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CONTACT LIE ALGEBRAS, GENERIC STABILISERS, AND AFFINE SEAWEEDS

OKSANA S. YAKIMOVA

ABSTRACT. Let q = Lie@ be a Lie algebra of index 1, i.e., a generic Q-orbit on q* has
codimension 1. We show that the following conditions are equivalent: qis contact; a generic
Q-orbit on q* is not conical; there is a generic stabiliser for the coadjoint action of q. In
addition, if g is contact, then the subalgebra 8(q)s C 8(q) generated by symmetric semi-
invariants of q is a polynomial ring. We study also affine seaweed Lie algebras of type A
and find some contact as well as non-contact examples among them.

INTRODUCTION

Let q be a Lie algebra over a field k of characteristic zero. For a € q*, let dya € A’q* be
the image of a under the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential. Suppose that dimq = 2n + 1.
Then q is said to be contact, if there is & € q* such that (A"d,a) A o # 0. This definition
originated from geometric constructions.

A contact structure on a smooth manifold M of dimension 2n+ 1 is a differential 1-form
v such that (dv)™ A v # 0 at each point of M, where dv is the de Rham differential of v.
For information about contact geometry or topology, see e.g. [9]. According to Gromov
[10], there is a contact structure on every odd-dimensional connected non-compact real
Lie group Q. In general, such contact structures are not invariant under left translations
by the group elements. Furthermore, () admits an invariant contact form if and only if its
Lie algebra Lie () is contact, see e.g. [6, Sect. 2].

Let g, C g be the kernel of the skew-symmetric bilinear form d,a. Then q, is also the
stabiliser of a w.r.t. the coadjoint action. We define the index of q by
(0-1) ind ¢ = min dim q,.
v€q”
If o € q* is a contact linear function, i.e., (A"dya) A o # 0, then dim q, = 1. Thereby each
contact Lie algebra is of index 1. But not any q with ind q = 1 is contact. However, there
are classes of Lie algebras, where these two properties are equivalent. For instance, this is
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true for algebraic Lie algebras whose radicals consist of ad-nilpotent elements, see Corol-
lary 3.4. This class includes all nilpotent Lie algebras, see also Example 2.4 for special
teature of the nilpotent case.

Until the end of the Introduction assume that k is algebraically closed and that g is an
algebraic Lie algebra, i.e., ¢ = Lie@, where () is a connected affine algebraic group. In
Section 2, we observe first that ¢ with ind q = 1 is contact if and only if a generic ()-orbit
in q* is not conical or, equivalently, if the extended group Q = Q x Kk acts on q* with an
open orbit. This implies that a contact form is unique up to conjugation by elements of @)
and scalar multiplication.

A linear form v € g* is stable in the terminology of [27] and its stabiliser q, C g is a
generic stabiliser for the coadjoint action, if there is a non-empty open subset U C q* such
that g, and g are conjugate by an element of () for each g € U.

Our main result, Theorem 2.2, states that a Lie algebra q of index 1 is contact if and only
if there is a generic stabiliser for the coadjoint action. In particular, if & € q* is contact,
then it is stable.

In [4], it is shown that a seaweed subalgebra of sl,(C) or sp,,(C) that has index 1 is
contact. To be more precise, the main theorem of [4] states that an index-one seaweed
of a complex simple Lie algebra is contact if and only if it is quasi-reductive. By a re-
sult of Panyushev [18] each seaweed in s, or sp,, is quasi-reductive. The equivalence of
Theorem 2.2 explains, simplifies, and generalises arguments of [4], see Section 2.1.

The authors of [4] claim that their result provides a classification of contact seaweeds.
Unfortunately, this is very far from the truth. In spite of many formulas for the index of a
seaweed [5, 17, 11, 20], no one knows how to list all seaweeds of index 1 in sl or in sp,,.
In this article, we are not interested in classification aspects, but rather in properties of the
coadjoint action of a contact Lie algebra.

In Section 3, we consider the subring §(q)? of symmetric invariants and the ring
8(q)s C 8(q) generated by semi-invariants of q. If q is contact, then 8(q)s C 8(q) is a
finitely generated polynomial ring, see Proposition 3.6. Being contact is essential for our
conclusion. There are non-contact Lie algebras of index 1 such that $(q)s; is not a polyno-
mial ring, see Example 3.12. Our proof relies on an old result of Sato-Kimura [24]. Their
method applies also to Lie algebras of index zero and leads to a similar conclusion, see
[21, Sect. 3.2]. A different approach to $(q)s in case ind q = 0 is developed in [15].

An important feature is that 8(qi, )% is a polynomial ring in m = ind qi, = tr.deg 8(q)si
variables for the canonical truncation q,, C q of a contact q; furthermore, this property
extends to each finite-dimensional quotient qi,[t]/(¢*) of the current algebra g,[t], see Sec-
tion 3.4. Non-reductive Lie algebras s such that 8(s)* is a polynomial ring with inds
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generators attract a lot of attention, see e.g. [26, 11, 19, 3, 21]. A quest for this type of
algebras continues. Our results provide another source of them.

The ring 8(q)9 itself is less spectacular. If ind q = 1, then either 8(q)? = k or 8(q)? is
generated by one homogeneous polynomial, see Section 3.1. If indq = 1 and 8(q)? # k,
then q is contact by Proposition 3.3.

Section 4 is devoted to affine seaweeds. These Lie algebras are analogues of the usual
seaweeds in the setting of loop algebras, see Section 2.1 for details on seaweeds in reduc-
tive Lie algebras. For one particular series of examples in type A,, we derive an explicit
formula for the index.

