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MULTIPLE FLAG IND-VARIETIES WITH FINITELY MANY ORBITS
LUCAS FRESSE AND IVAN PENKOV

ABSTRACT. Let G be one of the ind-groups GL(c0), @(0), Sp(c0), and let Pq,..., Py
be an arbitrary set of £ splitting parabolic subgroups of G. We determine all such sets
with the property that G acts with finitely many orbits on the ind-variety X3 x - x X,
where X; = G/P;. In the case of a finite-dimensional classical linear algebraic group G,
the analogous problem has been solved in a sequence of papers of Littelmann, Magyar—
Weyman—Zelevinsky and Matsuki. An essential difference from the finite-dimensional
case is that already for £ = 2, the condition that G acts on X; x X5 with finitely many
orbits is a rather restrictive condition on the pair P1,P5. We describe this condition
explicitly. Using the description we tackle the most interesting case where ¢ = 3, and
present the answer in the form of a table. For ¢ > 4 there always are infinitely many
G-orbits on X1 x --- x Xj.

INTRODUCTION

The following is a fundamental question in the theory of group actions: given a linear
reductive algebraic group G, on which direct products X; x X5 x --- x X, of compact
G-homogeneous spaces does GG act with finitely many orbits? The problem is non-trivial
only for ¢ > 2, since it is a classical fact that G always acts with finitely many orbits on
X1 x Xy (parabolic Schubert decomposition of a partial flag variety). It has turned out
that the problem is most interesting for ¢ = 3, as for ¢ > 4 the group G always acts with
infinitely many orbits.

In the special case where one of the factors is a full flag variety, e.g. X; = G/B,
the above problem is equivalent to finding whether there are finitely many B-orbits on
X3 X X3; this special case is solved in [6] and [I3]. In this situation, the theory of spherical
varieties is an effective tool. In particular, the existence of a dense B-orbit is sufficient for
ensuring that there are finitely many B-orbits. The problem is also related to studying
the complexity of a direct product of two HV-varieties, i.e. closures of G-orbits of highest
weight vectors in irreducible G-modules; this problem is considered in [12].

If no factor X; is a full flag variety, the problem is considered in the classical cases in
[7, 8] (types A and C, through the theory of quiver representations) and in [9} [10] (types
B and D). For exceptional groups, the general question has been considered in [1].

We also mention the works [5] and [11], where the authors study double flag varieties
of the form G/P x K /(@) with a finite number of K-orbits for a symmetric subgroup K of
G. The problem of finitely many G-orbits on X; x X5 x X3 is recovered if K is taken to
be the diagonal embedding of G into G x G.

In the present paper we address the above general problem in a natural infinite-
dimensional setting. We let G be one of the classical (or finitary) ind-groups GL(c0),
D (00), Sp(co) and ask the same question, where each X; is now a locally compact G-
homogeneous ind-space. The latter are known as ind-varieties of generalized flags and
have been studied in particular in [2] and [4]; see also [3] and the references therein.
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For these ind-varieties our question becomes interesting already for ¢ = 2. Indeed,
for which direct products X; x Xy of ind-varieties of generalized flags does G act with
finitely many orbits on X; x X357 We prove that this is a quite restrictive property of
the ind-variety X; x Xs. More precisely, we show that G acts with finitely many orbits
on X; X X, only if the stabilizers P; and Py of two respective (arbitrary) points on X;
and X, have each only finitely many invariant subspaces in the natural representation V'
of G. In addition, it is required that the invariant subspaces of one of the groups, say
P, are only of finite dimension or finite codimension. The precise result is Theorem [1.4]
where we introduce adequate terminology: we call the parabolic ind-subgroup P, large,
and the parabolic ind-subgroup Py semilarge.

Having settled the case ¢ = 2 in this way, we saw ourselves strongly motivated to solve
the problem for any ¢ > 3. The case ¢ > 4 is settled by a general statement, Lemma
4.2l claiming roughly that in the direct limit case the number of orbits can only increase.
Hence for ¢ > 4 there are infinitely many orbits on X; X --- x X,. The case ¢ = 3 is
the most intriguing. Here we prove that X; x Xy x X3 has finitely many G-orbits, if
and only if the same is true for all products X; x X5, X, x X3 and X; x X3, and in
addition X; x X5 x X3 can be exhausted by triple flag varieties with finitely many orbits
over the corresponding finite-dimensional groups. Those triple flag varieties have been
classified by Magyar—Weymann—Zelevinsky for SL(n) and Sp(2n) [7, 8], and by Matsuki
for O(2n + 1) and O(2n) [9, 10]. In this way, we settle the problem completely for the
classical ind-groups GL(00), @(00), Sp(00).

Acknowledgement. We are thankful to Roman Avdeev for pointing out the papers [1]
and [10] to us, and for some constructive remarks. We thank Alan Huckleberry for a
general discussion of the topic of this work. L.F. has been supported in part by ANR
project GeoLie (ANR-15-CE40-0012). I.P. has been supported in part by DFG Grant PE
980/7-1.

1. STATEMENT OF MAIN RESULTS

1.1. Classical ind-groups. The base field is C. Let V' be a countable-dimensional vec-
tor space. Classical ind-groups are realized as subgroups of the group GL(V') of linear
automorphisms of V. We consider three situations to which we refer as types:

(A) no additional structure on V/;
(BD) V is endowed with a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form w;
(C) V is endowed with a symplectic bilinear form w.

The dual space V* = Hom(V, C) is uncountable dimensional. We fix once and for all a
countable-dimensional subspace V, C V* such that the pairing

V.xV = C

is nondegenerate: in type (A) we fix any subspace V, C V* which satisfies these conditions,
while in types (BD) and (C) (type (BCD), for short) we take V. := {w(v,-) :v € V}.
Let G be one of the classical ind-groups

GL(0) := {g € GL(V) : g(Vi) = Vi and there are finite-codimensional
subspaces of V' and V, fixed pointwise by ¢ },

D(o0) = {g € GL(o0) : g preserves w} in type (BD),

Sp(oo) = {g € GL(o0) : g preserves w} in type (C).
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To describe G as an ind-group, we need to take a basis of V. If E is a basis of V', we
denote by E* = {¢. : e € E} C V* the dual family of linear forms defined by

N | 0 ife e E\{e},
¢6(6)_{1 if ¢ = e.

We call E admissible if, according to type, the following is satisfied:

(A) the dual family E* spans the subspace V;
(BCD) E is endowed with an involution ig : E — E, with at most one fixed point, such
that w(e, €’) # 0 if and only if ¢/ =ig(e).
If F is admissible in the sense of type (BCD), then it is a fortiori admissible in the sense
of type (A). Note that in type (C), the involution ig cannot have a fixed point.
We claim now that, for any admissible basis E, in type (A) the group G = GL(o0)
coincides with the group

GL(E) :={g € GL(V) : g(e) = e for almost all e € E'},

where “almost all” means “all but finitely many”. Indeed, clearly, GL(F) is a subgroup
of GL(00). For the opposite inclusion, consider g € GL(00). Since ¢ fixes pointwise
a finite-codimensional subspace of V', there exists a cofinite subset £/ C E such that
g(e') —€ =3 cpm Teee € (E\ E) for all ¢ € E'. On the other hand, the fact that
g (¢e) € V. implies 2. = 0 for all e € E '\ E' and almost all ¢/, which shows that
g € GL(E).

In type (BCD), we have

G ={g € GL(V) : g(e) = e for almost all e € E, and g preserves w}.

If we take any filtration £ = Un21 E,, by finite subsets, such that E,, is ig-stable in type
(BCD), we get an exhaustion of G,

G=|JG(E,) for G(E,):=GNGL((E,)).

n>1

Here the notation (-) stands for the linear span, and GL((E,)) is viewed as a subgroup of
GL(V) in the natural way. The subgroups G(E,,) are finite-dimensional algebraic groups
isomorphic to GL,,(C), ©@,,(C), or Sp,,(C), depending on whether G is GL(0), @ (00), or
Sp(oo). This exhaustion provides G with a structure of ind-group, which is independent
of the chosen admissible basis.

1.2. Splitting Cartan and parabolic subgroups. We call H C G a splitting Cartan
subgroup if it is the subgroup H(E) of elements which are diagonal in some admissible
basis F.

We call P C G a splitting parabolic subgroup if it contains a splitting Cartan subgroup
H = H(E), for some admissible basis E, and P(E,,) := PNG(E,) is a parabolic subgroup
of G(E,) for all n > 1.

Splitting parabolic subgroups can be fully classified in terms of so-called generalized
flags; see Section 2.2 A splitting Borel subgroup is a splitting parabolic subgroup which
is minimal (equivalently this is the stabilizer of a generalized flag which is maximal). We
consider two types of splitting parabolic subgroups which are not Borel subgroups:

Definition 1.1. We say that a splitting parabolic subgroup P is semilarge if it has only
finitely many invariant subspaces in V. This is equivalent to the requirement that P be
the stabilizer in G of a finite sequence of subspaces

(Fo=0CF CFC...CFyyCFEy=V}
(such that Fy- = F),,_; in type (BCD)).
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We say that P is large if, moreover, each subspace F} is either finite dimensional or
finite codimensional.

