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CLASSICAL ORTHOGONAL DECOMPOSITION OF A MODULAR

sln

YOTSANAN MEEMARK AND SONGPON SRIWONGSA

Abstract. An orthogonal decomposition problem of Lie algebras over the com-
plex numbers has been studied since the 1980s. It has many applications and
relations to other areas of mathematics and sciences. In this paper, we consider
this decomposition problem over a field of prime characteristic. We define a clas-
sical orthogonal decomposition of a modular Lie algebra and construct it for sln
under certain sufficient conditions. Additionally, we provide more detailed analysis
of the problem when n = 2 and 3.

1. Introduction

Throughout the paper, we denote the special linear Lie algebra of order n over a
field F by sln(F).

Over the field of complex numbers C, an orthogonal decomposition (OD) of a
Lie algebra is a decomposition (as a vector space) into a direct sum of its Cartan
subalgebras which are pairwise orthogonal with respect to the Killing form. One
interesting example of OD was studied by J. G. Thompson in [19, 20] where an OD
of the Lie algebra of type E8 was discovered while constructing the sporadic simple
group F3. The theory of OD of simple Lie algebras over C was later developed by
Kostrikin et al. [9, 10, 11, 12]. The problem of OD has attracted further attention
due to its applications and its relations to other fields. One important example is the
study of mutually unbiased bases (MUBs) in Cn which has an application in quan-
tum information theory [4, 6, 14]. In particular, a connection between the existence
problem of OD of sln(C) and the construction of maximal collections of MUBs was
established in [4]. There is a famous conjecture: sln(C) has an OD if and only if n
is a prime power [12]. It is known as the Winnie-the-Pooh conjecture, due to a play
on words found in Zahoder’s translation of Milne’s famous children’s book “Winnie-
the-Pooh” into Russian. The “only if” part of this conjecture remains unsolved and
wide open, even for the case of the first non-prime power n = 6. Some developments
of the OD problem for sl6(C) can be seen in [1, 8] and references therein. Indeed,

Note added in this arXiv version: we correct the conclusion about the uniqueness of COD
of sl3 over a finite field in Section 3 of the published version [J. Pure Appl. Algebra 228
(2024) 107721] by adding Theorem 3.10 to this version. Additionally, we add the input of
m[i], n[i], k[i], l[i], s[i], t[i], x[i] and y[i] in Appendix A: A.1. Mathematica code for checking J3(1, z)
and J3(1, 1).
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the conjecture has an impact on the problem of MUBs. Recently, the Winnie-the-
Pooh problem has been related to an algebraic combinatorics problem (see [18]).
In addition to the aforementioned references, there are other works related to our
topic that are worth mentioning. First, a review about MUBs and applications of
OD in homological algebra and topology can be found in [3]. The results regarding
the description of MUBs in dimension 7 were presented in [13, 23]. The reader can
also find the relationship between the OD problem and symplectic geometry in [2].
Furthermore, the application of the p-adic model of quantum mechanics in studying
of MUBs and OD has been published in [22].

One can raise a question about the orthogonal decomposition problem for the Lie
algebra sln over a field of positive characteristic or any other commutative ring. For
recent works on the case of finite commutative rings, see [16, 17]. This particular
problem was also mentioned on page 54 of [12]. It was claimed that if sln(C) has
an OD, then the same property is evidently satisfied by sln(F), where F is an al-
gebraically closed field with char(F) ∤ n, and the question arose: Is the converse
true? Of course, sln(F) and sln(C) share many of the same properties. However,
without assuming the algebraically closed property, the problem turns out to be
more complicated. In this paper, we extend the definition of an OD for a modular
Lie algebra over an arbitrary field F of positive characteristic (not necessary alge-
braically closed) and construct it for sln(F) under some sufficient conditions. Then
we characterize these fields allowing the decomposition to occur when n = 2 and 3.
Moreover, we analyze the uniqueness problem for these cases.

Some properties of a modular Lie algebra do not hold like in a Lie algebra over C,
in particular, the Cartan subalgebras’ properties. For instance, all Cartan subalge-
bras of a semisimple Lie algebra over C are conjugate and abelian [7], but this is not
true for our setting here. It is worth mentioning that there is a finite dimensional
semisimple Lie algebra over a finite field, which has a non-abelian Cartan subalgebra
[5]. Thus, we shall modify the definition of an OD for the modular case as follows.

Let F be a field of positive characteristic p > 3. Let L be a Lie algebra over F.
Recall that a subalgebra H of L is a Cartan subalgebra if it is a nilpotent subalgebra
which is a self-normalizer. In this work, we also require all Cartan subalgebra to be
“classical”. The details are described in the following paragraph.

We recall from [15] that a Lie algebra L over F is classical if:

(i) the center of L is zero;
(ii) [L,L] = L;
(iii) L has an abelian Cartan subalgebra H which satisfies:

(a) L = ⊕Lα, where [x, h] = α(h)x for all x ∈ Lα and h ∈ H ;
(b) if α 6= 0 is a root, then [Lα,L−α] is one-dimensional;
(c) if α and β are roots with β 6= 0, then not all α + kβ are roots, where

1 ≤ k ≤ p− 1.
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Such an H possessing properties (a), (b) and (c) is called a classical Cartan
subalgebra.

Note that all classical Cartan subalgebras of a classical Lie algebra are conjugate, in
particular, any two classical Cartan subalgebras of a classical sln(F) are isomorphic
by an element in the projective special linear group PSLn(F) [15]. We remark
that not all Cartan subalgebras need to be classical, even when they are abelian.

For example, the Cartan subalgebra

〈(

0 1
−1 0

)〉

Z7

is abelian but not classical in

sl2(Z7) because
√
−1 is invalid in Z7. Therefore, the adjoint action of the matrix is

not semisimple, that is, sl2(Z7) does not have a root space decomposition relative
to this subalgebra.

Here, we define the orthogonal decomposition of

sln(F) = {n× n traceless matrices over F}

to be classical if all of its components are classical, for this case, we denote the
decomposition by COD. Recall that the orthogonality is defined via the Killing
form: K(A,B) := Tr(adA · adB) and for the Lie algebra sln

K(A,B) = 2nTr(AB),

where Tr is the trace of a matrix. Therefore, a COD of sln(F) is a decomposition

sln(F) = H0 ⊕H1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Hn,

where Hi’s are pairwise orthogonal classical Cartan subalgebras of sln(F) with re-
spect to K. The number n is the Coxeter number of type An−1. This holds because
all components are conjugate.

