arXiv:2212.13584v2 [math.RA] 10 Jan 2024

ON QUADRATIC HOM-LIE ALGEBRAS WITH TWIST MAPS IN THEIR CENTROIDS AND THEIR RELATIONSHIP WITH QUADRATIC LIE ALGEBRAS

R. GARCÍA-DELGADO^{(1)}, G. SALGADO^{(2)} AND O.A. SÁNCHEZ-VALENZUELA^{(1)}

Abstract. Hom-Lie algebras having non-invertible twist maps in their centroids are studied. Central extensions of Hom-Lie algebras having these properties are obtained and shown how the same properties are preserved. Conditions are given so that the produced central extension has an invariant metric with respect to its Hom-Lie product making its twist map self-adjoint when the original Hom-Lie algebra has such a metric. This work is focused on algebras with these properties and following Benayadi and Makhlouf we call them quadratic Hom-Lie algebras. It is shown how a quadratic Hom-Lie algebra gives rise to a quadratic Lie algebra and that the Lie algebra associated to the given Hom-Lie central extension is a Lie algebra central extension of it. It is also shown that if the Hom-Lie product is not a Lie product, there exists a non-abelian algebra, which is in general non-associative too, the commutator of whose product is precisely the Hom-Lie product of the Hom-Lie central extension. Moreover, the algebra whose commutator realizes this Hom-Lie product is shown to be simple if the associated Lie algebra is nilpotent. Non-trivial examples are provided.

Introduction

All algebras and vector spaces in this work are assumed to be finite dimensional and defined over an algebraically closed field F of characteristic zero.

A Hom-Lie algebra over a field F is a triple (g, μ, T ) consisting of a vector space g, a skew-symmetric bilinear product μ : g × g → g and a

Date: January 16, 2024.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 17Bxx, 17B60. Secondary: 17B20, 17B30, 17B40.

Key words and phrases. Hom Lie algebras; Quadratic Lie algebras; Central extensions; Simple algebras. 1

linear map T : g → g, called the twist map, satisfying: (1) μ(T (x), μ(y, z)) + μ(T (y), μ(z, x)) + μ(T (z), μ(x, y)) = 0, for all x, y and z in g.

The algebraic study of Hom-Lie algebras is usually traced back to the work of Hartwig, Larsson and Silvestrov (see [5]) in studying deformations of the Witt and Virasoro algebras. We shall refer our readers to the references provided by Benayadi and Makhlouf in [2], and specially to the Introduction of their work, where a rather complete and comprehensive summary was given for the various classes of Hom-structures that had been studied, at least up to 2014 when [2] was written. Since then, the study of Hom-structures has grown fastly, covering a wide range of new interesting issues (see for example [3], [8], [9], [10], [11], or [12]).

The spirit of our work is similar to that of [2], in that we also construct quadratic Hom-Lie algebras and study their connections with quadratic Lie algebras. The main differences are that we do not start with a Lie algebra (g, μ), and our results are focused on non-invertible twist maps T which are furthermore centroids of (g, μ) (see for example [6] and [7]); that is, we shall assume throughout this work that,

(2) T (μ(x, y)) = μ (T (x), y) , for all x, y ∈ g.

It is immediate to show that if T is an invertible centroid, then μ is a Lie bracket. That is why we shall assume that dim Ker(T ) > 0, and when be referred to a pair (g, μ), the bilinear map μ : g × g → g will only be assumed to be skew-symmetric.

We are also interested in Hom-Lie algebras (g, μ, T ) with T satisfying the hypotheses above and g equipped with a symmetric, non-degenerate bilinear form B : g × g → F, satisfying, B(μ(x, y), z) = B(x, μ(y, z)), and B(T (x), y) = B(x, T (y)), for all x, y, z ∈ g. Such a B will be referred to as a μ-invariant metric on (g, μ, T ) and, following [2], we shall say that (g, μ, T, B) is a quadratic Hom-Lie algebra. If T = Id_g, such a 4-tuple (g, μ, T, B) is just a quadratic Lie algebra. It is shown in [2] that the notion of double extension for Lie algebras can be generalized and carried out on quadratic Hom-Lie algebras whose twist map is an invertible morphism. By way of contrast, what we do in this work is to characterize the quadratic Hom-Lie algebras satisfying the more relaxed hypotheses just described above for the twist map T and the μ-invariant form B, using central extensions of quadratic Lie algebras.

A few words are worth our while to answer the question of, why looking at quadratic Hom-Lie algebras with non-invertible centroids as twist maps? It is known that the space of self-adjoint centroids for a μinvariant metric B on g plays an important role in the theory of quadratic Lie algebras, since any pair of invariant metrics are related by an invertible self-adjoint centroid. Also, Schur’s Lemma states that for simple Lie algebras, the space of self-adjoint centroids is onedimensional, which leads to the well known fact that any invariant metric on a simple Lie algebra must be a non-zero scalar multiple of the Cartan-Killing form. In [1], quadratic Lie algebras are studied under the hypothesis that its space of self-adjoint centroids is 2-dimensional and some interesting consequences of this fact are obtained there. For example, it is proved that all such Lie algebras are local; that is, they have a unique maximal ideal. Thus, after our findings in [4], it was natural for us to try to understand some of the characteristics shown by quadratic Hom-Lie algebras under the more general conditions assumed for them in this work.

Here is now a more detailed description of what we do here. We show first in Prop. 1.1 and Thm. 1.2 that a quadratic Hom-Lie algebra (g, μ, T, B) having T in its centroid and Ker(T ) ≠ {0}, gives rise to a quadratic Lie algebra (G, [ · , · ], B_G) which is in turn a central extension by V of a quadratic Lie algebra (g, [ · , · ], B) having [ · , · ] = T ∘ μ, making V isotropic under B_G and dim V = dim Ker(T ). In Prop. 1.4 we show how to extend the original Hom-Lie algebra (g, μ, T ) to a Hom- Lie algebra (G, μ_G, L). A fundamental role is played by the maps k : g → G and h : G → g defined in (3) and (16), respectively. The result also makes use of the Lie algebra invariant metric B_G and shows that: (1) the twist map L is B_G-self-adjoint, (2) L restricted to g is exactly k, and (3) the projection map G → g that mods out the central ideal V actually yields a Hom-Lie algebra epimorphism (G, μ_G, L) → (g, μ, T ). It is then natural to say that (G, μ_G, L) is a central extension of (g, μ, T ) as Hom-Lie algebras, since μ_G(G, V ) = {0} and L vanishes on V as shown in Prop. 1.4. As a consequence of these results we show in Cor. 1.6 that if B_G is μ_G-invariant or if L is a centroid for μ_G, then the 2-cocycle used to define the central extension G = g ⊕ V has to be identically zero. It is also proved that if μ is not a Lie product, then Ker(T ) is equal to the center of the Lie algebra (g, [ · , · ]) (see Prop. 1.3).

At this point we make a general observation in Prop. 1.7 that produces a quadratic Hom-Lie algebra (g, μ, T, B) on the underlying space g = h ⊕ h^∗, with T in its centroid, when a Hom-Lie algebra (h, ν, S) is given, having S in its centroid. In fact, T (x + α) = S(x) + S^∗(α), and B(x + α, y + β) = α(y) + β(x), for any x and y in h and any α and β in h^∗. With this construction we are able to exhibit an example of a 6-dimensional Hom-Lie algebra (h, ν, S) for which ν is not a Lie bracket and we also describe explicitly the 12-dimensional quadratic Hom-Lie algebra (g, μ, T, B) based on g = h ⊕ h^∗.

In Thm. 1.2 we start from a quadratic Hom-Lie algebra (g, μ, T, B), with T in its centroid and Ker T ≠ {0}, to produce the quadratic Lie algebra (G = g ⊕ V, [ · , · ]_G, B_G) where V is isotropic, [G, V ]_G = {0} and dim V = dim Ker(T ). Then, in Prop. 2.1 we show that there is a bilinear product in G, (x, y) → xy satisfying, μ_G(x, y) = xy − yx, and, 2xy = μ_G(x, y) − [h(x), y]_G + [x, h(y)]_G.

