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Lattices of oscillator groups
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This paper is concerned with discrete, uniform subgroups (lattices) of
oscillator groups, which are certain semidirect products of the Heisenberg
group and the additive group R of real numbers.

The present paper rectifies the uncertainties in [Med85] of Medina and
Revoy and gives a complete classification of the lattices of the 4-dimensional
oscillator group up to isomorphism.

1. Introduction

Oscillator groups are certain semidirect products of the Heisenberg group and the
additive group R. They are interesting because they are the only simply connected
solvable Lie groups, besides the abelian ones, which have a biinvariant Lorentzian
metric. In addition, the quotient of an oscillator group by a lattice gives an example of
a compact homogeneous Lorentzian manifold.

In [Med85], Medina and Revoy already classified the lattices of the oscillator group. But
unfortunately the given maps in [Med85, p. 92] aren’t necessarily automorphisms, dif-
ferent from the assumption. Hence, theorem III and the following corollary is incorrect.
Our goal is to classify the lattices of the 4-dimensional oscillator group.

More precisely we consider groups Osc,(w,B), i. e. R x R?*" x R with the group
multiplication given by

(z, & D(,1,s) = (z +0+ %a)(é, e'B n), &+ e'P n,t+ s) .

Here B is an invertible 211x2n-matrix and @ a symplectic form on R?" such that w(B&, 17) =
—w(&,Bn) for all &,17 € R?" and w(B-, ) is definite. Every oscillator group is isomorphic
to some Osc,(w,B). In addition, these groups are isomorphic to the groups Gg(A)
considered in [Med85].

We compute the automorphisms of Osc,(w, B) in Theorem[Il The theorem also rectifies
the assertion in [Med85, p. 92]. Afterwards we classify the lattices of Osc;(w, B) in three
steps (Theorem R2H4). In Theorem [2, which also holds for lattices in Osc,(w, B), we get
to know that we can always assume that a lattice of a 4-dimensional oscillator group is
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generated by {(1,0,0),(0,¢;,0) | i = 1,2} and some 4th element (0, £p, 1) in an oscillator
group Osci(wy, B) with a certain standard symplectic form w,. Furthermore, we see in
Theorem[3]that there is also, besides w,, a unique standard matrix, denoted by B = AB Xy
Then, the last step is to describe all lattices of the special kind we get in Theorem Bl up
to automorphisms in Theorem[@dl This gives restrictions for &y. Our main tools for these
steps are special isomorphisms and automorphisms of oscillator groups preserving the
subgroup ((1,0,0), (0,¢;,0) | i = 1,2), we characterize in Lemma[3.2land Lemma [3.6]

Finally, each lattice L in Osci(w, B) gives a data (1, A, (x,y), £0). Thereby r is a positive
integer, A a certain angle, (x, y) an element of the "half fundamental domain" for the
modular group and &g a vector from a finite set to be extracted from the list in Appendix

This data describes the lattices of the oscillator group in the sense that two lattices L; and
L, of Osci(w, B) have the same data if and only if there is an automorphism in Oscq(w, B)
mapping L1 onto L.

2. Oscillator groups

2.1 Definition. For a symplectic form @ on R?", let H,(w) denote the group R x R?"
with the multiplication given by

(z,8),1n) = (z +0+ %w(é, n), &+ 17).

Since each of these groups are isomorphic we call them Heisenberg groups.

Let H be a Heisenberg group, ) its Lie algebra and 3 the center of . Suppose that p is
a one-parameter subgroup of the automorphism group of H with trivial action on the
center of the Heisenberg group and satisfying that the map

Ab3xb/3—3 =R, A(n +3,h +3) = [(dof)(D)(), o)

is definite, where f : R — Aut(b) is the differential of the automorphism p(t) € Aut(H)
at the point 0 € b, i. e. f(t) := do(p(t)). Then the semidirect product H =, R of H and R
with respect to p is called oscillator group.

Later, we will see that these groups are isomorphic to the groups Gg(A) introduced in
[Med85].

2.2 Lemma. Let p be a one-parameter group of the automorphisms of H,(w). Then p satisfies
the conditions in Definition 2.1)if and only if there is a 6 € R*" and a B € gl(2n, R) satisfying
w(B&E, 1) = —w(&, B) for all &,n € R?" and w(B-,") is definite, such that

T
p(t) = exp (t (8 (33 )) .

If B satisfies w(BE, 1) = —w(&, B) for all ;1 € R*" and w(B-,-) is definite, then B has purely
imaginary eigenvalues and can be diagonalized over C.
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Proof. The equivalence follows directly from the definition and known results for auto-
morphisms of the Heisenberg group (see for instance [Tol78]).

