arXiv:2310.08905v2 [math.DG] 27 Oct 2023

SUB-LORENTZIAN GEODESICS ON GL^+(2, C ) WITH THE GENERATING SPACE OF HERMITIAN MATRICES IN THE LIE ALGEBRA gl^+(2, C )

V. N. BERESTOVSKII, I. A. ZUBAREVA

Abstract. The Lie subgroup GL^+(2, C ) of all matrices in the Lie group GL(2, C ) with positive real determinant is equipped with a left-invariant sub-Lorentzian (anti)metric defined by the natural structure of the 4-dimensional Minkowski space-time on the subspace of Hermitian matrices in its Lie algebra. On base of the corresponding time–anti–optimal control problem, formulated in the paper, and Pontryagin minimum principle for it, using geodesics and shortest arcs of the corresponding left-invariant sub-Riemannian metric on the Lie subgroup SL(2, C ), the authors found sub-Lorentzian nonspacelike geodesics and longest arcs.

Keywords and phrases: Hermitian matrix, Pauli matrices, Pontryagin minimum principle, Riemannian symmetric space, sub-Lorentzian (ab)normal extremal, sub- Lorentzian geodesic, sub-Lorentzian longest arc, time–anti–optimal problem. MSC 2020: 53С17, 49J15, 53C50, 53C35, 53C30, 22E43.

Dedicated to the 90-th anniversary of Anatoly Moiseevich Vershik

1. Preface

The first author highly appreciates all communications with Anatoly Moiseevich. They include the first correspondence acquaintance through his publications on sub-Riemannian manifolds, especially the joint survey [1] with V.Ya.Gershkovich, my talk at Leningrad on my thesis [2], my defence of this dissertation in 1990 at Novosibirsk, when Anatoly Moiseevich was its opponent, the work for our joint paper [3], and meetings in May 2004 at Max-Planck-Institute für Mathematik, Bonn.

Really all the text [2] was printed by its author with old-fashioned typewriter yet in 1987. It includes a general theory of locally compact homogeneous spaces M with intrinsic metric ρ. Any space (M, ρ) is geodesic in Gromov sense, i.e. every its pair of points can be joined by a shortest path (curve). This follows from Cohn-Vossen theorem which states that any two points of a locally compact complete intrinsic metric space can be joined by a shortest path [4]. If (M, ρ) is infinite-dimensional, then it is an inverse Gromov-Hausdorff limit of a sequence of homogeneous manifolds with invariant intrinsic metrics (connected by submetries [5]), while the latter ones are homogeneous spaces with invariant (sub-)Finslerian metric. The space (M, ρ) admits a metric similarity with a coefficient α ≠ 1 onto itself if and only if (M, ρ) is isometric either to a finite-dimensional normed vector space or to a simply connected

The work of the first author was carried out within the framework of the State Contract to the IM SB RAS, project FWNF-2022-0006. The work of the second author was carried out within the framework of the State Contract to the IM SB RAS, project FWNF–2022–0003. 1

graded nilponent Lie group, the so-called Carnot group with a special left-invariant sub-Finslerian metric [2, 3]. E. Le Donne published later a proof of this result in [6].

Let us indicate as examples of the Carnot groups the following ones: 3-dimensional Heisenberg group, 4-dimensional Engel group, and 5-dimensional Cartan group.

On the other hand, there is no real possibility for a general theory of non-locally-compact separable or non-separable homogeneous spaces with intrinsic metrics because of immense amount of such spaces. Between them are the famous geodesic and complete universal separable Urysohn’s space U [7], [8] and complete geodesic non-separable homogeneous R-tree RT with the valency continuum c at any point. The space RT has infinite Hausdorff dimension, the covering (Lebesgue) dimension 1, and the curvature ≤ K for every K ∈ R in the sense of A.D. Aleksandrov. Both spaces U, RT admit metric similarities onto themselves with any coefficient α ∈ R_+ . The space RT is an universal space for the R-trees of valency ≤ c.

Surprisingly, P.S. Urysohn constructed in [9], [10] possibly the very first example of a rather nontrivial R-tree R. The space R has all properties of RT (R can be interpreted as a group with left-invariant metric) besides the completeness. If R is the completion of R, then R \ R is everywhere dence subset in R and R is a Rtree. In fact, Berestovskii in 1989, as well as I.V. Polterovich and A.I. Shnirelman in 1997, constructed the R-trees which are isometric to R, unaware then with Urysohn’s example from [9], [10], although the note [10] is placed immediately after [8]. Even more surprisingly that paper [11], containing the construction of RT, (as well as paper [12] by A.M. Vershik on the space U and Gromov metric triples) is published in the issue of Russian Math. Surveys dedicated to 100 years of Urysohn birthday, and in this issue there is no mention on the important sense of notes [9], [10]. All the above and other information on R-trees with many references is given in [13].

The Urysohn space U was used in [3] for a definition of the Gromov-Hausdorff distance between separable metric spaces. Paper [3] was cited in [12], [14], [15]. In very interesting paper [16], A.M. Vershik introduced the notion of random metric space and proved that such a space is isometric to the Urysohn universal metric space U with probability one. He also quoted there many others interesting and important connected results obtained by him and other authors.

2. Introduction

The Lie group GL^+(2, C ) is a subgroup of the Lie group GL(2, C ) of all nondegenerate complex (2 × 2)–matrices, consisting of the matrices with positive real determinant. The Lie group GL^+(2, C ) is 7–dimensional and includes the 6–dimensional Lie group SL(2, C ) of all unimodular complex (2 × 2)–matrices.

In Theorem 2 from [17], the well-known two-sheeted universal covering–epimorphism l : SL(2, C ) → SO_0(1, 3) with the kernel {I, −I} ∈ SU(2) onto the special orthochronic Lorentz group SO_0(1, 3) is constructed. SO_0(1, 3) is the unit connected component of the complete group of linear Lorentz transformations of the Minkowski space-time M_0. This is consistent with the fact that the noncompact symmetric Riemannian space SL(2, C )/ SU(2) = SO_0(1, 3)/ SO(3) of type IV [18] is a 3-dimensional Lobachevsky space L^3, since one of orbits of the group SO_0(1, 3) is the upper sheet of the hyperboloid of two sheets in M_0 with pseudoscalar product ⟨·, ·⟩ of the signature (−, +, +, +), which is a model of the space L^3.

In the preface to book [19], it is noted that replacing the Lorentz group with a twosheeted covering SL(2, C ) leads to simplifications in spinor algebra. The extension of l to GL^+(2, C ) is an epimorphism with the same kernel of the group GL^+(2, C ) to the transitive unit connected component of the group of all conformal (∼= causal) transformations of the open future cone C_0 ⊂ M_0 [17], [20].

It is interesting that the 4-dimensional linear subspace H of all Hermitian matrices in the Lie algebra gl^+(2, C ) of the Lie group GL^+(2, C ) generates gl^+(2, C ). The subspace H equipped with the quadratic form 4 det h, h ∈ H, of the signature (+, −, −, −), is isometric to the space-time M_0. This, together with a time orientation, defines a left-invariant sub-Lorentzian structure on the Lie group GL^+(2, C ) from Remark 5 in [17]. In this paper, we study geodesics, i.e. locally longest arcs, of this sub-Lorentzian structure and properties of such geodesics.

A left-invariant (sub-)Lorentzian structure on a connected Lie group G is given by some pseudoscalar product ⟨·, ·⟩ with the signature (+, −, . . . , −) on the Lie algebra (g, [·, ·]) of the Lie group G, inducing a pseudoscalar product with similar signature on the subspace p ⊂ g generating g. The definition of such structure is completed by choosing a timelike vector v ∈ p with the condition ⟨v, v⟩ = 1, defining time orientation on G.

Every left-invariant (sub-)Lorentzian structure on a Lie group G induces a leftinvariant (sub-)Lorentzian (anti)metric d on G.

Here d(x, y) is the supremum of lengths of piecewise continuously differentiable future directed timelike horizontal paths g = g(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ a, joining x, y, i.e., the paths with conditions (1) g(0) = x, g(a) = y, g^′(t) = dl_{g(t)}(u(t)), u(t) ∈ p, ⟨u(t), v⟩ > 0, ⟨u(t), u(t)⟩ > 0, where dl_{g(t)} is the differential of the left shift l_{g(t)} : h ∈ G → g(t)h; the length of each such path is determined by the standard formula L(g) = ∫_a 0 √ ⟨u(t), u(t)⟩ dt. Unlike the metric, d satisfies the inequality d(x, z) ≥ d(x, y) + d(y, z), which is opposite to the triangle inequality; in general case, the equalities d(x, y) = −∞ and d(x, y) = +∞ are possible. Those cases where the latter equality is impossible, are of particular interest; these cases exclude the existence of so-called future directed timelike loops.

The (sub-)Lorentzian (anti)metric on the Lie group G with the condition d < +∞ is a very special case of the so-called intrinsic (anti)metric on locally compact topological groups (which may also have infinite topological dimension), defined by the axiomatic AM, equivalent to the other two axiomatics MO (of the metrized order) and SG (of the subgraph-semigroup), [21]. Many examples of metrized orders are presented in [22]. Here the fundamental role is played by the concept of a semigroup, including a semigroup-family of subsets on a topological group.

The emerging search problem for timelike future directed longest arcs of a leftinvariant intrinsic (anti)metric on a connected Lie group G in some sense is dual to the search problem for shortest paths of a left-invariant intrinsic metric on G. The last mentioned problem is a left-invariant time-optimal problem with a control region, which is some compact convex centrally symmetric body W ⊂ p, where p is a vector subspace of the Lie algebra (g, [·, ·]), generating g by the operation [·, ·].

In Theorems 11 and 12 from [22], the necessary conditions were formulated for the search for the so-called normal shortest arcs (timelike longest arcs) of a left-invariant intrinsic metric ((anti)metric) on a Lie group G. Theorem 11 is proved in Theorem 7 in [23]. Let us formulate Theorem 12.

Theorem 1. 1. Each parametrized by arclength timelike longest arc g(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ a, of left-invariant inner (anti)metric τ on a Lie group G with the Lie algebra g, defined by an antinorm ν on the subspace p ⊂ g with closed unit ball U_1, is a Lipschitzian time-anti-optimal trajectory of the control system dl_{g(t)}−1 (g^′(t)) = u(t) ∈ U_1.

2. (Left-invariant Pontryagin minimum principle). Every such longest arc is a Lipschitzian integral curve of (=tangent to for almost all t ∈ [0, a]) the differential inclusion (2) {d_el_g(u) ∈ T_gG | ψ_g(u) = min{ψ_g(v) | v ∈ U_1}}, where ψ_g := (Ad g)^∗(ψ_0) = ψ_0 ∘ Ad g ∈ g^∗, and ψ_0 ∈ g^∗ is a fixed covector such that min{ψ_0(v) | v ∈ U_1} = 1. If the set U_1 is strictly convex then the differential inclusion (2) is a continuous vector field on G.

