
SYMMETRIC SUBGROUP SCHEMES

JINFENG SONG

Abstract. Chevalley group schemes are group schemes defined over the in-
tegers that parametrize connected reductive groups over algebraically closed
fields as geometric fibers. In this paper, we construct closed subgroup schemes
of Chevalley group schemes that parametrize symmetric subgroups of reductive
groups as geometric fibers. Our construction relies crucially on the theory of
quantum symmetric pairs and thus naturally admits a quantization. At the
quantum level, this leads to the construction of coisotropic quantum right sub-
groups of the quantized function algebras of reductive groups.

1. Introduction

1.1. Chevalley groups and quantum groups. Let GC be a connected reduc-
tive algebraic group over the complex numbers. We denote by OC the coordinate
ring of GC. In his famous papers [9, 10], Chevalley constructed an integral form
OZ of OC such that OC = OZ ⊗Z C. The integral form defines the Chevalley group
scheme GZ = SpecOZ over Z such that the geometric fiberGk

1 = GZ×SpecZSpec k
is the connected reductive group associated with the given root datum for any al-
gebraically closed field k.

Chevalley’s approach depends on the choice of representations of GC. Kostant
[14] identified (without proof) OZ intrinsically as the restricted dual of the Kostant’s
Z-form of the enveloping algebra of the Lie algebra of GC. Lusztig [18] reformu-
lated (and proved) Kostant’s construction using his theory of canonical bases on
the quantum group U. The coordinate ring OZ is identified as a dual subspace of
the modified quantum group (at q = 1) spanned by the dual canonical basis.

1.2. The symmetric subgroups. Let Gk be a connected reductive algebraic
group over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic ̸= 2. The fixed point
subgroup Kk = Gθk

k is called a symmetric subgroup of Gk. It was shown by
Steinberg [24] that Kk is reductive. We remark that Kk may not be connected.
Symmetric subgroups constitute significant examples of spherical subgroups and
play a crucial role in recent advancements in the Relative Langlands Program [8,
21]. It is natural to extend the constructions of the Relative Langlands Program to
the scheme-theoretic setting, making a scheme-theoretic construction of symmetric
subgroups particularly important.

To begin our construction, we need a unified classification of the symmetric
subgroups. When Gk is simple, it was shown by Springer [23] that involutions of
Gk are classified in terms of Satake diagrams which is independent of the defining
field k, provided the characteristic of k is not 2. We reformulate and generalize
Springer’s classification to all the reductive groups using ıroot data in Section 3.3.
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1We identify an algebraic variety over k with its set of k-rational points.
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1.3. Quantum symmetric pairs. Similar to Lusztig’s construction of Chevalley
group schemes, our approach crucially relies on quantization. Associated to the
ıroot datum, we can construct a quantum symmetric pair (U,Uı), where Uı ⊂ U
is a coideal subalgebra of the quantum group associated to the root datum of Gk.
The quantum symmetric pair (U,Uı) is a quantization of the pair of enveloping

algebras of the symmetric pair (gk, g
θk
k ). Here gk denotes the Lie algebra of Gk,

and gθkk denotes the Lie algebra of Kk (cf. [4, §9.4]). We often call Uı the ıquantum
group.

Quantum symmetric pairs were originally introduced by Letzter [16], generalized
by Kolb [15] to Kac-Moody cases. The theory of canonical bases arising from
quantum symmetric pairs was initiated by Bao and Wang [2]. We refer to the
survey [29] 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 U̇ı with basis Ḃı. We call Ḃı

the ıcanonical basis of AU̇
ı.

For any commutative ring R and ring homomorphism A → R, we write RU̇
ı =

R⊗A AU̇
ı if there is no ambiguity. We abuse notations and denote by Ḃı the basis

of RU̇
ı after base change.

1.4. Symmetric subgroup schemes. We consider the ring homomorphismA →
Z mapping q to 1 and the algebra ZU̇

ı = Z ⊗A AU̇
ı. Let Oı

Z be the subspace of

HomZ(ZU̇
ı,Z) spanned by the dual basis of Ḃı. Let us state the main theorem of

this paper.

Theorem 1 (Theorem 3.3 & Proposition 3.5 & Theorem 3.10).

(1) The subspace Oı
Z is naturally a commutative Hopf algebra.

(2) The algebra Oı
Z defines a closed subgroup scheme of the Chevalley group

scheme G, denoted by Gı ⊂ G.
(3) Let A be an integral domain with characteristic not 2. Then Oı

A = Oı
Z⊗ZA

is reduced.
(4) Let k be any algebraically closed field k of characteristic ̸= 2. We identify

Gı
k with its set of k-rational points, denoted by Gı

k. We have Gı
k = Kk ⊂

Gk. In particular, Oı
k is the coordinate ring of the symmetric subgroup Kk.

We call Gı the symmetric subgroup scheme over Z. Theorem 1 generalizes
Lusztig’s construction [18] of the Chevalley group schemeG using (dual) canonical
bases arising from quantum groups.

Let us mention that Lusztig’s construction in [18] applies to the reductive group
Kk on its own. One can construct the corresponding Chevalley group scheme K
over Z using the relevant quantum group. However, K is usually not a subgroup
scheme of G (over Z). This reflects the incompatibility (e.g., no natural embed-
dings) between the quantum groups associated to Kk and Gk, respectively. From
the point of view of Poisson-Lie groups, this corresponds to the fact that KC ⊂ GC

is only a coisotropic subgroup, and is not a Poisson subgroup in general.
Our construction admits a natural quantization, that is, we have an A-vector

space Oı
A which is a quotient of the quantized coordinate algebra OA of the reduc-

tive group. In Section 3.5, we show that Oı
A is a coisotropic quantum subgroup of

OA in the sense of Ciccoli [11].
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1.5. Historical remarks and applications. In the work [5, § 3] joint with
Huanchen Bao, we have obtained the results in this paper for symmetric sub-
groups of quai-split types. The main issue for other types was that the Strong
Stability Theorem [26] (Theorem 2.4) for ıcanonical bases was only available for
quasi-split cases back then. This theorem provides a crucial tool for establishing
finiteness conditions related to ıcanonical bases, which form the foundation of our
construction. See Section 3.1 for details. The Strong Stability Theorem was later
proved by Watanabe for all symmetric pairs. Therefore we are able to prove all
the results in [5, §3] in this generality.

The original motivation for the work [5] was the study of the geometry of K-
orbit closures in flag manifolds, where symmetric subgroup schemes were used to
connect quantum algebras with geometry. We soon realized that the construction
of symmetric subgroup schemes holds its own interest. In our later works [6, 7],
we employed symmetric subgroup schemes (for general types) to study symmetric
spaces and their equivariant embeddings in positive characteristic. In the recent
work of Watanabe [28], (quantized) symmetric subgroup schemes inspired the
study of integrable modules over ıquantum groups. For these reasons, we believe
that the construction of symmetric subgroup schemes for general types merits
careful documentation. This is the aim of this paper.

Some contents of the paper overlaps with the preprints [5, § 3]. The main
improvement is that we obtain all the results in [5, § 3] for all symmetric pairs,
which was previously established only for quasi-split types. Section 3.5 is new.

Acknowledgment: The author is grateful to Huanchen Bao for his continuous
support. The author is supported by the Glorious Sun Charity Fund.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Quantum groups. We recall basic constructions regarding quantum groups
mainly following [17].

