arXiv:2406.18773v2 [math.DG] 28 Jun 2024

On solvable complete symplectic Lie algebras

M. Benyoussef, M. W. Mansouri , and SM. Sbai

University of Ibn Tofail Faculty of Sciences. Laboratory L.A.G.A Kenitra-Morocco e-mail: meryem.benyoussef@uit.ac.ma mansourimohammed.wadia@uit.ac.ma sbaisimo@netcourrier.com

Abstract

In this paper, we are interested in solvable complete Lie algebras, over the field K = R or C , which admit a symplectic structure. Specifically, important classes are studied, and a description of complete Lie Algebra with the dimension of nilradical less or equal than six, which supported symplectic structure is given.

Keywords: Symplectic Lie algebras, solvable algebras, Complete Lie algebra. 2000 MSC: 17B30, 17B60, 17B05, 53D05, 16W25.

1. Introduction

A finite dimensional Lie algebra g is called a complete Lie algebra if its center C(g) is trivial and all of its derivations are inner, i.e. Der(g) = ad(g). This definition of complete Lie algebra was given by N. Jacobson in 1962 [7]. It is well known that semisimple Lie algebras, Borel subalgebras and parabolic subalgebras of semisimple Lie algebras are complete Lie algebras. A general theory on complete Lie algebras has been developed by D. J. Meng and S. P. Wang in a series of papers [9],[10],[12],[11] and [14].

A symplectic Lie algebra (g, ω) is a Lie algebra with a skew-symmetric non-degenerate bilinear form ω such that for any x, y, z ∈ g,

dω(x, y, z) := ω([x, y], z) + ω([y, z], x) + ω([z, x], y) = 0, (1)

this is to say, ω is a non-degenerate 2-cocycle for the scalar cohomology of g. We call ω a symplectic form of g. Note that in such case, g must be of even dimension. A fundamental example of symplectic Lie algebras are the Frobenius Lie algebras, i.e. Lie algebras admitting a non-degenerate exact 2-form. To our knowledge, the classification of symplectic Lie algebras, up to sympectomorphism, only exist for dimensions less than four [15] and six-dimensional nilpotent symplectic Lie algebras (see [8] and [5] for a more recent list). A classication of a large subfamily of six-dimensional non-nilpotent solvable Lie algebras has been made by Stursberg [3]. Some other special higher dimensional cases can be found, for example symplectic filiform Lie algebras up to dimension ten [6] and for the non-solvable case [1].

The study of symplectic Lie algebras is an active area of research. The characterization problem of symplectic Lie algebras is still an open problem, even though there are many interesting results

Preprint submitted to Elsevier August 22, 2024

on obstructions on a Lie algebra to support a symplectic structure. Let us recall the following well-known results [4].

1. A semisimple Lie algebra (in particular if [g, g] = g) does not admit symplectic structures. 2. The direct sum of semisimple and solvable Lie algebras cannot be symplectic. 3. Unimodular symplectic Lie algebras are solvable. 4. All symplectic Lie algebras of dimension four are solvable.

In the present paper, we examine symplectic structures within the framework of complete Lie algebras.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we recapitulate specific findings concerning solvable complete Lie algebras extensively documented in existing literature. In Section 3, due to the complexity inherent in investigating solvable complete symplectic Lie algebras in their entirety, we opt to focus on a subclass characterized by maximal rank. Initially, our examination centers on the symplectic properties of complete solvable Lie algebras with commutative nilradicals. Subsequently, we delve into the study of complete solvable Lie algebras with filiform nilradicals. Finally, In Section 4, we determine the symplectic structure for complete Lie algebra, if present, for various nilradicals less or equal than six.

Notations: For {e_i}_{1≤i≤n} a basis of g, we denote by {e^i}_{1≤i≤n} the dual basis on g^∗ and e^{i, j} the 2-form e^i ∧ e^j ∈ ∧^2g^∗. Set by ⟨F⟩ := span_K {F} the Lie subalgebra generated by the family F.

2. Solvable complete Lie algebras

In this section we resume certain results about complete Lie algebras widely documented in the literature.

Let n be a nilpotent Lie algebra and h an abelian subalgebra of Der(n). If all elements of h are semisimple linear transformations of n, then h is called a torus on n. Suppose h is a torus on n, clearly n is decomposed into a direct sum of root spaces for h:

n = ⊕_{β∈h}∗ n_β,

where h^∗ is the dual space of the vector space h and n_β = {x ∈ n : h.x = β(h)x, h ∈ h}. Let h be a maximal torus on n. One calls h-msg a minimal system of generators which consists of root vectors for h.

Lemma 1. [17] Let h be a maximal torus on n, {x_1, ..., x_n} an h-msg and {β_1, ..., β_n} the corresponding roots, then {β_1, ..., β_n} is a basis for the vector space h^∗.

Lemma 2. [17] Let n be a nilpotent Lie algebra and h_1 , h_2 two maximal tori on n. Then

dim h_1 = dim h_2 ≤ dim(n/[n, n]).

As all maximal tori on n are mutually conjugated, so the dimension of amaximal torus on n is an invariant of n called the rank of n (denoted by rank(n)). A nilpotent Lie algebra is called maximal rank nilpotent Lie algebra if rank(n) = dim(n/[n, n]. If h is a maximal torus on a nilpotent Lie algebra n, define the bracket in h ⊕ n , by [h_1 + n_1, h_2 + n_2] = h_1(n_2) − h_2(n_1) + [n_1, n_2], where h_i ∈ h, n_i ∈ n, i = 1, 2, then (h ⊕ n, [., .]) is a solvable Lie algebra which will be denoted by h ⋉ n.

Theorem 1. [13] If g is a complete solvable Lie algebra, then it decomposes as h ⋉ n, where n is the nilradical and h is a subalgebra isomorphic to a maximal torus of n. Moreover, h is a Cartan subalgebra of g. 2

Theorem 2. [13] Let n be nilpotent Lie algebra of maximal rank and h be a maximal torus on n. Then g = h ⋉ n

is complete Lie algebra.

