arXiv:1705.09163v1 [math.RT] 25 May 2017

Cohomological characterizations of non-abelian extensions of strict Lie 2-algebras^∗

Rong Tang and Yunhe Sheng Department of Mathematics, Jilin University, Changchun 130012, Jilin, China Email: tangrong16@mails.jlu.edu.cn, shengyh@jlu.edu.cn

Abstract

In this paper, we study non-abelian extensions of strict Lie 2-algebras via the cohomology theory. A non-abelian extension of a strict Lie 2-algebra g by h gives rise to a strict homomorphism from g to SOut(h). Conversely, we prove that the obstruction of existence of non-abelian extensions of strict Lie 2-algebras associated to a strict Lie 2-algebra homomorphism from g to SOut(h) is given by an element in the third cohomology group. We further prove that the isomorphism classes of non-abelian extensions of strict Lie 2-algebras are classified by the second cohomology group.

1 Introduction

Eilenberg and Maclane [9] developed a theory of non-abelian extensions of abstract groups in the 1940s, leading to the low dimensional non-abelian group cohomology. Then there are a lot of analogous results for Lie algebras [1, 10, 11, 13]. Non-abelian extensions of Lie algebras can be described by some linear maps regarded as derivations of Lie algebras. This result was generalized to the case of super Lie algebras in [2], to the case of topological Lie algebras in [12] and to the case of Lie algebroids in [5].

Lie 2-algebras are the categorification of Lie algebras [3]. In a Lie 2-algebra, the Jacobi identity is replaced by a natural isomorphism, which satisfies its own coherence law, called the Jacobiator identity. The 2-category of Lie 2-algebras is equivalent to the 2-category of 2-term L_∞-algebras [3, 14, 15, 20], so people also view a 2-term L_∞-algebras as a Lie 2-algebra directly.

Some work on the study of non-abelian extensions of Lie 2-algebras has been done recently. In [7], the authors showed that a non-abelian extension of a Lie 2-algebra g by a Lie 2-algebra h can be characterized by a Lie 3-algebra homomorphism from g to the derivation Lie 3-algebra DER(h). In [19], the author classified general non-abelian extensions of L_∞-algebras via homotopy classes of L_∞-morphism. On the other hand, strict Lie 2-algebras are in one-to-one correspondence with Lie algebra crossed modules [3]. Actor of Lie algebra crossed modules was constructed in [6]. Furthermore, the authors proved that associated a non-abelian extension of Lie algebra crossed

0Keyword: strict Lie 2-algebras, strict derivations, cohomology, non-abelian extensions 0MSC: 17B99, 53D17.

∗Research supported by NSFC (11471139) and NSF of Jilin Province (20170101050JC).

modules (g_0, g_1, d_g) by (h_0, h_1, d_h), there is a Lie algebra crossed module morphism from (g_0, g_1, d_g) to the out actor of (h_0, h_1, d_h). However, whether there is obstruction of existence of a non-abelian extension associated to such a morphism and how to classify such extensions are still open problems.

The purpose of this paper is to solve the above problems using the language of strict Lie 2- algebras. To do that, first we outline the theory of strict derivations of strict Lie 2-algebras. We construct a strict Lie 2-algebra SDer(g) associated to strict derivations, which plays important role when we consider non-abelian extensions of strict Lie 2-algebras. This part is not totally new, and one can obtain these results from [7, 8]. Then we show that a non-abelian extension of a strict Lie 2- algebra g by h naturally gives a strict homomorphism from g to SOut(h). In the case of Cen(h) = 0, there is a one-to-one correspondence between isomorphism classes of non-abelian extensions of g by h and strict homomorphisms from g to SOut(h). Finally, we consider the obstruction of existence of non-abelian extensions of g by h associated to a strict homomorphism from g to SOut(h) in the case that Cen(g) ≠ 0. We show that the obstruction is given by an element in the third cohomology group. Furthermore, we use the second cohomology group to classify non-abelian extensions once they exist.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give precise formulas for representations and cohomologies of strict Lie 2-algebras. In Section 3, we study strict derivations of strict Lie 2-algebras. In Section 4, by choosing a section, we give a general description of a non-abelian extension of a strict Lie 2-algebra g by h. In Section 5, we prove that when Cen(h) = 0, there is a one-to-one correspondence between isomorphism classes of non-abelian extensions of a strict Lie 2-algebra g by h and strict Lie 2-algebra homomorphisms from g to the Lie 2-algebra SOut(h). In Section 6, we identify a third cohomological obstruction to the existence of non-abelian extensions associated to a homomorphism from g to the Lie 2-algebra SOut(h). Furthermore, we classify non-abelian extensions once they exist by the second cohomology group H^2(g; Cen(h))_{μ̂}.

2 Preliminary

In this section we recall some basic concepts of representations and cohomologies of strict Lie 2-algebras.

Definition 2.1. A strict Lie 2-algebra is a 2-term graded vector spaces g = g_1 ⊕ g_0 equipped with a linear map d_g : g_1 −→ g_0 and a skew-symmetric bilinear map [·, ·]_g : g_i ∧ g_j −→ g_{i+j} , 0 ≤ i + j ≤ 1, such that for all x, y, z ∈ g_0, a, b ∈ g_1 the following equalities are satisfied:

(a) d_g[x, a]_g = [x, d_ga]_g,

(b) [d_ga, b]_g = [a, d_gb]_g,

(c) [[x, y]_g, z]_g + [[y, z]_g, x]_g + [[z, x]_g, y]_g = 0,

(d) [[x, y]_g, a]_g + [[y, a]_g, x]_g + [[a, x]_g, y]_g = 0.

We denote a strict Lie 2-algebra by (g, d_g, [·, ·]_g).

Let V : V_1^∂−→ V_0 be a 2-term complex of vector spaces, we can form a new 2-term complex of vector spaces End(V) : End^1(V)^δ−→ End^0_∂ (V) by defining δ(D) = (∂ ∘ D, D ∘ ∂) for any D ∈ End^1(V), where End^1(V) = Hom(V_0, V_1) and

End^0_∂ (V) = {X = (X_0, X_1) ∈ End(V_0, V_0) ⊕ End(V_1, V_1)| X_0 ∘ ∂ = ∂ ∘ X_1}.

Define [·, ·]_C : End^i(V) ∧ End^j (V) −→ End^{i+j} (V), 0 ≤ i + j ≤ 1 by setting: [(X_0, X_1), (Y_0, Y_1)]_C = ([X_0, Y_0], [X_1, Y_1]), (1) [(X_0, X_1), D]_C = X_1 ∘ D − D ∘ X_0. (2) Theorem 2.2. With the above notations, (End(V), δ, [·, ·]_C ) is a strict Lie 2-algebra. Definition 2.3. Let (g, d_g, [·, ·]_g) and (g^′, d_g′ , [·, ·]_g′ ) be strict Lie 2-algebras. A strict Lie 2-algebra homomorphism f : g → g^′ consists of two linear maps f_0 : g_0 → g^′_0 and f_1 : g_1 → g^′_1, such that the following equalities hold for all x, y ∈ g_0, a ∈ g_1,

• d_g′ ∘ f_1 = f_0 ∘ d_g, • f_0[x, y]_g = [f_0(x), f_0(y)]_g′ , • f_1[x, a]_g = [f_0(x), f_1(a)]_g′ .

A strict representation of a strict Lie 2-algebra (g, d_g, [·, ·]_g) on a 2-term complex V is a strict Lie 2-algebra homomorphism ρ = (ρ_0, ρ_1) : g → End(V). Given a strict representation, we have the corresponding generalized Chevalley-Eilenberg complex (C^i(g; V), D_ρ ), where C^i(g; V) denote the set of strict Lie 2-algebra i-cochains defined by^1 C^i(g; V) = � p+2q−s=i p≠i+1

Hom(∧^pg_0 ∧ ⊙^qg_1, V_s),

and the coboundary operator D_ρ = d̂_g + ^∂ + d^{(0,1)}_ρ + d^{(1,0)}_ρ , in which d̂_g : Hom(∧^pg_0 ∧ ⊙^q g_1, V_s) → Hom(∧^{p−1}g_0 ∧ ⊙^{q+1}g_1, V_s), ^∂ : Hom(∧^pg_0 ∧ ⊙^qg_1, V_1) → Hom(∧^pg_0 ∧ ⊙^q g_1, V_0), d^{(0,1)}_ρ : Hom(∧^pg_0 ∧ ⊙^qg_1, V_0) → Hom(∧^pg_0 ∧ ⊙^{q+1}g_1, V_1), d^{(1,0)}_ρ : Hom(∧^pg_0 ∧ ⊙^q g_1, V_s) → Hom(∧^{p+1}g_0 ∧ ⊙^qg_1, V_s), are defined by

(d̂_gf)(x_1, · · · , x_{p−1}, a_1, · · · , a_{q+1}) = (−1)^p � f(x_1, · · · , x_{p−1}, d_ga_1, · · · , a_{q+1}) +c.p.(a_1, · · · , a_{q+1}) � , ^∂f = (−1)^{p+2q} ∂ ∘ f,

(d^{(0,1)}_ρ f)(x_1, · · · , x_p, a_1, · · · , a_{q+1}) = (−1)^p q+1� i=1 ρ_1(a_i)f(x_1, · · · , x_p, a_1, · · · , ^a_i, · · · , a_{q+1}), and (d^{(1,0)}_ρ f)(x_1, · · · , x_{p+1}, a_1, · · · , a_q ) = p+1� i=1 (−1)^{i+1}ρ_0(x_i)f(x_1, · · · , ^x_i, · · · , x_{p+1}, a_1, · · · , a_q ) + � i<j (−1)^{i+j} f([x_i, x_j ]_g, x_1, · · · , ^x_i, · · · , ^x_j , · · · , x_{p+1}, a_1, · · · , a_q ) + � i,j (−1)^if(x_1, · · · , ^x_i, · · · , x_{p+1}, a_1, · · · , [x_i, a_j ]_g, · · · , a_q),

1Here the degree of an element in Hom(∧^pg_0 ∧ ⊙^q g_1, V_s) where for s = 0, 1 is p + 2q − s.

for all x_i ∈ g_0, a_i ∈ g_1, i ∈ N. Denote the set of cocycles by Z(g; V) and the set of coboundaries by B(g; V). The corresponding cohomology is denoted by H(g; V)_ρ .