Let p C sl, 4, be a maximal parabolic with the blocks of sizes a and b. Write p = [ x n,
where n 2 k?®(k")* is the nilpotent radical, which is Abelian. Add another copy of n
obtaining q = q(a,b) = [x (n®n). Then q is an affine seaweed and ind q = ged(2a, a+b) —1
by Theorem 4.1. If gcd(2a, a + b) = 2, then ind q(a, b) = 1. A natural question is whether
this Lie algebra is contact or not. As it turns out, the question is rather difficult.

In order to obtain an answer, we deal with semi-direct products ) = L x exp(V'), where
exp(V) is a normal Abelian unipotent subgroup, L acts on V* with an open orbit L,
and ind Lie) = 1. Let L, be the stabiliser of v and L..- the normaliser of k. Certain
properties of [, = Lie L, and [~ = Lie L., are decisive factors here. For instance, if [,
is not contact and ind [~ = 0, then Lie() is contact. A reduction from () to L, is rather
intricate, see Theorem 4.2 and Prposition 4.3. If a and b are even and ind q(a,b) = 1,
then q(a,b) is quasi-reductive and contact, see Theorem 4.4. On the contrary, q(1,b) is
not contact for any odd b, see Example 4.5. There is an ample opportunity for further
investigation of the coadjoint action of an affine seaweed.

1. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATION

For an irreducible affine variety Y over k, we let k[Y] stand for the ring of regular
functions on Y and k(Y') = Quot k[Y] for the field of rational functions on Y. A statement
that a certain assertion holds for generic points of Y (or for generic orbits on Y’) means
that this assertion holds for all points of a non-empty open subset U C Y (for all orbits
intersecting U). If an algebraic group @ acts on Y, then k[Y]“ is the ring of Q-invariant
regular functions and k(Y)? is the field of Q-invariant rational functions on Y.

Suppose a € g*. The kernel q, C q of the skew-symmetric form d,« is defined by

da ={€ € q|a(§, q]) =0}

It is the stabiliser of a in q. If ¢ = Lie @ and ), C Q is the stabiliser of « for the coadjoint
action, then q, = Lie @Q,. Therefore dim Qo = dim q — dim q,. Hence ind q is the minimal
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codimension of a Q-orbit in q*, see (0-1) for the definition of index. If () is an algebraic
group, then

(1-1) ind q = tr.degk(q*)“

by the Rosenlicht theorem, see [25, IV.2].

Set g}, = {7 € 9" | dimq, = indq} and q%,, = q° \ q;.,- We say that q has the codim-n
property if dim g3, < dimq — n.

Let V be a finite-dimensional vector space over k and V* the dual space. Then (V*)* is
canonically isomorphic to V. For a subspace W C V, let Ann(W) C V* be the annihilator
of W.

Suppose dim q = 2n+ 1, whileind q = 1, and « € q},. Then q* has a basis {&;, . . ., §2nt1}
such that dya = § A& + ...+ &1 A &, Here g, is equal to Ann((&y, ..., &n)x) C .
Note that (A\"d,a) A @ = 0if and only if & € (&1, .. ., &n)x. The point « is contained in the
subspace ({1, . .., &)k if and only if o € Ann(q,), i.e., if a(q,) = 0. In other word, a is a
contact form if and only if a(q,) # 0. For a Lie algebra q of index 1, we have also

(1-2) q is contact < a(q.) # 0 for a generic point a € qy,.

Over an algebraically closed field, an orbit Qy of a group (@ is said to be conical, if
k'y C Qy. For the coadjoint representation

ad”: g — gl(q")
and o € q*, an equivalent condition is a € ad*(q)-a.

Lemma 1.1. For any finite-dimensional Lie algebra q and any o € q*, there is an equivalence:
a€ad’(q)a & alq.) =0.

Proof. If a € ad*(q)-«, then o = ad™(§)(«) for some ¢ € g and

a(da) = ad”"(§)(@)(9a) = —a([€, da]) = 0.

Suppose now that a(q,) = 0. Then o € Ann(q,). A standard fact is that Ann(q,) =
ad*(q)-«, it follows from dimension reasons. Hence o € ad*(q)-a. O

In most of the paper, we assume that k = k. This is a natural assumption, since the
property of being contact does not change under field extensions.

Whenever dealing with classical Lie algebras, we assume that E;; are elementary ma-
trices (matrix units).

If V' is a vector space and £ a natural number, then £V’ is a direct sum of k copies of V.
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2. LIE ALGEBRAS OF INDEX 1

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that indq = 1. Then q is contact if and only if o ¢ ad*(q)-« for a
generic point a € q*. For an algebraic q over an algebraically closed field, this condition means
that a generic Q-orbit in q* is not conical.

Proof. By Lemma 1.1, « is contained in ad*(q)-« if and only if a(q,) = 0. The desired
equivalence follows now from (1-2).

Note that in case k = k, an orbit Qo C q* is conical if and only if ad*(q)-« contains ka.
U

Unless otherwise stated, we assume from now on that k = k, () is a connected affine
algebraic group, and q = Lie Q.

Theorem 2.2. A Lie algebra q of index 1 is contact if and only if there is a generic stabiliser for
the coadjoint action.

Proof. Suppose first that g is contact. Choose a € g}, such that a(q.) # 0. Then the orbit
Qo is not conical by Lemma 1.1 and Proposition 2.1. Thereby Y = k'Qa is a dense open
subset of q*. Clearly q, and g, are conjugate by an element of () for each v € Y. Thus, q,
is a generic stabiliser for the coadjoint action.

