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Abstract

Working over an arbitrary field of characteristic different from 2, we extend the Skjelbred-
Sund method to compatible Lie algebras and give a full classification of nilpotent compatible Lie
algebras up to dimension 4. In case the base field is cubically closed, we find that there are three
isomorphism classes and a one-parameter family in dimension 3, and 10 isomorphism classes, 7
one-parameter families and two 2-parameter families in dimension 4.

1 Introduction

A compatible Lie algebra is a vector space g endowed with two Lie products [−,−] and {−,−}
such that any linear combination λ [−,−] + µ {−,−} is still a Lie product, or equivalently, such
that the following identity holds for any x, y, z ∈ g (see Proposition 2.1)

{[x, y] , z}+ {[y, z] , x}+ {[z, x] , y}

+ [{x, y} , z] + [{y, z} , x] + [{z, x} , y] = 0.

Compatible Lie algebras are considered in many fields in mathematics and mathematical physics,
such as the study of the classical Yang-Baxter equation [8], integrable equations of the principal
chiral model type [6], elliptic theta functions [18], and loop algebras over Lie algebras [7].

When, instead of considering general linear combinations λ [−,−] + µ {−,−} of the products,
one fixes λ = 1, the resulting product can be seen as an infinitesimal deformation of [−,−]. This
follows by observing that the above identity is simply the cocycle identity for the adjoint module.
Thus, the study of compatible Lie algebras is also connected with deformation theory.

In a broader sense, bi-Hamiltonian structures play an essential role in the theory of integrable
systems from mathematical physics. Such structures correspond to pairs of compatible Poisson
brackets defined on the same manifold. In [5], the authors have studied the operads of compatible
Lie algebras and bi-Hamiltonian algebras.

This notion is a particular case of the idea of compatible algebraic structures. Two algebraic
structures of the same type (i.e. both associative algebras, Lie algebras, Leibniz algebras, etc.)
(V, ◦) and (V, ∗) with the same underlying vector space are said to be compatible if (V, λ · ◦+µ · ∗)
has the same algebraic structure as the first ones for any scalars λ, µ. Some non-Lie examples
in the literature include compatible associative algebras in [17] and [19], compatible associative
bialgebras in [16], compatible Lie bialgebras in [22] and compatible Leibniz algebras in [15] and
[23]. General compatible structures have been studied from an operadic point of view in [21].
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As these algebraic structures are of interest, one of the first problems to consider is their
classification. In this paper, we will restrict ourselves to the classification of nilpotent compatible
Lie algebras.

Generalisations of the method developed by Skjelbred–Sund in [20] – originally in regard to
classifying nilpotent Lie algebras – have been recently used to great effect for many kinds of
extension problems. The original method and its generalisations allow one to classify central
extensions of a given variety and consequently to obtain a classification of the nilpotent algebras
up to a given dimension, as nilpotent algebras can always be obtained via central extensions of
lower dimensional ones. Some of the varieties of algebras and types of extensions which have
been classified using generalisations of the Skjelbred–Sund method are the following (we make
no attempt at giving a complete list): associative algebras up to dimension 4 in [4], nilpotent
Lie algebras up to dimension 6 in [3], nilpotent Jordan algebras up to dimension 5 in [9], central
extensions of null-filiform and naturally graded filiform non-Lie Leibniz algebras in [2], nilpotent
Malcev algebras up to dimension 6 in [10], alternative, left alternative, Jordan, bicommutative,
left commutative, assosymmetric, Novikov and left symmetric central extensions of null filiform
associative algebras in [13], nilpotent anticommutative algebras up to dimension 6 in [12], nilpotent
algebras up to dimension 4 in [11] and nilpotent Poisson algebras up to dimension 4 in [1]. This
last reference is particularly interesting for us, as Poisson algebras are algebraic structures with
two products, as are compatible Lie algebras, and the specifics of the method we use are more
closely related to this case.

This article is organised as follows. In Section 2, we give the basic definitions related to
compatible Lie algebras. In Section 3, we start by defining the property of nilpotency in the
compatible Lie algebra setting. We proceed by defining the notion of central extensions and 2-
cocycles, and then showing that any nilpotent compatible Lie algebra can be seen as a central
extension of a lower dimensional one. Then we pose the problem of classifying extensions up to
isomorphism and consider a generalisation of the Skjelbred–Sund method, proving the necessary
results to show that it is a suitable tool for tackling the isomorphism question and thus for
classifying nilpotent compatible Lie algebras. These preliminary sections come together in Section
4, where we use the method to obtain a complete classification of nilpotent compatible Lie algebras
up to dimension 4.

2 Preliminaries

In this section we start by defining compatible Lie algebras and the basics about them. We let K

be an arbitrary field of characteristic different from 2.

Proposition 2.1. Let g = (g, [−,−]) and g
˜

= (g, {−,−}) be two Lie algebras over the same
vector space g. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) (g, J−,−K) is a Lie algebra, where Jx, yK = [x, y] + {x, y} for all x, y ∈ g;

(ii) (g, J−,−Kλ,λ′) is a Lie algebra for all λ, λ′ ∈ K, where Jx, yKλ,λ′ = λ [x, y] + λ′ {x, y} for all
x, y ∈ g;

(iii) The following identity (named the mixed Jacobi identity) holds for all x, y, z ∈ g:

{[x, y] , z}+ {[y, z] , x}+ {[z, x] , y}

+ [{x, y} , z] + [{y, z} , x] + [{z, x} , y] = 0.
(2.1)

With this we have the definition of compatible Lie algebras.

Definition 2.2. A compatible Lie algebra is a triple (g, [−,−] , {−,−}), where g = (g, [−,−]) and
g
˜
= (g, {−,−}) are Lie algebras satisfying any of the three equivalent conditions in Proposition

2.1.

Definition 2.3. A compatible Lie algebra homomorphism between two compatible Lie algebras
(g, [−,−]

g
, {−,−}

g
) and (h, [−,−]

h
, {−,−}

h
) is a linear map ϕ : g → h which is a Lie algebra

homomorphism between g and h, and a Lie algebra homomorphism between g
˜

and h
˜
.

Remark 2.4. This does not imply that ϕ is a homomorphism between g and h
˜

or vice-versa,
which leads us to the next definition.
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Definition 2.5. A skew-homomorphism between two compatible Lie algebras (g, [−,−]
g
, {−,−}

g
)

and (h, [−,−]
h
, {−,−}

h
) is a linear map ϕ : g → h which is a Lie algebra homomorphism between

g and h
˜
, and a Lie algebra homomorphism between g

˜
and h.

As usual, an invertible homomorphism is an isomorphism and an invertible skew-homomorphism
is a skew-isomorphism. We write:

• g ∼= h if g and h are isomorphic;

• g ∼= h if g and h are skew-isomorphic;

• g ∼=∼ h if g and h are both isomorphic and skew-isomorphic, calling these ambi-isomorphic.

Definition 2.6. Let (g, [−,−] , {−,−}) be a compatible Lie algebra. If we switch the order of
the brackets, the resulting structure (g, {−,−} , [−,−]) is still a compatible Lie algebra, which we
denote by gs. It is clear that g ∼= gs via the identity map. We denote the fact that two algebras
are switch copies of one another by h = gs.

As expected, there is a notion of subalgebra and ideal.

Definition 2.7. A subalgebra of a compatible Lie algebra g is a vector subspace of g which is
closed for both products. An ideal i of a compatible Lie algebra g is a vector subspace such that
[i, g] , {i, g} ⊆ i.

It holds true that the kernel of a homomorphism is an ideal of the domain and that the image
of a homomorphism is a subalgebra of the codomain. The notion of quotient is well defined and
the usual isomorphism theorems hold.

Definition 2.8. The centre of a compatible Lie algebra g, denoted by Z(g), is the ideal defined
by

Z(g) = {x ∈ g | [x, g] = 0 = {x, g}} = Z(g) ∩ Z(g
˜
).

Definition 2.9. A compatible Lie algebra is said to be abelian if both its products are trivial, or
equivalently, if it is equal to its centre.

Remark 2.10. It is clear that an isomorphism ϕ : g
∼=

−→ h maps Z(g) to Z(h) and Z(g
˜
) to Z(h

˜
),

and thus it also maps Z(g) to Z(h). In the same way, a skew-isomorphism maps Z(g) to Z(h
˜
)

and Z(g
˜
) to Z(h), and therefore it also maps Z(g) to Z(h).

Some examples

We provide some examples for gaining information.

Example 2.11 (A trivial example). Given a Lie algebra (g, [−,−]), any multiple of its Lie
product is still a Lie product. Thus, setting {−,−} = λ [−,−], we obtain a compatible Lie
algebra (g, [−,−] , {−,−}).

Example 2.12 (A not-so-trivial example). Let g be a three-dimensional vector space generated
by x, y, z. Define the following products:

[x, y] = z, z ∈ Z(g), and

{x, y} = z, {x, z} = 2x, {y, z} = −2y.

