = x_i(1)y_i(−1)x_i(1).

Let B_k = G_k/B_k be the flag variety of G_k. Then K_k acts on B_k with finitely many orbits by [41, Corollary 4.3]. The K_k-orbits on B_k can be parameterized equivalently using B_k-orbits on G_k/K_k. The results are essentially in [41]. Since our choice of (θ_k, B_k) is different than Springer, who considers B_k to be θ_k-stable, we reformulate the results here.

Let ϕ : G_k/K_k → G_k, gK_k → gθ(g)^{−1} be the G_k-equivariant embedding [41, Proposition 2.2], where the G_k-action on G_k is given by h ∗ g = hgθ(h)^{−1}. Let S_k = ϕ(G_k/K_k). Since ( B_k × θ_k(B_k) ) -double cosets of G_k are parameterized by the Weyl group W , we can define the composition

Π : {B_k-orbits on G_k/K_k} → { ( B_k × θ_k(B_k) ) -orbits on G_k} → W.

One sees that K_kB_k/B_k is the unique open K_k-orbit on B_k by [41] or [42, §1.3]. We next construct K_k-orbits inductive from the open orbit following [41, Theorem 6.5]. We consider B_k-orbits on S_k ∼= G_k/K_k. Let Ω ⊂ S_k be a B_k-orbit via the ∗-action. We denote by P_i the standard parabolic subgroup of G_k associated to i ∈ I. We describe P_i ∗ Ω following [41, §6.7]. Let P_i ∗ Ω = Ω ∪ Ω^′, where Ω^′ = {un_ixθ(un_i)^{−1}|x ∈ Ω, u ∈ U_i} Let w = Π(Ω) ∈ W . We divided into several cases.

(a)^′ If ℓ(s_iwθ(s_i)) = ℓ(w) − 2, then Ω^′ is the unique open dense B_k-orbit in P_i ∗ Ω. We have Ω^′ = B_kn_i ∗ Ω. We have dim Ω^′ = dim Ω + 1.

(a)^{′′} If ℓ(s_iwθ(s_i)) = ℓ(w) + 2, then Ω^′ is a single B_k-orbit in P_i ∗ Ω. We have Ω^′ = B_kn_i ∗ Ω. We have dim Ω^′ = dim Ω − 1.

Now we consider the cases where s_iwθ(s_i) = w. We have an involution ψ on the subgroup G_i generated by x_i(k), y_i(k) defined by ψ(g) = nθ(g)n^{−1}, where n is any representative of w in Ω. We are reduced to rank one computations.

(b) If ψ = id, then Ω^′ = Ω.

(c) We assume ψ(x_i(a)) = x_i(−a), ψ(y_i(a)) = y_i(−a), ψ(n_i) = n^{−1}_i . Note that n_i = y_i(−1)x_i(1/2)ψ(y_i(−1)x_i(1/2))^{−1} in this case.

We write Ω_1 = B_k∗n_iΩ = B_ky_i(−1)x_i(1/2)∗Ω and Ω_2 = B_k∗n_iΩθ(n_i)^{−1} = B_kn_i ∗ Ω. We then have Ω^′ = Ω_1 ∪ Ω_2. Note that Ω = Ω_2 if G_i ∼= P GL_{2,k}.

(d) We assume ψ(x_i(a)) = y_i(a), ψ(y_i(a)) = x_i(a), ψ(n_i) = n^{−1}_i . Note that x_i(1/2)y_i(−1)ψ(x_i(1/2)y_i(−1))^{−1} = n_i.

Then we write Ω_1 = B_k ∗ n_iΩ = B_kx_i(1/2)y_i(−1) ∗ Ω and Ω_2 = B_k ∗ α^∨_i (−1)n_iΩ_1 = B_kx_i(−1/2)y_i(1) ∗ Ω. Hence we have Ω^′ = Ω_1 ∪ Ω_2. Note that Ω_1 = Ω_2 if G_i ∼= P GL_{2,k}.

Proposition 2.11. (1) For any K_k-orbit on B_k, one can take a representative vB_k, which can be written as products of n^{−1}_i , y_i(1)x_i(−1/2) and y_i(−1)x_i(1/2), for various i ∈ I, and v^{−1}θ_k(v) ∈ N(T_k).

(2) (for quasi-split types) Codimension one K_k-orbits are of the form:

• O_i = K_kn_iB_k/B_k, for i ∈ I, with τi ≠ i; (Note that these orbits may not be distinct.)

• O^+_i = K_ky_i(1)B_k/B_k and O^−_i = K_ky_i(−1)B_k/B_k, for i ∈ I, with τi = i.

(Note that O^+_i and O^−_i may not be distinct.)

(3) The poset of K_k-orbits on B_k only depends on the ıroot datum associated to (G_k, θ_k). (Hence it is independent of the underlying field k.) We write O_k = O whenever it is necessary to emphasize the field.

Proof. Part (1) and part (2) is immediate from the above discussion.

We prove part (3). The claim on partial orders follows by [39, Theorem 4.6 or Theorem 7.11], since the case analysis above for P_i ∗ Ω is independent of the characteristic of k. It suffices to show that the set of K_k-orbits on B_k is independent of the characteristic of k.

The description for the representatives in (1) only depends on the Weyl group W and the involution on W induced by θ_k, which can be read from the ıroot datum. Two different representatives in (1) may represents the same orbit. It will suffice to show this phenomenon can be verified independent of k.

Let v, v^′ be two different representatives in (1). Write n = v^{−1}θ_k(v), and n^′ = v^{′−1}θ_k(v^′). Then n and n^′ belong to N(T_k). Then by the above discussion and (uniqueness part of) Bruhat’s lemma, we have: K_kvB_k = K_kv^′B_k ⇔ n^′ ∈ B_k ∗ n ⇔ n^′ ∈ T_k ∗ n ⇔ n and n^′ represent the same element in W , say w, and

∃ t ∈ T_k, such that w^{−1}(t)θ_k(t) = n^{−1}n^′ = t_0 ∈ T_k. (2.4)

Recall Y = Hom(k^×, T_k), and there is a canonical isomorphism T_k ∼= k ⊗_Z Y ∼= k ⊗_{Z[2}−1_] Y_2, where Y_2 = Z[2^{−1}] ⊗_Z Y . Under our construction, t_0 = 1 ⊗ t^′_0, for some t^′_0 ∈ Y_2, independent of k. And θ_k is obtained from θ : Y → Y . Since θ_k(n) = n^{−1}, we have (θw)^2 = id : Y → Y . By the same proof of Lemma 2.6, the cokernel of the map id − θw : Y → Y has no odd torsion. Hence condition (2.4) is equivalent to θ(t^′_0) ∈ im(id − θw) ⊆ Y_2. Here we extend θ and w to Y_2. This is clearly independent of the field k. We complete the proof. □

2.5. Frobenius splittings. Let k be an algebraically closed field of positive characteristic p (possibly 2 in this section).

2.5.1. Definitions. By schemes, we mean separated schemes of finite type over k.

Definition 2.12. Let X be a scheme; then the absolute Frobenius morphism F : X −→ X is the identity on the underlying space of X , and the p-th power map on the structure sheaf O_X .

Following [6, §1.1.3], a scheme X is Frobenius split (or simply split) if the O_X - linear map F^# : O_X −→ F_∗O_X splits. Namely, there exists a O_X -linear map φ ∈ Hom (F_∗O_X , O_X ) such that φ ∘ F^# = id. Such a map φ is called a splitting of X. Then clearly any O_X -linear map φ : F_∗O_X −→ O_X is a splitting if and only if φ(1) = 1.

Let Y ⊂ X be a closed subscheme of X , then we say X is split compatibly with Y (or Y is compatibly split) if there is a splitting φ of X such that φ(F_∗I_Y ) ⊂ I_Y , where I_Y is the ideal sheaf of Y.

18 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

We collect the following consequences on the Frobenius splitting schemes by [6, §1.2].

(a) Frobenius split schemes are reduced, and weakly normal. (b) Let X be a scheme, ϕ be a Frobenius splitting of X. Then the set of closed subschemes of X which are compatibly split under ϕ is closed under taking irreducible components, and taking scheme-theoretic intersection. In particular, the scheme-theoretic intersection of two compatibly split subschemes is reduced.

(c) Let X be a proper scheme and Y be a closed subscheme of X . Suppose X is Frobenius split compatibly with Y. Let L be an ample line bundle on X . Then H^i(X , L) = 0, for all i > 0, the restriction map H^0(X , L) → H^0(Y, L) is surjective, and H^i(Y, L) = 0, for all i > 0.

One can often apply the positive characteristic techniques of Frobenius splitting to certain schemes in characteristic zero as well, e.g., Schubert varieties in characteristic zero. We refer to [6, §1.6] for details.

2.5.2. Flag varieties. Let B_k = G_k/B_k be the flag variety of a connected reductive group G_k. For any λ ∈ X, let k_λ be the one-dimensional representation of the group B_k = U_kT_k, where U_k is the unipotent radical of B_k and T_k is the maximal torus, on which T_k acts via the isomorphism X^∼−→ Hom(T_k, k^×) and U_k acts trivially. Let L_λ = G_k ×^{Bk} k_λ −→ B_k be the associated line bundle over the flag variety B_k. By definition, the total space G_k ×^{Bk} k_λ is the quotient space (G_k × k)/B_k, where B_k acts by (g, t) · b = (gb^{−1}, λ(b)t), for g ∈ G_k, b ∈ B_k, and t ∈ k. The line bundle L_λ is (very) ample if and only if λ ∈ X^{++}.

The space of global sections H^0(λ) = H^0(B_k, L_λ) admits a natural (rational) G_k-action. It is well-known that H^0(λ) is nonzero if and only if λ ∈ X^+, in which case H^0(λ) ∼= V_k(λ)^∗. Here V_k(λ) denotes the Weyl module of G_k of highest weight λ. Let L_λ be an ample line bundle on B_k. Define a graded k-algebra R_{Lλ} = ⨁ n⩾0 H^0(B_k, L^n_λ) = ⨁ n⩾0 H^0(B_k, L_{nλ}).

Let Y ⊂ B_k be a closed subvariety, and I_{Y,L}n_λ be the kernel of the restriction map H^0(B_k, L^n_λ) → H^0(Y, L^n_λ), for any n ⩾ 0. Set I_{Y,Lλ} = ⨁ n⩾0 I_{Y,L}n_λ . It is an ideal of R_{Lλ} . The following lemma follows from [28, Theorem 6.4 & 6.7]. Lemma 2.13. Let ϕ : R_{Lλ} → R_{Lλ} be a graded additive endomorphism such that (a) ϕ(f^pg) = fϕ(g), for any f, g in R_{Lλ} ; (b) ϕ(1) = 1; (c) ϕ(I_{Y,Lλ} ) ⊂ I_{Y,Lλ} . Then the B_k is Frobenius split compatibly with Y.

3. Symmetric subgroup schemes

Let (I, Y, X, A, (α_i)_{i∈I} , (α^∨_i )_{i∈I} , τ, θ) be a quasi-split ıroot datum of finite type. Let (U, U^ı) be the quantum symmetric pair associated to this datum. We also fix parameters of U^ı as follows: ς_i = q^{−1}_i , if τi = i; ς_i = 1, if a_{i,τ i} = 0; and {ς_i, ς_{τ i}} = {1, q^{−1}_i }, if a_{i,τ i} = −1.

3.1. The finiteness conditions. Recall the isomorphism of A-modules from (2.1):

p_{ı,λ} = π_λ ∘ ι_λ :_AU̇^ı1_λ^{ιλ}−→_AU̇1_λ^{πλ}−→_AU̇^−1_λ. Set s_λ = p^{−1}_{ı,λ} ∘ π_λ :_AU̇1_λ −→_AU̇^ı1_λ. Then s_λ ∘ ι_λ = id.

Recall the canonical basis Ḃ of U̇ and the ıcanonical basis Ḃ^ı of U̇^ı. For any λ ∈ X^+, let Ḃ^ı_λ = Ḃ^ı ∩ U̇^ı1_λ and Ḃ_λ = Ḃ ∩ U̇1_λ. Then U̇^ı1_λ has basis Ḃ^ı_λ and U̇1_λ has basis Ḃ_λ.

We write ι_λ(b) = ∑ b^′∈Ḃ_λ ι_{λ,b,b}′ b^′, for b ∈ Ḃ^ı_λ, ι_{λ,b,b}′ ∈ A;

s_λ(b) = ∑ b^′∈Ḃ_λ s_{λ,b,b}′ b^′, for b ∈ Ḃ_λ, s_{λ,b,b}′ ∈ A. We view_AU̇^ı as an A-subalgebra of_A ^U via the embedding x → ∑ λ∈X ι_λ(x) as in §2.3.2. We write b = ∑ b^′∈Ḃ ι_{b,b}′ b^′ ∈_A ^U, for b ∈ Ḃ^ı, ι_{b,b}′ ∈ A. Lemma 3.1. Let μ ∈ X. Then for any b^′ ∈ Ḃ_μ, there are only finitely many b ∈ Ḃ^ı_μ, such that ι_{μ,b,b}′ ≠ 0. For any b^′ ∈ Ḃ^ı_μ, there are only finitely many b ∈ Ḃ_μ, such that s_{μ,b,b}′ ≠ 0.

In particular, for any b^′ ∈ Ḃ, there are only finitely many b ∈ Ḃ^ı, such that ι_{b,b}′ ≠ 0. Proof. Suppose there exists some b^′ ∈ Ḃ_μ, such that there are infinitely many b ∈ Ḃ^ı_μ, such that ι_{μ,b,b}′ ≠ 0.

Take μ_1, μ_2 ∈ X^+, such that b^′ · v^−_{μ1} ⊗ v^+_{μ2} ≠ 0 in^ωL(μ_1) ⊗ L(μ_2). Then by the assumption, we get infinitely many b ∈ Ḃ^ı_μ, such that b · v_{−μ1} ⊗ v_{μ2} ≠ 0.

Recall from [10, Theorem 4.18] that we have U^ı-module isomorphism

T : L(τμ_1) →^ωL(μ_1)

sending v^+_{τ μ1} to v^−_{μ1} . Then we have U^ı-module isomorphism

T^{−1} ⊗ id :^ωL(μ_1) ⊗ L(μ_2) → L(τμ_1) ⊗ L(μ_2)

sending v^−_{μ1} ⊗v^+_{μ2} to v^+_{τ μ1} ⊗v^+_{μ2} . Hence via this isomorphism, we get infinitely many ıcanonical basis elements b, with b · v^+_{τ μ1} ⊗ v^+_{μ2} ≠ 0. Via the U-module embedding L(τμ_1 +μ_2) → L(τμ_1)⊗L(μ_2), sending v^+_{τ μ1+μ2} to v^+_{τ μ1} ⊗v^+_{μ2} , we get infinitely many ıcanonical basis elements b, such that b · v^+_{τ μ1+μ2} ≠ 0. This contradicts Theorem 2.7. We proved the first claim.

For the second claim, suppose there exists some b^′ ∈ Ḃ^ı_μ, such that there are infinitely many b ∈ Ḃ_μ, with s_{μ,b,b}′ ≠ 0. We take μ ∈ X^+, such that b^′ · v^+_μ ≠ 0 in L(μ). Then for any b ∈ Ḃ_μ, since b · v^+_μ = s_μ(b) · v^+_μ , it follows that b · v^+_μ ≠ 0, whenever s_{μ,b,b}′ ≠ 0. Therefore we get infinitely many canonical basis element b, with b · v^+_μ ≠ 0, which is a contradiction. This proves the second claim. □

20 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

Corollary 3.2. For any b^′, b^{′′} ∈ Ḃ^ı, write b^′ · b^{′′} = ∑ b∈Ḃ^ı m b b^′,b^{′′} b. Then for any

b ∈ Ḃ^ı, there are only finitely many pair (b^′, b^{′′}) in Ḃ^ı, such that m^b′_{,b}′′ ≠ 0.

Proof. For any b ∈ Ḃ^ı, we choose μ ∈ X^+, such that b · v^+_μ ≠ 0 in L(μ). Suppose m^b′_{,b}′′ ≠ 0, for some b^′, b^{′′} in Ḃ^ı. Then thanks to Theorem 2.7, we have (b^′ ·b^{′′})·v^+_μ ≠ 0. In particular, b^′ |_{L(μ)}≢ 0, and b^{′′} |_{L(μ)}≢ 0. Finally, note that for all but finitely many canonical basis element c, we have c |_{L(μ)}≡ 0. Then thanks to Lemma 3.1, we only have finitely many such pair (b^′, b^{′′}). □

Remark 3.3. Theorem 2.7 has been established by Watanabe [48] for all real rank one cases as well. Hence Lemma 3.1 and Corollary 3.2 hold for real rank one cases by similar proofs. One can also show all results in §3 remain valid for real rank one cases.

All results in §3 hold if the strong compatibility conjecture in [10, Remark 6.18] is true.

3.2. The group scheme G^ı. Let A be a commutative ring (with unit) viewed as an A-algebra via q → 1. We follow the same notations and conventions as in §2.2.1. We write_AU̇^ı = A ⊗_A

(_A˙ U^ı ) . We will abuse the notations, and use Ḃ^ı to denote the basis of_AU̇^ı, consisting of the image of the ıcanonical basis elements after base change. This should not cause any confusion.

3.2.1. Let_A ^U^ı be the A-module consisting of formal linear combinations ∑ b∈Ḃ^ı n_bb, n_b ∈ A. Then thanks to Lemma 3.1,_A ^U^ı can be naturally embedded into_A ^U. By the Corollary 3.2, the product structure on_A ^U^ı is well defined, and the embedding A ^Uı →_A ^U is compatible with products.

Define_A ^U^{ı,1} be the A-module consisting of all the formal linear combinations ∑ (a,a^′)∈Ḃ^ı×Ḃ n_{a,a}′ a ⊗ a^′, n_{a,a}′ ∈ A Again, by Lemma 3.1, we have natural embedding_A ^U^{ı,1} →_A ^U^{(2)}. Thanks to the Corollary 3.2 and [33, Lemma 1.8], one can define a product structure on_A ^U^{ı,1} in an evident way. Then the embedding is moreover compatible with products.

Since U^ı is a right coideal subalgebra of U, it follows that ^Δ :_A ^U →_A ^U will restrict to an A-algebra homomorphism ^Δ :_AU̇^ı −→_A ^U^{ı,1}.

3.2.2. Define O^ı_A be the A-submodule of (_AU̇^ı)^∗ = Hom_A(_AU̇^ı, A), spanned by the dual ıcanonical basis {b^∗ | b ∈ Ḃ^ı}, where b^∗ stands for the A-linear maps sending b^′ to δ_b′_{,b}, for any b^′ ∈ Ḃ^ı.

Recall §2.2.1 that O_A is an A-submodule of_AU̇^∗, spanned by the dual canonical basis. Define the A-linear map

r : O_A → O^ı_A, b^∗ → ∑ b_1∈Ḃ^ı

ι_{b1 ,b}b^∗_1, for b ∈ Ḃ.

The summation is finite thanks to Lemma 3.1. Then it is clear that for any f ∈ O_A, we have r(f) = f̂ |_A˙_Uı . Here f̂ is the extension of f to_A ^U.

For any μ ∈ X, let O_{A,μ} be the A-submodule of O_A, spanned by all b^∗, such that b ∈ Ḃ ∩_AU̇1_μ. Then O_A = ⨁ μ∈X O_{A,μ}. Moreover, we have O_{A,μ} · O_{A,μ}′ ⊆ O_{A,μ+μ}′ .

Via the restriction, we have a natural map O_A → (_AU̇1_μ)^∗. Under this restriction, the submodule O_{A,μ} is sent injectively to an A-submodule of (_AU̇1_μ)^∗. We identify O_{A,μ} with its image in (_AU̇1_μ)^∗.

Similarly, for any ζ ∈ X_ı, define O^ı_{A,ζ} be the A-submodule of O^ı_A, spanned by all the elements b^∗, such that b ∈ Ḃ^ı ∩_AU̇^ı1_ζ . Then O^ı_A = ⨁ ζ∈X_ı O ı A,ζ . Similarly, the submodule O^ı_{A,ζ} can be identified with an A-submodule of (_AU̇^ı1_ζ )^∗ via restriction.

By §3.1 we have A-linear maps AU̇1_{μ A}U̇ı1_μ,

s_μι_μ , such that s μ ∘ ι_μ = id, for any μ ∈ X.

Taking linear dual of these maps, and using Lemma 3.1, we have O_{A,μ} O^ı_{A,μ} ι^∗_μs^{∗μ} , such that ι∗μ ∘ s∗μ = id.

In particular, we deduce that ι^∗_μ is surjective, and s^∗_μ is injective.

It follows from the definition that ι^∗_μ(f) = r(f), for any f ∈ O_{A,μ}. Hence we deduce

(a) the map r : O_A → O^ı_A is surjective.

3.2.3. Recall from §2.2.1 that (O_A, δ, σ, ϵ) is a commutative A-Hopf algebra.

Theorem 3.4. The A-module O^ı_A has a structure of a commutative A-Hopf algebra, such that the surjection r : O_A → O^ı_A is a Hopf algebra homomorphism.

Proof. Note that the kernel I_A of r consists of linear forms f, such that f̂ |_A˙_Uı = 0. We firstly show that I_A is an ideal. Take any f ∈ I_A, and g ∈ O_A. For any x ∈_AU̇^ı, we have ^fg(x) = f ⊗ g ∘ ( ^Δ(x)) = 0. The last equality follows from the fact ^Δ(_AU̇^ı) ⊆_A ^U^{ı,1}. Hence fg belongs to I_A. Since O_A is commutative, I_A is a two-sided ideal.

