arXiv:2210.12180v1 [math.DG] 21 Oct 2022

MAGNETIC FIELDS ON NON-SINGULAR 2-STEP NILPOTENT LIE GROUPS

GABRIELA P. OVANDO, MAURO SUBILS

Abstract. The aim of this work is the study of left-invariant magnetic fields on 2-step nilpotent Lie groups. While the existence of closed 2-forms for which the center is either nondegenerate or in the kernel of the 2-form, is always guaranteed, the existence of closed 2-forms for which the center is isotropic but not in the kernel of the 2-form, is a special situation. These 2-forms are called of type II. We obtain a strong obstruction for the existence on non-singular Lie algebras. Moreover, we prove that the only H-type Lie groups admitting closed 2-forms of type II are the real, complex and quaternionic Heisenberg Lie groups of dimension three, six and seven, respectively. We also prove the non-existence of uniform magnetic fields under certain hypotheses. Finally we give a construction of non-singular Lie algebras, proving that in some families of these examples there are no closed 2-form of type II.

1. Introduction

Recently, in [1] it was proved that nilpotent fat sub-symmetric spaces are always 2- step nilpotent groups. Fat bundles were introduce by Weinstein in [23] in order to study distributions which are in some sense “completely non flat”. On this bundles any vector field on the distribution generates all the tangent bundle by taking brackets with other horizontal vector fields, which is equivalent to say that the symbol of this distribution is a non-singular 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra as introduced in [10]. So they are also called fat Lie algebras [18] [14].

The study of 2-forms on 2-step nilpotent Lie groups was treated by many authors in different frameworks, obtaining important results in the following topics: Killing Yano 2- forms [2], Killing forms [8], symplectic structures (see for instance [6, 7, 9, 16]). In the present paper we focus on closed left-invariant 2-forms on a 2-step nilpotent Lie group N. These 2-forms are called magnetic fields, since they are deeply related to magnetic trajectories (see for instance [22, 20] and references herein). In fact, magnetic trajectories are curves on a Riemannian manifold (M, ⟨ , ⟩), solutions of the equation

(1) ∇_γ′ γ^′ = F γ^′,

(2000) Mathematics Subject Classification: 70G45, 22E25, 53C99, 70G65 . Key words and phrases: 2-step nilmanifolds, closed 2-forms, H-type Lie groups. Partially supported by SCyT (UNR). 1

where ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection on M and F is a (1,1)-tensor giving rise to a closed 2-form ω = ⟨F ·, ·⟩, which could be degenerate. It is important to notice that different magnetic fields produce magnetic trajectories with strong differences with respect to their behaviour, specially when considering magnetic fields of type II.

Whenever Γ is a discrete co-compact subgroup of the Lie group N, the quotient space M = Γ\N is a compact nilmanifold. By Nomizu’s Theorem every de Rahm cohomology group H^i(M, R) is isomorphic to H^i(n). In particular one looks for closed 2-forms on the on the Lie algebra of N, namely n.

Dotti and Tirao in [9] proved that if the 2-step nilpotent Lie group N admits a leftinvariant symplectic structure, then

2 dim[n, n] ≤ dim n + 1.

By studying the existence of closed 2-forms we proved that if n is non-singular and

dim n > 3 dim[n, n],

then any closed 2-form ω on n satisfies

ω(Z, U) = 0, for all Z ∈ z, U ∈ n.

This is equivalent to say that for any metric, the corresponding skew-symmetric map induced by ω preserves the decomposition

(∗) n = v ⊕ z, for v = z^⊥,

where z denotes the center of n. Notice that in the non-singular case, the commutator [n, n] coincides with the center of the Lie algebra z.

We proved the following theorem:

Theorem (see Theorem 4.3 ) Let N be an H-type Lie group. It admits a left-invariant Lorentz force, such that F z ⊆ v and F v ⊆ z if and only if the Lie algebra n is (isomorphic to) the Heisenberg Lie algebra of dimension three, the complex Heisenberg Lie algebra of dimension six or the quaternionic Heisenberg Lie algebra of dimension seven.

These are exactly the Lie algebras such that the corresponding nilmanifolds T^t × Γ\N admit a symplectic structure, where t = 0, 1, [9]. The proof given there makes use of cohomological methods. In other words, these results prove the following equivalences for an H-type Lie group N:

• T^t × N admits a (left-invariant) symplectic structure, t = 0, 1. • N admits a closed left-invariant 2-form such that ω(z, z) = 0 but ω(z, n) ≠ 0. • the Lie algebra of N is isomorphic to the Heisenberg Lie algebra of dimension three h_3, the complex Heisenberg Lie algebra of dimension six h(C ) or the quaternionic Heisenberg Lie algebra of dimension seven h(H ).

Indeed, along the text we show examples of singular and almost non-singular Lie algebras admitting closed 2-forms of type II. To obtain these results we consider the decomposition above in (*) and decompose a Lorentz map F : n → n as F = F_1 + F_2, where F_1 preserves the decomposition, while F_2 verifies F_2(v) ⊂ z and F_2(z) ⊂ v. In this way the closeness condition can be written in terms of conditions for each one of these maps F_i, that we deepen. By considering the non-singular property, one gets the first lemma and after that, a deeply study on H-type Lie algebras, gives the proof of the theorem, using features of the corresponding division algebras.

A later question was considered: are there other non-singular Lie algebras than the Htype ones, admitting closed 2-forms of type II? At this point one can realized that the most known examples of non-singular Lie algebras are the H-type ones and there are few methods to construct others. For center of dimension 2 they are classified in [15], where they also define the concept of H̃-type Lie algebras. Other interesting examples with center of dimension 3 are given in [14]. But all these examples of non H-type Lie algebras appear on dimensions of non irreducible H-type Lie algebras. Inspired by [15], we propose another way to construct non-singular Lie algebras, by modifying one of the Lie bracket relations on an H-type Lie algebra. In this way we get non-singular Lie algebras that are not of type H for any admissible dimension greater than 7.

In some families of these new examples of non-singular Lie algebras, we proved that there are no closed 2-forms of type II. Thus, the question of existence of closed 2-forms of type II in non-singular Lie algebras is still open.

2. Lie groups of step two with a left-invariant metric

A Lie group is called 2-step nilpotent if its Lie algebra is 2-step nilpotent, that is, the Lie bracket satisfies [[U, V ], W ] = 0 for all U, V, W ∈ n. Throughout this paper Lie groups, so as their Lie algebras are considered over R.

Example 2.1. The smallest dimensional 2-step nilpotent Lie group is the Heisenberg Lie group H_3. It has dimension three and its Lie algebra is spanned by vectors e_1, e_2, e_3 satisfying the non-trivial Lie bracket relation

[e_1, e_2] = e_3.

The Lie group H_3 can be modelled on R^3 equipped with the product operation given by

(v_1, z_1)(v_2, z_2) = (v_1 + v_2, z_1 + z_2 + 1 2 v^t_1Jv_2),

where v_i = (x_i, y_i), i=1,2 and J : R^2 → R^2 is the linear map J(x, y) = (y, −x). By using this, usual computations show that a basis of left-invariant vector fields is given at p = (x, y, z) by e_1(p) = ∂_x − 1 2 y∂_z, e_2(p) = ∂_y + 1 2 x∂_z, e_3(p) = ∂_z.

Another presentation of the Heisenberg Lie group is given by 3 × 3-triangular real matrices with 1’s on the diagonal with the usual multiplication of matrices.

A Riemannian metric ⟨ , ⟩ on the Lie group N is called left-invariant if translations on the left by elements of the group are isometries. Thus, a left-invariant metric is determined at the Lie algebra level n, usually identified with the tangent space at the identity element T_eN. The metric on the Lie algebra, also denoted ⟨ , ⟩, determines an orthogonal decomposition as vector spaces:

(2) n = v ⊕ z, where v = z^⊥

and z denotes the center of n. The subspaces v and z induce left-invariant distributions on N, denoted by V and Z.

The decomposition in Equation (2) induces the skew-symmetric maps j_Z : v → v, for every Z ∈ z, implicitly defined by (3) ⟨Z, [V, W ]⟩ = ⟨j_Z V, W ⟩ for all Z ∈ z, V, W ∈ v. Note that j : z → so(v) is a linear map. Let C(n) denote the commutator of the Lie algebra n. One has the splitting

z = C(n) ⊕ ker(j)

as orthogonal direct sum of vector spaces. In fact,

• since ⟨Z, [U, V ]⟩ = 0 for all U, V ∈ v and Z ∈ ker(j), then ker(j) ⊥ C(n). • dim z = dim ker(j) + dim C(n).

• The restriction j : C(n) → so(v) is injective.

In fact, assume j_Z = j¯_Z for Z, Z̄ ∈ C(n). Then j_{Z−}¯_Z = 0, so that Z − Z̄ ∈ ker(j) ∩ C(n). Thus Z − Z̄ = 0.

See the proof of the next result in Proposition 2.7 of [10].

Proposition 2.2. [10] Let (N, ⟨, , ⟩) denote a 2-step nilpotent Lie group with a left-invariant metric. Then

• the subspaces ker j and C(n) are commuting ideals in n.

• Let E = exp(ker(j)). Then E is the Euclidean de Rham factor of N and N is isometric to the Riemannian product of the totally geodesic submanifolds E and N̄ where N̄ = exp(v ⊕ C(n)).