It is clear that the structures g and g
˜

are Lie algebras: g is the Heisenberg Lie algebra of dimension
3, and g

˜
= sl2.

To check that this pair of products is compatible, we only need to check the mixed Jacobi
identity on distinct basis elements. We compute

{[x, y] , z}+ {[y, z] , x}+ {[z, x] , y} = {z, z}+ {0, x}+ {0, y} = 0;

[{x, y} , z] + [{y, z} , x] + [{z, x} , y] = [z, z] + [−2y, x] + [−2x, y] = 0 + 2z − 2z = 0;

and thus, the mixed Jacobi identity, being the sum of the two expressions above, is equal to zero.

3



Example 2.13 (A non-example). An obvious question is whether any two Lie products on the
same vector space are compatible. This is false, as can be seen by the following non-example. Let
g be a three-dimensional vector space generated by x, y, z. Define the following products:

[x, y] = x, z ∈ Z(g), and

{x, y} = z, {x, z} = 2x, {y, z} = −2y.

It is clear that the structures g and g
˜

are Lie algebras: g = g2 ⊕Kz, where g2 is the non-abelian
Lie algebra of dimension two, and g

˜
= sl2. But this pair of products is not compatible:

{[x, y] , z}+ {[y, z] , x}+ {[z, x] , y} = {x, z}+ {0, x}+ {0, y} = 2y;

[{x, y} , z] + [{y, z} , x] + [{z, x} , y] = [z, z] + [−2y, x] + [−2x, y] = 2x− 2x = 0.

Example 2.14. Another question which may arise is whether two compatible Lie algebras are
isomorphic if their component Lie algebras are isomorphic. This example shows that this is not
true.

Let h be a three-dimensional vector space generated by x, y, z. Define the following two pairs
of products:

[x, y]1 = z, z ∈ Z(h
1
), and {x, y}1 = z, z ∈ Z(h

˜
1);

[x, y]2 = z, z ∈ Z(h
2
), and {x, z}2 = y, y ∈ Z(h

˜
2).

It is an easy exercise to check that both pairs of products are compatible (as before, in dimension
3 we only need to check the mixed Jacobi identity once, using all distinct basis vectors). We have
that, as Lie algebras, h

1
, h
˜
1, h

2
and h

˜
2 are all isomorphic to the three-dimensional Heisenberg Lie

algebra. However, Z(h1) = 〈z〉 and Z(h2) = 0, so h1 6∼= h2.

3 Compatible structure theory

In what follows, all algebras and vector spaces are assumed to be finite dimensional.

3.1 Nilpotent compatible Lie algebras

Definition 3.1. Let s and t be two subspaces of a compatible Lie algebra g. We define the
commutator Js, tK of s and t as

Js, tK = [s, t] + {s, t} = span
K
{[s, t] , {s, t} | s ∈ s, t ∈ t} .

Remark 3.2. Whenever i and j are ideals of g, their commutator Ji, jK is a subalgebra. Moreover,
if we take an ideal i, then Jg, iK is an ideal.

Next, we define the lower and upper central series. We follow this definition with the usual
conditions which characterise nilpotency.

Definition 3.3. Given a compatible Lie algebra g, we define the lower central series

Z0(g) ⊇ Z1(g) ⊇ · · · ⊇ Zn(g) ⊇ · · ·

by setting
Z0(g) := g, Zi(g) := Jg,Zi−1(g)K , for i > 0,

and the upper central series

Z0(g) ⊆ Z1(g) ⊆ · · · ⊆ Zn(g) ⊆ · · ·

by setting

Z0(g) = {0} , Zi(g)/Zi−1(g) = Z
(
g/Zi−1(g)

)
, for i > 0.

Lemma 3.4. The following conditions are equivalent:

4



(i) Zn(g) = {0} for sufficiently large n;

(ii) Zn(g) = g for sufficiently large n.

(iii) There is a decreasing sequence of ideals of g

g0 ⊇ g1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ gn,

where g0 = g, gn = {0}, and Jg, giK ⊆ gi+1 for all 0 ≤ i < n.

(iv) Any product (x0, (x1, · · · (xn−1, xn))) involving n + 1 elements is equal to zero, where each
(−,−) might be either [−,−] or {−,−}.

The proof of this result is entirely analogous to the classical case and is thus omitted.

Definition 3.5. A compatible Lie algebra is said to be nilpotent if it satisfies any of the equivalent
conditions of Lemma 3.4.

A direct consequence of this definition is the following observation.

Lemma 3.6. Let g be a compatible Lie algebra. If g 6= 0, then g has non-trivial centre. Moreover,
g is nilpotent if and only if g/Z(g) is nilpotent.

It is clear that if g is a nilpotent compatible Lie algebra, then both g and g
˜

are nilpotent Lie

algebras, as Zn(g),Zn(g
˜
) ⊆ Zn(g). The obvious question now is whether the converse holds. A

previous example provides a counterexample.

Example 3.7. Let h be a three-dimensional vector space generated by x, y, z. Define the following
products:

[x, y] = z, z ∈ Z(h), and {x, z} = y, y ∈ Z(h
˜
).

Each of the component Lie algebras is a copy of the Heisenberg Lie algebra, which is nilpotent.
But the centre of h is zero, thus h cannot be nilpotent.

3.2 The classification problem

Here, we present the definitions and results which will lead to a full classification in low dimensions
of the variety of nilpotent compatible Lie algebras. What follows is essentially a rephrasing of [1,
Section 2], generalising the method used by Skjelbred and Sund in [20] to algebras with two
products.

Central extensions and cocycles

Definition 3.8. A central extension of a compatible Lie algebra g by V is a short exact sequence
of compatible Lie algebras of the form

0 V e g 0,i p

where i(V ) ⊆ Z(e). In particular, V is an abelian compatible Lie algebra and e/i(V ) ∼= g.

Remark 3.9. As vector spaces, e ∼= g⊕V . We will interchangeably use the notation for external
or internal direct sum. Thus, an element in g ⊕ V can be written both as (x, u) or x + u, with
x ∈ g and u ∈ V .

Definition 3.10. A 2-cocycle of g with values in a vector space V is a pair ω = (ω, ω
˜
) of

alternating bilinear maps ω, ω
˜
: g× g → V which satisfy, for all x, y, z ∈ g,

ω([x, y] , z) + ω([z, x] , y) + ω([y, z] , x) = 0, ω
˜
({x, y} , z) + ω

˜
({z, x} , y) + ω

˜
({y, z} , x) = 0, and

ω({x, y} , z) + ω({z, x} , y) + ω({y, z} , x) + ω
˜
([x, y] , z) + ω

˜
([z, x] , y) + ω

˜
([y, z] , x) = 0.

We denote the space of 2-cocycles by Z2(g, V ).

Remark 3.11. One can see that the cocycle identities are nothing more than the Jacobi identities
which characterise compatible Lie algebras.
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We may use 2-cocycles to define central extensions. When we restrict to the nilpotent case,
this will be the basis for our classification method.

Definition 3.12. Given a compatible Lie algebra g and a cocycle ω ∈ Z2(g, V ), we can construct
a central extension of g by V as follows. We set gω = g⊕ V and define the products

[(x, u), (y, v)]ω = ([x, y] , ω(x, y)) ,

{(x, u), (y, v)}ω =
(
{x, y} , ω

˜
(x, y)

)
,

where x, y ∈ g and u, v ∈ V . We further take i : V → gω to be the inclusion and p : gω → g to be
the projection, with respect to the decomposition gω = g⊕ V .

From the definition, it is clear that indeed gω is a compatible Lie algebra: the Jacobi identities
are a result of the defining cocycle identities (see Remark 3.11). Moreover, it is also trivial to
check that V ⊆ Z(gω). We can refine this by introducing the notion of the annihilator of a cocycle.

Definition 3.13. For a cocycle ω = (ω, ω
˜
) ∈ Z2(g, V ), we define ann(ω) = ann(ω) ∩ ann(ω

˜
),

where, for an alternating bilinear map β : g × g → V , ann(β) = {x ∈ g | β(x, y) = 0, ∀y ∈ g}.
Then, Z(gω) = (Z(g) ∩ ann(ω))⊕ V . We will use this fact throughout.

Definition 3.14. If a central extension e of g by V is such that i(V ) = Z(e), we say it is a full
central extension.

Thus, the central extension gω is full if and only if Z(g) ∩ ann(ω) = 0. If this holds, we say
the cocycle ω is admissible.

The next proposition shows that any nonzero nilpotent compatible Lie algebra can be seen as
a full central extension of a smaller one.

Proposition 3.15. Let g be a compatible Lie algebra. Then there always exists a compatible Lie
algebra h such that g is a full central extension of h, and moreover, h is unique up to isomorphism.

Proof. The following is a full central extension

0 Z(g) g h := g/Z(g) 0.i p

Moreover, given another full central extension

0 Z(g) g h′ 0,i′ p′

exactness ensures that h′ ∼= g/Z(g) = h.

