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SPACES OF GENERATORS FOR AZUMAYA ALGEBRAS WITH

UNITARY INVOLUTION

OMER CANTOR∗ AND URIYA A. FIRST∗

Abstract. Let A be a finite dimensional algebra (possibly with some extra
structure) over an infinite field K and let r ∈ N. The r-tuples (a1, . . . , ar) ∈ Ar

which fail to generate A are the K-points of a closed subvariety Zr of the
affine space underlying Ar, the codimension of which may be thought of as
quantifying how well a generic r-tuple in Ar generates A. Taking this intuition
one step further, the second author, Reichstein and Williams showed that lower
bounds on the codimension of Zr in Ar (for every r) imply upper bounds on
the number of generators of forms of the K-algebra A over finitely generated
K-rings. That work also demonstrates how finer information on Zr may be
used to construct forms of A which require many elements to generate.

The dimension and irreducible components of Zr are known in a few cases,
which in particular lead to upper bounds on the number of generators of Azu-
maya algebras and Azumaya algebras with involution of the first kind (orthog-
onal or symplectic). This paper treats the case of Azumaya algebras with a
unitary involution by finding the dimension and irreducible components of Zr

when A is the K-algebra with involution (Mn(K)×Mn(K), (a, b) 7→ (bt, at)).
Our analysis implies that every Azumaya algebra with a unitary involution
over a finitely generated K-ring of Krull dimension d can be generated by
⌊ d

2n−2
+ 3

2
⌋ elements. We also give examples which require at least half that

many elements to generate, by building on the work of the second author,
Reichstein and Williams.

Our method of finding the dimension and irreducible components of Zr

actually applies to all K-algebras A satisfying a mild assumption.

1. Introduction

Let K be an infinite field and let A be a finite-dimensional K-algebra, possibly
with additional structure such as an involution. Let R be a K-ring, i.e., a commu-
tative K-algebra. By an R-form of A, we mean an R-algebra B for which there
exists a faithfully flat R-ring S such that AS := A ⊗K S is isomorphic to B ⊗R S
as S-algebras (with additional structure, if any).

For this introduction, we will focus on the following algebras and algebras-with-
involution over K:

(i) A = Mn(K),
(ii) A = (Mn(K), t), where t is matrix transposition,

(iii) A = (Mn(K), [ a b
c d ] 7→ [ dt −bt

−ct at ]), where n is even and a, b, c, d ∈ Mn/2(K),

(iv) A = (Mn(K)×Mn(K), (a, b) 7→ (bt, at)).

For a K-field F , it is well-known that in case (i), the F -forms of A are the central
simple F -algebras of degree n, and in cases (ii), (iii) and (iv), the F -forms are
the degree-n central simple F -algebras with involution of orthogonal, symplectic
or unitary type, respectively; see [7], for instance. This fact is fundamental to the
study and classification of simple algebraic groups of classical type. Over a K-ring
R, the R-forms of A are the degree-n Azumaya R-algebras in case (i), and the
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2 SPACES OF GENERATORS

degree-n Azumaya R-algebras carrying an involution of orthogonal, symplectic or
unitary type in cases (ii), (iii) or (iv), respectively; see [6, III.8.5], [2, §1.4] and
Proposition 4.1 below.

For every r ∈ N, let Vr denote the K-affine space underlying Ar. In [4, §2], it
was observed that Vr has a closed subscheme Zr of “r-tuples not generating A”,
that is, for every K-field F , the F -points of Zr are the r-tuples (a1, . . . , ar) ∈ Ar

F

which do not generate AF as an F -algebra (with extra structure, if any).
On its face, the codimension of Zr in Vr quantifies how likely it is for an r-tuple

in Ar to generate A. However, in [4], the second author, Z. Reichstein and B.
Williams observed that Zr is strongly related to the number of generators of R-
forms of A. This manifests in two ways: First, a lower bound on the codimension of
Zr in Vr (for every r) implies an upper bound on the number of generators of any
R-form of A depending only on the Krull dimension of R [4, Thm. 6.1]. Second,
finer information on how Zr sits inside Vr may be used in an ad hoc manner to
produce forms of A which require many generators; see [4, Thm. 1.5(b)], [5], [12].

At the basis of these results lies a deeper observation, which also serves as a
motivation to study Zr. Let G be the K-algebraic group of automorphisms of A
and let Ur = Vr−Zr. The evident action of G on Vr restricts to a free action on Ur,
and the G-torsor Ur → Yr := Ur/G corresponds to a Yr-form of A (consisting of a
sheaf of OYr

-algebras). It turns out that this Yr-form carries a canonical generating
r-tuple (of global sections) and it is universal among the forms of A equipped with
a generating r-tuple [4, Prop. 4.1]. Since the classifying stack of G, denoted BG,
classifies forms of A, there is a canonical morphism Yr → BG corresponding to
forgetting the generating r-tuple. Finding the number of generators of an R-form
B may therefore be restated as the problem of determining whether the morphism
SpecR → BG corresponding to B may be lifted to a morphism SpecR → Yr
(corresponding to specifying r generators for B). Less formally, we wish to know
“how well” does the K-algebraic space Yr = (Vr − Zr)/G approximates BG. To
see how this relates to Zr, note for example that if the codimension of Zr in Vr is
m, then Yr → BG induces an isomorphism Hi(BG) → Hi(Yr) when i < 2m − 1
for some “nice” cohomology theories, e.g., singular cohomology when K = C [4,
Lem. 11.2, Rmk. 1.7]. Thus, if we can guarantee that m = dim Vr−dimZr is large,
we may interchange BG and Yr in some cohomological computations. On the
other hand, information about when Hi(BG) → Hi(Yr) is not an isomorphism may
be used to obstruct lifts along Yr → BG [4, Thm. 11.4], giving rise to forms of A
which cannot be generated by r elements. Beyond what is guaranteed by dimension
considerations, such information is usually obtained by careful case-specific analysis
of the pair Zr ⊆ Vr .

So far, the dimension and irreducible components of Zr were determined in cases
(i)–(iii) and for a few more K-algebras. Specifically, the cases where A = Mn(K)
and A is a split octonion K-algebra were treated in [4], and cases (ii) and (iii)
above were resolved in [9]. This led in particular to upper bounds on the number
of generators of Azumaya algebras and Azumaya algebras carrying an orthogonal
or symplectic involution listed in [4, Thm. 1.5(a), Prop. 7.3]. In addition, a more
careful study of Zr and Ur = Vr −Zr was done for A = K×· · ·×K (n times) — in
which case the forms of A are the rank-n finite étale algebras — and A = Mn(K),
leading to examples of finite étale algebras and degree-n Azumaya algebras which
require many elements to generate; see [12] for A = K × · · · ×K, [4, Thm. 1.5(b)]
for A = Mn(K) with n > 2 and [5] for A = M2(K).

In this paper, we add to this picture by finding the dimension and irreducible
components of Zr in the “unitary” case (iv). We show:
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Theorem 1.1. Suppose A = (Mn(K) × Mn(K), (a, b) 7→ (bt, at)) and let r ∈ N.
Then

dimZr =

{

2rn2 − (2r − 1)(n− 1) n > 1
r n = 1.

We also determine the irreducible components of Zr in Theorem 7.1; it has n or
n+ 1 irreducible components depending on the values of n, r and charK.

In addition, our Proposition 4.1 says that the R-forms of A from (iv) are the
Azumaya R-algebras with unitary involution (in the sense of [2, §1.4]). Thus, our
computation of dimZr and [4, Thm. 6.1] implies:

Corollary 1.2. Let R be a ring of Krull dimension d finitely generated over an
infinite field K, let n > 1 and let (B, τ) be a degree-n Azumaya algebra with a
unitary involution over R. Then

genR(B, τ) ≤
⌊

d

2n− 2
+

3

2

⌋

.

By building on [4, Thm. 1.5(b)] and [5], which give examples of degree-n Azu-
maya algebras (without involution) over rings of Krull dimension d requiring slightly
more than d

2n−2 elements to generate, we also observe that there exist degree-n Azu-
maya algebras with unitary involution over finitely generatedK-rings which cannot
be generated by less than d

4n−4 elements, provided charK = 0; see Remark 6.2.

Our approach to finding the dimension and irreducible components of Zr in
case (iv) relies on the following result, which gives a method to find them for any
K-algebra A (or even a multialgebra, see Section 3) satisfying a mild assumption.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose K is algebraically closed. Let G be the identity connected
component of the K-algebraic group AutK(A), and suppose that the action of G(K)
on the maximal subalgebras of A has finitely many orbits represented by A1, . . . , At.
For i ∈ {1, . . . , t}, let Xi be the Zariski closure of

⋃

g∈G(K) g(Ai)
r in Vr. Then:

(i) The irreducible components of Zr are the maximal members of the family
X1, . . . , Xt.

(ii) dimZr ≤ dimG+max{r dimAi−dimStabG(Ai) | i ∈ {1, . . . , t}}, and equal-
ity holds if the maximum is attained at an index i for which Ai can be
generated by r elements.

