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Abstract.

Let g be a finite dimensional Lie algebra over an algebraically closed field k£ of char-
acteristic zero. Denote by U(g) its enveloping algebra with quotient division ring
D(g). In 1974, at the end of his book “Algebres enveloppantes”, Jacques Dixmier
listed 40 open problems, of which the fourth one asked if the center Z(D(g)) is
always a purely transcendental extension of k. We show this is the case if g is alge-
braic whose Poisson semi-center Sy(g) is a polynomial algebra over k. This can be
applied to many biparabolic (seaweed) subalgebras of semi-simple Lie algebras.
We also provide a survey of Lie algebras for which Dixmier’s problem is known to
have a positive answer. This includes all Lie algebras of dimension at most 8. We
prove this is also true for all 9-dimensional algebraic Lie algebras. Finally, we im-

prove the statement of Theorem 53 of [45].

1. Introduction

Let g be a Lie algebra over an algebraically closed field £ of characteristic zero,
with basis x1,...,x,. Let U(g) be its enveloping algebra with center Z(U(g)) and
semi-center Sz(U(g)), i.e. the subalgebra of U(g) generated by the semi-invariants
of U(g). Denote by D(g) the quotient division ring of U(g) with center Z(D(g)). In
this paper we address the following problem:

Is Z(D(g)) always rational over k ? (Dixmier’s fourth problem [13, p.354]).

This is true for a wide range of Lie algebras and we are not aware of the existence
of a counterexample. See Section 2.

In order to simplify things we consider the symmetric algebra S(g) which we identify

with the polynomial algebra k[xq, ..., z,]. This allows us to use MAPLE for the less
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trivial calculations.

We equip S(g) with its natural Poisson structure. Its Poisson center Y(g) coincides
with the algebra S(g)? of invariants. By a celebrated result of Michel Duflo [15], [16],
[17] there exists an algebra isomorphism between Z(U(g)) and Y (g). Rentschler and
Vergne [50] later extended this to an algebra isomorphism between Sz(U(g)) and the
semi-center Sz(S(g)), which is usually denoted by Sy(g). Furthermore, Z(D(g)) is
isomorphic with R(g)?, the subfield of invariants of R(g), where R(g) is the quotient
field of S(g). Therefore Dixmier’s problem is equivalent with:

Is R(g)? always rational over k ?
We now collect some results in order to make this paper as self-contained as possible.

The insiders may very well skip this part. For more information see [45].

1.1 i(g), the index of g

For each £ € g* we consider its stabilizer

9(§) = {r e g[&([z,y]) = 0 for all y € g}

The minimal value of dim g(§) is called the index of g and is denoted by i(g) [13,
1.11.6; 52, 19.7.3]. Put ¢(g) = (dimg+i(g))/2. This integer is sometimes called the
magic number of g. An element ¢ € g* is called regular if dim g(¢) = i(g). The set
07 Of all regular elements of g* is an open dense subset of g*.
We recall from [13, 1.14.13] that

i(g) = dim g — rankpg) ([zs, 7;])

In particular, dim g — i(g) is an even number.

Theorem 1.1
trdeg;, [(g)® = trdeg, Z(D(g)) < i(g)

Moreover, equality occurs if one of the following conditions is satisfied:
(1) g is algebraic [38, 39; 50 p.401]

(2) g has no proper semi-invariants in S(g) (or equivalently in U(g)) [47, Propo-
sition 4.1].

1.2 Commutative polarizations of g

Suppose g admits a commutative Lie subalgebra b such that dimbh = ¢(g), i.e. b is



a commutative polarization (notation: CP) with respect to any ¢ € g, [13, 1.12].
These CP’s occur frequently in the nilpotent case [43],[44]. If in addition b is an
ideal of g then we call h a CP-ideal (notation: CPI). If a solvable Lie algebra g
admits a CP then it also admits a CPI [22, Theorem 4.1].

1.3 The Poisson algebra S(g) and its center
The symmetric algebra S(g), which we identify with k[zy,...,z,], has a natural
Poisson algebra structure, the Poisson bracket of f,g € S(g) given by:

{f.9}= ; ;[x“%]ﬁ—xza—z]
In particular, S(g), {, } is a Lie algebra for which g is a Lie subalgebra since for any

two elements z,y € g we have that {z,y} = [z,y]. Also, for all f,g,h € S(g):

{f.gh}y ={f,gth+g{f h} (*)

It now easily follows that the center Y (g) of S(g), {,} is equal to

{feS@) | {zx, f} =0 Vo eg}

and since {z, f} = ad z(f) this clearly coincides with S(g)?, the subalgebra of in-
variant polynomials of S(g).

The Poisson bracket has a unique extension to the quotient field R(g) of S(g) such
that (x) holds in R(g). It follows that R(g), {, } is a Lie algebra with center R(g)?,
the subfield of rational invariants of R(g). R(g) is called the rational Poisson algebra
[54, p. 311].

If h is a CP of g then R(h) is a maximal Poisson commutative subfield of R(g) [41,
Theorem 14].

1.4 The semi-center Sy(g) of S(g)

Let A € g*. We denote by S(g), the set of all f € S(g) such that ad z(f) = A(z)f
for all z € g. Any element f € S(g), is said to be a semi-invariant w.r.t. the weight
A. We call f a proper semi-invariant if A # 0. Clearly, S(g),S(g), C S(g)x+, for all
A€ gt Let f,g € S(g). If fg is a nonzero semi-invariant of S(g), then so are f
and g. Note that S(g)o = Y(g).

