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Classification of Levi degenerate homogeneous
CR-manifolds in dimension 5

Gregor Fels and Wilhelm Kaup

Abstract: In this paper we present new examples of homogeneous 2-geneate CR-
manifolds of dimension 5 and give, up to local CR-equivaggrecfull classification of all
CR-manifolds of this type.
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1. Introduction

The main topic of this paper is the study of real-analytic @Rnifolds M with everywhere de-
generate Levi form. In particular, for homogeneous madgadf this type, we develop methods for the
computation of the Lie algebrasl()M, a) of infinitesimal CR-transformations at evesyc M. We also
classify up to local CR-equivalence all locally homogerseedagenerate CR-manifolds in dimension 5.

In this context, a well studied example of a homogeneous Hegenerate CR-manifold is the
guadratic hypersurface

M = {z € C%: (Rez1)? + (Rezy)? = (Rezs)?, Rezs > 0},

compare e.g. [16], [19], [26] and [33]. This 5-dimension&-Ganifold has several remarkable properties
and serves as motivation for various considerations inghfger. Notice thaiM can also be written as
tube manifold

M=F+iR3c €3, where F := {z € R®: 2% + 2% = 23, 23> 0}
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is the future light cone in 3-dimensional space-time. A giaat this description shows that is homo-
geneous under a group of compleffige transformations. It is less obvious that the Lie algebfagobal
and local infinitesimal CR-transformations at € M, hol(M) and hol(M, a), are both isomorphic to
50(2, 3), and hence have dimension 10, compare [26]. Also thevidllp ‘globalization’ is known: The
group SO(2, 3) acts on the complex quadr@s c P4(C) by biholomorphic transformations and has a
hypersurface orbit that contaidg! as a dense domain.

The coneF clearly is a disjoint union of fine half-lines. ThereforeM is a disjoint union of
complex half-planes, actually! is a fiber bundle with typical fibeéi* := {z € C : Re(z) > 0}. However,
the total spaceM is not even locally CR-equivalent to a produdt x M’ with M’ a CR-manifold.
Notice that the Levi form in both cases, i.e., i and for a product oH* with a Levi nondegenerate
3-dimensional CR-manifold/’, has exactly one non-zero eigenvalue at every point. Haome heeds
further invariants to distinguish those CR-manifolds. Whvery productd’ x C is holomorphically
degenerate, the crucial fact here is that the light cone fubis nondegenerate in a higher order sense: To
be precise,M is 2-nondegenerate at every point, and we refer to [6] aratal§5], 11.1, for the notion
of k-nondegeneracy.

In the non-homogeneous setting, for eviérg IN and fixed manifold dimension it is notftcult to
construct large classes of CR-manifolds, even hypersesfaghich are:-nondegenerate at some points,
but are Levi nondegenerate in a dense open subset. It seemsrtoch harder to construct CR-manifolds
which arek-nondegenerate everywhere for> 2. Note that the CR-dimension offmomogeneoud/
is an upper bound for the degréeof nondegeneracy. Hence, the lowest manifold dimensionvfoch
everywhere 2-nondegenerate CR-manifolds can exist is Ehwhises the intriguing question whether
besides the light cone tube there exist further 2-nondegembomogeneous CR-manifolds in dimension
5. So far, all known examples in dimension finally turned oute locally CR-isomorphic td1, compare
e.g. [17], [26], [20], [19], [3], and the belief arose thaeth are no others.

The main objective of this paper is to show that there areafigtinfinitely many locally mutu-
ally non-equivalent examples and to provide a full classifan. Starting point is the following simple
observation: Suppose that C R™ is an dfinely homogeneous (connected) submanifold of dimension
sayd < n. Then the tubel/ := F +iR" is a generic CR-submanifold & of CR-dimension{ and is
homogeneous under a group of complé&xre transformations. Indeed, every refilree transformation
leaving F' invariant extends to a complexhae transformation leaving/ invariant and, furthermorel/
is invariant under all translations — z + v with v € R". Clearly, the crucial question is, when ig
k-nondegenerate and when are two tub&s)/’ of this type locally CR-equivalent?

The classification of all inely homogeneous surfacés ¢ R® can be found in [14] and [15].
In particular, a complete list (up to locaffime equivalence and in a slightlyfiérent formulation) of all
degenerate types that are not a cylinder, is given by theviollg examples (1) — (3).

(1) F = F the future light cone as above.
(2a) F = {r(cost,sint,ev!) € R®: r € R*,t € R} with w > 0 arbitrary.
(2b) F = {r(L,t,e’) e R®:r € R*,t € R}.
(2c) F ={r(1 e, e’ € R®:r € R, t € R} with 6 > 2 arbitrary.

(3) F ={c(t)+rc(t) € R®:r € R*,t € R}, wherec(t) := (t, %, t3) parameterizes thivisted cubic
{(t, 2,13 1 t € R} in R®andc/(t) = (1, 2t, 3t?).
Notice that the limit caser = 0 in (2a) gives the future light cong&, while the limit cas& = 2 in (2c)
gives the linearly homogeneous surfdaec R3 : 2123 = m%, x1 > 0, zz > 0}, which is locally, but not
globally linearly equivalent tcr. In fact, F is linearly equivalent to the cone
{z € R®: 2123 = x%, x1 + x3 > 0}.
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As our first main result we show, compare 8.8 and 8.9 for dgetail

Theorem |: For every surfac& in (1) — (3) the corresponding tube manifald = F +iR® is a homoge-
neous2-nondegenerate CR-submanifold®¥ and any two of them are pairwise locally CR-inequivalent.
Furthermore, for every' in (2a) — (3)and everyu € M = F + iR3 the following holds:
(i) The Lie algebr&yol(M, a) is solvable and has dimensién
(i) The stability groupAut(M, a) is trivial.
(i) Every homogeneous real-analytic CR-manifdld, that is locally CR-equivalent td!, is already
globally CR-equivalent ta/.

Notice that, a priori, there is no reason why thein (1) — (3), although known to be locallyffinely
inequivalent, should have locally CR-inequivalent tulfesifondegeneratefinely homogeneous surfaces
in R3, for instance, there are counterexamples).

We actually prove an analog of Theorem | in every dimension 3, where the same trichotomy
occurs as above: Consider the following surfates R"

(1) F=F":={z €R":21>0,2,>0 andz; = a3 /a3 2 for 3<j <n}.

(2) F = {re'?(a) € R" : r € R*,t € R}, wherey is an endomorphism dR™ havinga € R"™ as
cyclic vector (i.e., the iterateg”(a), k£ > 0 spanR™) and then eigenvalues ofy do not form an
arithmetic progression i@.

(3) F ={c(t)+rd (@) :r € R*,t € R}, wherec(t) := (t,t%,...,t") € R" parameterizes the twisted
n-icin R"™.

In Sections 6 and 7 we show among other statements: For &étyfrom (1') — (3") the tube manifolds
M = F +iR™, M’ := F’" +iR"™ are dfinely homogeneous generic 2-nondegenerate submanifolds of
with CR-dimension 2. Furthermord/, M’ are locally CR-equivalent if and only if', I’ are globally
affinely equivalent, and this holds if and only if for givenc M, o’ € M’ the Lie algebra$ol(M, a),
hol(M’,a’) are isomorphic. In cas€ = F™ the Lie algebrayol()M, a) contains a copy ofl(2,R) and
hence is not solvable. In all other cases, F&omes from (2') or (3'), the Lie algebitg (M, a) is solvable
of dimensionn + 2 and the stability group.ut(M, a) has order at most 2.

Let us briefly comment on the proof of Theorem I: Once definiggations for arF’ under consid-
eration are explicitly known (this is quite obvious for thypés (1) — (3), compare Section 8, but seems to
be hard for the types (2’), (3)), one can compute by standethods the ordédr of nondegeneracy. How-
ever, the amount of calculation necessary to deterrhiiresuch a way grows very fast with and with
the dimension or codimension &f C C”. This is one of the reasons, especially with an eye on p@ssibl
generalizations, to choose dfdrent approach, which does not use explicit equations.nstaiice, given
an arbitrary submanifold” C R™ which is (locally) affinely homogeneousve present a simple criterion
(Proposition 3.7) which allows to determine quickly theard of nondegeneracy for the corresponding
tube manifold.

The hard part of the proof is to show that the various tubesR? are actually locally inequivalent as CR-
manifolds. Recall that for real-analytic, not necessarsnbgeneoushypersurfaces with nondegenerate
Levi form there exist local invariants which determine eddhup to local CR-equivalence due to the
fundamental work of Cartan, Tanaka and Chern-Moser. Howeweanalogues approach is not available
for M of higher codimensions or when the Levi form is degeneratedi$tinguish the various tubes
F+iR3, we develop a method (valid also in greater generality) whitibles us to determine explicitly the
Lie algebragyol(M, a) of infinitesimal CR-transformations of the various CR+gser(M, a) (see Section

2 for basic definitions and Sections 6 for further details).

The CR-manifolds occurring in the previous theorem aresggpiecial as they all are tube manifolds.
Moreover, all but one (namely the twisted cubic case in (8 p&tually conical. In the Levi nondegenerate
case, many (homogeneous) examples are known which areaadly|l@€R-equivalent to any tube mani-
fold. For instance, the unit sphere subbundl€’6f with its canonical CR-structure is such an example.
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Therefore, our second main result came quite unexpectest to u

Theorem Il. Every 5-dimensional locally homogeneous 2-nondegen€&RtenanifoldM is locally CR-
equivalent taF" + iR3 with F' being one of the surfaces (i) — (3).

For the precise definition of local homogeneity we refer tati®a 2. A priori, locally homogeneous
CR-manifolds might exist which are not locally CR-equivaléo any globally homogeneous one. As a
by-product of the above 2 results we can see that such a pgthdbes not happen in the case under
consideration. Theorem Il gives a classification of all {edxt) 2-nondegenerate locally homogeneous
CR-manifolds in dimension 5 up to local CR-equivalence aet fusing Cartan’s classification [11] of the
3-dimensional Levi nondegenerate homogeneous CR-mdsjfthiie following result holds.

Classification. Every 5-dimensional locally homogeneous CR-manifeldvith degenerate Levi form is
locally CR-equivalent to one of the following:

() M = F +iR3 c C3 andF is one of the surfaced) — (3) from above.

(i) M = C x M', whereM’ is one of the 3-dimensional Levi nondegenerate CR-marsaf@idm
Cartan’s list in11].

(i) M =C?xRorM =C x R® with R totally real.

The manifolds in(i) are all2-nondegenerate and (i) — (iii) are holomorphically degenerate. Also, the
manifolds in(iii) are just the Levi flat ones.

With Theorem Il the following question arises naturally fogher codimensionAre there, up to
local CR-equivalence, further locally homogene@usondegenerate CR-manifolds of CR-dimension 2
besides those that are tubes over the surfates (1) — (3) above?Notice in this context that every
locally homogeneous 2-nondegenerate CR-manifold of déimart necessarily has CR-dimension 2.

For 5-dimensional CR-hypersurfaces withndegenerateevi form, that is, when Chern-Moser in-
variants are available, there already exists a partiasifieation: Locally homogeneous CR-hypersurfaces
in €3 with stability groups of positive dimension have been dfaes$ by Loboda in terms of local equa-
tions in normal form, see [27], [28], [29].

The paper is organized as follows. After recalling some s&ay preliminaries in Section 2 we
discuss in Section 3 tube manifoldd = F @ iR™ C C™ over real-analytic submanifold C R".
It turns out that the CR-structure éf is closely related to the realfme structure of the basg. For
instance, the Levi form of\/ is essentially the sesquilinear extension of the secondafmental form
of the submanifoldF” C R"™. Generalizing the notion of the second fundamental form &ftnd higher
order invariants fol" (see 3.4). In the uniform case these invariants preciségctéek-nondegeneracy
of the corresponding CR-manifoltd = £ ¢ iR". It is known that the (uniformk-nondegeneracy of a
real-analytic CR-manifold/ together with minimality ensures that the Lie algebyag M/, a) are finite-
dimensional, and is equivalent to this in the special clds®aally homogeneous CR-manifolds. For
submanifoldsF’ ¢ R”™ which in addition are homogeneous under a groupfha transformations, a
simple criterion fork-nondegeneracy of the associated tube manifdlds given in Proposition 3.7.

In Section 4 these results are applied to the case whaseconical inR™, that is, locally invari-
ant under dilationg — tz for t near 1€ R. In this caseM is alwaysLevi degenerateAssuming that
hol(M, a) is finite dimensional (which automatically is the case fanimal and finitely nondegenerate
CR-manifolds) we develop some basic techniques for theaixpbmputation ofyol(M, a). The main re-
sults in Section 4 are the following: We prove that under thighess assumptidyp (M, a) consists only
of polynomial vector fields and carries a natural gradedctire, see Proposition 4.2. We prove (under
the same assumptions, see Proposition 4.4.ii) that locat@Rvalences between two such tube manifolds
are always rational maps (even if these manifolds are notigabraic). Furthermore, jet determination
estimates are provided (4.4.iv). In the special situatibeshol(M, a) consists of ine germs only, these
results are further strengthened.
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In Section 5 we illustrate by examples how our methods carppkeal. In Example 5.1 we present
to everyc > 1 andk € {2, 3,4} a homogeneous submanifold ©f which is k-nondegenerate, of codi-
mensionc and of CR-dimensiork. We close this section investigating the tubés’, over the cones
Feoi={z e RY": >_¢eja§ = 0} with p positive andg negatives;’s anda € R*. Using our meth-
ods from the previous section we explicitly determine the dlgebragol(M,, a) for arbitrary integers
a>2andp > q > 1.

In Section 6, we construct homogeneous CR-submanifbdds 1/#¢ C C" of tube type, depend-
ing on the choice of an endomorphisme End(R"™), an integer 1< d < n and a cyclic vector € R”
for ¢ in the following way: The powers?, ¢!, ..., %1 span an abelian Lie algebbaand, in turn, give
a coneF' := exp(h)a C R"™. Fory which admits a cyclic vectat € R"™ the corresponding tube manifold
M9 = F + iR" is 2-nondegenerate, minimal and of CR-dimensiofihe key result here is the explicit
determination of the CR-invariamio((1/¥-?, a) for ¢ in 'general position’ (Propositions 6.5 and 6.17).
The precise meaning fags of being in 'general position’ is stated in Lemma 6.8. Furtlesults are, again
for ¢ in general position, that the tube manifald is simply connected and has trivial stability group
at every point. As a consequence, the manifdidf this type have the following remarkable property:
Every homogeneous (real-analytic) CR-manifold locally-&Riivalent toM is globally CR-equivalent
toM.

In Section 7 the results from Section 6 are further refinetiécse of homogeneous CR-manifolds
M¢¥ = M#? := F¥ +iR™ C C" of CR-dimension 2 but without restrictions on the codimensi
In fact, every minimal and locally homogeneous tube CR-foéthid/ = S + iR"™ with a conical 2-
dimensionalS ¢ RR” is locally CR-equivalent td/#? for some cyclicy. In this section also the case
when is not in 'general position’, i.e., the characteristic ®adb form an arithmetic progression (see
Lemma 6.8) is treated. The main results here are: Whethetli& ¢yis in general position or not, the Lie
algebrashol(M ¥, a) (Proposition 7.3) and the global automorphism grodps (M ¥) (Proposition 7.5)
are determined. Furthermore, the problem of local and §l6Baequivalence among the #’s is solved
(Propositions 7.6 and 7.7) and a moduli space is constri{&elosection 7.8).

Part | of the paper is concluded with Section 8 where the elesnfi) — (3) from Theorem | are
presented in more detail. The results of the preceedingoseate applied to this case of 5-dimensional
tube manifoldsM. In particular Propositions 8.8 and 8.11 contain some et information to that
stated in Theorem | and also complete the proof of Theorem I.

Part Il of the paper is mainly devoted to prove Theorem IlL.h@a preliminary section 9 we explain
how the geometric properties such/asondegeneracy, minimality or the CR-dimension of an eabjt
locally homogeneous CR-germ{ o) can be encoded in a pure Lie algebraic object, the assddiie
algebra §, q). This is the key for our classification and is based on regaken from [18]. Specified to
5-dimensional CR-germs, we formulate the precise algelm@mnditions on a CR-algebrg,(g) ensuring
that the associated CR-gerd/( o) is 2-nondegenerate.

Once the classification of 2-nondegenerate 5-dimensionally homogeneous CR-germ¥( o) is
reduced to a classification problem of certain CR-algelwvadyegin in Section 10 to carry out the details
of the proof. It is subdivided into several sections, lemamatd claims and will only be completed in
Section 16. Our proof relies on a quite subtle analysis oflgebraic properties of CR-algebras and uses
basic structure theory of Lie algebras and Lie groups. Thihods are quite general and can be adapted
to handle also higher dimensional cases.

A more detailed outline of the proof can be found in the first paASection 10.
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PART 1: Levi degenerate CR-manifolds

2. Preliminaries

In the following let £ always be a complex vector space of finite dimension &hdC £ an
immersed connected real-analytic submanifold. In mostxas will be locally closed inE. Due to the
canonical identification§, £/ = F, for everya € M we consider the tangent spatgM as anR-linear
subspace of?. ThenH, M = T,M n T, M is the largest complex linear subspace Ficontained
in T, M. The manifoldM is called aCR-submanifoldf dim¢H,M does not depend om € M. This
dimension is called th&€R-dimensionof M and H,M is called theholomorphic tangent spact a,
compare [5] as general reference for CR-manifolds. Givearthhér real-analytic CR-submanifolgi/’
of a complex vector spacE’, a smooth mapping : M — M’ is called CRf for everya € M the
differentialdg, : T,M — T,,M' maps the corresponding holomorphic tangent spaces in aleemp
linear way to each other. Keeping in mind the identificatigyt = F, a vector field onM/ is a mapping
f: M — Ewith f(a) € T, M foralla € M. For better distinction we also write= f(2)9/s,, instead of
f and¢, instead off (a), compare the convention (2.1) in [19].

An infinitesimal CR-transformatioon M is by definition a real-analytic vector fielﬂz)a/az on
M such that the corresponding local flow consists of CR-t@nsétions. Let us denote by l(M) the
space of all such vector fields, which is a real Lie algebrdn waispect to the usual bracket. For every
()95, € hol(M) and everyu € M there exist an open neighbourhobidc M of a with respect to the
manifold topology onM, an open neighbourhodd” of a with respect tak and a holomorphic mapping
h: W — Ewith f(z) = h(z) forall z € U n W, compare [2] or 12.4.22 in [5].

Further, for everys € M we denote byyol(M, a) the Lie algebra of all germs of infinitesimal CR-
transformations defined on arbitrary open neighbourhoddsvath respect to the manifold topology of
M. For simplicity and without essential loss of generality always assume that the CR-submaniféid
is generidn FE, thatis,F = T, M @iT, M for all a € M. This assumption allows us to consideif(), a)
in a canonical way as a real Lie subalgebra of the complex Igebsahol(F, a), what we always do in
the following. The CR-manifoldV/ is called holomorphically nondegenera#t o if hol(M, a) is totally
real inhol(F, a), that is, ifhol(M,a) N i hol(M,a) = 0 in hol(E, a). This condition together with the
minimality of M ata implies dimhol(M, a) < oo, see 12.5.3 in [5]. Here, the CR-submanifdlfi C £
is calledminimalata € M if T,R = T, M for every submanifold? ¢ M witha € RandH, M C T, R
for all z € R. By Proposition 15.5.1 in [5], dirhol(M,a) < oo implies thatM is holomorphically
nondegenerate at The CR-manifoldV/ is calledlocally homogeneouat the pointa € M if there exists
a Lie subalgebra C hol(M, a) of finite dimension such that the canonical evaluation map 7, M is
surjective. In casé/ is locally homogeneous atthe condition dinhol(M, a) < oo is equivalent toM/
being holomorphically nondegenerate and minimal.at

By aut(M, a) := {¢ € hol(M,a) : £ = 0} we denote theésotropy subalgebrata € M. Clearly,
aut(M, a) has finite codimension ihol(M, a). Furthermore, we denote byut(M, a) the group of all
germsof real-analytic CR-isomorphismis : W — W with h(a) = a, whereW, W are arbitrary open
neighbourhoods af in M. Itis known that every germ iAut(M, a) can be represented by a holomorphic
mapU — FE, whereU is an open neighbourhood efin F, compare e.g. 1.7.13 in [5]. Furthermore,
Aut(M) denotes the group of all global real-analytic CR-autorhmsh : M — M and Aut(M), its
isotropy subgroup at. There is a canonical group monomorphigmt(M), <— Aut(M, a) as well as an
exponential mapxp : aut(M, a) — Aut(M, a) for everya € M.

By aff(M) C bhol(M) we denote the Lie subalgebra of all (complexjiree infinitesimal CR-
transformations oV/. For everya € M furthermoreaff(M,a) C hol(M,a) is the Lie subalgebra of
all affine germs. The canonical embeddiff§(M) — aff(M, a) is an isomorphism for every € M.

Suppose thag: U — U’ is a biholomorphic mapping between open subsefs’ C E. Then

(2.1) 9+ (F()9s2) = g (97 2) (flg12)) Ty
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defines a complex Lie algebra isomorphigm hol(U) — hol(U’), whereg’(u) € End(E) for ev-
ery u € U is the derivative ofg at . For real-analytic CR-submanifoldd/, M’ C FE every CR-
isomorphismg: (M,a) — (M’,a’) of manifold germs induces a Lie algebra isomorphigmg — ¢/,
whereg:= hol(M, a) andg’ := hol(M’,a’). From (2.1) itis clear thag, extends to a complex Lie algebra
isomorphisml — ', where the sumé := g @ ig C hol(E,a) andl’ := g’ @ ig’ C hol(E,d’) are not
necessarily direct. In particulay,— g. defines a group homomorphistt(M, a) — Aut(g).

A basic invariant of a CR-manifold is the (vector valuddvi form. Its definitions found in the
literature may dier by a constant factor. Here we choose the following ones Well-known that for
every pointa in the CR-manifoldM there is a well defined alternatiRy-bilinear map

we ! HyM x H,M — E/H,M

satisfyingw,(£., () = [£,¢]. mod H, M, where&, ¢ are arbitrary smooth vector fields o with
£.,C, € H,M for all z € M. We define the Levi form

(2.2) Lo: H,M x H,M — E/H,M

to be twice the sesquilinear part©f. By sesquilineamwe always mean ‘conjugate linear in the first and
complex linear in the second variable’, that is,

Lo, w) = we(v,w) + iwg (iv, w) forallv,w e H,M .

In particular, the vectorg,(v,v), v € H, M, are contained iaT, M /H, M, which can be identified in a
canonical way with the normal spaé&/'T, M to M C E ata. The following remark follows immediately
from the way the Levi form is defined:

2.3 Remark. SupposeZ is a complex manifoldy : Z — M is a smooth CR-mapping and= (c)
for somec € Z. Then every vector € dp.(T.72) C H, M satisfiesC,(v,v) = 0. In generalp is not
contained in the_evi kernel

K,M:={ve HM : L,(v,w) =0 forall we H,M}.

The CR-manifold)M is calledLevi nondegeneratata if K,M = 0. Generalizing that, the notion of
k-nondegeneradpr M ata has been introduced for every integel 1 (see [6], [5]). As shownin 11.5.1
of [5] a real-analytic and connected CR-manifdlfis holomorphically nondegenerateafequivalently:
at everyz € M) if and only if there exists & > 1 such thatV/ is k-nondegenerate at some pobrg M.
For k = 1 this notion is equivalent td/ being Levi nondegenerate @t M.

In the second part of our paper we also need a more generahrajta (real-analytic) CR-manifold.
This is a connected real-analytic manifdifl together with a subbundlEg A C T'M (called the ‘holomor-
phic subbundle’) and a bundle endomorphigrof H M with J? = — id such that M, J) is involutive,
compare 7.4 in [8]. By a theorem in [1] there exists an embegldi — Z into a complex manifoldZ,
such thatH , M corresponds ta@, M N T, M, whereT,Z — T,Z is simply the multiplication with the
imaginary uniti (here the real-analyticity is necessary). The bundle hoarphismJ : HM — HM is
then the restriction of that multiplication withto H, M for everyz € M. For local considerations one
can always assume th&tis (an open subset of)™.