Now, one of the goals that originally motivated this work was to con-

struct (and if possible, to characterize) quadratic Hom-Lie algebras with twist maps in their centroids when the underlying Hom-Lie product is not a Lie algebra bracket. Using the product (x, y) → xy in G above we attain this goal in Thm. 2.2 through the product defined on A = F × G by, (ξ, x) (η, y) = ( ξ η + B_G(x, y) , ξ y + η x + x y ), for all ξ, η in F and all x, y in G. It turns out that A is, in general, a non-associative algebra with unit element 1_A = (1, 0), and if μ is not a Lie product then A has no non-trivial two-sided ideals. Moreover, A turns out to be simple when the Lie algebra (g, [ · , · ]) is nilpotent. It is also shown in Thm. 2.2 that the induced product on A^′ = A/F 1_A is given by,

μ^′ ((ξ, x) + F1_A , (η, y) + F1_A ) = (ξ, x)(η, y) − (η, y)(ξ, x) + F 1_A ,

for all ξ, η in F and x, y in G. Then, defining T^′ : A^′ → A^′ by T^′((ξ, x)+ F1_A )) = (ξ, L(x)) + F1_A , one obtains a Hom-Lie algebra isomorphism (A^′, μ^′, T^′) → (G, μ_G, L), into the Hom-Lie algebra of Prop. 1.4, thus also recovering the Hom-Lie algebra structure on (g, μ, T ).

To round up our results we conclude by showing in Thm. 3.1 —using some results from [4]— that if one starts with a quadratic Lie algebra (g, [ · , · ], B) and a central extension (G = g⊕V, [ · , · ]_G) with dim V > 0 that admits an invariant metric B_G under which V is isotropic, then there exists a quadratic Hom-Lie algebra (g, μ, T, B) with T in its centroid such that, [ · , · ] = T ∘ μ and dim Ker(T ) = dim V . We close this work giving a non-trivial example of how to start with a 6-dimensional quadratic Lie algebra (g, [ · , · ], B), then show how to produce the 9-dimensional Lie algebra central extension (G = g ⊕ V, [ · , · ]_G, B_G) having dim V = 3, and finally how to produce the 6- dimensional quadratic Hom-Lie algebra (g, μ, T, B) with T in its centroid, and the 9-dimensional Hom-Lie algebra (G, μ_G, L) with the help of the simple algebra A.

1. Characterization of Hom-Lie algebras with twist maps in their centroids

We start by showing how to obtain a quadratic Lie algebra from a quadratic Hom-Lie algebra (g, μ, T, B) having T in the centroid.

1.1. Proposition. Let (g, μ, T, B) be a quadratic Hom-Lie algebra with T in its centroid. Let [ · , · ] : g×g → g be defined by [x, y] = T (μ(x, y)), for all x and y in g. Then, (g, [ · , · ], B) is a quadratic Lie algebra and T ([x, y]) = [T (x), y], for all x and y in g.

Proof. Define [ · , · ] by means of T ∘μ. Since T is a centroid, T ([x, y]) = T (μ(T (x), y)) = [T (x), y]. It also follows that, [x, [y, z]] = T (μ (T (x), μ(y, z))) , for any x, y and z in g. Then, the Jacobi identity for [ · , · ] follows from (1) and the linearity of T . Since T is B-self-adjoint, the μ-invariance of B leads to B ([x, y], z) = B (x, [y, z]), proving that (g, [ · , · ], B) is a quadratic Lie algebra. □

Observe that the construction of the Lie algebra (g, [ · , · ]) in Prop. 1.1 is similar to the one given in [2] (Prop. 1.8 there).

Now, the hypothesis dim Ker(T ) = r > 0 makes it possible to associate another Hom-Lie algebra to the quadratic Hom-Lie algebra (g, μ, T, B); say, (G, μ_G, L). Our first result in that direction shows how to build up the underlying vector space G and how it actually has the structure of a quadratic Lie algebra.

1.2. Theorem. Let (g, μ, T, B) be a quadratic Hom-Lie algebra with T in its centroid and dim Ker(T ) = r > 0. For any r-dimensional vector space V , G = g ⊕ V inherits a quadratic Lie algebra structure (G, [ · , · ]_G, B_G), such that,

(i) V is contained in its center C(G), and (ii) B_G makes V isotropic; ie, for all u and v in V , B_G(u, v) = 0.

Proof. Let a ⊂ g be a complementary subspace to Im(T ). Then, dim a = dim Ker(T ) = r. Let { a_1, . . . , a_r | a_i ∈ g } be a basis of a and let {v_1, . . . , v_r | v_i ∈ V } be a basis of V .

Claim A1. There are: (1) an injective linear map k : g → G, and, (2) a skew-symmetric bilinear map [ · , · ]_G in G, such that k ([x, y]) = [k(x), y]_G for all x and y in g.

Indeed. Define the linear map k : g → G by, (3) k(x) = T (x) + B(a_1, x)v_1 + . . . + B(a_r, x)v_r, for all x ∈ g. This is injective because B is non-degenerate, T is B-self-adjoint, and Ker(T ) ∩ a^⊥ = {0}.

Let [ · , · ]_G : G × G → G be the bilinear map defined by: (4) [x, y]_G = k (μ(x, y)) , for all x, y ∈ g, [x + u, v]_G = 0, for all x ∈ g and u, v ∈ V.

Since k(x) − T (x) belongs to V for any x in g, and since [V, G]_G = {0}, it follows from (4) that for any x and y in g, (5) k([x, y]) = k(μ(T (x), y)) = [T (x), y]_G = [k(x), y]_G . Claim A2. [ · , · ]_G is a Lie bracket in G.

Let x, y, z be in g and u, v, w be in V . By Claim A1 and (4) we have: [x + u, [y + v, z + w]_G]_G =[x, [y, z]_G]_G =[x, k(μ(y, z))]_G = k (μ(x, T (μ(y, z)))) = k (μ (T (x), μ(y, z))) Then the Hom-Lie Jacobi identity for μ implies that [ · , · ]_G satisfies the Jacobi identity. Thus, (G, [ · , · ]_G) is a (n + r)-dimensional Lie algebra. Claim A3. There exists a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form B_G on G = g ⊕ V = a ⊕ Im T ⊕ V under which g^⊥ = a and V is isotropic. Let B_G : G × G → F be defined by,

B_G (T (x), T (y)) = B(T (x), y), for all x, y ∈ g, B_G (a ⊕ V, Im(T )) = B_G(a, a) = B_G(V, V ) = {0}, B_G (a_i, v_j) = δ_{ij} , for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ r. (6) Clearly B_G is non-degenerate. Since g = a ⊕ Im(T ), it follows that, (P1) g^⊥ = {x ∈ G | B_G(x, y) = 0, for all y ∈ g} = a;

(P2) Im(T ) ⊂ V^⊥ in G. Claim A4. Im k = V^⊥.

It follows from (6) that V^⊥ = Im(T ) ⊕ V . From the definition of k (see (3)), it is clear that B_G (Im(k), V ) = {0}. Thus, Im(k) ⊂ V^⊥. Since k is injective and dim Im(k) = dim V^⊥, we conclude that Im(k) = V^⊥. Claim A5. The following relation between B and B_G holds true: (7) B(x, y) = B_G(k(x), y + u), for all x, y ∈ g and any u ∈ V. To prove (7) we recall first from (6) that B_G (a_i, v_j ) = δ_{ij} for 1≤ i, j ≤ r. Now, using the definition of k (see (3)) and the fact that a = g^⊥ in G ((P1) above), we see that for any y in g, B_G(a_i, k(y)) = B_G (a_i, T (y) + B(a_1, y)v_1 + · · · + B(a_r, y)v_r) = B(a_i, y), for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Therefore, (8) B_G(a, k(y)) = B(a, y), for all a ∈ a and y ∈ g. Now, for x in g we know that k(x) − T (x) ∈ V ⊂ V^⊥ (see (3)). By (P2) we also know that Im(T ) ⊂ V^⊥. Then, for any x and y in g we have, (9) B_G(T (x), k(y)) = B_G(T (x), T (y)) = B(T (x), y). Combining (8) and (9), we conclude that B_G(a + T (x), k(y)) = B(a + T (x), y), for any x and y in g and a in a. Since g = a⊕Im(T ) we deduce that B(x, y) = B_G(x, k(y)) for all x and y in g. The symmetry of both B and B_G leads to B(x, y) = B_G(k(x), y) = B_G(x, k(y)). Finally, from Claim A4 we have Im(k) = V^⊥. Therefore, B(x, y) = B_G(k(x), y +u), for all x, y in g and u in V .