Example 2.3. Let h_3 denote the Heisenberg Lie algebra of dimension three with basis e_1, e_2, e_3 as in Example 2.1. Take the metric so that this basis is orthonormal. It is not hard to see that the center is the subspace z = span{e_3}, while its orthogonal complement is the subspace v = span{e_1, e_2} and moreover the map j : z → so(v) is generated by

j_{e3} = ( 0 −1 1 0 ) , in the basis e_1, e_2 of v.

Definition 2.4. A 2 -step nilpotent real Lie algebra n with center z is called non-singular if ad(X) : n → z is onto for any X /∈ z [10]. The corresponding 2-step nilpotent Lie group will be called non-singular.

See the next examples of non-singular Lie algebras.

Example 2.5. Heisenberg Lie algebras. Let n ≥ 1 be any integer and let X_1, Y_1, X_2, Y_2, . . . , X_n, Y_n be any basis of a real vector space v isomorphic to R^{2n} . Let Z be an element generating a one dimensional space z. Define a Lie bracket by [X_i, Y_i] = −[Y_i, X_i] = Z and the other Lie brackets by zero. The Lie algebra h_{2n+1} = v ⊕ z is the (2n + 1)-dimensional Heisenberg Lie algebra.

Example 2.6. Quaternionic Heisenberg Lie algebras. Let n ≥ 1 be any integer. For each integer 1 ≤ i ≤ n, let H_i be a four dimensional real vector spaces with basis X_i, Y_i, V_i, W_i. Let z denote a three dimensional real vector space with basis Z_1, Z_2, Z_3. Consider the vector space direct sum n = v ⊕ z, where v = ⨁ i H_i . Define a Lie bracket on the Lie algebra n, [ , ], that is R-bilinear and skew-symmetric with non-trivial relations as follows:

[Z, ξ] = 0 for all Z ∈ z, ξ ∈ n,

[X_i, Y_i] = Z_1, [X_i, V_i] = Z_2, [X_i, W_i] = Z_3 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, [V_i, W_i] = Z_1, [Y_i, W_i] = −Z_2, [Y_i, V_i] = Z_3 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

The resulting Lie algebra is called the quaternionic Heisenberg Lie algebra of dimension 4n + 3.

Once the 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra n is equipped with a metric, one has the corresponding maps j_Z : v → v defined in Equation (3). The non-singularity property is equivalent to the condition that any map j_Z : v → v is non-singular for every Z ∈ z. And this condition is independent of the metric.

Non-singular Lie algebras are also known as fat algebras because they are the symbol of distributions associated to fat bundles (see [18] and [23]).

More generally, a 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra n is said

• almost non-singular if there are elements Z, ~Z ∈ z such that j_Z is non-singular but j_{~Z} is singular, • singular if any map j_Z is singular for every Z ∈ z.

A family of non-singular Lie algebras is provided by H-type Lie algebras, which are defined as follows.

Let (n, ⟨ , ⟩) denote a 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra equipped with a metric. If the map j_Z : v → v is orthogonal for every Z ∈ z with ⟨Z, Z⟩ = 1, then the Lie algebra n is a Lie algebra of type H [11] (also known as H-type Lie algebras). Equivalently, the 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra n is of type H if and only if j^2_Z = −⟨Z, Z⟩Id, for every Z ∈ z, which is equivalent to j_Z j_{~Z} + j_{~Z} j_Z = −2⟨Z, ~Z⟩Id, for Z, ~Z ∈ z. By making use of this identity one can prove that [X, j_Z X] = ⟨X, X⟩Z for every X ∈ v and Z ∈ z. The real, complex and quaternionic Heisenberg algebras are examples of H-type Lie algebras.

In a general H-type Lie algebra n = v ⊕ z with dim z = m, the real vector space v is a module over the Clifford algebra Cl(m) associated to the quadratic form −‖ . ‖^2. So the existence problem of Lie algebras of Type H is naturally associated to the existence of representations of Clifford algebra Cl(m) (see [12]).

Let n ≥ 1 be any integer and write n = (2a + 1)2^b with b = c + 4d, where a, b, c and d are integers and 0 ≤ c ≤ 3. Define ρ(n) = 2^c + 8d, called the Radon-Hurwitz numbers. They were introduced to calculate the number of linearly independent vector fields on the unit sphere on R^n : S^{n−1} = {x ∈ R^n : ‖x‖ = 1}.

Proposition 2.7. [11, 18] Let n,m be non-negative integers. The following statements are equivalent.

(1) There exist a non-singular Lie algebra n = v ⊕ z with dim v = n and dim z = m. (2) There exist an H-type Lie algebra n = v ⊕ z with dim v = n and dim z = m. (3) S^{n−1} admits m linearly independent vector fields. (4) There exist a Cl(m)-module of dimension n. (5) m < ρ(n).

Moreover the next two theorems give a complete classification of H-type Lie algebras, see for instance [4, 12, 15].

Theorem 2.8. Every module over the Clifford algebra Cl(m) is the direct sum of irreducible modules. Up to isomorphism, there is precisely one irreducible module v_m over Cl(m) for m ≢ 3 (mod 4), and there are precisely two v^+_m and v^−_m for m ≡ 3 (mod 4).

As the next theorem proves, in many cases the H-type Lie algebra is determined by the pair (dim v, dim z).

Theorem 2.9. Up to isomorphism, any H-type Lie algebra n with center z of dimension m is of the form:

(1) n = (v_m)^k ⊕ z for m ≢ 3 (mod 4), (2) n = (v^+_m)^p ⊕ (v^−_m)^q ⊕ z for m ≡ 3 (mod 4).

Where two pairs of exponents p, q and r, s in (b) give isomorphic algebras if and only if {p, q} = {r, s}. Whenever k = 1 or p + q = 1 we say that the corresponding H-type Lie algebra is irreducible.

2.1. H-type Lie algebras from normed real division algebras. Next we construct some important examples of H-type Lie algebras that arise from normed real division algebras. Firstly, recall some basic notions about these division algebras. See [13] for further references.

A normed real division algebra A is a vector space with a bilinear product (non necessary associative) that have identity and in which every non-zero element has an inverse. Also they are endowed with a metric such that ‖a.b‖ = ‖a‖‖b‖, for all a, b ∈ A . Hurwitz’s Theorem asserts that the only normed real division algebra are the real numbers: R, the complex numbers: C , the quaternions: H or the octonions: O.

The subspace given by Im(A ) = R^⊥ is the subspace of purely imaginary vectors and every V ∈ A admits the decomposition V = Re(V )+Im(V ) where Re(V ) ∈ R and Im(V ) ∈ Im(A ), respectively the real and imaginary parts of the element V ∈ A . So the conjugation mapping V = Re(V ) + Im(V ) → V = Re(V ) − Im(V ) is the reflection across R. Indeed, in the case A = R, one has no imaginary subspace.

The metric on A can be described by means of the next relation: ⟨V, W ⟩ = Re(V.W ). The following useful identities hold:

(1) V.V = ‖V ‖^2 for every V ∈ A , (2) ⟨V, Im(W )⟩ = ⟨V, W ⟩ for all V ∈ Im(A ) and W ∈ A , (3) Re(V.W ) = Re(W.V ) for any V, W ∈ A , (4) Re((V.W ).U) = Re(V.(W.U)) for all V, W, U ∈ A , (5) ⟨V.U, W ⟩ = ⟨V, W.U⟩ and ⟨U.V, W ⟩ = ⟨V, U.W ⟩ for all V, W, U ∈ A , It is important to remark that both division algebras H and O are non-commutative and their center is R. Moreover the algebra of octonions O is also non-associative, but it is alternative; which means that the subalgebra generated by any two elements is associative. Furthermore, every non-zero element in O is contained in a subalgebra isomorphic to H .

We have two type of constructions of H-type Lie algebras associated to a normed real division algebra.

Construction (i). Assume that A = C , H or O.

Take the direct sum vector space v ⊕ z, where the subspaces v and z are respectively given by v = A and z = Im(A ), each one equipped with its natural inner product from A , such that z is orthogonal to v.

Define the Lie bracket [·, ·] : v × v → z as

[U, V ] = − Im(U.V ) and [Z, U] = 0.

Thus for any Z ∈ z, and U, V ∈ v one gets, ⟨j_Z U, V ⟩ = ⟨Z, [U, V ]⟩ = ⟨Z, − Im(U.V )⟩ = ⟨Z, Im(V.U)⟩ = ⟨Z, V.U ⟩ = ⟨Z.U, V ⟩.

This implies j_Z (V ) = Z.V for every Z ∈ z, from which one obtains that j^2_Z = −‖Z‖^2 Id, condition that derives from the fact that Z is a purely imaginary element in A . Notice that ⟨Z, Z⟩ = ‖Z‖^2, for Z ∈ z = Im(A ). This is the family of H-type Lie algebras with pair (n, m) where m = dim z = dim Im(A) and n = dim v = dim A. In this way, one gets the Heisenberg Lie algebra of dimension 3 associated with the pair (2, 1), the quaternionic Heisenberg Lie algebra of dimension 7 with pair (4, 3) and the octonionic Heisenberg Lie algebra of dimension 15 with pair (8, 7).

Observe that in this construction we have to be careful because we are identifying Im(A ) with z and with a subspace of v. For example, if U = 1 ∈ v and Z ∈ z then J_Z U = 1.Z = Z ∈ v (the same element of Im(A )). Also, if U, V ∈ v are purely imaginary and orthogonal then [U, V ] = U.V ∈ z.