Remark. It is possible to find a field F such that sln(F) can be orthogonally decom-
posed into a direct sum of Cartan subalgebras where at least one Cartan subalgebra
is non-classical. We give one example here:

sl2(Z7) =

〈(

1 0
0 −1

)〉

Z7

⊕
〈(

0 1
−1 0

)〉

Z7

⊕
〈(

0 1
1 0

)〉

Z7

.

As discussed above, the second component is not classical.

The organization of the paper. In Section 2, we derive the main result by
constructing a COD of sln(F) under some sufficient assumptions. We provide two
corollaries for the cases when F is algebraically closed or finite. In Section 3, we
characterize positive characteristic fields F such that sln(F), n = 2, 3, has a COD.
Moreover, we show that a COD of sln(F) for n = 2, 3 where F is algebraically closed
or finite, is unique up to conjugacy.
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2. A construction of COD

One construction of an OD of sln(C), when n = pm is a prime power, is called a J-
decomposition. It relies on a diagonal matrix consisting of 1 and primitive pth roots
of unity and a permutation matrix [12]. The proof there was done by using Lie’s
theorem to verify that the constructed decomposition is an OD. However, the Lie’s
theorem is invalid for the modular case in general. Furthermore, all the constructed
components are immediately classical in the complex case.

In the following result, we also use the same matrices as mentioned for the con-
struction of a COD, but the verification must be modified for this modular case. In
fact, the classical property of all components needs to be shown.

Theorem 2.1. Let F be a field of positive characteristic and let n = pm be a prime
power. Assume that char(F) 6= 2, 3 and p. If

(1) p = 2 and −1 is a square in F or
(2) p > 2 and F contains a primitive pth root of unity,

then sln(F) has a COD.

Proof. We begin with the case m = 1. For p = 2, if −1 is a square in F, then it is
clear that sl2(F) has a COD

sl2(F) =

〈(

1 0
0 −1

)〉

F

⊕
〈(

0 1
−1 0

)〉

F

⊕
〈(

0 1
1 0

)〉

F

.

Indeed, the diagonal one is a classical Cartan subalgebra and clearly conjugate to
the last component. The second one is also a classical Cartan subalgebra due to the
availability of

√
−1. Now, assume that p > 2 and F contains a primitive pth root of

unity u. Let

D = diag(1, u, . . . , up−1) and P =













0 0 · · · 0 1
1 0 · · · 0 0
0 1 · · · 0 0
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 · · · 1 0













.

Thus, D and P are matrices in slp(F) and p is the smallest positive integer such
that Dp = P p = Ip. For any a, b ∈ Zp, let J(a,b) = DaP b. We have

Tr(J(a,b)) = 0 ⇐⇒ (a, b) 6= (0, 0)(2.1)

and

P bDa = u−abDaP b.(2.2)

The last equation implies

J(a,b)J(c,d) = u−bcJ(a+c,b+d) and(2.3)
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[J(a,b), J(c,d)] = (u−bc − u−ad)J(a+c,b+d)(2.4)

for a, b, c, d ∈ Zp. For a, k ∈ Zp with a 6= 0, J(a,ka) and J(0,a) are elements of slp(F)
by (2.1). For a fixed k ∈ Zp, it follows immediately from the definitions of D and P
that J(1,k), J(2,2k), . . . , J(p−1,k(p−1)) are linearly independent. Construct the following
subalgebras:

Hk = 〈J(a,ka) | a ∈ Z×
p 〉F, k ∈ Zp and

H∞ = 〈J(0,a) | a ∈ Z×
p 〉F = 〈P, P 2, . . . , P p−1〉F.

Let

X =





















1 u
p(p−1)

2 u
(p−1)(p−2)

2 · · · u3 u

u 1 u
p(p−1)

2 · · · u6 u3

u3 u 1 · · · u10 u6

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

u
(p−1)(p−2)

2 u
(p−2)(p−3)

2 u
(p−3)(p−4)

2 · · · 1 u
p(p−1)

2

u
p(p−1)

2 u
(p−1)(p−2)

2 u
(p−2)(p−3)

2 · · · u 1





















.

Since p > 2, X is invertible. It is straightforward to verify that X−1DPX = D and
X−1PX = P . Thus by (2.2), conjugation by the matrix X shifts H0, H1, . . . , Hp−1

cyclically and fixes H∞. Moreover, P is diagonalizable with eigenvalues listed in D.
Thus, H0 is conjugate to H∞. Note that H0 is clearly a classical Cartan subalgebra.
These imply that all Hk, k ∈ Zp and H∞ are classical Cartan subalgebras of slp(F).
Next, we show that

slp(F) = H∞ ⊕H0 ⊕H1 ⊕ . . .⊕Hp−1,(2.5)

as a vector space. It is clear from the construction that H0 ∩
∑

j 6=0Hj = {0}. In
particular, the sum is direct for H0 and H∞. Thus, the sums for all Hi’s are also
direct, and so by counting dimensions, we have the equality.

We prove that the decomposition (2.5) is pairwise orthogonal with respect to the
Killing form K(A,B) = 2pTr(AB). It is obvious that H∞ is orthogonal to all the
others Hi’s. Let a, b ∈ Z×

p and k1, k2 ∈ Zp with k1 6= k2. Then (a + b, k1a + k2b) 6=
(0, 0) and so by (2.3),

K(J(a,k1a), J(b,k2b)) = 2pTr(J(a,k1a)J(b,k2b))

= 2pu−k1abTr(J(a+b,k1a+k2b))

= 0.

Thus, Hi and Hj are orthogonal for all i, j ∈ Zp and i 6= j. This completes the proof
for the case m = 1.

Next suppose that m ≥ 2. Let Fpm be the finite field of pm elements and W =
Fpm ⊕ Fpm a 2m-dimensional vector space over Zp equipped with a symplectic form
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〈·, ·〉 : W × W → Zp defined by the field trace 1 as follows: for any elements
~w = (α; β), ~w′ = (α′; β ′) ∈ W ,

〈~w, ~w′〉 := TrFpm/Zp
(αβ ′ − α′β).