3. (Conservation law). Furthermore, ψ(t)(dl_{g(t)}−1 (g^′(t))) = 1 for almost all t ∈ [0, a] and ψ(t) = ψ_{g(t)}.

Let us explain that the antinorm ν has properties, similar to those of the antinorm ‖u‖ := √ ⟨u, u⟩, U_1 is one of the closed convex connected components of the set V_1 = {v ∈ p | ν(v) ≥ 1}. In the case of a Lie group G with a left-invariant pseudoscalar product ⟨·, ·⟩ the antinorm ν(u) := ‖u‖ = √ ⟨u, u⟩ is considered. If ⟨u, u⟩ > 0 then ‖αu‖ = |α|‖u‖, α ∈ R; ‖u_1 + u_2‖ ≥ ‖u_1‖ + ‖u_2‖, if ⟨u_1, u_2⟩ > 0. Therefore, the region U_1 is convex, moreover, strictly convex, closed, but unlike W, it is not compact. Note also that cones C = {u ∈ p | ⟨u, u⟩ > 0, ⟨u, v⟩ > 0} and C, containing U_1, are open and closed semigroups with respect to addition.

Remark 1. The items 2 and 3 of Theorem 1 are related to Theorem 5 of Chapter 12 in [24].

In general case of a left-invariant sub-Lorentzian structure on a connected Lie group G, parametrized by arclength timelike longest arcs may be abnormal, when ψ(u(t)) = min{ψ(t)(u) | u ∈ U_1} ≡ M_0 = 0.

A special form of the Pontryagin maximum principle (together with the corresponding Hamiltonian system) for left-invariant (sub-)Riemannian metrics on Lie groups is derived in [23], [25] and is based on the Pontryagin maximum principle for the time-optimal problem from [26].

Similarly, on the base of ideas used in Theorem 1, in Theorem 2 is formulated in detail somewhat differently the Pontryagin minimum principle for timelike curves and the conjugate ordinary differential equations for a nonzero covector function ψ = ψ(t), t ∈ R, giving the mentioned necessary conditions for solutions of the specified problem, as well as their analogues in Theorem 3 for isotropic curves with a different control region.

The curves satisfying these conditions are called extremals.

In this paper, we found nonspacelike, i.e. timelike or isotropic, extremals, and prove that so-called normal (and nonstrictly abnormal) extremals of the above leftinvariant sub-Lorentzian structure on the Lie group GL^+(2, C ) are geodesic.

There are quite a lot of papers on left-invariant sub-Lorentzian structures on Lie groups. Apparently, the first such paper is by M. Grochovsky [27], except for the earlier paper [22], where in examples 16 and 17 was considered a sub-Lorentzian structure on the Heisenberg group (in different terms) and descriptions of timelike longest arcs, different from segments of 1-parameter subgroups and their shifts, and a subgraph of the antinorm for structure were given.

We have found no clear and simple formulation of analogues to the Pontryagin principle in papers on sub-Lorentzian geometry except in the recent paper [28] by Yu.L. Sachkov and E.F. Sachkova, which includes many references to these papers.

In Sec. 5 and 8 we study geodesics of left-invariant sub-Riemannian metric ρ on the Lie group SL(2, C ) defined by the scalar product (·, ·) on the space H_0 = H ∩ sl(2, C ), where (·, ·) is a restriction of the pseudoscalar product −⟨·, ·⟩ to H_0. It follows from paper [29] that all such geodesics are normal and are products of at most two 1-parameter subgroups if they start at the unit.

In Theorem 4 we prove that every 1-parameter subgroup with initial tangent vector from H_0 is a metric line. Due to the proof of Theorem 4, the mapping exp : H_0 → exp(H_0) is a diffeomorphism. The set exp(H_0) consists exactly of all positive definite Hermitian matrices in SL(2, C ). The set exp(H_0) \ {I} coincides with the set of all boosts relative to the standard time axis in Minkowski space-time M_0 (see Sec. 10). They generate the group SL(2, C ). Proposition 11 presents sub- Riemannian geodesics for which is established an upper bound for the lengths of their shortest segments. In Proposition 12, we establish intersections of sub-Riemannian geodesics with exp(H_0). The proof of Proposition 12 is not easy, but Proposition is justified by its connection with boosts and positive definite Hermitian matrices.

In Sec. 6, using sub-Riemannian geodesics and shortest arcs in (SL(2, C ), ρ), we characterize future oriented nonspacelike longest arcs (Theorem 5) and geodesics in (GL^+(2, C ), d) with origin at the unit. In Theorem 5 is proved that if e has no connection to g ∈ GL^+(2, C ) by a longest arc, then there is no future directed nonspacelike horizontal curve which joins e and g.

In Theorems 6 and 7 we prove that each normal nonspacelike sub-Loretzian extremal on GL^+(2, C ) with origin at the unit is realized as a product of at most two 1-parameter subgroups.

An exact matrix form for normal nonspacelike extremals is established in Corollary 4 on the base of Theorems 6, 7 and Proposition 6. In Proposition, 7 we prove that the action of the subgroup SU(2) ⊂ GL^+(2, C ) on the space (GL^+(2, C ), d) by conjugations is isometric. This allows, up to isometries, to simplify the matrix form for extremals.

In particular, all normal sub-Lorentzian extremals are geodesic (Theorem 8), and every segment of a future directed nonspacelike 1-parameter subgroup with an initial vector from H is a longest arc (Proposition 4 and Theorem 9). In Sec. 9, we proved that all nonstrictly abnormal extremals on GL^+(2, C ) with origin at the unit are 1-parameter subgroups, as in Proposition 4 and Theorem 9. Therefore, each of their segments is a longest arc in (GL^+(2, C ), d).

In the last section of the paper, we present important connections of the problem under study with some concepts and results from mathematics and Lorentzian geometry. At the end of this paper one unsolved question is raised.

3. Preliminaries

Let G be a connected Lie group with the Lie algebra (g, [·, ·]), p ⊂ g be a subspace, generating the Lie algebra g by the operation [·, ·], ⟨·, ·⟩ be a pseudoscalar product with the signature (+, −, . . . , −) on g and an orthonormal basis e_0, . . . , e_n in the Lie algebra g such that e_0, . . . , e_r is an orthonormal basis of the subspace p, v := e_0, ⟨v, v⟩ = 1. The corresponding left-invariant pseudoscalar product on T G we also denote by ⟨·, ·⟩.

Denote by Δ the left-invariant distribution on G such that Δ(e) = p. A vector w ∈ T_gG, g ∈ G, is called horizontal if w ∈ Δ(g), i.e., (dl_g)^{−1}(w) ∈ p, where l_g : h ∈ G → g ·h is the left shift on the group (G, ·) by an element g. A Lipschitzian curve g(t), t ∈ [0, a], in G is called horizontal if g^′(t) ∈ Δ(g(t)) for almost all t ∈ [0, a]. Since p ⊂ g generates the Lie algebra g, then, by the Chow–Rashevskii theorem, any two points g_1, g_2 ∈ G can be joined by a horizontal curve.

Further we shall consider only horizontal vectors and curves. A vector w is called: 1) timelike if ⟨w, w⟩ > 0;

2) spacelike if ⟨w, w⟩ < 0 or w = 0; 3) isotropic if ⟨w, w⟩ = 0 and w ≠ 0; 4) nonspacelike if ⟨w, w⟩ ≥ 0.

A horizontal curve g(t), t ∈ [0, a], in G is called timelike if ⟨g^′(t), g^′(t)⟩ > 0 for almost all t ∈ [0, a]; spacelike, isotropic and nonspacelike horizontal curves are defined in a similar way.

A nonspacelike vector w ∈ Δ(g) is future directed (resp. past directed) if ⟨(dl_g)^{−1}(w), v⟩ > 0 (resp. ⟨(dl_g)^{−1}(w), v⟩ < 0).

The length of a nonspacelike curve g(t), t ∈ [0, a], is given by the formula L(g) = a∫ 0 √ ⟨g^′(t), g^′(t)⟩dt. For any points g_0, g_1 ∈ G denote by Ω_{g0g1} the set of all future directed nonspacelike curves g(t), t ∈ [0, a] (i.е., g^′(t) is future directed for almost all t ∈ [0, a]), in G that join g_0 = g(0) to g_1 = g(a). If Ω_{g0g1} ≠ ∅, then the sub-Lorentzian distance from g_0 to g_1 is equal to

(3) d(g_0, g_1) = sup{L(g) | g ∈ Ω_{g0g1} }.

If Ω_{g0g1} = ∅ then we put d(g_0, g_1) = −∞.

A future directed nonspacelike curve g(t), t ∈ [0, a], of the sub-Lorentz space (G, d) is called a longest arc if it realizes the supremum in (3) between its endpoints g(0) = g_0 and g(a) = g_1. A Lipschitzian curve g(t), t ∈ R, in (G, d) is called a (sub)Lorentz geodesic if locally it is a longest arc.

A timelike longest arc g(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ a = d(g_0, g_1), in (G, d) with g(0) = g_0, g(a) = g_1, is a time–anti–optimal solution to the control system (4) g^′(t) = dl_{g(t)}(u(t)), u(t) ∈ U = {u ∈ p | ⟨u, u⟩ ≥ 1, ⟨u, v⟩ > 0} , with indicated endpoints.

The time–anti–optimal control problem is to find a measurable control u(t), t ∈ [0, a], such that the corresponding Lipschitzian trajectory g(t), t ∈ [0, a], joins points g_0 and g_1, and the transition time a from g_0 to g_1 is maximum.

At first, one needs to prove the existence of nonspacelike longest arcs of (sub-)Lorentzian space (G, d) joining certain pairs of points from G.

After that, to find them, Pontryagin minimum principle is used for the time–anti– optimal control problem and a covector function ψ = ψ(t) ∈ T^∗_{g(t)}G, which gives only the necessary conditions in general case. The covector function can be considered as a left-invariant 1-form on (G, ·) and identified with function ψ(t) ∈ g^∗ = T^∗_e G.

Every optimal timelike trajectory g(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ T, is determined by some measurable optimal control u = u(t) ∈ U, 0 ≤ t ≤ T, and for an absolutely continuous non-vanishing function ψ = ψ(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ T, we have for almost all t ∈ [0, T ],

(5) ġ(t) = dl_{g(t)}(u(t)), (6) ψ(w)^′ = ψ([u(t), w]), w ∈ g, (7) M(t) := ψ(t)(u(t)) = min_{u∈U} ψ(t)(u) := M_0 ≥ 0

Definition 1. A timelike extremal for the problem (4) is a parameterized by arclength future directed curve g = g(t), t ∈ R, satisfying the Pontryagin minimum principle for the time–anti–optimal problem. An extremal is called normal (abnormal) if M_0 > 0 (M_0 = 0). Every normal extremal g = g(t), t ∈ R, is parameterized by the arclength, i.e., ⟨g^′(t), g^′(t)⟩ = 1 for almost all t ∈ R; proportionally changing ψ = ψ(t), t ∈ R, if it is necessary, one can assume that M_0 = 1.