2.1.1. Root data. A Cartan datum (cf. [17, §1.1.1]) (of finite type) is a pair (I, ·)
consisting of a finite set I and a positive definite symmetric bilinear form on Z[I]
taking values in Z such that

• i · i ∈ {2, 4, 6} for any i ∈ I;
• 2 i·j

i·i ∈ {0,−1,−2,−3} for any i ̸= j in I.

The positive definite symmetric bilinear form defines a Euclidean space R|I| with
the canonical basis I. Then I ⊂ R|I| forms a set of simple roots of a root system
in R|I|. Let W = ⟨si | i ∈ I⟩ be the Weyl group associated with the root system.
It is known that Cartan data classify split semisimple Lie algebras. To classify
reductive groups, we need to expand the data to contain more information.

Given a Cartan datum (I, ·), a root datum (Y,X, (α∨
i )i∈I , (αi)i∈I) of type (I, ·)

consists of

• two finitely generated free abelian groups X, Y equipped with a perfect
pairing ⟨ , ⟩ : Y ×X → Z;

• elements αi (i ∈ I) in X and elements α∨
i (i ∈ I) in Y , such that ⟨α∨

i , αj⟩ =
2 i·j
i·i for any i, j ∈ I.
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The isomorphism between two root data is defined in an evident manner. Let
ϵi = i·i

2
for any i ∈ I, and cij = ⟨α∨

i , αj⟩ for i, j ∈ I. Let X+ = {µ ∈ X |
⟨α∨

i , µ⟩ ≥ 0, ∀i ∈ I} be the set of dominant weights. Since given a root datum, the
underlying Cartan datum is uniquely determined, we will not specify the type of
a root datum in what follows.

Let k be an algebraically closed field. For any triple (Gk, Tk, Bk), where Gk is
a connected reductive group defined over k, Tk is a maximal torus of Gk, and Bk

is a Borel subgroup of Gk containing Tk, one can associate a root datum in the
following way.

Let X = Hom(Tk, k
×), and Y = Hom(k×, Tk) be the character lattice and

the cocharacter lattice. Then there is a natural pairing between Y and X. Let
(αi)i∈I ⊂ X (resp., (α∨

i )i∈I ⊂ Y ) be the simple roots (resp., simple coroots) associ-
ated to the Borel subgroupBk, where I is a finite index set. Then (Y,X, (α∨

i )i∈I , (αi)i∈I))
is a root datum. For fixed Gk, by choosing different pair (Tk, Bk), one gets isomor-
phic root data. We call any root datum in this isomorphism class the root datum
associated to Gk. There is a bijection between isomorphism classes of connected
reductive groups over algebraically closed field, and isomorphism classes of root
data.

2.1.2. Definitions. We next recall the definition of quantum groups. Fix a root
datum (Y,X, (α∨

i )i∈I , (αi)i∈I). Let q be an indeterminate. We write A = Z[q, q−1]
be the subring of Q(q). Write qi = qϵi for all i in I. For m,n, d ∈ Z with m ≥ 0,
define

[n] =
qn − 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]!
, for d ≥ 0.

Similarly define [n]i, [m]i! and

[
n

d

]
i

with q replaced by qi. 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

Ei (i ∈ I), Fi (i ∈ I), Kµ (µ ∈ Y ),

which subjects to the relations

K0 = 1, KµKµ′ = Kµ+µ′ , for all µ, µ′ ∈ Y ;

KµEi = q⟨µ,αi⟩EiKµ, for all i ∈ I, µ ∈ Y ;

KµFi = q−⟨µ,αi⟩FiKµ, for all i ∈ I, µ ∈ Y ;

EiFj − FjEi = δij
Ki −K−1

i

qi − q−1
i

, for all i, j ∈ I, where Ki = Kϵi
α∨
i
;

1−cij∑
n=0

(−1)nE
(n)
i EjE

(1−cij−n)
i = 0,

1−cij∑
n=0

(−1)nF
(n)
i FjF

(1−cij−n)
i = 0.

Here E
(n)
i = En

i /[n]i! and F
(n)
i = F n

i /[n]i! are the divided powers.
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There is a unique algebra incolution ω : U → U such that ω(Ei) = Fi, ω(Fi) =
Ei, ω(Kµ) = K−µ for i ∈ I, µ ∈ Y .

2.1.3. Canonical bases. Let U̇ be the modified quantum group [17, §23.1] and Ḃ
be its canonical basis ([17, §25.2.1]). Let AU̇ be the A-form of U̇, which is an

A-subalgebra of U̇ generated by E
(n)
i 1λ and F

(n)
i 1λ 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 1λ (resp., F

(n)
i 1λ) for various i ∈ I,

n ≥ 0 and λ ∈ X.
For any λ ∈ X+, let L(λ) be the (type I) simple U-module (as well as a U̇-

module) with highest weight λ. Let B(λ) be the canonical basis of L(λ). Let
vλ ∈ L(λ) be the highest weight vector in B(λ). Let ωL(λ) to be the simple U-
module (as well as a U̇-module) where the action is twisted by ω. It has the lowest
weight −λ. We denote by ωB(λ) the canonical basis of ωL(λ) and denote by v−−λ

the unique canonical basis element of weight −λ. One has the following finiteness
property [17, §29.1.6].

(a) For any U-module M which is isomorphic to a direct sum of simple modules,
there are only finitely many canonical basis element b ∈ Ḃ, such that b acts on M
by a non-zero linear map.

For λ, µ ∈ X+, let B(λ, µ) be the canonical basis of the module ωL(λ) ⊗ L(µ)
([17, Theorem 24.3.3]). Then one has the following compactibility property [17,
Theorem 25.2.1].

(b) The map U̇ → ωL(λ)⊗ L(µ), u 7→ u · v−−λ ⊗ v+µ , sends elements in Ḃ to

either zero or elements in B(λ, µ), and the kernel is spanned by a subset of Ḃ.

2.1.4. Braid group actions. For i ∈ I, w ∈ W , let Ti = T′′i,+1 and Tw = T′′w,+1 be
Lusztig’s braid group operators on U ([17, §37.1]), which we recall as follows.

Ti(Ei) = −FiKi, Ti(Fi) = −K−1
i Ei;

Ti(Ej) =

−cij∑
r=0

(−1)rq−r
i E

(−cij−r)
i EjE

(r)
i for j ̸= i;

Ti(Fj) =

−cij∑
r=0

(−1)rqriF
(r)
i FjF

(−cij−r)
i for j ̸= i;

Ti(Kµ) = Ksiµ for µ ∈ Y .

For any w ∈ W , let w = si1si2 · · · sik be a reduced expression. For any sequence
c = (c1, c2, · · · , ck) ∈ Nk, define the element

xc = E
(c1)
i1

· Ti1(E
(c2)
i2

) · · · Ti1 · · · Tik−1
(E

(ck)
ik

) ∈ AU
+.

It is known (cf. [17, Proposition 40.2.1]) that the set {xc | c ∈ Nk} forms an
A-basis of an A-submodule AU

+(w), which is independent of the choice of the
reduced expression of w. Set AU

+(w)> to be the A-submodule of AU
+(w) spanned

by {xc | c ∈ Nk − (0, · · · , 0)}.
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2.2. Chevalley group schemes. Take a root datum (Y,X, (αi)i∈I , (α
∨
i )i∈I) as

in Section 2.1.1. In this section we recall Lusztig’s construction of the Chevalley
group scheme G in [18].

