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Abstract

A flat pseudo-Euclidean Lie algebra is a real Lie algebra with a non degenerate symmetric bi-
linear form and a left symmetric product whose the commutator is the Lie bracket and such that
the left multiplications are skew-symmetric. We show that the center of a flat pseudo-Euclidean
nilpotent Lie algebra of signature (2,n — 2) must be degenerate and all flat pseudo-Euclidean
nilpotent Lie algebras of signature (2, n — 2) can be obtained by using the double extension pro-
cess from flat Lorentzian nilpotent Lie algebras. We show also that the center of a flat pseudo-
Euclidean 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra is degenerate and all these Lie algebras are obtained by
using a sequence of double extension from an abelian Lie algebra. In particular, we determine
all flat pseudo-Euclidean 2-step nilpotent Lie algebras of signature (2, n — 2). The paper contains
also some examples in low dimension.
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1. Introduction

A flat pseudo-Euclidean Lie algebra is a real Lie algebra with a non degenerate symmetric
bilinear form and a left symmetric product whose the commutator is the Lie bracket and such
that the left multiplications are skew-symmetric. In geometrical terms, a flat pseudo-Euclidean
Lie algebra is the Lie algebra of a Lie group with a left-invariant pseudo-Riemannian metric with
vanishing curvature. Let (g,( , )) be a flat pseudo-Euclidean Lie algebra of dimension n. If the
metric ( , ) is definite positive (resp. of signature (1,7 — 1)), then (g,({ , )) is called Euclidean
(resp. Lorentzian). Flat pseudo-Euclidean Lie algebras have been studied mostly in the Euclidean
and the Lorentzian cases. Let us enumerate some important results on flat pseudo-Euclidean Lie
algebras:

1. In [8], Milnor showed that (g, , )) is a flat Euclidean Lie algebra if and only if g splits
orthogonally as g = b @ u, where 1 is an abelian ideal, b is an abelian subalgebra, and ad,
is skew-symmetric for any b € b. According to this theorem, a nilpotent (non-abelian) Lie
algebra can not admit a flat Euclidean metric.
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2. In [2], Aubert and Medina showed that all flat Lorentzian nilpotent Lie algebras are ob-
tained by the double extension process from Euclidean abelian Lie algebras.

3. Guédiri showed in [[7] that a flat Lorentzian 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra is a trivial exten-
sion of the 3-dimensional Heisenberg Lie algebra ;.

4. In [3,44], the authors showed that flat Lorentzian Lie algebras with degenerate center or flat
nonunimodular Lorentzian Lie algebras can be obtained by the double extension process
from flat Euclidean Lie algebras.

The study of flat pseudo-Euclidean Lie algebras of signature other than (0,n) and (1,n—1) is
an open problem. In this paper, we tackle a part of this problem, namely, we study flat pseudo-
Euclidean nilpotent Lie algebras of signature (2, n—2) and flat pseudo-Euclidean 2-step nilpotent
Lie algebras of any signature. There are our main results:

1. In Theorem[3.I] we show that the center of a flat pseudo-Euclidean nilpotent Lie algebra
of signature (2, n — 2) must be degenerate. From this theorem and Theorem . Tl we deduce
that all flat pseudo-Euclidean nilpotent Lie algebra of signature (2, n — 2) are obtained by
the double extension process.

2. We give some general properties of flat pseudo-Euclidean 2-step nilpotent Lie algebras
and we show that their center is degenerate. we show also that we can construct all this
Lie algebras by applying a sequence of double extension starting from a pseudo-Euclidean
abelian Lie algebra.

3. We give all 2-step nilpotent Lie algebras which can admit flat pseudo-Euclidean metrics
of signature (2,7 — 2) (Theorem [6.1] and Theorem [6.2). We will see that a class of 2-
step nilpotent Lie algebras which can admit a flat pseudo-Euclidean metrics of signature
(2,n—"2) is very rich, contrary to the Euclidean and the Lorentzian cases. As example, we
show that any 6-dimensional 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra which is not an extension trivial
of a 5-dimensional Heisenberg Lie algebra, admits such metric.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we give some generalities on flat pseudo-
Euclidean Lie algebras. In section 3 and section 4, we study flat pseudo-Euclidean metrics of
signature (2, n—2) on nilpotent Lie algebras . In section 5, we study flat pseudo-Euclidean 2-step
nilpotent Lie algebra of any signature. In section 6, we give all flat pseudo-Euclidean 2-step
nilpotent Lie algebras of signature (2, n — 2). We end the paper by giving some examples.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we give some general results on nilpotent Lie algebras and on flat pseudo-
Euclidean nilpotent Lie algebras which will be crucial in the proofs of our main results.

Let us start with two useful lemmas. Recall that a pseudo-Euclidean vector space is a real
finite dimensional vector space endowed with a non degenerate bilinear symmetric form.

Lemma 2.1. Let (V,{ , )) be a pseudo-Euclidean vector space and A a skew-symmetric endo-
morphism satisfying A> = 0 and dimImA < 1. Then A = 0.

Proof. Suppose that A # 0. Then ImA is a totally isotropic vector space of dimension 1. This
implies that ker A is an hyperplan which contains ImA. Let e be a generator of ImA and choose
an isotropic vector e ¢ ker A such that (e,e) = 1. We have V = ker A @ Re and A(e) = ae. Then
a = (A(e), e) = 0 which gives a contradiction and completes the proof. O
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Lemma 2.2. Let g be a nilpotent Lie algebra, a and V), respectively, a Lie subalgebra of codi-
mension one and an ideal of codimension two. Then [g, g] is contained in a and in .

Proof. We have g/ is a 2-dimensional nilpotent Lie algebra and hence must be abelian. This
implies that [g, g] C . On the other hand, write g = a @ Ry. For any x € a, we have

[x,y] = a(x)y + uy, where u; € a.