Suppose now that q is not contact, but q, with o € q;, is a generic stabiliser for the
coadjoint action. Let y € q, be a non-zero vector. We show that [q, y] contains y.

It suffices to prove that v(y) = 0 for every v € Ann([q, y]). Note that

Ann([g,y]) ={B€a* |y € qs}.

In particular, o € Ann([q, y]). Also « is a regular point of g%, thereby R = q;;, N Ann([q, y])
is a dense open subset of Ann([q,y]). For each point v € R, we have v(q,) = 0 by (1-2).
Since here y € ¢, and dim q., = 1, the equality v(y) = 0 holds. Clearly, it extends from R
to all points of Ann([q, y]).

By a criterion [27, Corollaire 1.8] of Tauvel and Yu, q, N [q, 4.] = 0, because q, = ky is a
generic stabiliser. This provides a contradiction, since y € g, N [q, qa]. O

2.1. Seaweeds and quasi-reductive Lie algebras. Let g = Lie G be a simple Lie algebra
and p;,ps C g two parabolic subalgebras such that p; + po = g. Thenq = p; Npyisa
Lie algebra of seaweed type or just a seaweed also called a bi-parabolic. Each seaweed q is
an algebraic Lie algebra and q = Lie ), where () C G is the intersection of two parabolic
subgroups. In [18], Panyushev conjectured that if g, with v € g* is a generic stabiliser for
the coadjoint action of a seaweed q C g, then ()., is reductive.
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If there is a stable point a € q*, then q is called stable as well. This terminology is not
standard, but it is used, for example, in [4].

Following [7], say that q is quasi-reductive if there is § € q* such that the quotient ()/Z
by the centre Z C () is a reductive subgroup of GL(q*). For more information on these Lie
algebras see e.g. [7, 14].

Suppose Q3/Z is a reductive subgroup of GL(q*). Then there is a generic stabilliser for
the action of )/Z on g*, which is equal to a generic stabiliser for the action of Qs/Z on g3,
see e.g. [14, Lemma 2.3.]. Thus, a quasi-reductive q is stable and its generic stabiliser g, is
a sum Lie Z @ Lie (k" )*, where ¢ is the rank of Qz/Z.

Since the centre of a seaweed q C g consists of semisimple elements, we may reformu-
late Panyushev’s conjecture as follows: q is stable if and only if it is quasi-reductive. The
conjecture is proven by Ammari [1] on a case-by-case basis. Combining this with The-
orem 2.2, we derive the equivalence: a seaweed of index 1 is contact if and only if it is
quasi-reductive, which is the main result of [4].

Note that the argument in [4] goes as follows:
stable "2 quasi-reductive = contact = stable.

The first paragraph of the proof of Theorem 2.2 shows that the last implication is quite
straightforward. The implications “quasi-reductive — stable — contact” are true
for any Lie algebra of index 1. It is possible to see directly, why a quasi-reductive q with
ind q = 1 has to be contact. An ingredient here is the fact that for a generic point o € g¥,
its stabiliser q, consists of ad-nilpotent elements, if q is of index 1, but not contact.

There is no equivalence between “contact” and “quiasi-reductive”. There are many
example such that (), is unipotent and not central for a contact form a € q*. Below is one
of them.

Example 2.3. Let ) = SLyxexp(k?) be a semi-direct product of SL; and a two-dimensional
Abelian unipotent group. Thenind q = 1 and Z = {e}. Let {z, y} be a basis of the nilpotent
radical of q such that [E}y, 2] = 0 and [E12, y] = . Take a € q* such that a(y) = 1 = a(F12)
and a(r) = a(Ey) = a(En — Ex) = 0. Then q, is spanned by u = Ej» + 2y. Since
a(u) = 3 # 0, the orbit Qo is not conical and ku is a generic stabiliser for the coadjoint
action.

We end this section by addressing a very special type of Lie algebras, namely, nilpotent.

Example 2.4. Let n = Lie V be a nilpotent Lie algebra of index 1. For instance, n may be
a 3-dimensional Heisenberg Lie algebra with a basis {z,y, 2z} such that z is central and
[z,y] = z. The centre 3 of n is non-zero and 3 C n, for any a € n*. Thus, n, = 3 for any

*
Q€ Mg

Then ; is the generic stabiliser for the coadjoint action of n. Clearly a(3) # 0 for
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a generic « and n is contact. Since NN, is connected, it is equal to the centre Z C N. Hence
N,/Z = {e} and n is quasi-reductive.

3. INVARIANTS AND SEMI-INVARIANTS

Symmetric algebra 8(q) is identified with the graded ring k[q*] of polynomial functions
on q*. The adjoint action of q extends to a representation of q on §(q). Since () is connected,
we have k[q*]9 = 8(q)? = 8(q)". The elements of this ring are called symmetric invariants
of q. For F € 8(q), we have

Fe8(q)t & ¢F=0V¢€eq.

Then F' € 8(q) is called a semi-invariant of q if QF C kF or equivalently if {-F' € kF for
each ¢ € q. Let 8(q)s C 8(q) be the subring generated by the semi-invariants of ¢q. Note
that both 8(q) and 8(q)s are graded subalgebras.

3.1. General facts. Let f € k(q*)? be a rational Q-invariant. Then f = u/v for some
coprime polynomials u,v € k[g*]. Such a presentation is unique up to scalar multiples.
Therefore u and v are semi-invariants of ().