The sum of all S(g)x, A € g*, is direct and it is a nontrivial factorial subalgebra
Sy(g) of S(g) [11], [35], [36]. Clearly Sy(g) is graded by S(g)x, A € g*. Moreover,



it is Poisson commutative [47, p. 308].
Any nonzero semi-invariant can be written uniquely as a product of irreducible semi-

invariants.

Proposition 1.2

Suppose h € R(g), h # 0. Then h € R(g)? if and only if h can be written as a
quotient of two semi-invariants of the same weight [I1].

Assume that g has no proper semi-invariants (as it is if [g, g] = g). Then R(g)? is
the quotient field of S(g)? = Y (g). In particular,

trdeg,Y (g) = trdeg, 1(g)" = i(g)

by Theorem 1.1. Also, g is unimodular (i.e. tr(ad =) = 0 for all € g) by [14, Thm.
1.11} and its proof.

1.5 The canonical truncation g,

The weights of the semi-invariants of S(g) form an additive semi-group A(g), which
is not necessarily finitely generated [14, p. 322].

Next, we denote by g, the intersection of kerA\, A € A(g). g is a characteristic ideal
of g which contains [g, g]. It is called the canonical truncation of g. In most cases
g has a nicer structure than g.

We now apply the same approach as in [10, pp. 331-334] and [37, pp. 213-214]
in order to obtain the following. In fact (1), (2), (3) do not require for k& to be
algebraically closed. See also [5], [23], [25], [50].

Theorem 1.3

1. The centralizer C'(Sy(g)) = S(ga) and Cr(Sy(g)) = R(ga)

2. ga has no proper semi-invariants and so R(gx )% is the quotient field of Y (g, ).
Also trdeg;,Y (ga) = i(ga)

3. 5(g)™ =Y(ga) and R(g)* = R(gr)*™
4. c¢(ga) = c(g) (use [47, Lemma 3.7] and [43, Proposition 3.2])

5. Sy(g) C Y(ga) = Sy(ga) and equality occurs if g is almost algebraic or if g is
Frobenius (i.e. i(g) = 0)

6. Suppose b is a CP-ideal of g. Then h C gy [22, p. 141] and Y (ga) C S(h)



1.6 The fundamental semi-invariant p,

Definition Put ¢ = dim g — i(g), which is the rank of the structure matrix B =
([zi,z;]) € M,(R(g)), where z1,...,z, is an arbitrary basis of g. Assume first that
g is nonabelian. Then the greatest common divisor ¢, of the ¢ x ¢ minors in B is
a nonzero semi-invariant of S(g) [10, pp. 336-337]. If g is abelian we put ¢, = 1.
Next, let p; be the greatest common divisor of the Pfaffians of the principal ¢ x ¢
minors in B. In particular, degpy < (dimg —i(g))/2. By [47, Lemma 2.1] pZ = ¢4
up to a nonzero scalar multiplier. We call py the fundamental semi-invariant of S(g)
(instead of ¢, as we did in [47, p. 309)].

Lemma 1.4 [30, Lemma 2.3] Let g be an algebraic Lie algebra. Then p,, divides p,.

1.7 Frobenius Lie algebras

A Lie algebra g is called Frobenius if there is a linear functional £ € g* such that
the alternating bilinear form Be(z,y) = &([z,y]),z,y € g, is nondegenerate, i.e.
i(g) = 0. In particular, R(g)? = k by Theorem 1.1. Frobenius Lie algebras form a
large class and they appear naturally in different areas. For example many parabolic
and biparabolic (seaweed) subalgebras of semi-simple Lie algebras are Frobenius [7],
[8], [O], [18], [19], [20], [21], [33], [40], [49], including most Borel subalgebras of simple
Lie algebras [22, p. 146]. A Frobenius biparabolic Lie algebra g satisfies interesting
properties. For instance gx = [g, g] [30, Proposition 7.6].

We now collect some useful facts on semi-invariants from [10], [40]. Let g be a
Frobenius Lie algebra with basis z,...,x,. Then n is even and g has a triv-
ial center. The Pfaffian Pf([z;,z;]) € S(g) is homogeneous of degree %dim g
and (Pf([xi,z;]))? = det([z;,z;]) # 0 by 1.1. Hence p, = Pf([x;, z;]). We put
A(g) = det([z;, z;]) (which is well determined up to nonzero scalar multipliers).

Dy 1S & semi-invariant with weight 7, where 7(z) = tr(ad z), z € g.

Theorem 1.5 Let g be Frobenius. Decompose py into a product of irreducible

factors:
Pg =000, mp>1
Then:
(1) vy,...,v, are the only (up to nonzero scalars) irreducible semi-invariants of

S(g), say with weights Ay,..., A € A(g).



(2) Sy(g) = klv1,...,v.] = Y(ga), a polynomial algebra over k.
(3) r=dimg — dimgy = i(gn)

(4) Aq,..., A\ are linearly independent over k. They generate the semi-group A(g)
and gy =Nker\;, i =1,...,r

(5) bh; = ker); is an ideal of g of index one and Y (h;) = k[v;] and R(h;)" = k(v;)
1
(6) miA + ...+ myA. =7 and my degvy + ...+ m, degv, = degp, = idimg

(7) (Joseph [30, 2.2]) Suppose in addition that g is algebraic.

