arXiv:1903.03672v7 [math.RA] 1 Jun 2020

GENERALIZED DERIVATIONS AND HOM-LIE ALGEBRA STRUCTURES ON sl_2

R. GARCÍA-DELGADO

Abstract. The purpose of this paper is to show that there are Hom-Lie algebra structures on sl_2(F) ⊕ FD, where D is a special type of generalized derivation of sl_2(F), and F is an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. We study the representation theory of Hom-Lie algebras within the approriate category and prove that any finite dimensional representation of a Hom-Lie algebra of the form sl_2(F) ⊕ FD, is completely reducible, in analogy to the well known Theorem of Weyl from the classical Lie theory. We apply this result to characterize the non-solvable Lie algebras of this type having an invertible D. It is shown that the generalized derivations D of sl_2(F) that we study in this work, satisfy the Hom- Lie Jacobi identity for the Lie bracket of sl_2(F). Moreover, using root space decomposition techniques we provide an intrinsic proof of the fact that sl_2(F) is the only simple Lie algebra admitting non-trivial Hom-Lie structures.

1. Introduction

Extensions of Lie algebras can be regarded as mechanisms to enlarge Lie algebras under certain prescriptions. Some of the most studied and best understood extensions are the semidirect products obtained from a given Lie algebra g and a given derivation D : g → g of it. At the end one obtains a new Lie algebra g[D] := g⊕FD, where FD stands for the one-dimensional subspace of g[D] generated by D. Then g becomes a Lie subalgebra of g[D] —an ideal, actually— and the Lie bracket [D, x] in g[D], is equal to D(x), for any x ∈ g.

A generalized notion of derivation was introduced in [1] and some special types of it were considered in [3] and [4]. See §2 below for a review. We address the question of studying extensions g[D] of the Lie algebra g = sl_2(F), over an algebraically closed field F of characteristic zero, by

1991 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 17B05, 17B20, 17B40, Secondary: 17B60, 17B10,

Key words and phrases. Lie algebras; generalized derivation; Hom-Lie algebras; representations. 1

some of these special types of generalized derivations of the Lie product [ · , · ]_g of g. We shall keep denoting such generalized derivations by D : g → g. It turns out that the resulting extensions g[D] can be equipped with well defined skew-symmetric, bilinear products that satisfy a kind of generalized Jacobi identity. The algebraic structures thus obtained have appeared in the literature as examples of what are now called Hom-Lie algebras. Hom-Lie algebras were apparently introduced in [8] by considering deformations of Lie algebras, and they are now being studied for general skew-symmetric, bilinear, non-associative products (see, for example [1], [7], [16], etc).

Our aim is to classify, up to isomorphism, within the category of Hom- Lie algebras, all the extensions sl_2[D] = sl_2(F) ⊕ FD, over an algebraically closed field F of characteristic zero, by the special generalized derivations D specified in §2 below. As a matter of fact, each of these D’s satisfy the Hom-Lie Jacobi identity for the Lie product of sl_2(F). It is proved in §4 below that the vector subspace of End_F (sl_2(F)), consisting of those linear maps D that satisfy,

(HLJ) [ D(x), [y, z] ] + [ D(z), [x, y] ] + [ D(y), [z, x] ] = 0,

can be decomposed in terms of two irreducible sl_2(F)-modules, one of which is just the scalar multiples of the identity map that obviously satisfy the ordinary Jacobi identity. The other irreducible submodule is 5-dimensional and consists exactly of the generalized derivations of the specified type. Then, by making explicit use of the appropriate canonical forms for the linear maps D satisfying (HLJ) obtained in Prop 3.6, we determine the isomorphism classes of the Hom-Lie algebras sl_2[D] in Thm. 3.7.

Once this classification is settled down, we may address the question of determining the irreducible Hom-Lie modules for the Hom-Lie algebras sl_2[D]. It turns out that these can be studied and characterized by using the representation theory of sl_2(F). We prove in Thm. 3.10 that any finite dimensional representation of a Hom-Lie algebra of the form sl_2(F) ⊕ FD, is completely reducible, thus extending to the Hom- Lie category the well known Theorem of Weyl from classical Lie theory. There are important differences between Lie algebras admitting invertible derivations in the usual sense and Lie algebras having invertible generalized derivations. For instance, a classical result, due to Jacobson (see [12]) states that any finite dimensional Lie algebra having an invertible derivation must be nilpotent. As for a possible converse, Jacobson also raised the question of whether an arbitrary nilpotent Lie algebra had an invertible derivation defined on it or not. The answer to this question turned out to be negative and a characterization of those nilpotent Lie algebras that cannot have an invertible derivation was given in [5]. By way of significant contrast, it follows from Thm. 3.7 below, that sl_2 always admits invertible generalized derivations of some special type. Furthermore, using the result that describes the Hom-Lie modules of the Hom-Lie algebras sl_2[D] (see Thm. 3.10), we deduce a structure theorem for non-solvable Lie algebras admitting a specific type of invertible generalized derivations (see Thm. 3.12). It was interesting for us to realize that any generalized derivation of sl_2(F) of the type described in §2 below, satisfies (HLJ). It is then natural to try to understand if something similar occurs in more general cases; namely, if there are linear maps D : g → g, not necessarily generalized derivations, that satisfy (HLJ) for a simple Lie algebra g. We found that this problem was already solved in the literature. As a matter of fact, it is proved in [16] that the only linear maps g → g that satisfy (HLJ) for a simple Lie algebra g defined over an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero are the scalar mutiples of the identity map as soon as the rank of g gets strictly bigger than 1 (see Thm. 3.3 in [16]). The proof provided in [16], however, is an exhaustive case-by-case trial with the aid of the computer package GAP (see https://www.gap-system.org). Searching for a deeper understanding of the problem, we found that the Hom-Lie problem for a simple Lie algebra g was also addressed in [13]. They consider, however, linear maps g → g that satisfy (HLJ) and preserve the Lie product [ · , · ]_g (see Prop 2.2 in [13]). Using only root space decomposition techniques, we prove in §4 below, that for any linear map g → g —not necessarily one that preserves the Lie product in g— the Hom-Lie Jacobi identity is only satisfied for scalar multiples of the identity map whenever the rank of the simple Lie algebra is greater than 1. Therefore, it is only sl_2(F) the simple Lie algebra that can be equipped with linear maps sl_2(F) → sl_2(F), other than multiples of the identity map, that turn sl_2(F) into a Hom-Lie algebra.

2. Basic definitions and generalized derivations

2.1. Definition. A Lie algebra over a field F, is a vector space g over F, equipped with a skew-symmetric bilinear map [ · , · ] : g × g → g, satisfying the Jacobi identity: [x, [y, z]] + [y, [z, x]] + [z, [x, y]] = 0, ∀ x, y, z ∈ g. The element [x, y] ∈ g is referred to as the Lie bracket (or the Lie product) of x and y in g.

2.2. Definition. Let g be a Lie algebra over F and let a, b, c ∈ F. A linear map D : g → g is a generalized derivation of type (a, b, c) of g (or an (a, b, c)-derivation of g for short), if a D([x, y]) = b [D(x), y] + c [x, D(y)], ∀ x, y ∈ g. We shall denote by Der_{(a,b,c)}(g) the vector subspace of End_F (g) consisting of all generalized derivations of type (a, b, c).

Note: A derivation D of a given Lie algebra g, in its usual sense, is just a (1, 1, 1)-derivation.

The following result reduces the study of generalized derivations to a few special cases (for more details see Thm. 1.1 in [6], Thm. 2.2.1 in [10], or Thm. 2.2 in [11].)

2.3. Theorem ([6], Theorem 1.1). Let a, b, c ∈ C . Then Der_{(a,b,c)}(g) can be obtained by intersection of two of the following subspaces with appropriate choices of the parameter d:

(1) Der_{(d,0,0)}(g), (2) Der_{(0,1,−1)}(g), (3) Der_{(d,1,1)}(g).

Convention: In this work we shall deal with a particular case of generalized derivations; namely, those of type (a, 1, 1), corresponding to the case (3) of the above theorem.

For simple Lie algebras and (a, 1, 1)-derivations, one has the following result (see [3], Thm. 5.11):

2.4. Theorem ([3], Theorem 5.11). Let g be a simple Lie algebra over an algebraic closed field F. Let a ∈ F be different from −1, 0, 1 or 2. Then, Der_{(a,1,1)}(g) = {0}. Furthermore, Der_{(2,1,1)}(g) = F Id_g and Der_{(1,1,1)}(g) = ad(g).

2.5. Remark. The cases Der_{(0,1,1)}(g) and Der_{(−1,1,1)}(g) for a simple Lie algebra g are described in §4.1 and Thm. 3, below.

3. Extensions by a generalized derivation

Let (g, [ · , · ]_g) be a Lie algebra over F and let D ∈ Der(g) be a derivation. The vector space g[D] = g ⊕ FD, admits a Lie algebra structure, where the Lie bracket [·, ·]_{g[D]} : g[D] × g[D] → g[D], is defined by: (1) [x + λD, y + μD]_{g[D]} = [x, y]_g − μD(x) + λD(y), ∀x, y ∈ g, ∀λ, μ ∈ F. The Lie algebra (g[D], [ · , · ]_{g[D]}) is the semi-direct product of (g, [ · , · ]_g) and F D. It is natural to ask what kind of algebraic structure does the vector space g ⊕ FD have, when D is an (a, 1, 1)-derivation.

Let D ∈ End_F g be a non-zero (a, 1, 1)-derivation and let T : g ⊕ FD → g ⊕ FD, be the linear map defined by: (2) T (x + λD) = x + aλD; x ∈ g, λ ∈ F. If a ≠ 1, then the map T cannot be the identity on g[D]. It takes a straightforward computation to verify that,

[T (x), [y, z]_{g[D]}]_{g[D]} + [T (y), [z, x]_{g[D]}]_{g[D]} + [T (z), [x, y]_{g[D]}]_{g[D]} = 0,

for all x, y, z ∈ g[D]. Thus, the vector space g[D] = g ⊕ FD, with the bracket [ · , · ]_{g[D]}, defined on it, is not a Lie algebra if a ≠ 1, but a Hom-Lie algebra in the sense of the following:

3.1. Definition. Let g be a vector space over F. Let T ∈ End_F (g) be a linear map and let [ · , · ] : g × g → g be a skew-symmetric bilinear map satisfying:

[T (x), [y, z]_g]_g + [T (y), [z, x]_g]_g + [T (z), [x, y]_g]_g = 0, ∀x, y, z ∈ g.

The triple (g, [ · , · ]_g, T ) is a Hom-Lie algebra over F.

To simplify, throughout this work, we simply say that g[D], with the bracket defined by (1) and the linear map T ∈ End_F (g[D]) as (2), is the Hom-Lie algebra defined by D and T .