Claim A6. B_G is invariant under [ · , · ]_G.

Let x, y, z be in g and u, v, w be in V . We shall prove first that B_G ([x + u, y + v]_G, z + w) = B (μ(x, y), z). In fact, B_G ([x + u, y + v]_G, z + w) =B_G ([x, y]_G, z + w)=B_G (k(μ(x, y)), z + w) = B_G (k(μ(x, y)), z) = B(μ(x, y), z), where use has been made of V ⊂ C(G), k (μ(x, y)) = [x, y]_G (see (4)), and Im(k) = V^⊥, together with (7). A similar argument proves that B_G (x + u, [y + v, z + w]_G) = B(x, μ(y, z)). Finally, the μ-invariance of B implies that B_G is invariant under [ · , · ]_G. Therefore (G, [ · , · ], B_G) is a quadratic Lie algebra and observe that B is not the restriction of B_G to g × g, as V is isotropic. □

Within the context of a quadratic Hom-Lie algebra (g, μ, T, B) with T a centroid, we have the following relationship between Prop. 1.1 and Thm. 1.2.

1.3. Proposition. Let (g, [ · , · ], B) be the quadratic Lie algebra of Prop. 1.1 and let (G, [ · , · ]_G, B_G) be that of Thm. 1.2. Then,

(i) G is a central extension of g by V

(ii) For each 1 ≤ i ≤ r, let D_i = μ(a_i, · ) : g → g, where g = Im(T ) ⊕ a and a = Span_F {a_1, . . . , a_r}. If all the D_i’s are inner derivations of the Lie algebra (g, [ · , · ]), then the Hom-Lie bracket μ satisfies the Jacobi identity.

(iii) If μ does not satisfy the Jacobi identity, then Ker(T ) is equal to the center C(g) of the Lie algebra (g, [ · , · ]).

Proof. (i) Let x and y be in g, and let u and v be in V . By Prop. 1.1, the Lie bracket [ · , · ] in g is given by [x, y] = T (μ(x, y)). Now use (3), the μ-invariance of B and (4) to get,

[ x + u , y + v ]_G = k(μ(x, y)) = [x, y] + B (μ(a_1, x), y) v_1 + . . . + B (μ(a_r, x), y) v_r. (10)

For each x ∈ g, consider the linear map ad_μ(x) = μ(x, · ) : g → g. Since T is a centroid for (g, μ), it follows from (1) that,

ad_μ(x) ([y, z]) = [ad_μ(x)(y), z] + [y, ad_μ(x)(z)], for all z ∈ g;

that is, ad_μ(x) is a derivation of the Lie algebra (g, [ · , · ]). Since B is invariant under μ, it follows that ad_μ(x) is actually an anti-self-adjoint derivation with respect to B; ie, B (ad_μ(x)(y), z) = −B (y, ad_μ(z)). Now, let D_i = ad_μ(a_i), with a_i running through the basis of a given in Thm. 1.2. From (10), the map θ : g × g → V defined by, θ(x, y) = B (D_1(x), y) v_1 + · · · + B (D_r(x), y) v_r, gives rise to a skew-symmetric bilinear map satisfying,

[x + u, y + v]_G = [x, y] + B (D_1(x), y) v_1 + · · · + B (D_r(x), y) v_r = [x, y] + θ(x, y), for all x, y ∈ g and u, v ∈ V. (11)

That is, θ is actually the 2-cocycle of the Lie algebra (g, [ · , · ]), with values in V that yields [ · , · ]_G, thus proving the statement.

(ii) Since T is a centroid, (1) implies that, (12) μ(T (x), μ(y, z)) + μ(y, μ(z, T (x))) + μ(z, μ(T (x), y)) = 0, for all x, y and z in g. That is, the Jacobi identity holds true for μ if at least one of the elements involved in the cyclic sum belongs to

Im(T ). As g = Im(T ) ⊕ a, it remains to verify whether or not the Jacobi identity also holds true for the elements in a. Observe that if each D_i = μ(a_i, · ) is an inner derivation of the Lie algebra (g, [ · , · ]) then, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ r, there exists an element b_i in g such that D_i(x) = [b_i, x], which is equivalent to μ(a_i, x) = μ(T (b_i), x) for all x in g. Let a and a^′ be in a. Since T is a centroid, we get,

(13) μ(a_i, μ(a, a^′)) = μ(T (b_i), μ(a, a^′)), μ(a, μ(a^′, a_i)) = μ(a, μ(a^′, T (b_i))), and, μ(a^′, μ(a_i, a)) = μ(a^′, μ(T (b_i), a)), for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r. We saw before if at least one of the elements involved in the cyclic sum lies in Im(T ), then the Jacobi identity holds true for μ. Since a is generated by a_1, . . . , a_r, (12) and (13) imply that, μ(a, μ(a^′, a^{′′})) + μ(a^′, μ(a^{′′}, a) + μ(a^{′′}, μ(a, a^′)) = 0, for all a, a^′, a^{′′} ∈ a. Therefore, μ satisfies the Jacobi identity.

(iii) It follows from Thm. 1.2 that V is an isotropic ideal of the quadratic Lie algebra (G, [ · , · ]_G, B_G) which, by construction, is a central extension of (g, [· , · ]) by V with cocycle θ(x, y) = B(D_1(x), y)v_1 +. . .+ B(D_r(x), y)v_r. By hypothesis, if μ does not satisfy the Jacobi identity, it follows from (ii) that at least one of the derivations D_i is not inner.

It was proved in [4], (see Lemma 2.2 and Prop. 2.5.(ii) there), that under these conditions, for each i there exists an x_i in g such that, D^′_i = D_i + [x_i, · ], and ∩^r_{i=1} Ker(D^′_i) = {0}. Let a^′ = Span{a_1 + T (x_1), . . . , a_r + T (x_r)}, then g = a ⊕ Im(T ) = a^′ ⊕ Im(T ) and D^′_i = μ(a_i, · ) + μ(T (x_i), · ) = D_i + [x_i, · ], for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Thus, the results obtained so far are valid for both a and a^′. In addition, if the 2-cocylce θ^′ arising from D^′_1, . . . , D^′_r differs from θ by a coboundary, then the central extensions in G associated to θ and θ^′, are isomorphic. Therefore we might as well assume that ∩^r_{i=1} Ker(D_i) = {0}. Then, by (11), the center of (G, [ · , · ]_G) is,

C(G) = C(g) ∩ {(∩^r_{i=1} Ker(D_i)) ⊕ V } .

Whence, C(G) = V and V^⊥ = [G, G]_G. By Claim A4 , k satisfies Im(k) = V^⊥ and k|_g = T (see (3)). If π : G → g is the canonical projection of the central extension, we have, π ([G, G]_G) = [g, g]. It then follows that,

Im(T ) = π(Im(k)) = π(V^⊥) = π ([G, G]_G) = [g, g].

Finally, since T is B-self-adjoint, it follows that Ker(T ) = C(g). □

The next result shows how to extend the Hom-Lie algebra (g, μ, T ) to a Hom-Lie algebra (G, μ_G, L).

1.4. Proposition. Let (g, μ, T, B) be a quadratic Hom-Lie algebra with T a centroid and let (G, [ · , · ]_G, B_G) be the Lie algebra in Thm. 1.2. Let k : g → G be the map defined in (3). Then, the vector space G = g ⊕ V has a Hom-Lie algebra structure (G, μ_G, L), where μ_G(x + u, y + v) = μ(x, y), with,

(14) L(x + u) = k(x), for all x, y ∈ g, and u, v ∈ V,

(15) satisfying, B_G(L(x + u), y + v) = B_G(x + u, L(y + v)) = B(x, y),

for all x, y in g and u, v in V . Moreover, the projection map π : G → g of the central extension, also yields a Hom-Lie algebra epimorphism (G, μ_G, L) ↠ (g, μ, T ).