In particular, if g is nonzero, finite-dimensional, and nilpotent, then by Lemma 3.6 Z(g) 6= 0,
so h = g/Z(g) is nilpotent and dim h < dim g.

Theorem 3.16. Let g be a nilpotent compatible Lie algebra and let h = g/Z(g). Then the
extension of Proposition 3.15 can be seen as an extension hω by a cocycle ω ∈ Z2(h, Z(g)).

Proof. In this proof, unadorned products will always refer to g.

Consider the extension 0 Z(g) g h 0,i p
where i is the inclusion and

p the canonical epimorphism.
Fix a vector space decomposition g = h′ ⊕ Z(g) such that p|h′ : h′ → h is a vector space

isomorphism. Let j := p|h′
−1 and define a cocycle ω = (ω, ω

˜
) ∈ Z2(h, Z(g)) by

ω(x, y) = [j(x), j(y)]− j([x, y]
h
),

ω
˜
(x, y) = {j(x), j(y)} − j({x, y}

h
),

where x, y ∈ h. These maps have values in g, but note that

p(ω(x, y)) = [p ◦ j(x), p ◦ j(y)]
h
− p ◦ j([x, y]

h
) = [x, y]

h
− [x, y]

h
= 0,

and thus ω(x, y) ∈ Z(g); similarly, ω
˜
(x, y) ∈ Z(g).

The fact that ω = (ω, ω
˜
) is alternating and satisfies the cocycles identities follows from the

Jacobi identities in g and h and the linearity of j.
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We now construct hω. For x, y ∈ h and u, v ∈ Z(g), we have

[(x, u), (y, v)]ω = [x, y]
h
+ ω(x, y) = [x, y]

h
+ [j(x), j(y)]− j([x, y]

h
),

and similarly for {−,−}ω.
Consider the vector space isomorphism

Φ := j ⊕ idZ(g) : hω = h⊕ Z(g) −→ g = h
′ ⊕ Z(g)

(x, u) 7−→ j(x) + u.

Then,

Φ
(
[(x, u), (y, v)]ω

)
= Φ

(
[x, y]

h︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈h

+ [j(x), j(y)]− j([x, y]
h
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈Z(g)

)

= j([x, y]
h
) + [j(x), j(y)]− j([x, y]

h
)

= [j(x), j(y)] = [j(x) + u, j(y) + v] = [Φ((x, u)),Φ((y, v))] .

And similarly for {−,−}, so Φ is an isomorphism of compatible Lie algebras.

Remark 3.17. In the setting of Theorem 3.16, Z(g) = Z(hω) = (Z(h) ∩ annω) ⊕ Z(g) so
Z(h) ∩ ann(ω) = 0.

The uniqueness of h in Proposition 3.15 can be rephrased as follows.

Theorem 3.18. Let gω and hθ be isomorphic full central extensions of nilpotent compatible Lie
algebras g and h. Then, g ∼= h. In particular, the spaces Z2(g, Z(gω)) and Z2(h, Z(hθ)) are
isomorphic and can be identified.

This sets us up perfectly to attempt a classification problem. Combining this result with
Lemma 3.6, we have the following corollaries.

Corollary 3.19. Any nonzero finite-dimensional nilpotent compatible Lie algebra can be seen
as a full central extension by cocycles of a nilpotent compatible Lie algebra of strictly smaller
dimension.

Iterating this, we obtain the following.

Corollary 3.20. Any finite-dimensional nilpotent compatible Lie algebra can be obtained via a
series of full central extensions by cocycles starting with the compatible Lie algebra of dimension
zero.

For a classification result, we need to be able to determine whether two extensions of the
same algebra are isomorphic. Once we have a suitable criterion or method, we are able to classify
nilpotent compatible Lie algebras up to a target dimension by starting with the compatible Lie
algebra of dimension zero and extending successively via full central extensions.

This motivates the following definitions and results.

Cohomology, actions and orbits

It is not too hard to verify that, if ϕ : g → V is a linear map, then the pair δϕ = (δϕ, δϕ
˜

) defined
by

δϕ(x, y) = ϕ([x, y]), δϕ
˜

(x, y) = ϕ({x, y})

is a 2-cocycle. These “special” cocycles are named coboundaries.

Definition 3.21. The vector subspace of Z2(g, V ) consisting of all coboundaries δϕ, for ϕ ∈
HomK(g, V ) is denoted by B2(g, V ).

Definition 3.22. The quotient vector space Z2(g, V )/B2(g, V ) is called the cohomology of degree
2 of g with values in V , and is denoted by H2(g, V ). We denote the cohomology class of a cocycle
ω ∈ Z2(g, V ) by [ω].

Remark 3.23. The general notion of cohomology is well defined for compatible Lie algebras (see,
for instance, [14]), and the above definition coincides with the general one.
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The next Lemma justifies the use of cohomology in this context.

Lemma 3.24. Let g be a compatible Lie algebra and V a vector space. Given two cocycles
ω, θ ∈ Z2(g, V ) such that [ω] = [θ], we have gω ∼= gθ.

Proof. If [ω] = [θ], then θ = ω+ δϕ for some linear function ϕ : g → V . It can be shown by direct
computation that the linear map ψ : gω → gθ defined as ψ((x, v)) := (x,ϕ(x)+ v) is a compatible
Lie algebra isomorphism.

In spite of Lemma 3.24, there may be some pairs of distinct cohomology classes yielding the
same isomorphism class after performing the corresponding central extensions.

We now introduce some more definitions and results, with the aim of finding a partial converse
of Lemma 3.24. Simple direct computations prove the following result.

Proposition 3.25. Let g be a compatible Lie algebra, V a vector space, and let Aut(g) denote the
group of automorphisms of g and GL(V ) denote the group of automorphisms of V . Then there is
a right action of Aut(g) on Z2(g, V ) and a left action of GL(V ) on Z2(g, V ) given by

(ωφ)(x, y) = ω (φ(x), φ(y)) , (3.1)

fω = (f ◦ ω, f ◦ ω
˜
), (3.2)

respectively, where ω ∈ Z2(g, V ), φ ∈ Aut(g), f ∈ GL(V ) and x, y ∈ g. Moreover, these actions
satisfy f(ωφ) = (fω)φ and are induced to H2(g, V ).

Remark 3.26. (i) Fixing a basis for g, the action of φ on ω is given by a change of basis
induced by φ. Thus, we may also compute ωφ by doing the matrix computation φtωφ;

(ii) The condition that a cocycle ω is admissible depends only on the Aut(g)-orbit of ω, since
automorphisms og g preserve Z(g).

These actions enable us to establish a criterion to ensure an isomorphism between extensions.

Theorem 3.27. Let g be a compatible Lie algebra and V a vector space. Let ω and θ be two
cocycles of Z2(g, V ) such that the corresponding central extensions are full (equivalently, Z(gω) =
Z(gθ) = V ). Under these conditions, gω ∼= gθ if and only if there exist φ ∈ Aut(g) and f ∈ GL(V )
such that [θφ] = [fω].

Proof. We start by proving the direct implication.
Suppose then that Φ : gω → gθ is an isomorphism. Since Z(gω) = Z(gθ) = V , we can consider

the restriction f := Φ|V ∈ GL(V ). We also consider the maps φ : g → g and ϕ : g → V defined as
follows.

Let i : g → gω be the canonical injection and let pg : gθ → g and pV : gθ → V be the canonical
projections. We set φ := pg ◦ Φ ◦ i and ϕ := pV ◦ Φ ◦ i. In other words, we have just defined f , φ
and ϕ so that, given (x, u) ∈ gω with x ∈ g and u ∈ V ,

Φ((x, u)) =
(
φ(x), ϕ(x) + f(u)

)
.

For x, y ∈ g, we have

Φ
(
[x, y]ω

)
= Φ(([x, y] , ω(x, y))) = (φ ([x, y]) , ϕ ([x, y]) + f (ω(x, y))) , and

[Φ(x),Φ(y)]θ = [(φ(x), ϕ(x)), (φ(y), ϕ(y))]θ = ([φ(x), φ(y)] , θ(φ(x), φ(y))) .

Since Φ is an isomorphism, we have that

θ(φ(x), φ(y)) = ϕ ([x, y]) + f (ω(x, y)) , and φ([x, y]) = [φ(x), φ(y)] ,

and in the same way, it is shown that

θ
˜
(φ(x), φ(y)) = ϕ ({x, y}) + f

(
ω
˜
(x, y)

)
, and φ({x, y}) = {φ(x), φ(y)} .

Thus, φ ∈ Aut(g) and, according to all the above definitions, we have θφ = δϕ+ fω, which is the
same as [θφ] = [fω], as we wanted to show.
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Conversely, assume that there exist φ ∈ Aut(g) and f ∈ GL(V ) such that [θφ] = [fω], so write
θφ = δϕ+ fω. We construct a map Φ : gω → gθ by setting Φ((x, u)) := (φ(x), ϕ(x) + f(u)), for
x ∈ g and u ∈ V . Reversing the above argument we see that Φ is an isomorphism.