3.1. Extensions of sl_2(F) by a (−1, 1, 1)-derivation. Observe that the above Hom-Lie algebra extension makes sense for any Lie algebra admitting a non-zero (a, 1, 1)-derivation. Let g be a simple Lie algebra. As we have already observed, if a = 1, the obtained extension is none other than the usual semi-direct product of g by an inner derivation D of g. In order to obtain something new, consider a ≠ 1. Since g is simple, Thm. 2.4 restricts the possibilities of a to be either 0, −1 or 2. For a = 2 we have Der_{(2,1,1)}(g) = F Id_g (see Thm. 2). It remains to understand the cases a = 0 and a = −1. It is proved in Lemma 6.1 of [14], that for a simple Lie algebra g, Der_{(0,1,1)}(g) = {0}. Thus, the case a = 0 is trivial. This leaves us with the case a = −1. Now, the proof of the following result can be found in [3] (see Thm. 5.12):

3.2. Theorem ([3], Theorem 5.12). Let g be a simple Lie algebra of rank at least two. Then Der_{(−1,1,1)}(g) = 0.

Therefore, the only possibility for a simple Lie algebra g to admit non-zero (−1, 1, 1)-derivations is that g = sl_2(F). Let {H, E, F } be the standard basis for sl_2(F), so that, [H, E] = 2E, [H, F ] = −2F and [E, F ] = H. It is shown in [3] that Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2(F)) is the 5- dimensional vector subspace of End(sl_2) generated by the linear transformations whose 3 × 3 matrices in the basis {H, E, F } are given by: P = 2 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 −1 , Q = 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 , R = 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 ,

(3) S =

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 , T = 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 . Thus, we associate a 5-tuple (ζ, η, σ, λ, μ) ∈ F^5 to each (−1, 1, 1)- derivation D, where D = ζP + ηQ + σR + λS + μT = 2ζ η σ 2σ −ζ λ 2η μ −ζ , From now on, we write D = (ζ, η, σ, λ, μ) for such a (−1, 1, 1)-derivation D of sl_2(F).

In order to classify the Hom-Lie algebras of the form sl_2 ⊕ FD, we take into account the following general definition (see [8], page 331):

3.3. Definition. Let (g, [·, ·]_g, T ) and (h, [·, ·]_h, S) be Hom-Lie algebras. A Hom-Lie algebra morphism from (g, [·, ·]_g, T ) into (h, [·, ·]_h, S), is a linear map, ψ : g → h, satisfying,

(i) ψ([x, y]_g) = [ψ(x), ψ(y)]_h, for all x, y ∈ g, (ii) ψ ∘ T = S ∘ ψ.

In particular, for the family of Hom-Lie algebras sl_2(F)[D], obtained through non-trivial (a, 1, 1)-derivations D, we have the following:

3.4. Proposition. Let F be a field with characteristic different from 2. Let D, D^′ ∈ Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2(F)) and let T ∈ End_F (sl_2(F)[D]), defined by T (x + ξD) = x − ξD, for all x ∈ sl_2 and for all ξ ∈ F, (resp T^′ ∈ End_F (sl_2(F)[D]^′ )). Then, the Hom-Lie algebras (sl_2(F)[D], T ) and (sl_2(F)[D]^′ , T^′) are isomorphic if and only if there is an automorphism g ∈ Aut(sl_2(F)) and a non-zero scalar ξ ∈ F − {0}, such that D^′ = ξ g ∘ D ∘ g^{−1}. Proof. LetD and D^′ be two (−1, 1, 1)-derivations of sl_2(F) and let ψ : sl_2(F)[D] → sl_2(F)[D]^′ be a Hom-Lie algebra isomorphism. Let π_{sl2(F)} : sl_2(F)[D] → sl_2(F) and π_D′ : sl_2(F)[D] → FD^′ be the linear projections onto sl_2(F) and FD^′ , respectively. Let g = π_{sl2(F)} ∘ ψ|_{sl2} : sl_2(F) → sl_2(F) and let φ : sl_2(F) → F be the linear map for which (π_D′ ∘ ψ)(x) = φ(x)D^′, for all x ∈ sl_2(F). Then, ψ(x) = g(x) + φ(x)D^′, for all x ∈ sl_2(F). Also, there exists x^′ ∈ sl_2(F) and ξ^′ ∈ F, such that ψ(D) = x^′ + ξ^′D^′. Take x and y in sl_2(F). Definition 3.3.(i) says that, ψ([x, y]) = g([x, y]) + φ([x, y])D. On the other hand [ψ(x), ψ(y)] = [g(x) + φ(x)D^′, g(y) + φ(y)D^′] = [g(x), g(y)] − φ(y)D^′(g(x)) + φ(x)D^′(g(y)). Since sl_2(F) = [sl_2(F), sl_2(F)], it follows that φ = 0 and g ∈ Aut(sl_2(F)). On the other hand, Definition 3.3.(ii), states that ψ∘T (D) = T^′ ∘ψ(D). Therefore, ψ(T (D)) = ψ(−D) = −x^′ − ξ^′D^′, and T^′(ψ(D)) = T^′(x^′ + ξ^′D^′) = x^′ − ξ^′D^′, thus x^′ = 0. This shows that ψ(D) = ξ^′D^′. Now, let x ∈ sl_2(F). Since ψ([D, x]) = [ψ(D), ψ(x)], we deduce that g(D(x)) = ξ^′D^′(g(x)). Therefore, g ∘ D = ξ^′ D^′ ∘ g, and D^′ = (ξ^′)^{−1} g ∘ D ∘ g^{−1}. The converse statement is obvious. □

3.5. Remark. The proof of this Prop makes us realize that there is a group action behind the isomorphism between two extensions of sl_2 by (−1, 1, 1)-derivations. Namely, let G = F − {0} × Aut(sl_2(F)), and consider the left G-action on Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2(F)) given by, (ξ, g).D → ξ g ∘ D ∘ g^{−1}, ξ ∈ F − {0} and g ∈ Aut(sl_2(F)). Therefore, sl_2(F)[D] and sl_2(F)[D]^′ are isomorphic if and only if there exists a (ξ, g) ∈ F −{0}×Aut(sl_2(F)) such that D^′ = (ξ, g).D. We shall write D ∼ D^′ and we say that D and D^′ are equivalent if they belong to the same G-orbit. Note, however, that any D ∈ Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2(F)) is trivially equivalent to D^′ = ξ D, for any ξ ∈ F − {0}. It follows that D and D^′ belong to the same G-orbit if and only if there exists an automorphism g ∈ Aut(sl_2(F)), such that D^′ = g ∘ D ∘ g^{−1}.

3.1.1. The automorphism group of sl_2(F). We shall now determine a set of canonical forms for the left Aut(sl_2)-action g.D → g · T = g^{−1} ∘ D ∘ g on Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2). It is known from [9] that Aut(sl_2) is a semidirect product between Inn(sl_2) and the group of diagonal automorphism Γ(sl_2), i.e., those automorphism which are the identity on H and a scalar multiplication in each root space. The group Inn(sl_2) is the subgroup of inner automorphisms of sl_2; this in turn is determined by those elements x ∈ sl_2 for which ad |_{sl2} (x) is nilpotent; these are known as ad|_{sl2} -nilpotent elements, or ad-nilpotent for short within our context. It is known from [9] (see exercise 7, chapter IV, page 88) that Aut(sl_2(F)) = Inn(sl_2(F)), where Inn(sl_2(F)) is the subgroup of inner automorphisms of sl_2(F); this in turn is determined by those elements x ∈ sl_2(F) for which ad |_{sl2(F)} (x) is nilpotent; these are known as ad|_{sl2(F)} -nilpotent elements, or ad-nilpotent for short within our context. It is easy to see that x ∈ sl_2(F) is ad-nilpotent if and only if, x ∈ FE, x ∈ FF, x ∈ {aH + acE − ac^{−1}F | a, c ∈ F − {0}}. Thus, Aut(sl_2(F)) is generated by the following automorphisms of sl_2,

g_a = exp(ad|_{sl2(F)} (aE)), h_a = exp(ad|_{sl2(F)} (aF )), and

f_{a,c} = exp(ad|_{sl2(F)} (aH + acE − ac^{−1}F )); a, c ∈ F − {0}. The matrices of g_a, h_a and f_{a,c} in the standard basis {H, E, F }, are:

g_a =

1 0 a −2a 1 −a^2 0 0 1 , h_a = 1 −a 0 0 1 0 2a −a^2 1 , and,

f_{a,c} = 1 − 2a^2 ac^{−1} + a^2c^{−1} ac − a^2c −2ac − 2a^2c (1 + a)^2 −a^2c^2 −2ac^{−1} + 2a^2c^{−1} −a^2c^{−2} (1 − a)^2 , a, c ∈ F − {0}.

Thus, the Aut(sl_2(F))-action D → g^{−1} ∘ D ∘ g on Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2(F)) can be written for the generators of Aut(sl_2(F)) as, K_a(D) = g^{−1}_a ∘D∘ g_a, L_a(D) = h^{−1}_a ∘D∘ h_a, J_{a,c}(D) = f^{−1}_{a,c} ∘D∘ f_{a,c}. Observe that g^{−1}_a = g_{−a}, h^{−1}_a = h_{−a} and f^{−1}_{a,c} = f_{−a,c}, for all a, c ∈ F − {0}. Now, using the identification of Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2(F)) with F^5 , the images of a given D = (ζ, η, σ, λ, μ), under K_a, L_a and J_{a,c}, are respectively given by, K_a(D) = (ζ + 2aη + a^2μ, η + aμ, 3aζ − 3a^2η + σ − a^3μ, 6a^2ζ + 4a^3η − 4aσ + λ + a^4μ, μ), L_a(D) = (ζ − 2aσ + a^2λ, 3aζ + η − 3a^2σ + a^3λ, σ − aλ, λ, 6a^2ζ + 4aη − 4a^3σ + a^4λ + μ), J_{a,c}(D) = (J^1_{a,c}(D), J^2_{a,c}(D), J^3_{a,c}(D), J^4_{a,c}(D), J^5_{a,c}(D)), where the components J^k_{a,c} : C^5 → C , 1 ≤ k ≤ 5 , are given by,

J^1_{a,c}(D) = (−1 + 6a^2 − 6a^4)ζ − 2ac(1 − a)(1 − 2a^2)η

− 2ac^{−1}(1 + a)(1 − 2a^2)σ + a^2c^2(1 + a)^2λ + a^2c^2(1 − a)^2μ

J^2_{a,c}(D) = 3ac^{−1}(1 − a)(1 + 2a)ζ + (1 − a)^2(1 − 4a^2)η

+ a^2c^{−2}(4a^2 − 3)σ − a^3c^{−3}(1 + a)λ + ac(1 − a)^3μ,

J^3_{a,c}(D) = −3ac(1 + a)(1 + 2a)ζ + a^2c^2(4a^2 − 3)η

+ (1 + a)^2(1 − 4a^2)σ − ac^{−1}(1 + a)^3λ − a^3c^3(1 − a)μ,

J^4_{a,c}(D) = 6a^2c^2(1 + a)^2ζ + 4a^3c^3(1 + a)η − 4ac(1 + a)^3σ

+ (1 + a)^4λ + a^4c^4μ,

J^5_{a,c}(D) = 6a^2c^{−2}(1 − a)^2ζ − 4ac^{−1}(1 − a)^3η + 4a^3c^{−3}(1 − a)σ

+ a^4c^{−4}λ + (1 − a)^4μ.