Given a splitting parabolic subgroup P C G, the quotient set G/P has a structure of
ind-variety, which is given by the exhaustion

G/P = | | G(E,)/P(E,).

n>1

Each quotient G(E,)/P(E,) is a flag variety for the group G(FE,), hence a projective
variety. Thus G/P is locally projective, but in general it is not projective, i.e. does
not admit an embedding as a closed ind-subvariety in the infinite-dimensional projective
space P>°(C). However, if P is large or semilarge, such an embedding does exist (see [2]
Proposition 7.2]). It is worth to note that, for any splitting parabolic subgroup P, the
ind-variety G /P can be realized as an ind-variety of generalized flags; see Section 2.3

Contrary to the finite-dimensional situation, any two splitting Cartan subgroups of G
do not have to be conjugate; see Example 2.3l In this paper, a source of difficulty is that
we are considering splitting parabolic subgroups which do not a priori have a splitting
Cartan subgroup in common, even up to conjugacy. The following characterization of
large splitting parabolic subgroups will be useful in this respect.

Proposition 1.2 (see Proposition B.)). Let P C G be a splitting parabolic subgroup. The
following conditions are equivalent.

(i) P is large;

(ii) For every splitting Cartan subgroup H C P, there is g € G such that gHg™' C P.

The proof is given in Section [3]

1.3. Main results. We consider a product of ind-varieties of the form
(1.1) X=G/P;x---xG/P,

where Py,..., P, C G are splitting parabolic subgroups of G. The ind-variety X is
equipped with the diagonal action of G. Our purpose is to solve the following problem:

Problem 1.3. Characterize all ¢-tuples (Py,...,P,) such that X has a finite number of
G-orbits.

Of course if £ = 1, then X has only one G-orbit. If / = 2, the number of orbits in X is
infinite in general, and our first main result claims the following.

Theorem 1.4. If ¢ =2, then X (of (I1l)) has a finite number of G-orbits if and only if
one of the subgroups P1, Py is large and the other one is semilarge.

Corollary 1.5. Let P be a splitting parabolic subgroup of G. Then the ind-variety G /P
has a finite number of P-orbits if and only if P is large.

Next we consider the case £ = 3, i.e.
X = G’/Pl X G/P2 X G/P3

By Theorem [I.4] if X has a finite number of G-orbits then all three splitting parabolic
subgroups Py, Py, P3 are semilarge and at least two of them are large. Moreover, it follows
from Proposition that, up to replacing the parabolic subgroups by conjugates, there
is no loss of generality in assuming that P, P5, and P35 contain the same splitting Cartan
subgroup H = H(FE) for some admissible basis £. This assumption guarantees that the
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construction of Section [[.2lcan be done simultaneously for each factor G/P; (i € {1,2,3}).
Hence, by considering a filtration £ = |, £, as in Section [[.L2] we obtain an exhaustion

(1.2) X = |JX(E,)

n>1

where X(E,) = [[._, G(E,)/Pi(E,) is a triple flag variety for the group G(E,). See
Section [4.] for more details.
Our main result regarding the case ¢ = 3 can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.6. If{ = 3, then X can have a finite number of G-orbits only if the splitting
parabolic subgroups P, Py, P3 are semilarge and at least two of them are large. Moreover,
in this situation, X has a finite number of G-orbits if and only if, for all n, the finite-
dimensional triple flag variety X(E,) has a finite number of G(E,)-orbits.

Finally, X has a finite number of G-orbits if and only if the triple (P1, P, P3) appears,
up to permutation, in Table[d.

In Table[d], we use the following notation for a semilarge parabolic subgroup P obtained
as the stabilizer of a finite chain of subspaces {Fy, = 0 C F; € ... C F,, = V} as
in Definition [[LT We set |P| = m and denote by A(P) the list of values dim F}/F;_;
(k =1,...,m) written in nonincreasing order; in case of j repetitions of the same value
a, we write a/. Note that this list always starts with oo, and P is large if and only if there
is a unique occurrence of oo in the list.

GL(0) case:
| P, | P | Ps3 | additional condition |
Py =2 |P2| =2 semilarge two of P1, P2, P3 are large
P =2 P2 =3 3 <|P3| <5 | two of Py, P2, P3 are large
A(P1) = (0,2) P2 =3 semilarge P> or Pj is large
|P1] =2 [P2] =3, 1€ A(P2) semilarge two of Py, P2, P3 are large
A(P1) = (00,1) large semilarge no additional condition

Sp(oo) case:

| P, | P | Ps |
P,|=2 [P2| =3, large | |Ps| € {3,5}, large
P=2 A(P2) = (o0, 1%) large
A(P1) = (00, 17) P2 =3 large
A(P1) = (00, 1%) | |P2| = 3, large semilarge
D(oc0) case:
P, | P, | P
P =2 A(P2) = (00,0%),b< 3 large
P =2 A(P2) = (00, 17) large
P, =2 P;| = 3, large |P3| € {3,5}, large
P =2 P3| = 3, large A(P3) = (00,c%,1%), c < 0
P =2 |P2| = 3, large A(P3) = (0, 1)
A(P1) = (00,b%), b < A(P3) = (00,00, 1) |P3| € {3,5}, large
A(P1) = (00, 1%) |P2| = 3, large semilarge
A(P1) = (00, 17%) [P2| € {3,4} large

TABLE 1. Classification of triples (P, Py, P3), up to permutation, such
that G/P; x G/Py x G/Pj is of finite type.

Finally, it is not surprising that, like in the case of finite-dimensional multiple flag
varieties, the following holds.
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Theorem 1.7. If ¢ > 4, then X has an infinite number of G-orbits.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2l we summarise some existing
results on the classical ind-groups and their homogeneous ind-varieties. In Section
we show the characterization of large parabolic subgroups stated in Proposition In
Section [ we explain the construction of the exhaustion of (L2)) in more detail, and
prove Lemma which claims that whenever the multiple ind-variety X of (1) has an
exhaustion as in (LL2)), we get an embedding of orbit sets

X(E,)/G(E,) — X/G.

This lemma plays a key role in the proof of our main results. Theorem [I.4] is proved in
Sections BHBl Theorem is proved in Section [ except for the verification of Table [II
which is done in Appendix [Al Finally the proof of Theorem [[.7 appears in the very short
Section [§

2. PRELIMINARIES ON ADMISSIBLE BASES AND GENERALIZED FLAGS

2.1. Splitting Cartan subgroups and admissible bases. We refer to Sections [l
and for the definitions of admissible basis and splitting Cartan subgroup. Note that
the group G acts on the set of admissible bases. Moreover, if E is an admissible basis of
V then

H(g(E)) = gH(E)g™",
hence G acts by conjugation on the set of splitting Cartan subgroups.

Lemma 2.1. Let E, E' be two admissible bases of V' which differ by finitely many vectors,
that s,

E=EUI and E =FE,Ul

where I, 1" are finite sets. Then the splitting Cartan subgroups H(E) and H(E") are
conjugate.

Conversely, if H and H' are two conjugate splitting Cartan subgroups, then there are
admissible bases E and E' which differ by finitely many vectors such that H = H(FE) and
H = H(E).

Proof. First, we note that I and I’ have the same cardinality, equal to the codimension
of (Ep) in V. In type (A) we take g € GL(V') such that g(/) = I’ and g(e) = e for all
e € Ey, hence g(F) = E’. This element g actually belongs to GL(c0) = G, and we get
H(E') = H(g(E)) = gH(E)g ™"

In type (BCD), up to considering larger I and I’ if necessary, we may assume that [
and I’ are stable by the involutions iz and ig:, respectively. Since I and I’ have the same
cardinality and the involutions ig and 7z have at most one fixed point, we can write
either

I={e,...,epef,...,exr and I'={e},... e e, ... e},
or
I={ep,e1,...,€r6,...,ex} and I'={ey e}, ... e e’ ... ex},

1%

with €] = ig(e;), e =ip/(e) for 1 <i <k and eg =ig(ey), € = ig(€}). Up to replacing
the vectors of I and I’ by scalar multiples (which does not change the splitting Cartan
subgroups) we may assume that

wlei,ef) =w(e,ef)=1for 1 <i<k, wleeg)=uwley ey =1.

Then, by letting g(e) = e for e € Ey and g(e;) = e¢;, g(e}) = € for all 4, j, we get an
element g € G such that H(E') = H(g(FE)) = gH(E)g™".



MULTIPLE FLAG IND-VARIETIES WITH FINITELY MANY ORBITS 7

The converse statement follows by observing that, if £ is an admissible basis such that
H = H(E), and g € G satisfies H = gHg™', then H = H(g(F)), where g(FE) is an
admissible basis which differs from £ by finitely many vectors. O

Remark 2.2. (a) In type (A), if E is an admissible basis of V| then any basis £’ which
differs from E by finitely many vectors is admissible. Indeed, in this case we have an
element g € G such that E' = g(F).

(b) In type (BCD), part (a) of the remark does not hold, but we point out the following
construction of admissible basis. Let an orthogonal decomposition V = V; @& V5 be given.
The restriction w; of the form w to each subspace V; (i € {1,2}) is nondegenerate. For
i € {1,2}, let E; be an admissible basis of V;, that is, a basis endowed with an involution
ip, : By — FE; with at most one fixed point such that w(e,e’) # 0 if only if €' = ig,(e).
Moreover, assume that i, or ¢z, has no fixed point. Then E; U Es is an admissible basis
of V for the involution ip, Uig,.

(c) In type (BCD) any admissible basis can be written as

E = {en, 62}n21 or E = {60} U {en, €Z}n21

where €} = ig(e,) for all n > 1 and ey = ¢ is the fixed point of ip (if it exists). By
replacing the vectors by scalar multiples (which does not change the splitting Cartan
subgroup H(F)), we can transform E into a basis with

*

w(em,er) = Omn for all m,n.