3. Tube manifolds

Let V' be a real vector space of finite dimension afid:= V & iV its complexification. Let
furthermoreF' C V be a connected real-analytic submanifold ddd= F' + iV C E the corresponding
tube manifold.M is a generic CR-submanifold &, invariant under all translations— z +iv, v € V. In
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caseV”’ is another real vector space of finite dimensiéh,its complexification,F’ C V' a real-analytic
submanifold andp : V' — V' an dfine mapping withp(F) C F’, then clearlyy extends in a unique
way to a complex4dine mappingt — E’ with o(M) C M’. However, it should be noted that higher
order real-analytic mapg : ' — F’ also extend locally to holomorphic mags: U — E’, U open in
E. But in contrast to thefine case we have in genera{M N U) ¢ M'. We may therefore ask how the
CR-structure of\/ is related to the realffine structure of the submanifold C V.

For everya € F'letT,F C V be thetangent spacendN, F' := V /T, F thenormal spacéo F ata.
ThenT,M = T,F & iV for the corresponding tube manifold, and N, F' can be canonically identified
with the normal spac&, M = E/T,M of M in E. Define the mag, : T,F x T,FF — N,F in the
following way: Forv, w € T, F choose a smooth map: V' — V with f(a) = v and f(z) € T, F for all
x € F (actually it sifices to choose such ghonly in a small neighborhood af). Then put

(3.1) lo(v,w) = f'(a)(w) mod T,F,

where the linear operatgt(a) € End(V) is the derivative off ata. One shows that, does not depend on
the choice off and is a symmetric bilinear map. We mention that'ifs provided with a flat Riemannian
metric andN, F is identified withT,, F* then/ is nothing but the second fundamental formFo({see the
subsection 11.3.3 in [32]). The form, can also be readfiofrom local equations fo#', more precisely,
suppose that/ C V is an open subsel})/ is a real vector space arid: U — W is a real-analytic
submersion with?” = h=1(0). Then the derivativé’(a) : V — W induces a linear isomorphisii, F' =
W and modulo this identificatiord, is nothing but the second derivativé(a) : V x V. — W ata,
restricted tdl, F' x T, F. By

K,F:={weT,F :{l,(v,w)=0 forall veT,F}

we denote théernelof /,. The manifoldF is called (dfinely) nondegeneratata if K,F = 0 holds. The
following statement follows directly from the definition 6f:

3.2 Lemma. Suppose thap € End(V) satisfiesp(x) € T, F for all x € F. Theny(a) € K F' if and
only if o(T,F) C T,F.

Lemma 3.2 applies in particular for = id in caseF’ is acone,that is,rF' = F for all realr > 0. More
generally, we call the submanifoll C V' conicalif x € T, F for all z € F. ThenRa C K, F holds for
alla € F.

In the remaining part of this section we explain how the CRedtire of the tube manifold/ is
related to the real objects, TF, K F andK"F, to be defined below, which depend only on tfiéne ge-
ometry of F'. In general it needs soméert to check whether a given CR-manifald is k-nondegenerate
at a pointa € M (in sense of [4]). For finely homogeneous tube manifolds, however, there are simple
criteria, see Propositions 3.5 and 3.7. We start with sorapgrations. Foreverye F ¢ M

(3.3) H,M =T,F &iT,F C E

is the holomorphic tangent spaceaatand £/ H, M can be canonically identified with, I & i N, F'. It
is easily seen that the Levi forfy, of M ata, compare (2.2), is nothing but the sesquilinear extension o
the form/{, from T, F x T, F to H,M x H,M. In particular,

KM =K, F®iK,F

is the Levi kernelof M ata. In case the dimension d@f, F' does not depend ane F' these spaces form
a subbundleK F' C TF'. In that case to every € K, F there exists a smooth functigh: V' — V with
fla) =vandf(z) € K, F forall x € F,i.e., the tangent vectarextends to a smooth section ¥0F'. In
any case, let us define inductively linear subspdcgs’ of T, F' as follows:
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3.4 Definition. For every real-analytic submanifold C V', everya € F and everyr € N put
(i) KOF :=T,F and define

(i) K7*F to be the space of all vectotsc K’ F such that there is a smooth mappifig V — V
with f'(a)(T,F) C K'F, f(a) =vandf(z) € K,F forallz € F.

It is clear thatK}F = K,F holds. Let us callF of uniform degeneracgr uniformly degeneraté for
everyr € N the dimension ofi] F' does not depend om € F'. In that case it can be shown that for
everyv € K] F the outcome of the conditiofi’ (a)(T, F) C K F in (ii) does not depend on the choice
of the smooth mapping : V' — V satisfying f(a) = v and f(z) € K, F for all z € F. For instance,

F is of uniform degeneracy if’ is locally dfinely homogeneous, that is, if there exists a Lie algeloé
affine vector fields oV such that every € a is tangent ta?” and such that the canonical evaluation map
a — T, F is surjective for every, € F'. Clearly, if F' is locally &finely homogeneous in the above sense
then the corresponding tube manifdld = F' + iV is locally homogeneous as CR-manifold.

Recall our convention that every smooth map V' — V is considered as the smooth vector field
¢ = f(x)9/y, on V. Our computations below are considerably simplified by theiaus fact that every
smooth vector field on V has a unigue smooth extensionfothat is invariant under all translations
z— z+1iv,v € V.In case& is tangent tak” C V the extension satisfigs € H, M for all z € M.

In case the submanifold@  V is uniformly degenerate in a neighbourhoodao€ F' we call F’
affinely k-nondegeneratata if K*F = 0 andk is minimal with respect to this property. It can be seen that
‘affine k-nondegeneracy’ is invariant unddfiae coordinate changes. As a consequence of [26], compare
the last 5 lines in the Appendix therein, we state:

3.5 Proposition. Suppose thakF' is uniformly degenerate in a neighbourhoocucf F'. Then the corre-
sponding tube manifold! = F + iV is k-nondegenerate as CR-manifoldeat M if and only if F' is
affinely k-nondegenerate at

3.6 Corollary. Supposalm F' > 2 andK,F = Rx for all z € F. ThenF is afinely 2-nondegenerate at
every point.

Proof. The mapf = id has the property(x) € K, F for everyx € F. Hence, the relatiorf’(x)(T, F) =
T.F ¢ K,F impliesz ¢ K2F and thusk?F = 0 as well asz # 0. In particular, ' is uniformly
degenerate. O

For locally dfinely homogeneous submanifoleisC V' the spaced(;, F' can easily be characterized.
For each fiine vector fieldt = h(x)9)/y, onV denote by¢'n := h — h(0) € End(V) thelinear parbof ¢.

3.7 Proposition. Suppose thall is a linear space offéne vector fields oV such that everg € 2 is
tangent toF" and the canonical evaluation mappiig— T, F is a linear isomorphism. Then, given any
r € N, the vectow € K’ F is in K*F if and only if€"™(v) € K" F for every¢ € 2.

Proof. By the implicit function theorem, there exist open neightmodsY of 0 € l and X of a € M
such thatg(y) := exp(y)a defines a dfeomorphisny : Y — X. Define the smooth map : X — V
by f(x) = py(v), wherep, for y := g~ Y(z) is the linear part of theffine transformatiorexp(y). Then
fla) =vandf(x) € K_F foreveryz € X. A simple computation shows that

f'(@)(g'(0)) = €M(v) for every & € 2.
In view of Definition 3.4.ii this identity implies the claim. O

It is easily seen that a necessary condition férbeing minimal as CR-manifold is thdf is not
contained in anféine hyperplane o¥. For later use in Proposition 4.10 we state the followinfiisient
condition.
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3.8 Proposition. Suppose thall has the same properties as in Proposi@dnand denote b C End(V)
theassociativeeal subalgebra generated@y" : ¢ € 2A}. Then the tube manifoldif = F+iV is minimal
ata If V is the linear span of all vector{v) withv € T, F and\ € A.

Proof. Without loss of generality we assume that the canonicaueti@n mappin@l — 7. F is a linear
isomorphism for everyr € F. We also assume thaf is the linear span of al\(v) as above. Define
inductively for every integer > 1 the subbundlgZ” M C T'M in the following way:H*M := HM and
everyH*M, z € M, is the linear span of7 M together with all vectorst] 1] ., where¢, n are arbitrary
smooth sections i/ M over M. For the proof it is enough to shoW, M = HM = |J,~,T. M.
FromT,F &I, FF ¢ HIM C T,F @ iV we see that for every ¥ r < oo there is a unique linear
subspacel!F C V with H'M = T,F @ iH!F and H:F = T,F. Therefore it is enough to show
H>F =V.We claim that'"(H” F) ¢ H’*'F holds for all¢ € 2L. To see this fix an arbitrary € H! F
and an arbitrary vector field € 2. Choose a smooth sectigrover F' in the bundleiH F" with 1, = iw
and extendp as well as¢ in the unique way to smooth vector fields aif that are invariant under all
translationsz — z +iv with v € V. Then¢,n are sections ifd” M, and g, 7], = i€"™(w) € HI*1M
implies ¢""(w) € H!*1F as required. Now define inductively the linear subspd®g&sc V by W1 :=
HYF = T,F andW™*! as the linear span 6#" together with al"™ (W), ¢ € 2. ThenV = o, W7
by assumption antV" C H F' by induction gives/ C H°M C V as desired. O

3.9 Lemma. Suppose thalF’ C V is a submanifold such that for everye V with ¢ # 0O there exists a
linear transformatiory € GL(V') with g(F) = F andg(c) # ¢ (this condition is automatically satisfied if
Fisacone). Then foM = F + iV the CR-automorphism grouput(M) has trivial center.

Proof. Let an element in the center &fut(M) be given and leb : U — E be its holomorphic extension
to an appropriate connected open neighbourhdauf M. Sinceh commutes with every translation—
z+iv,v € V, itis a translation itself: Indeed, fare F fixed andc := h(a) — a the translation(z) := z+c¢
coincides withk ona + iV and hence ol by the identity principle. For every € GL(V) N Aut(M) the
identity gh = hg impliesg(c) = c. This forcesc = 0 by our assumption, that i8(z) = z. O

3.10 Proposition. Suppose that the homogeneous CR-manifdlds simply connected and thatut (M)
has trivial center. In case the stability grofpt(M, a) is trivial for some (and hence every)e M, the
following properties hold:
(i) Let M’ be an arbitrary homogeneous CR-manifold dnd- M, D' ¢ M’ non-empty domains.
Then every real-analytic CR-isomorphism D — D’ extends to a real-analytic CR-isomorphism
M — M.
(i) Let M’ be an arbitrary locally homogeneous CR-manifold ddC M’ a domain that is CR-
equivalent taMf. ThenD' = M’.

Proof. ad (i): Fix a pointa € D. To everyg € GG := Aut(M) with g(a) € D there exists a transformation
g € G = Aut(M’) with hg(a) = ¢'h(a). Because ofAut(M’,a’) = {id} the transformatiory’ is
uniquely determined by and satisfiedg = ¢’h in a neighbourhood af. Since the Lie groug: is simply
connectedy — ¢’ extends to a group homomorphisth — G’ and h extends to a CR-covering map
h : M — M’. The deck transformation grodp:= {g € G : gh = h} is in the center of7 and hence is
trivial by assumption. Thereforé,: M — M’ is a CR-isomorphism.

ad (ii): The proof is essentially the same as for Proposi@iahin [19]. O

The condition ‘locally homogeneous’ in Proposition 3.10annot be omitted. A counterexample
is given for every integek > 3 by the tubell’ ¢ €3 over the cone

F':={zcR3: zh = mlfflacg, x%+x% > 0}.

Then with R* := ¢R the tubeM over F := F' N (R*)3 is the Example 8.4 below fdt = k, and M, M’
satisfy forD’ = M the assumption of Proposition 3.10.ii.
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4. Tube manifolds over cones

In this section we always assume that the submanifold V' is conical (that isy € T, F' for every
x € F)andthats € F'is a given point. Then, foM := F + iV, the Lie algebra := hol(M, a) contains
the Euler vector field := za/az. Denote by} the complex Lie algebra of all polynomial holomorphic
vector fieldsf(z)9/y, on E, thatis,f : E — E is a polynomial map. Thef§ has thezZ-grading

(4.1) P=PBr. BB < Pru,

keZ

where3;. is thek-eigenspace afd(d) in 3. Then, is the subspace of alk(+ 1)-homogeneous vector
fields i if £ > —1 and is 0 otherwise. Defing, := g N *P;.. Clearly, P, ., gx is a graded, in general
proper subalgebra @f andaff(M,a) = g_1 & go.

4.2 Proposition. Retaining the above notation, suppose thathol(M, a) has finite dimension. Then
() g C ‘B, that is, everyf(z)9)y, € g is a polynomial vector field ot = V & iV. Furthermore,

f@EV) civ.
(i) 9= P ok, low.ol Corn and g_y={ivdp,:veV}.
E>—1

(i) For everyz € M the canonical mapol(M) — hol(M, z) is a Lie algebra isomorphism.
(iv) g = 0for somek € N impliesg; = O for everyj > k.

Proof. Considen := g ® ig C hol(E, a), which contains the vector fielg:= (» — a)a/az. We first show
[ C B: Fix an arbitrary¢ := f(2)9/y, € . Then in a certain neighbourhood @k E there exists a unique
expansiort = 3, . &k, wherey, = pr(z—a)0/y, for ak-homogeneous polynomial map : £ — E. It
is easily verified that the vector fietdl(n)¢ < [ has the expansiomd(n)¢ = 3, -n(k—1)¢,. Now assume
that ford := dim[ there exist indicego < k1 < ... < kg such that,, # 0 for 0 < [ < d. Since the
Vandermonde matri(k; — 1)) in non-singular, we get that the vector fields ()’¢ = >, n(k—1Y &,
0 < j < d, are linearly independent ina contradiction. This implie§ € 8 as claimed.

Sinceg C P has finite dimension, eveny € g is a finite sumy = >~/ n, with 1, € Py andm € N
not depending on. For every polynomiap € R[X] thenp(ad 8)n = >/~ p(k)ni, showsn,. € g for
all k, that is,g = € g The identityg_1 = {iv0/y, : v € V'} follows from the fact thay_; is totally real
in B _,and this impliesf (iV) c iV for all f(2)9/y, € gx by [9_1,9x] C gr_1 and induction ork. For
the proof of the last claim assumgg = O for somek > 0. Then f8_1, gr+1] C (gr P igr) = O implies
gk+1 C g—1 and hencey.1 = 0. O

4.3 Corollary. In caseg = hol(M,a) has finite dimension the CR-manifold = F + iV is locally
homogeneous atif and only if F' is locally linearly homogeneous ate F'.

Proof. From Proposition 4.2 follows thal’ := {&, : £ € @), . 92} IS @ subspace df while {¢, : £ €
@en 92x-1} = iV. Hence,M is locally homogeneous atif and only if W = T, F. But for everyk € N
and everyt € g, the vector field) := (ad ia9/y,)? ¢ is in go and satisfies), = (—1)F(2k + 1)!&,, that
is, W ={& : & € go}. O

Notice that the conclusiog C 3 together with an eigenspace decomposition as in Propogit
can forV = R™ be obtained in the same way if instead Bfconical’ it is only assumed fab/ = F' +iR"
thatg = hol(M, a) contains a vector fieldlzla/azl + azzza/azz o+ anzna/azn with ay, > O for alll
k, compare e.g. (7.13).

4.4 Proposition. Assume thag := hol(M, a) has finite dimension and that C V is a further conical
submanifold with tube manifold!’ = F’' + iV andg’ := hol(M’,a’) for somea’ € F’'. Assume that
the CR-germgM,a) and(M’,a’) are isomorphic and lef, g : (M,a) — (M’,a’) be arbitrary CR-
isomorphisms. Then

(i) dimg, =dimgj, forall k € Z, whereg, , g, are given by the decompositi@i2.ii.

(i) g is represented by a rational transformationton
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(iii) In casegy = O, g is represented by a linear transformationGh(V) C GL(E) mapping every
K] F ontoK, F".
(iv) g =g ifand only ifg, g have the samé-jet ata, whered := min{k € N : g; = 0}.

Proof. Let [ := g @ ig andl := [N P, for all k. The Lie algebra automorphisi := exp(ad aa/az) of

[ maps everyf(2)9/y., to f(z + a)9/y,. For everyk denote byl* C [ the subspace of all vector fields that
vanish of order at leagt+1 ata. Then¥(I*) = @, I; implies dimi;, = dim[* /(**1. As a consequence,
dimg g = dimgl is a CR-invariant of the germ\{, a) for everyk.

For the proof of (ii), (iii) putl’ := g’ + ig’ and extend; to a biholomorphic mapping : U — U’ with
g(a) = o’ andg(U N M) = U’ n M’ for suitable connected open neighbourhodd$/’ of a,a’ € E.
Consider the induced Lie algebra isomorphigm: [ — I, compare (2.1). Its invers® := g_ ! is given

by
(4.5) O(f(=)9%,) = ¢'(2) " (9(2)) Vg, -

Sincel consists of polynomial vector fields (Proposition 4.2) éhexistpolynomialmapsp : £ — F and
q : F — End(FE) such that

0(29)9,) = p(z)9p, and ©(eI)y;) = (a(2)e) U

for all e € E. Then (4.5) implies/(2)~ = ¢(z) andg’(2) 1g(2) = p(2), that is,

(4.6) 9(=) = a(2) ()

in a neighbourhood af € E and, in particularg is rational.

Now supposey; = 0. Then alsqy, = g) = 0 for all £ > 1 by 4.2.iv and (i). Cleary®(l’,) = [,, where
[, = {¢ €1:¢&, =0} and similarlyl’, C I are the isotropy subalgebrasat’. Also, §, := (z — a)0/y,
is the unique element iy such thatd(d,) induces the negative identity on the factor spei¢g Sinced,
has the same uniqueness propertylfoe must haved(s,/) = 6,. Sinces = 29/, is theg-component
of §, as well as ofd,, in g @ ig we actually ge®(s) = 4, that is,p(z) = 2. Also [_; is @-invariant,
implying thatq is constant. Therefore = ¢(a) L.

For the proof of (iv) we assume without loss of generalityt tha= M’, a = o’ and thaly, id € Aut(M, a)
have the samé-jet ata. This implies that §(z)—z) vanishes of order d and (' (z)—id) vanishes of order
> d ata. Therefore also((z) "t —id) = (¢(z) — id) vanishes of order d ata. Sinceq is a polynomial of
degree< d, there is al-homogeneous polynomial: £ — End(V') with ¢(z) = id +s(z — a). Consider
the vector field; := (z — a)9/y, € I and define the holomorphic mappings- : U — E by

h(z) = q(2) (g(z) — a) =(z—a)+r(2).

Then@(n) = h(2)9y, € g shows that andr are polynomials of degre€ d. But

r(z) = (g(z) — z) + s(z — a) (g(z) — a)

vanishes of order- d at a, that is,» = 0 and®(n) = 5. This implies®([_1) = [_1 sincel_1 is the
(—1)-eigenspace afd(n). Thereforey is an dfine transformation o’. Fromg(a) = a andg’(a) = id we
finally getg = id. O

4.7 Corollary. LetM = F +V, M’ := F’ + iV with conical submanifold¥, F’ C V and leta € F,
a’ € F' be arbitrary points. Assume furthermore that(M,a) = aff(M,a) holds. Then the following
conditions are equivalent:
(i) The manifold germ¢M , a), (M’,a’) are CR-equivalent.
(i) The manifold germé§M , a), (M’,a’) are dlinely equivalent.
(i) The manifold germ§F', a), (F’,a’) are linearly equivalent.
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Recall thataut(M,a) C g = hol(M, a) is defined as the isotropy subalgebrazand Aut(M, a) is the
CR-automorphism group of the manifold gerif (a), also called thestability groupata € M.

4.8 Proposition. Let F* C V be conical and! = F +iV. In casgy = hol(M, a) has finite dimension, the
following conditions are equivalent:
() g1=0.
(i) g = aff(M, a).
(i) The tangential representation— ¢'(a) induces a group monomorphishut(M,a) — GL(V).
Each of these conditions is satisfieaiift()M , a) = 0.

Proof. Let[:= g @ ig C hol(F, a) andly := g, © ig; for all k.

(i) = (ii) Follows from the last claim in Proposition 4.2.

(i) = (iii) By Proposition 4.4.iii everyy € Aut(M, a) is represented by a linear transformationion

(i) = (i) Let ¢ € g1 be an arbitrary vector field. Then there exists a unique sytenigilinear map
b: Ex E — Ewith £ = b(z,2)9/5,. Now (ad ia9/y,)%¢ = —2b(a, a)0/y, € g, thatis,n = h(z)9/y,
is in aut(M, a), whereh(z) = b(z,z) — b(a,a). For everyt € R therefore the transformation; :=
exp(tn) € Aut(M,a) has derivative);(a) = exp(th'(a)) € GL(E) in a. Buty;(a) € GL(V) by 4.4.iii
and thus 8(a,v) = h/(a)v € V for all v € V. On the other hanéi(a,v) € iV by Lemma 3.9, implying
Yi(a) = id for all ¢ € R. By the injectivity of the tangential representation tliere , does not depend
ont and we get = 0. This proves (i) and thus the equivalence of (i) — (iii).

Supposeawt(M, a) = 0 and that there exists a non-zero vector field g;. Thené, € iV and there exists
ann € g_1 with £ — n € aut(M, a), a contradiction. O

4.9 Remark. Notice that the condition (iii) in Proposition 4.8 statesittlhe tangential representation
takes its values in the subgroGd.(V) C GL(F). In general, the tangential representation is not injecti
and also takes values outsi@é&.(V). The tubeM over the future light cone can serve as a counterexample
for both of these phenomena.

4.10 Proposition. Suppose that! = F +iV, F' C V a conical submanifold, is locally homogeneous and
thatg = g_1 @ go for g = hol(M, a). Then the tangential representatior aduces a group isomorphism

Aut(M,a) = {g € GL(V): ggog ' = go and g(a) = a},

wherego is considered in the canonical way as linear subspadénd(V').

Proof. The assumptions imply th&f ()N F' is a neighbourhood efin F for H := exp(go) C GL(V). Let
g € GL(V) be an arbitrary linear transformation wigu) = a andggog—* = go. ThengHg ! = H and
hencegH (a) = Hg(a) = H(a), thatisg € Aut(M, a). Conversely, by 4.4.iii every element Afut(M, a)
can be represented by some GL(V) with g(a) = a. The Lie algebra automorphis@ = g, of g leaves
§ and thus als@q invariant. As a consequend®(y) = gpg 1 for everyp € go, that is,ggog* = go. [

The real Lie algebra structure §bl(M, a) is a CR-invariant for the manifold germ\{, a). For
certain classes of conical tube manifolds this gives a cetaphvariant:

4.11 Proposition. Let F, F’ C V be conical submanifolds for which the corresponding tubbs=
F +1V,M' = F' +iV are locally homogeneous CR-manifolds. bet F,a’ € I’ be arbitrary points
and assume that fgr:= hol(M, a) the spaceg;. occurring in the gradatiof.2.ii satisfyg;. = [go, go] = O.
Then the following conditions are equivalent:

() The germsgM,a), (M’,a’) are CR-equivalent.

(i) bol(M,a), hol(M’,a’) are isomorphic as real Lie algebras.
Proof. Only the implication (ii)=- (i) is not obvious. Suppose thét: g — g’ := hol(M’,d’) is a Lie
algebra isomorphism. We use the same symbol for the comiplearlextensio® : [ — ['.
Ouir first step is to show th& can be modified in such a way that it respects the gradatianbegin
with, [g¢’, g’] is abelian since our assumption implies thatg] = g_1 has this property. With' = & g
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being the gradation fog’ as in 4.2.ii assume that there exists a minimal intéger 1 with g, # 0. Then
g 1 =10[0,¢",]andc:=[g" ;,g,] #0implyg" ,,c C [¢’, g'] together with " ;, ¢] # 0, a contradiction.
Thereforeg’ = g’ | @ gg with [¢’, ¢'] = ¢’ ;, and as a consequen&(g_1) = O([g,9]) =[¢',9'] = ¢" ;.

Sincead : gy — gl(g’_ ;) isinjective,d +g’ , is precisely the set of afl € g’ such thatd & induces ory’_;

the negative identity. Therefore, there exigts g’ ; with ©(6) = ¢ — . Replacing® by exp(ad 7)® =

(id + ad n)®, we get®(0) = § and finally®(g) = g, for all k.