In theory, this result already allows us to develop classification method. As we have already
discussed, for classifying the nilpotent compatible Lie algebras of dimension n (assuming we have
the classification up to dimension n − 1), we would simply consider the possible dimensions of
the centre 1, 2, . . . , n − 1. For each central dimension s we obtain any n-dimensional algebra by
extending one of the (n−s)-dimensional algebras already on our list, and with the above criterion
we could prevent duplicate classes of isomorphism.

In practice, it might still be quite complex to understand the actions of Aut(g) and GL(V )
on the cohomology group H2(g, V ). With this in mind, we restate the above criterion in a more
computational form.

Lemma 3.28. Let g be a compatible Lie algebra and V a vector space, and fix a basis {e1, . . . , es}
of V . Let ω = (ω, ω

˜
) ∈ Z2(g, V ). Then ω can be uniquely written as

ω(x, y) =
s∑

i=1

ωi(x, y)ei, ω
˜
(x, y) =

s∑

i=1

ω
˜i(x, y)ei,

where ωi = (ωi, ω˜i) ∈ Z2(g,K) for each i = 1, . . . , s. Moreover, ω ∈ B2(g, V ) if and only if
ωi ∈ B2(g,K) for each i = 1, . . . , s.

From now on, {e1, . . . , es} is a fixed basis of V .

Proof. The fact we can write ω(x, y) and ω
˜
(x, y) uniquely as stated is immediate, so we need only

prove that the component functions are in fact cocycles with values in K. We illustrate this with
one of the identities:

ω([x, y] , z) + ω([z, x] , y) + ω([y, z] , x)

=

s∑

i=1

ωi([x, y] , z)ei +

s∑

i=1

ωi([z, x] , y)ei +

s∑

i=1

ωi([y, z] , x)ei

=

s∑

i=1

(
ωi([x, y] , z) + ωi([z, x] , y) + ωi([y, z] , x)

)
ei;

Thus ω([x, y] , z) + ω([z, x] , y) + ω([y, z] , x) = 0 if and only if ωi([x, y] , z) + ωi([z, x] , y) +
ωi([y, z] , x) = 0 for all i.

The second part follows from a similar argument. If ϕ is a linear map from g to V , we can
write

δϕ (x, y) = ϕ([x, y]) =

s∑

i=1

ϕi([x, y])ei =

s∑

i=1

δϕi (x, y) ei,

where the ϕi are the component functions. This works the same for δϕ
˜

and these expressions show
that a cocycle is of the form δϕ if and only if each component is of the form δϕi, thus proving the
second assertion.

To make use of this lemma, we will need to impose some conditions on the algebras we are work-
ing with. This will lead to the following notion of algebras with central components, and the final
result will make it so that we will skip said algebras when we use the construction/classification
method. This will not be an issue, as we will see that the algebras we skip are easy to construct
and will not pose problems when it comes to identifying isomorphisms.

Definition 3.29. Let g be a compatible Lie algebra. A central component of g is a one-
dimensional ideal Kx where x ∈ Z(g) such that there is a subalgebra i satisfying g = i⊕Kx.

Remark 3.30. (i) The subalgebra i in the above definition satisfies Jg, gK ⊆ i, thus it is an
ideal.
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(ii) We might consider an alternative notion of central component by defining it as a nonzero
central ideal z such that g = i ⊕ z, for some subalgebra i of g. This is equivalent to the
previous definition.

(iii) The definition implies that, in the context of our construction method, the n-dimensional
nilpotent algebras with central components are constructed by taking the direct sum of each
(n−1)-dimensional nilpotent algebra with a one-dimensional central ideal. This justifies our
previous claim that these algebras may be skipped without posing problems, as they are not
pairwise isomorphic if we start with a list of (n− 1)-dimensional nilpotent algebras having
no isomorphic pairs.

Lemma 3.31. Let g be a compatible Lie algebra and V be a vector space. Let ω ∈ Z2(g, V ) such
that the corresponding central extension is full. Then, gω has a central component if and only
if the cohomology classes of the components ωi are linearly dependent in H2(g,K), or in other
words, the rank of span {[ω1] , [ω2] , . . . , [ωs]} ⊂ H2(g,K) is less than s.

Proof. Recall that ann(ω) ∩ Z(g) = 0 is equivalent to Z(gω) = V . For the direct implication,
assume gω has a central component Kv1 ⊆ V , and extend the element v1 to a basis {v1, v2, . . . , vs}
of V . There exists a change of basis matrix A = (aij) from the basis {e1, e2, . . . , es} to the basis
{v1, v2, . . . , vs}, that is,

ei =

s∑

j=1

aijvj .

We can rewrite the expressions in Lemma 3.28 as

ω(x, y) =

s∑

i,j=1

aijωi(x, y)vj , ω
˜
(x, y) =

s∑

i,j=1

aijω˜i
(x, y)vj .

We note that, since v1 6∈ Jgω, gωK and because ω(x, y) expresses the V component of the products
of x and y, the v1 component of ω(x, y) is equal to (0, 0). We can write that precisely as

s∑

i=1

ai1ωi(x, y) = 0,
s∑

i=1

ai1ω˜i(x, y) = 0,

for all x, y ∈ g, and this in turn can be rewritten as
∑s

i=1 ai1ωi = 0. This of course implies that∑s
i=1 ai1 [ωi] = 0 and so the cohomology classes are linearly dependent, as the first column of A

is nonzero,
Conversely, assume that the set {[ω1] , [ω2] , . . . , [ωs]} is linearly dependent. Reordering the

cocycles, we can assure that

[ωs] =

s−1∑

i=1

αi [ωi] ,

For scalars αi ∈ K. Define a new cocycle ω′ such that

ω′(x, y) =
s∑

i=1

ω′
i(x, y)ei, ω

˜
′(x, y) =

s∑

i=1

ω
˜
′
i(x, y)ei,

where ω′
i = ωi and ω

˜
′
i = ω

˜i for i = 1, . . . , s − 1, and ω′
s =

∑s−1
i=1 αiωi and ω

˜
′
s =

∑s−1
i=1 αiω˜i. It is

clear that [ω′] = [ω] and by Lemma 3.24, gω ∼= gω′ . We can write

ω′(x, y) =

s−1∑

i=1

ωi(x, y)wi, ω
˜
(x, y) =

s−1∑

i=1

ω
˜i
(x, y)wi,

where, for i = 1, . . . , s− 1, wi := ei + αies.
We can complete the set {w1, . . . , ws−1} to a basis {w1, . . . , ws−1, ws} and Kws is a central

component of gω′ , therefore gω also has a central component.

We can rephrase Theorem 3.27 in terms of the coordinate cocycles (with the caveat that we
have to exclude the algebras with central components).
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Theorem 3.32. Let g be a compatible Lie algebra and V be a vector space. Let ω, θ ∈ Z2(g, V ).
Suppose that gω has no central components and ann(ω)∩ Z(g) = ann(θ)∩ Z(g) = 0. Under these
conditions, gω ∼= gθ if and only if there exists φ ∈ Aut(g) such that span {[ωi] | 1 ≤ s ≤ n} =
span {[θiφ] | 1 ≤ s ≤ n} ⊆ H2(g,K), where the components ωi and θi are the ones introduced in
Lemma 3.28.

Proof. Suppose first that gω ∼= gθ. By Theorem 3.27, there exist φ ∈ Aut(g) and f ∈ GL(V )
such that [θφ] = [fω]. Write f(ei) =

∑s
j=1 aijej . We compute the following

(θφ− fω)(x, y) =

s∑

j=1

(θjφ)(x, y)ej − f

(
s∑

i=1

ωi(x, y)ei

)
(3.3)

=

s∑

j=1

(θjφ)(x, y)ej −

s∑

i=1

s∑

j=1

aijωi(x, y)ej

=
s∑

j=1

(
θjφ−

s∑

i=1

aijωi

)
(x, y)ej ,

and the computation for the pair ω
˜

and θ
˜

is analogous. So, in the end, we can write

(θφ− fω)(x, y) =

s∑

j=1

(
θjφ−

s∑

i=1

aijωi

)
(x, y)ej . (3.4)

By Lemma 3.28, since θφ − fω ∈ B2(g, V ), each component θjφ −
∑s

i=1 aijωi ∈ B2(g,K). This
can be rewritten as

[θjφ] =

s∑

i=1

aij [ωi] ∈ H2(g,K), for each j = 1, . . . , s,

and in turn this means that span {[ωi] | 1 ≤ s ≤ n} = span {[θiφ] | 1 ≤ s ≤ n} ⊆ H2(g,K), as we
wanted to show.

Conversely, now suppose that span {[ωi] | 1 ≤ s ≤ n} = span {[θiφ] | 1 ≤ s ≤ n} ⊆ H2(g,K).
Since gω has no central components, the [ωi] are linearly independent by Lemma 3.31, and there
is an invertible matrix (aij) such that

[θiφ] =

s∑

j=1

aij [ωj ] , for i = 1, . . . , s

or equivalently,

θiφ−
s∑

j=1

aijωj ∈ B2(g,K), for i = 1, . . . , s.

