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Degenerations of noncommutative Heisenberg algebrasl

Ivan Kaygorodo & Yury Volkowi

Abstract. We give the full description of all degenerations of complex five dimensional noncommutative
Heisenberg algebras. As a corollary, we have the full description of all degenerations of four dimensional
anticommutative 3-ary algebras.

Keywords: Nilpotent algebra, noncommutative Heisenberg algebra, n-ary algebra, degeneration.
MSC2020: 17A30, 17A40, 14D06, 14R20.

INTRODUCTION

The geometry of varieties of algebras defined by polynomial identities has been an active area of interest
and research since the works of Nijenhuis—Richardson [28]] and Gabriel [[13] in the 1960’s and 1970’s. The
relationship between geometric features of the variety (such as irreducibility, dimension, and smoothness)
and the algebraic properties of its points brings novel geometric insight into the structure of the variety,
its generic points and degenerations. Given algebras A and B in the same variety, we write A — B and
say that A degenerates to B, or that A is a deformation of B, if B is in the Zariski closure of the orbit
of A (under the base-change action of the general linear group). The study of degenerations of algebras
is very rich and closely related to deformation theory, in the sense of Gerstenhaber [14]. Degenerations
have also been used to study a level of complexity of an algebra [15]. There are many results concerning
degenerations of algebras of small dimensions in a variety defined by a set of identities (see, for example,
[1,44,16,12,116,20,21] and references therein). An interesting question is to study those properties which
are preserved under degenerations. Recently, Chouhy [7] proved that in the case of finite-dimensional
associative algebras, the N-Koszul property is one such property. Concerning Lie algebras, Grunewald—
O’Halloran [16] calculated the degenerations for the variety of five-dimensional nilpotent Lie algebras
while in [4], Burde and Steinhoff constructed the graphs of degenerations for the varieties of three and four-
dimensional Lie algebras. Kaygorodov, Lopes and Popov described all degenerations in the variety of five-
dimensional associative commutative algebras [21]. Fernandez Ouaridi, Kaygorodov, Khrypchenko and
Volkov described the full graphs of degenerations of small dimensional nilpotent algebras [10]. Alvarez
constructed the graph of degenerations of 8-dimensional 2-step nilpotent anticommutative algebras [1].
One of the main problems of the geometric classification of a variety of algebras is a description of its
irreducible components. In [[13], Gabriel described the irreducible components of the variety of four-
dimensional unital associative algebras and the variety of five-dimensional unital associative algebras was
classified algebraically and geometrically by Mazzola [26]. Later, Cibils [8] considered rigid associative
algebras with 2-step nilpotent radical. All irreducible components of 2-step nilpotent (all, commutative
and anticommutative) algebras have been described in [20,29].
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In [2] and [9] Lie algebras with small dimensional square have been considered. 2-step nilpotent Lie
algebras are also under consideration [3,23]]. The main example of these algebras is the one-dimensional
central extension of a 2n-dimensional abelian Lie algebra, also named as the (2n+ 1)-dimensional Heisen-
berg algebra. Many generalizations of Heisenberg Lie algebras are under a certain consideration [24,27]].
Let us call a 2-step nilpotent algebra with one-dimensional square a noncommutative Heisenberg algebra.
The notion of a noncommutative Heisenberg algebra appears in [3]]; the notion of a Heisenberg Leibniz
(i.e. indecomposable noncommutative Heisenberg) algebra appears in [25].

The main aim of the present paper is to study noncommutative Heisenberg algebras, which generalize
the notion of a Heisenberg Leibniz algebra and of a Heisenberg Lie algebra. Note that, all noncommuta-
tive Heisenberg algebras are associative and Leibniz, all anticommutative algebras from this class are Lie.
We describe the system of degenerations of complex five-dimensional noncommutative Heisenberg alge-
bras. As a corollary, we have a description of degenerations in the variety of complex four-dimensional
anticommutative 3-ary algebras.

NONCOMMUTATIVE HEISENBERG ALGEBRAS

By an “algebra” in this paper, we mean simply a finite-dimensional complex vector space V equipped
with a “multiplication” given by an arbitrary element i € Hom(V ® V, V), i.e. no assumptions such as
associativity or commutativity are made on .

The geometric classification of algebras. Given an n-dimensional complex vector space V, the set
Hom(V ® V,V) = V* ® V* ® V is a vector space of dimension n® (the case of n-ary algebras, see
in [22]]). This space inherits the structure of the affine variety c’. Indeed, let us fix a basis eq, ..., e,
of V. Then any 1 € Hom(V ® V,V) is determined by n? structure constants cﬁj € C such that
ple; @ ej) = > op_ ¢k iex. A subset of Hom(V ® V,V) is Zariski-closed if it can be defined by a set
of polynomial equations in the variables cf’ ; (L <4,5,k <n).

