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ABSTRACT

The aim of this paper is to study the structures of split regular Hom-Lie
Rinehart algebras. Let (L, A) be a split regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra.
We first show that L is of the form L = U —i—ZMGF /1y With U a vector space
complement in H and I,) are well described ideals of L satistying I}, [j5y = 0
if Ity # Ijs). Also, we discuss the weight spaces and decompositions of A
and present the relation between the decompositions of L and A. Finally, we
consider the structures of tight split regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebras.
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1 Introduction

As an algebraic counterpart of Lie algebroids, the concept of Lie-Rinehart algebras
was introduced by Herz [17], Palais [26] and Rinehart [27] under the name of (R, C)-Lie
algebra, which play an important role in many branches of mathematics. A Lie-Rinehart
algebra (L, A) can be viewed as a Lie algebra L, which is simultaneously an A-module,
where A is an associative and commutative algebra, in such a way that both structures are
related in an appropriate way. For more details about the history and the developments
of Lie-Rinehart algebras, see [13, [14], 15] 19, 20, 2], 29] and references cited therein.
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There is a growing interest in twisted algebraic structures or Hom-algebraic structures
defined for classical algebras and Lie algebroids as well. Hom-algebras were first introduced
in the Lie algebra setting [16] with motivation from physics though its origin can be traced
back in earlier literature such as [I8]. In [23], Makhlouf and Silvestrov introduced the
definition of Hom-associative algebras, where the associativity of a Hom-algebra is twisted
by an endomorphism. Recently, Mandal and Mishra introduced the notion of Hom-Lie
Rinehart algebras in [24], which is a generalization of Lie-Rinehart algebras.

The class of the split algebras is specially related to addition quantum numbers, graded
contractions and deformations. For instance, for a physical system which displays a sym-
metry of L, it is interesting to know in detail the structure of the split decomposition
because its roots can be seen as certain eigenvalues which are the additive quantum num-
bers characterizing the state of such system. Determining the structure of split algebras
will become more and more meaningful in the area of research in mathematical physics.
Recently, in [1, 2 4, B ©, [7, 8, ©, 10, 11l [12], the structure of different classes of split
algebras have been determined by the techniques of connections of roots.

In the present paper we introduce the class of split regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebras
as the natural extension of the one of split Lie-Rinehart algebras and so of split regular
Hom-Lie algebras, and study its tight structures based on some work in [1] and [3]. In
section 2, we establish the preliminaries on split regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebras theory.
In sections 3 and 4, we develop techniques of connections of roots and weights for split
Hom-Lie Rinehart algebras respectively. In section 5, we study the structures of tight split

regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebras.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we start by recalling the definition of Hom-Lie Rinehart algebras,
then we introduce the notions of roots and weights of split Hom-Lie Rinehart algebras.

Throughout the paper, all algebraic systems are supposed to be over a field k.

Definition 2.1. ([25]) Let A be an associative commutative algebra and ¢ : A — A an

algebra endomorphism. A ¢-derivation on A is a linear map D : A — A satisfying

D(ab) = ¢(a)D(b) + D(a)¢(b), (2. 1)
for all a,b € A. The set of all ¢-derivations on A is denoted by Dery(A).

Remark 2.2. The triple (Derg(A), [, ]s,¥y) is a Hom-Lie algebra, where the bracket
[-,-]¢ and the twist map 14 are defined by

[D1,Ds)y =¢poDio¢p toDyog™t —poDyop toDiog™ !,
Yp(D)=¢oDog !,



for all Dy, Dy € Derg(A).
Furthermore, Dery(A) has a natural A-module structure, where the A-module action
is defined using the algebra multiplication in A. These two structures are related by the

following identities

Yg(a- D) = ¢(a) - y(D),
[D1,a - Daly = ¢(a) - [D1, D]y + ¥y(D1)(a) - ¥p(D2),

for all @ € A and D1, Dy € Dery(A).

Definition 2.3. ([24]) A Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra over (A, ¢) is a tuple (A, L, [-, -], ¢, ¢, p),
where A is an associative commutative algebra, L is an A-module, [-,:] : L x L — L is a
skew symmetric bilinear map, the map ¢ : A — A is an algebra homomorphism, ¢ : L — L
is a linear map satisfying ¢([z,y]) = [¢(x),¥(y)], and p : L — DergA is a linear map,
satisfy the following conditions:
(1) the triple (L, [-,],%) is a Hom-Lie algebra.

2) Y(a-x) =¢(a) - Y(z) foralla € A,z € L.
3) (p, ¢) is a representation of (L, [-,-],%) on A.
4) p(a-z) = ¢(a) - p(z) for all a € A,z € L.

)

5) [x,a-y] = é(a)z,y] + p(z)(a)Y(y) for all a € A, z,y € L.

We denote it by (L, A) or just by L if there is not any possible confusion. A Hom-
Lie-Rinehart algebra (A, L, [, ], ¢,v, p) is said to be regular if the map ¢ : L — L is a

bijective map and ¢ : A — A is an algebra automorphism.

