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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-nondegenerate CR-
manifolds of dimension 5 and give, up to local CR-equivalence, a full 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 CR-manifoldsM with everywhere de-
generate Levi form. In particular, for homogeneous manifolds of this type, we develop methods for the
computation of the Lie algebra shol(M,a) of infinitesimal CR-transformations at everya ∈ M . We also
classify up to local CR-equivalence all locally homogeneous degenerate CR-manifolds in dimension 5.

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

M := {z ∈ �3 : (Rez1)2
+ (Rez2)2

= (Rez3)2, Rez3 > 0} ,

compare e.g. [16], [19], [26] and [33]. This 5-dimensional CR-manifold has several remarkable properties
and serves as motivation for various considerations in thispaper. Notice thatM can also be written as
tube manifold

M = F + i�3 ⊂ �3, where F := {x ∈ �3 : x2
1 + x

2
2 = x

2
3, x3 > 0}
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is the future light cone in 3-dimensional space-time. A glance at this description shows thatM is homo-
geneous under a group of complex-affine transformations. It is less obvious that the Lie algebrasof global
and local infinitesimal CR-transformations ata ∈ M, hol(M) andhol(M, a), are both isomorphic to
so(2,3), and hence have dimension 10, compare [26]. Also the following ‘globalization’ is known: The
groupSO(2,3) acts on the complex quadricQ3 ⊂ �4(�) by biholomorphic transformations and has a
hypersurface orbit that containsM as a dense domain.

The coneF clearly is a disjoint union of affine half-lines. Therefore,M is a disjoint union of
complex half-planes, actuallyM is a fiber bundle with typical fiber�+ := {z ∈ � : Re(z) > 0}. However,
the total spaceM is not even locally CR-equivalent to a product�+ ×M ′ with M ′ a CR-manifold.
Notice that the Levi form in both cases, i.e., forM and for a product of�+ with a Levi nondegenerate
3-dimensional CR-manifoldM ′, has exactly one non-zero eigenvalue at every point. Hence,one needs
further invariants to distinguish those CR-manifolds. While every productM ′ × � is holomorphically
degenerate, the crucial fact here is that the light cone tubeM is nondegenerate in a higher order sense: To
be precise,M is 2-nondegenerate at every point, and we refer to [6] and also to [5], 11.1, for the notion
of k-nondegeneracy.

In the non-homogeneous setting, for everyk ∈ � and fixed manifold dimension it is not difficult to
construct large classes of CR-manifolds, even hypersurfaces, which arek-nondegenerate at some points,
but are Levi nondegenerate in a dense open subset. It seems tobe much harder to construct CR-manifolds
which arek-nondegenerate everywhere fork ≥ 2. Note that the CR-dimension of ahomogeneousM
is an upper bound for the degreek of nondegeneracy. Hence, the lowest manifold dimension forwhich
everywhere 2-nondegenerate CR-manifolds can exist is 5. which raises the intriguing question whether
besides the light cone tube there exist further 2-nondegenerate homogeneous CR-manifolds in dimension
5. So far, all known examples in dimension finally turned out to be locally CR-isomorphic toM, compare
e.g. [17], [26], [20], [19], [3], and the belief arose that there are no others.

The main objective of this paper is to show that there are actually infinitely many locally mutu-
ally non-equivalent examples and to provide a full classification. Starting point is the following simple
observation: Suppose thatF ⊂ �n is an affinely homogeneous (connected) submanifold of dimension
sayd < n. Then the tubeM := F + i�n is a generic CR-submanifold of�n of CR-dimensiond and is
homogeneous under a group of complex-affine transformations. Indeed, every real-affine transformation
leavingF invariant extends to a complex-affine transformation leavingM invariant and, furthermore,M
is invariant under all translationsz 7→ z + iv with v ∈ �n. Clearly, the crucial question is, when isM
k-nondegenerate and when are two tubesM,M ′ of this type locally CR-equivalent?

The classification of all affinely homogeneous surfacesF ⊂ �3 can be found in [14] and [15].
In particular, a complete list (up to local affine equivalence and in a slightly different formulation) of all
degenerate types that are not a cylinder, is given by the following examples (1) – (3).

(1) F = F the future light cone as above.

(2a) F = { r (cost, sint, eωt) ∈ �3 : r ∈ �+, t ∈ �} with ω > 0 arbitrary.

(2b) F = { r (1, t, et) ∈ �3 : r ∈ �+, t ∈ �}.

(2c) F = { r (1, et, eθt) ∈ �3 : r ∈ �+, t ∈ �} with θ > 2 arbitrary.

(3) F = { c(t) + rc′(t) ∈ �3 : r ∈ �+, t ∈ �}, wherec(t) := (t, t2, t3) parameterizes thetwisted cubic
{(t, t2, t3) : t ∈ �} in �3 andc′(t) = (1,2t,3t2).

Notice that the limit caseω = 0 in (2a) gives the future light coneF , while the limit caseθ = 2 in (2c)
gives the linearly homogeneous surface{x ∈ �3 : x1x3 = x

2
2, x1 > 0, x2 > 0}, which is locally, but not

globally linearly equivalent toF . In fact,F is linearly equivalent to the cone
{x ∈ �3 : x1x3 = x

2
2, x1 + x3 > 0}.
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As our first main result we show, compare 8.8 and 8.9 for details:

Theorem I: For every surfaceF in (1) – (3)the corresponding tube manifoldM := F + i�3 is a homoge-
neous2-nondegenerate CR-submanifold of�3 and any two of them are pairwise locally CR-inequivalent.
Furthermore, for everyF in (2a) – (3)and everya ∈M = F + i�3 the following holds:

(i) The Lie algebrahol(M,a) is solvable and has dimension5.
(ii) The stability groupAut(M,a) is trivial.

(iii) Every homogeneous real-analytic CR-manifoldM ′, that is locally CR-equivalent toM , is already
globally CR-equivalent toM .

Notice that, a priori, there is no reason why theF in (1) – (3), although known to be locally affinely
inequivalent, should have locally CR-inequivalent tubes (for nondegenerate affinely homogeneous surfaces
in �3, for instance, there are counterexamples).

We actually prove an analog of Theorem I in every dimensionn ≥ 3, where the same trichotomy
occurs as above: Consider the following surfacesF ⊂ �n

(1’) F = Fn := {x ∈ �n : x1 > 0, x2 > 0 and xj = x
j−1
2 /xj−2

1 for 3 ≤ j ≤ n}.

(2’) F = {retϕ(a) ∈ �n : r ∈ �+, t ∈ �}, whereϕ is an endomorphism of�n havinga ∈ �n as
cyclic vector (i.e., the iteratesϕk(a), k ≥ 0 span�n) and then eigenvalues ofϕ do not form an
arithmetic progression in�.

(3’) F = {c(t) + rc′(t) : r ∈ �+, t ∈ �}, wherec(t) := (t, t2, . . . , tn) ∈ �n parameterizes the twisted
n-ic in �n.

In Sections 6 and 7 we show among other statements: For everyF,F ′ from (1’) – (3’) the tube manifolds
M := F + i�n,M ′ := F ′

+ i�n are affinely homogeneous generic 2-nondegenerate submanifolds of�
n

with CR-dimension 2. Furthermore,M , M ′ are locally CR-equivalent if and only ifF , F ′ are globally
affinely equivalent, and this holds if and only if for givena ∈ M , a′ ∈ M ′ the Lie algebrashol(M,a),
hol(M ′, a′) are isomorphic. In caseF = Fn the Lie algebrahol(M,a) contains a copy ofgl(2,�) and
hence is not solvable. In all other cases, i.e.F comes from (2’) or (3’), the Lie algebrahol(M,a) is solvable
of dimensionn + 2 and the stability groupAut(M,a) has order at most 2.

Let us briefly comment on the proof of Theorem I: Once defining equations for anF under consid-
eration are explicitly known (this is quite obvious for the types (1) – (3), compare Section 8, but seems to
be hard for the types (2’), (3’)), one can compute by standardmethods the orderk of nondegeneracy. How-
ever, the amount of calculation necessary to determinek in such a way grows very fast withk and with
the dimension or codimension ofM ⊂ �n. This is one of the reasons, especially with an eye on possible
generalizations, to choose a different approach, which does not use explicit equations. For instance, given
an arbitrary submanifoldF ⊂ �n which is (locally)affinely homogeneous, we present a simple criterion
(Proposition 3.7) which allows to determine quickly the order k of nondegeneracy for the corresponding
tube manifold.

The hard part of the proof is to show that the various tubesF +i�3 are actually locally inequivalent as CR-
manifolds. Recall that for real-analytic, not necessary homogeneous,hypersurfaces with nondegenerate
Levi form there exist local invariants which determine eachM up to local CR-equivalence due to the
fundamental work of Cartan, Tanaka and Chern-Moser. However, an analogues approach is not available
for M of higher codimensions or when the Levi form is degenerate. To distinguish the various tubes
F+i�3,we develop a method (valid also in greater generality) whichenables us to determine explicitly the
Lie algebrashol(M,a) of infinitesimal CR-transformations of the various CR-germs (M,a) (see Section
2 for basic definitions and Sections 6 for further details).

The CR-manifolds occurring in the previous theorem are quite special as they all are tube manifolds.
Moreover, all but one (namely the twisted cubic case in (3)) are actually conical. In the Levi nondegenerate
case, many (homogeneous) examples are known which are not locally CR-equivalent to any tube mani-
fold. For instance, the unit sphere subbundle ofTS3 with its canonical CR-structure is such an example.
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Therefore, our second main result came quite unexpected to us:

Theorem II. Every 5-dimensional locally homogeneous 2-nondegenerateCR-manifoldM is locally CR-
equivalent toF + i�3 with F being one of the surfaces in(1) – (3).

For the precise definition of local homogeneity we refer to Section 2. A priori, locally homogeneous
CR-manifolds might exist which are not locally CR-equivalent to any globally homogeneous one. As a
by-product of the above 2 results we can see that such a pathology does not happen in the case under
consideration. Theorem II gives a classification of all (abstract) 2-nondegenerate locally homogeneous
CR-manifolds in dimension 5 up to local CR-equivalence. In fact, using Cartan’s classification [11] of the
3-dimensional Levi nondegenerate homogeneous CR-manifolds, the following result holds.

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

(i) M = F + i�3 ⊂ �3 andF is one of the surfaces(1) – (3) from above.

(ii) M = � × M ′, whereM ′ is one of the 3-dimensional Levi nondegenerate CR-manifolds from
Cartan’s list in[11].

(iii) M = �2 ×� orM = �×�3 with �3 totally real.

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

With Theorem II the following question arises naturally forhigher codimension:Are there, up to
local CR-equivalence, further locally homogeneous2-nondegenerate CR-manifolds of CR-dimension 2
besides those that are tubes over the surfacesF in (1’) – (3’) above?Notice in this context that every
locally homogeneous 2-nondegenerate CR-manifold of dimension 6 necessarily has CR-dimension 2.

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

The paper is organized as follows. After recalling some necessary preliminaries in Section 2 we
discuss in Section 3 tube manifoldsM = F ⊕ i�n ⊂ �n over real-analytic submanifoldsF ⊂ �n.
It turns out that the CR-structure ofM is closely related to the real-affine structure of the baseF . For
instance, the Levi form ofM is essentially the sesquilinear extension of the second fundamental form
of the submanifoldF ⊂ �n. Generalizing the notion of the second fundamental form we define higher
order invariants forF (see 3.4). In the uniform case these invariants precisely detect thek-nondegeneracy
of the corresponding CR-manifoldM = F ⊕ i�n. It is known that the (uniform)k-nondegeneracy of a
real-analytic CR-manifoldM together with minimality ensures that the Lie algebrashol(M,a) are finite-
dimensional, and is equivalent to this in the special class of locally homogeneous CR-manifolds. For
submanifoldsF ⊂ �n which in addition are homogeneous under a group of affine transformations, a
simple criterion fork-nondegeneracy of the associated tube manifoldM is given in Proposition 3.7.

In Section 4 these results are applied to the case whereF is conical in�n, that is, locally invari-
ant under dilationsz 7→ tz for t near 1∈ �. In this caseM is alwaysLevi degenerate.Assuming that
hol(M,a) is finite dimensional (which automatically is the case for minimal and finitely nondegenerate
CR-manifolds) we develop some basic techniques for the explicit computation ofhol(M,a). The main re-
sults in Section 4 are the following: We prove that under the finiteness assumptionhol(M,a) consists only
of polynomial vector fields and carries a natural graded structure, see Proposition 4.2. We prove (under
the same assumptions, see Proposition 4.4.ii) that local CR-equivalences between two such tube manifolds
are always rational maps (even if these manifolds are not real-algebraic). Furthermore, jet determination
estimates are provided (4.4.iv). In the special situation wherehol(M,a) consists of affine germs only, these
results are further strengthened.
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In Section 5 we illustrate by examples how our methods can be applied. In Example 5.1 we present
to everyc ≥ 1 andk ∈ {2,3,4} a homogeneous submanifold of�n which isk-nondegenerate, of codi-
mensionc and of CR-dimensionk. We close this section investigating the tubesMα

p,q over the cones
Fαp,q := {x ∈ �p+q+ :

∑
εjx

α
j = 0} with p positive andq negativeεj ’s andα ∈ �∗. Using our meth-

ods from the previous section we explicitly determine the Lie algebrashol(Mα
p,q , a) for arbitrary integers

α ≥ 2 andp ≥ q ≥ 1.

In Section 6, we construct homogeneous CR-submanifoldsM =Mϕ,d ⊂ �n of tube type, depend-
ing on the choice of an endomorphismϕ ∈ End(�n), an integer 1< d < n and a cyclic vectora ∈ �n

for ϕ in the following way: The powersϕ0, ϕ1, . . . , ϕd−1 span an abelian Lie algebrah and, in turn, give
a coneF := exp(h)a ⊂ �n. Forϕ which admits a cyclic vectora ∈ �n the corresponding tube manifold
Mϕ,d

= F + i�n is 2-nondegenerate, minimal and of CR-dimensiond. The key result here is the explicit
determination of the CR-invarianthol(Mϕ,d, a) for ϕ in ’general position’ (Propositions 6.5 and 6.17).
The precise meaning forϕ of being in ’general position’ is stated in Lemma 6.8. Further results are, again
for ϕ in general position, that the tube manifoldM is simply connected and has trivial stability group
at every point. As a consequence, the manifoldsM of this type have the following remarkable property:
Every homogeneous (real-analytic) CR-manifold locally CR-equivalent toM is globally CR-equivalent
toM .

In Section 7 the results from Section 6 are further refined in the case of homogeneous CR-manifolds
Mϕ := Mϕ,2 := Fϕ + i�n ⊂ �n of CR-dimension 2 but without restrictions on the codimension.
In fact, every minimal and locally homogeneous tube CR-manifold M := S + i�n with a conical 2-
dimensionalS ⊂ �n is locally CR-equivalent toMϕ,2 for some cyclicϕ. In this section also the case
whenϕ is not in ’general position’, i.e., the characteristic roots do form an arithmetic progression (see
Lemma 6.8) is treated. The main results here are: Whether a cyclic ϕ is in general position or not, the Lie
algebrashol(Mϕ, a) (Proposition 7.3) and the global automorphism groupsAut(Mϕ) (Proposition 7.5)
are determined. Furthermore, the problem of local and global CR-equivalence among theMϕ’s is solved
(Propositions 7.6 and 7.7) and a moduli space is constructed(Subsection 7.8).

Part I of the paper is concluded with Section 8 where the examples (1) – (3) from Theorem I are
presented in more detail. The results of the preceeding section are applied to this case of 5-dimensional
tube manifoldsM . In particular Propositions 8.8 and 8.11 contain some additional information to that
stated in Theorem I and also complete the proof of Theorem I.

Part II of the paper is mainly devoted to prove Theorem II. In the preliminary section 9 we explain
how the geometric properties such ask-nondegeneracy, minimality or the CR-dimension of an arbitrary
locally homogeneous CR-germ (M,o) can be encoded in a pure Lie algebraic object, the associated CR-
algebra (g, q). This is the key for our classification and is based on results taken from [18]. Specified to
5-dimensional CR-germs, we formulate the precise algebraic conditions on a CR-algebra (g, q) ensuring
that the associated CR-germ (M,o) is 2-nondegenerate.

Once the classification of 2-nondegenerate 5-dimensional locally homogeneous CR-germs (M,o) is
reduced to a classification problem of certain CR-algebras,we begin in Section 10 to carry out the details
of the proof. It is subdivided into several sections, lemmata and claims and will only be completed in
Section 16. Our proof relies on a quite subtle analysis of Liealgebraic properties of CR-algebras and uses
basic structure theory of Lie algebras and Lie groups. The methods 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 part of Section 10.
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PART 1: Levi degenerate CR-manifolds

2. Preliminaries

In the following letE always be a complex vector space of finite dimension andM ⊂ E an
immersed connected real-analytic submanifold. In most casesM will be locally closed inE. Due to the
canonical identificationsTaE = E, for everya ∈ M we consider the tangent spaceTaM as an�-linear
subspace ofE. ThenHaM := TaM ∩ iTaM is the largest complex linear subspace ofE contained
in TaM . The manifoldM is called aCR-submanifoldif dim�HaM does not depend ona ∈ M . This
dimension is called theCR-dimensionof M andHaM is called theholomorphic tangent spaceat a,
compare [5] as general reference for CR-manifolds. Given a further real-analytic CR-submanifoldM ′

of a complex vector spaceE′, a smooth mappingg : M → M ′ is calledCR if for every a ∈ M the
differentialdga : TaM → TgaM

′ maps the corresponding holomorphic tangent spaces in a complex-
linear way to each other. Keeping in mind the identificationTaE = E, a vector field onM is a mapping
f : M → E with f (a) ∈ TaM for all a ∈M . For better distinction we also writeξ = f (z)∂/∂z instead of
f andξa instead off (a), compare the convention (2.1) in [19].

An infinitesimal CR-transformationonM is by definition a real-analytic vector fieldf (z)∂/∂z on
M such that the corresponding local flow consists of CR-transformations. Let us denote byhol(M ) the
space of all such vector fields, which is a real Lie algebra with respect to the usual bracket. For every
f (z)∂/∂z ∈ hol(M ) and everya ∈M there exist an open neighbourhoodU ⊂M of a with respect to the
manifold topology onM , an open neighbourhoodW of a with respect toE and a holomorphic mapping
h : W → E with f (z) = h(z) for all z ∈ U ∩W , compare [2] or 12.4.22 in [5].

Further, for everya ∈ M we denote byhol(M,a) the Lie algebra of all germs of infinitesimal CR-
transformations defined on arbitrary open neighbourhoods of a with respect to the manifold topology of
M . For simplicity and without essential loss of generality wealways assume that the CR-submanifoldM
is genericinE, that is,E = TaM⊕iTaM for all a ∈M . This assumption allows us to considerhol(M,a)
in a canonical way as a real Lie subalgebra of the complex Lie algebrahol(E, a), what we always do in
the following. The CR-manifoldM is calledholomorphically nondegenerateat a if hol(M,a) is totally
real in hol(E, a), that is, if hol(M,a) ∩ i hol(M,a) = 0 in hol(E, a). This condition together with the
minimality ofM at a implies dimhol(M,a) < ∞, see 12.5.3 in [5]. Here, the CR-submanifoldM ⊂ E
is calledminimal ata ∈M if TaR = TaM for every submanifoldR ⊂ M with a ∈ R andHzM ⊂ TzR
for all z ∈ R. By Proposition 15.5.1 in [5], dimhol(M,a) < ∞ implies thatM is holomorphically
nondegenerate ata. The CR-manifoldM is calledlocally homogeneousat the pointa ∈M if there exists
a Lie subalgebrag ⊂ hol(M,a) of finite dimension such that the canonical evaluation mapg → TaM is
surjective. In caseM is locally homogeneous ata the condition dimhol(M,a) < ∞ is equivalent toM
being holomorphically nondegenerate and minimal ata.

By aut(M,a) := {ξ ∈ hol(M,a) : ξa = 0} we denote theisotropy subalgebraat a ∈ M . Clearly,
aut(M,a) has finite codimension inhol(M,a). Furthermore, we denote byAut(M,a) the group of all
germsof real-analytic CR-isomorphismsh : W → W̃ with h(a) = a, whereW, W̃ are arbitrary open
neighbourhoods ofa inM . It is known that every germ inAut(M,a) can be represented by a holomorphic
mapU → E, whereU is an open neighbourhood ofa in E, compare e.g. 1.7.13 in [5]. Furthermore,
Aut(M ) denotes the group of all global real-analytic CR-automorphismsh : M → M andAut(M )a its
isotropy subgroup ata. There is a canonical group monomorphismAut(M )a →֒ Aut(M,a) as well as an
exponential mapexp : aut(M,a) → Aut(M,a) for everya ∈M .

By aff(M ) ⊂ hol(M ) we denote the Lie subalgebra of all (complex) affine infinitesimal CR-
transformations onM . For everya ∈ M furthermoreaff(M,a) ⊂ hol(M,a) is the Lie subalgebra of
all affine germs. The canonical embeddingaff(M ) →֒ aff(M,a) is an isomorphism for everya ∈M .

Suppose thatg:U → U ′ is a biholomorphic mapping between open subsetsU,U ′ ⊂ E. Then

(2.1) g∗
(
f (z)∂/∂z

)
= g′(g−1z)

(
f (g−1z)

)
∂/∂z
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defines a complex Lie algebra isomorphismg∗: hol(U ) → hol(U ′), whereg′(u) ∈ End(E) for ev-
ery u ∈ U is the derivative ofg at u. For real-analytic CR-submanifoldsM,M ′ ⊂ E every CR-
isomorphismg: (M,a) → (M ′, a′) of manifold germs induces a Lie algebra isomorphismg∗: g → g′,
whereg := hol(M,a) andg′ := hol(M ′, a′). From (2.1) it is clear thatg∗ extends to a complex Lie algebra
isomorphisml → l′, where the sumsl := g ⊕ ig ⊂ hol(E, a) and l′ := g′ ⊕ ig′ ⊂ hol(E, a′) are not
necessarily direct. In particular,g 7→ g∗ defines a group homomorphismAut(M,a) → Aut(g).

A basic invariant of a CR-manifold is the (vector valued)Levi form. Its definitions found in the
literature may differ by a constant factor. Here we choose the following one: It is well-known that for
every pointa in the CR-manifoldM there is a well defined alternating�-bilinear map

ωa : HaM ×HaM → E/HaM

satisfyingωa(ξa, ζa) ≡ [ξ, ζ]a mod HaM, whereξ, ζ are arbitrary smooth vector fields onM with
ξz, ζz ∈ HzM for all z ∈M . We define the Levi form

(2.2) La : HaM ×HaM → E/HaM

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

La(v,w) = ωa(v,w) + iωa(iv, w) for all v,w ∈ HaM .

In particular, the vectorsLa(v, v), v ∈ HaM, are contained iniTaM/HaM , which can be identified in a
canonical way with the normal spaceE/TaM toM ⊂ E ata. The following remark follows immediately
from the way the Levi form is defined:

2.3 Remark. SupposeZ is a complex manifold,ϕ : Z → M is a smooth CR-mapping anda = ϕ(c)
for somec ∈ Z. Then every vectorv ∈ dϕc(TcZ) ⊂ HaM satisfiesLa(v, v) = 0. In general,v is not
contained in theLevi kernel

KaM := {v ∈ HaM : La(v,w) = 0 for all w ∈ HaM} .

The CR-manifoldM is calledLevi nondegenerateata if KaM = 0. Generalizing that, the notion of
k-nondegeneracyforM ata has been introduced for every integerk ≥ 1 (see [6], [5]). As shown in 11.5.1
of [5] a real-analytic and connected CR-manifoldM is holomorphically nondegenerate ata (equivalently:
at everyz ∈ M ) if and only if there exists ak ≥ 1 such thatM is k-nondegenerate at some pointb ∈ M .
Fork = 1 this notion is equivalent toM being Levi nondegenerate atb ∈M .

In the second part of our paper we also need a more general notion of a (real-analytic) CR-manifold.
This is a connected real-analytic manifoldM together with a subbundleHM ⊂ TM (called the ‘holomor-
phic subbundle’) and a bundle endomorphismJ of HM with J2

= − id such that (HM,J) is involutive,
compare 7.4 in [8]. By a theorem in [1] there exists an embeddingM →֒ Z into a complex manifoldZ,
such thatHzM corresponds toTzM ∩ iTzM , whereTzZ → TzZ is simply the multiplication with the
imaginary uniti (here the real-analyticity is necessary). The bundle homomorphismJ : HM → HM is
then the restriction of that multiplication withi to HzM for everyz ∈ M . For local considerations one
can always assume thatZ is (an open subset of)�n.

3. Tube manifolds

Let V be a real vector space of finite dimension andE := V ⊕ iV its complexification. Let
furthermoreF ⊂ V be a connected real-analytic submanifold andM := F + iV ⊂ E the corresponding
tube manifold.M is a generic CR-submanifold ofE, invariant under all translationsz 7→ z+ iv, v ∈ V . In
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caseV ′ is another real vector space of finite dimension,E′ its complexification,F ′ ⊂ V ′ a real-analytic
submanifold andϕ : V → V ′ an affine mapping withϕ(F ) ⊂ F ′, then clearlyϕ extends in a unique
way to a complex-affine mappingE → E′ with ϕ(M ) ⊂ M ′. However, it should be noted that higher
order real-analytic mapsψ : F → F ′ also extend locally to holomorphic mapsψ : U → E′, U open in
E. But in contrast to the affine case we have in generalψ(M ∩ U ) 6⊂ M ′. We may therefore ask how the
CR-structure ofM is related to the real affine structure of the submanifoldF ⊂ V .

For everya ∈ F letTaF ⊂ V be thetangent spaceandNaF := V/TaF thenormal spacetoF ata.
ThenTaM = TaF ⊕ iV for the corresponding tube manifoldM , andNaF can be canonically identified
with the normal spaceNaM = E/TaM of M in E. Define the mapℓa : TaF × TaF → NaF in the
following way: Forv,w ∈ TaF choose a smooth mapf : V → V with f (a) = v andf (x) ∈ TxF for all
x ∈ F (actually it suffices to choose such anf only in a small neighborhood ofa ). Then put

(3.1) ℓa(v,w) := f ′(a)(w) mod TaF ,

where the linear operatorf ′(a) ∈ End(V ) is the derivative off ata. One shows thatℓa does not depend on
the choice off and is a symmetric bilinear map. We mention that ifV is provided with a flat Riemannian
metric andNaF is identified withTaF⊥ thenℓ is nothing but the second fundamental form ofF (see the
subsection II.3.3 in [32]). The formℓa can also be read off from local equations forF , more precisely,
suppose thatU ⊂ V is an open subset,W is a real vector space andh : U → W is a real-analytic
submersion withF = h−1(0). Then the derivativeh′(a) : V → W induces a linear isomorphismNaF ∼=
W and modulo this identificationℓa is nothing but the second derivativeh′′(a) : V × V → W at a,
restricted toTaF × TaF . By

KaF := {w ∈ TaF : ℓa(v,w) = 0 for all v ∈ TaF}

we denote thekernelof ℓa. The manifoldF is called (affinely) nondegenerateata if KaF = 0 holds. The
following statement follows directly from the definition ofℓa:

3.2 Lemma. Suppose thatϕ ∈ End(V ) satisfiesϕ(x) ∈ TxF for all x ∈ F . Thenϕ(a) ∈ KaF if and
only if ϕ

(
TaF

)
⊂ TaF .