Since tensoring with the algebraic closure K does not affect dimZr, this implies:

Corollary 1.4. Let A be a finite-dimensional K-algebra such that the K-algebra
A⊗KK satisfies the assumption of Theorem 1.3. Then there exist integers a, b ≥ 0
such that for every sufficiently large r, we have dimZr = ar + b.

Suppose now that K is algebraically closed and A is the algebra with involution
(Mn(K) × Mn(K), (a, b) 7→ (bt, at)) from (iv). Thanks to Theorem 1.3, the task
of finding dimZr breaks down to finding the maximal subalgebras of A (invariant
under the involution) up to the action of G(K) (G as in the theorem), finding the
stabilizer in G(K) of each representative, checking that every representative can be
generated by r elements, and dealing separately with any exceptions to the latter.
This is carried out in Section 5.

Determining the irreducible components is trickier, because contrary to what one
may expect, the family X1, . . . , Xt from Theorem 1.3 may include non-maximal
members, which indeed happens in our case; see Lemma 7.6. Another difficulty
arises from the fact that

⋃

g∈G(K) g(Ai)
r is not always Zariski closed in Ar = Vr(K)

(Remark 7.3). Our Theorem 7.1 determines the maximal Xi for our A, showing
in particular that the number of irreducible components is the expected number t,
except when n is even and charK = 2, or (n, r) = (2, 1).



4 SPACES OF GENERATORS

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 sets notation and conventions for the
paper. Section 3 recalls some facts about Zr and proves Theorem 1.3. In Section 4,
we recall Azumaya algebras with unitary involution, and prove that the R-forms
of the algebra with involution A in (iv) are precisely the Azumaya R-algebras with
unitary involution. Section 5 contains results about the maximal subalgebras of A
from (iv) that are needed in order to apply Theorem 1.3. We then use Theorem 1.3
to prove Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2 in Section 6. Finally, in Section 7, we use
Theorem 1.3 to find the irreducible components of Zr.

Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Z. Reichstein and B. Williams for com-
ments on an earlier version of this manuscript. The second author is supported by
an ISF grant no. 721/24.

2. Conventions

Throughout, a ring means a commutative (associative) unital ring. By default,
algebras are associative and unital, and may carry an involution when indicated.
Subalgebras are required to include the unity and be stable under the involution, if
present. Nevertheless, in Section 3 we will allow non-unital non-associative algebras.
Given a ring R, an R-ring means a commutative (associative, unital) R-algebra.
The group of invertible elements in R is denoted R×.

We always let K denote a field. Elements of Kn are viewed as column vectors.
The transpose of anm×nmatrix a is denoted at. When there is no risk of confusion,
we shall write Mn for Mn(K) and GLn for GLn(K). The n× n identity matrix is
denoted In, or just I. When n is even, we also let Ω = Ωn := In/2 ⊗ [ 0 −1

1 0 ].
Recall that two matrices a, a′ ∈ Mn are called congruent, denoted a ∼ a′, if

there is g ∈ GLn such that gagt = a′. This is equivalent to saying that the bilinear
forms b(x, y) = xtay and b′(x, y) = xta′y on Kn are isomorphic. Let a ∈ GLn

and suppose K is algebraically closed. Then it is known ([1, Props. 1.9, 1.18], for
instance) that a is symmetric and not alternating if and only if a ∼ I and a is
alternating if and only if n is even and a ∼ Ω. (Here, as usual, a is alternating if
it is skew-symmetric and has zeroes on the diagonal; the latter condition is needed
only when charK = 2.)

A K-variety is a reduced K-scheme of finite type, not necessarily irreducible. A
K-algebraic group is a group scheme of finite type over K, possibly not smooth.
When K is algebraically closed, we will freely identify any K-variety (resp. K-
algebraic group) with its underlying set (resp. group) of K-points, to which we
give the Zariski topology. We will also define morphisms between K-varieties by
specifying them as functions between the corresponding sets of K-points. We shall
view every finite-dimensional K-vector space as a K-affine space. In particular,
such spaces will be endowed with the Zariski topology. The K-projective space
associated to a finite dimensional K-vector space V is denoted P(V ).

3. Spaces of Non-Generating Tuples

Let us fix a finite-dimensionalK-multialgebraA. Recall that this means that A is
a K-vector space equipped with some K-multilinear operations {µi : A

ni → A}i∈I .
Typically, A will be an “ordinary” K-algebra — the product being a K-bilinear
map µ : A×A→ A — carrying some additional structure such as an involution (a
K-linear map µ : A → A) or a unit element (encoded as a multilinear map with 0
arguments µ : A0 → A). The K-algebraic group of K-multialgebra automorphisms
of A is denoted AutK(A). As usual, the sub-multialgebra of A generated by a
subset S ⊆ A is the smallest subspace of A that is closed under all the operations
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of A. We write

gen(A) or genK(A)

for the smallest cardinality of a generating subset for A. For a K-ring R, we let
AR = A⊗K R, which is a multialgebra over R. One may now consider R-forms of
A as in the Introduction.

As before, given r ∈ N, we write Vr for the K-affine space underlying Ar. In [4],
the second author, Reichstein and Williams defined a closed subscheme Zr of Vr
such that for every K-field L, we have

Zr(L) = {(a1, . . . , ar) ∈ Ar
L : a1, . . . , ar do not generate AL}.

The codimension of Zr in the ambient variety Vr is

cA(r) := r dimA− dimZr.

The following result from [4] says that bounding cA(r) from below provides an
upper bound for the number of generators of forms of A.

Theorem 3.1 ([4, Thm. 6.1]). Let d, r ∈ N∪{0}. If cA(r) > d, then every form of
A over a finitely generated K-ring R of Krull dimension d or less can be generated
by r elements as an R-multialgebra.

The formation of Zr commutes with base change, so its dimension does not
change if we extend scalars from K to its algebraic closure K. We may therefore
restrict our attention to the case K = K. Provided this holds, we will abuse the
notation and use Zr to indicate its set of K-points as we do for K-varieties.

Suppose that K is algebraically closed and let m denote the maximal dimension
of a proper subalgebra of A. By [4, Lem. 6.2], we have mr ≤ dimZr ≤ mr +
m(dimA − m) for every r > m. Our first result gives a recipe to find the exact
dimension of Zr and also its irreducible components; it readily implies Theorem 1.3.

Proposition 3.2. With notation as above, assume that K is algebraically closed
and let G be a closed subgroup of AutK(A) (more precisely, its group of K-points).
Suppose that the action of G on the set of maximal K-subalgebras of A has finitely
many orbits represented by subalgebras A1, . . . , At. For every i ∈ {1, . . . , t}, let Hi

denote the stabilizer of Ai in G. In addition, fixing r ∈ N, let

Yi =
⋃

g∈G

g(Ai)
r and Xi = Yi,

where the closure is taken in Ar w.r.t. Zariski topology. Then:

(i) Zr =
⋃t

i=1Xi.
(ii) dimXi ≤ dimG+ r dimAi − dimHi, and if gen(Ai) ≤ r, equality holds.
(iii) If G is connected, then the irreducible components of Zr are the maximal

members of the family X1, . . . , Xt.
(iv) If gen(Ai) ≤ r and Yj is closed in Ar for some i 6= j, then Xi * Xj.
(v) If Hi is a parabolic subgroup of G, then Yi is closed in Ar, i.e., Xi = Yi.

We will usually apply the proposition with G being the identity connected com-
ponent of AutK(A).

Proof. Observe thatG acts onAr from the left by g(a1, . . . , ar) = (g(a1), . . . , g(ar)).

(i) It is enough to show that Zr =
⋃t

i=1 Yi, since that would imply Zr = Zr =
⋃t

i=1 Yi =
⋃t

i=1Xi. Every r-tuple a = (a1, . . . , ar) ∈ Yi is contained in g(Ai)
r for

some g ∈ G, and thus generates a subalgebra of g(Ai). In particular, a cannot
generate A, so a ∈ Zr. Conversely, any tuple a = (a1, . . . , ar) ∈ Zr generates
a proper subalgebra of A, which is contained in g(Ai) for some i and g ∈ G, so

a ∈ ⋃t
i=1 Yi.
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(ii) Define a morphism ϕi : G×Ar
i → Xi by ϕi(g, a) = g(a). The image of ϕi is

precisely Yi, which is dense in Xi. In view of the fiber dimension theorem, in order
to prove that dimXi ≤ dimG+ r dimAi − dimHi, it is enough to show that

(3.1) dim(ϕ−1(a)) ≥ dim(Hi),

where a = (a1, . . . , ar) ∈ Xi is a point in general position in Xi (i.e., a ranges in
a dense subset of Xi). We also need to show that equality holds when Ai can be
generated by r elements.

We may assume that a ∈ Yi. Moreover, since ϕi is G-equivariant, we may replace
a with g(a) for a suitable g ∈ G and assume without loss of generality that a ∈ Ar

i .
Define a morphism ψ : Hi → ϕ−1

i (a) by ψ(h) = (h−1, h(a)) (we have h(a) ∈ Ar
i

because Hi stabilizes Ai and a ∈ Ar
i ). Then ψ is one-to-one and hence (3.1) holds.