(
(
(
(

Example 2.4. Any Hom-Lie algebra (L, |-, -], %) over a k-module L is a Hom-Lie Rinehart
algebra over A := k, the algebra morphism ¢ = Id;, and the trivial action of L on k.

Example 2.5. Let (L, A) be a Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra over an associative commutative
A. By Remark 2.2, (Derg(A), A, [, ]¢, ¢, V¢, pg) is also a Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra with
Py = Vo-

Definition 2.6. A subalgebra (S, A) of (L, A), S for short, is a Hom-Lie subalgebra of L
such that AS C S and satisfying that S acts on A via the composition S < L — Dery(A).
A subalgebra (I, A), I for short, of L is called an ideal if I is a Hom-Lie ideal of L such
that p(I)(A)L C I.

Definition 2.7. A Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra (L, A) is simple if [L, L] # 0, AA # 0, AL #
0 and its only ideals are 0, L and the kernel of p.

Throughout this paper (L, A) will denote a regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra over an
arbitrary base field £ and that we will denote by N the set of all non-negative integers
and by Z the set of all integers.



Next, we will introduce the class of split algebras in the framework of a Hom-Lie
Rinehart algebra (L, A). We begin by recalling the definition of a split regular Hom-Lie
algebra.

Definition 2.8. ([3, 28]) Let (L, [, ], %) be a regular Hom-Lie algebra and H a maximal
abelian subalgebra (MASA) of L. We call L is split if L can be written as the direct sum
L=H®& (D, er La), where

Ly = {v, € Lilhv,] = y(W)(w,), Vh € H}, (2. 2)

for a linear functional v € H* and I" = {y € H*\{0}|L, # 0}. H is called a splitting
Cartan subalgebra of L.

Now let us return to a regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra (L, A). Denote by H a

maximal abelian (in the sense [H, H] = 0) subalgebra of L.

Definition 2.9. A split regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra (with respect to a MASA H
of the regular Hom-Lie algebra L) is a regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra (L, A) in which
the Hom-Lie algebra L contains a splitting Cartan subalgebra H and the algebra A is a

weight module (with respect to H) in the sense that A can be written as the direct sum
A=Ay ® (Bocp Aa) With ¢(As) C Ay, where

Aa = {aa € Alp(h)(aa) = a(h)¢(aa), Vh € H}, (2. 3)

for a linear functional o € H* and A = {a € H*\{0}|A, # 0} denotes the weights system
of A. The linear subspace A, , for a € A, is called the weight space of A associate to a,
the elements o € AU {0} are called weights of A.

Remark 2.10. By [3, 28], in a split regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra (L, A), the splitting
Cartan subalgebra H = Lg, that is, (L, A) has both a root spaces decomposition L =
Lo & (. cr La) and a weight spaces decomposition A = Ay & (B,ep Aa)-

Lemma 2.11. For any v,£ € ' U {0} and «, 5 € A U {0}, the following assertions hold.
(1)Lo = H.
(2) If [Ly, L¢] # 0, then v¢~t + &=t € TU{0} and [Ly, Le] C Loy-14¢p-1-
(3) If AyAg # 0, then a + € AU {0} and A, Ag C Ansp.
(4) If AuL, #0, then a« +~v € TU{0} and AL~y C Laty-
(5) If p(Ly)Aq # 0, then v+ € AU {0} and p(L,)Aa C Aatry-

Proof. (1) Straightforward.
(2) For any vy € L,,ve € L¢ and h € H, that is,

[h7 U’Y] = ’Y(h)w(v’y)v [h7 UE] = f(h)lb(’l)g)



By Hom-Jacobi identity, we have

[, [y, vel] = [ (vy), [oe, o™ (W] = [ (ve), [ (), vy ]
= [(vy), W (h), wel] + [ (h), vy ), ()]
= (W &) (h)Ylvy, vel.
S0 [vy,ve] € Loyy—14gp1-
(3) For any a € Ay,as € Ag and h € H, since p(h) is a ¢-derivation on A, we have
p(h)(aaag) = é(aa)p(h)(ag) + p(h)(aa)d(ag)

= 0(aa)B(h)plag) + a(h)p(aa)d(as)
= (a+ B)(h)d(aaap).

Thus anap € Aayp-
(4) For any aq € An,vy € Ly and h € H, we have

[h,aqvy] = ¢(aa)[havv]4‘P(hJ(aa)¢(UV)

Y(h)d(aa)(vy) + alh)dlaa)(vy)
(v + @) (h)y(aavy).

Therefore aqvy € Loy .

