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COMPATIBLE POISSON BRACKETS ASSOCIATED WITH 2-SPLITTINGS AND

POISSON COMMUTATIVE SUBALGEBRAS OF §(g)

DMITRI L. PANYUSHEV AND OKSANA S. YAKIMOVA

ABSTRACT. Let 8(g) be the symmetric algebra of a reductive Lie algebra g equipped with
the standard Poisson structure. If C C 8(g) is a Poisson-commutative subalgebra, then
tr.degC < b(g), where b(g) = (dimg + rkg)/2. We present a method for constructing
the Poisson-commutative subalgebra 2, . of transcendence degree b(g) via a vector space
decomposition g = h @ v into a sum of two spherical subalgebras. There are some natural
examples, where the algebra Z, .y appears to be polynomial. The most interesting case is
related to the pair (b,u_), where b is a Borel subalgebra of g. Here we prove that Z ,,
is maximal Poisson-commutative and is complete on every regular coadjoint orbit in g*.
Other series of examples are related to involutions of g.
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2 D.PANYUSHEV AND O. YAKIMOVA
operation { , }: A x A — A called a Poisson bracket such that

{a,bc} = {a,b}c+ b{a,c}, (the Leibniz rule)
{a,{b,c}} +{b,{c,a}} +{c,{a,b}} =0 (the Jacobi identity)

for all a,b, c € A. A subalgebra C C A is Poisson-commutative if {C,C} = 0. We also write
that C is a PC-subalgebra. The Poisson centre of Ais ZA = {z € A | {z,a} = 0Va € A}.
Two Poisson brackets on A are said to be compatible, if all their linear combinations are
again Poisson brackets. Usually, Poisson algebras occur in nature as algebras of functions
on varieties (manifolds), and we only need the case, where such a variety is the dual of a
Lie algebra q and hence A = k[q*] = 8(q) is a polynomial ring in dim q variables.

There is a general method for constructing a “large” Poisson-commutative subalgebra
of 8§(q) associated with a pair of compatible brackets, see e.g. [DZ05, Sect. 1]. Let { , }/
and { , }" be compatible Poisson brackets on q*. This yields a two parameter family of
Poisson brackets a{ , }' +b{ , }”, a,b € k. As we are only interested in the corresponding
Poisson centres, it is convenient to organise this, up to scaling, in a 1-parameter family
{,h=4{,}V+t{,}, teP=kU{oco}, where t = oo corresponds to the bracket { , }".
The index ind{ , } of a Poisson bracket { , } is defined in Section 1. For almost all ¢ € P,
ind{ , }; has one and the same (minimal) value. Set P, = {t € P | ind{ , }; is minimal}
and Py, = P\ P,. Let Z; denote the Poisson centre of (8(q),{ , }:). The crucial fact is
that the algebra Z C 8(q) generated by {Z; | t € P} is Poisson-commutative w.r.t. to
any bracket in the family. In many cases, this construction provides a PC-subalgebra of
8(q) of maximal transcendence degree.

A notable realisation of this scheme is the arqument shift method of [MF78]. It employs
the Lie-Poisson bracket on q* and a Poisson bracket { , }., of degree zero associated with
v € q*. Here {¢,n}, = v([¢,n]) for €, n € q. The algebras Z = Z,, occurring in this approach
are known nowadays as Mishchenko—Fomenko subalgebras.

Let G be a connected semisimple Lie group with Lie (G) = g. In [PY18], we studied
compatible Poisson brackets and PC-subalgebras related to an involution of g. Our main
object now is the 1-parameter family of linear Poisson brackets on g* related to a 2-splitting
of g, i.e., a vector space sum g = h @ v, where h and v are Lie subalgebras. This is also
the point of departure for the Adler-Kostant-Symes theorems and subsequent results,
see [AMV, Sect. 4.4], [RS94, §2]. But our further steps are quite different. For = € g, let
z, € vand zy € h be the components of . Here one can contract g to either h x v or
v x h*P. Let { , }opand { , } be the corresponding Poisson brackets on g*. Then

[«T,y] if 'ruyer% [I,y] if T,y cr,
{r,y}o=1q[r,y]e if zebhyer, and {2y} = [z,y]y if z€h,yer,
0 if z,y€r, 0 if x,yeh.
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Since { , } = {, }o + {, } is a Poisson bracket, these two brackets are compatible,
cf. [PY18, Lemma 1.1]. Consider the 1-parameter family of Poisson brackets

{7}t:{7}0+t{7}007

where t € P. Here k* C PP,. Note that these brackets are different from the bracket

(x,y) = [xhvyh] - [xtvyt]

considered in the Adler-Kostant-Symes theory. The algebras gy = h x t** and g() =
v X b2 are Inonii-Wigner contractions of g, and a lot of information on their symmetric
invariants is obtained in [Y14, Y17].

Let Z = Z . denote the subalgebra of 8(g) generated by all centres Z; with ¢ € Pg.
Then {Z,2Z} = 0 and therefore

1
tr.deg Z < é(dimg +rkg) = b(g).

This upper bound for tr.deg Z is attained if ind{ , }o = ind{ , }« = ind{, } = rkg, ie,
P = P, see Theorem 3.1. A 2-splitting with such property is said to be non-degenerate.
We show that the 2-splitting g = h @ v is non-degenerate if and only if both subalgebras b
and v are spherical, see Theorem 2.1 and Remark 2.3 for details. Therefore, we concentrate
on 2-splittings involving spherical subalgebras of g. This allows us to point out many
natural pairs (b, v) such that tr.deg Z = b(g). Furthermore, in several important cases, Z is
a polynomial algebra.

1) Consider the 2-splitting g = b © u_, where b and b_ are two opposite Borel subal-
gebras, t = bNb_, and u_ = [b_,b_]. The PC-subalgebra Z = Z_,_ ) has a nice set of
algebraically independent generators. Let {H; | 1 < i < rkg} C 8(g)? be a set of homoge-
neous basic invariants and d; = deg H;. The splitting g = b @ u_ leads to a bi-grading in
8(g) and the decomposition H; = Z?;O(Hi)(j,di_j). Then Z, ) is freely generated by the
bi-homogeneous components (H;); 4, with 1 <i < rkg, 1 < j < d; — 1 and a basis for
the Cartan subalgebra t, see Theorem 4.3.

Itis easily seen thatif C C 8(g) is a PC-subalgebra and tr.deg C = b(g), then C is complete
on generic regular G-orbits, cf. Lemma 1.1. Using properties of the principal nilpotent
orbit in g ~ g*, we are able to prove that Z,_) is complete on each regular coadjoint orbit
of G (Theorem 4.4) and that it is a maximal PC-subalgebra of 8(g) (Theorem 5.5). One
can also consider a more general setting, where b is replaced with an arbitrary parabolic
p D b, see Remark 4.5.

2) Let o be an involution of maximal rank of g, i.e., the (—1)-eigenspace of o, g;, contains
a Cartan subalgebra of g. If g, is the corresponding fixed-point subalgebra, then there is
a Borel b such that g = b @ go. This 2-splitting is non-degenerate and we show that Z 4,
is a polynomial algebra, see Theorem 6.1. At least for g = sl,,, this PC-subalgebra is also
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maximal (Example 6.2). It is likely that the maximality takes place for all simple g.
More generally, a non-degenerate 2-splitting is associated with any involution ¢ such
that g1 N greg # 9, see Remark 6.3.

3) Consider a semisimple Lie algebra g = g x g and involution 7 that permutes the
summands. Here g, N g, # @ and this yields a natural non-degenerate 2-splitting g x g =
Ay @ b, which represents the famous Manin triple. The corresponding PC-subalgebra
Z C 8(g @ g) appears to be polynomial. This has a well-known counterpart over R that
involves a compact real form ¢ of g. Namely, if g is considered as a real Lie algebra, then
it has the Iwasawa decomposition g = €@t [Lie3, Ch. 5, §4], where v C b is a solvable real Lie
algebra. We prove that the R-algebra Z . is also polynomial, see Section 7.