Let w(B-, ) be positive definite (otherwise we consider -w(B-, -)) and consider the com-
plexification of B and the complex bilinear extension of w. One can check that w(Bz,z) €
R and w(Bz,z) > 0forall z € C?". Supposez is an eigenvector of B with its corresponding
eigenvalue A # 0, then we see R 3 w(Bz,z) = Aw(z,z). On the other hand w(z,z) € iR.
Hence, A € iR and finally the first part follows.

Now, we prove the second part by induction over n. For n = 1 the assertion holds. As-
suming the assertion holds for 1, we will prove it for n + 1. Let Z; be an eigenvector of
B over C with corresponding eigenvalue iA;, A # 0. Then a)(Zl,Z_l) = ﬁw(BZl,Z_l) # 0.

In particular a)lspam{z1 7) is nondegenerate. Also Z; is an eigenvector of B with corre-

sponding eigenvalue —iA;, so B maps the subspace span {Zl,Z_l} onto itself. Since B is
— L

antisymmetric with respect to w, B maps span {Zl,Zl} into itself. Making use of the

induction hypothesis on B|Sp ; yields the assertion. |

an{Zl,Z_l

2.3 Remark. The Lie algebra of the oscillator group Hy(w) >, R is the semidirect sum of h,(w)

and R with respect to the derivation s — s (8 o ) .

Hence, there is a basis {X1,Y1,..., Xy, Yl of R% satisfying w(X;, Y;j) = 6;,j, (0 denotes the
Kronecker symbol) and w(X;, X;) = w(Y;,Y;) = 0 for i,j=1,... ,n such that the Lie algebra of the
oscillator group Hy(w) =, R is

RZ®span{Xy,Y1,..., Xy, Yol ®RT
with the non-zero brackets of {Z, X1,Y1,..., X0, Y, T} given by
[Xi,Yil=2, [T,Xi]=BX;i+ 0612, |[T,Yi]=BY;+ 0672

fori=1,...,n. Here 0; denotes the i-th. component of 6.

2.4 Definition. The Lie group Osc,(w, B) is the oscillator group H,(w) <, R, where
p®) = (3 %), @(B-,") = —w(, B-) and w(B:, -) definite.

2.5 Remark. Each oscillator group Hy(w) >, R is isomorphic to some Oscy(w, B), since the map
n
gf) T T+ Z((Sz]‘Xj - (52]‘_1Y]'), Xim X, YioY, Z-Z
j=1

is an isomorphism from the Lie algebra of H,(w) >, R to vs¢,(w, B), where p(t) = exp (t (8 ‘SBT )),
w(B-,*) = —w(-, B-) and w(B-, ) definite. L. e., we can always assume that 6 = 0.

The group multiplication in Osc,(w, B) is given by

(z, & H(,1,s) = (z +0+ %w(é, e'B n), &+ e'P n,t+ s),
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and inversion by
(Z/ é/ t)_l = (_ZI - e_tB 5/ _t)/

where &, 17 € R*" and z,7,s,t € R.
2.6 Definition. We also define for A = (A4,...,A;,), A; € R the matrix
0 -A
M 0
N/\ =

and the symplectic form wy(&,1) = ETN_an.  We denote Oscy(wq,. 1), Na) by
Osc(Aq,...,A,), where A;A;1 >0fori=1,...n—1.

2.7 Lemma. The oscillator groups Osci(w, B) and Osc(Aq, ..., A,), where 0 < Ay < --- < Ay
denote the positive imaginary parts of the eigenvalues of B with multiplicity, are isomorphic.

2.8 Remark. Note that Osc(Ay, ..., Ay) is isomorphic to Gi(A) in [Med85].

Proof of the lemma. Suppose that w(B-,-) is positive definite (similarly for w(B-, -) negative
definite). .
Let {Z1, Z1,..., 2y, Zn} be a basis of eigenvectors as in the proof of Lemma[2.2] such that
BZj = iAjZj with Aj > 0and Ay < - < Ay. We set 1 := 30(Z;, Zj) = 3-w(BZ;, Zj) > 0.
Then 1 1
Z - Z, — Re(Z]) e X]', e Im(Z]) d Y]', T— -T
VHj VEj

is an isomorphism from osc,(w, B) to 0sc(Ay,...,Ay). O

2.9 Lemma. (Medina/Revoy: [Med85, p. 911)
LetO <Ay << Agand 0 < A} <--- < A} Then Osc(Aq, ..., Ay) and Osc(A], ..., Ay) are
isomorphic if and only if there is a k € R\{0}, such that kA’ = A; fori=1,...,n.