Then, by Corollary 3.3 of [21], W possesses a symplectic basis

B = {~e1, . . . , ~em, ~f1, . . . , ~fm}
where {~e1, . . . , ~em} and {~f1, . . . , ~fm} span the first and the second factors, respec-
tively, such that

〈~w, ~w′〉 =
m
∑

i=1

(aib
′
i − a′ibi),

where ~w =
∑m

i=1(ai~ei + bi ~fi) and ~w′ =
∑m

i=1(a
′
i~ei + b′i

~fi). With the basis B, write
each vector ~w ∈ W as

~w = (a1, . . . , am; b1, . . . , bm),

and associate it with a matrix

J~w = J(a1,b1) ⊗ J(a2,b2) ⊗ · · · ⊗ J(am,bm),

where ⊗ denotes the Kronecker product of matrices 2, and J(ai,bi) is given as in the
case m = 1 with a given primitive pth root of unity u ∈ F× for all i = 1, 2, . . . , m.
Then the set {J~w | 0 6= ~w ∈ W} forms a basis of slpm(F). By properties of the
Kronecker product, we have the following identities:

J~wJ~w′ = u−B(~w,~w′)J~w+~w′ and(2.6)

[J~w,J~w′] = (u−B(~w,~w′) − u−B(~w′, ~w))J~w+~w′(2.7)

= u−B(~w′, ~w)(u〈~w,~w′〉 − 1)J~w+~w′,

where

B(~w, ~w′) =
m
∑

i=1

a′ibi

for all ~w = (a1, . . . , am; b1, . . . , bm), ~w
′ = (a′1, . . . , a

′
m; b

′
1, . . . , b

′
m) ∈ W .

1The field trace of α ∈ Fpm is defined to be the sum of all Galois conjugates of α, i.e.

TrFpm/Zp
(α) = α+ αp + · · ·+ αpm−1

.

2The Kronecker product of an m × n matrix A = (aij) and a p × q matrix B is defined to be

the mp× nq block matrix: A⊗B =







a11B · · · a1nB
...

. . .
...

am1B · · · amnB






.
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Write ~w = (α; β) ∈ W , where α = (a1, a2, . . . , am) and β = (b1, b2, . . . , bm). Define

H∞ = 〈J(0;λ) | λ ∈ F×
q 〉F and Hα = 〈J(λ;αλ) | λ ∈ F×

q 〉F,
where α ∈ Fpm. Since all J~w’s are basis elements, we have

slq(F) = H∞ ⊕ (⊕α∈Fpm
Hα).(2.8)

Using the similar argument to the case where m = 1 and the fact that an eigen-
value of the Kronecker product is the product of each eigenvalue from each compo-
nent with the corresponding eigenvector formed by the tensor product of each, we
see that all H ′

is are classical Cartan subalgebras.
To see that they are pairwise orthogonal, note that if (γ; δ) 6= (−α;−β), then

Tr(J(α;β)J(γ;δ)) = 0. Indeed, if λ = (a1, . . . , am), β = (b1, . . . , bm), γ = (a′1, . . . , a
′
m),

δ = (b′1, . . . , b
′
m) and ai 6= −a′i for some i ∈ {1, . . . , m}, then ai + a′i 6= 0 and

Tr(J(ai+a′i,bi+b′i)
) = 0 (as in the case m = 1). By (2.6) and the trace property of the

Kronecker product,

Tr(J(α;β)J(γ;δ)) = u−B((α;β),(γ;δ))Tr(J(a1+a′1,...,am+a′m;b1+b′1,...,bm+b′m))

= u−B((α;β),(γ;δ))Tr(⊗m
j=1J(aj+a′j ,bj+b′j)

)

= u−B((α;β),(γ;δ))
m
∏

j=1

Tr(J(aj+a′j ,bj+b′j)
)

= 0.

This completes the proof. �

The following corollary is immediate.

Corollary 2.2. Let F be an algebraically closed field of positive characteristic and
let n = pm be a prime power. If char(F) 6= 2, 3 and p, then sln(F) has a COD.

Let Fq denote the finite field with q elements. It is known that −1 is a square in
Fq if and only if q is even or q ≡ 1 (mod 4) and for a prime p, Fq has a primitive
pth root of unity if and only if p | (q − 1), by Cauchy theorem. Thus, we have:

Corollary 2.3. Let n = pm be a prime power. Assume that char(Fq) 6= 2, 3 and p.
If

(1) p = 2 and q ≡ 1 (mod 4), or
(2) p > 2 and p | (q − 1),

then sln(Fq) has a COD.

3. Characterization of fields for COD of sln, n = 2, 3

Let F be a field of positive characteristic > 3. Assume that sln(F) is classical.
Then all its classical Cartan subalgebras are conjugate [15]. We say that any two
CODs of sln(F) are conjugate if there exists an isomorphism in Aut(sln(F)) mapping
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each component from the first decomposition to exactly one component in the sec-
ond. Let H0 be the classical Cartan subalgebra of sln(F) consisting of the diagonal
matrices. Note that the conjugation preserves the orthogonality with respect to the
Killing form K. We may assume that the first component of a COD of sln(F) is
H0. Let H be another classical Cartan subalgebra of sln(F) orthogonal to H0 with
respect to K. According to the corollary to Lemma II.1.2 of [15], K is nondegen-
erate, and so is its restriction to H0. Since H and H0 are conjugate, K|H is also
non-degenerate. From these properties, we have the following lemma, but we omit
the proof since the similar arguments in [12, Page 32] and [17, Lemma 2.1] can be
applied.

Lemma 3.1. Every classical Cartan subalgebra orthogonal to H0 has a basis of the
form indicated below.

(1) If n = 2, then

H =

〈(

0 1
a 0

)〉

F

for some a ∈ F \ {0}.
(2) If n = 3, then

H =

〈





0 1 0
0 0 a
ab 0 0



 ,





0 0 1
ab 0 0
0 b 0





〉

F

for some a, b ∈ F \ {0}.
Next, we characterize fields F allowing sln, n = 2, 3 to admit a COD. Note that

only the necessary condition of the following theorem needs to be proved.

Theorem 3.2. Let F be a field of characteristic > 3. Then sl2(F) has a unique (up
to conjugacy) COD if and only if F contains a primitive fourth root of unity.

Proof. Assume that sl2(F) admits a COD. Then by Lemma 3.1, the COD must be
of the form

sl2(F) =

〈(

1 0
0 −1

)〉

F

⊕
〈(

0 1
a 0

)〉

F

⊕
〈(

0 1
b 0

)〉

F

for some a, b 6= 0. The orthogonality implies that b = −a. Since all components
are conjugate, the middle one must be diagonalizable and a is forced to be a square
in F. The last component is classical if and only if −a is a square, which implies√
−1 ∈ F.