Theorem 3. [13] Let g_i = h_i ⋉ n_i, i = 1, 2 be two solvable complete Lie algebras with nilpotent radical n_i, i = 1, 2. Then g_1 is isomorphic to g_2 if and only if n_1 is isomorphic to n_2.

Remark 1. Recall that a symplectic Lie algebra is reducible if it has an isotropic ideal [2], in the contrary case the symplectic Lie algebra is called irreducible. In the following proposition we show that any complete symplectic Lie algebra is reducible.

Proposition 1. Let g a complete symplectic Lie algebra. Then g is reducible.

Proof. If g is a irreducible symplectic Lie algebra it can be written as: g = h ⋉ a. Using [2, Theorem 3.16] and its proof, g has a basis B = { f_1, · · · , f_{2h}, e^1, e^1_2, · · · , e^m_1 , e^m_2 } such that:

h =< f_1, · · · , f_{2h} > and a =< e^1, e^1_2 > ⊕ · · · ⊕ < e^m_1 , e^m_2 >, m ≥ 2h,

with:

[ f_i, e^k_1] = −λ_k( f_i)e^k_2, and [ f_i, e^k_2] = λ_k( f_i)e^k_1, λ_k ∈ h^∗.

In fact, if g is irreducible then g admits an exterior derivation. Consider the derivation d, defined as follow:

de^1 = e^1, de^1_2 = e^1_2.

Suppose that d is interior, then there exists x_0 such that: d = ad_{x0} , with

x_0 = 2h� i=1 x_i f_i + m� k=1 x^ke^k_1 + m� k=1 y^ke^k_2.

So, de^1 = ad_{x0} e^1, then e^1 = [x_0, e^1], i.e e^1 =

�_{2hi=1} −λ_1( f_i)e^1_2, which is impossible.

3. Some solvable complete symplectic Lie algebras of maximal rank

As the general study of the solvable complete symplectic Lie algebras is difficult, we choose to study a class of those Lie algebras, which are of maximal rank. We choose first to study the symplectic structure of the complete solvable Lie algebra with commutative nilradical, secondly we studied complete solvable Lie algebra with filiform nilradical.

3.1. Complete solvable Lie algebra with commutative nilradical In what follows, we study the case where the Lie algebra n is commutative. Let n = K^n we have Der(n) = End(K^n ), so the maximal torus is h = ⟨E_{1,1}, . . . , E_{n,n}⟩ then K^n is maximal rank and g = h ⊕ K^n is complete Lie algebra with commutative nilradical K^n . Let {e_1, . . . , e_n} be a basis of K^n , and e_{n+i} = E_{i,i}, the brackets of the Lie algebra g = h ⋉ K^n are given by

[e_{n+i}, e_i] = e_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. (2) 3

Proposition 2. Any symplectic form over g = h ⋉ K^n is symplectomorphe to

ω_0 = n� i=1 e^{i,n+i} + Z, (3)

with Z ∈ ∧^2h^∗ an arbitrary 2-form in h. Moreover ω_0 is an exact 2-form if and only if Z = 0. Proof. An arbitrary 2-form in g has the expression ω = � 1≤i< j≤n

a_{i, j}e^{i, j} + Z + � 1≤i, j≤n

a_{i,n+ j}e^{i,n+ j},

with Z ∈ ∧^2h^∗. On one side dω(e_{n+i}, e_i, e_j) = 0 implies that a_{i, j} = 0, and on the other hand dω(e_{n+i}, e_i, e_{n+ j}) = 0 implies that a_{i,n+ j} = 0 for i � j, the other conditions of 2-cocycle are trivially verified. Then any 2-cocycle in g is of the form ω = n� i=1 a_{i,n+i}e^{i,n+i} + Z.

Let us now show that ω is non-degenerate if and only if a_{i,n+i} � 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, indeed we have

ω^n = ( n� i=1 a_{i,n+i}e^{i,n+i} + � i< j

a_{n+i,n+ j}e^{n+i,n+ j})^n

= ( n� i=1 a_{i,n+i}e^{i,n+i})^n = (a_{1,n+1} . . . a_{n,2n})e^1 ∧ . . . ∧ e^{2n}.

Now consider the Lie algebra automorphisms T given by T (e_i) =^1_{ai,n+i} e_i , T (e_{n+i}) = e_{n+i}, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. We have T^∗(ω) = ω_0. From Proposition 2, we get the following.

Corollary 1. Symplectic complete Lie algebra h ⋉ K^n has K^n as a Lagrangian ideal. 3.2. Complete solvable Lie algebra with filiform nilradical Filiform Lie algebra of rank 2: We have only two types of filiform Lie algebras of rank 2: L_n and Q_n.

Case L_n: Let L_n be the n-dimensional Lie algebra defined by [e_1, e_i] = e_{i+1}, i = 2, . . . , n − 1, where B = {e_1, . . . , e_n} is a basis of L_n. The maximal torus of L_n is spanned by h_1 and h_2 with h_1(e_1) = e_1, h_1(e_i) = (i − 2)e_i, 2 ≤ i ≤ n. h_2(e_1) = 0, h_2(e_i) = e_i, 2 ≤ i ≤ n.

Then L_n is maximal rank and any complete solvable Lie algebra with nilradical L_n, up to isomorphism, is g = h ⊕ L_n with

[e_1, e_i] = e_{i+1}, 2 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, [e_{n+1}, e_1] = e_1, [e_{n+1}, e_i] = (i − 2)e_i, 2 ≤ i ≤ n. [e_{n+2}, e_i] = e_i, 2 ≤ i ≤ n.

where L_n = ⟨e_1, · · · , e_n⟩ and h = ⟨e_{n+1}, e_{n+2}⟩.

Proposition 3. A complete solvable Lie algebra with nilradical the filiform Lie algebra L_n is symplectic if and only if n = 4.