2.2.1. Lusztig’s construction. Let A be an A-algebra. Let AU̇ = A ⊗A AU̇ 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 AÛ be the A-module consisting of all the formal linear combinations∑
a∈Ḃ

naa, na ∈ A.

One has a natural embedding AU̇ ⊂ AÛ. By [18, §1.11], AÛ has a structure of
A-algebra extending the algebra structure on AU̇.

Let AÛ
(2) be the A-module consisting of all the formal linear combinations∑

(a,a′)∈Ḃ×Ḃ

na,a′a⊗ a′, na,a′ ∈ A.

Then AÛ
(2) also has an A-algebra structure by [18, §1.11]. One has an A-algebra

homomorphism ∆̂ : AÛ −→ AÛ
(2)
, compatible with the coproduct on AU̇ by

[18, §1.17]. Let S : AU̇ → AU̇ be the antipode map. It extends to Ŝ : AÛ → AÛ.
Let OA be the A-submodule of AU̇

∗ = HomA(AU̇, A), which is 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 OA,

it extends to an A-linear form on the completion AÛ. We write f̂ to denote this
extension.

Lusztig defined an A-Hopf algebra structure on OA, which is essentially the

dual of the Hopf algebra structure on AÛ ([18, §3.1]). Let δ : OA → OA ⊗ OA be
the coproduct, σ : OA → OA be the antipode, and ϵ : OA → A be the counit.
The following commuting diagrams describe the product, coproduct and antipode
structure on OA.

For any f , g ∈ OA, it follows from [18, §3.1] that the following diagrams com-
mute

AÛ AÛ
(2)

A

∆̂

f̂g

f⊗g

AÛ⊗ AÛ AÛ

A

m

δ(f)
f̂

AÛ AÛ

A

Ŝ

σ̂(f)
f̂
.

Here f ⊗ g : AÛ
(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 OA. Similarly δ(f) ∈ OA⊗OA induces a well-defined A-linear form on AÛ⊗AÛ.
We still use δ(f) to denote this map.

For the rest of this section, we assume that A is a commutative ring where
q acts by 1 as an A-module. By [18, Theorem 3.15], OA is a commutative Hopf
algebra over A. The set HomA−alg(OA, A), consisting of A-algebra homomorphisms
OA → A preserving 1, has a group structure.
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By definition, HomA−alg(OA, A) is an A-submodule of O∗
A, the A-linear duals of

OA. There is an A-linear bijective map from O∗
A to AÛ, given by ϕ 7→

∑
b∈Ḃ ϕ(b∗)b.

Under this bijection, the image of the subset HomA−alg(OA, A) is

GA = {ξ =
∑
b∈Ḃ

nbb ∈ AÛ | ∆̂(ξ) = ξ ⊗ ξ, n10 = 1}. (2.1)

Here for any ξ =
∑

b∈Ḃ nbb and ξ′ =
∑

b′∈Ḃ n′
b′b

′ in AÛ, the element ξ ⊗ ξ′ in AÛ
(2)

is defined to be the formal linear combination

ξ ⊗ ξ′ =
∑

(b,b′)∈Ḃ×Ḃ

nbn
′
b′b⊗ b′.

It is clear that the subsetGA is closed under taking products. It moreover admits
a group structure, where the unit is

∑
λ∈X 1λ, and the inverse is given by the

restriction of the antipode Ŝ : AÛ → AÛ. The bijection HomA−alg(OA, A)
∼−→ GA

is a group isomorphism.

Definition 2.1. Define the Z-group scheme G by setting G(A) = GA
2 for any

(unital) commutative ring A. Then G ∼= SpecOZ is called the Chevalley group
scheme associated to the given root datum.

2.2.2. The reductive group Gk and its Lie algebra. Let k be an algebraically closed

field. Set Gk to be the subset of kÛ defined as above by letting A = k. By
[18, Theorem 4.11], Gk is a connected reductive group over k with the coordinate
ring Ok. Let Tk be the subset of Gk consisting of elements of the form

∑
λ∈X nλ1λ,

such that nλnλ′ = nλ+λ′ . Let kÛ
>0 be the k-subspace of kÛ consisting of all

elements of the form
∑

b∈Ḃ∩kU̇>0,λ∈X nb(b1λ) with nb ∈ k. Set G>0
k = Gk ∩ kÛ

>0

and Bk = G>0
k Tk. It follows from [18, Theorem 4.11] that Tk is a maximal torus

of Gk and Bk is a Borel subgroup of Gk.
We have the following isomorphisms as free abelian groups

X
∼−→ Hom(Tk, k

×), Y
∼−→Hom(k×, Tk)

λ 7−→
(∑
λ∈X

nλ1λ 7→ nλ

)
, γ 7−→

(
a 7→

∑
λ∈X

a⟨γ,λ⟩1λ

)
.

These two maps give an isomorphism between the root data defining the quantum
group with the root data associated to (Gk, Tk, Bk).
For any linear algebraic group Hk over k, we use the notation Lie(Hk) to denote

the Lie algebra, which is a subalgebra of k[Hk]
∗, the linear dual of the coordinate

ring of Hk.
Recall that Ok is identified with the coordinate ring of the connected reductive

group Gk. We next describe its Lie algebra as a subalgebra of kÛ.

We firstly identify O∗
k with kÛ, via µ 7→

∑
b∈Ḃ µ(b∗)b. For any i ∈ I and µ ∈ Y ,

define the following elements in kÛ:

ei =
∑
λ∈X

Ei1λ, fi =
∑
λ∈X

Fi1λ, hµ =
∑
λ∈X

⟨µ, λ⟩1λ.

2Here we identify a Z-group scheme with the associated Z-group functor following [13]
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Here we use the same notations to denote the elements in the algebra after base
change.

Then the Lie algebra Lie(Gk) is identified as the Lie subalgebra of kÛ generated
by ei (i ∈ I), fi (i ∈ I), and hµ (µ ∈ Y ).

2.3. The ıquantum groups. In this section, we recall the definitions and im-
portant properties of ıquantum groups.

2.3.1. The ıroot data. Given a Cartan datum (I, ·), a Satake diagram (I = I• ⊔
I◦, τ) consists of a bipartition I = I• ⊔ I◦ and an involution τ : I → I satisfying
certain conditions (cf. [1]). Let WI• ⊂ W be the parabolic subgroup generated by
simple reflections si with i ∈ I•, and let w• be the longest elements in WI• . We
shall omit the precise definition for the Satake diagram but mention the following
two properties: (1) the map τ preserves the bilinear form on Z[I] and leaves I◦
and I• invariant; (2) for any i ∈ I• one has τi = −w•i. We refer the readers
to [2, Table 4] for a list of irreducible Satake diagrams. It is known that Satake
diagrams classify symmetric pairs of semisimple Lie algebras. In order to classify
symmetric pairs of reductive groups, we shall expand the data and consider the
ıroot data.

Definition 2.2. Given a Satake diagram (I = I• ⊔ I◦, τ), an ıroot datum of type
(I = I• ⊔ I◦, τ) is a tuple (Y,X, {α∨

i }i∈I , {αi}i∈I , θ) consisting of

• a root datum (Y,X, {α∨
i }i∈I , {αi}i∈I);

• an involution θ on X as abelian groups, such that θ(αi) = −w•ατi for any
i ∈ I.