The uniqueness follows easily from the fact that

〈(

0 1
a 0

)〉

F

is conjugate to
〈(

0 1
1 0

)〉

F

by the matrix

(√
a 0
0 1

)

. �

For the finite field Fq, we have the following characterization.
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Corollary 3.3. Assume that char(Fq) > 3. Then sl2(Fq) has a unique (up to
conjugacy) COD if and only if q ≡ 1 (mod 4).

Remark. If q ≡ 3 (mod 4), then sl2(Fq) has only two classical orthogonal compo-

nents which are

〈(

1 0
0 −1

)〉

Fq

and

〈(

0 1
1 0

)〉

Fq

.

Theorem 3.4. Let F be a field of characteristic > 3. Then sl3(F) has a COD if
and only if F contains a primitive cube root of unity.

Proof. Suppose that F does not have any primitive cube root of unity but sl3(F)
possesses a COD. Note that the decomposition of sl3(F) has four components. Then,
up to conjugacy, we can assume that the classical Cartan subalgebra H0 consisting
of diagonal matrices is the first component and, by Lemma 3.1, all other components
are of the forms

H ′
1 =

〈





0 1 0
0 0 a
ab 0 0



 ,





0 0 1
ab 0 0
0 b 0





〉

F

,

H ′
2 =

〈





0 1 0
0 0 c
cd 0 0



 ,





0 0 1
cd 0 0
0 d 0





〉

F

,

H ′
3 =

〈





0 1 0
0 0 e
ef 0 0



 ,





0 0 1
ef 0 0
0 f 0





〉

F

for some a, b, c, d, e, f 6= 0. By the orthogonality between H ′
1 and H ′

2, we have
cd + ad + ab = 0 and cd + cb+ ab = 0. Then d = a−1cb. Substituting d in the first
equation, we get c2 + ac + a2 = 0. Since there is no primitive cube root of unity in
F, the polynomial t2 + at + a2 has no root in F. This is a contradiction. �

We immediately have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.5. Assume that char(Fq) > 3. Then sl3(Fq) has a COD if and only if
3 | (q − 1).

Remark. If 3 ∤ (q − 1), then the absence of primitive cube roots of unity implies
that sl3(Fq) does not possess an orthogonal pair of classical Cartan subalgebras.

Note that if F is algebraically closed, the COD of sl3(F) is immediately unique
(up to conjugacy). The uniqueness result is the same for sl3 over a finite field Fq

with 3 | (q − 1), but the arguments of proof are different from the algebraically
closed field case. We provide the precise details in the following discussion.

Theorem 3.6. Let F be an algebraically closed field of characteristic > 3. Then the
COD of sl3(F) is unique (up to conjugacy).
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Proof. By the above discussion, we can assume that one component of a COD is
the subalgebra H0 consisting of the diagonal matrices. According to Lemma 3.1, we
have a COD

sln(F) = H0 ⊕H1 ⊕H2 ⊕H3,

where

H1 =

〈





0 1 0
0 0 1
1 0 0



 ,





0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 0





〉

F

,

H2 =

〈





0 1 0
0 0 a
ab 0 0



 ,





0 0 1
ab 0 0
0 b 0





〉

F

,

H3 =

〈





0 1 0
0 0 c
cd 0 0



 ,





0 0 1
cd 0 0
0 d 0





〉

F

for some a, b, c, d 6= 0, because F is algebraically closed. Using the similar arguments
and equations in the proof of Theorem 3.4, we have a = b, c = d ∈ {u, u2}, where u
is a primitive cube root of unity. The orthogonality between H2 and H3 allows us
to assume that a = u and c = u2. Therefore, the COD is uniquely defined. �

Now, we consider sl3(Fq) with char(Fq) > 3. Due to the nonexistence of cube
roots for some elements in Fq, this case becomes more intricate.

In general, if 3 | (q − 1), then a COD of sl3(Fq) is of the form

sl3(Fq) = H0 ⊕H1 ⊕H2 ⊕H3

where

H1 =

〈





0 1 0
0 0 a
ab 0 0



 ,





0 0 1
ab 0 0
0 b 0





〉

Fq

,

H2 =

〈





0 1 0
0 0 ua

u2ab 0 0



 ,





0 0 1
u2ab 0 0
0 ub 0





〉

Fq

,

H3 =

〈





0 1 0
0 0 u2a
uab 0 0



 ,





0 0 1
uab 0 0
0 u2b 0





〉

Fq

for some a, b 6= 0 and a primitive cube root of unity u. This can be verified by the
similar arguments as above. Thus, motivated by [12], we denote this decomposition
by J3(a, b) (sometimes we may call it J3-decomposition). The reader may check the
terminology J-decomposition in this reference for clarification.
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We investigate how many J3(a, b) that sl3(Fq) can have (up to conjugacy). Assume
that 3 | (q − 1). Then q − 1 = 3l for some l ∈ Z>0. Let x be a generator of F×

q .

Then | 〈x3〉 | = l and the index [F×
q : 〈x3〉] = 3. Let z ∈ F×

q \ 〈x3〉. We focus on these

three distinct cosets: 〈x3〉 , z 〈x3〉 and z2 〈x3〉. We use them to find the number of
CODs of sl3(Fq).

Our goal is to show that there are exactly two J3-decompositions of sl3(Fq), where
3 | (q − 1). Then we will see that only one J3-decomposition for this Lie algebra is
a COD. For convenience, we define a relation

J3(a, b) ≈ J3(c, d) ⇐⇒ J3(a, b) is conjugate to J3(c, d)

for all a, b, c, d 6= 0. Obviously, this is an equivalence relation.
The following lemma provides a sufficient condition to have two J3-decompositions

conjugate.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that 3 | (q − 1). For nonzero a, b, c, d ∈ Fq, if a
−1c and b−1d

are in the same left coset defined by 〈x3〉, then J3(a, b) ≈ J3(c, d).

Proof. Assume that a−1c and b−1d are in the same left coset. Then (a−1c)2b−1d and
a−1c(b−1d)2 have cube roots. Thus, we can use the matrix conjugation defined by





1
3
√

(a−1c)2b−1d
3
√

a−1c(b−1d)2





to map J3(a, b) to J3(c, d) isomorphically. �

From the above lemma, it follows that if a and b are in the same coset defined
by 〈x3〉, then J3(a, b) ≈ J3(1, 1). On the other hand, if they are in different cosets,
we will show that J3(a, b) is conjugate to either J3(1, z) or J3(1, z

2). As a result, we
have at most three J3-decompositions of sl3(Fq) up to conjugacy, when 3 | (q − 1).