Since the embedding_AU̇^ı →_A ^U is compatible with products, it follows that the comultiplication δ : O_A → O_A ⊗ O_A induces O_A/I_A → O_A/I_A ⊗ O_A/I_A. Finally, it is direct to check that σ(I_A) ⊆ I_A, and ϵ(I_A) = 0. Hence O_A/I_A admits a commutative A-Hopf algebra structure. We then endow O^ı_A with the commutative A-Hopf algebra structure via the isomorphism O^ı_A ∼= O_A/I_A and the theorem is proved. □

Since O^ı_A is a commutative Hopf algebra over A, the set Hom_{A−alg}(O^ı_A, A) of A-algebra homomorphisms O^ı_A → A preserving 1, has a group structure.

By definition, Hom_{A−alg}(O^ı_A, A) is an A-submodule of O^{ı,∗}_A , the A-linear duals of O^ı_A. There is an (A-linear) bijective map from O^{ı,∗}_A to_A ^U^ı, given by ϕ → ∑ b∈Ḃ^ı ϕ(b ∗)b. We write G^ı_A to be the image of Hom_{A−alg}(O^ı_A, A) under this bijection. Via the embedding_A ^U^ı →_A ^U, we view G^ı_A as a subset of_A ^U.

22 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

Recall the construction for the group G_A from §2.2.2. The following claim is immediate.

(a) As subsets of_A ^U, we have G^ı_A =_A ^U^ı ∩ G_A, which is a subgroup of G_A. And the bijection Hom_{A−alg}(O^ı_A, A)^∼−→ G^ı_A is moreover a group isomorphism.

Definition 3.5. We define G^ı as the Z-group scheme, by setting G^ı(A) = G^ı_A, for any Z-algebra A. We have G^ı ∼= Sp O^ı_Z as affine group schemes.

By §3.2.2 (a), G^ı is a closed subsgroup scheme of G, where G denotes the Chevalley group scheme over Z associated to (the root data) of G.

3.2.4. We next show that G^ı_{Z[2−1]} → Sp Z[2^{−1}] has reduced geometric fibres.

Proposition 3.6. Suppose A is an integral domain with characteristic not 2. Then O^ı_A is a reduced A-algebra.

Proof. For any μ, μ^′ ∈ X, we have the following commutative diagram by definitions:^A U̇ı1_{μ+μ′ A}U̇1_{μ+μ′ A}U−1_{μ+μ′}

AU̇ı1_μ ⊗_AU̇ı1_{μ′ A}U̇1_μ ⊗_AU̇1_{μ′ A}U−1_μ ⊗_AU−1_{μ′} . ι_{μ+μ}′ Δ_{μ,μ′} π_{μ+μ′} Δ_{μ,μ}′Δ_{μ,μ}′ ι_μ⊗ι_μ′π_μ⊗π_μ′

Here Δ_{μ,μ}′ (resp. Δ_{μ,μ}′ ) stands for the comultiplication restricting to the corresponding weight spaces (resp. ıweight spaces). Then we have the commutative diagram:^A U̇1_{μ+μ′ A}U̇ı1_{μ+μ′}

AU̇1_μ ⊗_AU̇1_{μ′ A}U̇ı1_μ ⊗_AU̇ı1_{μ′} . s_{μ+μ}′ Δ_{μ,μ}′Δ_{μ,μ′} s_μ⊗s_μ′ (3.1)

By taking the linear dual of the diagram (3.1) and restricting to the proper subspaces, we get the commutative diagram: O_{A,μ+μ′} O^ı_{A,μ+μ′}

O_{A,μ} ⊗ O_{A,μ}′ O_{A,μ}ı ⊗ O^ı_{A,μ′} . s^∗_{μ+μ′} s^∗_μ⊗s^∗_{μ′} (3.2)

Since O^ı_A is a flat A-module, it can be viewed as a subring of O^ı_K , where K is the fractional field of A. Hence we may assume that A is a field. Set p = char A. Then by our assumption, p ≠ 2.

Firstly assume p > 0. Note that for any ζ, ζ^′ ∈ X_ı, we have O^ı_{A,ζ} ·O^ı_{A,ζ}′ ⊂ O^ı_{A,ζ+ζ}′ . So O^ı_A = ⨁ ζ∈X_ı O ı A,ζ is a X_ı-graded algebra. We firstly prove that a homogeneous element cannot be nilpotent.

Take f ∈ O^ı_{A,ζ} , g ∈ O^ı_{A,ζ}′ , such that f · g = 0. Choose μ, μ^′ ∈ X, such that μ = ζ, μ^′ = ζ^′. By the commuting diagram (3.2), we deduce that s^∗_μ(f)·s^∗_μ′ (g) = 0. Since O_A is a integral domain, and s^∗_μ, s^∗_μ′ are injective, we deduce that either f or g is 0. Now suppose f^n = 0, for some homogeneous element f, using the argument inductively, we deduce that f = 0.

Suppose f = ∑ ζ∈X_ı fζ ∈ O ı A be a nilpotent element, where f_ζ ∈ O^ı_{A,ζ} . Then there exists r ∈ N, such that f^{pr} = 0. Note that f^{pr} = ∑ ζ∈X_ı f p^r ζ . Element f^{pr}_ζ has degree p^rζ. Since X_ı has no p-torsion by Lemma 2.6, we deduce that f^{pr}_ζ and f^{pr}_ζ′ have different degrees whenever ζ ≠ ζ^′. Hence f^{pr}_ζ = 0, for any ζ ∈ X_ı, which implies f_ζ = 0, thanks to the above argument. Therefore f = 0.

The case when p = 0 either follows from [6, 1.6.5], or follows from a well-known result by Cartier (which asserts that any finitely generated Hopf algebra over a field with characteristic 0 is reduced). □

Remarks 3.7. The assumption that char(A) ≠ 2 can not be dropped in general. In the case of of rank 1, one can show that O^ı_A ∼= A[u, v]/(u^2 − v^2 − 1), which is non-reduced if A has characteristic 2.

3.3. G^ı_A as a symmetric subgroup. Let A be an integral domain with characteristic not 2. Let k be an algebraic closure of the quotient field of A. Then characteristic of k in not 2.

3.3.1. Recall (2.3) the group involution θ_A : G_A → G_A. Set K_A = G^{θA}_A be the subgroup of G_A consisting of θ_A fixed points. It is called the symmetric subgroup of G_A corresponding to the involution θ_A.

Since B_k is a θ_k-anisotropic Borel subgroup of G_k, the maximal torus T_k = B_k ∩θ_k(B_k) contains a maximal θ_k-anisotropic torus. We denote by K^∘_k the identity component of K_k. Then by [45, Proposition 7] (cf. [37, §2.9]), we have

K_k = T^{θk}_k K^∘_k . (3.3)

Theorem 3.8. As closed subgroups of G_k, we have G^ı_k = K_k. In particular, the coordinate ring of the symmetric subgroup K_k is isomorphic to O^ı_k.

Proof. We first show G^ı_k ⊆ K_k. It suffices to show the subalgebra_kU̇^ı ⊂_k ^U is fixed by θ_k pointwise. Since_kU̇^ı ∼= k ⊗_{Z Z}U̇^ı, and_ZU̇^ı is a subalgebra of_CU̇^ı, we may assume k = C. Since_CU̇^ı is generated by B_{i,ζ} (i ∈ I, ζ ∈ X_ı), we only need to check θ_C fixes these generators. This is direct, and we leave it for readers.

Next we compare the Lie algebras of G^ı_k and K_k. Let g be the Lie algebra of G. Recall from §2.2.3 that we have a canonical embedding g →_k ^U. Also recall that g has generators (as a Lie algebra)

e_i = ∑ λ∈X E_i1_λ, f_i = ∑ λ∈X F_i1_λ, h_μ = ∑ λ∈X ⟨μ, λ⟩1_λ, for any i ∈ I, and μ ∈ Y . Here we are abusing notations by using the same notations to denote the elements after base change.

The involution θ_k on_k ^U also restricts a (Lie algebra) involution on g, which is the same as the differentiation of the involution on the group G_k. We still write θ_k to denote the involution on g.

Let k be the Lie algebra of K_k. By [2, §9.4], we have k = g^{θk} . By the triangular decomposition of g (cf. [26, Lemma 2.7]), it is easy to see that k = g^{θk} is the subalgebra of g generated by f_i + e_{τ i} (i ∈ I) and h_μ (μ ∈ Y^ı).

24 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

We write g^ı ⊆ g to be the Lie algebra of G^ı_k. Then it follows from the definition that g^ı = g ∩_k ^U^ı, as Lie subalgebras of_k ^U. For any i ∈ I, μ ∈ Y^ı, we have

f_i + e_{τ i} = ∑ ζ∈X_ı B_{i,ζ} , h_μ = ∑ ζ∈X_ı ⟨μ, ζ⟩1_ζ. Again, we abuse notations here. Then we deduce that k is contained in g^ı. Combined with G^ı_k ⊆ K_k, it follows that K^∘_k is contained in G^ı_k.

Thanks to (3.3), it remains to show that T^{θk}_k is contained in G^ı_k. Take any ξ = ∑ λ∈X n_λ1_λ in T^{θk}_k . Then n_λ ∈ k^× and n_λ′ n_λ′′ = n_λ′_{+λ}′′ , for any λ^′, λ^{′′} ∈ X.

Moreover we also have n_μ = n_{θμ}, for any μ ∈ X. Therefore n_{μ−θμ} = 1. Hence n_λ′ = n_λ′′ , whenever λ^′ = λ^{′′} in X_ı. For any ζ ∈ X_ı, we define n_ζ = n_λ, for any λ ∈ X with λ = ζ. Then we can write ξ = ∑ ζ∈X_ı nζ 1ζ ∈ k ^U ı. We finish the proof now. □

Corollary 3.9. As subgroups of G_A, we have G^ı_A = K_A.

Proof. The proof for G^ı_A ⊆ K_A is the same as the first part of the proof of Theorem 3.8. For the other side inclusion, we embed all the objects into the ambient space k ^U. It follows from definitions that

K_A ⊆_A ^U ∩ K_k =_A ^U ∩ G^ı_k =_A ^U ∩_k ^U^ı ∩ G_k =_A ^U^ı ∩ G_A = G^ı_A.

We completed the proof. □

3.3.2. For any μ ∈ X^+, write V_k(μ) = k ⊗_A (_A L(μ) ) as before. Then V_k(μ) admits a_k ^U-action, and hence a (rational) G_k-action by restriction. Via the embedding_kU̇^ı →_k ^U the space V_k(μ) also admits a_kU̇^ı-action. Since there are only finitely many ıcanonical basis elements acting non-trivially on V_k(μ), V_k(μ) admits a natural_k ^U^ı-action.

Proposition 3.10. Let M be a k-subspace of V_k(μ). Then M is stable under the K_k-action if and only if it is stable under the_kU̇^ı-action.

Proof. Suppose M is_kU̇^ı-stable. Since we K_k = G^ı_k = G_k ∩_k ^U^ı, it is clear M is K_k-stable.

Next suppose M is G^ı_k-stable. Take any f in_kU̇^ı and m in M. Then f naturally induces a linear form on O^ı_k, which we denote by f̃. It is direct to check that f · m = (id ⊗ f̃) ∘ Δ_M (m), where Δ_M : M → M ⊗ O^ı_k is the comodule morphism corresponding to the G^ı_k action on M (cf. [23, §2.8]). It follows that f · m belongs to M. □

4. Quantum Frobenius splittings

In this section, we assume given an ıroot datum (I, Y, X, A, (α_i)_{i∈I} , (α^∨_i )_{i∈I} , τ, θ) of arbitrary (quasi-split) type.

4.1. ıQuantum groups over A_2. Set A_2 = S^{−1}A, where S ⊆ A is the multiplicative system generated by q^a + q^{−a}, for all a ∈ Z. Then A_2 ⊂ Q(q) is a subring containing A.

This subsection is devoted to study the ıquantum group over the ring A_2.

4.1.1. We define the following q-double binomial coefficients in Q(q): � m 2k � = [m][m − 2] · · · [m − 2k + 2] [2][4] · · · [2k] = ∏_{k−1} s=0 (q^{m−2s} − q^{−m+2s}) ∏_k s=1(q^{2s} − q^{−2s})

, for m ∈ Z, k ∈ Z_{>0}; � m 0 � = 1, for m ∈ Z; � m 2k � = 0, for k < 0.

We denote by � m 2k � q^a if q is replaced by q^a for some a ∈ Z_{>0}.

We collect some basic properties the q-double binomial coefficients from the definition (m, k ∈ Z). � m + 2 2k � = q^{−2k} � m 2k � + q^{m−2k+2} � m 2k − 2 � , (4.1) � m 2k � = (−1)^k � −m + 2k − 2 2k � , (4.2) � 2m 2k � = [ m k ] q^2

. (4.3)

Lemma 4.1. (a) Let m, k ∈ Z. We have � m 2k � ∈ A_2.

(b) Let m^′, m^{′′}, k ∈ Z. We have � m^′ + m^{′′} 2k � = ∑ k^′+k^{′′}=k q^{e(m′k′′−m′′k′)} � m^′ 2k^′ � � m^{′′} 2k^{′′} � , for e = ±1.

Proof. We show (a). It suffices to consider the case when k > 0 and m is odd.

Thanks to (4.1) and (4.2), it suffices to show � −1 2k � ∈ A_2. Note that [2n] =

[n](q^n + q^{−n}) for n ∈ Z_{>0}. We have � −1 2k � = (−1)^k � 2k − 1 2k � = (−1)^k

[2k − 1][2k − 3] · · · [1] [2k][2k − 2] · · · [2]

= (−1)^k

[2k]!

[2]^2[4]^2 · · · [2k]^2

= (−1)^k [ 2k k ]_k∏ i=1 1 (q^i + q^{−i})^2 ∈ A_2. We prove (b). When both m^′, m^{′′} are even, the claim is clear by (4.3) and [32, §1.3.1 (e)]. For fixed k, we may regard (b) as an identity of rational functions in three variables: q, q^{m′} , q^{m′′} . Since the identity holds for all even m^′, m^{′′}, it must hold as a formal identity in the three variables. This proves the proposition. □

4.1.2. We recall the setup in §2.1.4. Fix an odd number l > 1. We require that l is relatively prime to all the root length ϵ_i. Let f_l ∈ A be the l-th cyclotomic polynomial. Set A^′ = A/(f_l), and let F be the quotient ring of A^′. Let ϕ : A → A^′ be the natural quotient map. Then ϕ extends to a ring homomorphism from the local ring A_{(fl)} to F. Let c : A → A^′ be the ring homomorphism sending q to 1. Then c also extends to A_{(fl)}.

26 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

Write q_i = ϕ(q_i) ∈ A^′, for any i ∈ I. For m, k ∈ Z, set (( m 2k )) = c( � m 2k � ) = m · (m − 2) · · · (m − 2k + 2) 2 · 4 · · · (2k)

∈ Z[2^{−1}].

The following lemma is an analogue of [32, Lemma 34.1.2 (c)].

Lemma 4.2. For n, k ∈ Z, write n = n_0 + n_1l, with n_0, n_1 ∈ Z such that n_0 ∈ {0, 2, · · · , 2l −2}, and k = k_0 +k_1l, with k_0, k_1 ∈ Z such that k_0 ∈ {0, 1, · · · , l −1}. We have ϕ (� n 2k �) = (( n_1 2k_1 )) ϕ (� n_0 2k_0 �) . Proof. Let n be even. Then by Lemma 4.1, and [32, Lemma 34.1.2 (c)], we have ϕ (� n 2k �) = ϕ ([ n/2 k ] q^2 ) = ϕ ([ n_0/2 k_0 ] q^2 ) ( n_1/2 k_1 ) = ϕ (� n_0 2k_0 �) (( n_1 2k_1 )) . Now suppose n is odd. The lemma holds when n = l, since ϕ (� l 2k �) = { 0, if l ∤ k; ((_1 2k/l )) , otherwise.

Note that n − l is even. By the Lemma 4.1, we have ϕ (� n 2k �) = ∑ k^′+k^{′′}=k q^{nk′′} ϕ (� n − l 2k^′ � � l 2k^{′′} �)

= ∑ k^′+lk^{′′}=k ϕ (� n − l 2k^′ �) (( 1 2k^{′′} ))

= ϕ (� n_0 2k_0 �) ∑ 0⩽k^{′′}⩽k_1 (( n_1 − 1 2k_1 − 2k^{′′} )) (( 1 2k^{′′} ))

= ϕ (� n_0 2k_0 �) (( n_1 2k_1 )) . Hence the lemma is proved. □

4.1.3. Recall the construction for ıdivided powers in §2.3.2. Let i ∈ I with τi = i. We define the balanced ıdivided powers for n ≥ 0:

B^{(n)}_i = B^{(n)}_{i,n+1} =

(B_i − [−n + 1]_i)(B_i − [−n + 3]_i) · · · (B_i − [n − 3]_i)(B_i − [n − 1]_i) [n]^!_i . Here B^{(0)}_i = 1 by definition.

Lemma 4.3. For i ∈ I with τi = i, and any n ∈ Z_{≥0}, we have

B^{(n)}_i = ∑ t⩾0 � −1 2t � i B^{(n−2t)} i,n , B^{(n)}_{i,n} = ∑ t⩾0 � 1 2t � i B^{(n−2t)} i . (4.4)

Proof. We prove the first equation by induction on n. The second equation can be proved similarly. The claim is trivial for n = 0, 1. Note that

B^2_i B^{(n)}_i = [n + 1]_i[n + 2]_iB^{(n+2)}_i + [n + 1]^2_i B^{(n)}_i ,

B^2_i B^{(n−2t)}_{i,n} = [n − 2t]^2_i B^{(n−2t)}_{i,n} + [n − 2t + 1]_i[n − 2t + 2]_iB^{(n−2t+2)}_{i,n} .

Suppose the equation holds for n. Multiplying B^2_i on both sides of the first equation in (4.4), we obtain

[n + 1]_i[n + 2]_iB^{(n+2)}_i

= − [n + 1]^2_i ∑ t⩾0 � −1 2t � i B^{(n−2t)} i,n + ∑ t⩾0 � −1 2t � i [n − 2t]^2_i B^{(n−2t)}_{i,n} + ∑ t⩾0 � −1 2t � i [n − 2t + 1]_i[n − 2t + 2]_iB^{(n−2t+2)}_{i,n}

=[n + 1]_i[n + 2]_iB^{(n+2)}_{i,n} + ∑ t⩾0 � −1 2t + 2 � i ( ([n − 2t]^2_i − [n + 1]^2_i )

[2t + 2]_i [−1 − 2t]_i + [n − 2t − 1]_i[n − 2t]_i ) B^{(n−2t)} i,n =[n + 1]_i[n + 2]_iB^{(n+2)}_{i,n} + ∑ t⩾0 � −1 2t + 2 � i ( [n + 1]_i[n + 2]_i ) B^{(n−2t)} i,n =[n + 1]_i[n + 2]_i ∑ t⩾0 � −1 2t � i B^{(n+2−2t)} i,n . This finishes the proof. □

Lemma 4.4. For i ∈ I with τi = i, and a, k ∈ Z_{≥0}, we have

B^{(a)}_i B^{(k)}_i = ∑ t⩾0 [ a + k a ] i t∏ m=1 [a − 2m + 2]_i[k − 2m + 2]_i [a + k − 2m + 1]_i[2m]_i B^{(a+k−2t)} i

= ∑ t⩾0 [ a + k a ] i

� a 2t � i � k 2t � i � a + k − 1 2t � i B^{(a+k−2t)} i

In particular, we have B_iB^{(n)}_i = ∑ t⩾0[n + 1]_i � 1 2t � i B^{(n+1−2t)} i . Proof. We prove by induction on a + k. The base cases are a + k ≤ 2, which can

be checked directly. We write c_{a,k;t} = [ a + k a ] i t∏ m=1 [a − 2m + 2]_i[k − 2m + 2]_i [a + k − 2m + 1]_i[2m]_i . Multiplying B^2_i on both sides of the equation, we obtain, by the induction hypothesis, that

([a + 1]_i[a + 2]_iB^{(a+2)}_i + [a + 1]^2_i B^{(a)}_i )B^{(k)}_i = ∑ t⩾0 c_{a,k;t} ( [a + k + 1 − 2t]_i[a + k + 2 − 2t]_iB^{(a+k+2−2t)}_i + [a + k + 1 − 2t]^2_i B^{(a+k−2t)}_i ) .

28 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

Therefore we have B^{(a+2)}_i B^{(k)}_i = ∑ t⩾0 c^′_{a+2,k;t}B^{(a+2+k−2t)} i such that [a+1]_i[a+2]_ic^′_{a+2,k;t} = [a+k−2t+1]_i[a+k−2t+2]_ic_{a,k;t}+[2a+k−2t+4]_i[k−2t+2]_ic_{a,k;t−1} The right hand side is

[a + k − 2t + 1]_i[a + k − 2t + 2]_i [ a + k a ] i t∏ m=1 [a − 2m + 2]_i[k − 2m + 2]_i [a + k − 2m + 1]_i[2m]_i

+ [2a + k − 2t + 4]_i[k − 2t + 2]_i [ a + k a ] i t−1∏ m=1 [a − 2m + 2]_i[k − 2m + 2]_i [a + k − 2m + 1]_i[2m]_i

= [a + 1]_i[a + 2]_ic_{a+2,k;t}

([a + k − 2t + 2]_i[a − 2t + 2]_i [a + k + 2]_i[a + 2]_i + [2a + k − 2t + 4]_i[2t]_i [a + k + 2]_i[a + 2]_i ) = [a + 1]_i[a + 2]_ic_{a+2,k;t}.

Therefore c_{a+2,k;t} = c^′_{a+2,k;t}. This completes the proof. □

Remark 4.5. This formula is motivated by the formulas for the structure constants for ıdivided powers in [17].