Given an ıroot datum, its underlying Satake diagram is uniquely determined.
Therefore, we will not specify its type when referring to an ıroot datum. The
involution θ on X induces an involution on Y via the perfect pairing. When there
is no confusion, we still use θ to denote this involution on Y .

Following [2, (3.3)], we define the ı-weight lattice and the ı-root lattice as follows

Xı = X/X̆, where X̆ = {λ− θ(λ) | λ ∈ X}, and Y ı = {µ ∈ Y | θ(µ) = µ}.

For any λ ∈ X, we denote by λ the image of λ in Xı. There is a well-defined
pairing Y ı × Xı → Z, (µ, λ) 7→ ⟨µ, λ⟩, for µ ∈ Y ı, λ ∈ X. We denote pairing by
⟨·, ·⟩ again. Note that this pairing is not perfect in general.

Lemma 2.3. The abelian group Xı has no odd torsion. Namely, for any λ ∈ Xı

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. By definition, we have
the short exact sequence

0 → X̆ → X → Xı → 0.

Tensoring with the flat Z-module Z[2−1], we get

0 → X̆ ⊗ Z[2−1] → X ⊗ Z[2−1] → Xı ⊗ Z[2−1] → 0.

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

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

2.3.2. Definitions. We define the ıquantum group Uı to be the Q(q)-subalgebra of
U generated by the following elements ([2, Definition 3.5])

Bi = Fi + ςiTw•(Eτi)K
−1
i (i ∈ I◦), Kµ (µ ∈ Y ı), Fi (i ∈ I•), Ei (i ∈ I•).

Here ςi ∈ ±qZ are parameters satisfying certain conditions in [2, Definition 3.5].
We will only recall these conditions later when they are needed. Let U̇ı be the
modified algebra of Uı and let Ḃı be the canonical basis of U̇ı defined in [2, §3.7,
§6.4]. The algebra U̇ is naturally a (U̇ı, U̇ı)-bimodule by [2, §3.7]. Let AU̇

ı be the
A-form of U̇ı [2, Definition 3.19], which is an A-subalgebra of U̇ı as well as a free
A-module with basis Ḃı.
For any A-algebra A, set AU̇

ı = A⊗A AU̇
ı. Then the following claim holds.

(a) For any A-algebra A, we have an A-algebra embedding AU̇
ı → AÛ, x 7→∑

λ∈X x1λ. Here x1λ ∈ AU̇ is via the AU̇
ı-action on AU̇.

Since AU̇
ı is a free A-module by [2, Theorem 6.17], it suffices to prove the claim

for A = A, which follows from [2, §3.7] and [18, §1.11].

2.3.3. The strong stability theorem. For λ, µ ∈ X+, let Lı(λ, µ) = U · v+w•λ
⊗ v+µ

be the U-submodule of L(λ) ⊗ L(µ) generated by the element v+w•λ
⊗ v+µ . By

[2, Proposition 6.8], there is a canonical basis Bı(λ, µ) of the module Lı(λ, µ). The
following theorem was conjectured by Bao–Wang in [2, Remark 6.18] under the
name of the strong stability conjecture. It was proved by Watanabe [26, Theorem
4.3.1].

Theorem 2.4. ([26, Theorem 4.3.1]) Under the proper choice of the parameters
ςi (i ∈ I◦), the map U̇ı → Lı(λ, µ), u 7→ u · v+w•µ ⊗ v+λ , sends elements in Ḃı to

either zero or elements in Bı(λ, µ), and the kernel is spanned by a subset of Ḃı.

One explicit choice of the parameters {ςi | i ∈ I◦} such that Theorem 2.4
holds was given in [27, Section 4]. For the rest of the paper, we assume that the
parameters are chosen in such a way.

2.3.4. A projection map. Recall that w◦ is the longest element in W , and w• is
the longest element in the parabolic subgroup WI• . Set w

• = w◦w•. For λ ∈ X,
we write AU̇(w

•)>1λ = AU̇AU
+(w•)>1λ.

We denote by ιλ : AU̇
ı1λ → AU̇1λ the map x 7→ x1λ. We define the composition

pı,λ = πλ ◦ ιλ : AU̇
ı1λ

ιλ−→ AU̇1λ
πλ−→ AU̇1λ/AU̇(w

•)>1λ. (2.2)

Here πλ is the canonical projection map. It follows from [2, Corollary 6.20] that
pı,λ is an isomorphism of A-modules.

Let A be anyA-algebra. Since AU̇(w
•)>1λ is a freeA-submodule of AU̇1λ by [17,

Proposition 40.2.1], we deduce that A⊗
(
AU̇1λ/AU̇(w

•)>1λ

) ∼= AU̇1λ/AU̇(w
•)>1λ

as A-modules. Here AU̇(w
•)>1λ = AU̇AU

+(w•)>1λ. We deduce that the composi-
tion

pı,λ = πλ ◦ ιλ : AU̇
ı1λ

ιλ−→ AU̇1λ
πλ−→ AU̇1λ/AU̇(w

•)>1λ (2.3)
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is an isomorphism as A-modules. Here we abuse the notation by using the same
notations to denote the maps after the base change.

2.4. Symmetric subgroups. We recall the symmetric subgroups and their clas-
sifications following Springer [23].

2.4.1. Definitions. Let k be an algebraically closed field with characteristic not 2.
Let Gk be a connected reductive algebraic group defined over k. A symmetric pair
(Gk, θk) consists of a connected reductive group Gk, and an involution θk of Gk.
Two symmetric pairs (Gk, θk) and (G′

k, θ
′
k) are called isomorphic if there exists an

isomorphism between algebraic groups f : Gk → G′
k, such that f ◦ θk = θ′k ◦ f .

A torus Sk of Gk is called spit if θk(s) = s−1 for any s ∈ Sk. Let Bk be a
Borel subgroup of Gk such that θk(Bk)∩Bk has the minimal dimension among all
the choices of Borel subgroups. Take a maximal torus Tk ⊂ Bk, which contains a
maximal split torus. Such a pair (Bk, Tk) is called a split pair. The existence of
split pairs was proved in [23, §1.3].

Let us associate an ıroot datum to a symmetric pair. Let (Y,X, (α∨
i )i∈I , (αi)i∈I))

be the root datum associated to (Gk, Tk, Bk). Since θk preserves Tk, it induces an
involution on X. Following [23], there is a Satake diagram (I = I• ⊔ I◦, τ), such
that θX(αi) = w•ατi, for any i ∈ I. Then (Y,X, {α∨

i }i∈I , {αi}i∈I , θ) is an ıroot
datum (Definition 2.2), which is called the ıroot datum associated with (Gk, θk).
Note that different choices of the split pair (Bk, Tk) give the isomorphic ıroot data.

2.4.2. Classifications. When Gk is simple, Springer [23] showed that each Satake
diagram corresponds to a symmetric pair (Gk, θk), and hence obtained a bijection
between the isomorphism classes of symmetric pairs (of simple groups) with the
Satake diagrams. His classification used the classification of order two elements in
simple groups.

In Section 3.3, by giving functorial constructions of the symmetric subgroups
associated with any ıroot data, we generalize Springer’s classification to the sym-
metric pairs of any reductive groups in terms of the ıroot data.

3. Symmetric subgroup schemes

3.1. The finiteness conditions. Recall the canonical basis Ḃ of U̇ and the
ıcanonical basis Ḃı of U̇ı. Recall the ıweight lattice in Section 2.3.1.

