arXiv:2111.02988v2 [math.DG] 7 Nov 2021

ABNORMAL EXTREMALS OF LEFT-INVARIANT SUB-FINSLER QUASIMETRICS ON FOUR-DIMENSIONAL LIE GROUPS WITH THREE-DIMENSIONAL GENERATING DISTRIBUTIONS

V. N. BERESTOVSKII, I. A. ZUBAREVA

Abstract. We find three-dimensional subspaces of four-dimensional connected Lie algebras, generating these algebras, and abnormal extremals on connected Lie groups with these Lie algebras and with left-invariant sub-Finsler quasimetrics defined by seminorms on such subspaces. In terms of the structure constants of Lie algebras and dual seminorms, we establish a criterion for the strong abnormality of these extremals.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010): 53C17, 53C22, 53C60, 49J15.

Keywords and phrases: extremal, left-invariant sub-Finsler quasimetric, Lie algebra, optimal control, polar, Pontryagin maximum principle, (strongly) abnormal extremal, time-optimal control problem.

Introduction

In [1] was indicated that the shortest arcs of a left-invariant sub-Finsler metric d on a connected Lie group G, defined by a left–invariant bracket generating distribution D and a norm F on D(e) = q ⊂ T G_e = g, are solutions of a left-invariant timeoptimal problem for the closed unit ball with zero center of the normed vector space (D(e), F ) as the control region. The distribution D is bracket generating if and only if the subspace q generates the Lie algebra (g, [·, ·]) by the Lie bracket [·, ·]. Moreover, the statements about shortest arcs are also true for a pair (D(e), F ) with a seminorm F which satisfies F (u) > 0 for 0 ≠ u ∈ D(e) and defines a left-invariant sub-Finsler quasimetric d on G.

The Pontryagin Maximum Principle (PMP) [2] gives some necessary conditions for solutions to the time-optimal control problem. An extremal is a curve in G which is parameterized by the arclength and satisfies the PMP.

An extremal can be normal or abnormal. Some extremals can be both normal and abnormal with respect to different covector functions in PMP; such extremals are called nonstronly abnormal. An abnormal extremal that is not nonstronglyy abnormal is called strongly abnormal.

In this paper, we solve the search problem for abnormal extremals on fourdimensional connected Lie groups with a left-invariant sub-Finsler quasimetric defined by a seminorm on a three-dimensional subspace q of the Lie algebra of each

The first author is supported by the Mathematical Center in Akademgorodok under Agreement No. 075-15-2019-1613 with the Ministry of Science and Higher Education of the Russian Federation. The second author is supported by the program of fundamental scientific investigations of SD RAS № I.1.1., project № 0314–2019–0004. 1

such group generating the Lie algebra by the Lie bracket [·, ·]. We establish a criterion for the nonstrong abnormality of these extremals which also allows us to formulate the criterion of their strong abnormality. Since the quasimetric is left-invariant, we can assume that extremals issue from the unit of the group. Each of these abnormal extremals is some one-parametric subgroup of the Lie group. Moreover, the abnormal extremal in (G, d) with a left-invariant sub-Riemannian metric d is a geodesic, i.e. its sufficiently small segments are the shortest arcs, if and only if this extremal is nonstrongly abnormal.

A four-dimensional Lie group G has abnormal extremals for all seminorms F of the above-indicated form on q ⊂ g if dim(q) = 3 and q generates g. In this paper, we consider such Lie groups G and q ⊂ g. On the ground of papers [4] and [3], for every dimension n > 2 there exist exactly two real Lie algebras that do not admit (n − 1)-dimensional subspaces generating these Lie algebras. For the remaining Lie algebras, we find up to their automorphisms the number of three-dimensional subspaces generating these algebras.

All main results of the paper are obtained by using results of [1], [2], [5], [6], [7], [8], [9], [10]. In the last of the listed papers we considered a similar problem for two-dimensional bracket generating subspaces and gave some detailed commentary on the four-dimensional Lie algebras.

1. General algebraic results

The following proposition is obvious.

Proposition 1. A (n − 1)-dimensional subspace q of a real Lie algebra g of the dimension n > 2 generates this algebra (by the Lie bracket [·, ·]) if and only if the subspace q isn’t a subalgebra of the Lie algebra g.

Proposition 2. A (n − 1)-dimensional subspace s of a n-dimensional Lie algebra g, n ≥ 3, is its subalgebra if the dimension of the intersection of s with its normalizer N(s) in the Lie algebra g is at least n − 2.

Proof. This statement follows from the fact that the codimension of the mentioned intersection in s is at most 1. □

Propositions 1 and 2 imply

Proposition 3. If a (n − 1)-dimensional subspace q generates a n-dimensional real Lie algebra g, n ≥ 3, then dim(q ∩ N(q)) ≤ n − 3 and q isn’t a subalgebra of the Lie algebra g. Consequently, the dimension of the intersection of q with any (n − 1)–dimensional subalgebra of the Lie algebra g (respectively, with any its (n − 2)-dimensional ideal) is equal to n − 2 (respectively, n − 3).

The following proposition follows from the proof of Theorem 4 in [4] based on [3].

Proposition 4. A real Lie algebra g of dimension n > 2 has no (n−1)-dimensional bracket generating subspace if and only if g is commutative or g includes a commutative (n − 1)-dimensional ideal I and an element z such that the operator ad z acts identically on I.

The following proposition was proved in [10].

Proposition 5. A four-dimensional connected Lie group G with a Lie algebra g and a three-dimensional generating subspace q ⊂ g has abnormal extremals (for arbitrary left-invariant quasimetric d on G defined by a seminorm F on q) if and only if q_1 = q ∩ N(q) ≠ {0}, where N(q) is the normalizer of q in g. Furthermore, dim(q_1) = 1 and every one-parameter subgroup g = g(t) = exp(tX), where X ∈ q_1, F (X) = 1, is an abnormal extremal for (G, d); there is no other abnormal extremal with origin e ∈ G. Moreover, the extremal g is strongly abnormal (nonstrongly abnormal) for any quasimetric d if and only if q_1 ⊂ [q_1, q] (respectively, q_1 = q∩C(q), where C(q) is the centralizer of q in g.)

Proposition 6. C(q) = C(g).

Proof. This statement is a consequence of the Jacobi identity and the fact that q generates g. □

Lemma 1. Let (g, [·, ·]) be a four-dimensional real Lie algebra, q ⊂ g be a threedimensional subspace generating g by the Lie bracket [·, ·]. Then there exists (the unique) one-dimensional subspace q_1 = q ∩ N(q), where N(q) is the normalizer of q in g. Furthermore, [p, p] ⊄ q and dim([p, p]) = 1 for any two-dimensional subspace p ⊂ q such that p ∩ q_1 = {0}. In other words, for any linearly independent vectors e_1, e_3 ∈ p and a nonzero vector e_2 ∈ q_1, the vectors e_1, e_2, e_3, e_4 = [e_1, e_3] constitute a basis of the Lie algebra g and for this basis

(1) C^1_{13} = C^2_{13} = C^3_{13} = 0, C^4_{13} = 1, C^4_{12} = C^4_{23} = 0.

Proof. Proposition 1 and the condition that q generates g imply that [q, q] ⊄ q, i.e. there exist some linearly independent vectors e_1, e_3 ∈ q such that [e_1, e_3] ∉ q. Then for any vector e_2 ∈ q linearly independent with vectors e_1, e_3 the vectors e_1, e_2, e_3, e_4 = [e_1, e_3] constitute a basis of g. If at least one of the structure constants C^4_{12}, C^4_{23} in this basis is nonzero then, replacing e_2 with e_2 − C^4_{23}e_1 − C^4_{12}e_3 and again denoting the last vector by e_2, we get [p_1, q] ⊂ q for a one-dimensional subspace p_1 ⊂ q spanned by the vector e_2. Since q generates g, then [p, p] ⊄ q and dim([p, p]) = 1 for any two-dimensional subspace p ⊂ q such that p ∩ p_1 = {0}. It follows that p_1 = q ∩ N(q) = q_1. □

Corollary 1. Every four-dimensional connected Lie G with a Lie algebra g and a three-dimensional generating subspace q ⊂ g has abnormal extremals (for arbitrary left-invariant quasimetric d on G defined by some seminorm F on q). If q contains a one-dimensional central (respectively, noncentral) ideal of the Lie algebra g, then every abnormal extremal is nonstrongly (respectively, strongly) abnormal.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 5 and Lemma 1. □

We say that a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3) of the subspace q is from Lemma 1, if (e_1, e_2, e_3, e_4 := [e_1, e_3]) is a basis of the Lie algebra g and (1) is satisfied.

Proposition 7. For the basis (e_1, e_2, e_3, e_4) of the algebra g from Lemma 1, we have

C^1_{24} = C^1_{12}C^2_{23} − C^2_{12}C^1_{23}, C^2_{24} = 0, C^3_{24} = C^3_{12}C^2_{23} − C^2_{12}C^3_{23}, C^4_{24} = C^3_{23} − C^1_{12}.