4.1.4. Define_{A2}U̇^ı be the A_2-span of the free A-submodule of_AU̇^ı inside U̇^ı. It is then a free A_2-submodule, as well as an A_2-subalgebra. For i ∈ I with τi = i, and ζ ∈ X_ı, define^′B^{(n)}_{i,ζ} = B^{(n)}_i 1_ζ ∈ U̇^ı. By Lemma 4.3, we have the following claim.

(a) the algebra_{A2}U̇^ı is generated by^′B^{(n)}_{i,ζ} (τi = i, ζ ∈ X_ı, n ∈ N), and B^{(n)}_{i,ζ} (τi ≠ i, ζ ∈ X_ı, n ∈ N) as an A_2-algebra.

4.1.5. Fix i ≠ j ∈ I with τi = i in this subsection. For any m, n ∈ Z, with n > 0 and e = ±1, we define elements y_{n,m,e} = y_{i,j;n,m,e} in U^ı inductively as follows: for m < 0, set y_{n,m,e} = 0, and set y_{n,0,e} = B^{(n)}_j ; for m ⩾ 0, y_{n,m,e} are determined by the following formula: q^{−e(2m+naij )} i B_iy_{n,m,e} − y_{n,m,e}B_i (4.5) = −[m + 1]_iy_{n,m+1,e} + [m + na_{ij} − 1]_iq^{−e(2m+naij −1)} i y_{n,m−1,e}. The elements are analogues of Lusztig’s higher relations for ıquantum groups.

They were first studied in [16], where explicit formulas were obtained in [16, §6.1]. We give a simpler expression in the A_2-form.

Proposition 4.6. For m, n ∈ N, with n > 0, and e = ±1, we have y_{i,j;n,m,e} = ∑ r+s+2t=m t⩾0 (−1)^rq^{−e(m+naij −1)(r+t)} i � m + na_{ij} 2t � i B^{(r)}_i B^{(n)}_j B^{(s)}_i . (4.6)

Proof. We prove by induction on m. When m = 0, 1, one can check this by direct computation. We check the right hand side of (4.6) satisfies the recursion formula (4.5).

29 By Lemma 4.4, we have B_iB^{(n)}_i = ∑ u⩾0[n + 1]_i � 1 2u � B^{(n+1−2u)} i . Hence by

induction hypothesis, we have B_iy_{n,m,e} = ∑ r+s+2t=m t⩾0 ∑ u⩾0 (−1)^rq^{−e(m+naij −1)(r+t)} i [r + 1]_i � m + na_{ij} 2t � i � 1 2u � i B^{(r+1−2u)} i B^{(n)}_j B^{(s)}_i

= ∑ r+s+2t=m+1 t⩾0 ∑ u⩾0 (−1)^{r+1}q^{−e(m+naij −1)(r+t+u−1)} i [r + 2u]_i � m + na_{ij} 2t − 2u � i � 1 2u � i B^{(r)}_i B^{(n)}_j B^{(s)}_i .

We write J_{r,s} to denote the coefficient before B^{(r)}_i B^{(n)}_j B^{(s)}_i . Then J_{r,s} = ∑ u⩾0 (−1)^{r+1}q^{−e(m+naij −1)(r+t+u−1)} i (q^{er}_i [2u]_i + q^{−2eu}_i [r]_i) � m + na_{ij} 2t − 2u � i � 1 2u � i =(−1)^{r+1}q^{−e(m+naij −1)(r+t−1)} i [r]_i ∑ u⩾0 q^{−e(m+naij +1)u} i � m + na_{ij} 2t − 2u � i � 1 2u � i + (−1)^{r+1}q^{−e(m+naij −1)(r+t−1)+er} i ∑ u⩾0 q^{−e(m+naij −1)u} i [2u]_i � m + na_{ij} 2t − 2u � i � 1 2u � i (♥1) = (−1)^{r+1}q^{−e(m+naij −1)(r+t−1)−et} i [r]_i � m + na_{ij} + 1 2t � i + (−1)^{r+1}q^{−e(m+naij −1)(r+t−1)+er} i ∑ u⩾0 q^{−e(m+naij −1)u} i � m + na_{ij} 2t − 2u � i � −1 2u − 2 � i (♥2) = (−1)^{r+1}q^{−e(m+naij −1)(r+t−1)−et} i [r]_i � m + na_{ij} + 1 2t � i + (−1)^{r+1}q^{−e(m+naij −1)(r+t−1)+e(r+t−m−naij )} i � m + na_{ij} − 1 2t − 2 � i , where both (♥1) and (♥2) are by Lemma 4.1. Hence B_iy_{n,m,e} = ∑ r+s+2t=m+1 t⩾0 (−1)^{r+1}q^{−e(m+naij −1)(r+t−1)} i

· ( q^{−et}_i [r]_i � m + na_{ij} + 1 2t � i + q^{e(r+t−m−naij )} i � m + na_{ij} − 1 2t − 2 � i ) B^{(r)}_i B^{(n)}_j B^{(s)}_i .

Similarly, one can compute y_{n,m,e}B_i = ∑ r+s+2t=m+1 t⩾0 (−1)^rq^{−e(m+naij −1)(r+t)} i

· ( q^{et}_i [s]_i � m + na_{ij} + 1 2t � i + q^{e(m+naij −t−s)} i � m + na_{ij} − 1 2t − 2 � i ) B^{(r)}_i B^{(n)}_j B^{(s)}_i .

30 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

Hence one has q^{−e(2m+naij )} i B_iy_{n,m,e} − y_{n,m,e}B_i = ∑ r+s+2t=m+1 t⩾0 (−1)^{r+1}q^{−e(m+naij )(r+t)} i a_{r,s}B^{(r)}_i B^{(n)}_j B^{(s)}_i ,

where a_{r,s} =(q^{−e(s+2t)} i [r]_i + q^{e(2t+r)}_i [s]_i) � m + na_{ij} + 1 2t � i + (q^{−e(m+naij +s−r)} i + q^{e(m+naij −s+r)} i ) � m + na_{ij} − 1 2t − 2 � i . On the other hand, by definition, we have −[m + 1]_iy_{n,m+1,e}+[m + na_{ij} − 1]_iq^{−e(2m+naij −1)} i y_{n,m−1,e} = ∑ r+s+2t=m+1 t⩾0 (−1)^{r+1}q^{−e(m+naij )(r+t)} i b_{r,s}B^{(r)}_i B^{(n)}_j B^{(s)}_i ,

where b_{r,s} = [m + 1]_i � m + na_{ij} + 1 2t � i − q^{e(r−s)} i [m + na_{ij} − 1]_i � m + na_{ij} − 1 2t − 2 � i . It remains to verify a_{r,s} = b_{r,s}. Since m + 1 = r + s + 2t, we have

[m + 1]_i = q^{e(r+2t)}_i [s]_i + q^{−e(s+2t)}_i [r]_i + q^{e(r−s)}_i [2t]_i.

Hence a_{r,s} − b_{r,s} =q^{e(r−s)}_i (q^{−e(m+naij )} i + q^{e(m+naij )} i + [m + na_{ij} − 1]_i) � m + na_{ij} − 1 2t − 2 � i − q^{e(r−s)} i [2t]_i � m + na_{ij} + 1 2t � i =q^{e(r−s)} i [m + na_{ij} + 1]_i � m + na_{ij} − 1 2t − 2 � i − q^{e(r−s)} i [2t]_i � m + na_{ij} + 1 2t � i =0. The proposition is proved. □

It follows from [16, Theorem 6.3] that y_{i,j;n,m,e} = 0, whenever m > −na_{ij} , e = ±1. Letting n = 1, m = 1 − a_{ij} , we have ∑ r+s+2t=1−a_{ij} t⩾0 (−1)^r � 1 2t � i B^{(r)}_i B_jB^{(s)}_i = 0. (4.7)

4.1.6. Let k be any field of characteristic zero. We view k as an A-module on which q → 1. Write_kU̇^ı = k ⊗_A (_AU̇^ı). For any i ∈ I, ζ ∈ X_ı and n ∈ N, we denote by b^{(n)}_{i,ζ} the image of B^{(n)}_{i,ζ} . It is clear that all b^{(n)}_{i,ζ} (i ∈ I, ζ ∈ X_ı, n ⩾ 1) is generated by b_{i,ζ} (i ∈ I, ζ ∈ X_ı). Hence the elements b_{i,ζ} (i ∈ I, ζ ∈ X_ı), 1_ζ (ζ ∈ X_ı) generate_kU̇^ı.

The algebra_kU̇^ı is generated by elements 1_ζ (ζ ∈ X_ı), b_{i,ζ} (i ∈ I, ζ ∈ X_ı) which subject to the following relations (i ≠ j ∈ I, ζ, ζ^′ ∈ X_ı): b_{i,ζ} 1_ζ′ = δ_{ζ,ζ}′ b_{i,ζ} , 1_ζ′ b_{i,ζ} = δ_{ζ−αiζ}′ b_{i,ζ} , 1_ζ′ 1_ζ = δ_{ζ,ζ}′ 1_ζ , (4.8) ∑ r+s=1−a_{ij} (−1)^rb^{(r)}_{i,ζ−sαi−αj} b_{j,ζ−sαi} b^{(s)}_{i,ζ} = 0, if j ≠ τi ≠ i, (4.9) ∑ r+s=1−a_{i,τ i} (−1)^rb^{(r)}_{i,ζ−sαi−ατ i} b_{τ i,ζ−sαi} b^{(s)}_{i,ζ} = ⟨α^∨_i − α^∨_{τ i}, ζ⟩1_ζ, if a_{i,τ i} = 0, −2b_{i,ζ} , if a_{i,τ i} = −1, 0, if a_{i,τ i} ⩽ −2, if τi ≠ i, (4.10) ∑ r+s+2t=1−a_{ij} t⩾0 (−1)^r (( 1 2t ))_′ b^{(r)}_{i,ζ−sαi−αj} b_{j,ζ−sαi}^′b^{(s)}_{i,ζ} = 0, if τi = i. (4.11)

The presentation was obtained in [15, Theorem 3.1]. Passing to the modified form is straightforward (cf. [32, §31.1.3]). We replace the relation [15, Theorem 3.1(3.9)] by the equivalent relation (4.11) thanks to (4.7).

4.2. Main theorem. Retain the setup in §4.1.2. Let A^′_2 = A_2/(f_l) ⊃ A^′. Define

A^′U̇

ı = A^′ ⊗_c (_AU̇^ı),_A′U̇^ı = A^′ ⊗_ϕ (_AU̇^ı),

A^′_2U̇

ı = A^′_2 ⊗_c (_AU̇^ı),_A′_2U̇^ı = A^′_2 ⊗_ϕ (_AU̇^ı), FU̇^ı = F ⊗_c (_AU̇^ı),_FU̇^ı = F ⊗_ϕ (_AU̇^ı).

Then we have_A′U̇^ı ⊆_A′_2U̇^ı ⊆_FU̇^ı, and_A′U̇^ı ⊆_A′_2U̇^ı ⊆_FU̇^ı.

For any i ∈ I, n ∈ N, and ζ ∈ X_ı, we use b^{(n)}_{i,ζ} (resp. B^{(n)}_{i,ζ} ) to denote the image of B^{(n)}_{i,ζ} in_A′U̇^ı (resp._A′U̇^ı). For i = τi, set^′b^{(n)}_{i,ζ} (resp.^′B^{(n)}_{i,ζ} ) be the image of^′B^{(n)}_{i,ζ} in_A′_2U̇^ı (resp._A′_2U̇^ı). We state the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 4.7. There exists a unique A^′_2-algebra homomorphim Fr^′_ı :_A′_2U̇^ı −→

A^′_2U̇

ı, such that: for τi ≠ i, n ∈ N, we have Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,ζ} ) = B^{(nl)}_{i,lζ} ; for τi = i, n ∈ N, we have Fr^′_ı(^′b^{(n)}_{i,ζ} ) =^′B^{(nl)}_{i,ζ} .

The uniqueness is clear. It suffices to prove the existence over the field of fraction F. This theorem will be proved in §4.3. Let us assume this theorem for now. Corollary 4.8. For τi = i, we have

Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,ζ} ) = B^{(ln)}_{i,lζ} , if ⟨α^∨_i , ζ⟩ ≠ n mod 2; ∑_{(l−1)/2} t=0 ϕ ([ (l − 1)/2 t ] q^2_i ) B^{(nl−2t)} i,lζ , if ⟨α ∨ i , ζ⟩ = n mod 2. In particular, the morphism Fr^′_ı restricts to an A^′-algebra homomorphism Fr^′_ı :

A^′U̇

ı −→_A′U̇^ı.

Remarks 4.9. Even though we do not need to consider the localization A^′_2 in light of Corollary 4.8, it seems impossible to obtain the formulas without Theorem 4.7. For applications of Frobenius splittings, we only consider fields of characteristic not 2. So we believe the localization in Theorem 4.7 is conceptual.

32 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

Proof. If ⟨α^∨_i , ζ⟩ ≠ n mod 2, then b^{(n)}_{i,ζ} =^′b^{(n)}_{i,ζ} and B^{(n)}_{i,ζ} =^′B^{(n)}_{i,ζ} . Then the identity follows directly.

Suppose ⟨α^∨_i , ζ⟩ = n mod 2. By Lemma 4.3 and Theorem 4.7, we have

Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,ζ} ) = Fr^′_ı( ∑ t⩾0 (( 1 2t )) ′b^{(n−2t)} i,ζ ) = ∑ t⩾0 (( 1 2t ))_′ B^{(nl−2tl)} i,lζ = ∑ t⩾0 (( 1 2t )) ∑ s⩾0 ϕ (� −1 2s � i ) B^{(nl−2tl−2s)} i,lζ = ∑ k⩾0 ∑ tl+s=k t⩾0,s⩾0 (( 1 2t )) ϕ (� −1 2s � i ) B^{(nl−2k)} i,lζ .

By Lemma 4.2, ϕ (� l 2k � i ) = ((_1 2k/l )) if l | k, and ϕ (� l 2k � i ) = 0 if l ∤ k. Hence

we have ∑ tl+s=k t⩾0,s⩾0 (( 1 2t )) ϕ (� −1 2s � i ) = ∑ t^′+s=k q^{t′}_i ϕ (� l 2t^′ � i � −1 2s � i ) = ϕ (� l − 1 2k � i ) .

Note that ϕ (� l − 1 2k � i ) = 0, unless 0 ⩽ k ⩽ (l − 1)/2. Hence we have

Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,ζ} ) = (l−1)/2∑

k=0 ϕ (� l − 1 2k � i ) B^{(nl−2k)} i,lζ = (l−1)/2∑

k=0 ϕ ([ (l − 1)/2 k ] q^2_i ) B^{(nl−2k)} i,lζ . We finish the proof. □

4.3. Proof of Theorem 4.7. For i ∈ I, ζ ∈ X_ı, we define

Fr^′_ı :_A′_2U̇^ı →_A′_2U̇^ı, ′b_{i,ζ} →^′B^{(l)}_{i,lζ} , if τi = i; b_{i,ζ} → B^{(l)}_{i,lζ} , if τi ≠ i. We show Fr^′_ı is a well-defined algebra homomorphism satisfying Theorem 4.7.

This proof is organized as follows:

• we check the relation (4.8) is preserved under Fr^′_ı (this is trivial and will be skipped);

• we show Fr^′_ı(b^{(a)}_{i,ζ} ) = B^{(al)}_{i,lζ} if τi ≠ i in §4.3.1; • we show Fr^′_ı(^′b^{(a)}_{i,ζ} ) =^′B^{(al)}_{i,lζ} if τi = i in §4.3.2 • we check the relation (4.10) is preserved under Fr^′_ı in §4.3.3; • we check the relation (4.9) is preserved under Fr^′_ı in §4.3.4; • we check the relation (4.11) is preserved under Fr^′_ı in §4.3.5;

4.3.1. Let ζ ∈ X_ı and i ∈ I be such that τi ≠ i. We have

Fr^′_ı(b^{(a)}_{i,ζ} ) =

(B^{(l)}_i )^a a! 1_{lζ} = ϕ ([al]_i!/([l]_i!)^a) a! B^{(al)}_i 1_{lζ} = B^{(al)}_{i,lζ} .

4.3.2. Let ζ ∈ X_ı and i ∈ I be such that τi = i. We proceed by induction on a. Thanks to Lemma 4.4, we have ′b_{i,ζ−aαi}^′b_{i,ζ}^{(a)} = (a + 1) ∑ u⩾0 (( 1 2u )) ′b_{i,ζ}^{(a+1−2u)},

and ′B^{(l)}_{i,lζ−alαi}^′B^{(al)}_{i,lζ} = ϕ ([ (a + 1)l l ] i u∏ m=1 [al − 2m + 2]_i[l − 2m + 2]_i [al + l − 2m + 1]_i[2m]_i ) ′B^{(al+l−2u)} i,lζ . It follows by direct computation that

ϕ ([ (a + 1)l l ] i u∏ m=1 [al − 2m + 2]_i[l − 2m + 2]_i [al + l − 2m + 1]_i[2m]_i ) = { (a + 1) ((_1 2u/l )) , if l | u; 0, otherwise.

Therefore Fr^′_ı(^′b^{(a)}_{i,ζ} ) =^′B^{(al)}_{i,lζ} .

4.3.3. Let ζ ∈ X_ı, i ∈ I with τi ≠ i. We write α = −a_{i,τ i} = −a_{τ i,i}.

Lemma 4.10. For a, b ⩾ 0, with 0 ⩽ a + b < l, we have the following identity in

A^′ U −: ∑ r+s=1+α r,s⩾0 (−1)^rF^{(rl−a)}_i F^{(l−a−b)}_{τ i} F^{(sl−b)}_i = 0.

Proof. The identity is trivial for α = 0. If a = b = 0, the identity follows by [32, 35.2.3].

We assume α ≥ 1 and a > 0 (the case when b > 0 is similar). Then we have αl− b > α(l − a − b). Then by the higher Serre relation [32, §7.1.1&Proposition 7.1.5], we have ∑ u+v=αl−b (−1)^uq^{(α(a+b)−b−1)u} i F^{(u)}_i F^{(l−a−b)}_{τ i} F^{(v)}_i = 0.

For any u ≥ 0, we write l − a + u = u_a + u_1l for some u_1 ∈ Z and 0 ≤ u_a ≤ l − 1. Since 0 < l − a < l, by [32, Lemma 34.1.2], we have

F^{(l−a)}_i F^{(u)}_i = ϕ ([ l − a + u l − a ] i ) F^{(l−a+u)} i = ( u_a l − a ) F^{(l−a+u)} i .

34 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

Therefore, we have 0 =F^{(l−a)}_i ( ∑ u+v=αl−b (−1)^uq^{(α(a+b)−b−1)u} i F^{(u)}_i F^{(l−a−b)}_{τ i} F^{(v)}_i )

= ∑ u+v=αl−b (−1)^uq^{(α(a+b)−b−1)u} i ( u_a l − a ) F^{(l−a+u)} i F^{(l−a−b)} τ i F^{(v)}_i = ∑ u+v=αl−b,u_a=l−1 (−1)^uq^{(α(a+b)−b−1)u} i ( l − 1 l − a ) F^{(l−a+u)} i F^{(l−a−b)} τ i F^{(v)}_i

+ ∑ u+v=αl−b,u_a=l−2 (−1)^uq^{(α(a+b)−b−1)u} i ( l − 2 l − a ) F^{(l−a+u)} i F^{(l−a−b)} τ i F^{(v)}_i + · · · · · · = ∑ u+v=αl−b,u_a=l−1 (−1)^uq^{(α(a+b)−b−1)u} i ( l − 1 l − a ) F^{(rl−1)} i F^{(l−a−b)} τ i F^{(sl−b−a+1)} i + ∑ u+v=αl−b,u_a=l−2 (−1)^uq^{(α(a+b)−b−1)u} i ( l − 2 l − a ) F^{(rl−2)} i F^{(l−a−b)} τ i F^{(sl−b−a+2)} i + · · · · · · . Note that (_{ua} l−a ) = 0 if u_a < l − a. The lemma follows by induction on a now. □

We show the following equalities hold in_FU̇^ı: ∑ r+s=1+α (−1)^rB^{(rl)}_{i,∗} B^{(l)}_{τ i,∗}B^{(sl)}_{i,lζ} = ⟨α^∨_i − α^∨_{τ i}, ζ⟩1_{lζ} if α = 0 −2B^{(l)}_{i,lζ} if α = 1 0 if α ⩾ 2

(4.12)

Here ∗ on the subscripts stand for the appropriate elements in X_ı.

Take λ ∈ X such that λ̄ = ζ. Recall (2.2) the A-module isomorphism p_ı : AU̇ı1_{lζ} →_AU̇−1_{lλ}. Hence it induces an isomorphism p′_ı :_{A′}U̇ı1_{lζ} →_{A′}U̇−1_{lλ}.

For any n ∈ N, we have the following identity in U:

B^{(a)}_i = a∑ t=0 q^{t(a−t)−(t(t−1)/2)·α} i ς^t_i F^{(a−t)}_i E^{(t)}_{τ i} K̃^{−t}_i (4.13)

For any a, b ∈ N, and μ ∈ X, we have the following identity in_AU̇ by [32, 23.1.3]:

E^{(a)}_i F^{(b)}_i 1_μ = ∑ t⩾0 [ a − b + ⟨α^∨_i , μ⟩ t ] i F^{(b−t)}_i E^{(a−t)}_i 1_μ ≡ [ a − b + ⟨α^∨_i , μ⟩ a ] i F^{(b−a)}_i 1_μ mod_AU̇_AU^+.

(4.14)

As usual, we understand F^{(n)}_i = 0 if n < 0.

