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STRUCTURE OF LOCALLY CONFORMALLY SYMPLECTIC LIE
ALGEBRAS AND SOLVMANIFOLDS

DANIELE ANGELLA, GIOVANNI BAZZONI, AND MAURIZIO PARTON

ABsTRACT. We obtain structure results for locally conformally symplectic Lie algebras. We
classify locally conformally symplectic structures on four-dimensional Lie algebras and con-
struct locally conformally symplectic structures on compact quotients of all four-dimensional
connected and simply connected solvable Lie groups.

INTRODUCTION

A locally conformally symplectic (shortly, lcs) structure [30] on a differentiable manifold M
consists of an open cover {U;}; of M and a non-degenerate 2-form €2 such that Q; = 75 (2
is closed (hence symplectic), up to a conformal change, on each open set +;: U; — M. If
fj € C*(U;) is a smooth function such that exp(—f;)€; is symplectic, then dQ2; —df; A Q; =0
on Uj. Since df; = df, on U; n Uy, the local 1-forms {df;}; satisfy the cocycle condition and
piece together to a global 1-form ¥ on M, the Lee form, and (£2,9) satisfies the equations

d9 =0, dQ—9 AQ=0. (1)

By Poincaré Lemma, every closed 1-form is locally exact. Hence a lcs structure is given,
equivalently, by a non-degenerate 2-form 2 and a 1-form ¥ satisfying (1). The “limit” case ¥ = 0
recovers a symplectic structure, while the case [)] = 0 means that €2 is globally conformal to
a symplectic structure, i.e. globally conformally symplectic. Hence, in a sense, lcs structures
can be seen as a generalization of symplectic structures. As shown in [48], for instance, lcs
manifolds are natural phase spaces of Hamiltonian dynamical systems. They also appear as
even-dimensional transitive leaves in Jacobi manifolds, see [26].

In this paper, however, we focus on “genuine” lcs structures, those whose Lee form ¢ satisfies
[¢] # 0. This condition prevents some manifolds which are lcs from being symplectic. Lcs
geometry is currently an active research area, see [5, 7, 23, 44, 49].

The purpose of this note is to investigate the structure of Lie groups endowed with left-
invariant lcs structures and to show, under certain assumptions, how to construct them. Since
we consider left-invariant structures, Lie algebras are the natural object of study. In particular,
we revisit and extend, in an algebraic setting, some results of Banyaga [7] and of the second-
named author with J. C. Marrero [13]. We also adapt to the lcs case some ideas of Ovando [39]
on the structure of symplectic Lie algebras. Moreover, we classify left-invariant lcs structures
on four-dimensional Lie groups and construct lcs structures on their compact quotients.

Recall that a Hermitian structure (J, ¢g) on a manifold M is locally conformally Kdhler, lcK
for short, if its fundamental form €, defined by Q(X,Y) = g(JX,Y), satisfies dQ2 = 9 A Q,
where ¥ is the Lee form of the Hermitian structure, see [25]. LcK geometry has received a
great deal of attention over the last years, both from the mathematical and from the physical
community (see for instance [1, 24, 37, 40, 41, 46] and the monograph [22]). A 1cK structure is
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Vaisman if VI = 0. Every IcK structure is a lcs structure in a natural way. In this sense, our
results can be seen as the lcs equivalent of the work of Belgun [14] and Hasegawa et al. [27] on
IcK structures on compact complex surfaces modeled on Lie groups.

Let us recollect some definitions of lcs geometry. If (2,9) is a lcs structure on a manifold
M, the characteristic field V e X(M) is the dual of the Lee form ¢ with respect to the non-
degenerate form 2, namely,

1w =19
This terminology is due to Vaisman [48]. If (J,¢,$,7) is a IcK structure, the Lee vector field
is the metric dual of the Lee form; hence, if the lcs structure comes from an IcK structure, the

Lee field equals J(V).

We consider the Lie subalgebra Xo(M) < X (M) of infinitesimal automorphisms of the lcs
structure (2,9), i.e. Xo(M) ={X € X(M) | LxQ = 0}, from which Lx9 = 0 follows (here
L denotes the Lie derivative and M is assumed to be connected of dimension 2n > 4). In
particular, V' € Xo(M). For X € Xo(M), the function 2x9 is constant, hence there is a
well-defined morphism of Lie algebras

KZXQ(M)HR, X'—>Zx19,

called the Lee morphism; clearly V € kerf. Either ¢ is surjective, and we say that the lcs
structure is of the first kind [48]; or £ = 0, and the lcs structure is of the second kind. If the
lcs structure is of the first kind, one can choose U € Xo(M) with 9(U) = 1; we refer to U as
a transversal field. The choice of a transversal field U determines a 1-form n by the condition
n = —y. Clearly (V) = n(U) = 0, while 9(U) = —Q(U,V) = n(V); moreover, one has
Q = dn—19 An. Les structures of the first kind exist on four-manifolds satisfying certain
assumptions, see |13, Corollary 4.12].

Given a smooth manifold M and a diffeomorphism ¢: M — M, the mapping torus of M and
¢ is the quotient space of M x R by the equivalence relation (z,t) ~ (p(z),t + 1). It is a fibre
bundle over S' with fibre M. A result of Banyaga (see [8, Theorem 2|) says that a compact
manifold endowed with a lcs structure of the first kind is diffeomorphic to the mapping torus
of a contact manifold and a strict contactomorphism. A similar result has been proved by the
second-named author and J. C. Marrero [13, Theorem 4.7| for lcs manifolds of the first kind
with the property that the foliation F = {9 = 0} admits a compact leaf. It is possible to see
that the lcs structure underlying a Vaisman structure is of the first kind. In [37] Ornea and
Verbitsky proved that a compact Vaisman manifold is diffeomorphic to the mapping torus of
a Sasakian manifold and a Sasaki automorphism. Thus the structure of compact lcs manifolds
of the first kind and of compact Vaisman manifolds, as well as their relationships with other
notable geometric structures, is well understood. Nothing is known, however, for lcs structures
of the second kind, and this was one of the motivations for our research.

Lcs structures can be distinguished according to another criterion. Given a smooth manifold
M endowed with a closed 1-form ¥, one can define a differential dy on Q°(M) by setting
dy = d—19 A _. The cohomology of the complex (2°(M),dy), denoted Hj(M), is known as
Morse-Novikov or Lichnerowicz cohomology of (M,1), see [26]. If (2,4) is a lcs structure on
M, the lcs condition is equivalent to dy2 = 0, hence (2 defines a cohomology class [2] € H3(M).
If [©2] = 0, the lcs structure is eract, otherwise it is non-ezact. Notice that a lcs structure of
the first kind is automatically exact. As shown in [23] (see also [19, Theorem 2.15]), exact
lcs structures exist on every closed manifold M with H*(M;R) # 0 endowed with an almost
symplectic form.

As announced, in this paper we restrict our attention to left-invariant lcs structures on Lie
groups. Such a structure can be read in the Lie algebra of the Lie group and it is natural to
give the following
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Definition. A locally conformally symplectic (lcs) structure on a Lie algebra g with dimg =
2n > 4 consists of Q € A?g* and ¥ € g* such that® Q" # 0, d = 0 and dQ = ¥ A Q. The
characteristic vector V' of the lcs structure is defined by 2,2 = .

Lcs structures on almost abelian Lie algebras have recently been studied in [2]. Given a lcs
Lie algebra (g, Q,v) we set go = {X € g | LxQ = 0}; notice that V € go. We have an algebraic
analogue of the Lee morphism, £: go — R, ¢(X) = 9(X). If it is non-zero then the lcs structure
(2,7) is of the first kind, otherwise it is of the second kind. An element U € gq with 9(U) =1
is called a transversal vector and, as above, the choice of U determines n € g* by the condition
n = —w§. One has (V) =n(U) =0, 9(U) = —QU,V) =n(V) and Q = dn—9J A n.

The algebraic analogue of the structure result for compact manifolds endowed with lcs struc-
ture of the first kind has been proved in [13, Theorem 5.9]. Let (g,£2,1) be a 2n-dimensional
les Lie algebra of the first kind with transversal vector U. Then the ideal b := ker 9 is endowed
with the contact form 7 b denoted again by 7, and with a contact derivation D, i.e. D*n =0,

induced by ady (here our convention is that, given a linear map D: g — g, the dual map
D*: g* — g* is defined by (D*a)(X) = a(DX)). Moreover g ~ h xp R, the semidirect product
of h and R by D; this is just h @ R with Lie bracket

[(X,a), (Y,b)] = (aD(Y) = bD(X) + [X, Y]y, 0) ;

in particular we get an exact sequence of Lie algebras 0 — h — g — R — 0. Recall that a
contact Lie algebra is a (2n — 1)-dimensional Lie algebra h with a 1-form n € h* such that
n A dn"~t # 0. Conversely, the datum of a contact Lie algebra (h,n) with a contact derivation
D defines a lcs structure of the first kind on b xp R.

A les structure on a nilpotent Lie algebra is necessarily of the first kind. In [13] the authors
introduce the notion of Ics extension and characterize (see |13, Theorem 5.16]) every lcs nilpo-
tent Lie algebra of dimension 2n + 2 as the lcs extension of a nilpotent symplectic Lie algebra
of dimension 2n by a symplectic nilpotent derivation; such nilpotent symplectic Lie algebra
can in turn be obtained by a sequence of n — 1 symplectic double extensions [34] by nilpotent
derivations from the Abelian R2.

As in the geometric case, lcs structures on Lie algebras can be distinguished according to
another criterion. Given a Lie algebra g and ¢} € g*, one can define a differential dy on A®g* by
setting dy = d—1 A _. The cohomology of (A®*g*,dy), denoted H$(g), is the Morse-Novikov or
Lichnerowicz cohomology of (g,). If (g,,9) is a lcs Lie algebra, the lcs condition is equivalent
to dy$2 = 0, hence (2 defines a cohomology class [Q2] € H3(g). If [Q] = 0, the lcs structure
is exact, otherwise it is non-exact. As above, a lcs structure of the first kind is automatically
exact. The converse is true when the Lie algebra is unimodular, [13, Proposition 5.5]. However,
there exist exact lcs Lie algebras which are not of the first kind. Therefore, the results of [13]
do not apply to them. In the exact case, a primitive of 2, that is, n € g* such that dyn = ,
determines a unique vector U € g by the equation n = —ipy€2.

In [39], Ovando classifies all symplectic structures on four-dimensional Lie algebras up to
equivalence, describing them either as solutions of the cotangent extension problem (see [18]),
or as a symplectic double extension of R?.

Inspired by the results contained in [13] and [39], we study the structure of lcs Lie algebras.

Our first result extends [13, Theorem 5.9] to exact lcs structures, not necessarily of the first
kind — see Theorem 1.4.

*Hereafter d denotes the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential of g.
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Theorem. There is a one-to-one correspondence

exact lcs Lie algebras (g,Q = dn — 9 A n,0), contact Lie algebras (h,n),
dim g = 2n, such that 9(U) # 0, < dim b =2n—1, with a derivation
where n = —y ) D such that D*n = an,a # 1

The correspondence sends (g,$,9) to (kerd,n,ady); conversely, (h,n,D) is sent to (h xp
R,dn—9 A n,9), where 9(X,a) = —a. The exact lcs structure is of the first kind if and only if
YU) =1 if and only if a = 0.

Notice that there exist four-dimensional lcs Lie algebras which are not exact, hence do not
fall in the hypotheses of the previous theorem. There exist also four-dimensional exact lcs Lie
algebras for which the hypothesis ¥(U) # 0 is not fulfilled, see Section 4.2.

Our second result as well displays certain lcs Lie algebras as a semidirect product. More
precisely, we consider in Section 1.2 a lcs Lie algebra (g, (2,1) and write

Q=w+nnd, (2)

for some w € A%g* and n € g*. The non-degeneracy of 2 provides us with a vector U € g
determined by the condition 172 = —n. We assume that

ww=0 and www =20,

where V' is the characteristic vector. We write g = hx pR where h := ker ¥ with ¥ corresponding
to the linear map (X,a) — a, and D is given by ady. Imposing d) = ¥ A Q, (2) yields the
equations
dw=0 and w+D*w—d'n=0,

where d” denotes the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential on . We can solve the above equations at
least under some specific Ansdtze. For example, assuming w = d'n and D*n = 0, we are back
to Theorem 1.4 in case of lcs structures of the first kind. Another possible Ansatz is dw = 0,
d'n = 0 and D*w = —w; the first two conditions define a cosymplectic structure (n,w) on b. If
R denotes the Reeb vector of the cosymplectic structure, determined by 1gw = 0 and 1gn = 1,
we obtain the following result (see Proposition 1.8):

Theorem. Let (h,n,w) be a cosymplectic Lie algebra of dimension 2n — 1, endowed with a
derivation D such that D*w = aw for some o« # 0. Then g = h xp R admits a natural
les structure. The Lie algebra g is unimodular if and only if b is unimodular and D*n =
—a(n —1)n+ ¢ for some ¢ € (R)°. If b is unimodular then the lcs structure (Q2,19) on g is not
exact.

This result is, up to the authors’ knowledge, the first construction of non-exact lcs structures
on Lie algebras. Notice that, according to [2, Corollary 4.3], a lcs almost abelian Lie algebra of
dimension > 6 is necessarily of the second kind. A relation between cosymplectic Lie algebras
and lcs Lie algebras of the first kind was implicitly discussed in [32].

In Section 1.3 we consider the cotangent extension problem in the lcs setting. As we men-
tioned above, its symplectic aspect was studied by Ovando, with special emphasis on four-
dimensional symplectic Lie algebras; a symplectic Lie algebra is just a 2n-dimensional Lie
algebra s with a closed 2-form w € A%s* such that w™ # 0. Solutions of this problem in the
symplectic case are related to the existence of Lagrangian ideals in s, i.e. n-dimensional ideals
h < s such that w‘hXh = 0. In general, Lagrangian ideals play an essential role in the study of

symplectic Lie algebras, see [9].

Let h be a Lie algebra with a closed 1-form 9 € h*; we set g = h* ® h and extend J to a
1-form ¥ € g* defined by ¥(p, X) = J(X). We define Qg € A%g* by

Qo((p, X), (4,Y)) = ¢(Y) = 9(X). (3)
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A solution of the cotangent extension problem in the lcs context is a Lie algebra structure on
g such that

e g is an extension 0 — h* — g —> h — 0, where h* is endowed with the structure
of an abelian Lie algebra;
e (Qp,v) is a les structure on g, i.e. d =0 and dyQy = 0.

The Lie algebra structure on g is encoded in a representation p: h — End(h*) and a cocycle
a € Z%(h,bh*), by setting

i [(90’ O)’ (¢a 0)]9 = 0;
* [(¢,0),(0,X)]g = (—p(X)(¢),0) and
i [(O’X)’(O’Y)]g = (OZ(X,Y),[X,Y][])

Notice that h* is an abelian ideal contained in ker . The fact that (3) is a lcs structure yields
the following result (compare with Corollary 1.14):

Theorem. Let b be a Lie algebra and let ¥ € b* be a closed 1-form. The Lie algebra structure
on g = b* @b attached to the triple (b, p,[a]), where p: h — End(h*) is a representation
satisfying

P(X)(P)(Y) = p(Y)()(X) = djp(X,Y)
and [a] € H?(b,b*) satisfies

a(X,Y)(Z) + a(Y, 2)(X) + a(Z, X)(Y) = 0,

is a solution to the cotangent extension problem in the locally conformally symplectic context.

The following result relates a special kind of Lagrangian ideals in a lcs Lie algebra with
solutions of the cotangent extension problem — see Proposition 1.17:

Theorem. Let (g,Q,9) be a 2n-dimensional lcs Lie algebra with a Lagrangian ideal j < ker 9.
Then g is a solution of the cotangent extension problem.

The results of [13| deal with lcs Lie algebras such that the characteristic vector is central.
However, there exist lcs algebras with trivial center, see Example 1.11. In Section 2 we study the
center of lcs Lie algebras and characterize it completely in the nilpotent case, see Corollary 2.6.
We also study the center of reductive lcs Lie algebras, with an eye toward their classification
in the subsequent section.

Indeed, in Section 3 we turn to reductive lcs Lie algebras. They are all of the first kind
(Theorem 3.1), so [13, Theorem 5.9] applies. It turns out that there are only two of those
(Corollary 3.2): either g = sus @R (see Proposition 3.4) or g = sly @R (see Proposition 3.6).
We classify lcs structure on such Lie algebras, up to automorphism. This yields a classification
of left-invariant lcs structures on the manifold S3 x S! and on every compact quotient of

Sm) x R.

Theorem 4.1 and Table 2 provide a classification of lcs structures on 4-dimensional solvable
Lie algebras up to automorphism. Computations have been performed with the help of Maple
and of Sage [43]. We show that every structure in the table can be recovered thanks to at
least one of the three constructions detailed above, hence obtaining a complete picture of the
four-dimensional case.

Let (g,2,4) be a solvable lcs Lie algebra and let G denote the connected, simply connected
solvable Lie group that integrates g; clearly GG is endowed with a left-invariant lcs structure. If
there exists a discrete and co-compact subgroup I' = G, the left-invariant lcs structure on G
induces a left-invariant lcs structure on M = I'\G (left-invariance refers here to the lift with
respect to the left-translations on the universal cover). In Section 5, we construct left-invariant
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lcs structures on compact quotients of connected simply connected four-dimensional solvable Lie
groups and explain how these are related to the structure results for lcs Lie algebras discussed
above.
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Notation. Throughout the paper, the structure equations for Lie algebras are written following
the Salamon notation: e.g.

thy = (0,0, —12,0)

means that the four-dimensional Lie algebra th; admits a basis (e1, e2, €3, e4) such that [e1, e2] =
es, the other brackets being trivial; equivalently, the dual th3 admits a basis (e, e?,e3,e?) such
that de! = de? = de* = 0 and de® = —e' A €2, Hereafter, we shorten e!? == el A €2,

1. STRUCTURE RESULTS FOR LCS LIE ALGEBRAS

In this section we consider different structure results for lcs Lie algebras. In particular, we
obtain a quite complete picture for exact lcs Lie algebras. The first two results represent certain
lcs Lie algebras g as semidirect products  xp R, where the Lie algebra b is endowed with a
certain structure and the derivation D is adapted to the structure. The third result is of a
different kind and is related to the existence of Lagrangian ideals in the kernel of the Lee form.

1.1. Exact lcs Lie algebras. Let (g,€2,79) be an exact lcs Lie algebra and let n € g* be a
primitive of Q, namely 2 = dn — 9 A n; moreover, let U € g be determined by 1y = —n.
Clearly ¥(V) = n(U) = 0 and we have the following lemma:

Lemma 1.1. In the hypotheses above,
e the plane (U, V') is symplectic if and only if 9(U) # 0;
e the lcs structure (dn — 9 A n,0) is of the first kind if and only if 9(U) = 1.

Proof. For the first claim, simply notice that, by definition, 3(U) = w1y Q = —Q(U, V). For
the second one, we compute

LyQ = d(ZUQ) +ydQ) = —dn + ZU(19 A Q)
=—dn+9U)Q=9 A pgQ =9U)Q — (dn — 9 A1)
= (0(U) - 1K,

completing the proof. O

If (U, V') is symplectic, then the same holds for (U, V)$; this is the key observation for the
next proposition:

Proposition 1.2. Let (g,92,9) be an exact lcs Lie algebra, Q@ = dyn; write b := ker . Assume
that Y(U) # 0. Then n restricts to a contact form on b. The contact Lie algebra (h,n) has
deriwation D such that D*n = (1 —9(U))n and g = h xp R.
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Proof. Since ¥(U) # 0, then (U,V’) is a symplectic plane by Lemma 1.1. As a vector space,
h = (U, VYOV and (V) # 0. The restriction of Q to (U, V) coincides with the restriction
of dn to (U, V), hence 7 restricts to a contact form on . Consider the linear map D: h — b
given by X — [U, X]. Notice that D really maps h to b, since b is an ideal because d¢ = 0,
and that it is a derivation, thanks to the Jacobi identity. We claim that D*n = (1 — 9(U))n.
We notice first that

wdn =w(Q+9J An)=—n+dU)n—nU)J = (U) - 1)n. (4)
For X € b, we compute

(D*n)(X) = n([U, X]) = —=dn(U, X) = —(rdn)(X) 2 (1 = 9(U))n(X)

which proves the first assertion. The isomorphism g =~ h xp R is obtained by sending X to

Y(X Y(X

Let h be a Lie algebra endowed with a derivation D. Form the semidirect product g = hxpR
and define ¥ € g* by ¥(X,a) = —a. Identify n € h* with the pre-image n € g*, under the
projection g* — h*, obtained by setting (X, a) = n(X). The Chevalley-Eilenberg differentials
d on g* and d on h* are related by the formula

dn =d'n—D*npAd. (5)
Consider now a contact Lie algebra (h,7n) of dimension 2n — 1 endowed with a derivation

D:bh — b such that D*n = an for some « # 1 and consider g = h xp R. Extend 5 to an
element of g*, define ¥ € g* as above and set

Q=dp—9rn=dn—D'nad—09an=dn—(1—-a)d .
Now one has
Q"= —(1—a)p A ()"t A9 #0,

hence €2 is non-degenerate and we obtain

Proposition 1.3. In the above hypotheses, (2,1) is an exact lcs structure on g.

We compute now
1e,0)? = 1ed"n — (1 — e 0)(F A ) = (1 —a)d,
hence the characteristic vector of this lcs structure is V' = (ﬁf , 0). Moreover,

" — (1= a)gn®@An) =(1-am,

Yo,k = 10,1
hence the symplectic dual of nis U = <O, ﬁ) Notice in particular that 9(U) = ﬁ # 0.
Combining the two propositions, we obtain a structure result for exact lcs Lie algebras:

Theorem 1.4. There is a one-to-one correspondence

exact les Lie algebras (g,Q = dn— 9 A n,9), contact Lie algebras (b, n),
dim g = 2n, such that 3(U) # 0, « < dimbh=2n—1, with a derivation
where n = —y ) D such that D*n = an,a # 1

The correspondence sends (g,,9) to (ker¥,n,ady); conversely, (h,n,D) is sent to (h xp
R,dn — 9 A n,9), where 3(X,a) = —a. The exact lcs structure is of the first kind if and only if
HU) =1 if and only if a = 0.
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Example 1.5. Consider the Lie algebra 94 = (14,—24,—12,0) endowed with the exact lcs
structure ¥ = e* and Q = dye? = —e'? + €34, Then U = ¢4 and 9(U) = 1, thus (2,9) is of the
first kind by Lemma 1.1. h = ker ¢ = (0,0, —12) is isomorphic to the Heisenberg algebra and
g=bxpR, where D = ady: h — b is the derivation

D(el) = —€1, D(eZ) = €9 and D(eg) = 0.
h is endowed with the contact form 7 = e and D*n = 0.