(5) For any an € Aq,vy € Ay and h € H, since (p, ¢) is a representation of (L, [-,-],v)
on A, we have

p([h, vy])¢(aa) = p(¥(h))p(vy)(aa) — p(¥(vy))p(h)(aa).
Because a, € A, vy € Ly, we have
p([h,v9])9(aa) = p(y(R)vy)d(aa) = v(h)dp(vy)P(aa),
p(¥(vy))p(h)(aa) = p(¥(vy))a(h)p(an) = a(h)pp(vy)@(aa).
It follows that
() +~v(h)¢p(vy)p(aa) = p(1b(h))p(vy)(aa) = dp(h)d " p(vy)(aa)-

The second equality holds since p is a homomorphism of Hom-Lie algebras. Therefore,
p(h)(p(vy)(aa)) = (a(h) +7(h))d(p(vy)d(aq)). That is, p(vy)(aa) € Aaty- 2

3 Connections of roots

In the following, (L, A) denotes a split regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra which has a

root spaces decomposition and a weight spaces decomposition:

L=Lo® (L), A=As® (P Aa). (3. 1)

~yel a€A



Given a linear functional v : H — k, we denote by —v : H — k the element in H* defined
by (—v)(h) := —v(h) for all h € H. We also denote —I" := {—~|y € I'}. In a similar way
we can define —A := {—a|a € A}. Finally, we denote +I" :=T'U —T" and +A := AU —A.

Definition 3.1. Let v,& € I', we say that « and £ are connected if
e Either £ = ey1® for some z € Z and € € {1, —1}.
e Either there exists a family {(q, (2, -+ ,(n} € £AU LT, with n > 2, such that
(1) G € {whlk e Z}.
(2) Q' 4 Gyt € £T,
G2+ QY + (3! € 4T,
Q™+ Q™ + (g + G € AT

G 4+ G G Gy € 4T
(3) Q™™ + Gy + Gy 4 Gy € {HEY T m e Z).
We will also say that {(1, (2, ,(n} is a connection from v to .

Remark 3.2. Assume that v and £ are connected. Then ~1*! is connected to £1*2 for
any zi1,z2 € Z, and also to —&*2 in case —£y*2 € T

Proposition 3.3. The relation ~ in I' is an equivalence relation, where v ~ ¢ if and only

if v is connected to &.
Proof. Similar to Proposition 2.4 in [3]. O

Remark 3.4. Let £,y € T" such that v ~ &, n € ANT such that v +n € T'. Since {v,n}
is a collection from 7 to v+ 7, we get & ~ v+ 1.

By Proposition 3.3, we can consider the quotient set

L/ ~={}lly eT},

where [y] denotes the set of nonzero roots of L which are connected to 7. In the following

we will associate an adequate ideal I},) to any [7]. For a fixed v € T, we define

LOJ“{] = ( Z A—SLS) + (Z [L_g, Lg]) C Ly, LM = @ Lg. (3 2)
fel,—€eA eh] geh]

Then we denote by I|,; the direct sum of the two subspaces above, that is,
Iy = Lojm @ Lpy)- (3.3)

Proposition 3.5. For any v € I, the following assertions hold.
@) Uw» Ien] € -



Ipy] = [Lo,jy) @ Lys Lo jy) ® Ly] C [Lo ), Ly] + [Lys Lo )] + [Ly, Lyl (3. 4)

For any ¢ € [y], by Eq. (3.2) and Lemma 2.11-(2), we have [L ], Ls] C Lsy-1, where
5~ € [4]. It follows that [Lg [, Liy] C L. Similarly, we have [L{y}, Lo ()] C Ly

We now consider the expression [L., L,] in Eq. (3.4). For this, we take any §,7 € [v]
satisfying [Ls, L] # 0, by Lemma 2.11-(2), [Ls, Ly] C Lgy—14yp-1-

o If 6 +7n =0, then [L5,L77] C L07m.

o If § + 1 # 0, by Lemma 2.11-(2), we have dp~! 4+ mp~! € T and therefore {6,71}
is a collection from § to dyp~! 4+ ny~!. By Proposition 3.3, 6=t + ny~! € [7]. Thus
[L5,L7]] C L6w71+7]w71 C Lm.

So we get [I['y]al['y]] C I[.y]

(2) For any v € I', we first claim that
W(Ly) C Lyy-1, % (Ly) C Loy, (3. 5)

In fact, for any h € H and v, € L., we have

[ (vy)] = ([ (R), v3]) = Y (7 (W) (R (vy)).-

It follows that v(vy) € Lyy-1. Thus ¢(Ly) C Lyy-1. Similarly, one may check that
¢~ (L,) C L. By Remark 3.2, v¢~ € [y],7 € [7], then we have V(1)) = Iy, as

desired.

(3) By Egs. (3.1) and (3.3), we have

Alpy = (Ao ® (P Aa))(( Z A_eLe) + (D [L—e, Le]) @Lﬁ
—£e

ach § (] A £eh]

We have to consider six cases:
Case 1: Ag(A_¢L¢) C Lo - In fact, for any & € [y] and —€ € A, by Lemma 2.11-(2-3)

and the A-module structure on L, we have
Ao(A—gLe) = (AoA—g)Le C A_¢Le C Lofy)-

Case 2: Ao[L_¢, L¢] C Lq . In fact, for any £ € [y] and ag € Ag,v_¢ € L_¢,v¢ € L,
by Definition 2.3, we have

aolv_g¢, ve] = [v_¢, ¢~ (ao)ve] — p(v—e)(d ™" (ao))e(ve).
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Since ¢~ (ag) € Ay, we have ¢~ '(ag)ve € L¢ and therefore [v_g, ¢~ (ag)ve] € [L_g, Le].
Also, we can get p(v_¢)(¢p~(ap)) € A_¢. If A_¢ # 0 (otherwise is trivial), —¢ € A.
By Lemma 2.11-(5), we have p(v_¢)(¢ " (ao))y(ve) C A_¢Lgy-1, where &1 € [4]. So
Ao[L—g, Le] C Lo,y

Case 3: AgL¢ C L¢ C Ly Straightforward from Lemma 2.11-(4).