Proof. An arbitrary 2-form of g can be written as

ω_n = � 1≤i< j≤n

a_{i, j}e^{i, j} + � 1≤i≤n

a_{i,n+1}e^{i,n+1} + � 1≤i≤n

a_{i,n+2}e^{i,n+2} + a_{n+1,n+2}e^{n+1,n+2}.

The condition 2-cocycle implies � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � dω_n(e_1, e_{n+1}, e_{n+2}) = −ω_n(e_1, e_{n+2}), dω_n(e_1, e_j, e_{n+2}) = ω_n(e_{j+1}, e_{n+2}) − ω_n(e_j, e_1) 2 ≤ j ≤ n − 1, dω_n(e_1, e_j, e_{n+1}) = ω_n(e_{j+1}, e_{n+1}) − ω_n(( j − 2)e_j, e_1) + ω_n(e_1, e_j) 2 ≤ j ≤ n − 1, dω_n(e_i, e_{n+1}, e_{n+2}) = (2 − i)ω_n(e_i, e_{n+2}) + ω_n(e_i, e_{n+1}) 2 ≤ i ≤ n, dω_n(e_i, e_{n+1}, e_j) = 2(2 − i)ω_n(e_i, e_j) 2 ≤ i � j ≤ n − 1, dω_n(e_i, e_{n+2}, e_j) = −2ω_n(e_i, e_j) 2 ≤ i � j ≤ n − 1, dω_n(e_n, e_{n+2}, e_j) = 2ω_n(e_j, e_n) 2 ≤ j ≤ n − 1, dω_n(e_1, e_n, e_{n+1}) = nω_n(e_1, e_n), dω_n(e_i, e_{n+1}, e_n) = (1 − n)ω_n(e_i, e_n) 2 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, dω_n(e_1, e_i, e_j) = ω_n(e_{i+1}, e_j) − ω_n(e_{j+1}, e_i) 2 ≤ i � j ≤ n − 1.

This system is equivalent to � � � � � � � � � � � � � a_{1,n+2} = 0, a_{j+1,n+2} = a_{1, j} 2 ≤ j ≤ n − 1, a_{j+1,n+1} = ( j − 1)a_{1, j} 2 ≤ j ≤ n − 1, a_{i,n+1} = (i − 2)a_{i,n+2} 2 ≤ i ≤ n, a_{i, j} = 0 2 ≤ i � j ≤ n − 1, a_{j,n} = 0 2 ≤ i � j ≤ n − 1, a_{i,n} = 0 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, a_{i+1, j} = a_{j+1,i}, 2 ≤ i � j ≤ n − 1.

The other conditions of 2-cocycle are trivially verified. Then any 2-cocycle for the scalar cohomology of g = h ⊕ L_n has the following expression

ω_n = n−2� i=1 a_{1,i+1}e^{1,i+1} − n−2� i=1 a_{1,i+1}(ie^{i+2,n+1} + e^{i+2,n+2}) + a_{1,n+1}e^{1,n+1} + a_{2,n+2}e^{2,n+2} + a_{n+1,n+2}e^{n+1,n+2},

M(ω_n, B) =

� � � � � � � � � � � � � � �

0 −a_{1,2} · · · −a_{1,n−1} 0 a_{1,n+1} 0

a_{1,2} 0 · · · 0 0 0 a_{2,n+2}

a_{1,3} 0 · · · 0 0 a_{1,2} a_{1,2}

a_{1,4} 0 · · · 0 0 2a_{1,3} a_{1,3} . . . . . . . . . . . . . . a_{1,n−1} 0 · · · 0 0 (n − 3)a_{1,n−2} a_{1,n−2}

0 0 · · · 0 0 (n − 2)a_{1,n−1} a_{1,n−1}

−a_{1,n+1} 0 · · · −(n − 3)a_{1,n−2} −(n − 2)a_{1,n−1} 0 a_{n+1,n+2}

0 −a_{2,n+2} −a_{1,2} · · · −a_{1,n−1} −a_{n+1,n+2} 0

� � � � � � � � � � � � � � �

After a calculation of the determinant, we find for n = 4 det(M(ω_4, B)) = a^2_{1,3} � a^2_{1,2} − 2a_{1,3}a_{2,6}

�_2 , and for n > 4, det(M(ω_n, B)) = 0.

Case Q_n: Let Q_n, with n = 2k + 1 be the n + 1-dimensional Lie algebra defined by

[e_0, e_i] = e_{i+1}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1,

[e_i, e_{n−i}] = (−1)^ie_n, 1 ≤ i ≤ k,

where {e_0, e_1 . . . , e_n} is a basis of Q_n. The maximal torus of Q_n is spanned by h_1 and h_2 with

h_1(e_0) = e_0, h_1(e_n) = (n − 2)e_n h_1(e_i) = (i − 1)e_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1.

h_2(e_0) = 0, h_2(e_n) = 2e_n, h_2(e_i) = e_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1.

Then Q_n is maximal rank and any complete solvable Lie algebra with nilradical Q_n, up to iso-

morphism, is g = h ⊕ Q_n with

[e_0, e_i] = e_{i+1}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1,

[e_i, e_{n−i}] = (−1)^ie_n, 1 ≤ i ≤ k,

[e_{n+1}, e_0] = e_0, [e_{n+1}, e_i] = (i − 1)e_i, [e_{n+1}, e_n] = (n − 2)e_n, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1,

[e_{n+2}, e_i] = e_i, [e_{n+2}, e_n] = 2e_n, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1.

where Q_n = ⟨e_0, · · · , e_n⟩ and h = ⟨e_{n+1}, e_{n+2}⟩, note that dim(g) = n + 3 = 2(k + 2).

Proposition 4. A complete solvable Lie algebra with nilradical the filiform Lie algebra Q_n is

symplectic. Morever an exat 2-form is given by ω_n = de^0 + de^n.