Hence in_AU^−1_λ (which is viewed as the quotient_AU̇1_λ/_AU̇_AU^+1_λ), we have:

p_ı( ∑ r+s=1+α (−1)^rB^{(rl)}_{i,∗} B^{(l)}_{τ i,∗}B^{(sl)}_{i,lζ} ) = ∑ r+s=1+α (−1)^rB^{(rl)}_i B^{(l)}_{τ i} F^{(sl)}_i 1_{lλ}

(♥1) = ∑ r+s=1+α (−1)^rB^{(rl)}_i l∑ b=0 q^{b(l−b)−b(b−1)/2·α} i ς^b_{τ i}F^{(l−b)}_{τ i} E^{(b)}_i K̃^{−b}_{τ i} F^{(sl)}_i 1_{lλ} (♥2) = ∑ r+s=1+α (−1)^rB^{(rl)}_i l∑ b=0 q^{b(l−b)−b(b−1)/2·α−al(⟨α∨τ i ,λ⟩−sα)} i ς^b_{τ i} · [ b − sl + ⟨α^∨_i , lλ⟩ b ] i F^{(l−b)}_{τ i} F^{(sl−b)}_i 1_{lλ} (♥3) = ∑ r+s=1+α (−1)^r rl∑ a=0 q^{a(rl−a)−a(a−1)/2·α} i ς^a_i F^{(rl−a)}_i E^{(a)}_{τ i} K̃^{−a}_i

· l∑ b=0 q^{b(l−b)−b(b−1)/2·α−al(⟨α∨τ i ,λ⟩−sα)} i ς^b_{τ i} [ b − sl + ⟨α^∨_i , lλ⟩ b ] i F^{(l−b)}_{τ i} F^{(sl−b)}_i 1_{lλ} (♥4) = ∑ 0⩽a+b⩽l a,b⩾0 ∑ r+s=1+α r,s⩾0 (−1)^rq^{−(a+b)2 +α(a+b)(a+b−1)/2+lN} i

· ς^a_i ς^b_{τ i} [ a + b − l + (sl − b)α + ⟨α^∨_{τ i}, lλ⟩ a ] i [ b − sl + ⟨α^∨_i , lλ⟩ b ] i · F^{(rl−a)} i F^{(l−a−b)} τ i F^{(sl−b)}_i 1_{lλ}.

Here N is some integer. The equality (♥1) and (♥3) follow from (4.13) The equality (♥2) and (♥4) follow from (4.14).

Therefore in_A′ U^−1_{lλ}, we have

p^′_ı( ∑ r+s=1+α (−1)^rB^{(rl)}_{i,∗} B^{(l)}_{τ i,∗}B^{(sl)}_{i,lζ} ) = ∑ 0⩽a+b⩽l a,b⩾0 ∑ r+s=1+α r,s⩾0 (−1)^rq^{−(a+b)2 +α(a+b)(a+b−1)/2} i

· ϕ ( ς^a_i ς^b_{τ i} [ a + b − l + (sl − b)α + ⟨α^∨_{τ i}, lλ⟩ a ] i [ b − sl + ⟨α^∨_i , lλ⟩ b ] i )

· F^{(rl−a)} i F^{(l−a−b)} τ i F^{(sl−b)}_i 1_{lλ}.

The coefficients ϕ ( ς^a_i ς^b_{τ i} [ a + b − l + (sl − b)α + ⟨α^∨_{τ i}, lλ⟩ a ] i [ b − sl + ⟨α^∨_i , lλ⟩ b ] i )

are independent of s and r by [32, Lemma 34.1.2]. Hence by Lemma 4.10, it suffices

36 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

to consider the summands when a + b = l. Hence we have

p^′_ı( ∑ r+s=1+α (−1)^rB^{(rl)}_{i,∗} B^{(l)}_{τ i,∗}B^{(sl)}_{i,lζ} )

= l∑ a=0 ∑ r+s=1+α r,s⩾0 (−1)^rϕ ( ς^a_i ς^{−a}_{τ i} [ (sl − l + a)α + ⟨α^∨_{τ i}, lλ⟩ a ] i [ l − a − sl + ⟨α^∨_i , lλ⟩ l − a ] i )

· F^{(rl−a)} i F^{(sl−l+a)} i 1_{lλ} = α∑ r=0 (−1)^r(r − α + ⟨α^∨_i , λ⟩) ( α r ) F^{(αl)}_i 1_{lλ} + α∑ s=0 (−1)^{1+α−s}(sα + ⟨α^∨_{τ i}, λ⟩) ( α s ) F^{(αl)}_i 1_{lλ}

Note that F^{(rl−a)} i F^{(sl−l+a)} i = (_α s ) F^{(αl)}_i , if a = l; (_α r ) F^{(αl)}_i , if a = 0;

0, otherwise. By the identities n∑ t=0 (−1)^t ( n t ) = 0 if n > 0, n∑ t=0 (−1)^tt ( n t ) = 0 if n > 1,

we deduce that

p^′_ı( ∑ r+s=1+α (−1)^rB^{(rl)}_{i,∗} B^{(l)}_{τ i,∗}B^{(sl)}_{i,lζ} ) =

0, if α ≥ 2; ⟨α^∨_i − α^∨_{τ i}, λ⟩1_{lλ}, if α = 0; −2F^{(l)}_i 1_{lλ}, if α = 1.

Now (4.12) follows by the isomorphism p^′_ı :_A′U̇^ı1_{lζ} →_A′U̇^−1_{lλ}.

4.3.4. Let ζ ∈ X_ı and i ∈ I with τi ≠ i. We write α = −a_{ij} . We need to show the following equality in_FU̇^ı: ∑ r+s=1+α (−1)^rB^{(rl)}_{i,∗}^′B^{(l)}_{j,∗}B^{(sl)}_{i,lζ} = 0.

Here^′B^{(l)}_{j,∗} stands for the standard ıdivided power B^{(l)}_{j,∗} if τj ≠ j. As before ∗ denotes appropriate elements in X_ı.

Let λ ∈ X such that λ̄ = ζ and let p^′_ı = p^′_{ı,lλ} be the isomorphism in (2.2). Then we have

p^′_ı( ∑ r+s=1+α (−1)^rB^{(rl)}_{i,∗}^′B^{(l)}_{j,∗}B^{(sl)}_{i,lζ} ) = (l−1)/2∑

t=0 c_t ∑ r+s=1+α (−1)^rF^{(rl)}_i F^{(l−2t)}_j F^{(sl)}_i 1_{lλ} (4.15)

where c_t ∈ A^′_2.

The following claim can be proved similar to [32, §35.2.3]. (a) For 0 ⩽ a ⩽ l, we have ∑ r+s=1+α(−1) rF^{(rl)}_i F^{(a)}_j F^{(sl)}_i = 0 in_A′ U^−.

By (4.15), we complete the proof in this case.

4.3.5. Let i ≠ j ∈ I with τi = i. We write α = −a_{ij} . We show the following equality in_FU̇^ı: ∑ r+s+2t=1+α t⩾0 (−1)^r (( 1 2t ))_′ B^{(rl)}_{i,∗}^′B^{(l)}_{j,∗}^′B^{(sl)}_{i,lζ} = 0.

Here^′B^{(l)}_{j,∗} stands for the standard ıdivided power B^{(l)}_{j,∗} if τj ≠ j, and ∗ denotes appropriate elements in X_ı.

For any n, a ∈ N, e = ±1, set D^{(n)}_{i;a,e} = ∑ u⩾0 q^{−e(a−1)u} i � a 2u � i B^{(n−2u)} i ∈ U^ı.

In particular, D^{(n)}_{i;0,e} = B^{(n)}_i . We write D^{(n)}_i = D^{(n)}_{i;1,±1}. We have B_iB^{(a)}_i = [a + 1]_iD^{(a+1)}_i by Lemma 4.4 for any a ∈ N.

Then for n, m ∈ N, thanks to Proposition 4.6, we have y_{n,m} = y_{i,j;n,m} = m∑ r=0 (−1)^rq^{−(m−nα−1)r} i B^{(r)}_i B^{(n)}_j D^{(m−r)}_{i;m−nα,1}. Let U^ı_i ⊆ U^ı be the subalgebra (with 1) generated by B_i. It is a polynomial ring with one variable over Q(q). Elements {B^{(n)}_i | n ∈ N} form a Q(q)-basis for U^ı_i. Define linear operators δ = δ_i, E_e = E_{i,e} (e = ±1) on U^ı_i, such that δ(B^{(n+1)}_i ) = B^{(n)}_i , E_e(B^{(n)}_i ) = q^{en}_i D^{(n)}, for any n ∈ N. We understand B^{(n)}_i as 0 if n < 0. By a proof similar to Lemma 4.4, we obtain

B^{(a−1)}_i D^{(n)}_i = ∑ t⩾0 [ a + n − 1 n ] i t∏ m=1 [a − 2m + 2]_i[n − 2m + 2]_i [a + n − 2m + 1]_i[2m]_i B^{(a+n−2t−1)} i

= ∑ t⩾0 [ a + n − 1 n ] i

� a 2t � i � n 2t � i � a + n − 1 2t � i B^{(a+n−2t−1)} i . (4.16)

Proposition 4.11. (a) For any n, a ∈ N, we have E_e(D^{(n)}_{i;a,e}) = q^{en}_i D^{(n)}_{i;a+1,e}.

(b) As operators on U^ı_i, we have δE_e = q^e_i E_eδ. (c) For any f, g ∈ U^ı_i, k ∈ N, we have δ^k(fg) = k∑ s=0 [ k s ] i (E^{k−s}_e δ^sf)(E^s_{−e}δ^{k−s}g). (d) For k, N ∈ N, we have

δ^N_i (D^{(k)}_i B^{(N)}_i ) = q^{Nk}_i N∑ s=0 [ N s ] i q^{−(N+k)s} i D^{(k−s)}_{i;N−s+1,1}D^{(s)}_{i;s,−1}.

38 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

Proof. (a) By direct computation, we have E_{i,e}(D_{i;a,e}) = E_{i,e}( ∑ u⩾0 q^{−e(a−1)u} i � a 2 � i B^{(n−2u)} i ) = ∑ u⩾0 q^{−e(a−1)u} i � a 2u � i q^{e(n−2u)} i D^{(n−2u)}_i = ∑ u⩾0 q^{−e(a−1)u+e(n−2u)} i � a 2u � i ∑ t⩾0 � 1 2t � i B^{(n−2u−2t)} i = ∑ m⩾0 ∑ u+t=m q^{en−e(a+1)u} i � a 2u � i � 1 2t � i B^{(n−2m)} i = q^{en}_i ∑ m⩾0 q^{−eam}_i � a + 1 2m � i B^{(n−2m)} i = q^{en}_i D^{(n)}_{i;a+1,e}. (b) For any a ∈ N, we have

δ_iE_{i,e}(B^{(a)}_i ) = q^{ae}_i δ_i( ∑ u⩾0 � 1 2u � i B^{(a−2u)} i ) = q^{ae}_i ∑ u⩾0 � 1 2u � i B^{(a−2u−1)} i . Also, we have

E_{i,e}δ_i(B^{(a)}_i ) = E_{i,e}(B^{(a−1)}_i ) = q^{(a−1)e}_i ∑ u⩾0 � 1 2u � i B^{(a−1−2u)} i = q^{−e}_i δ_iE_{i,e}(B^{(n)}_i ). (c) We may assume k ⩾ 1. We firstly prove the formula for k = 1. It will suffice to check that for a, c ∈ N:

δ_i(B^{(a)}_i B^{(c)}_i ) = E_e(B^{(a)}_i )δ_i(B^{(c)}_i ) + δ_i(B^{(a)}_i )E_{−e}(B^{(c)}_i )

= q^{ea}_i D^{(a)}_i B^{(c−1)}_i + q^{−ec}_i B^{(a−1)}_i D^{(c)}_i .

Note that

q^{ea}_i D^{(a)}_i B^{(c−1)}_i + q^{−ec}_i B^{(a−1)}_i D^{(c)}_i = q^{ea}_i

B_iB^{(a−1)}_i B^{(c−1)}_i [a]_i + q^{−ec}_i B^{(a−1)}_i D^{(c)}_i = ( q^{ea}_i [c]_i [a]_i + q^{−ec}_i ) B^{(a−1)}_i D^{(c)}_i = [a + c]_i [a]_i B^{(a−1)}_i D^{(c)}_i .

By Lemma 4.4 and (4.16), we have

δ_i(B^{(a)}_i B^{(c)}_i ) = ∑ t⩾0 [ a + c a ] i t∏ m=1 [a − 2m + 2]_i[c − 2m + 2]_i [a + c − 2m + 1]_i[2m]_i B^{(a+c−2t−1)} i = B^{(a−1)}_i D^{(c)}_i .

Now suppose the formula holds for k. Then

δ^{k+1}_i (fg) = k∑ s=0 [ k s ] i δ_i((E^{k−s}_{i,e} δ^s_i f)(E^s_{i,−e}δ^{k−s}_i g))

= k∑ s=0 [ k s ] i ((δ_iE^{k−s}_{i,e} δ^s_i f)(E^{s+1}_{i,−e}δ^{k−s}_i g) + (E^{k+1−s}_{i,e} δ^s_i f)(δ_iE^s_{i,−e}δ^{k−s}_i g))

= k∑ s=0 [ k s ] i ((q^{e(k−s)} i E^{k−s}_{i,e} δ^{s+1}_i f)(E^{s+1}_{i,−e}δ^{k−s}_i g) + (E^{k+1−s}_{i,e} δ^s_i f)(q^{−es}_i E^s_{i,−e}δ^{k+1−s}_i g))

= k+1∑ s=0 ([ k s − 1 ] i q^{e(k−s+1)} i + q^{−es}_i [ k s ] i ) (E^{k+1−s} i,e δ^s_i f)(E^s_{i,−e}δ^{k+1−s}_i g)

= k+1∑ s=0 [ k + 1 s ] i (E^{k+1−s} i,e δ^s_i f)(E^s_{i,−e}δ^{k+1−s}_i g). Hence the formula holds for k + 1. We complete the proof by induction.

(d) We have

δ^N_i (D^{(k)}_i B^{(N)}_i ) = N∑ s=0 [ N s ] i (E^{N−s}_{i,1} δ^s_i D^{(k)}_i )(E^s_{i,−1}δ^{N−s}_i B^{(N)}_i )

= q^{−k}_i N∑ s=0 [ N s ] i (E^{N−s}_{i,1} δ^s_i E_{i,1}B^{(k)}_i )(E^s_{i,−1}B^{(s)}_i )

= q^{−k}_i N∑ s=0 q^s_i [ N s ] i (E^{N−s+1} i,1 δ^s_i B^{(k)}_i )(q^{−s2}_i D^{(s)}_{i,s,−1})

= q^{Nk}_i N∑ s=0 [ N s ] i q^{−(N+k)s} i D^{(k−s)}_{i,N−s+1,1}D^{(s)}_{i,s,−1}. This finishes the proof. □

For 0 ⩽ k < l, we have y_{l,(1+α)l−k} = 0 by higher Serre relations. We have 0 = l−1∑ k=0 (−1)^kq^k_i y_{l,(1+α)l−k}D^{(k)}_{i;k,−1}

= l−1∑ k=0 (−1)^kq^k_i (^{(1+α)l−k} ∑ r=0 (−1)^rq^{−(l−k−1)r} i B^{(r)}_i B^{(l)}_j D^{((1+α)l−k−r)} i;l−k,1 ) D^{(k)}_{i;k,−1}

= (1+α)l∑

r=0 (−1)^rq^{−(l−1)r} i B^{(r)}_i B^{(l)}_j J_r, (4.17)

where J_r = ∑_{l−1} k=0(−1)^kq^{k(r+1)}_i D^{((1+α)l−k−r)} i;l−k,1 D (k) i;k,−1 ∈ U ı i. Let_{A2} U^ı_i be the A_2 submodule of U^ı_i spanned by B^{(n)}_i for n ∈ N. Then it is also an A_2-subalgebra. Note that elements D^{(n)}_{i;a,e} (a, n ∈ N, e = ±1) belong to this subalgebra. And set_A′_2 U^ı_i = A^′_2 ⊗_{A2} (_{A2} U^ı_i) where A_2 → A^′_2 is the canonical

40 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

quotient. Note that operators δ_i, E_{i,e} preserve_{A2} U^ı_i, so they induce linear operators on_A′_2 U^ı_i. We use the same notation to denote the corresponding operator after base change.

By Proposition 4.11, we have δ^{l−1}_i (D^{((1+α)l−r)} i B^{(l−1)}_i )

= q^{(l−1)((1+α)l−r)} i l−1∑ s=0 ϕ ([ l − 1 s ] i ) q^{−((2+α)l−r−1)s} i D^{((1+α)l−r−s)} i;l−s,1 D (s) i;s,−1 ♥= q^r_i l−1∑ s=0 (−1)^sq^{(r+1)s}_i D^{((1+α)l−r−s)} i;l−s,1 D (s) i;s,−1 = q r i J_r in_A′_2 U^ı_i (4.18)

Here ♥ follows by ϕ ([ l − 1 s ] i ) = (−1)^s, for 0 ⩽ s < l. By the proof of Proposition 4.11 (c), we have

[(2 + α)l − r]_iD^{((1+α)l−r)} i B^{(l−1)}_i = [l]_iδ_i(B^{(l)}_i B^{((1+α)l−r)}_i ) in_{A2} U^ı_i (4.19) Note that ϕ([l]_i) = 0 in A^′_2. Suppose l ∤ r, then ϕ([(2 + α)l − r]_i) ≠ 0. Hence

J_r = q^{−r}_i δ^{l−1}_i (D^{((1+α)l−r)} i B^{(l−1)}_i ) = q^{−r}_i ϕ([(2 + α)l − r]_i)^{−1}ϕ([l]_i)δ^l_i(B^{(l)}_i B^{((1+α)l−r)}_i ) = 0 in_A′_2 U^ı_i.

Suppose r = lr^′, with 0 ⩽ r^′ ⩽ 1 + α. Then by (4.19) and §4.3.2, we have (2 + α − r^′)D^{((1+α−r′)l)} i B^{(l−1)}_i = δ_i(B^{(l)}_i B^{((1+α−r′ )l)} i ) = (2 + α − r^′) ∑ u⩾0 (( 1 2u )) B^{((2+α−r′ −2u)l−1)} i in_A′_2 U^ı_i.

Hence by (4.18), we deduce

J_r = ∑ u⩾0 (( 1 2u )) B^{((1+α−r′ −2u)l)} i in_A′_2 U^ı_i.

For any ζ ∈ X_ı, combining with (4.17), we have the following equality in_A′_2U̇^ı 0 = 1+α∑ r^′=0

(−1)^{r′} B^{(r′l)}_i B^{(l)}_j ∑ u⩾0 (( 1 2u )) B^{((1+α−r′ −2u)l)} i 1_{lζ} = ∑ r+s+2u=1+α u⩾0 (−1)^r (( 1 2u )) B^{(rl)}_i B^{(l)}_j B^{(sl)}_i 1_{lζ}

= ∑ r+s+2u=1+α u⩾0 (−1)^r (( 1 2u )) ′B^{(rl)}_{i,∗}^′B^{(l)}_{j,∗}^′B^{(sl)}_{i,lζ} .

We finish the proof in this case.

4.4. The splitting on modules.

4.4.1. For any λ ∈ X^+, recall §2.1.3 that L(λ) denotes the irreducible U-module of highest weight λ. It follows from [10, 3.8] that the A-linear map_AU̇^ı →_AL(λ) sending u to u · v^+_λ is surjective.

Lemma 4.12. The map π :_AU̇^ı →_AL(λ) sending u to u · v^+_λ has kernel J(λ) = ∑ ζ∈X_ı, ζ≠λ̄ AU̇^ı1_ζ + ∑ i∈I, n>⟨α^∨_i ,λ⟩ AU̇^ıB^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} .

Proof. Note that_AU̇^ı = ⨁ ζ∈X_ı AU̇ ı1_ζ , and 1_ζ · v^+_λ = 0 unless ζ = λ̄. Hence it will suffice to show the restricting map π :_AU̇^ı1¯_λ →_AL(λ) has kernel Q(λ) = ∑ i∈I, n>a_i AU̇^ıB^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} . The action map factors through the_AU̇^ı-module isomorphism (2.2) ψ :_AU̇^ı1¯_λ^∼−→ AU̇−1_λ^∼−→_AM(λ). Here_AM(λ) denotes the A-form of the Verma module M(λ) with highest weight λ.

It follows from [32, 23.3.3 & 23.3.6] that the A-linear map_AM(λ) →_AL(λ) sending the highest weight vector to v^+_λ has kernel

P (λ) = ∑ i∈I, n>a_i AU̇ · F^{(n)}_i v^+_λ = ∑ i∈I, n>a_i AU^−F^{(n)}_i v^+_λ .

Therefore Q(λ) = ψ^{−1}(P (λ)) = ∑ i∈I, n>a_i AU̇ ıψ^{−1}(F^{(n)}_i v^+_λ ). If τi ≠ i, then we have ψ^{−1}(F^{(n)}_i v^+_λ ) = B^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} by direct computation. If τi = i, then the Aspan of {B^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} }_{n>ai} is the same as the A-span of {ψ^{−1}(F^{(n)}_i v^+_λ )}_{n>ai} by [12, Theorem 2.10&3.6]. This finishes the proof. □ For any A-algebra R and λ ∈ X^+, recall_RL(λ) = R ⊗_{A A}L(λ). Since_AL(λ) is a free (hence flat) A-module, we obtain the following corollary by base change.

Corollary 4.13. The R-linear map_RU̇^ı →_RL(λ) given by r⊗u → (r⊗u)(1⊗v^+_λ ) is surjective and the kernel is the left ideal of_RU̇^ı generated by 1 ⊗ 1_ζ (ζ ≠ λ̄), 1 ⊗ B^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} for various i ∈ I, n > ⟨α^∨_i , λ⟩.