The general linear group GL(V) acts by conjugation on the variety Hom(V ® V, V) of all algebra

structures on V:

(g*p)(z®y)=gulg 'z ® g 'y),

forz,y € V, p € Hom(V ® V,V) and g € GL(V). Clearly, the GL(V)-orbits correspond to the
isomorphism classes of algebras structure on V. Let 7" be a set of polynomial identities which is invariant
under isomorphism. Then the subset L(7') C Hom(V ® V,V) of the algebra structures on V which
satisfy the identities in 7" is GL(V)-invariant and Zariski-closed. It follows that I.(7") decomposes into
GL(V)-orbits. The GL(V)-orbit of i € L(T') is denoted by O(u) and its Zariski closure by O(u).

Let A and B be two n-dimensional algebras satisfying the identities from 7" and p, A € IL(7T') represent

A and B respectively. We say that A degenerates to B and write A — B if A € O(u). Note that in this

case we have O(\) C O(u). Hence, the definition of degeneration does not depend on the choice of 1 and
A. It is easy to see that any algebra degenerates to the algebra with zero multiplication. If A 22 B, then
the assertion A — B is called a proper degeneration. We write A /4 B if A € O(u).

Let A be represented by i € IL(T"). Then A is rigid in L(7T) if O(y) is an open subset of L.(7"). Recall
that a subset of a variety is called irreducible if it cannot be represented as a union of two non-trivial closed
subsets. A maximal irreducible closed subset of a variety is called an irreducible component. It is well
known that any affine variety can be represented as a finite union of its irreducible components in a unique
way. The algebra A is rigid in IL(7) if and only if O() is an irreducible component of L(T").

In the present work we use the methods applied to Lie algebras in [4,161[17,30]. First of all, if A — B
and A 2 B, then dim Der(A) < dim Der(B), where Det(A) is the Lie algebra of derivations of A. We

will compute the dimensions of algebras of derivations and will check the assertion A — B only for such
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A and B that dim®er(A) < dim®er(B). Secondly, if A — C and C — B then A — B. If there
is no C such that A — C and C — B are proper degenerations, then the assertion A — B is called
a primary degeneration. If dim®er(A) < dim Der(B) and there are no C and D such that C — A,
B — D, C 4 D and one of the assertions C — A and B — D is a proper degeneration, then the
assertion A -4 B is called a primary non-degeneration. It suffices to prove only primary degenerations
and non-degenerations to describe degenerations in the variety under consideration.

To prove primary degenerations, we will construct families of matrices parametrized by ¢. Namely, let
A and B be two algebras represented by the structures x and A from LL(T"), respectively. Let ey, . . ., e, be
a basis of V and cf’ j (1 <4, 7,k < n) be the structure constants of A in this basis. If there exist a; ( )eC

(1 <i,j < n,t € C* such that the elements Ef = > a ( Je; (1 < i < n) form a basis of V for

7=1"
any ¢t € C*, and the structure constants ¢} ;(t) of 4 in the basis EY, ..., E! satisfy 15% ¢ ;(t) = ¢, then

1,7°
A — B. Inthis case Fi, ..., E! is called a parametric basis for A — B.
To prove primary non-degenerations we will use the following lemma (see [[16]).

Lemma 1. Let B be a Borel subgroup of GL(V) and R C L(T") be a B-stable closed subset. If A — B
and A can be represented by 1 € R then there is \ € R that represents B.

Each time when we will need to prove some primary non-degeneration i 4 A\, we will define R by a
set of polynomial equations in structure constants c ; and write some basis f1, ..., f, after the definition
of R in such a way that the structure constants of ,u in the basis fi, ..., f, satisfy these equations. We
will omit everywhere the verification of the fact that R is stable under the action of the subgroup of lower
triangular matrices and of the fact that A ¢ R for any choice of a basis of V. For example, if, for £ € C
and an algebra A, we define

Ze(A) ={x € A :zy =E&yx,Vy € A},

then A — B will imply Z¢(A) < Z¢(B). Here and further we will write U instead of dim¢U if it does
not cause any confusion.

Noncommutative Heisenberg algebras, anticommutative n-ary algebras and matrices.
Definition 2. An algebra ) is a noncommutative Heisenberg algebra if dim $? < 1 and $°$ + HH? = 0.