Proof. It suffices to show that the exact 2-form ω_n is non-degenerate. Let {e^i}_{0≤i≤n+2} be the dual

basis of {e_i}_{0≤i≤n+2}. By the Maurer-Cartan equation we have:

de^0 = e^{0,n+1} and de^n = k� i=1 (−1)^ie^{n−i,i} + e^{n−1,0} + (n − 2)e^{n,n+1} + 2e^{n,n+2}.

Let A_n be the 2-form in (∧^2g)^∗ given by

A_n = e^{0,n+1} + e^{n−1,0} + (n − 2)e^{n,n+1} + 2e^{n,n+2}, 6 we have, A^2_n = e^{0,n} ∧ (−4e^{n+1,n+2} + 2(n − 1)e^{n−1,n+1} + 4e^{n−1,n+2}) and A^i_n = 0 for i > 2. Let B_n be the 2-form in (∧^2g)^∗ given by

B_n = k� i=1 (−1)^ie^{n−i,i},

we have, B^k_n = e^1 ∧ . . . ∧ e^{n−1} and B^{k+1}_n = B^{k+2}_n = 0. Then ω_n can be written as ω_n = A_n + B_n, and it follows that

ω^{k+2}_n =(A_n + B_n)^{k+2}

=A^2_n ∧ B^k_n

=4e^0 ∧ e^1 ∧ . . . ∧ e^{n+2},

which proves that ω_n is non-degenerate.

4. Symplectic Complete Solvable Lie Algebra with nilradical ≤ 6

In this section we calculate the symplectic structure if it exists for the different nilradicals ≤ 6 given by the tables in [16]. We begin with an example, then we give the tables emphasizing the nilradical, the brackets of the nilradical with the torus, the symplectic structure if it exists and finally the maximality of the rank.

We will give the proof of the case n = n_{4,1}, since all cases should be handled in a similar way. Let n = n_{4,1} =< e_1, e_2, e_3, e_4 >, we have: [e_2, e_4] = e_1, [e_3, e_4] = e_2. Firstly, we must calculate the derivations Der(n). The basis {D_1, ..., D_7} is given by: � � � � � � �

D_1(e_1) = e_1, D_1(e_3) = −e_3, D_1(e_4) = e_4, D_2(e_2) = e_2, D_2(e_3) = 2e_3, D_2(e_4) = −e_4, D_3(e_2) = e_1, D_3(e_3) = e_2, D_4(e_3) = e_1, D_5(e_4) = e_1, D_6(e_4) = e_2, D_7(e_4) = e_3.

We set h =< e_5, e_6 > such that: e_5 = D_1 and e_6 = D_2. Now, we calculate the Lie brackets of g = h ⋉ n, which are:

[e_2, e_4] = e_1, [e_3, e_4] = e_2, [e_5, e_1] = e_1, [e_5, e_3] = −e_3, [e_5, e_4] = e_4, [e_6, e_2] = e_2, [e_6, e_3] = 2e_3, [e_6, e_4] = −e_4.

An arbitrary 2−form of g can be written as: ω = � 1≤i< j≤6

a_{i, j}e^{i, j}. � � � � � � � a_{1,2} = 0, a_{1,3} = 0, a_{1,4} = 0, a_{1,6} = 0, a_{2,3} = 0, a_{2,5} = 0, a_{1,5} = −a_{2,4}, a_{2,6} = −a_{3,4}, a_{3,6} = −2a_{3,5}, a_{4,6} = −a_{4,5}.

Hence: ω = −a_{2,4}(e^{1,5} − e^{2,4}) − a_{3,4}(e^{2,6} − e^{3,4}) − a_{4,6}(e^{4,5} − e^{4,6}) + a_{3,5}(e^{3,5} − 2e^{3,6}) + a_{5,6}e^{5,6}. In the following, the first column identifies the nilradical, the second column provides the brackets of the torus and nilradical, the third column specifies the symplectic structure if it exists, and finally, in the forth column we verify whether if the brackets are of maximal rank or not. 7

4.1. Nilradical of dimension 3 We summarize the calculation of the dimension 3 in this table:

Nilradical Brackets of h ⋉ n Symplectic Maximal structure rank n_{3,1} [e_1, e_2] = e_3, [e_4, e_1] = e_1, [e_4, e_2] = e_2, Dimension not even Yes [e_5, e_2] = e_2, [e_5, e_3] = e_3

4.2. Nilradical of dimension 4 We summarize the calculation of the dimension 4 in this table:

Nilradical Brackets of h ⋉ n Symplectic Maximal structure rank n_{4,1} [e_2, e_4] = e_1, [e_3, e_4] = e_2 a_{2,4}(e^{1,5} − e^{2,4}) + a_{3,4}(e^{2,6} − e^{3,4}) Yes [e_5, e_1] = e_1, [e_5, e_3] = −e_3, −a_{3,5}(e^{3,5} − 2e^{3,6}) + a_{4,6}(e^{4,5} − e^{4,6}) [e_5, e_4] = e_4, [e_6, e_2] = e_2, −a_{5,6}e^{5,6} [e_6, e_3] = 2e_3, [e_6, e_4] = −e_4. Conditions : a_{2,4} � 0, 2a_{3,5}a_{2,4} � a^2_{3,4}