4.4.2. Recall §2.1.4.

Proposition 4.14. For any λ ∈ X^+, there exists a unique_A′U̇^ı-module homomorphism ψ_λ :_A′ L(λ) −→ (_{A′} L(lλ) )_{Fr}′_ı , v^+_λ → v^+_{lλ}. Here (_{A′} L(lλ) )_{Fr}′_ı stands for the_A′U̇^ı-module, which is the same as_A′ L(lλ) as A^′-modules, and the action of_A′U̇^ı is twisted by Fr^′_ı.

Proof. Since_A′ L(λ) is generated by v^+_λ as_A′U̇^ı-module, the uniqueness is clear. Thanks to Corollary 4.13, in order to show such map is well-defined, it will suffice to show that Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} )v^+_{lλ} = 0, for any i ∈ I and n > ⟨α^∨_i , λ⟩.

Suppose τi ≠ i. Then n > ⟨α^∨_i , λ⟩ implies nl > ⟨α^∨_i , lλ⟩. Thanks to Corollary 4.13 and Theorem 4.7, we have Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} )v^+_{lλ} = B^{(nl)}_{i,lλ} v^+_{lλ} = 0.

42 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

Suppose τi = i. By Corollary 4.8, we have

Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} ) = (l−1)/2∑

t=0 c_tB^{(ln−2t)} i,lλ , ct ∈ A ′. Since n > ⟨α^∨_i , λ⟩, we have ln ⩾ ⟨α^∨_i , lλ⟩ + l. Therefore ln − 2t ⩾ ⟨α^∨_i , lλ⟩ + 1 for t = 0, . . . , (l − 1)/2. By Corollary 4.13 again, we deduce that Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} )v^+_{lλ} = 0.

The proposition is proved. □

4.4.3. For a subset J of the index set I, we call J has property (*) if:

(a) τj = j, for any j ∈ J; (b) ⟨α^∨_i , α_j⟩ ⩾ −1, for any j ∈ J, and i ∈ I; (c) for any fixed i ∈ I, there are at most one j ∈ J, with ⟨α^∨_i , α_j⟩ ≠ 0.

For a subset J ⊆ I with property (*), we define

B^{(l−1)}_{J,λ} = ∏ j∈J B^{(l−1)}_j 1¯_λ ∈_A′U̇^ı, for any λ ∈ X.

We see that the product is independent of the order by condition (c). Note that q^k_j + q^{−k}_j is invertible in A^′, whenever l does not divide k. Hence by Lemma 4.3, the element B^{(l−1)}_{J,λ} indeed belongs to_A′U̇^ı.

Proposition 4.15. For any λ ∈ X^+, and a subset J of I which has property (*), there exists a unique_A′U̇^ı-module homomorphism

ψ^J_λ :_A′ L(λ) −→ (_{A′} L(lλ) )_{Fr}′_ı

, v^+_λ → B^{(l−1)}_{J,λ} v^+_{lλ} (the untwisted action).

Here (_{A′} L(lλ) )_{Fr}′_ı stands for the_A′U̇^ı-module, which is the same as_A′ L(lλ) as A^′-modules, and the action of_A′U̇^ı is twisted by Fr^′_ı.

Proof. It will suffice to prove that Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} )B^{(l−1)}_{J,lλ} · v^+_{lλ} = 0, for any i ∈ I and n > ⟨α^∨_i , λ⟩ by Lemma 4.12. We divide the proof into two cases.

Case (a): i ∉ J.

If ⟨α^∨_i , α_j⟩ = 0 for all j ∈ J, then Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} ) commutes with B^{(l−1)}_{J,lλ} . By the proof of Proposition 4.14, we have Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} )v^+_{lλ} = 0 if n > ⟨α^∨_i , λ⟩. Hence Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} )B^{(l−1)}_{J,lλ} v^+_{lλ} = 0 Otherwise we can find a unique j^′ ∈ J such that ⟨α^∨_i , α_j′ ⟩ = −1. Then Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} ) commutes with B^{(l−1)}_{j,lλ} , for any j^′ ≠ j ∈ J. Hence

Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} )B^{(l−1)}_{J,lλ} v^+_{lλ} = B^{(l−1)}_{J\{j′},∗}Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} )^′B^{(l−1)}_{j′,lλ} v^+_{lλ}.

We claim Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} )^′B^{(l−1)}_{j′,lλ} v^+_{lλ} = 0. Since^′B^{(l−1)}_{j′,lλ} v^+_{lλ} is an A^′-linear combinations of F^{(t)}_j′ v^+_{lλ} with 0 ⩽ t ⩽ l − 1, it suffices to show Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} )F^{(t)}_j′ v^+_{lλ} = 0 for any 0 ⩽ t ⩽ l − 1. Note that F^{(t)}_j′ v^+_{lλ} is a highest weight vector of highest weight ⟨α^∨_i , lλ − tα_j′ ⟩ < nl, with respect to the rank one quantum group associated to i ∈ I. By Corollary 4.8, we have

Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,λ} ) = B^{(ln)}_{i,lλ} , if τi ≠ i; B^{(ln)}_{i,lλ} , if τi = i and n = ⟨α^∨_i , λ⟩ + 1; ∑_{(l−1)/2} t=0 c_tB^{(nl−2t)}_{i,lλ} (c_t ∈ A^′), if τi = i and n > ⟨α^∨_i , λ⟩ + 1. The claim follows by the proof of Lemma 4.12 or [12, Theorem 2.10&3.6]. We hence finish Case (a).

Case (b): i ∈ J.

Then by the definition of the property (*), Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} ) commutes with B^{(l−1)}_{J,lλ} . Then by similar computations, we have

Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} )B^{(l−1)}_{J,lλ} v^+_{lλ} = B^{(l−1)}_{J,lλ} Fr^′_ı(b^{(n)}_{i,λ̄} )v^+_{lλ} = 0, if n > ⟨α^∨_i , λ⟩.

We finish the proof. □

5. Frobenius splittings of algebraic groups

In this section, we assume given an ıroot datum (I, Y, X, A, (α_i)_{i∈I} , (α^∨_i )_{i∈I} , τ, θ) of finite (quasi-split) type. Retain the settings in §2.1.4.

5.1. The maps Fr and Fr_ı.

5.1.1. Recall §2.3.2 the embedding_AU̇^ı →_A ^U. We have induced embeddings

A^′U̇

ı →_A′ ^U, and_A′U̇^ı →_A′ ^U. It follows from [8]^4 that Fr :_A′ ^U →_A′ ^U restricts to Fr_ı :_A′U̇^ı →_A′U̇^ı.

For any canonical basis element b of_A′U̇, we write

Fr(b) = ∑ b^′∈Ḃ x_{b,b}′ b^′, for x_{b,b}′ ∈ A^′, b^′ ∈_A′U̇. For any ıcanonical basis element b of_A′U̇^ı, we write

Fr_ı(b) = ∑ b^′∈Ḃ^ı x^ı_{b,b}′ b^′, for x^ı_{b,b}′ ∈ A^′, b^′ ∈_A′U̇^ı. Lemma 5.1. (1) Let b^′ be a canonical basis element of_A′U̇. There are only finitely many canonical basis element b of_A′U̇, such that x_{b,b}′ ≠ 0.

(2) Let b^′ be a ıcanonical basis element of_A′U̇^ı. There are only finitely many ıcanonical basis element b of_A′U̇^ı, such that x^ı_{b,b}′ ≠ 0.

Proof. We show part (1). Choose some μ_1, μ_2 ∈ X^+, such that b^′ · (v^−_{μ1} ⊗ v^+_{μ2} ) ≠ 0 in^ω_A′ L(μ_1) ⊗_A′_A′ L(μ_2).

By §2.1.3, it is direct to check that we have the_A′U̇-module homomorphism: ω A^′ L(lμ1) ⊗A^′ A^′ L(lμ2) −→ ( ω A^′ L(μ1) ⊗A^′ A^′ L(μ2)) Fr , v^−_{lμ1} ⊗ v^+_{lμ2} → v^−_{μ1} ⊗ v^+_{μ2} . Here (^ω_A′ L(μ_1) ⊗_A′_A′ L(μ_2))^{Fr} is defined similar to that in Proposition 2.3.

Suppose b is some canonical basis element of_A′U̇, such that x_{b,b}′ ≠ 0. Then thanks to the map above, we deduce that b · (v^−_{lμ1} ⊗ v^+_{lμ2} ) ≠ 0. There are only finitely many such b by [32, §25.2].

4In [8], the authors use a different completion, but the same proof applies in our setting.

44 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

We now show part (2). For any μ ∈ X^+, it follows from Corollary 4.13 that there is an_A′U̇^ı-module homomorphism : A^′ L(lμ) → A^′ L(μ) Fr_ı , v+ lμ → v^+_μ . Here_A′ L(μ)^{Frı} is defined similar to that in Proposition 2.3.

For any fixed ıcanonical basis element b^′ of_A′U̇^ı, we can find μ ∈ X^+, such that b^′ ·v^+_μ ≠ 0. Here b^′ ·v^+_μ stands for the standard action (not twisted by Fr_ı). Suppose b is some ıcanonical basis element of_A′U̇^ı, such that x^ı_{b,b}′ ≠ 0. Then thanks to the map above and Theorem 2.7, we deduce that b · v^+_{lμ} ≠ 0. By Theorem 2.7 again, there are only finitely many such b. □

5.1.2. Let l = p be a prime number, which is relatively prime to all the root length. Let F_p be the finite field consisting of p elements. Note that the p-th cyclotomic polynomial f_p(x) is 1 + x + · · · + x^{p−1}. So f_p(1) = 0 modulo p. Hence there is a ring homomorphism v : A^′ → F_p, sending q to 1. It follows that the compositions A A^′ F_p. c, ϕv are given by q → 1, regardless of the first map. We shall view F_p as an A-algebra in either way without ambiguity.

The we have canonical isomorphisms

F_p ⊗_A′_A′U̇ ∼= F_p ⊗_A′_A′U̇ ∼=_{Fp}U̇ and F_p ⊗_A′_A′U̇^ı ∼= F_p ⊗_A′_A′U̇^ı ∼=_{Fp}U̇^ı. Therefore the A^′-algebra homomorphisms Fr :_A′U̇ −→_A′U̇ and Fr_ı :_A′U̇^ı −→_A′U̇^ı induce F_p-algebra homomorphisms Fr :_{Fp}U̇ −→_{Fp}U̇ and Fr_ı :_{Fp}U̇^ı →_{Fp}U̇^ı.

Thanks to Lemma 5.1, we further have well-defined F_p-algebra homomorphisms

Fr :_{Fp}^U −→_{Fp}^U and Fr_ı :_{Fp}^U^ı →_{Fp}^U^ı.

For any i ∈ I, n ∈ N, λ ∈ X, we write e^{(n)}_i 1_λ and f^{(n)}_i 1_λ to denote the images of E^{(n)}_i 1_λ (or e^{(n)}_i 1_λ) and F^{(n)}_i 1_λ (or f^{(n)}_i 1_λ) in_{Fp}U̇, respectively. Also, for any i ∈ I, n ∈ N, ζ ∈ X_ı, we write b^{(n)}_{i,ζ} and^′b^{(n)}_{i,ζ} to denote the image of B^{(n)}_{i,ζ} (or b^{(n)}_{i,ζ} ) and ′B^{(n)}_{i,ζ} (or^′b^{(n)}_{i,ζ} ) in_{Fp}U̇^ı.

5.1.3. Recall the commutative Hopf algebras O_{Fp} and O^ı_{Fp} in §2.2.1 and §3.2.2, respectively. Thanks to Lemma 5.1, the maps Fr and Fr_ı induce F_p-linear maps Fr^∗ : O_{Fp} −→ O_{Fp} and Fr_ı^∗ : O^ı_{Fp} −→ O^ı_{Fp} .

It follows by definitions that r ∘ Fr^∗ = Fr_ı^∗ ∘ r, where r : O_{Fp} → O^ı_{Fp} denotes the restriction defined in 3.2.2.

Proposition 5.2. (1) For any f ∈ O_{Fp} , we have Fr^∗(f) = f^p.

(2) For any f ∈ O^ı_{Fp} , we have Fr_ı^∗(f) = f^p.

Proof. We prove part (1). Part (2) follows from the identity r ∘ Fr^∗ = Fr_ı^∗ ∘ r and the fact that r is a surjective algebra homomorphism.

Let_{Fp}^U^{(p)} be the F_p-linear space consisting of all the formal F_p-linear combinations ∑ b_i∈Ḃ; 1⩽i⩽p n_{b1,··· ,bp} b_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ b_p, for n_{b1,··· ,bp} ∈ F_p. Then_{Fp}^U^{(p)} is naturally endowed with an structure of F_p-algebra. By applying comultiplication p times, we obtain an F_p-algebra homomorphism ^Δ^p :_{Fp}^U →

F_p^U

(p). For any f ∈ O_A, let f^{⊗p} :_{Fp}^U^{(p)} → F_p be the F_p-linear map defined in the obvious way.

Then it suffices to check that the following diagram commutes:

F_pU̇ F_p^U

F_p^U

(p) F_p Fr ^Δpff^{⊗p} (5.1)

Let x = E^{(a1 )}_{i1} · · · E^{(as)}_{is} F^{(b1)}_{j1} · · · F^{(bt)}_{jt} 1_λ ∈_{Fp}U̇. We have

^Δ^p(x) = ∑ a_{n,1}+a_{n,2}+···a_{n,p}=a_n 1≤n≤s b_{m,1}+b_{m,2}+···+b_{m,p}=b_m 1≤m≤t λ_1+λ_2+···λ_p=λ

E^{(a1,1 )}_{i1} · · · E^{(as,1)}_{is} F^{(b1,1)}_{j1} · · · F^{(bt,1)}_{jt} 1_{λ1} ⊗ · · ·

⊗ E^{(a1,p)}_{i1} · · · E^{(as,p )}_{is} F^{(b1,p)}_{j1} · · · F^{(bt,p)}_{jt} 1_{λp} The symmetric group S_p acts on_{Fp}^U by permutation. The element ^Δ^p(x) is S_pinvariant. If a summand ^Δ^p(x) is not fixed by S_p, then the number of elements in its S_p-orbit will be divisible by p. Therefore the evaluation of f^{⊗p} over non-trivial S_p-orbits is 0.

Recall z^p = z for any z ∈ F_p. Hence we have

f^{⊗p} ∘ ^Δ^p(x) = f ( E^{(a1/p)} i_1 · · · E (a_s/p) i_s F (b_1/p) j_1 · · · F (b_t/p) j_t 1λ/p )

if p divides a_n (1 ≤ n ≤ s), p divides b_m (1 ≤ m ≤ t), and λ ∈ pX; and

f^{⊗p} ∘ ^Δ^p(x) = 0, otherwise.

Finally, by the definition of Fr, we conclude that f^{⊗p} ∘ ^Δ^p(x) = f ∘Fr(x). Hence the diagram (5.1) commutes. □

5.2. The maps Fr^′ and Fr^′_ı.

5.2.1. Recall the A^′-algebra homomorphisms Fr^′ :_A′U̇ →_A′U̇ in §2.1.4 and Fr^′_ı :_A′U̇^ı →_A′U̇^ı in §4.2. For any canonical basis element b of_A′U̇, we write

Fr^′(b) = ∑ b^′∈Ḃ y_{b,b}′ b^′, for y_{b,b}′ ∈ A^′, b^′ ∈_A′U̇.

46 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

Similarly, for any ıcanonical basis element b of_A′U̇^ı, we write

Fr^′_ı(b) = ∑ b^′∈Ḃ^ı y^ı_{b,b}′ b^′, for y^ı_{b,b}′ ∈ A^′, b^′ ∈_A′U̇^ı.

Lemma 5.3. (1) Let b^′ be a canonical basis element of_A′U̇. Then there are only finitely many canonical basis element b of_A′U̇, such that y_{b,b}′ ≠ 0.

(2) Let b^′ be an ıcanonical basis element of_A′U̇^ı. Then there are only finitely many ıcanonical basis element b of_A′U̇^ı, such that y^ı_{b,b}′ ≠ 0.

Proof. We show part (1). Let μ_1, μ_2 ∈ X^+ be such that b^′ · (v^−_{lμ1} ⊗ v^+_{lμ2} ) ≠ 0 in ω A^′ L(lμ1) ⊗A^′ A^′ L(lμ2). Thanks to §2.1.3, we have an A^′U̇-module homomorphism: ω A^′ L(μ1) ⊗A^′ A^′ L(μ2) −→ ( ω A^′ L(lμ1) ⊗A^′ A^′ L(lμ2)) Fr^′ , v− −μ_1 ⊗ v + μ_2 → v − −lμ_1 ⊗ v + lμ_2 . Suppose b is some canonical basis element of_A′U̇, such that y^′_{b,b}′ ≠ 0. Then we deduce that Fr^′(b) · (v^−_{lμ1} ⊗ v^+_{lμ2} ) ≠ 0. Hence b · (v^−_{μ1} ⊗ v^+_{μ2} ) ≠ 0. There are only finitely many such b by [32, §25.2].

We now show part (2). Let μ ∈ X^+ be such that b^′ · v^+_{lμ} ≠ 0. By Proposition 4.14, we have the_A′U̇^ı-module homomorphism: A^′ L(μ) −→ (A^′ L(lμ)) Fr^′_ı , v+ μ → v^+_{lμ}. Suppose b is some ıcanonical basis element of_A′U̇^ı, such that y^ı_{b,b}′ ≠ 0. Then we deduce that Fr^′_ı(b) · v^+_{lμ} ≠ 0. Hence b · v^+_μ ≠ 0. There are only finitely many such b by Theorem 2.7. □

As consequences, we obtain well-defined A^′-algebra homomorphisms

Fr^′ :_A′ ^U →_A′ ^U and Fr^′_ı :_A′ ^U^ı →_A′ ^U^ı.

5.2.2. Recall §2.2.1 and §2.1.4. Write_A′ ^U^{(2)} =_A′_ϕ ^U^{(2)} and_A′ ^U^{(2)} =_A′_c ^U^{(2)}. Let

A^′ ^U^⊗A^′ ^U be the A

′-module consisting of formal A^′-linear combinations ∑ (b,b^′)∈Ḃ×Ḃ n_{b,b}′ b ⊗ b^′, for n_{b,b}′ ∈ A^′. This is moreover an A^′-algebra.

Thanks to Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.3, we have well-defined A^′-algebra homomorphisms

id ⊗ Fr :_A′ ^U^{(2)} →_A′ ^U^⊗_A′ ^U and Fr^′ ⊗ id :_A′ ^U^{(2)} →_A′ ^U^⊗_A′ ^U.

Proposition 5.4. The following diagram commutes:A^′U̇ A^′U̇ A^′ ^U^{(2)}

A^′ ^U (2) A^′ ^U^⊗A^′ ^U. Fr^′ ^Δ ^ Δid⊗Fr Fr^′⊗id (5.2)

Proof. It suffices to check the commutative diagram over the field of fractions F. Since_FU̇ is generated by 1_λ (λ ∈ X), e_i1_λ (i ∈ I, λ ∈ X) and f_i1_λ (i ∈ I, λ ∈ X), it will suffice to check the identity

(id ⊗ Fr) ∘ ^Δ ∘ Fr^′(u) = (Fr^′ ⊗ id) ∘ ^Δ(u), for any such generator u ∈_FU̇. By direct computations, one has (id⊗Fr)∘ ^Δ∘Fr^′(1_λ) = ∑ λ_1+λ_2=lλ

1_{λ1} ⊗Fr(1_{λ2} ) = ∑ λ^′_1+λ^′_2=λ

1_{lλ}′_1 ⊗1_λ′_2 = (Fr^′⊗id)∘ ^Δ(1_λ)

By [32, §3.1.5], for any i ∈ I, n ∈ N, and λ ∈ X, we have ^Δ(E^{(n)}_i 1_λ) = ∑ t+s=n μ+μ^′=λ q^{(t+⟨α∨i ,μ⟩)s} i E^{(t)}_i 1_μ ⊗ E^{(s)}_i 1_μ′′ ,

^Δ(F^{(n)}_i 1_λ) = ∑ t+s=n μ+μ^′ =λ q^{(s−⟨α∨i ,μ′⟩)t} i F^{(t)}_i 1_μ ⊗ F^{(s)}_i 1_μ′ .

Therefore

^Δ ∘ Fr^′(e_i1_λ) = ^Δ(E^{(l)}_i 1_{lλ}) = ∑ t+s=l μ+μ^′=lλ q^{(t+⟨α∨i ,μ⟩)s} i E^{(t)}_i 1_μ ⊗ E^{(s)}_i 1_μ′ ,

^Δ ∘ Fr^′(f_i1_λ) = ^Δ(F^{(l)}_i 1_{lλ}) = ∑ t+s=l μ+μ^′=lλ q^{(s−⟨α∨i ,μ′⟩)t} i F^{(t)}_i 1_μ ⊗ F^{(s)}_i 1_μ′

Composing with id ⊗ Fr, the summands on the right hand sides are 0, unless {t, s} = {0, l} and μ, μ^′ ∈ lX. Hence we obtain (id ⊗ Fr) ∘ ^Δ ∘ Fr^′(e_i1_λ) = ∑ μ+μ^′=λ (1_{lμ} ⊗ e_i1_μ′ + E^{(l)}_i 1_{lμ} ⊗ 1_μ′ ) = (Fr^′ ⊗ id) ∘ ^Δ(e_i1_λ),

(id ⊗ Fr) ∘ ^Δ ∘ Fr^′(f_i1_λ) = ∑ μ+μ^′=λ (1_{lμ} ⊗ f_i1_μ′ + F^{(l)}_i 1_{lμ} ⊗ 1_μ′ ) = (Fr^′ ⊗ id) ∘ ^Δ(f_i1_λ).