Case 4: Ay(A_¢L¢) C L. In fact, for any a € A, £ € [y] and —¢ € A, by Lemma
2.11-(2-3) and the A-module structure on L, we have

AQ(A_gLS) = (AaA—S)Lﬁ C Aa_5L5 C Lg,.

If L, # 0 (otherwise is trivial), then @ € I'. By Remark 3.4, a € [y]. Thus we have
AQ(A_ng) C L[“/]

Case 5: Au[L_¢, L¢] C Liy- In fact, for any o € A,§ € [y] and aq € Ag,v_¢ € L_¢,v¢ €
L¢, by Definition 2.3, we have

aa[v_g,ve] = [v_¢, ¢~ (aa)ve] — p(v_g) (™ (aa))t(ve).

Since ¢71(aq) € Aa, we have ¢~ (an)ve € Late. If p(v_¢)(¢7 (aq)) # 0 (otherwise
is trivial), o+ & € T If [v_¢, " (aa)ve] # O (otherwise is trivial), then ap™! € T' and
[v_¢, ¢ (aa)ve] € [L_g, Late] C Lyy-1. By Remark 3.3, a+ £ € [y], then a ~ a + £, thus
o € [7] and therefore ay™! € [y]. So [v_¢, ¢ (an)ve] € Liy.-

If p(v_¢)(¢ (an)) # O (otherwise is trivial), then o — & € A and p(v_¢)(¢ ™ (an)) €
Aq—¢. Similar to the discussion above, a € [y]. If p(v_¢)(¢7(an))¥(ve) # 0 (otherwise
is trivial), by Lemma 2.11-(4), we have o — £ + &1 € T and p(v_¢)(¢(aa))(ve) €
Lo —¢iep—1, where £,6071 € [y]. So Ag[L_¢, L¢] C Ly

Case 6: AqL¢ C Lyyj. In fact, for any a € A,§ € [y], we have AyL¢ C Leyq. Using
again Remark 3.3, { + a € [y]. So AqL¢ C Ly

According to the six cases above, we prove Al C I, as required.

(4) By the definition 2.3, we have p(Ijy)(A)L C [I}y), AL] + ¢(A)[I}y), L]. By the con-
clusion (3) above, we get p({},))(A)L C I},. 0

Proposition 3.6. If [1],[d] € I'/ ~ such that [y] # [4], then [I}}, [;5] = 0.
Proof. Since I, = Lo, & Ly and Lg |, C Lo, we have
Uiy Iyl = [Lo,py) © Ly, Loyis) © Ls] C [Lo, [y, Ls] + [L, Lo, 5] + [L, Ls]- (3. 6)

We first claim that [L., Ls] = 0. Suppose there exist v € [y],61 € [0] such that
[Lyys Ls,] # 0, by Lemma 2.11-(2), we get [Ly,, Ls,] C Ly 145,01 = Ly, 45,1 and
m + 61 # 0. Thus 4, + 6; € . Since v1 € [7],61 € [0], by remark 3.3, we have v ~
Y1+ 01,0 ~ 1 + 1 and therefore v ~ d, contradiction. So [L., Ls] = 0.
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Second, we claim that [Lg [}, Ls] = [L~, Lo 5] = 0. By the definition of Ly}, Ls, we
have
[LO,['y]v L(S] = [( Z A—“/lL’Yl) + ( Z [L—’Yl’L'YI])v L(S]-
€N, —MEA 11€M]
For the expression [Lg ), Ls] in Eq. (3.6), we take any d; € [], by the Hom-Jacobi
identity,
Loy L], L) = [y sl Loyt + (L Loy Loy

Since [Ly,, Lsyp)s L_sy 1] = [Lsyy, L] = 0, we have [Ly ], Ls] = 0.
For the expression [A_,, L,,, Ls] in Eq. (3.6), suppose there exists d; € [§] such that
[A_, Ly, Ls] # 0. By Definition 2.3, we have

[A—“/l L“/l’L51] = [L(Sl’A—“ﬂL’h] - ¢(A—71)[L51’L’y1] + p(Lth)(A—“ﬂ)Lélw*l-

By the discussion above, we get [Ls,, L,,] = 0. Since [A_,, L,,, Ls] # 0, it follows that
0 # p(L51)(A—’Y1)L51w*1 C A51—71L51¢*1‘ Thus Agl_-\ﬂ # 0 and 61 — 1 € AU{0}. By
Remark 3.3, §1 ~ 71, a contradiction. So [A_,, L,,, Ls] = 0.

Therefore, we have [L (4], Ls] = 0. Similarly, one may check that [L., Ly 5] = 0. The
proof is finished. O

Theorem 3.7. The following assertions hold.
(1) For any [y] € I'/ ~, the linear space I},; = Lg [, © L associated to [y] is an ideal
of L.