There exists a linear operatére GL(V) C GL(E) with ©(e9/y,) = 0(e)I)y, foralle € E =V @ iV.

We claim thatd’ = §H9~1 holds for the abelian subgrougs := exp go and H' := exp gf, of GL(V).

Indeed, application a® to [eJ/5,, A(2)I)5,]| = A(e)9)y. yields

M =0) forall A2)9g, € go and A(2)9)y, = O(M2)99) € go-

We may therefore assume (possibly after repladingy 0 F anda by fa) that H = H', F' = H(a) and
F' = H(da’). Denote byA C End(V) the associative subalgebra generated by\a##f End(V") with
M2)9/, € go. ThenA is abelian, contains the identity &hnd(V) and H C A. Since dimg < oo, the
CR-manifold F' + ¢V is minimal and consequentl§y’ cannot be contained in a hyperplanelof This
implies A(a) = V and thus the existence ofjac A with o’ = g(a). FromgH = Hg we getF’ = g(F).
Sinceg(F') also cannot be contained in a hyperplané/dinally ¢ € GL(V) follows. O

In Propositions 6.5 an d 6.17 a large class of linearly homegeas conical submanifolds C V' is
given for which the corresponding tubgs satisfy the conditiory1 = [go, go] = O in Proposition 4.11.

We note that we do not know a single example with gir co and dimg, > dimg_j for somek <
IN. We also do not know any paiv/, M’ of holomorphically nondegenerate conical tube manifaidat
are locally CR-equivalent but are not locallffimely equivalent. For Levi nondegenerate tube manifolds
(which necessarily cannot be conical) such examples camdredfin [13]. In [25] even two finely
homogeneous examples are contained which are loddilhely non-equivalent but whose associated tube
manifolds are locally CR-equivalent.

5. Some examples

In this section we present two classes of examples. To ouvledge, the only known example
of a homogeneou-nondegenerate CR-manifold with > 3 occurs in [18] for the cask = 3: That
is a hypersurfaceV/ in a 7-dimensional compact complex manifold, on which thepie Lie group
SO(3,4)° acts by biholomorphic transformations with orBif. In our first example we give for arbi-
trary CR-codimenior: > 1 a minimal homogeneous 3-nondegenerate as well as a minormadgeneous
4-nondegenerate CR-manifold. The second class of exarde@ds with tubes\/ over cones of the form
{fz e R)" X, zf =2, 25t withl < p <nanda #0,1. Using results from the preceding
section, we explicitly determine all Lie algebrgs= hol(M, a) for certaina. Among these are all hy-
perquadrics (that isx = 2) of signature g, ¢) with ¢ := n — p, whereg turns out to be isomorphic to
so(p+1, g+1).

The first example of CR-manifolds introduced below consi§tsibesM = T'(a) + iV over certain
group orbitsI'(a), where the connected grodip:= {g € GL(2,R) : detg) > O} acts linearly on a real
vector spacé/. In that way we obtain homogeneokshondegenerate CR-manifolds fore {2,3,4}.

For dimension reasons it is impossible to construct CR-faks of higher nondegeneracy, employing the
groupI” = GL(2, R)°. We do not know how to construétnondegenerate homogeneous tube manifolds
with & > 5 (should these exist) with suitable other groups, either.

5.1 Example. For fixed integers: € {2,3,4} andc > 1letV C R[ui,up] be the subspace of all
homogeneous polynomials of degree= k + ¢ — 1. Then the group (see above) acts irreducibly én
byp — P g_l for all g € T and has the subgrou{ry € Rid : g™ = id} as kernel of inffectivity. For
a:= Z] 02 wjuy' ™) € V the orbitF' = F*¢ := I'(a) is a connected conical submanifold of dimension
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in V. With Proposition 3.7 it is easily seen that

k—1—r
K;F= Y Rujuy™ forall r>0.
j=0

In particular, the tube manifold*< := F + iV is ak-nondegenerate homogeneous CR-manifold of
CR-dimensiork and CR-codimension. The manifoldsM?< will be discussed in more detail in Section
7. In particular,M?1 is linearly equivalent to the future light cone tuldd. For easier handling let us
identify R™*! with V via (zo, 1,...,2m) v Y. lozjujuy’ . Sincel acts onM*< by (linear)
CR-automorphisms, the linear pag of g = hol(M*¢, a) (compare 4.2.ii) contains a copy gf(2, R).
More explicitly, this subalgebra is spanned by the vectdddie

m m—1
Gi:= ijja/azj ; ¢hhi= Z(m - j)zj+1a/azj
(5.2) =0 0
51’_1 L= ijj—la/azj ) (2= Z(m - j)zja/azj :
j=1 3=0

In particular, the vector fields™~*, ¢~11 and¢®0 := (1 — (2 = Y7025 — m)z; 5/azj span a copy of

0

the isotropy subgroup ate M?2¢. Hence,{ ( fﬁ 5) € F} =~ C* acts transitively orF, that is,M?¢ is

diffeomorphic tdR™ x C*, wheren :=m + 1 =dimV.

5[(2,R) in go. In casek = 2 a straightforward computation shows thgt= {(a f) el:e™= 1} is

It seems quite hard to find explicit global equations fa*-© in casek > 2. Fork = 2 see (7.2). Only
for k = 3 andc = 1 we have the following: Consider iR* the algebraic hypersurface given by the
homogeneous equation

(5.3) S = {z € R®: 2325 + 4woa — 6xor12o03 — 30505 + 4wz = O} .

It is obvious thatS contains the point = (1, 1,0, 0). Since the application of every vector field inZp
to the defining function of gives a multiple of this function$'is invariant under the group. Therefore
the 3-nondegenerate homogeneous CR-submankitid = I'(a) + iR* of C* is an open piece of the tube
S + R4,

5.4 Example. Fix integersp > ¢ > 1 withn := p + ¢ > 3 and a real number with o # «. Then

P n
F=Fp={oe®) Y a5 =Y a5},
j=1

j=p+1

is a hypersurface iV := R"™. Furthermore/' is a cone and therefore difi, F' > 1 for everya € F'. On
the other hand, the second derivative af the defining equation foF gives a non-degenerate symmetric
bilinear form onV x V', whose restriction td, F' x T,F then has a kernel of dimensieh 1. Therefore
dmK,F = 1 for everya € F and by Corollary 3.6 the CR-manifold/ = My = F} +iV is
everywhere 2-nondegenerate (compare Example 4.2.5 ifidd 6je special case = « = 3). SinceM as
hypersurface is also minimg],= hol(M, a) has finite dimension.

For the special case = 2 andg = 1 the above coné’ = qu_l’l is an open piece of the future light

cone
2

{reR": 2%+ ... +2% ;=22 z,>0}
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in n-dimensional space-time, which iffiaely homogeneous. In [26] it has been shown that for the €orre
sponding tube manifold/ the Lie algebrgy = hol(M, a) is isomorphic taso(n, 2) for everya € M. In
caseg > 1 the following result seems to be new:

Casea = 2: Consider orC" the symmetric bilinear fornz|w) := > €,z;w;. ThenF is an open piece of
the hypersurfacéx € R™ : = # 0, (x|z) = 0}, on which the reductive grouR*- O(p, ¢) acts transitively.
Therefores, := R @ so(p, ¢) is contained irgg. One checks that

5i=g1@50@ 8, 5= {(2(c]z)z —i(z]2)e) Iy, : c € R}

is a Lie subalgebra of. The radicak of s is ad(d)-invariant and hence of the form=t_1 ® vo ® 1
for v, := v N gi. Fromso(p, ¢) semisimple we concludey C R4. But § cannot be in: since otherwise
g—1 C v would give the false statemeng_[1,s,] C Rd. Thereforery = 0, and f_1,¢;] = [t_4,5;] =0
impliest = 0. Now Proposition 3.8 in [26] implies = s, and, in particular, thag has dimensior("gz).
In fact, it can be seen thatis isomorphic toso(p + 1, g + 1).

Casea an integer > 3: ThenF' is an open piece of the real-analytic submanifold

(5.5) S = {:UEIR"::E;ZO and Zn:gjx;?:o}

j=1

which is connected in casg> 1 and has two connected components otherwise. For everyR™ let
d(xz) € N be the cardinality of the sdtj : «; = 0}. Itis easily seen that difi,S = 1 + d(z) holds for
everyx € S. Now consider the group

GL(F) := {g € GL(V) : g(F) = F}.

Everyg € GL(F') leavesS and hence alsél := {x € R™ : d(z) > O} invariant, that isg is the product

of a diagonal with a permutation matrix. Inspecting theattf GL(F) on{c € F : d(c) = n — 2} we

see thalGL(F) as group is generated R id and certain coordinate permutations. As a consequence,
go = RJ. Now suppose that there exists a non-zero vector fiefdg;. Thené = q(z, )9/, for some
symmetric bilinear mag : C* x C* — C™ with ¢(c, 2)9/5, € C6 for everyc € C". Because off # 0
symmetric therefore any two vectorstiff must be linearly dependent, which contradicts 3. Therefore

g1 = 0 and hencegy, = 0 for all £ > 1 by Proposition 4.4.iv. In particular, dijm=n + 1 < dim M for

the tube manifold\/ = F' + iV, that is,M is not locally homogeneous. Far= 3 this gives an alternative
proof for Proposition 6.36 in [17].

5.6 Proposition. Leta,a’ € F = F}, be arbitrary points. Then in cae< a € N the CR-manifold
germs(M, a) and(M, a’) are CR-equivalent if and only if € GL(F)(a).

Proof. Suppose thaj : (M, a) — (M, a’) is an isomorphism of CR-manifold germs. Frgm= g’ ; & Ro

for g’ := hol(M’, a’) Proposition 4.4.iii implies thag is represented by a linear transformatiorGh(V)
that we also denote by But theng(F) C S with S defined in (5.5). BecausgF') has empty intersection
with H we actually havey(F) C F. Replacingg by its inverse we get the opposite inclusion, that is
g € GL(F). O

6. Levi degenerate CR-manifolds associated with an endomphism

The lowest CR-dimension for which there exist homogeneddsm@nifolds that are Levi degen-
erate but not holomorphically degenerate is 2. The consbrucecipe below will give, up to localfane
equivalence, allf@inely homogeneous conical tube submanifold€bdfwith CR-dimension 2. Indeed, it
is based on the following simple observation: Suppose that V' := R" is a conical locally linearly
homogeneous submanifold of dimension 2. Denote: ltlye Lie algebra of all linear vector fields dn
that are tangent t&'. Then, fixing a pointa € F, there exists @ € End(V) with p(x)9/y, € a and
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T, F = Ra ® Rep(a). Therefore, the orbiff (a) under the subgroufy := {exp(rid+ty) : r,t € R} isan
(immersed) surface i having the same germ atasF'.

6.1 Construction recipe.Throughout this section let & d < n be arbitrary integers and a real vector
space of dimension. Let furthermorep € End(V') be a fixed endomorphism amdc End(V) the linear
span of all powers* for k = 0,1,...,d — 1. ThenH := exp(h) C GL(V) is an abelian subgroup, and
for givena € V the orbitF' := H(a) is a cone and an immersed submanifold/ofnot necessarily locally
closed in case > 4). Furthermore, the tub&l = F + iV C E is an immersed CR-submanifold &f.

6.2 Cyclic endomorphisms and vectorsA vectora € V' is calledcyclic with respect top € End(V)

if the ©¥(a), & > 0, spanV. This is equivalent ta, p(a),...,¢" (a) being a basis of’. We call
¢ € End(V) cyclic if it has a cyclic vector and denote lfyyc(V) C End(V) the subset of all cyclic
endomorphisms. Ifi, b € V both are cyclic vectors ap then there exists a transformatigrne R[] C
End(V) with b = g(a). But g commutes with every element of the groip= exp(h) and hence maps the
orbit H(a) onto H(b). In particular, the CR-isomorphism type df = H(a) + iV only depends o and
d, but not on the choice of the cyclic vecter To emphasize this dependence we also wite:¢ for M
and F#-? for H(a), but only if o is cyclic. We tacitly assume that a choice for a cyclic veettras been
made. In casé = 2 we even writeM ¥ and F¥ instead ofA/¥-2 and F¥-2, respectively. The following
proposition shows the relevance of these manifolds in aougision.

6.3 Proposition. For F' = H(a) andM = F + iV as in6.1the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) hol(M,a) has finite dimension.

(i) a is a cyclic vector ofp.
If these conditions are satisfiedl] is a minimal2-nondegenerate homogeneous CR-manifold with CR-
dimensiornd and Levi kernelK ,M = Ca.

Proof. (i) = (ii) Condition (i) together with the homogeneity &f implies thatM is minimal. LetW C V
be the linear span of all vectogg(a), k > 0. ThenH C R[] implies H(a) C W and hencéV =V by
the minimality of M. Thereforeg is a cyclic vector, and the”(a), 0 < k < d, form a basis of the tangent
spacel, F'. In particular,F' has dimensiom, which is also the CR-dimension 6f .

(i) = (i) Suppose that is a cyclic vector ofp. Lemma 3.2 giveRRa C K, F sinceF' is a cone inV/. For
the proof of the opposite inclusion fix an arbitrarye T, F with w ¢ Ra. Thenw = 7" ¢;¢?(a) with
cm # 0 for some 1< m < d andp?"(w) ¢ T,F showsw ¢ K,F by Proposition 3.7. Thereforé/
is 2-nondegenerate by Corollary 3.6 aligM = Ca. It remains to show that/ is minimal ata. But this
immediately follows from Proposition 3.8. O

For the manifoldsM = M¢#-? it is possible to compute the Lie algebrgs= hol(M, a) in ‘most
cases’. Clearly, the Lie algebg contains thel-dimensional Lie algebrg (as beforegg is canonically
identified with a linear subspace &fhd(V)). In the Propositions 6.5 and 6.17 we will show that the
equalityg = g_1 @ b holds for ally in ‘general position’.

Suppose thap € End(V) has the cyclic vectoti € V' and that the integet satisfies 1< d < n. Let

S
(6.4) Xo = [J(X = X\)" € RIX], n;>1,

j=1
with mutually distinct eigenvalues,, ..., \; € C be the characteristic polynomial gf Let furthermore
ai, ..., o, be the family of all roots ofy,, that is, each\; occursn;-times in this string. As usual,
a1,...,q, is called anarithmetic progressiom C if there exists a3 € C such that, after a suitable

permutationp; = o + (j — 1) forall 1 < j < n.

6.5 Proposition. Let M = M%< andg := hol(M, a) for a cyclic vectora € V N M of ¢. Thengg = b
holds if one of the following conditions is satisfied.

() d =2 and the characteristic roats, . . . , o, Of p do not form an arithmetic progression.

(i) d > 3ands > d.
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For the proof we need several preparations. To simplify titation at various places let us introduce
(6.6) S:={1,...,s}, m:=d—-1 and mp:=n;—1 forall ke S.

For everyK C S define furthermore

6.7) Ak :={Bpn:jeS ke K} with B =\ — X\, A= AL, ... A" — A7) e C™

and denote by7” the set of all non-empty subseiS C S such that there exist subsdtsC @ C (S \ K)
with the following two properties, where the maximum oves #mpty set here is defined to be 0:

() Dkex e + Doyeqnq = d + max{n, —1:pe€ P}.
(i) To every € Ag~ Ak there exist uniquely determingde S andq € @Q with g = 3;, such that
n; < ngandqg € P.

Notice that.#” contains every subsét C S with 3, _, n, > d (just takeQ = @). In the following
Lemma we show that (i) or (ii) in Proposition 6.5 will followdm a more general technical condition that
will allow us to give a uniform proof of 6.5 for all.

6.8 Lemma. Suppose that > d and( . ,Ax = {0} holds. Then one of the conditions (i) and (ii) in
Propositior6.5 is satisfied.

Proof. d = 2: Assume thaty, ..., a,, is not an arithmetic progression and that there exists azeom-
RS ﬂKE% Ag. We claim that\, ..., A\, is an arithmetic progression: Otherwise> 3 and there exists
ak with 1 < k£ < s such that, without loss of generality;, = A\ + (j —1)8 forall 1 < j < k and
A1 — B # N # A\ + B forall r > k. For everyj > k the setA;, ;1 contains the numbe#, that is, there
isanr € Swith A\, = A\, + B or\,. = A\; + 3. The first possibility violates our assumptions. In the s&co
case necessarily > k£ must hold since- < £ would imply A; = A1 — 3 and thus the second possibility
cannot be true foall j with k < j < s. This proves thad, ..., A, is an arithmetic progression and also
s < n by assumption. In particulan,; > 1 for somej € S. Next we claim tha{1} € ¢ and{s} € 7"
Toseetha{l} € 7, letk € {1,..., s} be minimal withn; > 1. With P := @ := {k} ~ {1} condition
(6.7).ii is fulfilled and the first part of the claim follows. gimilar argument proves alsa} € 7. But
thenA;1y N A,y = {0} gives a contradiction.

d > 3: Suppose that & B;, € 1, Ak and thats > d. ThenL := S \ {k} € ¢ (with Q = @)
and there aré € L, r € S with 3;, = B,,. Sinced > 3, the equation3;;, = 3,, impliesk = ¢, a
contradiction. O

Proof of Proposition 6.5:1t is enough to assume that the assumption of Lemma 6.8 &isdti Consider
the decompositiorF = F1 & --- & E, with E}, the kernel of ¢ — A\;)" for everyk € S. Denote by
m, . ' — Ej, the canonical projection and by, : £, — E the canonical injection. Thewy, := 7 (a) is
a cyclic vector forp, := mpper € End(Ey). Furthermore, if we put] := (i — )’ (ay) for all 5 > 0,
thena?, ..., a" is a basis ofZ;. With m = d — 1 as defined above €t := (p!,..., ™) € End(V)™.

For every real (or complex) vector spadé and all tuples = (t1,...,tm) € R™, w = (w1,...,wy) €
W™ let us write as shorthantw := Zj tjw;. For everyt € R™ the pointe®®(a) is contained in
F=MnNnV.

Now fix an arbitraryu € go C End(V'). Since the vector fielg is tangent taF, to everyt € R™ there
exist real cofficientsrg, r1, . .., r,, With

(6.9) pe®(a) = Re"®(a) for Ri=> et
=0

Actually, everyr, has to be considered as a real valued functioiR®n Put

=i and Ny = ((ok = M)y, (@) = AF)) € End(B)™
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for all k € S. Applying ; to (6.9) gives

Ret'Nk(ak) = et'N"‘R(ak): Zetﬂjkﬂket'Nj(aj) with

(6.10) . o N
Rlar) = Y orjai for or;(t):=> (DN .
j=0 =]

For every subseB C C™ denote by.#(B) C C(R™,C) the smallest linear subspace containing all
functionsh(t)et? with 3 € B andh € C[t] = C[ty,...,t,] a polynomial function orR™. Then it is
well known that everyf € .%(B) has a unique representatign= " ;. fI?le"# with 1] € €[] and

{8 € B : fA + 0} finite. Sincet-N; is nilpotent, i.e.et*Ni are polynomial, as a consequence of the
identities (6.10) we get for everlf C S

(6.11) ov; € F(Ak) forevery ke K and 0< j < my.

Denote by# the set of all subsetB C C™ with r, € .7 (B) for all /.

Clam1: (ke Ax € %, thatis,r, € C[t] for all L.

Proof of the claim. Fix an arbitraryK € 2 and letP C @) be as in the definition of#". SinceZ is
closed under intersections it is enough to shbyw € Z. Assume to the contrary that this is not true.
Consider the linear system of equations for thecompare also 6.16,

Z (f)Aiﬁjre € F(Akug) forall ke KuQ and 0<j <my.
t=j

(6.12) Ok,j

The codficient matrix is of generalized Vandermonde type and hensadr&kd = m + 1 since by the
definition of #" the number of equations is at leastThis impliesr, € .7 (Ax U Ag) for all £. Since by
assumption not alt, are in.7 (A ) there is 83 € Ag~ Ak such that thﬁ-components,ﬂﬁ] € C[t] do not
vanish for all¢ simultaneously. By the definition o%” there are uniquely determingde S andq € P

with 8 = f3,,. DefineL := K U Q \ {q}. Since ¢ A;, we get from (6.10) the following linear system

(6.13) A =3 (A 7r! =0, where k runs throughL and 0< j < my .
=i

By the very definition of K, P and @ it follows that the above linear system consists of at lelast1
equations. Consequently we can write it in the form:

m—1
OXNT el forall ke L and 0<j <my.
t=j

Since its cofficient matrix is of generalized Vandermonde type, evéﬂ/ is a complex multiple of!’]
and, in particularyl®l # 0. We cIaingf’(], # 0. Indeed, otherwise we could add the equatigf) = 0 to
the linear system (6.13), which then has affiont matrix of generalized Vandermonde tybe with rank
d contradictingrl?] # 0. Denote byD the degree o@ff] = >, Xl ThenD = degg% = degrlfl >0
and allr, and gEm have degreec D. The equations (6.10) imply (repla&eby ¢, form the3-components
for 8 := B3,, and carry out the multiplication witt’*"«)

mg mg

(6.14) pae M lay) = €Ny o7ial =3 (fiego+ i)
=0 j=0
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for certain polynomialsf;, g; € C[t] with deg(yg;) < deg(f;) = j. Comparing degrees on both sides in
(6.14) and keeping in mind,, < n, (by the definition of’z") we get

D+mg = deg(fmqgﬂlq + gm,) < my < Mmyg .

This contradicts-l’l # 0 and Claim 1 is proveds

Claim 2: Everyr, is a constant polynomial.

Proof of the claim.Fix ak € S with D := deg(o,0) = max;cs degl; o). With s > d a Vandermonde
argument applied to the linear systenp = >, )\ﬁ-rg, j € S, gives that every, has degreec D. As in
(6.14) we have

mi my
(6.15) pret Ne(ap) = et Ve Z Ok, ;4 = Z (ijk,O + gj)ai
=0 =0

for polynomialsf;, g; € C[t] with deg(g;) < deg(f;) = j. All coefficient polynomials in (6.15) in front
of theafC have degreec my, that isD + m;, < my and hence) < 0. This proves Claim 2o

The proof of 6.5 now is complete: Indeed, sif€eontains a basis df, the endomorphism is uniquely
determined by the function tuple,), that is, dimgg < d = dim¥. O

6.16 Remark. For given tuples\y,...,A\s € C and ng,...,n, € Nwithn, > 1 andn = > ny let
L:={(k,5) : 1<k <s,0<j < ng}endowed with the lexicographic order. Then it can be seen tha
the followingn x n-matrix (every entry witt! < j is zero)

((f))\i’j has determinant (A, — Ap)"" .

)0<e<n, k,j)eL
< (k,7) p<q

Notice from the proof of 6.5 that the conditign .. , Ax = {0} guarantees that eveyy € go
leaves every generalized eigenspageof ¢ invariant, whiles > d guarantees that every suglactually
is in b. In the next section we will see that the condition (i) in Rysition 6.5 ford = 2 is optimal, compare
Proposition 7.3.

6.17 Proposition. Let M = M4 and assume thap = b for g = hol(M,a). Theng = aff(M,a) and
aut(M, a) = 0.

Proof. For the proof ofg = aff(), a) it is enough to shovg; = O by Proposition 4.2.iv. This is more
easily done in the more general complex setting, comparéottesving Lemma 6.18. Finally, counting
dimensions yieldaut(M, a) = 0. O

It remains to show the next Lemma. As before,we identify hecestEnd(FE) and3, see (4.1).

6.18 Lemma. Let p € Cyc(F) be an arbitrary cyclic endomorphisms. For given integer n = dimFE
let furthermorey be the complex linear span of all powers, 0 < j < d. Then

{eePr: [P e ch} =0.

Proof. We identify E with C™ in such a way that the matri¢b of ¢ is in Jordan normal form, more
precisely: @ is a block diagonal matrix with Jordan blocks, ..., J,, where each block/; is lower
triangular, has the eigenvalug on its main diagonal and is of sizg x n; for somen; > 1. We also
introduce an equivalence relation ¢ . .., n} in the following way: Putj ~  if the ;™ row and thek™
column in® intersect in one of the Jordan blocks.

Now suppose that there exists a non-zero vector fiedd 31 with [_1,£] C b. This& has a unique
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representation

&= Z C;kzjzka/azp with JF =cfi e C.