We now define a map f ∈ GL(V ) by setting f(ei) :=
∑s

j=1 aijej , and just as in (3.3) and in (3.4)
we compute

(θφ− fω)(x, y) =

s∑

j=1

(
(θiφ)ej −

s∑

i=1

aijωi

)
(x, y)ej .

Again by Lemma 3.28 but arguing in the opposite direction, we conclude that [θφ] = [fω]. By
Theorem 3.27, we conclude that gω ∼= gθ.

Now we are finally ready to introduce the remaining concepts and results in order to get a
characterisation of the isomorphism classes of extensions in terms of orbits of the Aut(g) action.

Denote by Gs(H
2(g,K)) the Grassmannian consisting of the subspaces of H2(g,K) of dimen-

sion s, and introduce an Aut(g) action in this space in the obvious way: given φ ∈ Aut(g) and

W = span ([ω1] , [ω2] , . . . , [ωs]) ∈ Gs(H
2(g,K)),

we define
Wφ = span ([ω1φ] , [ω2φ] , . . . , [ωsφ]) ∈ Gs(H

2(g,K)).
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Lemma 3.33. Let g be a compatible Lie algebra and let

W1 = span ([ω1] , [ω2] , . . . , [ωs]) ,W2 = span ([θ1] , [θ2] , . . . , [θs]) ∈ Gs(H
2(g,K)).

If W1 =W2, then
s⋂

i=1

ann(ωi) ∩ Z(g) =

s⋂

i=1

ann(θi) ∩ Z(g).

Proof. If W1 =W2, there is an invertible matrix (aij) such that

[θi] =
s∑

j=1

aij [ωj ] , for i = 1, . . . , s.

Thus, for some maps ϕi : g → K,

θi =

s∑

j=1

aijωj + δϕi, for i = 1, . . . , s.

Expanding, this means that

θi(x, y) =

s∑

i=1

aijωj(x, y) + ϕj([x, y]), θ˜i
(x, y) =

s∑

i=1

aijω˜j(x, y) + ϕj({x, y}).

From this expression it is now easy to see that θi(x, y) = θ
˜i
(x, y) = [x, y] = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , s if

and only if ωi(x, y) = ω
˜i
(x, y) = [x, y] = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , s, and this now allows us to conclude

that indeed
s⋂

i=1

ann(ωi) ∩ Z(g) =
s⋂

i=1

ann(θi) ∩ Z(g).

From this, the following set is well defined:

Ts(g) :=

{
W = span ([ω1] , [ω2] , . . . , [ωs]) ∈ Gs(H

2(g,K))
∣∣∣

s⋂

i=1

ann(ωi) ∩ Z(g) = {0}

}
.

Let g be a compatible Lie algebra and V a vector space of fixed dimension s. Define E(g, V )
to be the set of all full central extensions of g by an s-dimensional vector space V which have no
central components or, in more symbolic terms,

E(g, V ) =
{
gω
∣∣ω ∈ Z2(g, V ) and span ([ω1] , . . . , [ωs]) ∈ Ts(g)

}
.

Restating Theorem 3.32 in these terms, we have that gω, gθ ∈ E(g, V ) are isomorphic, if and
only if there exists an automorphism φ of g such that span {[ωi] | 1 ≤ s ≤ n} = span {[θiφ] | 1 ≤ s ≤ n} ∈
Ts(g). In other words,

Theorem 3.34. There exists a one-to-one correspondence between the set of isomorphism classes
of E(g, V ) and the set of Aut(g)-orbits of Ts(g).

The algorithm

This finally allows us to present an algorithm to construct all the nilpotent compatible Lie algebras
up to a target dimension n. It proceeds as follows, inductively on n ≥ 1. We assume we have a
list of the isomorphism classes of all nilpotent compatible Lie algebras up to dimension n− 1.

• For each dimension s between 1 and n − 1 and for each (n − s)-dimensional nilpotent
compatible Lie algebra g from our list, we do the following:

– compute Z(g), H2(g,K), Aut(g);

– compute Ts(g) and its Aut(g)-orbits;

– construct one extension for each of the orbits obtained in the step above.

• We add the n-dimensional nilpotent compatible Lie algebras with central components: these
are the ones of the form g⊕Kx where g is an (n− 1)-dimensional nilpotent compatible Lie
algebra.
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4 The classification of nilpotent compatible Lie algebras

up to dimension 4

In this section we use what we have developed in the previous ones to give a complete classification
of the nilpotent compatible Lie algebras up to dimension 4.

It is useful to introduce the following notation. If {e1, . . . , en} is a fixed basis for a compatible
Lie algebra of dimension n, we let ∆ij be the bilinear map g×g → K defined on the basis elements
by

∆ij(ek, eℓ) =





1, if k = i, ℓ = j,

−1, if k = j, ℓ = i,

0, otherwise.

These maps form a basis of the space HomK

(∧2
g,K

)
.

4.1 Some results on automorphisms and cohomology

We present a few results which will allow us to simplify the practical process of implementing our
algorithm. We omit the proofs which involve only direct computations.

Proposition 4.1. The following conditions hold.

(a) If g and h are isomorphic compatible Lie algebras via a map ϕ : g
∼=
→ h, then Aut(h) ∼= Aut(g)

via the map ϕ−1 ◦ − ◦ ϕ.

(b) If g and h are skew-isomorphic compatible Lie algebras via a map ϕ : g
∼=
→ h, then Aut(h) ∼=

Aut(g) via the map ϕ−1 ◦ − ◦ ϕ. In particular, Aut(g) = Aut(gs), where gs is a switched
copy of g.

Proposition 4.2. The following conditions hold.

(a) If g and h are isomorphic compatible Lie algebras via a map ϕ : g
∼=
→ h, then Z2(h, V ) ∼=

Z2(g, V ) via the map ω 7→ ωϕ, where (ωϕ)(x, y) = ω(ϕ(x), ϕ(y)).

(b) If g and h are skew-isomorphic compatible Lie algebras via a map ϕ : g
∼=
→ h, then Z2(h, V ) ∼=

Z2(g, V ) via the map (ω, ω
˜
) 7→ (ω

˜
, ω)ϕ. In particular, (ω, ω

˜
) ∈ Z2(g) if and only if (ω

˜
, ω) ∈

Z2(gs, V ), where gs is a switched copy of g.

Moreover, in each of these settings, B2(h, V ) is sent to B2(g, V ) and thus the above is also valid
for H2(h, V ) and H2(g, V ).

Proposition 4.3. Denoting ωs = (ω
˜
, ω) where ω = (ω, ω

˜
), we have that (gs)ωs = (gω)

s.

Proof. By Proposition 4.2, ωs ∈ Z2(gs, V ), and thus (gs)ωs is well defined. Looking at the
definition of the products in an extension via a cocycle, it is immediate to conclude the result.

4.2 Dimensions 1 and 2

In dimension one there is only one compatible Lie algebra up to isomorphism, namely, the abelian
one. We denote this isomorphism class by NCL1.

In dimension two, there exists also only one nilpotent compatible Lie algebra up to isomor-
phism, namely the abelian one, which we denote by NCL2. If a two-dimensional compatible Lie
algebra with basis {x, y} has any non-zero product, then forcibly one of [x, y] or {x, y} is non-zero
and the algebra is centreless, thus not nilpotent.

4.3 Dimension 3

To obtain all the nilpotent compatible Lie algebras of dimension 3, we only need to consider the
one-dimensional extensions of NCL2. This is because the cohomology of NCL1 is trivial and thus
there are no two-dimensional extensions of this algebra which suit our algorithm.

Let us now compute the relevant spaces. Let {e1, e2} be a basis of NCL2. Since NCL2 is
abelian, Z(NCL2) = NCL2 and Aut(NCL2) = GL(NCL2).
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Again, because NCL2 is abelian, the cocycle and cohomology structure is very simple. Since
all products are zero, all pairs of alternating bilinear maps NCL2 × NCL2 → K are cocycles and
B2(NCL2,K) = 0. Thus, we have

H2(NCL2,K) = span
K
{[(∆12, 0)] , [(0,∆12)]} .

For simplicity, denote γ1 = (∆12, 0) and γ2 = (0,∆12).
We note that since we are working in the case s = 1 and Z(NCL2) = NCL2, T1(NCL2) is simply

T1(NCL2) =
{
span

K
([ω]) | ω ∈ H2(NCL2,K), ann(ω) = 0

}

=
{
span

K
([ω]) | ω ∈ H2(NCL2,K), ω 6= 0

}
,

and any non-zero cohomology class will yield a central extension which has centre of dimension
one. (This could also be deduced from the fact that on any compatible Lie algebra the centre has
codimension at least two whenever it is not the whole algebra.)