Construction (ii). Take the real vector spaces v and z as follows: v = A × A and z = A . As above take the metric on v and z induced from that one on A (the usual product metric on v) and make z orthogonal to v in the direct sum v ⊕ z.

Define the Lie bracket on v ⊕ z, in such way that

• [Z, X] = 0 for all Z ∈ z, X ∈ v ⊕ z, and • [ , ] : v × v → z is given by [(U, V ), ( ~U , ~V )] = U. ~V − ~U.V, for all U, V, ~U , ~V ∈ A . Thus, from the properties above, and for Z ∈ z, U, V ∈ v one gets, ⟨j_Z (U, V ), ( ~U , ~V )⟩ = ⟨Z, U. ~V − ~U.V ⟩ = ⟨Z, U. ~V ⟩ − ⟨Z, ~U .V ⟩ = ⟨U .Z, ~V ⟩ − ⟨Z.V , ~U⟩ = ⟨(−Z.V , U .Z), ( ~U , ~V )⟩. This implies the following j_Z (U, V ) = (−Z.V , U.Z), from which one derives that j^2_Z (U, V ) = (−Z.ZU, −V.Z.Z) = −‖Z‖^2(U, V ) for all U, V ∈ A . These Lie algebras correspond to the complex Heisenberg Lie algebra of dimension 6 with pair (4, 2), and the H-type Lie algebras of dimension 12 with pair (8, 4) and that of dimension 24 with pair (16, 8).

Example 2.10. Take the subset of v = A × A given by A × {0}. By the formulas above, it is clear that this is an abelian subalgebra. The same holds for the set {0} × A ⊂ v.

Lemma 2.11. Let n = v ⊕ z denote a Lie algebra of type H as given in Construction (ii), for the division algebras of the quaternions and octonions. The only maximal abelian subalgebras in v of dimension s = dim A are the subspaces given by {0} × A and A × {0}.

Proof. Let w be an abelian subalgebra of v = A × A with dim w = dim A . Let π_1 : w → A denote the projection to the first component, while π_2 : w → A denote the projection to the second one.

Let X, Y ∈ w such that π_1(X) = π_1(Y ). Thus, X and Y have the same first component U. Now, notice that for any element U ∈ A , with U ≠ 0, and V, W ∈ A it holds: [(U, V ), (U, W )] = 0 ⇔ U.W − U.V = 0 ⇔ U.(W − V ) = 0 ⇔ W = V. This implies that π_1 is bijective if it is nontrivial. And with the same reasoning one also gets that the projection onto the second component π_2 : w → A is either trivial or bijective.

Assume that both projections π_1 and π_2 are bijective maps. Then, there exist elements U, ~U ∈ A such that the pairs (U, 1), (1, ~U ) belong to the subalgebra w.

Since it holds 0 = [(U, 1), (1, ~U )] = U. ~U − 1, one derives that ~U is the inverse of U, ~U = U^{−1}. Now, for any V ∈ A , there exists ~V ∈ A such that ( ~V , V ) ∈ w. By taking the Lie bracket one gets

[(U, 1), ( ~V , V )] = [(1, U^{−1}), ( ~V , V )] = 0,

which gives U.V − ~V = V − ~V U^{−1} = 0. Thus we obtain U.V = ~V = V.U Since V is arbitrary, the relation above says that U is in the center of A i.e. U ∈ R. From our computations, all elements of w are of the form (U.V, V ) for V ∈ A . But for any V, W ∈ A and U ≠ 0, we have 0 = [(U.V, V ), (U.W, W )] = (U.V ).W − (U.W ).V = U.(V.W − W.V ), where the associativity holds since U ∈ R. Thus, V.W − W.V = 0, which says that all elements in A must commute, which is a contradiction. Thus one of the projections π_1 or π_2 must be trivial. □

All Lie algebras obtained either by Construction (i) or (ii) are irreducible. The other irreducible H-type Lie algebras with dim z ≤ 8 have pairs (8, 5) and (8, 6). These can be derived from the (8, 7) pair by using the following general construction.

Construction (iii). Let n = v ⊕ z be the orthogonal decomposition of the 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra n, such that ~z is a subspace of the center z and the map π : z → ~z denotes the orthogonal projection.

Take the direct sum vector space ~n = v ⊕ ~z and define the Lie bracket by

[V + Z, V^′ + Z^′]_{~n} = π([V, V^′]_n) for all V, W ∈ v, Z, Z^′ ∈ ~z.

Equip the Lie algebra ~n with the restricted metric induced from ⟨ , ⟩ on n. Now, notice that whenever the 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra n is of type H (non-singular) then the Lie algebra ~n is a Lie algebra of Type H (non-singular). It is sufficient to observe that the maps j_Z : v → v are the same in both Lie algebras for every Z ∈ ~z ⊂ z.

3. Left-invariant 2-forms and magnetic fields

In this section we study closed invariant 2-forms, which are called magnetic fields, on any 2-step nilpotent Lie group. We shall see that the closeness condition imposes some restrictions.

Let ω denote a left-invariant 2-form on a Lie group (N, ⟨ , ⟩) equipped with a left-invariant metric. The metric on N determines a metric on the corresponding Lie algebra n such that there is a unique skew-symmetric endomorphism F : n → n satisfying ω(X, Y ) = ⟨F (X), Y ⟩, for all X, Y ∈ n. Conversely, let F : n → n denote a skew-symmetric endomorphism on the Lie algebra.

Define ω as the associated 2-form given by ω(X, Y ) = ⟨F (X), Y ⟩.

Thus, left-invariant 2-forms on (N, ⟨ , ⟩) are in correspondence with skew-symmetric endomorphisms F ∈ so(n). Such skew-symmetric map F is known as Lorentz force.

Now, the condition of asking the 2-form ω to be closed is equivalent to ask the skewsymmetric map F to satisfy the equation: (4) ⟨F (U), [V, W ]⟩ + ⟨F (V ), [W, U]⟩ + ⟨F (W ), [U, V ]⟩ = 0, for all U, V, W ∈ n. Assume now that the Lie group N is 2-step nilpotent with Lie algebra n which decomposes into the orthogonal splitting n = v ⊕ z as in Equation (2). Write F_v and F_z for the corresponding projections onto the subspaces v and z, respectively. Then, the 2-form ω associated to F is closed if and only if the following conditions hold

(C1) F_z(Z) ∈ C(n)^⊥, for all Z ∈ z, and (C2) ⟨F_z(U), [V, W]⟩ + ⟨F_z(V), [W, U]⟩ + ⟨F_z(W), [U, V]⟩ = 0, for all U, V, W ∈ v,

which can be obtained by analyzing Condition (4) in terms of the projections onto the subspaces v and z.

Remark 3.1. Any skew-symmetric map on the Lie algebra n such that the projection F_z ≡ 0 trivially satisfies Equations (C1) and (C2), since ⟨F_z(U), [V, W ]⟩ ≡ 0. In particular any exact 2-form satisfies this.

The skew-symmetric map F : n → n uniquely decomposes as

F = F_1 + F_2,

where F_1 and F_2 are skew-symmetric maps such that, with respect to the orthogonal splitting n = v ⊕ z in Equation (2), one has:

• F_1 preserves the decomposition: F_1(V + Z) = F_v(V ) + F_z(Z),

• F_2 interchanges the subspaces v and z: F_2(V + Z) = F_z(V ) + F_v(Z) for all V ∈ v, Z ∈ z. In fact, for any skew-symmetric map on the Lie algebra n, F ∈ so(n), one has the decomposition F = F_z + F_v an so,

F (V + Z) = (F_v(V ) + F_z(Z)) + (F_v(Z) + F_z(V )), for all V ∈ v, Z ∈ z.

Thus, take the maps F_1 and F_2 respectively as above.

The skew-symmetry property from F implies that both F_1 and F_2 are skew-symmetric. Notice that

• F_1 trivially satisfies Condition (C2) and • F_2 trivially satisfies Condition (C1).

Thus the skew-symmetric map F gives rise to a closed 2-form if and only if for both F_1 and F_2 it holds:

• F_1 satisfies Condition (C1), that is F_1(z) ⊆ ker(j) and • F_2 satisfies Condition (C2).

Definition 3.2. Let F denote a skew-symmetric map on a 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra (n, ⟨ , ⟩). We say that

(1) F is of type I, if F preserves the decomposition v ⊕ z (so, F = F_1), (2) F is of type II, if F (v) ⊆ z and F (z) ⊆ v (so, F = F_2 above).

Now, we shall study exact 2-forms. Start with a left-invariant 1-form η. Consider the linear isomorphism between the Lie algebra n and its dual space n^∗ given by the metric, that is, sending U → ℓ_U , where ℓ_U (V ) = ⟨U, V ⟩.

By considering the decomposition of the Lie algebra n given in Equation (2) one can write any left-invariant 1-form η as η = ℓ_{~Z+ ~V} . Easily one verifies that the differential follows dℓ_{~Z+ ~V} (U, V ) = ⟨ ~Z, [U, V ]⟩ = ⟨j( ~Z)U, V ⟩. Thus, the kernel of the differential operator d : {1-forms on n} → { 2-forms on n} contains the subspace {ℓ_V , with V ∈ v}, while for the description of the rank of d notice that dη ≠ 0 if and only if j_{~Z} ≠ 0. That is, ~Z belongs to the commutator of n, C(n). In this case, for the 2-form dℓ_{~Z} , the corresponding Lorentz force F is given by F = j_{~Z} for some non-trivial ~Z ∈ C(n). We already proved the next result.