We refer to [DZ05] for generalities on Poisson varieties, Poisson tensors, symplectic
leaves, etc. Our general reference for algebraic groups and Lie algebras is [Lie3].

1. PRELIMINARIES ON THE COADJOINT REPRESENTATION

Let () be a connected linear algebraic group with Lie (()) = q. Then 8x(q) = 8(q) is the
symmetric algebra of q over k. It is identified with the graded algebra of polynomial
functions on q*, and we also write k[q*] for it.

Write q¢ for the stabiliser in q of £ € g*. The index of g, ind g, is the minimal codimension
of Q-orbits in q*. Equivalently, ind g = mingey- dim g°. Let k(q*)“ be the field of Q-invariant
rational functions and k[q*]9 the algebra of Q-invariant polynomial functions on q*. By
the Rosenlicht theorem, one has ind q = tr.degk(q*)%. Therefore tr.degk[q*]? < indg. The
“magic number” associated with q is b(q) = (dimq + ind q)/2. Since the coadjoint orbits
are even-dimensional, the magic number is an integer. If q is reductive, then indq = rkq
and b(q) equals the dimension of a Borel subalgebra. The Lie-Poisson bracket on k[q*] is
defined on the elements of degree 1 (i.e., on q) by {z, y} := [z, y]. The Poisson centre of §(q)
is

Z8(q) = {H €8(q) [ {H,2} =0 Vx € q} = 8(q)".
As Q is connected, we have 8(q)" = 8(q)% = k[q*]%. The set of Q-regular elements of q* is

(1-1) Jreg = 17 € q" | dimq"” = ind q}.

The Q-orbits in q;,, are also called regular. Set qf,, = q° \ dy,. We say that q has the
codim-n property if codim q,, > n. By [K63], the semisimple algebras g have the codim-
3 property.

Let ' be the 8(gq)-module of differential i-forms on g*. Then Q = @ Q' is the 8(q)-
algebra of regular differential forms on q*. Likewise, W = @, W' is the graded skew-
symmetric algebra of polyvector fields, which is generated by the 8(q)-module W' of
polynomial vector fields on g*. Both algebras are free 8§(q)-modules. The Poisson tensor
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(bivector) m € Homgg) (22, 8(q)) associated with a Poisson bracket { , } on ¢* is defined
by the equality 7(df A dg) = {f, g} for f,g € 8(q). For any ¢ € q*, 7(¢) defines a skew-
symmetric bilinear form on 77 (q*) ~ g. Formally, if f, g € 8(q), v = d¢f, and u = d¢g, then
(&) (v,u) =7n(df Adg) (&) = {f, g}(&). In view of the duality between differential 1-forms
and vector fields, we may regard 7 as an element of W?. Let [[, ]| : Wi x Wi — Witi—1
be the Schouten bracket. The Jacobi identity for 7 is equivalent to that [[7, 7]] = 0, see
e.g. [DZ05, Chapter 1.8].

Definition 1. The index of a Poisson bracket { , } on q*, denoted ind{ , }, is the minimal
codimension of the symplectic leaves in g*.

It is easily seen that if 7 is the corresponding Poisson tensor, then
ind{ , } = mingeq- dimker 7(§) = n — maxeeq- rkw(§).
Recall that for a Lie algebra q and the dual space q* equipped with the Lie-Poisson bracket
{, }, the symplectic leaves are the coadjoint -orbits. Hence ind{ , } = indq.

1.1. Complete integrability on coadjoint orbits. For { € g7, let Q- denote its coadjoint
Q-orbit. If v : TFq* — T¢(Q-§) is the canonical projection, then ker 1 = q¢. Let 7 be the
Poisson tensor of the Lie-Poisson bracket on q*. Then 7(§)(x,y) = &([z,y]) for z,y € q.
The skew-symmetric form 7(§) is non-degenerate on 77 (Q-§). The algebra k[Q-¢] carries
the Poisson structure, which is inherited from q*. We have

{Filge, Faloey = {11, Fatloe

for all F, F;, € 8(q). The coadjoint orbit ()-¢ is a smooth symplectic variety.

Definition 2. Aset F' = {Fy,..., F,} C k[Q-{] is said to be a complete family in involution if
Fy,...,F, are algebraically independent, {F;, F;} = 0 for all ¢, j, and m = 3 dim(Q-¢). In
the terminology of [AMYV, Def. 4.13], here (Q-v,{ , }, F) is a completely integrable system.

The interest in integrable systems arose from the theory of differential equations and
in particular equations of motions, see e.g. [AMV, Chapter 4]. By now this theory has
penetrated nearly all of mathematics and has had a definite impact on such remote fields
as combinatorics and number theory. A rich interplay between Lie theory and complete
integrability is well-documented, see [RS94, AMV, P90]. Applications of PC-subalgebras
of §(q) are one of the striking examples of this interplay.

Let A C 8(q) be a Poisson-commutative subalgebra. Then the restriction of A to @Q-¢,
denoted A|q.¢, is Poisson-commutative for every {. We say that A is complete on Q-§, if
A|g.e contains a complete family in involution. The condition is equivalent to the equality

tr.dog (Alge) = & dim(Q-6).
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Lemma 1.1. Suppose that A C 8(q) is Poisson-commutative, § € qy,,, and dim deA = b(q).
Then A is complete on Q-€.

Proof. Since ¢ is regular, we have dim ker ¢ = ind q. Therefore

dim e(de) > bla) —indq = £ dim(Q:€)

as required. O

2. INONU-WIGNER CONTRACTIONS AND THEIR INVARIANTS

Let b be a Lie subalgebra of q. Choose a complementary subspace V' to h in g, so that
q = b @V is a vector space decomposition. For any s € k*, define the invertible linear
map ¢s: q — q by setting ¢,y = id, |y = s-id. Then pspy = sy and ¢! = p,-1, ie., this
yields a one-parameter subgroup of GL(q). The map ¢, defines a new (isomorphic to the
initial) Lie algebra structure [ , |5y on the same vector space q by the formula

The corresponding Poisson bracketis { , }(,). We naturally extend ¢, to an automorphism
of 8(q). Then the centre of the Poisson algebra (8(q),{ , }s) equals ¢, 1(8(q)%).

The condition [h, h] C b implies that there is a limit of the brackets [ , ](s) as s tends to
zero. The limit bracket is denoted by [, () and the corresponding Lie algebra (o) is the
semi-direct product h x V*, where V2 ~ q/h as an h-module and [V?*, V*F] ;) = 0. More
precisely, if v = h + v € q() with h € hand v € V, then

[h+ v, B+ v'](o) = [h, W]+ [h, V'] — [W, 0]y,

where 2y denotes the VV-component of z € q(g. The limit algebra q( is called an Inonii-
Wigner (=1W) or one-parameter contraction of q, see [Lie3, Ch.7,§2.5] or [PY12, Sect. 1]. Be-
low, we will repeatedly use the following

Independence principle. The IW-contraction o) does not depend on the initial choice of a

complementary subspace V.
Therefore, when there is no preferred choice of V, we write q() = h x (q/h)". By a general
property of Lie algebra contractions, we have ind q) > indq. We need conditions on g
and h under which the index of the IW-contraction does not increase. For this reason, we
switch below to the case in which q = g is reductive and hence G is a connected reductive
algebraic group.