(2) If L is simple, then there is a connection from ~y to £ for any v,£ € I'. Moreover,

H=( Z A Ly) + (Z[L—’Y’L’Y])' (3.7)
vyel',—veA vyel’

Proof. (1) Since [Ijy, H] = [I|,), Lo] C L}, C I}y, taking into account Propositions 3.5
and 3.6, we have

U1 L] = [y H @ (6D Le) @ (€D Lo) € Iy

€] 6¢[]
Since (L) C Lyy-1 and ¥~ 1(Ly) C Lyy, by Remark 3.2, we have ¢(I},)) = Ij,. By
Proposition 3.5, I, is an ideal of L.
(2) The simplicity of L implies Ij,; = Kerp or I,; = L for any v € T'. If there exists

v € I such that I,) = L, then [y] = I'. Otherwise, if Ij;) = Kerp for all v € T' then
[v] = [¢] for any 7,£ € T and again [y] = I'. Therefore in any case L has all its nonzero

roots connected and H = (3_ cr _,en A—yLy) + (3, er[L—v: L)) O

Theorem 3.8. For a vector space complement U of (3 cp e A=y Ly)+ (O, ep[L—y, Ly])

'yel"[
in H, we have



where Ij,) is one of the ideals of L described in Theorem 3.7-(1), satisfying [I,], [j5] = 0,
whenever [y] # [0].

Proof. Each I},) is well defined and, by Theorem 3.7-(1), an ideal of L. It is clear that
L=U+ Ly=U+ > I,
el [y]er/~
By Proposition 3.6, we get [I1], [[5] = 0 if [y] # [4]. O
Let us denote by Z(L) the center of L, that is, Z(L) := {v € L|[v, L] = 0, p(v) = 0}.
Corollary 3.9. If Z(L) = 0 and H = (3 cr _ren A Ly) + (2 er[L—: Ly]), then L is

the direct sum of the ideals given in Theorem 3.6,
L= P 1
[vler/~

Proof. Straightforward from Theorem 3.8. a

4 Decompositions of A

Corresponding to the decompositions of L in the split regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra

(L, A), we will discuss the weight spaces and decompositions of A in the following.

Definition 4.1. Let o, 5 € A we say that «a and 5 are connected if
e cither = e« for some € € {1, —1};
e cither there exists a family {01,092, -+ ,0,} C AU £, with n > 2, such that
(1) 01 = (.
(2) 01+ 09 € EAULT,
o1+ 09+ 03 € AULL,

o1+09-+0o,_1 € AULL,

(3) o1+ 02+ 0, €{58,—0}.
We will also say that {o1,09,--+ ,0,} is a connection from « to 3.

Proposition 4.2. The relation ~ in A is an equivalence relation, where o ~  if and only

if o is connected to .
Proof. Straightforward. a

Remark 4.3. Let a, 8 € A such that a = 8, p € ANT such that 5+ p € A. Since {3, u}
is a collection from 5 to 8+ u, we get a = 5+ u.

By Proposition 4.2, we can consider the quotient set

A/ ~:={[a]|a € A},
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where [a] denotes the set of nonzero weights of A which are connected to «. In the

following we will associate an adequate ideal A(,) to any [a]. For a fixed a € A, we define
Aopi=( Y. pLp)(Ap)+ (D Ap Ag) C Ay, A= P 4. (4 1)
pela],—BeA pela] Bele]
Then we denote by A}, the direct sum of the two subspaces above,
A[a] = AO’[Q] ® A[a]. 4. 2)
Proposition 4.4. For any «, 5 € A, the following assertions hold.
(1) Age)Aja) € Aa)-
(2) If [o] # [B], then A[Q]A[m = 0.
Proof. We only prove (1) and similar for (2). By Eq. (4.2) and the commutativity of A,

we have
A A = (Ao o) © Aja]) (Ao ja] © Afa)) C Ao (] Ao ja] + Ao,ja]Ala) T Aja)Ala)- (4 3)
We first consider the expression Ay [4)Ag o] in Eq. (4.3). Let 3,7 € [a] satisfying

(P(L—p)(Ap) + A_pAp)(p(L—)(Ay) + A1 Ay)
= (p(L—p)(Ap))(p(L—)(Ay)) + (p(L—p)(Ap)) (A Ay)
+H(A-3A3)(p(L—)(Ay)) + (A-gAp) (A, Ay) # 0.
There are four cases we have to discuss:

Case 1: (p(L_p)(Ap))(p(L-~)(Ay)) C Ag o) In fact, foranyv_p € L_g,a5 € Ag,v_ €
L_,ay €Ay, we get p(L_g) € Dery(A). By Definition 2.3, we have

(p(v—p)(ap))(p(v—)(ay))
= pv_p)(agd™ (p(v—y)(ay))) — dlag)p(v_s) (@~ (p(v—s)(as)))-

By Lemma 2.11-(5), p(v_)(a,) € Ap. Since A4, is ¢-invariant, we have ¢~ (p(v_5)(ay)) €

Ap and agd'(p(v_y)(ay)) € Ag by Lemma 2.11-(3). So p(v_g)(agd~ (p(v_y)(ay))) €
p(L_g)Ag. Similarly, one may check that ¢(ag)p(v_g)(¢~ ' (p(v_y)(ay))) € AgA_z. There-
fore, we get (p(L_p)(Ap))(p(L—~)(Ay)) C Ag o], as desired.