J.k,p=1

For everyj < n the vector fieldﬁ/azj is contained in_4. Therefore

1 o
&= 51%02:¢] = > A9,

k,p=1

is contained ir) implying cj"‘ 0if k£ + p and, by symmetry:ﬂ"‘ 0if j + p. This implies

(6.19) &= 9., .

p~j k~j

By assumptiort # 0 and thereforg, # 0 for somer < n. Without loss of generality we may assume
r ~ 1. Replacingy by (o — A1) we also may assumyg = 0. Putb := n1, that is, the Jordan block; has
sizeb x b and is nilpotent. Define forall £ p, k <b

Np = Z]_a/azp + Z28/8Zp+1 et Zb+l_p8/8zb 7

b s
Dy =Y Cn; and vy =" 1 [J(e - A)™ € End(E).
ik 1=2

From (6.19) we know¢; € ©1 Nk for all j < b. In particular,

b A
A A 1 ,
=) diyp,,  dF= {CJ+11€ ifk<p and hence
2 P 0 otherwise

_ 11 11 11
§i=crm+ gt + M

for all j due to the symmetry cn‘ﬂk in the upper indices. As a consequence there exists a migiriab
withg > 1 andcll # 0. But then§b+1 q= c nb implies, € ©, N h. We show that this cannot be true:
Since; as ponnomlaI inp has constant termpAz... Ay # 0, we get that), spans®; over D1
for everyk > 1. This impliesn, = Z}Ll ejp?~1 for suitable real cacientse; with e,, # 0 and thus

m ¢ b. O

For the application of Proposition 3.10 to manifolds of teet)/ = M ¥4 it is necessary to know
when M is simply connected and whexut(M, a) is the trivial group.
A sufficient condition forM/#¢ (and F¥¢ = H(a)) to be simply connected is the followindhere exist
eigenvalues\y, . .., \q of v such thadet(d + A) # 0, whereA = ()\] )1§J,k§d is the corresponding
Vandermonde matrix
To get a partial answer to the second question consider engive R* ag € GL(V) with g(a) =
a and gpg—t = ep. From goFg=1 = (ep)* we getg(¢*(a)) = ¥¢”(a) for all k& > 0, that is,g is
uniquely determined irGL(V) by the above assumptions singeis cyclic. A further consequence is
g exp(te®) g~ = exp(te® ) forall t € R andk > 0. This meangH g~ = H for the groupH = exp(h).
But theng(F) = F for F = H(a) and consequently € Aut(M, a).

Notice that we always may assume without loss of generdélgiyt € Cyc(V') has trace O (otherwise
replacey by (¢ — ¢ id) € End(V) for ¢ := n~1tr(y), since this procedure does not change the algebra

b).
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6.20 Lemma. Suppose tha2d < n + 1 for n = dimV and thatp is trace-free. Suppose in addition that
aut(M, a) = 0 holds for the cyclic vecton ¢ V andM := M*#. Then

Aut(M,a) = {g € GL(V) : g(a) = a and gpg~t = :l:<p}.

In particular,Aut(M, a) always has ordex 2 and is trivial, for instance, if the spectrum @fin C is not
symmetric with respect to the origin ©f

Proof. By Proposition 4.8 the assumptiemt()M, a) = 0 impliesg; = 0 andgg = h. As a consequence
of Proposition 4.10 thereforAut(M,a) = {g € GL(V) : g(a) = a and ghg~! = h} holds. Letg €
Aut(M, a) be an arbitrary automorphism. Thepg ! = Z;”ZO cj’ for real codficientsc; andm =
d — 1. We show by induction ok thatc; = 0 holds for allj > m/k and all 1< k < m. Fork = 1 this
is obvious. So fix & > 1 with & < m. By induction hypothesigy*g—1 = (chgoj)_k = Z?ZB e’ €h
with real codficientse,. Since 2n < n by assumption, we must have = 0 for all £ > m, that isc; = 0

for all j > m/k. Fork = m this impliesc; = 0 for all j > 1. Taking traces finally givegpg~! = ¢
for ¢ := c1. By the above examplg cannot be nilpotent, that ig;, has non-zero spectrum @ Since this
spectrum is invariant under multiplication witmecessarily = +1 holds. O

7. Homogeneous 2-nondegenerate manifolds of CR-dimensi@n

In this section we specialize to homogeneous tube manifeids '+ :V in £ = V & iV of CR-
dimension 2, that is, wherE C V is a surface of dimension 2. We begin with manifolds of tyg& =
M¢#2 that are obtained by the construction recipe 6.1. Sinced®itypns 6.5 and 6.17 of the preceding
section do not cover the case where the characteristic 1qots. , «,, of p € Cyc(V), n = dimV, form
an arithmetic progression, let us discuss this case first:

Possibly after replacing by ¢ — rid with an appropriately chosen constanive may assume without
loss of generality thap is trace-free. Since multiplication @f by any non-zero real number does not
change the algebria = Rid ®R¢p, there are essentially 3ftierent cases fop with characteristic roots
forming an arithmetic progression — eithetis nilpotent ory has pairwise dferent characteristic roots
in R or in iR. Consider the manifold/ := M?"~2 = F27-2 1V from Example 5.1. As already
remarked in 5.1 the conformal subgrolp := R*-SO(2) C GL(2,R) acts transitively onF"2,
The corresponding Lie algebra s := Rid @Ry, wherey; = 471 — ¢ € gq is a trace-free
semisimple endomorphism with eigenvaluesity see (5.2) for the notation. Next consider the subgroup
H' := R*-SO(1,1) c GL(2,R) with Lie algebrah" := Rid ®R¢,, wherep, = ¢4+ ¢4l c goisa
trace-free semisimple endomorphism with real eigenvaligsarticular, H'(a) is open inH'(a). Finally,
consider the solvable subgroup

H* = {(g 2) € GL(2,R) : a > 0} with Lie algebrah? := Rid ©Ry, ,
wherey, = ¢1~1 only has zero eigenvalues. Again, the otHit(a) is open inH(a). This implies that
the manifolds)/ ¥ and M ¥z are open subsets dff¥: = M?"~2 and hence that all three of them are
locally CR-equivalent. Sinc#1%"~? is minimal as CR-manifold the endomorphisms ¢; andy, have

a as cyclic vector by Proposition 6.3 (what also easily candséied). By construction, the characteristic
roots of the endomorphisms;, ¢ and, form an arithmetic progression and represent the threestype
with imaginary, real and zero characteristic roots. Thaveste dimgg > 4 > dimb¥ for ¢ = ¢;, ¢, ©n
together with Propositions 6.5 and 6.17 implies that theatttaristic roots of all 3 endomorphisms form
an arithmetic progression. Summing up we have proved thafislg result.

7.1 Proposition. Letp, ¢’ € End(V') be endomorphisms with cyclic vectarsa’ € V. Assume that for
both endomorphisms the families of characteristic regts . ., o, andoj, ..., form an arithmetic
progression. Then the gerrlsl ¥, a) and(M ¥ ,a’) are CR-equivalent.

We can use Proposition 7.1 to get explicit global equatiamsef¥ery M ¥ where the characteristic
roots ofy € Cyc(V) form an arithmetic progression: Indeed, we may take: ¢4—1 from (5.2) onC™*!
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with coordinates 4y, z1, ..., 2,,) anda = (1,0,...,0). Theny is nilpotent andS := exp(Ry)(a) =
{(1,t,t%,...,t™) : t € R}. ConsequentlyM¥ = F + iV is the tube over the conE generated bys
(that isF' = R™S). As a consequencé, is an open piece of the algebraic surface given by the foligwi
explicit system of quadratic equations Bfi*+* with coordinates o, z1, . . . , Z.,)

(7.2) rorjs1 = 21wy for 0<j<m.

This can be reformulated also in the following slightlyfeient form: LetC' := {(¢,2,...,t") : t € R}

in R™ be thetwistedn-ic (also called twisted cubic, quartic etc, see [23] for inséirey properties of
these curves). Then the coiRe-C generated by is a nonsingular surface outside the origin and the
corresponding tube manifold is locally CR-equivalent\i® with ¢ as in 7.1. The twisted-ic will also
show up in another type of examples, compare 7.10.

Next we extend Propositions 6.5 and 6.17 to the case 2 where the characteristic roots @f
do form an arithmetic progression. Recall that for the lighhe tubeM = M?21 the Lie algebray =
hol(M, a) is isomorphic tao(2, 3), compare [26], [19]. In particulagy = gl(2, R) and dimg; = 3 in this
case.

7.3 Proposition. Assume that the characteristic rootswfe Cyc(V') form an arithmetic progression.
Then forM = M*¥, n =dimV andg = hol(M, a) the following properties hold.

() go is isomorphic tgyl(2, R) and hence has dimensidn

(i) g = aff(M,a) in casen > 4. In particulardimg = n + 4 in this case.
Proof. ad (i): We may assume that = (1 —n)/2+ (j — 1) for all j € S using the notation in (6.6) and
(6.7). Then\c» Ax = {—1,0,1}. Solving (6.9) forrg, 71 gives that all pairs

(7.4) ro = (n — 1)(ue™" + vy — we')
’ r1=2(ue " + vy + we'),

u,vg,v1,w € R arbitrary, form the solution space. This implies dign= 4. SinceM is locally CR-
equivalent taM?"—2 the Lie algebrayy contains a copy of((2, R), that isgo = gl(2, R).
ad (ii): Letn > 4. We may assume that fat = n — 1 the Lie algebray is the linear span of the vector
fields (5.2). For every € Z?letg” = {¢ € g : [(;,&] = v;¢€ for j = 1,2}. Theng” C g for
k= (v, +1v,)/mand

g=EP g with [g",¢"] C g,

veZ?2

compare also (3.5) in [19]. Clearlégﬁ/azk € g k=™ forall 0 < k < m. Because of Proposition
4.2.iv it is enough to show; = 0. Assume to the contrary that there exists a non-Zee g;. Then
we may assume without loss of generality that g™ —* for somek ¢ Z. Let c be the cardinality of
{0<j<m:[9p,; €] #0}. Fromgo = g ' @ g% @ gb~and [y, €] € g* 77" we see: < 3.
Assumec = 3, which implies 0< k < m. From [0y, ,&] # 0 for j ="k + 1 and the special form of
¢-11 ¢L-1in (5.2) we see that must depend on all variables, a contradiction to > 3. Butc < 2 also
gives a contradiction since in all spaaes®?, g%0, gb—1 every non-zero vector field must depend on at
leastn — 2 variables. O

Recall thatAut(M) is the group of all global CR-automorphisms akfi()M) is the subgroup of all
of affine transformations af/.

7.5 Proposition. Letp € End(V) be a trace-free cyclic endomorphism. Then the grakps(M) and
Aff(M) coincide. Furthermore, with = dim V' the following dimension estimates hold.
() dim Aut(M) = n + 4 if the characteristic roots ap are pairwise distinct and form an arithmetic
progression inR.
(i) dim Aut(M) = n + 3if  is nilpotent.
(ii) dim Aut(M) = n + 2 in all other cases.
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Proof. Let F' := M NV and denote by C g = hol(M, a) the Lie algebra oAut(M). Sincea contains
the Euler vector field we hawe= a_; @ ap ® az for a; := an g;. We first determine dimg. Because of
h:=Rid @Ry C ap we have dimug > 2.

In case ()M is CR-equivalent to\1%"~2, compare Example 5.1. Therefad.(2, R) acts transitively on
F and dimag = 4 by Proposition 7.3.

Next consider the case (i), that is,is nilpotent. Ther consists of alk € go € End(V) with £(c) € Re
forall c € OF := F ~ F, whereF is the closure of in V. We may assume that= (1,0,...,0) € R”
andy = ¢4~ in the notation of (5.2). This implie§’ = {e*(1,t,t%,...,t" 1) € R" : 5,t € R} and
hencedF = Rcfor ¢ := (0,...,0,1). Thereforeag is the linear span of1, ¢ and¢>~1 and dimag = 3
in this situation.

Next consider the cadé = V1 ® V> @ ... @ V,, where every; is the (1 — n)/2+ (j — 1)) eigenspace of
©, that is, the characteristic roots @fform an arithmetic progression R. HeredF = V3 UV, is easily
verified. The vector fields iy are characterized by the function tuples, 1) in (7.4). The condition
£(V;) c Vj for j = 1,n implies thatrg, 71 are constant for every € ag, that isag = . On the other hand,
if the characteristic roots @f do not form an arithmetic progression, then gjse= by Proposition 6.5.i,
that is, dimag = 2 always holds in case (iii).

Next we showa; = 0 in all cases: Fon > 4 this follows fromg; = 0, see Proposition 7.3.ii. In case (iii)
we haveag = h and the claim follows with Lemma 6.18. Therefore we only heveonsider the cases
() and (ii) for n = 3. In case (i))M is the future light cone tub#1 and Aut(M) = Aff(M) follows as a
special case of Proposition 6.9 in [26]. In case {il)is a proper domain itM: We realizeM = F + iR3

in C* with coordinates 4y, 21, 22) asF = {z € R3 : 2qr2 = 22 and xg + 2 > 0}. Thenhol(M)
is the linear span of the vector fields (3.5) and (3.7) in [JM& may assume without loss of generality
thaty = ¢ = 2210/, + 229)y,,. This impliesM ~ M = R*c + iR3 for ¢ := (1,0,0) € F. We
know already that is the linear span of the vector fieldg ¢ andé 1. From Figure 1 and (3.7) in [19]
we therefore derive that eitheg = 0 ora; = R¢%? for €22 = 220y, + i21220)p,, + i250)y,,. The
latter possibility cannot occur sing&? is not tangent toV! ~. M: Check, for instance, the point,(@l 0).
This provesa = g_1 @ ag in all cases. As in the proof of Proposition 4.4.iii it is shothat this implies
Aut(M) = Aff(M). The above dimension estimates fgrimply the dimension estimates in (i) — (il

Next we solve the local as well as the global CR-equivalerroblpm for all manifoldsi/¥. Be-
cause of Proposition 7.1 in the local situation only the des®eto be considered where the characteristic
roots of o do not form an arithmetic progression. Recall that withasss| of generality we always may
assume thap is trace-free.

7.6 Proposition. Let p,¢’ € End(V) be trace-free cyclic endomorphisms with characteristiotso
ai,...,q, anday, ...« respectively. Suppose that the, . .., «,, do not form an arithmetic progres-
sion. Then for given cyclic vectors, o’ € V and correspondingf = M¥, M’ = M¥' the Lie algebras
hol(M, a) andaff(M, a) coincide. Furthermore, the following conditions are eqlent.
(i) The Lie algebragol(M,a) andhol(M’, a) are isomorphic .

(i) The germgM,a) and(M’,a') are CR-equivalent.

(i) g¢'g~1 = ro for suitableg € GL(V) andr € R*.

(iv) There exists a permutatione G,, and an- € R* with a; = rag() forall j.

Proof. g := hol(M, a) = aff(M,a) and dimg = n + 2 follows from Propositions 6.5 and 6.17.

(i) = (i) With g alsog’ := hol(M’,a’) has dimensiom + 2. Therefore alsav, . .., o/, do not form an
arithmetic progression, see Proposition 7.3. This imglies b, gi = b’ and (ii) follows with Proposition
4.11.

(i) = (iii) Let g be a CR-isomorphismM,a) — (M’,a’). Theng € GL(V) as a consequence of
Proposition 4.4.iii. and clearlyhg~! = b’. SinceRy’ C b’ is precisely the subset of all trace-free
endomorphisms (iv) follows.

The remaining implications are easy to check and left to ¢lagler. O



Homogeneous Levi degenerate CR-manifolds 25

7.7 Proposition. Letp, ¢’ € End(V) be trace-free cyclic endomorphisms avd:= M¥%, M’ := M ¢
Then the following conditions are equivalent.
(i) The groupsAft(M) andAff(M') are isomorphic.

(i) M andM'’ are globally CR-equivalent.

(iiiy gy'g~t = ro for suitableg € GL(V) andr € R*.
Proof. (i) = (iii) Suppose that (i) holds. Because of Proposition 7.5 veg mssume dimut(M) = n + 2
without loss of generality. Then (iii) follows from Proptisn 7.6 if at least for one of the, ¢’ the
characteristic roots do not form an arithmetic progresdinithe remaining cases the claim follows from
Proposition 7.5 since for both endomorphisms the chaiiatiteroots form an arithmetic progression in
R and are pairwise distinct.
(ii) = (i) = (i) is obvious sinceAut(M) = Aff(M) andAut(M’) = Aff(M’) by Proposition 7.5. [

7.8 Some moduli spaced-or fixedn = dimV let .# be the space of all global CR-equivalence classes
[M#] of manifolds M¥ with ¢ € Cyc(V), that is, every ] is the set of allM¥ that are globally
CR-equivalent ta\/¥. Furthermore put

O :={p e Cyc(V):tr(p) =0} and #*:={[M?] €./ :pc® ¢"#0}.

The reductive groufR* x GL(V) acts onEnd(V) by ¢ +— rgpg~! for every ¢, g) € R* x GL(V) and
leaves the con@ invariant. By Proposition 7.7# can be identified as set with the quotieht(R* x
GL(V)). This quotient can be built in several steps: For evetgt o;(¢) € R be the;1 elementary
symmetric function im variables evaluated on the characteristic rootg,dhat is,

X" +) (-Yo(p)X" 7/ € R[X]
j=2

is the characteristic polynomial gf € ®. Let W := R”~! with coordinates#s, . . ., z,,) and denote by :

® — W the mapping given by — (02(y), - . ., on(p)). Since every real polynomial factors in a product
of linear and quadratic real polynomials, the mafs surjective and# can be canonically identified as
set with the quotientV/R*, whereR* acts onlV by (2, 3, ..., z,) — (%22, t3z3, ..., t"x,) for every

t € R*. The subgroud+1} C R* leaves the spher§" 2 = {z ¢ W : me = 1} invariant and.#*
can be identified with the quotie)” 2 := S”~2/{£1}. In general Q™2 can be stratified into a finite
number of manifolds. For instanc@®? is a compact line segment aff is homeomorphic to the sphere
S2. At this point a word of caution is necessary: We do not giveplogy to.#, the topology orQ" 2
only serves for the readers imagination.

Instead of.# we can also consider the spacelofal CR-equivalence classes for manifolds of
type M¥. By our results this space is of the form#' /~ , where the equivalence relation on .# just
identifies the 3 equivalence class@gf] € .# such that the characteristic rootsgform an arithmetic
progression. Clearly /~ = .#*/~ can be obtained by identifying two points @*~2. In the spacial
casen = 3 the endpoints of the line segmept have to be identified, that is#Z can be thought of in this
case as the circlR := R U oo (without topology) where the point corresponds to the class represented
by the future light cone tub@1. To be more specific, call in case= 3 for everyp € ®

aap)? c R

(7.9) p(ae) =270 < R

the modulusof the CR-manifoldM ¥ (with ¢/0 := oo for all t € R). It is clear thatM¥ and MY in case

n = 3 are locally CR-equivalent if and only if they have the sanmaoius. A special meaning has the
modulusyo := 27/4: For real moduli> 1o the endomorphisny has 3 distinct real eigenvalues while in
case of real modul po the endomorphisnp has one real and two purely imaginary eigenvalues.
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7.10 Another type of examplesFork = 3 andc > 1 letV, T = GL(2,R)? anda = ug' + ulu?‘l eV
be as in Example 5.1. Consider the subgroup

(7.11) 2::{(% 2):aelR+,/3€1R} cT.

ThenF := X(a) is a homogeneous surfacelin Foro := u3' the orbitC' := X(0) is a homogeneous curve.
Identify V andR™*! with coordinateso, z1, . . . , z,,) as in Example 5.1. Them= (1,1,0,...,0), 0 =
(1,0,...,0) € R™*! and the Lie algebra of corresponds to the linear span of the two vector figids
and¢b~1in (5.2). In particular

C={@tt%... . t"):teR}

and7,C = R-bwith b := (0,1,0,...,0) for the tangent space atc C. On the other hand, thefme
halfline o + R™b is contained inF'. The geometric meaning of this is the following: The develemt
S = U,eclc + T.C) of the curveC is divided byC' in two Z-orbits, one of which ig" (compare [15],
p. 45 for the special case = 3). Now identify theZ-invariant hyperplanéV = {x € V : z¢ = 1}

with R™ by 'dropping the coordinateto. ThenC becomes the twistech-ic {(¢,t2,...,t™) : t € R},

o becomes the origin andthe first basis vector (0, ...,0) in R™. In the coordinates dR™ the vector
fields ¢, and¢b—1 are dfine and have the forms

(7.12) =Y 5%, and ¢"t=0p,+> jz 10,
j=1 Jj=2

With Proposition 3.7 it is easily verified th&f] F' = {x € R™ : z; =0 if j+r > 2} forall» > 0. Since
the twistedm-ic is not contained in any hyperplaneRf* we therefore get that the tubd := C +iR™ is

a homogeneous minimal 2-nondegenerate submanifdd’ofiith CR-dimension 2 and CR-codimension
m — 2. Notice that for the conR* F' generated by in V the tubeR* F' +iV is an open piece of13"—3,

n = m + 1, and hence is 3-nondegenerate.

Denote for every integef by gU) the k-eigenspace ofd((y) in g := hol(M, a). Then eveng € g is a
complex linear combination of monomial vector fielg8z5> - - - 2/~ 8/32 withvy +2v0 + ... + mu, =

j + p. As in the proof of Proposition 4.2, it is shown thghas theZ-gradation

(7.13) o= P .

jz—m

It can be seen that is the linear span of alr]a/azj, 1< j < m,as well ag’y and¢b—1. In particular,g
is a solvable Lie algebra of dimensiom + 2, coincides withaff(M, a) and has commutator subgroup of
dimensionm + 1. A proof will be sketched for the special case= 3 in Example 8.5.

8. Homogeneous 2-nondegenerate CR-manifolds in dimensién

In this section we specialize the examples of the previoatisseto the cas® = R3. We start with
manifolds of typeM = M¥ = F¥ +iR3in C3, Then the local CR-equivalence classes of these manifolds
are parameterized by the modujgs\/) € R, compare (7.9). The occurring in the following examples
not necessarily are trace-free but easily could be tramsfdrto. As defined in the previous section let
wo = 27/4.

8.1 Example. {x = o) Let F := {z € R®: 27 + 23 = 23, 3 > 0} be the future light cone. This surface
occurs agh'? for ¢ := 229/, — 2195, having spectrun{=i, 0}.

8.2 Example. it < pg) Forw > 0let F c R3 be the orbit of (10, 1) under the group of all linear
transformations: — r(cost x1 — sint x, Sint 1 + cost x2, e“tx3), r € R*,t € R.
With r := (2% + 23)Y/2, the manifoldF is given in{x € R3: > 0} by the explicit equations

23 = rexp (wcos Hz1/r)) = rexp (wsin H(az/r)),
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where locally always one of thesefBaes. A suitable choice is = 219)y,., — 229/, +wz39/y, ., With
spectrum{+i, w}.

8.3 Example. x = po) Let ' C R be the orbit of (10, 1) under the group of all linear transformations
x> r(xy, 22 + tog, elzg) with » € R*, ¢ € R, that is,

F={z¢c R3: 21 >0, a3 = xle”/xl}.
Herey = 219y, + ©39/9,., has characteristic roots @ 1.
8.4 Example. u > o) Ford > 2 let
F={z e R")®: 23 =x1(x2/21)"}.

Herep = 2205, + w39y, has eigenvaluefO, 1, w}.

The following is Example 7.10 specialized#to= 3.
8.5 Example. Let X be the group generated by the following two one-parametargy
(8.6) x — (e'zq, eZtmz, eStm3) , x> (x1 +t, 00+ 2teg + tz, T3 + 3tap + 3wy + t3)

of affine transformations oR3. ThenZ is isomorphic to the group defined in (7.11). kor= (1,0, 0) the
orbit F' :=T(a) is
F = {5 +r1,2,3t°) e R®:r e R*,t € R}.