Proof. Let osc denote the Lie algebra of Osc(Ay,...,A,). We choose b + [osc, 0sc] €
0s¢/[osc,vsc], b ¢ [psc, osc], and assign to this element a linear operator B of [oscoscl/3, by

B(x+3) =[b,x] + 3.

The operator B and therefore also its eigenvalues are uniquely determined by the struc-
ture of the Lie algebra up to a factor k # 0. On the other hand, eigenvalues of B associated
with b = (0,0,1)T are exactly the eigenvalues of N,.

Hence, if there is no k € R\{0}, such that A; = kA; fori=1,...,n, then Osc(Ay,...,A;)
and Osc(A!, ..., A;,) are not isomorphic.

For the other implication note that the map

0:Xi—= X, Yim Y, Z— Z, T— kT
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is an isomorphism of Lie algebras from osc¢(dy,...,A,) to o0sc(A],...,A}), where
{X1,Y1,...,Xn, Yn, Z T} is the standard basis of R%"+2. O

Thus, each oscillator group of dimension 2n + 2 = 4 is isomorphic to Osc(1).

Theorem 1. A map ¢ : Oscy(w, B) — Oscy(w, B) is an automorphism if and only if there are
numbers m € R, u € {+1,-1} and a € R\{0}, a vector b € R?" and a matrix S € GL(2n, R)
with S*w = aw and SB = uBS, such that

0z, & 1) = (az + %a)(Sé, B b4 b) + mt + %a)(et“B b,b),SE +eMBh b, yt). (1)

Proof. One can check that a map satisfying condition (1)) is an automorphism. So we
only verify the other implication. Let ¢ be an automorphism.

First of all, we check how elements of {0} X {0} X R will be mapped. Therefore, suppose
®(0,0,t) = (z(t), &(t), u(t)). Then

(2(s + 1), & + 1), uls + 1) = 6(0,0,5)6(0, 0, )
= (2(s) + =(t) + %a)(éf(s), OB £(1)), £(5) + e OP £(1), u(s) + u(t)).

We notice that y is a linear mapping, i. e. u(t) = ut for some u € R\{0}.
Differentiating &(s + t) = &(s) + etsB £(t) with respect to s and setting s = 0, we get

&'(t) = uBb + uB&(t),
where uBb = &'(0), b € R?". The solution of this ODE with &(0) = 0 is
&) =e"®b—b.

Finally, the comparison of the first components shows that
1 (s+t)uB 1 suB 1 tuB
z(s +t) + Ea)(b,e H2h) = z(s) + Ea)(b,e 2 b) + z(t) + Ea)(b,ef b)

and thus

z(f) = mt — %w(b, eftB )

for some m € R.

Since H,(w) is the commutator subgroup of Osc,(w, B), the automorphism ¢ maps H,(w)
onto itself.

Hence ¢(z,&,0) = (az + 6T&,SE,0), where S*w = aw and 6 € R?" (compare to [Tol78, p.
294]).
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Thus d(z, e &, 0)d(0,0,t) = d(0,0,Hd(z, &, 0) gives
T B & +az+mt + %w(et“B b,b) + %w(S eBE eBp—b),SeBE+eBh—, ut)
= (mt + %w(et“B bb) +67& +az + %w(et“B b—b,etBSE),eMBb — b+ et SE, ut).

From the second component it follows, that SB = uBS. Since det(SB) = ;12” det(BS), we
get u € {+1,-1}.

From the first component, we get STetB & + w(S etB & ettBp — b) = STE for all & € R,
t € R. Differentiating and setting t = 0 gives O0TBE — w(SBE,b) = 0 for all &.

This completes the proof. ]

So the automorphisms ¢ satisfying (p|H @ = id are of the form (z,&,t) — (z +mt, &, 1)
with m € R. This contradicts the assertion in [Med85, p. 92].

3. Lattices
Now, we study the lattices of oscillator groups and begin with an example.

3.1 Example. Let I, denote the subgroup in Osc,(w, B) generated by {(1, 0,0),(0,e;,0) |
i = 1,...,271}. For each zp € R and & € R?" the subgroup L := <I’w U {(zo, &0, 1D}) is
a lattice in Oscy,(w, B) with L N H,(w) = I, if and only if (a)(éo, eBe), ebe;, O) eI, for
i=1,...,2n.

To see this, one can check that

(z & )©,1,0)z &0 =@+ (&, e n),ePn,0) 2)
for each (v,1,0) € Hy(w) N L and (z, &, t) € L.