Lemma 3.2 applies in particular forϕ = id in caseF is acone,that is,rF = F for all realr > 0. More
generally, we call the submanifoldF ⊂ V conicalif x ∈ TxF for all x ∈ F . Then�a ⊂ KaF holds for
all a ∈ F .

In the remaining part of this section we explain how the CR-structure of the tube manifoldM is
related to the real objectsℓa, TF, KF andKrF , to be defined below, which depend only on the affine ge-
ometry ofF . In general it needs some effort to check whether a given CR-manifoldM is k-nondegenerate
at a pointa ∈ M (in sense of [4]). For affinely homogeneous tube manifolds, however, there are simple
criteria, see Propositions 3.5 and 3.7. We start with some preparations. For everya ∈ F ⊂M

(3.3) HaM = TaF ⊕ iTaF ⊂ E

is the holomorphic tangent space ata, andE/HaM can be canonically identified withNaF ⊕ iNaF . It
is easily seen that the Levi formLa of M ata, compare (2.2), is nothing but the sesquilinear extension of
the formℓa from TaF × TaF toHaM ×HaM . In particular,

KaM = KaF ⊕ iKaF

is theLevi kernelof M ata. In case the dimension ofKaF does not depend ona ∈ F these spaces form
a subbundleKF ⊂ TF . In that case to everyv ∈ KaF there exists a smooth functionf : V → V with
f (a) = v andf (x) ∈ KxF for all x ∈ F , i.e., the tangent vectorv extends to a smooth section inKF . In
any case, let us define inductively linear subspacesKr

aF of TaF as follows:
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3.4 Definition. For every real-analytic submanifoldF ⊂ V , everya ∈ F and everyr ∈ � put

(i) K0
aF := TaF and define

(ii) Kr+1
a F to be the space of all vectorsv ∈ Kr

aF such that there is a smooth mappingf : V → V
with f ′(a)(TaF ) ⊂ Kr

aF , f (a) = v andf (x) ∈ Kr
xF for all x ∈ F .

It is clear thatK1
aF = KaF holds. Let us callF of uniform degeneracyor uniformly degenerateif for

everyr ∈ � the dimension ofKr
aF does not depend ona ∈ F . In that case it can be shown that for

everyv ∈ Kr
aF the outcome of the conditionf ′(a)(TaF ) ⊂ Kr

aF in (ii) does not depend on the choice
of the smooth mappingf : V → V satisfyingf (a) = v andf (x) ∈ Kr

xF for all x ∈ F . For instance,
F is of uniform degeneracy ifF is locally affinely homogeneous, that is, if there exists a Lie algebraa of
affine vector fields onV such that everyξ ∈ a is tangent toF and such that the canonical evaluation map
a → TaF is surjective for everya ∈ F . Clearly, ifF is locally affinely homogeneous in the above sense
then the corresponding tube manifoldM = F + iV is locally homogeneous as CR-manifold.

Recall our convention that every smooth mapf : V → V is considered as the smooth vector field
ξ = f (x)∂/∂x on V . Our computations below are considerably simplified by the obvious fact that every
smooth vector fieldξ on V has a unique smooth extension toE that is invariant under all translations
z 7→ z + iv, v ∈ V . In caseξ is tangent toF ⊂ V the extension satisfiesξz ∈ HzM for all z ∈M .

In case the submanifoldF ⊂ V is uniformly degenerate in a neighbourhood ofa ∈ F we callF
affinelyk-nondegenerateata if Kk

aF = 0 andk is minimal with respect to this property. It can be seen that
‘affinek-nondegeneracy’ is invariant under affine coordinate changes. As a consequence of [26], compare
the last 5 lines in the Appendix therein, we state:

3.5 Proposition. Suppose thatF is uniformly degenerate in a neighbourhood ofa ∈ F . Then the corre-
sponding tube manifoldM = F + iV is k-nondegenerate as CR-manifold ata ∈ M if and only if F is
affinely k-nondegenerate ata.

3.6 Corollary. SupposedimF ≥ 2 andKxF = �x for all x ∈ F . ThenF is affinely 2-nondegenerate at
every point.

Proof. The mapf = id has the propertyf (x) ∈ KxF for everyx ∈ F . Hence, the relationf ′(x)(TxF ) =
TxF 6⊂ KxF implies x /∈ K2

xF and thusK2
xF = 0 as well asx 6= 0. In particular,F is uniformly

degenerate.

For locally affinely homogeneous submanifoldsF ⊂ V the spacesKr
aF can easily be characterized.

For each affine vector fieldξ = h(x)∂/∂x onV denote byξlin := h− h(0) ∈ End(V ) the linear partof ξ.

3.7 Proposition. Suppose thatA is a linear space of affine vector fields onV such that everyξ ∈ A is
tangent toF and the canonical evaluation mappingA → TaF is a linear isomorphism. Then, given any
r ∈ �, the vectorv ∈ Kr

aF is inKr+1
a F if and only if ξlin(v) ∈ Kr

aF for everyξ ∈ A.

Proof. By the implicit function theorem, there exist open neighbourhoodsY of 0 ∈ A andX of a ∈ M
such thatg(y) := exp(y)a defines a diffeomorphismg : Y → X. Define the smooth mapf : X → V
by f (x) = µy(v), whereµy for y := g−1(x) is the linear part of the affine transformationexp(y). Then
f (a) = v andf (x) ∈ Kr

xF for everyx ∈ X. A simple computation shows that

f ′(a)
(
g′(0)ξ

)
= ξlin(v) for every ξ ∈ A.

In view of Definition 3.4.ii this identity implies the claim.

It is easily seen that a necessary condition forM being minimal as CR-manifold is thatF is not
contained in an affine hyperplane ofV . For later use in Proposition 4.10 we state the following sufficient
condition.
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3.8 Proposition. Suppose thatA has the same properties as in Proposition3.7and denote byΛ ⊂ End(V )
theassociativereal subalgebra generated by{ξlin : ξ ∈ A}. Then the tube manifoldM = F+iV is minimal
ata if V is the linear span of all vectorsλ(v) with v ∈ TaF andλ ∈ Λ.

Proof. Without loss of generality we assume that the canonical evaluation mappingA → TxF is a linear
isomorphism for everyx ∈ F . We also assume thatV is the linear span of allλ(v) as above. Define
inductively for every integerr ≥ 1 the subbundleHrM ⊂ TM in the following way:H1M := HM and
everyHr+1

z M , z ∈M , is the linear span ofHr
zM together with all vectors [ξ, η]z , whereξ, η are arbitrary

smooth sections inHrM overM . For the proof it is enough to showTaM = H∞
a M :=

⋃
r≥1TaM .

FromTaF ⊕ iTaF ⊂ Hr
aM ⊂ TaF ⊕ iV we see that for every 1≤ r ≤ ∞ there is a unique linear

subspaceHr
aF ⊂ V with Hr

aM = TaF ⊕ iHr
aF andH1

aF = TaF . Therefore it is enough to show
H∞
a F = V . We claim thatξlin(Hr

aF ) ⊂ Hr+1
a F holds for allξ ∈ A. To see this fix an arbitraryw ∈ Hr

aF
and an arbitrary vector fieldξ ∈ A. Choose a smooth sectionη overF in the bundleiHr

aF with ηa = iw
and extendη as well asξ in the unique way to smooth vector fields onM that are invariant under all
translationsz 7→ z + iv with v ∈ V . Thenξ, η are sections inHrM , and [ξ, η]a = iξlin(w) ∈ Hr+1

a M
implies ξlin(w) ∈ Hr+1

a F as required. Now define inductively the linear subspacesW r ⊂ V by W 1 :=
H1
aF = TaF andW r+1 as the linear span ofW r together with allξlin(W r), ξ ∈ A. ThenV =

⋃
r≥1W

r

by assumption andW r ⊂ Hr
aF by induction givesV ⊂ H∞

a M ⊂ V as desired.

3.9 Lemma. Suppose thatF ⊂ V is a submanifold such that for everyc ∈ V with c 6= 0 there exists a
linear transformationg ∈ GL(V ) with g(F ) = F andg(c) 6= c (this condition is automatically satisfied if
F is a cone). Then forM = F + iV the CR-automorphism groupAut(M ) has trivial center.

Proof. Let an element in the center ofAut(M ) be given and leth : U → E be its holomorphic extension
to an appropriate connected open neighbourhoodU of M . Sinceh commutes with every translationz 7→
z+iv, v ∈ V , it is a translation itself: Indeed, fora ∈ F fixed andc := h(a)−a the translationτ (z) := z+c
coincides withh ona+ iV and hence onU by the identity principle. For everyg ∈ GL(V )∩Aut(M ) the
identity gh = hg impliesg(c) = c. This forcesc = 0 by our assumption, that is,h(z) ≡ z.

3.10 Proposition. Suppose that the homogeneous CR-manifoldM is simply connected and thatAut(M )
has trivial center. In case the stability groupAut(M,a) is trivial for some (and hence every)a ∈ M , the
following properties hold:

(i) Let M ′ be an arbitrary homogeneous CR-manifold andD ⊂ M , D′ ⊂ M ′ non-empty domains.
Then every real-analytic CR-isomorphismh : D → D′ extends to a real-analytic CR-isomorphism
M →M ′.

(ii) Let M ′ be an arbitrary locally homogeneous CR-manifold andD′ ⊂ M ′ a domain that is CR-
equivalent toM . ThenD′

=M ′.

Proof. ad (i): Fix a pointa ∈ D. To everyg ∈ G := Aut(M ) with g(a) ∈ D there exists a transformation
g′ ∈ G′ := Aut(M ′) with hg(a) = g′h(a). Because ofAut(M ′, a′) = {id} the transformationg′ is
uniquely determined byg and satisfieshg = g′h in a neighbourhood ofa. Since the Lie groupG is simply
connectedg 7→ g′ extends to a group homomorphismG → G′ andh extends to a CR-covering map
h : M → M ′. The deck transformation groupΓ := {g ∈ G : gh = h} is in the center ofG and hence is
trivial by assumption. Therefore,h : M →M ′ is a CR-isomorphism.
ad (ii): The proof is essentially the same as for Proposition6.3 in [19].

The condition ‘locally homogeneous’ in Proposition 3.10.ii cannot be omitted. A counterexample
is given for every integerk ≥ 3 by the tubeM ′ ⊂ �3 over the cone

F ′ := {x ∈ �3 : xk2 = x
k−1
1 x3, x

2
1 + x

2
2 > 0} .

Then with �+ := e� the tubeM overF := F ′ ∩ (�+)3 is the Example 8.4 below forθ = k, andM,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 submanifoldF ⊂ V is conical (that is,x ∈ TxF for every
x ∈ F ) and thata ∈ F is a given point. Then, forM := F + iV , the Lie algebrag := hol(M,a) contains
the Euler vector fieldδ := z∂/∂z. Denote byP the complex Lie algebra of all polynomial holomorphic
vector fieldsf (z)∂/∂z onE, that is,f : E → E is a polynomial map. ThenP has the�-grading

(4.1) P =
⊕

k∈�

Pk , [Pk,Pl] ⊂ Pk+l ,

wherePk is thek-eigenspace ofad(δ) in P. ThenPk is the subspace of all (k + 1)-homogeneous vector
fields inP if k ≥ −1 and is 0 otherwise. Definegk := g ∩Pk. Clearly,

⊕
k∈� gk is a graded, in general

proper subalgebra ofg, andaff(M,a) = g−1 ⊕ g0.

4.2 Proposition. Retaining the above notation, suppose thatg = hol(M,a) has finite dimension. Then
(i) g ⊂ P, that is, everyf (z)∂/∂z ∈ g is a polynomial vector field onE = V ⊕ iV . Furthermore,

f (iV ) ⊂ iV .

(ii) g =
⊕

k≥−1

gk , [gk, gl] ⊂ gk+l and g−1 = {iv∂/∂z : v ∈ V } .

(iii) For everyz ∈M the canonical maphol(M ) → hol(M,z) is a Lie algebra isomorphism.
(iv) gk = 0 for somek ∈ � impliesgj = 0 for everyj ≥ k.

Proof. Considerl := g⊕ ig ⊂ hol(E, a), which contains the vector fieldη := (z − a)∂/∂z. We first show
l ⊂ P: Fix an arbitraryξ := f (z)∂/∂z ∈ l. Then in a certain neighbourhood ofa ∈ E there exists a unique
expansionξ =

∑
k∈� ξk, whereξk = pk(z−a)∂/∂z for ak-homogeneous polynomial mappk : E → E. It

is easily verified that the vector fieldad(η)ξ ∈ l has the expansionad(η)ξ =
∑
k∈�(k−1)ξk. Now assume

that ford := dim l there exist indicesk0 < k1 < . . . < kd such thatξkl 6= 0 for 0 ≤ l ≤ d. Since the
Vandermonde matrix

(
(kl−1)j

)
in non-singular, we get that the vector fields (ad η)jξ =

∑
k∈�(k−1)jξk,

0 ≤ j ≤ d, are linearly independent inl, a contradiction. This impliesξ ∈ P as claimed.
Sinceg ⊂ P has finite dimension, everyη ∈ g is a finite sumη =

∑m
k=−1 ηk with ηk ∈ Pk andm ∈ �

not depending onη. For every polynomialp ∈ �[X] thenp(ad δ)η =
∑m
k=−1 p(k)ηk showsηk ∈ gk for

all k, that is,g =
⊕

gk. The identityg−1 = {iv∂/∂z : v ∈ V } follows from the fact thatg−1 is totally real
in P−1and this impliesf (iV ) ⊂ iV for all f (z)∂/∂z ∈ gk by [g−1, gk] ⊂ gk−1 and induction onk. For
the proof of the last claim assumegk = 0 for somek ≥ 0. Then [P−1, gk+1] ⊂ (gk ⊕ igk) = 0 implies
gk+1 ⊂ g−1 and hencegk+1 = 0.

4.3 Corollary. In caseg = hol(M,a) has finite dimension the CR-manifoldM = F + iV is locally
homogeneous ata if and only ifF is locally linearly homogeneous ata ∈ F .

Proof. From Proposition 4.2 follows thatW := {ξa : ξ ∈
⊕

k∈� g2k} is a subspace ofV while {ξa : ξ ∈⊕
k∈� g2k−1} = iV. Hence,M is locally homogeneous ata if and only ifW = TaF . But for everyk ∈ �

and everyξ ∈ g2k the vector fieldη := (ad ia∂/∂z)2kξ is in g0 and satisfiesηa = (−1)k(2k + 1)! ξa, that
is,W = {ξa : ξ ∈ g0}.

Notice that the conclusiong ⊂ P together with an eigenspace decomposition as in Proposition 4.2
can forV = �n be obtained in the same way if instead of ‘F conical’ it is only assumed forM = F + i�n

thatg = hol(M,a) contains a vector fieldα1z1∂/∂z1 + α2z2∂/∂z2 + . . . + αnzn
∂/∂zn with αk > 0 for all

k, compare e.g. (7.13).

4.4 Proposition. Assume thatg := hol(M,a) has finite dimension and thatF ′ ⊂ V is a further conical
submanifold with tube manifoldM ′

= F ′
+ iV andg′ := hol(M ′, a′) for somea′ ∈ F ′. Assume that

the CR-germs(M,a) and (M ′, a′) are isomorphic and letg, g̃ : (M,a) → (M ′, a′) be arbitrary CR-
isomorphisms. Then

(i) dim gk = dimg′k for all k ∈ �, wheregk, g
′
k are given by the decomposition4.2.ii.

(ii) g is represented by a rational transformation onE.
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(iii) In caseg1 = 0, g is represented by a linear transformation inGL(V ) ⊂ GL(E) mapping every
Kr
aF ontoKr

a′F
′.

(iv) g = g̃ if and only if g, g̃ have the samed-jet ata, whered := min{k ∈ � : gk = 0}.

Proof. Let l := g ⊕ ig andlk := l ∩Pk for all k. The Lie algebra automorphismΨ := exp(ad a∂/∂z) of
l maps everyf (z)∂/∂z to f (z + a)∂/∂z. For everyk denote bylk ⊂ l the subspace of all vector fields that
vanish of order at leastk+1 ata. ThenΨ(lk) =

⊕
j≥k lj implies dimlk = dim lk/lk+1. As a consequence,

dim� gk = dim�lk is a CR-invariant of the germ (M,a) for everyk.
For the proof of (ii), (iii) putl′ := g′ + ig′ and extendg to a biholomorphic mappingg : U → U ′ with
g(a) = a′ andg(U ∩M ) = U ′ ∩M ′ for suitable connected open neighbourhoodsU,U ′ of a, a′ ∈ E.
Consider the induced Lie algebra isomorphismg∗ : l → l′, compare (2.1). Its inverseΘ := g−1

∗ is given
by

(4.5) Θ
(
f (z)∂/∂z

)
= g′(z)−1f

(
g(z)

)
∂/∂z .

Sincel consists of polynomial vector fields (Proposition 4.2) there existpolynomialmapsp : E → E and
q : E → End(E) such that

Θ
(
z∂/∂z

)
= p(z)∂/∂z and Θ

(
e∂/∂z

)
=
(
q(z)e

)
∂/∂z

for all e ∈ E. Then (4.5) impliesg′(z)−1
= q(z) andg′(z)−1g(z) = p(z), that is,

(4.6) g(z) = q(z)−1p(z)

in a neighbourhood ofa ∈ E and, in particular,g is rational.
Now supposeg1 = 0. Then alsogk = g′k = 0 for all k ≥ 1 by 4.2.iv and (i). ClearlyΘ(l′a′ ) = la, where
la := {ξ ∈ l : ξa = 0} and similarlyl′a′ ⊂ l′ are the isotropy subalgebras ata, a′. Also, δa := (z − a)∂/∂z
is the unique element inla such thatad(δa) induces the negative identity on the factor spacel/la. Sinceδa′
has the same uniqueness property forl′a′ we must haveΘ(δa′ ) = δa. Sinceδ = z∂/∂z is theg-component
of δa as well as ofδa′ in g ⊕ ig we actually getΘ(δ) = δ, that is,p(z) ≡ z. Also l−1 is Θ-invariant,
implying thatq is constant. Thereforeg = q(a)−1.
For the proof of (iv) we assume without loss of generality thatM =M ′, a = a′ and thatg, id ∈ Aut(M,a)
have the samed-jet ata. This implies that (g(z)−z) vanishes of order> d and (g′(z)−id) vanishes of order
≥ d ata. Therefore also (g′(z)−1− id) = (q(z)− id) vanishes of order≥ d ata. Sinceq is a polynomial of
degree≤ d, there is ad-homogeneous polynomials : E → End(V ) with q(z) = id+s(z − a). Consider
the vector fieldη := (z − a)∂/∂z ∈ l and define the holomorphic mappingsh, r : U → E by

h(z) := q(z)
(
g(z) − a

)
= (z − a) + r(z) .

ThenΘ
(
η) = h(z)∂/∂z ∈ g shows thath andr are polynomials of degree≤ d. But

r(z) =
(
g(z) − z

)
+ s(z − a)

(
g(z) − a

)

vanishes of order> d at a, that is,r = 0 andΘ(η) = η. This impliesΘ(l−1) = l−1 since l−1 is the
(−1)-eigenspace ofad(η). Thereforeg is an affine transformation onE. Fromg(a) = a andg′(a) = id we
finally getg = id.

4.7 Corollary. LetM := F + iV , M ′ := F ′
+ iV with conical submanifoldsF,F ′ ⊂ V and leta ∈ F ,

a′ ∈ F ′ be arbitrary points. Assume furthermore thathol(M,a) = aff(M,a) holds. Then the following
conditions are equivalent:

(i) The manifold germs(M,a), (M ′, a′) are CR-equivalent.
(ii) The manifold germs(M,a), (M ′, a′) are affinely equivalent.

(iii) The manifold germs(F, a), (F ′, a′) are linearly equivalent.
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Recall thataut(M,a) ⊂ g = hol(M,a) is defined as the isotropy subalgebra ata andAut(M,a) is the
CR-automorphism group of the manifold germ (M,a), also called thestability groupata ∈M .

4.8 Proposition. LetF ⊂ V be conical andM = F + iV . In caseg = hol(M,a) has finite dimension, the
following conditions are equivalent:

(i) g1 = 0.
(ii) g = aff(M,a).

(iii) The tangential representationg 7→ g′(a) induces a group monomorphismAut(M,a) →֒ GL(V ).

Each of these conditions is satisfied ifaut(M,a) = 0.

Proof. Let l := g⊕ ig ⊂ hol(E, a) andlk := gk ⊕ igk for all k.
(i) ⇒ (ii) Follows from the last claim in Proposition 4.2.
(ii) ⇒ (iii) By Proposition 4.4.iii everyg ∈ Aut(M,a) is represented by a linear transformation onV .
(iii) ⇒ (i) Let ξ ∈ g1 be an arbitrary vector field. Then there exists a unique symmetric bilinear map
b : E × E → E with ξ = b(z, z)∂/∂z. Now (ad ia∂/∂z)2ξ = −2b(a, a)∂/∂z ∈ g, that is,η := h(z)∂/∂z
is in aut(M,a), whereh(z) := b(z, z) − b(a, a). For everyt ∈ � therefore the transformationψt :=
exp(tη) ∈ Aut(M,a) has derivativeψ′

t(a) = exp(th′(a)) ∈ GL(E) in a. But ψ′
t(a) ∈ GL(V ) by 4.4.iii

and thus 2b(a, v) = h′(a)v ∈ V for all v ∈ V . On the other handb(a, v) ∈ iV by Lemma 3.9, implying
ψ′
t(a) = id for all t ∈ �. By the injectivity of the tangential representation therefore ηt does not depend

on t and we getξ = 0. This proves (i) and thus the equivalence of (i) – (iii).
Supposeaut(M,a) = 0 and that there exists a non-zero vector fieldξ ∈ g1. Thenξa ∈ iV and there exists
anη ∈ g−1 with ξ − η ∈ aut(M,a), a contradiction.

4.9 Remark. Notice that the condition (iii) in Proposition 4.8 states that the tangential representation
takes its values in the subgroupGL(V ) ⊂ GL(E). In general, the tangential representation is not injective
and also takes values outsideGL(V ). The tubeM over the future light cone can serve as a counterexample
for both of these phenomena.

4.10 Proposition. Suppose thatM = F + iV , F ⊂ V a conical submanifold, is locally homogeneous and
thatg = g−1⊕ g0 for g = hol(M,a). Then the tangential representation ata induces a group isomorphism

Aut(M,a) ∼= {g ∈ GL(V ) : gg0g
−1
= g0 and g(a) = a} ,

whereg0 is considered in the canonical way as linear subspace ofEnd(V ).

Proof. The assumptions imply thatH(a)∩F is a neighbourhood ofa inF forH := exp(g0) ⊂ GL(V ). Let
g ∈ GL(V ) be an arbitrary linear transformation withg(a) = a andgg0g

−1
= g0. ThengHg−1

= H and
hencegH(a) = Hg(a) = H(a), that isg ∈ Aut(M,a). Conversely, by 4.4.iii every element ofAut(M,a)
can be represented by someg ∈ GL(V ) with g(a) = a. The Lie algebra automorphismΘ = g∗ of g leaves
δ and thus alsog0 invariant. As a consequence,Θ(ϕ) = gϕg−1 for everyϕ ∈ g0, that is,gg0g

−1
= g0.

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

4.11 Proposition. Let F,F ′ ⊂ V be conical submanifolds for which the corresponding tubesM :=
F + iV , M ′ := F ′

+ iV are locally homogeneous CR-manifolds. Leta ∈ F , a′ ∈ F ′ be arbitrary points
and assume that forg := hol(M,a) the spacesgk occurring in the gradation4.2.ii satisfygk = [g0, g0] = 0.
Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) The germs(M,a), (M ′, a′) are CR-equivalent.
(ii) hol(M,a), hol(M ′, a′) are isomorphic as real Lie algebras.

Proof. Only the implication (ii)⇒ (i) is not obvious. Suppose thatΘ : g → g′ := hol(M ′, a′) is a Lie
algebra isomorphism. We use the same symbol for the complex linear extensionΘ : l → l′.
Our first step is to show thatΘ can be modified in such a way that it respects the gradations. To begin
with, [g′, g′] is abelian since our assumption implies that [g, g] = g−1 has this property. Withg′ =

⊕
g′k
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being the gradation forg′ as in 4.2.ii assume that there exists a minimal integerk ≥ 1 with g′k 6= 0. Then
g′−1 = [δ, g′−1] andc := [g′−1, g

′
k] 6= 0 imply g′−1, c ⊂ [g′, g′] together with [g′−1, c] 6= 0, a contradiction.

Thereforeg′ = g′−1 ⊕ g′0 with [g′, g′] = g′−1, and as a consequence,Θ(g−1) = Θ([g, g]) = [g′, g′] = g′−1.
Sincead : g′0 → gl(g′−1) is injective,δ+g′−1 is precisely the set of allξ ∈ g′ such thatad ξ induces ong′−1
the negative identity. Therefore, there existsη ∈ g′−1 with Θ(δ) = δ − η. ReplacingΘ by exp(ad η)Θ =
(id+ ad η)Θ, we getΘ(δ) = δ and finallyΘ(gk) = g′k for all k.
There exists a linear operatorθ ∈ GL(V ) ⊂ GL(E) with Θ(e∂/∂z) = θ(e)∂/∂z for all e ∈ E = V ⊕ iV .
We claim thatH ′

= θHθ−1 holds for the abelian subgroupsH := exp g0 andH ′ := exp g′0 of GL(V ).
Indeed, application ofΘ to

[
e∂/∂z, λ(z)∂/∂z

]
= λ(e)∂/∂z yields

λ̃θ = θλ for all λ(z)∂/∂z ∈ g0 and λ̃(z)∂/∂z := Θ
(
λ(z)∂/∂z

)
∈ g′0 .

We may therefore assume (possibly after replacingF by θF anda by θa) thatH = H ′, F = H(a) and
F ′
= H(a′). Denote byΛ ⊂ End(V ) the associative subalgebra generated by allλ ∈ End(V ) with

λ(z)∂/∂z ∈ g0. ThenΛ is abelian, contains the identity ofEnd(V ) andH ⊂ Λ. Since dimg < ∞, the
CR-manifoldF + iV is minimal and consequentlyF cannot be contained in a hyperplane ofV . This
impliesΛ(a) = V and thus the existence of ag ∈ Λ with a′ = g(a). FromgH = Hg we getF ′

= g(F ).
Sinceg(F ) also cannot be contained in a hyperplane ofV finally g ∈ GL(V ) follows.

In Propositions 6.5 an d 6.17 a large class of linearly homogeneous conical submanifoldsF ⊂ V is
given for which the corresponding tubesM satisfy the conditiong1 = [g0, g0] = 0 in Proposition 4.11.