The tubelM := F + iR3 is an dfinely homogeneous 2-nondegenerate CR-manifold. The L&bedgpfs
is spanned by thefline vector fields

G1i= 218/821 + 2228/822 + 3238/(923 and 51771 = 8/821 + 218/822 + 228/(9237

compare also (7.12). The Lie algeliya= hol(M, a) is of finite dimension and has the gradation (7.13)

for m = 3, whereg®*) is thek-eigenspace afd(¢1). We claim thatg has dimension 5 and coincides with

aff(M, a). The proof consists of several elementary steps which Wesietch here. To begin with, define
(k) (k)

a® c g\® by

o :=Ri0)y,,, a2 :=Rid)y,,, aH :=Ri0jy,, @Ry, o :=R¢

anda®) := 0 for all otherk. By induction onk it is seen thag®) = a(*) holds for allk: Fork < —3 this

is obvious. Fork = —2 suppose there existstas g(~2 \ a(=2). Then¢ = a9y, + 8219/, for some
o, € C. From E, atY] ¢ a(-3) we gets € R and thert, € T, M implies 8 = 0. But then¢ € a2
sincea~2@ ia(-2) ¢ g(-2), a contradiction. Fok > —1 the procedure is as follows. Suppose there exists
a¢ e g® < a®). Then write¢ as complex linear combination of monomial vector fields astineed
above and subtract froga suitable element af*) thus killing as many cd#cients in front of monomial
terms of the formf ()9, as possible. By induction hypothesig"p, a)] c alk*) holds for allj < 0

and givest = 0, a contradiction. This proves the claim and also the firgtqfahe following statement.

8.7 Lemma. Let M := F +iR® for F = H(a) C R® as in Examplé.5. Theng = hol(M, a) is a solvable
Lie algebra of dimensiob with commutator algebrfy, g] of dimension4. FurthermoreAut(M, a) =

{id}.
Proof. Fix a := (1,0,0) € F and write¢; := 9y, for j = 1,2 3. Leth € Aut(M, a) and® the induced
Lie algebra automorphism of := g @ ig. With g the subspaces

n=[gal =Ps*, [n=RGLOREG and f,[n,n] =R
k<0
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are stable unde® and hence also
nnN K,M=Ré and pyn]NH,M =RE,

whereg and the tangent spade M are identified via the evaluation map. In particula¢3_1) = P _1
and h(z) = g(z) + c for a diagonal matrixy € GL(3,R) with ¢ = g(a) — a, compare (2.1). Taking
commutators of, with all elements in the second 1-parameter group of (8.8tlaen taking the derivative
byt att = 0 givescd)y,, € g. Fromgn ig = 0 we conclude: = 0 and thugy;; = 1 for the diagonal matrix
g. Now ¢ is the unique vector field ip that has the valué)y,, at both points Qa, implying ®(¢)) = ¢
Thereforeg is the unit matrix and: is the identity inAut(M, a). O

For everyM = F +iR3 with F ¢ R® a cone from Example 8.1 — 8.4 the commutatoh@{}M, a)
has either dimension 10 (Example 8.1) or dimension 3 (albthers). As a consequence of Proposition
7.6 and Lemma 8.7 we therefore get:

8.8 Proposition. The CR-manifolds\I = F + iR3 with F' ¢ R3 occurring in the example®1—8.5, are
all homogeneous arinondegenerate. Furthermore, they are mutually locallyiriglQuivalent.

With an argument from [19] together with 2.5.10 in [24] a hularphic extension property for
globalcontinuous CR-functiong on M = F @ iR3 C C3, F one of the cones from examples 8.1 — 8.5,
can be obtained: Every sughhas a unique continuous extension to the convexhubf M in €3 that i is
holomorphic on the interior ol with respectC3. SinceM is completely contained in the interior of
in caseF’ belongs to Example 8.2, every global continuous CR-funatio such arnV/ is real-analytic.

For the tubeM over the future light cone (that is Example 8.1) there exiahyn(even simply-
connected) homogeneous CR-manifolds that are all locdiyeGuivalent taM but are mutually non-
diffeomorphic, compare [26]. In contrast to this, using alre@dgorem Il from Section 9, we can state
the following global result:

8.9 Proposition. Let M be a homogeneowsnondegenerate CR-manifold that is not locally CR-equiva-
lent to the tubeM over the future light cone. Thel is simply connected anélut(M) is a solvable Lie
group of dimension 5 acting transitively and freelylan For everyn € M the stability groupAut(M, a)

is trivial and every homogeneous real-analytic CR-madifdl’, that is locally CR-equivalent td1, is
already globally CR-equivalent tal .

Proof. By Theorem lIM = F'+iV for F' as in one of the examples 8.2 — 8.5. Itis easily checkedAtzatd
hence) is simply connected. In cadéis a cone, the claim follows with Lemma 6.20. Therefore we may
assume that’ is the submanifold of Example 8.5. But thamt(M, a) is the trivial group by Lemma 8.7
and Aut(M) has trivial center by Proposition 3.9. But then the claitiofes from Proposition 3.10. [J

The dfinely homogeneous surfacEsc R3 of examples 8.1 — 8.5 occur already in [15] p. 43. There
the surfaces are presented in thefiree normal forms: Our Example 8.4 & oo) corresponds to P4, the
Examples 8.2 — 8.4 € R) to P3 and Example 8.5 to P1. The remaining degenerate tyd&Ss], types
P2t and P5, do not show up among our examples since the assatibtechanifolds are holomorphically
degenerate.

Let us consider the type P3 in [15] p. 43 a little bit closerisTia the family of local surfaces iR3
given by the local equations irffane normal form

(8.10) 23 = 22 + 23xn + 2205 + 15 + 2373 + Aadao + w5ag + axl + 102325 + 2223 + O(8),

wherea € R is an arbitrary parameter and O(8) for every fixets a convergent power series in=
(z1, 2, x3) vanishing of ordep> 8 at the origin and uniquely determined by the requiremdatt, 8.10)
defines near the origin dk® a locally dfinely homogeneous surface. flirent values ofi € R give
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locally affinely inequivalent surfaces and there tube€3rcorrespond in a 1-1-way to our Examples 8.2 —
8.4. It is not dificult to see that the modulysof every such surface is related to the parameier(8.10)
by the formula 100 = (28a)3.

In [14], [15] all locally afinely homogeneous surfacesR{ have been classified up to locdfine
equivalence. Inspecting the degenerate surfaces in thessfications gives together with our results the
following

8.11 Proposition. Let F' be a locally &inely homogeneous surfaceR3 and assume that the correspond-
ing tubeM := F + iR in C3 is 2-nondegenerate. Then
() M islocally CR-equivalent to a manifold occurring in the Exales8.1—8.5, and
(i) for every further locally &inely homogeneous surfad® in R® the corresponding tubesl and
M’ := F’ + iR3 are locally CR-equivalent if and only I andF’ are locally afinely equivalent.

PART 2: The classification

9. Lie-theoretic characterization of locally homogeneou€R-manifolds

In this part of the paper we classify all homogeneous 5-dsiwgral 2-nondegenerate CR-manifolds
up to local CR-equivalence, that is, we carry out the proof of

Theorem Il. Let M be a locally homogeneo@snondegenerate real-analytic CR-manifold of dimension
5. ThenM s locally CR-equivalent to a tubE + iR® C €3, whereF C RS is one of the finely
homogeneous surfaces occurring in the Exani®les 8.5.

We call (in accordance with Section 2) a real-analytic CRuifiodd M locally homogeneouat a point

o € M ifthere exists a Lie subalgebgaC hol(M, o) of finite dimension such that the canonical evaluation
mapg — T, M is surjective, that is, such that the tangent vectgrg € g, span the tangent spaégM.

If this is the case we also call the corresponding CR-ge¥imd) locally homogeneoudf a particular
locally transitiveg C hol(M, o) has been fixed we also say that the gef §) is g-homogeneous.

The proof of Theorem Il relies on a natural equivalence (8§ Prop. 4.1) between the category of
CR-manifold germs with a locally transitive Lie algebraiactand a certain purely algebraically defined
category. Before we briefly outline the main steps of our fjreve recall the notion of a CR-algebra, taken
from [30], and introduce some notation.

9.1 Definition. A CR-algebra is a pairg( q), whereg is a real Lie algebra ofinite dimension andj is a
complex Lie subalgebra of the complexificatibr= g & ig. The CR-algebrag( q) is calledeffectiveif O
is the only ideal ofy contained ing N g.

9.2 Remarks.
() In[30] also the case is allowed whegédas infinite dimension, buthas to have finite codimension

in [. In this part of the paper however, only finite-dimensioned &lgebras occur.

(i) The CR-algebras form in an obvious way a category: A rh@m (g, q) — (¢’, ') of CR-algebras is
a Lie algebra homomorphispn— ¢’ in the usual sense whose complex linear extensienl’ maps
q to q’. Unfortunately, the resulting notion of isomorphism betwe& R-algebras is too strict for our
purposes. We therefore mainly work with the coarser notfggeometric equivalence between CR-
algebras to be introduced later.

(iii) The geometric situation behind the notion of a CR-&lgeis the following: LetZ be a complex
manifold homogeneous under a complex Lie gr@ypet o € Z be a point with isotropy subgroup
@ C LatoandG C L aconnected real form df, that is, the connected identity component of the
fixed point setZ? for an involutive antiholomorphic automorphistmof L. Then eachG—orbit M
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in Z is a generic (immersed) CR-submanifold. et be the Lie algebras @i andQ, respectively.
Then @, q) is a CR-algebra that completely describes the CR-gdrhw] together with the local
action of G nearo.

(iv) In general, however, not every CR-algebtaq) can be obtained from a global situation as de-
scribed in (iii), only from a more general local setting. Maheless, the sét of all CR-equivalence
classes of locally homogeneous CR-germs and thd eétall geometric equivalence classes of CR-
algebras stand in a canonical 1-1-correspondence, corajzar&ection 4 in [18]. For convenience
of the reader, we briefly describe below this correspondenbeth directions. As a reference for a
general discussion of ‘local’ and ‘infinitesimal’ actiongwefer to the original paper of Palais, [31].

In the following letM always be alocally homogeneous real-analytic CR-manifdtld base poinb € M
that locally can be embedded in son@® (equivalently,M is an (abstract) real-analytiavolutive CR-
manifold as defined at the end of Section 2). Each such CRfatdrdan globally and generically be
embedded into a complex manifold [1]. Since we are only interested in the local structuré\bfat o
and therefore mostly deal with CR-germ/ (o), we may assume without loss of generality thdtis
embedded in a complex vector spdcex C™ as a locally closed generic CR-submanifold.

Next we describe the interplay between locally homogend&oiRsgerms and CR-algebras more
closely. In particular, we give two canonical constructidhat induce the 1-1-correspondence between
the setgj and.A mentioned in 9.2.iv and also allow the precise definitionggometric equivalence’ for
CR-algebras:

Let (M, 0) be a CR-germ ang C hol(M, 0) a locally transitive Lie subalgebra of finite dimen-
sion. Then an fective CR-algebrag( q) can be associated in the following way: To begin with, @l
hol(M, o) in the canonical way as real Lie subalgebra of the complexaldebrayol(F, 0). This is possi-
ble, since we assumel to be generic iy and we can use Proposition 12.4.22 in [5]. As in Definition
9.1 we always denote by= g€ = g @ ig the formal complexification of. Now Z(¢ + in) := £ + Jn
defines a Lie algebra homomorphisin: | — hol(E, 0), whereJ denotes the complex structure tensor
J : TE — TE. We will not make a notational distinction between the campdtructures irf or 77,
and write %’ for it. The homomorphisnE is in general not injective (it is, ifi/ is holomorphically non-
degenerate). Ley C I be theE-preimage of the isotropy subalgebfa € hol(E,0) : £, = 0}. Then
the CR-algebrag q) is called aCR-algebra associatéd the locally homogeneous CR-gerfi/ (o). It is
obvious thagNgq is nothing but the isotropy subalgelya= {¢ € g : £, = 0} and the tangent spa@g M
can be canonically identified witfy g,. Also the holomorphic tangent spatl M and the partial complex
structure.J : H,M — H,M (equivalently: the decompositioH>°A\ @ H%1M of the complexification
HEM = H,M ® C) can be read 6 the CR-algebrag( q): Let o be the conjugate linear involution of
with [7 := Fix(c) = g. Then it is easily verified thad := (q + 0q)? coincides with{¢ € g : &, € iT, M},
that is,$ /g, is canonically isomorphic td7,M (the capital letter for) is chosen to indicate thai in
general is not a Lie algebra, only a linear subspace). RUp' M = q/qnoq and H2XOM = 0d/qnoq.
In [18] it has been shown that the geometric properties ofGRestructure of the CR-germ\{, o) like
minimality, k-nondegeneracy, holomorphic degeneracy can be rgadery CR-algebrag( q) associated
with (M, o). The facts relevant for our classification will be discukbelow.

There is also a canonical way to associate a locally homagen€R-manifold germiN/, o) to
a given CR-algebrag( q) (not necessarily féective). Choose a complex Lie groupwith Lie algebra
[ = g @ ig and a complex linear subspagecC [ with [ = q & E. Then there exist open neighbourhodds
of0e E,V of 0 € gandR of id € L such that¢, v) — exp(u) exp(v) defines a biholomorphic mapping
@ : U xV — R. Choose an open neighbourhofdof 0 € g with exp(P) C R. Then, in our particular
situation, withr : U x V — U being the canonical projection, the mappifg= 7o loexp: P — U
has constant rank. Without loss of generality we therefoay assume that/ .= (P) is a connected
real-analytic submanifold of containing the origin G E. The Lie algebrdcan be identified with the Lie
algebra of all right-invariant vector fields dnand every; < [ can be projected alongo ¢ 1:R>U
to a holomorphic vector flelq € bhol(U). Thus the real subalgebia:= {¢ : € € g} C hol(U) is
a homomorphic image of and spans at every € M the tangent spacé&, M. In particular, M is a
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generic CR-submanifold of andg is a locally transitive subalgebra. It is noffliGult so see thag is

obtained fromg by factoring out the kernel of irfEactivity, more precisely, letbe the largest ideal ig

with j C g N q. Theng is isomorphic tog/j. If there exists a Lie groud. with Lie algebral such that
the subalgebrg corresponds to alosedcomplex subgroug) C L then we may takd./Q for U and the
G-orbit through )] € L/Q for M. We call (M, o) the CRgerm associatetb the CR-algebrag( q).

9.3 Definition. The CR-algebrasg(q) and @', q’) are calledgeometrically equivalerif the associated
CR-germs are CR-equivalent.

Notice that CR-algebras are always geometrically equmtalethey are isomorphic in the cate-
gorical sense of 9.2.ii, but not conversely in general. &otlso that every CR-algebra is geometrically
equivalent to anféective one. In the following paragraphs 9.4-9.8, we fix

for the rest of the paper
the basic setup and notation, which are mainly taken fror [18

9.4 Notation. Given a CR-algebrag(q), let (M, 0) be the associated CR-germ. Write= g = g @ ig
for the complexification and : [ — [ for the complex conjugation witlf = g. Then

() g, := gNqis called thereal isotropy subalgebr®efinel, := ¢ := g N oq and note that, is the
complexification §,) of g,.

(i) g/g, and$/g, C g/g, for $H := (q + 0q)? C g are called theealand theholomorphic tangent
spacaespectively.

(i) The descending chaig©® > ¢@ > ¢@ 5 ... 5 ¢ of complex subalgebras is inductively
defined byy©@ := q, ¢ := g N oqandq®*D := {w € ¢¥) : [w,0q] € q*) + oq}, for k € N.

If (M, o) is the manifold germ associated to the CR-algebra in 9.4 the holomorphic tangent space
/8. C 8/9, in the sense of (ii) can be canonically identified with theonobrphic tangent spadeé, M

in the geometric sense. As shown in [18], the mapping> 9, w — w + cw, induces a complex
linear isomorphismy/q(>) = § /g, . The former quotient is canonically isomorphick* M (similarly,
HYOM =~ 5q/q(>)). The Levi kernelK, M and its higher order analogués M/ can be considered as
complex linear subspaces gfq(>). We will make extensive use of some of the main results of, [4@th
as Theorem 5.10:

9.5 Algebraic characterization ofk-nondegeneracyFor everyr > 0 the spacg(") is a Lie subalgebra
of q and ther™ Levi kernel K7 M is isomorphic tog™ /q(>). In particular, for everyc > 1 the locally
homogeneous CR-manifoly is k-nondegenerate if and only if

To handle the 5-dimensional case we also introduce thexoipabbreviations
(V) §:=q® ={veq:[v,0q] Cq+oq}and3 =+ of)°.
Theng, C § C $ C g are real subspaces stable ungé(g,) andl, C f C q are complex subalgebras. In

Lemma 5.9. of [18] it has been shown that actudlli a Lie algebra and coincides wiffi,() N $ (here,
givenWW C g, Ng(W) :={v e g:[v, W] C W}).

Summarizing the above discussion, the following resuliéskey for our classification.

9.6 Proposition. Let (M,o0) be ang-homogeneous CR-germ and (gt q) be the corresponding CR-
algebra. TherM is 5-dimensional, minimal and 2-nondegenerate if and dnly i

codimg(go) =5 and q#f# 4@ =g :=qnoq.
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9.7 Lemma. The Lie algebraic terms i9.6) are equivalent to the following set of conditions:
() dimS$/g, =dim$H/F =2, dimrg/H = 1=dimcf/(, = dime g/f
() [g0,31CF, [3.F]1CF [EHCH

m [q,0q9] £ q+0q M is not Levi flat
(V) [f,oq] Cq+oq, §#I M is Levi degenerate
V) [f,oq] £ f+0q M is 2-nondegenerate.

We will frequently use the fact that the conditior§'[$)] C §' (instead ofC $) violates condition V).

By the canonical bijection between the classeand . A mentioned in 9.2.iv and made precise
above our classification problem is transferred to the ifleaason of certain &ective CR-algebras up
to geometric equivalence. Unfortunately, to a given Igchtbmogeneous CR-gerniA, o) there may be
associated many CR-algebras) for which theg’s are non-isomorphic. For instance Mf = M is the
tube over the future light cone, then t84, o) there are associated CR-algebrgsif with g = so(2, 3),
50(1, 3), s0(2, 2) together with a bunch of other Lie algebras that are noisemle, see [19] for explicit
realizations. Therefore, the best we can do in the follovidértg consider only CR-algebrag, @) such that
dim g is minimal in the geometric equivalence class@mfy). But, also then, we are still left in the example
(M, o) with several non-isomorphic solvable Lie algebras of disien 5 as well as one non-solvable Lie
algebra of dimension 5 with 2-dimensional non-abelianaadand Levi parg sl(2, R).

9.8 Fundamental AssumptionlIn the following, every CR-algebra(q) under consideration is assumed
to satisfy the condition (9.6) (equivalently € (v)) as well as the following additional condition.

(V1) For every CR-algebrag(, q’), which is geometrically CR-equivalent tg.(), the dimension esti-
mate dimg’ > dim g holds.

Condition {1) implies, in particular, the following two conditions.

(VD)1 (g, q) is efective.

(VI)2 There is no proper subalgebgac g with g’ + g, = gforg, = gng.

Indeed, ¢, q') with ¢’ := (¢’ + ig’) N q is a CR-algebra that is geometrically equivalentgogf in case
g +go=09

9.9 Basic structure theory.In the following we frequently use standard facts concermeductive Lie
algebras and parabolic subalgebras, see [22], Chap.VIaglh general reference. To fix our notation,
let s be a complex reductive Lie algebra ahd Cartan subalgebra ef Denote by® = (s, t) C t*
the corresponding root system and lyC @ the subset of simple roots. A subalgebra s is called
parabolicif it contains a maximal solvable subalgebra (also call&®beel subalgebjab of s. Conjugacy
classes of parabolic subalgebrassimre parameterized by the subsetsIbfFor every%” C II and
() = NP, Zo the corresponding parabolic subalgebra is defined by

(9.10) t=ty =t with *=te @ s, and M= P s, .
ac(P)) ag ()

The case of a reductiveeal Lie algebras is a little bit more sophisticated. In contrast to the comple
situation there may exist several conjugacy classes ob@autbalgebras. Among these the class most
suitable for our purposes consists of the so-catteakimally split Cartan subalgebr&sC s, defined as
follows: Select a Cartan decompositier- ¢ @ p and leta be a maximal abelian subalgebrapofConsider

the centralizem = Cy(a) and putt := a ® t,,, wheret,, C m is a maximal abelian subalgebra. The
conjugacy classes of real parabolic subalgebrasare parameterized by the subsets of the simple roots
IT C ®(s, a) in the restricted root systed(s,a) C a*. Each parabolic subalgebtan s has the decom-
positiont = "4 x " into the reductive and nilpotent parts (once a maximallyt §rtan subalgebra

t C vis selected, the reductive factor wit® > tis unique). Following a common convention the robts
occurring in the root space decomposition of the nilpotdeait™! = @ AeA S) are negative and we write
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v M= = v andd— " 1= o™ a) = A. Each parabolic subalgebr@ontainingt determines the
decomposition

(9.11) s=t"@od o " with ":= @ s, andweput °PPi=¢"x".
Ae®@(rl q)

We callrk(s) := dimt the rankof s andrkg(s) := dima with a C p as above theeal rankof s.

10. The Lie algebrag has small semisimple part

In the preceding section we have explained how 2-nondegeynaran be expressed in pure Lie
algebraic terms. In this section we start with the actuabpod Theorem II. Since this proof will be quite
involved, we subdivide it into several sections, lemmatd eaims until the final step is completed in
Section 16. For the convenience of the reader we brieflyraittie main steps.

As explained above the classification can be reduced to tieendimation of all CR-algebras satis-
fying the fundamental assumption 9.8. Once all possibleaifebras are known, we have to identify the
underlying CR-germs. In general, it may happen that aldgedlip non-equivalent CR-algebras give rise
to equivalent CR-germs. For this last part of the proof werasalts from Section 8.

Our proceeding will be to show that the assumption 9.8 s@vesstricts the possibilities forg( q).
This will be achieved by a detailed structural study of the &igebrag; occurring in @, q). Recall that
every Lie algebrd has a Levi-Mal€ev decompositidn = %% x tad(h), whereh>Sis semisimple and is
uniquely determined up to an inner automorphisny oFurthermorerad(h) is the radical ofy, i.e., the
unique maximal solvable ideal in In the first part of the proof we investigate the various fmktses for
g>Swhere §, q) satisfies certain conditions stated in the previous seclio be precisefor the rest of the
paper the fundamental assumpt®8 remains in force foall CR-algebragg, q) under considerationn
particular, every, q) is efective (condition Y1)1, and thereforgy can be considered as a transitive Lie
subalgebra ofol(M, 0)). Furthermore, conditionV(), states that there is no proper Lie subalgebrg of
that also is transitive on\({, o).

Let an arbitrary CR-algebray(q) subject to 9.8 be given and Igt° x tad(g) be a Levi-Maltev
decomposition of. In this and in the following few sections we assume gffat/ 0 and investigate which
simple factors can occur igFS. Thereby we use the following notation: We fix a simple idead g and
denote by’ the corresponding complementary ideal, i.e.,

(10.1) g=g"xtadg and ¢g¥=s5x5".

In this section we show th@fsonly can contain simple factors isomorphic to one of the lgebras
50(2,3), so(1,3), su(2) andsl(2,R). This result is obtained by analyzing which simple real &ligebras
can contain proper subalgebras of very low codimensiontielmext sections we exclude further possibil-
ities fors: In Section 11 we show that the factaerg2, 3) andso(1, 3) cannot occur igSSas it will turn out
that their existence in the Levi factor would violate the mmality assumption¥1). Nevertheless notice
that there exist CR-algebraso(2, 3), q) and 6o(1, 3), q) satisfying () — (V) and {1)1. All the underlying
CR-germs of such CR-algebras are locally CR-equivalerttddight cone tube\. In Section 12 we find
first examples of CR-algebras which satisfy 9.8. In thesex#S contains a simple factar = s((2, R),
and then necessarily = sl(2, R) x t, wheret is a 2-dimensional non-abelian Lie algebra. Also all such
CR-algebras give rise only to CR-germ locally CR-equivaterthe tube over the light cone. In Section
13 we finally eliminate the possibility = su(2) for the simple factos in g5 At that stage of the proof
we will have proved the following dichotomy: Lef(q) be an arbitrary CR-algebra which obeys 9.8. If
g% # 0 theng®s = s[(2,R) and furthermore the underlying CR-germ is locally CR-gglént to the light
cone tubeM. Or, g**= 0, i.e.,g is solvable.