If L=(I', U{(0, &, 1)}) defines a lattice in Osc,(w, B) with L N H,(w) = I, then we just call
it L(&). Furthermore, we set I, :=T',,. Note that

I, = {(z, E0|cez?ze ) Degi+ Z}.

i=1

In particular for n = 1, we have I, = 73 x {0} for r even and I, =
{(z, §0)|EeZ?z¢€ %5152 + Z} for r odd. Moreover let IT denote the projection on
the last component and for a lattice L of Osc,(w, B) we denote by I'(L) the set IT(L) :=

{t € R |3z :(z,¢,t) € L. Note that I1(L) is a non-trivial discrete subgroup of R for
each lattice L (compare to [Med85, p. 90]).

Theorem 2. Let L be a lattice in Osc,(w,B). Then there exists a uniquely determined
r € IN" satisfying r; divides riy1 for i = 1,...,n — 1, a linear map B, an isomorphism
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® : Oscy(w, B) = Oscy(wy, B) and a &y € R, such that
O(L) = L(&o)-

Proof. At first, note that L N H,(w) is a lattice in H,(w), see [RagZ2, p. 50]. Furthermore,
we know from theorem 1.10 in [Tol78, p. 303] that there is a uniquely determined r =
(r1,...,mq) wherer; € N\{0}, r; | riyg fori =1,...,n — 1 and an isomorphism ¢ : H,(w) —
Hy(wy), p(z, &) = (6TE& + az, S&), where S*w, = aw, such that (LN Heis(IRZ”, a))) =T,. We
choose b, such that 67& = w,(S&, b) for all £ € R?". Then

B & b = (az + %wr(Sé, eS8 b 4 p) + %w,(efSBS’1 b,b),SE + !B p_p, t)

is an isomorphism from Osc,(w, B) to Osc,(w;, SBS™), mapping L N H,(w) onto I';. Let
to denote the smallest positive element in IT(p(L)). So there is a zp and a &, such that
(ZOI 50/ tO) € a(L) The map

gb:(z,é,t)H(z—i—st,é,é)

is an isomorphism from Osc,(wy, SBS™Y) to Oscy(w,, t9SBS™!) such that
qb| Hylwn) = id and (zo, &o, to) maps to (0, &o, 1). Hence the theorem is proved. m|

From now on we consider n = 1.

3.2 Lemma. There is an isomorphism ¢ : Osci(wy, B) = Oscyi(wy, B) mapping I'y onto I’y and
satisfying T1(¢(0,0,1)) = +1 if and only if B or —B is conjugate to B with respect to an integer
matrix with determinant +1.

Proof. At first, we will construct an isomorphism satisfying the conditions in the lemma.
Let B and B be conjugate with respect to an integer matrix with determinant +1. This
is sufficient to assume, since the map ¢ : (z,&,t) = (z,&,—t) is an isomorphism from
Osc1(wy, B) to Oscy(wy, —B), satisfying the conditions in the lemma. Let

-
$3 S4
be the integer conjugation matrix with determinant +1, such that B = SBS™!, a = det(S)

and
(0,0), s1sp and s3s4 are even

b:=:(0, %), s157 is even and s3s4 is odd .
(%, 0), s3s4iseven and s;s; is odd

We only get these three cases, since det(S) is odd. Then

91 (z,&1) - (az+ %w,(Sé, eBh+b) + %a)r(e“g b,b),SE+ePb—b,t)
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is an isomorphism from Osc; (wy, B) to Oscy(wy, B), satisfying (') = T, and T1(¢(0, 0, 1)) =
+1. Here we will verify this only for the case that s;s; is even and s3s4 odd (the other
cases run similar). It’s not hard to see that ¢ is an isomorphism and I'l(¢(0,0,1)) = 1.
Furthermore ¢(0,¢1,0) = (51 5, (s1, s3)T, 0) € I, since s;5 € 35153 + Z and similarly
9(0,€2,0) = (525, (s2,54)",0) € T. In addition (=3, a(s4, —s3)”,0) and (0, a(~s2,51)7,0) are
elements of I', and will be mapped to (0, e1, 0) respectively (0,e;,0). Since, moreover,
¢©(1,0,0) = (a,0,0) = (+1,0,0), we see finally that ¢(I';) =T,.

So one direction of the lemma is verified.

Now, let ¢ be an isomorphism satisfying the conditions in the lemma. We know from
Lemmas 2.7 and 2.9 that there is a k € R\{0} and a T € SL(2, R), such that TBT~! = kB.
So we can write ¢ = @3 o ¢1, where

P1(z, &, 1) = (2, TE, ki)

isanisomorphism from Osci(wy, B) to Osci(w;, B)and @2 an automorphisms of Oscy(wy, B)
Thus

©2(z, &) = (az + %w,(T&, "B b+ ) + mt + %w,(ef#f? b,b), T + B b — b, ut),
where det(T) = a, TBT! = yB and u € {+1,-1}. Hence
0z, & 1) = (az + %a),(TTé, B b4 b) + mt + %a)r(ekt“g b,b), TTE + B b — b, ukt).