Proof. Owing to (1), the Jacobi identity

[e_1, [e_2, e_3]] + [e_2, [e_3, e_1]] + [e_3, [e_1, e_2]] = 0

is equivalent to the equality [e_1, [e_2, e_3]] − [e_2, e_4] + [e_3, [e_1, e_2]] = 0; i.e.

0 = C^2_{23}[e_1, e_2] + C^3_{23}e_4 − [e_2, e_4] − C^1_{12}e_4 − C^2_{12}[e_2, e_3] = ( C^3_{23} − C^4_{24} − C^1_{12} ) e_4+ ( C^1_{12}C^2_{23} − C^2_{12}C^1_{23} − C^1_{24} ) e_1 − C^2_{24}e_2 + ( C^3_{12}C^2_{23} − C^2_{12}C^3_{23} − C^3_{24} ) e_3.

This yields Proposition 7. □

2. Criteria for the (non)strong abnormality of the extremal

It was indicated in [1] that parametrized by arclength shortest curves of a leftinvariant sub-Finsler metric d on any connected Lie group G, defined by a leftinvariant bracket generating distribution D and a norm F on D(e), coincide with solutions to the time-optimal control problem for the system (2) ġ(t) = dl_{g(t)}(u(t)), u(t) ∈ U, with a measurable control u = u(t). Here l_g(h) = gh, the control domain is the unit ball U = {u ∈ D(e) |F (u) ≤ 1}, while D is bracket generating if and only if the corresponding subspace q := D(e) ⊂ g satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 1. It is clear that every parametrized by arclength shortest curve g(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ a, satisfies (2) and F (u(t)) = 1 for almost all t ∈ [0, a].

These statements are true also for the case when d is a quasimetric (respectively, F is a seminorm on D(e) such that F (u) > 0 for 0 ≠ u ∈ D(e)).

Each segment of the shortest curve in (G, d) is a shortest path, each open ball of sufficiently small positive radius in (G, d) is diffeomorphic to a region of the Euclidean space and each shortest path, joining any point of the ball with its center, lies in this ball. Therefore, due to the Pontryagin Maximum Principle (PMP) [2] for the time-optimality of a control u(t) and corresponding trajectory g(t), t ∈ [0, a], necessary exists a nowhere zero absolutely continuous covector function ψ(t) ∈ T^∗_{g(t)}G such that for almost all t ∈ [0, a] the function H(g(t); ψ(t); u) = ψ(t)(dl_{g(t)}(u)) of u ∈ U attains a maximum at the point u(t):

(3) M(t) = ψ(t)(dl_{g(t)}(u(t))) = max_{u∈U} ψ(t)(dl_{g(t)}(u)). Moreover, M(t) ≡ M ≥ 0, t ∈ [a, b]. By an extremal we will mean a parametrized curve g(t) in G with a maximally admissible connected domain Ω ⊂ R which satisfies the PMP, conditions (2), and F (u(t)) = 1 with a measurable function u(t) almost everywhere on the maximal subset in Ω. In the case M = 0 (respectively, M > 0) an extremal is called abnormal (respectively, normal). In the normal case, proportionally changing ψ = ψ(t), t ∈ R, if it is necessary, we can assume that M = 1.

The following proposition is an immediate consequence of Lemma 1, Corollary 1, and Proposition 5. But we shall give here its independent proof because some its details are needed further to establish criteria for strong and nonstrong abnormality of the extremals from Proposition 8.

Proposition 8. Every four-dimensional connected Lie group G with Lie algebra g and a three-dimensional generating subspace q ⊂ g has abnormal extremals (for an arbitrary left-invariant quasimetric d on G defined by a seminorm F on q). Each abnormal extremal in (G, d) is one of the two one-parameter subgroups

(4) g(t) = exp ( ste_2 F (se_2) ) , t ∈ R, s = ±1, or its left shift on (G, d).

Proof. We can consider the covector function ψ(t) ∈ T^∗_{g(t)}G from PMP as a leftinvariant 1-form on (G, ·) and so naturally identify the latter with a covector function ψ(t) ∈ g^∗ = T^∗_e G.

In [5], [6] for an extremal g(t) ∈ G, are proved the following relations satisfying for almost all t in the domain: (5) ġ(t) = dl_{g(t)}(u(t)), (ψ(t)(v))^′ = ψ(t)([u(t), v]), u(t), v ∈ g, F (u(t)) = 1. Omitting for brevity the parameter t, we can write the second equation in (5) as ψ^′(v) = ψ([u, v]). In particular, for ψ_i := ψ(e_i), i = 1, 2, 3, 4, we have (6) ψ^′_i = ψ([u, e_i]). Set u = u_1e_1 + u_2e_2 + u_3e_3 ∈ U. We get from (6) and (1):

(7) ψ^′_1 = ψ(−u_2[e_1, e_2] − u_3e_4) = −u_2 3∑ k=1 C^k_{12}ψ_k − u_3ψ_4,

(8) ψ^′_2 = ψ(u_1[e_1, e_2] − u_3[e_2, e_3]) = 3∑ k=1 ( u_1C^k_{12} − u_3C^k_{23} ) ψ_k,

(9) ψ^′_3 = ψ(u_1e_4 + u_2[e_2, e_3]) = u_1ψ_4 + u_2 3∑ k=1 C^k_{23}ψ_k,

(10) ψ^′_4 = ψ(u_1[e_1, e_4] + u_2[e_2, e_4] + u_3[e_3, e_4]) = 4∑ k=1 ( u_1C^k_{14} + u_2C^k_{24} + u_3C^k_{34} ) ψ_k. Clearly, in abnormal case it must be ψ_1 = ψ_2 = ψ_3 ≡ 0. Then (7)—(10), the condition ψ_4 ≠ 0 and the equation F (u) = 1 imply that (11) u_1 = u_3 = 0, u_2 = s/F (se_2), s = ±1. It follows from (11), Proposition 7 and (10) that the function

(12) ψ_4(t) = φ_4 exp ( C^4_{24}st F (se_2) ) = φ_4 exp ( (C^3_{23} − C^1_{12}) st F (se_2) ) , s = ±1, is a solution of equation (10) with the initial condition ψ_4(0) = φ_4 ≠ 0. Obviously, it is possible to find u(t), ψ(t) by the above formulas for all t ∈ R.

Now Proposition 8 follows from (11) and the first equation in (5). □

Below F (u_1, u_2, u_3) := F (u), F_U is the Minkowski supporting function of the body U: F_U (x, y, z) = max

(u_1,u_2,u_3)∈U

(xu_1 + yu_2 + zu_3) .

Theorem 1. Abnormal extremal (4) of a four-dimensional connected Lie group G with a Lie algebra (g, [·, ·]) and a left-invariant quasimetric d defined by a seminorm F on a three-dimensional subspace q, generating g, with a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3 = [e_1, e_2]) from Lemma 1 is nonstrongly abnormal if and only if one of the conditions is fulfilled:

C^1_{23} = C^2_{23} = 0 and for s = ±1, ∃ k(s) ∈ R : F_U (k(s), s, 0) = 1/F (0, s, 0);

C^1_{23} ≠ 0 and F_U (−C^2_{23}s/C^1_{23}, s, 0) = 1/F (0, s, 0), s = ±1.

Proof. Necessity. Assume that abnormal extremal (4) is nonstrongly abnormal. Then there exists a real-analytic covector function ψ(t) which is a solution of system (7) – (10), and ψ(t)(u(t)) = F_U (ψ_1(t), ψ_2(t), ψ_3(t)) = 1 for almost all t ∈ R. This and (11) imply that

(13) ψ_2(t) = 1/u_2, F_U (ψ_1(t), 1/u_2, ψ_3(t)) = 1,

and the points (ψ_1(t), 1/u_2, ψ_3(t)), t ∈ R, are dual for the point (0, u_2, 0). Therefore, the ranges of the functions ψ_1(t), ψ_3(t), t ∈ R, are segments (degenerating to a point if the function F is differentiable at (0, u_2, 0)) because the body U^∗ , dual to U, is convex and bounded.

We get from (7)–(10), (11), e_3 = [e_1, e_2], and Proposition 7 that

(14) ψ^′_1 = −u_2ψ_3, ψ_2 ≡ φ_2, ψ^′_3 = u_2 3∑ k=1 C^k_{23}ψ_k, ψ^′_4 = u_2 ( C^1_{24}ψ_1 + 4∑ k=3 C^k_{24}ψ_k ) . The first equality in (13) and (14) imply

(15) ψ^{′′}_1 − u_2C^3_{23}ψ^′_1 + u^2C^1_{23}ψ_1 + u_2C^2_{23} = 0.