— ,ym1—l mp—1
Then py, = 13 I

1.8 The Frobenius semi-radical F(g)
Put F(g) = > g(§). This is a characteristic ideal of g containing Z(g) and for

§€07eg

which F(F(g)) = F(g). It can also be characterized as follows: R(g)? C R(F'(g))
and if g is algebraic then F'(g) is the smallest Lie subalgebra of g with this property.
Similar results hold in D(g) [42, Proposition 2.4, Theorem 2.5]. Also, F'(g) C ga.
As a special case we have the following:

Y(g) € S(F(g)) (respectively Z(U(g)) C U(F(g))) and F(g) is the smallest Lie
subalgebra of g with this property in case g is an algebraic Lie algebra without

proper semi-invariants. F'(g) played an important role in [56].
F(g) = 0 if and only if g is Frobenius

For this reason F(g) is called the Frobenius semi-radical of g. If g admits a CP b
then F'(g) is commutative (since F'(g) C b).
We call g quasi-quadratic if F(g) = g. Such a Lie algebra does not possess any

proper semi-invariant. For example any quadratic Lie algebra is quasi-quadratic.
1.9 Necessary conditions for polynomiality

Theorem 1.6 [47, Theorem 1.1] Let g be a Lie algebra for which the semi-center
Sy(g) is freely generated by homogeneous elements fi,.. ., f..
Then

> deg f; < c(g)
i=1

Definition. A Lie algebra g is called coregular if Y(g) is a polynomial algebra over k.



Theorem 1.7 [47, Proposition 1.4]. For an extension see [33, Theorem 2.2].
Assume that g has no proper semi-invariants and that Y'(g) is freely generated by

homogeneous elements fi, ..., f.. Then
> " deg f; = c(g) — deg pg
i=1

Corollary 1.8 Assume that g has no proper semi-invariants and that Y (g) is freely

generated by homogeneous elements f,..., f.. Then
3i(g) + 2deg py < dim g + 2 dim Z(g)

Moreover, equality occurs if and only if deg f; < 2,4i:1,...,7r.
1.10 A sufficient condition for polynomiality

Theorem 1.9 [33, 5.7: 51]
Assume that fi,..., f. € Y(g), r =i(g), are algebraically independent homogeneous
invariants such that

> deg fi < c(g)) — deg p,
i=1

Then, equality holds and Y'(g) = k[f1,. .., f]. In particular, trdeg,Y (g) = i(g).

See [43, 45, Theorem 30] for an alternative method.

Next we recall [22, Proposition 4.6]:

Proposition 1.10

Let g be a Lie algebra over £ and W a g-module with dimg < dim W. For each
fe W weput g(f) = {z € g | f(xzw) = 0 for all w € W} the stabilizer of f.
Consider the semi-direct product L = g & W in which [z,w] = 2w, x € g, w € W,
and in which W is an abelian ideal. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) g(f) =0 for some f € W*

(2) i(L) =dimW —dim g

(3) W is a commutative polarization of L

(4) R(W) is a maximal Poission commutative subfield of R(L).

Moreover, if these conditions are satisfied then W is a faithful g-module. Also,



Proposition 1.11
Let L be a Lie algebra over k£ having an element u € L such that the centralizer
M = C(u) has codimension one in L. Then F(L) C M.

Proof. First we obtain that i(M) = i(L) + 1 from [22, Proposition 1.9(i]. But
this implies that F'(L) C M by [22, Proposition 1.6(4)]. O

2. Some known positive results about Dixmier’s 4th problem

Theorem 2.1 The following finite dimensional Lie algebras over k satisfy Dixmier’s
4th problem.

(1) Any solvable Lie algebra (Dixmier, [13, 4.4.8]). This remains true if & is
replaced by IR [3].

(2) Any coregular Lie algebra L without proper semi-invariants (Indeed, Y'(L) is
polynomial and R(L)" is the quotient field of Y (L) by Proposition 1.2).

(3) Any semi-simple Lie algebra L (This is a special case of (2) as Y(L) is poly-
nomial by a theorem of Chevalley [13, 7.3.8], while L has no proper semi-

invariants as [L, L] = L).

(4) Any Frobenius Lie algebra L (as R(L)Y = k) and its truncation L, (this is also
a special case of (2) since L, has no proper semi-invariants and Y (L) = Sy(L)
by (5) of Theorem 1.3 and Sy(L) is polynomial by (2) of Theorem 1.5).

(5) Any biparabolic subalgebra P [48] and its truncation Py [28], [29] of a simple
Lie algebra of type A or C.

(6) Any maximal parabolic subalgebra P of a simple Lie algebra of type B, D or
Es [26].

(7) Any algebraic Lie algebra L with adjoint group G having an affine slice V- C L*
for the coadjoint action of L [53].
Such an affine slice exists for the coadjoint action for certain truncated [31],[32]

and non truncated [53] biparabolic subalgebras of a semi-simple Lie algebra.



(8) Any square integrable Lie algebra L (i.e. i(L) = dim Z(L) and thus F'(L) =
Z(L) which implies that R(L)* = R(Z(L)) [42, Corollary 2.6)]. For an exten-
sion of this see [45, Theorem 37].