Since a is a Lie subalgebra then, for any n € N*, ad{(y) = a(x)"y + u, with u, € a. Since ad, is
nilpotent then a(x) = 0 and the result follows. (|

We pursue with some general properties of flat pseudo-Euclidean Lie algebras. A pseudo-
Euclidean Lie algebra (g,( , )) is a finite dimensional real Lie algebra g endowed with a non
degenerate symmetric bilinear form ( , ). We define a product (1, v) — u.v on g called Levi-
Civita product by Koszul’s formula

2uv,w) = ({u,v],w) + {(qw, ul, v) + {{w, v], u), 2.1)

for any u,v,w € g. We denoteby L, : ¢ — g and R, : ¢ — g, respectively, the left multi-
plication and the right multiplication by u given by L,v = u.v and R,v = v.u. For any u € g,
L, is skew-symmetric with respect to {( , ) and ad, = L, — R,,, where ad, : ¢ — g is given by
ad,v = [u,v]. We call (g, , )) flat pseudo-Euclidean Lie algebra if the Levi-Civita product is
left symmetric, i.e., for any u, v, w € g,

ass(u, v,w) = ass(v, u, w), 2.2)
where ass(u, v, w) = (u.v).w — u.(v.w).

Remark 1. Let G be a Lie group, and u a left-invariant pseudo-Riemannian metric on G. Let
g = Lie(G) and { , ) = . Then the curvature of (G, u) vanishes if and only if (g, , )) is a flat
pseudo-Euclidean Lie algebra.

Let (g,{, )) be a flat pseudo-Euclidean Lie algebra. The condition (2.2) is also equivalent to
one of the following relations:

L[u,v] = [L,,L,], 2.3)
R,»—-R,oR, =[L,,R,], (24)

for any u,v € g. We denote by Z(g) = {u € g,ad, = 0} the center of g. For any u,v € Z(g) and
a, b € g, one can deduce easily from Z.I)-2.4) that

uv=0,L,=R,, L,oL,=0 and u.(a.b)=a.(u.b). 2.5)

Proposition 2.1. Let (g,( , )) be a flat pseudo-Euclidean nilpotent non abelian Lie algebra. If
Z(g) = {u € g,L, = Ry, =0} then Z(g) is degenerate.

Proof. One can see easily that the orthogonal of the derived ideal of g is given by
[a.0]" = {ucg R, =R}}. (2.6)

Then Z(g) C [g,a]* and hence [g,g9] C Z(g)*. Since g is nilpotent non abelian then {0} #
[a, 8] N Z(g) € Z(g)* N Z(g). This shows that Z(g) is degenerate. O
3



Proposition 2.2. Let (g,¢, )) be a flat pseudo-Euclidean nilpotent Lie algebra. Then:

1. If (g,{, )) is Euclidean then g is abelian.
2. If (g,(, )) is non abelian Lorentzian then Z(g) is degenerate.

Proof. 1. According to (2.3), for any u € Z(g), L, is a nilpotent skew-symmetric endomor-
phism and hence must vanishes. This gives the result, by virtue of Proposition[2.1]
2. This is a consequence of ([2.3), Lemma[2.Jland Proposition 2,11 O

Put N(8) = (Nyezq ker Ly, go := N(g) N Z(g)* and by := N(g)*. These vector spaces and the
following lemma which states their main properties will play a central role in this paper, namely,
in the proof of Theorem[3.1]

Lemma 2.3. Let (g,(, )) be a flat pseudo-Euclidean nilpotent Lie algebra of signature (2,n—2),
n > 4. Then:

1. N(g), a0 and Yy are left ideals for the Levi-Civita product, Yo C g, and Y is totally isotropic
with dim by < 2.

2. If Z(g) is non degenerate then the restriction of ( , ) to Z(g) is positive definite, dimby = 2
and dim(Z(g) N [g, a]) = 1. Moreover; if zg is a generator of Z(g) N [g, g] with {29, z0) = 1
then for any u,v € g,

[u,v] = [u, v]1 — 2(Lyu, v)zo, 2.7

where [u,v]; € Z(g)*.

Proof. 1. Note first that, for any u € g, (kerL,)* = ImL, and hence by = X7, ImL,. From
2.3), we have clearly that Z(g) € N(g) and, for any u,v € Z(g), ImL, C kerL,. Thus
Bo € go. This implies that fy is totally isotropic and since the signature is (2,n — 2) one
must have dim by < 2. One can deduce easily from the third relation in (2.3) that N(g) is a
left ideal. This implies, since the left multiplication are skew-symmetric that by and gg are
also left ideals.

2. Suppose now that Z(g) is non degenerate. If dimby < 1 then, according to Lemma 2.1]
L, = 0 for any u € Z(g) and hence, by virtue of Proposition 2.1l Z(g) is degenerate. So we
must have dim by = 2 and the restriction of { , ) to Z(g)* is of signature (2, dim Z(g)* — 2)
which implies that the restriction of { , ) to Z(g) is definite positive. On the other hand,
according to what above we can choose two vectors (€1, &;) of Z(g)* such that Z(g)* =
ao @ Span{ey, e»}. So,

[0, 8] = [Z(9)*, Z(9)"] = R[e1, &2] + [e1, 801 + [22, 80] + [0, 501

We have that gy is a left ideal for the Levi-Civita product and for any a € go, b € g and
u € Z(9),
(a.b,uy = —(b,a.u) = —(b,u.ay =0

and hence gy.g C Z(g)*. This implies that [e, go] + [22, g0] + [80, 0] C Z(g)*. Moreover,
[e1,e2] = z + vg, where z € Z(g), z # 0 since Z(g) N [g,9] # 0 and vy € Z(g)*. So
[9, 8] = Rz @ F where F is a vector subspace of Z(g)*. From this relation, we can deduce
that Z(g) N [g, ] = Rz and 2.7) follows immediately. O



3. The center of a flat pseudo-Euclidean nilpotent Lie algebra of signature (2,n — 2) is
degenerate

The purpose of this section is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let (g,{ , )) be a flat pseudo-Euclidean nilpotent non abelian Lie algebra of
signature (2,n — 2) with n > 4. Then Z(g) is degenerate.