Every covector ψ ∈ g^∗ can be considered as a vector ψ ∈ g, setting ψ(v) = ⟨ψ, v⟩ for each v ∈ g. Then the function M(t) in (7) takes the form (8) M(t) := ⟨ψ(t), u(t)⟩ = min_{u∈U} ⟨ψ(t), u⟩ = M_0 ≥ 0. Moreover, the equality (6) takes the form (9)_⟨ψ^′(t), w⟩ = ⟨ψ, [u(t), w]⟩, w ∈ g.

The vectors e_0, −e_1, . . . , −e_n form a basis in g^∗ = T^∗_e G, dual to the basis e_0, e_1, . . . , e_n in g, because e_i(e_j ) = ⟨e_i, e_j⟩ = 0 for i ≠ j, i, j = 0, . . . , n,

e_0(e_0) = ⟨e_0, e_0⟩ = 1; −e_i(e_i) = −⟨e_i, e_i⟩ = 1, i = 1, . . . , n.

Proposition 1. Let v, w ∈ p be respectively future directed timelike vector and spacelike vector. Then the ranges of functions f(u) := ⟨v, u⟩ and g(u) := ⟨w, u⟩, u ∈ U, are equal to [‖v‖, +∞) and R.

Proof. It is known that the general orthochronic Lorentz group SO_0(1, n) acts transitively on each of the following sets: U, ∂U, the set of all future directed isotropic vectors and the set of all (spacelike) vectors w ∈ g such that ⟨w, w⟩ = −β^2 for a fixed β > 0. Therefore we can assume that v = αe_0, w = βe_1, α > 0, β > 0.

It is clear that u := chte_0 + shte_1 ∈ ∂U, t ∈ R. Then ⟨v, u⟩ = α(cht) = ‖v‖(cht), ⟨w, u⟩ = −β(sht), whence follows Proposition 1, since ⟨v, u⟩ ≥ α for u ∈ U in general case. □

Due to Proposition 1, the equality in (8) holds only when the orthogonal projection of the vector ψ(t) ∈ g to p is equal to zero (M_0 = 0) or a future directed timelike vector in p (M_0 > 0).

Let g(t), t ∈ R, be a normal timelike extremal and M_0 = 1. Let us denote by ψ_i(t), i = 0, . . . , n, the coordinates of the (future directed timelike) covector function ψ(t) in the specified dual basis.

Then

(10) ψ(t) = ψ_0(t)e_0 − n∑ i=1 ψ_i(t)e_i, and besides ψ_0(t) > 0.

Set us similarly u(t) = u_0(t) − ∑_r i=1 u_i(t)e_i, where u_0(t) > 0.

Then (8) has the form

(11) ⟨ψ(t), u(t)⟩ = ψ_0(t)u_0(t) − r∑ k=1 ψ_k(t)u_k(t) = min_{u∈U} ⟨ψ(t), u⟩ = 1. The equality (11) is valid iff u_k(t) = ψ_k(t), k = 0, . . . , r, and ⟨u(t), u(t)⟩ = 1. Due to the first equality in (11), reasoning as in [23], [25], we obtain the theorem.

Theorem 2. Any normal timelike extremal of a left-invariant (sub-)Lorentzian (anti)metric on the Lie group G, parameterized by arclength, is a solution to the system of differential equations

(12) g^′(t) = dl_{g(t)}(u(t)), u(t) = ψ_0(t)e_0 − r∑ i=1 ψ_i(t)e_i, ‖u(0)‖ = 1, ψ_0(t) > 0,

(13) ψ^′_j (t) = n∑ k=0 ( C^k_{0j} ψ_0ψ_k − r∑ i=1 C^k_{ij}ψ_iψ_k ) , j = 0, . . . , n. Here C^k_{ij} are structure constants in the basis e_0, . . . , e_n of the Lie algebra g.

In case of an isotropic curve, there is no notion of parameterization by arclength. Therefore, it is natural to accept the normalization u_0(t) = ψ_0(t) ≡ 1. Set W := {w ∈ p | ⟨w, e_0⟩ = 0, ⟨w, w⟩ = −1}. Then the condition for the isotropy of the curve under the second equality in (12) has the form (14) ⟨ψ(t), w(t)⟩ = min_{w∈W} ⟨ψ(t), w⟩ = −1, где w(t) = u(t) − u_0(t)e_0. The following theorem is established similarly to Theorem 2.

Theorem 3. Any normal isotropic extremal of a left-invariant (sub-)Lorentzian (anti)metric on the Lie group G is a solution to the system of differential equations

(15) g^′(t) = dl_{g(t)}(u(t)), u(t) = ψ_0(t)e_0 − r∑ i=1 ψ_i(t)e_i, ‖u(0)‖ = 0, ψ_0(t) ≡ 1,

(16) ψ^′_j (t) = n∑ k=0 ( C^k_{0j} ψ_0ψ_k − r∑ i=1 C^k_{ij}ψ_iψ_k ) , j = 1, . . . , n.

4. Specifying a sub-Lorentzian structure on GL^+(2, C ) Let us recall that GL^+(2, C ) is the connected Lie group of all complex (2 × 2)- matrices with positive determinant. Its Lie algebra gl^+(2, C ) consists of all complex (2 × 2)-matrices with real trace and has a basis

(17) e_0 = σ_0 2 , e_1 = σ_1 2 , e_2 = σ_2 2 , e_3 = σ_3 2 , where

(18) σ_0 = ( 1 0 0 1 ) , σ_1 = ( 0 1 1 0 ) , σ_2 = ( 0 i −i 0 ) , σ_3 = ( 1 0 0 −1 ) ,

(19) e_4 = ie_1, e_5 = ie_2, e_6 = ie_3.

The matrices (18) are Hermitian (the last three of them are called Pauli matrices) and, like the matrices (17), constitute the real basis of the linear space H of all Hermitian complex (2 × 2)-matrices.

The matrices e_4, e_5, e_6 are skew-Hermitian. Let us write down all non-zero commutation relations:

(20) [e_4, e_5] = −[e_1, e_2] = i[e_4, e_2] = i[e_1, e_5] = e_6;

(21) [e_5, e_6] = −[e_2, e_3] = i[e_5, e_3] = i[e_2, e_6] = e_4;

(22) [e_6, e_4] = −[e_3, e_1] = i[e_6, e_1] = i[e_3, e_4] = e_5. Due to the last two equalities in each of the formulas (20), (21), (22), (23) −[e_2, e_4] = [e_1, e_5] = e_3, −[e_3, e_5] = [e_2, e_6] = e_1, −[e_1, e_6] = [e_3, e_4] = e_2.

Due to (20), (21), (22), the skew-Hermitian matrices e_5, e_6, e_7 form the basis of some Lie algebra. This is the Lie algebra su(2), consisting of all skew-Hermitian complex (2 × 2)-matrices with zero trace:

su(2) = {( iX Y −Y −iX ) | X ∈ R, Y ∈ C } . Let us recall that su(2) is the Lie algebra of the compact simply connected Lie group SU(2) of all unitary unimodular (2 × 2)-matrices.

Remark 2. It follows from (20) – (23) that gl^+(2, C ) = su(2) ⊕ H and (24) [su(2), su(2)] = su(2), [su(2), H] ⊂ H, [H, H] = su(2). As a consequence, H generates the Lie algebra gl^+(2, C ). Moreover, su(2) is a maximal compact subalgebra of the Lie algebra gl^+(2, C ).

Let us define the Lorentzian quadratic form on gl^+(2, C ): ⟨u, u⟩ = u^2_0 − 6∑ k=1 u^2_k, where u = 7∑ k=0 u_ke_k ∈ gl^+(2, C ).

The corresponding pseudoscalar product on gl^+(2, C ) is ⟨u_1, u_2⟩ = 1 2 (⟨u_1 + u_2, u_1 + u_2⟩ − ⟨u_1, u_1⟩ − ⟨u_2, u_2⟩) .

Note that the vectors e_0, e_1, . . . , e_6 form an orthonormal basis of the Lie algebra gl^+(2, C ), since ⟨e_0, e_0⟩ = 1, ⟨e_i, e_i⟩ = −1, i = 1, . . . , 6; ⟨e_i, e_j⟩ = 0 for i ≠ j, i, j = 0, . . . , 6. In this case, the vectors e_0, e_1, e_2, e_3 form an orthonormal basis of the vector space H with respect to the pseudoscalar product ⟨·, ·⟩ induced from gl^+(2, C ), and

⟨h, h⟩ = h^2_0 − h^2_1 − h^2 − h^2_3 = 4deth, where h = 3∑ i=0 h_ie_i ∈ H. The pair (p := H, ⟨·, ·⟩) with the vector v := e_0 defines a left-invariant sub- Lorentzian structure on GL^+(2, C ).

5. Sub-Riemannian geodesics on SL(2, C ) Let us remind that SL(2, C ) is a subgroup of the group GL^+(2, C ), consisting of all complex (2 × 2)- matrices with determinant equal to 1. The vectors e_i, i = 1, . . . , 6, given by the formulas (17) – (19), constitute the orthonormal basis of its Lie algebra sl(2, C ) with the scalar product (·, ·).

It follows from (20) – (23) that for p_0 = H_0 := H ∩ sl(2, C ), (25) sl(2, C ) = su(2) ⊕ p_0, [su(2), p_0] = p_0, [p_0, p_0] = su(2). As a consequence, p_0 = H_0 generates the Lie algebra sl(2, C ).

The pair (H_0, (·, ·)) defines a left-invariant sub-Riemannian metric ρ on SL(2, C ): ρ(x, y) is the infimum of the lengths of piecewise continuously differentiable horizontal paths γ = γ(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ a, joining x, y ∈ SL(2, C ), i.e., the paths with conditions γ(0) = x, γ(a) = y, γ^′(t) = dl_{γ(t)}(u(t)), u(t) ∈ H_0, (u(t), u(t)) ≤ 1, the length of each such path is determined by the formula l(γ) = a∫ 0 √ (u(t), u(t))dt. In Theorems 3, 4 from [29], were proved general results on Riemannian symmetric spaces, their isometry and isotropy groups, their Lie algebras satisfying analogues to the relations (25), and sub-Riemannian metrics on isometry groups defined by scalar products on the subspace p_0; similar results in somewhat less general cases were obtained earlier in [30]. From these theorems, applied to the Riemannian symmetric space SL(2, C )/ SU(2) = L^3, it follows that for the sub-Riemannian space (SL(2, C ), ρ) holds the following proposition.