Proposition 3.8. Under the above setting, the following statements hold.

(1) If a and b are in the same coset, then J3(a, b) ≈ J3(1, 1).
(2) If a and b are in different cosets, then J3(a, b) ≈ J3(1, z) or J3(a, b) ≈ J3(1, z

2).

Proof. We only need to prove (2). Consider the isomorphism ϕ : F×
q / 〈x3〉 → (Z3,+)

that sends zi 〈x3〉 to i. For i = 0, 1, 2, let zi denote the coset zi 〈x3〉. Now, assume
that a and b are in two distinct cosets, say a ∈ zi and b ∈ zj , we write (a, b) ∈ (zi, zj).
Thus, if (c, d) ∈ (zs, zt), then (a + c, b+ d) ∈ (zi+s, zj+t). Note that (1, z) ∈ (z0, z1)
and so (1, z−1) ∈ (z0, z2). By Lemma 3.7, for any (a, b) in (z0, z1), (z2, z0) and
(z1, z2), we have J3(a, b) ≈ J3(1, z). Finally, (1, z2) ∈ (z0, z2) and so (1, z−2) ∈
(z0, z1). By Lemma 3.7 again, for any (a, b) in (z1, z0), (z0, z2) and (z2, z1), we have
J3(a, b) ≈ J3(1, z

2). �
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To conclude that there are exactly two J3-decompositions of sl3(Fq) up to conju-
gacy, when 3 | (q − 1), we prove that J3(1, z) is conjugate to J3(1, z

2) but not to
J3(1, 1).

Theorem 3.9. Assume that char(Fq) > 3. If 3 | (q−1), then sl3(Fq) has exactly two
J3-decompositions up to conjugacy, which are represented by J3(1, 1) and J3(1, z).

Proof. The J3(1, 1) of sl3(Fq) is

sl3(Fq) = 〈J(1,0), J(2,0)〉 ⊕ 〈J(0,1), J(0,2)〉 ⊕ 〈J(1,1), J(2,2)〉 ⊕ 〈J(2,1), J(1,2)〉 ,

where J(a,b) = DaP b and

D = diag(1, u, u2), P =





0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 0



 .

Note that [J(a,b), J(c,d)] = (u−bc−u−ad)J(a+c,b+d) for all a, b ∈ {0, 1, 2} (cf. eq. (2.4)).
The following description is for J3(1, z). Let

P0 = I3, P1 =





0 0 1
z 0 0
0 z 0



 and P2 =





0 1 0
0 0 1
z 0 0



 .

Define J ′
(a,b) = DaPb for all a, b ∈ {0, 1, 2}. Let mbd = min{b, d} (mod 2). Then

[J ′
(a,b), J

′
(c,d)] = zmbd(u−bc − u−ad)J ′

(a+c,b+d).(3.1)

The J3(1, z) of sl3(Fq) is

sl3(Fq) = 〈J ′
(1,0), J

′
(2,0)〉 ⊕ 〈J ′

(0,1), J
′
(0,2)〉 ⊕ 〈J ′

(1,1), J
′
(2,2)〉 ⊕ 〈J ′

(2,1), J
′
(1,2)〉 .

Suppose that J3(1, z) ≈ J3(1, 1) by an automorphism ϕ. We show that this leads to
a contradiction. Since ϕ sends one component of J3(1, z) to exactly one component
of J3(1, 1), for each (a, b), by (3.1) there exists a unique (a′, b′) such that ϕ(J ′

(a,b)) =

αa,bJ(a′,b′) where αa,b ∈ F×
q . We consider all possible cases.

Case 1

ϕ :J ′
(1,0) 7→ aJ(1,0), J

′
(0,1) 7→ cJ(0,1)

J ′
(2,0) 7→ bJ(2,0), J

′
(0,2) 7→ dJ(0,2)

for some a, b, c, d ∈ F×
q . Using (3.1), we obtain

(i) ϕ(J ′
(1,1)) = acJ(1,1),

(ii) ϕ(J ′
(2,2)) = bdJ(2,2),

(iii) ϕ(J ′
(1,2)) = adJ(1,2).
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Since

ϕ([J ′
(0,1), J

′
(1,1)]) = [ϕ(J ′

(0,1)), ϕ(J
′
(1,1))]

and

ϕ([J ′
(0,1), J

′
(2,2)]) = [ϕ(J ′

(0,1)), ϕ(J
′
(2,2))],

by (i), (ii) and (iii), we have zd = c2 and z = cd, accordingly. This forces z = d3

which contradicts the choice of z.
Case 2

ϕ :J ′
(2,0) 7→ aJ(1,0), J

′
(0,1) 7→ cJ(0,1)

J ′
(1,0) 7→ bJ(2,0), J

′
(0,2) 7→ dJ(0,2)

for some a, b, c, d ∈ F×
q . Using (3.1), we obtain

(i) ϕ(J ′
(1,1)) = ( bc

1+u
)J(2,1),

(ii) ϕ(J ′
(2,2)) = ( ad

1+u
)J(1,2),

(iii) ϕ(J ′
(1,2)) = bd(1 + u)J(2,2).

Since

ϕ([J ′
(0,1), J

′
(1,1)]) = [ϕ(J ′

(0,1)), ϕ(J
′
(1,1))]

and

ϕ([J ′
(0,1), J

′
(2,2)]) = [ϕ(J ′

(0,1)), ϕ(J
′
(2,2))],

by (i), (ii) and (iii), we have zd(1 + u)3 = c2 and z = cd, accordingly. This forces
z = d3(1 + u)3 which contradicts the choice of z.

Here, we have provided the details for only two cases. For the remaining cases,
we refer the reader to Appendix 5.1 for a Mathematica code to verify that z would
be a cube unit in Fq, thus reaching a contradiction.

Finally, let

Q0 = I3, Q1 =





0 0 1
z2 0 0
0 z2 0



 and Q2 =





0 1 0
0 0 1
z2 0 0



 .

Define J ′′
(a,b) = DaQb for all a, b ∈ {0, 1, 2}. Let mbd = min{b, d} (mod 2). Then

[J ′′
(a,b), J

′′
(c,d)] = z2mbd(u−bc − u−ad)J ′′

(a+c,b+d).(3.2)

The J3(1, z
2) of sl3(Fq) is

sl3(Fq) = 〈J ′′
(1,0), J

′′
(2,0)〉 ⊕ 〈J ′′

(0,1), J
′′
(0,2)〉 ⊕ 〈J ′′

(1,1), J
′′
(2,2)〉 ⊕ 〈J ′′

(2,1), J
′′
(1,2)〉 .