4.3. Nilradical of dimension 5 We summarize the calculation of the dimension 5 in this table:

Nilradical Brackets of h ⋉ n Symplectic Maximal structure rank n_{5,1} [e_3, e_5] = e_1, [e_4, e_5] = e_2, a_{3,5}(e^{1,6} − e^{3,5}) + a_{4,5}(e^{2,7} − e^{4,5}) Yes [e_6, e_1] = e_1, [e_6, e_4] = −e_4, −a3, 8e^{3,8} + a_{4,8}(e4, 6 − e4, 7 − e4, 8) [e_6, e_5] = e_5, [e_7, e_2] = e_2, +a_{5,8}(e^{5,6} − e^{5,8}) − a_{6,7}e^{6,7} − a_{6,8}e^{6,8} [e_7, e_4] = e_4, [e_8, e_3] = e_3, −a_{7,8}e^{7,8} [e_8, e_4] = e_4, [e_8, e_5] = −e_5 Conditions : a_{4,5} � 0, a_{3,5} � 0, a_{3,5}a_{4,8} � a_{3,8}a_{4,5} n_{5,2} [e_2, e_5] = e_1, [e_3, e_5] = e_2, Dimension not even Yes [e_4, e_5] = e_3, [e_6, e_1] = e_1 [e_6, e_3] = −3e_3, [e_6, e_4] = −2e_4 [e_6, e_5] = e_5, [e_7, e_2] = e_2 [e_7, e_3] = 2e_3, [e_7, e_4] = 3e_4 [e_7, e_5] = −e_5 n_{5,3} [e_3, e_4] = e_2, [e_3, e_5] = e_1, Dimension not even Yes [e_4, e_5] = e_3, [e_6, e_1] = e_1 [e_6, e_3] =^1_3 e_3, [e_6, e_4] = −^1_3 e_4 [e_6, e_5] =^2_3 e_5, [e_7, e_2] = e_2 [e_7, e_3] =^1_3 e_3, [e_7, e_4] =^2_3 e_4 [e_7, e_5] = −^1_3 e_5 n_{5,4} [e_2, e_4] = e_1, [e_3, e_5] = e_1 a_{3,5}(e^{1,6} − e^{2,4} − e^{3,5}) − a_{2,8}e^{2,8} No [e_6, e_1] = e_1, [e_6, e_4] = e_4 −a_{3,7}e^{3,7} + a_{4,8}(e^{4,6} − e^{4,8})+ [e_6, e_5] = e_5, [e_7, e_3] = e_3, +a_{5,7}(e^{5,6} − e^{5,7}) − a_{6,7}e^{6,7} − a_{6,8}e^{6,8} [e_7, e_5] = −e_5, [e_8, e_2] = e_2, −a_{7,8}e^{7,8} [e_8, e_4] = −e_4, Conditions : a_{7,8} � 0, a_{3,5} � 0 n_{5,5} [e_2, e_5] = e_1, [e_3, e_4] = e_1, Dimension not even No [e_3, e_5] = e_2, [e_6, e_1] = e_1 Maximal [e_6, e_3] = −e_3, [e_6, e_4] = 2e_4, [e_6, e_5] = e_5, [e_7, e_2] = e_2, [e_7, e_3] = 2e_3, [e_7, e_4] = −2e_4 [e_7, e_5] = −e_5 n_{5,6} [e_2, e_5] = e_1, [e_3, e_4] = e_1, −a_{3,4}(−e^{1,6} + e^{2,5} + e^{3,4}) No [e_3, e_5] = e_2, [e_4, e_5] = e_3 +a_{2,6}(−e^{2,6} +^5_4 e^{3,5}) [e_6, e_1] = e_1, [e_6, e_2] =^4_5 .e_2, +a_{3,6}(−e^{3,6} +^5_3 e^{4,5}) [e_6, e_3] =^3_5 e_3, [e_6, e_4] =^2_5 e_4, −a_{4,6}e^{4,6} − a_{5,6}e^{5,6} [e_6, e_5] =^1_5 e_5 Conditions : a_{3,4} � 0

4.4. nilradical of dimension 6 We summarize the calculation of the dimension 6 in this table:

Nilradical Brackets of h ⋉ n Symplectic Maximal structure rank n_{6,1} [e_1, e_2] = e_3, [e_1, e_3] = e_4, Dimension not even Yes [e_1, e_5] = e_6, [e_7, e_1] = e_1, [e_7, e_3] = e_3, [e_7, e_4] = 2e_4, [e_7, e_6] = e_6, [e_8, e_2] = e_2, [e_8, e_3] = e_3, [e_8, e_4] = e_4, [e_9, e_5] = e_5, [e_9, e_6] = e_6, n_{6,2} [e_1, e_2] = e_3, [e_1, e_3] = e_4, Never admits a symplectic Yes [e_1, e_4] = e_5, [e_1, e_5] = e_6 structure [e_7, e_1] = e_1, [e_7, e_3] = e_3, [e_7, e_4] = 2e_4, [e_7, e_5] = 3e_5, [e_7, e_6] = 4e_6, [e_8, e_2] = e_2, [e_8, e_3] = e_3, [e_8, e_4] = e_4, [e_8, e_5] = e_5, [e_8, e_6] = e_6 n_{6,3} [e_1, e_2] = e_6, [e_1, e_3] = e_4, Dimension not even Yes [e_2, e_3] = e_5, [e_7, e_1] = e_1, [e_7, e_4] = e_4, [e_7, e_6] = e_6, [e_8, e_2] = e_2, [e_8, e_5] = e_5, [e_8, e_6] = e_6, [e_9, e_3] = e_3, [e_9, e_4] = e_4, [e_9, e_5] = e_5, n_{6,4} [e_1, e_2] = e_5, [e_1, e_3] = e_6, Dimension not even No [e_2, e_4] = e_6, [e_7, e_1] = e_1, Maximal [e_7, e_4] = e_4, [e_7, e_5] = e_5, [e_7, e_6] = e_6, [e_8, e_2] = e_2, [e_8, e_4] = −e_4, [e_8, e_5] = e_5, [e_9, e_3] = e_3, [e_9, e_4] = e_4, [e_9, e_6] = e_6 n_{6,5} [e_1, e_3] = e_5, [e_1, e_4] = e_6, a_{6,8}(ae^{1,3} + ae^{2,4} − ae^{5,7} − ae^{5,9} Yes [e_2, e_3] = a ∗ e_6, [e_2, e_4] = e_5 −e^{6,8} − ae^{6,10}) + a_{6,9}(e^{1,4} + ae^{2,3} [e_7, e_1] = e_1, [e_7, e_2] = e_2, −e^{5,8} − ae^{5,10} − e^{6,7} − e^{6,8}) − a_{2,8}(e^{1,7} + e^{2,8}) [e_7, e_5] = e_5, [e_7, e_6] = e_6, −a_{1,8}(e^{1,8} + ae^{2,7}) − a_{4,10}(e^{3,9} + ae^{4,10}) [e_8, e_1] =^1_a .e_2, [e_8, e_2] = e_1, −a_{4,9}(e^{4,9} + ae^{3,10}) − a_{7,8}e^{7,8} − a_{7,9}e^{7,9} [e_8, e_5] = e_6, [e_8, e_6] =^1_a e_5, −a_{7,10}e^{7,10} − a_{8,9}e^{8,9} − a_{8,10}e^{8,10} − a_{9,10}e^{9,10} [e_9, e_3] = e_3, [e_9, e_4] = e_4, [e_9, e_5] = e_5, [e_9, e_6] = e_6, Conditions : a � 0, a^2_{6,8} � a^2_{6,9}, [e_{10}, e_3] = ae_4, [e_{10}, e_4] = e_3 aa_{7,8} + aa_{8,9} � a_{7,10} + a_{9,10} [e_{10}, e_5] = ae_6, [e_{10}, e_6] = e_5 n_{6,6} [e_1, e2] = e_6, [e_1, e_3] = e_4, a_{6,7}(^1_3 .e^{1,2} − e^{6,7}) + a_{4,8}(e^{1,3} No [e_1, e_4] = e_5, [e_2, e_3] = e_5 −e^{4,7} − e^{4,8}) + a_{5,8}(e^{1,4} + e^{2,3} [e_7, e_1] = e_1, [e_7, e_2] = 2e_2 −2e^{5,7} − e^{5,8}) − a_{1,7}e^{1,7} − a_{2,7}e^{2,7} [e_7, e_4] = e_4, [e_7, e_5] = 2e_5 −a_{3,8}e^{3,8} − a_{7,8}e^{7,8} [e_7, e_6] = 3e_6, [e_8, e_3] = e_3 Conditions : a_{6,7} � 0, a_{5,8} � 0 [e_8, e_4] = e_4, [e_8, e_5] = e_5 10 n_{6,7} [e_1, e_3] = e_4, [e_1, e_4] = e_5, Dimension not even Yes [e_2, e_3] = e_6, [e_7, e_1] = e_1 [e_7, e_4] = e_4, [e_7, e_5] = 2e_5 [e_8, e_2] = e_2, [e_8, e_6] = e_6 [e_9, e_3] = e_3, [e_9, e_4] = e_4 [e_9, e_5] = e_5, [e_9, e_6] = e_6 n_{6,8} [e_1, e_2] = e_3 + e_5, −a_{1,2}e^{1,2} + a_{4,8}(e^{1,3} − 2e^{4,7} − e^{4,8}) No [e_1, e_3] = e_4, [e_2, e_5] = e_6 −a_{1,7}e^{1,7} + a_{6,8}(^1_2 e^{2,5} −^1_2 e^{6,7} − e^{6,8}) [e_7, e_1] = e_1, [e_7, e_3] = e_3 −a2, 8e^{2,8} + (a_{1,2} + a_{5,8})(e^{3,7} + e^{3,8}) [e_7, e_4] = 2e_4, [e_7, e_5] = e_5 −a_{5,8}(e^{5,7} + e^{5,8}) + a_{7,8}e_{7,8} [e_7, e_6] = e_6, [e_8, e_2] = e_2 Conditions : a_{6,8} � 0, a_{4,8} � 0 [e_8, e_3] = e_3, [e_8, e_4] = e_4 [e_8, e_5] = e_5, [e_8, e_6] = 2e_6 n_{6,9} [e_1, e_2] = e_3, [e_1, e_3] = e_4, a_{3,8}(e^{1,2} − e^{3,7} − e^{3,8}) − a_{2,8}e^{2,8} No [e_1, e_5] = e_6, [e_2, e_3] = e_6 +a_{4,8}(e^{1,3} − 2e^{4,7} + e^{4,8}) − a_{1,7}e^{1,7} [e_7, e_1] = e_1, [e_7, e_3] = e_3, +^1_2 a_{6,8}(e^{1,5} + e^{2,3} − e^{6,7} − e^{6,8})+ [e_7, e_4] = 2e_4, [e_7, e_6] = e_6, −a_{5,8}e^{5,8} − a_{7,8}e^{7,8} [e_8, e_2] = e_2, [e_8, e_3] = e_3, Conditions : a_{6,8} � 0, a_{4,8} � 0 [e_8, e_4] = e_4, [e_8, e_5] = 2e_5, [e_8, e_6] = 2e_6 n_{6,10} [e_1, e_2] = e_3, [e_1, e_3] = e_5, −a_{1,2}(e^{1,2} − 2e^{3,7}) − a_{1,8}(e^{1,8} ∗ ae^{2,7}) No [e_1, e_4] = e_6, [e_2, e_3] = a.e_6, a_{6,8}(ae^{1,3} + ae^{2,4} − 3e^{5,7} − e^{6,8}) [e_2, e_4] = e_5, +a_{5,8}(e^{1,4} + ae^{2,3} − e^{5,8} − 3e^{6,7}) [e_7, e_1] = e_1, [e_7, e_2] = e_2, −a_{2,8}(e^{1,7} + e^{2,8}) − a_{5,8}(3e^{6,7} + e^{5,8}) [e_7, e_3] = 2e_2, [e_7, e_4] = 2e_4, −a_{4,7}e^{4,7} − a_{7,8}e^{7,8} [e_7, e_5] = 3e_5, [e_7, e_6] = 3e_6, Conditions : a � 0, aa^2_{6,8} � a^2_{5,8} [e_8, e_1] =^1_a e_2, [e_8, e_2] = e_1, [e_8, e_5] = e_6, [e_8, e_6] =^1_a e_5, n_{6,11} [e_1, e_2] = e_3, [e_1, e_3] = e_4, a_{3,8}(e^{1,2} − e^{3,7} − e^{3,8}) − a_{1,7}e^{1,7} Yes [e_1, e_4] = e_5, [e_2, e_3] = e_6, +a_{4,8}(e^{1,3} − 