Suppose now that Ai can be generated by r elements. Arguing as before, we
again assume that a ∈ Ar

i . However, we are now allowed to further assume that
a generates Ai. We claim that ψ : Hi → ϕ−1

i (a) is also surjective, and thus

dimϕ−1
i (a) = dimHi. Indeed, let (g, x) ∈ ϕ−1(a). Then x = g−1(a). Since the

tuple a generates Ai and x ∈ Ar
i , this means that g−1(Ai) ⊆ Ai, so g

−1 ∈ Hi and
ψ(g−1) = (g, g−1(a)) = (g, x).

(iii) Since G is a connected algebraic group, it is irreducible. Thus, G × Ar
i

is irreducible and so is Xi = ϕi(G×Ar
i ). Since Zr =

⋃t
i=1Xi, the irreducible

components of Zr are the maximal members of X1, . . . , Xt.
(iv) Let Ui denote the set of r-tuples in Ai which generate Ai as a K-algebra.

Our assumptions imply that Ui 6= ∅. Since Ui ⊆ Xi and Yj = Xj , in order to show
that Xi * Xj , it is enough to show that Ui ∩ Yj = ∅. For the sake of contradiction,
suppose that there is a ∈ Ui ∩ Yj . Then there is some g ∈ G such that a ∈ g(Aj)

r.
Since the tuple a generates Ai, it follows that Ai ⊆ g(Aj). The maximality of Ai

and Aj now forces Ai = g(Aj), but this contradicts our assumption that Ai and Aj

are not in the same G-orbit. Thus a cannot exist and Ui ∩ Yj = ∅.
(v) Recall that Hi is parabolic if G/Hi is a complete K-variety. Write m =

dimAi and let Gr(m,A) denote the Grassmannian variety of m-dimensional sub-
spaces of A. There is a morphism ψ : G/Hi → Gr(m,A) mapping the coset gHi

to g(Ai). Since G/Hi is complete, its image Z is a closed subvariety of Gr(m,A),
hence complete. Consider the closed subvariety W of Z × Ar consisting of tuples
(V, a1, . . . , ar) with a1, . . . , ar ∈ V . The image of W under the second projection
p2 : Z×Ar → Ar is precisely Yi. Since Z is complete, p2 is closed, and we conclude
that Yi = p2(W ) is closed in Ar. �

Remark 3.3. With notation as in Proposition 3.2, it may happen that Xi ( Xj for
some i 6= j even when G is connected. In addition, is may also happen that Yi is not
closed, i.e., Yi 6= Xi. This is demonstrated in Lemma 7.6 and Remark 7.3 below,
and shows that the assumptions in (iv) and (v) cannot be removed in general.

Remark 3.4. It is in general not true that the action of (the K-points of) AutK(A)
on the maximal subalgebras of A has finitely many orbits. Here is such an example
with A commutative, associative and unital: Let f ∈ K[x0, x1, x2] be a homoge-
neous polynomial such that the equation f = 0 defines a genus-3 curve in P2

K having
no nontrivial automorphisms; such f exists, e.g., by [10]. Write m = deg f > 1 and
let A = K[x0, x1, x2]/((x0, x1, x2)

m+1 + (f)). Then A is a local K-algebra with
Jacobson radical J = x0A + x1A + x2A. Let xi denote the image of xi in J/J2.
Then every automorphism g of A induces an element g ∈ GL(J/J2) which must
satisfy f(g(x0), g(x1), g(x2)) ∈ Kf(x0, x1, x2). Thus, g induces an automorphism
of the projective curve f = 0, and must therefore be scalar. As a result, if U is
a codimension-1 subspace of J containing J2, then g(U) = U . For every such U ,
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the space K + U is a maximal subalgebra of A fixed by AutK(A), and there are
infinitely many such subalgebras since K is infinite.

The following proposition gives a more sophisticated way for checking that Xi *
Xj when dimAi = dimAj . It will be needed in Section 7.

Proposition 3.5. Assume that K is algebraically closed, let A be a K-multialgebra
and let G be a closed subgroup of AutK(A). Let A1 and A2 be two subalgebras of A
having the same dimension m. Let X denote the Grassmannian of m-spaces inside
A and, for i = 1, 2, let Zi = {g(Ai) | g ∈ G} ⊆ X. If Z1 * Z2 (the closures are

taken in X), then
⋃

g∈G g(A1)r *
⋃

g∈G g(A2)r (the closures are in Ar) for every

r ≥ genK(A1).

Proof. Fix some r ∈ N. Let W≤m denote the set of tuples a = (a1, . . . , ar) ∈ Ar

which generate a subalgebra of A of dimension m or less.
We first claim that W≤m is closed in Ar. Indeed, let M denote the set of formal

expressions obtained by repeatedly applying the operations of the multialgebraA on
variables x1, . . . , xr. Every (m+ 1)-tuple w = (w1, . . . , wm+1) ∈Mm+1 determines

a morphism fw : Ar → ∧m+1
K A given by fw(a) = w1(a) ∧ · · · ∧ wm+1(a). The

subset W≤m is the intersection
⋂

w∈Mm+1 f−1
w (0), so it is closed in Ar.

Let Wm =W≤m −W≤(m−1) (with W−1 = ∅). Then Wm is open W≤m. We view
W≤m as a closed subvariety of Ar and Wm as an open subvariety of W≤m.

Next, we claim that the function ϕ : Wm → X mapping an r-tuple a ∈ Wm to
the K-subalgebra that it generates is a morphism. To that end, we embed in X in
P(
∧m

K A) using the Plücker embedding. It is enough to show that the composition
Wm → X → P(

∧m
K A), denoted ϕ′, is defined locally by rational functions. Let

a ∈Wm. Then there are w1, . . . , wm ∈M such that w1(a), . . . , wm(a) form K-basis
for theK-subalgebra generated by a. The image of a under ϕ′ is therefore the line in
∧m

K A generated by w1(a) ∧ · · · ∧wm(a). The assignment x 7→ w1(x) ∧ · · · ∧wm(x)
defines ϕ′ in a Zariski neighborhood of a in Wm (namely, whenever it does not
vanish), and by choosing bases to Ar and

∧m
K A, one readily sees it is a polynomial

function. Thus, ϕ is a morphism.
Now, for i = 1, 2, put Yi =

⋃

g∈G g(Ai)
r. Then Yi is a subset of W≤m and

Ui := Yi ∩Wm is the set of r-tuples in Ar which generate a K-subalgebra of the
form g(Ai) with g ∈ G. In particular, Ui is open in Yi and ϕ(Ui) ⊆ Zi. When
r ≥ genK(Ai), each g(Ai) is generated by some a ∈ Ui, which implies that Ui is
dense in Yi and also that ϕ(Ui) = Zi.

For the sake of contradiction, suppose that r ≥ genK(A1), but Y1 ⊆ Y2. Then
U1 ⊆ Y2∩Wm. If r < genK(A2), then we would have Y2 ⊆W≤(m−1), meaning that

Y2 ⊆W≤(m−1) and Y2 ∩Wm = ∅, which contradicts with U1 6= ∅. It must therefore

be the case that r ≥ genK(A2), hence U1 ⊆ Y2 = U2. Now, the continuity of ϕ

implies that Z1 = ϕ(U1) ⊆ ϕ(U2) ⊆ ϕ(U2) = Z2, so Z1 ⊆ Z2. This contradicts our
assumption Z1 * Z2, so we must have Y1 * Y2. �

4. The Case of Azumaya Algebras with Unitary Involution

Recall our standing assumption that all algebras and algebras with involution
are unital.

For the remainder of the paper, we focus on a specific K-algebra with involution.
Given n ∈ N, let An denote the unital K-algebra Mn(K) ×Mn(K) endowed with
the involution

(a, b)∗ = (bt, at).

Forms of (An, ∗) are therefore algebras with involution.
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By the following proposition, the forms of (An, ∗) are precisely the degree-n
Azumaya algebras with unitary involution. Recall that given a ring R, an R-algebra
with an R-involution (B, τ) is said to be Azumaya with unitary involution if B is
an Azumaya algebra over its center S, S is a quadratic étale R-algebra, and τ |S
coincides with the standard R-involution of S (equivalently, τ(s) = TrS/R(s) − s

for all s ∈ S). In this case, the rank of B as an S-module is a perfect square n2

and n is called the degree of B and denoted degB. See [2, §1.4] for further details.

Proposition 4.1. Let R be a K-ring and let (B, τ) be an R-algebra with an R-
involution. Then (B, τ) is an R-form of (An, ∗) if and only if (B, τ) is a degree-n
Azumaya algebra with a unitary involution over R.