For that reason, from Section 14 on we only consider CR-atgef, q) with g solvable and show
that then necessarily digjm= 5 = dim M. In Section 15 we look closer at the nilcengeof g and find
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out that diny € {1,3}. The Main Lemma 15.14, which might be of interest for itsglfies a s#icient
condition for a CR-algebra to be associated to a tikeiR® C €2 over an &inely homogeneous surface
F C R3. In the last section we show by ad-hoc methods that indeay &vdimensional solvable Lie al-
gebrag occurring in the CR-algebra (q) under consideration fulfills the assumption of the Main lnem
Hence, due to the aforementioned assertions and since (apaicefine equivalence) allfinely homo-
geneous surfaces R occur among the examples 8.1 — 8.5, this completes the pfdoé @lassification
theorem.

We now begin with the proof of Theorem II:

10.2 Lemma. Let(g,q) be a CR-algebra subject (6.8). Then the simple Lie subalgebsaC g5 can
only be isomorphic taso(2,3) , so(1,3), sl(2,R) or su(2).
Proof. The proof is carried out in several reduction steps. To begim, we write as shorthand

bo:=8oNb, bz:=FNbhandbhs:=HnNh

for every subalgebra C g. Notice thath, C hz are subalgebras amg is a linearad(hz)—stable subspace
of b.

Consider the subalgebras C sz of 5. The case, = sz = s, that iss C g,, can be ruled out since then
s’ @ rad(g) would be a proper locally transitive subalgebrgpfontradicting assumptiov(),. Therefore,
at least one of the inclusioss C sz C s is proper. Consequently, there is always a proper subalgefor
codimension< 3 in s. Indeed, in case; # s the subalgebraz has this property and in casg = s the
proper subalgebrs, has codimensior< 2. Hence, there exists a maximal proper subalgélofs with
eithersz C h ors, C h. Such a maximal subalgebhehas codimensiorc 3 ins. Due to [9], Chap. VIII,
§10, Cor. 1, every maximal proper subalgebra &f either reductive or parabolic. In the following claims
we list all simple Lie algebras which admit proper maximal subalgebras of such low codinoeiss We
discuss the reductive and parabolic case separately.

Claim 1: Lett be a simple real algebra ahd- ¢ reductive withO < codimg bt < 3. Thent can only be
isomorphic tasl(2, R), su(2) orso(1,3).

Proof of the claim.Leth = hy x --- x b, x 3 be the decomposition of the reductive subalgépirato the
simple factord); and the centey. Weyl's Theorem implies the existence of ad(h)-stable complement
v C s.Letp: bh — gl(v) be the induced adjoint representation. Every restrictipnb; — gl(v) must be
faithful since otherwisé; would be an ideal is. The crucial condition here is dim< 3 which, in turn,
implies that eacly; is isomorphic either tel(2, R), so(3) orsl(3,R). As a consequence

8k r =2k
8k+3 r=2k+1

On the other hand, a glance at the classification of simplalgebras shows

dimp < { for 7 :=rk(h) < rk(s).

dims > 2k? + 4k = dimg sl(k + 1,C) r=2k
~ | 4k? + 8k +3=dimsl(2k +2,R) r=2k+1.

Putting both inequalities together and bearing in mind glindim f < 3 shows that the rank afcan only

be one of the numbers 2, 4. Sincesl(2, R) andsu(2) are the only simple real Lie algebras of rank 1 we
may assume thathas rank 2 or 4. The cask(s) = 4 can be ruled out in the following way: Consider first
the situation where is of complex typethat is,s is the underlying real Lie algebra of a complex simple
Lie algebrac of (complex) rank 2. Thenis eithersl(3, C) or so(5, C). But in both cases a proper reductive
real subalgebra has at least (real) codimension 4 (in faclf 8is of real typethen the above estimates
give dimh < 16 and dims > 24 = dimsl(5, R). For the remaining casé&(s) = 2 eithers = so(1, 3),
which is in the list of the claim, oy is isomorphic to a real form afl(3, C) or so(5, C). In both cases every
proper reductive complex subalgebra has at least codimedsiThis proves Claim 1o

Claim 2: Lett is a simple real Lie algebra angl C ¢ parabolic withO < codimgsh < 3. Thens is
isomorphic taso(1, 3), sl(4, R), su(2) or to a non-compact real form ef(3, C) or so(5, C).
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Proof of the claim. Since every parabolic subalgebra of a compact Lie algebtavial, apart from
s = su(2) we only have to consider the case wheig non-compact. The estimatk(s) < dims —dimBb,
compare (9.9), impliesk(s) < 3. We work out the various cases separately.

rk s = 3: The complexificatiors® of s is one of the Lie algebrasi(4, C), so(7, C) or sp(3, C). The latter
two can be immediately ruled out since a glance at the casreipg Satake diagrams shows that every
proper parabolic subalgebra of them is at least of codinsendi In the remaining casé& = si(4,C)
only the normal real forns[(4, R) has a parabolic subalgebra of codimension 3. (A glanceeab#iake
diagrams for the remaining non-compact real forms(@f, C) excludes further possibilities).

rk s = 2 or 1: The rank conditions imply that is the underlying real Lie algebra ef(2, C) or a real
form of s1(3, C) or so(5, C). The Lie algebrao(1, 3) as well as every non-compact real forms&(, C) or
50(5, C) contains a parabolic subalgebra of codimension less @ &®ince dinsl(2, R) = dimsu(2) =
3, all simple Lie algebras of rank one also contain paratmllmalgebras of the required codimension.

In order to further reduce the list of possibilities towe have to look at the particular real forms obtained
in Claim 1 and 2 but not in the list of Lemma 10.2 more closely:

Elimination of s = sI(4, R): Up to an automorphism af(4, R) there is only one such parabolic subalge-
brah of codimension 3. Let = a C h be the split Cartan subalgebra ane h" x =" the decomposition
asin (9.11). Note that here the reductive fadfo® gl(3, R) acts irreducibly o*" = R2. The only pos-
sibility for the flags, C sgz C s C s, which cannot be trivially excluded, iswhep C sz =h C s C 5
andcodimg(s,) < 2. This cannot be true since difh/s; = 2, [s5 : 5] C s (condition (1)) buth = s
acts irreducibly on the 3-dimensional spage; = h".

Elimination of s = su(1, 2) : In this case of real rank 1, there exists up to conjugacy oné/ marabolic
subalgebrdy: This is the minimal oné) = hy = m @ a & n which is solvable withcodimg h = 3. The
reductive part” = m @ a =: t of b is a maximally split Cartan subalgebra. As before, the oitlyation
which cannot be trivially disposed of is whep C sz = h andc := codimy(s,) € {0, 1,2}. Recall thath
yields the decomposition = h" Gt @ h=". If ¢ = 0, that iss, = b, thenh” & vad(g) would be a proper
locally transitive subalgebra gf in contradiction to assumptiorvl),. If ¢ = 1 then eithet N's, # t,
and thenh®PP & vad(g) would be a proper locally transitive subalgebraggfgain contradicting\(l)2) or

t C s,. But taking into account the particular structurebof” = s_, @ s_», this also does not occur
since otherwise, N h~" would be at-stable 2-dimensional subalgebra, which is impossibleesid (t)
acts irreducibly on the 2-dimensional root spages and [, s,] = 52,

It remains the case = 2, that is,s = g = su(1,2) is locally transitive. Them = s€ = s((3,C) andq is a
subalgebra of complex dimension 5. Consequemt/contained in a maximal (6-dimensional) parabolic
subalgebray = gl(2,C) x C? of [, that is, eithery coincides with a Borel subalgebtaor is conjugate
to a subalgebra = sl(2, €) x C2. In both cases the subgrougsof L = SL(3,C) corresponding td
or j are closed and the underlying CR-gerid (o) is locally CR-equivalent to aRU(1, 2)-orbit either in
L/B = F(C®), the complex manifold of full flags i3, or in theC*-principal bundleL /.J overP,(C). A
direct check shows that in both cases there do not exist dagemerat&U(1, 2)-orbits.

Elimination of s = sl(3, R). Then 3< dims, < 6 holds except for the trivial casge = s. If dims, = 3
and hence is locally transitive, then as in the previous situationre@R-germ (7, o) associated with a
CR-algebragl(3, R), q) is locally CR-equivalent to afiL(3, R)-orbit either inSL(3,C)/B or SL(3,C)/J

(as discussed above, witi.(3, R) in place ofSU(1, 2)). Again, none of these orbits is 2-nondegenerate.
It remains the case dim, > 4. But then there always exists a parabolic (proper) subaddge C s with
s,+h = s, thatis,h ©rad(g) is a proper locally transitive subalgebragagxcluding the caseF = s((3, C).

Elimination of s = so(1, 4). There exists up to conjugacy a unique parabolic subalgebrg' xh=" C s
of codimension 3, and we have to investigate the casgssg 2 sz = h D s, only. A close look at the
minimal (and maximal proper) parabolic subalgebra= m @ a & s, shows thatm = so(3) andm
acts irreducibly on the 3-dimensional nilpotent idéal" = s_,. Consequentlyj acts irreducibly on
s/h = s/sz = R3. This leads to a contradiction as;[s,] C s, i.e.,%/s. would be a 2-dimensional
stable subspace. The proof of Lemma 10.2 is now complete. O
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In Theorem 6 of [3] it is claimed that for every 2-nondegeteraal-analytic hypersurfadel ¢ €3
the Lie algebrayol(M, a) has dimensior< 11 at every point. Using this result would save few arguments
in the proof of Lemma 10.2. Instead, we preferred to presaetfecontained proof of the proposition.

11. The cases = s0(2,3) ands = s0(1,3)

We continue the proof of Theorem Il. So far we have proved fiiathe CR-algebrag q) under
consideration the simple factes of g5, see (10.1), can only be isomorphic to one of the simple Lie
algebras listed in Lemma 10.2. In this section we show tlwah fthese the possibilities = so(2, 3) and
s = so0(1,3) cannot occur. Here and in the following upper case romanenals refer to the conditions
around 9.8.

We like to mention that for the tuh&1 over the future light congol(M, 0) = so(2, 3) holds and
that there exists a copy @b(1, 3) in hol(M, a) that is also locally transitive. Since these Lie algebras
have dimensions 10 and 6 and since, on the other hand, thereaasitive subalgebras §bl(M, o)
of dimension 5 these two Lie algebras do not satisfy the nafityncondition (1). In the following we
consider both cases separately:

s = s0(2,3). The only Lie subalgebras in the normal real fornso(2, 3) with codimgsh < 3 are the
3-codimensional maximal parabolic subalgebras. We ne¢gka closer look at the structure of these
subalgebras. There are up to isomorphisms afily two such parabolic subalgebrasiifa) = {«, 5} is

a basis of the root systefia) (a split Cartan subalgebra, long, 5 short) then

hi:=(a®saD5_o) ® 5306 o pDs_q_23=hyxh "
ho i = (a@ﬁg @575) D 5 DS q pgDPs_a-28= f)rz X f)z_n

are representatives of the corresponding isomorphy da3se only instance where the filtratiep C

s; C 5, C s could be nontrivial (recall that,, s; are subalgebras,, is aad(s;)-stable subspace) arises
whens, C s; = h; C s, C sforj = 1,2 The possibility ‘ho = sz’ cannot occur since the adjoint
representation df, on b5 = s/s_ is irreducible, contradicting the existence of a 2-dimenal ad(s)-
stable subspac®/s_. It remains the possibilitg; = h1 D s,. From now onh := b1 and we analyze
the various possibilities for dig, — dims, € {0,1,2}. The equatiors; = s, contradicts condition\(l);
since in that case the proper subalgelyfai(s’) x tad(g) would be transitive onX/, o). The case whes,

is of codimension 1 im; = h can also be ruled out: Eithér " C s, and then §°PP & s’) x tad(g) would
be a transitive proper subalgebragfor the intersection of, with h=" = (s_5 ® s_p_0) D 5_n-_23

is a 2-dimensional subalgebra. In such a case the imég¢ of the projectionr : h = h=" x h" — §'
coincides withh". But this also leads to a contradiction: Neither the intdieacs, N H~" can coincide
with s_g @ s_3_, (since it is not a subalgebra), nar_(3 © s_g_,) N s, can be 1-dimensional (since
h" acts irreducibly ond_z @ s_s_,)). Finally we are left with the case disy — dims, = 2, i.e.,s is
transitive on {4/, 0). Thusg = s by assumption\(l). But then dinyg, = 5 and there always exist proper
subalgebrag’ C g with g’ + go = g, a contradiction to conditionv(),.

s = s0(1, 3) = sl(2, C). We work out this case by investigating various possibdifier dims,. Assume
first that
e dims, > 3. We claim that then there exists a solvable subalgehbras such thats, + ¢t = s : The
case dins, > 4 is easily settled as all 4-dimensional subalgebrasare maximal, i.e., they are Borel
subalgebras ofl(2, C) and consequently have nilpotent complementary subagefihere do not exist
(real) subalgebras af(2, C) of dimension 5. If dins, = 3 thens is either semisimple or solvable. In the
semisimple case we work with an explicit matrix realizatiorr €2*2: Eithers, = su(2) or = su(1, 1),
ie., o

5"%{(? 8;):telR,ze(I:} for e=1ore=-1.
In both cases the upper triangular Borel subalgébra s((2, C) ¢ C2*? forms a linear complement of
s,. This cannot happen, since then conditig){ would be violated.
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If s, is solvable thers, is contained as certain 1-codimensional (real) subalgebea(complex) Borel
subalgebra = t x b" of s = 5[(2, C). We claim thats, > b™' : Otherwise (i.e., if dirg 5, N 6" = 1)
we would haver(s,) = t, wherer : b — tis the projection homomorphism, and consequesglyould
contain a certain complex Cartan subalgetf b which actsR-irreducibly onb™!.
However, from our claim it follows that the opposite Borebalgebra is a complementary subspace,of
in 5. The case ‘dins, = 3' now is completely ruled out. Next, we investigate the case
e dims, = 2. It follows thats, is solvable and either complex or totally real. Since it isnediate that
every complex subalgebra ui(2, C) has a complementary subalgebra (simple check), it renaihs
to deal with the totally real case, i.e., with being a real form of a Borel subalgebaC sl(2,C). Let
7 : b — b be the conjugation with™ = s,,. It is well-known that there existsastable Cartan subalgebra
t C b and consequently we have thestable decompositioh = t x [b,b] =: t x n. Selecth € t, e € n
such that h,e] = 2e. By constructionr(h) = a-h andr(e) = b-e for suitablea,b € C. Sincer is an
automorphismg = 1. Sincer is an involution,|b| = 1. This shows that up to a conjugation we may
assume thab is the upper-triangular Borel subalgebrastf2, C) and the real forms, C b* have the
following realizations:
~ t sc\ . *

5, = {(0 _t) ‘tys € ]R} forsomec e C* .
For everyc € C* at least one of the Borel subalgeb@6? §) @ C(; 1) orc(? ) @ c(}_ i) thenis
complementary te, in sl(2, C). Finally, we need to deal with the case
e dims, =1, i.e.,sitself is locally transitive and thug = s by the minimality condition YI)». Consider
the following matrix realization:

[=5l(2,C) x sl(2,C) C €>?%x ?*?
olxy) =%, g={(xx):xes(2C)}CI.

The 3-dimensional complex subalgelgra: [ is either simple or solvable:

q simple:Thenq = sl(2,C) andq is either one of the two factors ef(2, C) x sl(2,C) or q is conjugate
in [ to g. The first case can be ruled out immediately since heng = 0 = g, which is absurd. In
the second case, all simple subalgelyas [ which are not ideals are conjugate to each other. We may
select the particular subalgebga= {(x, —x*) : x € sl(2,C)} C [, wherex' is the transpose of. The
corresponding Lie subgrou@ = {(q,(q ") : q € SL(2,C)} C L := SL(2,C) x SL(2,C) is closed
and the mapx,y) — x-y* identifies the quotient with thefine quadricSL(2,C) ¢ €% on which

S = SL(2,C) (considered as real Lie group) acts by the holomorphicsfaamations ¢, z) — szs'.
Hence, in this situation every CR-germ associated with aa@fRbra ¢, q) is globalizable. It is well-
known (see, for instance [19]) that the hypersurf&cerbits in L/Q are either Levi-nondegenerate or
locally CR-equivalent to the tuba1 over the light cone. However, dighn= 6 and in this caseg(q)
satisfies ) — (V), (V1)1 and ¥1)2, but not {1).

q solvable:We will show that also this case contradicts the fundamexrgsilimption 9.8:

If [, = C(t,t) is ad-semisimple (and without loss of generatity (t _t) for somet € C*) thenl, is a
regular torus in. Consequently, the centralizér(l,) =: t1 x tz is ao-stable Cartan subalgebra. Either
C((1,) C q (but thenq + oq is of codimension 2 i) or C(I,) N q = [,. In the latter case denote by,
[*°2 the root spaces with respecttiox t,. A direct check shows that is the direct sum of, with two
further root spaces (alsotf= t). Sinceq is solvable, there are 4 possibilities of choosing suchspair
root spaces. In all 4 cases eithe# oq is too small orf = [,, i.e., the corresponding CR-germ is Levi
nondegenerate.

It remains to discuss the case whign= C(n, ) is ad-nilpotent. Since is solvable, it is contained in
a Borel subalgebra of [. Consequently}, ¢ b = C((l,) = Cn x Ch. Let7 : b — b/b"' be the
canonical projection. The image(q) cannot be surjective since there is no 3-dimensional gebah
C(n,7) C q C b with this property. It remains only the possibilif! ¢ q but theng N oq D 6" which

is too big.

Summarizing, we have for the CR-algebmaq) satisfying 9.8 that®>s must be a finite direct sum
of copies ofs((2, R) andsu(2). In the next section we direct our attention to factortypesi(2, R).
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12. The case = sl(2,R)

In this section we continue the proof of Theorem Il and comsahly CR-algebrasy(q) subject to
9.8, for which the simple factar of gs°is isomorphic tos[(2, R), compare (10.1). As already proved, the
remaining simple factors isl (if there are any) are isomorphic $a(2) orsl(2, R).

Frombhol(M, 0) = so0(2, 3) for the light cone tubeV it is clear thathol(M, o) contains copies of
50(2,2) ¥ sl(2,R) x sl(2,R). Fixing a subalgebra C sl(2,R) (which is necessarily non-abelian) the
5-dimensional Lie algebrsl(2, R) x v can be embedded intwI(M, o), and this can be done in such a
way that the image is a transitive subalgebra. Therefoeesitnple factor((2, R) of g*° cannot avoided
in the classification proof. However, we will show that théstor only occurs in the instance described
above, that is, in connection with1.

Our first result is that igSSthe simple factos[(2, R) can occur at most once. Here and in the follow-
ing we repeatedly use the basic fact that each proper suiralgés[(2, R) has a solvable complementary
subalgebra. Furthermore, through this subsection we déyot : g = (s x s') x tad(g) — s the canonical
projection. We analyze various possibilities for the imafjthe isotropy subalgebrg, underr.

If 7(g,) # O then there exists a solvable complement s to 7(g,) and ¢ x s’) x tad(g) is a proper
transitive subalgebra gf violating (V1),.

If m(g,) = 0 theng, C s’ x tad(g) and is there of codimension 2. It follows that there is nadac
h = sl(2,R) in s’: Otherwise, counting dimensions we would have gims, > 1 which implies that
there is a proper transitive subalgebrgp¥iolating (V1)2. This proves that’ is a product of factors which
all are isomorphic tau(2). Finally, we show tha#’ consists of at mosbnesuch simple factor: Indeed,
suppose that’ = h x s” for some idealh = su(2) of s’. Denote byr, = (s x b x s”) x vad(g) — b
the canonical projection. Ther(g,) has codimensior< 2 in h. Sincesu(2) does not have a subalgebra
of dimension 2, the dimension af,(g,) can only be 1 or 3. But dimension 3 violategl) since then
g = go +Kker(ry). It remains the case dimy(g,) = 1. Thenmy(g,) is a torus inh andn(g,) = hN g,. Since
g’ := s x b is a transitive subalgebra gfwe must havey’ = g by (VI),. But this is not possible:

12.1 Lemma. s = sl(2,R) impliesg = sxtad(g) andg, C tad(g) .

Proof. By the above discussion we only have to rule out the gase x s’ with g, C s’ = su(2). The key
point here is that the isotropy subalgelgtais toral insu(2) and that there exists a unigué(g,)—stable
subspace* C su(2) on which the adjoint representationgfis irreducible. Letrs, : s & su(2) — su(2)

be the projection onto the second factor. Eithek(s) = su(2) or 75, (F) = go. In the first case, we
actually have§ = su(2) as p,, 5] € § and s, g,] = 0. But this cannot be true: Independently of what
exactly$ = W @ su(2) would be, we always would hav®[§] C §. But this violates the nondegeneracy
condition ).

It remains the case.,(3) = g, i.e.,§ = b ® g,, whereb = §Ns C s is a 2-dimensional real subalgebra.
By a dimension argument difi N su(2) > 2. But this intersection must b&l(g,)-stable, which implies
H =bdsu(?),i.e.$isasubalgebra gf = s ® su(2). Clearly, this violates conditionl(). O

In the next Lemma we show that the semidirect productad(g) in 12.1 actually is a direct product
5 x rad(g) and that the radical has dimension 2, gdas dimension 5. Recall the obvious fact that, up to
isomorphy, there exist precisely two Lie algebras of din@mg, the abelian Lie algebi®? = R xR and
a non-abelian one.

12.2 Lemma. s = sl(2,R) impliesg = s x t with ¢t := tad(g) being non-abelian and of dimension 2.

Proof. Let : g — s be the canonical projection. We use the same symbol alsbéardmplex extension
[ — s€. Because oflf andg, C t the imager(F) has dimensior< 2.
o dim7(F) = 0 implies§ = ¢, i.e.,§ is an ideal ing. But this violates Y).

o dim7(F) = 1 impliesn(f) = n(cf) and dimr(f) = 1. Consequentlyr(q), 7(cq) are 2-dimensional
(Borel) subalgebras which generaté2, C) as a linear space (otherwis&/(o) would be Levi flat). It
follows m—1(7(cq)) N q = §. But this implies |, oq] C f + oq, a contradiction to\().
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e dim7(3) = 2. Note thatn(f), =(of) are 1-dimensional sincg c €. Sincen(f) + n(of) is a 2-
dimensional subalgebra;= = (f), t' := n(cf) = ot are tori as follows with the elementary structure theory
of 512, C). The case#(f) = w(q)’ can be excluded since otherwise we would hayg+ oq) = 7(f + of)
which is a subalgebra, a contradiction t)( Hence, the only possibility remaining igf) # =(q). This
impliesq N tad = oq N tad = [,. Furthermore|, is an ideal ing, oq, and, sinced, oq] = I, even an ideal
of . By the dfectivity assumption\(l)1, this impliesg, = 0, i.e., g has dimension 5 and thus

(12.3) g~ sl R)x,R? or g=¥sl(2,R)xt with dime=2,

wherep : sl(2,R) — End(RR?) is the canonical inclusion.

12.4 Claim. The first case if12.3) that isg = sl(2,R) x, R?, cannot occur.

Proof of the claim.Let 7 : | — sl(2, C) be the canonical projection aad: [ — [ the complex conjugation
defining the real forng of [. The possibility

e 71(q) =0 (= w(oq)) can be excluded since thgn= rad(l) = oq, violating (I1). Also

e dimm(q) = 1 can be ruled out: Then(q) # «(f) since otherwiser(q + oq) = 7(f + of) would be a
subalgebra, violatinglf). Hencef = gNtad([). But this contradicts\) since thenf{, oq] C vad(l) = f&of.

e dimn(q) = 2 (i.e.,qg N tad(l) = 0) is the most involved case. Thetlq) = b is a Borel subalgebra of
sl(2,C). To rule out also this case we need some preparations.réaiitel as

5l(2,C) x, €% = {(X,w) : X € sl(C?), w € C?} with [(X,w),(Y,u)] = (X,Y], Xu— Yuw)

and complex conjugation given by (X,w) — (X,w). Since (/,0) is not Levi flat (comparel()),

we necessarily have + ob = s[(2,C), and the 1-dimensional intersectiém ob is a toral subalgebra

t C sl(2,C) (we use here the well-known fact that the-gtable] intersection of any two Borel subalgebras
contains ag—stable] Cartan subalgebra). In the next two paragraphgead some elementary facts from
the representation theory a2, C) which we need to complete our proof.