Proof. Let x, y, z be in g and let u, v, w be in V . From the definition of μ_G we deduce that μ_G(G, V ) = {0}. Then,

μ_G (L(x + u), μ_G(y + v, z + w)) = μ_G (k(x), μ(y, z)) = μ(T (x), μ(y, z)),

and this implies that the triple (G, μ_G, L) is a Hom-Lie algebra. Now (14) says that L|_g = k and V ⊂ Ker L. Then, from Claim A5 and (7) in the proof of Thm. 1.2 we have, B(x, y) = B_G(k(x), y + v) = B_G(L(x), y + v)=B_G(L(x + u), y + v). Now (15) follows using the same arguments and the symmetry of B.

Recall that a morphism (g_1, μ_1, T_1) → (g_2, μ_2, T_2) between two Hom-Lie algebras is a linear map ψ : g_1 → g_2 such that ψ(μ_1(x, y)) = μ_2(ψ(x), ψ(y)), for all x, y in g_1, and ψ ∘T_1 = T_2 ∘ψ. Now, π(x+v) = x for any x in g and v in V . Since, μ_G(x + u, y + v) = μ(x, y) already lies in g, it follows that π(μ_G(x + u, y + v)) = μ (π(x + u), π(y + v)) and it is also true that π ∘ L(x + u) = T ∘ π(x + u), for all x, y in g and u, v in V . Therefore, π : (G, μ_G, L) → (g, μ, T ) is an epimorphism of Hom-Lie algebras. Since μ_G(G, V ) = {0} and L(V ) = {0}, we may say that (G, μ_G, L) is a central extension of (g, μ, T ) by V as Hom-Lie algebras. □

1.5. Remark. Observe that Ker(L) = V and that Im(L) = Im(k) = V^⊥, which follows from (14), (15) and Claim A4.

We now know from Thm. 1.2 that B_G : G × G → F as defined in (6) is invariant for the Lie bracket [ · , · ]_G, and from (15) in Prop. 1.4 we also know that L as defined in (14) is B_G-self-adjoint. It is now natural to ask whether or not —or under what conditions— B_G is μ_G-invariant and to also ask whether or not L lies in the centroid of the Hom-Lie product μ_G. These questions are settled down in the following:

1.6. Corollary. Under the hypotheses of Prop. 1.3 and Prop. 1.4, (i) If B_G is invariant under μ_G then the 2-cocycle θ is zero. (ii) L is a centroid of μ_G if and only if θ is zero.

Proof. We shall adhere ourselves to the following notation. For a given non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form B : g × g → F on a given F-space g, let B^♭ : g → g^∗ be the linear map defined by B^♭(x) (y) = B(x, y), for all x and y in g. Since dim g is assumed to be finite, B^♭ is an isomorphism and so is its inverse map B^♯ : g^∗ → g, characterized by the property, B ( B^♯(ξ), x ) = ξ(x), for any ξ ∈ g^∗ and any x ∈ g. In what follows we shall use the already defined non-degenerate symmetric bilinear forms B and B_G on g and G, respectively. (i) Now, let ι_g : g → G be the inclusion map and define, (16) h = B^♯ ∘ ι^∗_g ∘ B^♭_G : G → g, where the dual map S^∗ : V^∗ → U^∗ of any linear map S : U → V is defined by S^∗(ϕ) = ϕ ∘ S, for any ϕ ∈ V^∗. It follows from Claim A5 and the non-degeneracy of B and B_G that: (Q1) h ∘ k = Id_g.

(Q2) B_G(x + v, y) = B(h(x + v), y) for all x, y ∈ g and v ∈ V . (Q3) a = Ker(h) = g^⊥. (Q4) G = Ker(h) ⊕ Im(k).

We know from (4) that k(μ(x, y)) = [x, y]_G. Then (Q1) implies that, (17) μ(x, y) = h([x, y]_G), for all x, y ∈ g. On the other hand, from (Q2) one obtains, (18) B_G(h(x + u), y + v) = B_G(x + u, h(y + v)), for all x, y in g and all u, v in V . We can now prove the first part of (i); that is, if B_G is μ_G-invariant, then the 2-cocycle θ in (11) has to be zero. Indeed, let x be in g and y, z be in G. The μ_G-invariance of B_G, together with (17)-(18), the fact that μ_G|_{g×g} = μ (Prop. 1.4) and the invariance of B_G under [ · , · ]_G, allow us to write, B_G(z, μ_G(x, y))=B_G(μ_G(z, x), y)=B_G (h ([z, x]_G) , y)=B_G (z, [x, h(y)]_G) .

The non-degeneracy of B_G and (11) then imply that,

(19) h ([x, y]_G) = μ_G(x, y) = [x, h(y)]_G = [x, h(y)] + θ(x, h(y))

Since Im(h) = g ⊂ G, equations (11) and (19) show that θ(x, h(y)) lies in g ∩ V = {0}. Being h is surjective and x and y arbitrary, one concludes that θ = 0.

(ii) We now prove that, if L is a centroid of μ_G, then θ is zero. Take x, y in g and u, v in V . From Prop. 1.4.(i) we have, L(μ_G(x + u, y + v)) − μ_G(L(x + u), y + v) = k(μ(x, y)) − μ_G(k(x), y). Now, using (4), (11) and (17), together with the fact that μ_G|_{g×g} = μ, we obtain, k(μ(x, y)) − μ_G(k(x), y) = [x, y]_G − h([k(x), y]_G)=[x, y]_G −h(k([x, y])) = [x, y]_G − [x, y] = θ(x, y), where use has been made of k([x, y]) = [k(x), y]_G and h ∘ k = Id_g (see Claim A1 and (Q1)). Thus, L(μ_G(x+u, y+v))−μ_G(L(x+u), y+v) = θ(x, y), which shows that L is a centroid precisely when θ = 0. □

Remark. Our next result provides a method to generate quadratic Hom-Lie algebras on an underlying vector space of the form g = h⊕h^∗, when a Hom-Lie algebra (h, ν, S) has been given with a centroid S. In fact, we shall close this section by applying such a method to a 6- dimensional h, which is in turn interesting in itself, as its Hom-Lie product ν : h × h → h is not a Lie bracket.

1.7. Proposition. Let (h, ν, S) be a Hom-Lie algebra with S a centroid for ν. Let ν^∗ : h → gl(h^∗) be the linear map for which ν^∗(x)(α) ∈ h^∗, for any x ∈ h and any α ∈ h^∗, is the linear map y → −α(ν(x, y)), for any y in h. Let g = h ⊕ h^∗ and define μ : g × g → g by, μ(x + α, y + β) = ν(x, y) + ν^∗(x)(β) − ν^∗(y)(α). Let T : g → g be given by, T (x+α) = S(x)+S^∗(α), and let B : g×g → F be defined by B(x + α, y + β) = α(y) + β(x). Then, (g, μ, T, B) is a quadratic Hom-Lie algebra, having T in its centroid.

Proof. We shall prove first that T is a centroid. For x and y in h and α in h^∗, we have, on the one hand, T (μ(x, α))(y) = −α(ν(x, S(y))). On the other hand, it is clear that, μ(T (x), α)(y) = −α(ν(S(x), y)), and μ(x, T (α))(y) = −α(S(ν(x, y))). Whence, T (μ(x, α)) = μ(T (x), α) = μ(x, T (α)).

We shall now prove that the Hom-Lie Jacobi identity (1) holds true for μ and T . Take x, y, z in h and α in h^∗. Using the fact that T is a centroid, one obtains, μ(T (x), μ(y, α))(z) + μ(T (y), μ(α, x))(z) + μ(T (α), μ(x, y))(z) = α ((ν(S(y), ν(x, z)) + (ν(S(x), ν(y, z)) + (ν(S(z), ν(y, x))) = 0. Thus, μ(T (x), μ(y, α)) + μ(T (y), μ(α, x)) + μ(T (α), μ(x, y)) = 0. The fact that T is self-adjoint for the given B follows from B(S(x), α) = α(S(x)) = S^∗(α)(x) = B(x, S^∗(α)), since T (x) = S(x) and T (α) = S^∗(α). □ An example with a 6-dimensional Hom-Lie algebra (h, ν, S) with ν-equivariant S and ν not a Lie bracket.