Proof. We proceed by contradiction and we suppose that Z(g) is non degenerate, i.e., g = Z(g) ®
Z(g)*. Asin Lemmal2.3] we consider gg = {v € Z(g)*/L,v = 0, Yu € Z(g)} and by its orthogonal
in Z(g)*. We have both ) and g¢ are left ideals for the Levi-Civita product, by C go and by is
totally isotropic of dimension 2. Moreover, if 7y is a unit generator of Z(g) N [g, g] then, for any
u,v e g,

[u,v] = [u,v]1 — 2{Lu, v)zo, (3.1)

where [u,v]; € Z(g)*. This relation shows that L,, # 0 and since L?O = 0 and ImL,, C by, by
virtue of Lemma[2.] ImL,, = by and kerL,, = Z(g) & go. Moreover, from (3.1, one can check
easily that [ , ]; satisfies Jacobi identity and (Z(g)*,[ , ]1) becomes a nilpotent Lie algebra.
We denote by o the Levi-Civita product of (Z(g)*,[, 11,¢{, )) and we have obviously, for any
u,v € Z(a)*,

uv=uov—<{Lyu,v)z. (3.2)

Let C(g) denote the center of (Z(g)*,[ , 11). We have C(g) # 0 and C(g) N go = {0}. Indeed, if
u € C(g) N g, then for any v € Z(g)*,

[1,v] = [u, v]1 — 2L, u, v)zo = 0,

hence u € Z(g) and then u = 0. This implies that 1 < dim C(g) < 2 and for any u € C(g) \ {0},
zo.u # 0.

Let z be a non-null vector in C(g) then zo.z is a non-null vector in §y. From (2.3) we get
L, oL, =L, oL, and by using (2.4) we have

Riz =Ry 0R, =L oR;.
For any u € Z(g)*, we have from (3.2)) and the fact that z € C(g),
Lau=zou—{z0.z2,u)z0 and R,u =wuoz+{z9.2,u)z0 = 70 u + 20.2, U)Zo.

Thus L,u = R,u — 2(z¢.z, u)zo. This relation is also true for u € Z(g) since zo.u = 0 and hence
L, =R;+A,, where A; = —2(z.z0, .)20. Since L, o A; = 0, we deduce that
R

7.7
2.2

o =Ly oR =L o —A)=1L oL, =L, 0L,. (3.3)

This relation implies that R, is symmetric and go ® Z(g) C kerR,,. From (3.2), we have
z.z = 0, and hence go ® Rz ® Z(g) C kerR;,. From the symmetry of R, we deduce that
ImR, ,, = (kerR. )" and finally ImR_,, C (g0 ® Rz ® Z(g))* = Rz.z9. So we can write, for any

ueaq,
R. . (u) = a1(u)z.z0 = a{z.20, U)z.20, (3.4)

where a; € g* and @ € R. We will show now that R, ;, = 0.

5



Put e; = z9.z. Since the orthogonal of z in Z(g)* is different from the orthogonal of ¢; in
Z(g)*, we can choose 7 € Z(g)* such that {z,Z) = 0 and {e;,Z) = 1. We put e; = —z9.Z. We
have {(e;,z) = 1, Z(g)* = g0 ® span{z, z} and (ey, e2) is a basis of hjy. Now D is a 2-dimensional
subalgebra of a nilpotent Lie algebra then it must be abelian and since by C kerR,, we deduce
that e;.e; = ej.ex = ep.; = 0. Moreover, b is a left ideal and we can write, for any u € g,

u.e =ay(uw)e; and u.e; = ar(u)ey + br(u)e;.

From the relation u.(z9.z) = zo.(u.z) shown in 2.3), we deduce that a;(u)z9.z = z9.(1.2), a1 (u)z —
u.z € kerL, = by and hence

0 =ai(u)z, e2) — (u.z,e2) = a1(u)(z, €2) +(z, u.e2) = ar(u) + bo(u).
Thus b, = —a;. Using the fact that the curvature vanishes, we get

u.(v.ex) —v.(u.ez)
= u(ax(v)ey —ai(v)es) — v.(ax(u)er — ar(u)es)
2(ax(V)ar1(w) — ay(v)as(u))e.

[u,v].es

Thus
a([u,v]) = 2(ax(v)ai(u) — a;(v)ax(u)).

By taking u = z and v = Z in this relation and since a»(zo) = 0, a;(z) = 0 and, by virtue of (3.1},
[z,Z] = —2z0, we get ax(2)a () = 0. Now

a1(Der =R, ) B L. o L,(2) = ~z.e2 = ~wx(2)er.

This relation and ax(z)a1(z) = 0 imply that R, (Z) = 0. But go ® Rz & Z(g) C kerR,, so finally
R,, = 0. To complete, we will show that e; € Z(g), i.e, L., = ad,, = 0 and we will get a contra-
diction.