In 2], a basis which satisfies this property is called w-isotropic. If w is symplectic, an
w-isotropic basis is said to be a basis of type (C). If w is symmetric, an w-isotropic basis
is called of type (B) or (D) depending on whether ig has a fixed point or no fixed point.

In type (BD), bases of both types (B) and (D) do exist in V and their corresponding
splitting Cartan subgroups cannot be conjugate.

The following example shows that, in any type, there are splitting Cartan subgroups
which are not conjugate. In fact, using the construction made in this example, it is easy
to show that there are infinitely many conjugacy classes of splitting Cartan subgroups.

Example 2.3. Let H = H(E) C G be a splitting Cartan subgroup, associated to an
admissible basis. Let I = {e,, e}, },>1 be a double infinite sequence of (pairwise distinct)
vectors of E, moreover in type (BCD) we assume that these vectors are pairwise orthog-
onal, that is,

(2.1) {en, €}, }n>1 spans an isotropic subspace of V.
We construct a splitting Cartan subgroup H' € G such that
(2.2) Vn > 1, 3h € H' such that h(e,) = €], and h(e)) = e,.

The subgroup H’ cannot be conjugate to H: for every g € G, we have g(e,) = e, and
g(el) = el whenever n > 1 is large enough, and ([2.2]) yields h € H' with

ghg™ (en) = ghlen) = g(e,) = €, & {en).
Hence, gH'g™! ¢ H.

For constructing H', we construct an admissible basis E of V which contains the vectors
€n = e, + e, and €, := e, — e, for all n > 1, and then we define H' as the subgroup
H(F) C G of all elements which are diagonal in the basis E. This subgroup fulfills (Z2),
since for all n > 1 we can find h € H' such that h(é,) = é, and h(é),) = —€.,.

The construction of F is done as follows. In type (A), we take
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The dual family E* = {gz;e ecE } consists of the linear functions

Pe ifee B\ I,
¢e = %(gben + gbeﬁl) if e = éna
§(¢6n - (beil) if e = é;”

where E* = {¢, : ¢ € E} is the dual family of E. Hence (E*) = (E*), and this shows
that E is admissible.

In type (BCD), we note first that condition (2.I) implies that the double sequence I
and its image by the involution 15 : £ — E are pairwise disjoint. Then we set

E = (E\(IUip(I))U{n &} nz1 U{fu: ftum1

where
B - ZE(en) ZE(eiz)
Jo = w(en inlen) — wlep in(€))’
jooam el isld)

w(en,in(en))  wle in(e),))

It is easy to check t~hat the basis~E so-obtained is admissible, with involution iy : E—E
given by iz (€,) = fn, ip(€),) = f, foralln > 1 and iz =ig on B\ (I Uig(l)).

For later use, we also point out that an element of G (contrary to a general element of
GL(V')) cannot map a subspace A C V onto a larger subspace.

Lemma 2.4. Given subspaces A C B C V, there is no g € G such that g(A) = B.

Proof. Arguing by contradiction, assume that there exists ¢ € G with g(A) = B. Let
E be an admissible basis of V. There is a finite subset Fy C E, such that g(e) = e for
all e € E'\ Ep and g stabilizes the finite-dimensional subspace (Ep). Up to choosing the
finite subset Ej larger if necessary, we may assume that AN (Ey) € B N (Ey), while the
equality g(A N (Ey)) = B N (Ep) holds. This is a contradiction. O

2.2. Splitting parabolic subgroups and generalized flags. The notion of splitting
parabolic subgroup can be described in a more handy way by using a model from linear
algebra, based on the following definition.

Definition 2.5. (a) A generalized flag in V is a collection F of linear subspaces of V'
which satisfies the following conditions:

e The inclusion relation C is a total order on JF; moreover every subspace ' € F
has an immediate predecessor or an immediate successor in F with respect to C.

e For every nonzero vector v € V, there is a pair of consecutive subspaces F', F" € F
such that v € F" \ F".

e In type (BCD) we require a generalized flag to be isotropic in the following sense:
for every F' € F we have F'* € F, and the map ir : F — F* is an involution of
F.

Note that the group G acts on the respective set of generalized flags in a natural way.
(b) Let E be an admissible basis. A generalized flag F in V is said to be E-compatible
if it is H(E)-fixed. This is equivalent to requiring that each subspace F' € F is spanned
by a subset of E.
(c) We say that F is weakly E-compatible if it is compatible with a basis £’ of V' such
that '\ E and E \ E’ are finite (that is, £ and E’ differ by finitely many vectors).
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Example 2.6. Generalized flags can take various forms:

(a) A generalized flag can be a finite sequence of subspaces F = {Fp, =0C F; C ... C
F,=V}.

(b) Let ' C V be a subspace (taken isotropic in type (BCD)). In type (A), we set
Fr :={0 C F C V}; this is the minimal generalized flag which contains the subspace
F. In type (BCD), we set Fr := {0 C F C F* C V}; this is the minimal isotropic
generalized flag which contains F'. In each case we call Fr the generalized flag associated
to I.

(¢c) F={Fh=0CF, CF,C---CF,C..}isa generalized flag (in type (A))
provided that | J, F;, = V.

(d)F={..cF,Cc---CF CFCFC---CkF,C---}isa generalized flag (in
type (A)) if ), F,, =0and |, F,, = V. It is a generalized flag in type (BCD) if and only
if there is some ng such that F- = F,,_, for all n.

(e) Let E = {e,}zecq be a basis of V' indexed by the rational numbers. For z € Q let
Fl = (e, :y <x)and F) = (e, : y < x). Then F := {F], F/'},cq is an E-compatible
generalized flag (in type (A)) such that each subspace lacks either an immediate prede-
cessor or an immediate successor.

Proposition 2.7 ([2]). Let E be an admissible basis and F be an E-compatible generalized
flag in V. Then the subgroup

Pr = Stabg(F) :={g € G : gF = F}

is a splitting parabolic subgroup of G that contains the Cartan subgroup H(E). Moreover,
every parabolic subgroup of G that contains H(E) is obtained in this way.

In addition, Px is a splitting Borel subgroup if and only if the generalized flag F is
maximal, in the sense that dim F"/F’" =1 for each pair of consecutive subspaces {F', F"}
in F.

Remark 2.8. Contrary to the finite-dimensional situation, two splitting Borel subgroups
of G are not necessarily G-conjugate, even if they contain the same splitting Cartan
subgroup. This observation follows from Proposition 2.7] and from the fact that two E-
compatible maximal generalized flags F,G do not belong to the same G-orbit in general.
For instance, F and G certainly belong to different G-orbits if they are not isomorphic
as totally ordered sets. However, even if they are isomorphic as totally ordered sets,
the generalized flags F and G do not have to be G-conjugate. For instance if F =

{<61, ey 6n>}n20 and g = {(61, ceey 62n>, <61, ..y Con, 62n+2>}n20 (Where E = {ek}kzﬂ,
then Stabg(F) and Stabg(G) are two splitting Borel subgroups of G = GL(c0) which
are not conjugate. Indeed every g € G satisfies g({ey,...,e,)) = {e1,...,e,) for large n,
hence G ¢ G - F.

2.3. Ind-varieties of generalized flags. Fix an admissible basis F of V' and a general-
ized flag F = {F,} in V, compatible with E. Let P = P C G be the splitting parabolic
subgroup obtained as the stabilizer of F, like in Proposition 2.7l In this section, we de-
scribe the homogeneous space G/P = G - F as an ind-variety of generalized flags. See [2]
for more details.

Definition 2.9. A generalized flag G is said to be E-commensurable with F if G = {G,}
is parameterized by the same ordered set as F, and in addition satisfies the following
conditions:

e G is weakly E-compatible;
e there exists a finite-dimensional subspace U C V, such that F,+U = G, + U and
dim F, "U = dim G, NU for any «.
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Let FI(F, E, V') denote the set of all generalized flags G that are E-commensurable with
F. Let Fl,(F, E,V) denote the subset of all such generalized flags which are isotropic.
Then the homogeneous space G /P z = G-F coincides with the set FI(F, E, V) in type (A),
respectively with Fl,(F, E, V) in type (BCD). (Note that the notion of commensurability
is the same whatever type is considered.)

In Section we notice that the quotient G/Pz has the structure of an ind-variety,
obtained by considering a filtration

E=|]JE.

n>1

by finite subsets; in type (BCD) the basis is endowed with the involution ip : £ — F
(with at most one fixed point) and we require the subsets F, to be ig-stable, so that the
restriction of the form w to each subspace (F,) is nondegenerate.

The ind-structure on FI(F, E, V) and Fl,,(F, E,V) is given via the identification with
a direct limit

(2.3) FI(F,E,V) =limFI(F, E,), Fl(F, E,V)=IlmFL,(F,E,),

where FI(F, E,) and Fl,(F, E,) are varieties of partial flags of the space V,, := (E,)
defined in the following way. The generalized flag F gives rise to a flag in the finite-
dimensional subspace (F,), namely let F(n) be the collection of subspaces

(2.4) F(n) ={FN(E,)}rer.
Let d(F,n) denote the corresponding dimension vector
d(F,n) :={d(F,n)r}recr where d(F,n)p:=dimF N(E,).
The (finite-dimensional) algebraic variety
X5(n) = G(E,) - F(n) = G(E,) [P r(E,)
can be viewed as the set of collections of nested subspaces of (E,,)
Xr(n) = FUF, E,) = {{Mp}rer : VF € F, dim My = d(F,n)p}
in type (A), respectively
X7(n) = Fl,(F, E,) == {{Mr}rer € F(F,E,) :VF € F, (Mp)" = Mp.}

in type (BCD).