This completes the proof. □ 5.2.3. For any i ∈ I with τi = i, and any n ∈ N, recall §4.1.3 the definition of the elements B^{(n)}_i in U^ı. Also recall the elements^′B^{(n)}_{i,ζ} (ζ ∈ X_ı, n ∈ N) in_A′_2U̇^ı in §4.2.

Lemma 5.5. For any i ∈ I with τi = i, and any n ∈ N, we have

Δ(B^{(n)}_i ) = n∑ r=0 B^{(n−r)}_i ⊗ M_{n,r} where M_{n,r} ∈ U, such that for any λ ∈ X, we have

M_{n,r}1_λ = ∑ a+a^′+2c=r c⩾0 q^{si(a,a′ ,λ,n,c)} i � a^′ − a − λ 2c � i E^{(a)}_i F^{(a′)}_i 1_λ

where (λ_i = ⟨α^∨_i , λ⟩)

s_i(a, a^′, λ, n, c) = (a − a^′ + n + λ_i)a^′ − n(λ_i + a) + (1 + a − a^′ + λ_i)c.

48 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

Proof. In the algebra U^ı, by the comultiplication formulas [17, Theorem 4.2 & Theorem 5.1], we have

Δ(B^{(n)}_i ) = Δ(B^{(n)}_{i,n+1}) = n∑ r=0 B^{(n−r)}_{i,n+1} ⊗ S_{n,r}, with S_{n,r} = ∑ a+a^′ +2c=r c⩾0 q (^{2c+1}_2 )+(a+a^′)(r−n)−aa^′ i Ě_i^{(a)} [ h; −⌊^{r−1}_2 ⌋ c ] i K^{r−n}_i F^{(a′)}_i ,

where

Ě^{(a)}_i = (q^{−1i} E^iK^{−1i} )^a [a]_i! , [ h; a n ] i = n∏ s=1 q^{4a+4s−4} i K^{−2}_i − 1

q^{4s}_i − 1 . In particular, we have [ h; a n ] i 1_λ = q^{(2a−2−λi )n} i � 2a + 2n − λ_i − 2 2n � i 1_λ, where λ_i = ⟨α^∨_i , λ⟩.

Then it is direct to compute

S_{n,r}1_λ =

∑ a+a^′+2c=r c⩾0 q^{si(a,a′,λ,n,c)} i � a^′ − a − λ_i 2c � i E^{(a)}_i F^{(a′)}_i 1_λ, if r is even; ∑ a+a^′+2c=r c⩾0 q^{si(a,a′,λ,n,c)−c} i � a^′ − a − λ_i − 1 2c � i E^{(a)}_i F^{(a′)}_i 1_λ, if r is odd.

Hence by Lemma 4.3 , we have

Δ(B^{(n)}_i ) = ∑ 0⩽r⩽n r even B^{(n−r)}_i ⊗ ∑ a+a^′+2c=r c⩾0 q^{si(a,a′,λ,n,c)} i � a^′ − a − λ_i 2c � i E^{(a)}_i F^{(a′)}_i 1_λ +

∑ 0⩽r⩽n r odd

( ∑ t⩾0 � 1 2t � i B_i^{(n−r−2t)} ) ⊗ ∑ a+a^′+2c=r c⩾0 q^{si(a,a′ ,λ,n,c)−c} i � a^′ − a − λ_i − 1 2c � i E^{(a)}_i F^{(a′)}_i 1_λ .

It remains to compute the coefficient of B^{(n−r)}_i ⊗ E^{(a)}_i F^{(a′)}_i 1_λ when both r and a + a^′ are odd. The coefficient equals ∑ c+t=(r−a−a^′ )/2 q^{si(a,a′,λ,n,c)−c} i � 1 2t � i � a^′ − a − λ − 1 2c � i =q^{(a−a′+n+λ)a′−n(λ+a)} i ∑ c+t=(r−a−a^′)/2 q^{(a−a′ +λ)c} i � 1 2t � i � a^′ − a − λ − 1 2c � i =q^{si(a,a′,λ,n,(r−a−a′)/2)} i � a^′ − a − λ_i r − a − a^′ � i . (By Lemma 4.1.)

This completes the proof. □

Following the notations in §2.2.1 and §3.2.1, we write_A′ ^U^{ı,1} =_A′_ϕ ^U^{ı,1} and A^′ ^U ı,1 =_A′_c ^U^{ı,1}. Let_A′ ^U^ı ^⊗_A′ ^U be the A^′-module consisting of formal A^′-linear combinations ∑ (b,b^′)∈Ḃ_ϕ×Ḃ_c n_{b,b}′ b ⊗ b^′, for n_{b,b}′ ∈ A^′ This is moreover an A^′-algebra. By Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.3 we have welldefined A^′-algebra homomorphisms

id ⊗ Fr :_A′ ^U^{ı,1} →_A′ ^U^ı ^⊗_A′ ^U and Fr^′_ı ⊗ id :_A′ ^U^{ı,1} →_A′ ^U^ı ^⊗_A′ ^U.

Proposition 5.6. The following diagram commutes:^{A′} U̇ı_{A′}U̇ı_{A′} ^Uı,1

A^′ ^U ı,1 A^′ ^U ı ^⊗_A′ ^U Fr^′_ı ^Δ ^ Δid⊗Fr Fr^′_ı⊗id (5.3)

Proof. It suffices to check

(id ⊗ Fr) ∘ ^Δ ∘ Fr^′_ı(u) = (Fr^′_ı ⊗ id) ∘ ^Δ(u)

for u = 1_ζ (ζ ∈ X_ı), and u = b_{i,ζ} (i ∈ I, ζ ∈ X_ı). The first case is straightforward.

Assume u = b_{i,ζ} . Then by definitions, we have

(Fr^′_ı ⊗ id) ∘ ^Δ(b_{i,ζ} ) = ∑ ζ^′+λ=ζ ζ^′∈X_ı,λ∈X (_′ B^{(l)}_{i,lζ}′ ⊗ 1_λ + 1_{lζ}′ ⊗ (e_i1_λ + f_i1_λ) ) .

We then compute (id ⊗ Fr) ∘ ^Δ ∘ Fr^′_ı(b_{i,ζ} ), for any i ∈ I and ζ ∈ X_ı. We divide into two cases.

Case (a): τi = i.

Recall Theorem 2.2 that

Fr(E^{(a)}_i F^{(a′)}_i 1_{lλ}) = { e^{(a/l)}_i f^{(a′/l)}_i 1_λ, if l | a and l | a^′; 0, otherwise.

Therefore by the Lemma 5.5, we have

(id ⊗ Fr) ∘ ^Δ ∘ Fr^′_ı(b_{i,ζ} ) = (id ⊗ Fr) ∘ ^Δ(^′B^{(l)}_{i,lζ} ) = q^{si(0,0,lλ,l,0)} i ′B^{(l)}_{i,ζ}′ ⊗ 1_λ + q^{si(l,0,lλ,l,0)} i 1_ζ′ ⊗ e_i1_λ + q^{si(0,l,lλ,l,0)} i 1_ζ′ ⊗ f_i1_λ.

It is direct to check that s_i(0, 0, lλ, l, 0), s_i(l, 0, lλ, l, 0), and s_i(0, l, lλ, l, 0) are all divisible by l. We deduce that

(id ⊗ Fr) ∘ ^Δ ∘ Fr^′_ı(b_{i,ζ} ) = ∑ ζ^′+λ=ζ ζ^′∈X_ı,λ∈X (_′ B^{(l)}_{i,lζ}′ ⊗ 1_λ + 1_{lζ}′ ⊗ (e_i1_λ + f_i1_λ) )

= (Fr^′_ı ⊗ id) ∘ ^Δ(b_{i,ζ} ).

Case (b): τi ≠ i.

By direct computation in U^ı, we have

Δ(B_i) = B_i ⊗ K̃^{−1}_i + 1 ⊗ F_i + K̃^{−1}_i K̃_{τ i} ⊗ ς_iE_{τ i}K̃^{−1}_i .

50 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

Therefore we have

Δ(B^{(l)}_i ) = (B_i ⊗ K̃^{−1}_i + 1 ⊗ F_i + K̃^{−1}_i K̃_{τ i} ⊗ ς_iE_{τ i}K̃^{−1}_i )^l/[l]^!_i = B^{(l)}_i ⊗ K̃^{−l}_i + 1 ⊗ F^{(l)}_i + (K̃^{−l}_i K̃^l_{τ i}) ⊗ ς^l_i (E_{τ i}K̃^{−1}_i )^l/[l]^!_i + other terms, where the “other terms” stands for the terms, such that the degree of the second factor does not belong to lZ[I] (recall that U is naturally Z[I]-graded). Hence they are in the kernel of id ⊗ Fr.

Therefore (id ⊗ Fr) ∘ ^Δ ∘ Fr^′_ı(b_{i,ζ} ) = (id ⊗ Fr) ∘ ^Δ(B^{(l)}_{i,lζ} )

= (id ⊗ Fr) ( ∑ ζ^′+λ=ζ ζ^′∈X_ı,λ∈X ( B^{(l)}_{i,lζ}′ ⊗ 1_{lλ} + 1_{lζ}′ ⊗ F^{(l)}_i 1_{lλ} + 1_{lζ}′ ⊗ E^{(l)}_{τ i} 1_{lλ} + other terms ))

= ∑ ζ^′+λ=ζ ζ^′∈X_ı,λ∈X (_′ B^{(l)}_{i,lζ}′ ⊗ 1_λ + 1_{lζ}′ ⊗ (e_i1_λ + f_i1_λ) )

= (Fr^′_ı ⊗ id) ∘ ^Δ(b_{i,ζ} ).

This finishes the proof. □

5.3. Frobenius splittings of algebraic groups. We assume l = p is an odd prime number, which is relatively prime to all the root lengths. We follow the notations in §5.1.2.

5.3.1. Tensoring the A^′-algebra homomorphisms Fr^′ :_A′U̇ −→_A′U̇ and Fr^′_ı :

A^′U̇

ı −→_A′U̇^ı with the A^′-algebra F_p, we obtain F_p-algebra homomorphisms Fr^′ :_{Fp}U̇ −→_{Fp}U̇ and Fr^′_ı :_{Fp}U̇^ı −→_{Fp}U̇^ı.

Thanks to Lemma 5.3, we also have F_p-algebra homomrophisms

Fr^′ :_{Fp}^U −→_{Fp}^U and Fr^′_ı :_{Fp}^U^ı −→_{Fp}^U^ı.

Recall the F_p-Hopf algebras O_{Fp} in §2.2.1 and O^ı_{Fp} in §3.2.2. We hence have the induced well-defined F_p-linear maps Fr^{′,∗} : O_{Fp} −→ O_{Fp} and Fr^′_ı^{,∗} : O^ı_{Fp} −→ O^ı_{Fp} .

Proposition 5.7. (1) The map Fr^{′,∗} is a Frobenius splitting of O_{Fp} , that is, we have Fr^{′,∗}(fg^p) = Fr^{′,∗}(f) · g for any f, g in O_{Fp} , and Fr^{′,∗}(1) = 1.

(2) The map Fr^′_ı^{,∗} is a Frobenius splitting of O^ı_{Fp} . That is, we have Fr^′_ı^{,∗}(fg^p) = Fr^′_ı^{,∗}(f) · g for any f, g in O^ı_{Fp} , and Fr^′_ı^{,∗}(1) = 1.

Proof. We show part (1). It follows from the commuting diagram (5.2) that the following diagram commutes^FpU̇^Fp^U^Fp^U^{(2)}

F_p^U (2) F_p^U (2) Fr^′ ^Δ ^ Δid⊗Fr Fr^′⊗id

Taking F_p-linear duals, we obtain the commutative diagram O_{Fp} O_{Fp} O_{Fp} ⊗ O_{Fp}

O_{Fp} ⊗ O_{Fp} O_{Fp} ⊗ O_{Fp} Fr^{′,∗}m mFr^{′,∗}⊗id id⊗Fr^∗ (5.4)

We have seen that Fr^∗ is the p-th power map. The diagram (5.4) implies that Fr^{′,∗}(fg^p) = Fr^{′,∗}(f)g, for any f, g ∈ O_{Fp} . Since Fr ∘ Fr^′ = id, we deduce that Fr^{′,∗}(f^p) = f, for any f ∈ O_{Fp} . Hence Fr^{′,∗} is a Frobenius splitting of O_{Fp} .

Part (2) follows similarly using the commutative diagram (5.3). □

5.3.2. Let k be an algebraically closed field with characteristic p. Recall p is an odd prime number which is relatively prime to all the root lengths.

The algebra O_k ∼= k ⊗_{Fp} O_{Fp} is the coordinate ring of the algebraic group G_k associated to the root datum by §2.2.1. The algebra O^ı_k ∼= k ⊗_{Fp} O^ı_{Fp} is coordinate ring of the symmetric subgroup G^θ_k associated to the ı-root datum by Theorem 3.8.

Let ( · )^p : k → k be the F_p-linear map sending any t in k to t^p. We define

kFr^∗ = ( · )^p ⊗_{Fp} Fr^∗ : O_k −→ O_k kFr_ı^∗ = ( · )^p ⊗_{Fp} Fr_ı^∗ : O^ı_k −→ O^ı_k.

Here we add a subscript_k(·) to indicate the non-trivial automorphism ( · )^p on k.

Let ( · )^{1/p} : k → k be the F_p-linear map sending any t in k to t^{1/p}, the unique p-th root of t. We define

kFr^{′,∗} = ( · )^{1/p} ⊗_{Fp} Fr^{′,∗} : O_k −→ O_k,

kFr^′_ı^{,∗} = ( · )^{1/p} ⊗_{Fp} Fr^′_ı^{,∗} : O^ı_k −→ O^ı_k.

We again add a subscript_k(·) here to indicate the non-trivial automorphism ( · )^{1/p} on k.

The following theorem is immediate by Proposition 5.2 and Proposition 5.7.

Theorem 5.8. (1) We have

kFr^∗(f) = f^p, for any f ∈ O_k, kFr_ı^∗(f) = f^p, for any f ∈ O^ı_k.

(2) The maps_kFr^{′,∗} and_kFr^′_ı^{,∗} provide explicit Frobenius splittings for algebraic groups G_k and G^ı_k, respectively.

Remark 5.9. (1) The existence of such splittings is guaranteed by [6, Proposition 1.1.6]. Our construction is explicit and uniform for all positive characteristics (not 2 for G^ı_k of course).

(2) By [6, Proposition 1.1.6], there exists a splitting of G_k that compatibly splits G^ı_k. We expect our method can be used to construct explicitly such an Frobenius splitting. This will be addressed in future works.

52 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

6. Frobenius splittings of flag varieties

In this section, we assume given an ıroot datum (I, Y, X, A, (α_i)_{i∈I} , (α^∨_i )_{i∈I} ), τ, θ) of finite (quasi-split) type. Let p be an odd prime number, and relatively prime to all the root lengths (so p > 3 if the underlying root datum has a G_2 factor). We fix an algebraically closed field k of characteristic p.

Let (G_k, θ_k, B_k) be an anisotropic triple assocaited to the ıroot datum following Proposition 2.10. We identify this triple as we constructed in §2.4.2 (using quantum groups). Let {x_i, y_i; i ∈ I} be the corresponding anisotropic pinning, and B_k = G_k/B_k be the flag variety.

6.1. The algebra R_{Fp} and R_k. We follow the notations in §5.1.2 and §5.3. For any λ ∈ X^+, we write V_{Fp} (λ) = F_p ⊗_{A A}L(λ).

It is a_{Fp}U̇-module with maximal vector v^+_λ = 1 ⊗ v^+_λ (again we abuse notations here). Set R_{Fp} = ⨁ λ∈X^+ V_{Fp} (λ)^∗.

It has a F_p-algebra structure defined in the following way. For any λ_1, λ_2 ∈ X^+, there is a unique_{Fp}U̇-module homomorphism V_{Fp} (λ_1 + λ_2) −→ V_{Fp} (λ_1) ⊗ V_{Fp} (λ_2) sending v^+_{λ1+λ2} to v^+_{λ1} ⊗ v^+_{λ2} . Taking dual of this map, we get F_p-linear maps V_{Fp} (λ_1)^∗ ⊗ V_{Fp} (λ_2)^∗ −→ V_{Fp} (λ_1 + λ_2)^∗, which defines the multiplication in R_{Fp} . The unit of R_{Fp} is the linear dual of V_{Fp} (0) = F_p · v^+_0 , sending v^+_0 to 1.

Set R_k = k ⊗_{Fp} R_{Fp} ∼= ⨁ λ∈X^+ Vk(λ) ∗. For any λ ∈ X^+, recall the construction for the k-algebra R_{Lλ} in §2.5. By definitions, R_{Lλ} is a k-subalgebra of R_k.

6.2. The p-th power maps.

6.2.1. Retain the notations in §5.1.2 and §5.3. For any λ ∈ X^+, recall §2.1.4 the modules_A′ L(μ) and_A′ L(μ). By the arguments in §5.1.2, we have canonical isomorphisms (as_{Fp}U̇-modules) F_p ⊗_A′_A′ L(μ) ∼= F_p ⊗_A′_A′ L(μ) ∼= V_{Fp} (μ).

Hence by Proposition 2.3, we have a_{Fp}U̇-module homomorphism

γ_μ : V_{Fp} (pμ) −→ V_{Fp} (μ)^{Fr}, v^+_{pμ} → v^+_μ .

Define F_p-linear map Γ : R_{Fp} → R_{Fp} , such that Γ(f) = γ^∗_μ(f), for f ∈ V_{Fp} (μ)^∗. Here γ^∗_μ : (V_{Fp} (μ)^{Fr})^∗ → V_{Fp} (pμ)^∗ denotes the F_p-linear dual of γ_μ.

Recall §5.3.2 the map ( · )^p : k → k, mapping t to t^p. We further define Γ_k = ( · )^p ⊗ Γ : R_k −→ R_k,

Proposition 6.1 ([27, Theorem 1]). (1) The map Γ : R_{Fp} → R_{Fp} is the p-th power map, that is, Γ(f) = f^p, for any f ∈ R_{Fp} .

(2) The map Γ_k : R_k → R_k is the p-th power map, that is, Γ(f) = f^p, for any f ∈ R_k.

Proof. It suffices to show part (1). Let f ∈ V_{Fp} (μ)^∗ for some μ ∈ X^+. By definition, the equality Γ(f) = f^p is equivalent to the commutativity of the following diagram:

V_{Fp} (pμ) V_{Fp} (μ)^{Fr}

V_{Fp} (μ)^{⊗p} F_p. γ_μf f^{⊗p} (6.1)

Note that V_{Fp} (μ)^{Fr} = V_{Fp} (μ) as F_p-vector spaces.

Let I_μ ⊂ V_{Fp} (μ)^{⊗p} be the subspace spanned by elements v_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ V_{Fp} − v_{σ(1)} ⊗ · · · ⊗ v_{σ(p)}, for all v_i ∈ V_{Fp} (μ) and σ ∈ S_n. Then I_μ is moreover a_{Fp}U̇-submodule. Set S^pV_{Fp} (μ) = V_{Fp} (μ)^{⊗p}/I_μ be the quotient module. Note that the F_p-linear map f^{⊗p} factors through S^pV_{Fp} (μ), denoted by f^p : S^pV_{Fp} (μ) −→ F_p. Define a F_p-linear map ϑ : V_{Fp} (μ) −→ V_{Fp} (μ)^{⊗p} −→ S^pV_{Fp} (μ), v → v^{⊗p} → v^p = v^{⊗p}. Since (f(v))^p = f(v) for any v ∈ V_{Fp} (μ), we have the following commuting diagram ( V_{Fp} (μ)^{Fr} = ) V_{Fp} (μ) S^pV_{Fp} (μ)

F_p ϑf f^p

Hence in order to check the commutativity of the diagram (6.1), it will suffice to show the commutativity of the following diagram:VFp (pμ) VFp (μ)^{Fr}

V_{Fp} (μ)^{⊗p} S^pV_{Fp} (μ).

γ_μϑ (6.2)

We first show that ϑ : V_{Fp} (μ)^{Fr} → S^pV_{Fp} (μ) is_{Fp}U̇-equivariant, that is,

ϑ(Fr(u) · v) = u · ϑ(v), for any u ∈_{Fp}U̇, v ∈ V_{Fp} (μ). (6.3)

We may assume v is homogeneous of weight γ, and u equals e^{(a)}_i 1_λ, or f^{(a)}_i 1_λ, for some a ∈ N and λ ∈ X. If λ ≠ pγ, then it is clear that both sides of (6.3) are 0. If λ = pγ, then entirely similar to the proof of Proposition 5.2, we have

e^{(a)}_i 1_{pγ} · v^p = { (e^{(a/p)}_i v)^p, if p | a; 0, otherwise.

Hence ϑ(Fr(e^{(a)}_i 1_{pγ} ) · v) = e^{(a)}_i 1_{pγ} · v^p, whence the identity (6.3). Similar computation holds when u = f^{(a)}_i 1_{pγ} .

Now all the maps in the diagram (6.2) are_{Fp}U̇-equivariant. Since V_{Fp} (pμ) is generated by v^+_{pμ} as_{Fp}U̇-module and v^+_{pμ} ∈ V_{Fp} (pμ) maps to the same element via the two maps, we conclude the diagram is commutative. □

6.3. The splitting Ψ_k.

54 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

6.3.1. For any μ ∈ X^+, recall §4.4.2 the A^′-linear maps ψ_μ :_A′ L(μ) → (_A′ L(pμ))^{Fr′ı} . Applying base change to F_p, we obtain the_{Fp}U̇^ı-module homomorphisms:

ψ_μ : V_{Fp} (μ) −→ V_{Fp} (pμ)^{Fr′ı} , v^+_μ → v^+_{pμ}.