For any irreducible algebraic G-variety X, there is the notion of the complexity of X,
denoted c¢(X), see [V86]. Namely, cq(X) = dim X — max,ex dim B-z, where B C G
is a Borel subgroup. Then X is said to be spherical, if cc(X) = 0, i.e., if B has a dense
orbit in X. In particular, for any subgroup H C G, one can consider the complexity of
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the homogeneous space X = G/H. Then H (or h = Lie(H)) is said to be spherical if
cq(G/H) =0.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that G is reductive and the homogeneous space G/ H is quasi-affine. Then
ind (hx (g/h)*®) = ind g+2cc(G/H) = rkg+2cc(G/H). In particular,ind (h x (g/h)**) = ind g
if and only if b is a spherical subalgebra of g.

Proof. For the affine homogeneous spaces, a proof is given in [P07, Prop.9.3]. Here we
demonstrate that that proof actually applies in the general quasi-affine setting.

Let h* be the annihilator of § in the dual space g*. It is an H-submodule of g* that is
called the coisotropy representation of H. Here h* and g/h are dual h-modules. (If @ is a
G-invariant bilinear form on g, then one can identify g* and g using ®, and consider h* as
a subspace of g.)

Letk(h*) denote the subfield of H-invariants in k(h*). The Rais formula for the index
of semi-direct products [R78] asserts that ind (h x (g/h)**) = tr.degk(ht) + ind s, where
s is the b-stabiliser of a generic point in h*. (Here we use the fact that g/h and h* are
dual H-modules.) Since G/H is quasi-affine, s is reductive [P99, Theorem 2.2.6]. Hence
ind (h x (g/h)%°) = tr.degk(h) + rk s. Moreover, there is a formula for c¢(G/H) in terms
of the action (H : h*). Namely, 2¢;(G/H) = tr.degk(h™)? — rkg + rks [P99, Cor.2.2.9].
Whence the conclusion. O

Remark 2.2. If P C G is a parabolic subgroup, then G/ P is not quasi-affine. However,
it is proved in [PY13, Theorem4.1] that ind (p x (g/p)*) = rkg. For a Borel subgroup
B, this appeared already in [PY12, Cor. 3.5]. The reason is that the Rais formula readily
implies that ind (p x (g/p)**) = ind g%, where e € p"' is a Richardson element and p"' is
the nilradical of p. The famous Elashvili conjecture asserts that ind g° = rk g for any e € g.
For the Richardson elements, a conceptual proof of the Elashvili conjecture is given in
[CM10].

Remark 2.3. In an earlier version of this article, we conjectured that ind (h x (g/h)**) = ind g
for any spherical subalgebra h. Having heard from us about this problem, D. Timashev
informed us that combining some results of Knop [Kn90], the Elashvili conjecture, and the
scheme of proof of Theorem 2.1, one can extend Theorem 2.1 to arbitrary homogeneous
spaces G/H. This general argument is outlined below. We are grateful to Timashev for
providing necessary details.

Let T*(G/H) = G x h* be the cotangent bundle of G/H. The generic stabiliser for the
H-action on b is isomorphic to a generic stabiliser for the G-action on T*(G/H). Let s be
such a stabiliser. (If G/H is quasi-affine, then s is reductive. But this is not so in general.)
A general description of s, see [Kn90, Sect. 8], can be stated as follows. Fix a maximal
torus 7' C B and set t = Lie (7"). For a generic B-orbit O in G/H, consider the parabolic
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subgroup P = {g € G | g(O) C O} D B. LetI' € X(T) be the lattice of weights of all
B-semi-invariants in the field k(G/H) and t, the Lie algebra of KerI' C T'. The rank of I
is called the rank of G/H, denoted r(G/H). Set a = t7, the orthogonal complement w.r.t.
®|¢ and consider the Levi subgroup M = Z;(a) C G. The weights in I' can be regarded
as characters of M and we consider the identity component of their common kernel as a
subgroup of M, denoted M. Clearly, M, is reductive. Write m; C m for their Lie algebras.

Let P_ be the opposite to P parabolic subgroup and p"' the nilradical of p_ = Lie (P_).
Then M, N P_ is a parabolic subgroup of M, and Knop’s description boils down to the
assertion that s is the generic stabiliser for the linear action of MyNP_ on mNp"! = myNpn'.
It is noticed by Timashev that s C m, is actually the stabiliser in m, of a Richardson
element in my N p"' = (my N p_)"". Hence ind s = rk M, by the Elashvili conjecture. By the
Rais formula, we have

(2-2) ind (h x (g/h)*®) = tr.degk(h™) + inds.

The general theory developed in [Kn90, P90] implies that tr.degk(h™)? = 2¢(G/H) +
r¢(G/H). The last ingredient is that, by the very construction of M, one has rk A/, =
rkg — r¢(G/H). Gathering the above formulae, we obtain 2c;(G/H) + rk g in the right-
hand side of (2-2).

Associated with the vector space sum g = h © V/, one has the bi-homogeneous decom-
position of any homogeneous H € 8(g):

H=Y" Hi4.,,

where d = deg H and H, 4 ; € 8'(h) ® 8¥4(V) C 8%(g). Then (i,d — i) is the bi-degree of
H; ;. Let H* denote the nonzero bi-homogeneous component of H with maximal V-
degree. Then deg; H = degy H*. Similarly, H, stands for the nonzero bi-homogeneous
component of 4 with maximal h-degree, i.e., minimal V'-degree.

It is known that if H € Z8(g), then H* € Z8(h x V) [P07’, Prop.3.1]. However, it is
not always the case that Z8(h x V") is generated by the functions of the form H*® with
H e Z8(g). Let {Hy, ..., H;}, | = rk g, be a set of homogeneous algebraically independent
generators of 8(g)? and d; = deg H;. Then 22:1 d; = b(g).

Definition 3. We say that H,, ..., H; is an h-good generating system in 8(g)? (=bh-g.g.s. for
short) if H7, ..., H are algebraically independent.

The importance of g.g.s. is readily seen in the following fundamental results.

Theorem 2.4 ([Y14, Theorem 3.8]). Let Hy,..., H; be an arbitrary set of homogeneous alge-
braically independent generators of 8(g)® and g =bh & V. Then

(i) 22:1 degy H; > dim V;
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(i) Hy,...,H isan b-g.gs. if and only if Zé.:l degy H; = dim V.

Furthermore, if the contraction g ~ gy = h x (g/h)*" has some extra properties, then
the existence of an h-g.g.s. provides the generators of Z8(g)). More precisely, Theo-
rem 3.8(iii) in [Y14] yields the following;:

Theorem 2.5. Suppose that gy = b x (g/b)> has the codim—2 property and ind gy = ind g. If
thereisan b-g.g.s. Hy,..., Hyin 8(g)%, then Hy, ... H} freely generate 8(g o). In particular,
8(9(0))%© is a polynomial ring.

3. 2-SPLITTINGS OF g AND POISSON-COMMUTATIVE SUBALGEBRAS

Let g be a semisimple Lie algebra. The sum g = h @ v is called a 2-splitting of g, if both
summands are Lie subalgebras. Then g* acquires the decomposition g* = h* @ t*, where
t* = Ann(h) = b+, b* = Ann(tr) = v*. Given a 2-splitting g = hr, one can consider two IW-
contractions. Here either subalgebra is the preferred complement to the other, so we write
b x v and v x h2P for these contractions. The important feature of this situation is that the
corresponding Poisson-brackets are compatible and their non-trivial linear combinations
define Lie algebras isomorphic to g.

If v = x5 + 2, € g, then the Lie-Poisson bracket on g* is decomposed as follows

{2y} = [, yp) + [0, Yele + (20, yple + [, Yl + [26, yplo + [0, 9]

{zu}0 {#0}oo

Here the bracket { , }o (resp. { , }~) corresponds to gy = b X t® (resp. g(oo) = t X h?°).