2e^{4,7} − e^{4,8}) − a_{2,8}e^{2,8} [e_7, e_1] = e_1, [e_7, e_3] = e_3, +a_{5,8}(e^{1,4} − 3e^{5,7} − e^{5,8}) − a_{7,8}e^{7,8} [e_7, e_4] = 2e_4, [e_7, e_5] = 3e_5, +a_{6,8}(^1_2 .e^{2,3} −^1_2 .e^{6,7} − e^{6,8}) [e_7, e_6] = e_6, [e_8, e_2] = e_2, Conditions : a_{5,8} � 0, a_{6,8} � 0 [e_8, e_3] = e_3, [e_8, e_4] = e_4, [e_8, e_5] = e_5, [e_8, e_6] = 2e_6, n_{6,12} [e_1, e_3] = e_4, [e_1, e_4] = e_6, Dimension not even No Nilradical [e_2, e_5] = e_6, [e_7, e_1] = e_1, [e_7, e_4] = e_4, [e_7, e_5] = 2e_5, [e_7, e_6] = 2e_6, Maximal [e_8, e_2] = e_2, [e_8, e_5] = −e_5, [e_9, e_3] = e_3, [e_9, e_4] = e_4, [e_9, e_5] = e_5, [e_9, e_6] = e_6 n_{6,13} [e_1, e_2] = e_5, [e_1, e_3] = e_4, No Nilradical [e_1, e_4] = e_6, [e_2, e_5] = e_6 a_{5,8}(e^{1,2} − e^{5,7} − e^{5,8}) − a_{1,7}e^{1,7} Maximal [e_7, e_1] = e_1, [e_7, e_3] = −e_3, +a_{4,8}(^1_2 e^{1,3} − e^{4,8}) + a_{3,8}(1/2.e^{3,7} − e^{3,8}) [e_7, e_5] = e_5, [e_7, e_6] = e_6, +^1_2 a_{6,8}(e^{1,4} + e^{2,5} − e^{6,7} − 2e^{6,8}) [e_8, e_2] = e_2, [e_8, e_3] = 2e_3, −a_{2,8}e^{2,8} − a_{7,8}e^{7,8} [e_8, e_4] = 2e_4, [e_8, e_5] = e_5, Conditions : a_{6,8} � 0, a_{3,8}a_{6,8} � a^2_{4,8} Maximal [e_8, e_6] = 2e_6 n_{6,14} [e_1, e_3] = e_4, [e_1, e_4] = e_6, Dimension not even Yes [e_2, e_3] = e_5, [e_2, e_5] = a ∗ e_6, [e_7, e_1] = e_1, [e_7, e_2] = e_2, [e_7, e_4] = e_4, [e_7, e_5] = e_5, [e_7, e_6] = 2e_6, [e_8, e_1] = −^1_a e_2, [e_8, e_2] = e_1, [e_8, e_4] = −^1_a e_5, [e_8, e_5] = e_4, [e_9, e_3] = e_3, [e_9, e_4] = e_4, [e_9, e_5] = e_5, [e_9, e_6] = e_6 n_{6,15} [e_1, e_2] = e_3 + e_5, [e_1, e_3] = e_4, Dimension not even No [e_1, e_4] = e_6, [e_2, e_5] = e_6 [e_7, e_1] = e_1, [e_7, e_2] = 2e_2, [e_7, e_3] = 3e_3, [e_7, e_4] = 4e_4, [e_7, e_5] = 3e_5, [e_7, e_6] = 5e_6, n_{6,16} [e_1, e_3] = e_4, [e_1, e_4] = e_5, a_{4,8}(e^{1,3} − e^{4,7} − e^{4,8}) − a_{1,7}e^{1,7} No [e_1, e_5] = e_6, [e_2, e_3] = e_5, +a_{5,8}(e^{1,4} + e^{2,3} − 2e^{5,7} − e^{5,8}) [e_2, e_4] = e_6, [e_7, e_1] = e_1 +a_{6,8}(e^{1,5} + e^{2,4} − 3e^{6,7} − e^{6,8}) [e_7, e_2] = 2e_2, [e_7, e_4] = e_4, −a_{2,7}e^{2,7} − a_{3,8}e^{3,8} − a_{7,8}e^{7,8} [e_7, e_5] = 2e_5, [e_7, e_6] = 3e_6, Conditions : [e_8, e_3] = e_3, [e_8, e_4] = e_4, a_{6,8} � 0, [e_8, e_5] = e_5, [e_8, e_6] = e_6, 3a_{3,8}a^2_{6,8} � 3a_{4,8}a_{5,8}a_{6,8} + a^3_{5,8} n_{6,17} [e_1, e_2] = e_3, [e_1, e_3] = e_4, a_{3,8}(e^{1,2} − e^{7,3} − e^{3,8}) − a_{1,7}e^{1,7} No [e_1, e_4] = e_6, [e_2, e_5] = e_6, +a_{6,8}(e^{1,4} + e^{2,5} − 3e^{6,7} − e^{6,8}) [e_7, e_1] = e_1, [e_7, e_3] = e_3, +a_{4,8}(e^{1,3} − 2e^{4,7} − e^{4,8}) − a_{2,8}e^{2,8} [e_7, e_4] = 2e_4, [e_7, e_5] = 3e_5, −a_{5,7}e^{5,7} − a_{7,8}e^{7,8} [e_7, e_6] = 3e_6, [e_8, e_2] = e_2, Conditions : a_{6,8} � 0, [e_8, e_3] = e_3, [e_8, e_4] = e_4, 2a_{3,8}a_{6,8} � a_{4,8} [e_8, e_6] = e_6 n_{6,18} [e_1, e_2] = e_3, [e_1, e_3] = e_4, Never admits a symplectic Yes [e_1, e_4] = e_6, [e_2, e_3] = e_5, structure [e_2, e_5] = ae_6 [e_7, e_1] = e_1, [e_7, e_2] = e_2, [e_7, e_3] = 2e_3, [e_7, e_4] = 3e_4, [e_7, e_5] = 3e_5, [e_7, e_6] = 4e_6, [e_8, e_1] = −^1_a e_2, [e_8, e_2] = e_1, [e_8, e_4] = −^1_a e_5, [e_8, e_5] = e_4, n_{6,19} [e_1, e_2] = e_3, [e_1, e_3] = e_4, Dimension not even No [e_1, e_4] = e_5, [e_1, e_5] = e_6, [e_2, e_3] = e_6, [e_7, e_1] = e_1, [e_7, e_2] = 3e_2, [e_7, e_3] = 4e_3, [e_7, e_4] = 5e_4, [e_7, e_5] = 6e_5, [e_7, e_6] = 7e_6, n_{6,20} [e_1, e_2] = e_3, [e_1, e_3] = e_4, Dimension not even No [e_1, e_4] = e_5, [e_1, e_5] = e_6, [e_2, e_3] = e_5, [e_2, e_4] = e_6 [e_7, e_1] = e_1, [e_7, e_2] = 2e_2, [e_7, e_3] = 3e_3, [e_7, e_4] = 4e_4, [e_7, e_5] = 5e_5, [e_7, e_6] = 6e_6 n_{6,21} [e_1, e_2] = e_3, [e_1, e_5] = e_6, a_{3,8}(e^{1,2} − e^{3,7} − e^{3,8}) − a_{1,7}e^{1,7} No [e_2, e_3] = e_4, [e_2, e_4] = e_5,^1_3 a_{6,8}(e^{1,5} + e^{3,4} − 2e^{6,7} − 3e^{6,8}) [e_3, e_4] = e_6,^1_2 a_{4,8}(e^{2,3} − e^{4,7} − e^{4,8}) − a_{2,8}e^{2,8} [e_7, e_1] = e_1, [e_7, e_3] = e_3,^1_3 a_{5,8}(e^{2,4} − e^{5,7} − e^{5,8}) − a_{7,8}e^{7,8} [e_7, e_4] = e_4, [e_7, e_5] = e_5, Conditions : a_{2,8}a_{6,8} � 8a_{3,8}a_{5,8} + 3a^2_{4,8}, [e_7, e_6] = 2e_6, [e_8, e_2] = e_2, a_{6,8} � 0 [e_8, e_3] = e_3, [e_8, e_4] = 2e_4, [e_8, e_5] = 3e_5, [e_8, e_6] = 3e_6, n_{6,22} [e_1, e_2] = e_3, [e_1, e_3] = e_5, Dimension not even No [e_1, e_5] = e_6, [e_2, e_3] = e_4, Maximal [e_2, e_4] = e_5, [e_3, e_4] = e_6 [e_7, e_1] = e_1, [e_7, e_2] =^1_2 e_2, [e_7, e_3] =^3_2 e_3, [e_7, e_4] = 2e_4, [e_7, e_5] =^5_2 e_5, [e_7, e_6] =^7_2 e_6