Case 2: (p(L_p)(Ap))(A_1A,) C Agq)- In fact, for any v_g € L_pg,a5 € Ag,v_ €
L_.,ay, € A,, since p(L_g) € Dery(A), we have

(p(v-p)(ag))(a—yay)
= p(v_p)(agg™ (a—yas)) = plag)p(v—p) (¢~ (a—ya,)).

By Lemma 2.11-(5), we get ¢~ '(a_ya,) € A and agd~'(a_,a,) € Ag. Thus we have

p(v_p)(agdp~(a_ya,)) € p(L_p)Ag. Similarly, one may check that ¢(ag)p(v_g) (¢~ (a_ya,))
€ AgA_p. Therefore, we get (p(L_p)(Ag))(A—yAy) C Ag o], as desired.
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Case 3: (A_gAg)(p(L—~)(A)) C Agq- In fact, by the commutativity of A, we have

(A-pAp)(p(L—)(A3)) = (p(L—)(Ay))(A-pAg) C Ag [a)-

Case 4: (A_gAg)(A_y, A,)) C Ago- In fact, if B+~ = 0, that is, v = —j, by the

commutativity of A, we have
(A-pAp)(AyAy) = A_(AsAsA_p) C A_pAg C A [q]-
If 8+~ # 0, then
(A_pA)(A—, Ay) = (ApA—)(ApA;) C Ay Agsy C Aga]-

From four cases above, we have Ag 440 (o] C Ao,o] C A[e)- Similarly, one may check
that Ag oA C Aoy AjaA[a] C Alq)- Therefore, we have Ay Ajq) C Ajy. The proof is
finished. a

Theorem 4.5. Let A be a commutative and associative algebra associated to a Hom-Lie
Rinehart algebra L. Then the following assertions hold.

(1) For any [a] € A/ =, the linear space Ay = Ag o] © A[q of A associated to [a] is
an ideal of A.

(2) If A is simple, then all weights of A are connected. Furthermore,

AO = ( Z p(L—a)(Aa) + (Z A—aA(X)’

—a€el,aeA a€A

Proof. (1) It is sufficient to show that A, A C A}y since A is commutative. In fact, by

Proposition 4.4, we have

AA = Ag(Adoe (P 4s) e (P A) C A,

BeElo] 7¢[e]
as desired.
(2) Since A is simple, then Aj,) = A for any o € A. So [a] = A and therefore
AO = (Z_aer,ae/\ p(L—a)(Aa) + (ZaeA A—av Aa)- 0

Theorem 4.6. Let A be a commutative and associative algebra associated to a Hom-Lie
Rinehart algebra L. Then

A=V + Z A[a},
[a]eA/~

where V' is a linear complement in Ag of (3__,cr pen P(L—a)(Aa) + (X pen A-a; Aa) and
any Ap,) is one of the ideals of A described in Theorem 4.5-(1), satisfying A, Ajg = 0,
whenever [a] # [].
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Proof. Straightforward from Theorem 4.5 and Proposition 4.4. O
Let us denote by Z(A) the center of A, that is, Z(A) := {a € L|aA = 0}.
Corollary 4.7. Let (L, A) be a Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra. If Z(A) = 0 and

Ao=( D pla)(Aa) + (D A-ada),

—a€el,aeA a€A

then A is the direct sum of the ideals given in Theorem 4.5, that is,

A= > A
[

aleN/~
satisfying Ao Ajg = 0, whenever [a] # [5].
Proof. This can be proved analogously to Corollary 3.8 in [3]. a

In the following, we will discuss the relation between the decompositions of L and A
of a Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra (L, A).

Definition 4.8. A split Lie-Rinehart algebra (L, A) is tight if Z(L) =0,Z(A) =0,AA =
A AL = L and

H=( > A L)+ Ly L), A= Y p(L-a)(Aa) + (O] A_aAd).

yel,—vEA vel —a€el',aeA a€EA

Remark 4.9. Let (L, A) be a tight split regular Hom-Lie-Rinehart algebra, then

L= 3 Iy A= 3 Aw,

[vler/~ [aJeA/~

with any I1,) an ideal of L verifying [I},}, Ij5)] = 0 if [y] # [0] and any A, an ideal of A
satisfying A Ajg = 0 if [o] # [B].

Proposition 4.10. Let (L, A) be a tight split regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra, then
for any [y] € T'/ ~ there exists a unique [a] € A/ =~ such that Ay /[, = 0.

Proof. Similar to Proposition 4.2 in [3]. O
Theorem 4.11. Let (L, A) be a tight split regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra, then
P L
i€l/1 jeJ

with any L; a nonzero ideal of L and any A; a nonzero ideal of A. Furthermore, for any
i € I there exists a unique ¢ € J such that A:L; = 0.