For λ ∈ X, recall the isomorphism of A-modules from (2.2):

pı,λ = πλ ◦ ιλ : AU̇
ı1λ

ιλ−→ AU̇1λ
πλ−→ AU̇1λ/AU̇(w

•)>1λ.

Set sλ = p−1
ı,λ ◦ πλ : AU̇1λ −→ AU̇

ı1λ. Then sλ ◦ ιλ = id.
Let

Ḃı
λ
= Ḃı ∩ U̇ı1λ and Ḃλ = Ḃ ∩ U̇1λ.

Then U̇ı1λ has basis Ḃ
ı
λ
and U̇1λ has basis Ḃλ (cf. [17, Theorem 25.2.1] [2, Theorem

6.17]).
We write

ιλ(b) =
∑
b′∈Ḃλ

ιλ,b,b′b
′, for b ∈ Ḃı

λ
, ιλ,b,b′ ∈ A;

sλ(b) =
∑
b′∈Ḃλ

sλ,b,b′b
′, for b ∈ Ḃλ, sλ,b,b′ ∈ A.
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We view AU̇
ı as an A-subalgebra of AÛ via the embedding x 7→

∑
λ∈X ιλ(x) as in

§2.3.2 (a). We write

b =
∑
b′∈Ḃ

ιb,b′b
′ ∈ AÛ, for b ∈ Ḃı, ιb,b′ ∈ A.

Lemma 3.1. Let µ ∈ X. Then for any b′ ∈ Ḃµ, there are only finitely many

b ∈ Ḃı
µ, such that ιµ,b,b′ ̸= 0. For any b′ ∈ Ḃı

µ, there are only finitely many b ∈ Ḃµ,

such that sµ,b,b′ ̸= 0. In particular, for any b′ ∈ Ḃ, there are only finitely many

b ∈ Ḃı, such that ιb,b′ ̸= 0.

Proof. Suppose there exists some b′ ∈ Ḃµ, such that there are infinitely many

b ∈ Ḃı
µ, such that ιµ,b,b′ ̸= 0.

Take µ1, µ2 ∈ X+, such that b′ · v−−µ1
⊗ v+µ2

̸= 0 in ωL(µ1)⊗ L(µ2). Then by the

assumption, we get infinitely many b ∈ Ḃı
µ, such that b · v−µ1 ⊗ vµ2 ̸= 0.

By [2, Theorem 4.18] we have Uı-module isomorphism

T : L(τµ1) → ωL(µ1)

sending v•τµ1
to v−−µ1

. Here v•τµ1
∈ L(τµ1) is the unique canonical basis element of

weight w•(τµ1). Then we have the Uı-module isomorphism

T −1 ⊗ id : ωL(µ1)⊗ L(µ2) → L(τµ1)⊗ L(µ2)

sending v−−µ1
⊗ v+µ2

to v•τµ1
⊗ v+µ2

. Hence via this isomorphism, we get infinitely
many ıcanonical basis elements b, with b·v•τµ1

⊗v+µ2
̸= 0. This contradicts Theorem

2.4. We proved the first claim.
For the second claim, suppose there exists some b′ ∈ Ḃı

µ, such that there are

infinitely many b ∈ Ḃµ, with sµ,b,b′ ̸= 0. We take µ1, µ2 ∈ X+, such that b′ ·v+w•µ1
⊗

v+µ2
̸= 0 in L(µ1)⊗ L(µ2). Note that for any x ∈ AU̇1µ, we have x · v+w•µ1

⊗ v+µ2
=

sµ(x) · v+w•µ1
⊗ v+µ2

. Hence for any b ∈ Ḃµ, we have b · v+w•µ1
⊗ v+µ2

̸= 0 whenever
sµ,b,b′ ̸= 0. Therefore we get infinitely many canonical basis element b, with
b |L(µ1)⊗L(µ2) ̸≡ 0, which is not possible by [17, 29.1.6 (c)]. This proves the second
claim. □

Corollary 3.2. For any b′, b′′ ∈ Ḃı, let us write b′ · b′′ =
∑

b∈Ḃı mb
b′,b′′b. Then

for any b ∈ Ḃı, there are only finitely many pairs (b′, b′′) in Ḃı × Ḃı, such that
mb

b′,b′′ ̸= 0.

Proof. For any b ∈ Ḃı, we choose µ1, µ2 ∈ X+, such that b · v+w•µ1
⊗ v+µ2

̸= 0

in L(µ1) ⊗ L(µ2). Suppose mb
b′,b′′ ̸= 0, for some b′, b′′ in Ḃı. Then thanks to

Theorem 2.4, we have (b′ · b′′) · v+w•µ1
⊗ v+µ2

̸= 0. In particular, b′ |L(µ1)⊗L(µ2) ̸≡ 0,
and b′′ |L(µ1)⊗L(µ2) ̸≡ 0. Finally, by [17, 29.1.6 (c)], there are only finitely many

canonical basis element c ∈ Ḃ, such that c |L(µ1)⊗L(µ2) ̸≡ 0. Then thanks to Lemma

3.1, we only have finitely many such pairs (b′, b′′) in Ḃı × Ḃı. □

3.2. The definition. Let A be an A-algebra. We follow the same notations and
conventions as in Section 2.2.1. We write AU̇

ı = A ⊗A
(
AU̇

ı
)
. We will abuse the

notations, and use Ḃı 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.
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Let AÛ
ı be the A-module consisting of formal linear combinations∑

b∈Ḃı

nbb, nb ∈ A.

Thanks to Lemma 3.1, AÛ
ı can be naturally embedded into AÛ. By Corollary 3.2,

the product structure on AÛ
ı is well defined, and the embedding AÛ

ı ↪→ AÛ is
compatible with products.

Define AÛ
ı,1 be the A-module consisting of all the formal linear combinations∑

(a,a′)∈Ḃı×Ḃ

na,a′a⊗ a′, na,a′ ∈ A.

Again, by Lemma 3.1, we have natural embedding AÛ
ı,1 ↪→ AÛ

(2). Thanks to the

Corollary 3.2 and [18, Lemma 1.8], one can define a product structure on AÛ
ı,1 in

an evident way. Then the embedding is moreover compatible with products.

Since Uı is a right coideal subalgebra of U, it follows that ∆̂ : AÛ → AÛ
(2)

restricts to an A-algebra homomorphism

∆̂ : AU̇
ı −→ AÛ

ı,1.

Define Oı
A be the A-submodule of (AU̇

ı)∗ = HomA(AU̇
ı, A), spanned by the dual

ıcanonical basis {b∗ | b ∈ Ḃı}, where b∗ stands for the A-linear maps sending b′ to
δb′,b, for any b′ ∈ Ḃı.

Recall from Section2.2.1 that OA is an A-submodule of AU̇
∗, spanned by the

dual canonical basis. Define the A-linear map

r : OA → Oı
A, b∗ 7→

∑
b1∈Ḃı

ιb1,bb
∗
1, for b ∈ Ḃ.

The summation is finite thanks to Lemma 3.1. Then it is clear that for any

f ∈ OA, we have r(f) = f̂ |
AU̇ı . Here f̂ is the extension of f to AÛ.

For any µ ∈ X, let OA,µ be the A-submodule of OA, spanned by all b∗, such that

b ∈ Ḃ∩ AU̇1µ. Then OA =
⊕

µ∈X OA,µ. Moreover, we have OA,µ ·OA,µ′ ⊂ OA,µ+µ′ .