12.50-adaptedsl,-triples. Leth € t C sl(2, C) be the element for whichh[ E] = 2E and h, F] = —2F
foreveryE € b F € o(b") = (6b)"!. Sinces interchanges the eigenspacesdfh), we haves(h) =

—h. There are crucial technical points here: We claim thatetlesistse € b™ such that§, o(e)] = h, i.e.,

(e, h,f) with f := o(e) being ansl>-triple in sl(2, C) (i.e., [h, €] = 2e, [h,f] = —2f, [e,f] = h).

Construction: We have to be careful here about signs: Siacdefines anon-compacteal form of
5l(2,C), the nondegenerate Hermitian 2-foraf , o(-)) has precisely one negative eigenvalue, where
 denotes the Killing form. Since(h, o(h)) = x(h,—h) < 0, it follows «(E,c(F)) > 0 and conse-
quently PE,o(AFE)] = h for an appropriately choseh € C* (keeping in mind the general formula
[F, F] = x(F, F)H whereH, the coroot, is a positive multiple &f. Define there := \E andf := o(e).
Eachsl,-triple ', h’, f' € s€ = s51(2, C) with o(¢') = f' is calledo—adaptedn the following.

12.6.Complexifyingsl(2, R) x , IR?, we briefly discuss how the 2-dimensional abelian radiZakconsid-
ered as anl(2, C)-module, is related to the real structure. Let-adaptedslo-triple e, h, f be given. Let
C? = V, @ V_ be the decomposition inta(1) h-eigenspaces. They are interchanged-bWe claim that
there exists a, € V, with v_ := o(e)v; = o(vy) # 0: Indeed, choose,. € V, ~ {0} arbitrarily. Then
there is ac € C* with fw, = co(w,), and a direct check shows = 1. Choose & € C with »? = ¢ and
putv, = bwy.

We use the linear basis., v_ of the radicakad(f) = €2 in the following computations.

We now resume the proof of Claim 12.4. For short, wete := vad(l) for the abelian radical. Since
qNtC = 0, we can writeg = C-(e, w1) ® C-(h, wy) for suitablew;, w, € C2. Clearly, thew;’s are not
arbitrary: Writew1 = Avy + pav_ andws = Avy + ppv_. Note thatw, # —w», (otherwiseq N oq # 0),
i.e., \2 # —ip. The fact thaiy is a subalgebra imposes a further condition on thefimpents\;, ; @ A
simple computation shows thai = 0 andu, = — Ay, i.e., for each\, u € C with X\ # 7 we have the two
2-dimensional complex subalgebras: q, , andoq :

q=C-(e,\vy) ®C-(h, vy — Mv_), oq=C-(f, v_)PC-(~h, —Iv, +Tw_).
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Recall the definitiorf = {u € q : [u,0q] C q+ oq} from 9.5.iv. A straightforward calculation shows that
in all caseg = 0 holds. This contradicts\() and proves 12.40

We proceed the proof of Lemma 12.2 by restricting the rad€gl = sl(2, R) x ¢ further:

12.7 Claim. The Lie algebray cannot be isomorphic &i(2, R) x R?.

Proof of the claim. Assume to the contrary that = sl(2, R) x R? and denote byr; : [ — sl(2,C),
7, : | — C? the canonical projections. As in the proof of the previowsrl the cases dimpN tad(f) > 1
can be ruled out immediately. We therefore only have to elline casg N €2 = 0: In that case, let
b be the 2-dimensionat;-image insl(2, C). It follows o(b) # b since otherwiser(q + oq) C b would
contradict (11). Consequently there existc b, h € b N ob andf = o(e) € o(b) = 7(oq) with the
properties described in 12.5. The fact thatq are subalgebras and thefy) = Ch @ Ce determingy, oq
as follows:q = C-(h, w) ® C-(e,0) and oq = C-(h, —w) ® C-(f,0) fora w € C2.

We may further assume that w are linearly independent, otherwisg(q + oq) # C? would contradict
(). As a consequenceh,0) € q + oq. The definition off then showg = C-(h,w) . On the other hand,
for thisf we have {, 0q] C f @ oq in contradiction to ). This proves the claim and Lemma 12.2. O

So far we know that under the assumptio® s[(2, R) necessarilyy = sl(2,R) x t, wheret is the
2-dimensional non-abelian Lie algebra. To determine thieCig-algebra §, q) we still have to find out
how the complex subalgebraC [ sits insides((2, C) x €.

12.8 Claim. Up to a CR-algebra automorphism(gf q) the subalgebrg C | is obtained in the following
way: Fix a linear basig, z of t€ with [x, z] = z and ar—adapted!,-triple e, h,f € sl(2,C) (seel2.5for
the definition). Them = C(h,2x + pz) & C(e ,vz) for suitablen, v € C with Im(u) = £2 and|v| = 1.
Proof of the claim. The case = t© can clearly be excluded. If the intersectigm € would be 1-
dimensional them N t© @ oqnNt® = € (as the sumy + oq must be direct). Sincg must also be
1-dimensional, we have= t€ N q. But then [, oq] C € = § @ of, violating condition ¥).

It remains the casg N tC = 0, i.e., 75(q) is a Borel subalgebr@e @ Ch, andn(cq) = Ch & Cf where
h,e,f € sl(2,C) are chosen as explained in 12.5. Sinae s€ x «C is a Lie sulalgebrait necessarily has
the following form:

q=C-(h, x+ pz) ®C-(e,vz) with oq=C-(—h, \x + [iz) ® C-(f, 7z)

(12.9) L .
and A\ pu,v e C satisfying A=2 if v #0.

v = 0: Then\x+ iz and\x + 7iz must be linearly independent ifi, i.e., \iz # A (otherwiser (q+0q) #
t©). Observe thath 0) ¢ q + oq and\ # 0. A direct verification show$ = C-(h, Ax + uz) if A € iR and
f = 0 otherwise. But thef® oq is a subalgebra in contradiction ta@)(

v # 0: Possibly after replacing by |v|z we may assumg/| = 1 in (12.9). Employing the definition gf
in 9.5.iv, a simple calculation shows

(12.10) . { Ch¥2ive, 2+ Re@)z)  Im(u) = +£2

0 otherwise,

that is,f is 1-dimensional only if Inn = 2. This proves the clainm

12.11 Lemma. For the CR-algebrég, q) in 12.8 the associated CR-ger(i!, o) is CR-equivalent to
(M, a), whereM is the tube over the future light cone.

Proof. We start by giving a particular representing manifold fa& #ssociated germ, compare Example 6.6
in [19]. Let 11, » be the constants occurring in 12.8 and consider fieeaquadricZ := SL(2,C) C €22,
on which the groupl := SL(2,C) x SL(2, C) acts holomorphically by — gzh~* for all (g,h) € L.
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ThenG := SL(2,R) x SL(2,R) is a real form ofL. Via
_1/0 1 _1/1-1 c
X .—2 1 0 5 zZ .= 2 1 -1 T

__V 1 2 __ 0 —1 . C
e.—§<i_1>, h.—<z. 0), fi=0() € s

we considell = s€ x € as a complex subalgebra bf s(2, €) x sl(2,C) andg as a subalgebra gt

We recall some basic facts, compare [19]: The polynomiattion v)(z) := detez +z) —2onZ is
invariant under the action of the gromﬁ‘l Furthermore, the nonsingular pai of the algebraic subset
S = zp—l({iZ}) is a (non-connected) hypersurfacednlocally CR-equivalent tov1. On the other hand,
the singular part of' is a totally real submanifold of . Consider the point

—mi/4
e 4+ p —
= . . Z
" ( i 2(4—u)> c

(1212)

which actually is inS because of)(o) = Im(u). A direct computation shows that the isotropy subalgebra
lbofCTatoe Zis C(h, 2x+ uz) ® C(e, vz) and that the isotropy subalgebragof- g ato is trivial. This
impliesa € M and also that the CR-algebrg, §) is associated to the germi/, o). Since M is locally
CR-equivalent to the tub#&1 over the future light cone the proof for 12.11 is complete. O

13. The case& = su(2)

The status of our proof so far can be summarized as follomstiHeoCR-algebrag, q) satisfying
9.8 andg®® # 0 the simple ideas of gS°can only by isomorphic tel(2, R) or su(2), Furthermore, the case
s = 5l(2,R) only occurs if the associated CR-germ is equivalenti, 6) with M being the light cone
tube, and thery = sl(2, R) x t with nonabelian 2-dimensional Consequently, only the situation needs
to be investigated whegs only contains simple ideals isomorphic 40(2). We assume this throughout
this section and state as main lemma:

13.1 Lemma. There is no simple factor @f° isomorphic tasu(2).

The proofwill be subdivided into several claims. Note that contraryl{2, R), the only non-trivial proper
subalgebras ofu(2) are 1-dimensional tori. As before lebe a fixed simple factor gf>S and denote by

m . g — s the canonical projection. Then the imagés,) must be a proper subalgebra since otherwise
g’ = 7—1(0) would violate ¥1),. Our first observation is

13.2 Claim. Forg andr := vad(g) only the following cases may occur

g = su(2) X t, g = su(2) x su(2) or
g (su(2) xsu(2)) x v with ©#0 andg, = (Rt x Rtp) x (g,Nt) for t; € su(2).

Proof of the claim.Write g = (s1 @ s2 @ s”) x v wheresy, so = su(2), s” is the complementary ideal in
g*andn; denotes the projection ontg or sy, respectively. Only one of the following possibilities ddu
occur:

e m1(g,) = 0. Thens; @ s, is already a transitive subalgebragofnds” = ¢ = 0.

e 11(g,) # 0 # m2(g,)- Then eithely = 51 ® 52 0r g, N (51 D 52) = (go N 51) D (go N 52) = Rt1 P Rty for
suitable nonzerey, t; € su(2). In the latter casg, N (s” x t) is of codimension 1 is” x t. But then we
conclude that” = 0 as there is no 1-codimensional subalgebras:«{@). o

For the proof of 13.1 we only need to investigate the aboweethypes ofj. We repeatedly use the fact that
each 1- or 2-dimensional representatiosgR) = so(3) is trivial and that each toral subalgeltra su(2)
acts irreducibly orsu(2)/t.

13.3 Claim. g = (su(2) x su(2)) x v impliest = 0.



42 Fels-Kaup

Proof of the claim.Let 71, w» be the projection onto the first and the second simple faspectively.
As observed in the preceeding Claim, = (t1 x t2) X t, with v, := g, Nt and 1-dimensional toral
subalgebras;. Recall that we have thg,-stable filtrationg O $ D § D g,. At least one of the images
7;(%) coincides withs;, say, forj = 2. Sincet; acts irreducibly ors;/t;, it follows § = s2 x t,. Since
then$ N s is at least 2-dimensional, the irreducibility of the actmfrit; implies$) = s x s> x t,. But this
would imply [$, H] C $, contradicting (|I). o

13.4 Claim. g # su(2) x su(2).

Proof of the Claim.Suppose to the contrary thgt= su(2) x su(2). Since§ C g is a subalgebra of
dimension 3 and there is no solvable subalgebra of this ditoennecessarilg = su(2). Consequently,
eitherg is one of the simple factors gfor § is the graph of an automorphism @f(2). Both possibilities
lead to a contradiction: In the first cagds an ideal ing, contradicting ¥), and in the second cageacts
irreducibly ong/F, violating the existence of thel(F)-stable proper subspaé¢¥g C ¢/3. O

The remaining casg = su(2) x ¢ with v := vad(g) is the most involved. In this situation the projection of
g, under the canonical projection: g — su(2) is of dimension< 1. As usual we denote the canonical
projectionl — sl(2, C) by the same symbat. We investigate the various possibilities for themages of
the Lie subalgebra, C § C q defined in (9.4).

o 7(l,) = n(f) = w(q). Sincen(l,) is ao-stable torus, it would followr(q + oq) = w(l,). Counting
dimensions, this cannot happen.

o 7(l,) C w(f) = w(q). Here, we have to rule out the 2 possibilities dif#,) < 1.

If dim 7([,) = 0 thenn(5§) is a 1-dimensional toral subalgebrasin(2), and consequently(f) = w(cf) =
w(q) = m(oq) is 1-dimensional. This contradicts the fact thatoq is a hyperplane i It remains the case
when=(l,) is 1-dimensional. Ther(F) = s, and possibly after replacing = su(2) by the Levi factor
contained in§ we may assume thatC §. By dimension reasons, = g, Nt = § Nt. Furthert, is an
ideal in§ and we havey = s x v, as well ash) = s x vy with v := $H N v. Since dimeg — dime, = 2, the
ad-representation afon te/x, is trivial, i.e., [5,ts] C t,. Sincef = I, @ Cy for somey € s€ = s((2, C)
andoq = of ® Cx for somex € t%, we would havef, oq] = [l, @& Cy, of ® Cx] C f + of, in contradiction
to (V).

o 7(l,) = 7(f) € w(q). The possibility O= 7(f) can be excluded since otherwige= ¢ andf + of would
be an ideal in, contradicting condition\(). Next we deal with the case whexfl,) = #(f) = w(cf) is a
(1-dimensional) toral subalgebra. By assumptiae 7(q) is then 2-dimensional, i.e., a Borel subalgebra,
which implies that + ob = s = s((2, C), or equivalentlyr($)) = s. Counting dimensionsz ;= FNt =

$ N Further, {3, 9] C tN $H = vz and since, due to conditioml), $ generateg as a Lie algebra, we
deduce thatz is an ideal ing. From=({,) = =(f) follows thatf = [, ® Cr with r € €. But this implies
[f,oq] = [lo ® Cr,oq] C oq + t%; C oq @ f, violating (V). It remains one last possibility for the flag
lLCfCqint

13.5 Claim. If =(l,) € n(f) € 7(q) thenl, = 0 andg = su(2) x v with ¢ := tad(g) of dimension 2.
Proof of the claim.The properness of the inclusions impligs) t€ = N t€ = 4N t® = oq N tC. Since
q andoq generatd as a Lie algebra, it follows thag N «€ is an ideal inl, or equivalentlyg, Nt <1 g. By
the dfectivity assumption\(l)1, we haveg, Nt = 0. Consequently, since din((,) < 1 the same estimate
holds for diml,. Next we show that the case< dimg 7(g,) (= dimz(l,) = dimI,) cannot happen:
Assume on the contrary thatg,) = 1. Thenn(§) = s and, possibly after replacing the Levi factor g
by a conjugate one, we may assume- §. Counting dimensions yields thefi = s = su(2). Since
[§, 9] C 9 by (1), we have a representation©bn $/F. But this yields the contradiction as dimg = 2,
compare ), implies that this representation is trivial, i.e, H] = [§, H] C T, violating (V).

We have proved that the only possibility f@is su(2) x ¢ with a 2-dimensional radical Sincesu(2) can
act only trivially on such an, the above semidirect product is in fact direct. This prahesclaim.o

13.6 Claim. The caseg = su(2) x ¢, dimt = 2, also cannot occur.
Proof of the claim.We write = 7, and ., for the projections onte® = s((2, C) andt®, respectively.
The proof analyses various possibilities far q.
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If 74(3) = 0 then§ = v would be an ideal iy contradicting ¥). It remains the case when,(3) as
well as7,(f) is 1-dimensional. In that situation necessarily{q) # 7s(f), andx(q) is a Borel subalgebra
in sl(2,C). Further,75(q) + o(ms(b)) = sl(2,C) andws(q) N 7s(cb) is a Cartan subalgebra of(2, C).
Similar to the situation considered in 12.5 we also can oaduse astandard triplee,f,h € s with
ms(q) = Ch @ Ce ando(h) = —h, but nowo(e) = —f for the Cartan involutiory. The radicak cannot
be abelian: Otherwise, exactly as in the proof of Claim 1&:& obtain a contradiction. In the remaining
non-abelian case we proceed as in the proof of Claim 12.8 \®siigating the various positions gf
in [ The cases dinf° N q > 0 are easily ruled out (same argument as in the proof of 1al@wing
(12.9)). Hence, we may assume thyaand oq are given by the formula (12.9), except that new =
C-(—h, Xx + iz) ® C-(—f,7z), i.e., the sign in front of has changed. This slightfBérence is precisely
the reason why in case # 0, contrary to (12.10), the CR-gerniA, o) associated tog( q) would be
Levi nondegenerate, as shown by a simple computation. Bhisadicts our fundamental assumption and
concludes the proof of the claim as well as the proof of Pritipos13.1. O

14. Reduction to the case wherg is solvable and of dimension 5

Striking the balance for the proof of Theorem Il obtainedap e have shown the following:

Let (M, 0) be an arbitrary locally homogeneo2siondegenerate CR-germ of dimenstband let(g, q)
be an associated CR-algebra. If the Lie algghisanot solvable thed! is locally CR-equivalent at € M
to the tubeM over the future light cone.

For the rest of the proof we therefore assume that every G&bed §, q) under consideration
satisfies the fundamental assumption 9.8 andgl&solvable. As main result of this section we show

14.1 Lemma. The solvable Lie algebrg has dimensioh, i.e.,g, = 0.

The proofof this Lemma will be subdivided into several steps. Retwlt by definition thenilradicalg"!

of g is the maximal nilpotent ideal ig. It is well-known thatg"! contains the commutator subalgebra
[g, g, and each elemerite g"! is ad-nilpotent ing. Similarly, we denote the (complex) nilradical by
(M We retain the notation from 9.4 and 9.5.

14.2 Claim. g, c g"'.

Proof of the claim.Since f, g] C g"', the quotienty/gnil is abelian. Letr : g — g/g"! be the projection.
Assume thay, ¢ g, i.e.,m(g,) # 0. Select a subalgebrac g/gnil (possibly 0) which is a complement
of 7(g,). But theng’ := 7—1(x) would violate {1),. Consequently we necessarily havg,) = 0, i.e.,
g, C g" as claimed.o

14.3. Recall that for the CR-algebray,(q) under consideration there exist flagsC f € q andl, C
of C oq of subalgebras i, as defined in 9.4. For the subsequent considerations wa fedefollowing
elements if:y € f < [, andx € q \ f, and writex := ¢(x) andy := o(y), for short. Then

f=Cyadl,, q=CxdCydIl,, of=Cyadl, and cq=CxpCydI,.

The inclusionl, ¢ M is guaranteed by 14.2. Hendg,acts by ad-nilpotent endomorphisms brin
particular, [,,f] C [, and [, q] C §. The condition (II) means that{,X] ¢ q + oq, and {) is equivalent

to[X,y] ¢ f+oq.
Let; c ["! be the center of the nilradical (which is nontrivial # 0), to which we refer as to theilcenter
of I. As for every characteristic ideal, we hawv@"!) = " ando(3) = 3.
14.4 Claim. (i) The nilcenter of | is not contained im + oq.
(i) I, =0ifdimj; > 2.
Proof. ad (i): Assume that (i) is not true and lety, %,y € [ be as in 14.3. Lef := ax + ax + by + by + Yo,

Yo € @0, a,b € C, be an arbitrary element §7. Then Kk, (] € 3 C q + oq since; is an ideal inl. On the
other hand

[X, ax + @X + by + by + 7] = a[X,x] + [X, by + by + v,] = a[X,x] = 0 mod q+oq,
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which impliesa = 0. This shows thag C (f+of). Given then( = by + by +1, € 37, the inclusion¥, (] C 3
holds sinceg is an ideal. On the other hand

[X, by + by + 7o | = b[X, y] + [X, by + 7] = b[X,y] =0 mod f+oq .

Hence,b = 0 as the consequence of the above equation @nhd(t this cannot be true since thgr [,
would be a nontrivial ideal of, violating V1)1.
ad (ii): Assume diny > 2,i.e.3N (q+0q) # 0. Recall that, c " by 14.2 and consequently,[l,] C I,
[y, ] C [,. Let an arbitrary := ax + ax + by + by + 7, € 3° N (q+0oq) be given. Computing its bracket
with [, we obtain:

[, L] = a[x, ] +@[%,[,] =0 mod [, .

Eithera = 0O for all such(¢, and therg N (q+0q) = 3 N (f+of), ora # 0, and then%, [,] C [, D [X,[,]. In
the latter case it follows thd} is an ideal inl (due to 9.71l, x,y, X,y and[, generatd as a Lie algebra),
hence/, = 0 as claimed. The other possibility would ba (q + ¢q) = 3 N (f + of) and we show that this
cannot happen: Given an arbitrajy= by + by + v, € 37 N (f + of), note that

[x, ¢l € 3N (g+oq) = 3 N (F+of).

More explicitly, [<, by + bY + 7.] = b[X,y] + [X, bY + 7.] € b[X,y] + oq. But then the above equation
together with ¥) would implyb = 0, i.e.,3 N (q+0q) = 3N [, # 0. This is absurd, as

[q+o0q,3N1] C3N(g+toq)=3N1, #0,

i.e., sinceq + oq generates as a Lie algebrg, N [, would be a nontrivial ideal i o
In remains the case when the nilcenter is 1-dimensional.

14.5 Claim. Supposaimj = 1. Thenl = 3 & (q+o0q) andg, = [, = 0.

Proof. Sincey ¢ q+o0q by 14.4, the sum + (q+oq) is direct. Recall that the recursively defined subspaces
Co(I™y := 0, C), := Cp(™) := {u € " : [u, "] ¢ Cp_1(I")} for everyk > 0 form the ascending
central series of'!. Clearly,; = Cy ando(C}) = C, for all k. Eitherz = C1 = C» = (M and consequently

[, = 0 (due to ¥1); [, must be a proper subalgebra of the 1-dimensional alg@byar C; # C». In

the latter cas&’ N (q+0q) # 0. Letn = ax + ax + by + by + v, € C3 N (q+0q) be arbitrary. Since
[7,1,] C 3N (g+0oq) =0, we have

[7,0] = a[x, ] +a[X,l,] =0 mod [, .

If a # 0then k,[,],[X,1,] C [, andl, is an ideal inl, i.e., [, = 0 by (VI)1. If a = O for every choice of
n € C3 N(g+oq) as above, thel’, N (q+oq) = C2 N (f+of). This possibility can be ruled out as follows:
For a nonzera) = by + by + v, € C9 N (fj+of) we have §),x] € (q+oq) N C2 = (f+of) N C2, i€,

[by + b5 + 70, = 0[F,x] + ([by + Y0, x]) = 0 mod (f+of),

which is only possible ib = 0. This would imply g+cq) N C2 = [, N C,. On the other hand, the identity
(q+oq)N C2 = I,NC, implies thatl, N C> is an ideal ofl. The dfectivity of (g, q) forces therf, NC> = 0,
contradicting §+oq) N C2 # 0. This completes the proof of 14.5 and, together with 14.24 Bso the
proof of Lemma 14.1. O

15. The existence of a 3-dimensional abelian ideal i suffices

The proof of Theorem Il has brought us to the point where we ara/do henceforth assume that
the Lie algebray in the CR-algebrag(, q) satisfying 9.8 is solvable. The subalgelgra [ = g & ig then
necessarily is of complex dimension 2.
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The main result 15.14 of this section states that the CR-@esociated tog( q) is represented by

the tubeF + iR3 over an #inely homogeneous surfa¢deC R3 if g is isomorphic to a semidirect product

h x ¢ with h being a 2-dimensional Lie subalgebra ang RR® being an abelian ideal. Once this Main
Lemma is proved, our proof of the classification theorem tdlicomplete as soon as we can show that
every 5-dimensional solvable Lie algelyaccurring in @, q) indeed is isomorphic to a semidirect product
as above. This will be achieved in the final section 16. Ins$kistion we only prove the partial result that
if q is abelian, then also the commutatgt g] is abelian and 3-dimensional. Moreover, there exists an
abelian subalgebria C g such thaty = b x [g, g].

Since there is no general structure theory for solvable Igelaas, we develop ad hoc methods
and describe the structure constantd ia g€ with respect to a particularly chosen basis. Every CR-
algebra §, q) under consideration gives rise to the 1-dimensional gigmbs andof of the 2-dimensional
subalgebrag and oq, respectively. We construct a basis lofvhich reflects the conditiond){(V) and
investigate the various possibilities for the values ofdbaresponding structure constants. Select a non-
zeroz € 377 ~\ (q+0oq) (this is possible due to Claim 14.5) andxare q \ § such that fox := ox the
congruencex,X] = z mod q + oq holds (this is possible due tallj). By (V) it is further possible to
selecty € f \ [, such that fofy := oy the structure equations oare of the following form (in particular,
the codficient in front ofx in the second equation is = 1):

[x,X] = z+ aix — @X + azxy — ary
[x,¥] = bix + X + b3y + bay

(15.1) [y,y] = cy — ¢y
[y,x] = dax + day

[z,n] € 3("™)  foreverynel.