(9) The semi-direct product L = sl(2) & W,,, where W, is the (m+ 1)-irreducible
sl(2)-module [45, Proposition 62].

(10) Any Lie algebra L with dim L < 8. [45, 46, Proposition 63]. See also Section 4.

The following is equivalent to [45, Theorem 66]. It shows how Dixmier’s 4th problem

for an algebraic Lie algebra L can be reduced to that of its canonical truncation L.

Theorem 2.2 Let L be algebraic such that the field R(Ly )™ is freely generated by

some semi-invariants uy, ..., us of S(L). Then R(L)* is rational over k.
3. More recent results

The following was provided by Michel Van den Bergh.
Proposition 3.1

Assume A is a polynomial algebra over k with its natural grading
A:]{?@Al@Ag@ andlet M:Al@AQ@
be its augmentation ideal.

(1) Let uy,...,u, be a homogeneous lift of a basis of the vector space M/M?.

Then uq, ..., u, freely generate A.

(2) Suppose A admits an additional grading (as it is if A is the semi-center of a Lie
algebra). Then with respect to this, us, . .., u, can be taken to be homogeneous

(apply (1) to a homogeneous basis of M/M?).

Corollary 3.2
Let L be a Lie algebra such that its semi-center Sy(L) is polynomial over k. Then

Sy(L) is freely generated by some semi-invariants ug, . . ., us of S(L).

Theorem 3.3
Let L be an algebraic Lie algebra such that its Poisson semi-center Sy(L) is poly-
nomial over k. Then R(L)" is rational over k.

The converse of this result is not true (see examples Lg 1o and Lg 1 of Section 4).



Proof. Since L is algebraic Y (Ly) = Sy(L) (by (5) of Theorem 1.3), which is
polynomial over k by assumption. So, by the Corollary Y (L,) is freely generated

by some semi-invariants of S(L), say uq, ..., us. Hence uq, ..., us freely generate the
quotient field of Y'(Ly,), which is R(Lx)X by (2) of Theorem 1.3. Using Theorem
2.2 we may conclude that R(L)" is rational over k. O

Corollary 3.4

In recent years many (bi)parabolic subalgebras of certain semi-simple Lie algebreas
have been shown to possess a polynomial Poisson semi-center [23],[24],[25],[26], [28],[29],
[57]. By the previous Theorem these (bi)parabolic subalgebras satisfy Dixmier’s 4th

problem.

Remark 3.5 In 2007 Oksana Yakimova [55] discovered a counterexample to the
polynomiality of the Poisson semi-center of a (bi)parabolic subalgebra L, namely
when L is a certain maximal parabolic subalgebra of a simple Lie algebra of type
Eg. At the same time this example is also a counterexample to a conjecture by

Premet [55]. Perhaps it is also a counterexample for Dixmier’s 4th problem.

Proposition 3.6

Let L = sl(2) @ W be the semi-direct product of sl(2) with a sli(2)-module W with
dim W > 3 (= dim sl(2)). Suppose that i(L) = dim W — 3. Then W is a faithful
sl(2)-module and a C'P-ideal of L and L satisfies Dixmier’s 4th problem.

Proof. By Proposition 1.10 the first part follows at once and also
R(L)L _ R(w)sl(Z) — R(W)SL(2)

where the latter is rational over k by a result of Katsylo [34]. See also [4]. O

Proposition 3.7 Assume L = L; @ Lo is a direct product. Let A € L* and put
A=A, €Ly and Ay = A |,€ Li. Then

(1) S(L)x = S(L1)xS(L2)x,
(3) Y(L) =Y (L1)Y (L)

(3) Sy(L) = Sy(L1)Sy(Ls)

10



Proof. (1) The inclusion D is easy to verify. On the other hand take a nonzero
u € S(L)y. Let xq,..., 2,91, ..,ys be a basis of L such that x1, ..., z, (respectively
Y1, .-.,Ys) is a basis of Ly (resp. of Ls).

me
T

For m = (mq,...,m,) and n = (ny,...,ns) we denote ™ = x™ ... 2" and y" =

ity
Then u has the following unique decomposition:

U= Appx™y" =Y ppy” where p, = > Gppa™ € S(L1)

m,n n

for some a,,, € k. Next take any © € Ly. Then {z,u} = A(z)u = A\i(z)u. Since
{z,y"} = 0 we get

D Azpaly" = {zu} = M@u =Y (M(@)pa)y"
for all n. Therefore {x,p,} = A1 (x)p, for all x € L; and so p,, € S(Ly),, for all n.

Let uy = py,, ..., us = pp, be a k-basis of the vector space over k generated by all p,,’s.
t

Then v = ) p,y" can be written as u = > u;v; for some v; € klyy, ..., ys] = S(La).

n =1

Claim. uy,...,u; are also linearly independent over klyi, ..., ysl.

t
Indeed, suppose > ww; = 0 for some w; € kly1,...,ys)-
i=1
Now take any ay,...,as € k. Then

t
Zuiwi(al, coya5) =0
i=1

Since wy,...,u; are linearly independent over k and w;(ai,...,as) € k it follows
that w;(ay,...,as) =0 for all aq,...,as € k. Hence w; = 0 for all i, establishing the
claim.