Via the restriction, we have a natural map OA → (AU̇1µ)
∗. Under this restriction,

the submodule OA,µ is sent injectively to an A-submodule of (AU̇1µ)
∗. We identify

OA,µ with its image in (AU̇1µ)
∗.

Similarly, for any ζ ∈ Xı, define O
ı
A,ζ be the A-submodule of Oı

A, spanned by all

the elements b∗, such that b ∈ Ḃı ∩ AU̇
ı1ζ . Then Oı

A =
⊕

ζ∈Xı
Oı

A,ζ . Similarly, the

submodule Oı
A,ζ can be identified with an A-submodule of (AU̇

ı1ζ)
∗ via restriction.

By Section 3.1 we have A-linear maps

AU̇1µ AU̇
ı1µ,

sµ

ιµ
, such that sµ ◦ ιµ = id, for any µ ∈ X.

Taking the linear dual of these maps, and using Lemma 3.1, we have

OA,µ Oı
A,µ

ι∗µ

s∗µ

, such that ι∗µ ◦ s∗µ = id.

In particular, we deduce that ι∗µ is surjective, and s∗µ is injective.
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It follows from the definition that ι∗µ(f) = r(f), for any f ∈ OA,µ. Hence we
deduce

(a) the map r : OA → Oı
A is surjective.

For the rest of this section, we assume that A is commutative and q acts by 1.
Recall from Section 2.2.1 that (OA, δ, σ, ϵ) is a commutative A-Hopf algebra.

Theorem 3.3. The A-module Oı
A has a structure of a commutative A-Hopf alge-

bra, such that the surjection r : OA → Oı
A is a Hopf algebra homomorphism.

Proof. Note that the kernel IA of r consists of linear forms f , such that f̂ |
AU̇ı= 0.

We firstly show that IA is an ideal. Take any f ∈ IA, and g ∈ OA. For any

x ∈ AU̇
ı, we have f̂ g(x) = f ⊗ g ◦ (∆̂(x)) = 0. The last equality follows from the

fact ∆̂(AU̇
ı) ⊂ AÛ

ı,1. Hence fg belongs to IA. Since OA is commutative, IA is a
two-sided ideal.

Since the embedding AU̇
ı ↪→ AÛ is compatible with products, it follows that

the comultiplication δ : OA → OA ⊗ OA induces OA/IA → OA/IA ⊗ OA/IA.
Finally, it is direct to check that σ(IA) ⊂ IA, and ϵ(IA) = 0. Hence OA/IA
admits a commutative A-Hopf algebra structure. We then endow Oı

A with the
commutative A-Hopf algebra structure via the isomorphism Oı

A
∼= OA/IA and the

theorem is proved. □

Since Oı
A is a commutative Hopf algebra over A, the set HomA−alg(O

ı
A, A) of

A-algebra homomorphisms Oı
A → A preserving 1, has a group structure.

By definition, HomA−alg(O
ı
A, A) is an A-submodule of Oı,∗

A , the A-linear du-

als of Oı
A. There is an (A-linear) bijective map from Oı,∗

A to AÛ
ı, given by

ϕ 7→
∑

b∈Ḃı ϕ(b∗)b. We write Gı
A to be the image of HomA−alg(O

ı
A, A) under

this bijection. Via the embedding AÛ
ı ↪→ AÛ, we view Gı

A as a subset of AÛ.
Recall the construction for the group GA from Section 2.2.2. The following

claim is immediate.
(b) As subsets of AÛ, we have Gı

A = AÛ
ı ∩GA, which is a subgroup of GA. And

the bijection HomA−alg(O
ı
A, A)

∼−→ Gı
A is moreover a group isomorphism.

Definition 3.4. We define Gı to be the Z-group scheme, by setting Gı(A) = Gı
A,

for any Z-algebra A. We have Gı ∼= SpecOı
Z as affine group schemes.

By the claim (a), Gı is a closed subgroup scheme of G, where G denotes the
Chevalley group scheme over Z associated to (the root data) of G.

We next show that Gı
Z[2−1] → SpecZ[2−1] has reduced geometric fibres.

Proposition 3.5. Suppose A is an integral domain with characteristic not 2.
Then Oı

A is a reduced A-algebra.

Proof. For any µ, µ′ ∈ X, we have the following commutative diagram by defini-
tions:

AU̇
ı1µ+µ′ AU̇1µ+µ′

AU̇
ı1µ ⊗ AU̇

ı1µ′ AU̇1µ ⊗ AU̇1µ′ .

ιµ+µ′

∆
µ,µ′ ∆µ,µ′

ιµ⊗ιµ′

(3.1)

Here ∆µ,µ′ (resp., ∆µ,µ′) stands for the comultiplication restricting to the corre-
sponding weight spaces (resp., ıweight spaces).
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For any λ ∈ X, it follows from the definition that AU̇(w
•)>1λ is the kernel of

the map sλ : AU̇1λ → AU̇
ı1λ.

For µ, µ′ ∈ X, it follows from [18, 2.8 (a)] that

∆µ,µ′

(
AU̇(w

•)>1µ+µ′

)
⊂

(
AU̇(w

•)>1µ

)
⊗ AU̇1µ′ + AU̇1µ ⊗

(
AU̇(w

•)>1µ′

)
.

Together with (3.1) and the equality sλ ◦ ιλ = id for λ ∈ X, we deduce that the
diagram

AU̇1µ+µ′ AU̇
ı1µ+µ′

AU̇1µ ⊗ AU̇1µ′ AU̇
ı1µ ⊗ AU̇

ı1µ′

sµ+µ′

∆µ,µ′ ∆
µ,µ′

sµ⊗sµ′

(3.2)

commutes.
By taking the linear dual of the diagram (3.2) and restricting to the proper

subspaces, we obtain the commutative diagram:

OA,µ+µ′ Oı
A,µ+µ′

OA,µ ⊗OA,µ′ OA,µı ⊗Oı
A,µ′ .

s∗
µ+µ′

s∗µ⊗s∗
µ′

(3.3)

Since Oı
A is a flat A-module, it can be viewed as a subring of Oı

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 ′ ∈ Xı, we have O
ı
A,ζ ·Oı

A,ζ′ ⊂ Oı
A,ζ+ζ′ .

So Oı
A =

⊕
ζ∈Xı

Oı
A,ζ is a Xı-graded algebra. We firstly prove that a homogeneous

element cannot be nilpotent.
Take f ∈ Oı

A,ζ , g ∈ Oı
A,ζ′ , such that f · g = 0. Choose µ, µ′ ∈ X, such that

µ = ζ, µ′ = ζ ′. By the commuting diagram (3.3), we deduce that s∗µ(f)·s∗µ′(g) = 0.
Since OA is a integral domain, and s∗µ, s

∗
µ′ are injective, we deduce that either f or

g is 0. Now suppose fn = 0, for some homogeneous element f , using the argument
inductively, we deduce that f = 0.

Suppose f =
∑

ζ∈Xı
fζ ∈ Oı

A be a nilpotent element, where fζ ∈ Oı
A,ζ . Then

there exists r ∈ N, such that fpr = 0. Note that fpr =
∑

ζ∈Xı
fpr

ζ . Element fpr

ζ

has degree prζ. Since Xı has no p-torsion by Lemma 2.3, we deduce that fpr

ζ and

fpr

ζ′ have different degrees whenever ζ ̸= ζ ′. Hence fpr

ζ = 0, for any ζ ∈ Xı, which
implies fζ = 0, thanks to the above argument. Therefore f = 0.