Assume that C^1_{23} = 0. Then general solution to the equation (15) has a form

ψ_1(t) = { A_2e^{C323u2t} + C^2_{23}t/C^3_{23} + A_1, if C^3_{23} ≠ 0, −^1_2 C^2_{23}u_2t^2 + A_2t + A_1, if C^3_{23} = 0,

where A_1, A_2 are arbitrary reals. Since ψ_1(t), t ∈ R, is bounded, this implies that C^2_{23} = 0 and ψ_1(t) = A_1, A_1 ∈ R. Then ψ_3(t) = 0 on the ground of the first equation in (14) and, taking into account (11), (13), there exists a real number k(s) such that F_U (k(s), s, 0) = 1/F (0, s, 0), s = ±1. Hence, the supporting plane of the body U at the intersection point (0, s/F (se_2), 0) by the axis Ou_2 is parallel to the axis Ou_3.

Now assume that C^1_{23} ≠ 0. Let us set B = (C^3_{23})^2 − 4C^1_{23}. Then general solution to the equation (15) has a form

ψ_1(t) =

A_1e^{λ1t} + A_2e^{λ2t} − C^2_{23}/(C^1_{23}u_2), λ_{1,2} = u_2 ( C^3_{23} ± √ B ) /2, if B > 0, (A_1t + A_2)e^12^{C323 u2t} − C^2_{23}/(C^1_{23}u_2), if B = 0,

e^12^{C323u2t} ( A_1 cos^{u2√−Bt}_2 + A_2 sin^{u2√−Bt}_2 ) − C^2_{23}/(C^1_{23}u_2), if B < 0, where A_1, A_2 are arbitrary reals. Since the function ψ_1(t), t ∈ R, is bounded, this implies that either ψ_1(t) = −C^2_{23}/(C^1_{23}u_2) or

(16) ψ_1(t) = A_1 cos ( u_2 √ C^1_{23}t ) +A_2 sin ( u_2 √ C^1_{23}t ) − C^2_{23} C^1_{23}u_2

, if C^1_{23} > 0, C^3_{23} = 0.

Set ψ_1(t) = −C^2_{23}/(C^1_{23}u_2). Then ψ_3(t) = 0 on the ground of the first equation in (14) and, taking into account (11), the second equality in (13) is written as (17) F_U (−C^2_{23}s/C^1_{23}, s, 0) = 1/F (0, s, 0).

Let the function ψ_1(t), t ∈ R be given by (16). Notice that its range is a segment [ − √ A^2_1 + A^2 − C^2_{23}/(C^1_{23}u_2), √ A^2_1 + A^2 − C^2_{23}/(C^1_{23}u_2) ] . The first equation in (14) and (16) imply that

ψ_3(t) = A_1 √ C^1_{23} sin ( u_2 √ C^1_{23}t ) − A_2 √ C^1_{23} cos ( u_2 √ C^1_{23}t ) , and the range of the function ψ_3(t), t ∈ R, is a segment [ − √ C^1_{23} (A^2_1 + A^2), √ C^1_{23} (A^2_1 + A^2) ] . This, the range of the function ψ_1(t), convexity and boundedness of the body U^∗, the second equality in (13) again imply (17).

Sufficiency. Assume that C^1_{23} = C^2_{23} = 0 and F_U (k(s), s, 0) = 1/F (0, s, 0) for some k(s) ∈ R. We put

ψ_1(t) = k(s)F (0, s, 0), ψ_2(t) = sF (0, s, 0), ψ_3(t) = 0, ψ_4(t) = 0. It follows from Proposition 7 and (11) that the functions ψ_i(t), i = 1, . . . , 4, satisfy (14) and (13) is valid. Then abnormal extremal (4) satisfies the PMP with M(t) ≡ 1 (see (3)), and so (4) is nonstrongly abnormal.

Let C^1_{23} ≠ 0 and (17) be true. We put

ψ_1(t) = −sC^2_{23}F (0, s, 0)/C^1_{23}, ψ_2(t) = sF (0, s, 0), ψ_3(t) = 0, ψ_4(t) is the particular solution of the first order differential equation ψ^′_4 − u_2C^4_{24}ψ_4 + C^1_{24}C^2_{23}/C^1_{23} = 0.

Taking into account (4), it is easy to see that ψ_i(t), i = 1, . . . , 4, satisfy (14) and (13) is hold. Then abnormal extremal (4) satisfies the PMP with M(t) ≡ 1 (see (3)), and hence (4) is nonstrongly abnormal. Theorem 1 is proved. □ Theorem 2. Abnormal extremal (4) of a n-dimensional connected Lie group G, n ≥ 4, with a left-invariant sub-Riemannian metric d defined by a scalar product on a (n − 1)-dimensional subspace q of the Lie algebra g of the Lie group G, generating g, is a geodesic, i.e. its sufficiently small segments are the shortest curves, if and only if the extremal is nonstrongly abnormal.

Proof. Sufficiency is a consequence of the statement that every normal sub-Riemannian extremal is a geodesic, which was proved in Appendix C in the memoir by W. Liu and H. Sussmann [11]. Necessity: a strongly abnormal sub-Riemannian extremal is not a geodesic due to the equality q+[q, q] = q and the Goch condition for abnormal geodesics ([12], p. 20.5.1). □

3. Algebraic results using the classification

Further, usually without mention, we use Table 1. We get from Proposition 4

Corollary 2. All four-dimensional real Lie algebras but 4g_1 and g^{1,1}_{4,5}, have threedimensional generating subspaces.

Further, ⟨·⟩ denotes the linear span of the vectors indicated in the parentheses.

Proposition 9. Let q be a three-dimensional generating subspace of a four-dimensional Lie algebra g such that {0} ≠ [N(q), q] ⊅ N(q). Then g = g^1_{4,8} or there exists a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3 := [e_1, e_2]) in q as in Lemma 1.

Proof. Assume that N(q) = ⟨e_2⟩ and s := [e_2, q]. Then s ∩ ⟨e_2⟩ = {0} and either 1) dim(s) = 1 or 2) dim(s) = 2.

1) It’s clear that the operator ad(e_2) : q → q has the eigenvalue 0 of multiplicity 2 and the real eigenvalue α ≠ 0 of multiplicity 1. There exist corresponding eigenvectors e, f ∈ q such that e ∦ e_2, f ∦ e_2, [e_2, e] = 0, [e_2, f] = αf. Setting e_1 = −(e + f), e_3 = αf, we see that e_3 = [e_1, e_2], (e_1, e_2, e_3) is a basis in q from Lemma 1.

2) The operator ad(e_2) : s → s has two (possibly coinciding) nonzero eigenvalues. The following cases are possible: a) the eigenvalues are conjugate and purely imaginary; b) the eigenvalues are real and equal to α ≠ β; c) the eigenvalues are real and equal to α = β.

a) Let e_1 be an arbitrary nonzero vector from s. Then the vectors e_1, e_2, e_3 := [e_1, e_2] constitute a basis in q from Lemma 1.

b) Let e and f be nonzero eigenvectors in s with eigenvalues α and β respectively. Setting e_1 = −(e + f), we get that vectors e_1, e_2, e_3 := [e_1, e_2] = αe + βf constitute a basis in q from Lemma 1.

c) Multiplying, if it is necessary, the vector e_2 by 1/α, we can assume that α = 1. Two subcases are possible here: there exists a basis (e, f) in s such that [e_2, e] = e+f, [e_2, f] = f; or [e_2, e] = e for any e ∈ s. In the first subcase, we set e_1 = f − e, e_3 = e and get a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3 = [e_1, e_2]) from Lemma 1. In the second subcase, let e_1, e_3 be an arbitrary linearly independent vectors from s. Then [e_2, e_1] = e_1, [e_2, e_3] = e_3, e_4 := [e_1, e_3] ∉ q and (e_1, e_2, e_3, e_4) is a basis in g from Lemma 1. Further, by virtue of the Jacobi identity for vectors e_1, e_2, e_3, we have

[e_2, e_4] = [e_2, [e_1, e_3]] = [[e_2, e_1], e_3] + [e_1, [e_2, e_3]] = [e_1, e_3] + [e_1, e_3] = 2e_4.