Next take any y € Ls. Then {y,u} = My)u = Ma(y)u. As {y,u;} =0, we get

t

Zui{y,vi} ={y,u} = Xa(y)u = Zui()‘2(y)vi)

1=1

By the claim we may conclude that for all i = 1,...,t {y,v;} = Xa(y)v;, ie.
Vi € S(Lg))\z.

t
Finally, u = »_ wv; € S(L1)x, S(L2)a,-

i=1

(2) (take A =0) and (3) follow easily from (1). O

11



Corollary 3.8.
Assume that L = L; @ Ly is a direct product and that R(L;)X" and R(L,)%? are
both rational over k. Then the same holds for R(L)~.

Proof.

(1)

First we show that R(L)% is the field generated by R(L;)X* and R(Ly)*.
It is clear that R(L)" contains R(L;)** and R(L;)*. Now take a nonzero
z € R(L)L. Then by Proposition 1.2 2 = uv™! where u,v € S(L)\{0} for
some weight A € L*. From (1) of the previous Proposition we have S(L), =
S(L1)x, S (L), where A\; = A |, and Ay = A |L,. Hence,

u =Y w;p; where u; € S(Li1)y,,p; € S(L3),, are nonzero

2

Similarly,

v =) v;q; where v; € S(Ly)y,,q; € S(L2)», are nonzero
J

e (5] [ (E)

) Z sty (Z”ﬂ‘qﬂ‘jll -y [Z (u; ;) (;ilqj)ll

J ( J

where u; 'v; € R(Ly)" and p;'q; € R(Ly)™ by Proposition 1.2.

Choose a basis 1, ..., Tm, Tmi1,-- -,y of L such that xq,...,x,, is a basis of
Ly and 41, ..., %, is a basis of Ls.

By assumption, there are zy,..., 2. 2941,...,2s such that both R(L;)" =
k(z1,...,2) and R(Ls)* = k(2,41,...,2s) are purely transcendental exten-

sion of k. Using (1) we have that
RL)* =k(z1,..., 20 Zrgts - - %)

So, it remains to show that z1,...,2,,2,41,..., 2, are algebraically indepen-

dent over k, which is equivalent with rank(J) = s, where

12



J = (g?» 1=1,...,n;5=1,...,s, the Jacobian matrix.

It is easy to see that

where
le(%),1:1,...,771;]':1,...,7«

ng<%>,i:m+1,...,n;j:r+1,...,s

Then rank(.J) = rank(J;) + rank(Jy) =7+ (s —r) = s. H

4. Dixmier’s 4th problem for Lie algebras of dimension at
most 9
First we recall [46, Theorem 53]

Theorem 4.1 Let L be a nonsolvable, indecomposable Lie algebra with dim L < 8.
Then

(1) Y(L) and Sy(L) are polynomial over k

(2) R(L)* is rational over k

Remark 4.2 The following example shows that the condition that L is indecom-
posable cannot be removed for part (1) (which we erroneously did in [45, Theorem
53]. This has been corrected in [46]).

Example 4.3 Consider the direct product L = L; @& Lo, where L; = sl(2) with

basis h, x,y with nonzero brackets
[hv LU] = 2LU, [hv y] = _2y7 [377y] =h

Ly is coregular as Y (Ly) = k[c] where ¢ = h? + 4zy, the Casimir element of L.

Lo is the solvable Lie algebra with basis x1, z9, x3, 4 and nonzero brackets
(1, @] = @2, [0, 23] = w3, [41, 24] = 24

Then Ly is not coregular [45, Example 23].
In faCt7 Y(LQ) = k[.fla f2a f3] where

13



fl == x%x47 f2 = x§x47 f3 = T2X3T4 Wlth f1f2 - f??

Clearly, L is a 7-dimensional nonsolvable Lie algebra. However it is not coregular

since
Y(L) = Y(Ll)Y(LQ) = k’[C, .fl> .f2a fS]

which is not polynomial. O

Corollary 4.4
Let L be a Lie algebra with dim L < 8. Then R(L)* is rational over k.

Proof.
In view of Corollary 3.8 we may assume that L is indecomposable. Then R(L)% is

rational over k:

e by (1) of Theorem 2.1 if L is solvable

e by (2) of Theorem 4.1 if L is nonsolvable.

The following can be derived from [45, Lemma 64] and its proof.

Lemma 4.5
Let L be an algebraic Lie algebra with radical R;. Then there exists a torus 7' C Ry
such that L = Ly & T with [S,T] = 0 for a certain Levi subalgebra S of L.

Theorem 4.6
Let L be a 9-dimensional algebraic Lie algebra. Then L satisfies Dixmier’s 4th prob-

lem.