Proposition 3.3. Let (N, ⟨ , ⟩) denote a 2-step nilpotent Lie group equipped with a leftinvariant metric and Lie algebra n with ortogonal splitting n = v⊕z as in (2). Let F : n → n denote a linear map. Write the map F as

F = F_1 + F_2,

where F_1(v) ⊆ v and F_1(z) ⊆ z, while F_2(z) ⊆ v and F_2(v) ⊆ z. Then

(i) The skew-symmetric map F gives rise to a closed 2-form if and only if both maps F_1 and F_2 are skew-symmetric and

• F_1 satisfies Condition (C1) and • F_2 satisfies Condition (C2).

(ii) Exact left-invariant 2-forms are in one-to-one correspondence with skew-symmetric maps j_{~Z} with ~Z ∈ C(n).

Remark 3.4. Note that if the 2-step nilpotent Lie group N has no Euclidean factor, then any skew-symmetric map F of type I trivially satisfies Condition (C1), so that it always gives rise to a closed 2-form. Moreover, the linear map F is trivial on the center.

Example 3.5. Let V_0 + Z_0 be any element on a 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra n. Then a natural choice for F is the skew-symmetric part of ad(V ): ad(V_0 + Z_0) − ad(V_0 + Z_0)^∗ = ad(V_0) − ad(V_0)^∗, where ad(X)^∗ denotes the adjoint of ad(X) with respect to the metric. Notice that ad(V_0)(v) ⊆ z and ad(V_0)^∗(z) ⊂ v. Thus ad(V_0) − ad(V_0)^∗ gives rise to a closed 2-form if and only if Condition (C2) holds, equivalently: ⟨[V_0, V ], [U, W ]⟩ + ⟨[V_0, U], [W, V ]⟩ + ⟨[V_0, W ], [V, U]⟩ = 0 for all U, V, W ∈ v. Which kind of elements V_0 ∈ v may satisfy this equation? Take the Heisenberg Lie algebra of dimension 2n+1, n ≥ 2, in Example 2.5. Assume V_0 = ∑ i x_iX_i + ∑ i y_iY_i. By taking U = Y_i, V = X_j and W = Y_j with i ≠ j, one gets x_i = 0 for every i. Analogously, by taking U = X_i, one finally obtains V_0 = 0. This is an example of a general statement proved in Lemma 3.9.

Example 3.6. Let h_3 denote the Heisenberg Lie algebra of dimension three. Let e^i, i=1,2,3 denote the dual basis of the orthonormal basis e_1, e_2, e_3. With the convention e^{ij} = e^i ∧ e^j , clearly the 2-forms e^{12}, e^{13}, e^{23} give a basis of the space of 2-forms on n. Since ⟨j(e_3)e_1, e_2⟩ = ⟨e_1, [e_2, e_3]⟩ = 1, then e^{12} is exact.

Moreover,

• e^{13} has associated the skew-symmetric map given by F_{13}(e_1) = e_3, F_{13}(e_3) = −e_1 and F_{13}(e_2) = 0, • e^{23} has associated the skew-symmetric map given by F_{23}(e_2) = e_3, F_{23}(e_3) = −e_2 and F_{23}(e_1) = 0, which gives F = αj_{e3} + βF_{13} + ρF_{23} with matrix representation in the orthonormal basis e_1, e_2, e_3 F = 0 −ρ −β ρ 0 −α β α 0 . The corresponding 2-forms are closed. In fact, a skew-symmetric map F_2 of type II will be of the form F_2 = βF_{13} + αF_{23}. And easy computations show that the skew-symmetric map F_2 always satisfies Condition (C2).

We just proved that any left-invariant 2-form on the Heisenberg Lie group of dimension three, H_3, is closed.

Notice that any skew-symmetric map of type II, namely F_2, gives rise to a 2-form ω satisfying the condition ω(Z, ~Z) = 0, for all Z, ~Z ∈ z. This means, that the center is “isotropic” for ω. In this situation, only one of the two following conditions is true:

(i) either ω(z, n) = 0 or (ii) there is U ∈ n − z such that ω(Z, U) ≠ 0 for some Z ∈ z.

Indeed the non-trivial cases correspond to the second condition (ii). Due to the correspondence between 2-forms and skew-symmetric maps, one can obtain a description of 2-forms in terms of skew-symmetric maps of type I or II, as follows.

As above, let ⟨ , ⟩ denote a metric on the 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra n and take the orthogonal decomposition n = v ⊕ z as in Equation (2). Let F : n → n be the skewsymmetric map on n such that ω(V + Z, ~V + ~Z) = ⟨F (V + Z), ~V + ~Z⟩.

The condition of the center to be isotropic says that ⟨F (Z), ~Z⟩ = 0 for all Z, ~Z ∈ z, that is F_z(Z) = 0, for any Z ∈ z, which in terms of the families we introduce previously, gives:

F (Z + V ) = F_1(V ) + F_2(Z) + F_2(V ) for all V + Z ∈ n.

But in this situation, the corresponding 2-form ω is closed if and only if F_2 satisfies Condition (C2). In fact, any skew-symmetric linear map F_1 with F_1(z) ≡ 0 is closed as already noticed in Remark 3.1.

On the other hand, ω(Z, U) ≠ 0 if and only if ⟨F (Z), U⟩ ≠ 0 which is equivalent to ⟨F_2(Z), U⟩ ≠ 0 for some Z ∈ z and some U ∈ n − z. And this must occur for any metric.

Proposition 3.7. Let n denote a 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra.

(i) There is a non-trivial closed 2-form ω for which either ω(z, z) ≠ 0 or ω(z, n) = 0 if and only if for any metric ⟨ , ⟩ on the Lie algebra n there is a non-trivial skew-symmetric map of type I satisfying Condition (C1).

(ii) There is a non-trivial closed 2-form ω for which ω(z, z) = 0 but ω(z, n) ≠ 0 if and only if for any metric ⟨ , ⟩ on the Lie algebra n there is a non-trivial skew-symmetric map of type II satisfying Condition (C2).

Moreover, in terms of Definition 3.2, the proposition above enables to distinguish 2-forms into two families. We shall say that a 2-form ω on the Lie algebra n is

(i) of type I: if it satisfies either ω(z, z) ≠ 0 or ω(z, n) = 0, (ii) of type II: if it satisfies ω(z, z) = 0 but ω(z, n) ≠ 0.

Example 3.8. Let h(C ) denote the Heisenberg Lie algebra over C . Consider the underlying real Lie algebra of dimension six, that we denote in the same way. It has a center of dimension two spanned by Z_1, Z_2 and complementary subspace of dimension four spanned by the vectors X_1, Y_1, X_2, Y_2. They satisfy the non-trivial Lie bracket relations

[X_1, Y_1] = −[X_2, Y_2] = Z_1, [X_1, Y_2] = [X_2, Y_1] = Z_2.

The left multiplication by i induces a real linear map J : h(C ) → h(C ) satisfying J^2 = −Id and J ∘ ad(U) = ad(U) ∘ J for all U ∈ h(C ). Explicitly, in the basis, one has

J(Z_1) = Z_2, J(X_1) = X_2, J(Y_1) = Y_2.

Take the metric on h(C ) making the set Z_i, X_i, Y_i for i=1,2, an orthonormal basis. Clearly the complex structure J is skew-symmetric with respect to this metric ⟨ , ⟩.

Assume that F is a skew-symmetric map on the Lie algebra giving rise to a closed 2-form. Write F = F_1 + F_2 as above. Since this Lie algebra is non-singular, the kernel of j is trivial, ker j = {0}, and the linear map F_1 trivially satisfies Condition (C1). On the other hand, for V, W ∈ v, the condition (C2) for F_2 gives 0 = ⟨F_2(V ), [JV, W ]⟩ + ⟨F_2(JV ), [W, V ]⟩ + ⟨F_2W, [V, JV ]⟩ = ⟨F_2(V ), J[V, W ]⟩ + ⟨F_2(JV ), [W, V ]⟩ + ⟨F_2W, J[V, V ]⟩ = ⟨F_2(V ), J[V, W ]⟩ − ⟨F_2(JV ), [V, W ]⟩ = ⟨−JF_2(V ) − F_2(JV ), [V, W ]⟩. Since W is an arbitrary element and ad(V ) is onto the center z we get F_2(JV ) = −JF_2(V ), for every V ∈ v. And since F_2 is skew-symmetric it holds on n:

(5) F_2 ∘ J = −J ∘ F_2.

Conversely, any skew-symmetric map F_2 : h(C ) → h(C ) that verifies Equation (5) gives rise to a closed 2-form of type II.

The next result determines a condition on the dimension of the Lie algebra and its center for the non-existence of magnetic fields of type II, i.e. the non-existence of skew-symmetric maps of type II. See Proposition 3.7.

Lemma 3.9. Let n denote a non-singular 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra such that dim n > 3 dim z. Then any closed 2-form on n satisfies ω(Z, U) = 0, for all Z ∈ z, U ∈ n.