The case when p = 0 follows from a well-known result by Cartier (which as-
serts that any finitely generated Hopf algebra over a field with characteristic 0 is
reduced). □

Remarks 3.6. The assumption that char(A) ̸= 2 can not be dropped in general.
In the case of of rank 1, one can show that Oı

A
∼= A[u, v]/(u2 − v2 − 1), which is

non-reduced if A has characteristic 2.
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3.3. Functorial construction of involutions. Our next goal is to describe the
points of the group schemeGı. We firstly construct an involution on the Chevalley
group scheme G.

Let A be a commutative ring, which is viewed as an A-algebra as before. Recall
the group GA in (2.1). Let us define a group involution θA of GA. The A-algebra

AU̇ is naturally a Z[I]-graded algebra, where deg(Ei1λ) = i, deg(Fi1λ) = −i, and
deg(1λ) = 0, for any i ∈ I and λ ∈ X.

For any group morphism t : Z[I] → A× = A − {0}, we define an A-algebra
automorphism Ξ(t) : AU̇ −→ AU̇, given by Ξ(t)(u) = t(µ)u, for any homogeneous
element u in AU̇ with degree µ ∈ Z[I]. Since the canonical basis elements are

homogeneous, automorphism Ξ(t) extends to the completion algebra AÛ.
Recall the parameters ςi (i ∈ I◦) from Section 2.3.2. Let ςi ∈ A be the image

of ςi in A. Then we have ςi ∈ {±1}. By the assumption in [2, Definition 3.5],
one has ςi = ςτi if ⟨α∨

i , θαi⟩ = 0, and ςi · ςτi = (−1)⟨2ρ
∨
• ,αi⟩, for any i ∈ I◦. Here

2ρ∨• ∈ Y denotes the sum of positive coroots in the sub-root system generated by
αi for i ∈ I•.
Let ϵ = ϵ((ςi)i∈I◦) : Z[I] → A× be the group homomorphism such that ϵ(i) = ςi,

for any i ∈ I◦; and ϵ(i) = −1, for any i ∈ I•.
Recall the involution ω on U from Section 2.1.2. It induces an involution on

U̇ in a natural way. It was proved in [19] that ω preserves the canonical basis Ḃ.
Therefore it extends to an involution ω : AU̇ → AU̇.

Recall the graph involution τ : I → I. It extends to an involution τ : X → X
by τ(λ) = −w•θλ. By the definition of the ıroot datum we have τ(αi) = ατi for

i ∈ I. We define the algebra involution τ̃ : AU̇ → AU̇ by τ̃(E
(n)
i 1λ) = E

(n)
τi 1τλ,

τ̃(F
(n)
i 1λ) = F

(n)
τi 1τλ, for i ∈ I, λ ∈ X, and n ∈ N. Since all the construction

regarding the canonical basis is equivariant with respect to the graph involution τ ,

it is clear that τ̃ preserves Ḃ. Therefore it entends to an involution τ̃ : AÛ → AÛ.
For any w ∈ W , the braid group action Tw on U induces an action on AU̇

([17, §41.1.2]). We firstly show the following finiteness condition.

Lemma 3.7. For w ∈ W and b ∈ Ḃ, let us write Tw(b) =
∑

b′∈Ḃ cwb,b′b
′, where cwb,b′

belongs to A. Then for any fixed b′ ∈ Ḃ, there are only finitely many b ∈ Ḃ, such
that cwb,b′ ̸= 0.

Proof. For any w ∈ W and b′ ∈ Ḃ, let us take λ, µ ∈ X+, such that b′ ·v−−λ⊗v+µ ̸= 0
in ωL(λ)⊗L(µ). By abuse of language, let Tw : ωL(λ)⊗L(µ) → ωL(λ)⊗L(µ) be
the braid group action on the module. Suppose cwb,b′ ̸= 0 for b ∈ Ḃ. Then

b · T−1
w (v−−λ ⊗ v+µ ) = T−1

w (Tw(b) · v−−λ ⊗ v+µ ) ̸= 0.

Hence there are only finitely many b ∈ Ḃ satisfying this condition. □

Thanks to this lemma, Tw extends to the completion AÛ. Therefore it induces

an action on AÛ, which we still denote by Tw.
Define

θA := Tw• ◦ τ̃ ◦ ω ◦ Ξ(ϵ) : AÛ −→ AÛ

to be an automorphism of AÛ.
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Theorem 3.8. We have θ2A = id, and θA(GA) = GA. Therefore we have a group
involution θA : GA → GA. Moreover this involution is functorial on A, that is, for
any ring homomorphism A → B with the induced map GA → GB, the following
diagram

GA GB

GA GB.

θA θB (3.4)

commutes.

Proof. When there is no confusion, let us write θ = θA for simplicity. To show that
θ2 = id, it suffices to show that θ2 fixes canonical basis elements of AU̇ pointwise.
Since AU̇ = A⊗

(
Z
U̇
)
, we only need to check this over Z. Moreover, since ZU̇ can

be viewed as a subspace of CU̇, it will suffice to check over C. Write U̇ to denote

CU̇ for brevity.
The C-algebra U̇ is generated by elements 1λ (λ ∈ X), Ei1λ (i ∈ I, λ ∈ X),

Fi1λ (i ∈ I, λ ∈ X). It suffices to check these generators are fixed by θ2.
It is easy to see that θ(1λ) = 1−w•τλ for any λ ∈ X. Since −w•τ is an involution

on X, we deduce that θ2(1λ) = 1λ.
Write ω′ = ω ◦ Ξ(−1), and θ′ = Tw• ◦ τ̃ ◦ ω′. Then θ = θ′ ◦ Ξ(−ϵ). Here

−1 : Z[I] → A× denotes the group homomorphism sending all the i ∈ I to −1.

By [18, §2.3(c)], for any i ∈ I, we have Ti(u) = siusi
−1, for any u ∈ AÛ, where

si = xi(1)yi(−1)xi(1). Note that ω′(xi(1)) = yi(−1), and ω′(yi(−1)) = xi(1).
Then by doing computation in SL2, we have ω′(si) = yi(−1)xi(1)yi(−1) = si.

Hence for any u ∈ AÛ, we have ω
′ ◦ Ti(u) = ω′(siusi

−1) = siω
′(u)si

−1 = Ti ◦ω′(u).
Therefore Tw• commutes with ω′. Since the graph automorphism τ̃ commutes with
ω′ and Tw• , we have θ′2 = T2w• = Ξ((−1)⟨2ρ

∨
• ,·⟩), where (−1)⟨2ρ

∨
• ,·⟩(i) = (−1)⟨2ρ

∨
• ,αi⟩,

for i ∈ I. The last equality follows from [15, Proposition 2.2(2)].
For any i ∈ I and λ ∈ X, we have

θ2(Ei1λ) = ϵ(i+ τi)θ′2(Ei1λ) = ςi · ςτi(−1)⟨2ρ
∨
• ,αi⟩Ei1λ = Ei1λ.