Example 1.6. Consider the Lie algebra 947 = (14,0, —12 + 34,0) endowed with the exact lcs
structure ¥ = e* and Q = dye3 = —e!? + 2¢3*. Then U = ey, hence 9(U) = 3 and (Q,9) is
not of the first kind by Lemma 1.1. § = kerd = (0,0, —12) is isomorphic to the Heisenberg
algebra and g @ h xp R, where D = ady: h — b is the derivation

1 1
D(ey) = €1 D(e3) =0 and Df(es) = 363

b is endowed with the contact form 7 = e and D*n = %77.

Example 1.7. Consider the Lie algebra t), = (0,0, —13 + 24, —14 — 23) endowed with the lcs
structure ¥ = €? and Q = dy(—e3 + e?) = '3 —el1 —2¢?. Then U = e1, V = &34 9(U) =0
and (U, V) is not symplectic. The lcs structure is exact but we can not apply Theorem 1.4. The
Lie algebra h = ker 9 = (e, e3, e4) has structure equations (0, —13,—14) and is not a contact
Lie algebra.

1.2. A “mixed” structure result. In this section we consider a partial structure result for
Ics Lie algebras which recovers, under certain circumstances, a special case of Theorem 1.4. We
begin with a lcs Lie algebra (g,2,v) of dimension 2n with characteristic vector V. Assume
that we can write Q = w +n A ¥ where n € g* and w € A%g* is such that 1w = 0. Since
w can not have rank n, but Q" # 0, it follows that ¥ A 7 A w™ ! # 0 hence n A W™ 1 # 0.
The non-degeneracy of ) provides us with U € g determined by the condition 12 = —n. We
assume further that 1yw = 0. Then (V') = 9(U) = 1 and the plane (U, V') is symplectic for .
Since dv = 0, we can write g as a semidirect product h xp R, where h = ker¢ and D: ) — b is
given by ady; under this isomorphism, U € g corresponds to (0,1) € h xp R and ¥ corresponds
to the linear map (X, a) — a (notice the different sign convention with respect to the previous
section). According to this identification, the Chevalley-Eilenberg differentials of g and b are
related by the formula
d¢ = d"¢C + (—1)PTID*¢ A 0,

where ( € APh* is identified with a pre-image ( € APg* under the projection g* — h*. Of
course, dJ = 0. Now since n(U) = 0 (respectively 1yw = 0), then n (respectively w) can be
identified with an element of h* (respectively A%h*). We denote such elements again by 7 and
w. We have the following chain of equalities:

DAw=0A0=dQ=dw+nAD) =dw—D*wrd+dnnrd.
This implies
dw=0 and w4+ D*w—d'n=0.

To solve these equations on h we can make different Ansdtze:

(1) w = d"n and d"(D*n) = 0; then (h,7) is a contact Lie algebra endowed with a derivation
D: b — b such that D*n is closed. As a special case of this instance, one can consider
D*n = 0; then 9(U) = 1 implies that we are in the context of Theorem 1.4 when the
lcs structure is of the first kind;

(2) d"w = 0, d"y = 0 and D*w = —w; this leads to another kind of structure. In fact,
the closedness of w and 7 in b, together with n A W™~ # 0, imply that (bh,n,w) is a
cosymplectic Lie algebra, endowed with a derivation D: fh — b such that D*w = —w.



LCS LIE ALGEBRAS 9

Recall that a cosymplectic structure (1, w) on a Lie algebra b of dimension 2n — 1 determines
a vector R € b by the conditions 1gw = 0 and n(R) = 1; moreover, there is a decomposition

b* = () ®C(R)°, (6)
where (R)° denotes the annihilator of (R), and the linear map _ A w™ 1: h* — A2"~1p* is

non-zero on {n)y, hence its kernel coincides with (R)°.

The second Ansatz provides a kind of alternative structure result for lcs Lie algebras, cor-
roborated by the following

Proposition 1.8. Let (h,n,w) be a cosymplectic Lie algebra of dimension 2n — 1, endowed
with a derivation D such that D*w = aw for some a # 0. Then g = h xp R admits a
natural lcs structure. The Lie algebra g is unimodular if and only if b is unimodular and
D*n = —a(n —1)n + ¢ for some ¢ € (R)°. If b is unimodular then the lcs structure (Q,9) on
g 15 not ezact.

Proof. Set g = h xp R and define 9(X, a) = —aa; with respect to this choice of ¥, the formula
(=P
o

d¢ = d"¢ + D*C A

relates the Chevalley-Eilenberg differentials on g and h for a p-form (. Setting 2 = w +n A 9,
we see that Q7 = w” ™1 A A ¥ # 0, hence Q is non-degenerate. Moreover,

1
Al =d"w+ —D¥wrd=warld=(wW+nAd) A =0 AQ.
(6%

An n-dimensional Lie algebra £ is unimodular if and only if d(A"~'¢*) = 0, i.e. if and
only if a generator of A™¢* is not exact. Now w”~! A n A ¥ generates A>"g* and one has
A2 =lgs >~ (Wt Ay @ A2 2h* A4, By hypothesis we have D*w = aw and we can decompose
D*n according to (6), D*n = fn + ¢ for some § € R and ¢ € (R)°. Now

1
dw" P An) =d (Wt An) — =D*(wW L An) A D
e
1
= ——(a(n—Dw" P Anp+w™ L AD*n) AV
e
1
= ——(a(n—1)+ Bt Anad.
o
This vanishes if and only if 3 = —a(n — 1). If kK € A2"~2h*  then
d(k AY) = (d"k) A0
which vanishes if and only if d"s = 0; since & is arbitrary, this happens if and only if b is
unimodular.

If b is unimodular then w can not be exact. If the les structure (€, 9) is exact, there exists
vebh* with Q=dv+vad=dv+ <—§D*v + v) A9 =w+n A 0. This is impossible, since
it would imply that w is exact. O
Remark 1.9. According to [11, Proposition 10|, cosymplectic Lie algebras (h,n,w) in dimension
2n — 1 are in one-to-one correspondence with symplectic Lie algebras (s, w) in dimension 2n — 2,
endowed with a derivation F such that E*w = 0. The correspondence is given by (h,n,w) —
(kern,w,adr) and (s,w, E) — (s xg R, n,w), where n generates the R-factor. In principle one

could use the above proposition to establish a link between non-exact lcs and symplectic Lie
algebras.
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Example 1.10. We consider the abelian Lie algebra R? = (f1, fo, f3) endowed with the cosym-
plectic structures n = f3, wy = +f!2. For v > 0 we consider the derivation

v 1 0
D=|-1 v 0|:R*>R3,
0 00

which satisfies D*n = 0 and D*wy = 2yw4. The Lie algebra g = R xp R is endowed with the
lcs structure (2,9) = (£f12 + f34, —2vf*), where f? generates the R-factor. The lcs structure
is not exact and it is easy to see that g is isomorphic to tv_ (see Table 1).

Example 1.11. The abelian Lie algebra R3 = (e, es,e3) is endowed with the cosymplectic
structure n = e', w = e?3. For v € R and § > 0 we consider the derivation

1 0 0
D=0 ~ §]|:R*->R3
0 —0 v

which satisfies D*n = n and D*w = 2yw. We assume that v # 0. The Lie algebra g = R3 xpR
is isomorphic to vy . 5 (see Table 1), which is endowed with the lcs structure (Q2,7) = (et +

e?3, —2ve*). The lcs structure is not exact.

1.3. Cotangent extensions and Lagrangian ideals. In this section we extend to the locally
conformally symplectic setting the cotangent extension problem [18] studied by Ovando for four-
dimensional symplectic Lie algebras in [39]. Let b be a Lie algebra and let h* be its dual vector
space. Consider the skew-symmetric 2-form Qg on h* @ b, defined by

Qo((p, X), (¥, Y)) = oY) — ¢(X). (7)
In the symplectic context, the cotangent extension problem consists in finding a Lie algebra
structure on h* @ b such that

e 0 —bh* —bh*®Hh— h — 0 is a short exact sequence of Lie algebras, where h* is
endowed with the structure of an abelian Lie algebra;
e the 2-form € defined in (7) is closed.

Suppose p: h — End(h*) is a Lie algebra representation and define the skew-symmetric map
[,]:gxg—gong=h*Dh by setting

* [((P? 0)7 (1/}7 0)]9 = O,
¢ [(¢,0),(0,X)]g = (—=p(X)(¥),0) and
i [(07X)7(07Y)]9 (a(X7Y)7[X7Y]h)7

where o € C%(h, h*) is a 2-cochain (the module structure on h* is clearly given by p). Then
[, ]is a Lie bracket if and only o € Z2(h,h*). In this case, h* < g is an ideal and we have a
short exact sequence

0—bh"—g—bHh—0.
The 2-form (7) is closed if and only if
a(X, V) 2)+ oY, Z)(X)+ a(Z,X)(Y) =0 (8)
P(X)(@)(Y) = p(Y)(0)(X) = —o([X, Y]y) (9)
Hence the Lie algebra g attached to the triple (b, p, [«]), satisfying (8) and (9), where [a] is

the class of o in H?(h, h*), is a solution of the cotangent extension problem. In [39], the author
proves:

Theorem 1.12 (|39, Theorem 3.6]). Let g be a 2n-dimensional Lie algebra.
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e Ifj < g is an abelian ideal of dimension n, then g is a solution of the cotangent extension
problem if and only if (8) and (9) are satisfied.

e If g is a symplectic Lie algebra and j < g is a Lagrangian ideal, then g is a solution of
the cotangent extension problem.

The cotangent extension problem is related to the fact that the cotangent bundle of any
smooth manifold has a canonical symplectic structure. However, the simply connected Lie
group G is the cotangent bundle of the simply connected Lie group H if and only if H is
abelian (see [39, Remark 3.2|).

The cotangent bundle of any smooth manifo}d has a locally conformally symplectic structure.
In fact, suppose M is a smooth manifold, let 9 € Q' (M) be a closed 1-form and let 7: T*M —

M be the natural projection. Let A°*" denote the canonical 1-form on T* M, given by )\fg’;)( v) =

p(dm(p,p)(v)) for (p,¢) € T*M and v € Ty, ,)(T*M). Then Q = dA“™ — 9 A X" defines a

locally conformally symplectic structure on T*M whose Lee form is ¥ = 7*J. In fact, as
neatly explained in [48], locally conformally symplectic manifolds are natural phase spaces of
Hamiltonian dynamics.

Motivated by these speculations, we consider a Lie algebra § with a closed element Je h*
and set g = h* ®h. We extend 9 to an element ¢ € g* by setting J(p, X) = ¥(X) and define a
2-form € on g precisely as in (7).

In the locally conformally symplectic context, a solution of the cotangent extension problem
is a Lie algebra structure on g such that

e 0 — h* —> g —> h —> 0 is a short exact sequence of Lie algebras, h* endowed with
the structure of an abelian Lie algebra;
e the 1-form 9 is closed and the 2-form € defined in (7) satisfies dQp = 9 A Q.

Given a representation p: h — End(h*) and a cochain o € C%(h,h*), we define a skew-
symmetric bilinear map [, |: g x g — g as we did above. Then [, | is a Lie bracket on g if
and only if o € Z2(h, h*). Assuming this, we have a short exact sequence 0 — h* — g — b — 0
and h* is an abelian ideal.

Lemma 1.13. €y satisfies dQ2g = 3 A Qq if and only if
(X, Y)(Z) + alY, Z)(X) +a(Z,X)(Y) =0 (10)
P(X)(@)(Y) = p(V)(9)(X) = dyp(X,Y) (11)

Proof. To save space, we write simply ¢ (respectively X) instead of (¢, 0) (respectively (0, X)).

However, (¢, X) remains the same. We have
AQ0(X, Y, Z) = — Q([X. Y15, Z) —~ Q([Y, Z]g, X) — Q([Z, X]g.Y)
== Q((a(X,Y), [X,Y]y), Z) = Qo((a(Y, 2),[Y, Z]y), X)
X) )
Z)

_QO( ( 7[ ] ) )
=—a(X,Y)(Z) - a(Y,Z2)(X) — a(Z,X)(Y)

and

(0 A Q20)(X,Y, Z) = HX)Q0(Y, Z) + I (Y)Q0(Z, X) +H(Z)Q(X,Y) =0,
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which imply (10). Next,
dQO<(p7 X7 Y)

[
|
2
=
s
>
S
=
|
2
=
I
h<

lg: ) = Qo(p(Y)(¢), X)
- QO((O‘(Xv Y)? [X7 Y]f))a (P)

) )
= r(Y)(@)(X) + @([X, Y]y)
) )

I
=
»

= p(X)(@)(Y) = p(Y)(9)(X) = d"0(X,Y),
and
(19 A QO)(QDaX’Y) = ﬁ(@)QO(Xa Y) + ﬁ(X)QO(YVa 90) + ﬁ(Y)QO(SD’X) =
= —9(X)p(Y) + 9(Y)p(X) =
=—(WArp)(X,Y).
Hence dQo(p, X,Y) = (¥ A Q) (¢, X,Y) implies (11). Clearly (10) and (11) are also sufficient.

0

Corollary 1.14. Let h be a Lie algebra and let ¥ € h* be a closed 1-form. The Lie algebra
structure on g = h* @b attached to the triple (b, p, [a]), where p: h — End(h*) is a representa-
tion satisfying (11) and [a] € H?(h,b*) satisfies (10), is a solution to the cotangent extension
problem in the locally conformally symplectic context.

Remark 1.15. The formulee for the Lie bracket on the Lie algebra g = h* @ given above show
that h* sits in g as an abelian ideal. Moreover, this ideal is by construction contained in ker 9.
We can then sum up what we said so far in the following way: a 2n-dimensional Lie algebra g
endowed with a closed ¥ € g* and an n-dimensional abelian ideal j < ker ¥ is a solution of the
cotangent extension problem if and only if (10) and (11) hold. This is the equivalent, in the
lcs context, of the first statement of Theorem 1.12.

We show now that solutions of the cotangent extension problem in the lcs case are related
to the existence of a special kind of Lagrangian ideals.

Lemma 1.16. Let (g,92,9) be a lcs Lie algebra. If j © g is a Lagrangian ideal contained in
ker ¥, then j is abelian.

Proof. For X,Y €j and Z € g we compute
U[X,Y],Z) = —dUX,Y, Z) + Q(X, Z],Y) — Q[Y, Z], X)
=—-(WANX,)Y,Z) =-09(X)QUY,Z) + 3Y)UX,Z) = Z2)QX,Y)
= 0’
concluding the proof. O
Proposition 1.17. Let (g,Q,9) be a 2n-dimensional lcs Lie algebra with a Lagrangian ideal

jc kerd. Then g is a solution of the cotangent extension problem.

Proof. Being contained in ker 1, j is an abelian ideal by Lemma 1.16; moreover, we have a short
exact sequence of Lie algebras

where b := g/j. Since j is Lagrangian, the non-degeneracy of 2 identifies it with h*. More
precisely, the linear map o:j — h*, X — 1x( is injective, hence an isomorphism by dimension
reasons. Choose a Lagrangian splitting g = j@®¢ (such a splitting always exists, see [51, Lecture
2] for a proof). We use o and the isomorphism h =~ ¢ to get an isomorphism ¥: g = j®t — h*Ph.
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Clearly h* sits in g as an abelian Lie algebra. Moreover, dualizing (12) we see that 9 € g* comes
from a closed element 9 € h*. We endow h* @ b with the skew-symmetric form Qo on h* @ b
defined by (7) and the closed 1-form ¥ obtained from ) by setting equal to zero on h*. We
claim that ¥ provides an isomorphism of lcs Lie algebras between (g, 2,1) and (h* @b, Qq, Vo).
Indeed,
(X*90)(X,0) = ¥o(2(X,0)) = Jo(0(X),0) = 0 = J(X,0)
and
(Z*90)(0,Y) = 95(2(0,Y)) = d(Y) = 9(0,Y).

Moreover,

(E*QO)((X7O)7 (Y, 0)) = QO(E(X7O)7E(Y7 0)) =0= Q((X7O)7 (Y, 0)) )

(55 Q0)((X,0), (0,Y)) = Q0(S(X, 0), (0, Y)) = o((1x2,0)(0,Y)) = (X, Y)
= Q((X,0),(0,Y))
and
(X70)((0,X),(0,Y)) = Q0(X(0,X),%(0,Y)) = 0 = Q((0, X), (0,Y)),
concluding the proof. O

2. THE CENTER OF A LCS LIE ALGEBRA

In this section we obtain some results on the center of a lcs Lie algebra. In particular, we
characterize the center of nilpotent lcs Lie algebras. The results of this section will also play a
role in the next section.

Lemma 2.1. Let (h,n) be a contact Lie algebra. Then dim Z(h) < 1, with equality if and only
if Z(h) is spanned by the Reeb vector.

Proof. We assume that Z(h) # 0 and pick a central vector X. Then:

(exdn)(Y) = dn(X,Y) = —n([X,Y]) = 0.
7 being a contact form, the radical of dn is spanned by the Reeb vector £, hence X € (¢). O
Proposition 2.2. If (g,Q,9) is a lcs Lie algebra, then Z(g) < go. Moreover, if Z(g) ¢ ker v

then b = ker ¥ is endowed with a contact structure, (2,1) is of the first kind, g splits as h @R
and dim Z(g) < 2.

Proof. We prove first that Z(g) < gq; pick Z € Z(g), then [Z, X] = 0 for every X € g and we
have:

0= (zx)NY)=—-dUZ X,Y) - QX,Y], Z2) + Q[Z,Y], X)

— (@ ADZX,Y) + (([X,Y])

= -3 2)QUX,Y)+9(X)QUZ,Y) - HY)QUZ, X) —d(129)(X,Y)

= - 2)UX,Y) —dzQ)(X,Y) + (9 A 12Q)(X,Y)

— (=129 A Q) — A0z )X, Y) = (—12(d2) — d(12))(X, V)
—(Lz2)(X,Y). (13)
If Z(g) ¢ kerd then go ¢ ker ¢, hence we find U € Z(g) < go with ¢(U) = 1 and the lcs is
of the first kind. By Theorem 1.4, g =~ § xp R, where hh = kerd and D = ady. Since U is

central D is the trivial derivation and g =~ h @ R. Moreover h is a contact Lie algebra, hence
dim Z(h) < 1 by Lemma 2.1 and dim Z(g) < 2. O
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Lemma 2.3. Let (g,Q,7) be a lcs Lie algebra with g < ker 9. Then the isomorphism ©: g —
g%, O(X) = 1xQ, injects go into Z}(g) = {a € g* | dga = 0} and the kernel of the composition

g0 8, Z(g) — H}(g) is generated by the characteristic vector.

Proof. Given X € gq, consider 1x{2 € g*. We compute
dyg(1xQ) =d(xQ) — I A ixQ = —1x(dQ) — I A ixQ=—1x(VAQ)—F A1xQ =0,

hence 1x € Z}(g) and clearly ©(V) = 9. Since dy: A’g* — Alg* maps 1 to —9, ¥ is the only
dg-exact element in g*. O

Example 2.4. Consider the Lie algebra tvg = (0,—12 — 13, —13,0) endowed with the lcs
structure (Q2,9) = (e'? + 34, —el). The characteristic vector is V = eq, we have Z(rt3) = {e4),
(tr3)q = ez, eq), ker ) = {ea, e3,e4) and we get a strict sequence of inclusions

0 < Z(rr3) < (rr3)q < ker v < rry.

Proposition 2.5. Let (g,9Q,9) be a lcs Lie algebra with 0 # Z(g) < kerd. If V ¢ Z(g), then
g is solvable non-nilpotent.

Proof. Pick Z € Z(g); then Z € go by Proposition 2.2 and [©(Z)] € H}(g) # 0 by Lemma 2.3.
Due to standard results in Lie algebra cohomology, this is impossible if g is nilpotent (see |21,
Théoréme 1|) or semisimple (see [50, Corollary 7.8.10]), hence also if g is reductive. Then g
must be solvable non-nilpotent. O

Corollary 2.6. Let (g,Q,9) be a nilpotent lcs Lie algebra. Then either Z(g) = (V), or
Z(g) =<U,V) and g = h ® R, where by is a contact Lie algebra.

Proof. Since H3(g) = 0 on a nilpotent Lie algebra, (£2,9) is exact. Moreover, g is unimodular
and (Q,7) is of the first kind (compare with [13, Proposition 5.5]). Also, Z(g) # 0 since g
is nilpotent, hence 1 < dim Z(g) < 2 by Proposition 2.2. If Z(g) < bh = kerd then Z(g) is
contained in the center of f, a nilpotent contact Lie algebra, hence dim Z(g) = dim Z(h) = 1
by Lemma 2.1. Since g is nilpotent, H}(g) = 0 and then Z(g) = (V). Otherwise, again by
Proposition 2.2, Z(g) =(U,V) and g = h®R. O

Remark 2.7. There exist lcs solvable Lie algebras with trivial center, see for instance Example
1.11.

3. REDUCTIVE LCS LIE ALGEBRAS

If a reductive Lie group G is endowed with a left-invariant locally conformally pseudo-Kéahler
structure, then g is isomorphic to us = sus @R or gly(R) = sla(R) ® R, see |1, Theorem 4.15|,
and all such structures are classified. In this section we generalize this result to left-invariant
locally conformally symplectic structures: we prove that the only reductive lcs Lie algebras are
uy = sus @R and gly(R) = sla(R) @R and classify such lcs structures (a classification was
already obtained in |1, Propositions 4.5 and 4.9]).