Let h = Span_F {x_1, x_2, x_3, y_1, y_2, y_3} with the skew-symmetric bilinear product ν : h × h → h defined by ν(x_1, x_2) = ν(y_3, x_1) = ν(x_3, y_1) = y_2, ν(x_3, x_1) = y_1, and all other products on the basis being equal to zero. Let S : h → h be the linear map defined by,

S(x_1) = y_1, S(x_2) = y_2, S(x_3) = y_3, S(y_1) = y_2, S(y_2) = S(y_3) = 0. Observe that both, ν(h, h) and Im(S), lie in Span_F {y_1, y_2, y_3}, and ν(y_j, y_k) = 0, for all 1 ≤ j, k ≤ 3. It is easy to check that (h, ν, S) is a 6-dimensional Hom-Lie algebra, and that S is in the centroid. Also observe that S is nilpotent with dim Ker(S) = 3. In addition, ν(x_1, ν(x_2, x_3)) + ν(x_2, ν(x_3, x_1)) + ν(x_3, ν(x_1, x_2)) = −y_2 ≠ 0,

which proves that ν is not a Lie bracket. Applying Prop. 1.7, we get a 12-dimensional quadratic Hom-Lie algebra (h ⊕ h^∗, μ, T, B), where T is in the centroid and dim Ker(T ) = 6.

Let h^∗ = Span_F {α_1, α_2, α_3, β_1, β_2, β_3}, where α_i(x_j ) = β_i(y_j) = δ_{ij} , for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3. Write g = h ⊕ h^∗. From the prescription of Prop. 1.7 we obtain the Hom-Lie product μ on g given by, μ(x_1, x_2) = μ(y_3, x_1) = μ(x_3, y_1) = y_2, μ(x_2, x_3) = y_3, μ(x_3, x_1) = y_1, μ(x_1, β_2) = −α_2 + β_3, μ(x_2, β_3) = μ(β_1, x_1) = μ(y_1, β_2) = −α_3, μ(x_2, β_2) = μ(β_1, x_3) = μ(β_2, y_3) = α_1, μ(x_3, β_2) = β_1, μ(x_3, β_3) = α_2,

and the twist map T : g → g given by, T (x_1) = y_1, T (x_2) = y_2, T (x_3) = y_3, T (y_1) = y_2, T (y_2) = T (y_3) = 0, T (β_1) = α_1, T (β_2) = α_2 + β_1, T (β_3) = α_3.

It is easy to determine the Lie algebra bracket [x, y] = T (μ(x, y)) for all x, y in g. In fact, the only non-trivial brackets are: [x_3, x_1] = y_2, [x_1, β_2] = α_3 and [x_3, β_2] = α_1. Thus (g, [ · , · ]) is 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra with C(g) = Span{x_2, y_1, y_2, y_3, α_1, α_2, α_3, β_1, β_3}, and [g, g] = Span{y_2, α_1, α_3}.

2. Hom-Lie algebras and algebras having no non-trivial two-sided ideals

The main result of this section is that we can recover the Hom-Lie algebra structure in G = g ⊕ V given in Prop. 1.4, from an algebra A having no non-trivial two-sided ideals. In order to accomplish this goal, we shall prove first the existence of a bilinear product (x, y) → xy in G that realizes μ_G in the form μ_G(x, y) = xy − yx. This product will help us to construct the algebra A.

2.1. Proposition. Let (g, μ, T, B) be a quadratic Hom-Lie algebra with T in the centroid and dim Ker(T ) > 0. Choose a vector space V with dim V = dim Ker(T ) to produce the quadratic Lie algebra (G = g ⊕ V, [ · , · ]_G, B_G) of Thm. 1.2, and let (G, μ_G, L) be the Hom- Lie algebra (G, μ_G, L) of Prop. 1.4. There is a bilinear product G × G → G, denoted by (x, y) → xy (for all x and y in G), such that, (i) μ_G(x, y) = xy − yx. (ii) 2 xy = μ_G(x, y) − [h(x), y]_G + [x, h(y)]_G, with h : G → g as in (16), (iii) x^2 = 0 for all x in Ker(h) ∪ Im(L), and G = Ker(h) ⊕ Im(L).

Proof. Define the bilinear map (x, y) → xy ∈ G by means of, (20) 2B_G(xy, z)=B_G (μ_G(x, y), z)+B_G (μ_G(z, x), y)+B_G (μ_G(z, y), z) , for all x, y and z in G. If B_G is invariant under μ_G, then 2 x y = μ_G(x, y). By Cor. 1.6.(i), this is the case only if the 2-cocycle θ is zero. Now observe that (i) follows from (20). To prove (ii) take x, y and z in G. The properties of h given in (17) and (18), and the invariance of B_G under [ · , · ]_G, lead to the following chain of equalities: 2 B_G(xy, z) =B_G(μ_G(x, y), z) + B_G(h([z, x]_G), y) + B_G (h([z, y]_G) , x) =B_G(μ_G(x, y), z) + B_G (z, [x, h(y)]_G) + B_G (z, [y, h(x)]_G) =B_G (μ_G(x, y) + [x, h(y)]_G − [h(x), y]_G, z) , Therefore, (21) 2xy =μ_G(x, y)+[x, h(y)]_G−[h(x), y]_G, for all x, y ∈ G. Finally, to prove (iii), we shall first show the following: Claim B1. 2L(x + u)L(y + v)=T ([x, y]), for all x,y in g and u,v in V.

To prove this claim we shall use the fact that L|_g = k (see (14)), together with h ∘ k = Id_g (see (Q1)), Claim A1, and the fact that h([x, y]_G) = μ(x, y) (see (17)). Thus, by (21) we get,

(22) 2 L(x + u)L(y + v) = 2k(x)k(y) = h ([k(x), k(y)]_G) + [k(x), y]_G − [x, k(y)]_G = h ([k(x), T (y)]_G) = h (k(μ(T (x), T (y))) = μ(T (x), T (y)). Since T is a centroid and μ(T (x), y) = [x, y], it follows from the right hand side of (22) that, μ(T (x), T (y)) = T ([x, y]), thus proving Claim B1. In particular, L(x + u)^2 = 0.

To conclude the proof, we now only have to prove the following: Claim B2. 2 aa^′ = μ_G(a, a^′), for all a, a^′ in a.

Let a and a^′ be in a = Ker(h) (see (Q3)). From (21) we get, 2aa^′ = μ_G(a, a^′) and a^2 = 0. Therefore, x^2 = 0 for all x in Im(L) ∪ Ker(h). □

2.2. Theorem. Let (g, μ, T, B) be a quadratic Hom-Lie algebra such that T is a centroid and dim(Ker(T )) = r > 0. Let (G, [ · , · ]_G, B_G) be the quadratic Lie algebra of Thm. 1.2 and let (x, y) → xy be the product in G of Prop. 2.1. (i) Let A = F × G and define the following multiplication in A: (ξ, x)(η, y) = ( ξ η + B_G(x, y) , ξ y + η x + x y ), for all ξ and η in F and all x and y in G. Then A is a non-abelian, and in general, a non-associative algebra with unit element 1_A = (1, 0). (ii) If μ is not a Lie product and (g, [ · , · ] = T ∘ μ) is not Abelian, then A has no non-trivial two-sided ideals. Furthermore, if (g, [ · , · ]) is nilpotent then A is simple.

(iii) Let A^′ = A/F 1_A and μ^′ : A^′ × A^′ → A^′ be defined by, μ^′ ((ξ, x) + F1_A , (η, y) + F1_A ) = (ξ, x)(η, y) − (η, y)(ξ, x) + F 1_A , for all ξ and η in F and all x and y in G. Let T^′ : A^′ → A^′ be the linear map defined by T^′((ξ, x) + F1_A )) = (ξ, L(x)) + F1_A . Then, (A^′, μ^′, T^′) is a Hom-Lie algebra isomorphic to (G, μ_G, L) of Prop. 1.4.