For each n > 1, we have the embedding

¢r(n) : Xr(n) = Xz(n+1), {Mr}per — {Nr}rer
given by
Np=Mp& (FN(E,1 \ E,)) forall FeF.
Finally, the ind-variety G/Pr = G - F = FI(F, E, V), respectively Fl,(F,E, V), is
obtained as the limit of the inductive system
Xr(l) = Xz(2) = = Xr(n) > Xe(n+1) —---.

This yields (23).

Remark 2.10. In (24), F(n) is an a priori infinite collection of subspaces of (E,) with
repetitions. If we avoid repetitions, we can also write F(n) as an increasing sequence of
subspaces

and the dimension vector d(F,n) as an increasing sequence

~

d(F,n)={dy=0<d <...<ds}={dim Fy};_,.
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Then FI(F, E,) can be identified with the variety of partial flags in V,, = (E,,),

FI(d(F,n),V,) = {{MoyC My C...C M, =V,}:Vk, dim M, = dy},
while in type (BCD), Fl, (f E,) is identified with the variety of isotropic partial flags
Fl,(d(F,n),V, = {{Mi};—0 e FI(d(F,n),V,) : Yk, (Mp)* = M,_ k-

In type (A), the embeddlng ¢x(n) corresponds to an embeddlng of partial flag varieties
in - FI(d(F,n),V;) <= FI(d(F,n+ 1), Vi)

obtained in the following way. Assume that F,; = E, U{e} for simplicity (in the general
case, i, is obtained as a composition of mappings of the following type). Then

({FoC...CE.CF,®{e)C...CF,®(e)}
for some k < s, if cZ(}" ,n+ 1) is a longer sequence than
d(F,n),
{FobC...CF,CF1®{e)C...C F;®{e)}

for some k < s, if OZ(]-", n+ 1) is a sequence of the same
_ length as d(F,n).

The map i,, is now defined via the respective formula
{MyC...CM,CM,®(e)C...C M;®(e)},
{MyC...C M, C Myy1®{e)C...C My (e)}.

F(n+1)=

in({Mk}izo) = {

The embeddings i,, have been introduced in [2] in different notation. In type (BCD) the
construction is similar.

3. A CHARACTERIZATION OF LARGE SPLITTING PARABOLIC SUBGROUPS
Proposition is incorporated in the following more complete statement.

Proposition 3.1. Let P be a splitting parabolic subgroup of G. Let F be the unique
generalized flag for which P = Stabg(F) (see Proposition[2.7). The following conditions
are equivalent:

(i) P is large;

(i) F is weakly E-compatible with every admissible basis E;

(iii) for every admissible basis E, the ind-variety G/P = G - F contains a generalized

flag which is E-compatible;
(iv) for every splitting Cartan subgroup H C G, there is g € G such that gHg™' C P.

Proof. (1)=-(ii): Assume that P is a large splitting parabolic subgroup. Then the gener-
alized flag F has the form

and moreover, there is a unique index k& € {1,...,m} for which the space F}/Fy_; is
infinite dimensional. The subspace F},_; is finite dimensional and the subspace F}, is finite
codimensional. Moreover, since the generalized flag F is compatible with an admissible
basis (Proposition 7)), there is a finite subset ® C V. such that Fj, = (1,4 ker ¢.

Let £ C V be an admissible basis, hence the dual family E* = {¢. : e € E} spans the
subspace V, C V*. We can find a finite subset I C E such that

° Fk_lc‘/l:: <I>,
o & C (¢.:e€l),sothat Vo :=(E\I) C Fy.
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In type (BCD), up to choosing I larger if necessary, we may assume that [ is stable by the
involution ix : E — E and contains the fixed point of i if it exists. Hence the restriction
of w to V1 and V4 is nondegenerate and the decomposition

V=Viel

is orthogonal in this case.
The sequence

Fl={FyCF CF,C---CF,} with F:=VinF

is a flag of the finite-dimensional space Vi, and we can find a basis E; of V4 such that F’
is compatible with E;, that is, FJ’ is spanned by a subset £ ; C E; for all j. Moreover,
in type (BCD) we have

(F)" =Vin(F) =VinFE,_;=F,_; forallj,

where 1 indicates the orthogonal space with respect to the restriction of w to Vi, hence
we may assume that the basis E is isotropic with respect to the restriction of w.

We obtain a basis £’ := EyU(E\I) of V which differs from E by finitely many vectors,
and is in addition admissible (see Remark 2.2/(a)—(b)). For all j we have

F - Fl = (Ey;) ifj<k—1,
VzEBF/ (E\NI)UE,; ) ifj >k,

hence F is E’-compatible, and therefore weakly E-compatible.

(ii)=-(iii): Assume that F is weakly E-compatible. This means that there is an ad-
missible basis E’ which differs from E by finitely many vectors, and such that F is E'-
compatible. The latter fact is equivalent to saying that F is a fixed point of the splitting
Cartan subgroup H(E’). By Lemma[2.1], we can find g € G satisfying H(E) = gH(E')g™*
This implies that the generalized flag gF is a fixed point of H(E), and therefore ¢g.F is
E-compatible.

(iii)=-(iv): Every splitting Cartan subgroup of G is of the form H(E) for an admissible
basis E. By (iii) we can find g € G so that gF is E-compatible, that is, fixed by H(E).
This yields g7'H(E)g C Stabg(F) = P.

(iv)=-(i): Assume that P is not large. This implies that one of the following cases
occurs.

(a) F contains a subspace Fj that is both infinite dimensional and infinite codimen-
sional, or
(b) F contains infinitely many subspaces, in particular, an increasing chain F; C Fy C
- C Fj, C --- or a decreasing chain F} D Fy, D --- D F, D ---

Moreover, in type (BCD), since we have '+ € F whenever F' € F, we may assume that
Fy is an isotropic subspace of V' in case (a), and that {Fj}r>1 is a chain of isotropic
subspaces of V' in case (b).

Let £ be an admissible basis of V' such that the generalized flag F is E-compatible.
We claim that there is a double infinite sequence

(31) {6n, 6;}n21 CFE
such that
(3.2) Vn > 1, 3F € F such that e, € F and ¢/, ¢ F

and moreover
(3.3) {en, €}, }n>1 span an isotropic subspace of V' (in type (BCD)).

The construction of the double sequence {e,, €], },>1 can be done as follows. In case (b),
for each k > 2 we take a vector ¢, € E lying in F}, \ Fy_; in the case of an increasing
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chain, respectively in Fj_; \ Fj in the case of a decreasing chain. Then we set (ep,€,) :=
(€2ns €2n41), respectively (en,e),) = (€2n41,€2,), and we have (3.2). In type (BCD), since
each subspace F}, is isotropic, we get (B.3]).

In case (a), in type (A), relying on the fact that Fj is infinite dimensional and infinite
codimensional, we take an infinite subset {e,},>1 C E of vectors which belong to Fj
and an infinite subset {e/ },>1 C E of vectors which do not belong to Fy. The so-
obtained double sequence clearly satisfies (8.2]). In type (BCD), we first take an infinite
subset {e;x}r>1 C E of vectors which belong to Fp, then we set e, := €9, and e/, :=
ip(€ant1). Since the subspace Fj is isotropic, the vectors e, do not belong to Iy, hence
(2) holds. Finally ([B.3]) holds due to the definition of the involution ig. This completes
the construction of the double sequence of (B.1l).

Let H C G be the splitting Cartan subgroup associated to the double sequence
{en, €}, }n>1 as in Example For every g € G, since we have g(e) # e for only finitely
many e € E, there is n > 1 such that g(e,) = e, and g(e},) = ¢/,. Then (22]) and (3.2)
yield a subspace F' € F and an element h € H' such that

en € F and ghg '(e,) =¢, ¢ F, hence ghg '(F)#F.

This establishes that, for all g € G, we have gH'g™! ¢ Stabg(F) = P. The proof of the
proposition is complete. 0

4. EXHAUSTION OF X AND A KEY LEMMA

In this section we consider an ind-variety X of the form (II]). Our analysis is based on
the following assumption:

(4.1) the splitting parabolic subgroups Py, ..., P,_; are large.

4.1. Exhaustion. Here we explain how to construct a natural exhaustion of the ind-
variety X. The notation introduced here is used in the subsequent sections.

For every i € {1,...,(} there is a generalized flag F; such that P; = Stabg(F;) (see
Proposition 2.7), hence X; := G/P; = G - F;. Let E be an admissible basis of V' such
that F, is F-compatible. By Proposition Bl for every i € {1,...,¢ — 1} we can find an
element h; € G such that h;F; is E-compatible. In view of the isomorphisms
up to replacing P; by h;P;h; " = Stabg (h;F;), we may assume that

Fi,...,Fr are E-compatible,
that is,
the splitting Cartan subgroup H(FE) is contained in Py, ..., Py.
Take a filtration of the basis
E=|]JE.

n>1

by finite subsets (stabilized by ig in type (BCD)). As in Sections [T and [[.2], we let
G(E,) :=GNGL(E,)) and P;(E,) :=P;NGL(E,))

which are respectively a classical algebraic group and a parabolic subgroup. In fact, since
we are dealing with a single admissible basis F, it is harmless to avoid the reference to £
in the notation; we set for simplicity G(n) := G(E,) and P;(n) := P;(E,).