Theorem 3.1. Let g be a reductive Lie algebra endowed with a lcs structure (2,19). Then b =
ker ¥ is a semisimple Lie algebra endowed with a contact formn, g = hAR and Q2 = dn—9 A n.
In particular (Q2,9) is of the first kind.

Proof. We notice first that g cannot be semisimple: if it were so, then bi(g) would vanish,
contradicting the fact that ¢ is a nontrivial 1-cocycle. Then we can write g = s ® Z(g) with
dim Z(g) > 1. The Lie algebra structure is given by

[(S1,Z1), (S2, Z2)] = ([S1,52],0), (Sj,Z;) es® Z(g), je{1,2}.
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We compute
0 = di((S1, Z1), (52, Z2)) = —0([(S1, Z1), (52, Z2)]) = —9I([S1,52],0),

hence [s,5] = s b :== kerd and ¥ € Z(g)*. We pick a vector U € Z(g) with 9(U) = 1. We
apply Proposition 2.2 and conclude that g = h@®{U ), the lcs structure (2, 9) is of the first kind,
and 7 = —iy§) is a contact form on h. Since (€2,19) is of the first kind, Z(g) has dimension < 2
again by Proposition 2.2, hence 1 < dim Z(g) < 2. If dim Z(g) = 1, then s — b implies s = b,
hence (h,n) is a semisimple contact Lie algebra. Assume dim Z(g) = 2. Again s < b implies
that g = s ® Z(g) induces a splitting h = s ® Z(h), where Z(h) = Z(g) n b is the center of
(h,m), hence Z(h) = (&), where £ is the Reeb vector. Moreover, (n) n Z(h)* # 0, hence they
coincide for dimension reasons. The Lie algebra structure on b is then

[(S1,a18), (S2,a28)] = ([S1,52],0)

Now dn must be non-degenerate on s; however,

dn((51,0), (52,0)) = —n([51,52],0) = 0.

Hence Z(g) is 1-dimensional and (h,7) is a semisimple contact Lie algebra. O

Corollary 3.2. Let (g,9,9) be a reductive lcs Lie algebra. Then either g = sus @ R or
g =skL(R)®R.

Proof. By [16, Theorem 5|, a semisimple Lie group with a left-invariant contact structure is
locally isomorphic either to SU(2) or to SL(2;R). Hence a semisimple Lie algebra with a contact
structure is isomorphic either to sus or to sly. By Theorem 3.1, g = H AR, with § a semisimple
contact Lie algebra. We conclude that § = sus or h = sls. O

Remark 3.3. Note that, by a result of Chu, [20, Theorem 9|, a four-dimensional symplectic Lie
algebra must be solvable. However, there exist by Corollary 3.2 four-dimensional reductive lcs
Lie algebras - interestingly enough, dimension 4 is also the only one in which this can happen.

3.1. Lcs structures on sus @ R. We fix a basis {e1,e2,e3} of sus in such a way that the
brackets are

le1,e2] = —e3, [e1,e3] =ex and [eg,e3] = —e1.
With respect to the dual basis {e!,e?,e3} of su3, the structure equations are
de! =%, de? = —e'® and ded =e'?.

Proposition 3.4. Up to automorphisms, every lcs structure on sus @R is equivalent to

(Q,09) = (r(el2 + 634),64), r>0,

4

where e* is a generator of R.

Proof. In order to classify lcs structure on sus @R it is enough to classify contact structures on
suy. A generic 1-form 1 = ajel +aze? + age® on suy is contact if and only if of + a3 —i—ag >0.7n
is a point on the sphere of radius 7 = 4/a3 + a3 + a3 in su}. Since the action of SU(2) on such
sphere is transitive, we find a change of basis such that n = re'. This means that every contact
form on suy is contactomorphic to n = re! for some r > 0. The corresponding lcs structure on
sty @R is then given by setting e* = o, then Q = dn —e* An = re?® —ret! = r(e!t +€23). O

Remark 3.5. suy @R is the Lie algebra of the Lie group S3 x R. The lcs structures on sus @R
give therefore left-invariant lcs structures on S3 x S', which is an important example of a
compact locally conformally symplectic manifold. It is also a complex manifold and admits
Vaisman metrics, see [14].
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3.2. Lcs structures on sly @ R. We fix a basis {ej1, €2, e3} of sly so that the brackets are
[e1,e2] = —2e3, [e1,e3] =2e2 and [eq,e3] = 2e;.
With respect to the dual basis {e!, e?,e3} of sl the structure equations are
det = —2¢?3,  de? = —2¢" and de® = 2¢'2.
Proposition 3.6. Up to automorphisms, every lcs structure on slo @ R is equivalent to

o (Q,0) = (£r(e" —2¢%),eh);
o (1) = (r(—2e13 + 24), e4),

for a constant r > 0.

Proof. As above, we classify contact structures on sly. A generic 1-form n = aje! + ase? + aze?

on sly is contact if and only if —2a2 4203 +2a§ # (. Thus we need to classify the coadjoint orbits
of 5I5 of hyperbolic and elliptic type. Such orbits are the hyperboloids a? — a3 — oz% =r # 0; for
r > 0, it is a one-sheeted hyperboloid while, for r < 0, we get a two-sheeted hyperboloid. The
group SL(2,R) acts transitively on each of these hyperboloids. There are therefore 3 normal
forms: = +re! and n = re?, which give the Ics structures

= +r(e! — 2e23)
=r(—2e!3 + e24)

O
Remark 3.7. slo@®R is the Lie algebra of the Lie group SIT(E,-I[Q) x R. The lcs structures on slo @R

give therefore left-invariant lcs structures on SL(2,R) x R and on any compact quotient. Some
of these quotients form a class of compact complex surfaces, called properly elliptic surfaces,
and admit lcK metrics, see [14].



4. LOCALLY CONFORMALLY SYMPLECTIC STRUCTURES ON 4-DIMENSIONAL SOLVABLE LIE ALGEBRAS

In this section we classify lcs structures on four-dimensional solvable Lie algebras.

Lie algebra Structure equations Z(g) completely solvable nilpotent

R* (0 0,0,0) R* v v

ths (0,0,—12,0) (es, €4 v v

ey (0, —12 —13,-13,0) (eq) v X

tega, A€ [—1,1] (0,—12,—A13,0) (e v X

w7 =0 (0,—v12 — 13,12 — ~13,0) (eqy X X

toty (0, —12,0,—34) 0 v X

th (0,0,—13 + 24, —14 — 23) 0 X X §
ny (0,14,24,0) (es) v v E
vy (14 + 24,24 + 34,34, 0) 0 v x 2
o peR (14, 124 + 34, 134, 0) 0 (1 # 0), {e2) (11 = 0) v y 5
tap —l<a<f<1,aB#0 (14,a24,534,0) 0 v X ’
45, -1<B <0 (14, —24, 834, 0) 0 v x

ty,5 YER >0 (14,~v24 + 034, —024 + v34,0) 0 X X

04 (14,—-24,-12,0) (es) v X

D, A>3 (M4, (1 — \)24, —12 + 34,0) 0 v X

045, 0=0 (%144—24 —14 + 524 —12+4634,0) 0 (6 #0), {e3) (6 =0) X X

ha (314 + 24, 324,12 + 34,0) 0 v X

TABLE 1. Solvable Lie algebras in dimension 4, following [39]; structure equations are written using the Salamon notation.

LT
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Lie algebra parameters | lcs structure exact 1% kind Lagrangian ideal < ker
ths X (e 4) n=—eU=es v (e1,e3)
ey X (e + e —et) x x {ea,€1)
(e + €23, —2¢1) X X (ez,ea)
(e1 624,64) n=—e,U=es v {ez,€3)
2255 A=0 (—e' 8 et ed) n=e—et U=e3 v {e2,€4)
Mg {—1,1} | (e"® + —el) X X (ea,e3)
A#0 (e + &%, —e') x X {ea,eq)
L0 [ P e < < (ez,ea)
A¢{0,1} (e —e' — e + e eh) n=—e+ %, U=e4 v {ez,€3)
g v>0 (614 + 23 —2’}/6 ) X X x
Yy (’ye — 624764) n=—e2,U=ey v {e2,e3)
tato x (—e' 11 0e?3 0e?), o ¢ {0,—1} 77262—;—;117[]:% x {ea,eq)
(—e'? + &3 — e —63) X X {e2,e4)
(e'? + e 4 oe*t —e®), 0% -1 x x {ea,eq)
(oe'? et —e*),0>0 X X X
—otlel2 14+623+TT+16347061+7_63> 77:%_%7
X {e2,e4)
orT#0,0+7#—-1,0<T U—;}::fl
v x (€' —7eM — L2 gel 4 7e?), o ¢ {~1,0}, >0 ="t U= S x (es, ea)
(e“ —(1+ 7%, 1e?), 7> 0 n=—e+71et,U=c¢e X (e3,ea)
(oe'? —2eM),0#£0 X X x
(em a+1 ,ael), o ¢{0,—1} n = —;—jl, U=5 X (e3,ea)
ng X ( 761) n= T, U=¢e; N {e2,e3)
Ty X (e + ge®® —2¢*), 0 #0 X X {e1,e2)
T4 w=0 (e*® Ty e e?), 0 #£0 X X (e1,e2)




u= (e +e* 4 0e?, —2¢Y), 0 e R X X {e1,e2)
g (-1 1) | (e + e, —(u+ 1)et) x x (er,e2)
pe {01} | (e te —QW ) x x (e1,€2)
0.8 a#f (61 —(1+ B)e“) x x le1,e2)
B#1 (61 (o + ,6)64) x x le1,e2)
Va, (el -1+« e4> X X {e1,e3)
tap B#—1 (61 - e4> X X le1,e2)
Vg (el 5)64 X X {e1,e2)
Yo v #0 (e'* +e23 —2’}/64) X X x
4 X (612 0'64) oc>0 n= -3, U = — v {e1,e3)
(e’ —e3* + e et) x X le1,e3)
(ie1 23 et X X {e1,e3)
042 A#2 (612—(O'+1)€ 1 oe?), o ¢ {0, -1} n=—e,U= ] X (e1,e3)
A#1 (612 —(1=N)e* + e, —/\64) x x le1,e3)
A {3,1} (elz — e et (A — 1)e4> X X {e1,e3)
M {3,2) (614 + e (A — 2)e4> x x le1,e3)
A=1 (e14 — U%rle% +e3 e? + 064), o#—1 n= e;ielg, U = ;ﬁl X {e1,e3)
YA (iew +e* (A + 1)e4> x X lea,e3)
AR §= (e —ge* get), 0 > 0 n=—€e,U=% v X
6>0 (i(el2 — (6 + 0)634),064), o ¢ {0, -4} n="7Fe U= T X X
Ba X (i (612 — (o + 1)6347064>>, o ¢{0,—1} n="7e U=4 X (e1,e3)
(i (el2 - %634) + ge?, —%e4>, c>0 X X (e1,e3)
(614 + ge?, —%e“) X X {e1,e3)

SYHddOTV HIT SOT

TABLE 2. Locally conformally symplectic (non-symplectic) structures on 4-dimensional solvable Lie algebras, up to auto-
morphisms of the Lie algebra.

6T
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Theorem 4.1. Table 2 contains, up to automorphisms of the Lie algebra, the lcs structures
(Q,9) with 9 # 0 on four-dimensional solvable Lie algebras.

4.1. Non-existence of Lagrangian ideals in ker. In the statement of Theorem 4.1 we
claimed that some lcs Lie algebras (g, 2,4) do not have a Lagrangian ideal j contained in ker .
Here we prove this claim.

Proposition 4.2. The following lcs Lie algebras do not have a Lagrangian ideal j < ker ¥):

o (tty,, et +e® —2yel), v > 0;

toty, oe! + 24 —el —e3), 0> 0;

th,oe!? + €3t —2¢el), o #0;

. M 4 23 9med) £ 0;

0275,612 —oe?t oet), § =0,0 > 0;

0275, +(e'? — (0 + 0)e3t),oet), 6 > 0,0 ¢ {0, —6}.

e o
A~ N NS
<t
N
2
>,

Proof. Let j ttf,w be a Lagrangian ideal contained in ker?). The condition of j being La-
grangian implies that dim(j n {(e2,e3)) = 1. Computing ad.,, we see that dim(ade,(j)
{ea,€3)) = 2, contradicting the hypothesis that j is an ideal.

Let j © toro be a Lagrangian ideal contained in ker ). The condition j < ker ¢ implies that
j N {e1,e3), which must be non-empty, is spanned by e; — e3. But [ez,e7 — e3] = —es and
[eq, €1 — e3] = —ey, hence ey and e4 must both be in j in order for j to be an ideal. This is
clearly absurd.

Let j < v}, be a Lagrangian ideal contained in ker . The condition of j being Lagrangian
implies that dim(j n (es,esy) = 1. Computing ade,, we see that dim(ade, (j) N {es,eq)) = 2,
contradicting the hypothesis that j is an ideal.

Let j < v}, "s be a Lagrangian ideal contained in kerJ. The condition of j being Lagrangian
implies that dim(j n (e2,e3)) = 1. Computing ad.,, we see that dim(ade,(j) N {ea,e3)) = 2,
contradicting the hypothesis that j is an ideal.

Let j < 0, 5 be a Lagrangian ideal contained in ker?. The condition of j being Lagrangian
implies that dim(j n {e1,e2)) = 1. Computing ad.,, we see that dim(ade,(j) N {e1,e2)) = 2,
contradicting the hypothesis that j is an ideal. ([l

4.2. Other remarks concerning Table 2. In Table 2 there are four examples of Ics Lie
algebras whose structure can not be deduced from the results contained in Theorem 1.4 and
Proposition 1.17, namely

o (tty,, e+ —2yel), v > 0;
(tore, e’ 4+ 24 —el —¢e3), 0 > 0;
(vh, oel? + €31, —2el), o # 0;

i 14 4 23 4
(t4,fy,6’ € i € ’7276 )a Y #* 0.

The first and the last were treated in Examples 1.10 and 1.11 respectively, in view of the
construction of Section 1.2. We use the same construction to show how to recover the second
and the third one.

By —el —¢®), 0 >0, weset w=e* and n = —5%(e" — €3), so that
Q =w+n A moreover, V = f%(el —e3) and U = *%61 — %63. The Lie algebra h = ker 1} >~
{e1 — e3, €9, e4) is isomorphic to t3 _1 = (dft = 0,df? = —f12,df® = £!3) and is endowed with
the cosymplectic structure (n,w). The derivation D = ady: h — b satisfies D*n = 0 and

D*w = —w.

For (toty, o€
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For (t’2,0612 + €34, —2e!), 0 # 0, we set w = €3 and n = %62, so that Q = w 4+ n A J; we
compute V = %62 and U = *%61. The Lie algebra h = ker ¢ =~ {eg, e3,ey) is isomorphic to
to = (dft = 0,df? = f13,df? = — f'2) and is endowed with the cosymplectic structure (1, w).

The derivation D = ady: h — b satisfies D*n = 0 and D*w = —w.

5. COMPACT FOUR-DIMENSIONAL LCS SOLVMANIFOLDS

In this section we consider connected, simply connected four-dimensional solvable Lie groups
which admit a compact quotient and study their left-invariant lcs structures. Such groups have
been studied by Bock and the next proposition is a distillation of the pertinent results contained
in [15]. We put particular emphasis on solvmanifolds which are models for compact complex
surfaces and for symplectic fourfolds.

Proposition 5.1 (|15, Table A.1]|). Table 3 contains all four-dimensional Lie algebras whose
corresponding connected, simply connected solvable Lie groups admit a compact quotient.

Lie algebra [15] Complex surface Symplectic
R* 491 Torus v
ths g31®Dg1 Primary Kodaira surface v
T3 1 954 Do X v
g - Do Hyperelliptic surface v
ny 94.1 X v
Ta—(14a) —1l <a< —% g;éua)’a X X
t;_%ﬁ, >0 glé’% Inoue surface S° X
04 g1s Inoue surface S+ X
U %, Secondary Kodaira surface X

TABLE 3. Four-dimensional Lie algebras associated to compact solvmanifolds.

Suppose I'\G is a compact solvmanifold. It is known (see |2, 28, 35, 42|) that if G is
completely solvable Lie group (that is, the eigenvalues of the endomorphisms given by the
adjoint representation of the corresponding Lie algebra are all real) or, more generally, if it
satisfies the Mostow condition (that is, Ad(I') and Ad(G) have the same Zariski closure in
GL(g), the group of the linear isomorphisms of g), then we have isomorphisms

e H*(g) =~ Hj,(I'\G), where H*(g) is the Lie algebra cohomology of g;

o Hi(g) = Hy(I'\G). Here ¥ € g* is a closed 1-form mapping to itself under the natu-
ral inclusion g* — QYI'\G) (this is well-defined since H3(I'\G) depends only on the
cohomology class of ¥) and Hj(g) is the cohomology of the complex (A*g*, dy).
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Corollary 5.2. Let G be a connected, simply connected solvable Lie group. Assume that G
satisfies the Mostow condition and let T\G be a compact solvmanifold, quotient of G. Then

Hj(g) = Hy(T\G).

5.1. R%. Clearly R* does not have any left-invariant lcs structure. However, a result of Martinet
[33] implies that every oriented compact 3-manifold admits a contact structure. This is the case
for T2, hence T* = T3 x S' admits a lcs structure of the first kind. Notice that contact structures
exist on all odd-dimensional tori (see [17]), hence all even-dimensional tori of dimension > 4
admit a lcs structure of the first kind. It is not clear whether 7% can admit a locally conformally
Kihler metric, but it certainly carries no Vaisman metric since by (T*) is even, see [29)].

5.2. ths. Notice that ths is a nilpotent Lie algebra. The only lcs structure on ths is of the first
kind, hence the same is true for the left-invariant lcs structure on any nilmanifold, quotient of
the connected, simply connected nilpotent Lie group with Lie algebra ths. Every nilmanifold
quotient of this Lie group carries a left-invariant Vaisman metric (see [10, 47]).

5.3. tr3 _1. This Lie algebra admits two non-equivalent lcs structures, namely
(612 _ol3 24 _ 634,64) and (612 n 634’61)‘

The first one is of the first kind, hence the same is true for a left-invariant lcs structure on any
solvmanifold, quotient of R x M3 _1, the connected and simply connected completely solvable
Lie group with Lie algebra tr3 _1. Such a solvmanifold is the product of a 3-dimensional contact
solvmanifold, quotient of the Lie group with Lie algebra v _1, with S.

We consider now the second structure. We compute H3(rr3 _1) = {[e'?],[e!]), hence the
lcs structure (e!? + 34 el) is not exact. The characteristic vector is V = —es; according to
Section 1.2, we set n = —e? and w = €3* so to have Q = w + n A 9. The condition —1yQ = 7,
yields U = eq, hence wyw = 0 = 1wyw. The Lie algebra ker 9 = (e, e3,e4) is abelian, hence we
denote it R3; it is endowed with the cosymplectic structure (n,w) = (—e2, e3*). The derivation
D = ady: R® — R? is given by the matrix diag(1,—1,0). Exponentiating, we obtain a 1-
parameter subgroup of automorphisms of R3, p: R — Aut(R?), ¢t +— diag(e?,e~,1). Since
R3 is abelian, the exponential map exp: R?> — R3 is the identity and p is a l-parameter
subgroup of automorphisms of R? (seen as a Lie group). We consider the semidirect product
R3 x, R (clearly R? x, R =~ R x M3 _1); to construct a lattice in R® x, R compatible with
the semidirect product structure we need to find some value ¢y for which p(ty) is conjugate
to a matrix in SL(3,Z). To do so, we consider the characteristic polynomial of p(t): it is
— A3+ (1 +exp(t) +exp(—t))A2 — (1 +exp(t) + exp(—t))A + 1. In particular, p(tg) is conjugated
to a matrix in SL(3,Z) only if 1 + exp(to) + exp(—tp) = n for some n € Z, and in this case the
characteristic polynomial —\% + nA%? — n + 1 is the same as the one of the matrix

0 1 0
~1 n—1 0|eSL3,2).
0o 0 1

The equation 1 + exp(t) + exp(—t) = n has solution for n > 3, that is,
n—14+4/(n—1)72—-4

to(n) = log 5
For example, for n = 4, we get that tg = log (3+2‘/5> gives p(to) is conjugated to the matrix
0 10
A=|-1 3 0]eSL(3,Z),

0 01
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i.e. there exists P € GL(3,R) such that PA = p(tg)P. Let Z® denote the standard lattice
in R and set T'g = P(Z3). Then p(to) preserves I'g and T x, (toZ) is a lattice in R3 x, R.
The group R? is endowed with the left-invariant cosymplectic structure (n,w) = (—e2,e3*). By
construction p(tp) descends to a diffeomorphism 1 of T3 = I'g\R? which satisfies ¢*n = efon
and 1*w = e w. The solvmanifold (I'y x, (tcZ))\(R? x, R) is identified with the mapping
torus (1), and is endowed with the lcs structure (e'? + €3, el). Since R x Rz _; is completely
solvable, Corollary 5.2 yields an isomorphism

H((To 1 (toZ)\(R x, R)) = Hj(vrs 1),
hence the les structure (e'? + 34, e!) on (T3) is not exact.

5.4. wf o+ The only les structure on el ols (e 13 24 e%); it is of the first kind, hence the same is

true for the left-invariant les structure induced on any solvmanifold, quotient of the connected,
simply connected nilpotent Lie group with Lie algebra tt370. The resultlng solvmanifold, Wthh
is the product of a 3-dimensional solvmanifold with a circle, is a model for a compact complex
surface, namely the hyperelliptic (or bi-elliptic) surface. It does not carry any lcK metric.

5.5. ng. Both lcs structures on n4 are of the first kind, hence the same is true for the cor-
responding left-invariant lcs structures on any nilmanifold, quotient of the connected, simply
connected nilpotent Lie group with Lie algebra ns. A nilmanifold quotient of such group pro-
vided the first example of a lcs 4-manifold, not the product of a 3-manifold and a circle, which
does not carry any lcK metric, see [13].

5.6. tyn _(14a) 1 <a< —5 One has 8 = —1 — «, hence —5 < 8 < 0. For such values of

the parameters, this Lie algebra admits three non-equivalent lcs structures:
o (e!3 + e act);
° (614 +623,e4);
o (2 4+ 63 —(1+a)e?).