Proposition 2. Each parametrized by arclength geodesic γ = γ(t), t ∈ R, in (SL(2, C ), ρ) with condition γ(0) = e is normal and it is a product of two 1-parameter subgroups:

(26) γ(t) = exp ( t 6∑ i=1 α_ie_i ) exp ( −t 6∑ i=4 α_ie_i ) , where α_i, i = 1, . . . , 6, are some arbitrary constants such that

(27) α^2_1 + α^2 + α^2_3 = 1.

Theorem 4. Each segment of a 1-parameter subgroup

(28) γ(t) = exp(tX), t ∈ R, X ∈ p_0 = H_0, (X, X) = 1,

is a shortest arc of the sub-Riemannian space (SL(2, C ), ρ).

Proof. First of all, note that each segment of the curve (28) has the same length with respect to ρ and the left-invariant Riemannian metric ρ_1 ≤ ρ on SL(2, C ), defined by the scalar product (·, ·) on the Lie algebra sl(2, C ) of the Lie group SL(2, C ). By Proposition 8, the scalar product (·, ·) in sl(2, C ) and the direct sum orthogonal to (·, ·) in (25) are Ad(SU(2))-invariant. Therefore the canonical projection

pr : (SL(2, C ), ρ_1 ) → (SL(2, C )/ SU(2) = L^3, ρ_2)

onto the Riemannian symmetric space (L^3, ρ_2) is a Riemannian submersion, where ρ_2 is an invariant Riemannian metric of constant sectional curvature K on L^3, uniquely determined by the metric ρ_1.

As in general case of Riemannian symmetric spaces, pr maps isometrically a 1- parameter subgroup (28), tangent to the horizontal distribution of Riemannian submersion pr, onto a geodesic in (L^3, ρ_2).

Let us clarify that due to the last equality in (25), for each Z ∈ p_0 we have [X, Z] ∈ su(2). Therefore, the projection of this vector onto p_0 with respect to the expansion in (25) is equal to [X, Z]_{p0} = 0. Thus, we have ([X, Z]_{p0} , X) = 0 for each Z ∈ p_0, i.e., the condition 3) of Theorem 5.1.2 from [31] holds.

Due to the theorem, pr(γ(t)), t ∈ R, is a geodesic in (L^3, ρ_2). Moreover, pr does not increase distances in general.

Theorem 4 follows from the above. □ Remark 3. According to Theorems 12.2 of Chapter II and 4.2 of Chapter IV in [18], the constant sectional curvature K can be calculated using the formula K = ([[e_1, e_2], e_1], e_2). Calculations using formulas (20)—(23) give K = −1.

Two corollaries follow from the proof of Theorem 4.

Corollary 1. [5]. pr : (SL(2, C ), ρ) → (SL(2, C )/ SU(2) = L^3, ρ_2) is a submetry. Corollary 2. The mapping exp : H_0 → exp(H_0) is a diffeomormism.

6. Applications of sub-Riemannian geodesics on SL(2, C ) It is easy to see that the following proposition is true.

Proposition 3. GL^+(2, C ) is isomorphic to the direct product R_+ I × SL(2, C ), and GL(2, C ) is isomorphic to the direct product R_+ I × S^1 · SL(2, C ), where R_+ is the multiplicative group of positive real numbers. Theorem 5. Let g ∈ GL^+(2, C ) and (29) g = e^{ξ/2}g_1, where g_1 ∈ SL(2, C ), ξ ≥ η := ρ(e, g_1) > 0, γ = γ(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ η, be an arbitrary shortest arc in (SL(2, C ), ρ), parametrized by arclength, such that γ(0) = e, γ(η) = g_1.

If ξ > η then the curve g(t) = e^{ch(c)t/2}γ(sh(c)t), 0 ≤ t ≤ k, где k > 0, c > 0, ξ = kch(c), η = ksh(c), is a timelike longest arc in (GL^+(2, C ), d), which joins e and g.

If ξ = η then the curve g(t) = e^{t/2}γ(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ ξ, is an isotropic longest arc in (GL^+(2, C ), d) joining e and g.

If g /∈ R_+ I and the condition (29) is not satisfied, then there is no future directed nonspacelike horizontal curve joining e and g. Proof. We get g^′(t) = dl_{g(t)}(ch(c)e_0 + sh(c)u(sh(c)t)), where

u(sh(c)t) = 3∑ i=1 u_i(sh(c)t)e_i, (u(sh(c)t), u(sh(c)t)) = 1.

Hence, g(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ k, is a future directed timelike curve, and its length is equal to

(30) L = k = ∫_k 0 √ ch^2(c) − sh^2(c)(u(sh(c)t), u(sh(c)t))dt.

Moreover, the length l of the shortest arc γ(sh(c)t), 0 ≤ t ≤ k, in (SL(2, C ), ρ), parametrized proportionally to the arclength with a factor sh(c) > 0, is equal to the minimal length of horizontal arcs in SL(2, C ) joining e and g_1: l = ∫_k 0 √ sh^2(c)(u(sh(c)t), u(sh(c)t)) ≡ ksh(c).

Due to (30), g(t), t ∈ [0, k], is a future directed timelike longest arc in (GL^+(2, C ), d), parametrized by arlength and joining e, g.

If ξ = η then replacing ch(c) with 1 in the above argument, we find that g(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ ξ, is an isotropic longest arc in (GL^+(2, C ), d).

To prove the last statement, we can assume that

(31) g = e^{ξ/2}g_1, where g_1 ∈ SL(2, C ), 0 < ξ < η := ρ(e, g_1). Suppose that there is a future directed nonspacelike horizontal (Lipschitzian) curve joining e and g. We can choose a parameterization of this curve such that it has the form g(t) = e^{t/2}γ(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ ξ, where γ(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ ξ, is a Lipschitzian curve in (SL(2, C ), d).

Then g^′(t) = dl_{g(t)}(e_0 + v(t)), where v(t) =

∑_3 i=1 v_i(t)e_i is a measurable vector function, defined almost everywhere, with a bounded from above scalar square (v(t), v(t)). Since the curve is nonspacelike, we have almost everywhere ⟨e_0 + v(t), e_0 + v(t)⟩ = 1 − (v(t), v(t)) ≥ 0.

Then the inequality (v(t), v(t)) ≤ 1 holds almost everywhere. But we have γ^′(t) = dl_{γ(t)}(v(t)) for almost all t ∈ [0, ξ]. Therefore, the length of the curve γ(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ ξ, joining the points e and g_1 in (SL(2, C ), ρ), is equal to l = ∫_ξ 0 √ (v(t), v(t))dt ≤ ξ. This contradicts the inequalities in (31). □ Corollary 3. Every future directed nonspacelike curve e^{t/2}γ(t), t ∈ R, where γ(t), t ∈ R, is a geodesic in (SL(2, C ), ρ) parametrized proportionally to the arclength, is a geodesic in (GL^+(2, C ), d), parametrized proportionally to the arclength for a timelike curve.

The following proposition is proved in a similar way to Theorem 5. Proposition 4. Any segment of 1-parameter subgroup g(t) = 2e^{t/2}e_0, parametrized by arclength, is a timelike longest arc in the space (GL^+(2, C ), d).

7. Sub-Lorentzian normal nonspacelike extremals on GL^+(2, C )

In Theorem 5 and Proposition 4, were precisely established the elements g of the Lie group GL^+(2, C ), for which there exists a future directed nonspacelike sub- Lorentzian longest arc with the origin e and the endpoint g.

Moreover, the length d(e, g) of the longest arc is found.

Therefore, we can apply Theorem 2 to search for normal timelike extremals and thereby geodesics and possibly the other longest arcs.

Theorem 6. Each normal timelike extremal g(t), t ∈ R, of sub-Lorentzian (anti)metric d on (GL^+(2, C ), d) with origin g(0) = e is a product of two 1-parameter subgroups:

(32) g(t) = exp ( t 6∑ i=0 α_ie_i ) exp ( −t 6∑ i=4 α_ie_i ) , where α_i, i = 0, . . . , 6, are some arbitrary constants such that (33) α_0 = √ 1 + α^2_1 + α^2 + α^2_3.

Proof. Due to Theorem 2, the considered extremal is a solution to the system (12), (13) for n = 6, r = 3. Set ψ_0(0) = α_0, ψ_i(0) = −α_i, 1, . . . , 6, v(t) = u(t) − u_0(t)e_0 = ψ(t) − ψ_0(t)e_0 := φ(t). It follows from Proposition 3 that C^k_{0j} = 0, C^0_{ij} = 0, C^k_{i0} = 0. Then ψ_0 ≡ α_0,

(34) ψ^′_j (t) = − 6∑ k=1 3∑ i=1 C^k_{ij}ψ_iψ_k, j = 1, . . . , 6. Now (11) and (12) imply (33), ψ_0(t) ≡ α_0 = chc, (35) ⟨v(t), v(t)⟩ = −(v(t), v(t)) = −(φ(t), φ(t)) ≡ −(α^2_1 + α^2 + α^2_3) = −sh^2c, c ≥ 0.

If c = 0 then u_0(t) = ψ_0(t) ≡ α_0 = 1, u_i(t) = ψ_i(t) ≡ −α_i = 0, i = 1, 2, 3, and due to the first formula in (12), g(t) = 2e^{t/2}e_0 has the form (32).

Let c > 0. Set (36) ṽ(t) = −v(t), ~ψ_j (t) = −ψ_j (t), j = 1, . . . , 6; ũ_i(t) = ~ψ_i(t), i = 1, 2, 3. Then

(37) ~ψ^′_j (t) = 6∑ k=1 3∑ i=1 C^k_{ij} ~ψ_i ~ψ_k, j = 1, . . . , 6; ṽ(t) = 3∑ i=1 ũ_i(t)e_i, (ṽ(t), ṽ(t)) = sh^2c.

Due to (36), (37), there is a normal sub-Riemannian extremal–geodesic γ(t), t ∈ R, such that γ(0) = e, γ^′(t) = dl_{γ(t)}(ṽ(t)), t ∈ R, in (SL(2, C ), ρ), parametrized proportionally to the arclength with the multiplier shc. As a corollary of the above, Propositions 2 and 3, we get

g(t) = 2e^{ch(c)/2}e_0γ(t) = 2e^{ch(c)/2}e_0 exp ( t 6∑ i=1 α_ie_i ) exp ( −t 6∑ i=4 α_ie_i ) =

exp ( t 6∑ i=0 α_ie_i ) exp ( −t 6∑ i=4 α_ie_i ) , t ∈ R. □ Taking into account Theorem 3, we prove similarly to Theorem 6 the following Theorem 7. Each normal isotropic extremal g(t), t ∈ R, of sub-Lorentzian (anti)metric d on GL^+(2, C ) with origin g(0) = e is a product of two 1-parameter subgroups:

g(t) = exp ( t 6∑ i=0 α_ie_i ) exp ( −t 6∑ i=4 α_ie_i ) , where α_i, i = 0, . . . , 6, are some arbitrary constants such that (38) α_0 = √ α^2_1 + α^2 + α^2_3 = 1.