Proof. We may assume that L is indecomposable (by Corollary 3.8) and non-
solvable (by (1) of Theorem 2.1). We distinguish two cases:

(1) Ly # L

In particular dim Ly < 8. Since L is algebraic so is Ly [10, Proposition 1.14] and
Y (Ly) = Sy(L) by (5) of Theorem 1.3. Because of Theorem 3.3 it suffices to show
that Y(La) is polynomial. Let R; be the radical of L. Invoking Lemma 4.5 there
exists a torus 1" C Ry such that L = Ly & T with [S,7] = 0 for a certain Levi
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subalgebra S of L. Then S = [5,S] C [L,L] C La. From [6, Corollaire 4 p.91], as
Ly is an ideal of L, we know that R = Ry N L, is the radical of Ly and S = SN Ly

is a Levi subalgebra of L, In particular,
La=S®R

Claim: [S, R] # 0 and S = sl(2)
Suppose [S, R] = 0. Consider L = Ly T =S & (R®T) where R® T is the radical
R; of L. Notice that

S, ReT)=[S,R|+[S,T]=0

Hence L would be decomposable. Contradiction. [S, R] # 0 forces R # 0, i.e. Ly is
not semi-simple. In particular, S # sl(3) (otherwise Ly = sl(3) as dim s{(3) = 8).
Now, suppose S = 51 @ S, is a direct product of 2 copies of sl(2). In particular,
dim S = 6. [S, R] # 0 implies that dim R = 2 and

¢ :S — EndR,z — adz |g

is a nonzero Lie algebra homomorphism, which is not injective (since dim S = 6 >
4 = dim EndR).

Consequently, ker ¢ is a nontrivial ideal of S, say Si, and so [Sy, R] = 0, while
[S2, R] # 0. Hence, [S1,S52 @ R@® T] = 0 which means that L =5, ® (So®R®T)
is decomposable. Contradiction.

Therefore S = sl(2), settling the claim. We may conclude that L, is a member
of the list of [2], which we used in order to prove that all algebraic Lie algebras of
dimension at most 8, satisfy the Gelfand-Kirillov conjecture [27]. As a consequence
L, is either indecomposable and nonsolvable (and thus coregular by Theorem 4.1)
or it is a direct product Ly = M & N, where M is indecomposable and nonsolvable

(and thus coregular) and N is solvable of one of the following types:
(i) N is abelian with dim N < 3
(ii) N is the 2-dimensional nonabelian Lie algebra

(iii) NV is the 3-dimensional Heisenberg Lie algebra

(iv) N is the 3-dimensional Lie algebra with basis z,y, z with brackets:

[z, y] =y, [z, 2] = az with a € Q
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For each of the above N is coregular, i.e. Y(N) is polynomial. Hence the same is
true of Y (Ly) =Y (M)Y (N).

(2) Lo =L

We will proceed case by case using the classification of the 9-dimensional nonsolv-
able Lie algebras provided to us by Boris Komrakov. From this list we select all
algebraic, indecomposable Lie algebras L for which Ly = L (i.e. L has no proper

semi-invariants). In doing so, there are only 11 cases that remain to be examined.

Notation: x1, 9, 23,24, ...,2T9 will be a basis of L such that x1, zs, x5 is the stan-
dard basis of sl(2) (i.e. [x1,22] = 2z, [x1,23] = —223 and [xe,23] = 21) and
Zy4,...,Ty is a basis of the radical W of L.

For each L the structure matrix M = ([z;, z;]) of L will be given explicitly.

We now distinguish two subcases.

(2a) L is coregular

In this situation we have at once that R(L)" is rational over k by (2) of Theorem
2.1 since L has no proper semi-invariants.

In each of the following cases our approach is more or less the same. For this reason
we will only give the explicit description of the solution for the first Lie algebra.

The following 3 Lie algebras are the only ones in our list for which [L, L] # L.

(1) Lo,

[ 0 22, 2030 0 x5 -a; 0 O |

—2r9 0 rzy 0 O 0 ZTg 0 0

2rs —x1 0 0 0 T 0 0 0

0 0 0O 0 O 0 0 0 0

M = 0 0 0 0 O 0 0 0 x4

—Xg 0 —x7 0 O 0 T4 0 0

T7  —Tg 0 0O 0 —x24 O 0 0

0 0 0O 0 O 0 0 0 a5

0 0 0O 0 —z4 O 0 —z5 0

i(L) =dim L —rank(M) =9 — 6 = 3 (see 1.1).
¢(L) = (dim L +1i(L))/2 = 6. Using MAPLE we get p;, = 1.
Next we want to determine F'(L). Take £ = z7 + x} € L*. Then L(§) = (x1, x4, Ts).
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Clearly dim L(§) =3 =i(L) and so & € L},,. Therefore (z1,x4,28) = L(§) C F(L).

reg*

Since F'(L) is an ideal of L (1.8) we obtain:
(9, 23,6, 27) = [L, 1] C F(L), (25) = [L, 5] C F(L)

Hence (z1,...,25) C F(L). On the other hand, the centralizer C'(zs) = (x1,...,2s)
is of codimension one in L which implies that F(L) C C(zg) by Proposition 1.11
and therefore F'(L) = (z1,...,xs), which is not commutative and so L does not
contain any CP’s (1.8).

Moreover, (x1,...,x8) = F(L) C Ly (1.8). Also xg € L, since adzg is nilpotent (in
fact (adxg)® = 0).

Consequently, Ly = L.

Next, using MAPLE, we’ obtain the following 3(= (L)) homogeneous, algebraically
independent (over k) elements of Y (L):

T4, [ = 2w418 — 72 and

g = vizy + 2312677 + 4297374 + 20902 — 21372

Now we observe that:
degxy +deg f+degg =6 =c(L) — degpr
Invoking Theorem 1.9 we may conclude that:
Y (L) = k[z4, f, g] which is polynomial over k

and R(L)Y = k(z4, f, g) which is rational over k.