We have

H2 4 (ta0,-(14a)) = LD HaA(t0,—(4a)) = ] and H? (|, o4 (ts0,-(14a)) = (],
hence none of the above lcs structures is exact.

We start with the first structure. The characteristic vector of (e + e, aet) is V = aey;

according to Section 1.2, we set 1 = 1 e? and w = e'3, so that Q = w + 1 A Y. We compute
U = $e4, hence wyw = 0 = ww. The Lie algebra ker¢ = (e, eq,e3) is abelian, hence we

denote it R3; it is endowed with the cosymplectic structure (n,w) = (éez, 613>. The derivation
D; = ady: R?® — R3 is given by the matrix diag (1 1 71+a> and vy, (14a) = R3 xp,
R. Exponentiating D; we obtain a l-parameter subgroup of automorphisms of R3, p;: R —

Aut(R3), t — diag <exp (L) ,exp (t),exp (—@)) The exponential map exp: R? — R3 is

the identity and p; is a 1-parameter subgroup of automorphisms of the Lie group R3. The only
connected, simply connected solvable Lie group with Lie algebra vy, _(14q) 18 isomorphic to
R3 x,, R. For A > 1 consider the Lie algebra sol; = (A14,24, —(1 + X\)34,0). It is easy to see

that 50[‘){ =ty L gL . Let Sol4 denote the unique connected, simply connected solvable Lie
’ 2

group with L1e algebra 50[4 A lattice in Sol)\, compatible with the corresponding semidirect
product structure Solj = ]R3 X, R, p(s) = diag(e A5 e85, e~(14%) has been constructed in [31,
Proposition 2.1] for a countable set of parameters A. Using this isomorphism, we find (for a
countable set of parameters «) t; = t1(a) € R such that pi(¢1) is conjugated to a matrix in
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SL(3,Z), hence, arguing as above, a lattice of the form I'y x, (£,Z) contained in R3 x,, R. The
group R? is endowed with the left-invariant cosymplectic structure (n,w) = <ée2,el3>. By

construction pi(t1) descends to a diffeomorphism 7 of T3 = T'{\R3 which satisfies 1fn = e'in
and ¢fw = e""'w. The solvmanifold (I'y x,, (t1Z))\(R3 x,, R) is identified with the mapping
torus (73),, and is endowed with the lcs structure (e'® +e?*, ae?). Since R3 x,, R is completely
solvable, Corollary 5.2 yields an isomorphism

H3((T1 %, (MZ)\(R? %, R)) = Hi (tg.0,—(110)) »

hence the lcs structure (e!? + 34, e) on (T3),, is not exact.

We continue with (e'* 4 €23 e*); the characteristic vector is V = ej; we set n = el and

w=e?3 sothat Q = w +n A Y. We compute U = ey, hence 1yw = 0 = 1yw. The abelian Lie

algebra kerd = ey, e2,e3) = R? is endowed with the cosymplectic structure (n,w) = (e!, e23).
We have the derivation Dy = ady: R? — R3, given by Dy = diag(1,a, —(1 + )). The same
argument as for the previous lcs structure provides 1-parameter subgroup of automorphisms
p2: R — Aut(R?) so that the given Lie group can be written as R3 X p, R; moreover, for some
ta € R, pa(t2) preserves a lattice 'y « R3, hence we obtain a lattice I'y x,, (t2Z) = R3 x,, R.
The group R? is endowed with the left-invariant cosymplectic structure (n,w) = (e!,e??). By
construction po(ts) descends to a diffeomorphism 9 of T3 = I'y\R? which satisfies 15y = ef2n
and ¢iw = e~2w. The solvmanifold (I'y x,, (£2Z))\(R3 x,, R) is identified with the mapping
torus (T3)y, and is endowed with the lcs structure (e!* + €23, e?). Arguing as above, the lcs

structure (e'* + €3, e?) on (T3), is not exact.

In the last case, (e!? + €34, —(1 4+ a)e?), the characteristic vector is V = (—1 — a)e3 and

we set n = —l}rae3 and w = e'?, so that @ = w+n A ¥. We compute U = _H%ezl,
hence 1w = 0 = wyw. Moreover, we have a derivation D3 = ady: R? — R3, given by
D3 = diag(—p%o{7 — Tt 1). The same construction as above produces a solvmanifold (I's x,,

(t3Z))\(R? x,, R). The torus T = I's\R? is endowed with the left-invariant cosymplectic
structure (flJ%ae?’, e'?) and a diffeomorphism 13 satisfying ¥¥n = e'n and Yiw = e w. The
solvmanifold (I's x,, (t3Z))\(R? x,, R) is identified with the mapping torus (T%)y,. By the
same token, the lcs structure (e!? + €34, —(1 + a)e?) on (T3),, is not exact.

Proposition 5.3. Forie {1,2,3}, the solvmanifolds (T?’)wi constructed above are examples of
4-dimensional manifolds which admit lcs structures but neither symplectic nor complex struc-
tures. Moreover, (T®),, are not products of a 3-dimensional manifold and a circle.

Proof. 1t is clear that (T?’)W are neither symplectic nor complex manifolds. That they are not

products follows from the same argument as in [12, Example 4.19, Proposition 4.21]. O
5.7. tﬁl 15 0>0. Wechoosey = —%, otherwise the Lie algebra is not unimodular and can not

b 27
admit compact quotients. This Lie algebra admits two non-equivalent lcs structures, namely

(Qi’ 19) = (614 + 623’ 64) >

both non-exact since [e?*] # 0 in H§<t£1 ). The characteristic vector of (Q4,9) is V = ey;

1
1l
bl 27
according to Section 1.2, we set n = e! and wy = +e?? in order to have Q = w +n A . We
compute U = ¢4, hence 1ywy = 0 = wywy. The Lie algebra kerv = (e, e9,e3) is abelian,
hence we denote it R3; it is endowed with the cosymplectic structures (n, 4+w) = (e!, +e23).
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The derivation D = ady: R? — R? is given by the matrix
1

D=0 —
0

Exponentiating it, we obtain a l-parameter subgroup of automorphisms of R3, p: R —

Aut(R3),

el 0 0
t—exp(tD) =10 e 2costd e 2sintd
0 —e 2sintd e 2costd

Since R? is abelian, the exponential map exp: R? — R? is the identity. Hence p lifts to a 1-
parameter subgroup of automorphisms of R? and the only connected, simply connected solvable

Lie group with Lie algebra tﬁ; _1 4 is isomorphic to R3 p»R. We show how to construct a lattice
K 2 K

of the form I'g x, (t0Z) in R3 x, R, where £y € R is to be determined, for special choices of 4.

We determine ¢ in such a way that p(o) is conjugated to a matrix in SL(3,Z). Choose § of

the form % for m € Z where ?( has to be fixed such that mty > 0. In this case, we are reduced

to the diagonal matrix

exp(to) 0 0
exp(toD) = 0 (—1)™ exp(—3to) 0
0 0 (—1)™ exp(—Lto)

We have to solve the equations
el + (*1)7”267%150 =p
2e3t0 (—1)me~to =g¢

where m € Z and p,q € Z, for tg such that mty > 0. For example, we choose m = —1 and
p = —5, ¢ = —3, and we solve for tg < 0. We consider the curves ¢;(z) == 2> + 5z — 2 and
@a(x) = 223 + 3z% — 1. Since ¢1(0) = —2 < —1 = ©2(0) and ¢1(3) = 2 > 0 = pa(3), there
exists 0 < xp < % such that ¢1(z9) = @2(xo). Then tg == 2log xg < 0 solves the above system.
Therefore there is a lattice I'g in R? such that p(to) preserves I'g. We consider the solvmanifold
(To %, (toZ))\(R? x s R) = (FO\R3)¢7 where p(tg) descends to a diffeomorphism 1 of the torus
I'o\R? which acts on the cosymplectic structure (7, +w) = (e, £e??)) as *n = exp(to)n and
Y*w = exp(—tp)w. Then the solvmanifold is endowed with the lcs structures (e'*+e23 e*). The
Lie algebra t;_ 14 is not completely solvable, hence we can not use Corollary 5.2 to determine
whether the lcs 2stlructulres on the solvmanifold are exact. Notwithstanding, the validity of the
Mostow condition for the Inoue surface of type S° is confirmed in [5] (see also [38]), hence we
conclude, using Corollary 5.2, that the resulting lcs structure is not exact.

5.8. 04. On this Lie algebra there are many non-equivalent lcs structures:

(1) (e'? — oe?t, oet), o > 0;
(2) (612 _ 634 + 624, 64);
(3) (i€14 + 623,64).

These lcs structures provide left-invariant lcs structures on any compact quotient of the con-
nected, simply connected solvable Lie group with Lie algebra 04 and have been investigated by
Banyaga in [7]. In particular, using such solvmanifold (which had been previously studied in
[3]), Banyaga constructed the first example of a non dy-exact lcs structure.
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The first lcs structure is of the first kind: we have V' = —e3 and U = <. Moreover
kert = {eq,eq,e3) is isomorphic to heiss, the 3-dimensional Heisenberg algebra; it is en-
dowed with the contact form 7 = —e®. The transversal vector U induces the derivation

D, = ady: heisg — heisg, D = diag (0, —0,0). Exponentiating it, we obtain a l-parameter
subgroup of automorphisms of heiss, p,: R — Aut(heiss), t — diag(e?,e %, 1). Notice that
po(t)*n = n. The connected, simply connected nilpotent Lie group with Lie algebra heisg is

Heisg = | z,y,z€ R

o O
o = 8
SRS

We can lift g, to a l-parameter subgroup of automorphisms of Heisg as follows: since the
exponential map exp: heis; — Heisg is a bijection, we have a diagram

. i .
Heisg —— Heisg

exp T T exp

heisg s, heisg

which defines a family of Lie group automorphisms p, : Heiss — Heisz via py = exp oj, oexp L.

One computes py (t)(z,y,2) = (etx,e %y, 2). The connected, simply connected solvable Lie
group with Lie algebra 94 is thus isomorphic to Heisz x,R. A lattice of the form I'g %, (t¢Z)
Heisz x, R, for a certain tg € R, was explicitly constructed in [45, Theorem 2|. The group Heiss
is endowed with the left-invariant contact structure n = —e3 which descends to the nilmanifold
I'p\Heiss. By construction p(ty) descends to a diffeomorphism v of I'g\Heisg satisfying ¢*n = 1.
Hence the solvmanifold (I'g x, (t0Z))\(Heis3 %, R) is identified with the contact mapping torus
(FQ\HGng)w.

For ¥ = e* we have H2(d4) = ([e?3], [€?*]), hence the second and the third structure are not
exact.

The characteristic field of the second one is V' = —e3. In this case, ker ¢ = (e1,e9,€3) is
isomorphic to heis;. We try to proceed as prescribed by Section 1.2 and set n = e? — €3,
w = e'?2 = dn, hence U = e4 and (heiss,n,w) is a contact Lie algebra endowed with the
derivation D = ady. This derivation satisfies D*n = —e?, hence we are in the general case of
the first Ansatz of Section 1.2, for which we have no structure results.

The characteristic field of the third lcs structure is V' = te;. According to Section 1.2
we set n = +el and w = €%, giving Q = w+n A Y. Then U = e4 and wyw = 0 = 1yw.
Again kerd = {ej, e, e3) is isomorphic to heiss, this time endowed with the cosymplectic
structure (£e! e?3). U induces the derivation D; = ady: heis; — beisy, D = diag (1, —1,0).
Exponentiating it, we obtain a l-parameter subgroup of automorphisms of heiss, p: R —
Aut(beisg), t — diag(e?, e, 1). We have

pt)*n =e'n and p(t)*w=c'w.

p lifts to a l1-parameter subgroup of automorphisms p of Heiss, p(t)(z,y, z) = (elx, e ty, 2)
and there exists a lattice 'y  Heiss preserved by p(tg) for some ¢ty € R. The left-invariant
cosymplectic structures (+e!,e??) on Heisg descend to cosymplectic structures on 'y = Heiss
and p(to) gives a diffeomorphism 1: T'g\Heiss — T'¢\Heisg satisfying 1*n = efon and ¢*w =
e "w. The solvmanifold (T %, (toZ))\(Heisz x, R) can be identified with mapping torus
(To\Heiss), and is endowed with the les structures (£el? + €23 e?). Being 04 completely
solvable, we apply Corollary 5.2 to see that the lcs structures are not exact.
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As already mentioned, using solvmanifolds M, ;. quotients of the connected, simply connected
completely solvable Lie group with Lie algebra 94, Banyaga constructed in [7] the first example
of a lcs structure (2, 9) which is not dy-exact. In [7, Question 3| he asked whether the dimension
of the spaces H)(M, ) (i = 1,2,3) with ¥ = e* is exactly one. In view of Corollary 5.2, we
can answer this question producing explicit generators for the Morse-Novikov cohomology:

Corollary 5.4. Let S be a solvmanifold quotient of the connected, simply connected completely
solvable Lie group with Lie algebra d4. For ¥ = e* we have:

HY(S) = H}(S) =0, HLS) =[], H3(S) = [®],[e*]) and H3(S) = (**]).

Remark 5.5. In [6, Example 2.1| the authors proved, using the vanishing of the Euler charac-
teristic for the Morse-Novikov cohomology, that the dimension of H3(S) must be at least two.
Analogous results to ours have been obtained, with a different method, in [38].

5.9. Dﬁw. The lcs structures on this Lie algebra are given by
(Q,9) = (e'? — o3t 0et), o >0.

All of them are of the first kind: we have V' = —e3 and U = 2. Moreover ker ) = (e, €2, €3)
is isomorphic to heiss, the 3-dimensional Heisenberg algebra; the transversal vector U induces
the derivation D = ady : heiss — beisg,

o Lo
D=|-1 00
0 00

Exponentiating it, we obtain a l-parameter subgroup of automorphisms of heiss, p: R —
Aut(f)ei53),

t t

coso sin_- 0
p(t) = exp(tD) = | —sint cosi 0
0 0 1

We lift p to a l-parameter subgroup of automorphisms p(t): Heiss — Heiss, p(t)(z,y,2) =

¢ ot ¢ o .
(zcos — —ysin -, xcos - + ysin -, z). For tg = 5o, ps, maps the lattice

| x,y,z € Z y < Heiss

—
Il
o O =
o = 8
—_ W

to itself, therefore I x, (toZ) is a lattice in Heisz %, R. The group Heiss is endowed with the
left-invariant contact structure n = e3. By construction p(ty) descends to a diffeomorphism
1 of I"'\Heis3 which satisfies ¢*n = 7. Hence the solvmanifold (I" x, (toZ))\(Heisg x, R) is
identified with the contact mapping torus (I"\Heis3).

6. APPENDIX: PROOF OF THEOREM 4.1

Proof. We assume throughout the proof that the non-degeneracy condition for €2 holds. This
means that, for a generic 2-form @ =3, ., ;4 w;rel,

W12wW34 — Wi3was + wigwog # 0 (+)
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6.1. thy, (0,0,—12,0). Take a generic 1-form ¥ = Z?:l ¥;e) and a generic 2-form Q =
Dil<j<k<d wjrel®. By computing d(v) = —U3e'? we see that 93 = 0 must hold, so the generic
Lee form is ¥ = d1e! + 92 + d4et. We assume 97 + 93 + 92 # 0, otherwise we are in
the symplectic case. We compute dy§) = (—qwaz + Powiz)e!? + (—wsq — Y1woy + Vowig —
Vawi2)et? + (=9 w3y — Yawi3)et®t + (—¥awsy — P4woz)e?d. The parameters must therefore
obey the following conditions:

(1) 191(4)23 — 792(4)13 =0

(2) wag + V1w — Vowrg + Yawiz = 0
(3) Hwsa + Fawiz =0
(4) ’192(,034 + 194(,023 =0
(5) V2 + 92 +92 £0
Assume first that ¢4 = 0. Equation (5) implies that either ¢; # 0 or ¥2 % 0. Assume ; # 0;
then from (3) follows w34 = 0 and, from (2), Y1wey = Yowi4, which gives woy = ’9%”114. (1) gives

792w13

woz = Plugging this into (), we get a contradiction. Thus ¢; = 0. Arguing in the same
way, we see that ¥ must vanish.

As a consequence, we may assume ¥4 # 0. It follows from (3) that w3 = 719119% and from
(4) that weg = —%‘f“. The lcs structure is therefore
9 = Vel + 0ge® + U4,
w3q + Vqwayg — VYow Hw Pow
0O - _ 34 1W24 2W14 ol2 _ 1 34613 —|—w14el4 2W34 23 —|—w24e —|—w34634
Y4 V4 Uy

together with Condition (1) and ¥4 # 0. Furthermore, (#) gives w34 # 0. We consider, in terms
of the basis {e!, e? €3, e} of thi, the automorphism given by the matrix

Y1 g wials Iy
w34 w3, w34
0 1 —wa V2
4;)934 U4
0 0 — w—4 0
34 1
0 0 0 o

This gives the normal form

9 = et
O — l2_ 3

6.2. tr3, (0,—12—13,—13,0). The generic closed 1-form is ¥ = ¥1e! + 79464 Imposing further-
more the conformally closedness of the generic 2-form Q = >, _ <j<k<d w]ke] with respect to ¥,
we obtain the following equations:

(1) (791 + 2)0«)23 =0

(2) (V1 + Nwag = —Vawi2

(3) (V1 + Nwsg = —wag — Vawi3
(4) 194(4)23 =0

(5) V3 +9%1#0

Assume first that 94 = 0; by (5), ¥1 # 0. Assuming ¥ = —1, (3) gives waq = 0 and (1) gives
woz = 0. Under these hypotheses, the lcs structure is

9=—e'" and Q= wpe?+ (.U13613 + w14614 + W34€34
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and the non-degeneracy condition (#) yields wiswss # 0. In terms of the basis {e!,e?, €3, e}
of (rr3)*, we consider the automorphism given by the matrix

1 0 _ wi4 W13
1 w34 w34

0L 0 0
12 1

0 0 0

This gives the normal form

v —et
Q = el24eH
Assuming 7 = —2 instead, (2) gives was = 0 and wzg = 0 follows then from (3). Under these

hypotheses, the lcs structure is

9=—-2" and Q= wpe'®+ wlgelg + wyget + w23623

and the non-degeneracy condition () yields wiqwas # 0. According to the sign of w3, we
consider the automorphism given by the matrix

1 _wi3 wi2 0
w23 w23
1
0 /12 O 0
1
0 0 = 0
0 0 o L
14

which provides the normal form

) —2¢!
Oy = eld4 e

If ¥; ¢ {—2,—1,0}, then (1), (2) and (3) give weg = wog = wsy = 0, which contradicts the
non-degeneracy.

A Grobner basis computation shows that the two models above are distinct. More precisely,
we proceed as follows. We consider a matrix A = (a;;) € Mat(4,R). The condition for A to
yield an automorphism of tr3, namely d(A(e¥)) = A*2(d(e¥)), produces the ideal

I = (—a21,—ai2a21 — a13a21 + ai1az2 + a11a23 — a2, —A13a21 + 11023 — A23, —A24,
—a21 — a31, —G12031 — A13G31 + 4110432 + A11G33 — Q22 — 432,
—Q13a31 + @11a33 — A23 — A33, —A24 — A34, —A12G41 — A13Q41 + Q11042 + A11043,
—Q13a41 + 11043, —122G31 — 4230431 + 21432 + 421033, —G23A31 + A21433,
—Q22041 — (23041 + A21G42 + 421043, —A23041 + A21043, —A33041 + A31043,

—a32a4] — (33041 + (31042 + A31043) Q[aij]-

14 2

14 1 €23 into Qy = e — 23, we get the ideal

In order for A*2 to transform ; = e
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I, = (—a14621 — a13a22 + a12a23 + a11024, —A14021 — G13G22 + 12023 + A11024,
—a14G21 — 13022 + @12023 + A11024, —G14021 — Q13422 + A12023 + 11024,
—a14G31 — 13032 + 12033 + A11034, —G14A31 — Q13032 + A12a33 + 11434,
—a14G31 — 013032 + 12033 + 411034, —G14031 — Q13032 + 412033 + 11034,
—a14041 — 13042 + Q12043 + a11044 — 1, —A14a41 — 13042 + a12043 + a11044 — 1,
—a14041 — A13042 + A12043 + a11044 — 1, —a14a41 — 13042 + a12043 + a11044 — 1,
—Q24a31 — A23a32 + G22a33 + a21a34 + 1, —a24a31 — ag3aze + azeass + asrazs + 1,
—Q24031 — A23a32 + G22a33 + a21a34 + 1, —ag4a31 — agzaze + azeass + asrazs + 1,
—0a24041 — 023042 + (22043 1 021044, —G24041 — Q23042 + 022043 + (21044,
—0a24041 — 023042 + 22043 1 021044, —G24041 — Q23042 + 022043 + (21044,
—a34G41 — A33Q42 + A32043 + A31044, —G34041 — Q33042 + A320Q43 + A31044,
—a34G41 — A33Q42 + A32043 + A31044, —A34Q41 — A33042 + A32043
tazias) < Qlay;].

A Grdébner basis for I + I is given by
<a§3 +1,a11 — 1, a12, a13, az1, azx — ass, azs, 24, 431, 434, a41, A42, @43, A44 — 1)

and so the corresponding variety is empty.

We assume from now on that J4 # 0. From (4), was = 0, while, from (2) and (3),

U1+ 1 U1+ 1
w12=—( 1+ Dwyy and w13=—w24+( 1+ )w34.

194 194

The non-degeneracy condition becomes woy # 0 and the lcs structure is ¥ = ¥1e! + 94e?,

9 + Dw woy + (Y + Nw
0= _Meu _ G Jwsa el + wige™ + wose?t + wyge.
794 194
The automorphism

_wia _9
1 i 0 ”

0 —w—244 0 0

0 Yqwzs Vg 0

w3, w24 .