We get TTBT'T~! = 4B, since TBT ! = kB, TBT! = uB and TI(p(0,0,1)) = £1.
In addition, ¢ maps (1,0,0) to (+1,0,0) and (0, ¢;,0) into I', for i = 1,2. Hence det(TT) =
+1 and TTe; € Z? for i = 1,2. Thus we obtain the assertion. |

To classify the lattices of oscillator groups, we have to choose representatives for the
conjugacy classes of matrices, which appeared in the previous lemma.

3.3 Definition. For y # 0 and x € R we denote

The set of all By, is equal to the set of all matrices which are conjugate to Ny, and to the
set of all 2 X 2-matrices with determinant 1 and trace 0. The subsets B := {Bx,y ly > O}

and B~ := {Bx,y |y < O} are invariant under conjugation with elements of SL(2, R).
Furthermore, conjugation with elements of GL(2, R) with determinant —1 maps elements
of B* to B~ and reverse.

3.4 Definition. We define

1
Iy ::{(x,y)eRZIOSxSE,y>0,x2+y221}
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and
2, 1 2, .2
]F:]F1U{(x,]/)ER |—§<x<0,y>0,x +y >1}.

Note that the map ¢ : By, > x +iy is a bijection from {Bx,y |y > O} to the upper half plane

of €, satisfying ((AB,,A™") = A(x +iy) for all A = (2}) € SL(2, R), where Az = Z£5.
With this in mind, we rewrite the theorem in [Koe98, p. 109]:

3.5 Remark. Forall By, y' > O there is a uniquely defined (x,y) € I and an S € SL(2,Z),
such that SBy S~ = By,

Theorem 3. Let L be a lattice of Osci(w, B). Then there exist

o a uniquely determined r € IN\{0},
o a uniquely determined A = Ay + krt with k € IN and Ag € {%TC, %n, %n, 7'(}
o and a uniquely determined
= %/ %)/ AO € {%Tf, %T(}
(.X', y) = (0/ 1)/ AO = %77 s
eIy, A =7

and an isomorphism ¢ : Osci(w, B) — Osci(wy, ABy,y) satisfying ¢(L) N Hi(w,) = T, and
I(p(L) = Z.

Conversely, for any such data (r, A, (x, y)) there exists a lattice L in Osci(wy, ABy,y) satisfying
LNHy(wy) =T, and II(L) = Z.

Proof. Because of Theorem 2] we can suppose that w = w, and the lattice L given in
Osci(wy, B) satisfies L N Hi(w,) = T, and TI(L) = Z. The procedure is to find a B(= ABy )
for a given B, such that there is an isomorphism ¢ from Osci(wy, B) to Osci(w;, B),
mapping I'; onto I', and satisfying I'l(¢p(L)) = Z.

Let A € R be the positive imaginary part of the eigenvalue of B. Then we see that B and

N are conjugate. Hence ePand eMt = (;?rf j‘ ‘Cf)isnf) are conjugate. So tr(e®) = 2cos A and

cosA € {—1, —%,O, %, 1}, since e? € SL(2,7Z). Thus A = Ag+km # 0, where Ao € {%, 2, %",n}
and k € Z. There is an x’ € R and a y’ # 0, such that B = ABy,,». Now we can use
that By -, = —By, to assume that y’ > 0. Now we choose an S € SL(2,Z), such
that SBy,/S™! = By, where x and y satisfy the conditions in Remark B3l So we set
B:= [A|Byy, - Because of Lemma[3.2land the fact that (é _01 ) Byy ((1) _01 ) = —B_,y, thereisan
isomorphism Oscy(wy, B) = Oscy(wr, B) mapping T, onto I', and satisfying I1(¢(L)) = Z.
Now we want to see that A > 0 and (x, y) € I are uniquely determined. Let A, A; > 0
and (x,y), (x2,y2) € IF1. Suppose that there is an isomorphism ¢ : Osci(wy, ABy,y) —
Oscy(wy, A2By,,y,) mapping I'; onto I'y and satisfying I1(¢p(0, 0, 1)) = £1. Then we will see
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that ABy, = A2By,,. At first Lemma gives that +AB, , and A2By, ,, are conjugate.
Since det(+ABy,,) = det(A2By, 4,), we get A = A>. Hence +B, , and B, ;, are conjugate.
For a better readability we write Z;-conjugate, if two matrices are conjugate with respect
to a matrix in SL(2, Z) and Z_,-conjugate, if two matrices are conjugate with respect to
an integer matrix, having determinant —1.

