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AFFINE GRASSMANNIANS FOR G2

ZHIHAO ZHAO

ABSTRACT. We study affine Grassmannians for the exceptional group of type G2. This group
can be given as automorphisms of octonion algebras (or para-octonion algebras). By using
this automorphism group, we consider all maximal parahoric subgroups in Ga, and give a
description of affine Grassmannians for G2 as functors classifying suitable orders in a fixed
space.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we give an explicit description of affine Grassmannians for the exceptional
group G. Generally, affine Grassmannians can be defined by loop groups. Let k be a field,
with char(k) # 2, and let G be a linear algebraic group over Spec(k((t))), where k((t)) is the
Laurent power series with variable ¢. In [4], [5], Bruhat-Tits attach to any connected reductive
group G over Spec(k((t))) its building B(G), which is a polysimplicial complex equipped with
an action of G(k((t))). To any point x € B(G), there is a unique smooth affine group scheme ¥,
over Spec(k[t]), where k[t] is the formal power series with variable t. We call it the parahoric
subgroup associated to the point . The k[t]-points ¥, (k[t]) is (at least when G is simply
connected) the stabilizer of z in G(k((t))). Its generic fiber is equal to G. We define the
algebraic loop group LG associated to G, which is the ind-scheme representing the functor:

R— LG(R) = G(R(1),
for any k-algebra R. Since R((t)) is a k((t))-algebra, this definition makes sense. We also define
the positive loop group L%, associted to ¥, representing the functor:
R LYY,.(R) = 9.(R[t]).
for any k-algebra R. Thus, LT%, C LG is a subgroup functor, and the fpqc-quotient

Grg, = LG/L"9,
1
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is by definition the affine Grassmannian associated to &,. This definition is given by Pappas-
Rapoport in [I5], where they develop a theory of twisted loop groups and of their associated
flag varieties. We refer [2], [3] and [15] for important results in the general theory of affine
Grassmannians.

We now take G to be the exceptional group Go and study its corresponding affine Grassman-
nians. Our goal (see Theorem [Tl [[2)) is to give a description of these affine Grassmannians
in terms of lattices with certain extra conditions. A sketch of the history of this problem is the
following: Lusztig in [13] first shows that affine Grassmannians for simple Lie algebras can be
described in terms of lattices that are closed under the Lie bracket. Our goal here is more in
line of which is known for classical groups. The prototype is the general linear group GL,,. It
is well known that affine Grassmannians for GL,, can be viewed as a space of lattices in a fixed
n-dimensional vector space. For other classical groups, Pappas-Rapoport give a description
of affine Grassmannians and affine flag varieties for unitary groups in [I5] using lattices (or
lattice chains) which are self-dual for a hermitian form; Gortz considers the symplectic group
case in [I1]; Smithling works out the case of split orthogonal groups in [I8]; In [22], the author
describes affine Grassmannians for triality groups, which are groups of type 2D, . It turns out
that our results here are similar to [22], and different from other classical group cases. One
reason is that the exceptional group Gg is constructed by octonion algebras, instead of usual
vector spaces with quadratic forms.

The exceptional group G2 can be viewed as an automorphism group of (split) octonion
algebras. These algebras are neither commutative nor associative, and are equipped with a
nonsingular quadratic forms ¢. Briefly speaking, an octonion algebra C is such an 8-dim
algebra with identity element satisfying g(x - y) = ¢(z)q(y). Generally, algebras satisfying
q(z - y) = q(x)q(y) are called composition algebras. An octonion algebra C' is a composition
algebra with highest dimension by the classification theorem (see Theorem 2.5 below). Springer
in [19] §2.3] shows that the automorphism group Aut(C) is of type G2. We will see that there
is a natural embedding of Aut(C) to the orthogonal group SO(C), since the multiplication of
C determines the quadratic form ¢. In [9], Gan-Yu show that this embedding gives rise to a
canonical embedding of bulidings B(Aut(C)) — B(SO(C)).

Another ingredient we need is a parahoric subgroup ¥, associated to x € B(G2). In [9], Gan-
Yu study the building of G2, and give a nice classification of all maximal parahoric subgroups of
G3 (see [9, Theorem 9.5]). There are three types of maximal parahoric subgroups corresponding
to three types of vertices in the building B(G2) (see Theorem B below). The first type is the
parahoric subgroup associated to hyperspecial points. By fixing the parahoric subgroup ¥ = ¥,
with the generic fiber ¢;,, = G2, our first main theorem is the following:

Theorem 1.1. There is an LY, -equivariant isomorphism
Gry ~ .7,

where the functor F sends a k-algebra R to the set of finitely generated projective R[t]-modules
L (i.e., R[t]-lattices) of Cs @) R(t)) such that

(1) L is self dual under the bilinear form ( , ), i.e., the form induces an isomorphism
L~ HomR[[t]] (L, R[[t]])
(2) L is an order in Cs Q) R(t)), i.e., e€ L, LxL C L.
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Here C; is the split para-octonion algebra over k((t)) obtained from C, and x is the mul-
tiplication in Cs. The element e € Cy is the para-unit. We refer §2 for more details about
composition algebras. This theorem is shown in §5.

For the other two types of parahoric subgroups, we have similar results. By fixing the
parahoric subgroups % (resp. 43) in G = G (see Definition [6.3)), our second main theorem is
the following:

Theorem 1.2. (a). There is an LG-equivariant isomorphism
Grl“g2 ~ .7:2

where the functor Fo sends a k-algebra R to the set of R[t]-lattices L of Cs @y R(t)) such
that

(1) L is an order in Cs @) R(t)), i.e., e€ L, Lx L C L.
(2) LC LY Ct L.
(3) LV« LY C t1L.
(b). There is an LG-equivariant isomorphism
Grl‘g’3 ~ ]'—3

where the functor F3 sends a k-algebra R to the set of R[t]-lattices L of Cs @y R(t)) such
that

(1) L is an order in Cs @y R(t)).

(2) LC LY Ct L.

(3) M =tLY % LV + L is self-dual.

Here LY = {z € Cs Qi) R(t) | (z, L) C R[t]} is the dual lattice of L.

Octonions algebras play an important role in the study of other exceptional groups. We can
construct Albert algebras by regarding their elements as 3 x 3 matrices (z;;) with z;; in the
field k£ or in C. The automorphism group of an Albert algebra is of type Fy, and the group
of transformations that leave the cubic form det invariant is of type Eg (see [I9, Ch. 7]). We
hope to use the work here to obtain explicit descriptions of affine Grassmannians for other
exceptional groups.

The organization of the paper is as follows: In §2, we review definitions and basic propositions
of composition algebras. We are particular interested in composition algebras of dimension 8,
which are octonion algebras and para-octonion algebras. We give a nice construction of octonion
algebras, and consider their isotropic subspaces. In §3, we recall the building theory of group
Go. We first show that there is an action of S5 on the spin group of the (split) para-octonion
algebra, and the subgroup of this spin group, which is fixed under Ss, is the automorphism
group G of type G2 (see Proposition B3]). By using this relation, we study the building of G
and classify vertices in B(G). These vertices corresponds to the maximal parahoric subgroups.
We refer [9] for more details. In §4, we construct affine Grassmanninas for Gy, and give our
first main theorem. The proof of Theorem [[.1] is in §5. In the last section, we fix the other
two maximal parahoric subgroups % (resp. %) and construct affine Grassmannians Grg,
(resp. Grg,). By using the classification of quadratic forms over local fields (see [10]), we prove
Theorem

I thank G. Pappas for his valuable comments, patient help, and corrections that greatly
improved this paper.
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2. OCTONION ALGEBRAS AND PARA-OCTONION ALGEBRAS

In this section, we will introduce unital composition algebras and symmetric composition
algebras. These algebras are often not commutative or associative. We refer [12, Ch. VIII], [19]
Ch. 1] for general facts and more details. The octonion algebra (resp. para-Octonion algebra)
is a unital composition algebra (resp. symmetric composition algebra) with dimension 8. We
will see that they have a close connection with each other.