Suppose ind q = 1. Then tr.degk(q*)? = 1 by (1-1). Since Quot(k[q*]¥) is contained in
k(g*)%, we obtain tr.deg 8(q)* < 1. It may happen that $(q)? = k. Suppose 8(q)* # k. Then
8(q)" is generated by one element. Below we give an explanation of this standard fact.

Let F, Fy € 8(q)" be two non-constant homogeneous polynomials. Then they are al-
gebraically dependent and hence F* = sF} for some coprime natural numbers a, b and
s € k. Thereby H = v/F € k[q*] and the orbit Q H has at most b elements. Since the group
Q is connected, H € k[q*]9. If we take F' to be an invariant of the minimal degree, then
Fy € k[F]. Thus k[q*] = k[F].

In any case, k(q*)¢ # k. There is at least one rational invariant f = u/v ¢ k, where
u,v € 8(q)s. Hence 8(q)s # k. In view of classical results of Liiroth and Castelnouvo,
k(q*)? = k(f) for some f.

Let W = @I W' be the graded skew-symmetric algebra of polynomial vector fields
on q*. Over §(q) it is generated by {0; = 0,,|]1 < i < N}, where {z; | 1 <i < N} is a basis
of gand N = dimgq. Let 7= }_,_.|
T ata point v € q*, we obtain (y) = dyy. Then d = 1(dim q — ind q) is the largest number
such that A%r #£ 0.

z;, 2]0; A 0; € W? be the Poisson tensor of q. Evaluating

Definition 3.1. A polynomial p is a fundamental semi-invariant of q, if Ar = pR with
R € W% and the zero set of R in q* has codimension grater than or equal to 2.

The zero set of p is the union of divisors contained in q,,. Thereby p is indeed a semi-
invariant of q. By the construction, q has the codim-2 property if and only if p = 1.
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Remark 3.2. For any q # 0, we have 8(q)s # k. If indq > 1, then the argument with the
inclusion k(q*)? C Quot 8(q)s works. If indq = 0, then N = 2d and degp = d > 1 for a
non-zero q. Lie algebras of index zero are called Frobenius.

3.2. Importance of regular invariants.

Proposition 3.3. If ind q = 1 and 8(q)% = k[F'] for a non-constant F, then q is contact.

Proof. Since F' is constant on each orbit Qo C g, the orbit cannot be conical, if F'(a) # 0.
The rest follows from Proposition 2.1. O

Corollary 3.4. If ind q = 1 and the radical of q consists of ad-nilpotent elements, then q is contact.

Proof. Let Rad(q) < q be the radical of q. Each = € Rad(q) is ad-nilpotent, hence it acts as
a nilpotent element on every 8¥(q). Therefore each semi-invariant of q in §(q) is invariant
under z. In other words, Rad(q) acts trivially on each g-stable line ku C 8(q). Then ku
gives rise to a 1-dimensional representation of the semisimple algebra q/Rad(q). Thus,
each semi-invariant of q is an invariant and 8(q)9 # k. O

Extending the ground field we do not violate the conditions of Corollary 3.4. Hence its
statement holds over any field.

There are contact Lie algebras with no regular invariants.

Example 3.5. (a) A Borel subalgebra b C sl3 is contact. A generic stabiliser for b* is a
subspace of the Cartan subalgebra that commutes with the centre of the nilpotent radical.
One sees easily that 8(b)" = k.

(b) Consider a maximal parabolic subalgebra q C sp, such that q = gl, x n, where the
nilpotent radical n is a 3-dimensional Heisenberg Lie algebra. It is contact and a generic
stabiliser for q* is a Cartan subalgebra of sl,. Proper parabolic subalgebras of simple Lie
algebras have only trivial symmetric invariants, see e.g. [18, Corollary 2.11].

3.3. A description of semi-invariants.

Proposition 3.6. Let q be a contact Lie algebra. Then 8(q)s is a polynomial algebra freely gen-
erated by irreducible homogeneous elements Hy, ..., H,,. Furthermore, the fundamental semi-
invariant p of q is equal to [ [}~ H{"* with a; > 0.

Proof. Set Q = Q x k. By Proposition 2.1, this group acts on q* with an open orbit.
By [24, §4], the algebra of Q-semi-invariants in k[q*] is polynomial. More precisely, let
@oz C q* be the open @-orbit, it appeared in the proof of Theorem 2.2 as the subset Y. Let
Dy, ..., D,, be all simple divisors in q* \ @a, we do not need the irreducible components
of codimension > 2 in q*. If D; = {H; = 0} and H; € k[q*] is irreducible, then H; is a
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semi-invariant of @ and Hy,..., H,, freely generate the algebra of @-semi—invariants in
klg"].
Clearly each semi-invariant of @ is also a semi-invariant of ). Suppose that QF' C kK'F

for some F' € 8(q). Then each homogeneous component of F' is also a semi-invariant of
(), and hence of (). This leads to the equality 8(q)s = k[H1, ..., Hy)-

Note that @a C - Let p; be a prime factor of p. Then the zero set of p; is a simple
divisor in the complement of Q.. Hence p; is equal to some /; up to a non-zero scalar. [

Remark 3.7. If o € q* is a contact linear form, then @oz is a dense open subset of q*. This
implies that a contact form is unique up to conjugation by elements of ) and scalar mul-
tiplication. Over a non-closed field, for example, over R, the situation is different. Take
Q = SLy(R) x exp(2R?). Then q is contact. The group Q = Q x R" has two different
orbits on g* that consists of contact points. Studying contact orbits over R is an excellent
direction for further research.