Proof. Firstly, notice that since the Lie algebra is non-singular, its commutator coincides with the center, C(n) = z. Let ω denote a closed two-form on n, then the non-singularity property implies that ω(z, z) = 0. In fact, let Z, ~Z ∈ z with Z = [U, V ] for U, V ∈ n. The closeness condition says that ω( ~Z, [U, V ]) = 0.

By the contrary, assume that there exists a non-trivial closed 2-form ω on the nonsingular 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra n such that there are Z ∈ z and U ∈ n − z satisfying ω(Z, U) ≠ 0, that is ω is of type II.

Let ⟨ , ⟩ be a metric on n inducing a orthogonal decomposition n = v ⊕ z as in Equation (2). Notice that by hypothesis, dim v > 2 dim z.

Let F denote the skew-symmetric map on the Lie algebra n such that ω(X, Y ) = ⟨F (X), Y ⟩. Then ω(Z, U) ≠ 0 if and only if ⟨F (Z), U⟩ ≠ 0 if and only if ⟨F_2(Z), U⟩ ≠ 0,

where F_2 is taken as in Proposition 3.3. Since ⟨Z, F_2(U)⟩ ≠ 0 says that the image of F_2|_v is non-trivial, we may assume (changing Z if necessary) that F_2(U) = Z, so that ⟨Z, F_2(U)⟩ = ⟨Z, Z⟩ ≠ 0. Let W denote the kernel of F_2 on v, W = ker(F_2|_v). Thus one has:

dim W = dim v − dim Image(F_2|_v) ≥ dim v − dim z > dim v/2

Since j_Z is non-singular, it also holds dim j_Z W > dim v/2, which implies that the intersection is nontrivial, W ∩ j_Z W ≠ {0}. Let W, ~W ∈ W such that j_Z W = ~W ≠ 0. Now, the closeness condition for the 2-form ω is equivalent to Condition (C2) for F_2. And for W, ~W , U we get 0 = ⟨F_2W, [~W , U]⟩ + ⟨F_2 ~W , [U, W ]⟩ + ⟨F_2U, [W, ~W ]⟩ = ⟨Z, [W, ~W ]⟩ = ⟨~W , ~W ⟩ ≠ 0, which is a contradiction. Thus, there are no closed 2-forms of type II under the hypothesis. □ In the next section, we shall determine the Lie algebras of type H admitting Lorentz forces of type II. The previous result does not hold for singular or almost non-singular Lie algebras, proved below.

Example 3.10. A singular example. Let n denote the Lie algebra n = v ⊕ z, where v is spanned by the vectors V_1, V_2, V_3, V_4, V_5 and z is spanned by Z_1, Z_2, and they obey the non-trivial Lie bracket relations:

[V_1, V_2] = Z_1, [V_3, V_4] = Z_2 = [V_4, V_5].

Take the metric on n that makes of the previous basis an orthonormal basis.

Let F : n → n denote the skew-symmetric map given by

F (V_3) = Z_2 = −F (V_5), F (V_4) = Z_1, F (V_i) = 0, i = 1, 2.

Usual computations show that the 2-form given as ω(X, Y ) = ⟨F (X), Y ⟩ is closed.

This is an example of a singular Lie algebra (that is, every j_Z is singular) admitting a closed 2-form of type II. In fact, every map j_{z1Z1+z2Z2} : v → v have a matrix of the form

0 −z_1 0 0 0 z_1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −z_2 0 0 0 z_2 0 −z_2 0 0 0 z_2 0

in the basis of v given above. And dim n > 3 dim z.

Example 3.11. An almost non-singular example. Let n denote the Lie algebra n = v ⊕ z, where v is spanned by the vectors V_1, V_2, V_3, V_4 and z is spanned by Z_1, Z_2, Z_3, and they obey the non-trivial Lie bracket relations:

[V_1, V_2] = Z_1, [V_2, V_3] = Z_2, [V_3, V_4] = Z_3.

Take the metric on n that makes the previous basis an orthonormal basis.

Any closed 2-form of type II on n is associated to a skew-symmetric matrix F : v → z of the form a b c 0 −c d e f 0 −f g h with a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h ∈ R. This follows from the closeness condition. On the other hand, any map j_{z1Z1+z2Z2+z3Z3} is non-singular if z_1 ≠ 0 and z_3 ≠ 0, which says that n is almost non-singular. In fact in the basis above, the matrix of j_{z1Z1+z2Z2+z3Z3} is

0 −z_1 0 0 z_1 0 −z_2 0 0 −z_2 0 −z_3 0 0 z_3 0 .

And in this case, also dim n > 3 dim z.

Note that this Lie algebra is associated to a graph (see [5]).

Recall that for a 2-form ω its kernel is given by the following set:

ker(ω) = {W ∈ n : ω(W, V ) = 0 for all V ∈ n}.

Lemma 3.12. Let ω be a closed 2-form on the 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra n = v ⊕ z such that ker(ω) ∩ z = {0}. Then the kernel of ω, ker(ω), is an abelian subalgebra of n.

As a consequence, if the skew-symmetric map F : n → n is a Lorentz force of type II such that the image of the restriction satisfies Image F |_v = z, then the kernel of F in v, ker F |_v, is an abelian subalgebra of n.

Proof. Let U, V ∈ ker(ω) and let W ∈ n be any element. By the closeness condition one has, 0 = ω(U, [V, W ]) + ω(V, [W, U]) + ω(W, [U, V ]) = ω(W, [U, V ]). Since W is arbitrary, it must be [U, V ] ∈ ker(ω). This implies [U, V ] ∈ ker(ω) ∩ z = {0}, that is [U, V ] = 0 for all U, V ∈ ker(ω) finishing the proof. □

3.1. Uniform magnetic fields. In the following paragraphs we study the existence of uniform magnetic fields, by making use of the formulas for the Levi-Civita connection.

Let ∇ denote the Levi-Civita connection on the 2-step Lie group (N, ⟨ , ⟩). Since the metric is invariant by left-translations, for X, Y left-invariant vector fields one has the following formula for the covariant derivative:

∇_X Y = 1 2 {[X, Y ] − ad(X)^∗(Y ) − ad(Y )^∗(X)}

where ad(X)^∗, ad(Y )^∗ denote the adjoints of ad(X), ad(Y ) respectively. Thus, one obtains (i) ∇_Z ~Z = 0 for all Z, ~Z ∈ z, (ii) ∇_Z X = ∇_X Z = −^1_2 j_Z X for all Z ∈ z, X ∈ v, (iii) ∇_X ~X =^1_2 [X, ~X] for all X, ~X ∈ v.

Definition 3.13. Let F denote a skew-symmetric map on a 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra (n, ⟨ , ⟩). The magnetic field is called uniform whenever it is parallel, equivalently, the corresponding skew-symmetric map is parallel, i.e. ∇F ≡ 0.

• Parallel Lorentz forces of type I. Take F_1 be a Lorentz force of type I. Recall that the closeness condition says that F_1(Z) ∈ ker(j) for all Z ∈ z.

(i) For Z, ~Z ∈ z one has ∇_Z F_1( ~Z) = 0 = F_1∇_Z ~Z. (ii) For Z ∈ z, V ∈ v:

• ∇_Z F_1(V ) = −^1_2 j_Z (F_1(V )) and F_1∇_Z V = −^1_2 F_1(j_Z V ), which implies F_1 ∘ j_Z = j_Z ∘ F_1, for Z ∈ z.

• ∇_V F_1(Z) = −^1_2 j_{F1(Z)}(V ) and F_1∇_V Z = −^1_2 F_1(j_Z V ), which implies F_1 ∘ j_Z = j_{F1(Z)}, for Z ∈ z.

(iii) For V, ~V ∈ v: the condition ∇_V F_1( ~V ) = F_1∇_V ~V implies F_1 ∘ ad(V ) = ad(V ) ∘ F_1, for all V ∈ v.

Corollary 3.14. Let (N, ⟨ , ⟩) denote a 2-step nilpotent Lie group equipped with a leftinvariant metric. If N is either non-singular or it has no Euclidean factor and it is almost non-singular, then any uniform left-invariant magnetic field of type I on N is trivial.

Observe that since ker(j) is trivial, one has F_1(z) ≡ 0. From the conditions above it follows 0 = j_{F1(Z)} = j_Z ∘ F_1 for all Z ∈ z. By taking Z ∈ z such that j_Z : v → v is non-singular, it follows that F_1(V ) = 0, for every V ∈ v.

• Parallel Lorentz forces of type II. Let F_2 be a Lorentz force of type II. Recall that the closeness condition says that F_2 must satisfy Condition (C2).

(i) For Z, ~Z ∈ z one has ∇_Z F_2( ~Z) = −^1_2 j_Z (F_2( ~Z)). Also F_2∇_Z ~Z = 0. Therefore the parallelism implies j_Z (F_2( ~Z)) = 0.

(ii) For Z ∈ z, V ∈ v:

• ∇_Z F_2(V ) = 0 and F_2∇_Z V = −^1_2 F_2(j_Z V ), which implies for F_2 parallel

F_2 ∘ j_Z = 0, for Z ∈ z.

• ∇_V F_2(Z) =^1_2 [V, F_2(Z)] and F_2∇_V Z = −^1_2 F_2 ∘ j_Z V , that implies for F_2 parallel

F_2 ∘ j_Z = ad(F_2(Z)), for Z ∈ z,

which is equivalent to j_{~Z} (F_2(Z)) = j_Z (F_2 ~Z), for all Z, ~Z ∈ z. (iii) For V, ~V ∈ v: the condition ∇_V F_2( ~V ) = F_2∇_V ~V implies

j_{F2(V )} = F_2 ∘ ad(V ), for all V ∈ v.