Let F be a field, and suppose char(F') # 2. In this and the following sections, by an F-
algebra A we mean (unless further specified) a finite dimensional vector space over F' equipped
with an F-bilinear multiplication. The multiplication here is not necessarily associative, and we
do not assume that A has an identity element. Consider an algebra A over F' with a quadratic
form g : A — F. We always assume that ¢ is nonsingular, i.e., the bilinear form ( , ) associated
to q:

(,y) = q(z +y) —q(x) — q(y),
for all 2,y € A has radical {0}.

Definition 2.1. A composition algebra A over a field F' with multiplication x -y is an algebra
with a nonsingular quadratic form q on A satisfying:

q(z-y) = q(z)q(y).

Furthermore, if A has an identity element e, we call A a unital composition algebra.

Every element of a unital composition algebras satisfies a quadratic polynomial. This is the
minimal polynomial if the element is not a scalar multiple of the identity. More precisely, we
have:

Proposition 2.2. Every element x of a unital composition algebra A satisfies
x-x— (x,e)x + q(x)e = 0.
For all x,y € A. By linearizing the above equation, we get:
zy+y-x—(z,e)y— (y,e)x + {x,y)e = 0.
Proof. See [19] Proposition 1.2.3]. O

We now introduce conjugation in A. Consider the mapping ~: A — A given by
T = (x,e)e—uz,

for all z € A. We call Z the conjugate of x. It is easy to see that ~ is a linear map with
T-y=4y-%,and T =z for all x,y € A. So ~ is an involution on A.

The following lemmas hold in every unital composition algebras and can be directly deduced
by linearizing the quadratic form ¢ and using composition condition (see [19, §1.2, 1.3] for he
proof). We will use them later:

Lemma 2.3. We have

(1) (@ z,y-2) =(x,9)q2), (2 3,2 y)=q(z)(z,y),
(2) (- z,y - wy+ (x-w,y-z)=(x,y)(z,w),
forall z,y,z € A.

Lemma 2.4. We have
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(1) z-(z-y) =q@)y, (v 9) y=qyz,
2) z-(g-2)+y-(z-2) = (2,92,
B) (-9)-z+(z-2) y=(y,2)x,

for all x,y,z € A.

Given a unital composition algebra A with dimension n, one can get a new composition
algebra with dimension 2n by using Cayley-Dickson process (see [12, §33.C]). We now have the
well-know classification of unital composition algebras:

Theorem 2.5. FEvery unital composition algebra over F' is obtained by the Cayley-Dickson
process. The possible dimensions are 1,2,4 and 8. Composition algebras of dimension 1 or
2 are commutative and associative, those of dimension 4 are associative but not commutative,
and those of dimension 8 are neither commutative nor associative.

Proof. See [12, Theorem 33.17]. O

We call A a quadratic étale algebra if dim A = 2, a quaternion algebra (resp. an octonion
algebra) if dim A = 4 (resp. dim A = 8). The Cayley-Dickson process applied to an octonion
algebra does not yield a composition algebra, so octonion algebras have highest dimension. We
will use these algebras to construct the exceptional group Gs.

Recall that an element x € A is called isotropic if ¢(z) = 0. The quadratic form ¢ is called
isotropic if there exist nonzero isotropic elements in A. From [I2, Theorem 33.19], there is only
one isomorphism class of octonion algebras with isotropic quadratic forms. We call Cy the split
octonion algebra if they have isotropic quadratic form. The split octonion algebra C can be
constructed from the split quaternion algebra, but we have a remarkable way to express its
multiplication rule (see [20, §2] and [9} §5]):

Consider a free Z-module W of rank 3, and let WV = Homgz (W, Z) be the dual module of
W. By fixing a basis in W, we set

W:ZU1—|—ZUQ—|—ZU3, Wv :Zv1 —|—Z’UQ—|—Z’L)3,
where v; (u;) = §;; for i, j € {1,2,3}. We also fix an isomorphism AW with Z ~ Z-(u3 AugAus).
Then we get an isomorphism:
N2W ~ WY given by wy A wa — (w1 A wa, —),

where (wq A wg,w) := w1 A wy A w for any w € W. Similarly, we also have an isomorphism
A2WY ~ W by duality. For instance, u; A us is identified with vz, vy A vs is identified with
—u2, etc.

Let A be the space of matrices of the form:

( Z 1: ), where a,b € Z,w € W, and ¢ € W".
This is a free Z-module of rank 8. If we define addition by matrices addition, and multiplication
by:

( a; wp > ) < as W2 > — < ajas — <p2(w1) ai1wy + b2w1 + ©®1 A ©2 >
p1 b w2 by ) azp1 + b1z + w1 Awe biby — 1 (w2) .
Then A is an algebra over Z. Moreover, consider the quadratic form ¢ on A given by:

q:(; f)wbww).
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It is easy to see that ¢(z -y) = q(x)q(y), so that A is a unital composition algebra over Z. Here
A has a standard basis {e1, €2, ui, v; }i=1,2,3, where

(10 (00 W (0 w (00
“\oo0o) 2 \o1) " \Lo o) " vy 0)

The identity element in A is the identity matrix e = e; + e3. Therefore, the split octonion
algebra Cs can be viewed as C; = A ®z F.

Although unital composition algebras have lots of good properties, most composition algebras
do not admit an identity. In the rest of this section, we will discuss a special class of composition
algebras, called symmetric composition algebras.

Definition 2.6. A symmetric composition algebra (S,*) is a composition algebra with multi-
plication x x 1y, satisfying

(zxy,z) = (y*z1z),
forall x,y,z € S.

Similar to Lemma[Z3] 2] the following results hold in every symmetric composition algebra
(S, %) (see [12 Lemma 34.1]):

Lemma 2.7. We have

(1) (@ *z,y*z) = (z,y)q(2),

(2) (zxz,2xy) =q(2)(z,y)),

(3) {(xxz,yxw) + (T*xw,y*2) = {x,y){z,w),
forallx,y,z € S.

Lemma 2.8. We have
(1) (zxy)xz+ (zxy)xx = (,2)y,
(2) zx(y*z)+zx(yxx) = (2,2)y,
forallx,y,z € S.
In particular, we have (x xy)xx =z x (y*xx) = g(x)y.

Note that we have (zxy)xx = z* (y*x) = q(z)y for all z,y € S by Lemma[Z8 Generally,
we can show that an algebra with quadratic form ¢ satisfying this equation is a symmetric
composition algebra.