Remark 2.4. The cohomology of a strict Lie 2-algebra with the coefficient in a strict representation V was given in [4]. See [15, 16] for more details for the general case. The cohomology complex given above is its subcomplex.

3 Strict derivations on strict Lie 2-algebras

In this section, we outline some basic results about strict derivations, inner derivations, outer derivations and center of strict Lie 2-algebras. It is not totally new. See [7, 8, 17, 18] for more details.

Definition 3.1. Let (g, d_g, [·, ·]_g) be a strict Lie 2-algebra. A strict derivation of degree 0 of g is an element (X_0, X_1) ∈ End^0_{dg} (g), such that for all x, y ∈ g_0 and a ∈ g_1, X_0[x, y]_g = [X_0x, y]_g + [x, X_0y]_g, (3) X_1[x, a]_g = [X_0x, a]_g + [x, X_1a]_g. (4) We denote the set of strict derivations of degree 0 of g by SDer^0(g).

Definition 3.2. Let (g, d_g, [·, ·]_g) be a strict Lie 2-algebra. A strict derivation of degree 1 of g is a linear map Θ : g_0 → g_1 such that for all x, y ∈ g_0, Θ[x, y]_g = [Θ(x), y]_g + [x, Θ(y)]_g. (5) We denote the set of strict derivations of degree 1 of g by SDer^1(g). It is straightforward to obtain that Lemma 3.3. For all Θ ∈ SDer^1(g), we have δ(Θ) ∈ SDer^0(g). Thus, we have a well-defined complex:

SDer(g) : SDer^1(g)^δ−→ SDer^0(g). (6) By straightforward computations, we have Lemma 3.4. For all (X_0, X_1), (Y_0, Y_1) ∈ SDer^0(g), Θ ∈ SDer^1(g), we have [(X_0, X_1), (Y_0, Y_1)]_C ∈ SDer^0(g), [(X_0, X_1), Θ]_C ∈ SDer^1(g).

By lemma 3.3 and 3.4, we have Theorem 3.5. With the above notations, (SDer(g), δ, [·, ·]_C ) is a strict Lie 2-algebra, which is a sub-algebra of the strict Lie 2-algebra (End(g), δ, [·, ·]_C ). We call it the derivation Lie 2-algebra of the strict Lie 2-algebra (g, d_g, [·, ·]_g).

Remark 3.6. Our derivation Lie 2-algebra SDer(g) is equivalent to the actor of a Lie algebra crossed module given in [6].

For any strict Lie 2-algebra g, there is a strict Lie 2-algebra homomorphism from g to SDer(g) given as follows. Define ad_0 : g_0 → SDer^0(g) and ad_1 : g_1 → SDer^1(g) by ad_0(x) = (ad^0_x, ad^1_x), ad_1(a)(x) = [a, x]_g, where ad^0 : g_0 −→ gl(g_0) and ad^1 : g_0 −→ gl(g_1) are defined by ad^0_xy = [x, y]_g, ad^1_xa = [x, a]_g.

Lemma 3.7. With the above notations, ad = (ad_0, ad_1) is a strict Lie 2-algebra homomorphism from g to SDer(g), which is called the adjoint representation of g. Proof. It is straightforward.

Definition 3.8. Let (g, d_g, [·, ·]_g) be a strict Lie 2-algebra. The center of (g, d_g, [·, ·]_g), denoted by Cen(g), is defined as the kernel of the strict Lie 2-algebra homomorphism ad : g → SDer(g).

We write Cen(g) = Cen^1(g) ⊕ Cen^0(g), where Cen^1(g) = ker(ad_1) and Cen^0(g) = ker(ad_0). It is obvious that Lemma 3.9. The Cen(g) is an ideal of the strict Lie 2-algebra (g, d_g, [·, ·]_g). Proposition 3.10. Let (g, d_g, [·, ·]_g) be a strict Lie 2-algebra. Then we have H^0(g; g)_{ad} = Cen^0(g).

Proof. For all x ∈ g_0, D_{ad}(x) has two components as follows: � Λ_1 = d^{(1,0)}_ρ (x) ∈ Hom(g_0, g_0), Λ_2 = d^{(0,1)}_ρ (x) ∈ Hom(g_1, g_1). (7) For all y ∈ g_0, b ∈ g_1, we have Λ_1(y) = [y, x]_g, Λ_2(b) = [b, x]_g.

Thus, D_{ad}(x) = 0 if and only if x ∈ Cen^0(g).

Since ad is a strict Lie 2-algebra homomorphism, it is obvious that Im(ad) is a sub-algebra of the strict Lie 2-algebra SDer(g). Then we can get a strict Lie 2-algebra SInn(g) given by SInn(g) : SInn^1(g)^△= Im(ad_1)^δ−→ SInn^0(g)^△= Im(ad_0). (8) Lemma 3.11. Let (g, d_g, [·, ·]_g) be a strict Lie 2-algebra. For all x ∈ g_0, a ∈ g_1 and (X_0, X_1) ∈ SDer^0(g), Θ ∈ SDer^1(g), we have

[(X_0, X_1), ad_1(a)]_C = ad_1(X_1a), [(X_0, X_1), ad_0(x)]_C = ad_0(X_0x), [Θ, ad_0(x)]_C = ad_1(Θx). Therefore, SInn(g) is an ideal of the strict Lie 2-algebra SDer(g). Proof. It follows by straightforward computations.

Denote by SOut(g) the set of out strict derivations of the strict Lie 2-algebra (g, d_g, [·, ·]_g), i.e. SOut(g) = SDer(g)/SInn(g).

We use π = (π_0, π_1) to denote the quotient map from SDer(h) to SOut(h).

Proposition 3.12. Let (g, d_g, [·, ·]_g) be a strict Lie 2-algebra. We have

H^1(g; g)_{ad} = SOut^0(g).

Proof. For all X_0 ∈ Hom(g_0, g_0) and X_1 ∈ Hom(g_1, g_1), D_{ad}(X_0, X_1) has three components as follows: � � � Γ_1 = d̂_gX_0 + ^∂X_1 ∈ Hom(g_1, g_0), Γ_2 = d^{(1,0)}ρ X_0 ∈ Hom(∧^2g_0, g_0), Γ_2 = d^{(0,1)}_ρ X_0 + d^{(1,0)}_ρ X_1 ∈ Hom(g_0 ∧ g_1, g_1). (9) For x, y ∈ g_0, a ∈ g_1, we have � � � Γ_1(a) = d_g(X_1a) − X_0(d_ga), Γ_2(x, y) = [x, X_0y]_g − [y, X_0x]_g − X_0[x, y]_g, Γ_3(x, a) = [x, X_1a]_g − X_1[x, a]_g − [a, X_0x]_g.

Thus, (X_0, X_1) ∈ Z^1(g; g) if and only if (X_0, X_1) ∈ SDer^0(g). Furthermore, it is straightforward to deduce that (X_0, X_1) ∈ B^1(g; g) if and only if (X_0, X_1) ∈ SInn^0(g). The proof is finished.

4 Non-abelian extensions of strict Lie 2-algebras

In this section, we give a general description of a non-abelian extension by choosing a section.

Definition 4.1. (i) Let (g, d_g, [·, ·]_g), (h, d_h, [·, ·]_h), (ĝ, d̂, [·, ·]_ĝ) be Lie 2-algebras and i = (i_0, i_1) :

h −→ ĝ, p = (p_0, p_1) : ĝ −→ g be strict homomorphisms. The following sequence of Lie 2- algebras is a short exact sequence if Im(i) = ker(p), ker(i) = 0 and Im(p) = g,

0 −−−−→ h_1^{i1}−−−−→ ĝ_1^{p1}−−−−→ g_1 −−−−→ 0

d_h � �^^d � �^dg � � 0 −−−−→ h_0^{i0}−−−−→ ĝ_0^{p0}−−−−→ g_0 −−−−→ 0.

(10)

We call ĝ a non-abelian extension of g by h, and denote it by E_ĝ.