Unlike a Frobenius Lie algebra, a contact one may have the codim-2 property. For in-
stance, g = sl, is contact. The only singular point in g* = g is zero. A non-zero semisimple
element defines a contact form, while the nilpotent orbit is conical, but has dimension 2
as well.

Remark 3.8. A contact Lie algebra q has another very important semi-invariant, which is
never a constant. It is described in matrix terms in [23, Sect. 4]. Set v = Z?:Tq x;0; € W1
Then v(y) = 7 for any v € q*. Recall that 7(y) = d,v. Suppose dim q = 2n+ 1. The exterior
product (/\"7) A v is non-zero at a € q* if and only if « is contact. We have also

(N"T)ANv=FfhN...N\Oopy1,

where f is a homogeneous polynomial of degree n + 1. The zero set of f is exactly the
complement q* \ Qc, where « is a contact form. Then f = ¢[[, H" € 8(q)s with a; > 1
and ¢ € k. By the construction, p|f.

Example 3.9. (1) If g = sl,, then f is the determinant (up to a non-zero scalar).

(2) For a Heisenberg Lie algebra k*"@®kz of dimension 2n+1, we have p = 2" and f = 2"*!.
2 &

Example 3.10. Consider Lie algebras of Example 3.5. For b = Lie B, we choose a basis
consisting of

h = dlag(l, —2, 1), hl = dlag(l,O, —1), r = Elg, Yy = Egg, z = [l’,y]

Then 8(b)s = k[z, Hy| with Hy = hz + 3zy. If y(z) # 0 for v € b*, then By contains a point
7 such that §(z) = v(2) and 7(x) = §(y) = 0. Clearly b; = kh and v € b},. Therefore b,

is contained in D; = {z = 0}. However, bg = kz for any 5 € D; such that 5(z) # 0 and
B(y) # 0. Thus, p = 1. Since deg f = 3, we have f € kzH,, actually f = 22H,.
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For q C sp, from part (b), we have 8(q)s = k[z, H|, where z is again a non-zero element
in the centre of the nilpotent radical and deg H, = 3. Here f = zH, up to a scalar and
degp < 3, since dimb = 7. The semi-direct product gl, x k? is a Frobenius Lie algebra.
This implies qg = kz for a generic point of D; = {z = 0}. In a generic Qy C D,, thereisa
point 4 such that 3(z) = 1, 3(k?) = 0, and 7 = 7|, is a non-zero nilpotent element. Then
q5 = (sl2)5 is of dimension 1. Therefore D; and D, are not contained in g, and p = 1.

Suppose q is contact and let Hy, ..., H,, be the generators of 8(q)s described in the
proof of Proposition 3.6. Let x; : Q — k" be the Q-character corresponding to H;. We
have g-H; = x;(g)H; for all g € @ Then the differentials dy;: (@ k) - kwith1 <i<m
are linearly independent, because @ has only trivial rational invariants on q*, see also [24,

§4].
Let y; be the restriction of dy; to q. Then dim(xi, ..., Xm)x = m — 1. Since the charac-

ter group X(Q) is a lattice, any relation between Y; has integer coefficients up to scalar
multiples. Up to a suitable numeration, the minimal relation looks as

a b
(3-1) ZC% = Z CiXi>
i=1 i=a+1

where ¢; > 1 for each i and ged(cy,...,¢) = 1. Assume thata > (b —a). If b = q,
then F = [[i_, H € k[q*]9 and k(q*)? = k(F) = Quot(k[q*]?). If b > q, then f =
(TI, HAT H; %) is a non-regular generator of k(q*)<.

i=a+1""1

Remark 3.11. Let H € 8(q)s be homogeneous. Then the zero set D of H isa Q-stable proper
closed subset of q*. Hence D N Qo = @ for the open orbit Qa C gq* and H is a product
of the polynomials H;. There are also non-homogeneous semi-invariants. For instance,
z + H, for the Lie algebra from Example 3.5(a), see Example 3.10.

Example 3.12. There are Lie algebras of index 1 such that 8(q)s; is not a polynomial ring.
Consider first a semi-direct product s = sl, x 4k?, where 4k? is an Abelian ideal. This Lie
algebra is of dimension 11. Generic SLy-orbits on 4k? are of dimension 3. By a formula
of Rais [22] for the index of a semi-direct product, inds = 8 — 3 = 5. The ring 8(s)° =
k[(4k?)*]3"2 is generated by (;) = 6 invariants of degree 2. There is one relation among
them. We extend s to s by adding four copies of k each acting on one k. A generic
stabiliser for the obtained action of (k" )* x SL, on 4k? is still trivial. Hence inds = 8—7 = 1.
Now 8(5)s = 8(s)° is not a polynomial ring. We can extend this example to any semi-
direct product (sla, 2 @ 4k) x 4k*"*2 with n > 1 arguing in the spirit of [28].

The following example shows that 8(q)s may be a polynomial ring for a non-contact
Lie algebra of index 1, there is no equivalence in Proposition 3.6.
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Example 3.13. Consider q = k x V, where [V, V] =0, dim V' = 2, and k acts on V with two
non-zero characters o and 3. Then §(q)s = 8(V') is always a polynomial ring. However, q
is contact if and only if o # S.