It turns out that unital composition algebras have a close relation to symmetric composition
algebras. Starting from a unital composition algebra (A4,-) over F, we can always define a
symmetric composition algebra (A, ) given by:

THhY =T Y,
for all z,y € A. Symmetric composition algebras do not have identity, but the identity element

e € A plays a special role in the corresponding symmetric composition algebra (A, *): it is an
idempotent (e x e = e) and satisfies

exr =xxe=—z,

for any x € A, with (z,e) = 0. We call an element which satisfies the above condition a
para-unit. In particular, symmetric composition algebras corresponding to octonion algebras
(resp. split octonion algebras) are called para-octonion algebras (resp. split para-octonion
algebras), denoted by (C,x) (resp. (Cs,*)). Using the same symbols as above (Cs ~ A @z F,
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with basis {e1, €2, u;, v; }i=1,2.3), we obtain the multiplication table of the split para-octonion
algebra (Cs, ) as Table [[l below (we write “-” instead of 0 for clarity).

y

* €1 €2 Ul (%) us (%} V2 V3
€1 €2 ’ ’ ’ ) —v1 —U2 —U3
€9 . €1 —U1 —Uu2 —us
up | —ur : vs  —v2 | —e
ug —Uu2 . —7U3 . (%1 . —€1

r Us —us . (%) —V1 . . . —e1
v | - o | —ex : ©uz —up
(%] . —U2 . —€2 . —us . (751
3 : —U3 : : —€2 | U2 —U1

TABLE 1. The split para-octonion algebra multiplication x x y

With respect to this basis, the corresponding bilinear form ( , ) is given by
(e1,e2) =1, (u;,v5) = d;5,
where all others are equal to 0. The involution ~on (Cy,*) is given by:
€1 =e2, €2 =e1, U;=—U;, UVj=—;.
We prefer to use para-octonion algebras (C, ) instead of octonion algebras (C, ) in the following

sections. Omne reason is that it is convenient to work with the spin group Spin(C,*). We refer
Remark for more details.

Remark 2.9. Recall that a subspace U in an algebra A with a quadratic form g is isotropic if
there exists x € U such that ¢(z) = 0, and U is totally isotropic if ¢(z) = 0 for all x € U. The
maximal totally isotropic subspaces are totally isotropic subspaces with the highest dimension.
All maximal totally isotropic subspaces have the same dimension, which is called the Witt index
of ¢. The Witt index is at most equal to half dimension of A.

The maximal totally isotropic subspaces in the split octonion (para-octonion) algebra C
over F' is described by Blij-Springer in [21], and Matzri-Vishne translate the classification to
arbitrary composition algebras in [I4]. In Cs, Every totally isotropic subspace is of the form

xxCy, or Cs xx,

where x is an isotropic element. These spaces have dimension 4. Furthermore, x x Cs = y * Cy
if and only if Fo = Fy (see [14] Theorem 3.1, Proposition 3.2]).
Let U be a totally isotropic subspace in Cs. Consider the intersection of maximal isotropic
subspaces:
E(U) = ﬁmeU(Cs*J]), R(U) = mmeU(JJ*CS).
We have the following diagram:

Fz
7 T
Csxx — RoR zxC.

for any x isotropic element. We call this diagram the geometric triality graph (see [14] §6.2]).
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3. THE BUILDING OF Ga

In this section, we will briefly recall the theory of Bruhat-Tits building, and we are partic-
ularly interested in the special case when the group is of type G2. The theory of buildings of
reductive groups over local fields are given by Bruhat-Tits in their series of papers [4], [5], [6],
[7, [8]. In [4], [5], the building of a classical group G is a polysimplicial complex equipped with
an action of G, and can be given as a set of graded lattice chains satisfying certain conditions.

For a simply connected classical group G, let F' be a discrete valuation field, and Op be the
ring of integers with uniformizer 7 € Op. The building B(G) can be realized geometrically as
a set of graded lattice chains. To each point z € B(G), the subgroup ¢, that stabilizes the
graded lattice chain x is a smooth, connected, affine group scheme over Spec(OFr), and called
the parahoric subgroup of B(G) associated to 2. We will fix a parahoric subgroup of B(G) in
the next section and use it to define our affine Grassmannians. We refer [6], [8] for the theory
of buildings of classical groups, and [9] for the building of Gs.

Let us first construct the exceptional group of type Go. Generally, let (V,q) be a finite
dimensional vector space with a nonsingular quadratic form ¢ over a field F, with char(F')
different from 2. Denote by (, ) the bilinear form corresponding to g. The special orthogonal
group SO(V, q) is the subgroup of the special linear group SL(V,q) that preserve the form g.
The universal covering of SO(V ) is the spin group Spin(V, ¢) defined by:

Spin(V, q) = {x € Co(V,q)* | a2V~ =V, 7(2)x = 1}.

Here C(V,q) is the Clifford algebra of (V,¢), which is the factor of the tensor algebra T(V) =
Dn>0V ® -+ @V by the ideal I(q) generated by all elements of the form = ®  — ¢(x) - 1 for
x € V. It is a Z/2Z-graded algebra with C(V, ¢) = Co(V, q)®C1(V, q). We call Cy(V, q) the even
Clifford algebra, and C1(V, q) the odd Clifford algebra (see [I2, Ch. IV]). There is a canonical
involution of the Clifford algebra 7 : C(V,q) — C(V,q) given by 7(z1---x4) = xq--- 21 for
21, -+ ,xq € V. Thus, the spin group Spin(V,q) is a subgroup of Cy(V,q). We have an exact
sequence:
1 —Z/2Z — Spin(V, q) — SO(V, q) — 1.

In particular, when consider the split para-octonion algebra (Cjs, ) as an 8-dim vector space
over F', we can get the corresponding special orthogonal group SO(Cj, ) (resp. the spin group
Spin(Cs,)). The corresponding group scheme SO(Cy, ) (resp. Spin(Cs, %) over Spec(F') are
defined by:

SO(Cs,*)(R) = {g € SL(Csr, %) | (9(),9(y)) = (z,9)},
Spin(Cs, *)(R) = {x € Co(Csr,*)* | 2Cspr™t = Cyg, 7(x)x = 1},

for any xz,y € Csg. Here R is an F-algebra, and Csg = Cs ® p R. The following description of
Spin(Cs, *) shows that the spin group Spin(Cjy, %) is a subgroup of the triple orthogonal group
SO;3.

Theorem 3.1. There is an isomorphism
Spin(Cs, x) ~ RT(Cs, %),

where RT(Cs, %) is the related triple group scheme that represents the functor from F-algebras
to groups that sends R to

RT(C,,%)(R) := {(91,92,93) € SO(Cs, x)(R)*® | gi(z *y) = gir1(x) * giy2(y)}.
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for any x,y € Cs ®p R,i=1,2,3 mod 3.

See the proof in [I2} Proposition 35.8]. The triple (g1, g2, g3) € SO(Cs, x)(R)*? that satisfies
gi(x *xy) = git1(x) *x gi+2(y) is called a related triple. For any given g1 € SO(Cy, *)(R), there
exists g2, g3 € SO(Cs, *)(R) such that (g1, g2, g3) is a related triple (see [12], Proposition 35.4]).

Remark 3.2. We have a similar result for the spin group of the split octonion algebra (Cs, -):
There is an isomorphism

Spin(Cs,-) = {(91, 92, 93) € SO(Cs, ) (R)*? | gi(x - y) = 9i41(2) - gir2(7)}.
(See [1, Remark 3.1]). It is also easy to get the above isomorphism from Theorem Bl by

regarding r xy = T - §. Since it is more clear to view the spin group as the subgroup of SO 3
preserving multiplication, we prefer to use para-octonion algebras in the following sections.