(ii) A section σ : g −→ ĝ of p : ĝ −→ g consists of linear maps σ_0 : g_0 −→ ĝ_0 and σ_1 : g_1 −→ ĝ_1 such that p_0 ∘ σ_0 = id_{g0} and p_1 ∘ σ_1 = id_{g1} .

(iii) We say two non-abelian extensions of Lie 2-algebras E_ĝ : h^i−→ ĝ^p−→ g and E_{g̃} : h^j−→ g̃^q−→ g are isomorphic if there exists a strict Lie 2-algebra homomorphism F : ĝ −→ g̃ such that F ∘ i = j, q ∘ F = p.

It is easy to see that this implies that F is an isomorphism of strict Lie 2-algebras, hence defines an equivalence relation.

Since (i_0, i_1) are inclusions and (p_0, p_1) are projections, a section σ induces linear maps:

φ : g_1 −→ h_0, φ(a) = d̂σ_1(a) − σ_0(d_ga), μ^0 : g_0 −→ gl(h_0), μ^0(x)(u) = [σ_0(x), u]_ĝ, μ^1 : g_0 −→ gl(h_1), μ^1(x)(m) = [σ_0(x), m]_ĝ, μ_1 : g_1 −→ Hom(h_0, h_1), μ_1(a)(u) = [σ_1(a), u]_ĝ, ω : ∧^2g_0 −→ h_0, ω(x, y) = [σ_0(x), σ_0(y)]_ĝ − σ_0[x, y]_g, ν : g_0 ∧ g_1 −→ h_1, ν(x, a) = [σ_0(x), σ_1(a)]_ĝ − σ_1[x, a]_g, for all x, y, z ∈ g_0, a, b ∈ g_1, u, v ∈ h_0 and m, n ∈ h_1.

Obviously, ĝ is isomorphic to g ⊕ h as vector spaces. Transfer the strict Lie 2-algebra structure on ĝ to that on g⊕h, we obtain a strict Lie 2-algebra (g⊕h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}), where d_{g⊕h} and [·, ·]_{g⊕h} are given by d_{g⊕h}(a + m) = d_ga + φ(a) + d_h(m), (11) [x + u, y + v]_{g⊕h} = [x, y]_g + ω(x, y) + μ^0(x)v − μ^0(y)u + [u, v]_h, (12) [x + u, a + m]_{g⊕h} = [x, a]_g + ν(x, a) + μ^1(x)m − μ_1(a)u + [u, m]_h. (13) The following proposition gives the conditions on φ, μ^0, μ^1, μ_1, ω and ν such that (g⊕h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}) is a strict Lie 2-algebra. For convenience, we denote by μ_0 = (μ^0, μ^1).

Proposition 4.2. With the above notations, (g ⊕ h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}) a strict Lie 2-algebra if and only if the following equalities hold:

d_h ∘ μ^1(x) = μ^0(x) ∘ d_h, (14) μ^0(x)[u, v]_h = [μ^0(x)u, v]_h + [u, μ^0(x)v]_h, (15) μ^1(x)[m, u]_h = [μ^1(x)m, u]_h + [m, μ^0(x)u]_h, (16) μ_1(a)[u, v]_h = [μ_1(a)u, v]_h + [u, μ_1(a)v]_h, (17) d_h ∘ μ_1(a) = μ^0(d_g(a)) + ad^0_{φ(a)}, (18) μ_1(a) ∘ d_h = μ^1(d_g(a)) + ad^1_{φ(a)}, (19) [μ^0(x), μ^0(y)] = μ^0([x, y]_g) + ad^0_{ω(x,y)}, (20) [μ^1(x), μ^1(y)] = μ^1([x, y]_g) + ad^1_{ω(x,y)}, (21) μ_1(a) ∘ μ^0(x) − μ^1(x) ∘ μ_1(a) = μ_1([a, x]_g) + ad_1(ν(a, x)), (22) φ([x, a]_g) + d_h(ν(x, a)) = ω(x, d_ga) + μ^0(x)φ(a), (23) ν(d_ga, b) − μ_1(b)φ(a) = ν(a, d_gb) + μ_1(a)φ(b), (24) μ^0(x)ω(y, z) + c.p. = ω([x, y]_g, z) + c.p., (25) ν([x, y]_g, a) + c.p. = μ^1(x)ν(y, a) + μ^1(y)ν(a, x) + μ_1(a)ω(x, y). (26) Proof. Let (g ⊕ h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}) be a strict Lie 2-algebra. By d_{g⊕h}[x + u, a + m]_{g⊕h} = [x + u, d_{g⊕h}(a + m)]_{g⊕h}, we deduce that (14), (18) and (23) hold. By [d_{g⊕h}(a + m), b + n]_{g⊕h} = [a + m, d_{g⊕h}(b + n)]_{g⊕h}, we deduce that (19) and (24) hold. By [[u, v]_{g⊕h}, x]_{g⊕h} + [[v, x]_{g⊕h}, u]_{g⊕h} + [[x, u]_{g⊕h}, v]_{g⊕h} = 0, we deduce that (15) holds. By [[u, x]_{g⊕h}, m]_{g⊕h} + [[x, m]_{g⊕h}, u]_{g⊕h} + [[m, u]_{g⊕h}, x]_{g⊕h} = 0, we deduce that (16) holds. By [[u, v]_{g⊕h}, a]_{g⊕h} + [[v, a]_{g⊕h}, u]_{g⊕h} + [[a, u]_{g⊕h}, v]_{g⊕h} = 0, we deduce that (17) holds. By [[u, x]_{g⊕h}, y]_{g⊕h} + [[x, y]_{g⊕h}, u]_{g⊕h} + [[y, u]_{g⊕h}, x]_{g⊕h} = 0, we deduce that (20) holds. By [[x, y]_{g⊕h}, m]_{g⊕h} + [[y, m]_{g⊕h}, x]_{g⊕h} + [[m, x]_{g⊕h}, y]_{g⊕h} = 0, we deduce that (21) holds. By [[u, x]_{g⊕h}, a]_{g⊕h} + [[x, a]_{g⊕h}, u]_{g⊕h} + [[a, u]_{g⊕h}, x]_{g⊕h} = 0, we deduce that (22) holds. By [[x, y]_{g⊕h}, z]_{g⊕h} + [[y, z]_{g⊕h}, x]_{g⊕h} + [[z, x]_{g⊕h}, y]_{g⊕h} = 0, we deduce that (25) holds. By [[x, y]_{g⊕h}, a]_{g⊕h} + [[y, a]_{g⊕h}, x]_{g⊕h} + [[a, x]_{g⊕h}, y]_{g⊕h} = 0, we deduce that (26) holds.

Conversely, if (14)-(26) holds, it is straightforward to see that (g ⊕ h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}) is a strict Lie 2-algebra. The proof is finished.

For any non-abelian extension, by choosing a section, it is isomorphic to (g ⊕ h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}). Therefore, we only consider non-abelian extensions of the form (g ⊕ h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}) in the sequel.

5 Classification of non-abelian extensions of strict Lie 2- algebras: special case

In this section, we classify non-abelian extensions of strict Lie 2-algebras for the case that Cen(h) = 0. Proposition 5.1. Let (g, d_g, [·, ·]_g) and (h, d_h, [·, ·]_h) be strict Lie 2-algebras such that Cen(h) = 0. Then isomorphism classes of non-abelian extensions of g by h correspond bijectively to strict Lie 2-algebra homomorphisms μ̄ : g → SOut(h).

Proof. Let (g ⊕ h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}) be a non-abelian extension of g by h given by (11)-(13). For x ∈ g_0, a ∈ g_1, we denote by μ_0(x) = (μ^0(x), μ^1(x)). By (14)-(16), we have μ_0(x) ∈ SDer^0(h). By (17), we have μ_1(a) ∈ SDer^1(h). Let π = (π_1, π_0) : SDer(h) → SOut(h) be the quotient map. We denote the induced strict Lie 2-algebra structure on SOut(h) by [·, ·]^′_C and δ^′. Hence we can define μ̄ = (μ̄_0, μ̄_1), where μ̄_0 = π_0 ∘ μ_0, μ̄_1 = π_1 ∘ μ_1.

By (18) and (19), we have

δ^′(μ̄_1(a)) = δ^′(π_1(μ_1(a))) = π_0(δ(μ_1(a))) = π_0(d_h ∘ μ_1(a), μ_1(a) ∘ d_h) = π_0(μ^0(d_ga) + ad^0_{φ(a)}, μ^1(d_ga) + ad^1_{φ(a)}) = π_0(μ_0(d_ga) + ad_0(φ(a))) = μ̄_0(d_ga).

By (20) and (21), we have

μ̄_0([x, y]_g) = (π_0 ∘ μ_0)([x, y]_g) = π_0(μ^0([x, y]_g), μ^1([x, y]_g)) = π_0([μ^0(x), μ^0(y)] − ad^0_{ω(x,y)}, [μ^1(x), μ^1(y)] − ad^1_{ω(x,y)}) = π_0([μ_0(x), μ_0(y)]_C − ad_0(ω(x, y))) = [μ̄_0(x), μ̄_0(y)]^′_C .