Proof. Suppose first that (B, τ) is a degree-n Azumaya algebra with a unitary
involution over R. Observe that if R′ is a faithfully flat R-ring, then it is harmless
to replace (B, τ) with (BR′ , τR′ ) := (B⊗RR

′, τ ⊗ idR′). By assumption, the center
Z = Cent(B) is quadratic étale over R and τ |Z is the standard R-involution of Z.
Thus, Z⊗RZ ∼= Z×Z as Z-rings [6, III.4.1]. We replace (B, τ) and R with (BZ , τZ)
and Z. Now, Z = R×R and τ |Z is the swap involution (x, y) 7→ (y, x). In this case,
it is well-known ([2, Example 2.4], for instance) that there is an R-algebra B0 such
that B ∼= B0 ×Bop

0 , and under this isomorphism, τ is given by τ(x, yop) = (y, xop).
We may therefore assume that B = B0×Bop

0 . Since B is Azumaya of degree n over
Z, the R-algebra B0 is Azumaya of degree n over R (because B0

∼= B ⊗Z R when
we view R as a Z-algebra via (x, y) 7→ x : Z → R). Thus, there exists a faithfully
flat R-ring R′ such that (B0)R′

∼= Mn(R
′) [6, III.5.1.15]. By replacing (B, τ) with

(BR′ , τR′), we reduce to the case B = Mn(R) ×Mn(R)
op and τ(x, yop) = (y, xop).

One now readily checks that (x, y) 7→ (x, (yt)op) is an isomorphism from (An,R, ∗R)
to (B, τ), so (B, τ) is an R-form of (An, ∗).

Conversely, suppose that (B, τ) is an R-form of (An, ∗). Then there is a faithfully
flat R-ring R′ such that (BR′ , τR′) ∼= (An,R′ , ∗R′). Since An,R′ is separable and
projective over R′, the same holds for BR′ . This means that B is separable and
projective over R. (Indeed, B is a finitely generated projective R-module by [6,
III.2.1.3], and it is separable over R because the morphism

∑

i xi ⊗ yopi 7→ [b 7→
xibyi] : B⊗RB

op → EndR(B) becomes an isomorphism after tensoring with R′, and
is therefore an isomorphism.) Consequently, B is Azumaya over Z := Cent(B). By
[2, Lem. 1.4], we have ZR′

∼= Cent(BR′) ∼= R′ ×R′, so Z is quadratic étale over R.
Moreover, under the latter isomorphism, the restriction of τR′ to ZR′ corresponds to
the swap involution (x, y) 7→ (y, x), hence τ |Z : Z → Z is the standard R-involution
of Z. It remains to check that the degree of B (over Z) is n. By the isomorphism
BR′

∼= An ⊗K R′ we have rankRB = 2n2, so rankZ B = n2 and degB = n. �

5. The Maximal Subalgebras of (An, ∗)
Let K and (An, ∗) be as in Section 4 and suppose that K is algebraically closed.

Fixing n throughout, we abbreviate (An, ∗) to A.
Let Zr be the K-scheme of r-tuples (a1, . . . , ar) ∈ Ar which do not generate A

(as a unital algebra with involution). We would like to apply Proposition 3.2 and
Theorem 1.3 in order to find the dimension and irreducible components of Zr. To
that end, we need to:

• describe the maximal (unital, ∗-invariant) subalgebras of A;
• describe (the K-points of) G := Aut(A) and its identity connected compo-
nent G◦;

• verify that the action of G◦ on the maximal subalgebras of A has finitely
many orbits with representatives A1, . . . , At;

• compute the stabilizer Hi of each Ai under the action of G◦;
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• compute the number of generators of each Ai.

The purpose of this section is to address these points. The conclusions for the
structure of Zr are stated in the next sections.

We set additional notation to be used throughout.
As the base field K is fixed, we shall write Mn for Mn(K). We write πi (i = 1, 2)

for the projection from A = Mn ×Mn to its i-th factor.
Given a subspace V ⊆ Kn, we let V ⊥ = {x ∈ Kn : 〈x, V 〉 = 0}, where 〈·, ·〉

is the standard bilinear form 〈x, y〉 = xty on Kn. We say that V is nontrivial if
0 6= V 6= Kn, and in this case, define SV = {a ∈ Mn|aV ⊆ V }.

As usual, GLn is the algebraic group of invertible matrices in Mn (and also its
K-points), and PGLn is the quotient of GLn by its center. The image of c ∈ GLn

in PGLn is denoted [c]. The algebraic group of invertible matrices preserving the
standard bilinear form on Kn is denoted Ob

n; on the level of K-points, Ob
n =

{a ∈ GLn |ata = I}.1 When is n even, the symplectic group of n × n matrices
is Spn = {a ∈ GLn |atΩa = Ω}, where Ω = In/2 ⊗

(

0 −1
1 0

)

. Given a nontrivial

subspace V ⊆ Kn, we let S×
V = SV ∩ GLn. The images of Ob

n, Spn and S×
V under

the projection GLn → PGLn are denoted POb
n, PSpn and PS×

V , respectively.
We say that [c] ∈ PGLn is symmetric, resp. alternating, if c is; this is independent

of the representative c ∈ GLn. We also abbreviate (ct)−1 to c−t.
Unless indicated otherwise, algebras are algebras with involution, and the terms

“subalgebra” and “generating set” are to be understood in this context.

Proposition 5.1. The maximal subalgebras of A are:

(1) AV := SV × SV ⊥ , where V is a nontrivial subspace of Kn, and
(2) B[p] := {(a, pap−1) | a ∈ Mn}, where [p] ∈ PGLn is symmetric or alternat-

ing.

There are no repetitions in this list.

Proof. Let us first show that AV and B[p] are indeed subalgebras of A. This is clear
if we forget the involution, so it remains to check that they are invariant under ∗.

Let V be a nontrivial subspace of Kn. To show that AV is closed under the
involution, it suffices to show that (SV )

t = SV ⊥ . Indeed, a ∈ SV ⇐⇒ ax ∈ V for
all x ∈ V ⇐⇒ 〈x, aty〉 = 〈ax, y〉 = 0 for all x ∈ V and y ∈ V ⊥ ⇐⇒ aty ∈ V ⊥

for all y ∈ V ⊥ ⇐⇒ at ∈ SV ⊥ .
Let p ∈ GLn be symmetric or alternating. The subspace B[p] is closed under ∗

because, given a ∈ Mn, we may define b = p−1atp = p−tatpt (because p ∈ {±pt})
and get (a, pap−1)∗ = (p−tatpt, at) = (b, pbp−1) ∈ B[p].

Next, let us show that no two of the subalgebras listed in (1) and (2) contain
each other. If V , W are distinct nontrivial subspaces of Kn, then elementary linear
algebra implies SV * SW and so AV * AW . If p, q ∈ GLn are symmetric or
alternating, then B[p] ⊆ B[q] if and only if pap−1 = qaq−1 for all a ∈ Mn if only
if [p] = [q]. If V is a nontrivial subspace of Kn and p ∈ GLn is symmetric or
alternating, then AV * B[p] because (I, 0) ∈ AV − B[p], and B[p] * AV because

π1(B[p]) = Mn * SV = π1(AV ).
To finish, we show that for any proper subalgebra B ⊆ A, there is a nontrivial

subspace V ⊆ Kn such that B ⊆ AV , or a symmetric or alternating matrix p ∈ GLn

such that B ⊆ B[p].

Suppose first that π1(B) 6= Mn or π2(B) 6= Mn. Since π2(B) = π2(B
∗) = π1(B)t,

we have π1(B) ( Mn in both cases. Then π1(B) is a proper subalgebra of Mn

(considered as a unital algebra without involution). By Burnside’s theorem (see

1The algebraic group Ob
n coincides with the orthogonal group of a regular quadratic form if

charK 6= 2, but this is not the case if charK = 2.
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[8, Lem. 7.3], for instance), there is a nontrivial subspace V ⊆ Kn such that
π1(B) ⊆ SV and thus B ⊆ SV ×Mn. We have shown that (SV )

t = SV ⊥ and thus
B = B∗ ⊆ Mt

n×(SV )
t = Mn×SV ⊥ . As a result, B ⊆ (SV ×Mn)∩(Mn×SV ⊥) = AV .

Suppose now that π1(B) = π2(B) = Mn. We claim that in this case π2 : B → Mn

is an isomorphism of algebras without involution. For the sake of contradiction,
suppose it is not. Since π2 is surjective, its kernel is not trivial, i.e., there is
0 6= b ∈ Mn such that (b, 0) ∈ B. Let a ∈ Mn. Since a ∈ π1(B), there is c ∈ Mn such
that (a, c) ∈ B. Therefore, (ab, 0) = (a, c)(b, 0) ∈ B and (ba, 0) = (b, 0)(a, c) ∈ B,
which means that 〈b〉 × 0 ⊆ B, where 〈b〉 is the two-sided ideal of Mn generated by
b. The ring Mn is simple and b 6= 0, so 〈b〉 = Mn and Mn × 0 ⊆ B. As a result,
0 ×Mn = (Mn × 0)∗ ⊆ B, and it follows that B = A, a contradiction. Therefore,
π2 is an isomorphism. This implies that dimB = n2, so π1 : B → Mn is also an
isomorphism.

