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Degenerations of noncommutative Heisenberg algebras*

Ivan Kaygorodov† & Yury Volkov‡

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.
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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, 4, 6, 12, 16, 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]. Fernández 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 [5, 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 µ ∈ Hom(V ⊗V,V), i.e. no assumptions such as

associativity or commutativity are made on µ.

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 n3 (the case of n-ary algebras, see

in [22]). This space inherits the structure of the affine variety Cn3

. Indeed, let us fix a basis e1, . . . , en
of V. Then any µ ∈ Hom(V ⊗ V,V) is determined by n3 structure constants cki,j ∈ C such that

µ(ei ⊗ ej) =
∑n

k=1 c
k
i,jek. A subset of Hom(V ⊗ V,V) is Zariski-closed if it can be defined by a set

of polynomial equations in the variables cki,j (1 ≤ i, j, 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 ∗ µ)(x⊗ y) = gµ(g−1x⊗ g−1y),

for x, y ∈ V, µ ∈ Hom(V ⊗ V,V) and g ∈ GL(V). Clearly, the GL(V)-orbits correspond to the

isomorphism classes of algebras structure on V. Let T be a set of polynomial identities which is invariant

under isomorphism. Then the subset L(T ) ⊂ Hom(V ⊗ V,V) of the algebra structures on V which

satisfy the identities in T is GL(V)-invariant and Zariski-closed. It follows that L(T ) decomposes into

GL(V)-orbits. The GL(V)-orbit of µ ∈ L(T ) is denoted by O(µ) and its Zariski closure by O(µ).
Let A and B be two n-dimensional algebras satisfying the identities from T and µ, λ ∈ L(T ) represent

A and B respectively. We say that A degenerates to B and write A → B if λ ∈ O(µ). Note that in this

case we have O(λ) ⊂ O(µ). Hence, the definition of degeneration does not depend on the choice of µ and

λ. It is easy to see that any algebra degenerates to the algebra with zero multiplication. If A 6∼= B, then

the assertion A → B is called a proper degeneration. We write A 6→ B if λ 6∈ O(µ).
Let A be represented by µ ∈ L(T ). Then A is rigid in L(T ) if O(µ) is an open subset of L(T ). 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 L(T ) if and only if O(µ) is an irreducible component of L(T ).
In the present work we use the methods applied to Lie algebras in [4, 16, 17, 30]. First of all, if A → B

and A 6∼= B, then dimDer(A) < dimDer(B), where Der(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 dimDer(A) < dimDer(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 dimDer(A) < dimDer(B) and there are no C and D such that C → A,

B → D, C 6→ D and one of the assertions C → A and B → D is a proper degeneration, then the

assertion A 6→ 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 t. Namely, let

A and B be two algebras represented by the structures µ and λ from L(T ), respectively. Let e1, . . . , en be

a basis of V and cki,j (1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ n) be the structure constants of λ in this basis. If there exist a
j
i (t) ∈ C

(1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, t ∈ C∗) such that the elements Et
i =

∑n

j=1 a
j
i (t)ej (1 ≤ i ≤ n) form a basis of V for

any t ∈ C
∗, and the structure constants cki,j(t) of µ in the basis Et

1, . . . , E
t
n satisfy lim

t→0
cki,j(t) = cki,j , then

A → B. In this case Et
1, . . . , E

t
n 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 ⊂ L(T ) be a B-stable closed subset. If A → B

and A can be represented by µ ∈ R then there is λ ∈ R that represents B.

Each time when we will need to prove some primary non-degeneration µ 6→ λ, we will define R by a

set of polynomial equations in structure constants cki,j and write some basis f1, . . . , fn after the definition

of R in such a way that the structure constants of µ in the basis f1, . . . , fn 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 λ 6∈ R for any choice of a basis of V. For example, if, for ξ ∈ C

and an algebra A, we define

Zξ(A) = {x ∈ A : xy = ξyx, ∀y ∈ A},

then A → B will imply Zξ(A) ≤ Zξ(B). Here and further we will write U instead of dimCU if it does

not cause any confusion.

Noncommutative Heisenberg algebras, anticommutative n-ary algebras and matrices.

Definition 2. An algebra H is a noncommutative Heisenberg algebra if dim H2 ≤ 1 and H2H+HH2 = 0.