0 0 0 9

gives the normal form

Y et
Q = el2 43—,

Finally, we have to exclude the existence of automorphisms of the Lie algebra transforming

one of the above Lee forms to another. We take a generic matrix A = (a;;) with respect to

the basis {e/} and we require that it is a morphism of the Lie algebra. We consider ¥; == —e?,
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U9 = —2e!, and U3 == e*. If we require also that A sends ¥; to ¥2, we have to solve the Grébner
basis
(a11 — 2, a1, a2, 23, a4, 31, A32, 433, A34, 441, G42, A43)
On the other hand, if we require that A sends 1 to ¥3, we have to solve the Grébner basis
(a11, a12,a13, 21, azz, azs, 24, az1, a3z, a3, a4, aq1 + 1)

Finally, if we require that A sends 2 to ¥3, we have to solve the Grébner basis

1
(alla a2, a3, a1, a2, a23, @24, 431, a32, 433, 434, 41 + 5

In all the cases A is not invertible.

6.3. tv3y, (0,—12,-XA13,0), A € [—1,1]. The generic 1-form ¥ = Z?:l ;€' has differential
dv = *192612 - )\193613.

Consider first the case A # 0. Then the generic Lee form is ¥ = 9e! + 9¥4e?. Imposing
dy€) = 0 we obtain the following equations:

(1) (191 +1+ )\)W23 =0

(2) (791 + 1)WQ4 + Y19 =0

(3) (191 + )\)W34 + Yaw13 =0

(4) 194(4}23 =0

(5) 03 + 935 # 0

Consider the case ¥4 # 0. Then wos = 0 by (4) and the generic lcs structure is

¥ = et + Ot
q = Wit Des p AHdwss gy, 0 aay ey 3

Iy Iy

The non-degeneracy condition (4) reads (A —1)waswss # 0, hence we exclude the Lie algebra
tr3 1 from this case and assume woy # 0 and w3zy # 0. If A # —1, the automorphism

_wi4 0 _%

1
% .
0 -2 0 0
S, (14)
0 0 = 0
0 0 0o+
4

yields the normal form (on trs ) with A ¢ {0,1,})

9 = et
0 — 61276137624+%634‘

If ¥4 = 0, then ¥; # 0 by (5), and we obtain the following equations:
(’191 + 1+ )\)w23 =0, (191 + 1)w24 =0, and (191 + )\)W34 = 0. (15)

Assume A # t1. Suppose first ¥ = —1; then wog = w3y = 0, () gives wiswas # 0 and the
generic lcs structure is

9=—e'" and Q= wpe?+ w13613 + w14614 + woget.
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The automorphism

€
=

o OO =
S O =€
)
=
£
OoO=rOoO O
w

Wiz
w24
0
0
1
w24

gives the normal form (on vrz y with A ¢ {0,1, —1})

9 = —el
Q = B4 e,
If ¥ = =\, was = wag = 0, (#) gives wiowsy # 0 and the generic Ics structure is
34

9=-Xe' and Q= wpe?+ wlgelg + wiget + wsge".

The automorphism

1 0 W4 w13

w34 w34

0 - 0 0
12

o0 1 0

1

0 0 0 -

gives the normal form (on vrs y with A ¢ {0,1, —1})

{19 = el

QO = el24e3
If ¥ = —1 — A, then way = w3g = 0, (#) gives wigwos # 0 and the generic les structure is
9 =—14+Ne! and Q=we'? + wize® + wiyett + woze®.

The automorphism

1 —Zf% oz 0
o T 1 o a9
0o 0 0 =
gives the normal form (on vrs y with A ¢ {0,1, —1})
{ v = —(1+N)el
QO = eM e,

If 91 ¢ {—1,—X,—1 — A} then (15) implies that wa3 = way = w34 = 0 and the les structure is
degenerate.

We exclude the existence of automorphisms sending one of the above Lee forms, 9, = —e!,

Yo = —Ael, ¥3 = —(1 + Nel, U,y :=‘e4, (A ¢ {—1,0,1}) to another. Therefore, consider
A = (a;) with respect to the basis {€/} and the ideal Iy = Q[a;j] assuring that A yields a
morphism of the Lie algebra. The ideal I;;, containing Ip and assuring that A sends ¥; to 9
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has Grobner basis Bj;, given by:
By = <a23033>\ — a23ass, A33aa3\, asz A’ — as3, azzsA? — aszz\, aszA?, as0asd, aszass,
22042, 423042, 422043, 023043, 22\ — (22, A34A, G42\, A11 — N, A1, 424, A31, (41)
Bz = <a33a43>\7 agsA? + ags\ — asz, agzA’, s\ + asz), asoass, as3ass, a3z, 422042,
23042, 433042, 434042, 023043, 22\, A34 N, a2\ + Q42,011 — X — 1,491, 24, 31, a32, a41)
Biy = (a13A, a3, asa ), a1, a1z, az1, a2, a3, a4, a31, a32, a41 + 1)
By = <a32)\2 — a3z A — az2,a11032 — 32, A11042, 432042, A11043, 432043, A11A — A — 1,
Ao\ + a42, a43\ + @43, 21, A2, A23, 24, A31, A33, 434, A41)
By = (a41)\ + 1, a11, a12, a13, as1, age, az3, a4, a31, 32, a33, Cb34)
B3y = (a13a41 + a13, 033041 + a33,a34a041 + 34, a13A, a33\, a3\, ag1 X + ag1 + 1,a11, a2,

a21, 22, 423, 24, A31, Cb32) .

In any case, we note that the zeroes of the ideal satisfy either ags; = age = a9 = agq = 0, or
(possibly in case Biy3) ag1 = asy = ags = a4 = 0; that is, A is not invertible.

Assume now X = 1. In this special case we get the following extra automorphism of (tvs;)*:

1 000
0010
01 00 (17)
0 0 01
Then (15) becomes
(’191 + 2)w23 =0, (191 + 1)w24 =0 and (’191 + 1)(,034 = 0. (18)
If 99 = —1, then weg = 0, (#) gives wiowss — wigway # 0 and the generic lcs structure is
9=—e' and Q= we'? + wizel + wige' + woue®t + waget.
If woswss # 0, then the automorphism
1 o1 0 wia
0 S 0 w84
W12W34—W13wW24
0 —wad 0
0 O W12w346w13w24 W12Wad—wl3wad
w24W34
gives ¥ = —el and ' = e!? 4 2 + €34, Apply now the automorphism
10 0 O
01 -1 0
00 1 0
00 0 1
to get the normal form (on tvs ;)
9 = —el
{ 0 el2 1 o34, (19)
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Suppose waq = 0; then wiswss # 0 and the automorphism

1 0 __Wi4 W13

oL 5

0 wOm 1 0 (20)
1

0 0 0 D1

gives again the normal form (19). If w3y = 0, (17) leads us back to the previous case.

If 99 = —2, then woy = w3q = 0, (#) gives wigweg # 0 and the generic lcs structure is
9=—-2" and Q= wpe'?®+ wlgelg + wiget + w23623.

The automorphism (16) gives the normal form
9 = —2e!
QO = el 4e®
If 91 # —1 and ¥ # —2, then wog = woy = w3y = 0, therefore 2 is degenerate.

The lcs structures with Lee forms ¢ = 561 and ¥y = —2e! are not equivalent. Indeed,
take A = (a;) with respect to the basis {e/}. Assume that A induces a morphism of the Lie
algebra and that it sends 11 to ¥2. This amounts to solve an ideal with Grobner basis

B = (a11 — 2,a21, 022,023,024, 031, G32, 433, 434, A41, 442, G43) -

This implies as; = ag9 = as3 = agg = 0, hence det A = 0.

Assume next A = —1. In this special case we get the following extra automorphism of
(teg,—1)*:
-1 0 0 O
0 010
0 1 00 (21)
0 0 01

Then (15) becomes
Pwaz =0, (9 +1)wey =0 and (¥ — 1)wsg = 0. (22)
Since 91 # 0, weg = 0 and (4) gives wiowss — wisway # 0 and the generic lcs structure is
9 =v1e' and Q= wpe? + w13613 + wige' + woge + w34634.

If 91 # 1, then (22) gives way = wsq = 0, which contradicts (4). Assuming ¥; = 1, we get
wos = 0 and the lcs structure

9=¢e' and Q= w12€12 + w13€13 + w14€14 + w34€34, (23)

with wiawsg # 0. Using

1 0 —wu ew
1 w34 w34
0 =5 0 0
0 O 1 0 ’
1
0 0 0 Ta1
we obtain the normal form (on trs 1)

9 = el
QO = el?2 4¢3,
If ¥; = —1 then w34 = 0; however, using (21), we are led back to (23).
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The lcs structures with Lee forms ¢ = e* and ¥ = el are not equivalent. Indeed, take

A = (aj),) with respect to the basis {¢/}. Assume that A induces a morphism of the Lie algebra
and that it sends ¥ to 5. This amounts to solve an ideal with Grébner basis

B = (a11013042 — 011012043, G11022 — 022, G11G23 + A23, 422023, 11032 + 432,
422032, 411033 — 433, 423033, 432033, 12041 — 11042, @13041 — Q11043, 422041,
23441, A32041, A33041, A22042, 23042, A32042, A33042, A22043, 423043,
(32043, a33043, 14 — 1, a21, a24,a31,a34, a44) .

Solving this Grobner basis, one sees that det A = 0.

The case A = 0 yields structure equations (0,—12,0,0). If 9 = Z?Zl Vi€’ is a 1-form, the
condition d = 0 gives 95 = 0, whence the generic closed 1-form is ¥ = ¥1e! +¥3e3 + 9 e* with
9?2 + 93 + 93 # 0. Computing dy$2 = 0, we obtain the following equations:

(191 + 1)w23 + 3w = 0;
(191 + 1)w24 + 194(4)12 = 0;
Viwszg — Y3wia + Jgwiz = 0;
’193(,024 — 194(,023 = 0.

We consider first the case J3 = 94 = 0; then 91 # 0; if 91 # —1, then (1), (2) and (3) imply
wez = way = w34 = 0, hence € is degenerate. Therefore we are reduced to ¥ = —e!, with (3)
implying w34 = 0. The non-degeneracy condition is A = wiqwez —wizway # 0. The lcs structure
is then
Y= —61, Q= w12612 + w13613 + w14el4 + (,UQ3623 + WQ4624.

If woy # 0, use the automorphism

1 0 0 @12
0+ 0 o
0 8 w24 w23
A
0 0 w14 —Ww13
If woy = 0, 80 wigwsg # 0, use the automorphism
w w
1 w—;g w—;g 0
0 1 0 0
1
0 O 0 o
0 0 L —2u

w23 w14w23

In both cases, we get the normal form
¥ = —el
Q = el e,
Consider now the case 93 + 93 # 0. We assume first 3 # 0; the generic lcs structure is then

¥ = el + 033 + V4et

Y1+ Dw w3g + wigt wozl
Q (—7( ! ) 23) 612 + wlgelg + (—34 ! 1374 614 + (,UQ3623 + L2374 4624 + (,U34634

193 193 193
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and the non-degeneracy condition reads woswsq # 0. Use the automorphism

9
T T
0 0 0
23
0 0 + 0
0 0 734 A3
w34 w34

to get the normal form

v = €
QO = —e2 42843,
If 93 = 0 but ¥4 # 0, the automorphism

1 0 00
01 00
000 1|’
0010
brings us back to the case we just treated.
The lcs structures with Lee forms ¢, == —e! and 5 = €® are not equivalent. Indeed, take

A = (aj),) with respect to the basis {¢/}. Assume that A induces a morphism of the Lie algebra
and that it sends %1 to 5. This amounts to solve an ideal with Grébner basis

B = (ai1,a12,a921, 022,023, G24,a31 + 1,041, a42) .

The solution yields as; = ass = as3 = agq = 0, hence det A = 0.

6.4. ttgﬁ, (0, —y12—13,12—+13,0), v = 0. The closedness of a generic 1-form ¥ = Z?zl Vel
gives the conditions vy — 93 = 0 = U3 + ¥9. Then ¥9 = Y3 = 0. So the generic non-zero
closed 1-form is ¥ = ¥1el + 9yt with 93 + 93 # 0. The condition dy€ = 0 gives

(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
We consider first the case ¥4 = 0. Then (2) gives wgqy = (7 + ¥1)waq and (3) gives woy =
— (v + Y1)wsy, implying wog = wzg = 0. If ¥ # —2, then (1) gives also weg = 0, whence {2 is
degenerate. Then ¥; = —27 (so v # 0). Then, in this case, the generic lcs structure is

9 = —2vel
Q= W12612 + wlgel?’ + w14el4 + WQ362

(27 + ’l91)W23 =0

(’7 + ’191)(,024 + wiothy — w3 =0
(’}/ + ’191)(,034 + wiz¥y +woy =0
(JJ23194 =0

3

with the non-degeneracy condition wiqwsz # 0. According to the sign of wog, the automorphism

1 - e

w23 w23
0 Twas 1 0
)
w14

gives the normal form (on tvj ., with v > 0)

¥ = —2vel
Q=elt 42
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Arguing as above, to check that the two models above are not equivalent, we have to check
that the variety associated to the Grébner basis

(a12a33a34 + %a%?, + %61;2»,4, 13033434 — %a12a13 - %a24a34, Q%Q + a%g, a12a22 — G12033,
a13a22 — A13a33, a3y — a%g, Q12023 — 13033 + @24, A13023 + 412033 + A34, Q22023 + A32a33,
a%g + 0;2»,3 + Q44, 012024 + A13034, Q13024 — A12034, A22024 + (32034 + 13, 6154 + a§4,
(23024 + A33A34 — A12, Q12032 + G13033 — A24, Q13032 — 412033 — (34, A22032 + 123033,
azzase — ageass — 1, azqa32 — agsasy + aiz, a%z + a§3 + 44, 024033 + A32034 + A13,
22034 — (33034, (23034 1 032034, 12044 — G412, A13044 — A13, G22044 — G433, A23044 + A32,
24044 — A24, 432044 + A23, A33044 — A22, A34Q44 — A34, %214 —1,a197 — a3, 137 + ax2,
Q227 — G337, a237Y + A327, Q247 — 434, A347Y + A24, Q447 — ¥, G11 — Q44, 421, A31, A41, G42, a43)

is empty. Indeed, by solving it, we are reduced to a3, + a%3 +1=0.

Consider now the case ¥4 # 0. Then (4) yields wa3 = 0. We get the generic lcs structure
Y= 19161 + 19464, U4 #0
Q= <w34—(vﬂ201)wz4) o124 (7wz4+(v1;2191)w34) 13 4 wrget + woge?t + way et

with the non-degeneracy condition w3, + w§4 # 0. Apply the automorphism

100 -2
4
010 O
001 O
1
000 4
to get the structure
O = 64
QO = (w3452w24> el? 4 (7%03;191-&124) eld 4+ %614 + %244624 + %3:1634
Consider first the case wa4 # 0 and choose z € (—3, §) such that tanz = —#3. The automor-
phism
1 0 0 0
0 cosz —sinz 0
0 sinz cosz O (24)
0 0 0 1
gives the structure
9" = e4

QO = vael? + ael? + %614 — ae?t

. N/ w3, w3 .
with o = —%. The automorphism

1 & 00
0 L 00
1
0o 0 5 0
0 0 01
gives the normal form
V= et

Q= yel? £ el _ 2
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If woy = 0 then ws4 # 0 and the lcs structure becomes

0’264
! w34 12 ywsa 13 | wia 14 | w34 34
Q—me goe” + ghe” + St

The automorphism (24) with z = 7 gives the lcs structure

0’264
I qywsa 12 | waq 13 | wig 14 wag 24
Q—me + Slre” + Ste Sie

which we can handle as we did with the general case.

Finally, we prove that no automorphism transforms ¥; == —2vye! into e*. The Grobner basis
approach as before applied to A = (a;1) (with respect to the basis {e’}), to which we ask to be
a morphism of the Lie algebra and to transform 1J; into 99, amounts to solving the ideal

2 2 2 2
B = (012 + ai3,a12a24 — A13034, A13G24 + A12034, Qo4 + A34, 12032 + G13G33,
2 2 1
13032 — (12033, 424032 — A33034, G432 + A33, 124033 + A32a34, A12a41 + §a13,
1 1 1
a13a41 — §a12, 24041 — 561347@32@41 + 5@33,

1 1
a33a41 — 032,034041 + £024,0127 + 13, Q137 — @12, 247 — A34,
2 2

1
a2y + as3, a33’y — a32, a34”y + a4, 0417y + 5 ai1, Q21,022 — a33,023 + a32,a31.

which gives that A has determinant 0.

6.5. tatg, (0,—12,0,—34). The closedness of a generic 1-form ¥ = Z?Zl ¥;el gives the condi-
tions Y9 = 0 = ¥4. The generic Lee form is then ¢ = ¥1e! + ¥3e3, with 19% + 19% # 0. Together
with the equation dy§2 = 0 for a generic 2-form Q = »;, j<k<d wjkejk, this yields

(1) Yiwaz + Yawiz = —was
(2) Dqwog = —was

(3) Yiwss — Y3wia = wia
(4) Jawoq = —wa

(5) V3 +9%#0

We assume first J1 = 0. By (5), 3 # 0 and, by (2), wa4 = 0. Moreover, (1) gives wip = —42.
The non-degeneracy condition () reads wa3(¥swiq4 — wsq) # 0, which implies wo3 # 0. Thus
the lcs structure is

w
Y =13¢> and Q= —%612 + wige!® + wige + woze? + wauet (25)
3

with the condition wyy(¥3 + 1) = 0.
-

We make now the assumption that wiy = 0, which forces wss4 # 0. Then (25) reduces to

w23
9 =193¢> and Q= —79—612 + wize'® + woge?® + wage? .
3
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In terms of the basis {e!,e?,e3,e*} of (tar2)*, we consider the automorphism given by the
matrix

1 —21 g
w23

0 = 0 0
23

0O 0 1 0

o 0 o L

w34

In the new base, the lcs structure reads
¥ =93¢ and Q = —e'? + 3 4+ 9323 .

Thus, every lcs structure with the hypotheses above 91 = 0, w14 = 0 is equivalent to

9 = eed
{ QO = —e2 et ree® 20 (26)

We assume next that wiy # 0; (3) implies that ©¥3 = —1, hence wy3 = w2 and the non-
degeneracy shows that we3z # 0 and wig + w34 # 0, the latter being equivalent to z—ﬁ # —1.
The lcs structure is then.

9 =—e and Q= wpe'? +wige!® + wiue' + wige? + w34e34 .

Applying the automorphism

1 0 0 0
0 L,
0 0 O e
w14
we obtain
9 = —¢® and QO = el2 4l 4 2 4 B34
w14
In this second case, every lcs structure is equivalent to
9 = —e3
{ Q = e24eMpeB et e -1

The above forms are not equivalent, up to automorphisms of the Lie algebra. Indeed, take
a generic A = (ajj) in the basis {€/}. By requiring that A is a morphism of the Lie algebra
sending Q7 = e'? + el + €23 + 1€ to Oy = e!? 4+ el + €23 + £2¢3*, where £ # —1 and
€9 # —1, we get an ideal whose Grobner basis is

2
B = (a32034,032044, 034044 — A34, A1, — Q44,3262 + 432, Q44€2 + Q44 — €2 — 1,
a11 — (44,012 + a34,013 + a44 — 1,014 + a32, as1, a2 — a44, a23,

agq — agq + 1,a31 + agq — 1,a33 — 44, A41, Q42 — Qa4 + 1, 043,61 — €2)
In particular, €1 = 9.

Moreover, the above normal form is not equivalent to (26) with ¢ = —1. Indeed, take
A = (aj)) with respect to the basis {e/} and assume that it is a morphism of Lie algebras
preserving 0 == —e> and sending Q; = —e!? + 34 — 23 to Oy == 2 + e 4 2 4 e for some
a # —1. Then we are reduced to find the zeroes of the ideal with Grébner basis (1).

We move to the case 93 = 0. By (5), 91 # 0 and, by (4), wey = 0. Moreover, (3) gives
w34 = ‘*7’9—114. The non-degeneracy condition (4) reads wis(wiz + Yiweg) # 0, which implies
wia # 0. The lcs structure is

23 4 Wl4 54 (27)

9 =1Ye! and Q= wpe? + w13613 + wige + wage 3
1
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with the condition wo3(¥; + 1) = 0 and 91 # 0.

Under the automorphism

0010
0 001
100 0|
0100

(27) becomes

w14
9= and Q= "¢ w13613 — w23614 — wise?® + wige* ,

Ul

which is equivalent to (25). This case deserves therefore no further analysis.

The last case is ¥193 # 0. If we assume that woy # 0, then (2) and (4) imply, respectively,
Y1 = —1 and ¥J3 = —1. From (1) follows wi2 = 0 and, from (3), w3y = 0. The non-degeneracy
condition () is then wisway — wigweg # 0. Thus the lcs structures is

9=—e"—¢> and Q= w13613 + wige + w23623 + woge?t .

The automorphism

1 —z—;i 0 0
0 1 0 O
0 0 1 —i—;i
0o 0 0
transforms the lcs structure into
9 =—el—e3 and Q' = <w13w24w w14w23> '3 + wye®t .
24
Finally, the automorphisms
1 0 00
1
0 5, 00
0 0 1 0
0 0 01
followed by
0 0 10
0 0 01
1 0 00
0 -1 0 0

shows that, in this case, every lcs structure is equivalent to

9 = —el—¢3
{Q = eeB e >0. (28)

The above forms are not equivalent, up to automorphisms of the Lie algebra. Indeed, take a
generic A = (aj)) in the basis {€/}. By requiring that it is a morphism of the Lie algebra that
sends Qp = 13 + € to Qy == e9e!3 + €24, where £; > 0 and &5 > 0, we get an ideal whose
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Grobner basis is

2
B = (aa24,a20a33 — a2, 024033, a33 — A33, A22042, A24042 — (33 + 1, 33042, 022044 — (33,
1
24044, 433044 — Q44, Q42044 , A22E1 — G22€2, 0241 + A24€2,A33E1 — 581 - 5527
Q42€1 + A42€2, A44E1 — A44E2,E] — €5,033E2 — 561 - 562,6111 — a33,0a12,

a1z + asz — 1,a14,a21, 23, a31 + asz — 1, a3, ags, aai, as3).

In particular, it contains (g1 + €2)aq2 (61 — €2)a4q, a1, aq3, from which it follows that either
€1 = €9, or A is not invertible.