Define f = π2 ◦ π−1
1 . Then f is an automorphism of Mn and B = {(a, f(a))|a ∈

Mn}. By the Skolem–Noether theorem, there exists p ∈ GLn such that f(a) =
pap−1 for all a ∈ Mn. All we have left to prove is that p is symmetric or alternating.
Let a ∈ Mn. We have (at, patp−1) ∈ B and thus also (p−tapt, a) = (at, patp−1)∗ ∈
B, hence a = p(p−tapt)p−1, or rather, ptp−1a = aptp−1. As this holds for every
a ∈ Mn, the matrix ptp−1 is scalar, i.e., there exists ε ∈ K such that ptp−1 = εI,
or equivalently, pt = εp. We have p = ptt = (εp)t = ε2p, so ε ∈ {±1}. If ε = 1 then
p is symmetric, and otherwise ε = −1 and charK 6= 2, so p is alternating. �

We proceed with describing G = AutK(A) and G◦. We denote the nontrivial
element of the permutation group S2 by σ.

Proposition 5.2. The action of PGLn on A given by [c](a, b) = (cac−1, c−tbct)
and the action of S2 on A given by σ(a, b) = (b, a) give rise to isomorphisms
G ∼= PGLn ⋊ S2 and G◦ ∼= PGLn. Here, S2 acts on PGLn by σ([c]) = [c−t].

Proof. It is straightforward to check that the action of PGLn is well-defined and
that PGLn and S2 act on A by algebra automorphisms. Moreover, one readily
checks that σ[c]σ−1(a, b) = [c−t](a, b) for all (a, b) ∈ A and c ∈ GLn, so the induced
homomorphisms PGLn → G, S2 → G glue into a homomorphism PGLn ⋊S2 → G,
which is clearly injective. We need to show that it is also surjective.

Let f ∈ G. The center of A is K×K, so the only nontrivial central idempotents
in A are (I, 0) and (0, I). Thus, f either fixes both of them or exchanges them.

If f fixes (I, 0) and (0, I), then f is a (K×K)-algebra automorphism of A = Mn×
Mn. This means that f(a, b) = (g(a), h(b)) for some g, h ∈ AutK(Mn), so by the
Skolem–Noether theorem, there are c, d ∈ GLn such that f(a, b) = (cac−1, dbd−1).
The automorphism f respects the involution ∗, so for every a, b ∈ Mn, we have

c−tatct = π2((f(a, b))
∗) = π2(f((a, b)

∗)) = datd−1.

This means that [d] = [c−t] and so f(a, b) = (cac−1, c−tbct) = [c](a, b).
If f(I, 0) = (0, I), then f ◦σ is an automorphism of A that fixes (I, 0) and (0, I).

By what we have shown, there is [c] ∈ PGLn such that f ◦ σ = [c], so f = [c]σ.
This shows that G ∼= PGLn ⋊ S2.

Since PGLn is connected, the identity connected component of PGLn ⋊ S2 is
PGLn (more precisely, its copy in PGLn ⋊ S2). The isomorphism PGLn ⋊ S2

∼= G
therefore restricts to an isomorphism PGLn

∼= G◦. �

Henceforth, we shall freely identify G◦ with PGLn as in Proposition 5.2.

Lemma 5.3. Let [c] ∈ PGLn = G◦, let V be a nontrivial subspace of Kn and let
p ∈ GLn be symmetric or alternating. Then, with notation as in Proposition 5.1,
we have [c]AV = AcV and [c]B[p] = B[c−tpc−1].
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Proof. If a ∈ SV , then (cac−1)cV = caV ⊆ cV and so cac−1 ∈ ScV . This means
that π1([c]AV ) = {cac−1 | a ∈ SV } ⊆ ScV . The only maximal subalgebra B of A
that satisfies π1(B) ⊆ ScV is AcV , so we must have [c]AV = AcV . This proves the
first assertion. Next, [c]B[p] = {(cac−1, c−tpap−1ct) | a ∈ Mn}, and by substituting

a with c−1ac, we get [c]B[p] = {(a, c−tpc−1acp−1ct) | a ∈ Mn} = B[c−tpc−1]. �

Proposition 5.4. The action of G◦ on the maximal subalgebras of A has finitely
many orbits, and they are represented by the following subalgebras:

(1) AV (i) for i ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}, where V (i) = Ke1 + · · ·+Kei;
(2) B[I] and, if n is even, also B[Ω].

Here, e1, . . . , en is the standard basis of Kn.

Proof. Let V ⊆ Kn be a nontrivial subspace of dimension i. By Lemma 5.3, the
G◦-orbit of AV is {AcV | c ∈ GLn} = {AW : dimW = i}. This means that AV is
in the G◦-orbit of AV (i) and not in any other G◦-orbit.

Let p ∈ GLn be symmetric or alternating. Since [c]B[p] = B[c−tpc−1], the G
◦-

orbit of B[p] consists of those B[q] with q congruent to p. We noted in Section 2
that p ∼ I if p is symmetric and not alternating, p ∼ Ω if p is alternating, and
I ≁ Ω. Thus, B[p] is in the G◦-orbit of B[I], or that of B[Ω] (provided n is even),
and these two orbits are different. �

Proposition 5.5. The stabilizers of the subalgebras from Proposition 5.4 under the
action of G◦ = PGLn are given as follows:

(1) StabG◦(AV (i)) = PS×
V (i) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1;

(2) StabG◦(B[I]) = POb
n and, if n is even, StabG◦(B[Ω]) = PSpn.

Proof. Let 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. By Lemma 5.3, Stab(AV (i)) = {[c] ∈ PGLn : cV (i) =

V (i)} = PS×

V (i), so (1) holds.

To prove (2), it suffices to show that if p ∈ {I,Ω}, then Stab(B[p]) = {[c] | c ∈
GLn, c

tpc = p}. By Lemma 5.3, Stab(B[p]) = {[c] ∈ PGLn : [c−tpc−1] = [p]} =

{[c] ∈ PGLn : [ctpc] = [p]}. It is now clear that {[c] | c ∈ GLn, c
tpc = p} ⊆

Stab(B[p]). The converse holds because if [ctpc] = [p], then λctpc = p for some

λ ∈ K×, so upon setting d =
√
λc, we have [c] = [d] and dtpd = p. �

The remainder of this section is dedicated to determining the number of gener-
ators for the algebras considered in Proposition 5.4.

Lemma 5.6. Let K be any field, n ∈ N and i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. As usual, let
ei,j ∈ Mn(K) be the matrix with 1 in the (i, j)-entry and 0 elsewhere. Define

u =
∑n−1

i=1 ei,i+1 and let di,j be ei,i if i = j and ei,j + ej,i otherwise. Then:

(i) ukei,ju
ℓ =

{

ei−k,j+ℓ k < i and ℓ ≤ n− j
0 otherwise

for all integers k, ℓ ≥ 0.

(ii) dℓi,j = di,j for every odd ℓ ∈ N.
(iii) di,ju

j−idi,ju
j−idi,j = ej,i, provided i < j.

Proof. (i) Note that uei,j is ei−1,j if 1 < i and 0 otherwise, and ei,ju is ei,j+1 if
j < n and 0 otherwise. The identity now follows by induction.

(ii) This holds because d3i,j = di,j , which is seen by computation.
(iii) Suppose first that j − i < i and j ≤ n− (j − i). By (i),

di,ju
j−idi,ju

j−idi,j = di,ju
j−i(ej,i + ei,j)u

j−idi,j = di,j(ei,j + e2i−j,2j−i)di,j

= di,jei,jdi,j + di,je2i−j,2j−idi,j = ej,i.

The other case is handled similarly, except the factor e2i−j,2j−i does not occur. �
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We will only need a special case of the following result, but we prove it in full
generality because it may be of general interest.

Proposition 5.7. Let K be any field (possibly finite) and let (B, τ) be a degree-n
central simple algebra with involution over K.2 Then genK(B, τ) = 1, unless n = 2
and the involution τ is symplectic, in which case genK(B, τ) = 2, or n = 1 and τ
is orthogonal, where genK(B, τ) = 0.

Proof. Contrary to our convention elsewhere in this section, we will consider alge-
bras without involution. When discussing an algebra with involution, the involu-
tion will be written explicitly, e.g., (B, τ). We will use the matrices introduced in
Lemma 5.6.

We first prove that genK(B, τ) ≤ 1 in three special cases.

Case I. B = Mn and τ(a) = d−1atd with d = diag(λ1, . . . , λn) ∈ GLn. By
Lemma 5.6(i), ei,j = un−ien,1u

j−1 for all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, and so u and en,1
generate Mn. Note that un−1 = e1,n and therefore λn

λ1
τ(un−1) = en,1. This shows

that u generates (B, τ).

Case II. B = Mn, τ(a) = ΩatΩ−1 and n > 2 is even. Again, we will show that
u generates (B, τ). Indeed, using Lemma 5.6(i),

τ(un−3τ(un−1)un−3) = τ(un−3τ(e1,n)u
n−3) = τ(un−3(−en−1,2)u

n−3)

= τ(−e2,n−1) = en,1.

We already observed that u and en,1 generate Mn, so this case is done.