Let now ) be an (n+1)-dimensional noncommutative Heisenberg algebra. There is a basis {e; }1<;<p+1
of §) such that the multiplication table of §) is e;e; = «je,4q for 1 < 7,5 < n. In this way we may
construct an n X n matrix from a noncommutative Heisenberg algebra and vice versa. Two matrices cor-
respond to isomorphic algebras if and only if they are congruent. Following [11], we will explain below
how construct a (one-t-one) correspondence between n X n matrices and n-dimensional anticommutative
(n — 1)-ary algebras such that two algebras are isomorphic if and only if the corresponding matrices are
congruent. Thus, the variety of n X n matrices is isomorphic to the variety of n-dimensional anticommuta-
tive (n — 1)-ary algebras and the variety of (n + 1)-dimensional noncommutative Heisenberg algebras has
a closed subvariety isomorphic to the variety of n X n matrices that intersects each orbit under the action of
the general linear group. This automatically gives an equivalence between the algebraic classification of
n-dimensional anticommutative (n — 1)-ary algebras, the algebraic classification of (n + 1)-dimensional
noncommutative Heisenberg algebras and the classification of n X n matrices up to congruence. Moreover,
it is explained in [19, Section 4] that this equivalence respects orbit closures, i.e. the algebraic classifi-
cation and degenerations of (n + 1)-dimensional noncommutative Heisenberg algebras that we will give
in the present paper give automatically the algebraic classification and degenerations of n-dimensional
anticommutative (n — 1)-ary algebras and of n X n matrices up to congruence.
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The algebraic classification of five-dimensional noncommutative Heisenberg algebras. According to
the method of classification of n x n matrices under congruence [18]], there are only 16 types of 4 x 4
matrices given below.

0000 100 0 0 -1 0 0 0100
0000 0000 1 1 00 A0 00
000 0| 0000/ o0 0ol |ooool
0000 0000 0 0 00 0000
10 0 0 1000 0100 00 1 0
00 —1 0 00 10 0010 0 -1 —1 0
01 1 ol 0x0 O ooo0ol |11 o ol
00 0 0 000 0 0000 00 0 0
00 0 -1 0010 100 0 10 0 0
00 1 1 000 1 0010 00 0 1
0 -1 -1 0] [x100]lPF L0 dog00 1" oo -1 1]
1 1 0 o0 0 A0 0 0000 01 1 0
0 -1 0 0 0100 010 0 0100
1 1 0 0 L0 00 A0 0 0 0010
00 0 —1| 000 1] 000 1] looo1
000 1 1 00 A O 001 1 0000

Here )\, ;1 are determined up to replacement by A\~!, ;1= respectively and up to interchanging ) and /.
To omit these coincidences let us introduce the sets

Cyci={zeC:lz| <1} U {z €C:|z| = 1and Im(z) > 0}
and
Cso={z € C:Re(z) >0} U {z € C:Re(z) =0and Im(z) > 0}.
Then putting the restrictions A, 4 € Cj<; and A — 1 € C5 on the matrices above we get exactly one

representative for each congruence class. Hence, we obtain the following classification of nonzero five-
dimensional noncommutative Heisenberg algebras.

Theorem 3. Let §) be a nonzero five-dimensional noncommutative Heisenberg algebra. Then $) is isomor-
phic to exactly one algebra from the following list:

K3) Der H Multiplication table
o1 17 €161 = €5
oz 14 €1€2 = —€5 €2€1 = €5 €2€2 = €5
.57)()]\3 14 + 2(5)\,_1 €1€9 = €5 €91 = )\65
$Hoa 10 €161 = €5 €363 = —€5 €363 = €5 €363 = €5
.57)()]\5 10 + 2(5)\,1 + 2(5)\,_1 €1€1 = €5 €9€3 = €5 €369 — )\65
$os 11 €1€p = €5 €363 = €5
o7 10 €163 = €5 €€y = —€5 €63 = —€;
€3€1 = €5 €3€3 = €5
$os 7 €1€4 = —€5 €2€3 = €5 €2€4 = €5 €3€2 = —€5
€3€3 = —€5 €4€1 = €5 €4€9 = €5
5535&_1’0 74 20\ €163 = €5 €964 = €5 ese; = Aes
€36y = €5 €469 = Aes




1o 8 €11 = €5 €363 =€5 €364 = €5
Hiu 7 €161 = €5 €364 = €5 €363 = —€5
€364 = —€5 €469 = €5 €4€3 = €5
12 9 €1y = —€5 €261 = €5 €36y = €5
€364 —€5 €463 = €5 €4€4 €5
A
o T+ 05, €16y = €5 €€ = [I€5 €364 = €5 €463 = \ej
R T+ 4651 €163 = €5 €961 = \e5 €364 = —€5
14 )
€4€3 €5 €464 = €5
s 7 €16y = €5 €63 = €5 €364 = €3

where A\, i € Cp <1 and A — . € Csq and

9)\# = 26}\# + 26}\,—16/17—1 + 25)\715%1 + 25>\7_1 + 2(5#7_1.