Thus, e_1, e_2, e_3, e_4 are eigenvectors of the operator ad(e_2) : g → g with eigenvalues 1, 0, 1, 2 respectively. Moreover, by the Jacobi identity for vectors e_1, e_2, e_4, we have

[e_2, [e_1, e_4]] = [[e_2, e_1], e_4] + [e_1, [e_2, e_4]] = [e_1, e_4] + 2[e_1, e_4] = 3[e_1, e_4]

Type of a Lie algebra k Nonzero commutators 4g_1 0 − g_{2,1} ⊕ 2g_1 1 [E_1, E_2] = E_1

2g_{2,1} 2 [E_1, E_2] = E_1, [E_3, E_4] = E_3 g_{3,1} ⊕ g_1 1 [E_2, E_3] = E_1 g_{3,2} ⊕ g_1 3 [E_2, E_3] = E_1 − E_2, [E_3, E_1] = E_1 g_{3,3} ⊕ g_1 1 [E_2, E_3] = −E_2, [E_3, E_1] = E_1 g^α_{3,4} ⊕ g_1, 0 ≤ α ≠ 1 3, 4 [E_2, E_3] = E_1 − αE_2, [E_3, E_1] = αE_1 − E_2 g^α_{3,5} ⊕ g_1, α ≥ 0 2 [E_2, E_3] = E_1 − αE_2, [E_3, E_1] = αE_1 + E_2 g_{3,6} ⊕ g_1 5 [E_2, E_3] = E_1, [E_3, E_1] = E_2, [E_1, E_2] = −E_3 g_{3,7} ⊕ g_1 2 [E_2, E_3] = E_1, [E_3, E_1] = E_2, [E_1, E_2] = E_3 g_{4,1} 2 [E_2, E_4] = E_1, [E_3, E_4] = E_2 g^α_{4,2}, α ≠ 0 1, 3 [E_1, E_4] = αE_1, [E_2, E_4] = E_2, [E_3, E_4] = E_2 + E_3 g_{4,3} 3 [E_1, E_4] = E_1, [E_3, E_4] = E_2 g_{4,4} 2 [E_1, E_4] = E_1, [E_2, E_4] = E_1 + E_2, [E_3, E_4] = E_2 + E_3 g^{α,β}_{4,5} 0, 1, 4 [E_1, E_4] = E_1, [E_2, E_4] = βE_2, [E_3, E_4] = αE_3 −1 < α ≤ β ≤ 1, αβ ≠ 0 or α = −1, 0 < β ≤ 1

g^{α,β}_{4,6} , α > 0, β ∈ R 2 [E_1, E_4] = αE_1, [E_2, E_4] = βE_2 − E_3, [E_3, E_4] = E_2 + βE_3 g_{4,7} 2 [E_1, E_4] = 2E_1, [E_2, E_4] = E_2, [E_3, E_4] = E_2 + E_3, [E_2, E_3] = E_1 g^{−1}_{4,8} 2 [E_2, E_3] = E_1, [E_2, E_4] = E_2, [E_3, E_4] = −E_3 g^α_{4,8}, −1 < α ≤ 1 1, 2 [E_1, E_4] = (1 + α)E_1, [E_2, E_4] = E_2, [E_3, E_4] = αE_3, [E_2, E_3] = E_1 g^α_{4,9}, α ≥ 0 2 [E_1, E_4] = 2αE_1, [E_2, E_4] = αE_2 − E_3, [E_3, E_4] = E_2 + αE_3, [E_2, E_3] = E_1 g_{4,10} 1 [E_1, E_3] = E_1, [E_2, E_3] = E_2, [E_1, E_4] = −E_2, [E_2, E_4] = E_1 Таблица 1. Four-dimensional real Lie algebras g, k is a number of equivalence classes of three-dimensional subspaces generating the Lie algebra g and similarly [e_2, [e_3, e_4]] = 3[e_3, e_4]. Due to what was said earlier, the number 3 is not an eigenvalue of the operator ad(e_2) : g → g. Therefore [e_1, e_4] = [e_3, e_4] = 0. Setting e_1 = E_2, e_2 = −E_4, e_3 = E_3, e_4 = E_1, we see from Table 1 that g = g^1_{4,8}. □

Remark 1. All four-dimensional real Lie algebras g but 4g_1, g_{2,1} ⊕ 2g_1, 2g_{2,1}, g_{3,1} ⊕ g_1, g_{3,3} ⊕ g_1, g^1_{4,2}, g^{α,1}_{4,5} , −1 ≤ α ≤ 1, α ≠ 0, g^{α,α}_{4,5} , −1 < α < 1, α ≠ 0, g^1_{4,8}, have two-dimensional generating subspaces [10].

Proposition 10. Let g be a four-dimensional real Lie algebra, for which there exists a generating two-dimensional subspace. A three-dimensional subspace q generates the Lie algebra g and contains no one-dimensional ideal of this algebra if and only if there exists a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3 := [e_1, e_2]) in q satisfying Lemma 1.

Proof. The sufficiency is obvious. Let us prove the necessity.

In consequence of Proposition 9 and Remark 1, it remains to consider the case when e_2 ∈ s ≠ ⟨e_2⟩. It is clear that ad(e_2) maps isomorphically any two-dimensional subspace p ⊂ q that does not contain e_2, on s. Since dim(p ∩ s) = 1 then there exists a vector e_1 ∈ p such that e_1 ∉ s and [e_1, e_2] ∉ ⟨e_2⟩. Hence the vectors e_1, e_2, e_3 := [e_1, e_2] constitute a basis q satisfying Lemma 1. □

Subspaces q_1, q_2 ⊂ g are said to be equivalent if q_2 = ξ(q_1) for some automorphism ξ of the Lie algebra g.

Proposition 11. Any two generating the Lie algebra g^1_{4,8} three-dimensional subspaces are equivalent.

Proof. It is easy to see that g^1_{4,8} has only one one-dimensional ideal ⟨E_1⟩ and each two-dimensional subspace J ⊂ g^′ containing E_1 is an ideal of this Lie algebra. Then, by Proposition 3, every three-dimensional generating subspace q of g^1_{4,8} does not contain E_1. Hence Proposition 11 follows from Remark 1, Propositions 9, 10, and their proofs. □

Proposition 12. Abnormal extremal (4) (and every its left shift) of a connected Lie group G with Lie algebra g^1_{4,8} and left-invariant sub-Finsler quasimetric d defined by a seminorm F on the three-dimensional generating subspace q ⊂ g^1_{4,8} with a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3) such that [e_2, e_k] = e_k, k = 1, 3, is nonstrongly abnormal if and only if F_U (0, s, 0) = 1/F (0, s, 0).

Proof. It follows from Proposition 11 and the proof of Proposition 9 that for any three-dimensional subspace q, generating the Lie algebra g^1_{4,8}, there exists a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3) such that [e_1, e_2] = −e_1, [e_2, e_3] = e_3. Taking into account the equalities (11), equations (7)–(10) can be rewritten as a system ψ^′_1 = u_2ψ_1, ψ^′_2 = 0, ψ^′_3 = u_2ψ_3, ψ^′_4 = 2u_2ψ_4, whose general solution has a form ψ_1(t) = φ_1e^{u2t}, ψ_2(t) = φ_2, ψ_3(t) = φ_3e^{u2t}, ψ_4(t) = φ_4e^{2u2t}, where φ_i, i = 1, . . . , 4, are some constant numbers.

According to PMP and (11), abnormal extremal (4) (and every its left shift) in the space (G, d) is nonstrongly abnormal if and only if there are φ_1, φ_3 ∈ R such that F_U (φ_1e^{u2t}, sF (0, s, 0), φ_3e^{u2t}) = 1 for almost all t ∈ R. This and the boundedness condition for the body U^∗, dual to U, imply that φ_1 = φ_3 = 0, i.e. F_U (0, s, 0) = 1/F (0, s, 0). □

Further, (·, ·) denotes the scalar product with orthonormal basis (e_1, e_2, e_3) from Proposition 12 or Theorem 1.

Theorem 3. Let d be a left-invariant sub-Riemannian metric on a connected fourdimensional Lie group G with a Lie algebra (g, [·, ·]) defined by a scalar product (·, ·)_1 on three-dimensional subspace q ⊂ g with orthonormal basis (ẽ_1, ẽ_2, ẽ_3), where ẽ_2 ‖ e_2, satisfying the conditions of Lemma 1. Аbnormal extremal (4) is nonstrongly abnormal if and only if s = [e_2, q] ⊂ ⟨ẽ_1, ẽ_3⟩.

Proof. According to Propositions 5, 9, we consider five cases: two cases from Proposition 5, one case in Proposition 12 and two cases in Theorem 1.

The criterion ⟨e_2⟩ = C(q) for nonstrong abnormality of the extremal (4) for any quasimetric (in particular, the sub-Riemannian metric) d on G is equivalent to the equality s = {0}, i.e. s ⊂ ⟨ẽ_1, ẽ_3⟩.

The extremal (4) is strongly abnormal for any quasimetric (in particular, the sub-Riemannian metric) d on G for ⟨e_2⟩ ⊂ s, which always gives s ⊄ ⟨ẽ_1, ẽ_3⟩.

Set g = g^1_{4,8}. By the last equality in Proposition 12 for F (u) = √ (u, u)_1, se_2 is (·, ·)-orthogonal to the tangent plane for ∂U at the point se_2/F (e_2). This plane is parallel to ⟨ẽ_1, ẽ_3⟩, and ⟨ẽ_1, ẽ_3⟩ = ⟨e_1, e_3⟩ = s.

In the first case of Theorem 1, s = ⟨e_3⟩, and it follows from the corresponding equality for F_U in the case F (u) = √ (u, u)_1 that (k(s), s, 0) is (·, ·)-orthogonal to the tangent plane to ∂U at the point se_2/F (e_2). This plane is parallel to ⟨ẽ_1, ẽ_3⟩, and s = ⟨e_3⟩ ⊂ ⟨ẽ_1, ẽ_3⟩.