Proposition 5. If the vector {α_4, α_5, α_6} is collinear to the vector {α_1, α_2, α_3}, then the timelike (and isotropic) normal extremal g(t) given by the formula (32), is a 1-parameter subgroup: g(t) = exp ( t 3∑ i=0 α_ie_i ) . Proof. Let α_4 = aα_1, α_5 = aα_2, α_6 = aα_3 for some a ∈ R. Due to the form of the vector e_0, (19) and (32),

g(t) = e^{α0t/2} exp (t(1 + ia)(α_1e_1 + α_2e_2 + α_3e_3)) exp (−ita(α_1e_1 + α_2e_2 + α_3e_3))

= e^{α0t/2} exp(t(α_1e_1 + α_2e_2 + α_3e_3)) = exp ( t 3∑ i=0 α_ie_i ) . □ Proposition 6. Set A =^3 ∑ i=0 α_ie_i, α_0, . . . , α_3 ∈ C , w =^1_2 √ α^2_1 + α^2 + α^2_3. Then

exp(tA) = e^{α0 t/2} ( 2e_0 + t 3∑ i=1 α_ie_i ) , if w = 0,

exp(tA) = e^{α0t/2} ( 2ch(wt)e_0 + sh(wt) w 3∑ i=1 α_ie_i ) , if w ≠ 0. Corollary 4. Set

w_1 = 1 2 √ (α_1 + iα_4)^2 + (α_2 + iα_5)^2 + (α_3 + iα_6)^2, w_2 = 1 2 √ α^2_4 + α^2_5 + α^2_6;

m_1 = ch(w_1t), n_1 = { sh(w_1t)/w_1, if w_1 ≠ 0, t, if w_1 = 0, ;

m_2 = cos(w_2t), n_2 = { sin(w_2t)/w_2, if w_2 ≠ 0, t, if w_2 = 0, .

Then the normal nonspacelike, parametrized by arclength in the timelike case, extremal g(t), t ∈ R, of sub-Lorentzian (anti)metric d on GL^+(2, C ) (see Theorems 6, 7) is equal to g(t) = 6∑ i=0 c_i(t)e_i + c_7(t)ie_0,

where

c_0(t) = 2e^{α0t/2}(m_1m_2 + n_1n_2w^2), c_7(t) = − e^{α0 t/2} 2 n_1n_2(α_1α_4 + α_2α_5 + α_3α_6),

c_1(t) = e^{α0t/2} 2 n_1(2α_1m_2+(α_3α_5−α_2α_6)n_2), c_2(t) = e^{α0 t/2} 2 n_1(2α_2m_2+(α_1α_6−α_3α_4)n_2),

c_3(t) = e^{α0t/2} 2 n_1(2α_3m_2+(α_2α_4−α_1α_5)n_2), c_i(t) = e^{α0t/2}(m_2n_1−m_1n_2)α_i, i = 4, 5, 6.

Proof. Due to (19) and Proposition 6, exp ( t 6∑ i=0 α_ie_i ) = e^{α0t/2} ( 2m_1e_0 + n_1 6∑ i=1 α_ie_i ) ;

(39) exp ( −t 6∑ i=4 α_ie_i ) = exp ( t 6∑ i=4 (−iα_i)e_{i−3} ) = 2m_2e_0 − n_2 6∑ i=4 α_ie_i. On the base of Theorems 6, 7, it remains to multiply these matrix exponents, taking into account (19) and the equalities e^2_i =^{e0}_2 , i = 0, 1, 2, 3,

(40) e_1 · e_2 = −e_2 · e_1 = − e_6 2 , e_1 · e_3 = −e_3 · e_1 = e_5 2 , e_2 · e_3 = −e_3 · e_2 = − e_4 2 . □ Proposition 7. The action of the Lie subgroup SU(2) ⊂ GL^+(2, C ) on the Lie group GL^+(2, C ) by conjugations is a subgroup of internal automorphisms of the group GL^+(2, C ) and defines an isometry subgroup with respect to the left-invariant sub- Lorentzian (anti)metric d on GL^+(2, C ) defined by the pair (H, ⟨·, ·⟩). Adjoint action Ad(SU(2)) of the group SU(2) on the Lie algebra gl^+(2, C ) defines an automorphism subgroup of this algebra, transforming H and su(2) into itself, and an isometry subgroup of the space (H, ⟨·, ·⟩), acting transitively on {w ∈ H_0 | ⟨w, w⟩ = −1}. Proof. The indicated action by conjugations is determined by the formula s ∈ SU(2) → Inn(s) : g ∈ GL^+(2, C ) → sgs^{−1} and defines a subgroup of the automorphism group of the Lie group GL^+(2, C ). Ad(SU(2)) is a subgroup of the automorphism group of the Lie algebra gl^+(2, C ), and since GL^+(2, C ) is a matrix group, its action is determined by the same formula (41) Ad(s)(·) = d Inn(s)_e(·) = s(·)s^{−1} = s(·)s^∗.

On the ground of (25) and the equality exp ∘ ad = Ad ∘ exp, we obtain Ad(SU(2))(H) = H, and due to (41), the restriction Ad(s) = l(s), s ∈ SU(2), where l : SL(2, C ) → SO_0(1, 3) is a mentioned in the introduction two-sheeted covering from Theorem 2 in [17], defined by the formula l(g)(h) = ghg^∗, g ∈ SL(2, C ), h ∈ (H, ⟨·, ·⟩).

All statements of Proposition 7 follow from here, except for the statement about transitivity of the action.

In addition, Ad(s)(e_0) = e_0 for all s ∈ SU(2). Therefore, Ad(SU(2))(H_0) = H_0 and due to equalities (23) and exp ∘ ad = Ad ∘ exp, Ad(SU(2)) acts transitively on {w ∈ H_0 : ⟨w, w⟩ = −1}. □ On the ground of Proposition 7, Corollary 4 reduces to the case when at most one of the numbers α_1, α_2, α_3 is not equal to 0 and is positive, if we exclude the trivial case when all these numbers are equal to zero. For example, if α_1 > 0, α_2 = 0, α_3 = 0, then in Corollary 4 we obtain simpler formulas

w_1 = 1 2 √ 1 + 2iα_1α_4 − 4w^2, c_0(t) = 2e^{α0t/2}(m_1m_2 + n_1n_2w^2), c_7(t) = − e^{α0 t/2} 2 n_1n_2α_1α_4,

c_1(t) = e^{α0t/2}n_1m_2α_1, c_2(t) = e^{α0 t/2} 2 n_1n_2α_1α_6,

c_3(t) = −e^{α0 t/2} 2 n_1n_2α_1α_5, c_i(t) = e^{α0t/2}(m_2n_1 − m_1n_2)α_i, i = 4, 5, 6.

Theorem 8. Normal sub-Lorentzian nonspacelike extremals in (GL^+(2, C ), d) with the origin e are geodesics having the form of a 1-parameter subgroup from Proposition 4 or, up to proportional reparamterization, such as in Corollary 3. In the second case, a segment of a geodesic g(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ t_0, is the longest arc if and only if the segment γ(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ t_0, is the shortest arc in (SL(2, C ), (·, ·)).

Each segment of a normal sub-Lorentzian extremal in (GL^+(2, C ), d) with the origin e, which is the longest arc, is the same as in Theorem 5 or Proposition 4.

Proof. The proof uses Proposition 3.

If ⃗α = {α_1, α_2, α_3} = ⃗0 then, due to Theorem 6, we obtain the 1-parameter subgroup from Proposition 4, and, as a consequence of Proposition 4, a geodesic, each segment of which is the longest arc.

If ⃗α ≠ ⃗0 then, due to Theorems 6, 7 and formula (26), the normal extremal has the form g(s) = e^{α0s/2}γ(s), s ∈ R, where g(s) is parametrized by arclength, and γ(s), s ∈ R, is a geodesic in (SL(2, C ), ρ), parametrized proportionally to the arclength. Consequently, up to proportional reparametrization, we obtain a curve as in Corollary 3, and on the base of this Corollary, we obtain a nonspacelike geodesic. The penultimate statement is proved in exactly the same way as Theorem 5.

The last statement of Theorem 8 follows from the proven statements. □

The next theorem follows from Theorems 4, 5 and Proposition 4.

Theorem 9. Each segment of a future directed nonspacelike 1-parameter subgroup e^{t/2}γ(t), t ∈ R, where γ^′(0) ∈ H_0, is a longest arc in (GL^+(2, C ), d) parametrized proportionally to the arclength for the timelike 1-parameter subgroup.

8. Addition on sub-Riemannian geodesics on SL(2, C )

The next proposition is proved in exactly the same way as Proposition 7.

Proposition 8. The action of the Lie subgroup SU(2) ⊂ SL(2, C ) on SL(2, C ) by conjugations is a subgroup of the internal automorphism group of the group SL(2, C ); it preserves the subsets SU(2) and exp(H_0), and defines an isometry subgroup of the sub-Riemannian space (SL(2, C ), ρ). The adjoint action Ad(SU(2)) of the group SU(2) on the Lie algebra sl(2, C ) defines a subgroup of its automorphism group and an isometry subgroup of the space (H_0, (·, ·)), acting transitively on the unit sphere {w ∈ H_0 | (w, w) = +1}. Let ⃗α = {α_1, α_2, α_3} and ⃗β = {α_4, α_5, α_6} be vectors in Euclidean space R^3 , β := |⃗β|. Let γ(⃗α, ⃗β; t), t ∈ R, denote the geodesic γ(t) given by the formula (26).

Corollary 4 and comparison of equalities (32) and (26) give

Proposition 9. The geodesic γ(⃗α, ⃗β; t) coincides with g(t) from Corollary 4 for α_0 = 0 and (27). In addition, w_1 = (1/2) √ 1 − β^2 + 2i(⃗α · ⃗β).

Remark 4. If the vector ⃗β is collinear to the vector ⃗α, then the geodesic γ(⃗α, ⃗β; t) is a 1-parameter subgroup: γ(⃗α, ⃗β; t) = exp(t(α_1e_1 + α_2e_2 + α_3e_3)).

We will need the following known proposition.

Proposition 10. If in the Lie group with left-invariant sub-Riemannian metric two points are joined by two different normal geodesics of equal length, then either of these geodesics is not a shortest arc or is not a part of a longer shortest arc.

Proposition 11. Let β > 1 and ⃗α · ⃗β = 0. If the segment γ(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ T , of a geodesic γ(⃗α, ⃗β; t) is a shortest arc, then T ≤^{2π}√_{β2−1} .