Corollary 3.15. Let (N, ⟨ , ⟩) denote a 2-step nilpotent Lie group equipped with a leftinvariant metric. If N is either non-singular or it is almost non-singular, then any uniform left-invariant magnetic field of type II on N is trivial.

The proof follows from F_2 ∘ j_Z V = 0 and j_Z F_2( ~Z) = 0 for all Z, ~Z ∈ z and V ∈ v, and observing that by the hypothesis, there always exists Z ∈ z such that j(Z) is non-singular. This gives F_2 ≡ 0.

4. Lorentz forces on Lie groups of type H

In this section we focus on Lie groups of type H, whose Lie algebra is of type H. The goal is to determine exactly which ones admit non-trivial closed 2-forms of type II, equivalently skew-symmetric maps of type II satisfying Condition (C2).

Now, let (n, ⟨ , ⟩) denote an H-type Lie algebra with dim v = n and dim z = m. By Lemma 3.9, the existence of a non-trivial skew-symmetric map F : n → n of type II satisfying Condition (C2), says n ≤ 2m. This and item (5) in Proposition 2.7 implies that n ≤ 2 m < 2ρ(n). Thus, the only possible pairs (n, m) that verify this inequality are (2, 1), (4, 2), (4, 3), (8, 4), (8, 5), (8, 6), (8, 7) and (16, 8). These are the ones described on section 2.

First we give a useful lemma concerning construction (iii) of a 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra ~n = v ⊕ ~z from a 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra n = v ⊕ z, given at the end of section 2.

Lemma 4.1. Let n = v ⊕ z denote a non-singular 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra. Let ~z ⊆ z be any non-trivial subspace. Let ~n = v ⊕ ~z denote the 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra equipped with the restricted Lie bracket and metric, given by construction (iii). Then any non-trivial Lorentz force on ~n gives rise to a non-trivial Lorentz force on n.

Reciprocally, any non-trivial Lorentz force on n such that F (v) ⊂ ~z restricts to a nontrivial Lorentz force on ~n.

Proof. Suppose that ~n admits a non-trivial skew-symmetric linear map ~F : ~n → ~n giving rise to a closed 2-form. Define a linear map on n, F : n → n by the formula

F (V + Z) = ~F (V + π(Z)) for V ∈ v, Z ∈ z.

We shall prove that F is a skew-symmetric map giving rise to a closed 2-form on n. Moreover, by writing ~F = ~F_1 + ~F_2 and F = F_1 + F_2 as in Proposition 3.3, then F_2 ≠ 0 if ~F_2 ≠ 0.

Now,

• The map F is skew-symmetric. In fact, take V, V^′ ∈ v, Z, Z^′ ∈ z, it holds ⟨F (V + Z), V^′ + Z^′⟩ = ⟨ ~F (V + π(Z)), V^′ + π(Z^′)⟩ = −⟨V + π(Z), ~F (V^′ + π(Z^′))⟩ = −⟨V + Z, F (V^′ + Z^′)⟩, since Image( ~F ) ⊂ v ⊕ ~z. • The map F trivially satisfies condition (C1) since n is non-singular. It also satisfies Condition (C2). In fact, let U, V, W ∈ v then ⟨F (U), [V, W ]⟩ + ⟨F (V ), [W, U]⟩ + ⟨F (W ), [U, V ]⟩ = ⟨ ~F (U), π([V, W ])⟩ + ⟨ ~F (V ), π([W, U])⟩ + ⟨ ~F (W ), π([U, V ])⟩ = ⟨ ~F (U), [V, W ]_{~n}⟩ + ⟨ ~F (V ), [W, U]_{~n}⟩ + ⟨ ~F (W ), [U, V ]_{~n}⟩ = 0 where in the second equality we use again that Image F ⊂ v ⊕ ~z and in the last equality the fact that ~F is closed in ~n.

• Since F (V ) = ~F (V ) for every V ∈ v, one immediately gets that F_2 ≠ 0 if ~F_2 ≠ 0. □ We conclude that if a Lie algebra of type H with pair (n, m) does not admit a non-trivial Lorentz force F of type II (and satisfying Condition (C2)) then neither do the Lie algebras of type H of pair (n, m^′) for m^′ < m, in the cases where the pair determines the Lie algebra.

Lorentz forces for the pair (8,7). Now we shall prove the non-existence of skewsymmetric maps F satisfying condition (C2) on the octonionic Heisenberg algebra h(O ).

Let h(O ) = v ⊕ z be the corresponding orthogonal decomposition with associated pair (8, 7). Assume that the linear map F : v ⊕ z → v ⊕ z is a skew-symmetric map of type II satisfying condition (C2). Since F (v) ⊂ z, and dim z < dim v, the kernel of F : v → z must be non-trivial, i.e. there exists U ∈ v with |U| = 1 such that F (U) = 0.

Since the group of orthogonal automorphisms of v ⊕ z acts transitively on the unit sphere of v, see [21], one may assume that U = 1 ∈ O. More precisely, consider the map ϕ^{−1}F ϕ where ϕ is an orthogonal automorphism such that ϕ(1) = U.

Define a linear map on the center G : z → z by G(Z) = F (j(Z)U). Since the map F satisfies condition (C2), for U = 1 ∈ O and Z, Z^′ ∈ z it holds 0 = ⟨F (U), [j_Z U, j_Z′ U]⟩ + ⟨F (j_Z U), [j_Z′ U, U]⟩ + ⟨F (j_Z′ U), [U, j_Z U]⟩ = −⟨G(Z), Z^′⟩ + ⟨G(Z^′), Z⟩, which says that G is a symmetric map.

Let Z_1, Z_2, Z_3 be orthonormal vectors on z. Again, since the skew-symmetric map F satisfies Condition (C2), one has

(6) 0 = ⟨G(Z_1), [j_{Z2} U, j_{Z3} U]⟩ + ⟨G(Z_2), [j_{Z3} U, j_{Z1} U]⟩ + ⟨G(Z_3), [j_{Z1} U, j_{Z2} U]⟩ = ⟨G(Z_1), [Z_2, Z_3]⟩ + ⟨G(Z_2), [Z_3, Z_1]⟩ + ⟨G(Z_3), [Z_1, Z_2]⟩ = ⟨G(Z_1), Z_2.Z_3⟩ + ⟨G(Z_2), Z_3.Z_1⟩ + ⟨G(Z_3), Z_1.Z_2⟩.

Take the orthonormal vectors in the center Z_2.Z_3, Z_3.Z_1, Z_3. Thus, one has

(7) 0 = ⟨G(Z_2.Z_3), (Z_3.Z_1).Z_3⟩ + ⟨G(Z_3.Z_1), Z_3.(Z_2.Z_3)⟩ + ⟨G(Z_3), (Z_2.Z_3).(Z_3.Z_1)⟩ = ⟨G(Z_2.Z_3), Z_1⟩ + ⟨G(Z_3.Z_1), Z_2⟩ + ⟨G(Z_3), (Z_2.Z_3).(Z_3.Z_1)⟩ = ⟨G(Z_2.Z_3), Z_1⟩ + ⟨G(Z_3.Z_1), Z_2⟩ − ⟨G(Z_3), Z_3.(Z_1.Z_2).Z_3⟩,

where we are using that Z_1, Z_2 and Z_3 anti-commute and that the octonions is an alternative algebra [13].

By comparing Equations (6) and (7), we conclude that

⟨G(Z_3), Z_1.Z_2⟩ = −⟨G(Z_3), Z_3.(Z_1.Z_2).Z_3⟩,

for any set of orthonormal elements in the center, Z_1, Z_2, Z_3 in z.

For any W ⊥ Z_3 with |W | = 1, take Z_1 ⊥ span{W, Z_3, Z_3.W } with norm 1. Then Z_1, Z_2 = W.Z_1, Z_3 are orthonormal with Z_1.Z_2 = W and ⟨G(Z_3), W ⟩ = −⟨G(Z_3), Z_3.(W.Z_3)⟩ = −⟨G(Z_3), W ⟩ = 0. Since Z_3 is arbitrary, there exist a ∈ R such that G(Z) = aZ for all Z ∈ z. Taking Z_1 = i, Z_2 = j and Z_3 = k, the imaginary unit quaternions inside O, in eq. (6) we have 0 = ⟨G(i), i⟩ + ⟨G(j), j⟩ + ⟨G(k), k⟩ = 3a. Therefore the map G is trivial and so, this implies that the linear map F is trivial, F ≡ 0.

Lorentz forces for the pair (16,8). Now, let n = v ⊕ z denote the H-type Lie algebra associated to the pair (16, 8). Thus, according to the section 2.1, we work with the octonions A = O , with v = O × O and z = O .

Let F denote a skew-symmetric map of type II satisfying Condition (C2) on the Lie algebra n. Then Image F |_v = z, otherwise it will induce a Lorentz force of type II on a H-type Lie algebra with pair (16, m^′) for m^′ < 8, by lemma 4.1, which is a contradiction.