From Theorem B it is easy to see that there is an action p on Spin(Cy, ) given by

p:(91,92,93) = (92,93, 91)-
Further, for any g € SO(Cs,*), let g be the automorphism of (Cs,*) given by g(z) = g(Z).
Then g is also an element in SO(Cy, ), and there is an involution on Spin(Cy, x) given by:

0 : (91, 92,93) = (91,93, 92)-
The involution 6 and the Z/3Z-action p generate an action S3 on Spin(Cy,x), whose group of

fixed points, is precisely the exceptional group Ga:

Proposition 3.3. For the given action of S3 on Spin(Cs,*), we have a simple, simply con-
nected group scheme

G = Spin(C,, x)% ~ Spin(Cy, %)** ~ Aut(Cy, %),
where Aut(Cs,*) is the automorphism group scheme

Aut(Cs,#)(R) := {g € SO(Cs,%)(R) | gz xy) = g(x) x 9(y)},
for any F-algebra R, x,y € Cs @p R. The group G is of type Ga.

Proof. See [12] §35]. O

Since there is an action S3 on Spin(Cj,*), one can form the building B(Spin(Cs,*))
equipped with an action Ss. It is natural to ask whether the set of fixed points of B(Spin(Cs, *))
under Ss, is the building of B(G). When p # 2, 3, Prasad-Yu in [I6] show that it is indeed true.
In the general case, the result is given by Gan-Yu in [9]. So we have

B(G) ~ B(Spin(Cs, x)).

Gan-Yu give an explicit description of the building B(G), and show that there is a bijection

between the building B(G) and the set of graded lattice chains satisfying certain conditions.
Recall that a lattice L in (Cs, %) is a finitely generated projective Op-submodule in Cy, such

that L ®o, F = Cs. A lattice chain {L;};cs is a totally ordered set of lattices of Cs, such that

Liy C Liy -+ € Ly, 7 'Ly,

for I = {ip < i3 < --- <i,}. A graded lattice chain is a pair ({L;}ier,c) where {L;}icr is a
lattice chain, and c is a strictly decreasing map from {L;};cr to R such that

¢(AL) = ord(A) + ¢(L),
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for A € F,L € {L;}ies. If for any lattice L € {L;};es, the dual space LY = {z € Cs | (z,L) C
Or}is also in {L;}icr, then we call {L;};cr a self-dual lattice chain.

An order in Cj is an Op-lattice which is closed under multiplication (i.e., z xy € L for all
x,y € L), and contains the para-unit e. This order is said to be maximal if it is not contained
in any larger one. Since we always assume char(F') # 2 in this paper, we have

Proposition 3.4. Suppose that L is a lattice in Cy, which is closed under multiplication, then
L is a mazximal order if and only if L is self-dual with respect to { , ).

Proof. See [9, Proposition 5.1]. O

Remark 3.5. In [9], Gan-Yu define that an order L in the split octonion algebra (Cs,-) is
an Op-lattice which is a unital ring. We transfer this definition to the para-octonion algebra
(Cs, *) here. Notice that any order is closed under conjugation, so that the condition z -y € L
is equivalent to
rxy=I-gE€L

for all ,y € L. Meanwhile, the unit e in (Cs,-) becomes the para-unit e in (Cs, ). Hence,
we define that an order in a para-octonion algebra is an Op-lattice which is closed under
multiplication, and contains the para-unit e as above.

We are now ready to describe vertices in the building B(G), when G = Aut(Cs, ). By fixing
a maximal split torus S C G, we can identify the apartment A(S) with the real vector space
X4(S)®R. Here X4 (95) is the cocharacter group. Having fixed the origin, Gan-Yu show that
the closed chamber in A(S) is a triangle with three vertices. Each vertex is corresponding to a
type of lattices (or lattice chains) in B(G).

Theorem 3.6. There are three types of vertices in building B(G). The vertices of type i are in
natural bijection with the orders satisfying certain conditions as follows:

o type 1: L is a mazximal order in Cy, i.e., L is self-dual, and closed under multiplication.
The corresponding graded lattice chain is a pair ({7w'L},c):

o CaLCLCn 'L C -, where ¢(L) = 0.

o type 2: L is an order satisfying L C LV C 7~ 'L, LY x LY C n~'L. The corresponding
graded lattice chain is the following:
1
- CrLYCLCLYCa 'L C---, where ¢(L) =0, c(LV):—E.
o type 3: L is an order satisfying L C LY C 7 'L, with M = wLY x LY + L is self-dual.
The corresponding graded lattice chain is the following:
1 2

o CalYCLCMCLYCn 'L C---, where ¢(L) =0, c(M):—g, c(LV):—g.
Proof. See [9] §9]. O
Example 3.7. Let (Cs,x) = A ®z F be the split para-octonion algebra, with the basis

e1, €2, {u;, v; }i=1,2,3. The multiplication table with respect to this basis is in Table[Il

(1). The trivial example is the lattice

IL‘l - OF<€1,62,'LL1,’LL2,Ug,l}l,v2703>-

It is easy to see that L; is self-dual, and closed under multiplication table, so L; is the vertex
in B(G) of type 1. We call L; the standard lattice of type 1.
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(2). Let
LQ = 0F<61,€2,7T’U,1,’U,2,U3,’1}1,7T’l)2,’l)3>.
The dual lattice
L%/ :OF<61,62,’U,1,7T_1UQ,U3,7T_1’U1,’U2,’U3>.
It is easy to see that Ly C Ly C 7 'Ly, and
L%/ *}Lg = 0F<7T_1€1,7T_1€2,’U,1,7T_1UQ,7T_1’U,3,7T_1’U1,’U2,7T_1’U3>,

so that Ly x Ly = 7~ !LLy. Hence the corresponding lattice chain of Ly is a vertex in B(G). We
call Lo the standard lattice of type 2.
(3). Let
L3 = OF<€1, €2, TU1, TUQ, U3, V1, V2, 7T’U3>.

We leave readers to check
v v —1
M:TF]Lg *L3 +L3:OF<61,€2,’U,1,’U,2,7T U3,’U1,’U2,7T’U3>

is self-dual. We call L3 the standard lattice of type 3.

To each vertex x of type i in B(G), the stabilizer of the corresponding lattice (lattice chains)
L, in G(F) is a maximal parahoric subgroup ¥,. From [9 Theorem 7.2], the hyperspecial
points in B(G) corresponding to vertices of type 1. Now we can define the parahoric subgroup
¢ corresponding to the hyperspecial points: Recall that A is the free Z-module of rank 8, with
Cs = A®z F. Consider Ly = A ®z Op (the standard lattice) as a submodule in Cs. We denote
by SO(A) the subscheme of points in the isomorphism group scheme Isom(A) that preserve the
form and whose determinant is equal to 1.

Definition 3.8. The parahoric subgroup corresponding to hyperspecial points & is an affine
group scheme over Spec(OF) that represents the functor from Op-algebras to groups that sends
R to

Y (R) = {9 € SO(A)(R) | g(zxy) = g(x) * g(y)},
for all x,y € L; ®o, R.

Similarly, we can use Lo (resp. Lg) in Example BT to define the parahoric subgroup %
(resp. ¥3) (see Definition [6.3)).

4. AFFINE GRASSMANNIANS FOR ¥

In this section, we will define affine Grassmannians by loop groups. The affine Grassmannians
is represented by an ind-scheme. We refer [2] [3] for important results on the structure of loop
groups and associated affine Grassmannians.

Let k be a field, and let Gy be an algebraic group over Spec(k). The functor LGy is from
the category of k-algebras to sets that sends R to

LGo(R) = Go(R((t))).