We find an automorphism for sl3(Fq) that maps J3(1, z
2) to J3(1, z). To construct

such an automorphism, we define a map ψ on the basis of J3(1, z
2) as follows:

J ′′(1, 0) 7→ −J ′(1, 0), J ′′(2, 0) 7→ −J ′(2, 0),

J ′′(0, 1) 7→ −zJ ′(0, 2), J ′′(0, 2) 7→ −J ′(0, 1),
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J ′′(1, 1) 7→ z

1 + u
J ′(1, 2), J ′′(2, 2) 7→ 1

1 + u
J ′(2, 1)

J ′′(1, 2) 7→ (1 + u)J ′(1, 1) J ′′(2, 1) 7→ z(1 + u)J ′(2, 2).

We extend ψ linearly to the entire J3(1, z
2). Then by using the fact that u is a

primitive cube root of unity together with (3.1) and (3.2), we see that ψ is an auto-
morphism for sl3(Fq). For the details of this part, we refer the reader to Appendix
5.2. �

Note that the component H1 of J3(1, z) is not diagonalizable because z is non-
cube. Thus, H1 is not conjugate to H0, and so it is not classical. It implies that
J3(1, z) is not a COD. We present the following theorem as a conclusion.

Theorem 3.10. Assume that char(Fq) > 3. If 3 | (q−1), then sl3(Fq) has a unique
COD up to conjugacy represented by J3(1, 1).

4. Concluding Remark

The standard OD for a simple Lie algebra over C only requires each component
to be a Cartan subalgebra. As mentioned, for a modular Lie algebra, the Cartan
subalgebras do not have the same properties as in the complex case. We thus
proposed that a suitable generalization of OD in the modular case should be COD,
as defined in this paper. The study of COD is more optimal, as classical Cartan
subalgebras of a classical Lie algebra possess many desirable properties. Moreover,
there are several ingredients that we can utilize to delve deeper into the intricacies
of the problem.

The study of COD for sln(F), when n = 4, 5, should be discussed in the next
step. One may consider the COD problem for the case of n = 6. The results of this
problem could have significant implications for the Winnie-the-Pooh problem over
the complex numbers. Exploring the potential applications of the COD problem
still requires further attention. We plan to study some of these topics in our future
paper.
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5. Appendix

5.1. Mathematica code for checking J3(1, z) and J3(1, 1). Recalling the setting
of the proof of Theorem 3.9, we need to consider the following J3-decompositions.

(1) J3(1, 1):

sl3(Fq) = 〈J(1,0), J(2,0)〉 ⊕ 〈J(0,1), J(0,2)〉 ⊕ 〈J(1,1), J(2,2)〉 ⊕ 〈J(2,1), J(1,2)〉 ,
where J(a,b) = DaP b and

D = diag(1, u, u2), P =





0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 0



 .

(2) J3(1, z):

sl3(Fq) = 〈J ′
(1,0), J

′
(2,0)〉 ⊕ 〈J ′

(0,1), J
′
(0,2)〉 ⊕ 〈J ′

(1,1), J
′
(2,2)〉 ⊕ 〈J ′

(2,1), J
′
(1,2)〉 ,

where J ′
(a,b) = DaPb and

D = diag(1, u, u2), P =





0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 0



 .

The input of the above matrices is:

P = {{0, 0, 1}, {1, 0, 0}, {0, 1, 0}};
p[0] = IdentityMatrix[3];

p[1] = P ;

p[2] = P.P ;

p′[0] = IdentityMatrix[3];

p′[1] = {{0, 0, 1}, {z, 0, 0}, {0, z, 0}};
p′[2] = {{0, 1, 0}, {0, 0, 1}, {z, 0, 0}};
p′′[0] = IdentityMatrix[3];

p′′[1] = {{0, 0, 1}, {z2, 0, 0}, {0, z2, 0}};
p′′[2] = {{0, 1, 0}, {0, 0, 1}, {z2, 0, 0}};
d[0] = IdentityMatrix[3];

d[i ]:=DiagonalMatrix[{1, uMod[i,3], uMod[2i,3]}];
f [A ,B ]:=A.B − B.A

J [a , b ]:=d[Mod[a, 3]].p[Mod[b, 3]]

J ′[a , b ]:=d[Mod[a, 3]].p′[Mod[b, 3]]

J ′′[a , b ]:=d[Mod[a, 3]].p′′[Mod[b, 3]]
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Suppose that J3(1, 1) ≈ J3(1, z) by the map ϕ. Then we consider:

ϕ(J ′[1, 0]) = αJ [m[i], n[i]];

ϕ(J ′[2, 0]) = βJ [k[i], l[i]];

ϕ(J ′[0, 1]) = γJ [s[i], t[i]];

ϕ(J ′[0, 2]) = δJ [x[i], y[i]];

ϕ(J ′[1, 1]) = Simplify

[

f [ϕ(J ′[1, 0]), ϕ(J ′[0, 1])]

1− u2

]

;

ϕ(J ′[2, 2]) = Simplify

[

f [ϕ(J ′[2, 0]), ϕ(J ′[0, 2])]

1− u2

]

;

ϕ(J ′[1, 2]) = Simplify

[

f [ϕ(J ′[1, 0]), ϕ(J ′[0, 2])]

1− u

]

;

and check all of the following cases for m[i], n[i], k[i], l[i], s[i], t[i], x[i] and y[i].