It is clear that —By, = By, and By, ;, are not Z;-conjugate. In addition B, , and By, 4,
are not Z_;-conjugate. If By, and B,, ;, are Z;-conjugate, then (x, y) = (x2, y2) because
of Remark 3.5 Finally, if —B,y and By, y, are Z_;-conjugate, then B_,, and B, ,, are
Z1-conjugate. Using Remark[BH gives x = x; € {0, 1} and y = v, easily follows.

Atlast, we want to see how A and (x, y) fit together. Suppose B = AB, ,, where (x, y) € I,
and A = Ag+kr, satisfyingk € INand Ag € {%TC, %TC, %n} Let Lbe alattice in Oscy(wy, ABy,y)
such that L N Hy(w,) = I, and TI(L) = Z. Then, using equation 2) with t =1,

7).
LlsinA —§ sin A + cos A € 5L, 7) ©)

2
+ Xgj —2gin A - ysi
eB:(CosA ysm/\ ysm/\ ysin A
y

Thus%sin/\ € Zand y =|sinAl. Sox =} ifcos A = +1, and x = 0 if cos A = 0. We get

ABo1, cosA =0
- +

AB, 5, cosA = %
"

1
27

Conversely, it is obvious that e*Pw € SL(2,Z) for the data (r, A, (x, y)) described in the
theorem. Hence there is a lattice satisfying the claimed conditions (see Example
where &g = (0,0), &g = (0, %) orép= (%, 0) depending on r and eb). O

3.6 Lemma. Let B = ABy,, where x € R and y > 0. Then an automorphism ¢ of Osc1(w;, B)
maps I’ onto itself if and only if

Pz, &) = (pz + %w,(Sé, "B p + b) + mt + %w,(et“B b,b),SE+eMPb—b,ut),  (4)

where m € R, u € {1}, S is an integer matrix

_[s1 s2 B [l —2x
S_(53 54)6{6 ,e (0 _1)|t€IR}

with det(S) = pand b € (£,2) := 17 x 17, if r is even, respectively

r’r

ZZ)
7

Y $187 and s3s4 are even

b=(b,b) e %, % % , S1Sy is even and s384 is odd ,

(% + %, % ,  S354iS even and s1S is odd

if v is odd. For short, we call such an automorphism I',-preserving.

10
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Proof. It’s not hard to show that an automorphism as defined in the theorem maps I',
onto I',. Let ¢ be an automorphism in Osci(wy, B), given as in () , mapping I, onto
itself. Then a = +1. In addition detS = 4, since det(S)w, = S*w, = aw,. Since B = AB,,
and SBWS‘l = UByy = By uy, we get det(S) = p.

Because ¢(0, ¢;, 0) = (w,(Se;, b), Se;, 0), the invertible matrix S has integer entries.

For

it holds that TN;T7! = By,y. Since SB = uBS we see that STNT! = yTNlT‘lsT. Then
T~1ST and N; (anti-)commute. Hence T~'ST € O(2,R). Thus T~'ST = V1 (é 2) and
S = etBT((l) 2)T‘1, for somet € R. If u = 1, then S = e'B, if u = -1, then

1 —-2x
_ _IB
S=e (0 _1).

Hence S is an integer matrix in

{etB, eB ((1) __2136) |te R}.

Finally we want to see how b looks like. Let r be even. Then I, = 73 and hence

0,((51,53), (b1, b2)), (52, 54), (b1, b)) € Z.

Thus b € (%Z, %Z).

Now let r be odd, so T, = {(z, (£1,€2),0) |z € %5152 + Z}.

We see that there are the same three cases to consider as in the previous lemma. Here,
we only check the case that s1s; is even and s3s4 is odd, especially s; is even (the
case that s, is even runs similarly). Since det(S) is odd, we get that s; is odd. Then

wr((51,53), (b1, 12)) € Z and w,((s2,54), (b1, b)) € Z + 3. Hence

b1\ _ -s2 s1\[ ki
o) =aee0( 5 S
for some ki, ky € Z. Thusrby € Zand rb, € Z + %

Finally, for each case we obtain the assertion. m|

Now we can completely classify the lattices of Osci(w, B) by using Theorem [8land the
following one.

Theorem 4. Suppose B = ABy,y, (x,y) € F1 and A = Ao + kn, where k € IN U {0} and
Ao € {3m,4m, 3n,m). Let L = (T, U{(z, &, 1)}) be a lattice in Oscy (wr, B) with LN Hi(wy) =T,

11



3. Lattices

Then there is a uniquely defined &y to extract from the list in Appendix[Aland an automorphism
@ of Oscy(wy, B), such that (L) = L(&p).