We note that we do not know a single example with dimg <∞ and dimgk > dimg−k for somek ∈
�. We also do not know any pairM,M ′ of holomorphically nondegenerate conical tube manifolds,that
are locally CR-equivalent but are not locally affinely equivalent. For Levi nondegenerate tube manifolds
(which necessarily cannot be conical) such examples can be found in [13]. In [25] even two affinely
homogeneous examples are contained which are locally affinely non-equivalent but whose associated tube
manifolds are locally CR-equivalent.

5. Some examples

In this section we present two classes of examples. To our knowledge, the only known example
of a homogeneousk-nondegenerate CR-manifold withk ≥ 3 occurs in [18] for the casek = 3: That
is a hypersurfaceM in a 7-dimensional compact complex manifold, on which the simple Lie group
SO(3,4)0 acts by biholomorphic transformations with orbitM . In our first example we give for arbi-
trary CR-codimenionc ≥ 1 a minimal homogeneous 3-nondegenerate as well as a minimalhomogeneous
4-nondegenerate CR-manifold. The second class of examplesdeals with tubesM over cones of the form
{x ∈ (�+)n :

∑
j≤p x

α
j =

∑
j>p x

α
j } with 1 ≤ p < n andα 6= 0,1. Using results from the preceding

section, we explicitly determine all Lie algebrasg = hol(M,a) for certainα. Among these are all hy-
perquadrics (that isα = 2) of signature (p, q) with q := n − p, whereg turns out to be isomorphic to
so(p+1, q+1).

The first example of CR-manifolds introduced below consistsof tubesM = Γ(a) + iV over certain
group orbitsΓ(a), where the connected groupΓ := {g ∈ GL(2,�) : det(g) > 0} acts linearly on a real
vector spaceV . In that way we obtain homogeneousk-nondegenerate CR-manifolds fork ∈ {2,3,4}.
For dimension reasons it is impossible to construct CR-manifolds of higher nondegeneracy, employing the
groupΓ = GL(2,�)0. We do not know how to constructk-nondegenerate homogeneous tube manifolds
with k ≥ 5 (should these exist) with suitable other groups, either.

5.1 Example. For fixed integersk ∈ {2,3,4} and c ≥ 1 let V ⊂ �[u1, u2] be the subspace of all
homogeneous polynomials of degreem := k + c− 1. Then the groupΓ (see above) acts irreducibly onV
by p 7→ p ◦ g−1 for all g ∈ Γ and has the subgroup{g ∈ � id : gm = id} as kernel of ineffectivity. For
a :=

∑k−2
j=0 u

j
1u
m−j
2 ∈ V the orbitF = Fk,c := Γ(a) is a connected conical submanifold of dimensionk
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in V . With Proposition 3.7 it is easily seen that

Kr
aF =

k−1−r∑

j=0

�uj1u
m−j
2 for all r ≥ 0 .

In particular, the tube manifoldMk,c := F + iV is a k-nondegenerate homogeneous CR-manifold of
CR-dimensionk and CR-codimensionc. The manifoldsM2,c will be discussed in more detail in Section
7. In particular,M2,1 is linearly equivalent to the future light cone tubeM. For easier handling let us
identify �m+1 with V via (x0, x1, . . . , xm) !

∑m
j=0 xju

j
1u
m−j
2 . SinceΓ acts onMk,c by (linear)

CR-automorphisms, the linear partg0 of g = hol(Mk,c, a) (compare 4.2.ii) contains a copy ofgl(2,�).
More explicitly, this subalgebra is spanned by the vector fields

(5.2)

ζ1 : =
m∑

j=0

jzj∂/∂zj , ξ−1,1 :=
m−1∑

j=0

(m− j)zj+1∂/∂zj

ξ1,−1 : =
m∑

j=1

jzj−1∂/∂zj , ζ2 :=
m∑

j=0

(m− j)zj∂/∂zj .

In particular, the vector fieldsξ1,−1, ξ−1,1 andξ0,0 := ζ1 − ζ2 =
∑m
j=0(2j −m)zj∂/∂zj span a copy of

sl(2,�) in g0. In casek = 2 a straightforward computation shows thatΓa =
{(

α β

0 ε

)
∈ Γ : εm = 1

}
is

the isotropy subgroup ata ∈ M2,c. Hence,
{(

α β

−β α

)
∈ Γ

}
∼= �∗ acts transitively onF , that is,M2,c is

diffeomorphic to�n × �∗, wheren := m + 1 = dimV .

It seems quite hard to find explicit global equations forMk,c in casek > 2. Fork = 2 see (7.2). Only
for k = 3 andc = 1 we have the following: Consider in�4 the algebraic hypersurface given by the
homogeneous equation

(5.3) S := {x ∈ �3 : x2
0x

2
3 + 4x0x

3
2 − 6x0x1x2x3 − 3x2

1x
2
2 + 4x3

1x3 = 0} .

It is obvious thatS contains the pointa = (1,1,0,0). Since the application of every vector field in (5.2)
to the defining function ofS gives a multiple of this function,S is invariant under the groupΓ. Therefore
the 3-nondegenerate homogeneous CR-submanifoldM3,1

= Γ(a)+ i�4 of �4 is an open piece of the tube
S + i�4.

5.4 Example. Fix integersp ≥ q ≥ 1 with n := p + q ≥ 3 and a real numberα with α2 6= α. Then

F = Fαp,q :=
{
x ∈ (�+)n :

p∑

j=1

xαj =

n∑

j=p+1

xαj

}
,

is a hypersurface inV := �n. Furthermore,F is a cone and therefore dimKaF ≥ 1 for everya ∈ F . On
the other hand, the second derivative ata of the defining equation forF gives a non-degenerate symmetric
bilinear form onV × V , whose restriction toTaF × TaF then has a kernel of dimension≤ 1. Therefore
dimKaF = 1 for everya ∈ F and by Corollary 3.6 the CR-manifoldM = Mα

p,q := Fαp,q + iV is
everywhere 2-nondegenerate (compare Example 4.2.5 in [16]for the special casen = α = 3). SinceM as
hypersurface is also minimal,g = hol(M,a) has finite dimension.

For the special caseα = 2 andq = 1 the above coneF = F 2
n−1,1 is an open piece of the future light

cone

{x ∈ �n : x2
1 + . . . + x

2
n−1 = x

2
n, xn > 0}
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in n-dimensional space-time, which is affinely homogeneous. In [26] it has been shown that for the corre-
sponding tube manifoldM the Lie algebrag = hol(M,a) is isomorphic toso(n,2) for everya ∈ M . In
caseq > 1 the following result seems to be new:

Caseα = 2: Consider on�n the symmetric bilinear form〈z|w〉 :=
∑
εjzjwj . ThenF is an open piece of

the hypersurface{x ∈ �n : x 6= 0 , 〈x|x〉 = 0}, on which the reductive group�∗·O(p, q) acts transitively.
Therefore,s0 := �δ ⊕ so(p, q) is contained ing0. One checks that

s := g−1 ⊕ s0 ⊕ s1 , s1 :=
{(

2i〈c|z〉z − i〈z|z〉c
)
∂/∂z : c ∈ �n

}

is a Lie subalgebra ofg. The radicalr of s is ad(δ)-invariant and hence of the formr = r−1 ⊕ r0 ⊕ r1

for rk := r ∩ gk. Fromso(p, q) semisimple we concluder0 ⊂ �δ. But δ cannot be inr since otherwise
g−1 ⊂ r would give the false statement [g−1, s1] ⊂ �δ. Thereforer0 = 0, and [g−1, r1] = [r−1, s1] = 0
implies r = 0. Now Proposition 3.8 in [26] impliesg = s, and, in particular, thatg has dimension

(
n+2

2

)
.

In fact, it can be seen thatg is isomorphic toso(p + 1, q + 1).

Caseα an integer≥ 3: ThenF is an open piece of the real-analytic submanifold

(5.5) S :=
{
x ∈ �n : x 6= 0 and

n∑

j=1

εjx
α
j = 0

}

which is connected in caseq > 1 and has two connected components otherwise. For everyx ∈ �n let
d(x) ∈ � be the cardinality of the set{j : xj = 0}. It is easily seen that dimKxS = 1 + d(x) holds for
everyx ∈ S. Now consider the group

GL(F ) := {g ∈ GL(V ) : g(F ) = F} .

Everyg ∈ GL(F ) leavesS and hence alsoH := {x ∈ �n : d(x) > 0} invariant, that is,g is the product
of a diagonal with a permutation matrix. Inspecting the action ofGL(F ) on {c ∈ F : d(c) = n − 2} we
see thatGL(F ) as group is generated by�+· id and certain coordinate permutations. As a consequence,
g0 = �δ. Now suppose that there exists a non-zero vector fieldξ ∈ g1. Thenξ = q(z, z)∂/∂z for some
symmetric bilinear mapq : �n × �n → �n with q(c, z)∂/∂z ∈ �δ for everyc ∈ �n. Because ofq 6= 0
symmetric therefore any two vectors in�n must be linearly dependent, which contradictsn ≥ 3. Therefore
g1 = 0 and hencegk = 0 for all k ≥ 1 by Proposition 4.4.iv. In particular, dimg = n + 1 < dimM for
the tube manifoldM = F + iV , that is,M is not locally homogeneous. Forn = 3 this gives an alternative
proof for Proposition 6.36 in [17].

5.6 Proposition. Let a, a′ ∈ F = Fαp,q be arbitrary points. Then in case3 ≤ α ∈ � the CR-manifold
germs(M,a) and(M,a′) are CR-equivalent if and only ifa′ ∈ GL(F )(a).

Proof. Suppose thatg : (M,a) → (M,a′) is an isomorphism of CR-manifold germs. Fromg′ = g′−1⊕ �δ
for g′ := hol(M ′, a′) Proposition 4.4.iii implies thatg is represented by a linear transformation inGL(V )
that we also denote byg. But theng(F ) ⊂ S with S defined in (5.5). Becauseg(F ) has empty intersection
with H we actually haveg(F ) ⊂ F . Replacingg by its inverse we get the opposite inclusion, that is
g ∈ GL(F ).

6. Levi degenerate CR-manifolds associated with an endomorphism

The lowest CR-dimension for which there exist homogeneous CR-manifolds that are Levi degen-
erate but not holomorphically degenerate is 2. The construction recipe below will give, up to local affine
equivalence, all affinely homogeneous conical tube submanifolds of�n with CR-dimension 2. Indeed, it
is based on the following simple observation: Suppose thatF ⊂ V := �n is a conical locally linearly
homogeneous submanifold of dimension 2. Denote bya the Lie algebra of all linear vector fields onV
that are tangent toF . Then, fixing a pointa ∈ F , there exists aϕ ∈ End(V ) with ϕ(x)∂/∂x ∈ a and
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TaF = �a⊕�ϕ(a). Therefore, the orbitH(a) under the subgroupH := {exp(r id+t ϕ) : r, t ∈ �} is an
(immersed) surface inV having the same germ ata asF .

6.1 Construction recipe.Throughout this section let 1< d < n be arbitrary integers andV a real vector
space of dimensionn. Let furthermoreϕ ∈ End(V ) be a fixed endomorphism andh ⊂ End(V ) the linear
span of all powersϕk for k = 0,1, . . . , d − 1. ThenH := exp(h) ⊂ GL(V ) is an abelian subgroup, and
for givena ∈ V the orbitF := H(a) is a cone and an immersed submanifold ofV (not necessarily locally
closed in casen ≥ 4). Furthermore, the tubeM = F + iV ⊂ E is an immersed CR-submanifold ofE.

6.2 Cyclic endomorphisms and vectors.A vectora ∈ V is calledcyclic with respect toϕ ∈ End(V )
if the ϕk(a), k ≥ 0, spanV . This is equivalent toa, ϕ(a), . . . , ϕn−1(a) being a basis ofV . We call
ϕ ∈ End(V ) cyclic if it has a cyclic vector and denote byCyc(V ) ⊂ End(V ) the subset of all cyclic
endomorphisms. Ifa, b ∈ V both are cyclic vectors ofϕ then there exists a transformationg ∈ �[ϕ] ⊂
End(V ) with b = g(a). But g commutes with every element of the groupH = exp(h) and hence maps the
orbitH(a) ontoH(b). In particular, the CR-isomorphism type ofM = H(a) + iV only depends onϕ and
d, but not on the choice of the cyclic vectora. To emphasize this dependence we also writeMϕ,d for M
andFϕ,d for H(a), but only if ϕ is cyclic. We tacitly assume that a choice for a cyclic vectora has been
made. In cased = 2 we even writeMϕ andFϕ instead ofMϕ,2 andFϕ,2, respectively. The following
proposition shows the relevance of these manifolds in our discussion.

6.3 Proposition. ForF = H(a) andM = F + iV as in6.1 the following conditions are equivalent:
(i) hol(M,a) has finite dimension.
(ii) a is a cyclic vector ofϕ.

If these conditions are satisfied,M is a minimal2-nondegenerate homogeneous CR-manifold with CR-
dimensiond and Levi kernelKaM = �a.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii) Condition (i) together with the homogeneity ofM implies thatM is minimal. LetW ⊂ V
be the linear span of all vectorsϕk(a), k ≥ 0. ThenH ⊂ �[ϕ] impliesH(a) ⊂ W and henceW = V by
the minimality ofM . Therefore,a is a cyclic vector, and theϕk(a), 0 ≤ k < d, form a basis of the tangent
spaceTaF . In particular,F has dimensiond, which is also the CR-dimension ofM .
(ii) ⇒ (i) Suppose thata is a cyclic vector ofϕ. Lemma 3.2 gives�a ⊂ KaF sinceF is a cone inV . For
the proof of the opposite inclusion fix an arbitraryw ∈ TaF with w /∈ �a. Thenw =

∑m
0 cjϕ

j(a) with
cm 6= 0 for some 1≤ m < d andϕd−m(w) /∈ TaF showsw /∈ KaF by Proposition 3.7. Therefore,M
is 2-nondegenerate by Corollary 3.6 andKaM = �a. It remains to show thatM is minimal ata. But this
immediately follows from Proposition 3.8.

For the manifoldsM = Mϕ,d it is possible to compute the Lie algebrasg = hol(M,a) in ‘most
cases’. Clearly, the Lie algebrag0 contains thed-dimensional Lie algebrah (as before,g0 is canonically
identified with a linear subspace ofEnd(V ) ). In the Propositions 6.5 and 6.17 we will show that the
equalityg = g−1 ⊕ h holds for allϕ in ‘general position’.

Suppose thatϕ ∈ End(V ) has the cyclic vectora ∈ V and that the integerd satisfies 1< d < n. Let

(6.4) χϕ :=
s∏

j=1

(X − λj)
nj ∈ �[X] , nj ≥ 1 ,

with mutually distinct eigenvaluesλ1, . . . , λs ∈ � be the characteristic polynomial ofϕ. Let furthermore
α1, . . . , αn be the family of all roots ofχϕ, that is, eachλj occursnj-times in this string. As usual,
α1, . . . , αn is called anarithmetic progressionin � if there exists aβ ∈ � such that, after a suitable
permutation,αj = α1 + (j − 1)β for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

6.5 Proposition. LetM = Mϕ,d andg := hol(M,a) for a cyclic vectora ∈ V ∩M of ϕ. Theng0 = h

holds if one of the following conditions is satisfied.
(i) d = 2 and the characteristic rootsα1, . . . , αn of ϕ do not form an arithmetic progression.
(ii) d ≥ 3 ands > d.
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For the proof we need several preparations. To simplify the notation at various places let us introduce

(6.6) S := {1, . . . , s}, m := d− 1 and mk := nk − 1 for all k ∈ S .

For everyK ⊂ S define furthermore

(6.7) ∆K :=
{
βjk : j ∈ S, k ∈ K

}
with βjk := (λj − λk, λ

2
j − λ2

k, . . . , λ
m
j − λmk ) ∈ �m

and denote byK the set of all non-empty subsetsK ⊂ S such that there exist subsetsP ⊂ Q ⊂ (SrK)
with the following two properties, where the maximum over the empty set here is defined to be 0 :

(i)
∑
k∈K nk +

∑
q∈Q nq ≥ d + max{np − 1 : p ∈ P} .

(ii) To everyβ ∈ ∆Qr ∆K there exist uniquely determinedj ∈ S andq ∈ Q with β = βjq such that
nj < nq andq ∈ P .

Notice thatK contains every subsetK ⊂ S with
∑
k∈K nk ≥ d (just takeQ = ∅). In the following

Lemma we show that (i) or (ii) in Proposition 6.5 will follow from a more general technical condition that
will allow us to give a uniform proof of 6.5 for alld.

6.8 Lemma. Suppose thats ≥ d and
⋂
K∈K

∆K = {0} holds. Then one of the conditions (i) and (ii) in
Proposition6.5 is satisfied.

Proof. d = 2: Assume thatα1, . . . , αn is not an arithmetic progression and that there exists a non-zero
β ∈∩K∈K

∆K . We claim thatλ1, . . . , λs is an arithmetic progression: Otherwises ≥ 3 and there exists
a k with 1 < k < s such that, without loss of generality,λj = λ1 + (j − 1)β for all 1 ≤ j ≤ k and
λ1 − β 6= λr 6= λk + β for all r > k. For everyj > k the set∆{k,j} contains the numberβ, that is, there
is anr ∈ S with λr = λk + β or λr = λj + β. The first possibility violates our assumptions. In the second
case necessarilyr > k must hold sincer ≤ k would implyλj = λ1 − β and thus the second possibility
cannot be true forall j with k < j ≤ s. This proves thatλ1, ... , λs is an arithmetic progression and also
s < n by assumption. In particular,nj > 1 for somej ∈ S. Next we claim that{1} ∈ K and{s} ∈ K :
To see that{1} ∈ K , let k ∈ {1, ... , s} be minimal withnk > 1. With P := Q := {k} r {1} condition
(6.7).ii is fulfilled and the first part of the claim follows. Asimilar argument proves also{s} ∈ K . But
then∆{1} ∩ ∆{s} = {0} gives a contradiction.
d ≥ 3: Suppose that 06= βjk ∈ ∩K∈K

∆K and thats > d. ThenL := S r {k} ∈ K (with Q = ∅)
and there areℓ ∈ L, r ∈ S with βjk = βrℓ. Sinced ≥ 3, the equationβjk = βrℓ implies k = ℓ, a
contradiction.

Proof of Proposition 6.5: It is enough to assume that the assumption of Lemma 6.8 is satisfied. Consider
the decompositionE = E1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Es with Ek the kernel of (ϕ − λk)n for everyk ∈ S. Denote by
πk : E → Ek the canonical projection and byεk : Ek → E the canonical injection. Thenak := πk(a) is
a cyclic vector forϕk := πkϕεk ∈ End(Ek). Furthermore, if we putajk := (ϕk − λk)j(ak) for all j ≥ 0,
thena0

k, . . . , a
mk

k is a basis ofEk. Withm = d− 1 as defined above letΦ := (ϕ1, . . . , ϕm) ∈ End(V )m.

For every real (or complex) vector spaceW and all tuplest = (t1, . . . , tm) ∈ �m, w = (w1, . . . , wm) ∈
Wm let us write as shorthandt·w :=

∑
j tjwj . For everyt ∈ �m the pointet·Φ(a) is contained in

F =M ∩ V .

Now fix an arbitraryµ ∈ g0 ⊂ End(V ). Since the vector fieldµ is tangent toF , to everyt ∈ �m there
exist real coefficientsr0, r1, . . . , rm with

(6.9) µet·Φ(a) = Ret·Φ(a) for R :=
m∑

ℓ=0

rℓϕ
ℓ .

Actually, everyrℓ has to be considered as a real valued function on�m. Put

µk := πkµ and Nk :=
(
(ϕk − λk), . . . , (ϕmk − λmk )

)
∈ End(E)m
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for all k ∈ S. Applying πk to (6.9) gives

(6.10)

Ret·Nk (ak) = et·NkR(ak) =
s∑

j=1

et·βjkµke
t·Nj (aj) with

R(ak) =
mk∑

j=0

̺k,ja
j
k for ̺k,j(t) :=

m∑

ℓ=j

(
ℓ
j

)
λℓ−jk rℓ(t) .

For every subsetB ⊂ �m denote byF (B) ⊂ C(�m,�) the smallest linear subspace containing all
functionsh(t)et·β with β ∈ B andh ∈ �[t] = �[t1, . . . , tm] a polynomial function on�m. Then it is
well known that everyf ∈ F (B) has a unique representationf =

∑
β∈B f

[β]et·β with f [β] ∈ �[t] and
{β ∈ B : f [β] 6= 0} finite. Sincet·Nj is nilpotent, i.e.,e±t·Nj are polynomial, as a consequence of the
identities (6.10) we get for everyK ⊂ S

(6.11) ̺k,j ∈ F (∆K ) for every k ∈ K and 0≤ j ≤ mk .

Denote byB the set of all subsetsB ⊂ �m with rℓ ∈ F (B) for all ℓ.

Claim 1:
⋂
K∈K

∆K ∈ B, that is,rℓ ∈ �[t] for all ℓ.
Proof of the claim. Fix an arbitraryK ∈ K and letP ⊂ Q be as in the definition ofK . SinceB is
closed under intersections it is enough to show∆K ∈ B. Assume to the contrary that this is not true.
Consider the linear system of equations for therℓ, compare also 6.16,

(6.12) ̺k,j =

m∑

ℓ=j

(
ℓ
j

)
λℓ−jk rℓ ∈ F (∆K∪Q) for all k ∈ K ∪Q and 0≤ j ≤ mk .

The coefficient matrix is of generalized Vandermonde type and hence has rankd = m + 1 since by the
definition ofK the number of equations is at leastd. This impliesrℓ ∈ F (∆K ∪ ∆Q) for all ℓ. Since by
assumption not allrℓ are inF (∆K ) there is aβ ∈ ∆Qr∆K such that theβ-componentsr[β]

ℓ ∈ �[t] do not
vanish for allℓ simultaneously. By the definition ofK there are uniquely determinedp ∈ S andq ∈ P
with β = βpq . DefineL := K ∪Qr {q}. Sinceβ 6∈ ∆L we get from (6.10) the following linear system

(6.13) ̺[β]
k,j =

m∑

ℓ=j

(
ℓ
j

)
λℓ−jk r[β]

ℓ = 0 , where k runs throughL and 0≤ j ≤ mk .

By the very definition ofK, P andQ it follows that the above linear system consists of at leastd − 1
equations. Consequently we can write it in the form:

m−1∑

ℓ=j

(
ℓ
j

)
λℓ−jk r[β]

ℓ ∈ �r[β]
m for all k ∈ L and 0≤ j ≤ mk .

Since its coefficient matrix is of generalized Vandermonde type, everyr[β]
ℓ is a complex multiple ofr[β]

m

and, in particular,r[β]
m 6= 0. We claim̺[β]

q,0 6= 0. Indeed, otherwise we could add the equation̺[β]
q,0 = 0 to

the linear system (6.13), which then has a coefficient matrix of generalized Vandermonde type with rank
d contradictingr[β]

m 6= 0. Denote byD the degree of̺ [β]
q,0 =

∑
ℓ λ

ℓ
qr

[β]
ℓ . ThenD = deg̺[β]

q,0 = degr[β]
m ≥ 0

and allrℓ and̺[β]
q,j have degree≤ D. The equations (6.10) imply (replacek by q, form theβ-components

for β := βpq and carry out the multiplication withet·Nq )

(6.14) µqe
t·Np (ap) = et·Nq

mq∑

j=0

̺[β]
q,ja

j
q =

mq∑

j=0

(
fj̺

[β]
q,0 + gj

)
ajq
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for certain polynomialsfj , gj ∈ �[t] with deg(gj) < deg(fj) = j. Comparing degrees on both sides in
(6.14) and keeping in mindnp < nq (by the definition ofK ) we get

D +mq = deg(fmq
̺[β]
q,mq

+ gmq
) ≤ mp < mq .

This contradictsr[β]
m 6= 0 and Claim 1 is proved.

Claim 2: Everyrℓ is a constant polynomial.
Proof of the claim.Fix a k ∈ S with D := deg(̺ k,0) = maxj∈S deg(̺ j,0). With s ≥ d a Vandermonde
argument applied to the linear system̺j,0 =

∑
ℓ λ

ℓ
jrℓ, j ∈ S, gives that everyrℓ has degree≤ D. As in

(6.14) we have

(6.15) µke
t·Nk (ak) = et·Nk

mk∑

j=0

̺k,ja
j
k =

mk∑

j=0

(
fj̺k,0 + gj

)
ajk

for polynomialsfj , gj ∈ �[t] with deg(gj) < deg(fj) = j. All coefficient polynomials in (6.15) in front
of theajk have degree≤ mk, that isD +mk ≤ mk and henceD ≤ 0. This proves Claim 2.

The proof of 6.5 now is complete: Indeed, sinceF contains a basis ofV , the endomorphismµ is uniquely
determined by the function tuple (rℓ), that is, dimg0 ≤ d = dimh.

6.16 Remark. For given tuplesλ1, . . . , λs ∈ � and n1, . . . , ns ∈ � with nk ≥ 1 andn :=
∑
nk let

L := {(k, j) : 1 ≤ k ≤ s, 0 ≤ j < nk} endowed with the lexicographic order. Then it can be seen that
the followingn×n-matrix (every entry withℓ < j is zero)

((
ℓ
j

)
λℓ−jk

)
0≤ℓ<n,(k,j)∈L

has determinant
∏

p<q

(λq − λp)
npnq .

Notice from the proof of 6.5 that the condition
⋂
K∈K

∆K = {0} guarantees that everyµ ∈ g0

leaves every generalized eigenspaceEk of ϕ invariant, whiles ≥ d guarantees that every suchµ actually
is in h. In the next section we will see that the condition (i) in Proposition 6.5 ford = 2 is optimal, compare
Proposition 7.3.

6.17 Proposition. Let M = Mϕ,d and assume thatg0 = h for g = hol(M,a). Theng = aff(M,a) and
aut(M,a) = 0.

Proof. For the proof ofg = aff(M,a) it is enough to showg1 = 0 by Proposition 4.2.iv. This is more
easily done in the more general complex setting, compare thefollowing Lemma 6.18. Finally, counting
dimensions yieldsaut(M,a) = 0.

It remains to show the next Lemma. As before,we identify the spacesEnd(E) andP0, see (4.1).

6.18 Lemma. Let ϕ ∈ Cyc(E) be an arbitrary cyclic endomorphisms. For given integerd < n = dimE
let furthermoreh be the complex linear span of all powersϕj , 0 ≤ j < d. Then

{
ξ ∈ P1 : [P−1, ξ] ⊂ h

}
= 0 .

Proof. We identify E with �n in such a way that the matrixΦ of ϕ is in Jordan normal form, more
precisely:Φ is a block diagonal matrix with Jordan blocksJ1, . . . , Js, where each blockJl is lower
triangular, has the eigenvalueλl on its main diagonal and is of sizenl×nl for somenl ≥ 1. We also
introduce an equivalence relation on{1, . . . , n} in the following way: Putj ∼ k if the jth row and thekth

column inΦ intersect in one of the Jordan blocks.
Now suppose that there exists a non-zero vector fieldξ ∈ P1 with [P−1, ξ] ⊂ h. This ξ has a unique
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representation

ξ =
n∑

j,k,p=1

cjkp zjzk∂/∂zp with cjkp = c
kj
p ∈ � .