Degenerations of five-dimensional noncommutative Heisenberg algebras.

Theorem 4. The graph of degenerations of the variety of complex five-dimensional noncommutative
Heisenberg algebras is the following:
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Proof. All primary degenerations are proved in the following table:
o2 — Ho  El=e By = te; Ej = e3
EZ = ey Eé = €5
57)02 — 57)0_31 E{ = %61 Eé = —tey Ezt)) = €3
Efl = €4 Eé = €5




D05 Ho1 =1t oge: | Bi=te El = e
€4 Eé = €5
o4 57)(;51 €1 Eé = %62 E'é = —teg
€4 Eé = €5
$Hoa $oe tey +itey E} = 5e1 + %e3
= te; —itey El=¢, El = e5
D05 oz €2 El =€ —e3 Bl = —tes
€4 Eé = €5
H0s 903 e Bl = e; Bl =t
€4 Eé = €5
e $os tey — 5e3 Ef = (1_—1A)t61 + e — mes
= —)\tel + %63 Eﬁ = €4 Eé = €5
$Hos o2 = —e1 te€3 Eé = e9 + €3 Eé = tes
ey Ef = e5
$os 5’.)83 = e+ Aes Eé = €9 Ezt)) = teg
ey Ef = e5
oz 57)(%5 1€9 Eé = %61 E'é = tes
€4 Eé = €5
oz $os fes Bl =Z2e1+ 265 + 73
—t62 — %63 Efl = €4 Eé = €5
$os 1o ie3 E, = —tey +tey EL= ey
= te; + tey Ef = e5
$os 12 2tes B = geg+tey, FEf = —2it’e,
_#61 + ieg Eé = €5
5533&1 Hio er + 1%\63 + m@l EL = tey
162 = e ama
—)\teg + t€4 Eé = €5
09 551\:;3)\ = %61 Ly = tey Ej = e
€4 Eé = €5
oo oz S€4 Ei=1ci —es+iea
2e5 E} = tes Efl =e;
Hio $HNoa €1 El=—ey+ey El=er+es
t€4 Eé = €5
1o 05 €1 Ei=ey+MXey, El=¢e;3
tey Ef = e5
.37)10 .37)3\7 € + €4 ES = iel — €9 + €4
e3 El =te, El = e;
Hn Hoo —2le; EL = tey
= —%61 + %62 - 1t63
269 Ef = e5
Hu 1o e1 Ej = tey — tes
%64 Efl = teg + teg Eé = €5
12 $Hoa = e Ly = e3 L = ey



Efl = t€1 Eé = €5
=1 T 1 T T _
12 — Nu Ei=ie E5 = —tesy B = e3
Efl — €4 Eé = €5
A=T1 A t _ 1=\ t
t_ —\)i i
by =ie; — T €2 — 3 + oxé
El = tey Ef = e5
A4 A t 1 t t
E! = tey Eé =e5
AE—TpE—T,X t t 1
613 — S’:)lO El = €1 + 1+H62 + W64 E2 = t€2 + )\Tu&l
Et=-1_¢ es + e L e
37 ool T 2 T € T EENGeNawE ¢4
Efl = —)\teg + —64 E5 = €5
=1 —T T 7 7
Eﬁ = t63 Et = €5
AF—1 t t 1
11 - 10 b= (1+A)2t62 +175es + 64 By = pxe +les
| — _
Ly =e1— qrpete — (1+)\)
Efl = €9 Eé = €5
A A—T t t 1 t __
Efl = €9 Eé = €5
0;0 t 1 t _ t __
His — 57313 E1 = 3€ E2 = tey E3 = e3
Efl = €4 Eé = €5
T -
His — $Ho Ei=e+e E; =te;
t 1 1 1 t_ t_
E3 = 36— ce3—yeq By = —tey Ef =e5

All primary non-degenerations are proved in the following table:

\ Non-degeneration \ Arguments
¢, =0ifi=5,j=>50rk #5;
M-li-1 -1 | R= 34 =C33=Ch4=Clg=Cisy=Ciy
Hos 7~ 9 3 =l 4 =, 4, =0
4,1 1,4 32T Co3
€4, €3, €2, €1, €5
ci;=0ifi=5,5=>50rk #5;
536\9 A u,—l sl SHFEN R=1 &4 f 05:53,3 = 015),,54 :_02,52 = 02,35: iiA
=C4q1— )‘01,4 =C39 — )‘02,3 =0
62761763764765
;=0ife=5,j=>50rk #5;
53(1)9 A 5())\57&1 { 024—033—0345—045125—@513—045145
—031_013—041_014—032_023—0
62,63,61764765
;=0ifi=5,j=>50rk #5;
Hu A 51\3 ﬁ/\/\sﬁl { 024—033—0?,4—04512—023—04514
—041—014—032_023—0
€4,€1,€1 +Z€3,€2,€5
D12, 9% | A Nl L1(90). Z1(95 1) > Z-1(9))
N5 0 A Ho 915 is antisymmetric




95 A 07 91y is symmetric
o
A :
9 A MO; i\ ZA(~613 ) > Z/\(ﬁf)%)
;=0ifi =75, j—5ork:7é5
st S R R = 05 =, =Cl,=Clo=C.=C
ﬁgfé Lip#—1,A N 97 155, 2,4 3,3 3,4 452 435 4.4

5 5 _
=C4q — )‘01,4 = C39 — HCy3 = 0
€3,€61,€2,€4,€5

_ 97 _
55141 vas )\0; 1 Z—1(55141) > Z—l(ﬁﬁ\i%)
¢, =0ifi=5j=>50rk#5;
A#£—1 as 55“7“‘ Wit R = 03,4 = 033 = 034 = 0451,2 = 0451,3 = 0274
H b =C1 )\C?A = Cg,z + Cg,s =0

61764763762765
;=0if1 =5, j—5ork‘7é5

5
—1 = AA£0 R = 02420 204—042—04
15 A 513 9 # , 3.3 3, , 3

€3,€1,€2,€4,€5

O

The algebraic classification of four dimensional anticommutative 3-ary algebras (%Comi). Accord-
ing to the method of classification of n X n matrices under congruence [18]] and observations from [11],
there are only 15 types of nonzero complex four dimensional anticommutative 3-ary algebras. Let us fix
the basis ey, es, €3, e4 of V. Any structure p € ﬂ€0m4 with structure constants ¢’ (1< 1,7 <4is

11,12,13

determined by the 4 x 4 matrix A* whose (i, j)-entry is (— )Z_lcf1 ir.i3» Where (i1, 72, 3) is a unique triple

of numbers such that iy, 5,43 € {1,2,3,4} \ {i} and i1 < iy < i3.
Summarizing, the table below presents an algebraic classification of algebras from ACom} :

H Multiplication table
o1 €g, €3, €4 = €1
o2 €1,€3,€64] = —€1 — €2 [62763764 = —€3
903 e1, €3, 4] = —\ey €2, €3, 4] = €3
$HNoa €1,€2,€4] = €3 + €3 €1,€3,€4] = €3 [62, €3, 64] =€
905 €1, €2, 4] = Aey €1, 63,64 = —€3 lea, €3, e4] = €4
$os €1, €3,€4] = —€3 €2, €3, €4 = €3
oz le1,e0,e4] = —e1 — ey eq,e3,e4] = €2+ €3 lea, €3, e4] = €3
$os le1,e2,e3] = —e1 —ex eq,e9,64] = —€9 — €3

[61763764] = —€3 — €4 [62763, 4] = —€4
908 | e, ea, €3] = —Aes le1, €2, e4] = Aey + ey

[61763,64] = —€4 [62763,64] = €3
1o €1,€3,64] = €4 €1, €3,€4] = —€3 lea, €3, e4] = €4
Hiu €1,€2,€3] = —€z — €3 |€1,€2,€4] = —€3 — €4

€1,€3,€64] = —€4 €2,€3,64] = €1
12 €1,€2,€3] = —€3 — €4 |€1,€2,€4] = —€4

61,63,6’4] = —€1 — €y [€2,€3,64] = —€3




ﬁi\éu [617 €2, 63] = _)\63 [617 €9, 64] = €4
[61763764] = — €1 [62763764] = €2
R le1,€0,e3] = —e3 —eq [e1,e2,64] = —ey
[61, €3, 64] = —)\61 [62, €3, 64] = €9
15 [61762764] = €4 [61763764] = —€3 [62763, 64] = €2

where the rest of nonzero multiplications can be obtained by the anticommutative property, A, p1 € Cj.j<;
and \ — n e CZO'

Corollary 5. The graph of degenerations of four-dimensional anticommutative 3-ary algebras is given in
Theorem
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