Note first that L,, is nilpotent, L., (p) = 0 and L,,(g0) € go. So L., induces on the Euclidean
vector space go/bo a skew-symmetric nilpotent endomorphism which must then vanish. So
L., (80) C bo. On the other hand, by virtue of (31D, e;.z = [e1,z] = 0. So for any x € go,
e1.x = [e1,x] = a(x)e; + b(x)e;. This implies that b(x) = (e;.x,z) = —(x,e1.2) = 0. But
ad, is nilpotent so a(x) = 0 and we deduce that L, (g0) = 0. So far, we have shown that
g0 ® Rz ® Z(g) C kerL,, and hence its image has a dimension less or equal to 1. Moreover,
ImL,, C bo and hence Lgl = 0 and we can conclude by using Lemma[2.1] ([l

4. Flat pseudo-Euclidean nilpotent Lie algebras of signature (2, n — 2) are obtained by the
double extension process

In this section, based on Theorem 3.1l we will show that any flat pseudo-Euclidean nilpo-
tent Lie algebra of signature (2,n — 2) can be obtained by the double extension process from a
Lorentzian or an Euclidean flat nilpotent Lie algebra. To do so we need first to recall the double
extension process introduced by Aubert and Medina [2]. Note that Propositions 3.1 and 3.2 in
the paper [2] are essential in this process.

Let (B,[, Jo,{, )o) be a pseudo-Riemannian flat Lie algebra, £, D : B — B two endomor-
phisms of B, by € B and u € R such that:
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1. £isa l-cocycle of (B,[, o) with respect to the representation L : B — End(B) defined
by the left multiplication associated to the Levi-Civita product, i.e., for any a, b € B,

&(la, b)) = Laé(b) - Lyé(a), (4.1)
2. D — & is skew-symmetric with respect to ( , )o,
[D,&] = & - ué - Ry, 4.2)
and for any a,b € B
a.£(b) — &a.b) = D(a).b + a.D(b) — D(a.b). 4.3)

We call (¢, D, u, by) satistying the two conditions above admissible.

Given (&, D, u, bp) admissible, we endow the vector space g = Re® B@®Re with the inner product
( , ) which extends ( , )o, for which span{e, e} and B are orthogonal, {e,e) = (¢,e) = 0 and
(e,e) = 1. We define also on g the bracket

[e,e] = pe, [e,a] = D(a) — (bo,a)e and [a,b] = [a,bly+ ((£ — E)(a), b)ee, 4.4

where a, b € B and £* is the adjoint of £ with respectto {, )o. Then (g,[, ],{, ))is a flat pseudo-
Euclidean Lie algebra called double extension of (B, [, Jo,{, )o) accordingto (&, D, u, by). Using
this method, Aubert and Medina characterize a flat Lorentzian nilpotent Lie algebras. They show
that (g, (, )) is a flat Lorentzian nilpotent Lie algebra if and only if (g, ( , )) is a double extension
of an Euclidean abelian Lie algebra according to u = 0, D = ¢ and by where D? = 0.

Theorem 4.1. Let (g, , )) be a flat pseudo-Euclidean nilpotent Lie algebra of signature (2,n —
2). Then, for any e € Z(g) N Z(g)*, L. = R, = 0. Moreover, Z(g) + Z(g)* is a two-sided ideal
with respect to the Levi-Civita product.

Proof. Recall that [g,g]* = {u € g,R, = R}}, put a = Z(g) + Z(g)* and consider N(g) = {v €
a/ L,v = 0, Yu € Z(g)} and by its orthogonal. We have seen in Lemma 2.3] that both N(g) and
b are left ideals and by is totally isotropic. We have seen that if dimfy < 1 then N(g) = g and
hence any vector e € Z(g) N Z(g)* satisfies the conditions required. Suppose that dim b, = 2. We
claim that Z(g) N Z(g)* C bo. This is a consequence of the fact that Z(g) N Z(g)* € Z(g) C N(g)
and the fact that N(g)/bo is Euclidean. We distinguish two cases:

1. Z(g) N Z(g)* = by and hence a = N(g). We have that g.N(g) C N(g) and for any u € N(g),
w e gand v € b, v.au = u.v = 0 and hence (u.w,v) = 0. This implies that N(g) is an
ideal for the Lie bracket and, according to Lemma 2.2 [g,g] C N(g). We deduce that
Z(g) N Z(g)* C [g, ¢]* and hence for any e € Z(g) N Z(g)*, L, is both skew-symmetric and
symmetric and hence L, = R, = 0.

2. dimZ(g) N Z(g)* = 1. Since Z(g) N Z(g)* C by, we have N(g) C aand a = gy + Ry. We
have g.g9 C a and for any u € go, w € g and v € Z(g) N Z(g)*, v.u = u.v = 0 and hence
{u.w,v) = 0. Thus N(g).g C a. Moreover, for any v € Z(g) N Z(g)*, (y.y,v) = 0 and then
y.y € a. In particular, a.a C a and hence a is a subalgebra. According to Lemma 2.2]
[8, 8] C a and hence Z(g) N Z(g)* C [g,a]*. This implies that for any e € Z(g) N Z(g)*,
L. =R, = 0 and ais a two-sided ideal. ([l

Theorem 4.2. Let (g,(, )) be a flat pseudo-Euclidean nilpotent Lie algebra of signature (2,n —
2). Then (g,{ , )) is a double extension of a flat Lorentzian nilpotent Lie algebra, according to
u =0, D, & and by where D is a nilpotent endomorphism.
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Proof. Let e be a non-null vector in Z(g) N Z(g)* and put I = Re. According to Theorem [£.1]
I is a totally isotropic two-sided ideal with respect to the Levi-Civita product. Moreover, I* is
also a two sided ideal. Then, according to [2], (g,(, )) is a double extension of flat Lorentzian
Lie algebra (B, (, )p). From (&.4) and the fact that g is nilpotent we deduce that D is a nilpotent
endomorphism, and B is a nilpotent Lie algebra. O

Remark 2. According to [2], flat Lorentzian nilpotent Lie algebra are double extension of
abelian Euclidean Lie algebras. Then flat pseudo-Euclidean nilpotent Lie algebras of signa-
ture (2,n —2) are obtained by applying twice the double extension process, starting from abelian
Euclidean Lie algebras.