Similarly, by (22), we have μ̄_1([a, x]_g) = [μ̄_1(a), μ̄_0(x)]^′_C .

Thus, μ̄ is a strict Lie 2-algebra homomorphism from g to SOut(h).

Let (g⊕h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}) and (g⊕h, d^′_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]^′_{g⊕h}) be isomorphic extensions of g by h. Then there is a strict Lie 2-algebra homomorphism θ = (θ_0, θ_1) : (g⊕h, d^′_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]^′_{g⊕h}) → (g⊕h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}), such that we have the following commutative diagram:

0 −−−−→ (h, d_h, [·, ·]_h)^ι−−−−→ (g ⊕ h, d^′_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]^′_{g⊕h})^{pr}−−−−→ (g, d_g, [·, ·]_g) −−−−→ 0 � �_θ � � � � 0 −−−−→ (h, d_h, [·, ·]_h)^ι−−−−→ (g ⊕ h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h})^{pr}−−−−→ (g, d_g, [·, ·]_g) −−−−→ 0, where ι is the inclusion and pr is the projection. Since for all x ∈ g_0 and a ∈ g_1, we have pr_0(θ_0(x)) = x and pr_1(θ_1(a)) = a, we can assume that θ_0(x + u) = x + ξ(x) + u, θ_1(a + m) = a + η(a) + m, for some linear maps ξ : g_0 → h_0 and η : g_1 → h_1.

By the definition of homomorphisms between strict Lie 2-algebras, we get

μ^′_0(x) − μ_0(x) = ad_0(ξ(x)), (27) μ^′_1(a) − μ_1(a) = ad_1(η(a)), (28) φ^′(a) − φ(a) = d_h(η(a)) − ξ(d_ga), (29) ω^′(x, y) − ω(x, y) = μ^0(x)(ξ(y)) − μ^0(y)(ξ(x)) − ξ([x, y]_g) + [ξ(x), ξ(y)]_h, (30) ν^′(a, x) − ν(a, x) = μ_1(a)(ξ(x)) − μ^1(x)(η(a)) − η([a, x]_g) + [η(a), ξ(x)]_h . (31) Therefore, by (27) we have μ̄^′_0(x) = π_0(μ^′_0(x)) = π_0(μ_0(x) + ad_0(ξ(x))) = π_0(μ_0(x)) = μ̄_0(x).

By (28), we have μ̄^′_1(a) = π_1(μ^′_1(a)) = π_1(μ_1(a) + ad_1(η(a))) = π_1(μ_1(a)) = μ̄_1(a).

Thus, we obtain that isomorphic non-abelian extensions of (g, d_g, [·, ·]_g) by (h, d_h, [·, ·]_h) correspond to the same strict Lie 2-algebra homomorphism from g to SOut(h).

Conversely, let μ̄ be a strict Lie 2-algebra homomorphism from g to SOut(h). By choosing a section s = (s_0, s_1) of π : SDer(g) → SOut(h), we define μ_0(x) = (s_0 ∘ μ̄_0)(x), (32) μ_1(a) = (s_1 ∘ μ̄_1)(a). (33)

We have μ_0(x) = (μ^0(x), μ^1(x)) ∈ SDer^0(h) and μ_1(a) ∈ SDer^1(h). Thus we get (14)-(17). Since π and μ̄ are strict Lie 2-algebra homomorphisms, for all a ∈ g_1, we have

π_0(δ(μ_1(a)) − μ_0(d_ga)) = δ^′(π_1(μ_1(a))) − π_0(μ_0(d_ga)) = δ^′(μ̄_1(a)) − μ̄_0(d_ga) = 0. Thus, we obtain δ(μ_1(a)) − μ_0(d_ga) ∈ SInn^0(h). Since Cen(h) = 0, there is a unique linear map φ : g_1 → h_0 such that δ(μ_1(a)) − μ_0(d_ga) = ad_0(φ(a)). (34) Thus, we obtain (18) and (19). For all x, y ∈ g_0, we have

π_0([μ_0(x), μ_0(y)]_C − μ_0([x, y]_g)) = [π_0(μ_0(x)), π_0(μ_0(y))]^′_C − π_0(μ_0([x, y]_g)) = [μ̄_0(x), μ̄_0(y)]^′_C − μ̄_0([x, y]_g) = 0, which implies [μ_0(x), μ_0(y)]_C − μ_0([x, y]_g) ∈ SInn^0(h). Since Cen(h) = 0, there is a unique linear map ω : ∧^2g_0 → h_0 such that [μ_0(x), μ_0(y)]_C − μ_0([x, y]_g) = ad_0(ω(x, y)). (35) Thus, we obtain (20) and (21). Similarly, there is a unique linear map ν : g_0 ∧ g_1 → h_1 such that [μ_1(a), μ_0(x)]_C − μ_1([a, x]_g) = ad_1(ν(a, x)), (36) which implies that (22) holds. For all x ∈ g_0, a ∈ g_1, u ∈ h_0, by (34)-(36), we have [φ([x, a]_g) + d_h(ν(x, a)) − ω(x, d_ga) − μ^0(x)φ(a), u]_h = ad^0_{φ([x,a]g)}(u) − d_h[ν(a, x), u]_h − ad^0_{ω(x,dga)}(u) − (μ^0(x)[φ(a), u]_h − [φ(a), μ^0(x)u]) = � d_h ∘ μ_1([x, a]_g) − μ^0(d_g[x, a]_g) − d_h ∘ μ_1(a) ∘ μ^0(x) + d_h ∘ μ^1(x) ∘ μ_1(a) + d_h ∘ μ_1([a, x]_g) −μ^0(x) ∘ μ^0(d_ga) + μ^0(d_ga) ∘ μ^0(x) + μ^0([x, d_ga]_g) − μ^0(x) ∘ d_h ∘ μ_1(a) + μ^0(x) ∘ μ^0(d_ga) +d_h ∘ μ_1(a) ∘ μ^0(x) − μ^0(d_ga) ∘ μ^0(x) � u = 0.

Similarly, for all x ∈ g_0, a ∈ g_1, m ∈ h_1, we have [φ([x, a]_g) + d_h(ν(x, a)) − ω(x, d_ga) − μ^0(x)φ(a), m]_h = 0.

Therefore, we have φ([x, a]_g) + d_h(ν(x, a)) − ω(x, d_ga) − μ^0(x)φ(a) ∈ Cen^0(h). (37) Since Cen(h) = 0, we obtain (23). For all a, b ∈ g_1, u ∈ h_0, by(34) and (36), we have [ν(d_ga, b) − μ_1(b)φ(a) − ν(a, d_gb) − μ_1(a)φ(b), u]_h = [ν(d_ga, b), u]_h − [μ_1(b)φ(a), u]_h − [ν(a, d_gb), u]_h − [μ_1(a)φ(b), u]_h = −ad_1(ν(b, d_ga))(u) − (μ_1(b)[φ(a), u]_h − [φ(a), μ_1(b)u]_h)

−ad_1(ν(a, d_gb))(u) − (μ_1(a)[φ(b), u]_h − [φ(b), μ_1(a)u]_h) = � − μ_1(b) ∘ μ^0(d_ga) + μ^1(d_ga) ∘ μ_1(b) + μ_1([b, d_ga]_g) −μ_1(b) ∘ d_h ∘ μ_1(a) + μ_1(b) ∘ μ^0(d_ga) + μ_1(a) ∘ d_h ∘ μ_1(b) − μ^1(d_ga) ∘ μ_1(b) −μ_1(a) ∘ μ^0(d_gb) + μ^1(d_gb) ∘ μ_1(a) + μ_1([a, d_gb]_g) −μ_1(a) ∘ d_h ∘ μ_1(b) + μ_1(a) ∘ μ^0(d_gb) + μ_1(b) ∘ d_h ∘ μ_1(a) − μ^1(d_gb) ∘ μ_1(a) � u = 0.

Thus, we get ν(d_ga, b) − μ_1(b)φ(a) − ν(a, d_gb) − μ_1(a)φ(b) ∈ Cen^1(h), (38) which implies that (24) holds. For all x, y, z ∈ g_0, m ∈ h_1, by (35), we have

[μ^0(x)ω(y, z) − ω([x, y]_g, z) + c.p.(x, y, z), m]_h = (μ^1(x)[ω(y, z), m]_h − [ω(y, z), μ^1(x)(m)]_h) − ad^1_{ω([x,y]g,z)}(m) + c.p.(x, y, z) = � μ^1(x) ∘ [μ^1(y), μ^1(z)] − μ^1(x) ∘ μ^1([y, z]_g) − [μ^1(y), μ^1(z)] ∘ μ^1(x) + μ^1([y, z]_g) ∘ μ^1(x) −[μ^1([x, y]_g), μ^1(z)] + μ^1([[x, y]_g, z]_g) + c.p.(x, y, z) � m = 0.

Similarly, for all x, y, z ∈ g_0, u ∈ h_0, we have [μ^0(x)ω(y, z) − ω([x, y]_g, z) + c.p.(x, y, z), u]_h = 0.