Proof. If β > 1 and ⃗α · ⃗β = 0 then in the notation of Corollary 1, we successively obtain w_1 = i √ β^2 − 1, w_2 = β/2,

m_1 = cos t √ β^2 − 1 2 , n_1 =

2 sin^t √_{β2−1} 2 √ β^2 − 1

, m_2 = cos βt 2 , n_2 = sin βt 2 . Therefore m_1(t_0) = −1, n_1(t_0) = 0 for t_0 =^{2π}√_{β2−1} . Then c_i(t_0) = 0, i = 1, 2, 3, 7;

c_0(t_0) = −2 cos βπ √ β^2 − 1

; c_j(t_0) = α_j sin βπ √ β^2 − 1 , j = 4, 5, 6. Consequently, γ(⃗α, ⃗β; t_0) ∈ SU(2) does not depend on the coordinates of the vector ⃗α. It remains to apply Proposition 10. □

Proposition 12. Let a = α_1e_1 + α_2e_2 + α_3e_3, b = α_4e_4 + α_5e_5 + α_6e_6. Set

x = Re ( 1 2 √ (α_1 + iα_4)^2 + (α_2 + iα_5)^2 + (α_3 + iα_6)^2 ) , y = Im ( 1 2 √ (α_1 + iα_4)^2 + (α_2 + iα_5)^2 + (α_3 + iα_6)^2 ) . For non-zero vectors ⃗α = {α_1, α_2, α_3}, ⃗β = {α_4, α_5, α_6}, β := |⃗β|, the matrix exp(a+ b)exp(−b) is Hermitian if and only if one of the conditions is satisfied:

1) the vectors ⃗α and ⃗β are collinear; 2) x = cos(β/2) = cos y = 0;

3) cos(β/2) ≠ 0, cos y ≠ 0 and the triples x, y, β/2 and thx, tgy, tg(β/2) are proportional;

4) x = y = 0 and tg(β/2) = β/2.

Proof. On the base of Proposition 8, we can assume that a = αe_1, α > 0. It follows from (17), (19) that the matrix exp(a + b)exp(−b) is Hermitian if and only if (42) exp(b) exp(a − b) = exp(a + b) exp(−b).

Set w_+ = 1 2 √ α^2 − β^2 + 2iαα_4, w_− = 1 2 √ α^2 − β^2 − 2iαα_4.

Let x = Re(w_+), y = Im(w_+). Then, as is easy to see, w_− = x − iy. Let z = α^2 − β^2 + 2αα_4i := re^{iφ} = r(cos φ + i sin φ), where r^2 = (α^2 − β^2)^2 + 4α^2α^2_4,

cos φ = α^2 − β^2 r , sin φ = 2αα_4 r , φ = sign(α_4) arccos α^2 − β^2 r . Then

(43) w_+ = ± √ r 2 (cos(φ/2) + sin(φ/2)i), 4xy = αα_4.

Let us consider the case when 4xy = αα_4 ≠ 0. Set m_+ = ch(w_+) = chx cos y + ishx sin y, m_− = ch(w_−) = m_+;

n_+ = sh(w_+) w_+ = sh(x + iy) x + iy = xshx cos y + ychx sin y x^2 + y^2 + i xchx sin y − yshx cos y x^2 + y^2 , n_− = sh(w_−) w_− = sh(x − iy) x − iy = n_+.

By virtue of the equalities (39) and the previous equality from the proof of Corollary 1, the left-hand side of (42) is equal to

(2 cos β 2 e_0 + 2 β sin β 2 b)(2m_−e_0 + n_−(αe_1 − b)) = 2 cos β 2 m_−e_0 + 2 β sin β 2 m_−b + cos β 2 n_−(αe_1 − b) + 2 β sin β 2 n_−(α(be_1) − b^2),

and the right side of (42) is equal to

(2m_+e_0 + n_+(αe_1 + b))(2 cos β 2 e_0 − 2 β sin β 2 b) = 2 cos β 2 m_+e_0 − 2 β sin β 2 m_+b

+ cos β 2 n_+(αe_1 + b) − 2 β sin β 2 n_+(α(e_1b) + b^2).

Then it follows from (42) that

2 cos β 2 Im(m_+)ie_0 − 2 β sin β 2 Re(m_+)b + α cos β 2 Im(n_+)e_1 + cos β 2 Re(n_+)b =

(44) 1 β sin β 2 [ n_+(α(e_1b) + b^2) + n_−(α(be_1) − b^2) ] . Let us calculate the expression in square brackets: n_+(α(e_1b)+b^2)+n_−(α(be_1)−b^2) = = (Re(n_+) + iIm(n_+))(α(e_1b) + b^2) + (Re(n_+) − iIm(n_+))(α(be_1) − b^2) = αRe(n_+)(e_1b + be_1) + iIm(n_+)(α(e_1b − be_1) + 2b^2).

Note, using (40), that

e_1b + be_1 = α_4ie_0, α(e_1b − be_1) + 2b^2 = α(α_5e_3 − α_6e_2) − β^2e_0.

By substitution the resulting expressions into (44) and equating the coefficients of the vectors ie_0, e_4, e_5, e_6, and taking into account the equality αα_4 = 4xy, we obtain

(45) cos β 2 Im(m_+) = 2xy β sin β 2 Re(n_+) − β 2 sin β 2 Im(n_+),

(46) α_4 ( cos β 2 Re(n_+) − 2 β sin β 2 Re(m_+) ) + α cos β 2 Im(n_+) = 0,

α_5 ( cos β 2 Re(n_+) − 2 β sin β 2 Re(m_+) ) = − αα_6 β sin β 2 Im(n_+),

α_6 ( cos β 2 Re(n_+) − 2 β sin β 2 Re(m_+) ) = αα_5 β sin β 2 Im(n_+).

From the last two equalities it follows that either α_5 = α_6 = 0 or the coefficients of the variables α_5, α_6 are equal to zero. In the first case, the vector ⃗β is collinear to ⃗α, and the matrix exp(a + b) exp(−b) is Hermitian by Remark 4.

In the second case, taking into account (46),

(47) Im(n_+) = 0, cos β 2 Re(n_+) = 2 β sin β 2 Re(m_+).

It follows from the first equality in (47) that

sin y = yshx cos y xchx , n_+ = shx x cos y. Then the equality (45) and the second equality in (47) can be written as β 2 cos β 2 sin y = y sin β 2 cos y, β 2 cos β 2 shx = x sin β 2 chx. Thus, for ⃗α ‖̸ ⃗β and ⃗α · ⃗β ≠ 0 the matrix exp(a + b) exp(−b) is Hermitian iff thx x = tgy y = tg(β/2) β/2 . Let us consider the case x = 0, y ≠ 0. Then α_4 = 0, m_+ = cos y, n_+ =^{sin y}_y and the equality (44) is equivalent to the equality (β/2) cos(β/2) sin y = y sin(β/2) cos y. Then cos(β/2) = cos y = 0 or tgy y = tg(β/2) β/2 . Let us consider the case x ≠ 0, y = 0. Then α_4 = 0, m_+ = chx, n_+ =^{shx}_x and the equality (44) is equivalent to the equality thx x = tg(β/2) β/2 . Finally, let x = y = 0. Then m_+ = n_+ = 1 and the equality (44) is equivalent to the equality tg(β/2) = β/2. Proposition 12 is proved. □

9. Sub-Lorentzian nonspacelike abnormal extremals on GL^+(2, C )

Let us search for abnormal extremals of the left-invariant sub-Lorentzian (anti)metric d on GL^+(2, C ).

By sequential substitution of w = e_i, i = 0, . . . , 6, into (9), we get

(48) ψ^′_0 = 0, ψ^′_1 = u_2ψ_6 − u_3ψ_5, ψ^′_2 = −u_1ψ_6 + u_3ψ_4, ψ^′_3 = u_1ψ_5 − u_2ψ_4,

(49) ψ^′_4 = u_2ψ_3 − u_3ψ_2, ψ^′_5 = −u_1ψ_3 + u_3ψ_1, ψ^′_6 = u_1ψ_2 − u_2ψ_1.

Now let M_0 = 0 in (8). Then obviously ψ_i(t) ≡ 0, i = 0, 1, 2, 3, and taking into account (48), (49), ψ_k(t) ≡ −α_k, k = 4, 5, 6, where α^2_4 + α^2_5 + α^2_6 > 0, and for a measurable function κ(t), t ∈ R, (50)

u_1(t) = α_4shκ(t) √ α^2_4 + α^2_5 + α^2_6

, u_2(t) = α_5shκ(t) √ α^2_4 + α^2_5 + α^2_6

, u_3(t) = α_6shκ(t) √ α^2_4 + α^2_5 + α^2_6 , (51) u_0(t) = chκ(t), если u(t) ∈ ∂U.

Some extremals can be both normal and abnormal with respect to different covector functions; such abnormal extremals are called nonstrictly abnormal. An abnormal extremal is called strictly abnormal if it is not nonstrictly abnormal.

Proposition 13. A parameterized by arclength timelike extremal in (GL^+(2, C ), d) is nonstrictly abnormal if and only if it is a 1-parameter subgroup with an initial unit vector in (H, ⟨·, ·⟩), or its left shift.

Proof. Due to the left-invariance of the sub-Lorentzian structure, we can assume that g(0) = e for the considered extremal g(t), t ∈ R.

Let us assume that this extremal is nonstrictly abnormal. It follows from (50), (51) and the proof of Theorem 6 that

u(t) = g^{−1}(t)g^′(t) = α_0e_0 − 3∑ i=1 u_i(t)e_i, α_0 = √ 1 + α^2_1 + α^2 + α^2_3; α_1, α_2, α_3 ∈ R,

u_0(t) = chκ(t) ≡ α_0, κ(t) ≡ κ_0, u_i(t) = const = −α_i, i = 1, 2, 3. It follows from (5) that

(52) g(t) = exp ( t 3∑ i=0 α_ie_i ) , t ∈ R, α_0 = √ 1 + α^2_1 + α^2 + α^2_3.

Conversely, let a 1-parameter subgroup in GL^+(2, C ) of the form (52) be given. Then (52) is a parameterized by arclength timelike normal extremal with constant control u(t) =

∑_3

i=0 α_ie_i, defined according to Theorem 2 by the constant covector function ψ(t) = (α_0, −α_1, −α_2, −α_3, 0, 0, 0).

It is easy to check, using (48), (49), that the extremal (52) is abnormal with respect to the covector function ψ(t) = ( 0, 0, 0, 0, −α_1 √ α^2_0 − 1 , −α_2 √ α^2_0 − 1 , −α_3 √ α^2_0 − 1 ) , if α_0 > 1;

ψ(t) = (0, 0, 0, 0, −α_4, −α_5, −α_6), α^2_4 + α^2_5 + α^2_6 > 0, if α_0 = 1. In the last case we have κ(t) ≡ 0. □

Note that due to Proposition 13, for any nonconstant smooth function κ(t), t ∈ R,

defining the control u(t) = u_0(t)e_0 −^3 ∑ i=1 u_i(t)e_i by formulas (48), (49), a solution

g = g(t) of the ordinary differential equation (5) with the initial condition g(0) = e (with the maximum possible connected domain t ∈ J ⊂ R) is a strictly abnormal extremal. For example, in the case α_4 = α_5 = 0, α_6 = 1, κ(t) = t we get the strictly abnormal extremal

g(t) = exp (2sh(t/2)e_0 + 2(1 − ch(t/2))e_3) = ( exp(1 − e^{−t/2}) 0 0 exp(e^{t/2} − 1) ) . It is natural to assume that an abnormal isotropic extremal is defined by equations (48), (49) and (53)

u_1(t) = α_4κ(t) √ α^2_4 + α^2_5 + α^2_6

, u_2(t) = α_5κ(t) √ α^2_4 + α^2_5 + α^2_6

, u_3(t) = α_6κ(t) √ α^2_4 + α^2_5 + α^2_6 , (54) u_0(t) = |κ(t)| > 0 provided that α_1 = α_2 = α_3 = 0 and α^2_4 + α^2_5 + α^2_6 > 0.