Finally, we assume 9193 # 0 and wagq = 0. Equation (1) and (3) give

1+ v3+1

w23 and w34 =
3 1

The non-degeneracy condition implies wiqwog # 0 and ¥ + 93 # —1. The generic lcs structure

is, in this case,

wi2 = — w1i4.

—1-9 U3 +1
9 = Yie! + 79363 and € = leggeu + wlgelg + wigett + w23623 + 319 wige? .
3 1
The automorphism
w13
1 o 00
0 ; 0 0
0 O 1 0
1
0 0 0 53
provides the lcs structure
1+9 ¥3+1
W =d1e' + 93¢’ and Q= ———Lel? p Mt Py B3
’193 "91
giving the model
v = oe! +71éd
Q = —”T"elz + el e 4 TTH634, ot #0,0 +7# —1,0 < T.

Here, we can assume o < 7 up to the automorphism

0010
0 001
1 0 00
0100

We show that the above form with (o,7) = (—1,—1) is not equivalent to (28). As before,
take A = (aj;) with respect to the basis {e’}. The conditions for A to be a morphism of the Lie
algebra preserving # = —e! — €? and sending Qjag3es — le - %52, ajl — ass, ajy = aeld + e

2
(for some « # 0) to Qg = e! + €23 are given by the ideal with Grobner basis (1).

To conclude, we have to show that the above Lee forms are not equivalent up to automor-
phisms of the Lie algebra. Set 91 = e1e? (for €1 # 0 and &1 # —1), ¥o = e3> (for eg # 0
and g9 # —1), U3 = —e3, ¥y = —e! — €3, ¥5 == ore! + 11e® (for o471 # 0 and oy + 71 # —1
and oy < 71, and (01,71) # (—1,—1)), g = o9e! + me® (for o9 # 0 and 09 + T # —1
and o9 < 79, and (02,7) # (—1,—1)). Let Bj, be a Grobner basis for the ideal generated by
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the conditions that the morphisms associated to A = (a;j) with respect to the basis {e’} is a
morphism of the Lie algebra and sends 1; to 9;. We have

B = (a11a22 — G22,013024 — G24, Q12031 — (11432, A22G31, 422032, 414033 — Q13034, 4240433,
24034, 011042, 012042, 422042, 431042 — @42, A13044, A14044, A24044, A33044 — A44,
a13€1,A24€1,a33E1 — €2, A44€1 — A44E€2, A13E2, A14E2, A24E2, A21, A23, A41, a43)

Hence, if €1 # &9, then A is not invertible. We consider now

Bsg = (a22a2401 — a22a2402 + A22a247T1, G2203301 — 2203302 + 41302272,

(2203401 — (2203402 + A1442272, A1304201 + (3304202 — 41304272,
1404201 + 43404202 — A1404272, 42404201 — (2404272, 42204401 — 02204402,
4204401 + A42044T1 — 04204472, 42403102 — 42403171 — A1102472,
(2403202 — 2403271 — (1202472, 42404202 — 42404271,
(3104402 + A11Q44T1 — A11044T2, 3204402 + A12044T1 — 1204472,
4204402, 41302271 + 2201 — A2202, Q1343171 — 1143371 — 43102 + A1172,
1303271 — (1203371 — 43202 + G1272, A220337T1 — A2272,
13044271 — (4202, 43304271 + G4201 — (4272,
22044T1 — (2204472, 2202472, 11422 — 422, 13024 — 424, @12431 — A11G32, 422031,
(22032, 14033 — 13034, 424033, 424034, A11042, A12042, 422042, 31042 — (42, A13044,
14044, 024044, 433044 — Q44,01101 + Q1371 — 02,
a3101 + 3371 — T2, G21, 23, 441, 443) -

By solving the ideal, we get that det A = 0. Next we have
B31 = (a11a22 — a2, 012031 — a11a32, 22031, 422032, A11042, A12042,

22042, A31A42 — A42, 14044, A14€1, A44E1 + Q44,
a13, 21, a23, G424, A33 + €1, A41, CL43) .
Since g1 # —1, we get that the only solutions have det(A) = 0. As for Bsy, we have
B3y = (a11a22 — aze, 012631 — 411032, A22031, A22032, 011042,
(12042, A22042, 431042 — (42,013 — 1,a14 — a34, a21, G23,
= 24,033 — 1,041,043, 044) .
We easily get that it implies det A = 0. As for Bss, we get
B3s = (a11a2 — a2, 012031 — a11a32, 422031, 422032, 424034, A11042,
12042, G22042, 431042 — 042, 414044, 024044, 02401 + G24, 3401 — 1471, A44071,

A24T1, G44T1 + Qa4, Q13 + 01,021,023, a33 + T1, G41, Q43) -
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We get that det A = 0. Consider now By;. We have
By = (a14a2261 — 022034, A12024€1 — 24032, A14042E1 + 014042, 012044E1 + 012044,
(4204481 + 2042044, 013022 + A22, 413024 — 24, A22024, (13032 — A12033 — A12€1,
22032, 014033 — 413034, 422433 + A22€1, 424033, 424034, 412042, 413042, 422042,
024042, 433042 + A42€1 + G42, 013044, A14044, A22044, 424044, 433044 — (44,011 + 413,
a1, 023,031 + a33 + €1, 041, 043)
from which we get that det A = 0. As for Bys, we have
Bys = (a22a2401 + 2a22a24, A2403201 — A12024T1 + A24032, 42203401 — A14022T1 + 422034,
(2404201 + 024042, 03404201 — G14042T1 — A14042, 02204401 + 022044,
(3204401 — A12044T1 — (12044, 04204401, A22024T1, 42404271 + 124042,
(22044T1 + 022044, A42044T1 + 2042044, Q13022 + (2201 + 22, 13024 — A24,
(13a32 — A12a33 + a3201 — A127T1, A22032, 14033 — (13034, 422033 + 42271, 124033,
24034, 12042, A13042 + A4201, G22042, A33042 + Q4271 + Q42, A13044, A14G44, 424044,
433044 — Q44,011 + Q13 + 01, 21, 23,31 + A33 + T1, A41, A43)
As before, under the assumptions, we find det A = 0. Finally, we need to study Bis. We have
Bis = (a11a2 — a2, 013024 — a24,a12a31 — G11032, A22031, 422032, 14033 — (13034,
24033, A24034, A11042, A12042, 422042, 31042 — A42, 13044, A14044, 424044,
33044 — (44,131 — 01, A24E1 — 42401, A33E1 — T1, A44€1 — A447T1, 43301 — 41371,
A34071 — Q14T1, 44071, A24T1, A21, 423, G415 043)
This has no solution, if we require det A # 0.
6.6. t5, (0,0,—13 + 24, —14 — 23). The generic closed 1-form (and candidate for the Lee form)

is seen to be ¥ = ¥1e! + €2, 92 +19% # 0 If we impose, furthermore, the conformally closedness
of the generic 2-form 2 = Zl<j<k<4 wjke]k, we obtain the equations

(1) (791 + 1)0«)23 —wig — Yowiz =0
(2) (791 + 1)(4)24 + wi3 — Yowia = 0
(3) (791 + 1)0«)34 =0

(4) 192(4)34 =0

(5) 93+ 93 #0

We start by assuming 99 # 0. (4) implies w34 = 0; if ¥ = —1, then (1) gives wiy = —Jow1s
and (2) gives wis = Yawiy4; together, these conditions imply wys = 0, which in turn says w4 = 0,
contradicting non-degeneracy. Then 91 # —1 and combining (1) and (2) we obtain

w1z + (1 +91)way (14 93)wis + (1 + 91)way
d -
192 an w23 792(1 + 191)

The non-degeneracy condition reads then

Wiq4 =

19%00%3 + (wlg + (1 + 191)(,024)2 #0,
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which is equivalent to w?; + w3, # 0. The generic les structure is then ¥ = J1e! + ¥ae? and

wis + (1 + 9wz 1q (14 D3)wiz + (1 +91)was o5 4

13 2
o ’192(1 + 191) €7 T wae™

+

Q= W12612 + wise

In terms of the basis {e!, €2, €3, e*} of (v))* we consider the automorphism
-y
(29)

OO = O
o e 8

1
0
0
0

— o8

where z,y are parameters to be determined. In the new basis, the coefficient of e'? in the new
expression for € is

wio + 2 ((191 — 19%)0&3 + 191(1 + 191)0124

one sees that the coefficients of x and y vanish simultaneously if and only if w3 = woey = 0,
which would contradict the non-degeneracy hypothesis. This means that we can always choose
x and y so that (30) vanishes. The corresponding automorphism brings then € into

Q = wize'® + s ¥ (179:— U1 )ewan et 4 (1+ 79%);1(311(;1—; V1 )was e + woge?t (31)
while fixing 9. Next, we consider an automorphism
10 0 0
01 O 0 ’ (32)

0 0O cosz —sinz
0 0O sinz cosz

where z is a parameter to be determined. In the expression for € in the new basis, the
coefficient of €% is
(1 + 19%)0.)13 + (1 + 191)(,024

COS 2 — Wy Sin z; 33
192(1 + 791) 2 ( )
2
Assuming woy # 0, we choose z such that tanz = (1“9129)2“()111;(11):311)“}24. If wyy = 0, we choose
z = —%. In any case, under this automorphism the Lee form is unchanged, while
" "
wis + (1 + J1)w
Q' — wi'3el3 Ik (19 1)wsy old wlle? |
2
with
" w13 + (1 + 791)W24 .
Wi = W13 COS 2 — sin z
0P
and
2
” (1 + 792)(4}13 + (1 + 191)(,«)24 .
Wo,y = W94 COS 2 + Sin z .
24 792(1 + 791)
The non-degeneracy guarantees wfswh, # 0. Considering the automorphism

0 0

oSO O
OO = O
S+~ O

0
0 )
t
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with t = —~ we obtain
w13
1 " "
Q" =3+ 1+ 9y) 224 | 14 4 22024 (35)
2 w13 W13
" 2
A computation shows that Z?f‘ = - ﬂgf, hence
QO = 13 _ el 1+ 03 o
1+ % ’
Finally, using the automorphism
1 0 0 0
0 -1 0 O
0 0 1 0 (36)
0 0 0 -1
we can assume that 99 > 0. This gives the normal form
v = oel +71e? (37)
O = e —relt— —1117;72 et o+ -1, 7>0.

We consider now the case o = 0. This implies ©J; # 0, and conditions (1), (2) and (3) above
become

(191 + 1)0.)23 = W4
(U1 + Nwag = —wi3
(M +2wsy = 0
The case ¥; = —1 is excluded by the non-degeneracy, hence we consider the two cases wsq # 0
and wsg = 0. Let us start with wsy # 0, which implies ¥y = —2; the above conditions give then
w3 = —wig and wyy = wig,
and the non-degeneracy condition becomes wiowszy — w%?) —w?, # 0. The Lee form is 9 = —2e!,

while the generic Ics 2-form is then

Q= W12612 + W13(613 + 624) + w14(el4 — 623) + W34634.

The automorphism (29) with z = f:’—;‘ and y = f:’—;i clearly fixes the Lee form, while the
2-form is transformed into
2 2
W1oaW3y — Wis — W
Qf = Wiws 13 14012 4 e
W34

By the mean of the automorphism (36) we can assume ws4 > 0, hence (34) with ¢ = w—; allows
us to conclude that the normal forms is

9 —2e¢!

{ QO = ece?24+e %0

The above forms are not equivalent for different values of €. Let us assume that A = (a;;) is
a morphism of the Lie algebra, with respect to the basis {e/}, preserving § = —2e! and sending
O = e1e!2 + €34 to Qy == e9e!2 + €34, These conditions amount to solve the ideal with Grébner
basis

2 2 2 2
B = (af3 — a3y, ai13a14 + a23a24, a7y — G33,013G23 + 14024, Q13044 — A24, Q14044 + 23,
2
(23044 + Q14, 24044 — A13, Ggy — 1, a14€2 + Q14,2362 + a23,a11 — 1, a12,a21,

a2 — (44,031, 032,033 — 1,034,041, A42,A43,E1 — 62),
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from which it follows that 1 = &.

If wgy = 0, then we get w1z = — (91 + 1)waq, wig = (V1 + 1)weg and non-degeneracy yields
w35 + w3y # 0. The Lee form is ¥ = ¥1el, with 93 # —1, and the generic 2-form is

Q = wige'? — (91 + Dwge' + (91 + Dwgze'? + waze? + wyge®t.
Using the automorphism (29) we see that non-degeneracy guarantees the existence of numbers
x,y € R such that the coefficient of e!? in the new expression for Q vanishes, while the others
remain unaltered, i.e.

Q = —(91 + Dwase® + (91 + 1waze® + woze® + woye?

s

Using the automorphism (32) with J = —3,
way # 0. We consider the automorphism (32) with z such that tan z =
is fixed, while

we can without loss of generality assume that

“23 - Again the Lee form
w24

Q= —(9 + Duwhyye! + et

with wj, = waq cos z + woz sinz. Notice that non-degeneracy implies (wh,)? # 0. Finally, (34)

with t = fm gives us the normal form
9 = eel
QO = el3— ?11624, e¢{0,—1}
In case ¢ = —2, we show that the forms Q; = ae!? + e3* with o # 0 and Qy == e!® + €2* are

distinct. In fact, by computing the Grobner basis of the ideal generated by the conditions that
the generic matrix A = (a;) with respect to the basis {e’} gives an automorphism of the Lie
algebra sending 21 to {29, we get that it is generated by 1.

To finish the proof that the above forms are actually different it still remains to show that
there is no automorphism of the Lie algebra transforming one of the above Lee forms to another.
Set ¥ = o1e! + T2, ¥y = o9el + me?, (where 01 # —1, 09 # =1, 71 > 0, 2 > 0,)
V3 = —2el, ¥4 == e1e!, U5 == ege! (where e1,e9 ¢ {0, —1,—2}), and consider the generic linear
map associated to A = (aj;) with respect to the basis {e’}. Let Bji the Grébner basis of the
ideal obtained by requiring that A gives an automorphism of the Lie algebra, and that A sends
¥ to ¥. We find that:

o By contains ay1, ase, and (a3y + ai,)(o1 — 02), from which it follows that if A is
invertible, then oy = o5. The ideal contains now a12a§4 + a12a4214. If agy = agq = 0,
we get that also as3 = 0, whence det A = 0. Then assume that a2, + a3, # 0. We get
a1 = 0, and ag; = 0. The ideal contains now a§3 — a?A, from which a4y = +asz3. In
case agz = a44, by the element aqqm — asz7 in the ideal, we conclude that 71 = 7. In
case aqq = —ags, from agzm + azzme = 0, since 71 > 0 and ™ > 0, we get azs = a4q = 0,
contradiction.

e By5 contains the element (g1 — &) - (a?B + a2,). Therefore, either e; = eo; or as3 =
ags = 0. The ideal contains also a4 and a4, whence the latter case yields that A is
not invertible.

e Bs; contains a1, ass, 71(a3, + a?,). Since 71 > 0, it follows that a3 = asy = ags = 0.
Moreover, we see that ag1 = a4o = aqq = 0. The ideal contains now a§3 + ai?), from
which it follows that A is not invertible.

e Bj3, contains aq1, ag2, (61 + 2)((14213 + a2,), from which it follows that, since e; # —2, A
is not invertible.

e By contains a4, 49, 71 (a§4 +a3,), e1(azs — a43) - (azq + ay3). Since 71 > 0 and €1 # 0,
we get that aq1 = ago = ag3 = agq = 0, therefore A is not invertible.
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6.7. ng, (0,14,24,0). Taking a generic 1-form ¥ = Z?:1 ¥;e? and imposing closedness, we
see that the conditions 5 = 0 = 13 must be satisfied. The generic Lee form is therefore
¥ = Ve + Iget, with 92 + 92 # 0. This, together with the equation dy§2 = 0 for a generic
2-form Q= >}, j<k<d wjkejk, provides us with the following set of equations:

(1) 191(4)23 =0

(2) w13 + Y1wog + Yawis =0
(3) wo3 + Y1wsg + Yawiz =0
(4) 194(4)23 =0

(5) V3 + 95 #0

Assume 7 = 0. Then ¥4 # 0, which, in view of (4), implies weg = 0; plugging this into (3)
gives wys = 0, which gives, with (2), w12 = 0. This contradicts however (4).

We assume therefore ¥; # 0, which implies weg = 0 in view of (1). Plugging this into (3)

gives wyy = —%“113, while from (2) follows woy = *”13571794”12. Equation (4) reduces then to

2
%113 # 0, ensuring that w3 # 0.

The generic lcs structure is then given by

—w13 — Y4w12 Yawi3
9 =V1e' + 94t and Q= wige'?® + w13613 +owpgett 2 e et

91 2
In terms of the basis {e!,e?, €3, e*} of n}, we consider the automorphism
1
7 0 0 0
0 1 0 O
0 0 ¥ O
-4 0 0

In the new basis, we have

w12
¢ =e' and Q= 26?4 wizel® 4+ wigett — wige?t .

)
We consider now the automorphism

2

w12 Wio
1 Yiwis 20%w?, 0
_ W12 O

0 1 P1wi3
0 0 1 0
_ wiztYiwig

0 0 ot 1

In these new basis,
9 =€l and Q" = wiz(e?® — ).

According to the sign of wy3 we consider the automorphisms

1 0 0 0
/o1
0 TG 01 0
0 0 TG 0 ’
1
0 0 0 tos

the normal form for a lcs structure on ny is

|
o

! _ 1
{ Q, — i(el?’ _ 624)
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The above structures are different because the Grébner basis giving possible automorphisms
interchanging them is

2
<a44 + 1,a11 — 1,a12, a14, as1, a2 — a44,a23, 24, a31, a3z, ass + 1, a34,a41,a43>

which gives an ideal with empty variety.

6.8. vy, (14+24,24+34,34,0). Taking a generic 1-form ¢ = Z?:I ¥;e’ and imposing closedness,
we see that the conditions ¥; = 9 = ¥3 = 0 must be satisfied. The generic Lee form is
therefore 9 = ¥ e, with ¥4 # 0. This, together with the equation dy§2 = 0 for a generic 2-form
Q= Zl<j<k<4 wjkejk, provides us with the following set of equations:

1) (194 + 2)&)12 =0

2) (194 + 2)&)13 4+ wio =0
3) (194 + 2)w23 +wiz3 =0
4) 94 # 0

o~~~ S~

Assume ¥4 # —2. Then from (1) follows wis = 0; plugging this into (2) gives wiz = 0, which
gives, together with (3), wa3 = 0. But this contradicts (4).

We assume therefore ¥4 = —2; then (2) gives wiz = 0 and (3) gives wig = 0. The generic lcs
structure is then given by
¥ =—-2¢" and Q=wie™ + wy3e®® + woe® + wyget |

with the non-degeneracy condition wyqwsz # 0. In terms of the basis {e!,e?, €3, e*} of v, we
consider the automorphism

1

= 0 0 0
0 = 0 0
14
0o 0 = o’
0 w34 w24 1

which gives the normal forms on t4:

9 = —2¢4
Q = e toe®, o#0.

The above structures are different. Indeed, the automorphisms associated to A = (a;i)
(with respect to the basis {¢/}) interchanging two forms Qy = e!* + 71e?? and Q5 = e!* + 09e?3
(where 01,09 # 0) and preserving 9 = —2e*, should belong to the variety associated to the

ideal with Grobner basis

2
B = (agg + (4202 — a31,04302 + a3z, a11 — 1,a12,a13, 14, a21 — agz, aze — 1,

a23, 24,033 — 1,a34, 044 — 1,01 — 02) .

But the ideal contains o1 — o9.

6.9. t4,, (14,424 + 34, 134,0). We suppose first that p = 0. A 1-form ¥ = Z?:l ¥;e’ is closed
if and only if ¥ = ¥5 = 0. The generic Lee form is then ¢ = ¥3e3 + ¥4e* with 19% + 19?1 #0. A
2-form 2 = 21<j<k<4 wjkejk is conformally closed with respect to ¥ if and only if:

(1) Jswi2 =0

(2) (194 + 1)&)12 =0

(3) (94 + w1z + wiz2 — Yawis = 0
(4) ’193(,024 — 194(,023 = 0
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We assume first that J5 # 0. Then wiy = 0 follows from (1), so that wyy = % by
3) and woy = %492 by (4). Under all these hypotheses, (4) yields wigwas # 0 and the lcs
93
structure reads

Vywa3 oy 34

Uy + Dw
7( 4 ) 13el4+w23623+ e”" + wyge .

U3 U3
In terms of the basis {e!,e?,e3,e*} of (ts0)*, we consider the automorphism

Y39 0 0
1

9 = V3> + 04t and Q = wize®® +

w13
0 5 0 0
0 0 Lg 0|’
0 g -5 1
which gives the normal form
9 = €3
Q = eB et 4ee? e#0

The above forms are non-equivalent. Indeed, take 0y = e!3 +eltyeie® and Q= el +elt+
£9e?3 for some £1,69 # 0. By requiring that the generic A = (ajk) (with respect to the basis
{e’};) is an automorphism sending € to €9, we are reduced to solve the ideal with Grébner
basis

B = (asez —asze + aq1,a11 — 1,012,013, @14, a21, a2z — 1, a3, a4, as1, asz — 1,

a4, 043,044 — 1,61 — €2),
from which we get 1 = e9.

Assume next that ¥ = 0; then ¥4 # 0 and (4) implies wog = 0. If 94 # —1, then wiy =0
follows from (2) and wy3 = 0 follows from (3); this, however, contradicts the (4). We can then
suppose that ¥4 = —1; then wjo = 0 follows from (3) and (4) implies wisway # 0. Thus

9=—€e* and Q= (JJ13613 + wige + woge + w34e34 .
The automorphism
‘:—?‘; (1) 0 0
0 Y 0 0
0 -2 = 0
0 0 —:’ﬁ 1

shows that a lcs structure on vy ¢ with 93 = 0 is equivalent to
9 = —et
Q = e e

The two lcs structures for vy are not equivalent. Indeed, consider the ideal assuring that

A = (aji) with respect to {€’} is a morphism of the Lie algebra transforming ¥; = e into
9 = —e*. Then we have to solve the ideal with Grébner basis
2
B = <a11a21, aj1,011031, 11034, 421034, A34041 — (31044 + A21, 011044 — A11,

21044, 12, G13, A14, G22 — (34,023, 424, 433,043 + 1)
By solving it, we get that A is not invertible.