Using this decomposition, we introduce a 1-parameter family of Poisson brackets on g*:

{7}t:{7}0+t{v}ooa

where t € P = k U {00} and we agree that { , } is the Poisson bracket corresponding
to t = oo. It is easily seen that { , }, with ¢t € k* is given by the map ¢;, see Eq. (2-1).
By [PY18, Lemma 1.2], all these brackets are compatible. Write g, for the Lie algebra
corresponding to { , },. Of course, we merely write g in place of g(;). All Lie algebras g
have the same underlying vector space g.

Convention 1. We often identify g with g* via the Killing form on g. We also think of
g" as the dual of any algebra g(;) and usually omit the subscript “(¢)" in g,). However, if
§ € g°, then the stabiliser of ¢ in the Lie algebra g (i.e., with respect to the coadjoint
representation of g()) is denoted by gft).

Let m; be the Poisson tensor for { , }; and m;({) the skew-symmetric bilinear form on
g ~ T{(g*) corresponding to { € g, cf. Section 1. A down-to-earth description is that
T (&) (21, 22) = {1, 22} 1) (§). Set rk my = maxeeqe rkm(€).

If t # 0,00, then g ~ g and hence indg() = indg = rkg.
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For each Lie algebra g;), there is the related singular set B(psing = 9" \ 901) req 7 cf. Eq. (1-1).
Then, clearly,

g?t),sing = {5 € g* | rkﬂ-t(g) <rk Wt}»

which is the union of the symplectic g(-leaves in g* having a non-maximal dimension.
For aesthetic reasons, we write g7_ ;. instead of g{_) .-

Let Z, denote the centre of the Poisson algebra (8(g),{ , }:). Formally, Z, = 8(g())*®.
Then 2, = 8(g)®. For ¢ € g, let dcF' € g denote the differential of ' € 8§(g) at&. Itisa
standard fact that, for any H € 8(g)?, d¢H belongs to 3(g*), where 3(g°) is the centre of g¢.

Let {H,, ..., H;} be a set of homogeneous algebraically independent generators of §(g)?.
By the Kostant regularity criterion for g, d¢ Hy, . . ., d¢ H; are linearly independent if and only

if § € g}y, see [K63, Theorem 9]. Therefore
(3-1) (deH; | 1< j <) =g* ifand onlyif ¢ € Oreg-

(Recall that g* = 3(g*) if and only if £ € gj,, [P03, Theorem 3.3].) For £ € g*, set d: Z; =
(deF' | F € 24),.. Then d: 2, C ker m,(§) for each ¢. The regularity criterion obviously holds
for any t # 0, co. That is,

(3-2) for ¢t # 0,00, onehas ¢ € g{y oy & deZ: = kerm(§) & dimker m(§) = rkg.

,reg

Remark. The same property holds for ¢ = 0 in some particular cases considered in [Y14,
Sections 4 & 5], which also occur below. For instance, if (b, t) is either (b, u_), see Section 4,
or (b, go), see Section 6 for details.

3.1. The non-degenerate case. Let us say that a 2-splitting is non-degenerate, if ind g (o) =
ind g(») = rkg and thereby P, = IP. This is equivalent to that both subalgebras h and ¢
are spherical, see Theorem 2.1 and Remark 2.3.

Clearly, {Z;, 2Zv}s = 0= {2, Zy}v forall t,t’ € P. If t # t/, then each bracket { , };isa
linear combination of { , }; and { , }». Hence {Z;, Z/}, = 0 for all s € P. By continuity,
cf. [PY18, Appendix]. Using
this one shows that the centres Z; (¢ € P) generate a PC-subalgebra of §(g) with respect to
any bracket { , };, ¢t € P. Write 2.y := alg(Z:):cp for this subalgebra. For each £ € g*, the
space d¢Z .. is the linear span of d:Z;, with ¢ € IP. In [B91], Bolsinov outlined a method

this ensures that ker 7y (§) = lim,_,» d¢ Z; for each £ € ga,)

7reg,

for estimating the dimension of such subspaces. A rigorous presentation is contained in
Appendices [PY08, PY18], which is going to be used in the following proof.

Theorem 3.1. Given a non-degenerate 2-splitting g = h @,

(1) there is a dense open subset §2 € g* such that dimker m,(§) = rkg forall { € Qand t € P,
(2) forall £ € Q, one has dim deZp, »y = b(g) and hence tr.deg Z .y = b(g).
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Proof. (1) Suppose that
£:§h+§t eEhor=g"

The presence of the invertible map ¢, implies that { € 90 ifand only if &+t71¢, € Ooing:

,sing

Therefore,

(3:3) U 9{sing = {6 + 16 [ & + & € @ing, £ # 0,00},

t£0,00

Since codim g{;) ;,, = 3 for each ¢ € k*, the closure Y := 4 . 8{) <ing 1S Of codimension 2

in g*. Then we have dim ker 7,(§) = rk g for all ¢ € P and all £ in thésﬁgense open subset
Q=g"\(YU 9(0).sing Y 0% sing)-

(2) By definition, deZpy = >, cpdeZ C Y, cpkerm(§). Then (3-2) and the hypothesis

on § imply that deZ D 3,0 ker m(§). Here we have a 2-dimensional vector space

,sing

of skew-symmetric bilinear forms a-m;(§) on g ~ T g, where a € k, t € P. Moreover,
rkm(§) = dimg — rk g for each t. By [PY08, Appendix], >, ., ker m(§) = >_,cp ker m(§)
and dim )", ker m(§) = rkg + 3(dimg — rkg) = b(g). O

Thus, any non-degenerate 2-splitting g = h @ v provides a Poisson-commutative subal-
gebra Z, v C 8(g) of maximal transcendence degree.

Let {Hy,...,H;}, | = rkg, be a set of homogeneous algebraically independent gen-
erators of $(g)? and d; = deg H;. Recall that for any H;, one has the bi-homogeneous
decomposition:

d;
Hj = (H,})id—i;
7=0

and H? is the nonzero bi-homogeneous component of H; with maximal t-degree. Then
deg H; = deg, H;. Similarly, H;, stands for the nonzero bi-homogeneous component of
H; with maximal h-degree, i.e., minimal t-degree.

Convention 2. We tacitly assume that the order of summands in the sumg = h @ ¢
is fixed. This means that, for a homogeneous H € 8(g), we write H*® (resp. H,) for the
bi-homogeneous component of maximal degree w.r.t. the second (resp. first) summand.

It is known that H? € Z8(h x t**) and H;, € Z8(x x h*") [P07’, Prop. 3.1].

Theorem 3.2. The algebra 2y .y is generated by 2, 2., and the set of all bi-homogeneous com-
ponents of Hy, ..., H, ie.,

(34) {(H])Z7dj_l|]:]_,,Z&ZZO,]_,,d]}
Proof. Recall that Z({ , }1) = 28(g) = k[H;, ..., H;]. By the definition of { , };, we have
Z({, }) =¥ (2(8(g))) for t # 0,00 and

oi(H;) = (Hj)a; 0+ t(Hj)a,—11 + 12 (Hj)ay—22 + - -
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Using the Vandermonde determinant, we deduce from this that all (H;);4,—; belong to
Z.+y and the algebra generated by them contains Z; with ¢t € k '\ {0}. O

The main difficulty in applying this theorem is that one has to know the generators
of the centres Z;, and Z.,. The problem is that these centres are not always generated
by certain bi-homogeneous components of H;, ..., H;. In the subsequent sections, we
consider several nice examples of non-degenerate 2-splittings of g, describe the corre-
sponding Poisson-commutative subalgebras of §(g) and point out some applications to
integrable systems.