This functor is represented by an ind-scheme, called the loop group associated to Gy. We also
consider the positive loop group Lt Gy, which is the functor on the category of k-algebras, given
by

L*Go(R) = Go(R[t]).
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Then LT™Gy C LGy is a subgroup functor, and the fpgc-quotient Grg, = LGo/LTGy is by
definition the affine Grassmannian associated to Go. The fpqc-sheaf Grg, is also represented
by an ind-scheme.

In [15], Pappas-Rapoport develop this definition for “twisted” loop groups as follows: Con-
sider G an algebraic group over Spec(k((t))). The algbraic loop group LG is the functor form
the category of k-algebras to the sets given by

LG(R) = G(R(1))-

Since R((t)) is a k((t))-algebra, this definition makes sense. Note that R[t] is not a k((¢))-algebra,
so we cannot use G to define positive loop groups now. By choosing a parahoric subgroup ¥
of G, we denote by L% the positive loop group that represents the functor form k-algebras to
sets that sends R to
L9 (R) = 9(R[t]).

Notice that when G = Go ®, k((t)), we recover the previous definition in the untwisted case.
Since the generic fiber ¢, of ¢ is always equal to G, our affine Grassmannian Gry associated
to 4 is the fpgc-sheaf GLY,/LT9 = LG/L"%. We refer to [15] for more details.

A classical prototype is the affine Grassmannian for the general linear group GL,. This
Grgar, can be viewed as a functor from k-algebras to sets that sends R to

{L | L is a finitely generated projective R[t]-modules in R((t)", such that L[t~'] ~ R((t)"}.

In the rest of this section, let k be a field with char(k) # 2. The field F' = k((t)) is a discrete
valuation field with the ring of integers Or = k[t], and uniformizer ¢ € k[t]. Let (Cs,%) =
A ®z F be the split para-octonion algebra over F', and G = Aut(Cs, ) be the automorphism
group scheme of split para-octonion algebra, which is a group of type G5. Consider the parahoric
subgroup ¢ corresponding to hyperspecial points in B(G) as defined in Definition Then
the quotient fpqc-sheaf

Gry = LY,/LTY
is by definition the affine Grassmannian for Gs.

Our goal in this section is to give an explicit description of the affine Grassmannian Grg.
Inspired by the results from [9], we already know the k-points in Gry: since LTY (k) = 4 (k[t])
is the stabilizer of the standard lattice L, and L%, (k) = G(k((t))) acts transitively on vertices
of type 1, then there is a bijection between k-points of Grg and the set of maximal orders in
Cs. Our first main theorem is the following:

Theorem 4.1. There is an LY, -equivariant isomorphism
Gry ~ F

where the functor F sends a k-algebra R to the set of R[t]-lattices L of Cs ®p(q) R(1)) such
that

(1) L is self dual under the bilinear form (, ), i.e., L ~ Hompgpy(L, R[t]).
(2) L is an order, i.e., e € L, Lx L C L.

This theorem is proven in the next section. It gives a bijection between R-points in the affine
Grassmannian for ¢ and a certain set of R[t]-lattices in Cs @y y) R(()) that are self-dual and
closed under multiplication.
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5. PROOF OF THE FIRST MAIN THEOREM

In [15], Pappas-Rapoport show that there is a bijection between the affine Grassmannians
for unitary groups and the space of self-dual lattice chains for a hermitian form. Recall that
L, = k[t](e1, ez, ui, v;i)i=1,2,3 is the standard lattice of type 1 in the split para-octonion algebra
Cs = A ®z k((t). Similar to the proof of [I5] Theorem 4.1] in the unitary case, it suffices to
check the following two statements:

(i) For any R, the subgroup of L%, (R) consisting of elements that stabilize the standard
lattice Ly @y R[t] agrees with LT¥(R).

(ii) For any L € .Z(R) with (R, M) a local Henselian ring with maximal ideal M, there
exists g € LY, (R) such that L = g(LL; @ R[t]).

It is easy to see part (i). By definition, the R[¢]-points of ¢ is the stabilizer of the base
change of the standard lattice Ly ®yp R[t] (we also call Ly ®gp R[t] the standard lattice in
this section if there is no confusion). We will focus to prove part (ii). The key is to find a
basis in L € Z#(R), such that its multiplication table is the same as Table [ (the multiplication
table of the standard lattice Ly ®jp R[t]). If this basis exists, then there is an element
g € SLg such that g(Li ®gpp R[t]) = L, with g(z xy) = g(z) x g(y). By Lemma B8] the
quadratic form g is determined by its multiplication, so that g also preserves the form ¢q. Thus,
g € SO(Cs,*)(R((t)), and so that g € G(R((t))) = LY, (R).

For any L € % (R), by Proposition[3.4l L is a maximal order in Cs®y,4) R((t)), which contains
a para-unit element e € L. Since L is a self-dual lattice, we have L ~ Hom g (L, R[t]). So there
exists a basis {z;}5_, of L such that (z;,z9_;) = §;;. Consider e = 3 a;z; for all a; € R[t].

We set:
4 8
e = E a;T;, €g = E a;x;.
=1 i=5

Then g¢(e;) = q(e2) = 0, and {(ej,ea) = 1 by g(e) = 1. Moreover, consider the minimal
polynomial for e; in the split octonion algebra Cs @y, R((t)):
e1-e1 — (e1,e)er + g(er)e = 0.
We get e; -e; = e by (e1,e) = 1 and g(e;) = 0. Thus in the split para-octonion algebra
(Cs k(1) R((t)),*), we have
€y k €y = €9 - €3 = €1,
by é2 = (ea,e)e — ea = eq. Similarly, we have e; x e; = ea. For eq x eg, it is easy to see that
€1 %€y = €1 €63 =¢€3"-€]
=(e—e1) e
=0.
Also eg xe; = 0 by similar calculation. Therefore, the sublattice R[t]e; & R[t]es is a hyperbolic
space satisfying:
€1 X €1 = €2, €9 *x €2 = €71,
€1 Xk €y = Eeg ke = 0,
qler) = qle2) =0, (e1,e2) =1.
Readers may notice that here e, es play the same roles as for ey, e2 in the Table [ (that is the
reason we keep the same symbol). We claim that ej, es are primitive elements in L (elements
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that extends to a basis of L): Since (R, M) is a local ring, the canonical quotient map:
R[t] = R—k=R/M
gives a base change of L — L ®gp . The image of e, ez in L ®@pgpy £ are non-zero elements
by (e1,e2) = 1. By Nakayama’s lemma, we can extend {e1,e2} as a basis of L. So they are
primitive elements. Choose ys, ..., ys € L such that {e1,e2,ys,...,ys} is a basis of L. Consider
the sublattice Ly C L:
Loy:={z e L|(z,e1) =0, (x,eq) =0}.

For any x € L, we write z as
8

r = b161 —|— b2€2 —|— szyz;
i=3
for b; € R[t]. By replacing y; by
y{ =Yi— <yz‘762>61 - <yi,€1>€2,

we get (Y., e1) = (Y}, e2) = 0. So we can always assume y; € Lo. Hence L = R[t]e1®R[t]ead Lo,
and Lo is a sublattice of rank 6. Notice that for any = € Lo, we have (z,e) = (z,e1 + e2) = 0.
Thus x x e = e x x = —ux since e is the para-unit element. Set L; = Lg*xe; for i = 1,2. By
Remark 2.9] L; is a totally isotropic subspace with rank < 3.