3.1.2. Canonical forms for (−1, 1, 1)-derivations of sl_2(F). In order to obtain a classification for those Hom-Lie algebras of the form sl_2(F)[D], we shall first obtain the canonical forms for the (−1, 1, 1)-derivations of sl_2(F). The group action is g.D = g∘D∘g^{−1}, where D ∈ Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2(F)) and g ∈ Aut(sl_2(F)).

3.6. Proposition. Let F be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. Under the left Aut(sl_2(F))-action on Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2(F)), D → g.D = g ∘ D ∘ g^{−1}, each D admits a choice of g such that, g.D = 0 ν^{−1}η νσ 2νσ 0 ν^2λ 2ν^{−1}η 0 0 , η, σ, λ ∈ F, ν ∈ F − {0}. Proof. Let D ∈ Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2) and suppose μ ≠ 0. If (ζ, η, σ, λ) ≠ (0, 0, 0, 0), then p = 6ζx^2 + 4ηx − 4σx^3 + λx^4 + μ is a non-constant polynomial with p(0) = μ ≠ 0. Thus, there exists a ∈ F − {0} such that p(a) = 0. Applying L_a to D, we get that D is equivalent to D^′ = (ζ^′, η^′, σ^′, λ^′, 0). On the other hand, if ζ = η = σ = λ = 0, then D = (0, 0, 0, 0, μ), and J_{1,c}(0, 0, 0, 0, μ) = (0, 0, 0, c^{−4}μ, 0). In any case, D is equivalent to (ζ^′, η^′, σ^′, λ^′, 0). Therefore, with no loss of generality, we may always assume μ = 0 and start with D of the form D = (ζ, η, σ, λ, 0). We now want to prove that any D = (ζ, η, σ, λ, 0) is equivalent to D^′ = (0, η^′, σ^′, λ^′, 0). If ζ = 0, there is nothing to prove. Thus, we assume from the start ζ ≠ 0. If η ≠ 0, we apply K_{−ζ/(2η)} to D, this make D equivalent to D^′ = (0, η^′, σ^′, λ^′, 0). So, let us assume η = 0, i.e., D = (ζ, 0, σ, λ, 0), with ζ ≠ 0. Now, suppose first σ ≠ 0 or λ ≠ 0 and take any a^′ ∈ F − {0}. Applying K_a′ to D, makes the latter equivalent to D^′ = (ζ^′, 0, σ^′, λ^′, 0), where ζ^′ = ζ and: σ^′ = −3a^′ζ + σ, λ^′ = −6a^{′2}ζ − 4a^′σ + λ, a^′ ∈ F − {0}. Choose a^′ ∈ F − {0} so as to satisfy the following conditions:

(4) σ^′ ≠ 0, λ^′ ≠ 0, and 2σ^{′2} − 3ζ^′λ^′ ≠ 0.

Now, choose some a ∈ F − {0} and compute L_a(D^′) to obtain,

L_a(D^′) = ( ζ^′ − 2aσ^′ + a^2λ^′, a(3ζ^′ − 3aσ^′ + a^2λ^′), σ^′ − aλ^′, λ^′, a^2(6ζ^′ − 4aσ^′ + a^2λ^′) ).

The new components of L_a(D^′) = (ζ^{′′}, η^{′′}, σ^{′′}, λ^{′′}, μ^{′′}):

ζ^{′′} =ζ^′ − 2aσ^′ + a^2λ^′, η^{′′} =a(3ζ^′ − 3aσ^′ + a^2λ^′),

μ^{′′} =a^2(6ζ^′ − 4aσ^′ + a^2λ^′), are polynomials in a. Define the quadratic polynomials,

p_1 = ζ^′ − 2σ^′x + λ^′x^2, p_2 = 3ζ^′ − 3σ^′x + λ^′x^2,

p_3 = 6ζ^′ − 4σ^′x + λ^′x^2.

Then, ζ^{′′} = p_1(a), η^{′′} = a p_2(a) and μ^{′′} = a^2 p_3(a). These polynomials are relatively prime, since 2 p_2 −p_1 −p_3 = −ζ ∈ F −{0}. We claim that there exists a ∈ F−{0} such that p_1(a)p_2(a) ≠ 0 = p_3(a), in which case, ζ^{′′}η^{′′} ≠ 0 = μ^{′′}. Observe that p_3 −p_2 = −σ^′x+3ζ^′. If any zero of p_3 were a zero of p_2, then 0 = p_2 (3ζ^′/σ^′) = p_3 (3ζ^′/σ^′) = −6ζ^′ + 9 ζ^{′2} λ^′/σ^{′2}. Whence, 2σ^{′2} = 3ζ^′λ^′, contradicting the hypothesis that 2σ^{′2} − 3ζ^′λ^′ ≠ 0, given in (4). Therefore, there exists a ∈ F − {0} such that p_2(a) ≠ 0 and p_3(a) = 0. If p_1(a) = 0, we are done, because p_1(a) = ζ^{′′} = 0 and D becomes equivalent to (0, η^{′′}, σ^{′′}, λ^{′′}, 0) as claimed. Otherwise, p_1(a) ≠ 0 implies that ζ^′ ≠ 0 and D is equivalent to D^{′′} = (ζ^{′′}, η^{′′}, σ^{′′}, λ^{′′}, 0), with ζ^{′′}η^{′′} ≠ 0. Now compute K_{−ζ}′′_{/(2η}′′_)(D^{′′}) to see that D^{′′} (hence D) is equivalent to (0, η^{′′′}, σ^{′′}, λ^{′′′}, 0).

In summary, we have proved that any D ∈ Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2), of the form D = (ζ, 0, σ, λ, 0) with ζ ≠ 0 and either η ≠ 0 or λ ≠ 0, is equivalent to T^{′′′} = (0, η^{′′′}, σ^{′′′}, λ^{′′′}, 0); that is, D ∼ 0 η^{′′′} σ^{′′′} 2σ^{′′′} 0 λ^{′′′} 2η^{′′′} 0 0 . Now suppose σ = λ = 0, then D = (ζ, 0, 0, 0, 0). Applying J_{−1,c} to D, we get:, J_{−1,c}(ζ, 0, 0, 0, 0) = (−ζ, 0, 6cζ, 24c^2ζ, 0), where −ζ ≠ 0, 6cζ ≠ 0 and 24c^2ζ ≠ 0. By the above argument, we may deduce again that (−ζ, 0, 6cζ, 24c^2ζ, 0) is equivalent to (0, η^{′′}, σ^{′′}, λ^{′′}, 0). Finally, we apply the diagonal automorphism: H → H, E → νE, F → ν^{−1}F , to (0, η^{′′}, σ^{′′}, λ^{′′}, 0), in order to obtain our result. □

Therefore, from now on, we consider any generalized derivation D as D = (0, η, σ, λ, 0) = 0 η σ 2σ 0 λ 2η 0 0 , η, σ, λ ∈ F. 3.7. Theorem. Let F be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. Let D ∈ Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2(F)) be a generalized derivation and let T ∈ End_F (sl_2(F)[D]) be a linear map defined by T (x + ζD) = x − ζD for all x ∈ sl_2(F) and for all ζ ∈ F. Let sl_2(F)[D] = sl_2(F) ⊕ F D be the Hom-Lie algebra over F, defined by D.

(i) If rank(D)=1, then sl_2(F)⊕FD ≃sl_2(F)⊕F

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 . (ii) If rank(D) = 2, then

• sl_2(F)[D] ≃ sl_2(F) ⊕ F

0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 0

, or

• sl_2(F)[D] ≃ sl_2(F) ⊕ F

0 1 σ 2σ 0 0 2 0 0

, with σ ≠ 0.

(iii) If rank(D) = 3, then

• sl_2(F)[D] ≃ sl_2(F) ⊕ F

0 1 0 0 0 λ 2 0 0

, with λ ≠ 0, or

• sl_2(F)[D] ≃ sl_2(F) ⊕ F

0 1 σ 2σ 0 λ 2 0 0

, with σλ ≠ 0.

Proof. Case 1. rank(D) = 1. Suppose dim_F Span{v_1, v_2, v_3} = 1. Under this assumption, it is not difficult to prove that any D ∈ Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2) with rank(D) = 1, is equivalent to

(_{0 0 0}

0 0 λ 0 0 0 ) with λ ≠ 0.

Applying a diagonal automorphism to (0, 0, 0, λ, 0), we get that any D ∈ Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2) with rank(D) = 1, is equivalent to (0, 0, 0, 1, 0).

Case 2. rank(D) = 2. Notice that, v_1 ∧ v_2 ∧ v_3 = 2 η^2 λ H ∧ E ∧ F . Thus, det(D) = 2 η^2 λ. Then, either η = 0 or λ = 0, under the assumption rank(D) = 2. If η = 0, then v_2 ∧ v_3 = v_1 ∧ v_2 = 0, and v_3 ∧ v_1 = 2 σ^2 H ∧ E. In particular, σ ≠ 0, otherwise, rank(D) = 1. On the other hand, the condition λ = 0 under the assumption rank(D) = 2, requires that either η ≠ 0 or σ ≠ 0. That is, (η, σ) ≠ (0, 0). Thus, we obtain two types of possible canonical forms: either T is equivalent to,

(5) 0 0 σ 2σ 0 λ 0 0 0 , σ ≠ 0, or to 0 η σ 2σ 0 0 2η 0 0 , ( η σ ) ≠ 0.

Now, the characteristic polynomial of D corresponding to the first type above is χ_D = x^3, whereas the characteristic polynomial of T corresponding to the second type is χ_D = x(x^2 − 4 ησ). Clearly, these two polynomials coincide if ησ = 0. We shall now prove that if this is the case, then both types given in (5), can be made equivalent to (0, 0, σ, 0, 0), with σ ≠ 0.