For everyj ≤ n the vector field∂/∂zj is contained inP−1. Therefore

ξj :=
1
2

[
∂/∂zj , ξ

]
=

n∑

k,p=1

cjkp zk∂/∂zp

is contained inh implying cjkp = 0 if k 6∼ p and, by symmetry,cjkp = 0 if j 6∼ p. This implies

(6.19) ξj =
∑

p∼j

∑

k∼j

cjkp zk∂/∂zp .

By assumptionξ 6= 0 and thereforeξr 6= 0 for somer ≤ n. Without loss of generality we may assume
r ∼ 1. Replacingϕ by (ϕ− λ1) we also may assumeλ1 = 0. Putb := n1, that is, the Jordan blockJ1 has
sizeb× b and is nilpotent. Define for all 1≤ p, k ≤ b

ηp := z1∂/∂zp + z2∂/∂zp+1 + . . . + zb+1−p∂/∂zb ,

Dk :=
b∑

j=k

�ηj and ψk := ϕk−1
s∏

l=2

(ϕ− λl)
nl ∈ End(E) .

From (6.19) we knowξj ∈ D1 ∩ h for all j ≤ b. In particular,

ξj =
b∑

p=1

cj1p ηp , cjkp =

{
cj1p+1−k if k ≤ p
0 otherwise

and hence

ξj = c
11
1 ηj + c

11
2 ηj+1 + . . . + c

11
b+1−jηb

for all j due to the symmetry ofcjkp in the upper indices. As a consequence there exists a minimalq ≤ b
with q ≥ 1 andc11

q 6= 0. But thenξb+1−q = c
11
q ηb impliesηb ∈ Db ∩ h. We show that this cannot be true:

Sinceψ1 as polynomial inϕ has constant termλ2λ3 . . . λs 6= 0, we get thatψk spansDk over Dk+1

for everyk ≥ 1. This impliesηb =
∑n
j=1 ejϕ

j−1 for suitable real coefficientsej with en 6= 0 and thus
ηb /∈ h.

For the application of Proposition 3.10 to manifolds of the typeM =Mϕ,d it is necessary to know
whenM is simply connected and whenAut(M,a) is the trivial group.
A sufficient condition forMϕ,d (andFϕ,d = H (a)) to be simply connected is the following:There exist
eigenvaluesλ1, . . . , λd of ϕ such thatdet(A +A) 6= 0, whereA = (λk−1

j )1≤j,k≤d is the corresponding
Vandermonde matrix.
To get a partial answer to the second question consider to given ε ∈ �∗ a g ∈ GL(V ) with g(a) =
a and gϕg−1

= εϕ. From gϕkg−1
= (εϕ)k we getg(ϕk(a)) = εkϕk(a) for all k ≥ 0, that is,g is

uniquely determined inGL(V ) by the above assumptions sinceϕ is cyclic. A further consequence is
g exp(tϕk)g−1

= exp(tεkϕk) for all t ∈ � andk ≥ 0. This meansgHg−1
= H for the groupH = exp(h).

But theng(F ) = F for F = H(a) and consequentlyg ∈ Aut(M,a).

Notice that we always may assume without loss of generality thatϕ ∈ Cyc(V ) has trace 0 (otherwise
replaceϕ by (ϕ − c id) ∈ End(V ) for c := n−1 tr(ϕ), since this procedure does not change the algebra
h).
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6.20 Lemma. Suppose that2d ≤ n + 1 for n = dimV and thatϕ is trace-free. Suppose in addition that
aut(M,a) = 0 holds for the cyclic vectora ∈ V andM :=Mϕ,d. Then

Aut(M,a) =
{
g ∈ GL(V ) : g(a) = a and gϕg−1

= ±ϕ
}
.

In particular,Aut(M,a) always has order≤ 2 and is trivial, for instance, if the spectrum ofϕ in � is not
symmetric with respect to the origin of�.

Proof. By Proposition 4.8 the assumptionaut(M,a) = 0 impliesg1 = 0 andg0 = h. As a consequence
of Proposition 4.10 thereforeAut(M,a) =

{
g ∈ GL(V ) : g(a) = a and ghg−1

= h
}

holds. Letg ∈
Aut(M,a) be an arbitrary automorphism. Thengϕg−1

=
∑m
j=0 cjϕ

j for real coefficientscj andm :=
d − 1. We show by induction onk thatcj = 0 holds for allj > m/k and all 1≤ k ≤ m. Fork = 1 this
is obvious. So fix ak > 1 with k ≤ m. By induction hypothesisgϕkg−1

=
(∑

cjϕ
j
)k
=
∑2m
ℓ=0 eℓϕ

ℓ ∈ h

with real coefficientseℓ. Since 2m < n by assumption, we must haveeℓ = 0 for all ℓ > m, that iscj = 0
for all j > m/k. Fork = m this impliescj = 0 for all j > 1. Taking traces finally givesgϕg−1

= εϕ
for ε := c1. By the above exampleϕ cannot be nilpotent, that is,ϕ has non-zero spectrum in�. Since this
spectrum is invariant under multiplication withε necessarilyε = ±1 holds.

7. Homogeneous 2-nondegenerate manifolds of CR-dimension2

In this section we specialize to homogeneous tube manifoldsM = F + iV in E = V ⊕ iV of CR-
dimension 2, that is, whereF ⊂ V is a surface of dimension 2. We begin with manifolds of typeMϕ

=

Mϕ,2 that are obtained by the construction recipe 6.1. Since Propositions 6.5 and 6.17 of the preceding
section do not cover the case where the characteristic rootsα1, . . . , αn of ϕ ∈ Cyc(V ), n = dimV , form
an arithmetic progression, let us discuss this case first:
Possibly after replacingϕ by ϕ − r id with an appropriately chosen constantr we may assume without
loss of generality thatϕ is trace-free. Since multiplication ofϕ by any non-zero real number does not
change the algebrah = � id⊕�ϕ, there are essentially 3 different cases forϕ with characteristic roots
forming an arithmetic progression – eitherϕ is nilpotent orϕ has pairwise different characteristic roots
in � or in i�. Consider the manifoldM := M2,n−2

= F2,n−2
+ iV from Example 5.1. As already

remarked in 5.1 the conformal subgroupH i := �+·SO(2) ⊂ GL(2,�) acts transitively onF2,n−2.
The corresponding Lie algebra ishi := � id⊕�ϕi , whereϕi := ξ1,−1 − ξ−1,1 ∈ g0 is a trace-free
semisimple endomorphism with eigenvalues ini�, see (5.2) for the notation. Next consider the subgroup
H r := �+· SO(1,1) ⊂ GL(2,�) with Lie algebrahr := � id⊕�ϕr, whereϕr := ξ1,−1

+ ξ−1,1 ∈ g0 is a
trace-free semisimple endomorphism with real eigenvalues. In particular,H r(a) is open inH i(a). Finally,
consider the solvable subgroup

Hz :=
{(

α 0
β α

)
∈ GL(2,�) : α > 0

}
with Lie algebrahz := � id⊕�ϕz ,

whereϕz := ξ1,−1 only has zero eigenvalues. Again, the orbitHz(a) is open inH i(a). This implies that
the manifoldsMϕr andMϕz are open subsets ofMϕi = M2,n−2 and hence that all three of them are
locally CR-equivalent. SinceM2,n−2 is minimal as CR-manifold the endomorphismsϕi , ϕr andϕz have
a as cyclic vector by Proposition 6.3 (what also easily can be verified). By construction, the characteristic
roots of the endomorphismsϕi , ϕr andϕz form an arithmetic progression and represent the three types
with imaginary, real and zero characteristic roots. The estimate dimg0 ≥ 4 > dimhψ for ψ = ϕi , ϕr, ϕn
together with Propositions 6.5 and 6.17 implies that the characteristic roots of all 3 endomorphisms form
an arithmetic progression. Summing up we have proved the following result.

7.1 Proposition. Let ϕ,ϕ′ ∈ End(V ) be endomorphisms with cyclic vectorsa, a′ ∈ V . Assume that for
both endomorphisms the families of characteristic rootsα1, . . . , αn andα′

1, . . . , α
′
n form an arithmetic

progression. Then the germs(Mϕ, a) and(Mϕ′

, a′) are CR-equivalent.

We can use Proposition 7.1 to get explicit global equations for everyMϕ where the characteristic
roots ofϕ ∈ Cyc(V ) form an arithmetic progression: Indeed, we may takeϕ := ξ1,−1 from (5.2) on�m+1
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with coordinates (z0, z1, . . . , zm) anda := (1,0, . . . ,0). Thenϕ is nilpotent andS := exp(�ϕ)(a) =
{(1, t, t2, . . . , tm) : t ∈ �}. Consequently,Mϕ

= F + iV is the tube over the coneF generated byS
(that isF = �+·S). As a consequence,F is an open piece of the algebraic surface given by the following
explicit system of quadratic equations on�m+1 with coordinates (x0, x1, . . . , xm)

(7.2) x0xj+1 = x1xj for 0< j < m .

This can be reformulated also in the following slightly different form: LetC := {(t, t2, . . . , tn) : t ∈ �}
in �n be thetwistedn-ic (also called twisted cubic, quartic etc, see [23] for interesting properties of
these curves). Then the cone�+·C generated byC is a nonsingular surface outside the origin and the
corresponding tube manifold is locally CR-equivalent toMϕ with ϕ as in 7.1. The twistedn-ic will also
show up in another type of examples, compare 7.10.

Next we extend Propositions 6.5 and 6.17 to the cased = 2 where the characteristic roots ofϕ
do form an arithmetic progression. Recall that for the lightcone tubeM ∼= M2,1 the Lie algebrag =
hol(M, a) is isomorphic toso(2,3), compare [26], [19]. In particular,g0

∼= gl(2,�) and dimg1 = 3 in this
case.

7.3 Proposition. Assume that the characteristic roots ofϕ ∈ Cyc(V ) form an arithmetic progression.
Then forM =Mϕ, n = dimV andg = hol(M,a) the following properties hold.

(i) g0 is isomorphic togl(2,�) and hence has dimension4.
(ii) g = aff(M,a) in casen ≥ 4. In particular,dimg = n + 4 in this case.

Proof. ad (i): We may assume thatλj = (1− n)/2+ (j − 1) for all j ∈ S using the notation in (6.6) and
(6.7). Then

⋂
K∈K

∆K = {−1,0,1}. Solving (6.9) forr0, r1 gives that all pairs

(7.4)
r0 = (n− 1)(ue−t + v0 −wet)

r1 = 2(ue−t + v1 + we
t) ,

u, v0, v1, w ∈ � arbitrary, form the solution space. This implies dimg0 = 4. SinceM is locally CR-
equivalent toM2,n−2 the Lie algebrag0 contains a copy ofgl(2,�), that isg0

∼= gl(2,�).
ad (ii): Letn ≥ 4. We may assume that form = n − 1 the Lie algebrag0 is the linear span of the vector
fields (5.2). For everyν ∈ �2 let gν := {ξ ∈ g : [ζj , ξ] = νjξ for j = 1,2} . Then gν ⊂ gk for
k = (ν1 + ν2)/m and

g =
⊕

ν∈�2

gν with [gν , gµ] ⊂ gν+µ ,

compare also (3.5) in [19]. Clearlyi∂/∂zk ∈ g−k,k−m for all 0 ≤ k ≤ m. Because of Proposition
4.2.iv it is enough to showg1 = 0. Assume to the contrary that there exists a non-zeroξ ∈ g1. Then
we may assume without loss of generality thatξ ∈ gk,m−k for somek ∈ �. Let c be the cardinality of
{0 ≤ j ≤ m : [∂/∂zj , ξ] 6= 0}. Fromg0 = g−1,1 ⊕ g0,0 ⊕ g1,−1 and [i∂/∂zj , ξ] ∈ gk−j,j−k we seec ≤ 3.
Assumec = 3, which implies 0< k < m. From [∂/∂zj , ξ] 6= 0 for j = k ± 1 and the special form of
ξ−1,1, ξ1,−1 in (5.2) we see thatξ must depend on alln variables, a contradiction ton > 3. Butc ≤ 2 also
gives a contradiction since in all spacesg−1,1, g0,0, g1,−1 every non-zero vector field must depend on at
leastn− 2 variables.

Recall thatAut(M ) is the group of all global CR-automorphisms andAff(M ) is the subgroup of all
of affine transformations ofM .

7.5 Proposition. Let ϕ ∈ End(V ) be a trace-free cyclic endomorphism. Then the groupsAut(M ) and
Aff(M ) coincide. Furthermore, withn = dimV the following dimension estimates hold.

(i) dimAut(M ) = n + 4 if the characteristic roots ofϕ are pairwise distinct and form an arithmetic
progression ini�.

(ii) dim Aut(M ) = n + 3 if ϕ is nilpotent.
(iii) dim Aut(M ) = n + 2 in all other cases.
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Proof. Let F := M ∩ V and denote bya ⊂ g = hol(M,a) the Lie algebra ofAut(M ). Sincea contains
the Euler vector field we havea = a−1 ⊕ a0 ⊕ a1 for aj := a ∩ gj . We first determine dima0. Because of
h := � id⊕�ϕ ⊂ a0 we have dima0 ≥ 2.
In case (i)M is CR-equivalent toM2,n−2, compare Example 5.1. ThereforeGL(2,�) acts transitively on
F and dima0 = 4 by Proposition 7.3.
Next consider the case (ii), that is,ϕ is nilpotent. Thena0 consists of allξ ∈ g0 ⊂ End(V ) with ξ(c) ∈ �c
for all c ∈ ∂F := F r F , whereF is the closure ofF in V . We may assume thata = (1,0, . . . ,0) ∈ �n

andϕ = ξ1,−1 in the notation of (5.2). This impliesF = {es(1, t, t2, . . . , tn−1) ∈ �n : s, t ∈ �} and
hence∂F = �c for c := (0, . . . ,0,1). Therefore,a0 is the linear span ofζ1, ζ2 andξ1,−1 and dima0 = 3
in this situation.
Next consider the caseV = V1 ⊕ V2 ⊕ . . .⊕Vn where everyVj is the

(
(1−n)/2+ (j − 1)

)
eigenspace of

ϕ, that is, the characteristic roots ofϕ form an arithmetic progression in�. Here∂F = V1 ∪ Vn is easily
verified. The vector fields ing0 are characterized by the function tuples (r0, r1) in (7.4). The condition
ξ(Vj) ⊂ Vj for j = 1, n implies thatr0, r1 are constant for everyξ ∈ a0, that isa0 = h. On the other hand,
if the characteristic roots ofϕ do not form an arithmetic progression, then alsog0 = h by Proposition 6.5.i,
that is, dima0 = 2 always holds in case (iii).
Next we showa1 = 0 in all cases: Forn ≥ 4 this follows fromg1 = 0, see Proposition 7.3.ii. In case (iii)
we havea0 = h and the claim follows with Lemma 6.18. Therefore we only haveto consider the cases
(i) and (ii) for n = 3. In case (i)M is the future light cone tubeM andAut(M) = Aff(M) follows as a
special case of Proposition 6.9 in [26]. In case (ii)M is a proper domain inM: We realizeM = F + i�3

in �3 with coordinates (z0, z1, z2) asF = {x ∈ �3 : x0x2 = x2
1 and x0 + x2 > 0}. Thenhol(M)

is the linear span of the vector fields (3.5) and (3.7) in [19].We may assume without loss of generality
thatϕ = ξ−1,1

= 2z1∂/∂z0 + z2∂/∂z1. This impliesM rM = �
+·c + i�3 for c := (1,0,0) ∈ F . We

know already thata is the linear span of the vector fieldsζ1, ζ1 andξ−1,1. From Figure 1 and (3.7) in [19]
we therefore derive that eithera1 = 0 or a1 = �ξ

0,2 for ξ0,2 := iz2
1
∂/∂z0 + iz1z2∂/∂z1 + iz

2
2
∂/∂z2. The

latter possibility cannot occur sinceξ0,2 is not tangent toMrM : Check, for instance, the point (1, i,0).
This provesa = g−1 ⊕ a0 in all cases. As in the proof of Proposition 4.4.iii it is shown that this implies
Aut(M ) = Aff(M ). The above dimension estimates fora0 imply the dimension estimates in (i) – (iii).

Next we solve the local as well as the global CR-equivalence problem for all manifoldsMϕ. Be-
cause of Proposition 7.1 in the local situation only the casehas to be considered where the characteristic
roots ofϕ do not form an arithmetic progression. Recall that without loss of generality we always may
assume thatϕ is trace-free.

7.6 Proposition. Let ϕ,ϕ′ ∈ End(V ) be trace-free cyclic endomorphisms with characteristic roots
α1, . . . , αn andα′

1, . . . , α
′
n respectively. Suppose that theα1, . . . , αn do not form an arithmetic progres-

sion. Then for given cyclic vectorsa, a′ ∈ V and correspondingM = Mϕ, M ′
= Mϕ′

the Lie algebras
hol(M,a) andaff(M,a) coincide. Furthermore, the following conditions are equivalent.

(i) The Lie algebrashol(M,a) andhol(M ′, a) are isomorphic .
(ii) The germs(M,a) and(M ′, a′) are CR-equivalent.

(iii) gϕ′g−1
= rϕ for suitableg ∈ GL(V ) andr ∈ �∗.

(iv) There exists a permutationπ ∈ Sn and anr ∈ �∗ with α′
j = rαπ(j) for all j.

Proof. g := hol(M,a) = aff(M,a) and dimg = n + 2 follows from Propositions 6.5 and 6.17.
(i) ⇒ (ii) With g alsog′ := hol(M ′, a′) has dimensionn + 2. Therefore alsoα′

1, . . . , α
′
n do not form an

arithmetic progression, see Proposition 7.3. This impliesg0 = h, g′0 = h′ and (ii) follows with Proposition
4.11.
(ii) ⇒ (iii) Let g be a CR-isomorphism (M,a) → (M ′, a′). Then g ∈ GL(V ) as a consequence of
Proposition 4.4.iii. and clearlyghg−1

= h′. Since�ϕ′ ⊂ h′ is precisely the subset of all trace-free
endomorphisms (iv) follows.
The remaining implications are easy to check and left to the reader.
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7.7 Proposition. Let ϕ,ϕ′ ∈ End(V ) be trace-free cyclic endomorphisms andM := Mϕ, M ′ := Mϕ′

.
Then the following conditions are equivalent.

(i) The groupsAff(M ) andAff(M ′) are isomorphic.
(ii) M andM ′ are globally CR-equivalent.

(iii) gϕ′g−1
= rϕ for suitableg ∈ GL(V ) andr ∈ �∗.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (iii) Suppose that (i) holds. Because of Proposition 7.5 we may assume dimAut(M ) = n+2
without loss of generality. Then (iii) follows from Proposition 7.6 if at least for one of theϕ,ϕ′ the
characteristic roots do not form an arithmetic progression. In the remaining cases the claim follows from
Proposition 7.5 since for both endomorphisms the characteristic roots form an arithmetic progression in
� and are pairwise distinct.
(iii) ⇒ (ii) ⇒ (i) is obvious sinceAut(M ) = Aff(M ) andAut(M ′) = Aff(M ′) by Proposition 7.5.

7.8 Some moduli spaces.For fixedn = dimV let M be the space of all global CR-equivalence classes
[Mϕ] of manifoldsMϕ with ϕ ∈ Cyc(V ), that is, every [Mϕ] is the set of allMψ that are globally
CR-equivalent toMϕ. Furthermore put

Φ := {ϕ ∈ Cyc(V ) : tr(ϕ) = 0} and M
∗ :=

{
[Mϕ] ∈ M : ϕ ∈ Φ, ϕn 6= 0

}
.

The reductive group�∗×GL(V ) acts onEnd(V ) by ϕ 7→ rgϕg−1 for every (r, g) ∈ �∗×GL(V ) and
leaves the coneΦ invariant. By Proposition 7.7M can be identified as set with the quotientΦ/(�∗ ×
GL(V )). This quotient can be built in several steps: For everyj let σj(ϕ) ∈ � be thejth elementary
symmetric function inn variables evaluated on the characteristic roots ofϕ, that is,

Xn
+

n∑

j=2

(−1)jσj(ϕ)Xn−j ∈ �[X]

is the characteristic polynomial ofϕ ∈ Φ. LetW := �n−1 with coordinates (x2, . . . , xn) and denote byσ :
Φ→W the mapping given byϕ 7→ (σ2(ϕ), . . . , σn(ϕ)). Since every real polynomial factors in a product
of linear and quadratic real polynomials, the mapσ is surjective andM can be canonically identified as
set with the quotientW/�∗, where�∗ acts onW by (x2, x3, . . . , xn) 7→ (t2x2, t

3x3, . . . , t
nxn) for every

t ∈ �∗. The subgroup{±1} ⊂ �∗ leaves the sphereSn−2
= {x ∈ W :

∑
x2
j = 1} invariant andM ∗

can be identified with the quotientQn−2 := Sn−2/{±1}. In general,Qn−2 can be stratified into a finite
number of manifolds. For instance,Q1 is a compact line segment andQ2 is homeomorphic to the sphere
S2. At this point a word of caution is necessary: We do not give a topology toM , the topology onQn−2

only serves for the readers imagination.

Instead ofM we can also consider the space oflocal CR-equivalence classes for manifolds of
typeMϕ. By our results this space is of the formM /∼ , where the equivalence relation∼ on M just
identifies the 3 equivalence classes [Mϕ] ∈ M such that the characteristic roots ofϕ form an arithmetic
progression. Clearly,M /∼ = M ∗/∼ can be obtained by identifying two points inQn−2. In the spacial
casen = 3 the endpoints of the line segmentQ1 have to be identified, that is,M can be thought of in this
case as the circle� := � ∪∞ (without topology) where the point∞ corresponds to the class represented
by the future light cone tubeM. To be more specific, call in casen = 3 for everyϕ ∈ Φ

(7.9) µ
(
Mϕ

)
:= −

σ2(ϕ)3

σ3(ϕ)2 ∈ �

themodulusof the CR-manifoldMϕ (with t/0 := ∞ for all t ∈ �). It is clear thatMϕ andMψ in case
n = 3 are locally CR-equivalent if and only if they have the same modulus. A special meaning has the
modulusµ0 := 27/4: For real moduli> µ0 the endomorphismϕ has 3 distinct real eigenvalues while in
case of real moduli< µ0 the endomorphismϕ has one real and two purely imaginary eigenvalues.
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7.10 Another type of examples.Fork = 3 andc ≥ 1 letV , Γ = GL(2,�)0 anda = um2 + u1u
m−1
2 ∈ V

be as in Example 5.1. Consider the subgroup

(7.11) Σ :=
{(

α 0
β 1

)
: α ∈ �+, β ∈ �

}
⊂ Γ .

ThenF := Σ(a) is a homogeneous surface inV . Foro := um2 the orbitC := Σ(o) is a homogeneous curve.
Identify V and�m+1 with coordinates (x0, x1, . . . , xm) as in Example 5.1. Thena = (1,1,0, . . . ,0), o =
(1,0, . . . ,0) ∈ �m+1 and the Lie algebra ofΣ corresponds to the linear span of the two vector fieldsζ1

andξ1,−1 in (5.2). In particular
C = {(1, t, t2, . . . , tm) : t ∈ �}

andToC = �·b with b := (0,1,0, . . . ,0) for the tangent space ato ∈ C. On the other hand, the affine
halfline o + �+·b is contained inF . The geometric meaning of this is the following: The development
S :=

⋃
c∈C(c + TcC) of the curveC is divided byC in two Σ-orbits, one of which isF (compare [15],

p. 45 for the special casem = 3). Now identify theΣ-invariant hyperplaneW := {x ∈ V : x0 = 1}
with �m by ’dropping the coordinate’x0. ThenC becomes the twistedm-ic {(t, t2, . . . , tm) : t ∈ �},
o becomes the origin anda the first basis vector (1,0, . . . ,0) in�m. In the coordinates of�m the vector
fieldsζ1 andξ1,−1 are affine and have the forms

(7.12) ζ1 =

m∑

j=1

jzj∂/∂zj and ξ1,−1
= ∂/∂z1 +

m∑

j=2

jzj−1∂/∂zj .

With Proposition 3.7 it is easily verified thatKr
aF = {x ∈ �m : xj = 0 if j + r > 2} for all r ≥ 0. Since

the twistedm-ic is not contained in any hyperplane of�m we therefore get that the tubeM := C + i�m is
a homogeneous minimal 2-nondegenerate submanifold of�

m with CR-dimension 2 and CR-codimension
m−2. Notice that for the cone�+·F generated byF in V the tube�+·F + iV is an open piece ofM3,n−3,
n := m + 1, and hence is 3-nondegenerate.
Denote for every integerj by g(j) thek-eigenspace ofad(ζ1) in g := hol(M,a). Then everyξ ∈ g(j) is a
complex linear combination of monomial vector fieldszν1

1 z
ν2
2 · · · zνmm ∂/∂zp with ν1 + 2ν2 + . . . +mνm =

j + p. As in the proof of Proposition 4.2, it is shown thatg has the�-gradation

(7.13) g =
⊕

j≥−m

g(j) .

It can be seen thatg is the linear span of alli∂/∂zj , 1 ≤ j ≤ m, as well asζ1 andξ1,−1. In particular,g
is a solvable Lie algebra of dimensionm + 2, coincides withaff(M,a) and has commutator subgroup of
dimensionm + 1. A proof will be sketched for the special casem = 3 in Example 8.5.

8. Homogeneous 2-nondegenerate CR-manifolds in dimension5

In this section we specialize the examples of the previous section to the caseV = �3. We start with
manifolds of typeM =Mϕ

= Fϕ + i�3 in �3, Then the local CR-equivalence classes of these manifolds
are parameterized by the modulesµ(M ) ∈ �, compare (7.9). Theϕ occurring in the following examples
not necessarily are trace-free but easily could be transformed to. As defined in the previous section let
µ0 := 27/4.

8.1 Example. (µ = ∞) LetF := {x ∈ �3 : x2
1 + x

2
2 = x

2
3, x3 > 0} be the future light cone. This surface

occurs asFϕ for ϕ := x2∂/∂x1 − x1∂/∂x2 having spectrum{±i,0}.

8.2 Example. (µ < µ0) For ω > 0 let F ⊂ �3 be the orbit of (1,0,1) under the group of all linear
transformationsx 7→ r(cost x1 − sint x2, sint x1 + cost x2, e

ωtx3), r ∈ �+, t ∈ �.
With r := (x2

1 + x
2
2)1/2, the manifoldF is given in{x ∈ �3 : r > 0} by the explicit equations

x3 = r exp
(
ω cos−1(x1/r)

)
= r exp

(
ω sin−1(x2/r)

)
,
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where locally always one of these suffices. A suitable choice isϕ = x1∂/∂x2 − x2∂/∂x1 + ωx3∂/∂x3 with
spectrum{±i, ω}.

8.3 Example. (µ = µ0) LetF ⊂ �3 be the orbit of (1,0,1) under the group of all linear transformations
x 7→ r(x1, x2 + tx1, e

tx3) with r ∈ �+, t ∈ �, that is,

F =
{
x ∈ �3 : x1 > 0, x3 = x1e

x2/x1
}
.

Hereϕ = x1∂/∂x2 + x3∂/∂x3 has characteristic roots 0,0,1.