In the second case of Theorem 1 we get that for F (u) = √ (u, u)_1, the vector (−C^2_{23}s/C^1_{23}, s, 0) and the tangent plane to ∂U at the point se_2/F (e_2) are orthogonal relative to (·, ·). This plane is parallel to the plane ⟨ẽ_1, ẽ_3⟩, which contains the vectors [e_2, e_3] = C^1_{23}e_1 + C^2_{23}e_2, [e_1, e_2] = e_3, therefore s = ⟨ẽ_1, ẽ_3⟩. □

Proposition 13. If a four-dimensional real Lie algebra g has a two-dimensional generating subspace p_0 then there exists a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3, e_4) for g such that e_1, e_2 ∈ p_0 and [e_1, e_2] = e_3, [e_1, e_3] = e_4, C^4_{23} = 0. A three-dimensional subspace q_0 := p_0 ⊕ [p_0, p_0] generates the Lie algebra g and the basis (e_1, e_2, e_3) of the subspace q_0 satisfies Lemma 1. If p̃ ⊂ g is equivalent to p_0 then the corresponding threedimensional subspaces q̃ = p̃ ⊕ [p̃, p̃] and q_0 are equivalent.

Proof. The first statement of Proposition 13 was proved in [10]. It immediately implies the second statement of this proposition. If p̃ = ξ(p_0) for some automorphism ξ of the Lie algebra g then (ξ(e_1), ξ(e_2), ξ(e_3)) is a basis of the subspace q̃ because ξ(e_3) = ξ([e_1, e_2]) = [ξ(e_1), ξ(e_2)]. Consequently, q̃ = ξ(q_0). □

Proposition 14. A three-dimensional subspace q ⊂ g generates g = 2g_{2,1} if and only if dim(q ∩ J) = 1 for every two-dimensional ideal J of the Lie algebra g. There exist two equivalence classes of such subspaces; q belongs to the first (the second) equivalence class if q contains one (contains no) one-dimensional ideal of g.

Proof. Let g^1_{2,1} and g^2_{,1} denote the first and the second copies of the Lie algebra g_{2,1} respectively, and L_1, L_2 be their one-dimensional ideals. The Lie algebra g has three two-dimensional ideals: g^1_{2,1}, g^2_{,1}, g^′ = L_1 ⊕ L_2. In consequence of Proposition 3, the intersection of a subspace q with each of them is one-dimensional. Two cases are possible:

(1) the intersection of a subspace q with exactly one of the Lie algebras g^1_{2,1}, g^2_{,1} is a one-dimensional ideal; without loss of generality, we can assume that q∩g^2_{,1} = L_2;

(2) q ∩ g^k_{2,1} ≠ L_k, k = 1, 2.

It is clear that subspaces q of the first and the second types are not equivalent. In the first case, there exists a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3) for q such that

e_1 ∈ q ∩ g^1_{2,1}, e_2 ∈ L_2, e_3 = f_1 + f_2, 0 ≠ f_1 ∈ L_1, f_2 ∈ g^2_{,1}, f_2 /∈ L_2,

moreover, [e_1, e_3] = f_1 = e_4, [e_2, e_3] = e_2, [e_1, e_4] = e_4, and all other Lie brackets for the basis vectors e_1, e_2, e_3, e_4 are zero. It follows from this that any two subspaces q of the first type are equivalent.

In the second case, there exists a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3) for q such that

e_1 ∈ q ∩ g^1_{2,1}, e_2 = e_1 + f_2, f_2 ∈ q ∩ g^2_{,1}, e_3 ∈ g^′, e_3 /∈ L_1, e_3 /∈ L_2,

and the components of the vector e_2 at E_2 and E_4 are equal to 1. Then e_4 := [e_1, e_3] ∈ L_1, [e_2, e_3] = −e_3, [e_1, e_4] = [e_2, e_4] = −e_4, and all other Lie brackets for the basis vectors e_1, e_2, e_3, e_4 are zero. It follows from this that any two subspaces q of the second type are equivalent. □

Proposition 15. A three-dimensional subspace q of the Lie algebra g = g_{3,6} ⊕ g_1 generates g if and only if q ≠ g_{3,6} and the projection of q to g_{3,6} along g_1 isn’t a twodimensional subalgebra of the Lie algebra g_{3,6}. There exist five equivalence classes of such subspaces.

Proof. The first statement follows from Proposition 1. According to [9], all twodimensional Lie subalgebras of the Lie algebra g_{3,6} are equivalent to ⟨E_1 − E_3, E_2⟩.

Let g_1 ⊂ q. By Lemma 1, q_1 = g_1 and since p ∩ q_1 = {0} for the two-dimensional space p := g_3 ∩ q then p generates g_3. In [13] was proved that there exist two equivalence classes of such spaces p so the similar statement holds for three-dimensional subspaces q, generating the Lie algebra g and containing g_1.

Now assume that g_1 ⊄ q, i.e. q contains no one-dimensional ideal of g. It follows from Remark 1 and Proposition 10 that there exists a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3 := [e_1, e_2]) in q satisfying Lemma 1, in particular, a two-dimensional subspace p_0 with the basis (e_1, e_2) generates the Lie algebra g. In [10] was proved that there exist four equivalence classes of such spaces p_0, and subspaces ⟨E_1, E_2 + E_4⟩, ⟨E_3, E_1 + E_4⟩, ⟨E_1, E_3 + E_4⟩, ⟨E_4 + (E_2 − E_3)/2, E_2 + E_3⟩ belong to the first, the second, the third, the fourth equivalence classes, respectively. It’s not hard to compute, taking into account Proposition 13, that for p_{0,i}, i = 1, . . . , 4, of i–th equivalence class, the three-dimensional subspace q_{0,i} = p_{0,i} ⊕ [p_{0,i}, p_{0,i}], i = 1, . . . , 4, has a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3) from Lemma 1 such that [e_1, e_2] = e_3, and for e_4 = [e_1, e_3],

[e_2, e_3] = −e_1, [e_2, e_4] = 0, [e_1, e_4] = e_3, [e_3, e_4] = e_1;

[e_2, e_3] = −e_1, [e_2, e_4] = 0, [e_1, e_4] = −e_3, [e_3, e_4] = −e_1;

[e_2, e_3] = e_1, [e_2, e_4] = 0, [e_1, e_4] = e_3, [e_3, e_4] = −e_1; [e_2, e_3] = e_2, [e_2, e_4] = e_3, [e_1, e_4] = 0, [e_3, e_4] = e_4

(in ascending order of i). With mutual permutation of vectors e_1 and e_3 the equality [e_1, e_2] = e_3 and the last three (respectively, the first of) relations in their first quadruple will go into the second quadruple (respectively, to [e_1, e_2] = e_3). Therefore, the subspaces q_{0,1} and q_{0,2} are equivalent.

Let us show that the subspaces q_{0,k}, k = 2, 3, 4, are pairwise not equivalent. Let ξ be an automorphism of the Lie algebra g_{3,6} ⊕ g_1 such that ξ(q_{0,k}) = q_{0,j}, where 2 ≤ k < j ≤ 4. Since ⟨e_2⟩ are the only one-dimensional normalizers of q_{0,k} and q_{0,j}, then ξ(⟨e_2⟩) = ⟨e_2⟩. Therefore j ≠ 4 because ⟨e_2⟩ ⊂ [⟨e_2⟩, q_{0,4}], and we have [⟨e_2⟩, q_{0,k}] = ⟨e_1, e_3⟩ = [⟨e_2⟩, ⟨e_1, e_3⟩] for k = 2, 3. Eigenvalues of the operator ad(e_2) on ⟨e_1, e_3⟩ are equal to ±1 for q_{0,2} and ±i for q_{0,3}. Therefore, these spectra are not real-similarly, q_{0,2} and q_{0,3} are not equivalent. □

Proposition 16. Any two three-dimensional subspaces of any four-dimensional real Lie algebra g ≠ sl(2, R) ⊕ g_1 , generating g and containing the same one-dimensional ideal of this algebra, are equivalent.

Proof. Assume that different three-dimensional subspaces q, q̃ ⊂ g generates a Lie algebra g and contain a one-dimensional ideal L of this algebra.

Suppose that L ⊄ C(g), 0 ≠ e_2 ∈ L. Then there exist linearly independent vectors e_1, e_3 from some two-dimensional subspace p ⊂ q, where p ∩ L = {0}, for which the first two equalities indicated below are satisfied:

(18) [e_1, e_2] = 0, [e_2, e_3] = e_2, [e_1, e_3] = e_4, [e_2, e_4] = 0.

We define e_4 by the third equality in (18). It follows from Lemma 1 that e_4 /∈ q, therefore (e_1, e_2, e_3, e_4) is a basis for g. The fourth relation in (18) follows from the Jacobi identity for vectors e_1, e_2, e_3 and the previous equalities:

[e_2, e_4] = [e_2, [e_1, e_3]] = [[e_2, e_1], e_3] + [e_1, [e_2, e_3]] = [e_1, e_2] = 0.