Lemma 5.1. We have

(1) L; C Lo fori=1,2.
(2) ei*Li:(), Li*6i+1:0f0T’L':1,2 mod 2.

Proof. (1). For any x € Ly, we can write x as x1xej for z1 € Ly. By the definition of symmetric
composition algebra,
(x1 xe1,e1) = {e1 xe1,x1) = {ea,x1) =0,
<£L‘1 *61,€2> = <€1 *62,$1> =0.
So that © € Lo, and L1 C Lg. We have a similar result for Ls.
(2). Again, we only consider L; case. For any © = x1 xe1 € L1, we have e; x (x1 xe1) =
g(e1)x; = 0 by Lemma 2.8 Hence ¢; x L; = 0. For (z1 % 1) x ea, consider
(LL'l *61) *xeg + (62 *61) *x T = <$1,€2>€1.

Since ea x e7 = 0, and (x1,e2) =0, we get x xeg = (1 xe1) xeg =0 for all € L. O

For any x € Ly, we obtain
x = (e1.e9)x
= (e1 xx) *ea + (ea x x) * €.

by Lemma 2.8 Since e; xx,es xx € Lo, we get Lo = L1 + Lo. Each L; is totally isotropic with
rank < 3, so that Ly = L1 @ Lo. Since Ly, Lo are totally isotropic, and { , ) restricted to Lg is
nondegenerate, we see that Ly, Ly are in duality: Consider the isomorphism L; — LY given by
x — (x,—), we have Ly ~ Hompq (Lo, R[t]). Set the basis for L;:

Ll = R[[t]](ul,u2,u3>, L2 = R[[t]]<’l)1,’l}2,’l}3>.

with <’U,i,’Ui> = 51]
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Lemma 5.2. We have
Ui k€1 = €z x U; = —Uyj,
V; %X €2 = €1 X Vy = —Vj,

fori=1,23.

Proof. We can directly get these equations from Lemma [5.1] (2): Since for any x € Lo, we have
exx =x*xe=—x. Thus u;xe =u; x(e1 +e2) = —u;. By u; xea = 0, we obtain u; xe; = —u;.
Similarly, we get the rest equations. 0

So far, we find the basis e, 2, {u;, v; }i=1,2,3 of L. To show that the multiplication table of
this basis is the same as Table[Il It remains to check u; x v; (resp. v; x u;), and u; * u; (resp.
v; xv;) for ¢ = 1,2, 3. Let us check u;  v; first. Consider

ui*vj = —(ui*el)*vj
= (’Uj *61) * Ui — <’U,i, ’Uj>61
= _5ij€1-
The first row in the above equation comes from Lemma [5.2] and the second row comes from
Lemma 2.8 Similarly, we also have
Vi kUj = —5@‘62.
for i = 1,2, 3. Finally, for u; xu; (resp. v; xv;), we claim that u; xu; € Lg. It is easy to see that
(u; * uj,e1) = (uj * ex,u;) = —{uj,u;), where (u;,u;) = 0 since L; is totally isotropic. Also,
(ui xuj, e2) = (u; * ez, u;) = 0 by uj xeg = 0. Thus, u; xu; € Ly. We can also get v; xvj € Lo
by the same way. Moreover, consider
(Uj *ui) *x ey + (62 *’U,i) *Uj = <Uj, €2>’ui =0
by Lemma 2.8 We have
U * Uj = —(EQ*Ui)*Uj = (’U,j *’U,i) * €2,
so that u; x u; € Lo xea = Lo. Now consider u; * ug for instance. Since
<u1 * Uz, U1> = —<u1 * U2, UL * €1> = —q(u1)<u2, 61>7
(ug *x ug, ug) = —(ug * ug, ea * ug) = —q(ug)(u1, e2),

by Lemma 271 We get (u1 * ug,u1) = (u1 x uz,us) = 0 by L; totally isotropic, which implies

Ul * Uy = )\’Ug
for some A € R[¢]. Multiplying v; on the right side, we get (u; * ug) * v1 = A(vz x v1). Since
(uq *ug)*v1 + (v1 *ug)*uy = (u1, v1)ug,, and v1xus = 0, (u1,v1) = 1, we have (ug*xu2)*v; = us.
Hence vz x v; = A" lug. Therefore, \, \™* € R[t] by L« L C L, which implies A is a unit in
R[t]. We can assume A = 1, so that

Ul * U = V3.
We perform similar calculations for the other u; * u; and v; * v;. The multiplication tables are
the following:
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TABLE 2. w; * uj TABLE 3. v; * v,
* U1 U2 us * U1 V2 U3
U1 0 V3 —V2 1 0 us —U2
ug —vVs3 0 U1 (%) —us 0 U7
us (%) —V1 0 U3 ug —Uui 0

Therefore, we complete the multiplication table of L, which it is the same as Table [l So
there exist g € LY, (R), such that L = g(LL; ® R[t]). That proves Theorem E.1l

6. AFFINE GRASSMANNIANS FOR OTHER PARAHORIC SUBGROUPS

So far, we described the affine Grassmannians for ¢, where ¢ is the maximal parahoric
subgroups corresponding to hyperspecial points in the building B(G). We can view ¢ as the
stabilizer subgroups of the standard lattice L; (type 1). According to Theorem 3.6, there
are two other maximal parahoric subgroups up to conjugation, corresponding to vertices of
type 2 (resp. type 3) in the building B(G). It is natural to ask if we can describe the affine
Grassmannians for these parahoric subgroups.

To answer this question, we first need to fix the parahoric subgroup that we want. The
notation here is the same as that in §5. That is: F = k((t)) is a discrete valuation field with
the ring of integers O = k[t]. Let (Cs,*) = A ®z F be the split para-octonion algebra over
F. Consider the lattice Lo C Cs in Example 3.7:

]L2 - k[[t]]<617 €2, U1, U2,U3,vV1, TU2, 'Ug>,
and L3 C Cs:

L3 = k[t](e1, ez, mu1, muz, us, v1, va, T03).
It is easy to see that Ly satisfies e € Lg, Lox Ly C Lo, Ly € LY € ¢t~ Lo, and LY LY C ¢t~ 1L,.
The corresponding graded lattice chain
(6.1) CHLY CLaCLY Ct Lo G-
is the vertex of type 2 in B(G). Similarly, the lattice L3 satisfies e € Lz, L3 x Ly C Ls,
L3 CLY Ct 'L, and M = tLy x LY + Lg is self-dual. The corresponding graded lattice chain
(6.2) LY CLsCMGLY Gt 'Ly G-

is the vertex of type 3 in B(G). We denote by SO(Lz) (resp. SO(L3)) the subscheme of points
in the isomorphism group scheme Isom(L3) (resp. Isom(ILg)) that preserve the form and whose
determinant is equal to 1.

Definition 6.3. The parahoric subgroup %o corresponding to vertices of type 2, is the stabilizer
subgroup scheme of Lg in G(k((t))). More precisely, %2 is an affine group scheme over Spec(k[t])
that represents the functor from k[t]-algebras to groups that sends R to

4 (R) = {g9 € SO(L2)(R) | g(z *y) = g(x) x g(y)},

for all x,y € Ly @y R. Similarly, the parahoric subgroup 93 corresponding to vertices of type
3 represents the functor that sends k[t]-algebras R to

93(R) = {g € SO(L3)(R) | g(z xy) = g(x) xg(y)},
Jor all z,y € L3 @[y R-
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Remark 6.4. For any g € %(k[t]), we have g(L2) = Ly. It is easy to see that g(Ly) = Ly
since (g(z),L2) = (x,97 (L2)) = (z,L2) € k[t]. So that g preserves the graded lattice chain

For g € 95(k[t]), we get g(Ly) = LY similarly as above. and g(M) = tg(Ly xLy) + g(Ls).
Since ¢ is a change of basis of Ly, we have g(Ly xLy) = LY «LY. Thus g(M) = M, and ¢
preserves the graded lattice chain (6.2)).