Then, similarly to Proposition 13, the following proposition is proved.

Proposition 14. An isotropic extremal in (GL^+(2, C ), d) is nonstrictly abnormal if and only if it is a 1-parameter subgroup with an initial nonzero isotropic vector in (H, ⟨·, ·⟩) or its left shift.

Assuming α_4 = α_5 = 0, α_6 = 1, κ(t) =^{et}_2 , we obtain a strictly abnormal isotropic extremal

g(t) = exp((e^{t/2} − 1)(e_0 − e_3)) = ( 1 0 0 exp(e^{t/2} − 1) ) , t ∈ R. On base of Theorem 9 and Propositions 13, 14 we obtain

Corollary 5. Each segment of a nonspacelike nonstrictly abnormal extremal is a longest arc in (GL^+(2, C ), d), parametrized proportionally to the arclength for the timelike extremal.

10. Addition about Lie groups related to the group GL^+(2, C )

The following inclusions of Lie groups are valid:

SU(2) ⊂ SL(2, C ) ⊂ GL^+(2, C ) ⊂ GL(2, C ),

U(2) ⊂ S^1I · SL(2, C ) ⊂ GL(2, C ), where S^1 = ({z ∈ C : |z| = 1}, ·) is a multiplicative group, S^1I is a group of diagonal (2 × 2)-matrices with elements z ∈ S^1 on the diagonal; S^1I · SL(2, C ) consists of matrices in GL(2, C ) with modulus of determinant equal to 1. Moreover, SU(2) is the maximal compact Lie subgroup in SL(2, C ), GL^+(2, C ); U(2) = S^1I · SU(2) is a maximal compact Lie subgroup in S^1I · SL(2, C ), GL(2, C ).

The Lie group SL(2, C ) is an algebraic linear group (see Example 1, Section 3.1 in [32]); SL(2, C ) is a self-adjoint group: g^∗ ∈ SL(2, C ) if g ∈ SL(2, C ). Due to Theorem 6.6, item ”6.4. Polar decomposition” in [33] the following theorem is true.

Theorem 10. There exists a polar decomposition SL(2, C ) = P · SU(2), where P is a submanifold of SL(2, C ) consisting of all positive definite self-adjoint operators, and the representation g = p · k, where g ∈ SL(2, C ), p ∈ P, k ∈ SU(2), is the only one. More precisely, the mapping φ : H_0 × SU(2) → SL(2, C ), given by the formula φ(y, k) = exp(y)k, is a diffeomorphism.

Proposition 3, Theorem 10 and Theorem 1 in [17] imply

Corollary 6. There exists a diffeomorphism GL^+(2, C ) = P · (R_+ I × SU(2)) (polar decomposition), where the Lie group R_+ I × SU(2) is isomorphic to the universal covering Ũ(2) of the Lie group U(2) and the multiplicative group H_0 of nonzero quaternions.

Corollary 7. The mapping exp : H_0 → exp(H_0) = P is a diffeomorphism.

Since SU(2) is diffeomorphic to S^3, it follows from the above that the fundamental groups π_1 of the Lie groups GL^+(2, C ) and SL(2, C ) (respectively GL(2, C ) and S^1I · SL(2, C )) are isomorphic to the fundamental groups π_1 of the Lie group SU(2) (respectively U(2)). Therefore all Lie groups SU(2), SL(2, C ), GL^+(2, C ) are simply connected, and

(Z, +) = π_1(U(2)) = π_1(S^1 · SL(2, C )) = π_1(GL(2, C )).

The following theorem follows from Corollary 7 and Proposition 3.

Theorem 11. Let H^+ be a manifold of all positive definite Hermitian matrices in GL^+(2, C ). The exponential map exp : H → H^+ is a diffeomorphism.

The vector space iH over R of all skew-Hermitian complex (2 × 2)-matrices with a quadratic form det f, f ∈ iH, which we shall denote in this section as ⟨f, f⟩, is a Minkowski space-time with the signature (−, +, +, +), and (iH = u(2), [·, ·]) is the Lie algebra of the Lie groups U(2) and Ũ(2).

The corresponding left-invariant Lorentzian metric ⟨·, ·⟩ on U(2) and on Ũ(2) ∼= (R_+ , ·) × SU(2) is biinvariant. Moreover, ((R_+ , ·) × SU(2), ⟨·, ·⟩) is isometric to Einstein Universe (space-time) with induced biinvariant Riemannian metric of the constant unit sectional curvature on SU(2), diffeomorphic to S^3 (Theorem 4 in [17]).

In Theorems 5, 7, 10 in [17], the author consructed a stratification of smooth manifold U(2), i.e. strictly decreasing sequence of closed subsets (strata) in U(2) X_0 = U(2) ⊃ X_1 ⊃ X_2 such that X_k \ X_{k+1}, k = 0, 1, are smooth submanifolds. For this stratification N := U(2) \ X_1 is everywhere dense in U(2) and diffeomorphic to iH, X_1 = U(2) \ N is homeomorphic to S^3 with a pair of diametrically opposite points identified at one point x_0, X_2 = {x_0}, X_1 \ X_2 is diffeomorphic to S^2 × (0, 1).

Moreover, X_1 is the union of all closed, diffeomorphic to circle, isotropic geodesics in (U(2), ⟨·, ·⟩) with the origin −I; physicists call the stratum X_1 the conformal infinity of the Minkowski space M_0.

The real linear span of the union H ∪ iH is the 8-dimensional associative algebra M(2, C ) of all complex (2 × 2)-matrices.

It is clear that (M(2, C ), [·, ·]) = (gl(2, C ), [·, ·]).

Algebra M(2, C ) is the Clifford algebra Cl_3 (see [34], pp.189, 190), since the orthonormal with respect to scalar product (·, ·) = (−1/4)⟨·, ·⟩ basis σ_1, σ_2, σ_3 of Euclidean space R^3 is a (minimal) generating set for M(2, C ) and σ_l ·σ_k +σ_k ·σ_l = 2δ_{lk}I.

It follows that (55) u, v ∈ (R^3 , (·, ·)) =⇒ {u, v} := uv + vu = 2(u, v)I. Analogue of (55) is the only condition for the coordinateless definition of the Clifford algebra Cl_n, being an associative algebra of dimension 2^n, n ≥ 1, over the field R, generated by Euclidean space (R^n , (·, ·)); the matrix I is replaced by the multiplicative unit 1 of the algebra Cl_n.

Example 1. The Clifford algebra Cl_1 is isomorphic to the subalgebra in Cl_3, generated by any basis vector {σ_l, l = 1, 2, 3} in R^3 , the Clifford algebra Cl_2 is isomorphic to the subalgebra in Cl_3, generated by any pair of basis vectors {σ_l, l = 1, 2, 3}. In particular, the Clifford algebra Cl_2 generated by the matrices σ_1, σ_3, is the algebra M(2, R) of real (2 × 2)-matrices; the corresponding Lie algebra (M(2, R), [·, ·]) = (gl(2, R), [·, ·]) is the Lie algebra of the Lie group GL(2, R) ⊂ GL(2, C ). For corresponding unimodular Lie subgroups, we get SL(2, R) ⊂ SL(2, C ).

Remark 5. Under replacement the scalar product (·, ·) in (55) with the pseudoscalar product ⟨·, ·⟩ = −(·, ·), I on 1 and 3 on n ≥ 1, we obtain the definition of the Clifford algebra Cl_{0,n}, generated by the space R^{0,n} (see [34], p. 189), and isomorphisms Cl_{0,1} ∼= C , Cl_{0,2} ∼= H , Cl_{0,3} ∼= H ⊕ H . The unimodular Lie group SL(2, R) doubly covers the restricted Lorentz group SO_0(1, 2) in the same way as SL(2, C ) doubly covers the Lie group SO_0(1, 3). But π_1(SL(2, C )) = 0, while π_1(SL(2, R)) ∼= (Z, +).

Moreover SL(2, R)/ SO(2) = L^2 is a Riemannian symmetric space, Lobachevsky plane. Therefore, the results of paper [29] are applicable to the corresponding leftinvariant sub-Riemannian metric on SL(2, R). Earlier in papers [35], [36]—[39], were studied these metrics, in particular, their geodesics, shortest paths, distances and etc. on the Lie group SL(2, R) and the Lie groups related to it by coverings.

In papers [40] and [41], [29] were suggested alternative definitions of Ricci and sectional curvatures of homogeneous sub-Riemannian manifolds; the second one is based on Solov’ev approach to definition of curvatures for rigged distributions [42].

Notice that every nontrivial element of any 1-parameter subgroup from Theorem 4 is a boost [19], [43]. Part I. ”Spinor algebra” in [19] contains the section ”Revolutions and boosts”, in which, for a given (not unique) choice of the time axis in the Minkowski space-time M_0, two types of Lorentz transformations are considered. Elements of the group SO_0(1, 3), preserving events of the time axis are called revolutions, and nontrivial elements of this group that do not change vectors from M_0, orthogonal to some 2-plane in M_0, containing the time axis, are called boosts. It is clear that the revolutions form a group isomorphic to SO(3). Let us quote verbatim from [19]: ”Notice that boosts do not form a group: although for each boost B the inverse transformation is again a boost, the product of two boosts, generally speaking, is not a boost.” Let us add that boosts corresponding to any one chosen time axis generate the group SO_0(1, 3) since the Lie group SL(2, C ) is generated by elements in the set exp(H_0) of positive definite Hermitian matrices from SL(2, C ).

The book [44] (its first author is a pupil of H. Busemann) introduces the concepts of chronological and causal structures of the time-oriented Lorentzian space-times (M, g) and their classification with respect to these structures.

Let p, q ∈ (M, g). We will write p << q (resp., p ≤ q), if there exists a futuredirected timelike (respectively, non-spacelike) piecewise smooth curve in (M, g) from p to q (it is assumed that p ≤ p).

The chronological past and future of the point p are the sets I^−(p) = {q ∈ M | q << p} and I^+(p) = {q ∈ M | p << q} respectively.