For each i € {1,..., ¢}, we follow the construction made in Section the generalized
flag F; gives rise to a flag in the finite-dimensional subspace (F,), namely let F;(n) be
the collection of subspaces

Fi(n) :={F N {(E,) }rer,
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The (finite-dimensional) algebraic variety
Xi(n) := G(n)/Pi(n) = G(n) - Fi(n)

can be viewed as the set Xz, (n) of collections of subspaces of (E,,) described in Section
23 (It is isomorphic in a natural way to a partial flag variety of the space (FE,); see

Remark 2.101)
For each n > 1, we have the embedding

¢i(n) : Xi(n) = Xi(n+ 1), {Mp}rer, = {Nr}trer
given by
Np=Mp® (FN{(E,:1\ E,)) forall FeF,.
Finally, for each i € {1,...,¢}, the ind-variety X; = G/P; = G - F; is obtained as the
limit of the inductive system
Xi(1) = X;(2) = -+ =>X;(n) > X;(n+1)— - |

thus we have an exhaustion

X; = Xi(n).

n>1
Altogether, we have the following exhaustion of the ind-variety X:
X =[JX(n), X(n):=Xy(n)x---xXn),
n>1
where for each n we consider the embedding

)4
(4.2) ¢(n) = [[ ¢:i(n) : X(n) = X(n+1).

i=1

Remark 4.1. The construction presented in this section is only possible in the case where
the ind-varieties Xy,..., X, have points Fi,...,F; which admit a common compatible
basis. Assumption (4.1 (combined with Proposition B.]) is crucial in this respect.

4.2. Key lemma. We still assume ([@.1]). Our key lemma is as follows.

Lemma 4.2. Let ¢(n) : X(n) — X(n+ 1) be the embedding ({{.3). Let F,F' € X(n).
Assume that ¢(n)(F) and ¢(n)(F') belong to the same G(n + 1)-orbit. Then F and F'
belong to the same G(n)-orbit.

Consequently, for every n > 1, the embedding X(n) — X induces an injection of orbit
sets X(n)/G(n) — X/G.

In type (A), we may suppose that
En_;’_l - En U {6}

Hence M := (E,) is a hyperplane of N := (E,,1) = M @ (e). Every element of the
variety X(n) (respectively X(n + 1)) consists of a collection of subspaces {M,};e; of M
(respectively {N;}icr of N), and the map ¢(n) : X(n) — X(n + 1) is of the form

. ) M if « € I,

for some subset I, C I. Therefore, in type (A) Lemma follows from the following
lemma from linear algebra.
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Lemma 4.3. Let N be a finite-dimensional complex vector space, M C N a hyperplane,
L C N a line such that N = M @& L. Let {M,};c; and {M!};c; be two collections of
subspaces of M, indexed by an arbitrary set I. Given a subset Iy C I, assume that there
exists a g € GL(N) such that

g(My)) =M, Yiely and g(M;®L)=M &L Viell\ .
Then there is h € GL(M) satisfying
h(M;) = M, Viel.
Proof of Lemma[4.3 Let p: N = M@®L — M denote the linear projection. First, assume
that g(L) = L. Then the linear map
h:=poglu
is an element of GL(M). For i € Iy we have
M; = p(M;) = p(g(M;)) = h(M;),
and for ¢ € I'\ Iy we have
M;j =p(M; & L) = p(g(M; & L)) = p(g(M;) & L) = p(g(M;)) = h(M;).

The lemma is proved in this case.
Thus it remains to consider the case where

g(L) # L.

Then K := L + g(L) is a 2-dimensional subspace of N.
The sums

My:=> M, and Mj:=)» M,
i€lp 1€ly

are subspaces of M, and by the properties of g we have g(My) = Mg, so dim My = dim M.
Hence we can find hy € GL(M) such that ho(M]) = My. Let ' := ho®id, € GL(M&L) =
GL(N). For every i € I we set M/ := ho(M]). Then

W (g(M;)) = I(M]) = M Vi € Io
and

W(gM;® L) =h'(M®L)y=M"®L Yiell\l.
Moreover, h'(g(My)) = My. Therefore, by dealing with { M/ };c; instead of {M/};c;, we
can assume that
M, = M(,)a Le., g(MO) = M,.

Let e € L, e # 0. We distinguish two cases.

Case 1: KN My =0.

Let {e1,...,e.} be a basis of My. Then the vectors ey, ..., e, e, g(e) are linearly inde-
pendent, and we can find vectors e,y3, ..., e4 such that
{e1,...,er6,9(€),€r43,...,€4} is a basis of N.

Let n € GL(N) satisfy n(ey) = e for all k € {1,...,r,7+3,...,d}, n(e) = g(e), and
n(g(e)) = e. In particular, 1|y, = idyy, hence

n(g(M;)) = n(M]) = M;
for all 7+ € I. Note also that
(4.3) N=K& e, ..., en3,...,eq) = K +ker(n—idy).
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For all i € I'\ Iy, we have M! & L = g(M; & L), therefore the subspace M/ & L contains
L+ g¢(L) = K. By ([@3]), and since n(K) = K, this implies that the subspace M/ @ L is
n-stable. Hence,

n(g(Mi& L) =n(M;& L) = Mi & L.
Since n(g(e)) = e, i.e. nog(L) = L, this brings us back to the situation treated at the
beginning of the proof.

Case 2: KN My # 0.

As L ¢ My, we have K ¢ M, and consequently dim K N My = 1 in this case. Note
also that g(e) ¢ g(My) = My. Hence KN My = (ey) for some vector e; which also satisfies
K = (e,e1) = (g(e),e1). Let {e1,...,e.} be a basis of M, containing the vector e;. Then
{e1,...,er,e} and {ey,...,e,,g(e)} are two bases of My + K. We extend them into bases
of N by adding a common set of vectors e,,2,...,¢eq. Let n € GL(N) satisfy n(ex) = ex
for all k and n(g(e)) = e. Then 1|y, = idp,, and this implies

n(g(M;)) = n(M}) = M; Vi€ I
Moreover, 7 satisfies
(4.4) N=K® (ea,...,r,6r12,...,eq) = K +ker(n—idy).

For every i € I\ Iy, we have K C M/ & L = g(M; & L). In view of (44]), and since
n(K) = K, we deduce that the subspace M/ & L is n-stable, hence

ngM; ® L)) =n(M®L)=M &L Viel\l.

Since n(g(L)) = L, again we are brought back to the situation already treated at the
beginning of the proof. The proof of the lemma is now complete. U

In type (BCD), with the notation of Lemma [£.2] we have already the implications
o(n)(F) and ¢(n)(F') belong to the same G(n + 1)-orbit
= ¢(n)(F) and ¢(n)(F’) belong to the same GL({E,1))-orbit
= JF and F' belong to the same GL((E,))-orbit,

where the last implication is valid since we have already proved Lemma in type (A).
For completing the proof of Lemma in type (BCD), we have to show that F and F’
belong to the same G(n)-orbit. This conclusion is deduced from the following general
fact.

Lemma 4.4. Let M be a finite-dimensional linear space, endowed with a nondegenerate
orthogonal or symplectic bilinear form w. We consider the group

G(M,w) ={g € GL(M) : g preserves w}.
Let I be a set equipped with an involution i — ©*, and let F = {M;}ier and F' = {M]}icr
be two collections of subspaces satisfying

d; == dim M; = dim M for alli € I,
M+ =My €F and M*=M.eF foraliel.

Assume that there is g € GL(M) with g(M;) = M/ for all i. Then there is h € G(M,w)
with h(M;) = M/ for all 1.

Proof. We define X to be the set of collections of subspaces {M;};c; with dim M; = d; for
all 4, and we consider the action of G := GL(M) on X given by

9 - {AMi}ier = {9(M;) }ier-
Note that X is endowed with the involution
0: X = X, {Mi}icr = {Mi{:}iel-
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Let X7 be the fixed point set of this involution. Then F and F’ are elements of X°.
Let u* denote the adjoint morphism of an endomorphism u € End(M) with respect to
the form w. Thus G is also endowed with an involution given by

G—G, g—g° = (g*)_l,

and G(M,w) coincides with the subgroup G? of fixed points of this involution. Then
the claim made in the statement follows once we show that two elements of X7 are G-
conjugate whenever they are G-conjugate. This is exactly [§, Proposition 2.1] (conditions
(1)—(3) of [8, Proposition 2.1] are clearly verified). O

5. PROOF OF THE DIRECT IMPLICATION IN THEOREM [ 4]

Arguing indirectly, assume that (P, P3) is a pair of splitting parabolic subgroups which
does not satisfy the condition of Theorem [[.4] namely, up to exchanging the roles of P,
and P,, we may assume that

Case 1: P, is not semilarge, or
Case 2: P, P, are semilarge but not large.

Considering generalized flags F7, F5 such that P; = Stabg(F;) and Py = Stabg(F2), the
condition of Case 1 means that

(5.1) F1 has an infinite number of subspaces.

The condition of Case 2 implies that

(5.2) in each generalized flag F; and Fy, there is at least one subspace
’ which is both infinite dimensional and infinite codimensional.

We will show that X = G/P; x G/P5 has infinitely many G-orbits. Since the map
Pi - (gP2) = G- (P, gP>)

is a bijection between the set of Pj-orbits on G/P5 and the set of G-orbits on X, it
suffices to show that G/P5 has infinitely many P;-orbits.