Therefore, we have μ^0(x)ω(y, z) − ω([x, y]_g, z) + c.p.(x, y, z) ∈ Cen^0(h). (39) Since Cen(h) = 0, we obtain (25). Similarly, for all x, y ∈ g_0, a ∈ g_1, u ∈ h_0, by (35)-(36), we have [ν([x, y]_g, a) + ν([y, a]_g, x) + ν([a, x]_g, y) − μ^1(x)ν(y, a) − μ^1(y)ν(a, x) − μ_1(a)ω(x, y), u]_h = 0. Therefore, we have

ν([x, y]_g, a) + c.p.(x, y, a) − μ_1(x)ν(y, a) − μ_1(y)ν(a, x) − μ_2(a)ω(x, y) ∈ Cen^1(h). (40) Since Cen(h) = 0, we obtain (26). Thus, we deduce that (14)-(26) hold. By Proposition 4.2, (g ⊕ h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}) is an extension of g by h.

If we choose another section s^′ of π, we obtain another extension (g ⊕ h, d^′_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]^′_{g⊕h}) of g by h. Obviously, we have π_0(μ^′_0(x) − μ_0(x)) = π_0(s^′_0(μ̄_0(x)) − s_0(μ̄_0(x))) = μ̄_0(x) − μ̄_0(x) = 0, which implies that μ^′_0(x) − μ_0(x) ∈ SInn^0(h). Since Cen(h) = 0, there is a unique linear map ξ : g_0 → h_0 such that μ^′_0(x) − μ_0(x) = ad_0(ξ(x)). (41) Therefore, we obtain (27). Similarly, there is a unique linear map η : g_1 → h_1 such that μ^′_1(a) − μ_1(a) = ad_1(η(a)). (42) Therefore, we obtain (28). By Lemma 3.7 and (34), for all a ∈ g_1, we have ad_0(φ^′(a) − φ(a)) = � δ(μ^′_1(a)) − μ^′_0(d_ga) � − � δ(μ_1(a)) − μ_0(d_ga) � = δ(ad_1(η(a))) − ad_0(ξ(d_ga)) = ad_0(d_h(η(a))) − ad_0(ξ(d_ga)) = ad_0(d_h(η(a)) − ξ(d_ga)).

Since Cen(h) = 0, we obtain (29). By Lemma 3.11 and (35), for all x, y ∈ g_0 we have

ad_0(ω^′(x, y) − ω(x, y)) = � [μ^′_0(x), μ^′_0(y)]_C − μ^′_0([x, y]_g) � − � [μ_0(x), μ_0(y)]_C − μ_0([x, y]_g) � = [μ_0(x) + ad_0(ξ(x)), μ_0(y) + ad_0(ξ(y))]_C − [μ_0(x), μ_0(y)]_C − ad_0(ξ([x, y]_g)) = [μ_0(x), ad_0(ξ(y))]_C + [ad_0(ξ(x)), μ_0(y)]_C + [ad_0(ξ(x)), ad_0(ξ(y))]_C − ad_0(ξ([x, y]_g)) = ad_0(μ^0(x)(ξ(y))) − ad_0(μ^0(y)(ξ(x))) + ad_0([ξ(x), ξ(y)]_h ) − ad_0(ξ([x, y]_g)), = ad_0(μ^0(x)(ξ(y)) − μ^0(y)(ξ(x)) + [ξ(x), ξ(y)]_h − ξ([x, y]_g)).

By Cen(h) = 0, we obtain (30). By Lemma 3.11 and (36), for all x ∈ g_0, a ∈ g_1, we have

ad_1(ν^′(a, x) − ν(a, x)) = � [μ^′_1(a), μ^′_0(x)]_C − μ^′_1([a, x]_g) � − � [μ_1(a), μ_0(x)]_C − μ_1([a, x]_g) � = [μ_1(a) + ad_1(η(a)), μ_0(x) + ad_0(ξ(x))]_C − [μ_1(a), μ_0(x)]_C − ad_1(η([a, x]_g)) = [μ_1(a), ad_0(ξ(x))]_C + [ad_1(η(a)), μ_0(x)]_C + [ad_1(η(a)), ad_0(ξ(x))]_C − ad_1(η([a, x]_g)) = ad_1(μ_1(a)(ξ(x))) − ad_1(μ^1(x)(η(a))) + ad_1([η(a), ξ(x)]_h ) − ad_1(η([a, x]_g)) = ad_1(μ_1(a)(ξ(x)) − μ^1(x)(η(a)) + [η(a), ξ(x)]_h − η([a, x]_g)).

By Cen(h) = 0, we obtain (31). Thus, we have (27)-(31). Therefore, we deduce that (g ⊕ h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}) and (g ⊕ h, d^′_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]^′_{g⊕h}) are isomorphic non-abelian extensions of g by h. The proof is finished.

6 Obstruction of existence of non-abelian extensions of strict Lie 2-algebras

In this section, given a homomorphism μ̄ : g → SOut(h), where Cen(h) ≠ 0, we consider the obstruction of existence of non-abelian extensions. By choosing a section s of π : SDer(h) → SOut(h), we can still define μ_0(x) by (32), and μ_1(a) by (33). Moreover, we can also choose linear maps φ : g_1 → h_0, ω : ∧^2g_0 → h_0 and ν : g_0 ∧ g_1 → h_1 such that (34)-(36) hold^2. Thus, (g ⊕ h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}) is a non-abelian extension of g by h if and only if � � � � ν(d_ga, b) − μ_1(b)φ(a) − ν(a, d_gb) − μ_1(a)φ(b) = 0, φ([x, a]_g) + d_h(ν(x, a)) − ω(x, d_ga) − μ^0(x)φ(a) = 0, μ^0(x)ω(y, z) − ω([x, y]_g, z) + c.p.(x, y, z) = 0, ν([x, y]_g, a) + c.p.(x, y, a) − μ^1(x)ν(y, a) − μ^1(y)ν(a, x) − μ_1(a)ω(x, y) = 0.

(43)

We denote by λ = φ + ω + ν. Let D_μ be the formal coboundary operator associated to μ = (μ_0, μ_1). Then Ω = D_μλ has four components as follows: � � � � �

Ω_1 = d^{(1,0)}_ρ φ + d̂_gω + ^∂ν ∈ Hom(g_0 ∧ g_1, h_0), Ω_2 = d^{(0,1)}ρ φ + d̂_gν ∈ Hom(⊙^2g_1, h_1), Ω_3 = d^{(1,0)}_ρ ω ∈ Hom(∧^3g_0, h_0), Ω_4 = d^{(0,1)}ρ ω + d^{(1,0)}ρ ν ∈ Hom(∧^2g_0 ∧ g_1, h_1).

2Now φ, ω, ν are not unique.

More precisely, for all x, y, z ∈ g_0, a, b ∈ g_1, we have � � � � � Ω_1(x, a) = μ^0(x)φ(a) − φ([x, a]_g) + ω(x, d_ga) − d_h(ν(x, a)), Ω_2(a, b) = μ_1(a)φ(b) + μ_1(b)φ(a) − ν(d_ga, b) − ν(d_gb, a), Ω_3(x, y, z) = μ^0(x)ω(y, z) − ω([x, y]_g, z) + c.p.(x, y, z), Ω_4(x, y, a) = μ_1(a)ω(x, y) + μ^1(x)ν(y, a) − μ^1(y)ν(x, a) − � ν([x, y]_g, a) + c.p.(x, y, a) � . Therefore, (g ⊕ h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}) is an extension of g by h if and only if Ω = D_μλ = 0.

Definition 6.1. Let μ̄ : g → SOut(h) be a strict Lie 2-algebra homomorphism. We call μ̄ an extensible homomorphism if there exists a section s of π : SDer(h) → SOut(h) and linear maps φ : g_1 → h_0, ω : ∧^2g_0 → h_0 and ν : g_0 ∧ g_1 → h_1 such that (34)-(36) and (43) hold.

For all u ∈ Cen^0(h), v ∈ h_0, m ∈ h_1, we have

[μ_1(a)u, v]_h = μ_1(a)[u, v]_h − [u, μ_1(a)v]_h = 0.

Thus, we have μ_1(a)u ∈ Cen^1(h). Moreover, we have

[μ^0(x)u, v]_h = μ^0(x)[u, v]_h − [u, μ^0(x)v]_h = 0, [μ^0(x)u, m]_h = μ^1(x)[u, m]_h − [u, μ^1(x)m]_h = 0.

Thus, we have μ^0(x)u ∈ Cen^0(h). For n ∈ Cen^1(h), we have

[μ^1(x)n, v]_h = μ^1(x)[n, v]_h − [n, μ^0(x)v]_h = 0.

Thus, we have μ^1(x)n ∈ Cen^1(h). Therefore, we can define μ̂ = (μ̂_0, μ̂_1) : g → End(Cen(h)) by

μ̂_0(x) ≜ μ_0(x)|_{Cen(h)} = � μ^0(x)|_{Cen}0_{(h)}, μ^1(x)|_{Cen}1_{(h)} � , μ̂_1(a) ≜ μ_1(a)|_{Cen}0_{(h)}.