First notice that D = (0, η, 0, 0, 0) is equivalent to D^′ = (0, 0, σ^′, 0, 0), whenever η ≠ 0 and σ^′ ≠ 0. Indeed, take c ∈ F − {0} and see that J_{1,c}(D) = (0, 0, c^2η, 8c^3η, 0). On the other hand, let a ∈ F − {0}, then K_a(D^′) = (0, 0, σ^′, −4aσ^′). The elections a = −2 √ σ^′, and c = √_{σ′} η , yields J_{1,c}(D) = K_a(D^′), which proves our assertion. This also proves that D^′ = (0, 0, σ^′, 0, 0) is equivalent to D^{′′} = (0, 0, σ^{′′}, λ^{′′}, 0) whenever σ^′ ≠ 0. Now, applying a diagonal automorphism, we obtain that (0, 0, σ, 0, 0), with σ ≠ 0, is equivalent to (0, 0, 1, 0, 0). It remains the case when ησ ≠ 0. For that, we apply a diagonal automorphism to D = (0, η, σ, 0, 0), with ησ ≠ 0, in order to obtain that such D is equivalent to (0, 1, σ^′, 0, 0), with σ^′ ≠ 0. Therefore, we end up with two different canonical forms; namely, that corresponding to the data D = (0, 0, 1, 0, 0), and that corresponding to the data D = (0, 1, σ, 0, 0) with σ ≠ 0.

Case 3. rank(D) = 3. In this case, D is invertible, and det(D) = 2η^2λ ≠ 0. The characteristic polynomial of D is x^3 − 4ησx − 2η^2λ. If 4ησ = 0, then σ = 0 and D = (0, η, 0, λ, 0), with characteristic polynomial x^3 −2η^2λ. On the other hand, if σ ≠ 0, then D = (0, η, σ, λ, 0) and its characteristic polynomial is x^3 − 4ησx − 2λ, with ησλ ≠ 0. Therefore, we obtain two non-isomorphic canonical forms for D; either,

0 1 0 0 0 λ 2 0 0 , σ ≠ 0, or 0 1 σ 2σ 0 λ 2 0 0 , σλ ≠ 0.

□

3.2. Representation theory for the Hom-Lie algebra sl_2(F)[D]. The known definition of a representation of a Hom-Lie algebra (g, [·, ·]_g, T ) in a vector space V can be found in [2]. That definition is slightly different from what one is used to find in classical representation theory.

3.8. Definition. Let (g, [·, ·]_g, T ) be a Hom-Lie algebra and let V be a vector space. A representation of (g, [·, ·]_g, T ) on V with respect to L ∈ gl(V ), is a linear map ρ : g → gl(V ), satisfying, ρ([x, y]_g) ∘ L = ρ(T (x))ρ(y) − ρ(T (y))ρ(x), ∀x, y ∈ g. One may then prove the following result which basically states that a Hom-Lie algebra representation ρ : g → gl(V ) with respect to L : V → V is equivalent to the existence of a Hom-Lie algebra structure on g ⊕ V , where the product [ · , · ]_{g⊕V} is defined by [x + u, y + v]_{g⊕V} = [x, y]_g + ρ(x)(v) − ρ(y)(u) and S = T ⊕ L satisfies the Hom-Lie Jacobi identity. In this way, g becomes a Hom-Lie subalgebra and V a Hom- Lie ideal. Now, see [2] for the proof of the following:

3.9. Proposition. Let (g, [·, ·]_g, T ) be a Hom-Lie algebra and let V be a vector space. Let ρ : g → gl(V ) be a representation of this Hom-Lie algebra with respect to L ∈ gl(V ) in the sense of Definition 3.8. Let S ∈ End_F (g⊕V ), be the linear map defined by S(x+v) = T (x)+L(v), for all x ∈ g and for all v ∈ V . Let [ · , · ]_{g⊕V} : (g⊕V )×(g⊕V ) → g⊕V , be the product defined by [x + u, y + v]_{g⊕V} = [x, y]_g + ρ(x)(v) − ρ(y)(u), for all x, y ∈ g and for all u, v ∈ V . Then (g ⊕ V, [ · , · ]_{g⊕V} , S) is a Hom-Lie algebra.

We shall now address one of the main goals of this work. In the following result we characterize the Hom-Lie modules of the Hom-Lie algebras of the form sl_2(F)[D], with D ∈ Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2(F)). Basically, our result allows us to conclude that any non-trivial irreducible representation of sl_2(F)[D] in a vector space V (ie, one for which the image of D is non-zero) must only have dim V = 3.

3.10. Theorem. Let sl_2(F) = Span_F {H, E, F } be the rank-one simple Lie algebra over an algebraically closed field F of characteristic zero and let D = (ζ, η, σ, λ, μ) ∈ Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2(F)) be a generalized derivation. Let T ∈ End_F (sl_2(F)) be the linear map defined by T (x + ξD) = x − ξD, for all x ∈ sl_2(F) and for all ξ ∈ F. Let sl_2(F)[D] be the Hom- Lie algebra defined by D. Let V be a finite dimensional vector space over F and let ρ : sl_2(F)[D] → gl(V ) be a non-zero Hom-Lie algebra representation with respect to the identity map Id_V . Then, (1) The representation ρ : sl_2(F)[D] → gl(V ) is completely reducible.

(2) If ρ : sl_2(F)[D] → gl(V ) is irreducible, then ρ|_{sl2(F)} : sl_2(F) → gl(V ) is an irreducible representation of the Lie algebra sl_2(F).

(3) Let ρ : sl_2(F)[D] → gl(V ) be irreducible. If ρ(D) ≠ 0, then dim_F V = 3. In this case, there is a basis {v_0, v_1, v_2} of V such that ρ(H)(v_0) = 2v_0, ρ(H)(v_1) = 0 and ρ(H)(v_2) = −2v_2. Furthermore, the matrix of ρ(D) in the basis {v_0, v_1, v_2}, has the block form, ρ(D) = −ζ −2σ −λ −η 2ζ σ −μ 2η −ζ . If ρ(D) = 0, then D = 0.

Proof.

(1) Let ρ : sl_2(F)[D] → gl(V ) be as in the statement. Then, ρ([x, y]) = ρ(T (x))ρ(y) − ρ(T (y))ρ(x), ∀x, y ∈ sl_2(F)[D]. In particular, ρ(D(x)) = −ρ(D)ρ(x) − ρ(x)ρ(D), for all x ∈ sl_2(F). Note that ρ|_{sl2(F)} is a representation of the Lie algebra sl_2(F) in V . Let U be an sl_2(F)[D]-submodule of V . Since ρ|_{sl2(F)} is completely reducible, there exists an sl_2(F)-submodule W ⊂ V , such that V = U ⊕ W . We claim that ρ(D)(W ) ⊂ W .

There are linear maps T ∈ Hom_F (W, U) and S ∈ End_F (W ), such that ρ(D)(w) = T (w) + S(w), for all w ∈ W . Let x ∈ sl_2(F) and w ∈ W . Then, ρ(x)(T (w)) + ρ(x)(S(w)) = ρ(x) ∘ ρ(D)(w) = −ρ(D(x))(w) − ρ(D) ∘ ρ(x)(w) = −T (ρ(x)(w)) − ρ(D(x))(w) − S(ρ(x)(w)). It follows that ρ(x)(T (w)) = −T (ρ(x)(w)), for all w ∈ W and all x ∈ sl_2(F). Then T ∈ Hom_F (W, U) is a linear map satisfying ρ(x)∘T = −T ∘ ρ(x), for all x ∈ sl_2(F). This also implies that Ker T and Im T are sl_2(F)-submodules of W and U, respectively. Thus, there are sl_2(F)- submodules, W^′ ⊂ W and U^′ ⊂ U, such that W = Ker T ⊕ W^′ and U = Im T ⊕ U^′. Therefore, T |_W ′ : W^′ → Im T is an isomorphism of sl_2(F)-modules. If W^′ = {0}, then W = Ker T and ρ(D)(w) = S(w) ∈ W , for all w ∈ W .

So, assume W^′ ≠ {0}. With no loss of generality, we may assume that T ∈ Hom_F (W, U) is an isomorphism. Let W^{′′} ⊂ W be an irreducible sl_2(F)-submodule, then T (W^{′′}) is an irreducible sl_2(F)-submodule of U. Assume that both W and U are irreducible sl_2(F)-modules. We write W = Span_F {w_0, w_1, . . . , w_m} (resp. U = Span_F {u_0, u_1, . . . , u_m}), where: ρ(H)(w_k) = (m − 2k)w_k, ρ(E)(w_k) = (m − k + 1)w_{k−1}, ρ(F )(w_k) = (k + 1)w_{k+1}, (see [9], Lemma 7.2) for all 0 ≤ k ≤ m, with the convention, w_{−1} = w_{m+ℓ} = 0, for ℓ ≥ 1. Analogous expressions are satisfied in U for the u_k’s. Now, T ∘ ρ(H)(w_k) = −ρ(H) ∘ T (w_k) ⇒ ρ(H)(T (w_k)) = −(m − 2k)T (w_k). This means that the weight of T (w_k) is −(m − 2k) = m − 2(m − k). Thus, there exists a scalar ξ_k ∈ F, such that T (w_k) = ξ_ku_{m−k}, for all 0 ≤ k ≤ m. For m − k, we get T (w_{m−k}) = ξ_{m−k}u_k. Similarly, from T ∘ ρ(E)(w_k) = −ρ(E) ∘ T (w_k), we obtain, (m − k + 1)ξ_{k−1}u_{m−k+1} = −(k + 1)ξ_ku_{m−k−1}. And from T ∘ ρ(F )(w_k) = −ρ(F ) ∘ T (w_k), we get, (k + 1)ξ_{k+1}u_{m−k−1} = −(m − k + 1)ξ_ku_{m−k+1}. Since m − k − 1 ≠ m − k + 1, we conclude that u_{m−k−1} and u_{m−k+1} are linearly independent. Thus,

(m − k + 1)ξ_{k−1} = −(k + 1)ξ_k = 0, −(m − k + 1)ξ_k = (k + 1)ξ_{k+1} = 0, 0 ≤ k ≤ m.

Whence ξ_k = 0, for all k and therefore, T = 0. This also shows that ρ(D)(W ) ⊂ W and therefore W is a sl_2(F)[D]-module complementary to U in V . This argument shows that ρ is completely reducible.

(2) Now, let ρ : sl_2(F)[D] → gl(V ) be irreducible as a representation of the given Hom-Lie algebra sl_2(F)[D] in V . In particular, V is an sl_2(F)-module. Let {0} ≠ U ⊂ V be an sl_2(F)-submodule. Then, there there exists an sl_2(F)-submodule W ⊂ V , such that V = U ⊕ W . We then obtain linear maps S^′ ∈ End_F (U) and T^′ ∈ Hom_F (U, W ), such that ρ(D)(u) = S^′(u) + T^′(u), for all u ∈ U. From ρ(D(x)) = −ρ(D) ∘ ρ(x) − ρ(x) ∘ ρ(D), for all x ∈ sl_2(F), it follows ρ(x) ∘ T^′ = −T^′ ∘ ρ(x), for all x ∈ sl_2(F), where T^′ : U → W . Using the same argument as in (1) above, one concludes that T^′ = 0 and ρ(D)(U) ⊂ U. From the beginning, we made the assumption that V is an irreducible sl_2(F)[D]- module, therefore V = U and W = {0}.