Equalities (18) and the Jacobi identities for vectors e_1, e_2, e_4 and e_2, e_3, e_4 imply

C^3_{14}e_2 = [e_2, [e_1, e_4]] = [[e_2, e_1], e_4] + [e_1, [e_2, e_4]] = 0 ⇒ C^3_{14} = 0;

C^3_{34}e_2 = [e_2, [e_3, e_4]] = [[e_2, e_3], e_4] + [e_3, [e_2, e_4]] = [e_2, e_4] = 0 ⇒ C^3_{34} = 0. Writing the Jacobi identity [e_3, [e_1, e_4]] = [e_1, [e_3, e_4]] for vectors e_1, e_3, e_4, taking into account (18) and the equalities C^3_{14} = 0, C^3_{34} = 0, we get

−C^1_{14}e_4 − C^2_{14}e_2 + C^4_{14}(C^1_{34}e_1 + C^2_{34}e_2 + C^4_{34}e_4) = [e_3, [e_1, e_4]] =

[e_1, [e_3, e_4]] = C^4_{34}(C^1_{14}e_1 + C^2_{14}e_2 + C^4_{14}e_4). Then

(19) [e_1, e_4] = C^2_{14}e_2 + C^4_{14}e_4, [e_3, e_4] = C^1_{34}e_1 + C^2_{34}e_2 + C^4_{34}e_4,

moreover,

(20) C^1_{34}C^4_{14} = 0, C^4_{14}C^2_{34} = C^2_{14}(C^4_{34} + 1).

Set C^4_{14} = 0. As we proved, there exists a basis (ẽ_1, ẽ_2, ẽ_3, ẽ_4) of the Lie algebra g such that the vectors ẽ_1, e_2, ẽ_3 belong to q̃ and

(21) [ẽ_1, e_2] = 0, [e_2, ẽ_3] = e_2, [ẽ_1, ẽ_3] = ẽ_4, [e_2, ẽ_4] = 0.

Let us denote by a_i, b_i, i = 1, . . . , 4, respectively, coordinates of the vectors ẽ_1 and ẽ_3 in the basis (e_1, e_2, e_3, e_4). Since q̃ ≠ q and each vector, collinear to a basis vector, can be added to another basis vector, we can assume that a_4 = a_2 = b_2 = 0, b_4 ≠ 0. Then due to (18) and (21) we have

0 = [ẽ_1, e_2] = a_1[e_1, e_2] − a_3[e_2, e_3] = −a_3e_2 ⇒ a_3 = 0,

e_2 = [e_2, ẽ_3] = −b_1[e_1, e_2] + b_3[e_2, e_3] + b_4[e_2, e_4] = b_3e_2 ⇒ b_3 = 1. Adding, if it is necessary, the vector (b_4 − b_1)ẽ_1 to the vector ẽ_3, we can assume that ẽ_1 = e_1 and ẽ_3 = b_4e_1 + e_3 + b_4e_4. Grating (18), (19), and C^4_{14} = 0, we find consequtively

ẽ_4 = [e_1, b_4e_1 + e_3 + b_4e_4] = e_4 + b_4[e_1, e_4] = e_4 + b_4C^2_{14}e_2,

[ẽ_1, ẽ_4] = [e_1, e_4 + b_4C^2_{14}e_2] = [e_1, e_4] + b_4C^2_{14}[e_1, e_2] = [e_1, e_4], [ẽ_3, ẽ_4] = [b_4e_1 + e_3 + b_4e_4, e_4 + b_4C^2_{14}e_2] = b_4[e_1, e_4] + [e_3, e_4] − b_4C^2_{14}[e_2, e_3] = b_4C^2_{14}e_2 + [e_3, e_4] − b_4C^2_{14}[e_2, e_3] = [e_3, e_4], [e_2, e^∗_4] = [e_2, e_4 + b_4C^2_{14}e_2] = [e_2, e_4] = 0. Consequently, a linear operator ξ of the Lie algebra g such that ξ(e_2) = e_2, ξ(e_i) = ẽ_i, i = 1, 3, 4, is an automorphism of the Lie algebra g and the equality ξ(q) = q̃ holds, i.e. the subspaces q and q̃ are equivalent.

Assume that C^4_{14} ≠ 0. Using (18), (19), (20), it is easy to check that g is isomorphic to 2g_{2,1}; the required isomorphism ξ : g → 2g_{2,1} is given by formulas

ξ(e_1) = ( −C^2_{14}/C^4_{14} ) E_1 − C^4_{14}E_4, ξ(e_2) = E_1,

ξ(e_3) = E_2 + E_3 − C^4_{34}E_4, ξ(e_4) = ( −C^2_{14}/C^4_{14} ) E_1 + C^4_{14}E_3.

Then on the ground of Proposition 14 the subspaces q and q̃ are equivalent.

Assume that L ⊂ C(g). At first, consider all indecomposable four-dimensional Lie algebras containing a nontrivial (one-dimensional) central ideal: g_{4,1}, g_{4,3}, g^{−1}_{4,8}, g^0_{4,9}.

Set g = g_{4,1} or g = g_{4,3}. In consequence of Proposition 3, any three-dimensional subspace q, generating g and containing C(g), has a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3), where e_1 does not belong to the three-dimensional ideal I = ⟨E_1, E_2, E_3⟩, e_2 = E_1 in the case g_{4,1} and e_2 = E_2 in the case g_{4,3}, e_3 ∈ I and e_3 does not belong to any two-dimensional ideal J ⊂ I, and the components of the vector e_1 at E_4 and of the vector e_3 at E_3 in the basis (E_1, E_2, E_3, E_4) are equal to 1. Then e_4 := [e_1, e_3] /∈ q, [e_1, e_4] = e_2 in the case g_{4,1} and [e_1, e_4] = −e_2 − e_4 in the case g_{4,3}, while all other Lie brackets for vectors e_1, e_2, e_3, e_4 are zero. Consequently, any two three-dimensional subspaces, generating g and containing C(g), are equivalent.

Assume that g = g^{−1}_{4,8} or g = g^0_{4,9}. In consequence of Proposition 3, any threedimensional subspace q, generating g and containing C(g), has a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3), where e_1 /∈ g^′, e_2 ∈ C(g), e_3 ∈ g^′ and in the case g^{−1}_{4,8}, the vector e_3 does not belong to two-dimensional ideals J_1 = ⟨E_1, E_2⟩ and J_2 = ⟨E_1, E_3⟩. Since one can add to a vector of the basis any vector, collinear to another vector of the basis, we can assume without loss of generality that e_1 = a_1E_1 + a_2E_2 + a_3E_3 + E_4,

g^{−1}_{4,8} : e_2 = a_4a_5E_1, e_3 = (a_3a_4 + a_2a_5)E_1 + a_4E_2 + a_5E_3, a_4a_5 ≠ 0;

g^0_{4,9} : e_2 = (a^2_4 + a^2_5)E_1, e_3 = (a_3a_5 − a_2a_4)E_1 + a_4E_2 − a_5E_3, a^2_4 + a^2_5 ≠ 0.

Then e_4 := [e_1, e_3] /∈ q. It is easy to check that [e_1, e_4] = e_3, [e_3, e_4] = 2e_2 in the case g^{−1}_{4,8} and [e_1, e_4] = −e_3, [e_3, e_4] = e_2 in the case g^0_{4,9}, while all other Lie brackets for vectors e_1, e_2, e_3, e_4 are zero. Consequently, any two three-dimensional subspaces, generating g and containing C(g), are equivalent.

Now assume that g = g_3 ⊕ g_1, g_3 ≠ g_{3,1}, g_3 ≠ sl(2, R). By Lemma 1, q_1 = g_1 for any three-dimensional subspace q, generating g. Since p ∩ q_1 = {0} for twodimensional subspace p := g_3 ∩ q, then on the ground of Lemma 1, p generates g_3. In [10] was proved that in this case g_3 ≠ g_{3,3} and any two such subspaces p are equivalent. Consequently, any two such three-dimensional subspaces, generating g and containing g_1, are equivalent.

Assume that g = g_{3,1} ⊕ g_1. Since dim g^′ = 1, dim C(g) = 2 and g^′ ⊂ C(g), then any three-dimensional generating subspace q ⊂ g does not contain g^′ and, due to Lemma 1, q_1 = C(g) ∩ q. By virtue of Proposition 3, the subspace q has a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3), where e_1 (e_3) belongs to two-dimensional commutative ideal J_1 = ⟨E_1, E_2⟩ (respectively, J_2 = ⟨E_1, E_3⟩), e_1, e_3 /∈ g^′, e_2 ∈ q_1. Then e_4 := [e_1, e_3] /∈ q, all other Lie brackets for vectors e_1, e_2, e_3, e_4 are zero. Consequently, any two threedimensional subspaces, generating g_{3,1} ⊕ g_1 are equivalent.