4. THE POISSON-COMMUTATIVE SUBALGEBRA Zp )

Let g = u@t®u_ be a fixed triangular decomposition and b = u@ t. The corresponding
subgroups of G are U,T,U_, and B. In this section, we take (h,t) = (b,u_). Then g =
b x u? and g(o) = u_ x b®*. Since G/U_ is quasi-affine, ind g(-) = ind g, see Theorem 2.1.
By a direct computation, one also obtains ind gy = ind g, cf. Remark 2.2. Hence g = b u_
is a non-degenerate 2-splitting.

In order to get explicit generators of the algebra Z,,_), we first have to describe the
algebras Z; and Z.. Recall that 8(g)¢ = k[H;,...,H;] and H; is the bi-homogeneous
component of H of highest degree w.r.t. u_. The following is Theorem 3.3 in [PY12].

Proposition 4.1. For g = b x u®, the Poisson centre Zy = Z8(g(o)) is freely generated by
HY, ..., Hp. The bi-degree of H is (1,d; — 1).

In our present terminology, one can say that any homogeneous generating system
Hy,...,H € 8(g)?isab-g.gs.

Proposition 4.2. For g(.) = u_ x b, one has Z,, = 8(t), where t C b = b C g(o).

Proof. Since b is abelian in g,y and b ~ g /u_ as an u_-module, we have t C Z,. Since
ind g(o) = [ = dim ¢, this means that 8(t) C Z is an algebraic extension. Because §(t) is
algebraically closed in 8(g()), we conclude that §(t) = Z. O

Theorem 4.3. The algebra Z,_y is polynomial. It is freely generated by the bi-homogeneous
components {(H;)ia,—i | 1 <j <1, 1 <i<d;— 1} and a basis for t.

Proof. By Proposition 4.1, the generators of Z, are certain bi-homogeneous components
of Hy, ..., H;. Therefore, combining Theorem 3.2, Proposition 4.1, and Proposition 4.2, we
obtain that Z,_) is generated by the bi-homogeneous components of all H,’s and 8(t).
The bi-homogeneous component (H;)g, ¢ is the restriction of H; to (u_)* = b* C g*.
(Upon the identification of g and g*, this becomes the restriction to b_ = t & u_.) As
Hj is G-invariant, such a restriction depends only on t* C b i.e., it is a W-invariant
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element of 8(t). Since we already have the whole of §(t), the functions {(H;)4,0 | 1 <

< I} are not needed for a minimal generating system. On the other hand, (/) 4, is the
restr1ct1on of H; to b™ = u* ~ u. Therefore, (H;)oq, = 0 for all j. Thus, Z,_) is generated
by the functions pointed out in the statement. The total number of these generators is
[+ Zé-:l(dj — 1) = b(g). Because tr.deg Z(._y = b(g) (Theorem 3.1), all these generators
are nonzero and algebraically independent. O

Thus, we have constructed a polynomial Poisson-commutative subalgebra Z, y C 8(g)
of maximal transcendence degree.

Theorem 4.4. The Poisson-commutative algebra 2, _y is complete on every regular coadjoint
orbit of G.

Proof. Given an orbit G-x C gy, it suffices to find y € G-z such that dim d, 2, ,_y = b(g).
Consider first the regular nilpotent orbit Ge'. Let {e, h, f} be a principal sl,-triple in g such
thatecu, het, feu . Theny:=e+h— f € Ge.Heree € u* and (h — f) € b*.

We claim that y € g, ., for every ¢ € P. Indeed, if ¢ # 0,00, then te + (h — f) € g,
cf. (3-3). Further, g9(p) = b° = g° is commutative and dim g° = [. Therefore also 9(0 =g°
and y € g{) .- Finally, ad*(u_)(h — f) = Ann(t® u_). Hence dim g( = dlmg =l and
Y € g% reg- The claim is settled.

Now we know that y € 2, where (2 is the subset of Theorem 3.1(1). By Theorem 3.1(2),
dimdyZ .y = b(g). This means that 2, ) is complete on the regular nilpotent orbit
G-e = G-¢/, see Lemma 1.1.

In general, using the theory of associated cones of Borho and Kraft [BK79], one sees
that Ge C k*-Gxr for any = € g;,. Since the subalgebra 2, ) is homogeneous, we have

b(g)}maxdlmd 1Zpu_y = max dim deZg._y = b(g).

' eGx e'eGe

The result follows in view of Lemma 1.1. O

Remark 4.5. Our (b, u_)-results can be put in a more general setting in the following way.
Let p D b be a standard parabolic subalgebra with Levi decomposition p = [ & p"'. This
yields the decomposition g = p"' & [ @ p"!, where p_ = [ @ p"! is the opposite parabolic.
Consider the 2-splitting g = p® p"'. Here p is a spherical subalgebra, while p™ is spherical
if and only if p = b. Actually, c¢(G/P"") = dim u(l), where u(l) = uN . Then

ind g(oo) = ind (p™' x p*°) = dim ,

cf. Theorem 2.1. Moreover, one proves here that Z,, = 8(1I), cf. Proposition 4.2. Therefore,
if p # b, then Pgng = {o0} and the PC-subalgebra Z,, ,, is generated by all Z; with ¢ # oo.
In this case, Z, iy wery = b(g) — dimu(l). To
describe explicitly 2, ,n,, one has to know the structure and generators of Z, = Z8(p x

C 8(g)" and one can prove that tr.deg 2
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(p"h)2P). However, it is not known whether Z, is always polynomial, and generators are
only known in some special cases. For instance, this is so if p is a minimal parabolic, i.e.,
[, 1] ~ s, (see [PY13, Section 6]). We hope to consider this case in detail in a forthcoming
publication.

5. THE MAXIMALITY OF Z, )

Here we prove that Z,_ is a maximal Poisson-commutative subalgebra of S(g).

Let A be the set of roots of (g,t). Then g, is the root space for u € A. Let A" be the
set of positive roots corresponding to u. Choose nonzero vectors ¢, € g, and f, € g,
for any p € A*. Let oy, ..., o be the simple roots and § the highest root in A*. Write
0 = 22:1 a;o; and set f; = f,,. Assuming that deg H; < degH, if j < ¢ for the basic
invariants in 8(g)?, we have H? = e []._, f*, see [PY12, Lemma 4.1].

Recall that we have two contractions g(g) = b x u®* and g(..) = u_ x b. As the first step
towards proving the maximality of Z,,._), we study the subsets g7, and g{,

,sing”
Lemma 5.1. (i) = Upea+ D(c), where D(a) = {€ € g* | ({,) = 0} and ( , ) is the
Killing form on g* ~ g.

(i) For any a € A" and a generic § € D(«), we have dim gfoo) =1+2

*
goo,sing

Proof. For ¢ € g*, let C' = C(§) be the matrix of m..(§)],_xeb. Since [b, b)) = 0, we have
rk oo (§) = 2rk C. Note that if [eq, f3]() 7# 0, then either & = S or « — 3 € A" and therefore
a = [ in the usual root order “>” on A™. Refining this partial order to a total order on
A" and choosing bases in u and u_ accordingly, one can bring C' into an upper triangular
form with the entries £([f, €,]) on the diagonal. Now it is clear that Oho sing C Upens+ D(a).

Let £ € D(«) be a generic point. Then rk C' = dim u — 1 and there is a nonzero e € usuch
that 7o, (£)(u_,e) = 0. Hence e € gfoo). Because t is the centre of g(.), we have t C g?oo)
and b(g) — 1 > rkmo(§) > b(g) — 2. Since rk 7o, (§) is an even number, it is equal to b(g) — 2
and therefore dim gfoo) = [ + 2. This settles both claims. O

Lemma 5.2. (i) Set D; = {€ € g* | £(f;) = 0} for 1 < i < l. Then the union of all divisors in
g>(k0),sing is equal to Ui:ai>1 DZ
(ii) For any D; C 9{0) sing And generic & € D;, we have dim gfo) =[+2.