8.4 Example. (µ > µ0) Forθ > 2 let

F := {x ∈ (�+)3 : x3 = x1(x2/x1)θ} .

Hereϕ = x2∂/∂x2 + ωx3∂/∂x3 has eigenvalues{0,1, ω}.

The following is Example 7.10 specialized tom = 3.

8.5 Example. Let Σ be the group generated by the following two one-parameter groups

(8.6) x 7→ (etx1, e
2tx2, e

3tx3) , x 7→ (x1 + t, x2 + 2tx1 + t
2, x3 + 3tx2 + 3t2x1 + t

3)

of affine transformations on�3. ThenΣ is isomorphic to the group defined in (7.11). Fora := (1,0,0) the
orbit F := Γ(a) is

F = {(t, t2, t3) + r(1,2t,3t2) ∈ �3 : r ∈ �+, t ∈ �} .

The tubeM := F + i�3 is an affinely homogeneous 2-nondegenerate CR-manifold. The Lie algebra ofΣ
is spanned by the affine vector fields

ζ1 := z1∂/∂z1 + 2z2∂/∂z2 + 3z3∂/∂z3 and ξ1,−1 := ∂/∂z1 + z1∂/∂z2 + z2∂/∂z3 ,

compare also (7.12). The Lie algebrag := hol(M,a) is of finite dimension and has the gradation (7.13)
for m = 3, whereg(k) is thek-eigenspace ofad(ζ1). We claim thatg has dimension 5 and coincides with
aff(M,a). The proof consists of several elementary steps which we only sketch here. To begin with, define
a(k) ⊂ g(k) by

a(−3) := � i∂/∂z3 , a
(−2) := �i∂/∂z2 , a

(−1) := �i∂/∂z1 ⊕�ϕ , a
(0) := �ζ

anda(k) := 0 for all otherk. By induction onk it is seen thatg(k)
= a(k) holds for allk: Fork ≤ −3 this

is obvious. Fork = −2 suppose there exists aξ ∈ g(−2) r a(−2). Thenξ = α∂/∂z2 + βz1∂/∂z3 for some
α, β ∈ �. From [ξ, a(−1)] ⊂ a(−3) we getβ ∈ � and thenξa ∈ TaM impliesβ = 0. But thenξ ∈ a(−2)

sincea(−2)⊕ ia(−2) 6⊂ g(−2), a contradiction. Fork ≥ −1 the procedure is as follows. Suppose there exists
a ξ ∈ g(k) r a(k). Then writeξ as complex linear combination of monomial vector fields as mentioned
above and subtract fromξ a suitable element ofa(k) thus killing as many coefficients in front of monomial
terms of the formf (z)∂/∂z1 as possible. By induction hypothesis [g(k), a(j)] ⊂ a(k+j) holds for allj < 0
and givesξ = 0, a contradiction. This proves the claim and also the first part of the following statement.

8.7 Lemma. LetM := F + i�3 for F = H(a) ⊂ �3 as in Example8.5. Theng = hol(M,a) is a solvable
Lie algebra of dimension5 with commutator algebra[g, g] of dimension4. Furthermore,Aut(M,a) =
{id}.

Proof. Fix a := (1,0,0) ∈ F and writeξj := i∂/∂zj for j = 1,2,3. Leth ∈ Aut(M,a) andΘ the induced
Lie algebra automorphism ofl := g⊕ ig. With g the subspaces

n := [g, g] =
⊕

k<0

g(k) , [n, n] = �ξ2 ⊕�ξ3 and [n, [n, n]] = �ξ3
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are stable underΘ and hence also

n ∩ KaM = �ξ1 and [n, n] ∩HaM = �ξ2 ,

whereg and the tangent spaceTaM are identified via the evaluation map. In particular,Θ(P−1) = P−1

andh(z) = g(z) + c for a diagonal matrixg ∈ GL(3,�) with c = g(a) − a, compare (2.1). Taking
commutators ofhwith all elements in the second 1-parameter group of (8.6) and then taking the derivative
by t at t = 0 givesc∂/∂z ∈ g. Fromg∩ ig = 0 we concludec = 0 and thusg11 = 1 for the diagonal matrix
g. Now ψ is the unique vector field ing that has the value∂/∂z at both points 0, a, implying Θ(ψ) = ψ.
Thereforeg is the unit matrix andh is the identity inAut(M,a).

For everyM = F + i�3 with F ⊂ �3 a cone from Example 8.1 – 8.4 the commutator ofhol(M,a)
has either dimension 10 (Example 8.1) or dimension 3 (all theothers). As a consequence of Proposition
7.6 and Lemma 8.7 we therefore get:

8.8 Proposition. The CR-manifoldsM = F + i�3 with F ⊂ �3 occurring in the examples8.1– 8.5, are
all homogeneous and2-nondegenerate. Furthermore, they are mutually locally CR-inequivalent.

With an argument from [19] together with 2.5.10 in [24] a holomorphic extension property for
globalcontinuous CR-functionsf onM = F ⊕ i�3 ⊂ �3, F one of the cones from examples 8.1 – 8.5,
can be obtained: Every suchf has a unique continuous extension to the convex hullM̂ of M in �3 that is
holomorphic on the interior ofM̂ with respect�3. SinceM is completely contained in the interior of̂M
in caseF belongs to Example 8.2, every global continuous CR-function on such anM is real-analytic.

For the tubeM over the future light cone (that is Example 8.1) there exist many (even simply-
connected) homogeneous CR-manifolds that are all locally CR-equivalent toM but are mutually non-
diffeomorphic, compare [26]. In contrast to this, using alreadyTheorem II from Section 9, we can state
the following global result:

8.9 Proposition. LetM be a homogeneous2-nondegenerate CR-manifold that is not locally CR-equiva-
lent to the tubeM over the future light cone. ThenM is simply connected andAut(M ) is a solvable Lie
group of dimension 5 acting transitively and freely onM . For everya ∈M the stability groupAut(M,a)
is trivial and every homogeneous real-analytic CR-manifold M ′, that is locally CR-equivalent toM , is
already globally CR-equivalent toM .

Proof. By Theorem IIM = F+iV for F as in one of the examples 8.2 – 8.5. It is easily checked thatF and
henceM is simply connected. In caseF is a cone, the claim follows with Lemma 6.20. Therefore we may
assume thatF is the submanifold of Example 8.5. But thenAut(M,a) is the trivial group by Lemma 8.7
andAut(M ) has trivial center by Proposition 3.9. But then the claim follows from Proposition 3.10.

The affinely homogeneous surfacesF ⊂ �3 of examples 8.1 – 8.5 occur already in [15] p. 43. There
the surfaces are presented in their affine normal forms: Our Example 8.1 (µ = ∞) corresponds to P4, the
Examples 8.2 – 8.4 (µ ∈ �) to P3 and Example 8.5 to P1. The remaining degenerate types in [15], types
P2± and P5, do not show up among our examples since the associatedtube manifolds are holomorphically
degenerate.

Let us consider the type P3 in [15] p. 43 a little bit closer. This is the family of local surfaces in�3

given by the local equations in affine normal form

(8.10) x3 = x
2
1 + x

2
1x2 + x

2
1x

2
2 + x

5
1 + x

2
1x

3
2 + 4x5

1x2 + x
2
1x

4
2 + ax

7
1 + 10x5

1x
2
2 + x

2
1x

5
2 +O(8),

wherea ∈ � is an arbitrary parameter and O(8) for every fixeda is a convergent power series inx =
(x1, x2, x3) vanishing of order≥ 8 at the origin and uniquely determined by the requirement, that (8.10)
defines near the origin of�3 a locally affinely homogeneous surface. Different values ofa ∈ � give
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locally affinely inequivalent surfaces and there tubes in�3 correspond in a 1-1-way to our Examples 8.2 –
8.4. It is not difficult to see that the modulusµ of every such surface is related to the parametera in (8.10)
by the formula 100µ = (28a)3.

In [14], [15] all locally affinely homogeneous surfaces in�3 have been classified up to local affine
equivalence. Inspecting the degenerate surfaces in these classifications gives together with our results the
following

8.11 Proposition. LetF be a locally affinely homogeneous surface in�3 and assume that the correspond-
ing tubeM := F + i�3 in �3 is 2-nondegenerate. Then

(i) M is locally CR-equivalent to a manifold occurring in the Examples8.1– 8.5, and
(ii) for every further locally affinely homogeneous surfaceF ′ in �3 the corresponding tubesM and

M ′ := F ′
+ i�3 are locally CR-equivalent if and only ifF andF ′ are locally affinely equivalent.

PART 2: The classification

9. Lie-theoretic characterization of locally homogeneousCR-manifolds

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

Theorem II. LetM be a locally homogeneous2-nondegenerate real-analytic CR-manifold of dimension
5. ThenM is locally CR-equivalent to a tubeF + i�3 ⊂ �

3, whereF ⊂ �3 is one of the affinely
homogeneous surfaces occurring in the Examples8.1– 8.5.

We call (in accordance with Section 2) a real-analytic CR-manifold M locally homogeneousat a point
o ∈M if there exists a Lie subalgebrag ⊂ hol(M,o) of finite dimension such that the canonical evaluation
mapg → ToM is surjective, that is, such that the tangent vectorsξo, ξ ∈ g, span the tangent spaceToM .
If this is the case we also call the corresponding CR-germ (M,o) locally homogeneous. If a particular
locally transitiveg ⊂ hol(M,o) has been fixed we also say that the germ (M,o) is g-homogeneous.

The proof of Theorem II relies on a natural equivalence (see [18], Prop. 4.1) between the category of
CR-manifold germs with a locally transitive Lie algebra action and a certain purely algebraically defined
category. Before we briefly outline the main steps of our proof, we recall the notion of a CR-algebra, taken
from [30], and introduce some notation.

9.1 Definition. A CR-algebra is a pair (g, q), whereg is a real Lie algebra offinite dimension andq is a
complex Lie subalgebra of the complexificationl := g⊕ ig. The CR-algebra (g, q) is calledeffectiveif 0
is the only ideal ofg contained ing ∩ q.

9.2 Remarks.
(i) In [30] also the case is allowed whereg has infinite dimension, butq has to have finite codimension

in l. In this part of the paper however, only finite-dimensional Lie algebras occur.
(ii) The CR-algebras form in an obvious way a category: A morphism (g, q) → (g′, q′) of CR-algebras is

a Lie algebra homomorphismg → g′ in the usual sense whose complex linear extensionl → l′ maps
q to q′. Unfortunately, the resulting notion of isomorphism between CR-algebras is too strict for our
purposes. We therefore mainly work with the coarser notion of geometric equivalence between CR-
algebras to be introduced later.

(iii) The geometric situation behind the notion of a CR-algebra is the following: LetZ be a complex
manifold homogeneous under a complex Lie groupL, let o ∈ Z be a point with isotropy subgroup
Q ⊂ L ato andG ⊂ L a connected real form ofL, that is, the connected identity component of the
fixed point setLσ for an involutive antiholomorphic automorphismσ of L. Then eachG–orbitM
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in Z is a generic (immersed) CR-submanifold. Letg, q be the Lie algebras ofG andQ, respectively.
Then (g, q) is a CR-algebra that completely describes the CR-germ (M,o) together with the local
action ofG nearo.

(iv) In general, however, not every CR-algebra (g, q) can be obtained from a global situation as de-
scribed in (iii), only from a more general local setting. Nevertheless, the setG of all CR-equivalence
classes of locally homogeneous CR-germs and the setA of all geometric equivalence classes of CR-
algebras stand in a canonical 1-1-correspondence, comparealso Section 4 in [18]. For convenience
of the reader, we briefly describe below this correspondencein both directions. As a reference for a
general discussion of ‘local’ and ‘infinitesimal’ actions we refer to the original paper of Palais, [31].

In the following letM always be a locally homogeneous real-analytic CR-manifoldwith base pointo ∈M
that locally can be embedded in some�n (equivalently,M is an (abstract) real-analyticinvolutive CR-
manifold as defined at the end of Section 2). Each such CR-manifold can globally and generically be
embedded into a complex manifoldZ [1]. Since we are only interested in the local structure ofM at o
and therefore mostly deal with CR-germs (M,o), we may assume without loss of generality thatM is
embedded in a complex vector spaceE ∼= �n as a locally closed generic CR-submanifold.

Next we describe the interplay between locally homogeneousCR-germs and CR-algebras more
closely. In particular, we give two canonical constructions that induce the 1-1-correspondence between
the setsG andA mentioned in 9.2.iv and also allow the precise definition of ‘geometric equivalence’ for
CR-algebras:

Let (M,o) be a CR-germ andg ⊂ hol(M,o) a locally transitive Lie subalgebra of finite dimen-
sion. Then an effective CR-algebra (g, q) can be associated in the following way: To begin with, realize
hol(M,o) in the canonical way as real Lie subalgebra of the complex Lie algebrahol(E, o). This is possi-
ble, since we assumedM to be generic inE and we can use Proposition 12.4.22 in [5]. As in Definition
9.1 we always denote byl = g� = g ⊕ ig the formal complexification ofg. Now Ξ(ξ + iη) := ξ + Jη
defines a Lie algebra homomorphismΞ : l → hol(E, o), whereJ denotes the complex structure tensor
J : TE → TE. We will not make a notational distinction between the complex structures inl or TZ,
and write ‘i’ for it. The homomorphismΞ is in general not injective (it is, ifM is holomorphically non-
degenerate). Letq ⊂ l be theΞ-preimage of the isotropy subalgebra{ξ ∈ hol(E, o) : ξo = 0}. Then
the CR-algebra (g, q) is called aCR-algebra associatedto the locally homogeneous CR-germ (M,o). It is
obvious thatg∩q is nothing but the isotropy subalgebrago = {ξ ∈ g : ξo = 0} and the tangent spaceToM
can be canonically identified withg/go. Also the holomorphic tangent spaceHoM and the partial complex
structureJ : HoM → HoM (equivalently: the decompositionH1,0

o M ⊕H0,1
o M of the complexification

H�oM = HoM ⊗ �) can be read off the CR-algebra (g, q): Let σ be the conjugate linear involution ofl
with lσ := Fix(σ) = g. Then it is easily verified thatH := (q + σq)σ coincides with{ξ ∈ g : ξo ∈ iToM},
that is,H/go is canonically isomorphic toHoM (the capital letter forH is chosen to indicate thatH in
general is not a Lie algebra, only a linear subspace). Further, H0,1

o M = q/q∩σq andH1,0
o M = σq/q∩σq.

In [18] it has been shown that the geometric properties of theCR-structure of the CR-germ (M,o) like
minimality, k-nondegeneracy, holomorphic degeneracy can be read off every CR-algebra (g, q) associated
with (M,o). The facts relevant for our classification will be discussed below.

There is also a canonical way to associate a locally homogeneous CR-manifold germ (M,o) to
a given CR-algebra (g, q) (not necessarily effective): Choose a complex Lie groupL with Lie algebra
l = g⊕ ig and a complex linear subspaceE ⊂ l with l = q⊕E. Then there exist open neighbourhoodsU
of 0 ∈ E, V of 0 ∈ q andR of id ∈ L such that (u, v) 7→ exp(u) exp(v) defines a biholomorphic mapping
ϕ : U × V → R. Choose an open neighbourhoodP of 0 ∈ g with exp(P ) ⊂ R. Then, in our particular
situation, withπ : U × V → U being the canonical projection, the mappingψ := π ◦ϕ−1 ◦ exp : P → U
has constant rank. Without loss of generality we therefore may assume thatM := ψ(P ) is a connected
real-analytic submanifold ofE containing the origin 0∈ E. The Lie algebral can be identified with the Lie
algebra of all right-invariant vector fields onL and everyξ ∈ l can be projected alongπ ◦ ϕ−1 : R → U
to a holomorphic vector field̃ξ ∈ hol(U ). Thus the real subalgebrãg := {ξ̃ : ξ ∈ g} ⊂ hol(U ) is
a homomorphic image ofg and spans at everyx ∈ M the tangent spaceTxM . In particular,M is a
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generic CR-submanifold ofE and g̃ is a locally transitive subalgebra. It is not difficult so see that̃g is
obtained fromg by factoring out the kernel of ineffectivity, more precisely, letj be the largest ideal ing
with j ⊂ g ∩ q. Theng̃ is isomorphic tog/j. If there exists a Lie groupL with Lie algebral such that
the subalgebraq corresponds to aclosedcomplex subgroupQ ⊂ L then we may takeL/Q for U and the
G–orbit through [Q] ∈ L/Q for M. We call (M,o) the CR-germ associatedto the CR-algebra (g, q).

9.3 Definition. The CR-algebras (g, q) and (g′, q′) are calledgeometrically equivalentif the associated
CR-germs are CR-equivalent.

Notice that CR-algebras are always geometrically equivalent if they are isomorphic in the cate-
gorical sense of 9.2.ii, but not conversely in general. Notice also that every CR-algebra is geometrically
equivalent to an effective 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 from [18]:

9.4 Notation. Given a CR-algebra (g, q), let (M,o) be the associated CR-germ. Writel := g� = g ⊕ ig
for the complexification andσ : l → l for the complex conjugation withlσ = g. Then

(i) go := g ∩ q is called thereal isotropy subalgebra. Definelo := q(∞) := q ∩ σq and note thatlo is the
complexification (go)� of go.

(ii) g/go andH/go ⊂ g/go for H := (q + σq)σ ⊂ g are called thereal and theholomorphic tangent
spacerespectively.

(iii) The descending chainq(0) ⊃ q(1) ⊃ q(2) ⊃ · · · ⊃ q(∞) of complex subalgebras is inductively
defined byq(0) := q, q(∞) := q ∩ σq andq(k+1) := {w ∈ q(k) : [w, σq] ⊂ q(k)

+ σq}, for k ∈ �.

If (M,o) is the manifold germ associated to the CR-algebra in 9.4 then the holomorphic tangent space
H/go ⊂ g/go in the sense of (ii) can be canonically identified with the holomorphic tangent spaceHoM
in the geometric sense. As shown in [18], the mappingq → H, w 7→ w + σw, induces a complex
linear isomorphismq/q(∞) ∼= H/go . The former quotient is canonically isomorphic toH0,1

o M (similarly,
H1,0
o M ∼= σq/q(∞)). The Levi kernelKoM and its higher order analoguesKr

oM can be considered as
complex linear subspaces ofq/q(∞). We will make extensive use of some of the main results of [18], such
as Theorem 5.10:

9.5 Algebraic characterization ofk-nondegeneracy.For everyr ≥ 0 the spaceq(r) is a Lie subalgebra
of q and therth Levi kernelKr

oM is isomorphic toq(r)/q(∞). In particular, for everyk ≥ 1 the locally
homogeneous CR-manifoldM is k-nondegenerate if and only if

q(k−1) 6= q(k)
= q(∞).

To handle the 5-dimensional case we also introduce the following abbreviations

(iv) f := q(1)
= {v ∈ q : [v, σq] ⊂ q + σq} andF := (f + σf)σ .

Thengo ⊂ F ⊂ H ⊂ g are real subspaces stable underad(go) andlo ⊂ f ⊂ q are complex subalgebras. In
Lemma 5.9. of [18] it has been shown that actuallyF is a Lie algebra and coincides withNg(H)∩H (here,
givenW ⊂ g,Ng(W ) := {v ∈ g : [v,W ] ⊂W}).

Summarizing the above discussion, the following result is the key for our classification.

9.6 Proposition. Let (M,o) be ang-homogeneous CR-germ and let(g, q) be the corresponding CR-
algebra. ThenM is 5-dimensional, minimal and 2-nondegenerate if and only if

codimg(g0) = 5 and q 6= f 6= q(2)
= q(∞) := q ∩ σq .
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9.7 Lemma. The Lie algebraic terms in(9.6)are equivalent to the following set of conditions:
(I) dimF/go = dimH/F = 2, dim� g/H = 1 = dim� f/lo = dim� q/f

(II) [go,F] ⊂ F, [F,F] ⊂ F, [F,H] ⊂ H

(III) [q, σq] 6⊂ q+σq M is not Levi flat

(IV) [f, σq] ⊂ q+σq, f 6= lo M is Levi degenerate
(V) [f, σq] 6⊂ f+σq M is 2-nondegenerate.

We will frequently use the fact that the condition ‘ [F,H] ⊂ F ’ (instead of⊂ H) violates condition (V).

By the canonical bijection between the classesG andA mentioned in 9.2.iv and made precise
above our classification problem is transferred to the classification of certain effective CR-algebras up
to geometric equivalence. Unfortunately, to a given locally homogeneous CR-germ (M,o) there may be
associated many CR-algebras (g, q) for which theg’s are non-isomorphic. For instance, ifM =M is the
tube over the future light cone, then to (M, o) there are associated CR-algebras (g, q) with g ∼= so(2,3),
so(1,3), so(2,2) together with a bunch of other Lie algebras that are not semisimple, see [19] for explicit
realizations. Therefore, the best we can do in the followingis to consider only CR-algebras (g, q) such that
dimg is minimal in the geometric equivalence class of (g, q). But, also then, we are still left in the example
(M, o) with several non-isomorphic solvable Lie algebras of dimension 5 as well as one non-solvable Lie
algebra of dimension 5 with 2-dimensional non-abelian radical and Levi part∼= sl(2,�).

9.8 Fundamental Assumption.In the following, every CR-algebra (g, q) under consideration is assumed
to satisfy the condition (9.6) (equivalently (I) – (V)) as well as the following additional condition.

(VI) For every CR-algebra (g′, q′), which is geometrically CR-equivalent to (g, q), the dimension esti-
mate dimg′ ≥ dimg holds.

Condition (VI) implies, in particular, the following two conditions.

(VI)1 (g, q) is effective.

(VI)2 There is no proper subalgebrag′ ⊂ g with g′ + go = g for go = g ∩ q.

Indeed, (g′, q′) with q′ := (g′ + ig′) ∩ q is a CR-algebra that is geometrically equivalent to (g, q) in case
g′ + go = g.

9.9 Basic structure theory.In the following we frequently use standard facts concerning reductive Lie
algebras and parabolic subalgebras, see [22], Chap.VI-VII, as a general reference. To fix our notation,
let s be a complex reductive Lie algebra andt a Cartan subalgebra ofs. Denote byΦ = Φ(s, t) ⊂ t∗

the corresponding root system and byΠ ⊂ Φ the subset of simple roots. A subalgebrar ⊂ s is called
parabolicif it contains a maximal solvable subalgebra (also called aBorel subalgebra) b of s. Conjugacy
classes of parabolic subalgebras ins are parameterized by the subsets ofΠ: For everyP ⊂ Π and
〈〈P〉〉 := Φ ∩

⊕
α∈P

�α the corresponding parabolic subalgebra is defined by

(9.10) r = rP := rred⊕ rnil with rred := t ⊕
⊕

α∈〈〈P〉〉

sα and rnil :=
⊕

α/∈〈〈P〉〉

sα .

The case of a reductivereal Lie algebras is a little bit more sophisticated. In contrast to the complex
situation there may exist several conjugacy classes of Cartan subalgebras. Among these the class most
suitable for our purposes consists of the so-calledmaximally split Cartan subalgebrast ⊂ s, defined as
follows: Select a Cartan decompositions = k⊕p and leta be a maximal abelian subalgebra ofp. Consider
the centralizerm := Ck(a) and putt := a ⊕ tm, wheretm ⊂ m is a maximal abelian subalgebra. The
conjugacy classes of real parabolic subalgebras ins are parameterized by the subsets of the simple roots
Π ⊂ Φ(s, a) in the restricted root systemΦ(s, a) ⊂ a∗. Each parabolic subalgebrar in s has the decom-
positionr = rred ⋉ rnil into the reductive and nilpotent parts (once a maximally split Cartan subalgebra
t ⊂ r is selected, the reductive factor withrred ⊃ t is unique). Following a common convention the rootsλ
occurring in the root space decomposition of the nilpotent idealrnil

=
⊕

λ∈Λ sλ are negative and we write
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r− n := rnil , rr := rred andΦ− n := Φ(rnil , a) = Λ. Each parabolic subalgebrar containingt determines the
decomposition

(9.11) s = rn ⊕ rr ⊕ r− n with rn :=
⊕

λ∈Φ(rnil ,a)
s−λ , and we put ropp := rr ⋉ rn .

We callrk(s) := dim t therankof s andrk�(s) := dima with a ⊂ p as above thereal rankof s.

10. The Lie algebrag has small semisimple part

In the preceding section we have explained how 2-nondegeneracy can be expressed in pure Lie
algebraic terms. In this section we start with the actual proof of Theorem II. Since this proof will be quite
involved, we subdivide it into several sections, lemmata and claims until the final step is completed in
Section 16. For the convenience of the reader we briefly outline the main steps.

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

Our proceeding will be to show that the assumption 9.8 severely restricts the possibilities for (g, q).
This will be achieved by a detailed structural study of the Lie algebrasg occurring in (g, q). Recall that
every Lie algebrah has a Levi-Malčev decompositionh = hss⋉ rad(h), wherehss is semisimple and is
uniquely determined up to an inner automorphism ofh. Furthermore,rad(h) is the radical ofh, i.e., the
unique maximal solvable ideal inh. In the first part of the proof we investigate the various possibilities for
gss where (g, q) satisfies certain conditions stated in the previous section. To be precise:For the rest of the
paper the fundamental assumption9.8 remains in force forall CR-algebras(g, q) under consideration. In
particular, every (g, q) is effective (condition (VI)1, and thereforeg can be considered as a transitive Lie
subalgebra ofhol(M,o)). Furthermore, condition (VI)2 states that there is no proper Lie subalgebra ofg

that also is transitive on (M,o).

Let an arbitrary CR-algebra (g, q) subject to 9.8 be given and letgss ⋉ rad(g) be a Levi-Malčev
decomposition ofg. In this and in the following few sections we assume thatgss 6= 0 and investigate which
simple factors can occur ingss. Thereby we use the following notation: We fix a simple ideals in gss and
denote bys′ the corresponding complementary ideal, i.e.,

(10.1) g = gss⋉ rad g and gss
= s× s′ .

In this section we show thatgssonly can contain simple factors isomorphic to one of the Lie algebras
so(2,3), so(1,3), su(2) andsl(2,�). This result is obtained by analyzing which simple real Liealgebras
can contain proper subalgebras of very low codimensions. Inthe next sections we exclude further possibil-
ities fors: In Section 11 we show that the factorsso(2,3) andso(1,3) cannot occur ingssas it will turn out
that their existence in the Levi factor would violate the minimality assumption (VI). Nevertheless notice
that there exist CR-algebras (so(2,3), q) and (so(1,3), q) satisfying (I) – (V) and (VI)1. All the underlying
CR-germs of such CR-algebras are locally CR-equivalent to the light cone tubeM. In Section 12 we find
first examples of CR-algebras which satisfy 9.8. In these casesgss contains a simple factors ∼= sl(2,�),
and then necessarilyg ∼= sl(2,�) × r, wherer is a 2-dimensional non-abelian Lie algebra. Also all such
CR-algebras give rise only to CR-germ locally CR-equivalent to the tube over the light cone. In Section
13 we finally eliminate the possibilitys ∼= su(2) for the simple factors in gss. At that stage of the proof
we will have proved the following dichotomy: Let (g, q) be an arbitrary CR-algebra which obeys 9.8. If
gss 6= 0 thengss ∼= sl(2,�) and furthermore the underlying CR-germ is locally CR-equivalent to the light
cone tubeM. Or,gss

= 0, i.e.,g is solvable.