(3) It follows that if ρ : sl_2(F)[D] → gl(V ) is irreducible in the Hom-Lie category (with respect to Id_V ), then V is an irreducible sl_2(F)-module. Thus, there is a basis {v_0, v_1, ..., v_m} of V , for which, ρ(H)(v_k) = (m −

2k)v_k, ρ(E)(v_k) = (m − k + 1)v_{k−1}, and ρ(F )(v_k) = (k + 1)v_{k+1}, for all 0 ≤ k ≤ m. It only remains to determine how ρ(D) acts in the basis {v_0, v_1, . . . , v_m}. Let a_{i,j} be the scalars for which

ρ(D)(v_j ) = m∑ i=0 a_{i,j}v_i, 0 ≤ j ≤ m. We shall now determine the (m+1)×(m+1) matrix A ∈ Mat_{m+1×m+1}(F), whose i, j entry is a_{i,j}. Let D = (ζ, η, σ, λ, μ) be a (−1, 1, 1)-derivation of sl_2(F). Then, D(H) = 2ζH + 2σE + 2ηF, D(E) = ηH − ζE + μF, D(F ) = σH + λE − ζF. From ρ(H) ∘ ρ(D)(v_j ) = −ρ(D(H))(v_j ) − ρ(D)ρ(H)(v_j), we obtain,

(6) m∑ i=0 ( m − (i + j) ) a_{i,j} v_i + (m − 2j)ζv_j+

+ (m − j + 1)σ v_{j−1} + (j + 1)η v_{j+1} = 0, 0 ≤ j ≤ m. We deduce the following: i = j ⇒ (m − 2j)a_{j,j} = −(m − 2j)ζ, ∀j, (7) i = j + 1 ⇒ (m − (2j + 1))a_{j+1,j} = −(j + 1)η, ∀j, (8) i = j − 1 ⇒ (m − (2j − 1))a_{j−1,j} = −(m − j + 1)σ, ∀j, (9) Similarly, from ρ(E) ∘ ρ(D)(v_j) = −ρ(D(E))(v_j) − ρ(D) ∘ ρ(E)(v_j ), we get for 0 ≤ j ≤ m,

(10) m−1∑ i=0 ( (m − i)a_{i+1,j} + (m − j + 1)a_{i,j−1} ) v_i + (m − 2j)η v_j −(m − j + 1)ζ v_{j−1} + (j + 1)μ v_{j+1} + (m − j + 1)a_{m,j−1} v_m = 0.

For i = j − 1 in (10), we obtain, ((m − j + 1)a_{j,j} + (m − j + 1)a_{j−1,j−1})v_{j−1} − (m − j + 1)ζ v_{j−1} = 0, and therefore, (11) a_{j,j} + a_{j−1,j−1} = ζ, 1 ≤ j ≤ m. Now observe that (11) yields, a_{j−1,j−1} = a_{j+1,j+1}, for all j. If in (7) we make the changes j → j − 1 and j → j + 1, we get, (m − (j − 1))a_{j−1,j−1} = −(m − (j − 1))ζ, (12) (m − (j + 1))a_{j+1,j+1} = −(m − (j + 1))ζ.

(13)

By subtracting these two expressions, we get a_{j−1,j−1} = −ζ, and therefore (11) implies a_{j,j} = 2ζ. This also proves that a_{j+1,j+1} = a_{j−1,j−1} = −ζ, if and only if a_{j,j} = 2ζ, for 1 ≤ j ≤ m. On the other hand, if m is odd, it follows from (7) that, a_{j,j} = −ζ for all j, which implies ζ = 0. Thus, let us assume that m = 2ℓ, with ℓ ∈ N. From (7), we know that (m − 2j)a_{j,j} = −(m − 2j)ζ, for all j. Whence, a_{j,j} = −ζ for all j ≠ ℓ, and thus a_{ℓ,ℓ} = 2ζ. If ℓ − 2 ≥ 0 then 2ζ = a_{ℓ,ℓ} = a_{ℓ−2,ℓ−2} = −ζ, so, ζ = 0. This proves that if m ≠ 2, then ζ = 0.

In addition, for j = m in (10), it follows that a_{m,m−1} = m η. On the other hand, applying (8) with j = m − 1, we get (m − 1)a_{m,m−1} = m η. Therefore, (m − 2)η = 0.

Now, from ρ(F )∘ρ(D)(v_j) = −ρ(D(F ))(v_j )−ρ(D)ρ(F )(v_j), we obtain,

(14)

(j + 1)a_{0,j+1}v_0 + m∑ i=1 (ia_{i−1,j} + (j + 1)a_{i,j+1})v_i + (m − 2j)σv_j + (m − j + 1)λv_{j−1} − (j + 1)ζv_{j+1} = 0.

Taking j = 0, we get a_{0,1} + m σ = 0. Combining this with (9) and j = 1, we get (m − 2) σ = 0.

Let us assume m ≠ 2, then ζ = η = σ = 0. Then, both (10) and (14), respectively, take the form:

(15) m−1∑ i=0 ((m − i)a_{i+1,j} + (m − j + 1) a_{i,j−1})v_i + (j + 1)μv_{j+1} + (m − j + 1) a_{m,j−1}v_m = 0

(16) (j+1)a_{0,j+1}v_0 + m∑ i=1 (ia_{i−1,j} +(j+1)a_{i,j+1})v_i +(m−j+1)λv_{j−1} = 0, for all j. Since m ≠ 2, from (15), it follows that for j = 1 we obtain m−1∑ i=0 ((m − i)a_{i+1,1} + m a_{i,0})v_i + 2μv_2 + m a_{m,0}v_m = 0,

then a_{m,0} = 0. Similarly, for j = m − 1 on (16), we have

m a_{0,m}v_0 + m∑ i=1 (ia_{i−1,m−1} + m a_{i,m})v_i + 2λv_{m−2} = 0, then a_{0,m} = 0. On the other hand, from (15) and (16), we obtain, (m − i)a_{i+1,j} + (m − j + 1)a_{i,j−1} = 0, i /∈ {j + 1, m}, (17) ia_{i−1,j} + (j + 1)a_{i,j+1} = 0, i /∈ {0, j − 1}. (18)

Letting j → j + 1 in (17) and j → j − 1 in (18), respectively, we get: (m − i)a_{i+1,j+1} + (m − j)a_{i,j} = 0, i /∈ {j + 2, m}, (19) ia_{i−1,j−1} + ja_{i,j} = 0, i /∈ {0, j − 2}. (20)

On the other hand, since ζ = η = σ = 0, it follows from (6) that, m∑ i=0 ( m − (i + j) ) a_{i,j}v_i = 0, 0 ≤ j ≤ m. Then, a_{i,j} = 0, for all i, j satisfying i + j ≠ m. Let k and ℓ be such that k +ℓ = m. Then, (k +1)+(ℓ+1) ≠ m and (k −1)+(ℓ−1) ≠ m, so that a_{k+1,ℓ+1} = a_{k−1,ℓ−1} = 0. We have already proved that a_{0,m} = a_{m,0} = 0. Thus, assume k ≠ 0 and k ≠ m. If k ≠ ℓ ± 2, it follows from (19) and (20) that (m − ℓ)a_{k,ℓ} = ℓa_{k,ℓ} = 0. Thus, a_{k,ℓ} = 0. If k = ℓ + 2, then k ≠ ℓ − 2 and m = k + ℓ = 2ℓ + 2. Since m ≠ 2, then ℓ ≠ 0. It follows from (20) that a_{k,ℓ} = 0. If k = ℓ − 2, then k ≠ ℓ + 2; thus, we conclude from (19) that, 0 = (m − ℓ)a_{k,ℓ} = ka_{k,ℓ}. But we have assumed k ≠ 0. Then, a_{k,ℓ} = 0. Therefore, a_{i,j} = 0 for all i and j.

We have proved that if m ≠ 2 then ρ(D) = 0. If m = 2, by (11), (12) and (13), we have a_{0,0} = a_{2,2} = −ζ and a_{1,1} = 2ζ, From (8) we obtain, a_{1,0} = −η and a_{2,1} = 2η. Similarly, it follows from (9) that a_{0,1} = −2σ and a_{1,2} = σ. On the other hand, taking j = 1 in (10), we get, a_{2,0} = −μ. Finally, taking j = 1 in (14), we obtain a_{0,2} = −λ. We therefore conclude that the matrix of ρ(D) in the basis {v_0, v_1, v_2}, with entries a_{i,j} ∈ F, 0 ≤ i, j ≤ 2, is as claimed in the statement. Finally, suppose ρ(D) = 0. This implies that ρ(D(x)) = 0, for all x ∈ sl_2(F), which means that Im D ⊂ Ker ρ|_{sl2(F)} . Since Ker ρ|_{sl2(F)} is an ideal of sl_2(F) and ρ ≠ 0, it follows that Ker ρ|_{sl2(F)} = {0}. Therefore, D = 0. □

3.11. Corollary. Let D ≠ 0 be a (−1, 1, 1)-derivation of sl_2(F) and consider the Hom-Lie algebra sl_2(F) ⊕ F D. Any irreducible sl_2-Lie algebra representation ρ : sl_2(F) → gl(V ), can be extended to an irreducible Hom-Lie algebra representation of sl_2(F)[D] with respect to the identity map Id_V : V → V , if and only if, dim V = 3 and ρ(D) is obtained as in (3) of Thm 3.10.

As we can see in Thm. 3.7, the simple Lie algebra sl_2(F) admits invertible generalized derivations of the type (-1,1,1), whereas an ordinary derivation can never be invertible in sl_2(F). On the other hand, Thm. 3.10 is the analogue of Weyl’s Theorem for Hom-Lie algebras of the form sl_2(F)[D]. Thus, using Thm. 3.10, we may now state and prove the following theorem that describes the structure of the nonsolvable Lie algebras that admit an invertible generalized derivation of the type (−1, 1, 1).

3.12. Theorem. Let g be a finite dimensional non-solvable Lie algebra over an algebraically closed field F admitting an invertible generalized derivation D ∈ Der_{(−1,1,1)}(g) and let D_S ∈ End_F (g) be its semisimple part. Then, Levi’s decomposition of g is g = sl_2 ⊕ Rad(g), with D_S(sl_2) ⊂ sl_2 and D_S(Rad(g)) ⊂ Rad(g). Furthermore, if [sl_2, Rad(g)] ≠ {0}, and {v ∈ Rad(g) | [x, v] = 0, ∀x ∈ sl_2} = {0}, then g = [g, g] and Rad(g) decomposes into the direct sum of irreducible sl_2-modules, all of which correspond to the highest weight 2.