References

[1] Aït Aissa, T. and Mansouri, M. W. , Eight-dimensional symplectic non-solvable Lie algebras, Journal of Communications in Algebra, 52, 3 (2024) 1196-1218.

[2] Baues, O., Cortés, V. , Symplectic Lie Groups I-III., Astérisque 379. Paris: Socièté Mathématique de France (SMF), vi, 90 p.

[3] Campoamor-Stursberg, R., Symplectic Forms on Six-dimensional Real Solvable Lie Algebras I., Algebra Colloq.

16, (2009) 253-266.

[4] B. Chu, Symplectic homogeneous spaces, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 197 (1974) 145-159. [5] Fischer, M., Symplectic Lie algebras with degenerate center., Journal of Algebra 521, (2019) 257-283. [6] Gómez, J.R., Jiménez-Merchán, A., Khakimdjanov, Y., Symplectic structures on the filiform Lie algebras., Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra 156, (2001) 15-31.

[7] Jacobson, N., Lie Algebras., John Wiley Sons Inc. (1962) [8] Khakimdjanov, Yu., Goze, M., Medina, A., Symplectic or contact structures on Lie groups., Differential Geometry and its Applications 21, (2004) 41-54.

[9] Meng, D.J. , On complete Lie algebras, Act. Sci. Nat. Univ. Nankai, 2, (1985) 9-19. [10] Meng, D.J., The uniqueness of the decomposition of the complete Lie algebras, ibid 3, (1990) 23-26. [11] Meng, D.J., Complete lie algebras and heisenberg algebras., Communications in Algebra 22, (1994a) 5509-5524. [12] Meng, D.J., Some results on complete lie algebras., Communications in Algebra 22, (1994b) 5457-5507. [13] Meng, D.J., Sheng, Z.L., Solvable complete lie algebras. I, Communications in Algebra 24, (1996) 4181-4197. [14] Meng, D.J., Wang, S.P., On the Construction of Complete Lie Algebras., Journal of Algebra 176, (1995) 621-637. [15] Ovando, G., Four Dimensional Symplectic Lie Algebras., Contributions to Algebra and Geometry, 47 .No. 2, (2006) 419-434

[16] Patera, J., Sharp, R.T., Winternitz, P., Zassenhaus, H., Invariants of real low dimension Lie algebras., Journal of Mathematical Physics 17, (2008) 986-994.

[17] Santharoubane, L.J., KAC-Moody Lie Algebras and the Classification of Nilpotent Lie Algebras of Maximal Rank., Canadian Journal of Mathematics 34, (1982) 1215-1239.