(2) Lo,z

[ 0 22, 203 0 a5 -z O 0 0 |

—2r9 0 zg 0 O Ts 0 0 0

203 —x1 0 0 x4 0 0 0 0

0 0 0O 0 O 0 0 0 0

M = —x5 0 —x¢ 0 O Ty 0 0 0

Tg  —Xs 0 0 —z4 O 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 x4y —X7

0 0 0O 0 O 0 —z4 O x8

0 0 0 0 O 0 x; —xg 0

i(L) =3, ¢(L) =6, p, =1, F(L) = L (so L is quasi quadratic, with no CP’s). This
implies that Ly = L.
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Y (L) = k[z4, f, g] which is polynomial over k, where f = x4z + z723,
g= x1x4 + 2212506 + dT07374 + 2x2x6 2x3x5
R(L)* = k(xy, f, g) which is rational over k.

(3) Loss
[ 0 209 —2x3 0 x5 —x¢ a7 —2x8 O |

—2x5 0 1 0 0 5 0 zr 0

203 —xq 0 0 z¢ O Ts 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O

M :=| —ux5 0 —x¢ 0 0 O 0 0 O

Tg  —Ts 0 0 0 O 0 0 O

—X7 0 —xg 0 O 0 T4 Ts

T 0 0 O 0 —x4 0 g

0 0 0O 0 0 0 —z5 —z¢ O

(L) = 3, ¢(L) =6, p, =1, F(L) = L (so L is quasi quadratic with no CP’s),
(L,L]=L, Ly =L.
Y (L) = k[z4, f, g] which is polynomial over k, where

~

\H

= X409 — T5xs + Ter7 and
g = 2111576 + 2:172936 — 2:173935 + :B4x§ — 2057379 + 2T6X7T9

R(L)Y = k(xy, f, g), which is rational over k.

(4) Lo

[0 2w, 223 0 225 0 27 x5 —7g |

—2x9 0 zy 0 0 225 6 0 Ty

203 —11 0 0 x¢ 227 0 Tg 0

0 0 0O 0 0 0 0 0 0

M:=| —2x5 0 —xg 0 O 0 0 0 0

0 —2x5 —2x; 0 O 0 0 0 0

20y —wg 0O 0 0 0 0 0 0

—xg 0 —x9 0 O 0 0 0 Ty

T —Tg 0O 0 0 0 0 —x4 0

i(L) =3, ¢(L) =6, pp =1, F(L) = L (so L is quasi quadratic with no CP’s),

Y (L) = k[zy, f, g] which is polynomial over k, where f = 4dxsz; — 22,
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g = X174%¢ + 25(7225‘4(177 — 2:173517425'5 — 1’5253 + TgTgTg — IL’7LE‘§
R(L)* = k(xy, f, g) which is rational over k.

(5) Los

N —

f=

2x3x§x8 4 224252627 — T

—2!13'3
x1
0

Xy

x5

o O O O

Ty

xs

o O O o O

f1, which is polynomial over k, where

2

2,.2

4T7 — T5Tg

R(L)Y = k(xg, w9, f) which is rational over k.

(6) Los

M =
i(L) = 3,
[L, L] =1L,

25(32

0

0

O O O O O O o o o
O O O O O O o o o

Y (L) = k[z4, x5, f], which is polynomial over k, where
2
1

S O O O O o o o O
o O O O O o o o o

1, F(L) = L (so L is quadi quadratic with no CP’s,

T1T4T5Tg + 2T1TeT7Tg + TITgTo + 4ToT3T8Tg + 2W9x20g + 2097519 — 2037509 —

c¢(L) =6,p, =1, F(L) = L (so L is quasi quadratic with no CP’s),
Ly=1L,

[ = 2322 + 201704269 + 21 T4 78 — 201 05T6T7 + Ao T4 T g — 2T0T572 + ATow3 75 —
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433742678 + 2037578 + TEwE — 2we708T9 + TEXE
R(L)* = k(z4, x5, f) which is rational over k.

(7) Lo

[0 2wy 215 21y 0 —2m 220 0 —2xy |

—2T9 0 1 0 x4 2z5 0 2z s

203 —x 0 2x5  xg 0 Ty 2T9 0

—2z4, O —2z5 0 0 0 0 0 0

M .= 0 —x4 —x¢ 0 0 0 0 0 0

2  —2x5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

—2x7 0 —xg 0 0 0 0 T4 T

0 —2x7 —2xz9 0 O 0 —x4 0 Tg

2r9  —xs 0 0 O 0 —X5 —Tg 0

(L) =3, ¢(L) =6,p, =1, F(L) = L (so L is quasi quadratic with no CP’s),
[L,L] =L, Ly=L,
Y

~.

= 22[‘15(35 + 25(32256 — 25(3325'4 + 425'75(39 — .TL’%
R(L)Y = k(f, g, h), which is rational over k.

In the following the radical W of L will be commutative and we denote by W,,

the standard (m + 1)-dimensional irreducible s/(2)-module.