Define the F_p-linear map Ψ : R_{Fp} −→ R_{Fp} by

Ψ(f) = { ψ^∗_μ(f), if f ∈ V_{Fp} (pμ)^∗;

0, if f ∈ V_{Fp} (μ)^∗ with μ ∉ pX.

Proposition 6.2. The map Ψ is a Frobenius splitting for the algebra R_{Fp} . Namely, it is an additive map satisfying:

(a) Ψ(f^pg) = fΨ(g), for f, g ∈ R; (b) Ψ(1) = 1.

Proof. Condition (b) follows easily from the definition. Now we check the condition (a).

Let f ∈ V_{Fp} (λ)^∗ and g ∈ V_{Fp} (pμ)^∗. By definition, the equality Ψ(f^pg) = fΨ(g) holds if and only if the following diagram commutesV^{Fp} (μ + λ) V^{Fp} (μ) ⊗ V^{Fp} (λ) V^{Fp} (pμ)^{Fr} ′ ı ⊗ V_{Fp} (λ)

V_{Fp} (pμ + pλ)^{Fr′ı} ( V_{Fp} (pμ) ⊗ V_{Fp} (λ)^{⊗p} )_{Fr}′_ı F_p. ψ_{μ+λ} ψ_μ⊗idg⊗f g⊗f^{⊗p}

Note that V_{Fp} (pμ)^{Fr′ı} = V_{Fp} (pμ) as F_p-vector spaces.

Following the proof of Proposition 6.1, we define S^pV_{Fp} (λ), and the F_p-linear map ϑ : V_{Fp} (λ) → S^pV_{Fp} (λ) sending v to v^p = v^{⊗p}. Note that the map g ⊗ f^{⊗p} factors through V_{Fp} (pμ) ⊗ S^pV_{Fp} (λ). Moreover, we have the following commuting diagram by Proposition 6.1: VFp (pμ) ⊗ S^pVFp (λ) VFp (pμ) ⊗ VFp (λ)

V_{Fp} (pμ) ⊗ V_{Fp} (λ)^{⊗p} F_p. g⊗f^p id⊗ϑg⊗f g⊗f^{⊗p}

Hence it will suffice to check the following diagram commutes:

V_{Fp} (μ + λ) V_{Fp} (μ) ⊗ V_{Fp} (λ) V_{Fp} (pμ)^{Fr′ı} ⊗ V_{Fp} (λ)

V_{Fp} (pμ + pλ)^{Fr′ı} (V_{Fp} (pμ) ⊗ V_{Fp} (λ)^{⊗p})^{Fr′ı} (V_{Fp} (pμ) ⊗ S^pV_{Fp} (λ))^{Fr′ı} . ψ_{μ+λ} ψ_μ⊗idid⊗ϑ

(6.4) Note that each space of the diagram admits a_{Fp}U̇^ı-action,_{Fp}^U^ı-action, as well as a_{Fp}^U-action. We claim that each morphism is_{Fp}^U^ı-equivariant. We will only check this claim for the map

id ⊗ ϑ : V_{Fp} (pμ)^{Fr′ı} ⊗ V_{Fp} (λ) −→ (V_{Fp} (pμ) ⊗ S^pV (λ))^{Fr′ı} .

The checkings for other maps are trivial.

Let v ∈ V_{Fp} (pμ), w ∈ V_{Fp} (λ) and u ∈_{Fp}^U^ı. We show

(id ⊗ ϑ)(Fr^′_ı ⊗ id ∘ ^Δ(u) · (v ⊗ w)) = Fr^′_ı(u) · (v ⊗ w^p). (6.5)

It follows from Proposition 5.6 that ( Fr^′_ı ⊗ id ) ∘ ^Δ(u) = ( id ⊗ Fr ) ∘ ^Δ ∘ Fr^′_ı(u). Recall (6.2) that ϑ ( (Fr(x) · v) ) = x · ϑ(v), for v ∈ V_{Fp} (λ)^{Fr}, x ∈_{Fp}U̇.

Hence we have (id ⊗ ϑ)(Fr^′_ı ⊗ id ∘ ^Δ(u) · (v ⊗ w)) = ( id ⊗ ϑ )( (id ⊗ Fr) ∘ ^Δ ∘ Fr^′_ı(u) · (v ⊗ w) ) = ( ^ Δ ∘ Fr^′_ı(u) ) · ( id ⊗ ϑ )( v ⊗ w ) = Fr^′_ı(u) · (v ⊗ w^p).

This proves the identity (6.5).

The highest weight vector v^+_{μ+λ} maps to the same vector v^+_{pμ} ⊗ (v^+_λ )^p via both compositions by the following computationv^{+μ+λ} v^{+μ} ⊗ v^{+λ} v^{+pμ} ⊗ v^{+λ}

v^+_{pμ+pλ} v^+_{pμ} ⊗ (v^+_λ )^{⊗p} v^+_{pμ} ⊗ (v^+_λ )^p.

Since all morphisms in the diagram (6.4) are_{Fp}U̇^ı-equivariant, and V_{Fp} (μ + λ) is generated by v^+_{μ+λ} as a_{Fp}^U^ı-module, the proof follows now. □

6.3.2. Recall §5.3.2 the map ( · )^{1/p} : k → k sends t to t^{1/p}. Define

Ψ_k = ( · )^{1/p} ⊗ Ψ : k ⊗_{Fp} R_{Fp} = R_k −→ R_k.

For any λ ∈ X^{++}, it is clear that the subalgebra k-subalgebra R_{Lλ} is preserved by Ψ_k. Thanks to Proposition 6.2 and Lemma 2.13, we make the following conclusion.

(a) The map Ψ_k induces a Frobenius splitting of the flag variety B_k. The splitting is independent of the choice of λ ∈ X^{++} by a similar argument as [28, Lemma 6.3].

6.3.3. Recall Proposition 2.11 the construction of codimension-one K_k-orbits on B_k. For any μ ∈ X^{++}, and i ∈ I with τi ≠ i, we consider the restriction map r_{μ,i} : H^0(μ) = H^0(B_k, L_μ) −→ H^0(O_i, L_μ). Let I_{μ,i} be the kernel.

Lemma 6.3. Under the isomorphism V_k(μ)^∗ ∼= H^0(μ), the subspace I_{μ,i} consists of linear forms vanishing on_kU̇^ı · n_iv^+_μ , which equals the_kU̇^ı-submodule of V_k(μ)^∗ generated by the extremal vector of weight s_iμ, where s_i ∈ W is the simple reflection associated to i.

Proof. For any f ∈ V_k(μ)^∗, we identify f with a section in H^0(μ). Then r_{μ,i}(f) = 0 ⇔ f |_{Oi} = 0 ⇔ f(kn_i · v^+_μ ) = 0, for all k ∈ K ⇔ f vanishes on the K-submodule generated by the extremal vector n_iv^+_μ , which is exactly_kU̇^ı · n_iv^+_μ , thanks to Proposition 3.10. Hence the lemma is proved. □

56 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

Theorem 6.4. The map Ψ_k : R_k → R_k provides a Frobenius splitting of B_k, which compatibly splits subvarieties O_i, for all i ∈ I with τi ≠ i. Proof. Recall §6.3. The_{Fp}U̇^ı-module homomorphism ψ_μ : V_{Fp} (μ) −→ V_{Fp} (pμ)^{Fr′ı} sends_{Fp}U̇^ı-submodules to_{Fp}U̇^ı-submodules. We compute ψ_μ(f^{(μi)}_i 1_μ · v^+_μ ) = ψ_μ(b^{(μi )}_{i,μ̄} · v^+_μ ) = b^{(pμi)}_{i,pμ} · v^+_{pμ} = f^{(pμi)}_i · v^+_{pμ}, where μ_i = ⟨α^∨_i , μ⟩. Hence ψ_μ sends the weight space V_{Fp} (μ)_{siμ} to the weight space V_{Fp} (pμ)_{si(pμ)}.

Thus by definition, we have Ψ_k |_H0_{(pμ)}: H^0(pμ) −→ H^0(μ), sending I_{pμ,i} → I_{μ,i}.

The theorem now follows from §6.3.2 and Lemma 2.13. □

6.4. The splitting Ψ^J_k . Recall §4.4.3 and the notations in §5.1.2. We fix a subset J ⊂ I with the property (*). We denote by b^{(p−1)}_{J,λ̄} the image of B^{(p−1)}_{J,λ̄} in_{Fp}U̇^ı under the canonical isomorphism F_p ⊗_A′_A′U̇^ı ∼=_{Fp}U̇^ı.

6.4.1. For any μ ∈ X^+, recall the map ψ^J_μ :_A′ L(μ) → (_A′ L(pμ))^{Fr′ı} in Proposition 4.15. Applying base change, we obtain the_{Fp}U̇^ı-module homomorphism: ψ^J_μ : V_{Fp} (μ) −→ V_{Fp} (pμ)^{Fr′ı} , v^+_μ → b^{(p−1)}_{J,pμ} · v^+_{pμ}. We denote its F_p-linear dual by (ψ^J_μ )^∗. Define the F_p-linear map Ψ^J : R −→ R by Ψ^J (f) = { (ψ^J_μ )^∗(f), if f ∈ V_{Fp} (pμ)^∗;

0, if f ∈ V_{Fp} (μ)^∗ with μ ∉ pX.

Proposition 6.5. The map Ψ^J is a Frobenius splitting for the algebra R_{Fp} . Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of the Proposition 6.2. It suffices to check the commutativity of the diagram V_{Fp} (μ + λ) V_{Fp} (μ) ⊗ V_{Fp} (λ) V_{Fp} (pμ)^{Fr′ı} ⊗ V_{Fp} (λ)

V_{Fp} (pμ + pλ)^{Fr′ı} (V_{Fp} (pμ) ⊗ V_{Fp} (λ)^{⊗p})^{Fr′ı} (V_{Fp} (pμ) ⊗ S^pV_{Fp} (λ))^{Fr′ı} . ψ^J_{μ+λ} ψJ_μ ⊗idid⊗ϑ

(6.6) One can show that all the maps in the above diagram is_{Fp}^U^ı-equivariant. Hence it will suffice to keep track of the maximal vector:v^+μ+λ v^+μ ⊗ v^+λ ( b^{(p−1)}_{J,pμ} v^+_{pμ} ) ⊗ v^+_λ

b^{(p−1)}_{J,pμ+pλ}v^+_{pμ+pλ} b^{(p−1)}_{J,pμ+pλ} · ( v^+_{pμ} ⊗ (v^+_λ )^{⊗p} ) ( b^{(p−1)}_{J,pμ} v^+_{pμ} ) ⊗ (v^+_λ )^p. (♥)

The (♥) follows from the fact that f^{(s)}_i · (v^+_λ )^{⊗p} ∈ I_λ, for any 0 < s < p and i ∈ I (cf. the proof of Proposition 6.1). Here I_λ ⊂ V (λ)^{⊗p} stands for the kernel of the quotient map V (λ)^{⊗p} → S^pV_{Fp} (λ).

Hence the diagram (6.6) commutes. This completes the proof for the proposition. □ 6.4.2. For λ ∈ X^+, i ∈ I with τi = i, and ϵ = ±1, we define v_{λ,i,ϵ} = ∑ a⩾0 ϵ^{⟨α∨i ,λ⟩+a}f^{(a)}_i v^+_λ ∈ V_{Fp} (λ). By [12, (2.16) & (2.17) & (3.9)& (3.8)], we have b^{(⟨α∨i ,λ⟩)} i,λ̄ v + λ = ∑ t⩾0 f^{(⟨α∨i ,λ⟩−2t)} i v^+_λ , b^{(⟨α∨i ,λ⟩−1)} i,λ̄ v + λ = ∑ t⩾0 f^{(⟨α∨i ,λ⟩−2t−1)} i v^+_λ .

Hence we conclude v_{λ,i,1} = (b^{(⟨α∨i ,λ⟩)} i,λ̄ + b (⟨α^∨_i ,λ⟩−1) i,λ̄ )v + λ , v_{λ,i,−1} = (b^{(⟨α∨i ,λ⟩)}_{i,λ̄} − b^{(⟨α∨i ,λ⟩−1)}_{i,λ̄} )v^+_λ . (6.7) Lemma 6.6. For i ∈ I with τi = i, ζ ∈ X_ı, and n ∈ N, we have ′b^{(np)}_{i,ζ} ·^′b^{(p−1)}_{i,ζ} =^′b^{(np+p−1)}_{i,ζ} in_{Fp}U̇^ı.

Proof. By Lemma 4.4 in U^ı, we have

B^{(np)}_i B^{(p−1)}_i = ∑ t⩾0 [ np + p − 1 np ] i t∏ m=1 [np − 2m + 2]_i[p − 2m + 1]_i [np + p − 2m]_i[2m]_i B^{(np+p−1−2t)} i . Note that [ np + p − 1 np ] i t∏ m=1 [np − 2m + 2]_i[p − 2m + 1]_i [np + p − 2m]_i[2m]_i

= 0, unless 0 ⩽ t ⩽ (p − 1)/2.

Assume 0 ⩽ t ⩽ (p − 1)/2, then the above element belongs to A_{fp} , i.e., the denominator is not divisible by f_p. Then since ϕ([np]_i) = 0, we have ϕ ([ np + p − 1 np ] i t∏ m=1 [np − 2m + 2]_i[p − 2m + 1]_i [np + p − 2m]_i[2m]_i ) = 0, if t ≠ 0.

Finally, when t = 0, we obtain ϕ ([ np + p − 1 np ] i ) = 1. This proved the lemma. □ Lemma 6.7. For any j ∈ J, the element ψ^J_μ (v_{μ,j,ϵ}) belongs to the_{Fp}U̇^ı-submodule of V_{Fp} (pμ) generated by the vector v_{μ,j,ϵ}.

Proof. We write μ_j = ⟨α^∨_j , μ⟩. Thanks to (6.7), it suffices to prove that ψ^J_μ (b^{(μj )}_{j,μ̄} v^+_μ ) ∈_{Fp}U̇^ı · b^{(pμj )}_{j,pμ} v^+_{pμ} and ψ^J_μ (b^{(μj −1)}_{j,μ̄} v^+_μ ) ∈_{Fp}U̇^ı · b^{(pμj −1)}_{j,pμ} v^+_{pμ}.

By definition,

ψ^J_μ (b^{(μj )}_{j,μ̄} v^+_μ ) = Fr^′_ı(b^{(μj )}_{j,μ̄} )b^{(p−1)}_{J,pμ} v^+_{pμ} = b^{(p−1)}_{J\{j},pμ} · Fr^′_ı(b^{(μj )}_{j,μ̄} )^′b^{(p−1)}_{j,pμ} v^+_{pμ}. (6.8)

58 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

By the proof of Corollary 4.8 and Lemma 6.6, we have

Fr^′_ı(b^{(μj )}_{j,μ} ) ·^′b^{(p−1)}_{i,pμ} = ∑ t⩾0 (( 1 2t ))_′ b^{(pμj −2tp)} j,pμ · ′b^{(p−1)}_{i,pμ} = ∑ t⩾0 (( 1 2t ))_′ b^{(pμj −2tp+p−1)} i,pμ = ∑ t⩾0 ∑ s⩾0 (( 1 2t )) (( −1 2s )) b^{(pμj −2tp+p−1−2s)} i,pμ = ∑ k⩾0 ∑ t⩾0 (( 1 2t )) (( −1 2k − 1 + p − 2tp )) b^{(pμj −2k)} i,pμ . For any k ⩾ 0, let k_0 ∈ [0, p), such that k_0 ≡ k + (p − 1)/2 mod p. By the Lemma 4.2, we have (( −1 2k − 1 + p − 2tp )) = (( p − 1 2k_0 )) (( −p 2k − 2k_0 − 1 + p − 2tp ))

= (( p − 1 2k_0 )) (( −1 (2k − 2k_0 − 1)/p + 1 − 2t )) . Hence, for any k ⩾ 0, we have ∑ t⩾0 (( 1 2t )) (( −1 2k − 1 + p − 2tp ))

= (( p − 1 2k_0 )) ∑ t⩾0 (( 1 2t )) (( −1 (2k − 2k_0 − 1)/p + 1 − 2t ))

= (( p − 1 2k_0 )) δ_{0,k+(p−1)/2−k0} . (By Lemma 4.1)

When k + (p − 1)/2 − k_0 = 0, we have (( p − 1 2k_0 )) = ( (p − 1)/2 k_0 ) = ( (p − 1)/2 (p − 1)/2 + k ) = δ_{0,k}. Hence we conclude that ∑ t⩾0 (( 1 2t )) (( −1 2k − 1 + p − 2tp )) = δ_{0,k}, and hence Fr^′_ı(b^{(μj )}_{j,μ} ) ·^′b^{(p−1)}_{i,pμ} = b^{(pμj )}_{j,pμ} . Now (6.8) implies ψ^J_μ (b^{(μj )}_{j,μ̄} v^+_μ ) = b^{(p−1)}_{J\{j},pμ} · b^{(pμj )}_{j,pμ} v^+_{pμ} ∈_{Fp}U̇^ı · b^{(pμj )}_{j,pμ} v^+_{pμ}. For another relation, still by (the easier version of) Corollary 4.8 and Lemma 6.6, we have ψ^J_μ (b^{(μj −1)}_{j,μ} v^+_{pμ}) = Fr^′_ı(b^{(μj −1)}_{j,μ} )b^{(p−1)}_{J,pμ} v^+_{pμ} = b^{(p−1)}_{J\{j},pμ} ·^′b^{(pμj −p)}_{j,pμ}^′b^{(p−1)}_{j,pμ} v^+_{pμ} = b^{(p−1)}_{J\{j},pμ} ·^′b^{(pμj −1)}_{j,pμ} v^+_{pμ} ∈_{Fp}U̇^ı · b^{(pμj )}_{j,pμ} v^+_{pμ}. Hence we complete the proof for the lemma. □

6.4.3. Recall §5.3.2 the map ( · )^{1/p} : k → k mapping t to t^{1/p}. Define

Ψ^J_k = ( · )^{1/p} ⊗ Ψ^J : R_k −→ R_k.

For any λ ∈ X^{++}, it is clear that the subalgebra k-subalgebra R_{Lλ} is preserved by Ψ^J_k . Thanks to Proposition 6.5 and Lemma 2.13, we make the following conclusion.

(a) The map Ψ^J_k induces a Frobenius splitting of the flag variety B_k. The splitting is independent of the choice of λ ∈ X^{++} by a similar argument as [28, Lemma 6.3].

6.4.4. Recall that O^±_j = K_ky_j (±1)B_k/B_k are codimensional one K_k-orbits on the flag variety B_k by Proposition 2.11, for any j ∈ J.

For any μ ∈ X^+ and j ∈ J, let I^+_{μ,j} be the kernel of the restriction map

r_{μ,i} : H^0(μ) = H^0(B_k, L_μ) −→ H^0(O^+_j , L_μ).

Similarly define the subspace I^−_{μ,j} of H^0(μ). Similar to Lemma 6.3, we see that the subspace I^+_{μ,j} (resp. I^−_{μ,j}) consists of linear forms vanishing on_kU̇^ı · y_j (1)v^+_μ (resp. kU̇ı · y_j(−1)v+_μ ), under the isomorphism V_k(μ)∗ ∼= H 0(μ).

Theorem 6.8. The map Ψ^J_k : R_k → R_k induces a Frobenius splitting of B_k, which compatibly splits subvarieties O^±_j , for all j ∈ J.

Proof. Let j ∈ J. Note that y_j(1)v^+_μ = ∑ a⩾0 f^{(a)}_j 1_μ · v^+_μ and similarly y_j(−1)v^−_μ = ∑ a⩾0(−1)^af^{(a)}_j 1_μ · v^+_μ . Hence by Lemma 6.7, the map

Ψ^J_k |_H0_{(pμ)}: H^0(pμ) −→ H^0(μ), mapping I^±_{pμ,j} to I^±_{μ,j}.

Take λ ∈ X^{++}. We deduce that the map Ψ^J_k induces a Frobenius splitting for the algebra R_{Lλ} which preserves the ideals I_{Lλ,O±i} , for any i ∈ J. The theorem follows from §6.4.3 and Lemma 2.13. □

6.5. Results on partial flags. Let P = P_S be a standard parabolic subgroup of G_k (recall we fixed a pinning of G_k), corresponding to S ⊂ I. Let π = π_P : G_k/B_k → G_k/P be the projection. Let μ ∈ X^+ be such that ⟨α^∨_j , μ⟩ = 0 for any j ∈ S. Then μ extends to a character of P . Let L^P_μ = G_k ×^P k_μ −→ G_k/P be the associated line bundle of G_k/P . Then π^∗_P (L^P_μ ) ∼= L_μ, as line bundles on G_k/B_k. Hence we have

H^0(G_k/P, L^P_μ ) ∼= H^0(G_k/B_k, L_μ) ∼= V_k(μ)^∗.

The k-algebra R_LP_μ = ⨁ n≥0 H^0(G_k/P, L^P_{nμ}) is isomorphic to a subalgebra of R_k.

It is clear that the splitting maps defined in 6.3.2 and 6.4.3 restrict to R_LP_μ .

Corollary 6.9. The map Ψ_k induces a Frobenius splitting of G_k/P , which compatibly splits π(O_i), for all i ∈ I with τi ≠ i.

For any J ⊂ I with the property (*), the map Ψ^J_k induces a Frobenius splitting of G_k/P , which compatibly splits π ( O^±_j ) for all j ∈ J.

60 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

6.6. Geometric consequences. Theorem 6.4, Theorem 6.8, and Corollary 6.9 imply standard consequences on K_k-orbit closures following §2.5.

We futher obtain the following stronger vanishing result on semi-ample line bundles.