Let F» € F» be such that 0 C Fy, € V. In Case 2, by virtue of (5.2]), we assume
that F} is infinite dimensional and infinite codimensional. In type (BCD) we assume that
Fy C Fit. Recall from Example 26](b) that the generalized flag associated to Fj is given
by

. { {0C F, CV} in type (A),
271 {0c Fy,C Ff cV} intype (BCD).

By replacing the parabolic subgroup P, by the larger splitting parabolic subgroup P, =
Stabg(Fg,), we may assume that Fo = Fg,.

We fix an admissible basis E such that F, is E-compatible. Then the ind-variety
G/Py; = G - F; consists of generalized flags which are E-commensurable with F;, in
particular are of the form Fr for FF C V. Our aim is to construct an infinite sequence of
such generalized flags which belong to pairwise distinct Pi-orbits. By a slight abuse of
terminology, we say that a subspace F' is weakly E-compatible if its associated generalized
flag Fr is weakly E-compatible. Also, we say that F’ is E-commensurable with F' if Fp
is EF-commensurable with Fr.

Lemma 5.1. Let F be weakly E-compatible (with F C F+ in type (BCD)). Let ¢ € V,
satisfy F ¢ ker ¢. Fixv € V\ F. In type (BCD) we assume in addition that the vector v
is isotropic and belongs to (F Nker ¢)*. Then F' := (F Nker ¢) & Cv is E-commensurable
with F'.
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Proof. Clearly, a subspace is weakly E-compatible if and only if it has a finite-codimensional
subspace spanned by a subset of E. Let I C E be such that F' contains (I) as a finite-
codimensional subspace. There is a finite set J C E with ¢ € (¢. : e € J). Then F’
contains (I \ J) as a finite-codimensional subspace. Hence F” is weakly E-compatible.
Let a vector v’ satisfy F' = (F' Nker¢) @ Cv’. Then, we see that Fr and Fp are E-
commensurable by considering any finite-dimensional subspace U C V' such that v,v" € U
in type (A) and which satisfies in addition (FNker ¢)*NU ¢ (v)* and (FNker ¢)*NU ¢
(v'}* in type (BCD). O

Lemma 5.2. Let L C M and F # 0 be subspaces of V', with F' weakly E-compatible. In
type (BCD) we assume that these subspaces are isotropic. In type (A) we assume that
L, M are of the form

L=()ker¢CM=()kero
e PV
for subsets W C & C V.
(a) If M ¢ F and F ¢ M, then there is a subspace F' C V which is E-commensurable
with F, isotropic in type (BCD), and such that
F N M is a hyperplane of F' 0 M
and F'/F" O M embeds as a hyperplane in F/F 0 M.

(b If FNM ¢ L and F+ M # V, then there is a subspace F' C V which is
E-commensurable with F, isotropic in type (BCD), and such that

F'NnL=FnNnL, F NMisahyperplane of F N M.

(c¢) If F' C L, then there is a subspace F' C V which is E-commensurable with F and
such that F' ¢ L, F' C M.

Proof. (a) Since M ¢ F we can find a vector v € M \ F. In type (A), since F' ¢ M,
we can find ¢ € ¥ such that F ¢ ker¢. In type (BCD), either v ¢ F+ and we take
¢ =w(v,-), or v € F+ and we take ¢ = w(v’,-) for any v/ € M+ \ F*+. In all the cases, it
follows from Lemma [5.1] that the subspace

F':= (F Nker¢) & (v)
is E-commensurable, isotropic in type (BCD), and satisfies
F'FoM=FnNM® (v).

Moreover, the linear projection F' — F N ker ¢ yields an isomorphism F'/F' N M =
Fnker¢/Fn M.

(b) In type (A) we take a vector v € V \ (F 4+ M) and we find ¢ € P such that
FNM ¢ ker ¢. By Lemma [5.1], the subspace

(5.3) F':= (FNker¢) @ (v)
is F-commensurable and satisfies
F'nL=FnNL, F'NM=(FnM)nNker¢.

In type (BCD) the construction is adapted as follows. Since FFN M ¢ L, there is a
vector v’ € L+ such that v' ¢ (F'N M)*, that is, FN M ¢ (V). We take ¢ := w(v', ).
The fact that £ N M ¢ (v')* also implies that there is an isotropic vector of the form
v =2 +w withw € FNM. Since FNM C (F + M)+, we have v ¢ F + M, and
hence v ¢ F + M. Moreover, v € F+ + (v/) = (F Nker ¢)*. By Lemma 5.1} the subspace

F’ of (53) corresponding to this choice of ¢ and v is isotropic and fulfills the required
conditions.
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(c) This time the conditions are fulfilled by the subspace F’ := (F Nker ¢) & (v), where
v € M\ L and ¢ is any element of V, such that F' ¢ ker ¢. O

Claim 1: If there is F; € F; (isotropic in type (BCD)) such that Fy N F;, has infinite
codimension in F} and Fy, then there is a sequence {F (™}, of (respectively isotropic)
subspaces which are E-commensurable with F, and satisfy

FlmF(°>gFmF(1>g---gFmFWg---.

Proof of Claim 1. The sequence {F(™},~, is constructed by induction: we let F©) = F,
and, once F™ is defined, we let F(™*1) be the subspace F’ obtained by applying Lemma
B2 (a) with F = F™ and M = F} (each time F; N F™ still has infinite codimension in
Fy and F™ hence the conditions for applying Lemma [5.2(a) are fulfilled). O

Claim 2: If F} € F; (isotropic in type (BCD)) is such that F; N F3 has finite codi-
mension in F; or Fy, then there is a (respectively isotropic) subspace F' which is E-
commensurable with F5 and such that ' C F} or F} C F.

Proof of Claim 2. Let m; := codimp, F; N Fy and m := min{my, my}. By applying m
times Lemma[5.2](a) in the same way as in the proof of Claim 1, we obtain a (respectively
isotropic) subspace F' which is E-commensurable with F, and such that

codimp, 1N F =0 or codimpFiNEFE =0,
that is, F1 C F or F' C F}. O

Case 1 can now be adressed as follows. If there is F] € F; (respectively isotropic)
such that F; N F, has infinite codimension in F; and F3, then Claim 1 yields an infinite
sequence {Fpem) n>o of elements of G/Ps which belong to pairwise distinct orbits of Pj.
Indeed, if there were n < m with g(Fpm) = Fpem for some g € Py = Stabg(F7), then
we would have g(F; N F™) = FyNF™ in contradiction with Lemma 24 as the inclusion
FinF™ C Fyn FM™ s strict.

It remains to consider the case where F; N F, has finite codimension in F; or F5 for all
(respectively isotropic) F; € F;. Invoking Claim 2, and using that F; contains an infinite
number of subspaces (see (5.1])), for all n > 1 we can find a sequence

FioCFipC---CFi,
of subspaces of F; such that
Vk € {0,...,n}, 3Fr € G/Py such that Fy, C F

or
Vk € {0,...,n}, 3Fr € G/Py such that F C F.

In the former case, by Lemma [B.2(b), for each k& € {1,...,n} there is a (respectively
isotropic) subspace F(*) E-commensurable with Fy, such that Fy,_, C F® Fy, ¢ F®).
In the latter case, invoking Lemma [5.2/(c), for each k € {1,...,n} we find this time F'*)
such that F®) ¢ Fi g, F®) ¢ Fij—1. In both cases, the so obtained generalized flags
Fr, .., Fpm € G/Py belong to pairwise distinct orbits of P;. Since n is arbitrarily
large, we conclude that there are infinitely many P;-orbits in G/Ps.

In Case 2, we assume that F, € F, has infinite dimension and infinite codimension
in V, and that there is Iy € F; with the same property (see (5.2))). In type (BCD)
these subspaces are also assumed to be isotropic. In the case where F} N F5 has infinite
codimension in F; and F3, Claim 1 yields infinitely many elements Fpm € G/Py which
belong to pairwise distinct P-orbits.

It remains to consider the case where F; N F5 has finite codimension in Fj or F5. This
implies that F; N F has infinite dimension and F} 4+ F' has infinite codimension in V
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whenever F' is E-commensurable with Fy. By applying Lemma B.2(b) with (L, M) =
(0, F1), we get a sequence {F™}, 5 of (respectively isotropic) subspaces which are E-
commensurable with F, and satisfy

F,nFO QFlﬂF(l) D ---QFlﬂF(”) D

Therefore, the associated generalized flags Fpm (for n > 0) are points of G/P, that
belong to pairwise distinct Pj-orbits. We again conclude that G/Ps has an infinite
number of Pi-orbits. The proof of the direct implication in Theorem [[.4]is now complete.

6. PROOF OF THE INVERSE IMPLICATION IN THEOREM [1.4]

We assume that P; is large and Py is semilarge. Hence assumption (A1) is fulfilled,
and we can find an exhaustion
X = G/P; x G/Py = | X(n)
n>1
as in Section 4.1l By Lemma [4.2] we have inclusions of orbit sets
X(n)/G(n) = X(n+1)/G(n+1) foraln>1
and the orbit set X/G is the direct limit
X/G = h_r}nX(n)/G(n)

To show that X has a finite number of G-orbits, it is sufficient to estimate the number
sp of G(n)-orbits on X(n) and prove that the sequence {s,},>1 is bounded.

In type (BCD), X(n) is the set of ordered pairs of isotropic flags of a given type, in a
finite-dimensional space M endowed with the nondegenerate bilinear form w, and G(n)
is the group G(M,w) of transformations which preserve w. According to Lemma [£4] we
have s,, < s2 where s2 stands for the number of GL(M)-orbits on the set of ordered pairs
of (not necessarily isotropic) flags of the same type. Thus for showing that the sequence
{8n }n>1 is bounded, it suffices to show that the sequence {s%},>; is bounded. Therefore,
it is enough to deal with the type-(A) case.