It remains to consider the Lie algebra g = g_{2,1} ⊕ 2g_1. Since dim g^′ = 1, C(g) = 2g_1 then any three-dimensional subspace q of the Lie algebra g, generating it, does not contain g^′ and, due to Lemma 1, q_1 = C(g) ∩ q. Since the subalgebras g_{2,1}, C(g) are two-dimensional and g^′ ⊂ g_{2,1}, then subspaces q ∩ g_{2,1} and q ∩ C(g) are one-dimensional. Then there exists a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3) for q such that

e_1 ∈ g_{2,1}, e_1 /∈ g^′, e_2 ∈ C(g), e_3 = f_1 + f_2, 0 ≠ f_1 ∈ g^′, 0 ≠ f_2 ∈ C(g),

moreover, [e_1, e_3] = e_4 = f_1, [e_1, e_4] = e_4, all other Lie brackets for vectors e_1, e_2, e_3, e_4 are zero. Consequently, any three-dimensional subspaces of the Lie algebra g_{2,1} ⊕2g_1, generating it, are equivalent. □

Proposition 17. Assume that a four-dimensional Lie algebra g has three-dimensional generating subspaces. Then

1. If g has an infinite number of two-dimensional ideals then any two threedimensional subspaces, generating the Lie algebra g, are equivalent.

2. If g has a finite number (respectively, zero) of two-dimensional ideals and g is different from the Lie algebras 2g_{2,1}, g_{3,6} ⊕ g_1, then g has a finite number m, 0 ≤ m ≤ 3, of pairwise nonequivalent one-dimensional ideals L_1, . . . , L_m. There exist m + 1 equivalence classes of three-dimensional subspaces, generating the Lie algebra g; q ⊂ g belongs to the i–th equivalence class (i = 1, . . . , m), if L_i ⊂ q; q ⊂ g belongs to the (m + 1)–th equivalence class, if q contains no one-dimensional ideal of the Lie algebra g.

Proof. 1. It follows from Table 1 and Corollary 2 that g is one of the Lie algebras g_{2,1} ⊕ 2g_1, g_{3,1} ⊕ g_1, g_{3,3} ⊕ g_1, g^1_{4,2}, g^1_{4,8}, g^{α,1}_{4,5} , −1 ≤ α < 1, α ≠ 0, g^{α,α}_{4,5} , −1 < α < 1, α ≠ 0.

Lie algebras g_{2,1} ⊕ 2g_1, g_{3,1} ⊕ g_1 were considered in the proof of Proposition 16. Set g = g_{3,3} ⊕ g_1. Every two-dimensional subspace in g_{3,3} is a Lie algebra. Therefore a three-dimensional subspace q ⊂ g generates g if and only if g_{3,3} is a projection of q to g_{3,3} along g_1 and dim(q ∩ g^′) = 1. Then any two three-dimensional subspaces, generating the Lie algebra g, are equivalent.

Set g = g^1_{4,2}. It is easy to see that every two-dimensional subspace J ⊂ g^′, containing the vector E_2, is an ideal of the Lie algebra g. Then by Proposition 3 every three-dimensional subspace q of g, generating it, does not contain E_2 and has a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3), where e_1 /∈ g^′ and the component of the vector e_1 at E_4 is equal to 1, e_2 ∈ ⟨E_1, E_2⟩, e_3 ∈ ⟨E_2, E_3⟩. It is easy to check that

[e_1, e_2] = −e_2, e_4 := [e_1, e_3] /∈ q, [e_1, e_4] = −e_3 − 2e_4,

all other Lie brackets for vectors e_1, e_2, e_3, e_4 are zero. Consequently, any threedimensional subspace, generating g^1_{4,2}, contains a one-dimensional ideal of this Lie algebra, and any two such subspaces are equivalent.

Set g = g^{α,1}_{4,5} or g = g^{α,α}_{4,5} , −1 ≤ α < 1, α ≠ 0. It is easy to see that the subspace I := ⟨E_1, E_2⟩ in the case g^{α,1}_{4,5} (I := ⟨E_2, E_3⟩ in the case g^{α,α}_{4,5} ) and every two-dimensional subspace J ⊂ g^′, containing the vector E_3 in the case g^{α,1}_{4,5} (E_1 in the case g^{α,α}_{4,5} ), are ideals of this Lie algebra. Then by Proposition 3 every threedimensional subspace q of the Lie algebra g, generating it, does not contain E_3 in the case g^{α,1}_{4,5} (E_1 in the case g^{α,α}_{4,5} ) and has a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3), where e_1 /∈ g^′ and the component of the vector e_1 at E_4 is equal to 1, e_2 ∈ I, e_3 = g_1 + E_3, g_1 ∈ I, g_1 ∦ e_2. It is easy to check that

g^{α,1}_{4,5} : [e_1, e_2] = −e_2, e_4 := [e_1, e_3] /∈ q, [e_1, e_4] = −αe_3 − (1 + α)e_4,

g^{α,α}_{4,5} : [e_1, e_2] = −αe_2, e_4 := [e_1, e_3] /∈ q, [e_1, e_4] = −αe_3 − (1 + α)e_4,

all other Lie brackets for vectors e_1, e_2, e_3, e_4 are zero. Consequently, any threedimensional subspace, generating g, contains a one-dimensional ideal of this Lie algebra, and any two such subspaces are equivalent.

The statement for the Lie algebra g^1_{4,8} is proved in Proposition 11. 2. Let g be different from the Lie algebras 2g_{2,1}, g_{3,6} ⊕g_1 and have a finite number (respectively, zero) of two-dimensional ideals. It follows from Table 1 that 1) m = 0 for g = g_{4,10};

2) m = 1 for decomposable Lie algebras g^α_{3,5} ⊕ g_1, α ≥ 0, g_{3,7} ⊕ g_1 (the center is ⟨E_4⟩), for indecomposable Lie algebras g_{4,1}, g_{4,4}, g^{α,β}_{4,6} , α > 0, β ∈ R, g_{4,7}, g^α_{4,8}, −1 ≤ α < 1, g^α_{4,9}, α ≥ 0 (one-dimensional ideal is ⟨E_1⟩);

3) m = 2 for the Lie algebras a) g_{3,2} ⊕ g_1 (with one-dimensional ideals ⟨E_1⟩ and g_1), b) g^0_{3,4} ⊕ g_1 (with central ideal g_1 and noncentral mutually equivalent onedimensional ideals ⟨E_1 + E_2⟩ and ⟨E_1 − E_2⟩ are equivalent), c) g^α_{4,2}, α /∈ {0, 1} and g_{4,3} (with one-dimensional ideals ⟨E_1⟩ and ⟨E_2⟩);

4) m = 3 for the Lie algebras a) g^α_{3,4} ⊕ g_1, 0 < α ≠ 1 (with one-dimensional ideals ⟨E_1 + E_2⟩, ⟨E_1 − E_2⟩, g_1), b) g^{α,β}_{4,5} , −1 < α < β < 1, αβ ≠ 0 or α = −1, 0 < β < 1 (with one-dimensional ideals ⟨E_1⟩, ⟨E_2⟩, ⟨E_3⟩).

In the case 3), a) the ideals ⟨E_1⟩ and g_1 aren’t equivalent because ⟨E_1⟩ ⊂ g^′ and g_1 ⊄ g^′. The case 3), b) is similar. In the case 3), c) the operator ad(−E_4) : g^′ → g^′ has its own subspaces ⟨E_1⟩ and ⟨E_2⟩ with different eigenvalues α, 1 for g^α_{4,2}, α /∈ {0, 1} and 1, 0 for g_{4,3}. Denoting by g any of these Lie algebras, by λ_i eigenvalues for ⟨E_i⟩, i = 1, 2, and ad(−E_4), we get for every automorphism ξ of the Lie algebra g:

[ξ(E_i), ξ(E_4)] = ξ([E_i, E_4]) = ξ(λ_iE_i) = λ_i(ξ(E_i)).

Then ξ(E_4) = E_4 + f, f ∈ g^′ and ξ(⟨E_i⟩) = ⟨E_i⟩, i = 1, 2; ⟨E_1⟩ and ⟨E_2⟩ are not equivalent.

A similar argument is applicable to prove the part 4). In the case a), g_1 ⊄ g^′ and the operator ad E_3 has eigenvectors E_1 +E_2 and E_1 −E_2, corresponding respectively to different eigenvalues α − 1 and α + 1. Therefore one-dimensional ideals ⟨E_1 + E_2⟩, ⟨E_1 − E_2⟩, g_1 are pairwise not equivalent. In the case b), the operator ad(−E_4) has eigenvectors E_1, E_2, and E_3, with corresponding different eigenvalues 1, β and α. Therefore, one-dimensional ideals ⟨E_1⟩, ⟨E_2⟩, ⟨E_3⟩ are pairwise not equivalent.

According to Table 2 in paper [9], for every one-dimensional ideal L of the Lie algebra g from p. 2 of Proposition 17 there exists a three-dimensional subspace q, containing L and generating g. On the ground of Proposition 16, any two such subspaces are equivalent. Besides, due to Lemma 1, the subspace q cannot contain a one-dimensional ideal of the Lie algebra g other than L. This immediately implies that three-dimensional subspaces in g, generating g and containing nonequivalent one-dimensional ideals, are not equivalent themselves.