3.4. The canonical truncation. Let g, C q be the intersection of all kernels ker y; of the
characters y; defined above. Then dimq, = dimq — m + 1. This subalgebra is called
the canonical truncation of q. Its crucial feature is that 8(q)s C 8(q+,), see [2, Kap.II,§6].
Actually, 8(q)si C 8(qy)%*. Since q acts diagonalisably on 8(qy,)s;, we have

8(qir)si C 8(q)si C S(qer) ™.

Hence 8(qi)si = 8(qix)% = 8(q)si = k[H1, ..., Hy,], which implies k(q;,)" = Quot(k[q;,]%")
and m = tr.degklq;,|" = ind qi,. The equality ind q, = ind q + (m — 1) = m follows also
from a general formula obtained in [16, Lemma 3.7].

We have seen that if q is contact, then g, has a remarkable property. That is, the
ring 8(qi, )" is freely generated by m = indq;, elements. Repeating the argument of
[21, Remark 3.1] one obtains further results as follows. Note that g;, has no proper semi-
invariants in 8(q¢,). Then by [13, Prop.5.2] the differentials dH; are linearly independent
in codimension 2, i.e.,

d1m{§ c q;kr ‘ d5H1 VANPIRIAN dgHm = 0} < dimqtr — 2.

By [21, Thm. 2.2], each finite-dimensional quotient tv;, := q,[t]/(t*) of the current algebra
qi.[t] has the same property: the ring of symmetric invariants of tvy, is freely generated by
k-ind g, = ind v}, elements.

4. AFFINE SEAWEED SUBALGEBRAS

Let g be a simple finite-dimensional non-Abelian Lie algebra. We fix a Borel subalgebra
b C g and a Cartan subalgebra t C b. Let Il = {a, ..., o}, where r = rk g, be the set of
simple roots associated with (b, t). For any root « of (g, t), let e, € g be a root vector. To
a subset S C II one associates a standard parabolic subalgebra p(.S), which is generated
by b and {e_, | @ € S}. Then let p(S)~ be the opposite parabolic, which is generated by t
together with {e, | @ € S} and {e_,, | @ € II}. A seaweed in g is called standard if it is of
the form p(S) Np(7T")~ for two subsets S, 7" C II. By [17], any seaweed in g is conjugate to
a standard one. We will consider standard seaweeds of the loop algebra g[t,¢™!].

Let IT = {ay} U I be the affine root system associated with IT and § the highest root of
g.Setb = b @ tg[t] and e_o, = €5t~ € g[t™']. To a subset S C II, one associates a standard
parabolic p = p(S) C g[t,t™!], which is generated by b and {e_; | 5 € S}.
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Let p(S N 1I) be the standard parabolic of g associated with S N II. For any Lie algebra
q, let U(q) be its enveloping algebra. We have

p=tglt] ©p(SNIN) S p_1 ®p_1,p 1] D[[p_1,p-1],pa] D ...,

where p_; = 0if o ¢ S and p_; = U(p(S N1I))e_,, otherwise. The opposite parabolic
p~ is defined by p~ = w(p), where w is an involution of g[t,¢™!] such that w|; = —id; and
w(gth) =gt * forall k € Z.

If S = I, then p(S) = g[t,t']. Suppose that oy € S and |S| < 7. Let n be the nilpotent
radical of p(S N 1I). Then p_; = 3(n)t~!, where 3(n) is the centre of n. Hence [p_;,p_1] = 0.

Having two standard parabolics p and v, we define an affine seaweed subalgebra q = pNe~.
An interesting situation occurs if q is finite-dimensional. This is the case if and only if both
p, v are smaller than g[t, ¢~!].

In a slightly more general setting of affine Kac-Moody algebras, a combinatorial for-
mula for the index of a finite-dimensional affine seaweed subalgebra is obtained in [12].
We are interested in very particular examples of contact seaweeds.

Suppose that g is of type A,. Then the extended Dynkin diagram of sl, is a circle. We
consider q = p Nt~, where p = p(S), t = p(T), and S, T C I are proper subsets. Therefore
it is safe to assume that oy ¢ T'. If also oy & S, then q is a seaweed subalgebra of g. Such
subalgebras have been discussed already.

4.1. Intersections of two maximal parabolics. We will treat one instance, namely, where
g=sl, T =11,|S] =r,and ay € S. Here q(S, T) is a semi-direct product
q(S,T) = s(gl, @ gl,) = 2k"@K",

where a+b = r+1, the subspace 2k*®k" is an Abelian ideal, and the 1-dimensional centre
of the Levi subalgebra s(gl, ¢ gl,) acts on both copies of k?®k" with one and the same
non-trivial character.

First we compute the index of q. Here a formula of Rais [22] will be frequently used. Let
H = L x exp(V) be a semi-direct product of a group L and an Abelian unipotent group
exp(V). Suppose that L acts on V* with an open orbit. Then
(4-1) ind Lie H = ind Lie L,
for a generic point v € V*, see [22].

It is convenient to extend g by a 1-dimensional central toral subalgebra and to consider
another semi-direct product, R. Set

Q = Q(a,b) = (GL, x GLy) x exp(2k*®k")

and also
R = R(a,b) = (GL, x GLy) x exp((g® @ W) & V),
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where [gi?°, gi?"] = [W, W] =0, W = V = k*®k’, and [gI?°, W] = V. In both cases, GL, and
GL; act on k” and k” in the natural way, also GL, acts on g, via the adjoint representation.
Note that Q(a,b) = Q(b, a), but in the case of R(a,b), the numbers a and b play different
roles. Set q = q(a,b) = LieQ(a,b) and v = t(a,b) = Lie R(a,b). Assume that q # 0 and
vt # 0.