Example 1. Let (g,( , )) be a 4-dimensional flat pseudo-Euclidean nilpotent Lie algebras of
signature (2,2). According to theoremd.2] (a,{ , )) is a double extension of a 2-dimensional
abelian Lorentzian Lie algebra (B, , )g) with D* = 0. The conditions @1)-@23) are equivalent
to [D, &) = & and D — ¢ is skew-symmetric, which implies that D = &. Then there exists a basis
{e1, e2} of B such that the matrix of D in this basis has the form

0 «
(0 0 ), where a € R.

Let { , Yp be any Lorentzian metric in B. Then according to (L4, g = span{e, e, e, e;} with the
non vanishing Lie brackets

[e,e1] = Be, [e,er] = ae; +ye, [e1,e2] = de,where a, B, v, 6 €R,

and the metric in g is an extension orthogonal of { , )p such that (e,e) = {e,e) = 0 and (e,e) = 1.
It is easy to show that g is isomorphic to one of the following Lie algebras:

o R*: The 4-dimensional abelian Lie algebra (ifa =B =7y =6 = 0).
o H; @ R: The extension trivial of Hs (if « = 0 and (B,y) # (0,0) ora # 0andB =6 =0).

o The 4-dimensional filiform Lie algebra: [e,e1] = e, [e,e2] = e1 (If a # 0 and (B,0) #
0,0)).

5. Flat pseudo-Euclidean 2-step nilpotent Lie algebras

A 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra is a non-abelian Lie algebra g which satisfies [g, g] € Z(g). Let
(g, ¢, )) be aflat pseudo-Euclidean 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra. In [[7], the author showed that if
the metric { , ) is Lorentzian, then g is an extension trivial of H3, where 3 is a 3-dimensional
Heisenberg Lie algebra. Let us studies some properties of (g, ( , )) in other signatures.

We consider N(g) = (,ez() ker Ly, and by := N(g)*. According to Lemmal[2Z3] hy  N(g). If
N(g) # g, then N(g) is degenerate. On the other hand, for any z € Z(g), a € N(g) and u € g we
have

(u.a,z) = —{a, z.uy = {z.a,u) = —{a.u,zy = 0.

This implies that g.N(g) € Z(g)* and N(g).g C Z(g)*. Thus

[9, N(®)] € Z(9) N Z(9)" (5.1

Proposition 5.1. Ler (g, , )) be a flat pseudo-Euclidean 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra. Then
8



1. Z(g) is degenerate.
2. Foranye € Z(g) N Z(g)*, L. =R, = 0.
3. Forany x,y € Z(9)*, {[x,y],[x,y]) = 0.

Proof. 1. Suppose that Z(g) is non degenerate, i.e., Z(g) N Z(g)* = {0}.
e If g = N(g) then according to (3.1)), [g, 6] = O which is impossible.

o If g # N(g) then [g, N(g)] = 0 and hence N(g) = Z(g) which is impossible since N(g)
is degenerate.

2. Let e € Z(g) N Z(g)*. Since Z(g)* C [g, g]*, then according to 2.6), L. = R, is both
symmetric and skew-symmetric and hence must vanish.

3. According to 2.I), we have for any x,y € Z(g)* x.y = %[x,y]. Using ([2.3), we have
[x,y].x = x.(y.x) — y.(x.x), then [x,y].x = 0. In particular {[x,y].x,y) = 0. Since L, is
skew-symmetric, thus {[x, y], [x, y]) = 0.

O

Proposition 5.2. Let (g,( , )) be a flat pseudo-Euclidean 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra. Then
(a0, , )) is obtained by a sequence of double extension, starting from an abelian pseudo-
Euclidean Lie algebra.

Proof. Let e be a non-null vector in Z(g) N Z(g)*. Since L, = R, = 0, then I = Re is a totally
isotropic two sided ideal, and I* is also a two sided ideal. Thus, (g,{, )) is a double extension
of a pseudo-Euclidean Lie algebra (By,{, )1). According to {@.4), B is either abelian or 2-step
nilpotent. If B; is 2-step nilpotent, then it’s also a double extension of (B, { , )2). Since a 2-step
nilpotent Lie algebra can not admit a flat Euclidean metric, then there exists k € N* such that By,
is abelian. [l

Proposition 5.3. Let (g,( , )) be a flat pseudo-Euclidean 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra of signa-
ture (p, p + q). If dim(Z(g) N Z(g)*) = p then Z(g)* is abelian.

Proof. Let{ey, ..., ey} be abasis of Z(g) NZ(g)*, then we can whrite Z(g) = Z, @span{ey, ..., e,}
where (Z,, (, >/Z| 7 )is euclidean. In ZIL we can choose a totaly isotropic subspace span{é, ..., é,}
such that, (¢;,&;) = 0 fori # j, and (e¢;, &;) = 1. Let B be the orthogonal of Z; @spanley, ..., e,}®
span{éy, ..., e,}. Thus we get a decomposition

g =Z ®spanfey,...,e,} ® By ®spanfey,...,e,}. (5.2)

We have Z(g)* = B ®span{ey,..., ép}, and (B, (, >/leg, )is euclidean. Let x,y € Z(g)*, z € Z(g)
and k € {1,..., p}. We have ([x,y],[x,y]) = 0, z.8; € Z(g)* and (z.;, z.¢;) = 0. Since Z; and B
are euclidean, then [x, y] and z.g; are in Z(g) N Z(g)*. Thus

1
0= (z.ék,x) = —§<[ék, X], Z)»

which implies that [, x] € Z(g) N Z(g)*. Using the flatness of the metric, then [e, x].x =
er.(x.x) — x.(é;.x), thus x.(e;.x) = 0. Let {by,...,b,} be an orthonormal basis of B;. We have



&.x € Z(9)*, and (gr.x,b)) = —3([x,b;],&). Then &.x = ey — 3 X7 ([x, b1, )b;, where
ey € Z(g) N Z(g)*. Using the fact that x.b; = %[x, b;], then

] r
x.(er.x) = -3 Z([X, b;], ex)x.b;
o1

.l r
1 Dbl alx bl
i=1

Finally, we get >.\_{[x, b;], 2)? = 0. Since [x, b;] € Z(g) N Z(g)*, thus Z(g)* is abelian. [l
Suppose that dim Z(g) N Z(g)* = 1. Then the decomposition (5.2) becomes
g=2 ®Re® B; ® Re, (5.3)
and the restriction of ( , ) to Z; and B, is nondegenerate.