For that reason, from Section 14 on we only consider CR-algebras (g, q) with g solvable and show
that then necessarily dimg = 5 = dimM . In Section 15 we look closer at the nilcenterz of g and find
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out that dimz ∈ {1,3}. The Main Lemma 15.14, which might be of interest for itself,gives a sufficient
condition for a CR-algebra to be associated to a tubeF + i�3 ⊂ �3 over an affinely homogeneous surface
F ⊂ �3. In the last section we show by ad-hoc methods that indeed every 5-dimensional solvable Lie al-
gebrag occurring in the CR-algebra (g, q) under consideration fulfills the assumption of the Main Lemma.
Hence, due to the aforementioned assertions and since (up tolocal affine equivalence) all affinely homo-
geneous surfaces in�3 occur among the examples 8.1 – 8.5, this completes the proof of the classification
theorem.

We now begin with the proof of Theorem II:

10.2 Lemma. Let (g, q) be a CR-algebra subject to(9.8). Then the simple Lie subalgebras ⊂ gss can
only be isomorphic toso(2,3) , so(1,3) , sl(2,�) or su(2).

Proof. The proof is carried out in several reduction steps. To beginwith, we write as shorthand

ho := go ∩ h , hF := F ∩ h and hH := H ∩ h

for every subalgebrah ⊂ g. Notice thatho ⊂ hF are subalgebras andhH is a linearad(hF)–stable subspace
of h.
Consider the subalgebrasso ⊂ sF of s. The caseso = sF = s, that iss ⊂ go, can be ruled out since then
s′⊕rad(g) would be a proper locally transitive subalgebra ofg, contradicting assumption (VI)2. Therefore,
at least one of the inclusionsso ⊂ sF ⊂ s is proper. Consequently, there is always a proper subalgebra of
codimension≤ 3 in s. Indeed, in casesF 6= s the subalgebrasF has this property and in casesF = s the
proper subalgebraso has codimension≤ 2. Hence, there exists a maximal proper subalgebrah of s with
eithersF ⊂ h or so ⊂ h. Such a maximal subalgebrah has codimension≤ 3 in s. Due to [9], Chap. VIII,
§10, Cor. 1, every maximal proper subalgebra ofs is either reductive or parabolic. In the following claims
we list all simple Lie algebrass which admit proper maximal subalgebras of such low codimensions. We
discuss the reductive and parabolic case separately.

Claim 1: Let k be a simple real algebra andh ⊂ k reductive with0 < codims h ≤ 3. Thenk can only be
isomorphic tosl(2,�), su(2) or so(1,3).
Proof of the claim.Let h = h1 × · · · × hp × z be the decomposition of the reductive subalgebrah into the
simple factorshj and the centerz. Weyl’s Theorem implies the existence of anad(h)-stable complement
v ⊂ s. Let ̺ : h → gl(v) be the induced adjoint representation. Every restriction̺j : hj → gl(v) must be
faithful since otherwisehj would be an ideal ins. The crucial condition here is dimv ≤ 3 which, in turn,
implies that eachhj is isomorphic either tosl(2,�), so(3) or sl(3,�). As a consequence

dimh ≤
{

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

for r := rk(h) ≤ rk(s) .

On the other hand, a glance at the classification of simple Liealgebras shows

dims ≥

{
2k2
+ 4k = dim� sl(k + 1,�) r = 2k

4k2
+ 8k + 3 = dimsl(2k + 2,�) r = 2k + 1 .

Putting both inequalities together and bearing in mind dims−dimh ≤ 3 shows that the rank ofs can only
be one of the numbers 1,2,4. Sincesl(2,�) andsu(2) are the only simple real Lie algebras of rank 1 we
may assume thats has rank 2 or 4. The caserk(s) = 4 can be ruled out in the following way: Consider first
the situation wheres is of complex type,that is,s is the underlying real Lie algebra of a complex simple
Lie algebrac of (complex) rank 2. Thenc is eithersl(3,�) or so(5,�). But in both cases a proper reductive
real subalgebra has at least (real) codimension 4 (in fact, 8). If s is of real typethen the above estimates
give dimh ≤ 16 and dims ≥ 24 = dimsl(5,�). For the remaining caserk(s) = 2 eithers ∼= so(1,3),
which is in the list of the claim, ors is isomorphic to a real form ofsl(3,�) or so(5,�). In both cases every
proper reductive complex subalgebra has at least codimension 4. This proves Claim 1.

Claim 2: Let k is a simple real Lie algebra andh ⊂ k parabolic with0 < codims h ≤ 3. Thens is
isomorphic toso(1,3), sl(4,�), su(2) or to a non-compact real form ofsl(3,�) or so(5,�).
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Proof of the claim. Since every parabolic subalgebra of a compact Lie algebra istrivial, apart from
s ∼= su(2) we only have to consider the case wheres is non-compact. The estimaterk(s) ≤ dims−dimh,
compare (9.9), impliesrk(s) ≤ 3. We work out the various cases separately.

rk s = 3 : The complexifications� of s is one of the Lie algebrassl(4,�), so(7,�) or sp(3,�). The latter
two can be immediately ruled out since a glance at the corresponding Satake diagrams shows that every
proper parabolic subalgebra of them is at least of codimension 4. In the remaining cases� ∼= sl(4,�)
only the normal real formsl(4,�) has a parabolic subalgebra of codimension 3. (A glance at the Satake
diagrams for the remaining non-compact real forms ofsl(4,�) excludes further possibilities).

rk s = 2 or 1: The rank conditions imply thats is the underlying real Lie algebra ofsl(2,�) or a real
form of sl(3,�) or so(5,�). The Lie algebraso(1,3) as well as every non-compact real form ofsl(3,�) or
so(5,�) contains a parabolic subalgebra of codimension less or equal 3. Since dimsl(2,�) = dimsu(2) =
3, all simple Lie algebras of rank one also contain parabolicsubalgebras of the required codimension.

In order to further reduce the list of possibilities fors we 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 ∼= sl(4,�): Up to an automorphism ofsl(4,�) there is only one such parabolic subalge-
brah of codimension 3. Lett = a ⊂ h be the split Cartan subalgebra andh = hr ⋉ h− n the decomposition
as in (9.11). Note that here the reductive factorhr ∼= gl(3,�) acts irreducibly onh± n ∼= �3. The only pos-
sibility for the flagso ⊂ sF ⊂ sH ⊂ s, which cannot be trivially excluded, is whenso ⊂ sF = h ( sH ( s

andcodimh(so) ≤ 2. This cannot be true since dimsH/sF = 2, [sF : sH] ⊂ sH (condition (II)) but h = sF
acts irreducibly on the 3-dimensional spaces/sF

∼= hn.

Elimination of s ∼= su(1, 2) : In this case of real rank 1, there exists up to conjugacy only one parabolic
subalgebrah: This is the minimal oneh = h∅ = m ⊕ a ⊕ n which is solvable withcodims h = 3. The
reductive parthr

= m ⊕ a =: t of h is a maximally split Cartan subalgebra. As before, the only situation
which cannot be trivially disposed of is whenso ⊂ sF = h andc := codimh(so) ∈ {0,1,2}. Recall thath
yields the decompositions = hn ⊕ t ⊕ h− n. If c = 0, that isso = h, thenhn ⊕ rad(g) would be a proper
locally transitive subalgebra ofg in contradiction to assumption (VI)2. If c = 1 then eithert ∩ so 6= t,
and thenhopp⊕ rad(g) would be a proper locally transitive subalgebra ofg (again contradicting (VI)2) or
t ⊂ so. But taking into account the particular structure ofh− n

= s−λ ⊕ s−2λ this also does not occur
since otherwiseso ∩ h− n would be at-stable 2-dimensional subalgebra, which is impossible sincead(t)
acts irreducibly on the 2-dimensional root spacess±λ and [sλ, sλ] = s2λ.
It remains the casec = 2, that is,s = g ∼= su(1,2) is locally transitive. Thenl = s� ∼= sl(3,�) andq is a
subalgebra of complex dimension 5. Consequentlyq is contained in a maximal (6-dimensional) parabolic
subalgebrah ∼= gl(2,�) ⋉ �2 of l, that is, eitherq coincides with a Borel subalgebrab or is conjugate
to a subalgebraj ∼= sl(2,�) ⋉ �2. In both cases the subgroupsQ of L = SL(3,�) corresponding tob
or j are closed and the underlying CR-germ (M,o) is locally CR-equivalent to anSU(1,2)-orbit either in
L/B ∼= �(�3), the complex manifold of full flags in�3, or in the�∗-principal bundleL/J over�2(�). A
direct check shows that in both cases there do not exist 2-nondegenerateSU(1,2)-orbits.

Elimination of s ∼= sl(3,�). Then 3≤ dimso ≤ 6 holds except for the trivial caseso = s. If dim so = 3
and hences is locally transitive, then as in the previous situation each CR-germ (M,o) associated with a
CR-algebra (sl(3,�), q) is locally CR-equivalent to anSL(3,�)-orbit either inSL(3,�)/B or SL(3,�)/J
(as discussed above, withSL(3,�) in place ofSU(1,2)). Again, none of these orbits is 2-nondegenerate.
It remains the case dimso ≥ 4. But then there always exists a parabolic (proper) subalgebra h ⊂ s with
so+h = s, that is,h⊕rad(g) is a proper locally transitive subalgebra ofg excluding the cases� ∼= sl(3,�).

Elimination of s ∼= so(1, 4).There exists up to conjugacy a unique parabolic subalgebrah = hr⋉h− n ⊂ s

of codimension 3, and we have to investigate the casess ) sH ) sF = h ⊃ so only. A close look at the
minimal (and maximal proper) parabolic subalgebrah = m ⊕ a ⊕ sλ shows thatm ∼= so(3) andm
acts irreducibly on the 3-dimensional nilpotent idealh− n

= s−λ. Consequentlyh acts irreducibly on
s/h = s/sF ∼= �3. This leads to a contradiction as [sF, sH] ⊂ sH, i.e.,sH/sF

would be a 2-dimensional
stable subspace. The proof of Lemma 10.2 is now complete.
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In Theorem 6 of [3] it is claimed that for every 2-nondegenerate real-analytic hypersurfaceM ⊂ �3

the Lie algebrahol(M,a) has dimension≤ 11 at every point. Using this result would save few arguments
in the proof of Lemma 10.2. Instead, we preferred to present aself-contained proof of the proposition.

11. The casess ∼= so(2,3) ands ∼= so(1,3)

We continue the proof of Theorem II. So far we have proved thatfor the CR-algebra (g, q) under
consideration the simple factorss of gss, see (10.1), can only be isomorphic to one of the simple Lie
algebras listed in Lemma 10.2. In this section we show that from these the possibilitiess ∼= so(2,3) and
s ∼= so(1,3) cannot occur. Here and in the following upper case roman numerals refer to the conditions
around 9.8.

We like to mention that for the tubeM over the future light conehol(M, o) ∼= so(2,3) holds and
that there exists a copy ofso(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, there are transitive subalgebras ofhol(M, o)
of dimension 5 these two Lie algebras do not satisfy the minimality condition (VI). In the following we
consider both cases separately:

s ∼= so(2, 3). The only Lie subalgebrash in the normal real formso(2,3) with codimsh ≤ 3 are the
3-codimensional maximal parabolic subalgebras. We need totake a closer look at the structure of these
subalgebras. There are up to isomorphisms ofs only two such parabolic subalgebras: IfΠ(a) = {α, β} is
a basis of the root systemΦ(a) (a split Cartan subalgebra,α long,β short) then

h1 : = (a⊕ sα ⊕ s−α) ⊕ s−β ⊕ s−α−β ⊕ s−α−2β = hr
1 ⋉ h− n

1

h2 : = (a⊕ sβ ⊕ s−β) ⊕ s−α ⊕ s−α−β ⊕ s−α−2β = hr
2 ⋉ h− n

2

are representatives of the corresponding isomorphy classes. The only instance where the filtrationso ⊂
sF ⊂ sH ⊂ s could be nontrivial (recall thatso, sF are subalgebras,sH is aad(sF)-stable subspace) arises
whenso ⊂ sF = hj ⊂ sH ⊂ s for j = 1,2. The possibility ‘h2 = sF’ cannot occur since the adjoint
representation ofhr

2 on hn
2
∼= s/sF

is irreducible, contradicting the existence of a 2-dimensional ad(sF)–
stable subspacesH/sF

. It remains the possibilitysF = h1 ⊃ so. From now onh := h1 and we analyze
the various possibilities for dimsF − dimso ∈ {0,1,2}. The equationsF = so contradicts condition (VI)2

since in that case the proper subalgebra (hn⊕s′)⋉ rad(g) would be transitive on (M,o). The case whenso
is of codimension 1 insF = h can also be ruled out: Eitherh− n ⊂ so and then (hopp⊕ s′) ⋉ rad(g) would
be a transitive proper subalgebra ofg, or the intersection ofso with h− n

= (s−β ⊕ s−β−α) ⊕ s−α−2β

is a 2-dimensional subalgebra. In such a case the imageπ(so) of the projectionπ : h = h−n ⋊ hr → hr

coincides withhr. But this also leads to a contradiction: Neither the intersection so ∩ h−n can coincide
with s−β ⊕ s−β−α (since it is not a subalgebra), nor (s−β ⊕ s−β−α) ∩ so can be 1-dimensional (since
hr acts irreducibly on (s−β ⊕ s−β−α)). Finally we are left with the case dimsF − dimso = 2, i.e., s is
transitive on (M,o). Thusg = s by assumption (VI). But then dimgo = 5 and there always exist proper
subalgebrasg′ ⊂ g with g′ + g0 = g, a contradiction to condition (VI)2.

s ∼= so(1, 3) ∼= sl(2,�). We work out this case by investigating various possibilities for dimso. Assume
first that
• dimso ≥ 3. We claim that then there exists a solvable subalgebrar ⊂ s such thatso + r = s : The
case dimso ≥ 4 is easily settled as all 4-dimensional subalgebras ins are maximal, i.e., they are Borel
subalgebras ofsl(2,�) and consequently have nilpotent complementary subalgebras. There do not exist
(real) subalgebras ofsl(2,�) of dimension 5. If dimso = 3 thens is either semisimple or solvable. In the
semisimple case we work with an explicit matrix realizations ⊂ �2×2: Eitherso ∼= su(2) or∼= su(1,1),
i.e.,

so ∼=
{(

it εz

z −it

)
: t ∈ �, z ∈ �

}
for ε = 1 or ε = −1 .

In both cases the upper triangular Borel subalgebrab+ ⊂ sl(2,�) ⊂ �2×2 forms a linear complement of
so. This cannot happen, since then condition (VI)2 would be violated.
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If so is solvable thenso is contained as certain 1-codimensional (real) subalgebrain a (complex) Borel
subalgebrab = t ⋉ bnil of s ∼= sl(2,�). We claim thatso ⊃ bnil : Otherwise (i.e., if dim� so ∩ bnil

= 1)
we would haveπ(so) = t, whereπ : b → t is the projection homomorphism, and consequentlyso would
contain a certain complex Cartan subalgebrat′ of b which acts�-irreducibly onbnil.
However, from our claim it follows that the opposite Borel subalgebra is a complementary subspace ofso
in s. The case ‘dimso = 3’ now is completely ruled out. Next, we investigate the case
• dimso = 2. It follows thatso is solvable and either complex or totally real. Since it is immediate that
every complex subalgebra insl(2,�) has a complementary subalgebra (simple check), it remainsonly
to deal with the totally real case, i.e., withso being a real form of a Borel subalgebrab ⊂ sl(2,�). Let
τ : b → b be the conjugation withbτ = so. It is well-known that there exists aτ -stable Cartan subalgebra
t ⊂ b and consequently we have theτ -stable decompositionb = t ⋉ [b, b] =: t ⋉ n. Selecth ∈ t, e ∈ n

such that [h, e] = 2e. By constructionτ (h) = a·h and τ (e) = b·e for suitablea, b ∈ �. Sinceτ is an
automorphism,a = 1. Sinceτ is an involution,|b| = 1. This shows that up to a conjugation we may
assume thatb is the upper-triangular Borel subalgebra ofsl(2,�) and the real formsso ⊂ b+ have the
following realizations:

so ∼=
{(

t sc

0 −t

)
: t, s ∈ �

}
for some c ∈ �∗ .

For everyc ∈ �∗ at least one of the Borel subalgebras�
( 0 1

1 0

)
⊕ �

( 1 −1
1 −1

)
or �

( 0 −i
i 0

)
⊕ �

( 1 i
i −1

)
then is

complementary toso in sl(2,�). Finally, we need to deal with the case
• dimso = 1, i.e.,s itself is locally transitive and thusg = s by the minimality condition (VI)2. Consider
the following matrix realization:

l = sl(2,�) × sl(2,�) ⊂ �2×2× �2×2

σ(x, y) = (y, x) , g = {(x, x) : x ∈ sl(2,�)} ⊂ l .

The 3-dimensional complex subalgebraq ⊂ l is either simple or solvable:
q simple:Thenq ∼= sl(2,�) andq is either one of the two factors ofsl(2,�) × sl(2,�) or q is conjugate
in l to g. The first case can be ruled out immediately since thenq ∩ g = 0 = go which is absurd. In
the second case, all simple subalgebrasq ⊂ l which are not ideals are conjugate to each other. We may
select the particular subalgebraq = {(x,−xt) : x ∈ sl(2,�)} ⊂ l, wherext is the transpose ofx. The
corresponding Lie subgroupQ = {(q, (q−1)t) : q ∈ SL(2,�)} ⊂ L := SL(2,�) × SL(2,�) is closed
and the map (x, y) 7→ x·yt identifies the quotient with the affine quadricSL(2,�) ⊂ �2×2 on which
S := SL(2,�) (considered as real Lie group) acts by the holomorphic transformations (s, z) 7→ szst.
Hence, in this situation every CR-germ associated with a CR-algebra (s, q) is globalizable. It is well-
known (see, for instance [19]) that the hypersurfaceS-orbits inL/Q are either Levi-nondegenerate or
locally CR-equivalent to the tubeM over the light cone. However, dimg = 6 and in this case (g, q)
satisfies (I) – (V), (VI)1 and (VI)2, but not (VI).
q solvable:We will show that also this case contradicts the fundamentalassumption 9.8:
If lo = �(t, t) is ad-semisimple (and without loss of generalityt =

(
t
−t

)
for somet ∈ �∗) thenlo is a

regular torus inl. Consequently, the centralizerCl(lo) =: t1 × t2 is aσ-stable Cartan subalgebra. Either
Cl(lo) ⊂ q (but thenq + σq is of codimension 2 inl) or Cl(lo) ∩ q = lo. In the latter case denote byl±α1 ,
l±α2 the root spaces with respect tot1 × t2. A direct check shows thatq is the direct sum oflo with two
further root spaces (also ift = t). Sinceq is solvable, there are 4 possibilities of choosing such pairs of
root spaces. In all 4 cases eitherq + σq is too small orf = lo, i.e., the corresponding CR-germ is Levi
nondegenerate.
It remains to discuss the case whenlo = �(n, n) is ad-nilpotent. Sinceq is solvable, it is contained in
a Borel subalgebrab of l. Consequently,lo ⊂ bnil

= Cl(lo) ∼= �n × �n. Let π : b → b/bnil be the
canonical projection. The imageπ(q) cannot be surjective since there is no 3-dimensional subalgebra
�(n, n) ⊂ q ⊂ b with this property. It remains only the possibilitybnil ⊂ q but thenq ∩ σq ⊃ bnil, which
is too big.

Summarizing, we have for the CR-algebra (g, q) satisfying 9.8 thatgss must be a finite direct sum
of copies ofsl(2,�) andsu(2). In the next section we direct our attention to factors oftypesl(2,�).



38 Fels-Kaup

12. The cases ∼= sl(2,�)

In this section we continue the proof of Theorem II and consider only CR-algebras (g, q) subject to
9.8, for which the simple factors of gss is isomorphic tosl(2,�), compare (10.1). As already proved, the
remaining simple factors ins′ (if there are any) are isomorphic tosu(2) or sl(2,�).

Fromhol(M, o) ∼= so(2,3) for the light cone tubeM it is clear thathol(M, o) contains copies of
so(2,2) ∼= sl(2,�)× sl(2,�). Fixing a subalgebrar ⊂ sl(2,�) (which is necessarily non-abelian) the
5-dimensional Lie algebrasl(2,�) × r can be embedded intohol(M, o), and this can be done in such a
way that the image is a transitive subalgebra. Therefore, the simple factorsl(2,�) of gss cannot avoided
in the classification proof. However, we will show that this factor only occurs in the instance described
above, that is, in connection withM.

Our first result is that ingss the simple factorsl(2,�) can occur at most once. Here and in the follow-
ing we repeatedly use the basic fact that each proper subalgebra ofsl(2,�) has a solvable complementary
subalgebra. Furthermore, through this subsection we denote byπ : g = (s×s′)⋉rad(g) → s the canonical
projection. We analyze various possibilities for the imageof the isotropy subalgebrago underπ.
If π(go) 6= 0 then there exists a solvable complementr ⊂ s to π(go) and (r × s′) ⋉ rad(g) is a proper
transitive subalgebra ofg violating (VI)2.
If π(go) = 0 thengo ⊂ s′ ⋉ rad(g) and is there of codimension 2. It follows that there is no factor
h ∼= sl(2,�) in s′: Otherwise, counting dimensions we would have dimh ∩ so ≥ 1 which implies that
there is a proper transitive subalgebra ofg, violating (VI)2. This proves thats′ is a product of factors which
all are isomorphic tosu(2). Finally, we show thats′ consists of at mostonesuch simple factor: Indeed,
suppose thats′ = h × s′′ for some idealh ∼= su(2) of s′. Denote byπh := (s × h × s′′) ⋉ rad(g) → h

the canonical projection. Thenπh(go) has codimension≤ 2 in h. Sincesu(2) does not have a subalgebra
of dimension 2, the dimension ofπh(go) can only be 1 or 3. But dimension 3 violates (VI)2 since then
g = go+ker(πh). It remains the case dimπh(go) = 1. Thenπh(go) is a torus inh andπ(go) = h∩go. Since
g′ := s×h is a transitive subalgebra ofg we must haveg′ = g by (VI)2. But this is not possible:

12.1 Lemma. s ∼= sl(2,�) impliesg = s⋉rad(g) andgo ⊂ rad(g) .

Proof. By the above discussion we only have to rule out the caseg = s× s′ with go ⊂ s′ = su(2). The key
point here is that the isotropy subalgebrago is toral insu(2) and that there exists a uniquead(go)–stable
subspacep⋆ ⊂ su(2) on which the adjoint representation ofgo is irreducible. Letπsu : s⊕ su(2) → su(2)
be the projection onto the second factor. Eitherπsu(F) = su(2) or πsu(F) = go. In the first case, we
actually haveF = su(2) as [go,F] ⊂ F and [s, go] = 0. But this cannot be true: Independently of what
exactlyH =W ⊕ su(2) would be, we always would have [H,F] ⊂ F. But this violates the nondegeneracy
condition (V).
It remains the caseπsu(F) = go, i.e.,F = b⊕ go, whereb = F ∩ s ⊂ s is a 2-dimensional real subalgebra.
By a dimension argument dimH ∩ su(2) ≥ 2. But this intersection must bead(go)-stable, which implies
H = b⊕ su(2), i.e.,H is a subalgebra ofg = s⊕ su(2). Clearly, this violates condition (III).

In the next Lemma we show that the semidirect products⋉rad(g) in 12.1 actually is a direct product
s× rad(g) and that the radical has dimension 2, i.e.g has dimension 5. Recall the obvious fact that, up to
isomorphy, there exist precisely two Lie algebras of dimension 2, the abelian Lie algebra�2

= �×� and
a non-abelian one.

12.2 Lemma. s ∼= sl(2,�) impliesg = s×r with r := rad(g) being non-abelian and of dimension 2.

Proof. Letπ : g → s be the canonical projection. We use the same symbol also for the complex extension
l → s�. Because of (I) andgo ⊂ r the imageπ(F) has dimension≤ 2.

• dimπ(F) = 0 impliesF = r, i.e.,F is an ideal ing. But this violates (V).

• dimπ(F) = 1 impliesπ(f) = π(σf) and dimπ(f) = 1. Consequentlyπ(q), π(σq) are 2-dimensional
(Borel) subalgebras which generatesl(2,�) as a linear space (otherwise (M,o) would be Levi flat). It
follows π−1(π(σq)) ∩ q = f. But this implies [f, σq] ⊂ f + σq, a contradiction to (V).
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• dimπ(F) = 2. Note thatπ(f), π(σf) are 1-dimensional sincelo ⊂ r�. Sinceπ(f) + π(σf) is a 2-
dimensional subalgebra,t := π(f), t′ := π(σf) = σt are tori as follows with the elementary structure theory
of sl(2,�). The case ‘π(f) = π(q)’ can be excluded since otherwise we would haveπ(q + σq) = π(f + σf)
which is a subalgebra, a contradiction to (III). Hence, the only possibility remaining isπ(f) 6= π(q). This
impliesq ∩ rad = σq ∩ rad = lo. Furthermore,lo is an ideal inq, σq, and, since [q, σq] = l, even an ideal
of l. By the effectivity assumption (VI)1, this impliesgo = 0, i.e.,g has dimension 5 and thus

(12.3) g ∼= sl(2,�) ⋉̺ �
2 or g ∼= sl(2,�) × r with dim r = 2 ,

where̺ : sl(2,�) → End(�2) is the canonical inclusion.

12.4 Claim. The first case in(12.3), that isg ∼= sl(2,�) ⋉̺ �2, cannot occur.
Proof of the claim.Letπ : l → sl(2,�) be the canonical projection andσ : l → l the complex conjugation
defining the real formg of l. The possibility
• π(q) = 0 (= π(σq) ) can be excluded since thenq = rad(l) = σq, violating (III). Also

• dimπ(q) = 1 can be ruled out: Thenπ(q) 6= π(f) since otherwiseπ(q + σq) = π(f + σf) would be a
subalgebra, violating (III). Hence,f = q∩rad(l). But this contradicts (V) since then [f, σq] ⊂ rad(l) = f⊕σf.

• dimπ(q) = 2 (i.e.,q ∩ rad(l) = 0) is the most involved case. Thenπ(q) = b is a Borel subalgebra of
sl(2,�). To rule out also this case we need some preparations. Firstrealizel as

sl(2,�) ⋉̺ �
2
= {(X,w) : X ∈ sl(�2), w ∈ �2} with [(X,w), (Y, u)] = ([X,Y ] , Xu− Y w)

and complex conjugationσ given by (X,w) 7→ (X,w). Since (M,o) is not Levi flat (compare (III)),
we necessarily haveb + σb = sl(2,�), and the 1-dimensional intersectionb ∩ σb is a toral subalgebra
t ⊂ sl(2,�) (we use here the well-known fact that the [σ–stable] intersection of any two Borel subalgebras
contains a [σ–stable] Cartan subalgebra). In the next two paragraphs we recall some elementary facts from
the representation theory ofsl(2,�) which we need to complete our proof.