By (34)-(36), μ̂ is a strict representation of g on the 2-term complex Cen(h). Moreover, by (41)- (42), we deduce that different sections of π give the same representation of g on Cen(h). In the sequel, we always assume that μ̂ is a representation of g on Cen(h), which is induced by μ̄. By (37)-(40), we have Ω_1(x, a), Ω_3(x, y, z) ∈ Cen^0(h) and Ω_2(a, b), Ω_4(x, y, a) ∈ Cen^1(h). Thus, we have Ω = D_μλ ∈ C^3(g; Cen(h)). Moreover, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.2. Ω = D_μλ is a 3-cocycle on g with the coefficient in Cen(h) and the cohomology class [Ω] does not depend on the choices of the section s of π : SDer(h) → SOut(h) and φ, ω, ν that we made.

Proof. Denote by Υ = D_{μ̂}Ω. It has five components as follows: � � � � � � �

Υ_1 = d̂_gΩ_1 + ^∂Ω_2 ∈ Hom(⊙^2g_1, Cen^0(h)), Υ_2 = d^{(0,1)}ρ Ω_1 + d^{(1,0)}ρ Ω_2 + d̂_gΩ_4 ∈ Hom(g_0 ∧ ⊙^2g_1, Cen^1(h)), Υ_3 = d^{(1,0)}_ρ Ω_1 + d̂_gΩ_3 + ^∂Ω_4 ∈ Hom(∧^2g_0 ∧ g_1, Cen^0(h)), Υ_4 = d^{(0,1)}_ρ Ω_3 + d^{(1,0)}_ρ Ω_4 ∈ Hom(∧^3g_0 ∧ g_1, Cen^1(h)), Υ_5 = d^{(1,0)}_ρ Ω_3 ∈ Hom(∧^4g_0, Cen^0(h)).

For all a, b ∈ g_1, by (34), we have

Υ_1(a, b) = (−1)^1 � Ω_1(d_ga, b) + Ω_1(d_gb, a) � + d_hΩ_2(a, b) = −μ^0(d_ga)φ(b) + φ([d_ga, b]_g) − ω(d_ga, d_gb) + d_h(ν(d_ga, b))

−μ^0(d_gb)φ(a) + φ([d_gb, a]_g) − ω(d_gb, d_ga) + d_h(ν(d_gb, a)) +d_h(μ_1(a)φ(b)) + d_h(μ_1(b)φ(a)) − d_h(ν(d_ga, b)) − d_h(ν(d_gb, a)) = 0.

For all x ∈ g_0, a, b ∈ g_1, by (34) and (36), we have

Υ_2(x, a, b) = (−1)^1 � μ_1(a)Ω_1(x, b) + μ_1(b)Ω_1(x, a) � + � μ^1(x)Ω_2(a, b) + (−1)^1Ω_2([x, a]_g, b) +(−1)^1Ω_2(a, [x, b]_g) � + (−1)^2 � Ω_4(x, d_ga, b) + Ω_4(x, d_gb, a) � = −(μ_1(a) ∘ μ^0(x))φ(b) + μ_1(a)φ([x, b]_g) − μ_1(a)ω(x, d_gb) + (μ_1(a) ∘ d_h)ν(x, b) −(μ_1(b) ∘ μ^0(x))φ(a) + μ_1(b)φ([x, a]_g) − μ_1(b)ω(x, d_ga) + (μ_1(b) ∘ d_h)ν(x, a) +(μ^1(x) ∘ μ_1(a))φ(b) + (μ^1(x) ∘ μ_1(b))φ(a) − μ^1(x)ν(d_ga, b) − μ^1(x)ν(d_gb, a) −μ_1([x, a]_g)φ(b) − μ_1(b)φ([x, a]_g) + ν(d_g[x, a]_g, b) + ν(d_gb, [x, a]_g) −μ_1(a)φ([x, b]_g) − μ_1([x, b]_g)φ(a) + ν(d_ga, [x, b]_g) + ν(d_g[x, b]_g, a) +μ_1(b)ω(x, d_ga) + μ^1(x)ν(d_ga, b) − μ^1(d_ga)ν(x, b) − ν([x, d_ga]_g, b) −ν(d_ga, [x, b]_g) + ν(x, [d_ga, b]_g) + μ_1(a)ω(x, d_gb) + μ^1(x)ν(d_gb, a) −μ^1(d_gb)ν(x, a) − ν([x, d_gb]_g, a) − ν(d_gb, [x, a]_g) + ν(x, [d_gb, a]_g) = 0.

For all x, y ∈ g_0, a ∈ g_1, by (34) and (35), we have

Υ_3(x, y, a) = μ^0(x)Ω_1(y, a) − μ^0(y)Ω_1(x, a) − Ω_1([x, y]_g, a) − Ω_1(y, [x, a]_g) + Ω_1(x, [y, a]_g) (−1)^3Ω_3(x, y, d_ga) + d_hΩ_4(x, y, a) = (μ^0(x) ∘ μ^0(y))φ(a) − μ^0(x)φ([y, a]_g) + μ^0(x)ω(y, d_ga) − (μ^0(x) ∘ d_h)ν(y, a) −(μ^0(y) ∘ μ^0(x))φ(a) + μ^0(y)φ([x, a]_g) − μ^0(y)ω(x, d_ga) + (μ^0(y) ∘ d_h)ν(x, a) −μ^0([x, y]_g)φ(a) + φ([[x, y]_g, a]_g) − ω([x, y]_g, d_ga) + d_hν([x, y]_g, a) −μ^0(y)φ([x, a]_g) + φ([y, [x, a]_g]_g) − ω(y, d_g[x, a]_g) + d_hν(y, [x, a]_g) +μ^0(x)φ([y, a]_g) − φ([x, [y, a]_g]_g) + ω(x, d_g[y, a]_g) − d_hν(x, [y, a]_g) −μ^0(x)ω(y, d_ga) − μ^0(y)ω(d_ga, x) − μ^0(d_ga)ω(x, y) + ω([x, y]_g, d_ga) +ω([y, d_ga]_g, x) + ω([d_ga, x]_g, y) + (d_h ∘ μ_1(a))ω(x, y) + (d_h ∘ μ^1(x))ν(y, a) −(d_h ∘ μ^1(y))ν(x, a) − d_hν([x, y]_g, a) − d_hν(y, [x, a]_g) + d_hν(x, [y, a]_g) = 0.

For all x, y, z ∈ g_0, a ∈ g_1, by (35) and (36), we have

Υ_4(x, y, z, a) = (−1)^3μ_1(a)Ω_3(x, y, z) + μ^1(x)Ω_4(y, z, a) − μ^1(y)Ω_4(x, z, a) + μ^1(z)Ω_4(x, y, a) − Ω_4([x, y]_g, z, a) +Ω_4([x, z]_g, y, a) − Ω_4([y, z]_g, x, a) − Ω_4(y, z, [x, a]_g) + Ω_4(x, z, [y, a]_g) − Ω_4(x, y, [z, a]_g) = −μ_1(a) � μ^0(x)ω(y, z) + μ^0(y)ω(z, x) + μ^0(z)ω(x, y) − ω([x, y]_g, z) − ω([y, z]_g, x) − ω([z, x]_g, y) � +μ^1(x) � μ_1(a)ω(y, z) + μ^1(y)ν(z, a) − μ^1(z)ν(y, a) − ν([y, z]_g, a) − ν(z, [y, a]_g) + ν(y, [z, a]_g) � −μ^1(y) � μ_1(a)ω(x, z) + μ^1(x)ν(z, a) − μ^1(z)ν(x, a) − ν([x, z]_g, a) − ν(z, [x, a]_g) + ν(x, [z, a]_g) � +μ^1(z) � μ_1(a)ω(x, y) + μ^1(x)ν(y, a) − μ^1(y)ν(x, a) − ν([x, y]_g, a) − ν(y, [x, a]_g) + ν(x, [y, a]_g) � − � μ_1(a)ω([x, y]_g, z) + μ^1([x, y]_g)ν(z, a) − μ^1(z)ν([x, y]_g, a) − ν([[x, y]_g, z]_g, a) −ν(z, [[x, y]_g, a]_g) + ν([x, y]_g, [z, a]_g) � + � μ_1(a)ω([x, z]_g, y) + μ^1([x, z]_g)ν(y, a) −μ^1(y)ν([x, z]_g, a) − ν([[x, z]_g, y]_g, a) − ν(y, [[x, z]_g, a]_g) + ν([x, z]_g, [y, a]_g) � − � μ_1(a)ω([y, z]_g, x) + μ^1([y, z]_g)ν(x, a) − μ^1(x)ν([y, z]_g, a) − ν([[y, z]_g, x]_g, a) −ν(x, [[y, z]_g, a]_g) + ν([y, z]_g, [x, a]_g) � − � μ_1([x, a]_g)ω(y, z) + μ^1(y)ν(z, [x, a]_g) −μ^1(z)ν(y, [x, a]_g) − ν([y, z]_g, [x, a]_g) − ν(z, [y, [x, a]_g]_g) + ν(y, [z, [x, a]_g]_g) � + � μ_1([y, a]_g)ω(x, z) + μ^1(x)ν(z, [y, a]_g) − μ^1(z)ν(x, [y, a]_g) − ν([x, z]_g, [y, a]_g) −ν(z, [x, [y, a]_g]_g) + ν(x, [z, [y, a]_g]_g) � − � μ_1([z, a]_g)ω(x, y) + μ^1(x)ν(y, [z, a]_g) −μ^1(y)ν(x, [z, a]_g) − ν([x, y]_g, [z, a]_g) − ν(y, [x, [z, a]_g]_g) + ν(x, [y, [z, a]_g]_g) � = 0.