Proof. Straightforward from Proposition 4.10. a
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5 The simple components

In this section we focus on the simplicity of split regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra
(L, A) by centering our attention in those of maximal length. From now on we always

assume that I" and A are symmetric in the sense that I' = —I" and A = —A.

Lemma 5.1. Let (L, A) be a split regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra and I an ideal of L.
Then I = (INH)® (INED,cr Ly).

Proof. Since (L, A) is split, we get L = H @ (@’YEF L,). By the assumption that I is an
ideal of L, it is clear that I is a submodule of L. Thus [ is a weight module and therefore
I:(IﬂH)@(Iﬂ@WerLV). O

Lemma 5.2. Let (L, A) be a split regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra with Z(L) = 0 and
I an ideal of L. If I C H, then I = {0}.

Proof. Since I C H, [[,H] C [H,H] = 0. It follows that [[,L] = [I,@., L] C
HN (@, er Ly) = 0. So I C Z(L) =0. 0

Definition 5.3. A split regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra (L, A) is called root-multiplicative
if the following conditions hold for any +,6 € I" and «, 8 € A:

(1) If vyt + 691 €T, then [L., Ls] # 0.

(2) f a+~ €T, then AL, # 0.

(3) If a+ B € A, then A,Ag # 0.

Definition 5.4. A split regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra (L, A) is called of mazimal
length if dimL. = dimA, = 1 for any v € I" and o € A.

Theorem 5.5. Let (L, A) be a tight split regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra of maximal
length and root-multiplicative. If all the nonzero roots of L are connected, then either L

is simple or L = I & I’ with simple ideals I, I'.

Proof By Lemma 5.1, for any nonzero ideal I of L, I can be written as

I=(nme (@ L)
~vElr
where I, = I'N L, and I'; = {y € I'|, # 0} for at least one v € T..

In the first case, we assume that there exists v € I' satisfying 0 # L, C I. Since
¢(I) =1 and (L) C Lyy-1,9" 1 (Ly) C Lyy, we can assert that if v € I'; then {y1*|z €
Z} C Ty That is, {Lyy=|2 € Z} C 1.

Now, we take any 0 € I satisfying § ¢ {£7y1*}. Since the root I' is connected to 4,
there is a connection {(1,2, -+ ,(y} C AUT, with n > 2, such that

¢1 = yYF for some k € Z,

Gyt 4+ Gyt €T,
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QU2+ U2+ Gyt e,
QU4+ U3+ Gu 2+ Gyt el

QU2 4 G TR G e G €T
G G Gy 2 (T = 26y for some m € Z and € € {£1}.
Taking into account that {1 € I'y, we have that if (o € I', the root-multiplicativity
and the maximal length of L allow us to assert 0 # [L¢,, Le,] = Ley-14¢,p-1. Since
0# L¢, C I, we have

0 +# LC1¢71+C2¢)71 c I

A similar argument applied to (19! + Gyt €T, (3 € AUT and

(GU T+ QU YT + GYT = QYT+ T+ Gy e T

we have
0 # Leyy—24¢pp—2+¢sp—t C L.

We can follow this process with the connection {1, (2, -, (s} to get

0 75 Lclw—n+1+Czw—n+1+CB¢7n+2+,,,+an71 c 1.

That is, Lsy-m C I or L_sp-m C 1.
Since —y € T, it is easy to see that{—(1,—(2, -+ ,—(,} is a connection from —v to §
satisfying
—QYT = Gy T = Gy T — = G = —eby ™

By similar discussions above, one may check that 0 # L__54-m C I. Therefore, ' =T
and H C I. If we consider now any v € I', since L, = [H, L] and H C I, by the maximal
length of L, we have L, C I and so I = L. That is, L is simple.

In the second case, suppose that for any v € I'; we have that —v ¢ I';. Then we have

r=r;0-Ty, (5. 1)

where —I'; := {—~|y € I'1}. Define
I''=( > ALye( @ L. (5. 2)
—ye-TI'r,veA —~ve-T;

First, we claim that I” is a Hom-Lie ideal of L. In fact, by Eq. (3.5), (L) C L_,y-1,
—y¥~! € —I';. By Lemma 2.11-(4), ¥(A,L_,) C ¥(Lo) C Lo if A L_, # 0 (otherwise is
trivial). So ¢(I') C I'.
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Since AyL_., C Ly, by Eq. (5.2), we have

LI = He (@@L ( Y AL)e( P Llc

éel’ —ye-T1,veEA —ye-TI'r
[EB L, ( Z A’YL—’Y)] + [EB Ls, EB L—’Y] + Z L. (5. 3)
6el’ —ye-T'1,vEA 6er —ye-Tr —ye-Tr

For the expression [ ser Lo, (3o _e_r, yen AvL—)] in Eq. (5.3). If some [Ls, Ay L_,] #
0, we have that in case 6 = —v, [L_, Ay L] C L_ -1 C I', and in case § = v, since I is
a Hom-Lie ideal of L, —y ¢ I'r implies [L_., A_,L,] = 0, by the maximal length of L and
the symmetry of I', we have [L,, A,L_,] = 0. Suppose § ¢ {y,—7}. By Definition 2.3,

[Ls; AyL—] C ¢(Ay)[Ls, L] + p(Ls)(Ay)L—y.