Proof. By Prop. 1.7 in [6], it follows that D_S ∈ Der_{(−1,1,1)}. We suppose first that [Rad(g), Rad(g)] = {0}. Let s ⊂ g be a complementary subspace to Rad(g): g = s ⊕ Rad(g). For each pair x, y ∈ s, write [x, y]_s ∈ sl and γ(x, y) ∈ Rad(g), for the components that make, [x, y] = [x, y]_s + γ(x, y). On the other hand, the Lie product [x, v] ∈ Rad(g), for x ∈ sl and v ∈ Rad(g), gives rise to a linear map ρ : s → gl(Rad(g)), through ρ(x)(v) = [x, v]. The Jacobi identity and the skew-symmety of the Lie bracket [ · , · ], imply that (s, [ · , · ]_s) is a Lie algebra, ρ : s → gl(Rad(g)) is a representation of sl and γ : s × s → Rad(g) is a 2-cocycle with coefficients in the representation ρ. Since s is semisimple, then any 2-cocycle is a 2-coboundary (see [4]). Thus, there exists a linear map τ : s → Rad(g), such that γ(x, y) = τ([x, y]_s), for all x, y ∈ sl. Consider the semidirect sum of Lie algebras s ⋉_ρ Rad(g), with the Lie bracket [ · , · ]_ρ given by: [x+v, y +w]_ρ = [x, y]_s +ρ(x)(w)−ρ(y)(v), ∀x+v, y +w ∈ s⊕Rad(g). The linear map g → s ⋉_ρ Rad(g), x + v → x − τ(x) + v, is actually an isomorphism of Lie algebras. This proves that g is isomorphic to the semidirect sum of Lie algebras s ⋉_ρ Rad(g), where D_S (s) ⊂ s. Now suppose that [Rad(g), Rad(g)] ≠ {0}. It immediately follows that,

Rad(g/[Rad(g), Rad(g)]) = Rad(g)/[Rad(g), Rad(g)],

is Abelian. Since [Rad(g), Rad(g)] is invariant under the generalized derivation D, we deduce (like in the paragraph above) that there exists a semisimple Lie subalgebra s̃ ⊂ g/[Rad(g), Rad(g)], such that

g/[Rad(g), Rad(g)] ≃ s̃ ⋉_{ρ̃} Rad(g)/[Rad(g), Rad(g)], and D̃(s̃) ⊂ s̃,

where ρ̃ : s̃ → gl(g/[Rad(g), Rad(g)]).

Let h = π^{−1}(s̃), (where π : g → g/[Rad(g), Rad(g)] is the canonical projection). Then, s̃ = h/[Rad(g), Rad(g)], with h a subalgebra of g. Observe that h is invariant under the generalized derivation D, because D̃(s̃) ⊂ s̃. Since s̃ is semisimple, it follows that Rad(s̃) = {0}, thus Rad(h) = [Rad(g), Rad(g)]. Proceeding by induction on dim_F g, we conclude that there exists a semisimple subalgebra s ⊂ h, such that h = s ⋉_ρ [Rad(g), Rad(g)] and D_S(s) ⊂ s. We claim that g = s ⋉_ρ Rad(g). It is clear that g = s + Rad(g). Let x ∈ s ∩ Rad(g), then x ∈ h ∩ Rad(g) = Rad(h) = [Rad(g), Rad(g)], from which it follows that x ∈ h ∩ [Rad(g), Rad(g)] = {0}. Therefore, g = s ⋉_ρ Rad(g) and D_S (s) ⊂ s. Finally, from [3], Thm. 5.12, we have that s = sl_2. Thus, we may assume that the Levi-Malcev decomposition of g is g = sl_2(F) ⊕ Rad(g), with D_S (sl_2) ⊂ sl_2 and D_S(Rad(g)) ⊂ Rad(g). Suppose that [sl_2, Rad(g)] ≠ {0}, which is equivalent to the fact that the representation ρ : sl_2 → gl(Rad(g)) is non-zero. Let us consider the Hom-Lie algebra structure on sl_2[D_S ], defined by D_S . Then, the linear map ρ : sl_2[D_S ] → gl(Rad(g)), defined by: ρ(x + ξD_S)(v) = [x, v] + ξD_S(v), ∀x ∈ sl_2, ∀v ∈ Rad(g), ∀ξ ∈ F, is a Hom-Lie representation of sl_2[D_S ], with respect to the identity map Id_{Rad(g)}, satisfying ρ(D_S )(Rad(g)) = D_S (Rad(g)) ≠ {0}. Since {v ∈ Rad(g) | [x, v] = 0, ∀x ∈ sl_2(F)} = {0}, by Thm. 3.10, it follows that Rad(g) is a direct sum irreducible sl_2-modules, all of them corresponding to the highest weight 2. Therefore, Rad(g) = [sl_2, Rad(g)], whence, g = [g, g] and 3 divides dim_F g. □

3.13. Remark. This result calls for the study of solvable Lie algebras that admit invertible generalized derivations of the type (−1, 1, 1). It seems, however, that one requires some strong preliminary representation theory —such as the analogue of Weyl’s Theorem that we just used for the Hom-Lie algebra sl_2[D_S ]— in order to address and settle down the corresponding structure theorem for the solvable case.

3.14. Remark. The condition that dim_F g is a multiple of 3 if g = sl ⊕ Rad(g) is a non-solvable Lie algebra admitting an invertible generalized derivation of the type (−1, 1, 1) with [sl, Rad(g)] ≠ {0}, also appears for those Lie algebras admitting a periodic generalized derivation of the type (−1, 1, 1), (see Thm. 3.5 in [6]).

4. Hom-Lie algebras structures on simple Lie algebras

Let g be a simple Lie algebra. The conditions for a linear map T ∈ End_F (g) to satisfy, [T (x), [y, z]] + [T (y), [z, x]] + [T (z), [x, y]] = 0, ∀x, y, z ∈ g, was a question addressed and solved in [16]. We quote the result:

4.1. Theorem (Theorem 3.3 in [16]). Let g be a finite-dimensional simple Lie algebra over an algebraically closed field F. Let T ∈ End_F (g) be a linear map satisfying: [T (x), [y, z]] + [T (y), [z, x]] + [T (z), [x, y]] = 0, ∀x, y, z ∈ g. (i) If g = sl_2(F) then

T ∈ Span_F {e_{12}, e_{21}, e_{33}, e_{11} + e_{22}, 2e_{13} + e_{32}, 2e_{23} + e_{31}},

where e_{ij} : sl_2(F) → sl_2(F) is the linear map defined by e_{ij} (e_k) = δ_{jk}e_i on the standard basis {e_1 = H, e_2 = E, e_3 = F } of sl_2. Its corresponding 3 × 3 matrix has a 1 in its (i, j)-entry and 0 elsewhere.

(ii) If g ≠ sl_2(F), then T is a scalar multiple of the identity.

4.2. Remark. The proof provided in [16] of this result, made use of the well known program GAP (https://www.gap-system.org). We shall present in this section a proof from first principles of this theorem and with no assistance of any computer program at all.

In fact, using only the well-known theory of root systems for a simple Lie algebra, we shall prove the following:

4.3. Theorem. Let g be a finite dimensional Lie algebra over an algebraically closed field F of characteristic zero. Let HL(g) be the vector subspace of End_F (g) defined by,

HL(g) = { T ∈ End_F (g) | ∑ cyclic

[T (x), [y, z]] = 0, for all x, y, z ∈ g } . (1) If g is a simple Lie algebra of rank bigger than 1, then HL(g) = F Id_g.

(2) If g = sl_2(F), then HL(sl_2(F)) is a 6-dimensional reducible sl_2(F)-submodule of gl(sl_2) ≃ End(sl_2) via the action x.T = [ad_{sl2(F)} (x), T ]_{gl(sl2(F))} , for all x ∈ sl_2(F) and T ∈ gl(sl_2(F)). In fact,

HL(sl_2(F)) = Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2(F)) ⊕ F Id_{sl2(F)} ,

and Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2(F)) is the 5-dimensional irreducible sl_2(F)- module corresponding to the highest weight 4.

Proof. (1) Let g = H ⊕ ⨆ α∈Φ g_α be a simple Lie algebra, where H is a

toral subalgebra and g_α = Fx_α , is the root subspace corresponding to α ∈ Φ and Φ is a root system corresponding to H. Let π_H : g → H and π_α : g → g_α, be the projections onto H and g_α, respectively. Let us consider the compositions,

M = π_H ∘ (T |_H ) : H → H and N_α = π_α ∘ (T |_H ) : H → g_α, α ∈ Φ.

We can write, T (h) = M(h) + ∑ α∈Φ N_α(h), for each h ∈ H. Similarly, consider,

f_β = π_H ∘ (T |_{gβ} ) : g_β → H, and g^β_α = π_α ∘ (T |_{gβ} ) : g_β → g_α,

for any α and β in Φ. Then T (x_β) = f_β (x_β) + ∑ α∈Φ g^β_α(x_β ), for all β ∈ Φ.

Let h, h^′ ∈ H and α ∈ Φ. Then,

0 = [T (h), [h^′, x_α]] + [T (h^′), [x_α, h]] + [T (x_α), [h, h^′]] = α(h^′)[T (h), x_α] − α(h)[T (h^′), x_α] = α(h^′)[M(h), x_α] + α(h^′) ∑ β∈Φ [N_β(h), x_α] − α(h)[M(h^′), x_α] − α(h) ∑ β∈Φ [N_β (h^′), x_α] = (α(h^′)α(M(h)) − M(h^′)α(M(h)))x_α + α(h^′) ∑ β∈Φ [N_β(h), x_α] − α(h) ∑ β∈Φ [N_β(h^′), x_α].