We continue with the case p # 0. Take a generic 1-form 9 = Z?Zl ﬂjej ; the closedness

condition implies that ¥ = ¥9 = ¥3 = 0. Thus the Lee form is ¥ = ¥4e*, with ¥4 # 0. We
compute the 2-cocycles of the Lichnerowicz differential dy:



50 D. ANGELLA, G. BAZZONI, AND M. PARTON
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If ¥y # —pp— 1 and 94 # —2pu, there are not enough cocycles to give a non-degenerate 2. The
solution of the equations ¥4 = —p — 1 and ¥4 = —2p is (u, ¥4) = (1, -2).
We study first the case ¥4 = —p — 1, p # 1; since ¥4 # 0, we must assume p # —1. Thus
9= (—p— 1)64 and Q= wize'® + wige' + wase®t + waged? |

with wizwas # 0. We consider, in the basis {e!,e?, €3, e*} of (t4,,)*, the automorphism

w21 0 0
w13 1
N T ¢
0 & Lo |
Wiy w24
Wi4ws4 w14
0 2wi3wa4 w13

this gives
0 = (—p—1)et and Q = 42,
The given lcs structure is then equivalent to
v = (—p—1)et
Q = eB+e¥ pu#+l
Assuming next ¢4 = —2u, pu # 1, the lcs structure is

¥ = *2#64 and Q = wyge™ + w23623 + wose?t + w34634 ,

with wig4wes # 0. The automorphism

— 0 0 0
14
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 =g
gives
O = —2ue* and Q = e 4 woge® .
According to the sign of weg, the automorphism
1 0 0 0
1
0 Twaz (1) 0
0 0 o U
0 0 0 1
gives the lcs structure
v = —2ue
{ Gy = MeB uet (38)

The two forms are different. Indeed, by imposing to a generic automorphism A = (a;j) (with
respect to the basis {¢/}) to swap e!? + ¢ and e'* — €23, we get an ideal in R[a,j, 1] whose
Grébner basis contain the element a§3 + 1.

We show that, in case u ¢ {—1,0,1}, the lcs structures with Lee forms 9; = —(u + 1)e*
and ¥ = —2ue* are not equivalent. Indeed, the Grobner basis for the ideal generated by the
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conditions that A = (ajx) with respect to the basis {e} is a morphism of the Lie algebra and
it sends Y1 to ¥ is

B:

2
(a12a31 1t — ai2a31 + §a13a317 (220314 + A21a324L — A22031 — G21032 + 2a21a33,

2
a13a31 4 — @13031, A12G3240 — 12032 + §a13a32, a13a324 — a13A32,a12033 L — A12033,

a23a32(L — A22a33 4 — A23G32 + A22033 + 2a23a33, A21G33/4, A23A33 /4,

2
a31a33 — (22031 — 21032 + 021033, A33/4 + A23032 — 022033 — 423133,

1 1 , 1 1

Ct12,u2 - 5%2# + aizp — §a12, a3t 56113,u - 56113, a23,u2 — G234,

az1p® + a1t — azip + as, azap® — gt — ageft + 2assp — ass,

2 2 2 2
agsp” — ag3fL — a3z3pt — 23, A21 f° — G21 [, Agoft” — Agoft + 2ag3t, a11013, Aj3, A11G21,

1 1

2
, 12021 — §a13a31, 13021, G451, G11022 — 411033, @12022 + §a13a32 — a12G33, 413022,

a21a22, a%z + agzazy — ageazz — 2a23a33, 111023, 412023, 413023, 421023, 422023, a%g,
a23a31 + (21033, A13033, 411044 — 11, 12044 — 201244 — 201344 + a12 + a13,

a13G44 — 20130 + G13, A21 Q44 — A21[L, Q22044 — Q220 — A23[4, A23044 — A3 /L,

(31044 — A3114 — A21, A32044 — Q32040 — G331 + Q22 + (23, 433044 — A33U + G23,

At — 11, Gaaft + Qg — 240, G14, G4, A34) -

By solving it, we are reduced to as; = age = asg = agq = 0, then det A = 0.

The last case is pu = 1, giving ¥4 = —2. Here then

9=-2* and Q= w13613 + wyget + w23623 + w24624 + W34€34

with wigwoy — wigwaeg # 0. Notice that if w3 = 0, then we are in the previous case, and we
obtain the model (38) with p = 1. We assume next that wys # 0. The automorphism

1 0 0 0
0o 1 0 O
0 0 1 ©
w3q _wig
w13 0 w13 1
transforms the lcs structure into
¥ =2t and Q' = wize!® + whye® + wyze?
with wh, = «1sewaess o (. The automorphism
woy
=0 0 0
0 -~ 0 0
24 1
0 —=— 0
Way
0 0 0 1
brings the lcs structure to
w
9" = —2¢* and Q7 =e'd + 2+ —<w,23)2623 )
24
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The model for this case is then

9 = —2¢
QO = e+ tee® ceR

The above forms are not equivalent. Indeed, take Q; == '3 + ¢! + £1€?® and Qg = ! +
el + g9e?3 for some €1, # 0. By requiring the generic A = (a;i) (with respect to the basis
{e/}) to being an automorphism swapping §2; and €s, we have to solve the ideal with Grébner
basis

2 2 2 2 2
B = (a3ja33 + aj1a4362 — a11a35 — a33G4; + 431033042 + 03204281 — Q4104262 + 2032041
2
—a31042, 431033043 + A41043€2 — 433041 — G42€2 + A32,033041043 — 431043 + A12032
2 2 2
—a33042 + Q42,0110,3 — A79,A11032E1 — A31043E1 — A42€] + A11031 — A41€1 — 431,
2
(33042€1 — A32043€1 + (33041 — 431043 — 032, 03304361 + a3z — 1,aj3e1 + a1z + aq3,
a42€1€2 + a31a33 — A32€1 + A41€2 — A31,A43E1€2 — A33€1 + €2, Q12031 — 11032 + A42€1
2
+a41,a11a33 — ag3e1 — 1, a12a33 + a43, a33 + a43€2 — a3z, a12€1 — a43€1 + ayp — 1,

a11€2 — €1, a1262 — azz + 1,a13, a4, a1, age — ass, asy, asq, A34, A44 — 1) .

from which we get 1 = e9.

6.10. v44, (14,024, 334,0). Since af # 0, the only closed 1-form is e* and the Lee form ist
¥ = Y4e with 94 # 0. For a generic 2-form Q = i< j<k<a wjkejk, the conformally closedness
dg€) = 0 provides the following equations:

(1) (’194 + 1+ a)wlg = 0;
(2) (Va+1+ Bz =0;
(3) (’194 + o+ ,B)WQ;; =0.

We consider first the case a = 8 # 1. If ¥4 ¢ {—2a, —a — 1} the above conditions imply
w12 = w1z = wez = 0, which contradicts non-degeneracy (#). For ¥4y = —2a we get the lcs
structure

Y = —2ae4, 0 =wpe + w23623 + wose?t + w34e34

with wigwes # 0. The automorphism

z 0 0 0
0y 00
0 0 z O (39)
a b c 1
with b= 23 ¢c= -3 1 = L y=-L 2—=1and a =0 gives the normal form
23 w3g wi4 w23
9 = —2aet
Q = et 4B
For 94 = —1 — a we get wo3 = 0 and the lcs structure
9= (-1-— a)e4, O = wise'? + wize™® + wige'™ + woge®t + wyget
with non-degeneracy A = wiowszy — wigwas # 0. Using the automorphism
1 0 00
0010
01 00 (40)
0 0 01
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we can assume that wia # 0. The automorphism (39) with @ = £ b = -2 ¢ = 0 and

w12’ w12’
xr =y = z = 1 transforms the structure into

A
¥ =(-1—a)e? and Q =wpe'? +wge! + —e3.
w12
Since o = 3, we can use the automorphism
1 0 0 O
01 0 0
0p 10 (41)
0 0 0 1
with p = — 212 to obtain 9" =19 and Q' = wie? + %12634. Finally, the automorphism (39)

witha=b=c=0,2 = w—;,yzlandz: “A% gives the normal form

{19 = (-1—a)et

QO = el24eM

For a = 8 =1 and 94 # —2 non-degeneracy does not hold. Hence we get the lcs structure

Y = *264, QO = wpee'? + (JJ13613 + w14614 + w23623 + woset + w34e34

with wiswsy — wigwey + wigweg # 0. Since a = B = 1, SO(3) sits into the automorphism group
of (tq,1,1)* via the map A — diag(A, 1) and this action is transitive on spheres of a given radius
contained in the abelian ideal {e!,e?,e®}. This action lifts to an action on A%(ty11)* which is
also transitive on spheres of a gives radius contained in {e!?,e'? e?3}. This means that, for a
convenient choice of basis in the ideal {e!,e?, e®}, the gives lcs structure is

¥ =9 and Q = wlye? +wie! + whe?t + whedt,

with wi,wh, # 0. The automorphism (39) with a = 24, b= -1 ¢=0, 2= -,y =1 and
12 12

9 = —2¢et
Q = el24eH
We proceed with the case o # 5. We assume first 8 # 1. The non-degeneracy condition

forces 9y e {—-1—a,—1—-3,—a—p}. f¥4=—-1—a,then¥y+1+ 5 #0and ¥4 +a+ [ # 0,
which imply w13 = weg = 0. The lcs structure is then

z = w% gives the normal form
34

¥ =(-1-— a)e4, QO = wige'? + wige™ + wore® + wse!
with wiswsy # 0. The automorphism (39) with a = 2 b= fZ—i;‘, T = w—lm, y=1z= w—; and

¢ = 0 gives the normal form

{19 = (-1—-a)et

QO = el24eM

If94 =—-1—0, then 94+ 1+ a # 0 and ¥4 + a + B # 0, which imply wis = wez = 0. The
lcs structure is then

9= (-1-— ﬁ)e4, O = wize® + wige' + woe®* + wayet
with wigway # 0. The automorphism (39) with a = o8 = f:j—i‘;, T = u%m’ Yy = %24, z=1and

b = 0 gives the normal form

Q = e e

{19 = (=1—pB)et
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Ifd94=—a—p,then 94+ 1+ a+# 0 and 94 + 1+ B # 0, which implies wio = w13 = 0. The
lcs structure is then

9= (—a— ﬁ)e4, Q = wige' + waze® + woge® + wyge
with wigwes # 0. The automorphism (39) with b= 23, ¢ = — 224 3 = %14, Yy = %23, z=1and
a = 0 gives the normal form
v = (—a—p)et
Q = et

We continue with the case aw # = 1. If 94 ¢ {—1 — o, —2} then wis = w13 = wo3z = 0 and
non-degeneracy does not hold. We consider the case ¥4 = —1 — «; this implies wi3 = 0, and
the lcs structure is

9= (-1-— a)e4, O = wise'? + wige' + waze®® + wose®t + wyset

with A = wiowsy + wigwag # 0. In particular, either wis or weg must be non-zero. Assuming
w12 = 0, then wog # 0. Apply the automorphism

1010

0100

0010

0 001
to get Q' = —woze!? + (wig + wag)eM + woze?® + woge® + w3ye3t, hence it suffices to study
the case wia # 0. In this case, the automorphism (39) with a = z—j‘;, b = —Z—i;‘, c = 0 and

xr =1y =z =1 gives the structure

A
V= (-1- a)e4, Q = wige'? + woge® + —e.
w12

Since 8 = 1, we can use the automorphism

1 0 00
0100
g 010 (42)
0 001
with ¢ = 22 to get 9" = ¥’ and Q" = wigel? + %12634. Finally, the automorphism (39) with
azb:c:O,x:w—lm,yzlandz:% gives the normal form
v = (—1—a)
QO = el24eM
At last, we tackle the case ¥4 = —2; this implies w19 = wog = 0, and the lcs structure is
Y= —264, Q= w13613 + w14el4 + (,UQ4624 + W34634
with wigway # 0. The automorphism (39) with a = He=—-2 1= %13, Yy = %24, z=1and

b = 0 gives the normal form
9 = —2¢
Q = ey
To conclude, we have to show that there is no automorphism of the Lie algebra interchanging
the possible lcs structures. As before, we denote by B a Grobner basis for the ideal generated

by the conditions that A = (a;)) with respect to {e’} yields a morphism of the Lie algebra
transforming 1 into ¥s.

e For a # 3, consider the case 91 == (—1 — a)e* and 95 == (—1 — 3)e*. Then B contains
as1(af — 1), (o — B)ase, B(a — B)ass and asq, from which it follows that det A = 0.
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e For B # 1, consider the case ¥; = (—1 — a)e* and 3 == (—a — 3)e*. Then B contains
(B — Daasi, —asz(—a?® + B), B(B — 1)ass, as, from which it follows that det A = 0.

e For a # 3 # 1, consider the case ¥; = (—1 — B)e* and ¥ = (—a — 3)e*. Then B
contains az; (5% — a), —aza(—a? — aB + B + B), Bla — 1)ass, azs, from which we get
det A = 0.

6.11. ty 5, (14,—24,/334,0). Since the only closed element is e?, the Lee form ist ¥ = ¥4et
with 94 # 0. For a generic 2-form ) = 21$j<k<4 ijejk, the conformally closedness dy$2 = 0
provides the following equations:

(1) 794&.)12 = O;
(2) (V4 +1+ Bz =0;
(3) (Wa—1+ Bwag = 0.
The first equation implies wip = 0. If ¥4 ¢ {—1 — 3,1 — B} then wis = w3 = 0, which

contradicts (4). We start by assuming ¢4 = —1 — 3; since ¥4 # 0, we exclude the case f = —1.
Then we3 = 0 and the generic lcs structure is

V= (-1- ﬂ)e4 and Q= wize!® + wige' + wae? + wyye
with wiswoy # 0. The automorphismA (39) with a = ‘:J%, c= —Z—i;, T = %137 Yy = %24, z=1,
and b = 0 gives the normal form (on t4 g with g # —1)
v = (—1-p)et
QO = el e
We go on with 94 =1 — 3; we get w3 = 0 and the generic lcs structure is
9= (1- 5)64 and Q= wige + wy3e? + woue®t + wayet
with wi4wa3 # 0. The automorphism (39) with b = che=— o= w_114’ Yy = %23, z =1,
and a = 0 gives the normal form
9 = (1-pB)et
Q = et 4B

We show that, in case 8 # —1, the lcs structures with Lee forms 9; = (—1 — B)e* and
Y9 = (1 — B)e* are not equivalent. Consider the ideal containing the conditions so that
A = (aj)) with respect to the basis {€’} is a morphism of the Lie algebra t 5 transforming 9,
into ¥2. We compute a Grobner basis for it:

B = (a138* —2a138 — a13, a23 B + a3, az1 8% + azi, az B + 2a32 — asz, ar2a13, ar3as,
12023, 413023, A21023, A12a31, 413031, 421031, 412032, 113032, A210432, 423032, 431032,
13033, 123033, 431033, 432033, 412044 + A12, A13044 — 1303 + 2a13, az1a44 + a21,
ag3a44 — a2303, az1a44 — a313, az2a44 + az2f3, agzass + ass, a12/3, a1 3, a3z,
agf3 + asq — B+ 1,a11,a14, a22, 024, 34).

By solving it, we get det A = 0.

6.12. tﬁlng, (14,724 + 634, —624 + v34,0). The generic 1-form o has differential d = ¥1e'* +
(y99 — 693)e2t + (695 + y03)e3t. Then dv = 0 if and only if ¥; = 0 and

(35 05) - (6)
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Since the matrix above is always invertible we get ¥ = 93 = 0 and the generic Lee form is

Y = 19464.
The condition dy{) = 0 yields

—Uy — (")/ + 1) ) 0 w19 0
—0 —794 — (’)’ + 1) 0 w13 = 0 ,
0 0 —2’)’ — 794 w23 0

from which we get wjs = wiz = 0. The non-degeneracy (4) becomes then wiqweg # 0, which
implies wy3g # 0. Hence we must have ¥4 = —2+; in particular ~ # 0.

The generic lcs structure is then

Y= —2’)’64 and Q= wyge™ + w23623 + woge?t + w34e34.

The automorphism

oo 0 0
14 1
0 Fon 0 0
0 0 =0
Twa3
0 w34 _wad
w23 w23
gives the normal form on v/ 45 With v # 0
v = —2vet
Q = el44e2

The two forms above are different. Indeed, by requiring that the generic matrix A = (a;x)
is an automorphism (with respect to the basis {e/}) swapping e!4 + €23 and e!'* — €23, one is
reduced to solve an ideal whose Grobner basis contains a3,6 + a330 + d, which is empty since
6> 0.

6.13. 04, (14,—24,—12,0). We take a generic 1-form 9 = Z?Zl ¥;e/; imposing closedness, we
obtain that ¥ = v = Y3 = 0. Thus the Lee form is ¢ = ¥4e*, with 94 # 0. For a generic 2-form
Q= Zlgj<k<4 wje’! k the conformally closedness dy€2 = 0 provides the following equations:

(1) Yaw1s + w3g = 0;
(2) (V4 —1was = 0;
(3) (194 + 1)0«)13 = 0.

We assume 94 # +1; then (2) and (3) imply w13 = 0 = wa3 and the non-degeneracy condition
(#) becomes wyy # 0. The generic lcs structure under these hypotheses is

¥ =14t and Q= wio(e? — 043 + wige!t + wyge®t .

In terms of the basis {e!,e?,e3, e} of 0}, we consider the automorphism
1 0 Y 0
0 1 x 0
0 0 1 0 ’ (43)

—r -y —zy+z 1
with z = 0 and x,y to be determined. The Lee form is fixed, while the transformed 2-form is
Q = wip(e'? - 194634) + (w14 — ywia(1 + 94))eM + (wog + zwiz(1 — 194))624 )
Imposing the vanishing of the coefficients of e and e?* gives the equations

wig —ywiz(l1+94) =0 and woy + zwia(l —¥4) =0.
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Since we assumed ¥4 # +1, both equations have a solution (namely, take z = % and

y = m) and we obtain ' = wia(e'? — ¥4e3*). The automorphism

o o

; (44)

cocoe
co- o
IS
O@‘
_o oo

with a = % and b = 1 gives the lcs structure ¥ = 94et, Q = e!? — 94e3* with 94 ¢ {0,1, —1}.

w
Then, the automorphism

0 1 0 O
-1 0 0 O
0 01 0
0 00 -1

gives the normal form

0 et
QO = 22—t e>0,e#1

Assume next ¥4 = 1; then wy3 = 0 by (2), the generic lcs structure is
4

)

9 =¢e* and Q=wp(e!? — ) + wiuet + waze® + woye?

and the non-degeneracy yields w?, + wiqwoz # 0. We consider again the automorphism (43)
with z = 0, which transforms Q into

12 _ 34

Q = (wlg — ngg)(e ) + (w14 — 2yw12 + y2w23)614 + (,UQ3€23 + (WQ4 + ZW23)€24 . (45)

If we3 = 0 then wyg # 0 and

Q' = wia(e'? — ) + (wig — 2ywin)e™ + woge®;

choosing y = 2‘:}142 and z = 0 gives ' = wia(e'? — ) + wyye?®. If woy # 0 use (44) with

a =% and b= -1 if wyy = 0 then use (44) with @ = 1 and b = . This gives the normal
form 12 24 12

v = et
Q = el2-eMtpee? ee{0,1}
On the other hand, if wo3 # 0 we may set y = &2 and z = —222 in (45) and get
2
Qf — Y% T Y 14 woge?

w23

According to the sign of wyqwoz — w%Q, we choose the automorphism (44) with a = iﬁ
12

/ 42
and b = W to obtain the normal form

9 = ¢
QO = felt4e®
Finally we consider the case 94 = —1; then wag = 0 by (3), the generic lcs structure is
9=—e' and Q= w12(612 + 634) + wize!® + wige? + woge? |

and the non-degeneracy yields w?, — wjswa3 # 0. We consider the automorphism

01 0 O
10 0 O
00 -1 0
00 0 -1
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which sends ¢ = —e?* to ¥ = e* and  to

Q' = Wiy(e? — &3 + wiet + whye® + whye?!
with wiy, = —wi2, why = —wi3, wiy = —waq and wh, = —wis. The non-degeneracy condition
reads (w]y)? + wl,whs and we are back to the previous case.

We claim that the forms Q; = e!?2 —e34, Qy = e!?2 — €3 + €2, Q3 = e!* + €23, and Uy =
—el4 €23 are distinct. Indeed, arguing as before, we get an ideal with Grobner basis containing
either 1 or a§3 + 1.

Finally, we shovv that there is no automorphisms of the Lie algebra interchanging the Lee
forms ¥ = e1e?, ¥y = eqe?, and U3 = e*, where €1 # 9 and 0 < &1 # 1, 0 < g9 # 1. This
would be equlvalent to solve the ideal with Grobner basis Bjy, in case identifying 9J; with 9,
with the further condition det A # 0. We note:

L] B12 contains asy, asy, as4, a33(a44€2 — 81), a44€1 — €9, which yields a3z] = a3 = azz =

aszq = 0.
L] B13 contains asl, az2, as4, a33(a44 — 51), aq4€1 — 1, which yields a3y = a3y = asz =
aszq = 0.