For all x, y, z, w ∈ g_0, by the similar computation, we have Υ_5(x, y, z, w) = 0. Thus, we obtain Υ = D_{μ̂}Ω = 0.

Now Let us check that the cohomology class [Ω] = [D_μ(φ+ω+ν)] does not depend on the choices of the section s of π : SDer(h) → SOut(h) and φ, ω, ν that we made. Let s^′ be another section of π, we have μ^′ = (μ^′_0, μ^′_1) = (s^′_0 ∘ μ̄_0, s^′_1 ∘ μ̄_1), where μ^′_0(x) = (μ^{′0}(x), μ^{′1}(x)) ∈ SDer^0(g), μ^′_1(a) ∈ SDer^1(g) and choose φ^′, ω^′, ν^′ such that (34)-(36) hold. Let Ω^′ = D_μ′ (φ^′ + ω^′ + ν^′). We are going to prove that [Ω] = [Ω^′]. Since s and s^′ are sections of π, we have linear maps ξ : g_0 → h_0 and η : g_1 → h_1 such that

μ^′_0(x) − μ_0(x) = ad_0(ξ(x)), μ^′_1(a) − μ_1(a) = ad_1(η(a)).

We define φ^∗, ω^∗, ν^∗ by

φ^∗(a) = φ(a) + d_hη(a) − ξ(d_ga), ω^∗(x, y) = ω(x, y) + μ^0(x)ξ(y) − μ^0(y)ξ(x) − ξ([x, y]_g) + [ξ(x), ξ(y)]_h, ν^∗(a, x) = ν(a, x) + μ_1(a)ξ(x) − μ^1(x)η(a) − η([a, x]_g) + [η(a), ξ(x)]_h .

By straightforward computations, we obtain that (34)-(36) hold for μ^′, φ^∗, ω^∗, ν^∗. Let

Ω^∗ = D_μ′ (φ^∗ + ω^∗ + ν^∗) = Ω^∗_1 + Ω^∗_2 + Ω^∗_3 + Ω^∗_4.

For all x ∈ g_0, a ∈ g_1, by (34), we have

Ω^∗_1(x, a) = μ^{′0}(x)φ^∗(a) − φ^∗([x, a]_g) + ω^∗(x, d_ga) − d_hν^∗(x, a) = μ^0(x)φ(a) + (μ^0(x) ∘ d_h)η(a) − μ^0(x)ξ(d_ga) + [ξ(x), φ(a)]_h + [ξ(x), d_hη(a)]_h − [ξ(x), ξ(d_g a)]_h −φ([x, a]_g) − d_hη([x, a]_g) + ξ(d_g[x, a]_g) + ω(x, d_ga) + μ^0(x)ξ(d_ga) − μ^0(d_ga)ξ(x) −ξ([x, d_ga]_g) + [ξ(x), ξ(d_ga)]_h + d_hν(a, x) + (d_h ∘ μ_1(a))ξ(x) − (d_h ∘ μ^1(x))η(a) −d_hη([a, x]_g) + d_h[η(a), ξ(x)]_h = Ω_1(x, a).

For all a, b ∈ g_1, by (34), we have

Ω^∗_2(a, b) = μ^′_1(a)φ^∗(b) + μ^′_1(b)φ^∗(a) − ν^∗(d_ga, b) − ν^∗(d_gb, a) = μ_1(a)φ(b) + (μ_1(a) ∘ d_h)η(b) − μ_1(a)ξ(d_gb) + [η(a), φ(b)]_h + [η(a), d_hη(b)]_h − [η(a), ξ(d_gb)]_h +μ_1(b)φ(a) + (μ_1(b) ∘ d_h)η(a) − μ_1(b)ξ(d_ga) + [η(b), φ(a)]_h + [η(b), d_hη(a)]_h − [η(b), ξ(d_ga)]_h +ν(b, d_ga) + μ_1(b)ξ(d_ga) − μ^1(d_ga)η(b) − η([b, d_ga]_g) + [η(b), ξ(d_ga)]_h +ν(a, d_gb) + μ_1(a)ξ(d_gb) − μ^1(d_gb)η(a) − η([a, d_gb]_g) + [η(a), ξ(d_gb)]_h = Ω_2(a, b).

For all x, y ∈ g_0, a ∈ g_1, by (35) and (36), we have

Ω^∗_4(x, y, a) = μ^′_1(a)ω^∗(x, y) + μ^{′1}(x)ν^∗(y, a) − μ^{′1}(y)ν^∗(x, a) − ν^∗([x, y]_g, a) − ν^∗(y, [x, a]_g) + ν^∗(x, [y, a]_g) = � μ_1(a) + ad_1(η(a)) � ω(x, y) + μ^0(x)ξ(y) − μ^0(y)ξ(x) − ξ([x, y]_g) + [ξ(x), ξ(y)]_h � − � μ^1(x) + ad^1_{ξ(x)} � ν(a, y) + μ_1(a)ξ(y) − μ^1(y)η(a) − η([a, y]_g) + [η(a), ξ(y)]_h � + � μ^1(y) + ad^1_{ξ(y)} � ν(a, x) + μ_1(a)ξ(x) − μ^1(x)η(a) − η([a, x]_g) + [η(a), ξ(x)]_h � + � ν(a, [x, y]_g) + μ_1(a)ξ([x, y]_g) − μ^1([x, y]_g)η(a) − η([a, [x, y]_g]_g) + [η(a), ξ([x, y]_g)]_h � + � ν([x, a]_g, y) + μ_1([x, a]_g)ξ(y) − μ^1(y)η([x, a]_g) − η([[x, a]_g, y]_g) + [η([x, a]_g), ξ(y)]_h � − � ν([y, a]_g, x) + μ_1([y, a]_g)ξ(x) − μ^1(x)η([y, a]_g) − η([[y, a]_g, x]_g) + [η([y, a]_g), ξ(x)]_h � = Ω_4(x, y, a).

Similarly, we have Ω^∗_3(x, y, z) = Ω_3(x, y, z). Therefore, we obtain Ω = Ω^∗. Since the equations (34)-(36) hold for μ^′, φ^∗, ω^∗, ν^∗ and μ^′, φ^′, ω^′, ν^′ respectively, we have

δ(μ^′_1(a)) − μ^′_0(d_ga) = ad_0(φ^′(a)) = ad_0(φ^∗(a)), [μ^′_0(x), μ^′_0(y)]_C − μ^′_0([x, y]_g) = ad_0(ω^′(x, y)) = ad_0(ω^∗(x, y)), [μ^′_1(a), μ^′_0(x)]_C − μ^′_1([a, x]_g) = ad_1(ν^′(a, x)) = ad_1(ν^∗(a, x)).

Thus, we can define � � � t_1 = φ^′ − φ^∗ ∈ Hom(g_1, Cen^0(h)), t_2 = ω^′ − ω^∗ ∈ Hom(∧^2g_0, Cen^0(h)), t_3 = ν^′ − ν^∗ ∈ Hom(g_0 ∧ g_1, Cen^1(h)).

Denote by T = t_1 + t_2 + t_3 ∈ C^2(g; Cen(h)), and we have

Ω^′ = D_μ′ (φ^′ + ω^′ + ν^′) = D_μ′ (φ^∗ + ω^∗ + ν^∗ + T ) = D_μ′ (φ^∗ + ω^∗ + ν^∗) + D_μ′ (T ) = D_μ(φ + ω + ν) + D_{μ̂}(T ) = Ω + D_{μ̂}(T ).

Therefore, we have [Ω] = [Ω^′]. The proof is finished.

Now we are ready to give the main result in this paper, namely the obstruction of a strict Lie 2-algebra homomorphism μ̄ : g → SOut(h) being extensible is given by the cohomology class [Ω] ∈ H^3(g; Cen(h))_{μ̂}.

Theorem 6.3. Let μ̄ : g → SOut(h) be a strict Lie 2-algebra homomorphism. Then μ̄ is an extensible homomorphism if and only if

[Ω] = [D_μ(φ + ω + ν)] = [0].

Proof. Let μ̄ : g → SOut(h) be an extensible strict Lie 2-algebra homomorphism. Then we can choose a section s of π : SDer(h) → SOut(h) and define μ_0(x) = (μ^0(x), μ^1(x)) by (32), μ_1(a) by (33) respectively. Moreover, we can choose linear maps φ : g_1 → h_0, ω : ∧^2g_0 → h_0 and ν : g_0 ∧ g_1 → h_1 such that (34)-(36) hold. Since μ̄ is extensible, we have D_μ(φ + ω + ν) = 0, which implies that [Ω] = [0].