By Lemma 3.12, the kernel of the map F , ker F |_v is an abelian subalgebra of dimension 8 on the subspace v, and by Lemma 2.11 we can assume that ker F |_v = A × {0}. Define the linear map on the octonions L : O → O by the formula L(Z) = F (0, Z). Take the elements

Z_1, Z_2, Z_3 ∈ O, and compute 0 = ⟨F (Z_3, 0), [(0, Z_1), (0, Z_2)]⟩ + ⟨F (0, Z_1), [(0, Z_2), (Z_3, 0)]⟩ + ⟨F (0, Z_2), [(Z_3, 0), (0, Z_1 )]⟩ = −⟨L(Z_1), [(Z_3, 0), (0, Z_2)]⟩ + ⟨L(Z_2), [(Z_3, 0), (0, Z_1 )]⟩ = −⟨L(Z_1), Z_3.Z_2⟩ + ⟨L(Z_2), Z_3.Z_1⟩ = −⟨L(Z_1).Z̄_2, Z_3⟩ + ⟨L(Z_2).Z̄_1, Z_3⟩ = ⟨−L(Z_1).Z̄_2 + L(Z_2).Z̄_1, Z_3⟩.

Since Z_3 is arbitrary, one gets that (8) − L(Z_1).Z̄_2 + L(Z_2).Z̄_1 = 0 for every Z_1, Z_2 ∈ z. Choose the element Z_1 = 1, to have (9) L(Z) = L(1).Z̄ for every Z ∈ z. By replacing in Equation (8), one obtains −(L(1).Z̄_1).Z̄_2 + (L(1).Z̄_2).Z̄_1 = 0 for every Z_1, Z_2 ∈ z. If we take Z_1 and Z_2 on a quaternionic subalgebra that contains L(1), the associativity property holds and one gets L(1).(−Z̄_1.Z̄_2 + Z̄_2.Z̄_1) = 0.

But this subalgebra is non-commutative. Therefore, we get that L(1) = 0 and, from (9), it finally holds L ≡ 0. So, there is no skew-symmetric map of type II satisfying Condition (C2) in this case.

This proves the next result.

Proposition 4.2. On the algebras of type H, h(O ) and n = (O × O ) ⊕ O as above, any Lorentz force is of type I.

This finally enables to determine which Lie algebras of type H admit Lorentz forces of type II.

Theorem 4.3. Let n = v ⊕ z be a Lie algebra of type H. Then n admits a Lorentz force of type II if and only if n is the 3-dimensional Heisenberg algebra, the 6-dimensional complex Heisenberg algebra or the 7-dimensional quaternionic Heisenberg algebra. Proof. As already said, the only algebras of type H that could admit a Lorentz force of type II will have possible pairs (n, m) which are (2, 1), (4, 2), (4, 3), (8, 4), (8, 5), (8, 6), (8, 7) and (16, 8). Proposition 4.2 discards the cases for the pairs (16, 8) and (8, 7), and from the last proposition and by Lemma (4.1) also discard the cases (8, 4), (8, 5), (8, 6).

Examples (3.6) and (3.8) show the existence of Lorentz forces of type II on the Heisenberg Lie algebra of dimension three h_3 and the complex Heisenberg Lie algebra h(C ), respectively.

On the 7-dimensional quaternionic Heisenberg algebra, in terms of the construction with the division algebra of quaternions, we may assume that the set {1, i, j, k} is a basis of v = H . Thus, Condition (C2) for a skew-symmetric map on this Lie algebra, reduces to the next four linear equations: ⟨F (1), k⟩ − ⟨F (i), j⟩ + ⟨F (j), i⟩ = 0, −⟨F (1), j⟩ − ⟨F (i), k⟩ + ⟨F (k), i⟩ = 0, ⟨F (1), i⟩ − ⟨F (j), k⟩ + ⟨F (k), j⟩ = 0, ⟨F (i), i⟩ + ⟨F (j), j⟩ + ⟨F (k), k⟩ = 0, whose solution space is an 8-dimensional subspace. This gives the set of all possible Lorentz forces of type II, {F : v → z} and each solution extends in the obvious way to a skewsymmetric map of type II. □ 5. Other examples with trivial magnetic fields of type II

In this section we show other non-singular Lie algebras admitting no closed 2-forms of type II. We obtain then by modifying H-type Lie algebra as follows.

Let h = v⊕z be an H-type Lie algebra and choose Z_1 ∈ z with ||Z_1|| = 1. Let v = v_1 ⊕v_2 be an orthogonal decomposition with the condition that v_1 and v_2 are invariant under j_{Z1} and j_{Z2} for some Z_2 ⊥ Z_1: this is possible for dim h > 7. Observe that both v_1 and v_2 are modules of the Clifford algebra Cl(2), hence their dimensions must be of the form 4s for some non-negative integer s. Take a scalar r ∈ R.

Define a new Lie algebra structure on the metric vector space n_r := v ⊕ z by mean of the next skew-symmetric maps j̃_{Z+λZ1} (V_1 + V_2) = j_{Z+λZ1} (V_1 + V_2) + (r − 1)j_{λZ1} V_2

where Z ∈ ⟨Z_1⟩^⊥, λ ∈ R, V_i ∈ v_i for i = 1, 2. In simple terms, we modify j_{Z1} by a factor r on the subspace v_2.

Notice that for a fix r ≠ 0 there are several different new Lie algebras. In fact, the resulting Lie algebra depends on Z_1 and on the decomposition v = v_1 ⊕ v_2. However for r = 1 one gets an H-type Lie algebra.

Theorem 5.1. For each r > 0, every 2-step Lie algebra n_r is non-singular and not isomorphic to an H-type Lie algebra if r ≠ 1.

Proof. Let 0 ≠ Z + λZ_1 ∈ z with Z ⊥ Z_1 and V_1 ∈ v_1, V_2 ∈ v_2 such that j̃_{(Z+λZ1)}(V_1 + V_2) = 0 =⇒ j_{(Z+λZ1)}j̃_{(Z+λZ1)}(V_1 + V_2) = 0

=⇒ −||Z + λZ_1||^2(V_1 + V_2) + (r − 1)j_{(Z+λZ1 )}j_{λZ1} V_2 = 0

=⇒ −||Z + λZ_1||^2(V_1 + V_2) + (r − 1)j(Z)j_{λZ1} V_2 − (r − 1)λ^2V_2 = 0.

Taking inner product with V_2:

−||Z + λZ_1||^2||V_2||^2 − (r − 1)λ^2||V_2||^2 = 0 =⇒ (−||Z||^2 − rλ^2)||V_2||^2 = 0.

Since r > 0 this implies that Z + λZ_1 = 0 or V_2 = 0, but if V_2 = 0 then replacing in the previous equation we obtain that V_1 = 0.

To prove that these Lie algebras are not of type H we will show that they are not of H̃−type as in [15]. This means that Z → det(j̃^2_Z )^{1/n} is not a quadratic form, where n = dim v. Under our hypothesis there is Z_2 ∈ z, Z_2 ⊥ Z_1, such that J_{Z2} preserves the subspaces v_1 and v_2. We supposed without losing generality that ||Z_2|| = 1. For μ, λ ∈ R, j̃^2_{μZ2 +λZ1} (V_1 + V_2) = j̃_{μZ2 +λZ1} (j_{μZ2 +λZ1} (V_1 + V_2) + (r − 1)j_{λZ1} V_2)

= j_{μZ2 +λZ1} (j_{μZ2 +λZ1} (V_1 + V_2) + (r − 1)j_{λZ1} V_2) + (r − 1)j_{λZ1} (j_{μZ2} V_2 + rj_{λZ1} V_2)

= −||μZ_2 + λZ_1||^2(V_1 + V_2) − (r − 1)λ^2V_2 − (r − 1)rλ^2V_2

= −(μ^2 + λ^2)V_1 − (μ^2 + r^2λ^2)V_2.

Then q(μZ_2 + λZ_1) = det(j̃^2_{μZ2 +λZ1} )^{1/n} = −(μ^2 + λ^2)^{n1/n}(μ^2 + r^2λ^2)^{n2/n} where n_1 = dim v_1 and n_2 = dim v_2. This form is quadratic if and only r = 1. One way to check this is to see that ∂q ∂μ∂λ (μZ_2 + λZ_1) = −

4n_1n_2(r^2 − 1)^2μ^3λ^3 (μ^2 + λ^2)^{2− n1}n (μ^2 + r^2λ^2)^{2− n2}n

is constant with respect to μ and λ if and only if r = 1, since r > 0. □

Remark 5.2. If r ≤ 0 the Lie algebras n_r are almost non-singular. This is trivial if r = 0 since j_{Z1} V_2 = 0 for V_2 ∈ v_2 and if r < 0, taking 0 ≠ V_2 ∈ v_2 such that V_1 =^r_{||Z||2} j_Z j_{Z1} V_2 ∈ v_1

for some 0 ≠ Z ∈ ⟨Z_1⟩^⊥ and λ =^{||Z||}√_{|r|} then

j̃_{Z+λZ1} (V_1 + V_2) = 0.

For any H-type Lie algebra of dimension greater than 7 a particular decomposition of v is obtain in the following way. Suppose dim z = m. Let m̃ < m be the greatest number such that the dimension of a irreducible Cl(m̃)-module is half of the dimension of a irreducible Cl(m)-module. Let B = {Z_1, . . . , Z_m} be an orthonormal basis of z, then the subset {Z_1, . . . , Z_{m̃}} ⊂ B generates the Clifford algebra Cl(m̃) whose action on v decomposes as v = v_1 ⊕ v_2 where dim v_1 = dim v_2. Then every linear map j_{Zi} for 1 ≤ i ≤ m̃ preserves the decomposition v_1 ⊕ v_2 while: j_{Zi} v_1 = v_2 and j_{Zi} v_2 = v_1 for m̃ < i ≤ m. Notice that this procedure is valid for an irreducible or non-irreducible H-type Lie algebra, by decomposing each irreducible component. In this way we can consider the corresponding modified Lie algebras n_r for this decomposition.