Let now H be an (n+1)-dimensional noncommutative Heisenberg algebra. There is a basis {ej}1≤i≤n+1

of H such that the multiplication table of H is eiej = αijen+1 for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. In this way we may

construct an n × 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× 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×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×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×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× 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 × n matrices under congruence [18], there are only 16 types of 4 × 4
matrices given below.









0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0









,









1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0









,









0 −1 0 0
1 1 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0









,









0 1 0 0
λ 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0









,









1 0 0 0
0 0 −1 0
0 1 1 0
0 0 0 0









,









1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 λ 0 0
0 0 0 0









,









0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0









,









0 0 1 0
0 −1 −1 0
1 1 0 0
0 0 0 0









,









0 0 0 −1
0 0 1 1
0 −1 −1 0
1 1 0 0









,









0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
λ 1 0 0
0 λ 0 0









(λ 6= −1, 0),









1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0









,









1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 −1 −1
0 1 1 0









,









0 −1 0 0
1 1 0 0
0 0 0 −1
0 0 1 1









,









0 1 0 0
µ 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 λ 0









,









0 1 0 0
λ 0 0 0
0 0 0 −1
0 0 1 1









,









0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0









.

Here λ, µ are determined up to replacement by λ−1, µ−1 respectively and up to interchanging λ and µ.

To omit these coincidences let us introduce the sets

C|·|≤1 =
{

x ∈ C : |x| < 1
}

∪
{

x ∈ C : |x| = 1 and Im(x) ≥ 0
}

and

C≥0 =
{

x ∈ C : Re(x) > 0
}

∪
{

x ∈ C : Re(x) = 0 and Im(x) ≥ 0
}

.

Then putting the restrictions λ, µ ∈ C|·|≤1 and λ − µ ∈ C≥0 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 H be a nonzero five-dimensional noncommutative Heisenberg algebra. Then H is isomor-

phic to exactly one algebra from the following list:

H Der H Multiplication table

H01 17 e1e1 = e5
H02 14 e1e2 = −e5 e2e1 = e5 e2e2 = e5
Hλ

03 14 + 2δλ,−1 e1e2 = e5 e2e1 = λe5
H04 10 e1e1 = e5 e2e3 = −e5 e3e2 = e5 e3e3 = e5
Hλ

05 10 + 2δλ,1 + 2δλ,−1 e1e1 = e5 e2e3 = e5 e3e2 = λe5
H06 11 e1e2 = e5 e2e3 = e5
H07 10 e1e3 = e5 e2e2 = −e5 e2e3 = −e5

e3e1 = e5 e3e2 = e5
H08 7 e1e4 = −e5 e2e3 = e5 e2e4 = e5 e3e2 = −e5

e3e3 = −e5 e4e1 = e5 e4e2 = e5

H
λ6=−1,0
09 7 + 2δλ,1 e1e3 = e5 e2e4 = e5 e3e1 = λe5

e3e2 = e5 e4e2 = λe5
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H10 8 e1e1 = e5 e2e3 = e5 e3e4 = e5
H11 7 e1e1 = e5 e2e4 = e5 e3e3 = −e5

e3e4 = −e5 e4e2 = e5 e4e3 = e5
H12 9 e1e2 = −e5 e2e1 = e5 e2e2 = e5

e3e4 = −e5 e4e3 = e5 e4e4 = e5

H
λ;µ
13 7 + θλ,µ e1e2 = e5 e2e1 = µe5 e3e4 = e5 e4e3 = λe5

Hλ
14 7 + 4δλ,−1 e1e2 = e5 e2e1 = λe5 e3e4 = −e5

e4e3 = e5 e4e4 = e5
H15 7 e1e2 = e5 e2e3 = e5 e3e4 = e5

where λ, µ ∈ C|·|≤1 and λ− µ ∈ C≥0 and

θλ,µ = 2δλ,µ + 2δλ,−1δµ,−1 + 2δλ,1δµ,1 + 2δλ,−1 + 2δµ,−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:

7

8

9

10

11

12

14

15

16

17

25

H08 H
λ 6=−1
14 H

λ 6=−1;µ6=−1,λ
13 H

λ 6=−1,0,1
09

H15 H11

H10

H12 H
τ 6=−1;−1
13 H

τ ;τ 6=−1
13 H

1
09

H04 H07H
λ 6=−1
05

H
−1
14 H06 H

1;1
13

H
1
05H

−1
05

H02 H
λ 6=−1
03

H
−1;−1
13

H
−1
03

H01

C
5

λ = 1

λ = τ

τ = λ

λ = τ τ = 0

Proof. All primary degenerations are proved in the following table:

H02 → H01 Et
1 = e2 Et

2 = te1 Et
3 = e3

Et
4 = e4 Et

5 = e5
H02 → H

−1
03 Et

1 =
1
t
e1 Et

2 = −te2 Et
3 = e3

Et
4 = e4 Et

5 = e5
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H
λ6=−1
03 → H01 Et

1 = e1 +
1

(1+λ)
e2 Et

2 = te2 Et
3 = e3

Et
4 = e4 Et

5 = e5
H04 → H−1

05 Et
1 = e1 Et

2 =
1
t
e2 Et

3 = −te3
Et

4 = e4 Et
5 = e5

H04 → H06 Et
1 = te1 + ite2 Et

2 =
1
2t
e1 +

i
2t
e3

Et
3 = te1 − ite2 Et

4 = e4 Et
5 = e5

H−1
05 → H02 Et

1 = e2 Et
2 = e1 − e3 Et

3 = −te3
Et

4 = e4 Et
5 = e5

H1
05 → H1

03 Et
1 = e2 Et

2 = e3 Et
3 = te1

Et
4 = e4 Et

5 = e5

H
λ6=±1
05 → H06 Et

1 = te1 −
1

1−λ
e3 Et

2 =
1

(1−λ)t
e1 + e2 −

1
(1−λ)2(1+λ)t2

e3

Et
3 = −λte1 +

1
1−λ

e3 Et
4 = e4 Et

5 = e5
H06 → H02 Et

1 = −e1 + e3 Et
2 = e2 + e3 Et

3 = te3
Et

4 = e4 Et
5 = e5

H06 → Hλ
03 Et

1 = e1 + λe3 Et
2 = e2 Et

3 = te3
Et

4 = e4 Et
5 = e5

H07 → H1
05 Et

1 = ie2 Et
2 =

1
t
e1 Et

3 = te3
Et

4 = e4 Et
5 = e5

H07 → H06 Et
1 =

t
4
e3 Et

2 =
2
t
e1 +

2
t
e2 +

1
t
e3

Et
3 = −te2 −

3t
4
e3 Et

4 = e4 Et
5 = e5

H08 → H10 Et
1 = ie3 Et

2 = −te1 + te2 Et
3 =

1
2t
e4

Et
4 = te1 + te2 Et

5 = e5
H08 → H12 Et

1 = 2te3 Et
2 =

1
2t
e2 + te4 Et

3 = −2it2e4
Et

4 = − i
2t2

e1 + ie3 Et
5 = e5

H
λ6=1
09 → H10 Et

1 = e1 +
1

1+λ
e3 +

λ
(1−λ)(1+λ)2

e4 Et
2 = te3

Et
3 =

1
t
e2 −

1
(1−λ)(1+λ)2t

e3 +
1

(1−λ)(1+λ)3t
e4

Et
4 = −λte3 + te4 Et

5 = e5

Hλ
09 → H

λ;λ
13 Et

1 =
1
t
e1 Et

2 = te3 Et
3 = e2

Et
4 = e4 Et

5 = e5
H1

09 → H07 Et
1 =

1
2
e4 Et

2 =
1
2
e1 − e3 +

1
2
e4

Et
3 = 2e2 Et

4 = te3 Et
5 = e5

H10 → H04 Et
1 = e1 Et

2 = −e2 + e4 Et
3 = e2 + e3

Et
4 = te4 Et

5 = e5
H10 → Hλ

05 Et
1 = e1 Et

2 = e2 + λe4 Et
3 = e3

Et
4 = te4 Et

5 = e5
H10 → Hλ

07 Et
1 = e2 + e4 Et

2 = ie1 − e2 + e4
Et

3 = e3 Et
4 = te4 Et

5 = e5
H11 → H1

09 Et
1 = −2te1 Et

2 = te4
Et

3 = − 1
2t
e1 +

1
2t
e2 −

1
2t
e3

Et
4 =

1
t
e2 Et

5 = e5
H11 → H10 Et

1 = e1 Et
2 = te2 − te3

Et
3 =

1
2t
e4 Et

4 = te2 + te3 Et
5 = e5

H12 → H04 Et
1 = e2 Et

2 = e3 Et
3 = e4
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Et
4 = te1 Et