12.5σ-adaptedsl2-triples. Leth ∈ t ⊂ sl(2,�) be the element for which [h, E] = 2E and [h, F ] = −2F
for everyE ∈ bnil, F ∈ σ(bnil) = (σb)nil . Sinceσ interchanges the eigenspaces ofad(h), we haveσ(h) =
−h. There are crucial technical points here: We claim that there existse ∈ bnil such that [e, σ(e)] = h, i.e.,
(e, h, f) with f := σ(e) being ansl2-triple in sl(2,�) (i.e., [h, e] = 2e, [h, f] = −2f, [e, f] = h).
Construction: We have to be careful here about signs: Sinceσ defines anon-compactreal form of
sl(2,�), the nondegenerate Hermitian 2-formκ(· , σ( · )) has precisely one negative eigenvalue, where
κ denotes the Killing form. Sinceκ(h, σ(h)) = κ(h,−h) < 0, it follows κ(E, σ(E)) > 0 and conse-
quently [λE, σ(λE)] = h for an appropriately chosenλ ∈ �∗ (keeping in mind the general formula
[E,F ] = κ(E,F )H whereH, the coroot, is a positive multiple ofh). Define thene := λE andf := σ(e).
Eachsl2-triple e′, h′, f′ ∈ s� ∼= sl(2,�) with σ(e′) = f′ is calledσ–adaptedin the following.

12.6.Complexifyingsl(2,�)⋉̺�2, we briefly discuss how the 2-dimensional abelian radical�
2, consid-

ered as ansl(2,�)-module, is related to the real structure. Let aσ-adaptedsl2-triple e, h, f be given. Let
�

2
= V+ ⊕ V− be the decomposition into (±1) h-eigenspaces. They are interchanged byσ. We claim that

there exists av+ ∈ V+ with v− := σ(e)v+ = σ(v+) 6= 0: Indeed, choosew+ ∈ V+ r {0} arbitrarily. Then
there is ac ∈ �∗ with fw+ = cσ(w+), and a direct check shows|c| = 1. Choose ab ∈ � with b2

= c and
put v+ := b·w+.
We use the linear basisv+, v− of the radicalrad(l) ∼= �2 in the following computations.

We now resume the proof of Claim 12.4. For short, writer� := rad(l) for the abelian radical. Since
q ∩ r� = 0, we can writeq = �·(e, w1) ⊕ �·(h, w2) for suitablew1, w2 ∈ �2. Clearly, thewj ’s are not
arbitrary: Writew1 = λ1v+ + µ1v− andw2 = λ2v+ + µ2v−. Note thatw2 6= −w2 (otherwiseq ∩ σq 6= 0),
i.e.,λ2 6= −µ2. The fact thatq is a subalgebra imposes a further condition on the coefficientsλj , µj : A
simple computation shows thatµ1 = 0 andµ2 = −λ1, i.e., for eachλ, µ ∈ � with λ 6= µ we have the two
2-dimensional complex subalgebrasq = qλ,µ andσq :

q = �·(e, λv+) ⊕ �·(h, µv+ − λv−), σq = �·(f, λv−) ⊕ �·(−h,−λv+ + µv−) .
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Recall the definitionf = {u ∈ q : [u, σq] ⊂ q + σq} from 9.5.iv. A straightforward calculation shows that
in all casesf = 0 holds. This contradicts (IV) and proves 12.4.

We proceed the proof of Lemma 12.2 by restricting the radicalof g ∼= sl(2,�) × r further:

12.7 Claim. The Lie algebrag cannot be isomorphic tosl(2,�) ×�2.
Proof of the claim. Assume to the contrary thatg = sl(2,�) × �2 and denote byπ1 : l → sl(2,�),
π2 : l → �2 the canonical projections. As in the proof of the previous claim, the cases dimq ∩ rad(l) ≥ 1
can be ruled out immediately. We therefore only have to exclude the caseq ∩ �2

= 0: In that case, let
b be the 2-dimensionalπ1-image insl(2,�). It follows σ(b) 6= b since otherwiseπs(q + σq) ⊂ b would
contradict (III). Consequently there existe ∈ b, h ∈ b ∩ σb and f = σ(e) ∈ σ(b) = π(σq) with the
properties described in 12.5. The fact thatq, σq are subalgebras and thatπ(q) = �h⊕ �e determineq, σq
as follows:q = �·(h, w) ⊕ �·(e,0) and σq = �·(h,−w) ⊕ �·(f,0) for a w ∈ �2 .
We may further assume thatw,w are linearly independent, otherwiseπ2(q + σq) 6= �2 would contradict
(III). As a consequence, (h,0) 6∈ q + σq. The definition off then showsf = �·(h, w) . On the other hand,
for this f we have [f, σq] ⊂ f⊕ σq in contradiction to (V). This proves the claim and Lemma 12.2.

So far we know that under the assumptions ∼= sl(2,�) necessarilyg ∼= sl(2,�) × r, wherer is the
2-dimensional non-abelian Lie algebra. To determine the full CR-algebra (g, q) we still have to find out
how the complex subalgebraq ⊂ l sits insidesl(2,�) × r�.

12.8 Claim. Up to a CR-algebra automorphism of(g, q) the subalgebraq ⊂ l is obtained in the following
way: Fix a linear basisx, z of r� with [x, z] = z and aσ–adaptedsl2-triple e, h, f ∈ sl(2,�) (see12.5 for
the definition). Thenq = �(h ,2x + µz) ⊕ �(e , νz) for suitableµ, ν ∈ � with Im(µ) = ±2 and|ν| = 1.
Proof of the claim. The caseq = r� can clearly be excluded. If the intersectionq ∩ r� would be 1-
dimensional thenq ∩ r� ⊕ σq ∩ r� = r� (as the sumq + σq must be direct). Sincef must also be
1-dimensional, we havef = r� ∩ q. But then [f, σq] ⊂ r� = f⊕ σf, violating condition (V).
It remains the caseq ∩ r� = 0, i.e., πs(q) is a Borel subalgebra�e ⊕ �h, andπ(σq) = �h ⊕ �f where
h, e, f ∈ sl(2,�) are chosen as explained in 12.5. Sinceq ⊂ s� × r� is a Lie subalgebra, it necessarily has
the following form:

(12.9)
q = �·(h, λx + µz) ⊕ �·(e, νz) with σq = �·(−h, λx + µz) ⊕ �·(f, νz)

and λ, µ, ν ∈ � satisfying λ = 2 if ν 6= 0 .

ν = 0: Thenλx+µz andλx+µz must be linearly independent inr�, i.e.,λµ 6= λµ (otherwiseπr(q+σq) 6=
r�). Observe that (h,0) 6∈ q + σq andλ 6= 0. A direct verification showsf = �·(h, λx + µz) if λ ∈ i� and
f = 0 otherwise. But thenf⊕ σq is a subalgebra in contradiction to (V).
ν 6= 0: Possibly after replacingz by |ν|z we may assume|ν| = 1 in (12.9). Employing the definition off
in 9.5.iv, a simple calculation shows

(12.10) f =

{
�(h∓ 2iν e , 2x + Re(µ)z) Im(µ) = ±2
0 otherwise,

that is,f is 1-dimensional only if Imµ = ±2. This proves the claim.

12.11 Lemma. For the CR-algebra(g, q) in 12.8 the associated CR-germ(M,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 for the associated germ, compare Example 6.6
in [19]. Letµ, ν be the constants occurring in 12.8 and consider the affine quadricZ := SL(2,�) ⊂ �2×2,
on which the group̂L := SL(2,�) × SL(2,�) acts holomorphically byz 7→ gzh−1 for all (g, h) ∈ L̂.
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ThenĜ := SL(2,�) × SL(2,�) is a real form of̂L. Via

(12.12)

x :=
1
2

(
0 1
1 0

)
, z :=

1
2

(
1 −1
1 −1

)
∈ r

e :=
ν

2

(
1 i
i −1

)
, h :=

(
0 −i
i 0

)
, f := σ(e) ∈ s�

we considerl = s� × r� as a complex subalgebra ofl̂ = sl(2,�) × sl(2,�) andg as a subalgebra of̂g.
We recall some basic facts, compare [19]: The polynomial function ψ(z) := det(z + z) − 2 on Z is
invariant under the action of the group̂G. Furthermore, the nonsingular partM of the algebraic subset
S := ψ−1

(
{±2}

)
is a (non-connected) hypersurface inZ, locally CR-equivalent toM. On the other hand,

the singular part ofS is a totally real submanifold ofZ. Consider the point

o :=
e−πi/4

4

(
4+ µ −µ
iµ i(4− µ)

)
∈ Z

which actually is inS because ofψ(o) = Im(µ). A direct computation shows that the isotropy subalgebra
lo of l ⊂ l̂ ato ∈ Z is�(h,2x+µz)⊕�(e, νz) and that the isotropy subalgebra ofg ⊂ ĝ ato is trivial. This
implies a ∈ M and also that the CR-algebra (g, q) is associated to the germ (M,o). SinceM is locally
CR-equivalent to the tubeM over the future light cone the proof for 12.11 is complete.

13. The cases ∼= su(2)

The status of our proof so far can be summarized as follows: For the CR-algebra (g, q) satisfying
9.8 andgss 6= 0 the simple ideals of gsscan only by isomorphic tosl(2,�) or su(2), Furthermore, the case
s ∼= sl(2,�) only occurs if the associated CR-germ is equivalent to (M, o) with M being the light cone
tube, and theng ∼= sl(2,�) × r with nonabelian 2-dimensionalr. Consequently, only the situation needs
to be investigated whengss only contains simple ideals isomorphic tosu(2). We assume this throughout
this section and state as main lemma:

13.1 Lemma. There is no simple factor ofgss isomorphic tosu(2).

Theproofwill be subdivided into several claims. Note that contrary to sl(2,�), the only non-trivial proper
subalgebras ofsu(2) are 1-dimensional tori. As before lets be a fixed simple factor ofgss and denote by
π : g → s the canonical projection. Then the imageπ(go) must be a proper subalgebra since otherwise
g′ = π−1(0) would violate (VI)2. Our first observation is

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

g ∼= su(2)⋉ r, g ∼= su(2)× su(2) or

g ∼=
(
su(2)× su(2)

)
⋉ r with r 6= 0 and go = (�t1 ×�t2) ⋉ (go∩ r) for tj ∈ su(2) .

Proof of the claim.Write g = (s1 ⊕ s2 ⊕ s′′) ⋉ r wheres1, s2
∼= su(2), s′′ is the complementary ideal in

gss andπj denotes the projection ontos1 or s2, respectively. Only one of the following possibilities could
occur:
• π1(go) = 0. Thens1 ⊕ s2 is already a transitive subalgebra ofg ands′′ = r = 0.
• π1(go) 6= 0 6= π2(go). Then eitherg = s1 ⊕ s2 or go ∩ (s1 ⊕ s2) = (go ∩ s1) ⊕ (go ∩ s2) = �t1 ⊕�t2 for
suitable nonzerot1, t2 ∈ su(2). In the latter casego ∩ (s′′ ⋉ r) is of codimension 1 ins′′ ⋉ r. But then we
conclude thats′′ = 0 as there is no 1-codimensional subalgebras insu(2).

For the proof of 13.1 we only need to investigate the above three types ofg. We repeatedly use the fact that
each 1- or 2-dimensional representation ofsu(2) ∼= so(3) is trivial and that each toral subalgebrat ⊂ su(2)
acts irreducibly onsu(2)/t.

13.3 Claim. g ∼= (su(2)× su(2))⋉ r impliesr = 0.
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Proof of the claim.Let π1, π2 be the projection onto the first and the second simple factor,respectively.
As observed in the preceeding Claim,go = (t1 × t2) ⋉ ro with ro := go ∩ r and 1-dimensional toral
subalgebrastj . Recall that we have thego-stable filtrationg ⊃ H ⊃ F ⊃ go. At least one of the images
πj(F) coincides withsj , say, forj = 2. Sincetj acts irreducibly onsj/tj , it follows F = s2 ⋉ ro. Since
thenH∩ s is at least 2-dimensional, the irreducibility of the actionof t1 impliesH = s× s2 ⋉ ro. But this
would imply [H,H] ⊂ H, contradicting (III).

13.4 Claim. g 6∼= su(2)× su(2).

Proof of the Claim.Suppose to the contrary thatg = su(2) × su(2). SinceF ⊂ g is a subalgebra of
dimension 3 and there is no solvable subalgebra of this dimension, necessarilyF ∼= su(2). Consequently,
eitherF is one of the simple factors ofg or F is the graph of an automorphism ofsu(2). Both possibilities
lead to a contradiction: In the first caseF is an ideal ing, contradicting (V), and in the second caseF acts
irreducibly ong/F, violating the existence of thead(F)-stable proper subspaceH/F ⊂ g/F.

The remaining caseg = su(2)⋉ r with r := rad(g) is the most involved. In this situation the projection of
go under the canonical projectionπ : g → su(2) is of dimension≤ 1. As usual we denote the canonical
projectionl → sl(2,�) by the same symbolπ. We investigate the various possibilities for theπ-images of
the Lie subalgebraslo ⊂ f ⊂ q defined in (9.4).
• π(lo) = π(f) = π(q). Sinceπ(lo) is a σ-stable torus, it would followπ(q + σq) = π(lo). Counting
dimensions, this cannot happen.
• π(lo) ( π(f) = π(q). Here, we have to rule out the 2 possibilities dimπ(lo) ≤ 1.
If dim π(lo) = 0 thenπ(F) is a 1-dimensional toral subalgebra insu(2), and consequentlyπ(f) = π(σf) =
π(q) = π(σq) is 1-dimensional. This contradicts the fact thatq+σq is a hyperplane inl. It remains the case
whenπ(lo) is 1-dimensional. Thenπ(F) = s, and possibly after replacings ∼= su(2) by the Levi factor
contained inF we may assume thats ⊂ F. By dimension reasonsro := go ∩ r = F ∩ r. Further,ro is an
ideal inF and we haveF = s⋉ ro as well asH = s⋉ rH with rH := H∩ r. Since dimrH− dim ro = 2, the
ad-representation ofs on rH/ro is trivial, i.e., [s, rH] ⊂ ro. Sincef = lo ⊕ �y for somey ∈ s� ∼= sl(2,�)
andσq = σf⊕�x for somex ∈ r�H, we would have [f, σq] = [lo ⊕�y, σf⊕�x] ⊂ f + σf, in contradiction
to (V).
• π(lo) = π(f) ( π(q). The possibility 0= π(f) can be excluded since otherwiseF = r andf + σf would
be an ideal inl, contradicting condition (V). Next we deal with the case whenπ(lo) = π(f) = π(σf) is a
(1-dimensional) toral subalgebra. By assumptionb := π(q) is then 2-dimensional, i.e., a Borel subalgebra,
which implies thatb + σb = s� ∼= sl(2,�), or equivalentlyπ(H) = s. Counting dimensions,rF := F ∩ r =

H ∩ r. Further, [rF,H] ⊂ r ∩ H = rF and since, due to condition (III), H generatesg as a Lie algebra, we
deduce thatrF is an ideal ing. Fromπ(lo) = π(f) follows thatf = lo ⊕ �r with r ∈ r�F. But this implies
[f, σq] = [l0 ⊕ �r, σq] ⊂ σq + r�F ⊂ σq ⊕ f, violating (V). It remains one last possibility for the flag
lo ⊂ f ⊂ q in l:

13.5 Claim. If π(lo) ( π(f) ( π(q) thenlo = 0 andg ∼= su(2)× r with r := rad(g) of dimension 2.
Proof of the claim.The properness of the inclusions implieslo ∩ r� = f ∩ r� = q ∩ r� = σq ∩ r�. Since
q andσq generatel as a Lie algebra, it follows thatlo ∩ r� is an ideal inl, or equivalentlygo ∩ r ⊳ g. By
the effectivity assumption (VI)1, we havego ∩ r = 0. Consequently, since dimπ(lo) ≤ 1 the same estimate
holds for dimlo. Next we show that the case 1= dim� π(go) (= dimπ(lo) = dim lo) cannot happen:
Assume on the contrary thatπ(go) = 1. Thenπ(F) = s and, possibly after replacing the Levi factors ⊂ g

by a conjugate one, we may assumes ⊂ F. Counting dimensions yields thenF = s ∼= su(2). Since
[F,H] ⊂ H by (II), we have a representation ofs onH/F. But this yields the contradiction as dimH/F = 2,
compare (I), implies that this representation is trivial, i.e. [s,H] = [F,H] ⊂ F, violating (V).
We have proved that the only possibility forg is su(2)⋉ r with a 2-dimensional radicalr. Sincesu(2) can
act only trivially on such anr, the above semidirect product is in fact direct. This provesthe claim.

13.6 Claim. The caseg ∼= su(2)× r, dimr = 2, also cannot occur.
Proof of the claim.We writeπ = πs andπr for the projections ontos� ∼= sl(2,�) andr�, respectively.
The proof analyses various possibilities forf ⊂ q.



Homogeneous Levi degenerate CR-manifolds 43

If πs(F) = 0 thenF = r would be an ideal ing contradicting (V). It remains the case whenπs(F) as
well asπs(f) is 1-dimensional. In that situation necessarilyπs(q) 6= πs(f), andπ(q) is a Borel subalgebra
in sl(2,�). Further,πs(q) + σ(πs(b)) = sl(2,�) andπs(q) ∩ πs(σb) is a Cartan subalgebra ofsl(2,�).
Similar to the situation considered in 12.5 we also can choose here astandard triplee, f, h ∈ s� with
πs(q) = �h ⊕ �e andσ(h) = −h, but nowσ(e) = −f for the Cartan involutionσ. The radicalr cannot
be abelian: Otherwise, exactly as in the proof of Claim 12.7,we obtain a contradiction. In the remaining
non-abelian case we proceed as in the proof of Claim 12.8 by investigating the various positions ofq
in l: The cases dimr� ∩ q > 0 are easily ruled out (same argument as in the proof of 12.8, following
(12.9)). Hence, we may assume thatq andσq are given by the formula (12.9), except that nowσq =
�·(−h, λx + µz) ⊕ �·(−f, νz), i.e., the sign in front off has changed. This slight difference is precisely
the reason why in caseν 6= 0, contrary to (12.10), the CR-germ (M,o) associated to (g, q) would be
Levi nondegenerate, as shown by a simple computation. This contradicts our fundamental assumption and
concludes the proof of the claim as well as the proof of Proposition 13.1.

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

Striking the balance for the proof of Theorem II obtained so far, we have shown the following:

Let (M,o) be an arbitrary locally homogeneous2-nondegenerate CR-germ of dimension5 and let(g, q)
be an associated CR-algebra. If the Lie algebrag is not solvable thenM is locally CR-equivalent ato ∈M
to the tubeM over the future light cone.

For the rest of the proof we therefore assume that every CR-algebra (g, q) under consideration
satisfies the fundamental assumption 9.8 and thatg is solvable. As main result of this section we show

14.1 Lemma. The solvable Lie algebrag has dimension5, i.e.,go = 0.

Theproof of this Lemma will be subdivided into several steps. Recall that by definition thenilradicalgnil

of g is the maximal nilpotent ideal ing. It is well-known thatgnil contains the commutator subalgebra
[g, g], and each elementξ ∈ gnil is ad-nilpotent ing. Similarly, we denote the (complex) nilradical ofl by
lnil . We retain the notation from 9.4 and 9.5.

14.2 Claim. go ⊂ gnil.
Proof of the claim.Since [g, g] ⊂ gnil , the quotientg/gnil is abelian. Letπ : g → g/gnil be the projection.
Assume thatgo 6⊂ gnil, i.e.,π(go) 6= 0. Select a subalgebrar ⊂ g/gnil (possibly 0) which is a complement
of π(go). But theng′ := π−1(r) would violate (VI)2. Consequently we necessarily haveπ(go) = 0, i.e.,
go ⊂ gnil as claimed.

14.3. Recall that for the CR-algebra (g, q) under consideration there exist flagslo ⊂ f ⊂ q and lo ⊂
σf ⊂ σq of subalgebras inl, as defined in 9.4. For the subsequent considerations we select the following
elements inl: y ∈ fr lo andx ∈ qr f, and writex := σ(x) andy := σ(y), for short. Then

f = �y⊕ lo, q = �x⊕ �y ⊕ lo, σf = �y⊕ lo and σq = �x⊕ �y⊕ lo .

The inclusionlo ⊂ lnil is guaranteed by 14.2. Hence,lo acts by ad-nilpotent endomorphisms onl. In
particular, [lo, f] ⊂ lo and [lo, q] ⊂ f. The condition (III) means that [x, x] 6∈ q + σq, and (V) is equivalent
to [x, y] 6∈ f + σq.
Let z ⊂ lnil be the center of the nilradical (which is nontrivial ifl 6= 0), to which we refer as to thenilcenter
of l. As for every characteristic ideal, we haveσ(lnil) = lnil andσ(z) = z.

14.4 Claim. (i) The nilcenterz of l is not contained inq + σq.

(ii) lo = 0 if dimz ≥ 2.

Proof. ad (i): Assume that (i) is not true and letx, y, x, y ∈ l be as in 14.3. Letζ := ax+ ax+ by+ by+ γo,
γo ∈ go, a, b ∈ �, be an arbitrary element inzσ. Then [x, ζ] ∈ z ⊂ q + σq sincez is an ideal inl. On the
other hand

[x, ax + ax + by + by + γo] = a[x, x] + [x, by + by + γo] ≡ a[x, x] ≡ 0 mod q+σq ,
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which impliesa = 0. This shows thatz ⊂ (f+σf).Given thenζ = by+by+γo ∈ zσ, the inclusion [x, ζ] ⊂ z

holds sincez is an ideal. On the other hand

[x, by + by + γo ] = b[x, y] + [x, by + γo] ≡ b[x, y] ≡ 0 mod f+σq .

Hence,b = 0 as the consequence of the above equation and (V). But this cannot be true since thenz ⊂ lo
would be a nontrivial ideal ofl, violating (VI)1.
ad (ii): Assume dimz ≥ 2, i.e. z∩ (q+σq) 6= 0. Recall thatlo ⊂ lnil by 14.2 and consequently [y, lo] ⊂ lo,
[y, lo] ⊂ lo. Let an arbitraryζ := ax + ax + by + by + γo ∈ zσ ∩ (q+σq) be given. Computing its bracket
with lo we obtain:

[ζ, lo] = a[x, lo] + a[x, lo] ≡ 0 mod lo .

Eithera = 0 for all suchζ, and thenz ∩ (q+σq) = z ∩ (f+σf), or a 6= 0, and then [x, lo] ⊂ lo ⊃ [x, lo]. In
the latter case it follows thatlo is an ideal inl (due to 9.7.III, x, y, x, y andlo generatel as a Lie algebra),
hence,lo = 0 as claimed. The other possibility would bez ∩ (q + σq) = z ∩ (f + σf) and we show that this
cannot happen: Given an arbitraryζ = by + by + γo ∈ zσ ∩ (f + σf), note that

[x, ζ] ∈ z ∩ (q+σq) = z ∩ (f+σf).

More explicitly, [x , by + by + γo] = b[x, y] + [x , by + γo] ∈ b[x, y] + σq. But then the above equation
together with (V) would imply b = 0, i.e.,z ∩ (q+σq) = z ∩ lo 6= 0. This is absurd, as

[q + σq, z ∩ lo] ⊂ z ∩ (q+σq) = z ∩ lo 6= 0,

i.e., sinceq + σq generatesl as a Lie algebra,z ∩ lo would be a nontrivial ideal inl.

In remains the case when the nilcenter is 1-dimensional.

14.5 Claim.Supposedim z = 1. Thenl = z⊕ (q+σq) and go = lo = 0.

Proof. Sincez 6⊂ q+σq by 14.4, the sumz+ (q+σq) is direct. Recall that the recursively defined subspaces
C0(lnil) := 0, Ck := Ck(lnil) := {u ∈ lnil : [u, lnil ] ⊂ Ck−1(lnil)} for everyk > 0 form the ascending
central series oflnil . Clearly,z = C1 andσ(Ck) = Ck for all k. Eitherz = C1 = C2 = lnil and consequently
lo = 0 (due to (VI)1 lo must be a proper subalgebra of the 1-dimensional algebralnil) or C1 6= C2. In
the latter caseC2 ∩ (q+σq) 6= 0. Let η = ax + ax + by + by + γo ∈ Cσ2 ∩ (q+σq) be arbitrary. Since
[η, lo] ⊂ z ∩ (q+σq) = 0, we have

[η, lo] ≡ a[x, lo] + a[x, lo] ≡ 0 mod lo .

If a 6= 0 then [x, lo], [x, lo] ⊂ lo andlo is an ideal inl, i.e., lo = 0 by (VI)1. If a = 0 for every choice of
η ∈ Cσ2 ∩ (q+σq) as above, thenC2 ∩ (q+σq) = C2 ∩ (f+σf). This possibility can be ruled out as follows:
For a nonzeroη = by + by + γo ∈ Cσ2 ∩ (f+σf) we have [η, x] ∈ (q+σq) ∩C2 = (f+σf) ∩ C2, i.e.,

[by + by + γo, x] = b[y, x] + ([by + γo, x]) ≡ 0 mod (f+σf) ,

which is only possible ifb = 0. This would imply (q+σq) ∩ C2 = lo ∩ C2. On the other hand, the identity
(q+σq)∩ C2 = lo∩C2 implies thatlo∩C2 is an ideal ofl. The effectivity of (g, q) forces thenlo ∩C2 = 0,
contradicting (q+σq) ∩ C2 6= 0. This completes the proof of 14.5 and, together with 14.2, 14.4 also the
proof of Lemma 14.1.

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

The proof of Theorem II has brought us to the point where we mayand do henceforth assume that
the Lie algebrag in the CR-algebra (g, q) satisfying 9.8 is solvable. The subalgebraq ⊂ l = 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-germassociated to (g, q) is represented by
the tubeF + i�3 over an affinely homogeneous surfaceF ⊂ �3 if g is isomorphic to a semidirect product
h ⋉ r with h being a 2-dimensional Lie subalgebra andr ∼= �3 being an abelian ideal. Once this Main
Lemma is proved, our proof of the classification theorem willbe complete as soon as we can show that
every 5-dimensional solvable Lie algebrag occurring in (g, q) indeed is isomorphic to a semidirect product
as above. This will be achieved in the final section 16. In thissection we only prove the partial result that
if q is abelian, then also the commutator [g, g] is abelian and 3-dimensional. Moreover, there exists an
abelian subalgebrah ⊂ g such thatg = h⋉ [g, g].

Since there is no general structure theory for solvable Lie algebras, we develop ad hoc methods
and describe the structure constants inl = g� with respect to a particularly chosen basis. Every CR-
algebra (g, q) under consideration gives rise to the 1-dimensional subalgebrasf andσf of the 2-dimensional
subalgebrasq andσq, respectively. We construct a basis ofl which reflects the conditions (I)-(V) and
investigate the various possibilities for the values of thecorresponding structure constants. Select a non-
zeroz ∈ z−σ r (q+σq) (this is possible due to Claim 14.5) and anx ∈ q r f such that forx := σx the
congruence [x, x] ≡ z mod q + σq holds (this is possible due to (III)). By (V) it is further possible to
selecty ∈ fr lo such that fory := σy the structure equations ofl are of the following form (in particular,
the coefficient in front ofx in the second equation isb2 = 1):

(15.1)

[x, x] = z + a1x − a1x + a2y − a2y

[x, y] = b1x + x + b3y + b4y

[y, y] = c y − c y

[y, x] = d1x + d2y

[z, η] ∈ z(lnil) for everyη ∈ l .