,sing

Proof. (i) By [Y14, Theorem 5.5], a fundamental semi-invariant of g is p = H§:1 fot
The main property of p is that the union of all divisors in g, ;.. is {¢ € g" | p(¢) = 0},
see [Y14, Def.5.4]. Hence the assertion.

(i) Take a generic £ € D; C 9(0) sing* Then £ = y + e, where y € b*and e € uis a
subregular nilpotent element of g, cf. [Y14, Sect. 5.2]. According to [Y14, Eq. (5.1)],

dimgfo) = dim b° + ind b — L.
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On the one side, dim(B-¢) < dimu — 1, on the other, b¢ C g° and dimb® < [ 4+ 2. If
b® = g, then ind b® = [ [P03, Cor.3.4], if dimb® = [ + 1, then indb® < [ + 1. In any case
dim b° + ind b° < 2/ + 2 and hence dim g{; = + 2. O
> 2.

Remark. Note that all a; = 1 if g is of type A. That is, in that case codim g, ., =
We will need another technical tool, the pencil of skew-symmetric forms on g related
to the family {7;(£) }exuoo for a given £ € g*. To this end, we recall some general theory

presented in the Appendix to [PY18].

Let P be a two-dimensional vector space of (possibly degenerate) skew-symmetric bi-
linear forms on a finite-dimensional vector space v. Set m = maxscprk A, and let Pr; C P
be the set of all forms of rank m. Then P,, is an open subset of P and Pgng := P\ Preg is
either {0} or a finite union of lines. For each A € P, let ker A C v be the kernel of A. Our
object of interest is the subspace L 1=}, ker A.

Proposition 5.3 (cf. [PY18, Theorem A .4]). Suppose that Psn, = kC with C' # 0 and rkC' =
m — 2. Suppose also that rk (A|xerc) = 2 for some A € P. Then (1) dim(L Nker C') = dim v —m,
(2) dim L = dimv — 3 — 1, and (3) A(ker C, L Nker C') = 0.

Proof. The first two assertions are proved in [PY18, Theorem A.4]. We briefly recall the
relevant setup.

Take non-proportional A, B € P,,. By [T91, Theorem 1(d)], there is the Jordan—Kronecker
canonical form for A and B. This means that there is a decomposition b = v; @ ... ® vy
such that A(v;,0;) = 0 = B(v;,v;) for ¢ # j, and the pairs A, = A|,,, B; = B|,, have a
rather special form. Namely, each pair (A;, B;) forms either a Kronecker or a Jordan block
(see [PY18, Appendix] for more details). Assume that dim v, > 0 for each :.

e For a Kronecker block, dimv; = 2k; + 1, rk A; = 2k; = rk B; and the same holds for
every nonzero linear combination of A; and B;.

e For a Jordan block, dimv; is even and both A; and B, are non-degenerate on v;.
Moreover, there is a unique \; € k such that det(A; + A\;B;) = 0 and hence rk (4; + \;B;) <
dimv; — 2. In particular, any Jordan block gives rise to a line k(A + A\;B) C Pging.

Since Pging is a sole line, the critical values \; for all Jordan blocks must be equal. Fur-
thermore, since rk C' = m — 2, there must be only one Jordan block, and we may safely
assume that this block corresponds to v,.

Now, we are ready to prove assertion (3). It is clear that L C €p,_, v; and
(LNkerC) C @, ker C;,

where dim ker C; = 1 for each i < d. Since A(v;,v;) = 0 for i # j, we obtain A(ker C, L N
ker C') = 0. O
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Let C C 8(g) be the subalgebra generated by Z . ), €5, and f; with 1 < ¢ < [. Recall
that Y € Z, ) and that H} = ¢; Hﬁzl [ by [PY12, Lemma 4.1]. In view of this and
Thereorem 4.3, C has a set {F}, | 1 < k < b(g) + [} of homogeneous generators such that
{F | 1 <k <l}isabasis of t, I, is of the form (H}); 4, if | < k < b(g), and the last [ + 1
elements F}, are root vectors.

By the very construction, we have
(5-1) Zpay C S(g)".

Proposition 5.4. The subalgebra C is algebraically closed in 8(g).

Proof. For v € g*, we set L(y) = Zt#)m ker m(y) and V(v) = dyZpuy. Ify € 901) reg for
all t # 0,00, then L(y) C V(v) in view of (3-2). It follows from (5-1) that v([V (v),t]) =
Consider the following condition on ~:

(©) 7 is nonzero on at least [ elements among es, f1,. .., fi.

Note that condition (¢) holds on a big open subset and that the t-weights of the [ elements
involved, say z1, ..., x;, are linearly independent. The linear independence of the selected
[-tuple of t-weights implies that if vy satisfies (¢), y([t,z]) =0,and z € (x; | 1 <1i <), then
x = 0. Hence here dim d,€ > dim V' (y)+[. In the proof, we compute dim d,,C only at points
7 satisfying ().

We readily obtain that tr.deg C = b(g) + [ and hence the homogeneous generators Fj,
with 1 < k < b(g) + [ are algebraically independent. The goal is to show that the differen-
tials of the polynomials F}, are linearly independent on a big open subset. Note that the
assertion is obvious for g = sly, because here C = 8(g).

Let 2 C g* be the dense open subset defined in Theorem 3.1. Then dim V() = b(g) for
any v € 2. However, the complement of {2 may contain divisors; i.e., the divisors lying in
0(0).sing OF 1N G5 ging, S€E (3:3).

e Concentrate first on the irreducible divisors in g% .. Such a divisor D(«) is the
hyperplane defined by @ € A", see Lemma 5.1(i). There is a non-empty open subset
U C D(«a)suchthatany ¥ € U is regular for all t # oo and satisfies dim 9(10) = [+2,see (3-3)
and Lemmas 5.2, 5.1. We have t C g ,. Recall from the proof of Lemma 5.1 that there is
anonzero e € uf g . Let u be a maximal element in the subset {# € A™ | (e, f5) # 0}
Then ([u_, €], f,) = 0. Hence e € g, forany v = ¥+cf,, where c € kand f, is regarded as
a linear functlon ong. Forh et such that [h,e,| = e,, we have y([h, e]) = F([h, €]) +c(fu. €)
and here (f,,e) # 0. For a generic ¢ € k, one obtains ~([t, g?oo)]) # 0and v € U. On
the one hand, rk 7(v)| 0., 2 2, on the other hand, rk 7 (7)] 0., S 2 by [PY18, Lemma A.3].
According to [PY08, Lemma A.1], L(y) = >, kerm(v). Now Proposition 5.3 implies
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that dim L(y) = b(g) — 1 and

T(VL(Y) N 8 s)r G(oy) = 0.
By the construction 7(7)(t, g/,,) # 0. Hence t ¢ L(7) and dim(L(v) +t) > dim L(v). For a
generic v € D(«), we have then dim V() = b(g) and dim d,C = b(g) + (.
that is defined by f; with a; > 1, see Lemma 5.2.
We can safely assume here that g is not of type A. Otherwise gj,,

e Consider a divisor D; C g’(ko) sing

sing has no divisors, cf.
[PY12, Prop.4.3]. Because [b, fi]o) C kf;, we have f; € 9?0) forany ¥ € D;. Lety € D, be
generic. Lemma 5.2 shows that rk () = dimg — I — 2 and that rk 7 () = {. By [PY08,
Lemma A.1], L(v) = >_,,, ker m (7). The next task is to show that ~ is nonzero on [f;, g?o)].