5 = e5
H12 → H−1

14 Et
1 =

1
t
e1 Et

2 = −te2 Et
3 = e3

Et
4 = e4 Et

5 = e5

H
λ;−1
13 → Hλ

04 Et
1 =

1−λ
1+λ

e2 + e3 +
1

1+λ
e4 Et

2 = −ie2

Et
3 = ie1 −

(1−λ)i
1+λ

e2 − ie3 +
i

1+λ
e4

Et
4 = te4 Et

5 = e5

H
λ;λ
13 → Hλ

05 Et
1 = e3 +

1
1+λ

e4 Et
2 = e1 Et

3 = e2
Et

4 = te4 Et
5 = e5

H
λ6=−1;µ6=−1,λ
13 → H10 Et

1 = e1 +
1

1+µ
e2 +

1−µ

(λ−µ)(1−λµ)t
e4 Et

2 = te2 +
1

λ−µ
e4

Et
3 =

1
(λ−µ)t

e1 −
1

(1+µ)(1−λµ)t
e2 + e3 +

1
(1+λ)(µ−λ)(1−λµ)t2

e4

Et
4 = −λte2 +

µ

µ−λ
e4 Et

5 = e5

H−1
14 → H−1

05 Et
1 = e4 Et

2 = e1 Et
3 = e2

Et
4 = te3 Et

5 = e5

H
λ6=−1
14 → H10 Et

1 =
2

(1+λ)2t
e2 +

1−λ
1+λ

e3 + e4 Et
2 =

1
1+λ

e2 + te3

Et
3 = e1 −

1
(1+λ)3t2

e2 −
1

(1+λ)t
e4

Et
4 = e2 Et

5 = e5

Hλ
14 → H

λ;−1
13 Et

1 = te4 Et
2 =

1
t
e3 Et

3 = e1
Et

4 = e2 Et
5 = e5

H15 → H
0;0
13 Et

1 =
1
t
e1 Et

2 = te2 Et
3 = e3

Et
4 = e4 Et

5 = e5
H15 → H10 Et

1 = e1 + e2 Et
2 = te1

Et
3 =

1
t
e2 −

1
t
e3 −

1
t
e4 Et

4 = −te4 Et
5 = e5

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

Non-degeneration Arguments

H08 6→ H
λ6=−1;−1
13 ,H

λ;λ6=−1
13

R =







cki,j = 0 if i = 5, j = 5 or k 6= 5;

c52,4 = c53,3 = c53,4 = c54,2 = c54,3 = c54,4
= c54,1 + c51,4 = c53,2 + c52,3 = 0







e4, e3, e2, e1, e5

Hλ
09 6→ H

µ;−1
13 ,H

µ;µ6=λ
13

R =







cki,j = 0 if i = 5, j = 5 or k 6= 5;

c52,4 = c53,3 = c53,4 = c54,2 = c54,3 = c54,4
= c54,1 − λc51,4 = c53,2 − λc52,3 = 0







e2, e1, e3, e4, e5

H1
09 6→ H

λ6=1
05

R =







cki,j = 0 if i = 5, j = 5 or k 6= 5;

c52,4 = c53,3 = c53,4 = c54,2 = c54,3 = c54,4
= c53,1 − c51,3 = c54,1 − c51,4 = c53,2 − c52,3 = 0







e2, e3, e1, e4, e5

H11 6→ H
λ;−1
13 ,H

λ;λ6=1
13

R =







cki,j = 0 if i = 5, j = 5 or k 6= 5;

c52,4 = c53,3 = c53,4 = c54,2 = c54,3 = c54,4
= c54,1 − c51,4 = c53,2 − c52,3 = 0







e4, e1, e1 + ie3, e2, e5

H12,H
λ;−1
13 6→ H

λ6=−1
05 Z−1

(

H12

)

, Z−1

(

H
λ;−1
13

)

> Z−1

(

Hλ
05

)

H
−1;−1
13 6→ H01 H

−1;−1
13 is antisymmetric
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H
1;1
13 6→ H