We now describe the action of Aut(NCL2) on H2(NCL2,K). Let φ ∈ Aut(NCL2). We write

φ =

(
x11 x12

x21 x22

)
,

where φ(ej) =
∑

i xijei and D:= detφ 6= 0.
Let us compute

(γ1φ)(e1, e2) = γ1(φ(e1), φ(e2)) = γ1(x11e1 + x21e2, x12e1 + x22e2) = (D, 0).

We conclude that γ1φ = Dγ1. Likewise, γ2φ = Dγ2.
We now classify the orbits. For an arbitrary cohomology class [ω] = [αγ1 + βγ2], one has

([ω])φ = [Dω]. Considering thatD is non-zero, two cohomology classes are in the same Aut(NCL2)-
orbit if and only if they are multiples of each other. Therefore, we have the following pairwise
distinct orbits:

O(γ1), O(γ2), O(γ1 + αγ2), α ∈ K
×.

Recalling Definition 3.12, we finish the algorithm by constructing the appropriate extensions
of NCL2. The underlying vector space in each of these is of dimension 3, so we extend the previous
basis by e3. We perform the following extensions:

• extending by γ1, one obtains NCL3,2, whose only non-zero product is [e1, e2] = e3;

• extending by γ2, one obtains NCL3,3, whose only non-zero product is {e1, e2} = e3;

• extending by γ1 + αγ2, one obtains the one-parameter family NCLα
3,4 (with α 6= 0), whose

non-zero products are [e1, e2] = e3 and {e1, e2} = αe3.

We finalise by considering the (only) three-dimensional compatible Lie algebra with central com-
ponents, namely NCL3,1 = NCL2⊕K, which is just the abelian compatible Lie algebra of dimension
3.

4.4 Dimension 4

We divide this section in parts corresponding to which algebra we extend.

The algebras with central components

As has been discussed before, we need to consider the algebras with central components separately.
These are obtained by adding a one-dimensional central component to each of the algebras of
dimension three. Thus, we have the following:

NCL4,1 = NCL3,1 ⊕K, NCL4,2 = NCL3,2 ⊕K,

NCL4,3 = NCL3,3 ⊕K, NCL
α
4,4 = NCL

α
3,4 ⊕K.

Naturally, the nontrivial relations are the same as the corresponding ones in dimension 3.
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The extensions of NCL3,1

As has been discussed above, for an abelian compatible Lie algebra g, Z2(g,K) coincides with
HomK

(∧2
g,K

)
× HomK

(∧2
g,K

)
and B2(g,K) is trivial, so we can consider

γ1 = (∆23, 0), γ2 = (∆13, 0), γ3 = (∆12, 0),

γ4 = (0,∆23), γ5 = (0,∆13), γ6 = (0,∆12),
(4.1)

and we have
H2(NCL3,1) = span

K
{[γ1] , [γ2] , [γ3] , [γ4] , [γ5] , [γ6]} .

Again, due to the fact that all products are trivial, Aut(NCL3,1) coincides with GL(NCL3,1), and
an automorphism of NCL3,1 has the form

φ =



x11 x12 x13

x21 x22 x23

x31 x32 x33


 , det(φ) 6= 0.

Let us compute the action of φ = Aut(NCL3,1) on each cocycle. The easiest way is to just
consider the basis of the bilinear alternating maps {∆23,∆13,∆12} and to express each as a matrix:

M(∆23) =



0 0 0
0 0 1
0 −1 0


 , M(∆13) =



0 0 1
0 0 0
1 0 0


 , M(∆12) =




0 1 0
−1 0 0
0 0 0


 .

Now, to compute the action, we can just do the matrix computations φtM(∆ij)φ to obtain a
closed form for the action. This gives the expression

∆ijφ = Dk1∆23 +Dk2∆13 +Dk3∆12,

where (i, j, k) ∈ {(1, 2, 3), (2, 3, 1), (1, 3, 2)}, and Dkℓ is the determinant of the (k, ℓ)-minor of φ.
In terms of the γi, this gives

γ1φ = D11γ1 +D12γ2 +D13γ3, γ4φ = D11γ4 +D12γ5 +D13γ6,

γ2φ = D21γ1 +D22γ2 +D23γ3, γ5φ = D21γ4 +D22γ5 +D23γ6,

γ3φ = D31γ1 +D32γ2 +D33γ3, γ6φ = D31γ4 +D32γ5 +D33γ6.

(4.2)

Now, to compute on any linear combination of the γi we simply use linearity.
Finally, before computing the orbits of the action of Aut(NCL3,1) on H2(NCL3,1), we need to

check which cocycles ω satisfy the condition ann(ω) ∩ Z(NCL3,1) = 0. But since Z(NCL3,1) =
NCL3,1, these are simply the cocycles with trivial annihilator.

After solving a system of linear equations, one concludes that the admissible cocycles ω =
(ω, ω
˜
) are the ones where both ω and ω

˜
are nonzero and distinct.

Computing the orbits

We will not show all the computations, preferring to outline the process and present just one
illustrative example. We leave the full computations for the next case (NCL3,2).

With the restrictions on admissible cocycles, one can conclude that we can take ω to be of
the form ω = γ1, since we can find an automorphism of NCL3,1 that maps any nonzero linear
combination αγ1+βγ2+δγ3 to γ1, thus establishing that those are in the same Aut(NCL3,1)-orbit.

Following that, one can further conclude that there is an automorphism of NCL3,1 that fixes
∆2,3 and maps any nonzero alternating bilinear map different from ∆2,3 to any other in the same
conditions. Thus, any cocycle of the form γ1 + (0, ω

˜
), with ω

˜
6= 0 and ω

˜
6= ∆23 can be mapped

to any other of the same form, whence only one orbit appears for the action, and thus there is
only one central extension of NCL3,1 whose centre has dimension exactly one. We will choose
the representative ω = γ1 + γ5, and so we obtain a 4-dimensional compatible Lie algebra with
relations

[e2, e3] = e4 {e1, e3} = e4,

which we denote by NCL4,5.
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Example 4.4. As an illustrative example (checking with the expressions in (4.2)), we can see
that the automorphism

φ =



1/β′ 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1


 ,

sends γ1 + β′γ5 to γ1 + γ5, and that the automorphism

φ =



δ 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 0


 ,

sends γ1 + γ5 to γ1 + δ′γ6. In the same way, all other admissible cocycles can be mapped to
ω = γ1 + γ5.

The extensions of NCL3,2

As with the previous case, we start by computing Z2(NCL3,2,K), H2(NCL3,2,K) and Aut(NCL3,2).
We recall that the only non-zero product is [e1, e2] = e3.

It is not too hard to verify that Z2(NCL3,2,K) is still just the space of pairs of alternating
bilinear forms.

Let ϕ ∈ NCL3,2
∗ and set λ = ϕ(e3). Then

δϕ(e1, e2) = ϕ([e1, e2]) = ϕ(e3) = λ,

and δϕ(ei, ej) = 0 for all other pairs i < j. Thus B2(NCL3,2,K) = span
K
{γ3}, and

H2(NCL3,2,K) = span
K
{[γ1] , [γ2] , [γ4] , [γ5] , [γ6]} ,

using the same notation as in (4.1).
We now focus our attention on Aut(NCL3,2). Let φ ∈ Aut(NCL3,2), with φ(ej) =

∑
i xijei.

We have that

φ(e3) = φ([e1, e2]) = [φ(e1), φ(e2)]

= [x11e1 + x21e2 + x31e3, x12e1 + x22e2 + x32e3]

= (x11x22 − x12x21)e3,

with no further restrictions, since there are no other nonzero products to consider. Again, denoting
by Dij the determinant of the (i, j)-minor of the matrix representing φ, we have that

φ =



x11 x12 0
x21 x22 0
x31 x32 D33


 , D33 6= 0.

The action by automorphisms still follows the expressions in (4.2), whence, for an automorphism
as above, by simplifying the expression taking into account the entries which are equal to zero,
we obtain

γ1φ = x22D33γ1 + x21D33γ2 +D13γ3,

γ2φ = x12D33γ1 + x11D33γ2 +D23γ3,

γ3φ = D33γ3,

γ4φ = x22D33γ4 + x21D33γ5 +D13γ6,

γ5φ = x12D33γ4 + x11D33γ5 +D23γ6,

γ6φ = D33γ6.

(4.3)

At the cohomology level, we have the following

[γ1] φ = x22D33 [γ1] + x21D33 [γ2] ,

[γ2] φ = x12D33 [γ1] + x11D33 [γ2] ,

[γ4]φ = x22D33 [γ4] + x21D33 [γ5] +D13 [γ6] ,

[γ5]φ = x12D33 [γ4] + x11D33 [γ5] +D23 [γ6] ,

[γ6]φ = D33 [γ6] .