Since P, is large, the generalized flag F is a finite chain

‘/—‘.1:{F170:OCF171 C ... CFl,po—l CFLPO C ... CFLp:V},
such that ¢y := dim F} ,/F} x—1 is finite for all k£ # po. The generalized flag F; is a finite
chain as P is semilarge. For n > 1 large, X(n) is a double flag variety of the form

X = Fl(Cl, . ,Cp> X Fl(dl, . ,dq),

whose elements are ordered pairs of flags

(Fo=0CFR C...CF,=(E,), Fyp=0CF C...CF,=(E,))
such that dim Fy/Fj_1 = ¢ and dim F;/F,_, = d, for all k, {. We have ¢ > 0, d; > 0 and

a+...+=d+...+d,=m:=dim(E,).

In addition, by choosing n large, we may assume that ¢, = c;, for all k # po, and thus
Cpp =M — Y 4po C1k- I particular, ¢, is independent of n for all k£ # py. We must show
that the number s, of G := GL({E,))-orbits on X can be bounded by a constant which

depends only on the numbers ¢, (for k # py), p, and ¢. By the Bruhat decomposition, s,
is the cardinality of the double coset

Go X X B \Gp /Gy X -+ X Sy,

An element of the quotient &,, /&4, x - --x &, can be viewed asamap 7: {1,...,m} —
{1,...,q} such that 77!(j) has d; elements for all j. Every such map 7 belongs to the
S, X -+ X G, -orbit of a map 7y which is in addition nondecreasing on each interval
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[Ck—1 + 1,¢) with ¢ = ¢ + ... + ¢x. Such a map 7y is completely determined by its
restriction to {i € [1,m] : ¢ < ¢,y—1 or i > ¢, }. This restriction is a map

{1,..., o1} U{Gp +1,....m}—={1,...,q¢}

where the set on the left-hand side has C' := ), 4p, Ck elements. There are ¢ maps
between these two sets. Therefore, we conclude that

S =8 X X 6, \8,, /Gy, X - x &g, | < ¢°.

The proof of the theorem is complete.

7. PROOF OF THEOREM

The last assertion in Theorem is a consequence of the first part of the statement
combined with the classification of triple flag varieties of finite type for classical groups
established in the references [7, I8, [9, 10]. Details are given in Appendix [Al In this section
we prove the first part of the theorem.

Let X = X; x X3 x X3, where each factor X; = G/P; (i = 1,2, 3) is the quotient by a
splitting parabolic subgroup P; C G and can be viewed as an ind-variety of generalized
flags (Section 2.3)). Evidently, X can have a finite number of G-orbits only if every
product of two factors X; x X; (1 <i < j < 3) has a finite number of G-orbits. In view
of Theorem [I.4], this property holds only if all three parabolic subgroups Py, Po, P3 are
semilarge and two of them are large. This justifies the first claim in Theorem [1.6

In what follows, we assume that

P,, P, are large and Pj is semilarge.

In this way, condition (4.I]) is satisfied and we may consider the construction of Section
4.1l Namely, we may choose an admissible basis E such that X;, Xy, and X3 contain an
element which is E-compatible. Relying on a filtration £ = (J -, E, as in Section K]
we get exhaustions -

G=|JG(n) and X=|]X;(n)x Xy(n) x Xs(n)

n>1 n>1

such that X;(n) (for i = 1,2,3) is a (finite-dimensional) flag variety for the algebraic
group G(n).

We have to show that X has a finite number of G-orbits if and only if X;(n) x Xs(n) X
X3(n) has a finite number of G(n)-orbits for all n. The direct implication follows from
Lemma In the rest of this section, we assume that

(7.1) X1(n) x Xz(n) x X3(n) has finitely many G(n)-orbits for all n,

and we need to show that X has finitely many G-orbits.
For every n > 1, we denote V,, = (E,,) and V! = (E'\ E,). Then

V=V,aeV.

In type (BCD), the subspaces V,, and V! are orthogonal with respect to the form w.
Note that the restrictions of w to V,, and V., respectively denoted by w, and w/, are
nondegenerate. Let m, : V' — V,, and 7/, : V' — V! be the projections determined by the
above decomposition.

Let G(V!) stand for the subgroup of elements g € G such that g(V)) = V! and g(e) = e
for all e € E,. Note that G(V)) can be viewed as a subgroup of GL(V), and it is an

ind-group of the same type as G.
We point out two preliminary facts.
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Lemma 7.1. Let P C G be a large splitting parabolic subgroup. Then there is an integer
ng > 1 such that G(V,, ) C P.

Proof. Since P is large, it is the stabilizer of a generalized flag
F={F=0CFKC...CF,y1CF,C...CFEF,=V}

such that dim Fj/Fj,_; < +oo for all k # py. In particular, F, _; is finite dimensional
hence there is ny > 1 with F,_y C V,,. By Proposition 3.1 the generalized flag F
is weakly E-compatible. Since F,, is finite codimensional, we have e € F,, for all but
finitely many vectors e € E, hence there is ny > 1 with F,,; D V; . Then the integer
no := max{nj, ny} is as required in the statement. O

Lemma 7.2. Let P C G be a semilarge splitting parabolic subgroup which contains the
splitting Cartan subgroup H(E). For all m > 1, there is an integer ny > 1 such that for
every m-dimensional subspace M C V', we can find an element g € P with g(M) C V,,.

Proof. Being semilarge, P is the stabilizer of a generalized flag
F={Fh=0CFC...CF,=V}

This generalized flag being E-compatible, for all k € {1,...,p} we have a subset E; C F
with Fy, = Fy_1 @ (E}). The subgroup

p
P :={geP:g((E,)) =(F,) forallk e {1,...,p}} =PnN H GL((E}))
k=1
acts on the set of vectors | J;_,(E}) with finitely many orbits, hence there is an integer
©(0) > 1 with

p

U(Ek> C P Vo).

k=1

For all n > 1, by applying the same property to the intersection P N G(V)), which is
a semilarge splitting parabolic subgroup of G(V) that contains H(E \ E,), we get an
integer p(n) > n satisfying

p
U (B, 0V € (P'NG(VD)) - V-
By induction, this easily implies that (j_,(E;))" C P (V)" for all £ > 1. Hence

v (UEY) C P (V)" <P (Vi)

k=1

where ny := ¢"(0). The lemma ensues. O

By Theorem [I.4, X5 x X3 has a finite number of G-orbits. For showing that X =
X; x X5 x X3 has a finite number of G-orbits, it suffices to show that G has a finite
number of orbits on X; x O for every G-orbit @ C X5 x X3. To do this, we fix an element
(Fo, F3) € O C Xy x X3 and consider its stabilizer

S:={g€ G:g(F) =F and g(F3) = F3} = Stabg(F2) N Stabg(F3).

It suffices to show that S has a finite number of orbits on X;.
Fix ng > 1, large enough so that F, and F3 belong to X5(ng) and X3(ng), respectively,
and such that

G(V,,) C Stabg(F2)
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(see Lemma [[T]). Then
S":=8SNG(V,,) = Stabg(F3) N G(V},,).
Since F3 belongs to X3(ng), the chain of subspaces
Fs(V,,) ={FNV, : FeFs}

is an (E'\ E,,)-compatible generalized flag in the space V; . Note that in type (BCD) this
generalized flag is wj, -isotropic. Moreover, the fact that F3 belongs to X3(ng) guarantees
that each subspace I € F3 satisfies F' = (F-NV,,) @ (F NV, ). We deduce that

S" = Stabg(F3) NG(V,,)
= {g€G(V,,):g(F)=F forall F € Fs}
= {9e€G(V,):g(F)=F forall FeFsV,)}
= Stabg(véo)(fg(vrio)).

Consequently, S is a semilarge splitting parabolic subgroup of G(V}; ) that contains the
splitting Cartan subgroup H(E\ E,,,). This key observation is used in the proof of Claims
2 and 3 below.

By (1) we know that for every n > ng, the (finite-dimensional) subvariety X;(n)
intersects only finitely many S-orbits. For completing the proof of Theorem [1.6l it suffices
to prove the following claim.

Claim 1: There is ny > ng such that, for all 7 € Xy, there is g € S with gF € X;(nq).

The combination of Claims 2 and 3 below yields Claim 1, and will make the proof of
the theorem complete.
Since P, is a large parabolic subgroup, every point F € X; is a finite flag of the form

F={Fh=0CFKHC...CF,y1CF,,C...CF,=V}
with dim Fy, = dj, < 400 for 0 < k < py — 1 and dim V/F;, = d}, < +oo for py < k < p.

Claim 2: There exists n; > ng such that, for all F = {Fy,..., F,} € Xy, there is
g€ SNG(V, ) with g(F,y—1) C V,,.

no
Claim 3: There exists ny > ny such that, for all F = {Fy, ..., F,} € X; satisfying the
condition Fp_; C Vj,,, there is g € SN G(V;) with g(F%) D V,,, for po < k < p. This
implies that gF € X;(na).