The brackets [y, x] and [y, x] are completely determined by the above 5 equations due to the fact that
σ : l → l is an antilinear Lie algebra automorphism. Of course, not for all values of the constants the
above identities give rise to a Liealgebra. In fact the above structure constantsa1, ... , d2, are subject to
further constraints, imposed by (1) the Jacobi identity, (2) our assumption thatl is solvable and, (3) our
assumptionz ∈ z(lnil).
Conversely, let a 5-dimensional solvable complex Lie algebra l = �z⊕�x⊕�x⊕�y⊕�y be given with
structure equations as in (15.1) (together with [x, y] = x + b1x + b4y + b3y and [y, x] = d1x + d2y ) for
certaina1, .. , d2 ∈ � andz ∈ z−σ, wherez is the nilcenter ofl. Define

g := � iz⊕�(x + x) ⊕�(ix− ix) ⊕�(y + y) ⊕�(iy − iy) and q := �x⊕ �y .

Then the CR-algebra (g, q) satisfies the fundamental assumption 9.8.

As already mentioned, besides the geometrically motivatedconditions 9.7, which already are in-
corporated in (15.1), further conditions affect the particular values of the structure constants, for example
those given by the Jacobi identity. We use [[ξ1, ξ2, ξ3]] := [[ξ1, ξ2], ξ3] + [[ξ2, ξ3], ξ1] + [[ξ3, ξ1], ξ2] as
shorthand. The identity [[x, y, y]] = 0 implies

(15.2) |c| = 1, d1 = c− b1 and cb1 ∈ � .

15.3 Remark. Fromc 6= 0, i.e., [y, y] 6= 0, follows that the solvable subalgebraf+σf, and in turnl, cannot
be nilpotent.

Keeping in mind the identities (15.2) it is possible to readjust the basisx, ... , z of l as follows: Write
c = e2 for the coefficientc in the third equation of (15.1) and replacex by ex as well asy by cy. After this
replacement the structure equations (15.1) keep their form, only c changes toc = 1 andb1 becomes real.

Notational agreement:For the rest of this section we useα, β, γ and δ to denote real numbers, while
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aj , bj , cj anddj stand for complex numbers. In particular, we writeβ1 := b1 to underline that the structure
constantb1 is real.

The Jacobi identity [[x, y, y]] = 0 implies further relations between the coefficients in the structure equa-
tions (15.1):

(15.4)
c = 1, β1 := b1 ∈ �

d1 = 1− β1 , b3 − d2 = b4(β1 − 1) , −β1(b3 + d2) = b4 − b4 .

15.5 Perfect basis..Summarizing, there exists a basisz, x, x, y, y (x := σ(x), y := σ(y)) of l = g� with
z ∈ z−σ r (q⊕σq) andq = �x ⊕ �y, f = �y such that the corresponding structure constants in (15.1)
satisfy (15.4). We call each such basisperfect.

There are still more constraints for the structure constants given by the Jacobi identity for further
triples of elements and also by the fact thatz is in the center oflnil . Later on, we characterize these
additional conditions more explicitly. For now, we elaborate the particular structure of the nilcenter:

15.6 Lemma. The nilcenterz ⊂ g has dimension 1 or 3.

Proof. We closely analyze the conditions in 9.7 in order to get the dimension estimates. It is clear that
1 ≤ dim z ≤ 4, see Remark 15.3. Assume dimz = 4. Then dimz ∩ (q⊕ σq) = 3 follows by Lemma 14.4.
But sincef + σf is not abelian, i.e., dimz∩ (f⊕σf) = 1, there exist elements inz of the formx+ η1, x + η2

with ηj ∈ f+σf. This leads to a contradiction: Indeed, on the one side [x+η1, x+η2] = 0, and on the other
side (V) implies [x + η1, x + η2] ≡ [x, x] 6≡ 0 mod q + σq. Hence, we have proved that 1≤ dim z ≤ 3.

The main difficulty is to rule out the possibility dimz = 2. Select a perfect basis inl as described in 15.5
keeping in mind (15.1) and (15.4). We have to deal with 2 subcases.

15.7 Claim. If [x, y] 6= 0, i.e.,q is not abelian, thendim z = 1.
Proof of the claim.We first show thatz∩(q⊕σq) = z∩(f⊕σf). Select an arbitraryz′ := λx+λx+µy+µy ∈
zσ ∩ (q⊕σq). We have to investigate the 2 possibilities ‘β1 6= 1’ and ‘β1 = 1’: In the first case we get

[z′, (1− β1)x + d2y] ≡ λ(1− β1)[x, x] ≡ 0 mod q + σq

since [y, x] ∈ lnil . Thereforeλ = 0 by the condition (III), i.e.,z′ ∈ f + σf. If β1 = 1, i.e,d1 = 0, then by our
assumptiond2 6= 0, and in turny ∈ lnil . Hence, [z′, y] ≡ λ[x, y] ≡ 0 mod f + σf, which, together with
(V) also forcesλ = 0. This provesz ∩ (q⊕σq) = z ∩ (f⊕σf).
We claim that this identity can only h old if both sides vanish, i.e., dimz = 1 by Lemma 14.4.i: Assuming
to the contrary thatz ∩ (q ⊕ σq) 6= 0, then on the one hand there existsz′ = µy + µy ∈ z ∩ (f⊕ σf) with
µ 6= 0. On the other hand, [x, z′] = [x, µy + µy] ∈ z ∩ (q⊕σq) = z ∩ (f⊕σf) which in view of (V) is only
possible ifµ = 0. This shows dimz = 1.

It remains to rule out the second subcase:

15.8 Claim. If [y, x] = 0 , i.e.,q is abelian, then the commutator[l, l] is a 3-dimensional abelian ideal.
Further, ifdimz ≥ 2 then[l, l] = lnil and consequentlyz = [l, l] is 3-dimensional.

Proof of the lemma.This is the most involved case. The assumption [y, x] = 0, i.e,d1 = d2 = 0 implies
β1 = 1, b3 = 0 andb4 := β4 ∈ �, see the table below:

(15.9)

[x, x] = z + a1x − a1x + a2y − a2y

[x, y] = x + x + β4y

[y, y] = y − y

[y, x] = 0

[z, η] = cηz + qη η ∈ l, qη ∈ z ∩ (q⊕σq) .

We need to analyze the relations between the structure constants in more detail. Let
q
x

= z1x + z2x + z3y + z4y and q
y

= w1x + w2x + w3y + w4y.
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The fact that theqη commute with all elements of [l, l] ⊂ lnil (and in particular withy − y) implies
z1 = z2, w1 = w2 andz4 = z1β4 − z3, w4 = w1β4 − w3. The Jacobi identity [[x, x, y]] = 0 yields

(15.10) wj = 0, c
y

= 1, i.e., [z, y] = [z, y] = z, a1 = iα1, a2 = α2 +
i

2
α1β4 ,

for someα1, α2 ∈ �, and [[x, y, z]] = 0 implies

(15.11) Imz1 = 0, Rez3 = z1β4/2 and Rec
x

= −β4/2 .

Summarizing,

(15.12) [l, l] = �z ⊕ �(x + x +
β4
2
y +

β4
2
y) ⊕ �(y − y) ,

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

(15.13) h := � i
(
x− x +

β4
2
y−

β4
2
y
)
⊕ �(y + y)

is an abelian subalgebra ofg (andg = h⊕ [g, g]; in fact g = h⋉ [g, g]).
It should be noted that the nilcenterz may be 1-dimensional, and thenlnil properly contains [l, l].

We next show that the situation ‘dimz = 2’ does not occur: Assume to the contrary that dimz = 2. Then
z∩ (q⊕σq) is nonzero. Letz′ := λx+ λx+µy+ µy ∈ zσ ∩ (q⊕σq) be arbitrary. Either, for all suchz′ the
coefficientλ is 0, i.e.,z∩(q⊕σq) = z∩(f⊕σf), and then this case can be ruled out by a similar argument as
in the proof of the above claim. Or, there existsz′ with λ 6= 0. In such a situation the identity [z′, y−y] = 0
impliesλ ∈ �∗ and without loss of generality we may supposez′ = x + x + z3y + z3y for somez3 ∈ �.
The condition [z, z′] = 0 gives Rez3 = β4/2. But thenz′ = (x + x + β4/2·(y + y)) + i Imz3·(y − y) ∈ [l, l],
compare (15.12). We claim, that in the situation under consideration,lnil

= [l, l]. To prove this, we simply
compute the ad-action ofy+y andx−x on [l, l]. Since [x−x, z′] ∈ �z⊕�z′, the relationβ2

4 +4(Imz3)2
=

4α1Imz3 + 4α2 must also be fulfilled. Once again, a simple computation yields

ad(y + y)| [l, l] = −2· id, [x− x, z′] = 2z + 2i(α1 − Im z3)z′ .

The above identities show that for everyv := u1·(x − x) + u2(y + y) + u3η, uj ∈ �, η ∈ [l, l], the
condition [v, z′] = 0 impliesu1 = u2 = 0, i.e., the centralizerCl(z′) coincides with [l, l]. This proves
[l, l] = lnil

= Cl(z′). But this is absurd, since then the nilcenterz would coincide with the 3-dimensional
abelian ideal [l, l], contrary to our assumption ‘dimz = 2’.

Finally, we need to investigate the case dimz = 3. We claim thatz = [l, l] = lnil : To see this, it enough
to show thatlnil is 3-dimensional, as, due to (15.12), [l, l] is 3-dimensional, too. As already mentioned
(see the sentence following (15.2))lnil can be at most 4-dimensional. But the 4-dimensional case canbe
excluded, otherwiselnil

= z ⊕ �n for n ∈ lnil r [l, l] which would imply thatlnil is abelian. Hence the
nilradical is 3-dimensional. This proves 15.8 and Lemma 15.6.

The next statement is one of the key points in our classification of 5-dimensional 2-nondegenerate
homogeneous CR-germs. Before stating it we first fix some notation. Given a vector spaceV , writeaff(V )
for the Lie algebra consisting of affine maps ofV . This Lie algebra (as well as the corresponding Lie group
Aff(V )) has the natural semidirect product structure:aff(V ) = V ⋊ gl(V ) (with gl(V ) = {X ∈ aff(V ) :
X(0) = 0}). Let π : aff(V ) → gl(V ) be the projection homomorphism. We use similar notation onthe
Lie group level and write, for instance,π : Aff(V ) = V ⋊GL(V ) → GL(V ) for the corresponding group
homomorphism. Sometimes we simply writeψlin := π(ψ) for the linear part of an element inaff(V ) or
Aff(V ).
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15.14 Main Lemma. Let (g, q) be a CR-algebra satisfying the fundamental assumption9.8 and letg
be solvable and of dimension 5. Suppose that there exists a 3-dimensional abelian idealv ⊂ g and a
2-dimensional subalgebrah ⊂ g with h ∩ v = {0}. Then the associated CR-germ(M,o) is locally CR-
equivalent to a tubeF × i�3 ⊂ �3, whereF ⊂ �3 is an affinely homogeneous surface.

Theproof is divided in several steps which give more precise (but alsomore technical) information con-
cerning the structure of the Lie groups corresponding tog, l andq and a realization of the CR-germ (M,o):

15.15 Claim. The adjoint representationad : h → gl(v) is faithful. Consequently, identifyingh with the
subalgebraad(h) ⊂ gl(v), the Lie algebrasg andl can be realized as Lie subalgebras of affine transforma-
tions: g = v⋊ h = v⋊ ad(h) ⊂ aff(v) ∼= aff(�3) and l = v�⋊ h� ⊂ aff(v�) ∼= aff(�3).
Proof of the claim. Let n ⊂ h be the kernel of the adjoint representationad : h → gl(v). The case
dimn = 1 can be excluded, otherwisen ⊕ v = gnil

= z would be 4-dimensional, contradicting Lemma
15.6. The case dimn = 2 can be also excluded: Otherwiseg = v × h would be abelian or contain a
4-dimensional abelian nilradical which in both cases wouldcontradict (III) – (V).

Write V ∼= �3 for a vector group with Lie algebrav andE := V � for its complexification. Let
HGL ⊂ GL(V ) andH�

GL
⊂ GL(E) be the Lie subgroups, corresponding to the Lie algebrasad(h)

andad(h�), respectively. SinceGL(V ) ∼= GL(3,�) contains no compact torus of dimension≥ 2, each
subgroup, in particularHGL, is closed. This is in general not true for the complex subgroupH�

GL
. LetH�

be the simply connected Lie group with Lie algebrah�, pr : H� → H�
GL

⊂ GL(v�) the homomorphism
induced byad : h� → ad(h�) ⊂ gl(v�) andL := V � ⋊ H�. For simplicity, for eachh ∈ H� we also
write hlin ⊂ GL(E) instead ofπ(h). LetG = V ⋊H ⊂ L be the real form. Since every 2-dimensional Lie
algebra is solvable, we deduce that alsol = v�⋊ h� (as well asg, L andG) is solvable.

15.16 Claim. LetQ ⊂ L be the subgroup corresponding to the Lie subalgebraq ⊂ l. ThenQ is closed
andQ ∩ V � = {e}. HenceL = V �⋊Q is a semidirect product.
Proof of the claim. Let π : l → h� be the projection homomorphism. Our first observation is that
π(q) = h�: The case ‘π(q) = 0’ can clearly be excluded as in such a situationq ⊂ v�, and in turn
q + σq ⊂ v�, which is absurd.
The possibility dimπ(q) = 1 can be ruled out as follows: We may assume thatπ(q⊕ σq) = h� (otherwise
q⊕ σq would be a subalgebra). Eitherπ(f) = 0, i.e.,q ∩ v� = f, and in turn (q⊕ σq) ∩ v� = f⊕ σf: This
leads to a contradiction since then [F,H] ⊂ H∩ v = F, violating (V). Or,π(f) = π(q). But thenq = f⊕�x
with a nonzerox ∈ q ∩ v�, and in turn [q, σq] ⊂ q⊕ σq, contradicting (III). Summarizing,π(q) = h�.
On the group level, sinceL is simply connected and solvable, every connected subgroupis closed. The
restriction ofπ toQ induces a surjective homomorphismQ→ H�. Since both groups are 2-dimensional,
this homomorphism is a covering. Our assumption thatH� is simply connected finally implies thatπ|Q :
Q→ H� is an isomorphism. In particularQ ∩ V � = Q ∩ kerπ = {e}.

15.17 Claim.With respect to the identificationZ := L/Q = V � ∼= �3 the real formG acts onL/Q by
affine transformations andV ⊂ G by translations.
Proof of the claim.The existence of the decompositionL = V �⋊ Q implies that there are well-defined
functionsv:L → V �, q:L → Q such thatℓ = v(ℓ)·q(ℓ) for everyℓ ∈ L. Let g = w·h ∈ V ⋊H = G (with
w ∈ V, h ∈ H) be arbitrary. Then, for anyz ∈ V � we have

g·zQ = w·h·zQ = w·v(h)·q(h)·zQ = w·v(h)·(q(h)·z·q(h)−1)Q

andq(h)·z·q(h)−1
= v(h)−1h·z·h−1v(h) = hlin(z). Hence, with respect to the identificationV � = L/Q

(induced by the inclusionV � →֒ L such that 0 corresponds to the pointeQ ∈ L/Q), the action ofG can
written as follows:

(15.18) g · z = hlin(z) + v(h) + w g = w·h ∈ L, z ∈ V � .

In particular, the subgroupV ⊂ G acts by translationsz 7→ z + w.

ConsequentlyM := G · 0 = V H · 0 = V +F ⊂ V ⊕ iV with F :=M ∩ iV . It should be noted, however,
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that in generalF := (G · 0)∩ iV 6= H · 0. Nevertheless, as we shortly will see,F is affinely homogeneous
under a slightly different subgroup ofAff(iV ). Clearly, multiplying a tube manifoldF + iV ⊂ V ⊕ iV ,
F ⊂ V , by the imaginary unitiwe get the CR-equivalent realizationV +iF = V +F ′ with F ′

= iF ⊂ iV .
The latter form of a tube manifold is more suitable in our particular 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 subgroupB ⊂ iV⋊GL(iV ) = Aff(iV ) such
thatF := (G · 0)∩ iV = B · 0.
Proof of the claim. Let pri : V ⊕ iV → iV be the linear projection. A glance at (15.18) shows that
F = pri{v(h) : h ∈ H}. In order to determinev(h) more explicitly we need to analyze the position ofQ
in V �⋊H� in greater detail: Sinceh is 2-dimensional, there exists a basiss, n ∈ h such that [s, n] = εn
with ε ∈ {0,1}. Recall that the projection mapπ : q → h� is an isomorphism. Consequently there exist
w
s

,w
n

∈ v� = V � such that the elementsw
s

+ s andw
n

+ n in l = V � ⊕ h� generateq. Since then
σq = �(w

s

+ s)⊕�(w
n

+ n), we must havew
s

6= w
s

andw
n

6= w
n

(otherwiseq∩σq 6= 0). Letexp : l → L
andExp : ad(h�) → GL(V �) be the exponential maps (i.e.,Exp(ad v) = π(exp v) with π as in the
paragraph preceeding 15.14). Furthermore, letΨ be the entire function defined by

Ψ(z) =
ez − 1
z
=

∞∑

k=0

zk

(k + 1)!
zk .

Then forSt := Ψ(t ad(s)) andNu := Ψ(u ad(n)) a simple computation shows:

(15.20)

H = {exp(ts)· exp(un) : t, u ∈ �}

Q = {exp t(w
s

+ s) · expu(w
n

+ n) : t, u ∈ �}

= {St(tw
s

)· exp(ts) · Nu(uw
n

)· exp(un) : t, u ∈ �}

= {
(
St(tw

s

)·Exp(t ad(s)) (Nu(uw
n

))
)
· exp(ts)· exp(un) : t, u ∈ �} ⊂ V � ·H� = L .

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

v(h) = v(exp(ts) exp(un)) =
(
St(tw

s

)
)−1

·
(
Exp(t ad(s)) (Nu(uw

n

))
)−1

.

Sincead(s),Nu andSt are real operators, it follows forh = exp(ts) · exp(un) as before:

(15.21)
pri(v(h)) =

(
St(tw

s

)
)−1

·
(
Exp(t ad(s)) (Nu(uw

n

))
)−1

= exp t(−wi
s

+ s)· expu(−wi
n

+ n) · 0 ⊂ iV .

(Using additive notation,pri(v(h)) = −St(twi
s

) − Exp(t ad(s)) (Nu(uwi
n

)) ⊂ iV ). Define

b := �(−wi
s

+ s) ⊕�(−wi
n

+ n) ⊂ l = V �⋊ h�

and check that this is a Lie algebra. ThenB := exp�(−wi
s

+ s)· exp�(−wi
n

+ n) is the subgroup ofL
with Lie algebrab, and (15.21) shows thatF = pri{v(h) : h ∈ H} = B · 0. This finishes the proof of the
claim and of the Main Lemma.

16. The final steps

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

16.1 Lemma. Let (g, q) be a CR-algebra satisfying9.8and suppose thatg is solvable and of dimension 5.
Then there exists a semidirect product decompositiong = v⋊ h with a 3-dimensional abelian idealv ⊂ g

and a 2-dimensional subalgebrah.
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Proof. We have already observed in Lemma 15.6 that the nilcenterz has dimension 1 or 3. If dimz = 3
then, due to (15.7), we can apply 15.8: Consequently, we can choosev = [g, g] (compare (15.12)) andh
as defined in (15.13).

The situation dimz = 1 requires some more elaborated work. We classify all CR-algebras (g, q) under
consideration in terms of the corresponding structure equations with respect to some perfect basisx, ... , z
of l (see 15.5): Given (g, q), let the corresponding structure equations be as in (15.1), taking into account
(15.4). To handle the various sets of relations between the structure constants, we divide the class of
CR-algebras under consideration into the subclasses A, B and C, see below.

Case A:β1 6= ±1. In this situation it is possible to assumea1 = 0 (simply replacex by x + λy with
λ = u + iv defined byu := Rea1/(1− β1) andv := Ima1/(1+ β1)). The structure equations then read

(16.2)

[x, x] = z + + a2y − a2y

[x, y] = β1x + x + b3y + b4y

[y, y] = y − y

[y, x] = (1− β1)x + d2y d2 = b3 + (1− β1)b4

[z, η] = cηz for everyη ∈ l ,

and we now work out further constraints imposed on the constants: An explicit evaluation of the Jacobi
identity [[x, x, y]] = 0 yields c

y

= c
y

= 2β1 − 1. Furthermore, we obtain the equationsb3(1 + β1) =
b4(β2

1 − β2) andb3(1+ β1) = (b4 − b4)(β1 − 1) which implyb4(1− β1) = b4.
In order to investigate most conveniently further relations between the structure constants, we deal sepa-
rately with the following 3 subcases:

AI: b4 ∈ i�∗ andβ1 = 2, AII: b4 ∈ �∗ andβ1 = 0, AIII: b4 = 0.

Ad AI: Put β4 := −ib4. In this particular situation the identity [[x, x, y]] = 0 implies b3 = − 2
3iβ4,

a2 = − 2
9β

2
4 and [[x, [, ]]y]z = 0 impliesc

x

= −iβ4. There are no more conditions imposed by the Jacobi
identity and the structure equations ofl are now

(16.3)

[x, x] = z + − 2γ2y + 2γ2y

[x, y] = 2x + x − 2iγy + 3iγy

[y, y] = y − y

[y, x] = − x − iγy

[z, x] = −3iγ z [z, y] = −3z ,

whereγ := β4/3 ∈ �∗. Keeping in mind Lemma 15.14, the structure ofl, g and the position ofq is
determined by (16.3). This can be seen more clearly by decomposing g and l into the eigenspaces of
ad(s), wheres := −(y + y/2 : Define the following elementsn, v1, v2, v3 from g :

n := ix− ix− γy− γy

v1 :=
i

2
y−

i

2
y

v2 := x + x− 2iγy + 2iγy

v3 := 2iz .

It is clear thats, n, v1, v2, v3 form a basis ofg. The bracket relations are:

[s, vk] = kvk, [s, n] = n, [n, v1] = v2, [n, v2] = v3, [n, v3] = 0.

Further,v := �v1 ⊕ �v2 ⊕ �v3
∼= �3 is an abelian ideal ing with [g, g] = gnil

= �n ⊕ v. Hence,g has
the structure of the semidirect productv⋊ h with h = �s⊕�n and the Main Lemma applies.
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Remark. A direct verification shows that for everyγ ∈ �∗ (g, q) in (16.3) is associated to Example 8.5.

We show that in the next case the Lie algebra cannot be solvable, hence, this case can be discarded.

Ad AII: Write β4 := b4. The Jacobi identity impliesa2 = 0 = b3 andd2 = β4, and (15.9) reads

(16.4)

[x, x] = z

[x, y] = x + β4y

[y, y] = y − y

[y, x] = x + β4y

[z, x] = β4z [z, y] = −z .

But then the linear span of the vectors

e+ := y − y, h := −
1
β4

(
x + x + (β4 − 1)y + (β4 + 1)y

)
,

e− :=
1

4β2
4

(
2z + (2− 2β4)x + (2+ 2β4)x− (1− β4)2y + (1+ β4)2y

)

is a copy ofsl(2,�) in l, that is,l is not solvable.

Ad AIII: . The conditionb4 = 0 together with the Jacobi identity [[x, x, y]] = 0 impliesa2 = b3 = 0 and
c
y

= 2β1 − 1. Since (1− β1) 6= 0, the identity [z, [y, x]] = 0 implies [z, x] = 0, see the table below.

(16.5)

[x, x] = z

[x, y] = β1x + x

[y, y] = y − y

[y, x] = (1− β1)x

[z, x] = 0 , [z, y] = (2β1 − 1)z .

Select the following basis ofg:

n := i

2
(x− x) , s :=

1
2− 2β1

(y + y)

v1 := iy − iy

v2 := x + x

v3 := iz .

One checks immediately thatv := �v1 ⊕�v2 ⊕�v3 is an abelian ideal andh := �s⊕�n is a subalgebra
with [s, n] = n. Further,

[s, vj ] =
2− j + (j − 1)β1

β1 − 1
vj for j = 1,2,3 and [n, v1] = v2, [n, v2] = v3, [n, v3] = 0.

Hence,g = v ⋊ h as claimed, and the Main Lemma applies. Also in this case for all β1 6= ±1 the CR-
algebra (g, q) is associated to Example 8.5.

It remains to discuss the casesβ1 = ±1.

Case B:β1 = 1.Pluggingβ1 into (15.4) givesd2 = b3 andd1 = 0. A direct check shows that [[x, x, y]] = 0
implies 0= b3 = d2, i.e., [x, y] = 0. Lemma 15.8 then gives thatg is isomorphic to the semidirect product
v⋊ h with v = [g, g] and the abelian subalgebrah as defined in (15.13).

Case C:β1 = −1. We proceed as in the preceeding cases. Starting from the structure equations (15.1)
with respect to some perfect basisx, x, y, y, z , we first evaluate (15.4) for this particular value ofβ1. We
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getd1 = 2 andd2 = b3 + 2b4. Next, the Jacobi identity [[x, x, y]] = 0 impliesb4 := β4 ∈ � anda1 = β4.
Further, [[x, y, y]] = 0 impliesb3 = −β4 + iγ, γ ∈ �. Next, [[x, x, y]] = 0 determines the value ofa2 :
a2 = (3β2

4 + γ
2)/4− iβ4γ/2. Finally [[x, y, z]] = 0 implies [z, x] = (3β4/2− 3iγ/2)z, see diagram below:

(16.6)

[x, x] = z + β4x − β4x + a2y − a2y a2 = (3β2
4 + γ

2)/4− iγβ4/2
[x, y] = − x + x + b3y + β4y b3 = −β4 + iγ

[y, y] = y − y

[y, x] = 2x − b4y

[z, x] = (3β4/2− 3iγ/2)z [z, y] = −3z .

Select the following basis ofg:

n := 2ix− 2ix − ib3y + ib3y s := −
1

4
(y + y)

v1 :=
i

2
y −

i

2
y

v2 := 2x + 2x− b3y − b3y

v3 := 4iz .

A direct computation (using (16.6)) shows thatv := �v1 ⊕�v2 ⊕�v3 is an abelian ideal and

[s, n] = n,
[s, v1] = −

1

2
v1, [s, v2] =

1

2
v2, [s, v3] =

3

2
v3,

[n, v1] = v2, [n, v2] = v3, [n, v3] = 0 .

Again, this shows thatg is isomorphic to the semidirect productv ⋊ h with h = �n ⊕ �s. Actually, an
explicit realization of the corresponding CR-manifoldM along the lines of proof of the Main Lemma
shows that (g, q) is associated to the tube over the future light cone.

We close by stating that Lemma 15.14 together with Lemma 16.1finishes the proof of the classifi-
cation theorem.
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