Observe that [N_β(h), x_α] ∈ g_{β+α}, for all α, β ∈ Φ. Since α + β ≠ α, for all β ∈ Φ, we get from the above the following:

α(h^′)α(M(h)) = α(h)α(M(h^′)), (21) α(h^′)[N_β(h), x_α] = α(h)[N_β(h^′), x_α], ∀ h, h^′ ∈ H, and α, β ∈ Φ. (22)

Now, let h ∈ H and α ∈ Φ, then 0 = [T (h), [x_α, x_{−α}]] + [T (x_α), [x_{−α}, h]] + [T (x_{−α}), [h, x_α]] = ∑ β∈Φ [N_β(h), [x_α, x_{−α}]] + α(h)[T (x_α), x_{−α}] + α(h)[T (x_{−α}), x_α] = − ∑ β∈Φ β([x_α, x_{−α}])N_β(h) + α(h)[f_α(x_α), x_{−α}] + α(h) ∑ β∈Φ [g^α_β (x_α), x_{−α}] + α(h)[f_{−α}(x_{−α}), x_α] + α(h) ∑ β∈Φ [g^{−α}_β (x_{−α}), x_α] = − ∑ β∈Φ β([x_α, x_{−α}])N_β(h) − α(h)α(f_α(x_α))x_{−α} + α(h) ∑ β∈Φ [g^α_β (x_α), x_{−α}] + α(h)α(f_{−α}(x_{−α}))x_α + α(h) ∑ β∈Φ [g^{−α}_β (x_{−α}), x_α]. The terms involving summations over β ∈ Φ can be rewritten as follows: − ∑ β∈Φ β([x_α, x_{−α}])N_β(h) = −α([x_α, x_{−α}])N_α(h) + α([x_α, x_{−α}])N_{−α}(h) − ∑ β∈Φ−{±α} β([x_α, x_{−α}])N_β(h), α(h) ∑ β∈Φ [g^α_β (x_α), x_{−α}] = α(h)[g^α (x_α), x_{−α}] + α(h) ∑ β∈Φ−{α} [g^α_β (x_α)x_{−α}], α(h) ∑ β∈Φ [g^{−α}_β (x_{−α}), x_α] = α(h)[g^{−α}_{−α} (x_{−α}), x_α] + α(h) ∑ β∈Φ−{−α} [g^{−α}_β (x_{−α})x_α]. Therefore, 0 = [T (h), [x_α, x_{−α}]] + [T (x_α), [x_{−α}, h]] + [T (x_{−α}), [h, x_α]] = −α([x_α, x_{−α}])N_α(h) + α([x_α, x_{−α}])N_{−α}(h) − ∑ β∈Φ−{±α} β([x_α, x_{−α}])N_β (h) − α(h)α(f_α(x_α))x_{−α} + α(h)[g^α(x_α), x_{−α}] + α(h) ∑ β∈Φ−{α} [g^α_β (x_α), x_{−α}] + α(h)α(f_{−α}(x_{−α}))x_α +α(h)[g^{−α}_{−α}(x_{−α}), x_α]+α(h) ∑ β∈Φ−{−α} [g^{−α}_β (x_{−α}), x_α]. From this, it follows that: −α([x_α, x_{−α}])N_α(h) + α(h)α(f_{−α}(x_{−α}))x_α = 0, α([x_α, x_{−α}])N_{−α}(h) − α(h)α(f_α(x_α))x_{−α} = 0, α(h)[g^α (x_α), x_{−α}] + α(h)[g^{−α}_{−α} (x_{−α}), x_α] = 0, ∀ h ∈ H, and α ∈ Φ.

Since α([x_α, x_{−α}]) ≠ 0, we get,

(23) N_α(h) = α(f_{−α}(x_{−α})) α([x_α, x_{−α}]) α(h)x_α, ∀h ∈ H, ∀α ∈ Φ. Since β([x_β , x_{−β}]) ≠ 0, we may substitute (23) in (22), to obtain, α(h^′)β(h) β(f_{−β}(x_{−β} )) β([x_β, x_{−β}]) [x_β , x_α] = α(h)β(h^′) β(f_{−β}(x_{−β} )) β([x_β, x_{−β}]) [x_β, x_α]. This simplifies to,

(24) α(h^′)β(h)β(f_{−β}(x_{−β}))[x_β , x_α] = α(h)β(h^′)β(f_{−β}(x_{−β}))[x_β , x_α],

for all h, h^′ ∈ H and for all α, β ∈ Φ.

We shall make a parenthesis here to prove the following standard result where we use the hypothesis that the rank of g is bigger than 1.

4.4. Proposition. Let g be a semi-simple Lie algebra of rank bigger than 1. Fix a toral subalgebra H ⊂ g and let Φ be its corresponding root system. Then, for each β ∈ Φ, there exists a root α ∈ Φ, such that β + α ∈ Φ or β − α ∈ Φ.

Proof. Let ( · , · ) be the inner product defined in the R-vector space generated by the roots in Φ. If β + α /∈ Φ and β − α /∈ Φ for all α ∈ Φ, then, (β, α) ≥ 0 and (β, α) ≤ 0 for all α ∈ Φ (see [9], Lemma 9.4). Thus, (β, α) = 0 for all α ∈ Φ, which is a contradiction. □

4.5. Remark. We shall use this result as follows. If α, β ∈ Φ are such that β + α ∈ Φ, by putting α^′ = −α ∈ Φ, we conclude that β − α^′ ∈ Φ. So, we may always assume that for any given β ∈ Φ, there are α, α^′ ∈ Φ, with α ≠ α^′, such that β + α ∈ Φ and β − α^′ ∈ Φ.

From now on, we shall assume that g has rank bigger than 1. Take α and β in Φ so that α + β ∈ Φ. It follows from (24) that, α(h^′)β(h)β(f_{−β}(x_{−β})) = α(h)β(h^′)β(f_{−β}(x_{−β})), ∀ h, h^′ ∈ H. Suppose β(f_{−β}(x_{−β})) ≠ 0. Then, α(h^′)β(h) = α(h)β(h^′), for all h, h^′ ∈ H. In particular, for h^′ = [x_α, x_{−α}]. Thus, β =^{β([xα,x−α])}_{α([xα,x−α])} α. This means that β is a root which is also a scalar multiple of the root α, thus implying that β = ±α. This however, contradicts the fact that α + β ∈ Φ. So, β(f_{−β}(x_{−β})) = 0 for all β ∈ Φ. It then follows from (23) that N_α = 0, for all α, which in turn implies that T (H) ⊆ H.

Now, consider α, β ∈ Φ, β ≠ ±α, and h ∈ H. Then, (25) 0 = [T (h), [x_α, x_β]] + [T (x_α), [x_β, h]] + [T (x_β ), [h, x_α]] = (α + β)(M(h))[x_α, x_β ] − β(h)[T (x_α), x_β] + α(h)[T (x_β), x_α] = (α + β)(M(h))[x_α, x_β ] − β(h)[f_α(x_α), x_β] − β(h) ∑ γ∈Φ [g^α_γ (x_α), x_β] + α(h)[f_β(x_β ), x_α] + α(h) ∑ γ∈Φ [g^β_γ (x_β ), x_α]

= (α + β)(M(h))[x_α, x_β] − β(h)β(f_α(x_α))x_β − β(h)[g^α_{−β}(x_α), x_β] − β(h) ∑ γ∈Φ−{−β} [g^α_γ (x_α), x_β] + α(h)α(f_β(x_β ))x_α + α(h)[g^β_{−α}(x_β), x_α] + α(h) ∑ γ∈Φ−{−α} [g^β_γ (x_β ), x_α].

In this equation we may separate the terms belonging to H in order to conclude that, α(h)[g^β_{−α}(x_β ), x_α] = β(h)[g^α_{−β}(x_α), x_β], ∀h ∈ H. Since g^β_{−α}(x_β) ∈ Fx_{−α} and g^α_{−β}(x_α) ∈ Fx_{−β} , there are scalars λ^β_{−α}, λ^α_{−β} ∈ F, for which g^β_{−α}(x_β) = λ^β_{−α}x_{−α} and g^α_{−β}(x_α) = λ^α_{−β}x_{−β} . Therefore, the last expression simplifies to, α(h)λ^β_{−α}[x_{−α}, x_α] = β(h)λ^α_{−β}[x_{−β} , x_β], ∀ h ∈ H. We now claim that λ^β_{−α} = λ^α_{−β} = 0. We shall consider two cases: either [x_{−α}, x_α] and [x_{−β} , x_β] are linearly independent or they are not. First case: Assume [x_{−α}, x_α] and [x_{−β} , x_β] are linearly independent. The last expression implies that α(h)λ^β_{−α} = β(h)λ^α_{−β} = 0, for all h ∈ H. Therefore, λ^β_{−α} = λ^α_{−β} = 0.

Second case: Assume [x_{−α}, x_α] and [x_{−β}, x_β] are linearly dependent. Let ν ∈ F be such that [x_{−β} , x_β] = ν [x_{−α}, x_α]. Then, λ^β_{−α} α = ν λ^α_{−β} β. Since [x_{−α}, x_α] and [x_{−β} , x_β] are both different form 0, we conclude that ν ≠ 0. This implies that β is a non-zero saclar multiple of α. Therefore, β = ±α, which is a contradiction. It follows that if β ≠ ±α, then g^β_{−α}(x_β) = 0. Using this fact in (25), we obtain,

0 = (α + β)(M(h))[x_α, x_β] − β(h)β(f_α(x_α))x_β − β(h)[g^α(x_α), x_β] − β(h)[g^α_{−α}(x_α), x_β] + α(h)α(f_β(x_β))x_α + α(h)[g^β (x_β), x_α] + α(h)[g^β_{−β}(x_β ), x_α]. We may now separate the different terms of this expression that belong to the different subspaces given by the root decomposition to conclude that,

(α + β)(M(h))[x_α, x_β] = β(h)[g^α (x_α), x_β] − α(h)[g^β (x_β ), x_α],

(26)

β(h)[g^α_{−α}(x_α), x_β] = α(h)[g^β_{−β}(x_β), x_α] = 0,

(27) β(h)β(f_α(x_α)) = α(h)α(f_β(x_β)) = 0, ∀ h ∈ H. (28) Now, (27) implies that, λ^α_{−α}β(h)[x_{−α}, x_β ] = λ^β_{−β}α(h)[x_{−β}, x_α] = 0, α, β ∈ Φ, and h ∈ H. Since α ≠ ±β, we may choose α and β in Φ in such a way that α−β ∈ Φ (see the Remark 4.5 following Prop 4.4). Then, λ^α_{−α}β = λ^β_{−β}α = 0. Therefore, λ^α_{−α} = λ^β_{−β} = 0. Consequently, g^α_{−α} = 0 for all α ∈ Φ. On the other hand, (28) implies that β(f_α(x_α)) = α(f_β(x_β)) = 0 for all β ≠ ±α. But we had previously showed that β(f_{−β}(x_{−β} )) = 0 for all β ∈ Φ. And substituting β by −β, we also get β(f_β(x_β )) = 0. Therefore, β(f_α(x_α)) = 0 for all α, β ∈ Φ, which implies f_α = 0 for all α ∈ Φ. Thus, so far we know that,

T (x_α) = g^α (x_α) = λ^αx_α, α ∈ Φ and λ^α ∈ F. Now, let h ∈ H and α ∈ Φ. Then,

0 = [T (h), [x_α, x_{−α}]] + [T (x_α), [x_{−α}, h]] + [T (x_{−α}), [h, x_α]] = λ^αα(h)[x_α, x_{−α}] + λ^{−α}_{−α}α(h)[x_{−α}, x_α], = (λ^α − λ^{−α}_{−α}) α(h) [x_α, x_{−α}], h ∈ H and α ∈ Φ. It follows that λ^α = λ^{−α}_{−α} for all α ∈ Φ. Thus, we write λ_α = λ^α = λ^{−α}_{−α} = λ_{−α}, and T (x_α) = λ_α x_α, for all α ∈ Φ. Now let α, β, γ ∈ Φ. Then,

0 = [T (x_α), [x_β , x_γ ]] + [T (x_β ), [x_γ , x_α]] + [T (x_γ ), [x_α, x_β]] = λ_α[x_α, [x_β, x_γ ]] + λ_β[x_β , [x_γ , x_α]] + λ_γ [x_γ , [x_α, x_β]].