Theorem 6.10. Let i ∈ I be such that ⟨α^∨_j , α_i⟩ ⩾ −1, for any j ∈ I, and be such that ⟨α^∨_i , μ⟩ > 0 and ⟨α^∨_{τ i}, μ⟩ > 0, for any μ ∈ X^+. We have

(a) the restriction H^0(G_k/B_k, L_μ) → H^0(O^±_i , L_μ) is surjective; (b) H^n(O^±_i , L_μ) = 0, for n > 0. Here we write O^±_i = O_i, if τi ≠ i.

Proof. Set S = {j ∈ I : ⟨α^∨_j , μ⟩ = 0}. Let P = P_S be the parabolic subgroup associated to the subset S, and π : G_k/B_k → G_k/P be the projection. It can be deduced from the case study in §2.4.3 that O^±_i = π^{−1} ∘ π(O^±_i ). Hence the restriction π^±_i : O^±_i → π(O^±_i ) is a locally trivial fibration with fibre isomorphic to P/B_k. By the projection formula, we have isomorphisms (for any n) π^∗ :H^n(G_k/P, L^P_μ )^∼−→ H^n(G_k/B_k, L_μ), π^{±,∗}_i :H^n(π ( O^±_i ) , L^P_μ )^∼−→ H^n(O^±_i , L_μ).

We also have the commutative diagram H^0(G^k/P, L^{Pμ} ) H^0(π^P (O^{±i} ), L^{Pμ} )

H^0(G_k/B_k, L_μ) H^0(O^±_i , L_μ).

∼ ∼

It follows from Corollary 6.9 that G_k/P is Frobenius split compatibly with π_P (O^±_i ). Note that the assumption on i guarantees {i} is a subset satisfying property (*), if τi = i. Since L^P_μ is a very ample line bundle on G/P , by Corollary §2.5 (c), we deduce that the restriction H^0(G_k/P, L^P_μ ) → H^0(π_P (O^±_i ), L^P_μ ) is surjective, and H^n(π_P (O^±_i ), L^P_μ ) = 0 for n > 0. Hence the theorem follows. □

Remark 6.11. If τi ≠ i (or, τi = i with O^+_i ≠ O^−_i ), the orbit closures O^±_i are multiplicity-free. In these cases, a stronger statement is obtained by Brion [4, Corollary 8], in which he showed the results for any dominant weights μ.

Our result is new in the case τi = i with O^+_i = O^−_i , which corresponds to O^±_i being multiplicity-two. The assumption on μ cannot be dropped by [4, Proposition 10].

Let O be a K_k-orbit on the flag variety B_k = G_k/B_k. Recall from Proposition 2.11 (3) that the parameterization of such orbits is independent of the base filed. We denote by B_{Z[2}−1_] the flag scheme over Z[2^{−1}] (cf. [23, Part II, §1]).

Proposition 6.12. There exists a closed subscheme Z = Z(O) of B_{Z[2}−1_] (over Z[2^{−1}]), such that,

(1) Z → Sp Z[2^{−1}] is flat;

(2) there is a nonempty open subset U of Sp Z[2^{−1}] such that for any algebraically closed field k^′ and a morphism Sp k^′ → U, the base change Z_k′ = Z ×_{Sp Z[2}−1_] Sp k^′ gives the closure of the corresponding K_k′ -orbit on B_k′ . In particular, Z_k′ is reduced.

Proof. Thanks to Proposition 2.11, a representative of O can be chosen in the Z[2^{−1}]-points of B_{Z[2}−1_]. Let G^ı_{Z[2−1]} → B_{Z[2}−1_] be the orbit map. Let Z = Z(O) be the scheme-theoretical image (cf. [21, Exercise II 3.11(d)]). The rest follows from similar arguments as in the proof of [35, Lemma 3]. □

Remark 6.13. It is an open question if one can take U = Sp Z[2^{−1}] for part (2). Similar question for Schubert varieties is addressed in [40, Theorem 2 (ii)].

Thanks to the above lemma and semiconuity, all the results stated in this subsection remain true over algebraically closed fields with characteristic 0 (cf. [6, §1.6]).

6.7. Normality: type AIII. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic > 2. We consider the type AIII symmetric pairs in this subsection. We illustrate how to deduce normality from our splittings, which requires detailed information of the Bruhat order of K_k-orbits on B_k.

6.7.1. Let G_k = GL_{n,k} and a = ( I_{⌈n/2⌉} 0 0 −I_{⌊n/2⌋} ) ∈ G_k. Let θ_k : G_k → G_k be

the conjugation by a. Then K_k = G^{θk}_k = GL_{⌈n/2⌉,k} × GL_{⌊n/2⌋,k}. The symmetric pair (G_k, θ_k) is quasi-split. The underlying Satake diagram is of type AIII_{n−1}.

Let B^{st}_k be the subgroup of G_k consisting of upper-triangular matrices, and T^{st}_k be the subgroup of diagonal matrices. Then B^{st}_k is a θ-stable Borel subgroup. Set

g =

1 −1 1 −1 ...

... ...

. .. 1 1 1 1

∈ G_k.

The middle entry of g can be either 1 or −1 when n is odd. Let B_k = gB^{st}_k g^{−1}, and T_k = gT^{st}_k g^{−1}. Then B_k is a θ-anisotropic Borel subgroup and T_k = B_k ∩ θ_k(B_k).

Let W be the (absolute) Weyl group, and I = {1, 2, . . . , n − 1} be the index set for the simple roots. The graph automorphism τ induced by θ is given by τ(i) = n − i, for any i ∈ I. Let B_k denote the flag variety.

Let V denote the set of K_k-orbits of B_k, and let O_0 ∈ V be the open orbit. The Weyl group W acts on the set V by [39, §2] by identifying W ∼= N(T_k)/T_k. Set J = {1, 2, . . . , ⌊n/2⌋ − 1}, and J^′ = τ(J) = {n − 1, n − 2, · · · , ⌈n/2⌉ + 1} be two subsets of I. Let W_J and W_J ′ be the parabolic subgroup of W associated to J and J^′, respectively. For any j ∈ J ∪ J^′, we have τj ≠ j. Set V^′ = W_J ′ · O_0 ∪ W_J · O_0. Note that W_J ′ · O_0 = W_J · O_0, when n is even.

Proposition 6.14. The splitting defined in §6.3.2 compatibly splits all the orbits in V^′ simultaneously.

Proof. Let O ∈ V^′. Then O = K_knB_k/B_k, for some n ∈ N(T_k), representing w ∈ W_J ∪ W_J ′ . Let w = s_{i1} s_{i2} · · · s_{ir} be a reduced expression for w, with i_t (1 ⩽ t ⩽ r) either all belong to J , or all belong to J^′.

62 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

Let μ ∈ X^+. Note that in the U-module L(μ), we have

B^{(n1)}_{i1} B^{(n2)}_{i2} · · · B^{(nr )}_{ir} v^+_μ = F^{(n1)}_{i1} F^{(n2)}_{i2} · · · F^{(nr )}_{ir} v^+_μ

which is a nonzero vector of extremal weight w · μ, where n_t = ⟨α^∨_{it} , μ − n_rα_{ir} − · · · − n_{t+1}α_{it+1} ⟩, for 1 ⩽ t ⩽ r. Then the proposition follows by a similar proof to Theorem 6.4. □

6.7.2. For any i ∈ I, let P_i be the minimal parabolic subgroup containing B_k associated to the index i. Let π_i : G_k/B_k → G_k/P_i be the projection. Then for any O ∈ V, the decomposition of π^{−1}_i ∘ π_i(O) = π̃_i(O) into K_k-orbits depends on the case analysis in §2.4.3. The following claim follows from [49, Theorem 1.2]. The proof can be obtained merely by translating our languages into clans, which we shall skip.

(a) Let O ∈ V and i ∈ I be such that s_i · O ≠ O. Then for any O^′ ∈ V with O^′ ⊇ O and O^′ ⊇ s_i · O, we have O^′ ⊇ π̃_i(O).

Lemma 6.15. Let O^′ ∈ V and O ∈ V the unique open dense K_k-orbit in π̃_i(O^′) for some i ∈ I. Let ~O^′ be the preimage of O^′ via the projection G_k → G_k/B_k. Then the following surjective morphism has connected fibers f : ~O^′ ×^{Bk} P_i/B_k −→ O. Proof. Recall the closed embedding via the convolution product ~O′ ×^B P_i/B_k → O′ × O, (g_1, g_2B_k/B_k) → (g_1B_k/B_k, g_1g_2B_k/B_k). Let xB_k/B_k ∈ O for some x ∈ G_k. Then we have f^{−1}(xB_k/B_k) ∼= π̃_i(xB_k/B_k) ∩ O^′. Since the fiber is stable under the action of K ∩ xP_ix^{−1}, it remains to consider H-orbits on π̃_i(xB_k/B_k) ∼= P_i/B_k ∼= P^1_k, where H denotes the image of K ∩xP_ix^{−1} in Aut(P^1_k) ∼= P GL_{2,k}. By construction, H has an open dense orbit. We have four cases to consider by [39, §4]:

Case I: H^∘ is unipotent. In this case, we have two orbits, one open dense orbit and one closed fixed point. The fibre is always connected.

Case II: H = P GL_{2,k}. There is only one orbit. The fibre is connected. Case III: H is a torus. There are three orbits, one open dense orbit and two fixed points. However, the fibre can not be the union of the two fixed points, by §6.7.2 (a). The fibre is always connected in this case.

Case IV: H is the normalizer of a torus. Then H^∘ is a torus. The open dense H^∘-orbit is H-stable and H permutes the two fixed points of H^∘. However, this case can not happen in our setting by [4, Corollary 2 & Page 18]

We now finish the proof. □

Remark 6.16. (1) We expect the claim §6.7.2 (a) holds for arbitrary symmetric pairs.

(2) It follows from the proof of Lemma 6.15 that the connectedness of the fibres can be read from Brion’s graphs in [4]. This is closely related to multiplicity-free subvarieties.

Brion’s graph has only simple edges for the symmetric pair (GL_{n,k}, GL_{⌈n/2⌉,k} × GL_{⌊n/2⌋,k}), so that Lemma 6.15 holds for all orbits in this case.

6.7.3. We now prove the main result of this section.

Proposition 6.17. For any O ∈ V, its closure O is normal if it is Frobenius split. In particular, O is normal for any O ∈ V^′.

Proof. Let O ∈ V. By [39, Theorem 4.6], there exists a closed orbit O_1 ∈ V and a sequence i_1, . . . , i_m ∈ I, such that π̃_{im} ∘ · · · ∘ π̃_{i1} (O_1) = O and dim(O) = dim(O_1) + m. Let ~O_1 ⊂ G be the preimage of O_1 via the natural projection G_k → G_k/B_k. Then there is a proper surjective morphism: f : ~O_1 ×^{Bk} P_{i1} ×^{Bk} · · · ×^{Bk} P_{im} /B_k −→ O. We show the map f has connected fibres by induction on m. The base case is by Lemma 6.15. By the induction hypothesis, the map f_1 : ~O_1 ×^{Bk} P_{i1} ×^{Bk} · · · ×^{Bk} P_{im−1} ×^{Bk} P_{im} /B_k −→ ~O^′ ×^{Bk} P_{im} /B_k has connected fibers. The projection f_2 : ~O^′ ×^{Bk} P_{im} /B_k → O also has connected fibres. Since f_1 is proper hence closed, we conclude that f = f_2 ∘ f_1 has connected fibers as well.

The rest of the proposition follows by [36, Lemma 1]. □

Thanks to Proposition 6.12, any orbit closure over characteristic 0 can be viewed as the geometric generic fibre of the corresponding (flat) scheme over Z[2^{−1}]. Since geometric normality is a open condition over Sp Z[2^{−1}] ([19, Theorem 12.2.4 (iv)]), closures of orbits in V^′ are normal over characteristic 0.

Remark 6.18. Similar maps to f were considered by Barbasch-Evens in [5, 6.3.7]. Barbasch-Evens’ construction starts from “distinguished orbits”, instead of closed ones, which guarantees the map is birational. In general, the map defined from closed orbits can be generically finite-to-one.

Remark 6.19. In the langauage of [49], the orbits in V^′ correspond to clans which have at most one sign, and the first ⌊n/2⌋ natural numbers are distinct.

References

[1] Pramod Achar, João Lourenço, Timo Richarz, and Simon Riche, Fixed points under pinning-preserving automorphisms of reductive group schemes (2022), available at

https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.10182.

[2] Armand Borel, Linear algebraic groups, 2nd ed., Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 126, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1991. MR1102012 [3] Michel Brion, Multiplicity-free subvarieties of flag varieties, Commutative algebra (Grenoble/Lyon, 2001), Contemp. Math., vol. 331, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2003, pp. 13–23, DOI 10.1090/conm/331/05900. MR2011763 [4] , On orbit closures of spherical subgroups in flag varieties, Comment. Math. Helv. 76 (2001), no. 2, 263–299, DOI 10.1007/PL00000379. MR1839347 [5] Dan Barbasch and Sam Evens, K-orbits on Grassmannians and a PRV conjecture for real groups, J. Algebra 167 (1994), no. 2, 258–283, DOI 10.1006/jabr.1994.1184.

[6] Michel Brion and Shrawan Kumar, Frobenius splitting methods in geometry and representation theory, Progress in Mathematics, vol. 231, Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 2005. MR2107324 [7] Angélica Benito, Greg Muller, Jenna Rajchgot, and Karen E. Smith, Singularities of locally acyclic cluster algebras, Algebra Number Theory 9 (2015), no. 4, 913–936, DOI 10.2140/ant.2015.9.913. MR3352824

64 HUANCHEN BAO AND JINFENG SONG

[8] Huanchen Bao and Thomas Sale, Quantum symmetric pairs at roots of 1, Adv. Math. 380 (2021), Paper No. 107576, 20, DOI 10.1016/j.aim.2021.107576. MR4203496 [9] Huanchen Bao and Weiqiang Wang, A new approach to Kazhdan-Lusztig theory of type B via quantum symmetric pairs, Astérisque 402 (2018), vii+134 (English, with English and French summaries). MR3864017 [10] , Canonical bases arising from quantum symmetric pairs, Invent. Math. 213 (2018), no. 3, 1099–1177, DOI 10.1007/s00222-018-0801-5. MR3842062 [11] , Canonical bases arising from quantum symmetric pairs of Kac-Moody type, Compos. Math. 157 (2021), no. 7, 1507–1537, DOI 10.1112/S0010437X2100734X. MR4277109 [12] Collin Berman and Weiqiang Wang, Formulae of ı-divided powers in U_q (sl_2), J. Pure Appl.

Algebra 222 (2018), no. 9, 2667–2702, DOI 10.1016/j.jpaa.2017.10.014. MR3783013 [13] Claude Chevalley, Sur certains groupes simples, Tohoku Math. J. (2) 7 (1955), 14–66, DOI 10.2748/tmj/1178245104 (French). MR73602 [14] , Certains schémas de groupes semi-simples, Séminaire Bourbaki, Vol. 6, Soc. Math.

France, Paris, 1995, pp. Exp. No. 219, 219–234 (French). MR1611814 [15] Xinhong Chen, Ming Lu, and Weiqiang Wang, A Serre presentation for the ıquantum groups, Transform. Groups 26 (2021), no. 3, 827–857, DOI 10.1007/s00031-020-09581-5. MR4309551 [16] , Serre-Lusztig relations for ıquantum groups, Comm. Math. Phys. 382 (2021), no. 2, 1015–1059, DOI 10.1007/s00220-021-04035-9. MR4227167 [17] Xinhong Chen and Weiqiang Wang, Formulae of ı-divided powers in U_q (sl_2), III (2022), available at https://arxiv.org/abs/2204.01051.

[18] John Fogarty, Fixed point schemes, Amer. J. Math. 95 (1973), 35–51, DOI 10.2307/2373642.

MR332805 [19] A. Grothendieck, Éléments de géométrie algébrique. IV. Étude locale des schémas et des morphismes de schémas. III, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 28 (1966), 255. MR217086 [20] Xuhua He and Jesper Funch Thomsen, On Frobenius splitting of orbit closures of spherical subgroups in flag varieties, Transform. Groups 17 (2012), no. 3, 691–715, DOI 10.1007/s00031- 012-9193-6. MR2956163 [21] Robin Hartshorne, Algebraic geometry, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, No. 52, Springer- Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, 1977. MR0463157 [22] Chuck Hague, Algebraic Frobenius splitting of cotangent bundles of flag varieties, J. Algebra 377 (2013), 179–203, DOI 10.1016/j.jalgebra.2012.11.044. MR3008902 [23] Jens Carsten Jantzen, Representations of algebraic groups, 2nd ed., Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, vol. 107, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2003. MR2015057 [24] Allen Knutson, Frobenius splitting, point-counting, and degeneration (2009), available at

https://arxiv.org/abs/0911.4941.

[25] Bertram Kostant, Groups over Z, Algebraic Groups and Discontinuous Subgroups (Proc.

Sympos. Pure Math., Boulder, Colo., 1965), Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, R.I., 1966, pp. 90– 98. MR0207713 [26] Stefan Kolb, Quantum symmetric Kac-Moody pairs, Adv. Math. 267 (2014), 395–469, DOI 10.1016/j.aim.2014.08.010. MR3269184 [27] Shrawan Kumar and Peter Littelmann, Frobenius splitting in characteristic zero and the quantum Frobenius map, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 152 (2000), no. 1-3, 201–216, DOI 10.1016/S0022-4049(99)00140-1. Commutative algebra, homological algebra and representation theory (Catania/Genoa/Rome, 1998). MR1783996 [28] , Algebraization of Frobenius splitting via quantum groups, Ann. of Math. (2) 155 (2002), no. 2, 491–551, DOI 10.2307/3062124. MR1906594 [29] Shrawan Kumar, Niels Lauritzen, and Jesper Funch Thomsen, Frobenius splitting of cotangent bundles of flag varieties, Invent. Math. 136 (1999), no. 3, 603–621, DOI 10.1007/s002220050320. MR1695207 [30] Gail Letzter, Symmetric pairs for quantized enveloping algebras, J. Algebra 220 (1999), no. 2, 729–767, DOI 10.1006/jabr.1999.8015. MR1717368 [31] George Lusztig, Quantum groups at roots of 1, Geom. Dedicata 35 (1990), no. 1-3, 89–113, DOI 10.1007/BF00147341. MR1066560

[32] , Introduction to quantum groups, Modern Birkhäuser Classics, Birkhäuser/Springer, New York, 2010. Reprint of the 1994 edition. MR2759715 [33] , Study of a Z-form of the coordinate ring of a reductive group, J. Amer. Math. Soc.

22 (2009), no. 3, 739–769, DOI 10.1090/S0894-0347-08-00603-6. MR2505299 [34] Kevin McGerty, Generalized q-Schur algebras and quantum Frobenius, Adv. Math. 214 (2007), no. 1, 116–131, DOI 10.1016/j.aim.2006.10.012. MR2348025 [35] V. B. Mehta and A. Ramanathan, Frobenius splitting and cohomology vanishing for Schubert varieties, Ann. of Math. (2) 122 (1985), no. 1, 27–40, DOI 10.2307/1971368. MR799251 [36] V. B. Mehta and V. Srinivas, Normality of Schubert varieties, Amer. J. Math. 109 (1987), no. 5, 987–989, DOI 10.2307/2374497. MR910360 [37] R. W. Richardson, Orbits, invariants, and representations associated to involutions of reductive groups, Invent. Math. 66 (1982), no. 2, 287–312, DOI 10.1007/BF01389396. MR656625 [38] S. Ramanan and A. Ramanathan, Projective normality of flag varieties and Schubert varieties, Invent. Math. 79 (1985), no. 2, 217–224, DOI 10.1007/BF01388970. MR778124 [39] R. W. Richardson and T. A. Springer, The Bruhat order on symmetric varieties, Geom.

Dedicata 35 (1990), no. 1-3, 389–436, DOI 10.1007/BF00147354. MR1066573 [40] C. S. Seshadri, Standard monomial theory and the work of Demazure, Algebraic varieties and analytic varieties (Tokyo, 1981), Adv. Stud. Pure Math., vol. 1, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1983, pp. 355–384, DOI 10.2969/aspm/00110355. MR715657 [41] T. A. Springer, Some results on algebraic groups with involutions, Algebraic groups and related topics (Kyoto/Nagoya, 1983), Adv. Stud. Pure Math., vol. 6, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1985, pp. 525–543, DOI 10.2969/aspm/00610525. MR803346 [42] , The classification of involutions of simple algebraic groups, J. Fac. Sci. Univ. Tokyo Sect. IA Math. 34 (1987), no. 3, 655–670. MR927604 [43] , Linear algebraic groups, 2nd ed., Progress in Mathematics, vol. 9, Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 1998. MR1642713 [44] Robert Steinberg, Endomorphisms of linear algebraic groups, Memoirs of the American Mathematical Society, No. 80, American Mathematical Society, Providence, R.I., 1968. MR0230728 [45] Thierry Vust, Opération de groupes réductifs dans un type de cônes presque homogènes, Bull. Soc. Math. France 102 (1974), 317–333 (French). MR366941 [46] Weiqiang Wang, Quantum symmetric pairs (2021), available at

https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.10911.

[47] Hideya Watanabe, Crystal bases of modified ıquantum groups of certain quasi-split types (2021), available at https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.07177.

[48] , Stability of ıcanonical bases of irreducible finite type of real rank one (2022), available at https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.05919.

[49] Benjamin J. Wyser, The Bruhat order on clans, J. Algebraic Combin. 44 (2016), no. 3, 495–517, DOI 10.1007/s10801-016-0678-6. MR3552898

Department of Mathematics, National University of Singapore, Singapore. Email address: huanchen@nus.edu.sg

Department of Mathematics, National University of Singapore, Singapore. Email address: j song@u.nus.edu