Since (L, A) is regular, ¢(A4,) C A,. As [Ls,A,L_,] # 0, we get A,[Ls,L_,] # 0 or
p(Ls)(Ay)L—y # 0. By the maximal length of L, either A[Ls, L] = L, (5_y)y-1 Or
p(Ls)(Ay)L_y = Ls. In both cases, since v € I'7, by the root-multiplicativity of L, we have
L_5 C I and therefore — € I';. That is, Ls C I". So [ser Lo, Q- e 1, 4en AvL—)] C
r.

For the expression [Pser Lo, @ _ e, L—+] in Eq. (5.3), If some [Ls, L_,] # 0, then
[Lsy L—y] = L(5—y)y-1- On the one hand, let § —~ # 0. Since v € I'y, by the root-
multiplicativity of L, we have [L,, L_s] = L¢,_g4-1 C I. So (§—~)p~! € I'; and therefore
L(s—yyy-1 C I'. On the one hand, let § — v = 0. Suppose [L,,L_,] # 0, since vy € I';, we
get [L,L_y] C I. Thus L_, = [[L,,L_,], L_y] C I. According to the discussion above,
v, =7 € I'r, a contradiction with Eq. (5.1). So [@scr Ls: @ _c_r, L] C I".

Second, we claim that p(I')(A)L C I'. In fact, by Definition 2.3, we have

p(I)(A)L C [I', AL} + A[I', ]
Since I’ is a Hom-Lie ideal of L, we get [I',AL] C I')[I',L] C I'. So it is sufficient to
verify that AI'’ C I'. For this, we calculate

Al'' = (Ao o (@ Aa))( Z AyL_) & ( @ L) cC

aEA —ye-I'r,veA —ye-TI'r

'+ @4 >, AL )+E@BAN B L) (54

acA —~ye-TryeA acA N
For the expression (B ,ep Aa) X _ye_r, yer AyL—) in Eq. (5.4), if some Aq(AyL_) #
0, we have that in case « = —v, clearly Aa(A\L_,) = A_(AyL_,) C L_, C I'.
In case of a = 7, since —y ¢ T'y, we get A_(A_,L,) = 0. By the the maximal
length of L, we have An(AyL_,) = A,(A,L_,) = 0. Suppose that o ¢ {v,—7}, by
the the maximal length of L, we have A,(AyL_,) = Lo. Since v € I'7, by the root-
multiplicativity of L, we have L_,) C I, that is, —a € I';. Soa € —I'y and L, C I’. Thus

(@QEA AO‘)(Z—“{G—FI,“{GA A’yL—fy) C I/.
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For the expression (B,ep Aa)(@_ e, L—) in Eq. (5.4), if some AqL_ # 0, in
case a — v € I'y, by the root-multiplicativity of L, we have A_,L, # 0. Again by the
maximal length of L, we have A_,L, = L_,1,. So —a + v € I'j, a contradiction. Thus
o — € —I'r and therefore (P ,cp Aa)(D_c_r, L-+) C I

By the discussion above, we have shown that p(I’)(A)L C I’ and therefore I’ is an
ideal of (L, A).

Finally, we will verify that L = I & I’ with simple I, I’. By similar discussions in the
proof of the simplicity of L above, it is not hard to check that I,I’ are simple Hom-Lie
ideals. Since [I’,I] = 0, by the commutativity of H, we get >  p[L,L_,] =0, so H

must has the form

~yel’

Ho(Y ALe( Y AL 5.5

yelr,—v€EA —~ve-T7,vEA
In order to show that the sum in Eq. (5.5) is direct, we take any h € (3_ e, _ren AyL—y)®
(> —re-r;en AyL—y). Suppose h # 0, then h ¢ Z(L). Since L is split, there is vs €
Ls,0 € I satisfying [h,vs] = 6(h)(vs) # 0. By Eq. (3.5), 0 # 6(h)y(vs) € Lgy-1. While
Lsy— CINI "= 0, a contradiction. So h = 0, as required. The proof is completed. O
Theorem 5.6. Let (L, A) be a tight split regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra of maximal

length and root-multiplicative. If all the nonzero weights of A are connected, then either
L is simple or A = J @ J' with simple ideals .J, .J'.

Proof. This can be proved completely analogously to Theorem 5.5. a

Theorem 5.7. Let (L, A) be a tight split regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra of maximal
length and root-multiplicative. Assume that the roots and weights systems are both

symmetric such that I" have all its nonzero roots connected and A have all its nonzero

weights connected. Then
L@ =D,
icl jeJ
where any L; is a simple ideal of L having all of its nonzero roots connected satisfying
[Li,Ly] = 0 for any ¢ € I with ¢ # 4, and any A; is a simple ideal of A satisfying
A;A; =0 for any j' € J such that j' # j.
Furthermore, for any i € I there exists a unique ¢ € J such that A;L; # 0. We also

have that any L; is a split regular Hom-Lie Rinehart algebra over A-.

Proof. It is analogous to Theorem 5.5 in [1]. O
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