(4.4)

Again, the final step before computing the orbits of the action of Aut(NCL3,1) on H2(NCL3,1)
is to check which cocycles ω satisfy the condition ann(ω) ∩ Z(NCL3,1) = 0. Since Z(NCL3,1) =
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span
K
{e3}, we are looking for the ones whose annihilator does not contain e3. Since γ1(e2, e3) =

(1, 0), γ2(e1, e3) = (1, 0), γ4(e2, e3) = (0, 1), and γ5(e1, e3) = (0, 1), the cocycles satisfying this
restriction are precisely those where any one of α, β, α′ or β′ is nonzero, if we write

ω = αγ1 + βγ2 + δγ3 + α′γ4 + β′γ5 + δ′γ6.

In other words, the ones that are not admissible are those of the form ω = δγ3 + δ′γ6.
Computing the orbits

In what follows, we will compute a complete list of representatives of the orbits of the action
on the admissible cocycles. To simplify the computations we will use the expressions in (4.4) and
compute the orbits directly in the cohomology space.

Let then
[ω] =

[
αγ1 + βγ2 + α′γ4 + β′γ5 + δ′γ6

]
.

As before, we will focus on ω first, and we will show that any cohomology class is in the same
orbit as one of the form

[
(0, ω
˜
)
]

or
[
γ1 + (0, ω

˜
)
]

(that is, where ω = 0 or ω = γ1).
Writing (ω, 0) = αγ1 + βγ2, we have the following.
If β 6= 0 and α = 0, consider the automorphism

φ =



0 −β 0
1 0 0
0 0 β


 , which sends γ1 to βγ2.

If α 6= 0, consider the automorphism

φ =




α 0 0
β/α 1 0
0 0 α


 , which sends γ1 to αγ1 + βγ2.

So, any cohomology class of the form
[
αγ1 + βγ2 + (0, ω

˜
)
]

is in the same orbit as one of the
form

[
γ1 + (0, ω

˜
′)
]

or one of the form
[
(0, ω
˜
′)
]
. We now distinguish these two cases separately.

Case ω = 0:
Write ω = α′γ4 + β′γ5 + δ′γ6.
If α′ = 0, then β′ 6= 0. Consider the automorphism

φ =



0 −β′ 0
1 0 0
1 δ′ β′


 , which sends γ4 to β′γ5 + δ′γ6.

If α′ 6= 0, consider the automorphism

φ =




α′ 0 0
β′/α′ 1 0
−δ′ 0 α′


 , which sends γ4 to α′γ4 + β′γ5 + δ′γ6.

Thus, all cocycles with ω = 0 are in the same orbit, and we may choose the representative
ω = γ4.

Case ω 6= 0: As seen before, all cocycles ω where ω 6= 0 are in the same orbit as one with
ω = γ1, so we can assume ω = γ1. So let ω = γ1 + α′γ4 + β′γ5 + δ′γ6.

If α′, β′, δ′ = 0, we have simply ω = γ1.
If α′ 6= 0 and β′, δ′ = 0, we cannot reduce this any further (this fact will be proven later,

when we prove that the orbits we obtain here are distinct) and thus we have the representative
γ1 + α′γ4.

If δ′ 6= 0 and α′, β′ = 0, consider the automorphism

φ =



δ′2 0 0
0 1/δ′ 0
0 0 δ′


 , which sends γ1 + γ6 to γ1 + δ′γ6.
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If α′, δ′ 6= 0 and β′ = 0, consider the automorphism

φ =




1 0 0
0 1 0

δ′/α′ 0 1


 , which sends γ1 + α′γ4 + δ′γ6 to γ1 + γ3 + α′γ4.

In terms of cohomology this yields [γ1 + α′γ4 + δ′γ6] ∈ O([γ1 + α′γ4]).
If β′ 6= 0, consider the automorphism

φ =



1 −α′/β′ 0
0 1 0
0 −δ′/β′ 1


 , which sends γ1 + α′γ4 + β′γ5 + δ′γ6 to γ1 + β′γ5.

We thus have all cases covered and we have the following orbits (already taking cohomology
into account):

O([γ1]), O([γ4]), O([γ1 + βγ4]), O([γ1 + βγ5]), O([γ1 + γ6]), β ∈ K
× (4.5)

where the third and fourth oribits are one-parameter families. We will now show that all of these
orbits are pairwise distinct apart from different orbits in the family O([γ1 + βγ5]). This case will
be examined separately and we will be able to show that some will in fact coincide depending on
the parameter β.

Firstly, it is clear that O([γ1]) and O([γ4]) are distinct from one another and from the remaining
orbits, as the action cannot relate two cohomology classes [ω] and [θ] if ω = 0 and θ 6= 0 or if
ω
˜
= 0 and θ

˜
6= 0.

It is also clear that O([γ1 + γ6]) is distinct from the others, as the action on γ6 cannot relate
it to any element where the coefficients of γ4 or γ5 are nonzero.

To show that O([γ1 + βγ4]) 6= O([γ1 + β′γ4]) for β′ 6= β we just note that if [γ1 + βγ4] φ =
[γ1 + β′γ4] then [γ1]φ = [γ1] and [βγ4]φ = [β′γ4]. According to (4.4) we have that x22D33 = 1
and x21 = 0. Thus [

γ1 + β′γ4
]
= [γ1 + βγ4] φ = [γ1 + βγ4 + βD13γ6] ,

and it follows that β′ = β.
Finally, to show that O([γ1 + βγ4]) 6= O([γ1 + β′γ5]) (with ββ′ 6= 0), suppose that there exists

an automorphism φ such that [γ1 + βγ4]φ = [γ1 + β′γ5]. Then, the coefficient of [γ2] in [γ1]φ is
equal to zero, while the coefficient of [γ5] in [γ4]φ is equal to β′/β. But both coefficients are equal
to x21D33, which is a contradiction.

We now focus on determining when O([γ1 + β′γ5]) = O([γ1 + βγ5]) for ββ′ 6= 0.
Let φ be an arbitrary automorphism of NCL3,2, and write it as

φ =



x11 x12 0
x21 x22 0
x31 x32 D33


 , D33 6= 0.

Suppose that [γ1 + βγ5]φ = [γ1 + β′γ5]. Using the expressions in (4.4) we obtain the following
system of equations 




x22D33 = 1

x21D33 = 0

x12D33 = 0

βx11D33 = β′

β(x11x32 − x31x12) = 0.

It can be easily verified that this system of equations is possible if and only if β′/β has a cube
root in K. In particular, we only have one orbit if and only if the field K is cubically closed.

Thus, we have obtained all the distinct Aut(NCL3,2)-orbits. Using the same representatives
as in (4.5) we obtain the following extensions.

• NCL4,6, with relations [e1, e2] = e3, [e2, e3] = e4;

• NCL4,7, with relations [e1, e2] = e3, {e2, e3} = e4;
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• NCL
β
4,8, with relations [e1, e2] = e3, [e2, e3] = e4, {e2, e3} = βe4 (β′ 6= 0);

• NCL
β
4,9, with relations [e1, e2] = e3, [e2, e3] = e4, {e1, e3} = βe4 (β′ 6= 0), where NCL

β
4,9

∼=

NCL
β′

4,9 if and only if β′/β has a cube root in K;

• NCL4,10, with relations [e1, e2] = e3, [e2, e3] = e4, {e1, e2} = e4.

The extensions of NCL3,3

Since NCL3,3 = (NCL3,2)
s, we can use Propositions 4.1– 4.3 to obtain the list of one-dimensional

extensions of NCL3,3 by just considering the switched copies of the algebras in the corresponding
list for NCL3,2.

They are the following:

• NCL4,11, with relations {e1, e2} = e3, {e2, e3} = e4;

• NCL4,12, with relations [e2, e3] = e4, {e1, e2} = e3;

• NCL
β
4,13, with relations [e2, e3] = βe4, {e1, e2} = e3, {e2, e3} = e4 (β′ 6= 0);

• NCL
β
4,14, with relations [e1, e3] = βe4, {e1, e2} = e3, {e2, e3} = e4 (β′ 6= 0), where

NCL
β
4,14

∼= NCL
β′

4,14 if and only if β′/β has a cube root in K;

• NCL4,15, with relations [e1, e2] = e4, {e1, e2} = e3, {e2, e3} = e4.

The extensions of NCL
α

3,4

Again, we start by computing Z2(NCLα
3,4,K), H2(NCLα

3,4,K) and Aut(NCLα
3,4), where α ∈ K

×.
We recall that the non-zero products are [e1, e2] = e3 and {e1, e2} = αe3.

Once more, we have that Z2(NCL3,4α,K) coincides with the space of pairs alternating bilinear
functions. In a similar way as before, we can also conclude thatB2(NCL3,2,K) = span

K
{γ3 + αγ6}.

Thus,
H2(NCL3,4α,K) = span

K
{[γ1] , [γ2] , [γ4] , [γ5] , [γ6]} ,

using the same notation as in (4.1).
We now focus our attention on Aut(NCLα

3,4). Let φ ∈ Aut(NCLα
3,4), with φ(ej) =

∑
i xijei.