Proposition 5.4. Let (g,(, )) be a flat pseudo-Euclidean 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra such that
dim(Z(g) N Z(g)*) = 1. With notations as in (3.3), if the restriction of the metric { , ) to By is
positive or negative definite, then dim By = 1, and g is an extension trivial of Hs, where H is
the 3-dimensional Heisenberg Lie algebra.

Proof. Let z € Z(g), and b € B;. We have z.e € By and z.b € Z(g)*. Since (, >/leg, is positive
definite or negative definite and (z.¢,z.¢) = 0, then z.¢ = 0. Thus (z.h,é) = 0, which implies
that z.b € B;. Using the same argument, then we can conlude that z.b = 0, and L, = 0O for any
z € Z(g). Let x,y € B;. We have for any z € Z(g)

{[x,y],2) = 2{x.y,2) = 0,

thus [x,y] = ae, where @ € R. Using the flatness of the metric, then we get [e, x].x = e.(x.x) —
x.(e.x), thus x.(e.x) = 0. Let {by, ..., b,} be an orthonormal basis of B;. Then

ex=pe¥ % ;([x, b1, &)b;

where 8 € R. Thus
1 r
x(ex) =77 ;qx, bil,e)[x, bi] = 0,

which implies that B; is abelian. On the other hand, we have for any z € Z(g),

0= (22,0 = —%<[é, A2,

thus [e, x] € Z(g) N Z(g)*. Put [e, b;] = a;e, where a; € R* foranyi € {1,...,r}. Infact,if ¢; = 0
then b; € Z(g), which contradicts the fact that Z(g) N By = {0}. Suppose that dim B; > 1. For
any i€ {2,...,r}, weputh; = b; - Z—:bl, thus [e, b]] = 0 and b] € Z(g) which is a Contradiction.
Then dim B; = 1 and the only non vanishing brackets in g is [é, b;] = a;e, thus g is an extension
trivial of Hj. O
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6. Flat pseudo-Euclidean 2-step nilpotent Lie algebras of signature (2,n — 2)

Let us start by an example which play an important role in this section. Let L‘g be a 6-
dimenional Lie algebra defined by the non vanishing Lie brackets, giving in the basis {x, ..., x¢}
by

[x1, x2] = x5, [x1, x3] = [x2, x4] = Xe.

This Lie algebra appear in the classification of 2-step nilpotent Lie algebras of dimension 6, as
for example in [1, pp.3], or in [9, pp.97], where it is denoted by Lg 3.

It is clear that this Lie algebra admits no flat Euclidean or Lorentzian metrics. However, L‘é‘
admits a flat pseudo-Euclidean metrics of signature (2,7 — 2). In fact, let ( , )¢ be a pseudo-

Euclidean metric of signature (2, 4) defined in the basis {xi, ..., x¢} by the matrix
00 0 0 a 1
00 b ¢ 0 O
{0 b 0 0 0 O
Go=lo ¢cod 0 0
a 000 3 O
1.0 0 0 0 O

where a,c € R, b € R* and d > 0. A straightforward calculations using 2.I) shows that, the
only non vanishing Levi-Civita products are

1 a N 2 N c c 1 N 1 N a
X1 X1 =—=X— |-+ ——|x —X4, X1.X3 = —— X3 — —X —X —~X6,
PR\ T a) Y  bd™t T T 2bd™ T 247 T 2T 270
X1.X3 = X6, X1.X4 = 2—[9)@, X1.X5 = X5.X1 = —@x% X2.X4 = §x6, X2.X5 = X5.X2 = @X@
_c 1 1 N a 1 1
X2.X1 = ZbdX3 2d)C4 2)C5 2)66, X4.X1 = 2bx3, X4.X2 = 2x6.

One can verify that for any x,y € L¢, we have Ly, = [Lx, Ly], which shows that (L%, ( , Y)
is flat. The following Theorem shows that this example, is the only non trivial one such that
dim Z(g) N Z(g)* = 1.

Let (g,( , )) be a flat pseudo-Euclidean 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra of signature (2,7 — 2).
According to theorem[3.1] the dimension of Z(g) N Z(g)* is 1 or 2.

Theorem 6.1. A 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra g admits a flat pseudo-Euclidean metric of signa-
ture (2,n — 2) such that dim Z(g) N Z(a)* = 1 if and only if § is an extension trivial of H; or g is
an extension trivial of Lg. Furthermore, in the second case, the restriction of the metric to L‘6l is
gving by (., o.

Proof. If dim Z(g) N Z(g)* = 1, then we can split g as
g=7Z ®Re® B; @ Re,

where Z(g) = Z;®Re, Z(g)* = Re® By, span{e, &} = (Z; ® By)*, (e, e) = (¢,&) = 0 and (e, &) = 1.
We have two cases:
First case: { , )/p,xp, is positive or negative definite. Then according to proposition 5.4}

dim B; = 1 and g is an extension trivial of H3.
11



Second case: ( , )/pxp, is Lorentzian. Then dimB; > 2. For any z,7’ € Z(g), we have
(z.e,7'.€) = 0, then R;(Z(g)) is a totally isotropic subspace. Since Rz(Z(g)) C By and (By,{, )/B,x5,)
is Lorentzian, then there exists an isotropic vector by € B; and a covector 4 € Z(g)* such that
z.e = A(z)by for any z € Z(g).