m[1] = 1;n[1] = 0; k[1] = 2; l[1] = 0; s[1] = 0; t[1] = 1; x[1] = 0; y[1] = 2;

m[2] = 1;n[2] = 0; k[2] = 2; l[2] = 0; s[2] = 0; t[2] = 2; x[2] = 0; y[2] = 1;

m[3] = 1;n[3] = 0; k[3] = 2; l[3] = 0; s[3] = 1; t[3] = 1; x[3] = 2; y[3] = 2;

m[4] = 1;n[4] = 0; k[4] = 2; l[4] = 0; s[4] = 2; t[4] = 2; x[4] = 1; y[4] = 1;

m[5] = 1;n[5] = 0; k[5] = 2; l[5] = 0; s[5] = 2; t[5] = 1; x[5] = 1; y[5] = 2;

m[6] = 1;n[6] = 0; k[6] = 2; l[6] = 0; s[6] = 1; t[6] = 2; x[6] = 2; y[6] = 1;

m[7] = 2;n[7] = 0; k[7] = 1; l[7] = 0; s[7] = 0; t[7] = 1; x[7] = 0; y[7] = 2;

m[8] = 2;n[8] = 0; k[8] = 1; l[8] = 0; s[8] = 0; t[8] = 2; x[8] = 0; y[8] = 1;

m[9] = 2;n[9] = 0; k[9] = 1; l[9] = 0; s[9] = 1; t[9] = 1; x[9] = 2; y[9] = 2;

m[10] = 2;n[10] = 0; k[10] = 1; l[10] = 0; s[10] = 2; t[10] = 2; x[10] = 1; y[10] = 1;

m[11] = 2;n[11] = 0; k[11] = 1; l[11] = 0; s[11] = 2; t[11] = 1; x[11] = 1; y[11] = 2;

m[12] = 2;n[12] = 0; k[12] = 1; l[12] = 0; s[12] = 1; t[12] = 2; x[12] = 2; y[12] = 1;

m[13] = 0;n[13] = 1; k[13] = 0; l[13] = 2; s[13] = 1; t[13] = 0; x[13] = 2; y[13] = 0;

m[14] = 0;n[14] = 1; k[14] = 0; l[14] = 2; s[14] = 2; t[14] = 0; x[14] = 1; y[14] = 0;

m[15] = 0;n[15] = 1; k[15] = 0; l[15] = 2; s[15] = 1; t[15] = 1; x[15] = 2; y[15] = 2;

m[16] = 0;n[16] = 1; k[16] = 0; l[16] = 2; s[16] = 2; t[16] = 2; x[16] = 1; y[16] = 1;

m[17] = 0;n[17] = 1; k[17] = 0; l[17] = 2; s[17] = 2; t[17] = 1; x[17] = 1; y[17] = 2;

m[18] = 0;n[18] = 1; k[18] = 0; l[18] = 2; s[18] = 1; t[18] = 2; x[18] = 2; y[18] = 1;

m[19] = 0;n[19] = 2; k[19] = 0; l[19] = 1; s[19] = 1; t[19] = 0; x[19] = 2; y[19] = 0;

m[20] = 0;n[20] = 2; k[20] = 0; l[20] = 1; s[20] = 2; t[20] = 0; x[20] = 1; y[20] = 0;
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m[21] = 0;n[21] = 2; k[21] = 0; l[21] = 1; s[21] = 1; t[21] = 1; x[21] = 2; y[21] = 2;

m[22] = 0;n[22] = 2; k[22] = 0; l[22] = 1; s[22] = 2; t[22] = 2; x[22] = 1; y[22] = 1;

m[23] = 0;n[23] = 2; k[23] = 0; l[23] = 1; s[23] = 2; t[23] = 1; x[23] = 1; y[23] = 2;

m[24] = 0;n[24] = 2; k[24] = 0; l[24] = 1; s[24] = 1; t[24] = 2; x[24] = 2; y[24] = 1;

m[25] = 1;n[25] = 1; k[25] = 2; l[25] = 2; s[25] = 1; t[25] = 0; x[25] = 2; y[25] = 0;

m[26] = 1;n[26] = 1; k[26] = 2; l[26] = 2; s[26] = 2; t[26] = 0; x[26] = 1; y[26] = 0;

m[27] = 1;n[27] = 1; k[27] = 2; l[27] = 2; s[27] = 0; t[27] = 1; x[27] = 0; y[27] = 2;

m[28] = 1;n[28] = 1; k[28] = 2; l[28] = 2; s[28] = 0; t[28] = 2; x[28] = 0; y[28] = 1;

m[29] = 1;n[29] = 1; k[29] = 2; l[29] = 2; s[29] = 2; t[29] = 1; x[29] = 1; y[29] = 2;

m[30] = 1;n[30] = 1; k[30] = 2; l[30] = 2; s[30] = 1; t[30] = 2; x[30] = 2; y[30] = 1;

m[31] = 2;n[31] = 2; k[31] = 1; l[31] = 1; s[31] = 1; t[31] = 0; x[31] = 2; y[31] = 0;

m[32] = 2;n[32] = 2; k[32] = 1; l[32] = 1; s[32] = 2; t[32] = 0; x[32] = 1; y[32] = 0;

m[33] = 2;n[33] = 2; k[33] = 1; l[33] = 1; s[33] = 0; t[33] = 1; x[33] = 0; y[33] = 2;

m[34] = 2;n[34] = 2; k[34] = 1; l[34] = 1; s[34] = 0; t[34] = 2; x[34] = 0; y[34] = 1;

m[35] = 2;n[35] = 2; k[35] = 1; l[35] = 1; s[35] = 2; t[35] = 1; x[35] = 1; y[35] = 2;

m[36] = 2;n[36] = 2; k[36] = 1; l[36] = 1; s[36] = 1; t[36] = 2; x[36] = 2; y[36] = 1;

m[37] = 2;n[37] = 1; k[37] = 1; l[37] = 2; s[37] = 1; t[37] = 0; x[37] = 2; y[37] = 0;

m[38] = 2;n[38] = 1; k[38] = 1; l[38] = 2; s[38] = 2; t[38] = 0; x[38] = 1; y[38] = 0;

m[39] = 2;n[39] = 1; k[39] = 1; l[39] = 2; s[39] = 0; t[39] = 1; x[39] = 0; y[39] = 2;

m[40] = 2;n[40] = 1; k[40] = 1; l[40] = 2; s[40] = 0; t[40] = 2; x[40] = 0; y[40] = 1;

m[41] = 2;n[41] = 1; k[41] = 1; l[41] = 2; s[41] = 1; t[41] = 1; x[41] = 2; y[41] = 2;

m[42] = 2;n[42] = 1; k[42] = 1; l[42] = 2; s[42] = 2; t[42] = 2; x[42] = 1; y[42] = 1;

m[43] = 1;n[43] = 2; k[43] = 2; l[43] = 1; s[43] = 1; t[43] = 0; x[43] = 2; y[43] = 0;

m[44] = 1;n[44] = 2; k[44] = 2; l[44] = 1; s[44] = 2; t[44] = 0; x[44] = 1; y[44] = 0;

m[45] = 1;n[45] = 2; k[45] = 2; l[45] = 1; s[45] = 0; t[45] = 1; x[45] = 0; y[45] = 2;

m[46] = 1;n[46] = 2; k[46] = 2; l[46] = 1; s[46] = 0; t[46] = 2; x[46] = 0; y[46] = 1;

m[47] = 1;n[47] = 2; k[47] = 2; l[47] = 1; s[47] = 1; t[47] = 1; x[47] = 2; y[47] = 2;

m[48] = 1;n[48] = 2; k[48] = 2; l[48] = 1; s[48] = 2; t[48] = 2; x[48] = 1; y[48] = 1;