In order to do this, we employ considerations from [Y14, Sect. 5.2].

Setp = p; = b @ kfi. Then (D; Nu) = p" is the nilpotent radical of p. Write vy = y + ¢,
where y € b* ~ b_ and e € p"' is a subregular element of g, cf. the proof of Lemma 5.2(ii).
We may safely assume that e is a Richardson element, i.e., Pe C p"! is the dense orbit
of the parabolic subgroup P C G with Lie(P) = p. There are two possibilities, either
[p,e] = p"'is equal to [b, €] or not.

Suppose that dim[b, ¢] < dim p"!, then there is a nonzero f € p™ such that (f,[b,e]) =
0. At the same time, (f,[p,e]) # 0. Therefore (f,[fi.e]) = ([f, fi],e) # 0. Note that
W[, 8l0) = (e, [f,6]) = 0, ice., € gy, We have also 1([f, £i]) = (e, [f, £i]) # 0. Thus v is

nonzero on [f;, gy -

Suppose now that [b,¢] = p"'. In this case, dimb° = [ + 1 and Be is dense and open
in p"'. By [Y14, Lemma 5.10], b° is abelian. Set U, = {y € D, | dimg?o) = [+ 2}. Then
v =e+y € U for any y € b_ in view of a direct calculation from [Y14, Lemma 4.8].
Furthermore, 7([f;, g(y)]) = Oif and only if (f;, [e+y, gy]) = 0. As a point of an appropriate
Grassmannian, the subspace g/, depends on v € U, continuously. Therefore it suffices to
find just one point ¥ € U, such that 5([f;, g?o)]) £ 0.

Consider first the case, where [f;, es] # 0. Set ¥ = ¢ + f5_,,. Then es € g7. Here [f;, e;] is
a nonzero scalar multiple of e;_,,, hence 5([f;, es]) = (fs—a:, [fi, €5]) # 0.

In the remaining cases, (J,a;) = 0, b® is abelian, and still a; > 1. This is possible if
and only if g is of type B; with [ > 3 and i > 3, see [GHR] and [Y14, Prop. 5.13]. As a
Richardson element in p"!, we take e = €4, | 1o, + > jsieinext f =0 — (aptazt ... +a;)

and y = fz. There is a standard choice of root vectors related to elementary skew-
symmetric matrices. It leads, for example, to e,, , 1o, = [€i_1,€;]. After such a normal-
isation, & := €gya, — €5 € b°. Furthermore, adfy (§) fs = —[es, f5] and there is

ne (fi[ficr, fil | § #i—1,4),

such that £ + 17 € g?o) for ¥ = e +y. Finally (e + v, [fi, £ +n]) = (e, [fi,n]) + (f5, [fi» €p1as))
is nonzero, because ([e, fi],n) = 0 and ([f3, fi], €s+a,) # 0.
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Now we know that 7(v)(fi,g(,) # 0. By [PY18, Lemma A.3], rk (7 (7)]
the rank in question is equal to 2. According to Proposition 5.3, dim L(~)
fi  L(v).

Note that 7(v)(fi,t) = 0. Furthermore, if x € (es, f; | j # %), and 7(y)(t,z) = 0, then
x = 0. Therefore dimd,C = b(g) + [. Since d,€C = (d,F} | 1 < k < b(g) + [),, the goal is
achieved, the differentials dFj, are linearly independent on a big open subset. According
to [P?Y07, Theorem 1.1], the subalgebra C is algebraically closed in 8(g). O

< 2, hence

9?0>)
= b(g) — 1 and

Theorem 5.5. The algebra 2, ) is a maximal Poisson-commutative subalgebra of S(g).

Proof. Let A C 8(g) be a Poisson-commutative subalgebra and Z4, y C A. Since
tr.deg Zpuy = b(g) = tr.deg A, each element x € A is algebraic over Z, ). Hence it
is also algebraic over C and by Proposition 5.4, we have x € €. Since t C Z,_), we have
{t,z} = 0. The algebra of t-invariants in € is generated by Z, ) and the monomials
esfit ... f* such that ¢; = ca;. Each such monomial is a power of H}. Therefore z € Z )
and Z-<[,7u7> =A. ]

6. THE POISSON-COMMUTATIVE SUBALGEBRA Zp )

If o is an involution of g, then g = gy ® g1, where g; = {z € g | o(z) = (-1)'z}. As
is well-known, g is a spherical subalgebra of g. Therefore, there is a Borel subalgebra b
such that go + b = g.

An involution ¢ is said to be of maximal rank, if g, contains a Cartan subalgebra of g.
Then dim g; = dim b, dim gy = dim u, and such o is unique up to G-conjugation. Therefore,
in the maximal rank case, there is a Borel subalgebra b such that

(6-1) bdgo =g

Recall that (for k = C) there is a bijection between the (conjugacy classes of complex)
involutions of g and the real forms of g, see e.g. [Lie3, Ch.4, 1.3]. Under this bijection
the involution of maximal rank corresponds to the split real form of g. This bijection
also allows us to associate the Satake diagram [Lie3, Ch. 4, 4.3] to any involution. In this
section, we assume that ¢ is of maximal rank and take (h,t) = (b, go) such that Eq. (6-1)
holds. As in Section 4, to describe the generators of 2 ,,), we need a set of generators
for the Poisson centres Z, = Z8(b x g3°) and Z,, = Z8(go x b"). By the Independence
Principle of Section 2, we have

bx g ~bxu® and gy x b ~ gy x g
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Hence the structure of Z is already described in Prop. 4.1, whereas the Poisson centre
of 8(go X g3°) is described in [P07’]. Namely, Z8(go x g3°) is freely generated by the bi-
homogeneous components of {H;} of minimal degree w.r.t. g, i.e., of maximal degree
w.rt. g; (or b). In particular, any generating system H;, ..., H; € 8(g)? is a go-g.g.s.

Theorem 6.1. The algebra Z 4, is polynomial. 1t is freely generated by the bi-homogeneous
components {(H;)ia,—i | 1 <j <[, 1 <i<dy}.

Proof. It follows from the above discussion and Theorem 3.2 that Z 4, is generated by
the bi-homogeneous components of all {#;}. The total number of all bi-homogeneous
components equals Zé.:l(dj + 1) = b(g) + [. As in the proof of Theorem 4.3, the com-
ponent (H;)oq, is the restriction of H; to b*. Under the identification of g and g*, we
have b+ = u. Therefore (H;)o4, = 0 for all j. Thus, there remain at most b(g) nonzero
bi-homogeneous components and, in view of Theorem 3.1, these components must be
nonzero and algebraically independent. O

Thus, we have obtained a polynomial Poisson-commutative subalgebra Z 4, of 8(g) of
maximal transcendence degree.

Example 6.2. (1) If g = sl, and o is of maximal rank, then gy = so0,,. Here dim g>(k0),sing <
dim g — 2 by [P07’, Theorem 3.3] and dim g7, ,, < dimg — 2 by [PY12, Section 4]. In view
of (3-3), this implies that the open subset €2 of Theorem 3.1 is big. Thus, the differentials
of the free generators of Z 4, are linearly independent on the big open subset (2. By
[P*Y07, Theorem 1.1], this means that Z 4, is an algebraically closed subalgebra of 8(g).
Since tr.deg Z 4,) is maximal possible among all PC-subalgebras, Z 4, is a maximal PC-
subalgebra of S(sl,,).

(2) By [PY12, Theorem4.4], if g is simple, but g # sl,, then dimg}_ ., = dimg — 1.
Therefore, the above argument does not generalise. Still, this does not prevent Z 4
from being a maximal PC-subalgebra. Actually, we do not know yet whether Z, 4, is
maximal for the other simple g.