Proof. (i) We define equality, addition and multiplication by scalars in A in the obvious manner. Then (1, 0) is the unit element 1_A of A. Observe that the conditions for the product in A to be associative are in general too restrictive; namely, the following identities would have to be satisfied for any x, y and z in G: (i) x (y z) = (x y) z; (ii) B_G(x y, z) = B_G(x, y z); and (iii) B_G(x, y) z = B_G(z, x) y. Similarly, for A to be abelian, it would have to be true that μ_G(x, y) = μ_G(y, x) for all x and y in G; since μ_G is assumed to be skew-symmetric, this leads to μ_G ≡ 0.

(ii) We shall prove that any non-trivial two-sided ideal in A contains the unit element 1_A. We proceed by proving the following statements:

Claim C1. xL(y) belongs to Im(L) for all x, y in G.

We shall prove first that xL(y) belongs to Im (L) for x and y in g. Using the same arguments we used in the proof of Claim B1, we have, 2 x L(y) = 2x k(y) = h([x, k(y)]_G) + [x, y]_G − [h(x), k(y)]_G = h(k(μ(T (x), y))) + [x, y]_G − k([h(x), y]) = T (μ(x, y)) + [x, y]_G − k([h(x), y]). (23)

From (P2) and Remark 1.5 we know that [x, y] = T (μ(x, y)) belongs to Im(T ) ⊂ V^⊥ = Im(k) = Im(L). It follows from (4) that [x, y]_G − k([h(x), y]) = k(μ(x, y)) − k([h(x), y]_G) belongs to Im(k) = Im(L). It then follows from (23) that 2 x L(y) = [x, y] + [x, y]_G − k([h(x), y]) belongs to Im(L), and xL(y) is an element of Im(L). We may now prove that uL(y) belongs to Im(L), when u is in V and y in g. Since V is isotropic, u is an element of V^⊥ = Im(k) = Im(L). Thus, one may find z in g and v in V , such that u = L(z + v) = L(z). By (22) we deduce that 2uL(y) = L(z)L(y) = T ([z, y]), which belongs to Im(T ) ⊂ V^⊥ = Im(k) = Im(L) (see (P2) and Remark 1.5). Therefore, (x + u)L(y) belongs to Im(L).

Let us now consider a two-sided ideal I ≠ {0} of A.

Claim C2. I has an element of the form (ξ, L(x)), with ξ ≠ 0.

Let (ξ, x + u) ≠ 0 be in I, with ξ in F, x in g and u in V . If ξ = 0, then x + u is non-zero and there must be an element y^′ in G such that B_G(x + u, y^′) = 1. Then (0, x + u)(0, y^′) = (1, (x + u)y^′) belongs to I. Thus, we may assume from the start that ξ is non-zero. Let y be in g. Since B(x, y) = B_G(x + u, k(y)) = B_G (x + u, L(y)) (see (14) and (15)), we obtain, (ξ, x + u)(0, L(y)) = (B_G(x + u, L(y)), ξL(y) + xL(y)) = (B(x, y), ξL(y) + xL(y)) ∈ I. (24)

Now from Claim C1 we know that ξL(y) + xL(y) belongs to Im(L). If x ≠ 0 we may choose a y such that B(x, y) ≠ 0 and the claim follows for this case. If x = 0, then from (24) we have that (0, ξL(y)) belongs to I, for all y in g and ξ ≠ 0. Then, (0, L(y))(0, L(z)) lies in I, for all y and z in g. Let y and z be such that B_G(L(y), L(z)) ≠ 0. It then follows from (14), (15) and (22) that, (25) 2 (0, L(y))(0, L(z)) = (2 B_G(L(y), L(z)), T ([y, z])) ∈ I. From (P2) and Remark 1.5 we know that Im(T ) ⊂ V^⊥ = Im(k) = Im(L) and by (25) the claim follows in the general case. Claim C3. If (ξ, L(x)) lies in I with −ξ^2 +B_G(L(x), L(x)) ≠ 0, then (1, 0) belongs to I.

Indeed. By Prop. 2.1.(iii), L(x)^2 = L(x)L(x) = 0. Then, (ξ, L(x))(−ξ, L(x)) = ( −ξ^2 + B_G(L(x), L(x)), 0 ) . If this is non-zero, then (1, 0) lies in I. Thus, we shall now make the following assumption:

[∗] Assumption. ξ^2 = B_G(L(x), L(x)), for all (ξ, L(x)) in I. Claim C4. Assuming [∗], if (ξ, L(x)) lies in I, with ξ ≠ 0 and x in g, then x belongs to Ker(T ) = C(g).

Since L(x)L(y) = −L(y)L(x) (see Claim B1), for any (η, L(y)) in A, with y in G, we have that, (ξ, L(x))(η, L(y)) + (η, L(y)(ξ, L(x)) = 2 (ξη + B_G(L(x), L(y)), ξL(y) + ηL(x)), (26)

belongs to I. Now, using [∗], with ξ replaced by ξη + B_G(L(x), L(y)) and L(x) replaced by ξL(y) + ηL(x), (26) implies that, (27) B_G(L(x), L(y))^2 = ξ^2B_G(L(x), L(y)), for all y ∈ G. By polarization this identity in turn implies that for any y and z in G, (28) B_G (L(x), L(y)) B_G (L(x), L(z)) = ξ^2B_G (L(y), L(z)) . Since L is B_G-self-adjoint and B_G is non-degenerate, (29) B_G (L(x), L(y)) L (L(x)) = ξ^2 L (L(y)) , for any y ∈ G. Knowing that L|_g = k (see (14)) and V = Ker(L) (see Remark 1.5), we have,

L(L(y)) = L(k(y)), and,

(30)

B_G(L(x), L(y)) = B_G(k(x), k(y)), for all y ∈ g.

(31) Now substitute (30) and (31) in (29), to get, (32) B(k(x), k(y)) k(T (x)) = ξ^2k(T (y)), for all y ∈ g.

Since h ∘ k = Id_g, one may apply h in (32) to obtain,

(33) B_G(k(x), k(y))T (x) = ξ^2T (y), for all y ∈ g.

We substitute y by μ(x, y) in (33) and apply the fact that k(μ(x, y)) = [x, y]_G (see (4)), together with [k(x), x]_G = k([x, x]) = 0 (see Claim A1) and T (μ(x, y)) = [x, y]. Therefore,

(34) ξ^2[x, y] = B_G(k(x), [x, y]_G)T (x) = 0,

Since ξ ≠ 0, (34) says that x lies in C(g) = Ker(T ) (see Prop. 1.3.(iii)), thus proving Claim C4. Also observe that L|_g = k and V = Ker(L) imply that L^2(x) = k(T (x)) = 0. Using this fact in (29), we obtain L^2 = 0 and therefore, L^2(y) = k(T (y)) = 0 for all y in g. Since k is injective, T = 0. Also, the definition (3) of k implies that k(g) is contained in V . Since [G, V ]_G = {0}, it follows that {0} = [k(g), g]_G = k([g, g]) (see Claim A1). And again, k injective implies that the Lie algebra (g, [ · , · ]) is Abelian, which is a contradiction. Therefore, [∗] must be false; that is, there is an element (ξ, L(x)) in I such that −ξ^2 + B_G (L(x), L(x)) ≠ 0, which, by Claim C3 implies that (1, 0) lies I.

Finally, we shall prove that if (g, [ · , · ]) is a non-Abelian nilpotent Lie algebra, then A is simple. Let I ≠ {0} be a right ideal in A and assume that [∗] is true. Let (ξ, L(x)) be in I. Using the same argument as in Claim C2, we may further assume that ξ is non-zero. Take y in g and v in V . From (21) and (22) we have,

(35) (ξ, L(x))(0, 2L(y)) = (2B_G(L(x), L(y)), 2 ξ L(y) + T ([x, y])).