In this case, n_r is isomorphic to n_{1/r} for every r > 0. The map ϕ : n_r → n_{1/r} given by ϕ|_v = j_{Z1} j_{Z2} . . . j_{Zm̃} j_{Zm̃+1} , ϕ(Z_1) =^{(−1)m̃}_r Z_1, ϕ(Z_i) = (−1)^{m̃}Z_i for i = 2, . . . , m̃ + 1 and ϕ(Z_i) = (−1)^{m̃+1}Z_i for i = m̃ + 2, . . . , m; is an isomorphism. This can be verified seeing that ϕ^tj^r_{Zi} ϕ = j^{1/r}_{ϕt(Zi)}, for i = 1, . . . , m, where j^r and j^{1/r} are the j-operators of n_r and n_{1/r}, respectively. For i = 1 we use the fact that ϕ interchanges the spaces v_1 and v_2.

Case (8,7) Now we study the existence of magnetic fields of type II on the Lie algebras n_r derived from the octonionic H-type Lie algebra (8,7).

Recall that the maps j_z have matricial presentations as follows in the basis V_1, V_2, . . . , V_8 and Z = z_1Z_1 + . . . + z_7Z_7:

(10) j_Z =

0 −z_1 −z_2 −z_3 −z_4 −z_5 −z_6 −z_7 z_1 0 −z_3 z_2 z_5 −z_4 z_7 −z_6 z_2 z_3 0 −z_1 z_6 −z_7 −z_4 z_5 z_3 −z_2 z_1 0 z_7 z_6 −z_5 −z_4 z_4 −z_5 −z_6 −z_7 0 z_1 z_2 z_3 z_5 z_4 z_7 −z_6 −z_1 0 z_3 −z_2 z_6 −z_7 z_4 z_5 −z_2 −z_3 0 z_1 z_7 z_6 −z_5 z_4 −z_3 z_2 −z_1 0

.

Using the previous remark, in this case m̃ = 3 and we obtain the following subspaces v_1 = span{V_1, V_2, V_3, V_4} and v_2 = span{V_5, V_6, V_7, V_8}, so that v = v_1 ⊕ v_2 is invariant under j_{Z1} and j_{Z2} . Define the Lie algebra n_r as above.

To determine the existence of magnetic fields of type II on n_r we write down the linear system of 56 equations and 56 variables derived from Condition (C2):

⟨[V_i, V_j ], F (V_k)⟩ + ⟨[V_j , V_k], F (V_i)⟩ + ⟨[V_k, V_i], F (V_j )⟩ = 0.

To solve this, one takes F (V_s) =

∑_7

t=1 a_{ts}Z_s. The solution of the corresponding linear system can be achieved with help of any software. One gets the trivial solution, F = 0.

Remark 5.3. For the Lie algebra above n_r, the corresponding Pfaffian is given by:

Pf(J_Z ) = ‖Z‖^4 + z^2_1 ((r^2 − 1)(z^2_1 + z^2 + z^2_3 ) + 2(r − 1)(z^2_4 + z^2_5 + z^2_6 + z^2_7 )),

where Z = z_1Z_1 + . . . + z_7Z_7 ∈ z. This is used to distinguish isomorphism classes of Lie algebras, see for instance [14].

Case (16,8) In this situation, the linear operator j can be written in terms of the maps given in Equation (10). For Z = z_1Z_1 + . . . + z_8Z_8 ∈ z, there is a basis V_1, . . . , V_{16} of v such that

j_Z = ( j^′_{z1Z1+...+z7Z7} −z_8Id z_8Id −j^′_{z1Z1+...+z7Z7} ) consists of 8 × 8 blocks, where j^′ is given in (10) and Id is the 8 × 8 identity matrix. So the spaces v_1 = span{V_1, . . . , V_8} and v_2 = span{V_9, . . . , V_{16}} are invariant under j_{Z1} and j_{Z2} (they are Cl(7)-submodules).

With this setting we construct the associated Lie algebras n_r and we write down the Coniditon C2 for the existence of closed 2-forms of type II. We also obtain the non-existence of magnetic fields of type II by solving the corresponding linear system. Proposition 5.4. Every closed magnetic field on a Lie algebra n_r as above is of type I, for any r.

Remark 5.5. Notice that the Lie algebras n_r from the proposition are non-singular but also, almost non-singular. In any case, magnetic fields are of type I.

Notice that for r = 1 the Lie algebra n_r coincides with the H-type Lie algebra. In this case it was proved previously that the corresponding system only admits the trivial solution, that is, the corresponding matrix of the system is non-singular. Since the set of non-singular matrices is open, there exists an open subset containing the matrix for r = 1 such that all matrices in this open subset are non-singular, so that one obtains the trivial solution whenever r approaches to r = 1. The statement in the proposition 5.4 holds for this particular example. But the reasoning in this paragraph is independent of the decomposition v_1 ⊕ v_2 and it still holds for the general construction of n_r explained previously.

After the results in the paper a natural question remains still open: Open question: Are the H-type Lie algebras in Theorem 4.3 the only fat Lie algebras admitting closed 2-forms of type II?

References

[1] D.M. Almeida, E. Falbel, Fat sub-Riemannian symmetric spaces: the nilpotent case, Ark.

Mat.56, 207–228 (2018).

[2] M. L. Barberis, I. Dotti, O. Santillán, The Killing–Yano equation on Lie groups, Classical and Quantum Gravity, 29, 1–10 (2012).

[3] D. Burde, Characteristically nilpotent Lie algebras and symplectic structures, Forum Math. 18 (5), 769–787 (2006).

[4] M. Cowling, A. H. Dooley, A. Korányi, F. Ricci, H-type groups and Iwasawa decompositions, Adv. Math 87, 1–41 (1991).

[5] S. G. Dani, M. G. Mainkar, Anosov automorphisms on compact nilmanifolds associated with graphs, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 357, 2235–2251 (2005).

[6] V. del Barco, Symplectic structures on free nilpotent Lie algebras, Proc. Japan Acad.95 Ser. A, 88–90 (2019).

[7] V. del Barco, Symplectic structures on nilmanifolds: an obstruction for its existence, J. of Lie Theory 24 (3), 889–908 (2014).

[8] V. del Barco, A. Moroianu, Killing forms on 2-step nilmanifolds, J. Geom. Anal. 31, 863–887 (2021).

[9] I. Dotti, P. Tirao, Symplectic structures on Heisenberg-type nilmanifolds, Manuscripta Math.

102, 383–401 (2000).

[10] P. Eberlein, Geometry of 2-step nilpotent Lie groups with a left-invariant metric, Ann. Sci. E.

N. S., 4 serie 27 (5), 611–660 (1994).

[11] A. Kaplan, Fundamental solutions for a class of hypoelliptic PDE generated by composition of quadratic forms, Trans. Am. Math. Soc. 258, 147–153 (1980).

[12] A. Kaplan, Riemannian nilmanifolds attached to Clifford modules, Geom Dedicata 11, 127–136 (1981).

[13] I.L. Kantor, A.S. Solodovnikov, Hypercomplex Numbers: An Elementary Introduction to Algebras, Trans. A. Shenitzer, Springer-Verlag 1989.

[14] J. Lauret, D. Oscar, On Nonsingular two-step nilpotent Lie algebras, M ath. Res. Lett. 21 (3) 553–583 (2014).

[15] F. Levstein, A. Tiraboschi, Regular metabelian Lie Algebras, Geometry and Representation Theory of Real and p-adic groups. Progress in Mathematics, vol 158, 197–207 (1998).

[16] N. Midoune, 2-step nilpotent Lie algebras and symplectic structures, J. Lie Theory 23 (1), 217–228 (2013).

[17] D. V. Millionshchikov, R. Jimenez, Geometry of central extensions of nilpotent Lie algebras.

Proc. Steklov Inst. Math. 305, 209-231 (2019). Translation from Tr. Mat. Inst. Steklova 305, 225-249 (2019).

[18] R. Montgomery, A tour of subriemannian geometries, their geodesics and applications, AMS Mathematical Surveys and Monographs 91 (2002).

[19] K. Nomizu, On the cohomology of compact homogeneous spaces of nilpotent Lie groups, Ann. of Math. 59, 531–538 (1954).

[20] G. Ovando, M. Subils, Magnetic trajectories on 2-step nilmanifolds. ArXiv: 2201.02258 [21] C. Riehm, The automorphism group of a composition of quadratic forms, Transactions of the American Mathematical Society 269, 403–414 (1982).

[22] T. Sunada, Magnetic flows on a Riemann surface, In: Proceedings of KAIST Mathematics Workshop, 93–108 (1993).

[23] A. Weinstein, Fat bundles and symplectic manifolds, Adv. Math. 37, 239–250 (1980).

Departamento de Matemática, ECEN - FCEIA, Universidad Nacional de Rosario. Pellegrini 250, 2000 Rosario, Santa Fe, Argentina.

Email address: gabriela@fceia.unr.edu.ar Email address: subils@fceia.unr.edu.ar