λ6=1
03 H

1,1
13 is symmetric

H
λ;λ
13 6→

H
µ
05

µ 6= λ
Zλ

(

H
λ;λ
13

)

> Zλ

(

H
µ
05

)

H
λ6=−1;µ6=−1,λ
13 6→ H

τ ;−1
13 ,H

τ ;τ
13

R =







cki,j = 0 if i = 5, j = 5 or k 6= 5;

c52,4 = c53,3 = c53,4 = c54,2 = c54,3 = c54,4
= c54,1 − λc51,4 = c53,2 − µc52,3 = 0







e3, e1, e2, e4, e5

H−1
14 6→

Hλ
03

λ 6= −1
Z−1

(

H−1
14

)

> Z−1

(

Hλ
03

)

H
λ6=−1
14 6→ H

µ6=λ;−1
13 ,H

µ;µ
13

R =







cki,j = 0 if i = 5, j = 5 or k 6= 5;

c52,4 = c53,3 = c53,4 = c54,2 = c54,3 = c54,4
= c54,1 − λc51,4 = c53,2 + c52,3 = 0







e1, e4, e3, e2, e5

H15 6→ H
λ;−1
13 ,H

λ;λ6=0
13

R =







cki,j = 0 if i = 5, j = 5 or k 6= 5;

c52,4 = c53,3 = c53,4 = c54,2 = c54,3
= c54,4 = c54,1 = c53,2 = 0







e3, e1, e2, e4, e5

�

The algebraic classification of four dimensional anticommutative 3-ary algebras (ACom3
4). Accord-

ing to the method of classification of n × 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 e1, e2, e3, e4 of V. Any structure µ ∈ ACom
3
4 with structure constants c

j
i1,i2,i3

(1 ≤ ik, j ≤ 4) is

determined by the 4× 4 matrix Aµ whose (i, j)-entry is (−1)i−1c
j
i1,i2,i3

, where (i1, i2, i3) is a unique triple

of numbers such that i1, i2, i3 ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} \ {i} and i1 < i2 < i3.

Summarizing, the table below presents an algebraic classification of algebras from ACom
3
4 :

H Multiplication table

H01 [e2, e3, e4] = e1
H02 [e1, e3, e4] = −e1 − e2 [e2, e3, e4] = −e2
Hλ

03 [e1, e3, e4] = −λe1 [e2, e3, e4] = e2
H04 [e1, e2, e4] = e2 + e3 [e1, e3, e4] = e3 [e2, e3, e4] = e1
Hλ

05 [e1, e2, e4] = λe2 [e1, e3, e4] = −e3 [e2, e3, e4] = e1
H06 [e1, e3, e4] = −e3 [e2, e3, e4] = e2
H07 [e1, e2, e4] = −e1 − e2 [e1, e3, e4] = e2 + e3 [e2, e3, e4] = e3
H08 [e1, e2, e3] = −e1 − e2 [e1, e2, e4] = −e2 − e3

[e1, e3, e4] = −e3 − e4 [e2, e3, e4] = −e4

H
λ6=−1,0
09 [e1, e2, e3] = −λe2 [e1, e2, e4] = λe1 + e2

[e1, e3, e4] = −e4 [e2, e3, e4] = e3
H10 [e1, e2, e4] = e4 [e1, e3, e4] = −e3 [e2, e3, e4] = e1
H11 [e1, e2, e3] = −e2 − e3 [e1, e2, e4] = −e3 − e4

[e1, e3, e4] = −e4 [e2, e3, e4] = e1
H12 [e1, e2, e3] = −e3 − e4 [e1, e2, e4] = −e4

[e1, e3, e4] = −e1 − e2 [e2, e3, e4] = −e2
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H
λ;µ
13 [e1, e2, e3] = −λe3 [e1, e2, e4] = e4

[e1, e3, e4] = −µe1 [e2, e3, e4] = e2
Hλ

14 [e1, e2, e3] = −e3 − e4 [e1, e2, e4] = −e4
[e1, e3, e4] = −λe1 [e2, e3, e4] = e2

H15 [e1, e2, e4] = e4 [e1, e3, e4] = −e3 [e2, e3, e4] = e2

where the rest of nonzero multiplications can be obtained by the anticommutative property, λ, µ ∈ C|·|≤1

and λ− µ ∈ C≥0.

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

Theorem 4.
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