We have that

φ(e3) = φ([e1, e2]) = [φ(e1), φ(e2)]

= [x11e1 + x21e2 + x31e3, x12e1 + x22e2 + x32e3]

= (x11x22 − x12x21)e3,

and

αφ(e3) = φ({e1, e2}) = {φ(e1), φ(e2)}

= {x11e1 + x21e2 + x31e3, x12e1 + x22e2 + x32e3}

= α(x11x22 − x12x21)e3,

with no further restrictions, since there are no other nonzero products to consider. Again, denoting
by Dij the determinant of the (i, j)-minor of the matrix representing φ, we have that

φ =



x11 x12 0
x21 x22 0
x31 x32 D33


 , D33 6= 0,

as in the case for Aut(NCL3,2). Therefore, the action on the cocycles still has the expression (4.3),
but now B2(NCL3,4α,K) is generated by γ3 + αγ6. Thus, [γ3] = [−αγ6] = −α [γ6].

Computing the orbits

Using the same arguments as in the case of NCL3,2, we can obtain the same orbits in coho-
mology but for one pair.
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The remaining case to consider is when relating [γ1 + α′γ4 + δ′γ6] and [γ1 + α′γ4], as that
depended on passing to the cohomology. Despite that, these elements are still on the same orbit,
where this time we consider the automorphism

φ =



(α− α′)2/δ′2 0 0

0 δ′/(α− α′) 0
−(α− α′)/δ′ 0 (α− α′)/δ′


 ,

which sends γ1+α
′γ4+δ

′γ6 to γ1+γ3+α
′γ4+αγ6. Since [γ3 + αγ6] = 0, this yields [γ1 + α′γ4 + δ′γ6] ∈

O([γ1 + α′γ4]).
We consider the same orbits as before, namely

O([γ1]), O([γ4]), O([γ1 + βγ4]), O([γ1 + βγ5]), O([γ1 + γ6]), β 6= 0. (4.6)

The arguments for the first four orbits being pairwise distinct remain correct, as we can argue
about the coefficients in the action on the cocycles. But now, due to the different cohomology
structure, there is a collapse and actually, the last orbit coincides with the first. To see that, we
consider the automorphism

φ =




1 0 0
0 1 0

−1/α 0 1


 .

It sends γ1 + γ6 to γ1 + (1/α)γ3 + γ6. Since [γ3 + αγ6] = 0, on the cohomology level this yields
[γ1 + γ6] ∈ O([γ1]).

Thus, we have the following distinct orbits

O([γ1]), O([γ4]), O([γ1 + βγ4]), O([γ1 + βγ5]), β 6= 0, (4.7)

and using these representatives, we obtain the following extensions

• NCLα
4,16, with relations [e1, e2] = e3, [e2, e3] = e4, {e1, e2} = αe3;

• NCLα
4,17, with relations [e1, e2] = e3, {e1, e2} = αe3, {e2, e3} = e4;

• NCL
α,β
4,18, with relations [e1, e2] = e3, [e2, e3] = e4, {e1, e2} = αe3, {e2, e3} = βe4 (β 6= 0);

• NCL
α,β
4,19, with relations [e1, e2] = e3, [e2, e3] = e4, {e1, e2} = αe3, {e1, e3} = βe4, where

NCL
α,β
4,19

∼= NCL
α′,β′

4,19 if and only if α = α′ and β′/β has a cube root in K.

The extensions of NCL1 and NCL2

We now consider the 3-dimensional extensions of NCL1 and the 2-dimensional extensions of NCL2.
Considering that H2(NCL1,K) is trivial and that H2(NCL2,K) is one-dimensional, we have

that both G3(H
2(NCL1,K)) and G2(H

2(NCL2,K)) are empty. Thus there are no extensions of
these algebras in dimension 4 to be considered by our algorithm.

4.5 The full classification table

Here, we present a table with all the nilpotent compatible Lie algebras of dimension at most 4
over a field K of characteristic not 2, up to isomorphism. We denote each isomorphism class by
NCLpar

n,q , where n is the dimension, and par is a (possibly empty) set of non-zero1 parameters.
In the table, we present the non-zero products between the basis elements e1, . . . , en.

Algebra Relations
Dimension
of centre

NCL1 Abelian of dimension 1 1

1Every time we make a parameter equal to zero we recover an algebra with one less parameter already on the list.
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NCL2 Abelian of dimension 2 2

NCL3,1 Abelian of dimension 3 3

NCL3,2 [e1, e2] = e3 1

NCL3,3 {e1, e2} = e3 1

NCLα
3,4 [e1, e2] = e3 {e1, e2} = αe3 1

NCL4,1 Abelian of dimension 4 4

NCL4,2 [e1, e2] = e3 2

NCL4,3 {e1, e2} = e3 2

NCLα
4,4 [e1, e2] = e3 {e1, e2} = αe3 2

NCL4,5 [e2, e3] = e4 {e1, e3} = e4 1

NCL4,6 [e1, e2] = e3 [e2, e3] = e4 1

NCL4,7 [e1, e2] = e3 {e2, e3} = e4 1

NCL
β
4,8 [e1, e2] = e3 [e2, e3] = e4 {e2, e3} = βe4 1

NCL
β
4,9 [e1, e2] = e3 [e2, e3] = e4 {e1, e3} = βe4 1

NCL4,10 [e1, e2] = e3 [e2, e3] = e4 {e1, e2} = e4 1

NCL4,11 {e1, e2} = e3 {e2, e3} = e4 1

NCL4,12 {e1, e2} = e3 [e2, e3] = e4 1

NCL
β
4,13 {e1, e2} = e3 {e2, e3} = e4 [e2, e3] = βe4 1

NCL
β
4,14 {e1, e2} = e3 {e2, e3} = e4 [e1, e3] = βe4 1

NCL4,15 {e1, e2} = e3 {e2, e3} = e4 [e1, e2] = e4 1

NCLα
4,16 [e1, e2] = e3 [e2, e3] = e4 {e1, e2} = αe3 1

NCLα
4,17 [e1, e2] = e3 {e1, e2} = αe3 {e2, e3} = e4 1

NCL
α,β
4,18 [e1, e2] = e3 [e2, e3] = e4 {e1, e2} = αe3 {e2, e3} = βe4 1

NCL
α,β
4,19 [e1, e2] = e3 [e2, e3] = e4 {e1, e2} = αe3 {e1, e3} = βe4 1

The only possible isomorphisms from this table are the following:
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• NCL
β
4,9

∼= NCL
β′

4,9 if and only if β′/β has a cube root in K;

• NCL
β
4,14

∼= NCL
β′

4,14 if and only if β′/β has a cube root in K;

• NCL
α,β
4,19

∼= NCL
α′,β′

4,19 if and only if α′ = α and β′/β has a cube root in K.

In particular, if the base field K is cubically closed, each of the first two of these three families
reduces to one isomorphism class, ant the third to a one-parameter family.

4.6 Skew-isomorphisms within the classification

The above table does not have isomorphic pairs of algebras, by construction. Nonetheless, two
compatible Lie algebras can be skew-isomorphic without being isomorphic, and this section is
dedicated to presenting the skew-isomorphisms that appear.

By the symmetry of the definition of nilpotency, we can immediately see that a compatible Lie
algebra g is nilpotent if and only if gs is. So, all algebras in the above classification come in pairs
of skew-isomorphic copies (where it may be possible for an algebra to be paired up with itself).

Up to dimension 3, we have the following pairings.

• NCL1, NCL2 and NCL3,1 are self skew-isomorphic,

• NCL3,2
∼= NCL3,3 (in fact, with the above relations, (NCL3,2)

s = NCL3,3),

• NCLα
3,4

∼= NCL
1/α
3,4 .

In dimension 4 we have the following skew-isomorphisms:

• NCL4,1 and NCL4,5 are self skew-isomorphic,

• NCL4,2
∼= NCL4,3 (in fact, with the above relations, (NCL4,2)

s = NCL4,3),

• NCLα
4,4

∼= NCL
1/α
4,4 ,

• NCL4,6
∼= NCL4,11 (in fact, with the above relations, (NCL4,6)

s = NCL4,11),

• NCL4,7
∼= NCL4,12 (in fact, with the above relations, (NCL4,7)

s = NCL4,12),

• NCL
β
4,8

∼= NCL
β
4,13 (in fact, with the above relations, (NCLβ

4,8)
s = NCL

β
4,13),

• NCL4,9
∼= NCL4,14 (in fact, with the above relations, (NCL4,9)

s = NCL4,14),

• NCL4,10
∼= NCL4,15 (in fact, with the above relations, (NCL4,10)

s = NCL4,15),

• NCLα
4,16

∼= NCL
1/α
4,17,

• NCL
α,β
4,18

∼= NCL
1/α,1/β
4,18 ,

• NCLα
4,19

∼= NCL
1/α
4,19.

Whereas the pairs which are switched copies of one another are trivially skew-isomorphic (that
is, with the skew-isomorphism being the identity map), some of the pairs are skew-isomorphic in

a nontrivial way, as in the skew-isomorphisms NCLα
3,4

∼= NCL
1/α
3,4 and NCLα

4,16
∼= NCLα

4,17.
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