If a three-dimensional subspace q, generating the Lie algebra g from p. 2 of Proposition 17, contains no one-dimensional ideal of this algebra, then by Proposition 10 and Remark 1 there exists a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3 := [e_1, e_2]) in q, satisfying Lemma 1, i.e. two-dimensional subspace with a basis (e_1, e_2) generates the Lie algebra g. In [10] was proved that any two such two-dimensional subspaces are equivalent, moreover, [e_2, e_3] = 0 for the Lie algebras from p. 2 of Proposition 17 with three-dimensional commutative ideal; C^1_{23} ≠ 0, C^2_{23} = 0 for the Lie algebras g_{4,7}, g^α_{4,9}, α ≥ 0, g^α_{4,8}, −1 ≤ α < 1, α ≠ 0; C^1_{23} = C^2_{23} = 0 for the Lie algebras g^0_{4,8} and g_{4,10}. This and Proposition 13 imply that any two such three-dimensional subspaces q are equivalent. □

Corollary 3. Let k be a number of equivalence classes of three-dimensional subspaces, generating a four-dimensional real Lie algebra g.

1. If g = g^α_{3,4} ⊕ g_1, 0 ≤ α ≠ 1, then k = 3 for α = 0 and k = 4 for α ≠ 0. 2. If g = g^α_{4,2}, α ≠ 0, then k = 1 for α = 1 and k = 3 in other cases. 3. If g = g^{α,β}_{4,5} , −1 < α ≤ β ≤ 1, αβ ≠ 0, or α = −1, 0 < β ≤ 1, then k = 1 for α = β ≠ 1 or β = 1, α ≠ 1 and k = 4 in other cases.

4. If g = g^α_{4,8}, −1 ≤ α ≤ 1, then k = 1 for α = 1 and k = 2 for α ≠ 1.

The next theorem follows from [10], Table 1, Propositions 9, 10, 13 and proofs of Propositions 14 – 17.

Theorem 4. Let (g, [·, ·]) and q ⊂ g be a four-dimensional Lie algebra and a threedimensional subspace, generating g by the Lie bracket [·, ·].

1. If g = 2g_{2,1} then two following cases are posible: 1) q contains a one-dimensional ideal of the Lie algebra g; 2) q has a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3 = [e_1, e_2]) such that [e_1, e_2] = 0 and 0 ≠ [e_2, e_3] ‖ e_3.

2. If g is one of the Lie algebras g_{3,2} ⊕ g_1, g^α_{3,4} ⊕ g_1, 0 ≤ α ≠ 1, g = g_{4,3}, then three following cases are posible:

1) C(g) ⊂ q;

2) q contains a one-dimensional noncentral ideal of the Lie algebra g; 3) q has a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3 = [e_1, e_2]) such that [e_2, e_3] = 0.

3. If g is one of the Lie algebras g^α_{3,5} ⊕ g_1, α ≥ 0, g_{4,1}, then two following cases are posible:

1) C(g) ⊂ q;

2) q has a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3 = [e_1, e_2]) such that [e_2, e_3] = 0. 4. If g = g_{3,6} ⊕ g_1 then three following cases are posible: 1) g_1 ⊂ q;

2) q has a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3 = [e_1, e_2]) such that 0 ≠ [e_2, e_3] ‖ e_2; 3) q has a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3 = [e_1, e_2]) such that 0 ≠ [e_2, e_3] ‖ e_1. 5. If g = g_{3,7} ⊕ g_1 then two following cases are posible: 1) C(g) ⊂ q;

2) q has a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3 = [e_1, e_2]) such that 0 ≠ [e_2, e_3] ‖ e_1. 6. If g is one of the Lie algebras g^α_{4,2}, α /∈ {0, 1}, g_{4,4}, g^{α,β}_{4,5} , −1 < α < β < 1, αβ ≠ 0 or α = −1, 0 < β ≤ 1, g^{α,β}_{4,6} , α > 0, β ∈ R, then two following cases are posible:

1) q contains a one-dimensional noncentral ideal of the Lie algebra g; 2) q has a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3 = [e_1, e_2]) such that [e_2, e_3] = 0.

7. If g is one of the Lie algebras g_{4,7}, g^α_{4,8}, −1 < α < 1, α ≠ 0, g^{α,β}_{4,9} , α ≥ 0, β ∈ R, then two following cases are posible:

1) q contains a one-dimensional noncentral ideal of the Lie algebra g; 2) q has a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3 = [e_1, e_2]) such that C^1_{23} ≠ 0, C^2_{23} = 0. 8. If g = g^{−1}_{4,8} or g = g^0_{4,9} then two following cases are posible: 1) C(g) ⊂ q;

2) q has a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3 = [e_1, e_2]) such that C^1_{23} ≠ 0, C^2_{23} = 0. 9. If g = g^0_{4,8} then two following cases are posible:

1) q contains a one-dimensional noncentral ideal of the Lie algebra g; 2) q has a basis (e_1, e_2, e_3 = [e_1, e_2]) such that C^1_{23} = C^2_{23} = 0.

The next theorem follows from [10], Proposition 5, Corollary 1, the proofs of Propositions 16 и 17, and Theorems 1, 4.

Theorem 5. Let G, q ⊂ g, and d be respectively a four-dimensional connected Lie group with Lie algebra (g, [·, ·]), a three-dimensional subspace, generating g by the Lie bracket [·, ·], and arbitrary left-invariant quasimetric G, defined by some seminorm F on q. Then

1. Every abnormal extremal of the space (G, d) is nonstrongly abnormal for the Lie algebras g = g_{2,1} ⊕ 2g_1, g = g_{3,1} ⊕ g_1 and in the cases 2, 1); 3, 1); 4, 1); 5, 1); 8, 1) of Theorem 4.

2. Every abnormal extremal of the space (G, d) is strongly abnormal for the Lie algebras g_{3,3} ⊕ g_1, g^1_{4,2}, g^{α,1}_{4,5} , g = g^{α,α}_{4,5} , −1 ≤ α < 1, α ≠ 0, and in the cases 1, 1); 2, 2); 4, 2); 6, 1); 7, 1); 9, 1) of Theorem 4.

3. For the Lie algebra g_{4,10} and in the cases 1, 2); 2, 3); 3, 2); 6, 2); 9, 2) of Theorem 4, abnormal extremal (4) (and every its left shift) of the space (G, d) is nonstrongly abnormal if and only if F_U (k(s), s, 0) = 1/F (0, s, 0) for some k(s) ∈ R.

4. In the cases 4, 3); 5, 2), 7, 2); 8, 2) of Theorem 4, abnormal extremal (4) (and every its left shift) of the space (G, d) is nonstrongly abnormal if and only if F_U (0, s, 0) = 1/F (0, s, 0).

References

[1] Berestovskii V.N. Homogeneous spaces with inner metric. Soviet Math. Dokl., 38(1989), 60–63. [2] Pontryagin L.S., Boltyanskii V.G., Gamkrelidze R.V., Mishchenko E.F. The mathematical theory of optimal processes. New York-London: Interscience Publishers John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 1962.

[3] Milnor J. Curvatures of left invariant metrics on Lie groups. Adv. Math., 21(1976), 293–329. [4] Berestovskii V.N. Homogeneous spaces with inner metric, I. Siber. Math. J., 29:6(1988), 17–29. [5] Berestovskii V.N. Curvatures of homogeneous sub-Riemannian manifolds. European J. of Mathematics, 3(2017), 788–807.

[6] Berestovskii V.N., Zubareva I.A. PMP, (co)adjoint representation and normal geodesics of left-invariant (sub-)Finsler metrics on Lie groups. Chebyshevskii sbornik, 21:2(2020), 43–64. DOI 10.22405/2226-8383-2020-21-2-43-64 [7] Mubarakzyanov G.M. On solvable Lie algebras (in Russian). Izv. vuzov. Matem., 1(1963), 114–123.

[8] Biggs R., Remsing C. On the Classification of Real Four-Dimensional Lie Groups. Journal of Lie Theory, 26(2016), 1001–1035.

[9] Patera J., Winternitz P. Subalgebras of real three– and four–dimensional Lie algebras. J.

Math. Phys., 18:7(1977), 1449–1455.

[10] Berestovskii V.N., Zubareva I.A. Abnormal extremals of left-invariant sub-Finsler quasimetrics on four-dimensional Lie groups, Siber. Math. J. 62:3(2021), 481–501.

[11] Liu W., Sussmann H. Shortest parts for sub–Riemannian metrics on rank–two distributions, Memoirs of the Amer. Math. Soc. 118:564(1995).

[12] Agrachev A.A., Sachkov Yu.L. Control theory from the geometric viewpoint. Berlin– Heidelberg: Springer-Verlag, 2004.

[13] Agrachev A., Barilari D. Sub-Riemannian structures on 3D Lie groups. Journal of Dynamical and Control Systems, 18:1(2012), 21–44.

Sobolev Institute of Mathematics, 4 Koptyug Av., Novosibirsk, 630090, Russia

Email address: valeraberestovskii@gmail.com

Sobolev Institute of Mathematics, 13 Pevtsov Str., Omsk, 644099, Russia

Email address: i_gribanova@mail.ru