(8) Lg,g = sl(2) @ W with W = W1 @ W1 @ W1

0 209 —2x3 x4 —T5 Xg —T7 Xy —Tg ]
—2x9 0 T 0 x4 0 =z 0 a3
203 —x1 0 zs 0 x 0 =x9g O
—xy 0 -5 0 0 O 0 0 0
M = Ts  —Xy 0 o o o0 o0 0 o0
—Tg 0 -z 0 0 O 0 0 0
T7 —Xg 0 o o o0 o0 0 O
—Tg 0 -9 0 O 0 0 0 0
Ty  —g 0 o o0 o0 0o 0 0

i(L) = 3 (= dim W — dim sl(2), so Proposition 1.10 is applicable. In particular, W
is CPI).
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o(L)=6,p, =1, F(L)=W, [L,L] =L, Ly = L.

[ =maxr — 2526, g =T4T9 — T5Ts, h = 2679 — T7T8

R(L)* = k(f,g,h), which is rational over k.

(9) Log = sl(2) @ W with W = W, & W,
This is the smallest counterexample to the Gelfand Kirillov conjecture [1,2]. See
also [45, Example 60].

[0 2w 215 22y 0 -2z 227 0 —2z |
—2x9 0 T 0 24 x5 0 2z, 3
2rs —x 0 Ts 2xg 0 Ty 2T9 0
—2x4 0 —x5 0 0 0 0 0 0
M = 0 —2xy —2x¢ O 0 0 0 0 0
2xg —xs 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
—2z; 0 —xg 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 —2x7 —2x9 0 0 0 0 0 0
29  —Tg 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

i(L) = 3 (= dimW — dimsl(2), so by Proposition 1.10 W is a CPI), ¢(L) = 6,
pr=1,F(L)=W,[L,L] =L, Ly = L.
Y (L) = k[f, g, h], which is polynomial over k, where

[ =dwgwe — 22,  g=dxwg — 1k h=2w479 + 22677 — T5T3

R(L)Y = k(f, g, h), which is rational over k.

(2b) L is not coregular
(10) L9,10 = sl(2) @ W with W = W3 @ W1

0 209 —2x3 3x4 T5 —Tg —3T7 Ty —Tg |
—2x9 0 Ty 0 3zs 2x5 Tg 0 xs
2rs —x 0 Ts 2T¢ 3x7 0 rg 0
—31y 0 —x5 0 0 0 0 0 O
M:=| —xy —-3x4; —2z4 0 0 0 0 0 O
re —2x5 —3z7 O 0 0 0 0 0
drr —xg 0 0 0 0 0 0 O
—g 0 —x9 0 0 0 0 0 O
Tg —Tg 0 0 0 0 0 0 O
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i(L)=3,¢(L)=6,p, =1, F(L)y=W,|[L,L| =L, Ly = L.
Clearly i(L) = dim W — 3 and so by Proposition 3.6 W is a CP-ideal of L and L
satisfies Dixmier’s 4th problem.
Let us now demonstrate that L is not coregular. Suppose on the contrary that Y (L)
is freely generated by some homogeneous fi, f2, f3. Note that we have the following
equality:

3i(L) 4+ 2degp, =9 = dim L + 2dim Z(L)

(degpr, = 0 and dim Z(L) = 0). This implies that deg f; < 2,7 = 1,2, 3 by Corollary
1.8. However using MAPLE, it is easy to see that there are no such invariants. In

fact 4 is the smallest degree of a nontrivial invariant. Contradiction.

(11) L9,11 = 8l(2) ) W5

[ 0 200 —2x3 dry4 3T5 x5 —T7 —3x3 —HTg ]
—2x9 0 1 0 5x4 4x5 3x8 227 s
23—z 0 rs 2x¢ 3x7 4dxg  Oxg 0
—51y 0 —x5 0 0 0 0 0 0

M:=| —3x5 —bxry —2z4 0 0 0 0 0 0
—x¢ —4dxs —3x7 O 0 0 0 0 0
r;  —3xg —4dxg O 0 0 0 0 0
3rs  —2x7 —bdrg 0 0 0 0 0 0
dTy9  —Tg 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

i(L)=3,¢(L)=6,p, =1, F(L)=W;, Wyisa CPL, [L,L] =L, Ly, = L.
L satisfies Dixmier’s 4th problem by (9) of Theorem 2.1 (or by Proposition 3.6
because i(L) = dim W5 — 3). The fact that Lg;; is not coregular can be shown in

the same fashion as Lg ;9. Moreover,
Y (Lo11) = S(W5)*® = S(W;5)9E@ by Proposition 1.10

Now suppose &k = C. Then W5 may be considered as the vector space of binary
forms of degree 5 with complex coefficients (the quintics) on which SL(2,C) acts.
The algebra of invariants C[W5]**©) which is isomorphic to S(W5)**©) has been
studied already in the 19th century by Sylvester, among others. At first 3 alge-
braically independent invariants I, Ig, [15 were found of degrees 4, 8, 12. In 1854

Hermite discovered an invariant I3 of degree 18 and he showed that

C[W5]SL(2’C) = C[[4, Ig, I, [18]
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with the following relation:
1617 = I 13 + 8131y — 21713 1o — T21, 1515, — 43215, + I3 17,

In particular, C[W;]%%2%) is not polynomial.
The explicit forms of Iy, Ig, 112, I13 were given in papers by Cayley. I3 has 848

monomials with very large coefficients | See [12, p.41]. O

Remark 4.7 In higher dimensions Dixmier’s 4th problem will become more chal-
lenging. For instance, it may occur that for certain Lie algebras the problem is

precisely equivalent to the rationality problem in invariant theory, which is still open.
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