Proof. We will say that & and 7 are equivalent if there is an automorphism mapping L(&)
onto L(7).

Existence We begin with showing the existence of a & in the list in Appendix[Aland
an I',-preserving automorphism ¢ for each lattice L satisfying that L N Hq(w,) = I';, such
that (L) = L(&o).
The proof will be divided into parts, dependent on the value of A. We, always, use e,
which we can compute with equation (3) in the proof of Theorem[3
First we notice, depending on r, which values are possible for & € R2, such that
(T'r U {(z, & 1)) defines a lattice. Therefor we use example Afterward, we give
automorphisms given as in @) in Lemma[3.6) which map <1", U{(z, ¢, 1)}> onto L(&) for
some &g from the list.
It is clear that the automorphism (z, &, t) = (z + mt, &, t) for some m maps (zo, $o, 1) to
(0, &o,1). Furthermore, we know from S how the last component will be mapped by
the automorphism (@), since u = det(S). Therefore we just give S and b and check, how
(0, &, 1) will be mapped. Each automorphism we give is I',-preserving, so we don’t make
mention of that always. For further argumentation let & = (&1, £2) denote an arbitrary
vector in R? which satisfies the condition in Example Now, we begin with showing
the existence of a vector of the list in Appendix[Al

Suppose A = Ag + 2kn, k € N and A9 € {%,3F}. Let r be even. Then
¢ € (%Z, %Z). In addition det(ef —E;) = 1. So the automorphism (@), where b :=
(eB-Ex)1& e (%Z, %Z) and S := E;, maps (0,0,1) to (0, &, 1). Thus (0,0) and & are equiv-
alent. Now let r be odd. For Ag = § one can check that & € (%Z + %, % ). Since, again,
det(e® —E,) = 1, the automorphism (@) given by b := (e® —E)7'(&; — %,52) € (%Z, %Z)
and S := E; shows that (%, 0) and & are equivalent. For Ag = %T( an analogous argumen-
tation holds, except having % in the other component.

Suppose A = Ag+2km, k € Nand Ag € {7, 37”}. Then & € (%Z, %Z). In addition
det(ef —E,) = 2. If r&; —r&, is even, then the automorphism defined by b := (eB-Ey)lée
(%Z, %Z) and S := E; maps (0,0,1)to (0, &, 1). Hence (0,0) and & are equivalent. If r&—r&p
isodd, thenweset S := Eyand b := (e® —E;)1(&1, &— %) € (%Z, %Z). Thus (0, %) isequiva-
lent to &. If additionally ris odd, we instead set b := (B —Ey))1(1+&1,&) € (%Z, %Z). The
related automorphism shows that (0, 0) is equivalent to (1, 0)+ &, which is equivalent to &.

Suppose A = Ag + 2km, k € IN and Ag € {%”, %"}. Let r be even. Then
& € (%Z,%Z). If r&1 + r& = 0(3), the automorphism given by b := (eB—Ey)~1& €
(%Z, %Z) and S := E; maps (0,0,1) to (0,&,1). Hence (0,0) and & are equivalent. If
r&€1 +1& = 1(3), then the automorphism defined by b := (eB —Ex)" (& - %,52) € (%Z, %Z)
and S := E, shows that (%,O) and & are equivalent. If r&; + réy = 2(3), we set

12



3. Lattices

b:=(eP —Ep)1(& - %, Er— %) € (%Z, %Z) and S := (% ‘01 ) Thus (%, 0) and & are equivalent.
If additionally 3 is not a factor of r, we set b := (eB —Ep))l(x+ &1,&) € (%Z, %Z), where
rx +r& +1ré = 0(3), and S := E;. So we get that (0, 0) is equivalent to (x, 0) + &, which is
equivalent to &.

Now let » be odd. We obtain Ay = %T(. Using equation (@), we get & € (%Z, %Z + %).
If & + r&x — 1/2 = 0(3), then the automorphism given by b := (eB —Ep)"1(&1, & — %) €
(%Z, %Z) and S := E, shows that (0, %) and ¢ are equivalent. If r&1 +7r&,—1/2 = 1(3), then
wesetb := (ef —E»)71(&; - %, & — %) € (%Z, %Z) and S := E,. The related automorphism
shows that (%,%) and & are equivalent. If r&; + r&; — 1/2 = 2(3), then we set b :=
(eB —Ep)"1(&1, & + %) € (%Z, %Z), S := —E; and get that (0, %) and ¢ are equivalent.

If additionally 3 is not a factor of r, then we set b := (ef —Ep) ™! (x + &1, % +&) € (%Z, %Z),
where rx + &1 +r&r —1/2 = 0(3), and S := E;. The related automorphism shows that
(o, %) is equivalent to (x, 0) + &, which is equivalent to &.