Let x,y € Z(g)*. Recall that x.y = %[x,y] and {[x,y], [x,y]) = 0. Since Z,; is Euclidean then
[x,y] € Z(g) N Z(g)*. Choose a basis {by, b, b1,...,b,} of By such that {by,...,b,} is orthonor-
mal, span{bg, b} and span{by, ..., b,} are orthogonal, b is isotropic and {bo, b) = 1. Then for any
i€{0,1,...,r}, we have from .I)

1
([e,bil.e, by = —§<[E, bil, e, bil).

On the other hand, we have {([e, b;].e, bi) = {1([e, b;]) bo, b;) = 0, then [e, b;] € Z(g) N Z(g)*.
We can write from the condition of flatness, for any x,y,z € g

[x,¥].z = x.(y.2) — y.(x.2). (6.1)

If we take x = ¢ and y = z = by, we get bg.(e.bg) = 0. Leti € {0, 1,...,r}, since e.by € Z(g)* and
<E-b07 bl) = _% [b07 bi]7é>’ thus

] r
2.bo = ae + by~ 5 ) (lbo.bil.2),
i=1

where a, 3 € R. Tt follows that by.(2.bo) = —+ 1_ ([bo, bil, &)[bo, bil, thus X ([bo, bil, &) = 0
which implies that [by, b;] = 0 forany i € {0, 1,...,r}.

If we take in (@I, x = &, y = bp and z = b we get by.(2.b) = 0. Using the fact that bg.u = 0 for
any u € Z(g), we deduce that bo.(2.b) = —i([l_), bol, @)[b, bo], thus [b, by] = 0. Similarly, for any
ie{l,...,r},if wetake in (6.I), x = 2 and y = z = ¢; we get

1 r
0=bi@b) =~ Z([b;,bj], &lbi, bjl,

=1

thus [b;, b;] = Oforany i, j € {1, ..., r}. It follows that span{by, b1, . . ., b,} is abelian and [b, bl =
0. We put
[e,b;] = aje, [,b] = ae + 20, [b,b;] = Bie,

where a;, 8, € R, z0 € Zy and i = 0, 1,...,r. If we take in (@I), x =eandy = z = b we get
20.b = —b(e.b), then 3z9.b — 1 37_| e = 0, which implies that

320,200 = ) L. (6.2)
i=1

We have dimB; > 3. In fact, if dimB; = 2 then B, = span{by, b} and (6.2) implies that
Zo = 0. Then the Lie brackets are reduced to [¢, ;] = a;e and [¢,b] = ae, and as in the proof
of proposition[3.4 we can deduce that dim B; = 1, which is a contradiction. The same argument
shows that zo # 0. Then there exists i € {1,...,r} such that 5; # 0. To simplify, we can suppose
that 8, # 0, and we have also @y # 0 because by ¢ Z(g).

Let us show that dim B; = 3. In fact, if dim B; > 4, then we put for any i > 4,

bi =bi- &bl - (7%81 — alﬂi)bo,
Bi aoBi



and we can verify easly that [b], x] = 0 for any x € g. Thus b} € Z(g) which contradicts the fact
that Z(g) N By = {0}. We putx; =e, x; = 1_9, X3 = Z—g, X4 = ,B_llbl — by, x5 = ae+zp and x¢ = e.

Then the only non vanishing brackets on g are

@)

Biao

[x1,x2] = x5, [x1, x3] = [x2, x4] = X6.

It follows that g is an extension trivial of L‘6‘. Furthermore, with the condition (6.2), one can verify
that the restriction of the metric to L‘61 is given by (, )o. Conversely, if g splits orthogonaly into
g=2 @L‘g, where Z; C Z(g) and the restriction of the metric to L‘g is (, Yo, and the restriction to
Z, is Euclidean, then (g, ( , )) is a flat pseudo-Euclidean 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra of signature
(2,n—2) and dim Z(g) N Z(g)* = 1. |

Corollary 6.1. The Heisenberg Lie algebra Hyi,1 admits a flat pseudo-Euclidean metric of
signature (2,n — 2) if and only if k = 1.

Proof. Since Z(Ho41) = 1, thenif g = Hoiyy admits such metric then we have dim Z(g)NZ(g)* =
1. This gives the result, by virtue of Theorem[6.1] O

Remark 3. In theorem[6.1) if g is an extension trivial of H;, then ¢ = Z, ® H; and the metric
(, ) has one of the following form:

o The restriction of { , ) to Z, is Euclidean and its restriction to Hs is given by the matix

0 0 «a
0 -1 0 |, wherea € R.
a 0 O

o The restriction of { , ) to Z, is Lorentzian and its restriction to Hj is given by the matix

0 0 «
0 1 O [, wherea € R.
a 0 0

Theorem 6.2. A 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra g admits a flat pseudo-Euclidean metric  , ) of
signature (2,n — 2) such that dimZ(g) N Z(g)* = 2 if and only if there exist an orthonormal

vectors {by,...,b} in g, a linearly independent isotropic vectors {e}, ey, ez, &} in {by,...,b}",
where {e1,ey) = (e1,er) = (€1,e2) = (e1,e2) = 0 and {(e|,e1) = {(er,er) = 1, such that for any
i €{l,...,k} the only non vanishing brackets are

[er,e2] = <o,

[e1,bi] = el + Bies, (6.3)

[e2,b]] = vyier + e,

where a;, Bi, Vi, 0; € R, and

k
30,200 = Y (i +B)” — daid. (6.4)
i=1
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Proof. According to proposition[3.3] Z(g)* is abelian, and we can split g into
g = Z; @ span{ey, e2} © B © span{é|, &>}, (6.5)

where Z(g) = Z; @ spanfe;, ez}, Z(g)* = spanle;,er} ® By, (Z; ® B))* = span{ey, e, &1, &5},
span{e;, é,} is totally isotropic, {e;,ez) = (ei,€2) = (€1,e2) = (€1,é2) = 0 and (e;,e;) =
(er,83) = 1.