Similarly we have θ2(Fi1λ) = Fi1λ. Hence we proved that θ2 = id.
To check θ restricts to GA, it suffices to show that θ is compatible with the

coproduct, that is θ ⊗ θ ◦ ∆̂ = ∆̂ ◦ θ, and θ(10) = 10. The second condition
is trivial. For the first one, it is easy to verify that maps τ̃ , ω and Ξ(ϵ) are
compatible with coproduct. For the automorphism Tw• , it will suffice to check that

∆̂(Ti(u)) = Ti ⊗ Ti ◦ ∆̂(u), for any u ∈ AÛ, which follows from Ti(u) = siusi
−1,

and ∆̂(si) = si ⊗ si ([18, Lemma 2.2(e), 2.3 (c)]). Therefore we showed that
θ(GA) = GA.

Finally, the functoriality is clear by definition. We complete the proof. □

Corollary 3.9. We have a canonical bijection:

{iso. classes of symmetric pairs (Gk, θk)} ↔ {iso. classes of ıroot data}.

Proof. Given a symmetric pair (Gk, θk), it corresponds to an ıroot datum as ex-
plained in Section 2.4.1. On the other hand, given an ıroot datum, we have
constructed a symmetric pair (Gk, θk) in Theorem 3.8. It is clear that these two
maps are inverse to each other (up to isomorphism). □
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3.4. Points over integral domains. We are now ready to describe points of the
group scheme Gı over integral domains.

Let A be an integral domain where 1 + 1 ̸= 0 in A. Set KA = GθA
A be the

subgroup of GA consisting of θA fixed points. It is called the symmetric subgroup
of GA corresponding to the involution θA.

Let k be the algebraic closure of the quotient field of A. Then the characteristic
of k in not 2. By Section 2.2.2 Gk is a connected reductive group over k. We take
the maximal torus Tk and the Borel subgroup Bk as in Section 2.2.2. Recall the
involution θk : Gk → Gk in the previous section. It follows from the definition
that θk preserves Tk. We denote by K◦

k the identity component of Kk. Then by
[25, Proposition 7] (cf. [20, §2.9]), we have

Kk = T θk
k K◦

k . (3.5)

Recall the algebra Oı
k and the subgroup Gı

k ⊂ Gk from Section 3.2.

Theorem 3.10. As closed subgroups of Gk, we have Gı
k = Kk. In particular, the

coordinate ring of the symmetric subgroup Kk is isomorphic to Oı
k.

Proof. We firstly show that Gı
k ⊂ Kk. It suffices to show the subalgebra kU̇

ı ⊂ kÛ

is fixed by θk pointwise. Since kU̇
ı ∼= k ⊗Z ZU̇

ı, and ZU̇
ı is a subalgebra of CU̇

ı,
we may assume that k = C. Since CU̇

ı is generated by 1ζ (ζ ∈ Xı), Bi1ζ (i ∈ I,
ζ ∈ Xı), Ei1ζ (i ∈ I•, ζ ∈ Xı) , we only need to check θC fixes these generators.
This is direct, and we omit the computation.

Next we compare the Lie algebras of Gı
k and Kk. Let g be the Lie algebra of

G. Recall from Section 2.2.2 that we have a canonical embedding g ↪→ kÛ. Also
recall that g has generators (as a Lie algebra)

ei =
∑
λ∈X

Ei1λ, fi =
∑
λ∈X

Fi1λ, hµ =
∑
λ∈X

⟨µ, λ⟩1λ,

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 θk on kÛ also restricts to a (Lie algebra) involution on g, which
is the same as the differentiation of the involution on the group Gk. We still write
θk to denote the involution on g.

Let k be the Lie algebra of Kk. By [4, §9.4], we have k = gθk . By [15, Lemma
2.8] the subalgebra k is generated by fi + θk(fi) (i ∈ I◦), ej, fj (j ∈ I•) and hµ

(µ ∈ Y ı).
We write gı ⊂ g to be the Lie algebra of Gı

k. Then it follows from the definition

that gı = g ∩ kÛ
ı. For any i ∈ I◦, j ∈ I•, µ ∈ Y ı, we have

fi + θk(fi) =
∑
ζ∈Xı

Bi1ζ , fj =
∑
ζ∈Xı

Fi1ζ , ej =
∑
ζ∈Xı

Ei1ζ , hµ =
∑
ζ∈Xı

⟨µ, ζ⟩1ζ .

In particular we deduce that k ⊂ gı. Combining with Gı
k ⊂ Kk, we deduce that

K◦
k is contained in Gı

k.

Thanks to (3.5), it remains to show that T θk
k is contained in Gı

k. Take any

ξ =
∑

λ∈X nλ1λ in T θk
k . Then nλ ∈ k× and nλ′nλ′′ = nλ′+λ′′ , for any λ′, λ′′ ∈ X.

Moreover we have nµ = nθµ, for any µ ∈ X. Therefore nµ−θµ = 1. Hence
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nλ′ = nλ′′ , whenever λ′ = λ′′ in Xı. For any ζ ∈ Xı, we define nζ = nλ, for any

λ ∈ X with λ = ζ. Then we can write ξ =
∑

ζ∈Xı
nζ1ζ ∈ kÛ

ı.
We finish the proof now. □

Corollary 3.11. As subgroups of GA, we have Gı
A = KA.

Proof. The proof for Gı
A ⊂ KA is the same as the first part of the proof of Theorem

3.10. For the other side inclusion, we embed all the objects into the ambient space

kÛ. It follows from definitions that

KA ⊂ AÛ ∩Kk = AÛ ∩Gı
k = AÛ ∩ kÛ

ı ∩Gk = AÛ
ı ∩GA = Gı

A.

We completed the proof. □

3.5. Quantization. In this section we apply the construction of OA and Oı
A to

A = A. By [18, §3.1], the A-algebra OA naturally carries a structure of a Hopf
algebra, which is a quantization of the standard Poisson-Lie group structure on
GC. It is shown in [22, Proposition 3.1] thatKC ⊂ GC is a coisotropic subgroup. We
refer the readers to [12, Chapter 1] for the precise definitions regarding Poisson-Lie
groups.

We will focus on the quantum counterparts of these notions, and show that Oı
A

is a quantization of KC in the sense of Ciccoli [11].

Definition 3.12. ([11, Definition 4.3]) A coisotropic quantum right subgroup C
of OA is an A-coalgebra, such that
(1) C is a OA-right module;
(2) there exists a surjective linear map r : OA → C, which is a morphism of

OA-modules and of coalgebras.

Theorem 3.13. Oı
A is a coisotropic quantum right subgroup of OA.

Proof. Since AU̇
ı is an associative A-algebra, the A-linear space Oı

A is naturally
a coalgebra by the definition. The coideal structure ∆ : Uı → Uı ⊗ U together
with finiteness conditions induce a right OA-action on Oı

A. The surjective map
r : OA → Oı

A follows from Section 3.2. It is a morphism of OA-modules since the
coideal structure ∆ : Uı → Uı ⊗ U is the restriction of the coproduct on U. It is
a morphism of coalgebras since Uı is a subalgebra of U. □

Remarks 3.14. The subspace Oı
A is not a Hopf algebra in general. This reflects

the fact that KC is not a Poisson subgroup of GC in general, that is, the embedding
KC → GC is not Poisson. It is known that the symmetric subgroupKC is reductive.
Therefore one can apply Lusztig’s construction to obtain a Hopf algebra OK,A.
However, since in general KC is not a Poisson subgroup one cannot expect a
quotient map OA → OK,A on the quantum level. Hence in order to construct
the symmetric subgroup schemes, the consideration of quantum symmetric pairs
is essential.
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