The quotient fpqc-sheaves:
Gryg, = LG/L"%,, (resp. Grg, = LG/L"%3)

are by definition the affine Grassmannians for % (resp. ¥43). We want to give explicit descrip-
tions of affine Grassmannians Grg, (resp. Grg,) in this section.

Theorem 6.5. (a). There is an LG-equivariant isomorphism
Grl“g2 ~ .7:2

where the functor Fo sends a k-algebra R to the set of R[t]-lattices L of Cs Q) R(t)) such
that

(1) L is an order in Cs Q) R(t)), i.e., e€ L, Lx L C L.

(2) LC LY Ct L.

(3) LY« LY Ct L.
(b). There is an LG-equivariant isomorphism

Grl‘g’3 >~ ]'—3

where the functor F3 sends a k-algebra R to the set of R[t]-lattices L of Cs @y R(t)) such
that

(1) L is an order in Cs @y R(t).

(2) LS LY Ct 'L,

(3) M =tLY % LY + L is self-dual.

Notice that for any k-algebra R, Fo(R)NF3(R) = 0. If L € F2(R), we have LY+« LY C t 'L,
and M =tLY x LY + L = L is not self-dual. So that L ¢ F3(R).

The proof of Theorem is similar to what we did in §5, i.e., we want to check to following
two statements:

e For any k-algebra R, the subgroup of LG(R) consisting of elements that stabilize the
lattice Ly @y R[t] (resp. L3 @y R[t]) agrees with LT%(R) (resp. LT43(R)).

e For any L € F»(R) (resp. L € F3(R)) with (R, M) a local henselian ring with maximal
ideal M, there exists g € LG(R) such that L = g(LLo ®yp R[t]) (resp. L = g(ILz @[y
R[t])).-

The first statement comes directly from Definition To prove the second statement, we
use the same idea that we did in §5: Find a basis in L € F5(R) (resp. L € F3(R)), such that its
multiplication table is the same as the multiplication table of Ly @y, R[t] (resp. Lz @y R[t]).
The hard part is that we cannot find a basis {z;}5_; in L such that (e;,e9—_;) = &;5, since L is
not a self-dual lattice anymore. We now turn to find “standard forms” of these lattice chains.

By [I7, Appendix, Lemma A.21], after a finite unramified base change F’/F, there exists a
“standard form” of lattice L ®p, Op:. Generally, let V' be an F-vector space with dimension
d=2nord=2n+1 (we assume d > 5), equipped with a non-degenerate symmetric form ( , ).
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Consider a lattice L C V satisfying L € LY C ¢t~ 'L with [ +1' = d. Here [ (resp. ') is the
length [ = lg(LY/L) (vesp. I' = lg(t *L/L")). We assume [ > 1 and I’ > 1, i.e., L # LY and
LY # t7'L. Since octonion algebras have dimension 8, we only list results for even dimension
case.

For d = 2n, after a finite unramified extension, we can find a basis {;} of Lo,, = L®o,OF
as in one of the following cases:

(1) Split form: when [ = 2r, we have Lo,, = ®L,O0p - z; with
(@i, Tag1—j5) = 0ij, fori ¢ [n—r+1,n+rl;
(i, xa41—5) = t0;5, fori € n—r+1,n+r].
(2) Quasi-split form: when [ = 2r + 1, we have Lo, = @ ,0p - x; with
(i, Tar1—5) = 0ij, fori ¢ [n —r,n+r+1J;
(i, Xat1—5) = 7oy, fori € [n—ryn+r+1)/{n,n+1};
(TnsTn) =T, (Tnt1,Tny1) =1, (Tn, Tpt1) = 0.

Here 7 is a uniformizer of Op:. In the rest of this section, we omit the base change of L for
simplicity. Since a finite étale extension of a power series ring O is still a power series ring,
we still denote k[t] as a power series ring Op-, and ¢ is a uniformizer of k[t].

In our case, L is a lattice in Cs with d = 8. No matter L € F(R) or L € F3(R), we always
have L C LV C t~'L. Hence I > 1 and I’ > 1. We claim that L C C, is of split form.

Recall that the discriminant dL of (L, { , )) is the determinant of the matrix with respect to
the symmetric form (, ). By change of basis in L, two matrices are congruent to each other
with respect to different basis (i.e., B’ = TT BT, where T is the change of basis matrix), so we
have

dL € k[t]* /k[t]*>.
The discriminant is a class invariant of quadratic forms. From above, for a lattice L C V', with
dimV = 2n. If L is of split form, we have dL = 1; if L is of quasi-split form, dL = ¢. In
our case, L is a lattice of the split para-octonion algebra Cs. Since Cs can be viewed as an

orthogonal sum of hyperbolic subspaces, we have dCs = 1. Thus, if L is of quasi-split form, we
have L @y k(1) ~ Cs, and

d(L @ypeg k(1) =t # 1 € k(1) /k(t)™,
which is a contradiction. Therefore, we only need to consider the split form case. More precisely:

we consider the cases when | = 2,4,6. Here L = &% k[t]x;, and the symmetric forms ( , )
with respect to basis {z;} are:

(, )= antidiag(1,1,1,¢,¢,1,1,1), ifl=2;
(, ) =antidiag(1,1,t,¢,¢,¢,1,1), ifl=4;
(, ) = antidiag(1,¢t,¢,t,t,¢,¢,1), if I =6.
Here antidiag(- - - ) means an antidiagonal matrix. Our main conclusion is the following:
e when | = 2, we claim that L is not closed under multiplication (L x L ¢ L). Hence
L ¢ F3(R) and L ¢ F3(R).
e when [ = 4, we claim that there exists a basis of L, such that its multiplication table is
the same as multiplication table in Ly ®pq R[t]. Hence there exists g € LG(R), such
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that L = g(ILo @y R[t]). Then we get:
Lx L= g((Lz ®xpy R[t]) * (L2 ®ppeg R[¢])) C 9(Le @i R[t]) = L
LY % LY = g((L3 @k RI1) * (L3 ®xgq R[E])) € gt~ (L @rpg RIH)) =1L,
since LY = g(LLy ®gpq R[t]). So that L € Fa(R).
e when | = 6, there exists a basis of L such that its multiplication table is the same as

table in L3 ®pp R[t]. Similarly, we have L = g(LL3 ®yy R[t]) for some g € LG(R),
and we get

LxL CL;
M =tLY « LY + L is self-dual,
since M = g(t(Ly @k R[t]) » (Ly @ppeg R[t]) + (Ls gy R[t])). So that L € F3(R).

Our claims as above will finish the proof of Theorem [6.5] and the proof of our claims is
similar to §5.