Case III. (B, τ) = (An, ∗). We claim that (u, d1,n) generates (B, τ). Let ℓ ≥ n
be odd. Since uℓ = 0, we have (u, d1,n)

ℓ = (0, d1,n) (Lemma 5.6(ii)). This means
that both (u, 0) and (0, d1,n)

∗ = (d1,n, 0) are in the subalgebra of (An, ∗) generated
by (u, d1,n). By Lemma 5.6(iii), (en,1, 0) is also in that subalgebra, so it contains
Mn × 0. It must also contain 0 ×Mn = (Mn × 0)∗, and we conclude that (u, d1,n)
generates (An, ∗).

Returning to the general case, we now show that gen(B, τ) ≤ 1 unless n = 2
and τ is symplectic. Since τ is orthogonal, symplectic, or unitary, B is a K-form
of the algebras with involution considered in Cases I, II and III, respectively (the
unitary case is a consequence of Proposition 4.1). If K is infinite, then this implies
the proposition by [3, Prop. 4.1].

Suppose now that K is finite. By Wedderburn’s theorem, every central simple
K-algebra is isomorphic to a matrix algebra over K. Thus, if τ is of the first kind,
B ∼= Mn(K) and otherwise, either B ∼= Mn(K) × Mn(K), or B ∼= Mn(L), where
L is the unique quadratic extension of K. If τ is orthogonal, then it is the adjoint
involution of a symmetric diagonalizable bilinear form [7, §2]. This case is therefore
covered (up to isomorphism) by Case I (the involution in this case is adjoint to
the diagonal bilinear form b(x, y) =

∑n
i=1 λixiyi on K

n). Similarly, the case where
τ is symplectic and n > 2 is covered by Case II. In the case where τ is unitary
and B ∼= Mn(K) × Mn(K), we have (B, τ) ∼= (An, ∗) (e.g., see [7, Prp. 2.14]),
so we are done by Case III. It remains to consider the case where τ is unitary
and B ∼= Mn(L). In this case, (B, τ) ∼= (Mn(L), σ), where σ acts on a matrix by
transposing and then applying the nontrivial automorphism of L/K to each entry
(see [11, Chp. 10, Example 1.6(i)] and also p. 302 in this source). Let α ∈ L−K.
We claim that αI+u generates (Mn(L), σ). Indeed, let m be a power of |L| greater
than n. Since αI and u commute and m is a power of |L|, and in particular of

2Our definition of a central simple algebra with involution is as in [7]. Thus, in the unitary
case, the center of B is a quadratic étale K-algebra and the restriction of τ to the center is its
unique nontrivial K-automorphism.
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charL, we have (αI + u)m = αmI + um = αI. Thus, αI and u are in the K-
subalgebra of Mn(L) generated by αI + u. As u generates (Mn(K), t) (Case I) and
α generates L, the element αI + u generates (Mn(L), σ). This completes the proof
that genK(B, τ) ≤ 1.

Notice that the (unital, involutive) subalgebra of (B, τ) generated by the empty
set is K, so if B 6= K, we must have genK(B) > 0. Together with what we showed,
this proves the proposition in all cases except when n = 2 and τ is symplectic.

To finish, suppose n = 2 and τ is symplectic. Then for all b ∈ B, we have
b + τ(b) ∈ K ([7, Prop. 2.6]) and b2 = TrdB/K(b)b − NrdB/K(b) (by the Cayley–
Hamilton theorem), hence the subalgebra of (B, τ) generated by b is contained in
K + Kb. This means that genK(B, τ) > 1. On the other hand, genK(B, τ) ≤
genK(B) ≤ 2 because B is a central simple K-algebra. �

Proposition 5.8. Let B be a maximal subalgebra of A. Then gen(B) ≤ 1 unless
n = 2 and B = B[Ω] (notation as in Proposition 5.4), in which case gen(B[Ω]) = 2.

Proof. By replacing B with [c]B for some [c] ∈ PGLn, we may assume B is one
of the algebras listed in Proposition 5.4. (Note that when n = 2 and B = B[Ω],

Lemma 5.3 tells us that [c]B = B, because [dtΩ2d] = [Ω2] for every d ∈ GL2.) We
shall use the matrices defined in Lemma 5.6.

Suppose first that B = AV (k), where 1 ≤ k ≤ n − 1. Let α ∈ K − {0,±1}
and denote g = (u, d1,k + αdk+1,n) ∈ AV (k). Let 〈g〉 be the (unital, involutive)
subalgebra of AV (k) generated by g. We will show that 〈g〉 = A.

Let ℓ ≥ n be odd. Since un = 0 and d1,kdk+1,n = dk+1,nd1,k = 0, we have
gℓ = (0, d1,k + αℓdk+1,n) = (0, d1,k) + αℓ(0, dk+1,n) and similarly gℓ+2 = (0, d1,k) +
αℓ+2(0, dk+1,n). Since α /∈ {0,±1} we have αℓ 6= αℓ+2 and so the coefficient vec-
tors (1, αℓ) and (1, αℓ+2) are linearly independent. Hence, (0, d1,k) and (0, dk+1,n)
are linear combinations of gℓ and gℓ+2 and so (0, d1,k), (0, dk+1,n) ∈ 〈g〉. Therefore,
(d1,k, 0) = (0, d1,k)

∗ and (dk+1,n, 0) = (0, dk+1,n)
∗ are also in 〈g〉. By Lemma 5.6(iii),

this implies (ek,1, 0), (en,k+1, 0) ∈ 〈g〉. Now, by Lemma 5.6(i), if 1 ≤ i ≤ k,
then (ei,j , 0) = (uk−iek,1u

j−1, 0) = gk−i(ek,1, 0)g
j−1 ∈ 〈g〉, and if k < j ≤ n,

then (ei,j , 0) = (un−ien,k+1u
j−k−1, 0) = gn−i(ek,1, 0)g

j−k−1 ∈ 〈g〉. The matri-
ces ei,j with i ≤ k or k < j form a basis of SV (k), so SV (k) × 0 ⊆ 〈g〉. Thus,
0× SV (k)⊥ = (SV (k) × 0)∗ ⊆ 〈g〉 and we conclude that 〈g〉 = AV (k).

Suppose next that B = B[I]. Then π1 : B → (Mn, t) is an isomorphism of
algebras with involution, hence gen(B[I]) ≤ 1 by Proposition 5.7.

Finally, if B = B[Ω], then π1 induces an isomorphism from B to Mn with the

symplectic involution a 7→ ΩatΩ−1, and again we finish by Proposition 5.7. �

6. The Dimension of Zr in the Case A = (An, ∗)
In this section, we apply Theorem 1.3 and the results of Section 5 in order to

prove Theorem 1.1, i.e., finding dimZr for the algebra (An, ∗) of Section 4. We
then prove Corollary 1.2 and a few more results about the number of generators of
Azumaya algebras with involution.

Throughout, K is field, A = (An, ∗) is as in Section 4 and Zr is the scheme of
r-tuples not generating A (Section 3).

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Recall that we need to show that dimZr = 2rn2 − (2r −
1)(n− 1) if n > 1 and dimZr = r otherwise. It is enough to show this when K is
algebraically closed. To that end, we apply Theorem 1.3(ii).

Let G being the identity connected component of AutK(A), which we identify
with PGLn using Proposition 5.2. The action of G on the maximal subalgebras
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of A has finitely many orbits with representatives listed in Proposition 5.4. Us-
ing the notation of that proposition, let s(i, r) = r dimAV (i) − dimStabG(AV (i)),
s′(r) = r dimB[I] − dimStabG(B[I]) and for even n, let s′′(r) = r dimB[Ω] −
dimStabG(B[Ω]).

Suppose n > 1. By Proposition 5.5, we have

s(i, r) = r dimAV (i) − dimStabG(AV (i)) = 2r dimSV (i) − dimPS×

V (i)

= 2r[n2 − i(n− i)]− [n2 − i(n− i)− 1] = (2r − 1)(n2 − i(n− i)) + 1.

Similarly, we have

s′(r) = r dimB[I] − dimStabG(B[I]) = rn2 − dimPOb
n,

s′′(r) = r dimB[Ω] − dimStabG(B[Ω]) = rn2 − dimPSpn,

where in the second equation, n is assumed to be even. It is well-known that

dimPOb
n = n(n−1)

2 when charK 6= 2 and dimPSpn = n(n+1)
2 in any characteristic.

As for dimPOb
n in the case charK = 2, since I = −I, on the level of K-points,

the quotient map Ob
n → POb

n is a homeomorphism, so dimOb
n = dimPOb

n. The
algebraic group Ob

n is the scheme of n × n matrices a satisfying ata = I, so it is

the zero locus of n(n+1)
2 equations in n2 variables, which means that dimOb

n ≥
n2 − n(n+1)

2 = n(n−1)
2 . Putting everything together gives

s′(r) ≤ rn2 − n(n− 1)

2
and s′′(r) = rn2 − n(n+ 1)

2
.