Proof of Claim 2. If F € Xi, then m, (F,,_1) is a subspace of V, whose dimension is

at most dp,_;. We have noted that S = SN G(V}; ) is a semilarge splitting parabolic
subgroup of G(V,! ) which contains H(E \ E,,). Hence, Lemma yields an integer

no

ny > ng such that for every F € X there is an element g € S’ with g(7,, (Fpe-1)) C Va,.
Since go,, = 7, 0g, we obtain that m, (g(Fp,-1)) C Vy,, and hence that g(F,,_1) C V,,,.
This establishes Claim 2. U

Proof of Claim 3. Let X; be the subset of generalized flags 7 = {F},}]_, € Xy such that
Fp—1 C Vp,. For F = {F,}i_, € X we define

FV,)={FRnNV, CHNV, C...CF,NnV, }.

This is a weakly (E\ E,, )-compatible generalized flag in the space V, , that is w;, -isotropic
in type (BCD). Moreover, we have

dim F, NV, <dimF,_; =dp,—1 < +00
for 0 <k <py—1and
dimV, /F, NV, <dimV/F, =d, < +oo
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for py < k < p. These observations show that the image of the map F € X; — F(V/ ) is

contained in a union X, U. ..U X’ where each X; is an ind-variety of generalized flags in
the space V,; corresponding to a large splitting parabolic subgroup of G(V}; ).
Since ny > ng, arguing in the same way as for S’, we see that the subgroup

S'=SnG(V,)

is a semilarge splitting parabolic subgroup of G(V, ). By Theorem [I.4], S’ has a finite
number of orbits on every X’. It follows that the set

{(F(V!): FeXi}

intersects finitely many S’—orbitg. Hence we can find ny > n; such that for every F =
{Fo, ..., F,} € Xy, there is g € S’ with g(F,, NV, ) DV, . Whence g(F,,) DV, .
The conclusion that gF = {g(Fj)},_, belongs to X;(nsy) is obtained by observing that

IER) =\ (g(F) V) @V, ifpo <k <p.
The proof of Claim 3 is complete. 0

8. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.7]

Let ¢ > 4. Theorem [[L4] implies that X has infinitely many G-orbits whenever at least
two of the splitting parabolic subgroups Py, ..., P, are not large. Hence we may assume
that Pq,...,P,_; are large and consider the construction of Section [Tl

Since ¢ > 4, it follows from the results in [7], [ [0 [10] that every (finite-dimensional)
multiple flag variety X (n) has infinitely many G (n)-orbits whenever n > 1 is large enough.
By Lemma we infer that X has infinitely many G-orbits, completing the proof of
Theorem [L.7]

APPENDIX A. ON THE CLASSIFICATION GIVEN IN TABLE [1]

In this appendix we go over the details of the classification of triples of (proper) splitting
parabolic subgroups (P1, Py, P3) of G such that the ind-variety

X = G/P1 X G/P2 X G/P3

has a finite number of G-orbits, stated in the last part of Theorem and explicitly
listed in Table [l The first part of Theorem reduces this classification to the finite-
dimensional case. This enables us to use the classification results for triple flag varieties
of finite type in [7, I8, [, [10]. Note that these latter results are not used elsewhere in our
paper.

According to the first claim in Theorem [[L6] we assume that for each i € {1,2,3}, P;
is a semilarge parabolic subgroup obtained as the stabilizer of a generalized flag

Fi={Fo=0CF,1C...CF 1< F.,=V}

(such that F}y = Fj,—x in type (BCD)). In the notation of Table [l we have |P;| = m;,
while A(P;) is the list of the dimensions dim Fj /F; ;1 (for k € {1,...,m;}) written in
nonincreasing order. Some of these dimensions may be infinite, in which case the sequence
A(P;) takes the form

A(PZ> = (OOZi7 Ci,fi—l—h ceey Ci,m)
with ¢; € {1,...,m;} and a nonincreasing sequence of integers ¢;s,41 > ... > Cim,-
Moreover, by the first claim in Theorem [LL6], we assume that at least two of the parabolic
subgroups are large, i.e., ¢; = 1 for at least two i € {1,2, 3}.



MULTIPLE FLAG IND-VARIETIES WITH FINITELY MANY ORBITS 25

In the setting of Theorem [[.6] the ind-variety X is exhausted by finite-dimensional
triple flag varieties X(n) := X(E,) = [[o_, G(E,)/Pi(E,), where G(n) := G(E,) is a
finite-dimensional classical algebraic group of the same type as G and P;(n) := P;(E,)
is the stabilizer of a flag

Fi(n) = {Fyo(n) =0 C Fiy(n) C .. C Fyys(n) € Fymy(n) = Vi)

of the finite-dimensional space V,, = (E,). When n is large enough, the list of dimensions
dim F} x(n)/F; x—1(n) arranged in nonincreasing order is of the form

A(Pz(n)) = (di,l(n)v <. 7di,£i (n), Cili+1y -+ sz)

where, for all k € {1,...,4;}, {d;x(n)}, is a sequence tending to infinity.

The first part of Theorem asserts that X has a finite number of G-orbits if and
only if X(n) has a finite number of G(n)-orbits for all n (in fact, by Lemma (.2 we
may assume that n is large). The latter condition can be characterized in terms of the
sequences A(P;(n)) by using results from [7, 8, [9, 10]. We now complete the verification
of Table [I] case by case.

Al. G = GL(c0). In type (A), it is shown in [7, Theorem 2.2] that X(n) has a finite
number of G(n)-orbits if and only if one of the following conditions hold up to permutation
within the triple (P, P2, P3):

e m; = my = 2 (referred to as type (D,9) in [7, Theorem 2.2]);

o my =2, my=3,mg € {3,4,5} (types ( 6), (E7), (Es));

e my =2, my =3, and ¢ =2 (type ( T+3)),

e my =2, my=3, and c3 =1 (type (ET(+3)),

e my =2and ¢ =1 (type (Sg.r))-
Note that type (A,,) of [T, Theorem 2.2] does not occur in our setting since we assume
that Py, Py, P53 are proper subgroups of G, and hence mq, mo, m3 > 2. The above list of
conditions yields the part of Table [Il concerning GL(c0).

A.2. G = Sp(oco). In this case the requirement F} = Fjp,—x for all k € {1,...,m;}
implies that, if m; is even then the generalized flag F; contains a Lagrangian subspace
Fzm7 which is both infinite dimensional and infinite codimensional. Hence,

(A.1) if m; is even, then P; is not large.

Since we assume that at least two of the parabolic subgroups Py, Py, P3 are large, at least
two of the numbers my, mo, m3 must be odd. Taking this observation into account, it
follows from [8, Theorem 1.2] that X(n) has a finite number of G(n)-orbits if and only if
one of the following cases occurs (up to permutation within (P, Py, P3)):

o my =2, my =23, m3 € {3,5} (types (SpEs) and (SpEyg) in [8, Theorem 1.2]);
e my =2, my =3, and ¢y = 23 = 1 (type (SpET(IjZ?,));
e my =my=3,and ¢;2 = c13 =1 (type (SpY,14)).

This corresponds to the part of Table [l concerning Sp(oo).

A.3. G = (oc0). Similarly to the case of Sp(co), the parabolic subgroup P; is large only
if m; is odd, and the fact that at least two of the subgroups Py, Py, P3 are large implies
that at least two of the numbers my, ms, m3 are odd. Note that, if some m; is even then
the finite-dimensional space V,, = (E,,) has even dimension since it contains a Lagrangian
subspace.

If dimV}, is odd, say dimV,, = 2m + 1, then [9, Theorem 1.6] implies that X(n) has a
finite number of G(n)-orbits if and only if one of the following situations occurs (up to
permutation within (P, Py, P3)):
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e m; =my =3 and ¢; 5 = ¢; 3 =1 (this corresponds to (II) in [9, Theorem 1.6]);
e my =my =3, mg € {3,5}, and A(P2(n)) = (m, m, 1), which means that A(Py) =
(00,00,1) (cases (III) and (IV) of [9, Theorem 1.6]).

In the second situation Ps is not large, hence P, P3 have to be large, in particular
A(Py) = (00, b, b) for some positive integer b. Note that condition (I) of [9, Theorem 1.6]
cannot be fulfilled here because P; or P, must be large.

If dim V;, is even, say dim V,, = 2m, then we get from [10, Theorem 1.7] that G(n) has a
finite number of orbits on X (n) precisely in the following cases (up to permutation within
(Pl, PQ, Pg))I

e my =3, my € {2,3,4}, and ¢15 = 13 = 1 (cases (I-1) and (I-2) of [I0, Theorem
1.7]);

e m; = 2 and A(Py(n)) is one of the sequences (2m—2,1?%), (2m—4,2?), (2m—6, 3?),
(2m — 4,1%), which equivalently means that A(Ps) is (oo, b?) with b € {1,2,3} or
(00,1%) (case (IT) of [10, Theorem 1.7]);

e my =2, my =3 with A(Py(n)) = (2m — 2b,b?) for an integer b > 4, which means
that A(Py) = (00, b?), and m3 € {3,5} (cases (III-1) and (I1I-2) of [10, Theorem
L.7]);

e m; = 2, my = 3 with A(Py(n)) = (2m — 2b,0?) for an integer b > 4, which
means that A(Py) = (oo, b?), and A(P3(n)) is (2m — 2c — 4,¢*,1*) with ¢ > 1 or
(2m — 8,1%), which means that A(P3) is (oo, c?,1%) or (00, 1®) (cases (ITI-3) and
(ITI-4) of [10, Theorem 1.7]).

Note that [10, Theorem 1.7] contains more cases, but we disregard the cases which prevent
two of the subgroups P, Py, P3 to be large.

Altogether, the conditions listed in this subsection yield the part of Table [Il concerning
D(00).
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