The bracketsyf,x] and [y,x] are completely determined by the above 5 equations dueetdaitt that
o : I — lis an antilinear Lie algebra automorphism. Of course, noafbvalues of the constants the
above identities give rise to a Ledgebra In fact the above structure constants ..., d», are subject to
further constraints, imposed by (1) the Jacobi identity,oi@ assumption thdtis solvable and, (3) our
assumptiorz € (M.

Conversely, let a 5-dimensional solvable complex Lie algék Cz ® Cx @ Cx & Cy ¢ Cy be given with
structure equations as in (15.1) (together withy] = x + b1X + bgy + b3y and [, x] = diX + day) for
certainay, .. ,d> € C andz € 377, wherej is the nilcenter of. Define

g =Riz®Rx+X) S R(@ix —iX) DRy +y) @ R(iy —iy) and q:=Cxa@Cy .
Then the CR-algebray(q) satisfies the fundamental assumption 9.8.

As already mentioned, besides the geometrically motivatedtlitions 9.7, which already are in-
corporated in (15.1), further conditionffect the particular values of the structure constants, fangie

those given by the Jacobi identity. We us& [[2, &3]l = [[€1, 2], €3] + [[€2, &3l &al + [[€3, €1l €2] a@s
shorthand. The identity X[ y,y]] = 0 implies

(15.2) le] =1, di=¢—by and ¢bi €R.

15.3 Remark. Frome # 0, i.e., ly, y] # O, follows that the solvable subalgelfracf, and in turnl, cannot
be nilpotent.

Keeping in mind the identities (15.2) it is possible to restljthe basix, ...,z of [ as follows: Write
¢ = €2 for the codficientc in the third equation of (15.1) and replac®y ex as well asy by cy. After this
replacement the structure equations (15.1) keep their,fonty ¢ changes t@ = 1 andb; becomes real.

Notational agreemengor the rest of this section we use 5,y andd to denote real numbers, while
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a;,b;, c; andd; stand for complex numbers. In particular, we wiite:= b1 to underline that the structure
constanb is real.

The Jacobi identity §,y,y]] = 0 implies further relations between the @@ents in the structure equa-
tions (15.1):

c=1, =b1€R
(15.4) Pri=b

di=1-p1, by — dp = ba(B1 — 1), —B1(b3 + d2) = ba — ba .

15.5 Perfect basis.Summarizing, there exists a basix, x,y,7 (X := o(x), ¥ := o(y)) of [ = g€ with
z € 377\ (qboq) andq = Cx & Cy, f = Cy such that the corresponding structure constants in (15.1)
satisfy (15.4). We call each such baperfect

There are still more constraints for the structure constgiven by the Jacobi identity for further
triples of elements and also by the fact thais in the center of™'. Later on, we characterize these
additional conditions more explicitly. For now, we elalderthe particular structure of the nilcenter:

15.6 Lemma. The nilcenter C g has dimension 1 or 3.

Proof. We closely analyze the conditions in 9.7 in order to get tmeegision estimates. It is clear that
1 < dimj < 4, see Remark 15.3. Assume gjra 4. Then diny N (q & oq) = 3 follows by Lemma 14.4.
But sincef + of is not abelian, i.e., dimnN (& of) = 1, there exist elements pof the formx + 71, X + 12
with n; € f+of. This leads to a contradiction: Indeed, on the one sidenf, X +1.] = 0, and on the other
side ) implies [x + n1,X + 2] = [x,X] Z 0 mod q + oq. Hence, we have proved thatldimj < 3.

The main dfficulty is to rule out the possibility dim= 2. Select a perfect basis iras described in 15.5
keeping in mind (15.1) and (15.4). We have to deal with 2 sséga

15.7 Claim. If [x,y] # O, i.e.,q is not abelian, thedimj = 1. B
Proof of the claim.We first show thag N (qdoq) = 3N (fPof). Select an arbitrary’ := Ax+AX+puy+ay €
37 N (q @ oq). We have to investigate the 2 possibiliti¢ ‘4 1’ and ‘51 = 1': In the first case we get

[Z/, (1 — B)x + doy] = M1 — B1)[X,x] =0 mod q + oq

since |, x] € (M. Therefore\ = 0 by the condition|(l), i.e.,z’ € f+ of. If 51 = 1,i.e,d1 = 0, then by our
assumptiond, # 0, and in turny € (™. Hence, £/, y] = A[X,y] = 0 mod f{ + of, which, together with
(V) also forces\ = 0. This proves N (q® oq) = 3 N D of).

We claim that this identity can only h old if both sides vanisé., dimj = 1 by Lemma 14.4.i: Assuming
to the contrary thag N (q @ oq) # 0, then on the one hand there exists uy + my € 3 N (f ® of) with
w # 0. On the other handx[z'] = [x, uy + @iyl € 3N (q® oq) = 3N (f S of) which in view of (V) is only
possible ifu = 0. This shows dim = 1.

It remains to rule out the second subcase:

15.8 Claim. If [y,x] = 0, i.e.,q is abelian, then the commutatdr|] is a 3-dimensional abelian ideal.
Further, ifdim3 > 2 then[l, [] = " and consequently= [1,1] is 3-dimensional.

Proof of the lemma.This is the most involved case. The assumptigix][ = 0, i.e,d1 = d2 = 0 implies
81 =1, b3 =0andbs := 54 € R, see the table below:

[x,X] = z + ai1x — @1X + azxy — azy

[x,y] = X + X + Bay
(159) ly,y] = y — ¥y
ly,x] =0

[z,n] = cyz+a, nel, q,€3nN(q@oq).

We need to analyze the relations between the structureardash more detail. Let
Ox = 21X + 29X + z3y + 24y and dy = w1X + w2X + way + way.
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The fact that they,, commute with all elements of,[] ¢ " (and in particular withy — ) implies
21 = 22, w1 = wp andzg = 2184 — 23, w4 = w14 — w3. The Jacobi identity {, X, y]] = 0 yields

(15.10) w;=0,¢,=1 e, [z,y]=][zy] =2z al = iog, ap =az + %041ﬁ4 )

for someas, az € R, and [, y, z]] = 0 implies

(15.11) Imz1 = 0, Rezz = z104/2 and Re, = —[4/2.
Summarizing,

(15.12) L=Cz o Cx+x+ 2y+ By oy -y),

and, using the above relations between the structure edasta simple check shows that this ideal is
abelian. Moreover, the subset

(15.13) hi=Ri(x—x+ 2y %y) o Ry +)

is an abelian subalgebra gf{andg = h © [g, g; in factg = b x [g, g]).
It should be noted that the nilcentemay be 1-dimensional, and thé# properly containsI[1].

We next show that the situation ‘dign= 2’ does not occur: Assume to the contrary that glism2. Then

3N (q®oq) is nonzero. Let’ := Ax+ M\x+ py + Tiy € 3° N (q@ oq) be arbitrary. Either, for all suck the
codficient A is 0, i.e.3N(qPoq) = 3N (fdof), and then this case can be ruled out by a similar argument as
in the proof of the above claim. Or, there existsvith \ # 0. In such a situation the identity’[y —y] = 0
implies A € R* and without loss of generality we may suppase x + X + z3y + z3y for somezs € C.

The condition {,z'] = 0 gives Res = 84/2. Butthenz’ = (x + X + 84/2:(y +V)) + iImz3-(y —y) € [I, 1],
compare (15.12). We claim, that in the situation under agrsition,(™' = [1, []. To prove this, we simply
compute the ad-action gf+y andx —x on [, I]. Since k—x,2z'] € Cz@® CZ, the relationss + 4(Imz3)? =
4a1lmz3 + 4o must also be fulfilled. Once again, a simple computatiordgiel

ad(y +)| = —2-1d, [x —%,Z'] = 2z + 2i(ay — Im 23)Z .

The above identities show that for every:= uj-(x — X) + u2(y +y) + uan, u; € C, n € [[,{], the
condition fv,z'] = 0 impliesu1 = up = 0, i.e., the centralize€(z’) coincides with [, []. This proves
[1,] = M = C\(). But this is absurd, since then the nilcergavould coincide with the 3-dimensional
abelian ideal[] [], contrary to our assumption ‘dign= 2'.

Finally, we need to investigate the case gim 3. We claim that; = [I,[] = ["!: To see this, it enough
to show that"! is 3-dimensional, as, due to (15.12),(] is 3-dimensional, too. As already mentioned
(see the sentence following (15.27 can be at most 4-dimensional. But the 4-dimensional caséean
excluded, otherwis€' = 3 ® Cn for n € ™ < [1, 1] which would imply that" is abelian. Hence the
nilradical is 3-dimensional. This proves 15.8 and Lemm#&15. O

The next statement is one of the key points in our classifinadf 5-dimensional 2-nondegenerate
homogeneous CR-germs. Before stating it we first fix someinateGiven a vector spadé, write aff(1)
for the Lie algebra consisting offane maps o¥/. This Lie algebra (as well as the corresponding Lie group
Aff(V)) has the natural semidirect product structwig(V’) = V' x gl(V) (with gl(V) = {X € aff(V) :
X(0) = 0}). Letw : aff(V) — gl(V') be the projection homomorphism. We use similar notatiorthen
Lie group level and write, for instance,: Aff(V) =V x GL(V) — GL(V) for the corresponding group
homomorphism. Sometimes we simply writd” := 7(:) for the linear part of an element uff(V’) or
AfE(V).
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15.14 Main Lemma. Let (g,q) be a CR-algebra satisfying the fundamental assumi8rand letg
be solvable and of dimension 5. Suppose that there existdiméasional abelian ideal C g and a
2-dimensional subalgebfaC g with h N v = {0}. Then the associated CR-ge(i, o) is locally CR-
equivalent to a tub& x iR® C C3, whereF C R® is an dfinely homogeneous surface.

The proofis divided in several steps which give more precise (but alsce technical) information con-
cerning the structure of the Lie groups corresponding t@ndq and a realization of the CR-germ( o):

15.15 Claim. The adjoint representatianl : h — gl(v) is faithful. Consequently, identifying with the
subalgebrad(h) C gl(v), the Lie algebrag and! can be realized as Lie subalgebras ttife transforma-
tions: g=1v x b =v xad(h) C aff(v) = aff(R3) and [ = v€x hC C aff(vC) = aff(C3).

Proof of the claim. Let n C § be the kernel of the adjoint representatiat : h — gl(v). The case
dimn = 1 can be excluded, otherwise® v = g"' = 3 would be 4-dimensional, contradicting Lemma
15.6. The case dim = 2 can be also excluded: Otherwige= v x h would be abelian or contain a
4-dimensional abelian nilradical which in both cases wauldtradict (11) — (V). o

Write V' = R3 for a vector group with Lie algebraand E := V€ for its complexification. Let
Hgr, € GL(V) and H; C GL(FE) be the Lie subgroups, corresponding to the Lie algebrHs)
andad(h®), respectively. Sinc€&L(V) = GL(3,R) contains no compact torus of dimensign2, each
subgroup, in particulaf{ ¢y, is closed. This is in general not true for the complex sungHgL. Let H®
be the simply connected Lie group with Lie algebfa pr : H® — HE; < GL(v®) the homomorphism
induced byad : h€ — ad(h®) c gl(v®) and L := V€ x HC. For simplicity, for eacth ¢ H® we also
write h'" ¢ GL(FE) instead ofr(h). LetG = V x H C L be the real form. Since every 2-dimensional Lie
algebra is solvable, we deduce that alson® x h€ (as well agg, L andG) is solvable.

15.16 Claim. Let@ C L be the subgroup corresponding to the Lie subalggbral. ThenQ is closed
andQ N VC = {e}. HenceL = V€ x Q is a semidirect product.

Proof of the claim. Let = : [ — K€ be the projection homomorphism. Our first observation is tha
7(q) = h®: The case#(q) = O’ can clearly be excluded as in such a situatiprc ©€, and in turn
q+ oq C v€, which is absurd.

The possibility dimr(q) = 1 can be ruled out as follows: We may assume ti{at® oq) = hC (otherwise

q @ oq would be a subalgebra). Eithe(f) = 0, i.e.,q N v® = f, and in turn § © oq) N 6" = { @ of: This
leads to a contradiction since theh ] C H Nov = F, violating (). Or, 7(f) = 7(q). But thenq = § & Cx
with a nonzerox € q N v€, and in turn §, oq] C q @ oq, contradicting (). Summarizings(q) = hC.

On the group level, sincé is simply connected and solvable, every connected subgsociosed. The
restriction ofr to Q induces a surjective homomorphispn— HC. Since both groups are 2-dimensional,
this homomorphism is a covering. Our assumption #iftis simply connected finally implies than :

Q — HC is an isomorphism. In particul#) N VC = Q nkerr = {e}. O

15.17 Claim. With respect to the identificatiod := L/Q = V€ = €3 the real formG acts onL/Q by
affine transformations arid C G by translations.

Proof of the claim. The existence of the decompositidn= V€ x Q implies that there are well-defined
functionsv: L — V€, ¢: L — Q such that = v(¢)-q(¢) for everyl € L. Letg = w-h € V x H = G (with

w € V,h € H) be arbitrary. Then, for any € V¢ we have

9-2Q = w-h-2Q = w-v(h)-q(h)-2Q = w-v(h)-(g(h)-z-q(h)~H)Q

andq(h)-z-q(h)~* = v(h)~*h-z-h~tw(h) = h"(z). Hence, with respect to the identificatiéff = L/Q
(induced by the inclusio®’® — L such that 0 corresponds to the paif2 € L/Q), the action ofG' can
written as follows:

(15.18) g-z=h"G) +v(h)+w g=whelL, zeVC.

In particular, the subgroup’ C G acts by translations — z + w. O
Consequenth/ :==G-0=VH-0=V + F C V@iV with F := M nV. It should be noted, however,
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that in generaF' := (G -0)NV # H - 0. Nevertheless, as we shortly will seéjs afinely homogeneous
under a slightly dterent subgroup oAff(iV). Clearly, multiplying a tube manifold” + iV C V @iV,

F c V, by the imaginary unit we get the CR-equivalent realizatidf+iF' = V+ F’ with F' = iF C iV.
The latter form of a tube manifold is more suitable in our jgattar setup, and we keep this notation until
the end of the proof of the Main Lemma.

15.19 Claim. Retaining the previous notation, there exists a subgfupiV x GL(V) = Aff(iV') such
thatF := (G-0)NiV =B -0.

Proof of the claim. Let pr* : V & iV — iV be the linear projection. A glance at (15.18) shows that
F =pri{v(h) : h € H}. In order to determine(h) more explicitly we need to analyze the position(f

in V€x HC in greater detail: Sincg is 2-dimensional, there exists a basia € h such that§,n] = en
with ¢ € {0, 1}. Recall that the projection map: q — h€ is an isomorphism. Consequently there exist
ws,w, € 1€ = VC such that the elements; + s andw, + n in [ = V€ & h€ generate;. Since then

oq = C(Ws +s) @ C(w, + n), we must havevs # ws andw, # w, (otherwisegNoq # 0). Letexp : [ — L
andExp : ad(h®) — GL(VC) be the exponential maps (i.&xp(adv) = m(expv) with 7 as in the
paragraph preceeding 15.14). Furthermore¥lée the entire function defined by

Z:;) k:+1)'

Then forS? := ¥(¢ ad(s)) andN* := ¥(u ad(n)) a simple computation shows:

Y(z) =

H = {exp(ts)- exp(un) : t,u € R}
Q = {exp t(ws +s) - expu(w, + n) : t,u € C}
= {S"(tws)- exp(ts) - N“(uw,)- exp(un) : t,u € C}
= {(S'(tws)- Exp(t ad(s)) (N"(uw,))) - exp(ts)- exp(un) : t,u e C} C V& -HE=L.

(15.20)

The explicit form ofv(h) (compare the proof of Claim 15.17) can be re#ittloe last line in (15.20):

v(h) = v(explts) exp(un) = (S'(tws)) - (Exp(tad(s)) (N* (uwy)))

Sincead(s), N“ andS! are real operators, it follows fdr = exp(ts) - exp(un) as before:

(S'(tws)) - (Exp(tad(s)) (N*(uwa)))

(15.21) pr'(v(h))
= expt(—w! +s)-expu(—w’ +n)-0 CiV .

(Using additive notationpri(v(h)) = —S(tw?) — Exp(t ad(s)) (N“(uw’)) C iV'). Define
b:=R(—w!+s) DR(—w! +n) C [=VCxpC
and check that this is a Lie algebra. ThBn:= exp R(—w! + s)-exp R(—w? + n) is the subgroup of.

with Lie algebrab, and (15.21) shows thdt = pr*{v(h) : h € H} = B - 0. This finishes the proof of the
claim and of the Main Lemma. O

16. The final steps

Our final step toward the complete classification of all 5-elgional 2-nondegenerate and homoge-
neous CR-germs is to deduce that each 5-dimensional sellzabhlgebrgy which occurs in a CR-algebra
(g, q) subject to 9.8, also satisfies the assumptions of the pilee®lain Lemma 15.14:

16.1 Lemma. Let(g, q) be a CR-algebra satisfyiriy8 and suppose thatis solvable and of dimension 5.
Then there exists a semidirect product decomposgiern x b with a 3-dimensional abelian idealC g
and a 2-dimensional subalgeliya
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Proof. We have already observed in Lemma 15.6 that the nilcgniters dimension 1 or 3. If dijm= 3
then, due to (15.7), we can apply 15.8: Consequently, we lsaasev = [g, g] (compare (15.12)) anf
as defined in (15.13).

The situation din3 = 1 requires some more elaborated work. We classify all Clelkalgs §, q) under
consideration in terms of the corresponding structure timpmwith respect to some perfect basis. , z

of [ (see 15.5): Giveng( q), let the corresponding structure equations be as in (1&king into account
(15.4). To handle the various sets of relations between tifuetare constants, we divide the class of
CR-algebras under consideration into the subclasses AdEaree below.

Case A: 31 # #1. In this situation it is possible to assume¢ = 0 (simply replacex by x + Ay with
A = u + iv defined byu := Rea1/(1 — 3;) andv := Ima1/(1 + 3,)). The structure equations then read

[x,X] = z+ + azxy — axy
[x,y] = Bix + X + b3y + bay
(16.2) [y, 9] = y — ¥
ly,x] = (1—pB)x + day d2 = b3+ (1— fB1)bs
[z,n] = ¢z foreveryn e

and we now work out further constraints imposed on the cotst#én explicit evaluation of the Jacobi
identity [[x,X,y]] = Oyieldsc, = ¢y = 23, — 1. Furthermore, we obtain the equatiohgl + (1) =
ba(B2 — B,) andba(1 + B1) = (ba — ba)(B1 — 1) which implyba(1 — B1) = ba.

In order to investigate most conveniently further relasitietween the structure constants, we deal sepa-
rately with the following 3 subcases:

Al: by € iR* andp; = 2, All: bs € R* andfy = 0, Alll: bs =0.
Ad Al: Put 54 = —ibs. In this particular situation the identityq[x,y]] = 0 impliesbs = —%iﬁﬂ,,
ap = —5—2;62 and [, [,1]y]z = 0 impliesc, = —i34. There are no more conditions imposed by the Jacobi
identity and the structure equationsla@fre now
[xX] = z+ — 2%y + 2%y
[x,¥] = X+ X — 2ivy + 3ivy
(16.3) [y.y] = y — ¥
[y,x] = — X — iy
[va] = _3272 [27Y] =-3z )

wherev := (4/3 € R*. Keeping in mind Lemma 15.14, the structurelpfy and the position ofj is
determined by (16.3). This can be seen more clearly by deosimpg and! into the eigenspaces of

ad(s), wheres := —(y + y/2 : Define the following elements, vy, vo, vz from g :
n = X—1iX— YYy— Yy
V1 = E — 1_
1= zy 2y

Vo = X+ X — 2ivy + 27y
vy = 2iz.
Itis clear that, n, v1, vo, v3 form a basis of;. The bracket relations are:
[s,vi] = kvi, [s,n] =n, [n,vi] = vz, [n,v2] = v3, [n,v3] =0.

Further,o := Rvi & Rv> & Rvs = R3 is an abelian ideal ig with [g, g] = g"' = Rn @ v. Hence g has
the structure of the semidirect productk b with h = Rs @ Rn and the Main Lemma applies.
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Remark. A direct verification shows that for everye R* (g, q) in (16.3) is associated to Example 8.5.
We show that in the next case the Lie algebra cannot be selMabhce, this case can be discarded.
Ad All: Write 34 := bs. The Jacobi identity implies, = 0 = b3 andd, = 4, and (15.9) reads

[x,X] = z

[x,y] = X + Bay
(16.4) [y,y] = y— y

ly,x] = x + Bay

[z,x] = Baz [z,y] = —z.

But then the linear span of the vectors

1
e’ =y =Yy, h::_E(X+¥+(/84_1)y+(B4+1)Y)7
1
= a7
is a copy ofsl(2, C) in I, that is,l is not solvable.

Ad Alll: . The conditionbs = 0 together with the Jacobi identityx[[x, y]] = 0 impliesa, = b3 = 0 and
¢y = 2p1 — 1. Since (1- 1) # 0, the identity £, [y, x]] = O implies k, x] = 0, see the table below.

e (22 + (2 — 2Ba)x + 2+ 2Ba)X — (1 — Ba)y + (1 + B2))

[x,X] = z
[x,y] = Bix + X
(16.5) [y.y] = y—y
ly,x] = (1—B1)x
[zx] =0 ,  [zy] = (26— 1)z.

Select the following basis af:

n = %(x—i) , s = 2_7]'2ﬂ1(y+y)
vy = 1y — iy

Vo = X + X

V3 = 1Z.

One checks immediately that= Rv; ® Rvo @ Rvg is an abelian ideal anig:= Rs & Rn is a subalgebra
with [s, n] = n. Further,

2-j+(G -5

o1 Vi for j=1,2,3 and h,vi] =vz, [n,v2] =v3, [n,v3] =0.
=

[S, Vj] =

Hence,g = v x h as claimed, and the Main Lemma applies. Also in this caselfgf;a# +1 the CR-
algebra §, q) is associated to Example 8.5.

It remains to discuss the cases= +1.

Case B:3; = 1.Pluggingp; into (15.4) givesl, = bz andd; = 0. A direct check shows that{[%,y]] =0
implies 0= b3 = dy, i.e., [x,y] = 0. Lemma 15.8 then gives thgis isomorphic to the semidirect product
v x b with v = [g, g] and the abelian subalgebfjieas defined in (15.13).

Case C:8; = —1. We proceed as in the preceeding cases. Starting from thetiseuequations (15.1)
with respect to some perfect bagix, y,y, z, we first evaluate (15.4) for this particular value®f We
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getd; = 2 anddy = bz + 2bs. Next, the Jacobi identity { %, y]] = 0 impliesbs := 84 € R anday = fs.
Further, [k,y,¥]] = O impliesbs = —f4 + iy, v € R. Next, [[x,X,y]] = O determines the value a5 :
az = (383 +42)/4 — iByy/2. Finally [[x,y, z]] = 0 implies ,x] = (36a/7 — 3i7/5)z, see diagram below:

%] = z+ fBax —BaX + ay — Gy  az =365+~ iVBa/p

[x,y] = —x+ X +b3y + Bay  ba=—Pa+iy
(16.6) ly,y] = y — ¥y
ly,x] = 2x — by

[z,x] = (BBa/p—3iv/2)z  [z,y] =3z .

Select the following basis af:

n = 2ix — 2% —ibsy + ibsy si=—4(+9)
vy 1= 5 — 5V

v 1= 22X+ 2X— by — b3y

vy = diz.

A direct computation (using (16.6)) shows tlat= Rv; & Rv, @ Rvs is an abelian ideal and

1 1 3
[S n] -n [S7Vl] = - EVL [S7V2] = EV27 [S7V3] = EV37
’ L)
[n,va] = vz, [n,vo] = v3,  [n,vg] = 0.

Again, this shows thag is isomorphic to the semidirect productx h with h = Rn & Rs. Actually, an
explicit realization of the corresponding CR-manifald along the lines of proof of the Main Lemma
shows thatg, q) is associated to the tube over the future light cone. O

We close by stating that Lemma 15.14 together with Lemma flgighes the proof of the classifi-
cation theorem.
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