The maximum of s(i, r) with i ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1} is attained at i = 1 and i = n− 1,
and elementary analysis implies that

s(1, r) = (2r − 1)(n2 − n+ 1) + 1 = rn2 + (r − 1)(n− 1)2 − n+ (r + 1)

is greater than s′(r) and s′′(r). By Proposition 5.8, gen(AV (1)) = 1 ≤ r, so Theo-
rem 1.3(ii) tells us that

dimZr = dimPGLn + s(1, r) = (n2 − 1) + (2r − 1)(n2 − n+ 1) + 1

= 2rn2 − (2r − 1)(n− 1).

In the remaining case n = 1, A has only one maximal subalgebra, namely B[I]
∼=

(K, idK), it can be generated by 0 elements (using the unity), and dimG = 0. Thus,
by Theorem 1.3(ii), dimZr = r dimB[I] = r. �

Proof of Corollary 1.2. Let R be a ring of Krull dimension d finitely generated over
an infinite field K and let (B, τ) be an Azumaya algebra with unitary involution of
degree n > 1 over R. Then (B, τ) is an R-form of A = (An, ∗) (Proposition 4.1).
By Theorem 1.1, we have cA(r) := dimAr − dimZr = (2r− 1)(n− 1). One readily
checks that cA(r) > d if and only if r > d

2n−2+
1
2 , or equivalently, if r ≥ ⌊ d

2n−2 + 3
2⌋.

The corollary is now a consequence of Theorem 3.1. �

Remark 6.1. In Corollary 1.2, we view (B, τ) as a unital algebra with involution.
This means in particular that the unity may be used in generating the algebra
by a subset. However, by [4, Lem. 2.2] (which extends verbatim to algebras with
involution), the number of generators of a form of (An, ∗) is not changed if we
consider it as a non-unital algebra with involution.

Remark 6.2. Let R be a ring and let B be an Azumaya algebra over R. Then
B+ := B × Bop with the involution σ(x, yop) = (y, xop) is an Azumaya algebra
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with a unitary involution over R. It is straightforward to see that if (B+, σ) can be
generated by r elements, then B can be generated by 2r elements, hence

genR(B
+, σ) ≥

⌈

1

2
genR(B)

⌉

.

Suppose charK = 0. In [4, Thm. 1.5(b)] and [5, Thm. 1.3], it is shown that for
every d ≥ 0 and n ≥ 2, there is a smooth K-ring R of Krull dimension d carrying

an Azumaya algebra B of degree n such that genR(B) ≥
⌊

d
2n−2

⌋

+ 2 if n > 2 and

genR(B) ≥ 2
⌊

d
4

⌋

+2 if n = 2. Since
⌈

1
2 ⌊x⌋

⌉

=
⌊

x+1
2

⌋

, for that R-algebra B, we get

genR(B
+, σ) ≥

{

⌊

d
4n−4 + 3

2

⌋

n > 2
⌊

d
4

⌋

+ 1 n = 2,

which is about half of the upper bound given in Corollary 1.2.
By [4, Thm. 1.5(a)], every degree-n Azumaya algebra over a finitely generated

K-ring R of Krull dimension d can be generated by
⌊

d
n−1

⌋

+ 2 elements. If this

upper bound is tight, i.e., there are examples B meeting this bound, then we would

get genR(B
+, σ) ≥

⌈

1
2

⌊

d
n−1

⌋⌉

+ 1 =
⌊

d
2n−2 + 3

2

⌋

, meaning that the upper bound

of Corollary 1.2 is tight as well.

Note that the upper bound of Corollary 1.2 applies only when the base ring
R is finitely generated over an infinite field. By building on [3, Thm. 1.2] and
our Proposition 5.7, we can give a weaker upper bound which applies over any
noetherian ring R and to Azumaya algebras with involution of any type.

Here, following [2, §1.4], we call an R-algebra with R-involution (B, τ) Azumaya
if B is Azumaya over its center Z, Z is finite étale over R and the structure map
R → {b ∈ Z : τ(b) = b} is an isomorphism. Given a maximal ideal m of R, we
write B(m) = B/Bm and τ(m) for the involution of B(m) induced by τ . The pair
(B(m), τ(m)) is then a central simple algebra with involution over R/m.3

Proposition 6.3. Let R be a noetherian ring and let (B, τ) be an Azumaya algebra
with involution over R. Let d be the dimension4 of MaxR, the set of maximal
ideals in R, viewed as a topological subspace of SpecR. If for every m ∈ MaxR,
(B(m), τ(m)) is not a degree-2 central simple algebra with a symplectic involution,
then genR(B, τ) ≤ d+ 1.

Proof. By [3, Thm. 1.2], genR(B, τ) ≤ d+ sup{genR/m(B(m), τ(m)) |m ∈ MaxR}.
Since (B(m), τ(m)) is a central simple algebra with involution over R/m, the re-
quired upper bound follows from Proposition 5.7. �

7. The Irreducible Components of Zr in the Case A = (An, ∗)
We finish with describing the irreducible components of Zr in the case A =

(An, ∗). Thanks to what we have shown so far, giving a finite list of closed subsets
of Zr which includes the irreducible components is a simple task, and the majority of
the work will be dedicated to determining which of these sets is indeed an irreducible
component. That turns out to depend on r, n and charK.

3This fact is explained in [2, §1.4] under the assumption 2 ∈ R×, but it holds without it. Indeed,

B(m) is Azumaya over its center, which may be identified with Z(m) by [2, Lem. 1.4]. The R-
involution τ |Z : Z → Z is standard in the sense that for all z ∈ Z, we have τ(z) + z, τ(z)z ∈ R, so
this also holds for the R/m-involution τ(m) : Z(m) → Z(m). Using the fact that Z(m) is étale of
dimension 1 or 2 over R/m, it follows easily that the fixed subring of τ(m) : Z(m) → Z(m) is R/m.

4Here, the dimension of a topological space X is the supremum of the set of integers d ≥ 0 for
which there is a chain of irreducible closed subsets X0 ( X1 ( · · · ( Xd in X.
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Throughout this section, we fix r, n ∈ N, let K be an algebraically closed field
and write A = (An, ∗). For every i ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}, we denote by

Xi ⊆ Ar

the set of tuples ((a1, b1), . . . , (ar, br)) ∈ Ar for which there is an i-dimensional
subspace V ⊆ Kn such that a1, . . . , ar stabilize V and b1, . . . , br stabilize V ⊥. (As
before, V ⊥ is w.r.t. the bilinear pairing 〈x, y〉 = ∑

j xjyj.) In addition, let

Y := {((a1, b1), . . . , (ar, br)) ∈ Ar : there is

a symmetric non-alternating p ∈ GLn(K) s.t. paip
−1 = bi for all i},

Y ′ := {((a1, b1), . . . , (ar, br)) ∈ Ar : there is

an alternating p ∈ GLn(K) s.t. paip
−1 = bi for all i}.

The set Y ′ is empty if n is odd. When referring to Y and Y ′, the closure is taken
in Ar and with respect to the Zariski topology.

Theorem 7.1. With notation as above:

(i) If n is odd, or (n, r) = (2, 1), or charK = 2, then the irreducible components
of Zr are X1, . . . , Xn−1 and Y .

(ii) If n is even, (n, r) 6= (2, 1) and charK 6= 2, then the irreducible components
of Zr are X1, . . . , Xn−1, Y and Y ′.

We will prove the theorem in a series of lemmas. As before, we let Mn = Mn(K),
GLn = GLn(K) and so forth. In addition, let G denote the identity connected
component of AutK(A), which we identify with PGLn (Proposition 5.2). Recall
from Proposition 5.4 that G acts on the maximal subalgebras of A and the orbits
are represented by AV (1), . . . , AV (n−1), B[I] if n is odd and AV (1), . . . , AV (n−1), B[I],
B[Ω] if n is even.

Lemma 7.2. The following holds:

(i) Xi =
⋃

g∈G g(AV (i))
r for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}. Moreover, Xi is closed in

Ar and dimXi = 2rn2 − (2r − 1)(n− i)i.

(ii) Y =
⋃

g∈G g(B[I])
r and dim Y ≤ (r+1)n2− n(n−1)

2 − 1. When charK 6= 2,
equality holds.

(iii) Y ′ =
⋃

g∈G g(B[Ω])
r and dimY ′ = (r + 1)n2 − n(n+1)

2 − 1, provided n is
even.