Let L be a lattice with e € L, L € LY C t~'L. No matter [ = lg(LY/L) = 2,4 or 6, there
exists a basis {z;} of L, such that the symmetric form is an anti-diagonal matrix with respect
to {z;}. Consider e = Z§:1 a;z; € L. We set:

4 8
€1 = E a; Xq, €9 = E Q;X;.
i=1 =5

Then g(e1) = g(e2) = 0. We get (e1,e2) = 1 by ¢(e) = 1, and we also have e; x e = ea,
€a x €3 = €1, €1 x €2 = ez * e1 = 0 by similar calculation that we did in §5. Thus, R[t]e; & R[t]
is a hyperbolic subspace. By Nakayama’s lemma, {e1, ea} are primitive elements in L. Choose
elements ys, - ,ys € L such that {e1, ea,ys,...,ys} is a basis of L, By replacing y; to
y{ =y — (yi,e2)er — (yi, e1)ez,

we can always assume that y; € Lo, where

Lo={z e L|(x,e1) = (z,e2) = 0}.
Therefore, L = R[t]e; ® R[t]e2 ® Lo. Set L, = Lo xe; for i = 1,2.

Lemma 6.6. We have
(1) L; C Lo fori=1,2.
(2) ei*Li = 0, Li*6i+1 = OfOTi: 1,2 mod 2.

We omit the proof of Lemma [6.6] since it is the same as the proof of Lemma 5.1. For any
x € Lo, we get
x={e1,ea)x = (ea*x)*ey + (e; xx) *xeg € Ly + Lo,
by Lemma 2.8. Hence Lo = L + Ls. We again get Lo = L1 & Lo since Lj, Ly are totally
isotropic with rank < 3. When we restrict the symmetric form to L, there exists a basis
{u;}3_; of Ly (vesp. {v;}3_; of Ly) such that
<ui’ vj> =0,

for i # j, since the symmetric form is an anti-diagonal matrix.

Lemma 6.7. We have
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U; x €1 = €2 X Uj = —Uj;
V; k€2 = €1 X U; = —Vy,
(2)
w; *v; = —(u;, vj)er;
Vj * Ui = —<ui,’l)j>62,
3)
ui*uj:—uj*uiELg, vi*vj:—vj*uiELl.

fori,7=1,2,3.
Proof. The proof of Lemma (1) is similar to Lemma 5.2. For (2), we have
u; x5 = —(u; % e1) * v;
= (vjxe1) xu; — (Ui, vj)e
= —(u;,vj)er.

Similarly, we also have v; * u; = —(u;, v;)es. For (3), it is easy to see that u; x u; € Lg since
(u; xuj.e1) = (u; xuj, ez) = 0. Consider

(e2 x u;) * uj + (u; * u;) * ea = (e2, u;)u; =0,

and (62 * UZ) *U; = —U; * Uy by (1) We get Ui * Uj = (’LLj * ’U,l) * ey € LO * €3 = L2. Thus,
(uj * u;) *x eg = —uj * u; since v; * ea = —v;, which gives us u; * u; = —u; * u;. Similarly, we
have v; ¥ v; = —v; x v;. O

So far we only use that the symmetric form is an antidiagonal matrix. To prove our claims,
we now need to consider the explicit number of [ = Ig(LY/L).
(a) I =2 case. When [ = 2, the restriction of (, ) to Lg is :

(, ) |L,= antidiag(1,1,¢,¢,1,1).
Since Lo = L1 @ Lo and Ly, Ly are totally isotropic, there exists a basis {u;}?_; of Ly (resp.
{v;}2_; of Ls) such that
(ui,v1) =¢,  (uz,v2) =1
(us,vz) =1, (ui,v;) =0,

for i # j. By Lemma [6.6] Lemma [6.7] we almost complete the multiplication table of L. The
only left part is to understand wu; * u; (resp. v; x v;).
Consider u1 * us € Lo. Since

(w1 *ug, u1) = —(ug * ug,ur *e1) = q(u1)(uz, e1) =0,

by Lemma 2.7 . Similarly, we get (u1 x ug, us) = 0. So we can assume uj x ug = Avs. Suppose
that L+ L C L. We have A € R[t]. Since

(ul *’U,z) * V1 + (’Ul *UQ) * U = <’U,1,’U1>U2 = tuo,

and v, * ug = 0 by Lemma[6.7] (2), we get (u1 * ug) *v1 = tug. Thus A(vsxv1) = tug. Similarly,
consider (uy *x ug) *x v2 = A(vz * v2) and (uy * uz) * v3 = A(vs * v3), we get

A(Ug *1)2) = —U1, V3*V3z = 0.
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Thus, A=! € R[t], which implies A € R[t]*. We can assume A = 1 and get
’Ug*’Ul:t’UQ, V3 % V2 = —Uq, ’Ug*’Ug:O.

Next we consider us *x ug € Lo, we can assume us x uz = pv; for some u € R[t], since
(ug *x uz, va) = (ug *us,vs) = 0. Since

(UQ * U3) * V3 + (’U3 * U3) * Uy = <UQ, ’U3>’U,37

and (vs x ug) *x uz = ug, (uz,v3) = 0 by Lemma [67 (1), (2), we get u(vy xv3) = —uz. But
v1 x V3 = —v3 * U1 = —tug by our discussion above. Therefore

—tpug = —ua.

Hence = t~' ¢ R[t], which is a contradiction. So that L+ L ¢ L.

(b) I =4 case. When [ = 4, the restriction of { , ) to Lo is :
(, ) |L,= antidiag(1,¢,¢,¢,¢,1).
There exists a basis {u;}3_; of Ly (resp. {v;};_; of La) such that
(ui,v1) =t, (ug,v2) =1t
(ug,v3) =1,  (u;,v5) =0,

for i # j. Assume L x L C L. By using the same discussion as we did in [ = 2 case, we get the
following multiplication table:

TABLE 4. w; * uj TABLE 5. v; * v,
* U1 U2 us * U1 V2 U3
U1 0 t’Ug —V2 U1 0 tU3 — U2
U2 —tl}g 0 U1 (%) —tU3 0 Ul
us (%) —U1 0 V3 u9 —Ui 0

It is easy to see that L has the same multiplication table as Lo ®p[ R[t]. Thus, there exists
g € LG(R), such that L = g(ILy ®q R[t]), and we have:

LY «LY ct 'L,
So that L € F»(R).

(c) 1 =6 case. When [ = 6, the restriction of ( , ) to Lg is :
(, ) |L,= antidiag(t,t,,¢,,1).
There exists a basis {u;}3_; of Ly (resp. {v;}3_; of Ly) such that
<ulvvl> = tv <u27’02> = t?
<U3,’U3> = t7 <’U,i, U7> = 07

for i # j. Assume Lx L C L. Again, by using the same discussion as we did in [ = 2 and | = 4
case, we get the following multiplication table:
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TABLE 6. w; * u; TABLE 7. v; * v,
* U U9 us * U1 U2 U3
U1 0 t’U3 —t’UQ 1 0 us —U2
U2 —tl}g 0 tv1 (%) —us 0 U7
us tvg —t’Ul 0 U3 ug —Uui 0

Thus L has the same multiplication table as L3 ®p[ R[t]. Similarly, there exists L =

9(Ls ®gpy R[t]) for some g € LG(R), and we have

So

M =tLY %« LY + L is self-dual.

that L € F3(R).
Therefore, for L € F5(R), we show that | = lg(LY/L) =4 (ifl =2, LxL ¢ L; if | = 6,

L € F3(R)), and there exists g € LG(R), such that L = g(Ly ®4pq R[t]). For L € F3(R), we
show that [ = lg(LY/L) = 6, and there exists g € LG(R), such that L = g(Ls @y R[t]).
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