6.14. 045, (A14,(1 —N)24,-12 + 34, 0), A > 1. Take a generic 1-form ¢ = Z?:1 Y;el and a
generic 2-form Q = >}, ;44 wjrelk.
Assume first A # 1. We compute di = M1e'* + (1 — \)dge?* — 93e!? + 93¢34, hence di) = 0

if and only if ¥; = Y9 = ¥3 = 0; the generic Lee form is ¥ = ¥4e* with ¥4 # 0. We compute
the 2-cocycles of the Lichnerowicz differential dy:

o dyfe'?) = (1= D)l
° (613)2( 17)\ 19)134
e dy(e!*) =0
° (623) — ()\ 794) 234
e dy(e®*) =0
° (634) 24
For wiszel® + wase?? to be a dy-cocycle one needs ¥4 = —(1 + \). For wigett + weze?® to be

a cocycle one needs ¥4 = A — 2. This happens simultaneously if and only if A = %, giving

= -3,
We begin with the case A # % and ¥4 = —(1 4+ A). The generic lcs structure is

9 =—(1+Ne* and Q=wia(e? + Ae3) + wizeld + wigel® + woge®t.

with (4) reducing to )\w%Q —wigwoy # 0. Assume first wig # 0. We consider the automorphism

10 —xL 0
0 1 -z 0
py
0 0 1 0 (46)
(1-2))
T nyA(A_l) +z 1
with z = )\Z—ﬁ, y=0and z = fz—i;‘. This leaves 9 invariant, while Q' = w13613+%1;)\w%2624.
According to the sign of wigweg — Aw%z, the automorphism
a 0 0 O
0O0b 0 O
0 0 ab O (47)
00 0 1
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vV i(w13w24—>\w%2) and b = w13

with a = gives the normal form (A ¢ {3,1})

w13 w13wa4—Aw?y
9 = —(A+1)et
Q = el e
If wiz = 0 then wyy # 0 and we consider the automorphism (46) with x = 2‘*:02142’ = %

and z = 0. This leaves ¢ invariant, while ' = wia(e'? + Ae3*). The automorphism (47) with
a=1andb= %12 provides the normal form (A ¢ {3,1})

9 = —(A+ 1)t
Q = el242eH

We continue with the case A # %, ¥4 = A — 2. The generic lcs structure is
9 =(A— 2)64, Q= wple? - (1 - 1)634) + wige™ + waze® + woge

with non-degeneracy condition amounting to (A — 1)w?, — wigwes # 0. Assuming wog # 0 we

consider the automorphism (46) with = 0, y = (1 — A\)2*2 and z = —222. This leaves 9
23 w23

wigwaz—(A—1)w?, el4

Ton + waze?3. According to the sign of wigwoz — (A — 1)w?,,

—(\— 2
the automorphism (47) with a = ——*22—— and b = VEIEE )

w14w23—()\—1)w12 w23
form (A ¢ {%, 1,2})

invariant, while ' =

gives the normal

9 = (A—2)t

QO = 614 + 623
We consider next the case weg = 0; then wio # 0 and we take the automorphism (46) with
= A4,y =—54 and 2z = 0. This gives Q' = wia(e!?—(A—1)e34), while leaving 9 invariant.

We choose again a = 1 and b = w—; in (47) to obtain the normal form (X ¢ {1,1,2})

v = (A—2)e
{Q = 612*()\*1)634

The last case is A # 3, ¥4 ¢ {—(X\ + 1), A — 2}. Here the generic lcs structure is

9 =4et, Q= w12(612 — (94 + 1)634) + wige' + woge®t .
The non-degeneracy condition (#) reads w?y (¥4 + 1) # 0, forcing ¥4 # —1. In case 9 ¢

Aw24 - _ W14(>‘71)
wi2(Pa+1-X)? Y wiz2(A+94)

get ¥ =19 and Q' = wyz(e!? — (¥4 + 1)e3*). Use now (47) with a = 1 and b = w—lm to get the
normal form (A ¢ {1,1})

{=X, A — 1}, apply the automorphism (46) with = = and z = 0 to

9 = eet
Q = e2—(e+1)e e {-1,-A—1,A—-2,A—1,-)\}

In case ¥4 = —\, the automorphism (46) with x = % and y = z = 0 fixes ¢, while
Q' = wia(ef? — (1—N)e**) +wiget. If wiy # 0, apply the automorphism (47) with a = -1 and

w14

b= 24 ifwiy =0, apply (47) with a = w—lm and b = 1. This gives the normal form (X ¢ {1,1})
9 = —Xet
Q = e2—(1-Ne3 +eett ce{0,1}

Finally, when 94 = XA — 1, use the automorphism (46) with y = 7% and r = 2z =0 to

get ¥ =19 and ' = wia(e'? — Ae?*) + woge®. If woy # 0, apply the automorphism (47) with



60 D. ANGELLA, G. BAZZONI, AND M. PARTON

a = z—f;‘ and b = w—;; if woy = 0, apply (47) with @ = 1 and b = w—lm This gives the normal

form (A ¢ {%, 1})
{79 = (A—1)t

Q = el2- 23 +ee?t ce{0,1}

We turn now to the issue of uniqueness, modulo automorphisms of the Lie algebra. We first

notice that, in case \ ¢ {%, 1}, the les structures on 04 ) have only one Lee form: 91 = —(A+1)e?,
U9 = (A=2)et, 93 == —Xe* and ¥4 == (A—1)e*. We look now at the different lcs structures with
same Lee form. For 97, we have Q; = —e!2+\e3*, Qg = €3 +¢2* and Q3 = —e!3+e24. For ¥,

we have Qy = e!2 — (A—1)e3, Q5 == e! + €23 and Qg = e!* —e23. For ¥3, Q7 = e!2— (1—\)e3*
and and Qg == e'2 — (1 — \)e3* + e, For 94, Qg = e'2 — Ae3* and Qg = e!? — \e?* +e?*. In
each case, we consider the ideal for A = (a;x) in the basis {e’} to be a morphism of the Lie
algebra sending ); into €, and we compute a Grébner basis for it, Bj;. Then we get that
Bi2, Bis, Bus, Bug, Brs, Boo are equal to (1), and Bag and Bsg contain a3s + 1.

We tackle now the case A = %, Vg = —%. In this case the automorphism (46) becomes

1 0 2y O
01 -2z 0
00 1 0 (48)
r y =z 1

The generic lcs structure is

3 1
¥ = *564, Q= W12(€12 + 5634) + W13€13 + w14el4 + (JJ23623 + WQ4624,
with (4) giving w%Q — 2w13way + 2wigwez # 0. Assume wig = wez = 0; then wis # 0 and the
automorphism (48) with x = 524 3y = —24 and z = 0, followed by (47) with a = 1 and
12 w12
b= wim, gives the normal form (A = %)

— 3.4
¥ = —56 .
QO = 2+ 5634
If we assume that either w3 or wes are non-zero, using the automorphism (which exists only
for A = 1)
2

0 1 00

-1 0 0 O

0 010 (49)

0 0 01
W/e can assume wiz # 0. The automorphism (48) with x = 242, y = 0 and z = —£X gives
¥ =1 and

2 —wiy — 2
Q = w13€13 + Y1582 ;;12 P14tz e + (,UQ3623.
13

The automorphism

1 0 00

w 1 0 0

0 010 (50)

0 0 01
with w = —£2 gives ¥ = ' and Q" = wizel? + 2w13w24_2°f123_2w14w23 e®* and, finally, the

. ) . . \/i(2w13wg4—w2 —2w14w23) . 2 .

automorphism (47) with a = \/§w1132 and b = 2w13w247:}”%12372wl4w23 gives the
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normal form (A = 3)
9 —3et
Q = feBB M

IfA= % and 94 # 73 the generic lcs structure is

U =4et, Q=wp(e? — 04+ 1)634) + wige' + woge?t.
The non-degeneracy yields (94 + 1)w?, # 0, hence wiz # 0 and 94 # —1. We consider an
automorphism of the form (48) where z, y and z are parameters to be determined. While the
Lee form is fixed, the 2-form transforms into

Q= w12(612 — (V4 + 1)634) + (w14 — ywi2(294 + 1))614 + (woq + zw12(294 + 1))624.

If ¥4 # —3%, we choose z = — a0 ¥ = onerg and z = 0; then Q= wia(el? — (94 +
1)e34). The automorphism (47) with @ = 1 and b = w—lm gives the normal form (A = 3)

Y cet
Q = e2—(e+De ¢ {-3,-1,-3,0}

If 94 = —% the above automorphism will not work. If wyjy = woy = 0, then apply (47) with

a = wiu and b =1 to get ¥ = —%64 and 0 = el2 — %634. Assuming either wq4 or wyy are non-
zero, using the automorphism (49) we can suppose that this is the case for wiy. We consider
then the automorphism (50) with w = —¥24, giving Q' = wip(e'? — 1e3) + wige'. Apply then
(47) with a = W—L and b = g4 At last, we get the normal forms (A = )

19 = *564

Q = el?—ge3t+eelt ce{0,1}

We consider now the uniqueness of the above normal forms, in case A\ = % First of all, as for
the Lee forms, we have to prove that there is no automorphism A = (aj;) (with respect to {e’})
transforming 1 == e1e? into ¥y = e9e*, where 1,9 # —1. If it existed, then its entries should
satisfy the ideal with Grébner basis containing, in particular, asy, asge, ass, ass(e1 — €2), hence
either 1 = €9 or A is singular. Now, we focus on the lcs structures with same Lee forms. In case
¥ = f%e‘l, we have to distinguish Q; == e'? + %634, Qo = el + 62 and Q3 = —e!® + €. As
before, consider an associated Grobner basis B}y, for the pair (€2;,€). We get that B and B3

1.4 12 _ 1,34

contain 1, and Bs3 contains a§3 + 1. In case ¥ = —35e*, we have to distinguish €2y :== ¢ :

and Qg = e'? — %634 +e!%. A computation for the associated ideal gives the Grébner basis (1).
Finally, we consider the case A = 1. The generic Lee form is now 9 = se? + ¥4e*, with
93 + 93 # 0, and the condition dyQ = 0 for a 2-form (2 yields the equations

(1) 192(4)13 = 0;
(2) (Y4 + Dwiz + wag — Jawig = 0;
(3) (794 + 2)0«)13 =0;
(4) (794 + 1)WQ3 + Yowsq = 0.
Suppose first 9 = 0; then ¥4 # 0; if 94 ¢ {—1,—2} then the above equations imply wiz =
woz = 0 and wsy = — (¥4 + 1)wie. The generic lcs structure is then

¥ =4’ and Q= wpp(e? — (Y4 + 1)634) + wige'? + woyet
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and (#) becomes wyz # 0. The automorphism

10 t 0
01 -5 0
0 0 1 0 (51)
s 0 u+ %st 1
with s = — 524 1 = (194:11%12 and u = 0 fixes ¥ and gives ' = wya(e!? — (¥4 + 1)e34). Then
(47) witha =1 and b = wim gives the normal form (A = 1)

9 = eet
Q = e2—(e+1)e* e¢{-2,-1,0}

If ¥4 = —1 then w3 = w3q = 0, the generic lcs structure is

9=—e* and Q= we'? +wie + w23623 + woge?t
and the non-degeneracy yields wiswos # 0. The automorphism (51) with s = 0, ¢ = Z—; and
u = —Z—;‘; fixes ¥ and gives ' = wyge' 4+ woze?3. The automorphism (47) with a = WLM and

b=,/ gives the normal form (A = 1)

9 = —et
QO = eMt+e®

If 94 = —2 then woz = 0 and w34 = wyo; the lcs structure is
9 =—2et and Q=wp(e?+ 634) + wize’® + wige™ + woge??
and (#) becomes w?, — wizwzy # 0. Assuming w3z # 0, we consider the automorphism (51)
)
with s = ©12 ¢ = —#14 and ¢t = 0 and obtain ¥' = ¥ and Q' = wizeld 4 3 .24 The
13 w13 w13
. ) . A/ £ —w? .
automorphism (47) with a = M and b = —%13— gives the normal form (A = 1)
13 W13W24—Wi,
9 = —2et
Q = feBd e
— = o _ w24 _ __ wiq — 3 ! _
If wisg = 0 then wis # 0 and (51) with s = b, t = —gH and u = 0 gives ¥ = ¥ and

Q' = wiz(e!? +e**). Then (47) with a = 1 and b = w—lm provides the normal form (A = 1)

9 = —2¢t
QO = e24eH

If 99 # 0 then wiz3 = 0, wig = (194“)(19;;”12_‘”23) and w3y = 7%‘ The generic lcs
2

structure is ¥ = ¥9e2 + 94e? and

Uy +1)(0 - U4+ 1

(V4 +1)( 212 wa3) 14 956 4 gt (V4 + Dwas 34

935 Jo

The non-degeneracy forces (¥4 + 1)w§3 # 0, which implies ¥4 # —1 and we3 # 0. We consider
(51) with ¢t = “12 ¢ = —224 and s = 0 to obtain ¥ = ¥ and

12

Q= wpe” +

w23’ w23
9 1 9 1
Q= *w&‘l P B G 0 vy
792 192
The automorphism (47) with a = _7(794&2)@3 and b = 19—12 gives the normal form (A = 1)

_ 14 1 .23, .34 _
Q = e e tert e # -1

{ 9 = e+ eet
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We turn now to the uniqueness of the models. First, we show that the Lee forms are not
equivalent. In the case A = 1, we have first of all to show that the Lee forms ¥; = eie?,
U9 == e9et, U3 = €% + e3¢, and ¥y = €® + e4e*, where €1,69 # 0 and e3,e4 # —1, are not
equivalent under automorphisms of the Lie algebra. We set the ideal for A = (a;) in the basis
{e/} to represent a morphism of the Lie algebra sending ¥ into ¥y, and we compute a Grobner
basis Bj, for it:

e Bjy contains agies, asg, ass, and assz(eq — €2);
. 2 2.

e Bsgy contains azs(e3 — €4), asz, asq, az;;

[ B13 contains aii, ai2, a1z, ai4.

We now show that the lcs structures with same Lee forms are non-equivalent, too. In the case
of ¥ = —2e*, we have to distinguish O == e!? + €34, Oy == e!3 + €2* and Q3 == —e' + 4. As
before, we compute a Grébner basis By, for the ideal of morphism A = (aj) of Lie algebra, in
the basis {e’}, moving (}; into € By and Bi3 contain 1, while Bag contains a§3 + 1. Finally,
in the case of ¥ = —e*, we have to distinguish € = e'* + €?3 from Qg = e!* — €23, A Grébner
basis for the ideal of morphism A = (ajx) of Lie algebra, in the basis {e/}, moving Q; into (s,
contains agg + 1.

6.15. 02,5, (g14+24, —14+ 324, —12+634,0), 6 = 0. We take a generic 1-form ¢ = Z?Zl V;el;
a computation shows that di = 0 if and only if 1 = J9 = 93 = 0. Thus the generic Lee form
is ¥ = V4e* with 94 # 0. We consider a 2-form Q = Zl<j<k<4 wjkejk and impose dyg{2 = 0. We
obtain the following equations:

(1) w12(5 + 194) 4+ w34 =0
(2) w93 — W13 (3—25 + 194) =0

(3) w13 + wWa3 (3—25 + 194) =0

Equations (2) and (3) imply wis = 0 = wa3, while equation (1) gives w3y = —(0 + ¥4)wio; in
particular, () reduces to wi,(d +94) # 0, saying that ¥4 # —J. It follows that the generic lcs
structure is given by

¥ =d4e* and Q= wp(e!? — (6 + 794)634) + wige' + woge?t .

We consider, in terms of the basis {e!,e?, e, et} of (0] 5)*, the automorphism given by the
matrix

2(64+2c)
S i
o
0 1 62+4 0 ,
0 0 1 0
202422
—c el

where ¢, € R are parameters to be determined. The Lee form remains unaltered under this
change of basis. Imposing that the coefficients of the basis vectors e! and e2* in the transformed
expression for €2 vanish gives two equations:

{ C(—4W12(5 + 794)) + g(wlz((SQ + 4) — 25W12(5 + 794)) = w14(52 + 4)

c(—w12(0% +4) + 20w12(6 + 0a)) + U—dwia(6 + V) =  wpa(62 + 4) (52)

The matrix of the linear system (52) is

*4‘*}12(6 + "94) W12(52 + 4) — 20w19 (6 + ’194)
—W12 (62 + 4) + 25W12(5 + ’194) *4&)12(5 + 194) ’
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whose determinant w?,(16(5 + 94) + ((62 + 4)% — 26(6 + 94))?) is always positive. Hence (52)
has a unique solution and the transformed lcs structure is

O =4t and Q = wia(e!? — (6 + Vy)e?t) .

According to the sign of wis, we consider the automorphism:

1
vV Twiz (1) 0 0
0 VEwiz 0
0 0 +7= 0

12
0 0 0 1

Doing so, we see that every lcs structure on 027 5 1s equivalent to

¥ = ece
Qr = £(e” — (6 +e)e™), e ¢ {0, -7}

In the case § = 0, we can further apply the automorphism

1 0 0 0
0 -1 0 O
0 0 -1 0

0 0 0 -1

and so we see that every lcs structure on 9/ , is equivalent to

0 eet
QO = e2—ce? e>0

The above structure can not be further reduced. Indeed, consider the generic linear morphism
with matrix A = (aj;) in the basis {¢/}. The Grobner basis of the ideal associated to the
condition of being a morphism of the Lie algebra and to the condition that it transforms
V1 = e1€e! to ¥y = eqge?, where ¢; ¢ {0,—0}, contains a3y, ase, ass, which are then zero.
Then, we get the condition ag3(e? — €3) = 0, hence g1 = —¢e is the only non trivial case. The
monomial aszde; also appears, proving that no further reduction of the Lee form is possible in
the case § # 0. Consider now, besides the condition that A yields a morphism of Lie algebra,
the assumption that it moves Q4 into €_. The computation of the Grébner basis yields the
elements a1, ass, ass + 1, asq, which give a first reduction of A. We then have the elements
a3y + a3y, (ass — 1)e. We then get a2 + a3, + 1, concluding the proof of the claim.

6.16. by, (314 + 24,324, —12 + 34,0). A generic 1-form ¥ = 2;*:1 ¥;e/ is closed if and only if
H =1 =193 = 0. Thus the generic Lee form is ¢ = ¥4e* with 94 # 0. We consider a 2-form
Q= Zl<j<k<4 wjke]k and impose dy{2 = 0. We obtain the following equations:

(1) (194 + 1)&)12 4+ w3y =0

(2) <794 + %) wiz =0

(3) (194 + %) wog +wiz =0

We assume first that 9, ¢ {—%,—1}. Then wis = 0 by (2), wes = 0 by (3) and w3y =

—(¥4 + 1)wi2 by (1). The generic lcs structure is therefore

0 =04et, Q= wia(e? — (Vg + 1)) + wige? + woge? (53)
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and (#) gives wig # 0. Assume further that ¥4 # —%; then the automorphism

1 0 2c 0
a 1 4¢—2b+2ac 0
0 0 1 0 (54)
b ¢ 0 1
with b = 4“}14(19(‘;31_1‘)22;1)5304“), c = (2&1‘1% and a = 0 leaves ¢ invariant, while giving
Q= wia(e'? — (94 + 1)e3t). We consider next the automorphism
s 0 0 O
0 s 0 O
00 s 0 (55)
00 0 1
with s = \/%12, according to the sign of wis. We get the normal form
v = eet
_ 12 34 3 1
Q = t(e“—(e+1)e ),€¢{—§,—1,—5,O}
The above two forms Q, = e!2— (e +1)e3* and Q_ = —(e!? — (¢ + 1)e34) can not be reduced

one to the other. Indeed, consider the generic matrix A = (a;;) and its associated linear map
in the basis {e/}. The condition for being a morphism of the Lie algebra and for transforming
Q, into Q_ yields an ideal; if we compute a Grobner basis, we notice that it contains a3, + 1,
proving the claim.

Consider now the case 94 = —%. If wyg # 0, the automorphism (54) with a = —:j—f;‘ and

b=c=0gives ¥ = and Q' = wys(e'? — 2e3*) + wige!®. Using (55), according to the sign of
w1z, with s = \/1— gives 9" = —1et and Q" = £(e!? — Le3) + %614. Using again (55)

twiz Twiz
with s = —1, we get the normal form
¥ = *%64
Q = *(e?—31e3) +oelt, ceR o >0

If wig4 = 0, the automorphism (54) with ¢ = #2L and a = b = 0 gives ¥ = ¢ and Q' =

2w19
w12(612 — %634), which gives no further normal form.

The above forms Q1 = g1 (e!? — %634) +orett and Qy = ex(el? — %634) + o9e!?, for 01,09 € R,
e1,e9 € {1, —1}, can not be transformed into one another. Indeed, arguing as before, we find
an automorphism of the form A = (a;j) with respect to the basis {e/}. We notice that we are
reduced to

air 0 a3
ag1 @11 Q23
0 0 a%y
aq1 Q42 Q43

_— o o o

=N

with further conditions which include, in particular, —af;e1 +e2 = 0. Then we get that ¢; = 9.
By continuing, we have that £;(0; — 02)(01 + 02) = 0. Since 1 # 0, then either o1 = o3, or
01 = —032, concluding the claim.

If 94 = —% then w3 = 0 by (3) and w3y = %wlg by (1). The generic lcs form is then

24

3 1
Y = —§e4, Q= w9 (612 + 5@34) +wige + w23€23 + waqe
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with w2, + 2wiqweg # 0. If wo3 # 0, the automorphism (54) with a = 7%, c= 2‘“:3223
and b = 0 gives ¥ = ¢ and ' = %‘;;‘mem + woze?®. The automorphism (55) with
s = % gives the normal form

¥ = *%64

Q = e 10e3, oceR.
If weg = 0 then wig # 0 and we are back at (53). Finally if ¥4 = —1 we get wiz = wag = w3g = 0,

whence 2 is degenerate.

For different 0 € R, the above normal forms are different. Indeed, trying to find an auto-
morphism of the Lie algebra transforming Q; := et + 512 into Qy = et + 59e2? for some
01,09 € R, we have to solve the Grobner ideal

B = (a21a42,042092,a1302 + a21,a11 — 1,012, a13 — 2a42, a14,a22 — 1,

as3 + 2a41 — 4as2, a4, 031,032,033 — 1,034,044 — 1,01 — 02)

which contains, in particular, o1 — o9.

Finally, we have to prove that there is no automorphism transforming one Lee form 91 == £;e*

to another ¥y = e9e*. For an automorphism A = (a;;) with respect to the basis {e/} we are
reduced to

ain 0 a3 O
a1 a1 a3z O
0 0 ass 0
aq1 a2 as3 1
with the further conditions
B 2 1 1 2 Lo o
= (a21a42 - 56113@41 + aizaqe — 56123@427@33@42 - Zal.?,a aj; — a33,a11a13 — 2033042,
1 1
a13a21 — a11a23 — 2a33a41 + 4azzasz, a11a41 — 21042 — a13 + 56123, 11042 — §a13,
€1 — 62)
among which there appears €1 = e5. U
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