We use a “for loop” to reduce z symbolically:

For[i = 1, i < 49, i++,

Print[i]; Print[Reduce[{zt(u2 − 1)ϕJ ′[1, 2] == f [ϕJ ′[0, 1], ϕJ ′[1, 1]],

z(u − 1)ϕJ ′[2, 0]==f [ϕJ ′[0, 1], ϕJ ′[2, 2]], u 6= 0, α 6= 0, β 6= 0, γ 6= 0,
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δ 6= 0}, z]]].
5.2. Verifying the automorphism ψ. The map ψ was defined on the basis of
J3(1, z

2) as follows:

J ′′(1, 0) 7→ −J ′(1, 0), J ′′(2, 0) 7→ −J ′(2, 0),

J ′′(0, 1) 7→ −zJ ′(0, 2), J ′′(0, 2) 7→ −J ′(0, 1),

J ′′(1, 1) 7→ z

1 + u
J ′(1, 2), J ′′(2, 2) 7→ 1

1 + u
J ′(2, 1)

J ′′(1, 2) 7→ (1 + u)J ′(1, 1) J ′′(2, 1) 7→ z(1 + u)J ′(2, 2).

Then

(1) ψ([J ′′(1, 0), J ′′(0, 1)]) = z(1− u)J ′(1, 2) = [ψ(J ′′(1, 0)), ψ(J ′′(0, 1))],
(2) ψ([J ′′(1, 0), J ′′(0, 2)]) = (1− u2)J ′(1, 1) = [ψ(J ′′(1, 0)), ψ(J ′′(0, 2))],
(3) ψ([J ′′(1, 0), J ′′(1, 1)]) = z(1− u2)(1 + u)J ′(2, 2) = [ψ(J ′′(1, 0)), ψ(J ′′(1, 1))],
(4) ψ([J ′′(1, 0), J ′′(2, 2)]) = −(1− u)J ′(0, 2) = [ψ(J ′′(1, 0)), ψ(J ′′(2, 2))],
(5) ψ([J ′′(1, 0), J ′′(1, 2)]) = −(1 + u)(1− u2)J ′(2, 1) = [ψ(J ′′(1, 0)), ψ(J ′′(1, 2))],
(6) ψ([J ′′(1, 0), J ′′(2, 1)]) = −z(1− u2)J ′(0, 2) = [ψ(J ′′(1, 0)), ψ(J ′′(2, 1))],
(7) ψ([J ′′(2, 0), J ′′(0, 1)]) = z(1− u2)J ′(2, 2) = [ψ(J ′′(2, 0)), ψ(J ′′(0, 1))],
(8) ψ([J ′′(2, 0), J ′′(0, 2)]) = (1− u)J ′(2, 1) = [ψ(J ′′(2, 0)), ψ(J ′′(0, 2))],
(9) ψ([J ′′(2, 0), J ′′(1, 1)]) = −z(1− u)J ′(0, 2) = [ψ(J ′′(2, 0)), ψ(J ′′(1, 1))],
(10) ψ([J ′′(2, 0), J ′′(2, 2)]) = (1− u2)(1 + u)J ′(1, 1) = [ψ(J ′′(2, 0)), ψ(J ′′(2, 2))],
(11) ψ([J ′′(2, 0), J ′′(1, 2)]) = −(1− u2)J ′(0, 1) = [ψ(J ′′(2, 0)), ψ(J ′′(1, 2))],
(12) ψ([J ′′(2, 0), J ′′(2, 1)]) = −z(1 + u)(1 − u2)J ′(1, 2) = [ψ(J ′′(2, 0)), ψ(J ′′(2, 1))],
(13) ψ([J ′′(0, 1), J ′′(1, 1)]) = −z2(u− 1)J ′(2, 0) = [ψ(J ′′(0, 1)), ψ(J ′′(1, 1))],
(14) ψ([J ′′(0, 1), J ′′(1, 2)]) = −z2(u2 − 1)J ′(2, 0) = [ψ(J ′′(0, 1)), ψ(J ′′(1, 2))],
(15) ψ([J ′′(0, 1), J ′′(2, 1)]) = −z2(u2 − 1)(1 + u)J ′(2, 1) = [ψ(J ′′(0, 1)), ψ(J ′′(2, 1))],
(16) ψ([J ′′(0, 2), J ′′(1, 1)]) = −z2(u− 1)J ′(1, 0) = [ψ(J ′′(0, 2)), ψ(J ′′(1, 1))],
(17) ψ([J ′′(0, 2), J ′′(2, 2)]) = z(1 + u)(u2 − 1)J ′(2, 2) = [ψ(J ′′(0, 2)), ψ(J ′′(2, 2))],
(18) ψ([J ′′(0, 2), J ′′(1, 2)]) = −z(1 + u)(u2 − 1)J ′(1, 2) = [ψ(J ′′(0, 2)), ψ(J ′′(1, 2))],
(19) ψ([J ′′(0, 2), J ′′(2, 1)]) = −z2(u2 − 1)J ′(2, 0) = [ψ(J ′′(0, 2)), ψ(J ′′(2, 1))],
(20) ψ([J ′′(1, 1), J ′′(1, 2)]) = z2(u− u2)J ′(2, 0) = [ψ(J ′′(1, 1)), ψ(J ′′(1, 2))],
(21) ψ([J ′′(1, 1), J ′′(2, 1)]) = −z2(u− u2)J ′(0, 1) = [ψ(J ′′(1, 1)), ψ(J ′′(2, 1))],
(22) ψ([J ′′(2, 2), J ′′(1, 2)]) = z(u2 − u)J ′(0, 2) = [ψ(J ′′(2, 2)), ψ(J ′′(1, 2))],
(23) ψ([J ′′(2, 2), J ′′(2, 1)]) = −z2(u2 − u)J ′(1, 0) = [ψ(J ′′(2, 2)), ψ(J ′′(2, 2))].
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