Now apply the assumption [∗] in this equation to get,

4B_G(L(x), L(y))^2 =4ξ^2B_G(L(y), L(y))+4ξB_G(L(y), T ([x, y])) + B_G(T ([x, y]), T ([x, y])). (36)

Since B_G(T (x), T (y)) = B(T (x), y) (see (6)), L|_g = k and Im(T ) ⊂ V^⊥, we obtain,

B_G(L(y), T ([x, y])) = B(T (y), T ([x, y])) = 0, and, B_G(T ([x, y]), T ([x, y]) = B([x, y], T ([x, y])). (37)

Now substitute (37) in (36) and use the fact that B_G(L(x), L(y)) = B(T (x), y) (see (6)) to further obtain that, (38)

4 B(T (x), y)^2 = 4 ξ^2B(T (y), y) + B([x, y], [T (x), y]), for all y ∈ g.

Then, applying (36) to y + z ∈ G, we obtain, (39) 4 B(T (x), y)B(T (x), z)= 4 ξ^2B(T (y), z) + B([x, T (y)], [x, z]), for all y and z in g. Since B is an invariant metric on (g, [ · , · ]) and T is B-self-adjoint, it follows from (39) that,

(40) 4 B(x, T (y))T (x) = 4 ξ^2T (y) − [x, [x, T (y)]], for all y ∈ g.

Now write μ(x, y) instead of y in (40), and use the fact that T ∘μ = [ · , · ] together with the fact that B is invariant under [ · , · ] to conclude that,

(41) 0 = 4 ξ^2[x, y] − [x, [x, [x, y]]], for all y ∈ g.

If ad(x)^2 = 0, then 4 ξ^2[x, y] = 0 by (41). As ξ ≠ 0 and y is arbitrary, this implies that x belongs to C(g) = Ker(T ) (see Prop. 1.3.(iii)). Now by (39), B(T (y), z) = 0 for all y and z, so that T = 0, and k([g, g]) = k(μ(T (g), g)) = {0} (see (3)). Finally, since k is injective, [g, g] = {0}. On the other hand, if ad(x)^2 ≠ {0}, (41) implies that 4 ξ^2 ≠ 0 is an eigenvalue of ad(x)^2 associated to the eigenvector ad(x)(y). But (g, [ · , · ]) is nilpotent. Therefore, ad(x)^2 is a nilpotent linear map and ad(x)(y) = 0, for all y in g, which implies that x belongs to C(g) = Ker(T ). We may now apply the same argument we used in the previous case to conclude that [g, g] = {0}.

In summary, if [∗] holds true, then [g, g] = {0}. Therefore, if [g, g] ≠ {0}, then [∗] must be false and A has no non-trivial right-ideals. The proof for left-ideals is similar.

(iii) From the definition of μ^′ and the definition of the product (x, y) → xy, it follows that, μ^′ ((ξ, x) + F1_A , (η, y) + F1_A ) = (0, μ_G(x, y)) + F1_A , for all ξ, η in F and all x, y in G. Since (ξ, x) + F1_A = (0, x) + F1_A , the linear map ψ : A^′ → G, defined by ψ ((0, x) + F1_A ) = x gives the desired isomorphism between (A^′, μ^′, T^′) and (G, μ_G, L), and ψ ∘ T^′ = L ∘ ψ. □ 3. Invariant metrics on central extensions

To round up our results, we conclude as follows. We have started with a quadratic Hom-Lie algebra (g, μ, T, B) having T in the centroid. Besides, we have assumed right from the start that dim Ker(T ) > 0. Then, we showed how to produce a quadratic Lie algebra (g, [ · , · ], B), using actually the same B and taking a vector space V with dim V = dim Ker(T ) we obtained a central extension (G = g⊕V, [ · , · ]_G) having an invariant metric B_G under which V is isotropic. Now, our final result shows how from the quadratic Lie algebra (G = g⊕V, [ · , · ]_G, B_G) which is a central extension of (g, [ · , · ]) and with V isotropic for its metric B_G, one may produce a quadratic Hom-Lie algebra (g, μ, T, B) having T in its centroid and dim Ker(T ) = dim V . In the course of the proof we shall use some results found in [4] which actually inspired us to address the problem of the quadratic Hom-Lie algebras in the way we have presented it in this work.

3.1. Theorem. Let (g, [ · , · ], B) be a quadratic Lie algebra and let V be an r-dimensional vector space. Let (G = g ⊕ V, [ · , · ]_G) be a central extension of (g, [ · , · ]) by V . If (G, [ · , · ]_G) admits an invariant metric B_G where V is isotropic, then there exists a quadratic Hom-Lie algebra (g, μ, T, B) such that [x, y] = T (μ(x, y)) = μ(T (x), y), for all x, y in g and dim Ker(T ) = r.

Proof. Let h = B^♯ ∘ ι^∗_g ∘ B^♭_G : G → g, and k = B^♯_G ∘ π^∗ ∘ B^♭ : g → G, where π : G → g is the canonical projection, and ι_g : g → G the inclusion map. For each x in G, let ρ(x) : G → g be defined by ρ(x)(y) = h([x, y]_G), for all y in g. Since g ⊂ G, we may now define μ : g × g → g by μ(x, y) = ρ(x)(y), and T : g → g by T = π ∘ k. Lemma 2.2 of [4], proves that T ∘ ρ(x) = ρ(x) ∘ T = ad(x), for each x in g, which implies that T (μ(x, y)) = μ(T (x), y) = [x, y]; that is, T is a centroid. Moreover, Lemma 2.2 (vii) of [4] proves that ρ([x, y]) = ρ(x) ∘ T ∘ ρ(y) − ρ(y) ∘ T ∘ ρ(x), which is equivalent to, μ(T (μ(x, y)), z) = μ(T (x), μ(y, z)) + μ(T (y), μ(z, x)). Since T is a centroid, the last expression can be rewritten as, μ(T (x), μ(y, z)) + μ(T (y), μ(z, x)) + μ(T (z), μ(x, y)) = 0. Whence (g, μ, T ) is a Hom-Lie algebra with T in its centroid. In addition, Lemma 2.2 of [4] also shows T is B-self-adjoint and that ρ actually defines a map ρ : G → Der(g), making ρ(x) anti-self-adjoint with respecto to B for each x in G. Therefore, B(μ(x, y), z) = B(ρ(x)(y), z) = −B(y, ρ(x)(z)) = −B(y, μ(x, z)), which proves that B is μ-invariant and that (g, μ, T, B) is a quadratic Hom-Lie algebra. Finally, since V is isotropic, Lemma 2.7 (ii) of [4] proves that dim Ker(T ) = dim V . □

4. Example

We shall now illustrate with a non-trivial example how Thm. 3.1 works. Let (g, [ · , · ], B) be the 6-dimensional 2-step nilpotent quadratic Lie algebra whose underlying space is decomposed in the form g = a ⊕ b, with a = Span{a_1, a_2, a_3} and b = Span{b_1, b_2, b_3}. Let σ be the cyclic permutation σ = (1 2 3) and define the Lie bracket [ · , · ] on g by letting [a_i, a_{σ(i)}] = b_σ2_{(i)}, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, and [g, b] = {0}. The invariant metric B : g × g → F is given by B(a_i, b_j ) = δ_{ij} (1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3).

Now define the B-anti-self-adjoint derivations D_1, D_2, D_3 ∈ Der(g), through, D_i ( a_{σ(i)} ) = −D_{σ(i)}(a_i) = a_σ2_{(i)} + b_σ2_{(i)}, D_i ( b_{σ(i)} ) = −D_{σ(i)}(b_i) = b_σ2_{(i)}, D_i (a_i) = D_i (b_i) = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ 3.

Observe that if these derivations were inner, their image would lie in Span{b_1, b_2, b_3} = [g, g], which is not the case.

Let G = g ⊕ V , where V = Span{v_1, v_2, v_3} is a 3-dimensional vector space. Define the 2-cocycle θ : g × g → V by,

θ(x, y) = B (D_1(x), y) v_1 + B (D_2(x), y) v_2 + B (D_3(x), y) v_3,

for all x and y in g. Thus, θ ( a_i, a_{σ(i)} ) = v_σ2_{(i)}, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. Then use θ to define the Lie bracket [ · , · ]_G on G = g ⊕ V as in (11); that is, [ a_i, a_{σ(i)} ] G = b_σ2_{(i)} + v_σ2_{(i)}, [ a_i, b_{σ(i)} ] G = v_σ2_{(i)}, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 3.