Using the fact that ad(x_α) acts as a (1, 1, 1)-derivation on [x_β , x_γ ], etc., we get, (λ_α − λ_γ ) [[x_α, x_β ], x_γ ] = (λ_β − λ_α)[x_β, [x_α, x_γ ]] Taking γ = −α and using the fact that λ_α = λ_{−α} for all α ∈ Φ, this expression implies that (λ_β − λ_α)β([x_α, x_{−α}])x_β = 0, for all α, β ∈ Φ. Following [9], write h_α = [x_α, x_{−α}] for all α ∈ Φ. Let K_g : g × g → F be the Cartan-Killing form on g. According to the Corollary in §8.2 of [9], for each ϕ ∈ H^∗ there is a unique element t_ϕ ∈ H satisfying, ϕ(h) = K_g(t_ϕ, h), for all h ∈ H. Moreover, the relationship between h_α and t_α is h_α = 2 t_α/K_g(t_α, t_α). On the other hand, the inner product ( · , · ) defined in the R-vector space generated by the roots is given by

(β, α) = K_g(t_β, t_α), for all α, β. Therefore, β(h_α) = 2(β, α)/(α, α), for all α, β ∈ Φ. So, from (λ_β − λ_α)β(h_α) = 0, we get (λ_β − λ_α)(β, α) = 0. This implies that λ_α = λ_β, whenever (β, α) ≠ 0. Now, from Lemmas A and D in §10.4 of [9] one knows that there is a unique maximal root β^′, such that, (β^′, β^′) ≥ (β^′, α) ≥ (α, α) for all α ∈ Φ. If α satisfies (β^′, α) = 0, then (α, α) = 0, which contradicts the fact that ( · , · ) is positive definite. Therefore, (β^′, α) ≠ 0, for all α ∈ Φ. It follows that λ_β′ = λ_α for all α ∈ Φ. Thus, we may write λ = λ_α = λ_β′ ; and since the scalar does not depend on the roots we have, T (x_α) = λ x_α for all α ∈ Φ. Let α ∈ Φ. It follows from (21) that, α ∘ M =^{α(M([xα,x−α]))}_{α([xα,x−α])} α. We write c_α =^{α(M([xα,x−α]))}

α([x_α,x_{−α}]) α. Let α, β ∈ Φ be such that α + β ∈ Φ.

From (26) we get, (α + β)M = λα + λβ. Since, γ ∘ M = c_γ γ for all γ ∈ Φ, we get (λ − c_α)α = (λ − c_β)β. Thus, α + β ∈ Φ implies that c_α = λ = c_β. Since α is arbitrary, we conclude that α ∘ M = λ α, for any α ∈ Φ. That is, M^∗(α) = λ α for any root. Since the roots span H^∗ and M = π_H ∘ (T |_H ) : H → H, it follows that M = λ α. Consequently, T = λ Id_g.

(2) Let T ∈ HL(sl_2(F)). Then, the matrix of T in the basis {H, E, F }, has the form, T = T_{11} T_{12} T_{13} 2T_{13} T_{22} T_{23} 2T_{12} T_{32} T_{33} , T_{i,j} ∈ F. Then,

T = 2(T_{11} − T_{22}) 3 T_{12} T_{13}

2T_{13}

−T_{11} + T_{22} 3 T_{23}

2T_{12} T_{32}

−T_{11} + T_{22} 3 + 1 3 (T_{11} + 2T_{22}) Id_{3×3} .

This proves that HL(sl_2(F)) = SHL(sl_2(F)) ⊕ F Id_{sl2(F)} , where

SHL(sl_2(F)) = {T ∈ HL(sl_2(F)) | Tr(T ) = 0}.

Observe that SHL(sl_2(F)) is equal to Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2(F)). The sl_2(F)- action on HL(sl_2(F)) is given by,

x.T = [ad_{sl2(F)} (x), T ]_{gl(sl2(F))} = ad_{sl2(F)} (x) ∘ T − T ∘ ad_{sl2(F)} (x), (x.T )(y) = [x, T (y)] − T ([x, y]), ∀ T ∈ HL(sl_2(F)), ∀ x, y ∈ sl_2(F).

Since Tr(x.T ) = 0, for all x ∈ sl_2(F) and T ∈ HL(sl_2(F)), it follows that, Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2(F)) is an sl_2(F)-submodule of HL(sl_2(F)) such that x. HL(sl_2(F)) ⊂ Der_{(−1,1,1)}(sl_2(F)), for all x ∈ sl_2(F). On the other hand, H. T_{11} T_{12} T_{13} 2T_{12} T_{22} T_{23} 2T_{13} T_{32} T_{33} = 0 −2T_{12} 2T_{13} 4T_{13} 0 4T_{23} −4T_{12} −4T_{32} 0 ,

E. T_{11} T_{12} T_{13} 2T_{13} T_{22} T_{23} 2T_{12} T_{32} T_{33} = 4T_{12} T_{32} −T_{11} + T_{22} 2(−T_{11} + T_{22}) −2T_{12} −T_{13} 2T_{32} 0 −2T_{12} ,

F. T_{11} T_{12} T_{13} 2T_{13} T_{22} T_{23} 2T_{12} T_{32} T_{33} = −4T_{13} T_{11} − T_{22} −T_{23} −2T_{23} 2T_{13} 0 2(T_{11} − T_{22}) 4T_{12} 2T_{13} .

Let ξ ∈ F, and write HL(sl_2(F))_ξ := {T ∈ V | H.T = ξT }. The right-hand sides are clearly written in terms of the basis {P, Q, R, S, T } given by, P =

(_{2 0 0}

0 −1 0 0 0 −1 ) , Q =

(_{0 1 0}

0 0 0 2 0 0 ) , R =

(_{0 0 1}

2 0 0 0 0 0 ) , S =

(_{0 0 0}

0 0 1 0 0 0 ) and T = (_{0 0 0}

0 0 0 0 1 0 ) . In fact,

HL(sl_2(F))_4 = F S, HL(sl_2(F))_2 = F R, HL(sl_2(F))_0 = F P ⊕F Id_{3×3},

HL(sl_2(F))_{−2} = F Q, HL(sl_2(F))_{−4} = F T.

From the above, it is clear that SHL(sl_2(F)) is an irreducible sl_2(F)- submodule, because SHL(sl_2(F))_0 is one dimensional. □

4.6. Remark. It is only natural to ask what difference would it make if the hypotheses are relaxed so as to let g be a semisimple Lie algebra. In the course of the last proof above we were faced at some point with the fact that (λ_β − λ_α)(β, α) = 0, implied that λ_β = λ_α, whenever (β, α) ≠ 0. This conclusion is no longer true if g is semisimple because there may be several independent simple components on which α and β lie, and still have (β, α) = 0.

Acknowledgements

The author thanks the support provided by the post-doctoral fellowships FOMIX-YUC 221183, FORDECYT 265667 and CONACYT 000153 that allowed him to complete this work at CIMAT - Unidad Mérida. The author would also like to deeply thank Professors G. Salgado and O. A. Sánchez-Valenzuela for suggesting some of the problems addressed in this work, reviewing the manuscript and making valuable suggestions that greatly improved the final version of this paper.

References

[1] Alvarez, M. A., and Cartes, F., Cohomology and deformations for the Heisenberg Hom-Lie algebras, Linear and Multilinear Alebra, (2018),1- 21, https://doi.org/10.1080/03081087.2018.1487379 [2] Benayadi S., Makhlouf A., Hom-Lie algebras with symmetric invariant non-degenerate bilinear forms, J. of Geometry and Physics, 76, (2013), 38-60.

[3] Burde D., Dekimpe K., Post Lie algebra structures and generalized derivations of semi-simple Lie algebras, Mosc. Math. J., 13, (2013), 1-18.

[4] Chevalley, C., and Eilenberg, S., Cohomology Theory of Lie Groups and Lie Algebras. American Mathematical Society, (1984).

[5] Dixmier, J., Lister, W.G., Derivations of nilpotent Lie algebras, Proc.

Amer. Math. Soc. 8 (1957), 155-157.

[6] Dorado-Aguilar E., García-Delgado R., Martínez-Sígala E., Rodríguez- Vallarte M.C., Salgado G., Generalized Derivations and some structure theorems for Lie algebras, J. of Algebra and its Applications, (2018), https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219498820500243.

[7] García-Delgado R., Salgado G., Sánchez-Valenzuela O. A., On 3-dimensional complex Hom-Lie algebras (Preprint 2019), https://arxiv.org/pdf/1902.08569.pdf.

[8] Hartwig J. T., Larsson D., Silvestrov S. D., Deformations of Lie algebras using σ-derivations, J. of Algebra, 295, (2006), 314-361.

[9] Humphreys, J. E., Introduction to Lie Algebras and Representation Theory, Fifth Printing, Springer-Verlag, United States of America, 1972.

[10] Hrivnak, J., Invariants of Lie algebras, Czech Technical University of Praga, Faculty of Nuclear Sciences and Physical Engineering, Ph.D Thesis, arxiv:0803.26282v1 [math-ph] (2008).

[11] Hrivnak, J. and Novotny, P., On (α, β, γ)-derivations of Lie algebras and corresponding invariant functions, J. Geom. Phys. 58, (2008), 208–217.

[12] Jacobson, N., A note on automorphism and derivations of Lie algebras. [13] Jin Q., Li X., Hom-Lie algebra structures on semi-simple Lie algebras, J.

of Algebra, 319, (2006), 1398-1408.

[14] Leger, G. F., Luks, E. M., Generalized Derivations of Lie algebras, J. of Algebra, 228, (2000), 165-203.

[15] Wolfgang Alexander Moens,A Characterisation of Nilpotent Lie Algebras by Invertible Leibniz-Derivations, Communications in Algebra, 41:7, 2427- 2440, (2013) .

[16] Xie W., Jin Q., Liu W., Hom-structures on semi-simple Lie algebras, Open Mathematics, 13, (2015), 617-630.

CIMAT-Unidad Mérida E-mail address: rosendo.garcia@cimat.mx