The causal past and future of the point p are the sets J^−(p) = {q ∈ M | q ≤ p} and J^+(p) = {q ∈ M | p ≤ q} respectively.

The sets I^−(p), I^+(p) are always open in any Lorentzian space-time, but in general, J^−(p), J^+(p) neither open nor closed [44].

The space–time (M, g) is called strictly causal if the Alexandrov topology, whose base consists of the intervals I^+(p) ∩ I^−(q), p, q ∈ M, is Hausdorff. The space–time (M, g) is called globally hyperbolic, if (M, g) is strictly causal and all sets J^+(p) ∩ J^−(q), p, q ∈ M, are compact.

Due to papers [45] and [46], the space–time (M, g) is globally hyperbolic iff there exists a diffeomorphism f : M ↔ R × S such that for every t ∈ R, f^{−1}({t} × S) is a smooth regular spacelike hypersurface in (M, g) (called the Cauchy surface).

Thus, from this and Proposition 3 it follows that the Lorentzian space–time (GL^+(2, C ), ⟨·, ·⟩) is globally hyperbolic.

The chronological past and future, the causal past and future, and hence the global hyperbolicity, are defined in exactly the same way for an arbitrary (time-oriented) sub-Lorentzian space-time.

It is clear that for each element p ∈ GL^+(2, C ), the causal past J^−_d (p) (the causal future J^+_d (p)) of the space (GL^+(2, C ), d) is strictly included in the set J^−(p) (resp. J^+(p)) for (GL^+(2, C ), ⟨·, ·⟩). Moreover, it follows from Theorem 5 that the sets J^−_d (p), J^+_d (p) are closed. All this implies that (GL^+(2, C ), d) is globally hyperbolic.

The following general question naturally arises.

Question 1. Is the above statement from [45] and [46] true for sub-Lorentzian spacetime, particularly, for Lie groups with left-invariant sub-Lorentzian (anti)metrics?

References

[1] Vershik A.M., Gershkovich V.Ya. Nonholonomic dynamical systems. Geometry of distributions and variational problems. Itogi Nauki i Tekhn. Ser. Sovrem. probl. mat. Fundam. napravleniya, 1987, vol. 16, 5–85; English transl.: Encyclopaedia of Math. Sci, vol. 16. V.I.Arnol’d, S.P.Novikov (Eds.) Dynamical Systems VII. Integrable Systems. Nonholonomic Dynamical Systems. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, ..., 1994, 1–82.

[2] Berestovskii V.N. Homogeneous spaces with intrinsic metrics, Doctoral Dissertation (in Russian), Inst. Mat. Sib. Otdel. Akad. Nauk SSSR, Novosibirsk, 1990. 269 p.

[3] Berestovskii V.N., Vershik A.M. Manifolds with intrinsic metrics, and nonholonomic spaces // Advances in Soviet Mathematics 9(1992), 253-267.

[4] Cohn-Vossen Ste. Existenz kürzester Wege // Compositio Math. 3(1936), 441–452. [5] Berestovskii V.N., Guijarro L. A metric characterization of Riemannian submersions // Ann.

Glob. Anal. Geom. 18 (2000), 577–588.

[6] Le Donne E. A metric characterization of Carnot groups // Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 143:2 (2015), 845–849.

[7] Urysohn P.S. Sur un espace métrique universel // Bull. Sci. Math. 51 (1927), 1–38. [8] Urysohn P.S. A universal metric space, P.S. Urysohn, Works on topology and other fields of mathematics, vol II (P.S. Aleksandrov, ed.) (Russian), GITTL, Moscow-Leningrad, 1951, pp. 747–776.

[9] Urysohn P.S. Beispiel eines nirgends separablen metrischen Raumes // Fund. Math. 9 (1927), 119–121.

[10] Urysohn P.S. An example of a metric space nowhere satisfying the second countability axiom, P.S. Urysohn, Works on topology and other fields of mathematics, vol II (P.S. Aleksandrov, ed.) (Russian), GITTL, Moscow-Leningrad, 1951, pp. 778–780.

[11] Dyubina A.G., Polterovich I.V. The structure of hyperbolic spaces at infinity // Russian Math.

Surveys 53:5 (1998), 1093–1094. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1070/rm1998v053n05ABEH000080 [12] Vershik A.M. The universal Urysohn space, Gromov metric triples and random matrics on the natural numbers // Russian Math. Surveys 53:5 (1998), 921–928. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1070/rm1998v053n05ABEH000069 [13] Berestovskii V.N. On Urysohn’s R-tree // Siber. Math. J. 60:1 (2019), 10–19. DOI:

10.1134/S0037446619010026 [14] Gromov M. Carnot–Carathéodory spaces seen from within. Sub-Riemannian geometry/ A. Bellaïche, J.-J. Risler ed.— Basel; Boston; Berlin: Birkhäuser, 1996, 79–323.

[15] Semmes Ste. Some novel types of fractal geometry. Clarendon Press. Oxford. Oxford University Press Inc., New York, 2001.

[16] Vershik A.M. Random metric spaces and universality // Russian Math. Surveys 59:2 (2004), 259–295. DOI 10.1070/RM2004v059n02ABEH000718 [17] Berestovskii V.N. To the Segal Chronometric Theory // Siber. Adv. in Math. 33:3 (2023), 165–180. https://doi.org/10.1134/S105513442303001X [18] Helgason S. Differential Geometry, Lie Groups, and Symmetric Spaces. (Graduate Studies in Mathematics; vol. 34). Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, 2001.

[19] Rumer Yu.B., Fet A.I. Group Theory and Quantized Fields (Russian). Nauka, Moscow, 1977. [20] Paneitz S.M., Segal I.E. Analysis in Space-Time Bundles I. General Considerations and the Scalar Bundle // J. Funct. Anal. 47 (1982), 78–142.

[21] Berestovskii V.N., Gichev V.M. Metrized left invariant orders on topological groups // St.

Petersburg Math. J. 11:4 (2000), 543–566.

[22] Berestovskii V.N., Gichev V.M. Metrized semigroups // Journal of Mathematical Sciences 119:1 (2004), 10–29.

[23] Berestovskii V.N., Zubareva I.A. PMP, the (co)adjoint representation, and normal geodesics of left-invariant (sub-)Finsler metrics on Lie groups // Chebyshevskii Sb. (Tula).21:2 (2020), 43–64. DOI 1022405/2226-8383-2020-21-2-43-64 [24] Jurdjevic V. Geometric Control Theory. V. 52 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics.

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1997.

[25] Berestovskii V.N. Universal methods of the search of normal geodesics on Lie groups with left-invariant sub-Riemannian metric // Siberian Math. J. 55:5 (2014), 783–791.

[26] Pontryagin L.S., Boltyanskii V.G., Gamkrelidze R.V., Mishchenko E.F. The mathematical theory of optimal processes. New York-London: Interscience Publishers John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 1962.

[27] Grochowski M. Geodesics in the sub-Lorentzian Geometry // Bull. Polish Acad. Sci. Math.

50:2 (2002), 161–178.

[28] Sachkov Yu.L., Sachkova E.F. Sub-Lorentzian distance and spheres on the Heisenberg group // J. Dyn. Control Syst. 29 (2023), 1129–1159. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10883-023-09652-2 [29] Berestovskii V.N. Geodesics and curvatures of special sub-Riemannian metrics on Lie groups // Siberian Math. J. 59:1 (2018), 31—42. https://doi.org/10.1134/S0037446618010044 [30] Boscain U., Chambrion T., Gauthier J.P. On the K + P problem for a three-level quantum system: Optimality of resonance // J.Dynam. Control Syst. 8 (2002), 547–572.

[31] Berestovskii V., Nikonorov Yu. Riemannian Manifolds and Homogeneous Geodesics.

Springer Monographs in Mathematics. Springer Nature Switzerland AG. Cham, 2020. DOI:10.1007/978-3-030-56658-6 [32] Vinberg E.V., Onishchik A.L. Seminar on Lie groups and algebraic groups (in Russian). Nauka, Moscow, 1988.

[33] Vinberg E.V., Gorbatsevich V.V., Onishchik A.L. Structure of Lie groups and Lie algebras (in Russian). Itogi Nauki i Tekhniki. Ser. Sovrem. Probl. Mat. Fund. Napr. 41(1990), 5—253.

[34] Lounesto P. Clifford Algebras and Spinors. Second Edition. London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., 286, Cambridge Univ. Press, Oxford, 2001.

[35] Berestovskii V.N. (Locally) shortest arcs of special sub-Riemannian metric on the Lie group SO_0(2, 1) // St. Petersburg Math. J. 27:1 (2016), 1-–14.

[36] Berestovskii V.N., Zubareva I.A. Geodesics and shortest arcs of a special sub- Riemannian metric on the Lie group SL(2) // Siberian Math. J.57:3 (2016), 411–424. https://doi.org/10.1134/S0037446616030046 [37] Berestovskii V.N., Zubareva I.A. Sub-Riemannian distance on the Lie group SO_0(2, 1) // St.

Petersburg Math. J. 28:4 (2017), 477–489.

[38] Berestovskii V.N., Zubareva I.A. Locally isometric coverings of the Lie group SO_0(2, 1) with special sub-Riemannian metric // Sb. Math. 207:9 (2016), 1215—1235. DOI:https://doi.org/10.1070/SM8598 [39] Berestovskii V.N., Zubareva I.A. Sub-Riemannian distance on the Lie group SL(2) // Siberian Math. J. 58:1 (2017), 16–27. https://doi.org/10.1134/S0037446617010037 [40] Agrachev A., Barilari D., Rizzi L. The Curvature: a Variational Approach. Memoirs of the Amer. Math. Soc. Vol. 256, Number 1225 (2018), 1–146. https://doi.org/10.1090/memo/1225 [41] Berestovskii V.N. Curvatures of homogeneous sub-Riemannian manifolds // Europ. J. Math.

3 (2017), 788–807. https://doi.org/10.1007/s40879-017-0117-3 [42] Solov’ev A.F. Curvature of a distribution // Math. Notes 31:3 (1984), 71–75. [43] Lapkovski A.K. Relativistic kinematics, non-Euclidean spaces and exponential mapping. Edition 2 (in Russian). URSS, 2021.

[44] Beem J.K., Ehrlich P.E., Easley K.L. Global Lorentzian Geometry. Second Edition. Monographs and Textbooks in Pure and Applied Math. 67, New York, Basel, Hong Kong: Marcel Dekker Inc. 1996.

[45] Geroch R. Domains of dependence // J. Math. Phys. 11(1970), 437–449. [46] Bernal A.N., Sánchez M. On smooth Cauchy hypersurfaces and Geroch splitting theorem // Commun. Math. Phys. 243(2003), 461–470. DOI:10.1007/s00220-003-0982-6.

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

Email address: valeraberestovskii@gmail.com

Sobolev Institute of Mathematics of the SB RAS, 13 Pevtsova st., Omsk, 644099, Russia

Email address: i_gribanova@mail.ru