The 9-dimensional Lie algebra on G thus defined is a 3-step nilpotent. We define the invariant metric B_G : G × G → F, by,

B_G (b_i, b_j) = B_G (a_i, v_j) = δ_{ij}, B_G (b_i, a_j + v_k) = B_G (a_i, a_j) = B_G (v_i, v_j) = 0, 1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ 3.

Clearly, G has the vector space decomposition, G = a ⊕ b ⊕ V , where both, a and V , are isotropic subspaces under B_G, and b^⊥ = a ⊕ V .

We shall now describe the Hom-Lie algebra (g, μ, T ) of Thm. 3.1. The linear map h : G → g from (16) is given in this example by, h(a_j) = 0, h(b_j ) = a_j and h(v_j ) = b_j , for all 1 ≤ j ≤ 3.

Now, Thm. 3.1 says that the map μ : g × g → g is defined in terms of h and the Lie bracket [ · , · ]_G as folows: μ(x, y) = h([x, y]_G) for all x and y in g. Since V ⊂ C(g), for any x, y in g and u, v in V , we may define μ_G : G × G → G by, μ_G(x + u, y + v) = μ(x, y).

Observe that b = C(g) is B-isotropic and D_j(b) ⊂ b for all j. Thus, μ(b, b) = h ([b, b]_G) = {0}. Therefore, for all 1 ≤ j, k ≤ 3 and for all x in g, the Hom-Lie bracket μ_G : G × G → G is given by,

μ_G(a_j , a_{σ(j)}) = h ([ a_j , a_{σ(j)} ] G ) = D_j ( a_{σ(j)} ) = a_σ2_{(j)} + b_σ2_{(j)},

μ_G ( a_j , b_{σ(j)} ) = h ([ a_j , b_{σ(j)} ] G ) = D_j(b_{σ(j)}) = b_σ2_{(j)},

μ_G (b_j , b_k) = μ_G (v_j, x) = h ( [v_j , x]_G ) = 0.

The linear map T : g → g that works as a twist map for μ : g × g → g and completes the description of the 6-dimensional Hom-Lie algebra

(g, μ, T, ) is given by, T (a_j ) = b_j and T (b_j ) = 0, for all 1 ≤ j ≤ 3. Then, the linear map k : g → G defined in (3) is given by, k(a_j ) = b_j and k(b_j ) = v_j , for all 1 ≤ j ≤ 3.

The invariance of B under the Hom-Lie bracket μ of g, is obtained from the fact that the derivations D_1, D_2 and D_3 are B-anti-self-adjoint and from the fact that b is μ-Abelian. Thus, for any x and y in g, we have, B (μ(a_j , x), y) = B (D_j(x), y) = −B (x, D_j (y)) = −B (x, μ(a_j, x)). On the other hand, the linear map L : G → G that defines the 9- dimensional Hom-Lie algebra (G, μ_G, L) of Prop. 1.4 obtained as in Thm. 3.1, is given by, L(x + v) = k(x) for all x in g and all v in V . Then, L(a_j ) = b_j , L(b_j ) = v_j and L(v_j ) = 0, for all 1 ≤ k ≤ 3.

We shall describe the product (x, y) → xy of Prop. 2.1 in terms of the basis { a_j, b_k, v_ℓ | 1 ≤ j, k, ℓ ≤ 3 } of G. It is shown there that, 2xy = μ_G(x, y) − [h(x), y]_G + [x, h(y)]_G, for all x and y in G. Then, x u = u x = 0 for all x in G and u in V . Since μ_G (a_j , ·) |_g = D_j and h(a_j) = 0 for all j, it follows that, 2a_j x = D_j(x) + [a_j , h(x)]_G for all x in g. In particular, 2a_j a_k = D_j (a_k) = −D_k(a_j ) = −2a_ka_j for all 1 ≤ j, k ≤ 3. On the other hand, 2a_1b_2 = 2b_3 + v_3, 2a_2b_3 = 2b_1 + v_1 and 2a_3b_1 = 2b_2 + v_2. Analogously, 2b_1a_2 = v_3, 2b_2a_3 = v_1 and 2b_3a_1 = v_2. Finally, this product on b can be obtained as follows: Since h(b_j ) = a_j, for all 1 ≤ j ≤ 3, we get, 2b_jb_k = − [h(b_j ), b_k]_G + [b_j , h(b_k)]_G = − [a_j , b_k]_G − [a_k, b_j]_G, for all 1 ≤ j, k ≤ 3. Now, using again the fact that the derivations D_j are B-anti-self-adjoint, it is not difficult to see that [a_j , b_k]_G = − [a_k, b_j ]_G. Therefore, b_j b_k = 0, for all 1 ≤ j, k ≤ 3.

Acknowledgements

The authors acknowledge the support received through CONACYT Grant # A1-S-45886. The author RGD thanks the support provided by CONACYT post-doctoral fellowship 769309. Finally, GS acknowledges the support provided by PROMEP grant UASLP-CA-228 and ASV acknowledges the support given by MB1411.

References

[1] Bajo I., and Benayadi S. Lie algebras with quadratic dimension equal to 2 . J. Pure Appl. Algebra, 209:3 (2007) 725-737. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpaa.2006.07.010 [2] Benayadi S., and Makhlouf S. Hom-Lie algebras with symmetric invariant and non-degenerate bilinear forms. J. Geom. Phys., 76 (2014) 38-60. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomphys.2013.10.010

[3] Cai, L., and Sheng, Y. Purely Hom-Lie bialgebras. Sci. China Math. 61 (2018) 1553-1566.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11425-016-9102-y [4] García-Delgado R., Salgado G., and Sánchez-Valenzuela O. A., Invariant metrics on central extensions of quadratic Lie algebras. J. Algebra Appl. 19 (2020), No. 12.

https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219498820502242 [5] Hartwig, J.T., Larsson, D., and Silvestrov, S.D. Deformations of Lie algebras using σ-derivations. J. Algebra 295 (2006) 314-361. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalgebra.2005.07.036 [6] Leger, G.F., and Luks, E.M. Generalized derivations of Lie algebras. J.

Algebra, 228 (2000) 165-203. https://10.1006/jabr.1999.8250 [7] Melville, D.J. Centroids of nilpotent Lie algebras. Comm. Algebra 20:12 (1992) 3649-3682.

https://doi.org/10.1080/00927879208824533 [8] Makhlouf, A., and Zusmanovich, P. Hom-Lie structures on Kac-Moody algebras. J. Algebra, 515 (2018) 278-297. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalgebra.2018.08.022 [9] Satyendra Kumar Mishra and Anita Naolekar. O-operators on hom-Lie algebras. J. Math. Phys. 61 121701 (2020) https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0026719 [10] Satyendra Kumar Mishra and Sergei Silvestrov A Review on Hom- Gerstenhaber Algebras and Hom-Lie Algebroids. In: Silvestrov, S., Malyarenko, A., Rancić, M. (eds) Algebraic Structures and Applications. SPAS 2017. Springer Proceedings in Mathematics & Statistics, 317. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-41850-2 11 [11] Wenjuan Xie and Wende Liu. Hom-structures on simple graded Lie algebras of finite growth. J. Algebra Appl. 16 No. 08, 1750154 (2017) https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219498817501547 [12] Zusmanovich, P. When Hom-Lie structures form a Jordan algebra. J. Algebra Appl. 22 No. 09, 2350197 (2023) https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219498823501979

(1) Centro de Investigación en Matemáticas, A.C., Unidad Mérida; Yucatán CP 97302, México.

Email address: rosendo.garcia@cimat.mx, rosendo.garciadelgado@alumnos.uaslp.edu.mx Email address: adolfo@cimat.mx

(2) Fac. de Ciencias, UASLP, Av. Parque Chapultepec 1570, Priv. del Pedregal, San Luis Potosí, S.L.P. CP 78295 México. Email address: gsalgado@fciencias.uaslp.mx, gil.salgado@gmail.com