Proof. That Xi =
⋃

g∈G g(AV (i))
r follows immediately from Lemma 5.3. The same

lemma tells us that
⋃

g∈G

g(B[I])
r =

⋃

p∈GLn:p∼I

{((a1, pa1p−1), . . . , (ar, parp
−1)) | a1, . . . , ar ∈ Mn},

(p ∼ I means that p is congruent to I). Since K is algebraically closed, a matrix
is congruent to I if and only if and only it is symmetric and not alternating, so
⋃

g∈G g(B[I])
r = Y . A similar argument shows that Y ′ =

⋃

g∈G g(B[Ω])
r, because a

matrix p ∈ GLn is congruent to Ω if and only if p is alternating.
We turn to prove thatXi is closed in Ar. This follows from Proposition 3.2(v) be-

cause StabG(AV (i)) = PS×
V (i) (Proposition 5.5) and PS×

V (i) is a parabolic subgroup

of PGLn. (Indeed, PGLn/PS
×
V (i)

∼= GLn /S
×
V (i) is the Grassmannian of i-spaces

inside an n-space, which is a complete variety.)
We finish by computing (or bounding) the dimensions of Xi, Y and Y ′ us-

ing Proposition 3.2(ii). Since genK(AV (i)) = 1 ≤ r (Proposition 5.8), we have
dimXi = dimG + r dimAV (i) − dimStabG(AV (i)). The quantity r dimAV (i) −
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dimStabG(AV (i)) is the number s(i, r) computed in the proof of Theorem 1.1, so

dimXi = s(i, r) + n2 − 1 = 2rn2 − (2r − 1)(n− i)i. In the same way, we have

dimY ≤ dimG+ s′(i, r) = (r + 1)n2 − n(n− 1)

2
− 1,

with equality holding when charK 6= 2, and when n is even,

dimY ′ = dimG+ s′′(i, r) = (r + 1)n2 − n(n+ 1)

2
− 1,

provided gen(B[Ω]) ≥ r. The latter condition holds by Proposition 5.8 as long as

(n, r) 6= (2, 1), so it remains to find dimY ′ when (n, r) = (2, 1).
In the exceptional case (n, r) = (2, 1), all alternating matrices p ∈ GL2 are

proportional to Ω, so Y ′ = B[Ω]. In particular, Y ′ is closed and dimY ′ = 4, which

happens to coincide with (r + 1)n2 − n(n+1)
2 − 1. �

Remark 7.3. In general, the sets Y and Y ′ are not closed in Ar. Indeed, suppose
that n ≥ 2, let α ∈ K − {1} and put aα = [ α 1

0 1 ] ⊕ In−2, bα = [ 1 0
0 α ] ⊕ In−2 and

pα = [ 0 α−1
α−1 1 ] ⊕ In−2. One readily checks that pαaαp

−1
α = bα and therefore

((aα, bα), . . . , (aα, bα)) ∈ Y for all α 6= 1. This means that ((a1, b1), . . . , (a1, b1)) ∈
Y , but ((a1, b1), . . . , (a1, b1)) cannot be in Y because a1 is not conjugate to b1.

A similar argument using n
2 in place of n and the matrices I2 ⊗ aα, I2 ⊗ bα,

[ 0 −1
1 0 ] ⊗ pα shows that Y ′ is not closed in Ar when n is even and n ≥ 4. On the
other hand, Y is closed when n = 1, because then Y = Br

[I], and Y
′ is closed when

n = 2, because then Y ′ = Br
[Ω].

Lemma 7.4. If n is odd (resp. even), then the irreducible components of Zr are
the maximal members of X1, . . . , Xn−1, Y (resp. X1, . . . , Xn−1, Y , Y ′).

Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.2(iii), Proposition 5.4 and Lemma 7.2. �

The maximal members ofX1, . . . , Xn−1, Y , Y ′ will be determined in the following
lemmas.

Lemma 7.5. With notation as above:

(i) No two of the sets X1, . . . , Xn−1, Y contain each other.

Furthermore, when n is even:

(ii) None of X1, . . . , Xn−1, Y is contained in Y ′.
(iii) Y ′ * X1, . . . , Xn−1, provided (n, r) 6= (2, 1).

(iv) Y ′ * Y , provided (n, r) 6= (2, 1) and charK 6= 2.

Proof. Let i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}. Each of the algebras AV (1), . . . , AV (n−1), B[I]

can be generated by 1 element by Proposition 5.8. Since Xi is closed (Lemma 7.2),
Proposition 3.2(iv) tells us that Y * Xi and Xi * Xj for i 6= j. The same argument

shows that Y ′ * Xi when n is even and (n, r) 6= (2, 1).

The assertions Xi * Y and Xi * Y ′ hold because the varieties on left hand sides
have larger dimension than those on the right (Lemma 7.2). This also shows that
Y * Y ′ when charK 6= 2.

It remains to show that Y * Y ′ when charK = 2, and Y ′ * Y when (n, r) 6=
(2, 1) and charK 6= 2.

We begin with showing the second statement, i.e., (iv). To that end, we apply
Proposition 3.5 with A1 = B[Ω], A2 = B[I] andG = PGLn. Note that genK(A1) ≥ r
by Proposition 5.8, because (n, r) 6= (2, 1).

Let S, resp. S′, denote set of elements in PGLn represented by a symmetric,
resp. alternating, matrix in GLn. By thinking of PGLn as an open subvariety of
P(Mn), one sees that S and S′ are closed in PGLn. Write m = n2 and let X be
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the Grassmannian of m-spaces in A = Mn × Mn. Then the subsets Z1, Z2 ⊆ X
from Proposition 3.5 are Z1 = {B[p] | p ∈ S′} and Z2 = {B[p] | p ∈ S}. By that

proposition, in order to show that Y ′ * Y , it is enough to show that Z1 * Z2 in X .
Let H be the K-vector space of linear endomorphisms of Mn. The map ϕ : H →

X sending t ∈ H to its graph, {(a, t(a)) | a ∈ Mn}, defines an isomorphism from H
onto the open subset U of X consisting of K-subspaces L ⊆ Mn × Mn satisfying
L ⊕ (0 × Mn) = Mn × Mn. Since every K-algebra endomorphism of Mn is an
automorphism (because Mn is simple and finite dimensional), PGLn conincides with
theK-algebra endomorphisms of Mn, which form a closed subvariety ofH . We may
therefore view S and S′ as closed subvarieties of H . Now observe that Z1 = ϕ(S′)
while Z2 = ϕ(S) (because charK 6= 2). Since ϕ : H → U is an isomorphism of K-
varieties, it follows that ϕ−1(Z1) = ϕ−1(ClU (Z1)) = ClH(S′) = S′, and similarly,
ϕ−1(Z2) = S. Since S′ * S (because charK 6= 2), we must have Z1 * Z2, and we

conclude that Y ′ * Y .

Showing that Y * Y ′ when charK = 2 is similar, but with the following differ-
ences: We take A1 = B[I] and A2 = B[Ω] in Proposition 3.5, and since charK = 2,

we get Z1 = ϕ(S − S′) and Z2 = ϕ(S′). The desired conclusion Z1 * Z2 follows

from S − S′ = S * S′. �

When charK = 2 or (n, r) = (2, 1), it can happen that Y ′ ⊆ Xi or Y ′ ⊆ Y .

Lemma 7.6. Suppose n is even.

(i) If charK = 2, then Y ′ ⊆ Y .
(ii) If (n, r) = (2, 1), then Y ′ ⊆ X1 ∩ Y .

Proof. (i) When charK = 2, the space of alternating n × n matrices is strictly
contained in the space of symmetric matrices. This implies readily that Y ′ ⊆ Y , so
Y ′ ⊆ Y .

(ii) Suppose (n, r) = (2, 1). We first prove that Y ′ ⊆ X1. As noted in the
last paragraph of the proof of Lemma 7.2, we have Y ′ = Y ′ = B[Ω]. Let x =

([ a b
c d ], [

d −c
−b a ]) ∈ B[Ω]. Since K is algebraically closed, [ a b

c d ] has an eigenvector

v := [ st ] ∈ K2. One readily checks that v⊥ is spanned by v′ := [−t
s ] and v′ is an

eigenvector of [ d −c
−b a ]. It follows that x ∈ SKv × S(Kv)⊥ ⊆ X1.

We turn to prove that Y ′ ⊆ Y . We already showed it when charK = 2, so assume
charK 6= 2. It is enough to prove that a dense subset of Y ′ = BΩ is contained in
Y . Again, let x = ([ a b

c d ], [
d −c
−b a ]) ∈ B[Ω] and, given γ ∈ K, put uγ = [ a b

c d ] + γI.

Since Ω[ a b
c d ]Ω

−1 = [ d −c
−b a ], we also have (Ωuγ)[ a b

c d ](Ωuγ)
−1 = [ d −c

−b a ], provided
uγ ∈ GL2. The set of x ∈ B[Ω] for which u

−
a+d

2

∈ GL2 is dense in B[Ω]. Since

Ωu
−

a+d

2

is symmetric, all those x-s satisfy x ∈ Y . We conclude that Y contains a

dense subset of Y ′. �

We can now conclude the proof of Theorem 7.1.

Proof of Theorem 7.1. Suppose n is odd. By Lemma 7.4, the irreducible compo-
nents of Zr are the maximal members of X1, . . . , Xn−1, Y , and none of these sets
is contained in any of the others by Lemma 7.5(i).

Suppose n is even. By Lemma 7.4, the irreducible components of Zr are the
maximal members of X1, . . . , Xn−1, Y , Y ′. If charK = 2 or (n, r) = (2, 1), then
Y ′ ⊆ Y (Lemma 7.6) and we are done by Lemma 7.5(i). If charK 6= 2 and
(n, r) 6= (2, 1), then Lemma 7.5(i)–(iv) tells us that X1, . . . , Xn−1, Y , Y ′ are all
maximal. �
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