In the proof of proposition[3.3] we have shown that for any x,y € Z(g)* and k € {1,2}, [x,y]
and [eg, x] are in Z(g) N Z(g)*. Let {by,...,b,} be an orthonormal basis of B;. Then, the non
vanishing brackets are:

[er,e2] = <z,
[e1,bi]] = aje; +Bie,
[e2,b]] = vyier + e,

where 79 € Z(g), @, Bi,vi,6; € Rand i = 1,...,r. From (2.]) and the Lie brackets above, we
have for any u € Z(g) and v € Z(g)*, u.v = 0. Recall that (g,( , )) is flat if and only if for any
X,y,2€4

L@ = [Lo L] @), (6.6)

Let x € Z(g) + Z(g)*, v,z € gand i € {1,2}. We have (y.z,¢;) = 0, then y.z € Z(g) + Z(g)*. Thus
x.(y.z) = (y.2).x = 0. On the other hand, we have x.y, y.x € Z(g) N Z(g)*. Thus (x.y).z = (y.x).z =
0. It follows that if one of the vectors x,y or z is in Z(g) + Z(g)*, then (6.6) is satisfied. Thus
(¢,¢, ») is flat if and only if

Lz, 2,081 — [Le, Ley | @1 = Lig, 2,082 — [Le,, Ley | 2 = 0.

Straithforward calculations using (Z.I) give

r

1 1 I «
20.61 = _§<ZO7ZO>@27 é.e; = —5%7 5 ;(,8[ +vi)bi, €., = — Za’ibi,

i=1

1 1
eb; = aje; + E(,Bi +vi)es, éxb; = E(ﬂi +vier + dier.

Thus the condition Lz, z,81 — [Lg,, Ls,] €1 = 0 is equivalent to (6.3). Similarly, we show that
the second condition Lz, 5,12 — [Lz,, Lz, ] @2 = 0 is also equivalent to (6.3). This completes the
proof. (|

Corollary 6.2. If a 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra g admits a flat pseudo-Euclidean metric of sig-
nature (2,n — 2), then dim[g, g] < 3.

Examples

In this section, we show that any 6-dimensional 2-step nilpotent Lie algebra, which is not
an extension trivial of #s, admits a flat pseudo-Euclidean metric of signature (2,n — 2), where
Hs is a S-dimensional Heisenberg Lie algebra. For this, we use the table below which give all
6-dimensional 2-step nilpotent Lie algebras (see [, pp.3]). Note that Hs (resp. H3) is denoted
in this table by L‘S‘ (resp. L3).

14



Lie algebra

Nonzero commutators

Ly ®3L,
Lie L
L;l @ L
Ly @ Ls
Lo
L(-1)

L

X1, X2] = X3
X1, X2] = x3, [x1,X4] = x5
x1,x3] = x5, [x2,x4] = x5

X1, X2] = Xxs,

x1,x3] = X6, [x2,X4] = X6

x1,x3] = x5, [x1,X4] = X6, [x2, x4] = x5, [X2,x3] = =X
X1, x3] = X, [x1,X2] = x4, [x2, x3] = x5

[

[ [

[ [

[x1, X2] = x3, [x4, X5] = X6
[ [

[ [

[ [

The result is evident for L3 & 3L, and L‘g (theorem[6.1)). Let( , ) be a pseudo-Euclidean metric
of signature (2, n — 2) given by the matrix

01 00
1 0 0 O
0 0 0 1
(o= 0010
0 0 0O
0 0 0O

S = OO OO

- o O o oo

Using theorem[6.2] let us show that, for all those Lie algebras L; oL, Lz L, Lg(—l) and Lg
there exists a basis B such that the metric given in B by (, ) is flat.

e For L; ® L, with our notations we put B = {e|, é;, ez, &, 20, b1} where e = x¢, ] = x1,
er = X5, 8 = Xz, 20 = X3 and by = x4. One can verify easly that in this basis, the Lie
brackets and the metric verify the conditions (&.3) and (6.4), thus (L; eL,(, )) is flat.

e For L; @ L3, we put B = {ey, ey, es, 2>, b1, by} where ¢,
b] = X1 and bz = Xs.

e For LZ(—l), we put B = {ey, ey, ez, &, b1, by} where e

) = Xp, b] = X4 and bz = —(3 + \/ﬁ))u — X3.

= X3, €] = X1, €2 = Xg, €2 = X4,

= X5 + Xg, &1 = X1, €2 = —2Xg,

e For L}, we put B = {e, &1, e2,2,20, b1} where e = x4, 8 = x1, € = 2x5,8 = x3,20 = X6

and b] = X2.

3

For g = Lg ® L, it is clear that this algebra can not admit flat pseudo-Euclidean metric of
signature (2, n — 2) such that dim Z(g) N Z(g)* = 1 (theorem[6.1). Suppose that it admits such
metric with dim Z(g) N Z(g)* = 2 (theorem[6.2)). We have dim[g, g] = 1 and dim Z(g) = 2. Then
dim Z(g)* = 4 and dim By = 2. Put [g, g] = Rej, thus the Lie brackets satisfy

[e1,8:] = aey, [&1,bi] = ajer, [e2,b;]] = yier, i =1,2.

The condition (6.4) implies that y; = ¥, = 0. Then @, a;,a; € R*. The fact that « = 0, for
example, implies that &, € Z(g). Put b} = b, - Z—Tbl, then b/, € Z(g), which is a contradiction. It

follows that L‘S1 @® L, can not admit flat pseudo-Euclidean metrics of signature (2, n — 2).
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