Conversely, if [D_μ(φ + ω + ν)] = [0], then there exists σ = σ_1 + σ_2 + σ_3 ∈ C^2(g; Cen(h)), where σ_1 ∈ Hom(g_1, Cen^0(h)), σ_2 ∈ Hom(∧^2g_0, Cen^0(h)), σ_3 ∈ Hom(g_0 ∧ g_1, Cen^1(h)) such that D_{μ̂}(σ) = D_μ(φ + ω + ν). Thus, we have

D_μ(φ + ω + ν − σ) = D_μ(φ + ω + ν) − D_μ(σ) = D_μ(φ + ω + ν) − D_{μ̂}(σ) = 0.

Since σ = σ_1 + σ_2 + σ_3 ∈ C^2(g; Cen(h)), we also have

δ(μ_1(a)) − μ_0(d_ga) = ad_0(φ(a) − σ_1(a)), [μ_0(x), μ_0(y)]_C − μ_0([x, y]_g) = ad_0(ω(x, y) − σ_2(x, y)), [μ_1(a), μ_0(x)]_C − μ_1([a, x]_g) = ad_1(ν(a, x) − σ_3(a, x)).

By Proposition 4.2, we can construct a strict Lie 2-algebra (g ⊕ h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}) by μ, φ(a) − σ_1(a), ω(x, y) − σ_2(x, y), ν(a, x) − σ_3(a, x). Therefore, μ̄ is an extensible homomorphism. The proof is finished.

The following theorem classifies non-abelian extensions of g by h once they exist. Theorem 6.4. Let μ̄ : g → SOut(h) be an extensible homomorphism. Then isomorphism classes of non-abelian extensions of g by h induced by μ̄ are parameterized by H^2(g; Cen(h))_{μ̂}. Proof. Since μ̄ is an extensible homomorphism. We can choose a section s of π and define μ_0, μ_1 by (32), (33) respectively. We choose linear maps φ, ω, ν such that (34)-(36) hold and D_μ(φ+ω+ν) = 0. Thus, the strict Lie 2-algebra (g ⊕ h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}) define by (11), (12) and (13) is a non-abelian extension of g by h, which is induced by μ̄. Let s^′ be another section of π and define μ^′_0, μ^′_1 by (32), (33). We also choose linear maps φ^′, ω^′, ν^′ such that (34)-(36) hold and D_μ′ (φ^′ + ω^′ + ν^′) = 0. Since s and s^′ are sections of π, we have linear maps ξ : g_0 → h_0 and η : g_1 → h_1 such that

μ_0(x) = μ^′_0(x) + ad_0(ξ(x)), μ_1(a) = μ^′_1(a) + ad_1(η(a)).

We define φ^∗, ω^∗, ν^∗ by

φ^∗(a) = φ^′(a) + d_hη(a) − ξ(d_ga), ω^∗(x, y) = ω^′(x, y) + μ^{′0}(x)ξ(y) − μ^{′0}(y)ξ(x) − ξ([x, y]_g) + [ξ(x), ξ(y)]_h, ν^∗(a, x) = ν^′(a, x) + μ^′_1(a)(ξ(x)) − μ^{′1}(x)η(a) − η([a, x]_g) + [η(a), ξ(x)]_h .

By the computation in Lemma 6.2, we have D_μ(φ^∗ + ω^∗ + ν^∗) = D_μ′ (φ^′ + ω^′ + ν^′) = 0. Thus, the strict Lie 2-algebra (g ⊕ h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}) constructed from μ, φ^∗, ω^∗, ν^∗ is isomorphic to the strict Lie 2-algebra (g ⊕ h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}) constructed from μ^′, φ^′, ω^′, ν^′. Thus, we only need to study the strict Lie 2-algebras constructed from a fix section s. For all φ̃, ω̃, ν̃, which satisfy (34)-(36) and D_μ(φ̃ + ω̃ + ν̃) = 0. Thus, we can define � � � τ_1 = φ − φ̃ ∈ Hom(g_1, Cen^0(h)), τ_2 = ω − ω̃ ∈ Hom(∧^2g_0, Cen^0(h)), τ_3 = ν − ν̃ ∈ Hom(g_0 ∧ g_1, Cen^1(h)).

Denote by τ = τ_1 + τ_2 + τ_3 ∈ C^2(g; Cen(h)), and we have

D_{μ̂}(τ) = D_μ � (φ + ω + ν) − (φ̃ + ω̃ + ν̃) � = 0 − 0 = 0,

which implies that � (φ + ω + ν) − (φ̃ + ω̃ + ν̃) � ∈ Z^2(g; Cen(h)).

Moreover, if the strict Lie 2-algebra (g ⊕ h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}) constructed from μ, φ, ω, ν is isomorphic to the strict Lie 2-algebra (g ⊕ h, d_{g⊕h}, [·, ·]_{g⊕h}) constructed from μ, φ̃, ω̃, ν̃. Then there exist linear maps ξ : g_0 → h_0 and η : g_1 → h_1 which does not change μ_0 and μ_1, i.e. ξ : g_0 → Cen^0(h) and η : g_1 → Cen^1(h), such that

φ(a) − φ̃(a) = d_hη(a) − ξ(d_ga), ω(x, y) − ω̃(x, y) = μ^0(x)ξ(y) − μ^0(y)ξ(x) − ξ([x, y]_g), ν(a, x) − ν̃(a, x) = μ_1(a)ξ(x) − μ^1(x)η(a) − η([a, x]_g),

which is equivalent to that � (φ + ω + ν) − (φ̃ + ω̃ + ν̃) � = D_{μ̂}(ξ + η) ∈ B^2(g; Cen(h)).

Thus, isomorphism classes of non-abelian extensions of g by h induced by μ̄ are parameterized by H^2(g; Cen(h))_{μ̂}. The proof is finished.

Corollary 6.5. The isomorphism classes of non-abelian extensions of a strict Lie 2-algebra g by a strict Lie 2-algebra h correspond bijectively to the set of pairs (μ̄, [κ]), where μ̄ is an extensible homomorphism from g to SOut(h) and [κ] ∈ H^2(g; Cen(h))_{μ̂}.

References

[1] D. Alekseevsky, P. W. Michor and W. Ruppert, Extensions of Lie algebras, arXiv:math.DG/0005042.

[2] D. Alekseevsky, P. W. Michor and W. Ruppert, Extensions of Super Lie algebras, J. Lie Theory 15 (2005), no. 1, 125-134.

[3] J. C. Baez and A. S. Crans, Higher-dimensional algebra. VI. Lie 2-algebras, Theory Appl.

Categ. 12 (2004), 492-538.

[4] C. Bai, Y. Sheng and C. Zhu, Lie 2-bialgebras, Comm. Math. Phys. 320 (2013), no. 1, 149-172.

[5] O. Brahic, Extensions of Lie brackets, J. Geom. Phys. 60 (2010), no. 2, 352-374. [6] J. M. Casas and M. Ladra, The actor of a crossed module in Lie algebras, Comm. Algebra 26 (1998), no. 7, 2065-2089.

[7] S. Chen, Y. Sheng and Z. Zheng, Non-abelian extensions of Lie 2-algebras, Sci. China Math.

55 (2012), no. 8, 1655-1668.

[8] M. Doubek and T. Lada, Homotopy derivations, J. Homotopy Relat. Struct. 11 (2016), no.

3, 599-630.

[9] S. Eilenberg and S. Maclane, Cohomology theory in abstract groups, II. Group extensions with non-abelian kernel. Ann. of Math. (2) 48, (1947). 326-341.

[10] Y. Frégier, Non-abelian cohomology of extensions of Lie algebras as Deligne groupoid, J.

Algebra 398 (2014), 243-257.

[11] G. Hochschild, Cohomology classes of finite type and finite dimensional kernels for Lie algebras, Amer. J. Math. 76, (1954), 763-778.

[12] N. K. Hermann, Non-abelian extensions of topological Lie algebras, Comm. Algebra 34 (2006), no. 3, 991-1041.

[13] N. Inassaridze, E. Khmaladze and M. Ladra, Non-abelian cohomology and extensions of Lie algebras, J. Lie Theory 18 (2008), no. 2, 413-432.

[14] T. Lada and J. Stasheff, Introduction to sh Lie algebras for physicists, Internat. J. Theoret.

Phys. 32 (1993), no. 7, 1087-1103.

[15] T. Lada and M. Markl, Strongly homotopy Lie algebras, Comm. Algebra 23 (1995), no. 6, 2147-2161.

[16] Z. Liu, Y. Sheng and T. Zhang, Deformations of Lie 2-algebras, J. Geom. Phys. 86 (2014), 66-80.

[17] H. Lang, and Z. Liu, Crossed modules for Lie 2-algebras, Appl. Categ. Structures 24 (2016), no. 1, 53-78.

[18] H. Lang, Z. Liu, and Y. Sheng, Integration of derivations for Lie 2-algebras, Transform. Groups 21 (2016), no. 1, 129-152.

[19] A. Lazarev, Models for classifying spaces and derived deformation theory, Proc. Lond. Math.

Soc. (3) 109 (2014), no. 1, 40-64.

[20] J. Stasheff, Differential graded Lie algebras, quasi-Hopf algebras and higher homotopy algebras, Quantum groups (Leningrad, 1990), 120-137, Lecture Notes in Math., 1510, Springer, Berlin, 1992.