Theorem 4.1. We have ind q = ged(2a, a + b) and ind v = ged(2a, b).

Proof. We argue by induction on a + b dealing with both statements simultaneously. If
a =0, then Q(0,b) = R(0,b) = GL, and ind q = b = ged(0, b).

Ifb = 0, then R(a,0) = GL, x exp(gl2®) is a Tukiff Lie algebra (truncated current algebra)
and indt = 2a = gcd(2a,0) [26]. In particular, both statements hold, if a + b = 1. Now
suppose that ab > 0.

Set H = GL, x GL;. Consider first (). Assume that a < b. If 2a < b, then H acts on
(2k*®k")* with an open orbit, say H¢. Furthermore,

He = (GLy x GLy_24) X exp(2k*®@k"™2*) = Q(a, b — 2a).

By (4-1) and induction, ind q = ind Lie H = gcd(2a,b — a) = ged(2a, a + b).
Keep the assumption a < b. We can decompose ) as ) = (H x exp(V})) x exp(V;) with

Vi 2 Vo 2 k@k. Then L = H x exp(V;) acts on V;* with an open orbit, say Lv. Therefore
ind q = ind Lie L, by (4-1). We have L, = H., x exp(V}). By a direct calculation,

L, =CL, x GLy_o X exp((gP* @ W) @ V)

with [gl2°, gl??) = W, W] =0, [gl?®, W] =V, and W = V = k*®k"%, ie., L, = R(a,b — a).
In case 2a < b, we can conclude that

indt(a,b — a) = ind q(a,b) = ind q(a, b — 2a) = ged(2a,b — a).

Therefore it remains to perform the induction step for t(a, b) in the case, where 2a > a + b,
i.e., fora > b.

Consider now t = t(a,b) with a > b. Let n € V* be a generic point. We regard it is an
element of t*. There is a more suitable decomposition of t, namely, t = [ x (W @& V'), where
[ = Lie Lwith L = Hxexp(gl?®). Note that [W &V, W@ V] = 0. The inequality a > bimplies
that ad*(gl?°)-n = W* and that L is open in (W @ V)*. Therefore ind v = ind [, by (4-1). By
a straightforward computation, [, = t(a — b,b). Since b > 0, we have (a — b) + b < a + b
and ind I, = ged(2(a — b),b) = ged(2a, b) by the inductive hypothesis. O

If gcd(2a, a + b) = 2, then removing the centre of q(a, b) we obtain an affine seaweed of
index 1. A natural question is whether it is contact or not.
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4.2. Contact semi-direct products. Consider a semi-direct product ¢ = L x exp(V),
where exp(V) is a normal Abelian unipotent subgroup. Suppose that indgq = 1. Then
by [22] there are two possibilities. Either (A): dim Ly = dimV — 1 and ind Lie L, = 0 or
(B): dim Ly = dimV and ind Lie L, = 1 for a generic point v € V*. We want to check,
whether q is contact or not. Regard v as a function on q such that () = 0 for [ = Lie L.

In case (4), Qv = ¥ x L. Therefore q is contact if and only if a generic L-orbit on V* is
not conical. Both instances, conical or not, take places, cf. Example 3.13.

The situation (B) is more interesting. Suppose that we are in it. A reduction from () to
L., works well for the index computation. The property of an orbit to be conical is more
subtle. Let L.~ be the normaliser of the line ky and set [.,» = Lie L.,~. We identify [*
with Ann(V') C q*.

Theorem 4.2. Let Ly C V* be the open orbit.
(i) Suppose that L, is not contact. Then q is contact if and only if ind [~ = 0.
(ii) If L, is contact, but q is not contact, then ind [~ = 0.

Proof. In each generic @ orbit in q*, there is a point a such that af, = 7. Set 3 = af,,.
Without loss of generality assume that 3 is a generic point of [}. For case (ii), assume that
B is contact. Since Ly = V/, there is x € [ such that ad*(z)(y) = 7. Clearly [~ =kz & [,
and [z, [,] C I,. We say that z acts on [, and on [}.

Note that by dimension reasons, ad*(V')-y = Ann(l,) C [*. Therefore Q« is conical if
and only if -8 € 5 + ad*(,)-3.

(i) Since [, is not contact, L, C [ is a conical orbit, see Proposition 2.1. Thus, Qa is
conical if and only if -5 € ad*((,)-5.

If -5 & ad*(l,)-0, then dim L.~ > 1+ dim LS. Since each coadjoint orbit is even-
dimensional, ind [~ < (1 +dim[) — (24 dim Lf) <ind[—1=0.

Suppose that 23 € ad*(L,)-3. Let 3 € [~__ be an extension of 3. Since [z, z] = 0, we may

regard ad”(I.,>) 3 is a subspace of I and then it is equal to z-8 + ad"(l,)-8 = ad"(L,)-8.
Thus, ind [.,» = (1 +dim[) — dim L. = 2.

(i) Since q is not contact, Qa is conical by Proposition 2.1. Hence z-5 € 5 + ad*((,)-3.
If z-5 € ad*(l,)-3, then also § € ad*([,)-8, which is a contradiction. Thereby again
dim Lo.-8 > 1+ dim L. [

Following [14], we say that q = Lie () is strongly quasi-reductive, if q is quasi-reductive
and the centre Z C () consists of semisimple elements, in other words, if () is reductive
for some 3 € gq*. In certain cases, this definition depends on the group (). Although
Lie(k, +) = Lie(k", x), the first one is not strongly quasi-reductive, while the second is.
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Recall from Section 2.1 that if ()4 is reductive for one f3, then @), is reductive for a generic
point o € q*.