Remark 6.3. If o is not of maximal rank, then dimg, > dimu and the sum gy + b = g
cannot be direct. Given gy, one can choose a generic “opposite” Borel subalgebra b such
that dim(b N go) is minimal possible and b N g, is closely related to a Borel subalgebra of a
certain Levi subalgebra. Namely, there is a parabolic subalgebra p O b, with the standard
Levi subalgebra I C p, such that [[,[] C pN gy C [and b N gy is a Borel subalgebra of s :=
pNgo [P99, Chapters 1, 2]. (The semisimple algebra [[, [] corresponds to the subset of black
nodes of the Satake diagram of ¢.) Therefore, there is always a solvable subalgebra h C b
normalised by t such that h & (go N b) = b and hence h @ g, = g. Here p™ C h C p"' & 3(1),
where 3([) is the centre of [. Hence any involution o gives rise to a natural 2-splitting of g.
But this h not necessarily spherical. A sufficient condition for sphericity is that the Satake
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diagram of o has no black nodes. (This is equivalent to that g; N g,y # ©.) Thenp = band
bNgo C t. Hence h D u = b"' and thereby b is spherical. Thus any involution of g having
the property that g, N g.g # @ gives rise to a non-degenerate 2-splitting.

e If g is simple, then such involutions that are not of maximal rank exist only for A,,
D,,+1, and Es. However, it is not yet clear how to describe explicitly the Poisson centre
Z8(h x g3°) if b #b.

e Yet another similar possibility is the semisimple algebra g © g ~ g x g, where g is
simple and ¢ is the permutation of summands. Here everything can be accomplished
explicitly, see the following section.

7. POISSON-COMMUTATIVE SUBALGEBRAS RELATED TO A 2-SPLITTING OF g X g

In this section, we consider in detail the good case mentioned at the end of Remark 6.3
and its application to Lie algebras over R.

Let 7 be the involution of g := g @& g ~ g x g such that 7(x1,x2) = (z3,21). Then gy =
Ay =~ g is the usual diagonal in g x g and g, is the antidiagonal Aé_) ={(z,—x) | x € g}.
Here a generic opposite Borel subalgebra of g for Ajis b x b_and A;N (b x b_) = A It
follows that a complementary solvable subalgebra for A, is

=A@ (uxu),
where A7) = {(z,—2) | z € t}. This yields the 2-splitting
(7-1) gxg=ho A,

associated with 7 in the sense of Remark 6.3. Next step is to prove that this 2-splitting
is non-degenerate and both related IW-contractions of g x g have a polynomial ring of
symmetric invariants.

By the Independence Principle, the IW-contraction (g X g)() = Ay X h*® is isomorphic
to the Takiff Lie algebra g x g*°. A description of the symmetric invariants of g x g*° is due to
Takiff [Ta71], cf. also [P07]. This implies that there is a good generating system here. More
explicitly, let {H; ;, H; ;1 | 1 < j < I} be the obvious set of basic symmetric invariants of
gxg. Then{H;; £ H;;;|1<j<l}isa(Ay)-ggs.

SetV =A@ (u_ xu) Cgxg. AsVisacomplementary space to hin g x g, it follows
from the independence principle that

q::thab:beZb:(gxg)(o),

i.e., qis the IW-contraction of g x g associated with f. Recall that d; = deg H;.

Proposition 7.1. We have ind q = 2l and 8(q)9 is freely generated by the polynomials
Fj = (HjJ — HjJ[). with 1 <] <
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and a basis of A.

Proof. Lety = (£,€) € q* be a linear form such that £ € t* and dim g* = [. Then dim q” = 2I
and thereby ind g < 2I. Note also that A, belong to the centre of g, i.e., [A¢, g X gl() = 0.

Let F; = Fj be the highest u_-component of H; € 8(g)? w.r.t. the splitting g = b ® u_.
By [Y14, Lemmab5.7], we have F; € §(u @ u_). Recall that by [PY12] the elements {F}}
are algebraically independent and deg, F; = d; — 1. Similarly, let Fj ;; be the highest
u-component of H; ;; w.r.t. the splitting g = b_ @ u.

For each j € {1,...,l} and s € {I,II}, we have H; € §(A). In view of this and the
above paragraph,

F;=F;; — F;;; + F;, where F; € AS(q).

We see that 8(q)9 contains 2/ algebraically independent elements and hence indq > 2.
Thereby ind q = 21.

Assume that dim((d,F; | 1 <j <), + A¢) < 2l for all points v of a divisor D C g*.
Then D is defined by a homogeneous polynomial and dim(D N Ann (4,)) > dimq—1— 1.
If we write v = v + v for v € (D N Ann (Ay)), then the differentials {d,, F} ;} are linearly
dependent at v, and thus

* *

V1€ (b X ua—b)singv Vi1 € (b— X uab>sing

by [Y14]. The intersection (b x u®)% N Ann (t) is a proper closed subset of Ann(t), cf.

sing

Lemma 5.2(i). Thereby dim(D N Ann (4A,)) < dimq — [ — 2, a contradiction.

By [P?Y07, Theorem 1.1], the polynomials {F';}, together with a basis of A, generate
an algebraically closed subalgebra of $(q). Since ind q = 2/, we are done. O

Thus, the above results show that 2-splitting (7-1) is non-degenerate, and we can con-
sider the corresponding Poisson-commutative subalgebra of (g x g).

Theorem 7.2. The algebra Zy A,y C S(g x @) is polynomial. It is freely generated by the bi-
homogeneous components

{(Hjr+ Hj1)sa;—s, (Hjr — (_1)dej,II)s’,dj—s’ 11<j<l,1<s<dj, 1< <d;j—1}

together with a basis for A.

Proof. It follows from the description of Z,, and Theorem 3.2 that Z ) is generated
by all the bi-homogeneous components of {H,; £ H; ;} and Z,. By Proposition 7.1, Z
is generated by the bi-homogeneous components of the form {(H,; — H;;)*} with j =
1,...,land a basis for A,. Thus, the total number of generators is at most 2b(g) + 3!.

Since the components of the form (H;; = H; r)oq; are either zero or belong to §(4),
they are redundant. Notice also that (H;; — (—1)% H; 11)a;0 = 0 for all j. Therefore, there
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are at most 2b(g) = b(g x g) nonzero generators and, in view of Theorem 3.1, they must
be algebraically independent. O

7.1. The real picture. Assume now that k = C. Let £ be a compact real form of g. Then
b N € = itg, where tz is a maximal torus in a split real form gg C g. Settv = tg S u. It
is an R-subalgebra of b and we have the real 2-splitting g = v @ ¢, which is the Iwasawa
decomposition of g as a real Lie algebra. The complexification of this decomposition is
conjugate to the 2-splitting of g x g defined by Eq. (7-1). Here (g, ¢, t) is a Manin triple over
R, see [DZ05, Sect. 5.3].

We choose the basic symmetric invariants of g such that each /; takes only real values
on tg. Over R, 8(g)? is generated by Re H; and Im H; with 1 < j < [.

Translating Theorem 7.2 to the real setting, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 7.3. Let Sg(g) be the symmetric algebra over R of the real Lie algebra g. Then the
R-algebra Z .y C Sr(g) is polynomial. It is freely generated by the bi-homogeneous components

{(ReHj)s,dj_s, (|m Hj)s’,dj—s’ | 1 <] < l, 1 < S < dj, 1 < Sl < dj - ]_}
together with a basis of itg.

Remark 7.4. We associated a 2-splitting of g to any (complex) involution o, see Remark 6.3.
If gr , is the real form of g corresponding to o, then the Iwasawa decomposition of gg , is
just the real form of that 2-splitting. We hope to elaborate on this relationship and related
PC-subalgebras in the future.
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