Proposition 4.3 (cf. [18, Corollary 2.9.], [14, Lemma4.3]). Let Q = L x exp(V') be such that
L~ C V*isan open orbit. Then q is strongly quasi-reductive if and only if |, = Lie L., is strongly
quasi-reductive.

Proof. In each generic @) orbit in q*, there is a point a such that a|y = v. Clearly Q. C
L., x exp(V'). We have

exp(V)a = a+ad*(V)+y, where ad*(V)-y|y = 0.

Furthermore, ad*(V)-y = Ann(l,) C [* is of dimension dim V' and ad*(v)(vy) # 0 for each
non-zero v € V. Hence (), = Qu/(Qa Nexp(V)) = (L. )z for the restriction 8 = «|;. Since
{3 is a generic point of I*, we are done. O

Recall that a (strongly) quasi-reductive Lie algebra of index 1 is contact, see Section 2.1.
Therefore Theorrem 4.2 and Proposition 4.3 can be employed for obtaining a classification
of contact semi-direct products L x exp(V'). Similar results have been obtained before.
The semi-direct products L x exp(V') of index zero, where L is reductive, are classified in
[8] under the assumption that V' is a simple L-module or the commutator group of L is
simple.

Now we return to affine seaweeds. Recall that we have obtained q(a,b) as a central
extension of a standard affine seaweed (S, 7"). Therefore set q = q(a,b) = q(S,7). We
have

indg = ind q(a,b) — 1 = ged(2a,a + b) — 1,

see Theorem 4.1. If indq = 1, then either ¢ € 2Z and a + b € 2 + 47 or both a and b are
odd.

Let R(a,b) be the quotient of R(a,b) by the central toral subgroup.

The centre of q(a, b) is trivial. Thereby q(a,b) is strongly quasi-reductive if and only
if it is quasi-reductive. If b # 0, then the centre of T(a,b) is trivial. In case of R(a,0) =
SL, X exp(gl2®) with a # 0, the centre is 1-dimensional and consists of unipotent elements.
The corresponding Lie algebra t(a, b) := Lie R(a, b) is not quasi-reductive for a > 1 and is
quasi-reductive, but not strongly quasi-reductive, if a = 1.

Theorem 4.4. If a and b are even and ind q(a,b) = ind¥(a,b) = 1, then q(a,b) and t(a,b) are
strongly quasi-reductive and hence contact.

Proof. We argue by induction on a + b. The case a + b = 0 does not take place. Suppose
that @ + b = 2. Then either a or b is equal to zero. Note that q(0,2) = q(2,0) = sl, is
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reductive. Since ind t(a, b) = 1, the only possibility for t(a, b) is t(0, 2) = sl;. Now we have
the induction base and assume that a + b > 2. This assumption implies that ab > 0.

Induction step for Q. The group Q(a, b) is a semi-direct product of L = S(GL, x GL;) x
exp(k*®k’) and exp(V) for V = k*®k". As was mentioned in the proof of Theorem 4.1,
L acts on V* with an open orbit Ly, where L, = R(a,b — a). Since a > 0, we have
a+(b—a)<a+b.

Because a is even, t(a, b—a) is strongly quasi-reductive and hence so is g(a, b) by Propo-
sition 4.3.

Induction step for R. The group R(a,b) has two different decompositions into semi-
direct products L x exp(V). Suppose a < b. Then L = S(GL, x GL;) x exp(W) and
V = gl o V,, where V, = W = k*®k® and [W, gl?’] = V;. If a > b, then

L = S(GL, x GL;) x exp(gl2®)

and V = W @ V. Inboth cases, L acts on V* with an open orbit and a generic pointy € V*
can be chosen in Vj.

If a < b then L, =Q(a,b—a);
ifa > b, then L, = R(a—b,b).

Since a is even, we conclude that t(a, b) is strongly quasi-reductive using Proposition 4.3
and the inductive hypothesis. O

Keep the assumption ind q(a,b) = indt(a,b) = 1. If a is odd, then neither g(a, b) nor
t(a,b) is strongly quasi-reductive, since the above reductions end with t(1,0). At each
reduction step q(a, b) ~ t(a,b—a), t(a,b) ~ q(a,b—a) ort(a, b) ~» ¥(a—"b,b), the normaliser
[« is Frobenius. This makes inductive arguments difficult.

Example 4.5. The Lie algebra q(1,1) = k x 2k is not contact. We can decompose any
Q(1,b) with an odd b as L x exp(V), where L = GL,and V = 2k’. Then L. = Q(1,b—2)
for v € V* belonging to the open L-orbit. The Lie algebra of this normaliser is of index 2,
see Theorem 4.1. Thereby we can use Theorem 4.2 and conclude by induction on b that
q(1,b) is never contact.

Consider the chain of reductions q(1,3) ~> t(1,2) ~ q(1, 1), where the first and the last
algebras are not contact. By Theorem 4.2(i), ¥(1, 2) is contact.

Consider another chain of reductions

q(3,5) ~ t(3,2) ~ t(1,2) ~ q(1,1).
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Since t(1, 2) is contact, the previous item, ¥(3, 2), may be contact or not. In order to decide
this, one needs a better understanding of the action of = on [} used in the proof of The-
orem 4.2 . The same applies to q(3,5). We suspect that q(a,b) with odd a and b is never
contact. The matter deserves further investigations.
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