For Ay = %TC there is an analogue argumentation, where % is in the other component.

Suppose A = 1 + 21k, k € IN. Then & € (%Z,%Z). Let r be odd. So
there are x’,y’ € {0,1}, such that b := (eB—Ep)™N& + ¥, & + y) € (%Z,%Z) and
the automorphism defined by S = E; and the above given b shows that (0,0) is
equivalent to & + (x/,y’), which is equivalent to £&. Now let r be even. We set
n = (-1 + (=1)%, -1 + (-1y2). Then 1 € {(0,0),(,0),(0,1),(1,1)} and the auto-
morphism given by S = E; and b := (P -Ex)" 1 + 1) € (%Z, %Z) maps (0,n,1) to
0, &, 1).

If x2 + y2 = 1, then the automorphism given by S = ((1) (1)) and b = (0,0) maps (O, ( %, 0), 1)

to (O, o, %), —1) = (O, (o, %), 1)_1. Thus (%,O) and (0, %) are equivalent.

x = 5, then the automorphism given = “7)an =(—=,—=)maps (0, (0, =),
If x = 1, then th phism given by S = (} 71 ) and b 1, —1)ymaps (0,(0,1),1

r
-1

to (O,(%, %),—1) = (O,(%, %),1) . Hence (0, %) and (%, %) are equivalent. If (x, y) = (%, %),
then both automorphisms can be used. Thus every &y € (%Z, %Z) is equivalent to (0, 0)
or (%,% .

We come to the last case: Suppose A = 27k, k € IN.
Using equation () we get (&1, &2) € (%Z, %Z).
In this case we can neglect b, since S& + eBb—b=S&+b-b = S& Instead, it's more
important to consider all the finitely many integer matrices in

oy 2o
for By .

At first we give some automorphisms which map I'; onto itself for all x and y. After-
wards, we restrict our observation to the different cases.
For each (o, (51,52),1) there are 0 < k,I < r such that T, U {(0, (51,52),1)} and T, U

13



3. Lattices

{(O, ( 'f, %), 1)} generate the same lattice.
The automorphism where S = —E, maps (0, (£, 1), 1) to (0, (-1, -1),0)(0, (5%, =), 1).
Thus there is for each & € ( %Z, %Z) an equivalent

S0 € My :={(§,§)|Osk,ls%}U{(§,§)|O<k<£<l<r}.

Thus the first row is verified.

If additionally x = 0, then the automorphism where S = ((1) _01) maps (O, ('f, %), 1) to a
-1

((0, (0,-1),0)(0, (’f, rT_Z), 1)) . Thus the second row is verified.

Ifx= % instead, then the automorphism where S = (‘O1 % ) maps (O, ( 'f, %), 1), wherek > |,

-1
to (0, (%, ’7_1), 1) . So we can narrow the set of all £y down to

{(é,;)IOSkSZS%}U{(§,§)|O<k<%<l<r}U{(§,O)|O$kS£}.

Furthermore S = — ( _01 % ) gives anI';-preserving automorphism, which maps (0, (é, %), 1),
-1

where [ > k, to (0, (%, %), 1) . Hence the third row follows.

For further argumentation suppose x> + y> = 1. We know that there is for each & €

( %Z, %Z) an equivalent {y € M;. We can still restrict this set. The automorphism where

-1
S = (_01 ‘01) maps (O,('f, %),1) to (O, (—%,—'f),—l) = (O,(%, ’f),l) . So there is for each
e (%Z, %Z) an equivalent

&ﬁ{(é,%)lOSkﬁls%}U{(§,£)|O<k<£<l<r}.

Additionally the automorphism where S = ((1’ é) maps (O, (’f, %), 1) to

r

r—1r—k -
((o, (-1,0),0)(0, (0,-1),0)(0, (— —), 1)) :

Hence for x2 + y2 =1land & €( %Z, %Z) there is an equivalent

éoeMz::{(k l)|osks1s%}u{(’f,f)|k+zgr,0<k<£<1<r}.

rr r'r
Now we want to see, which elements in M, are equivalent, if (x, y) = (0,1) or (x,y) =
1,8,

So suppose (x,y) = (0,1). The automorphism where S = (‘1 (1)) maps (O,('f, %),1) to

((0, (15 r—_l), 1)(0, (0,-1), 0))_1. Hence the fourth row follows.

r’r
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3. Lattices

At last suppose (x, y) = (% ) The automorphism where S := ((1, j) maps (0, ( 'f, %), 1)

to (0, (5, =), -1) = (0, (5*

2
1
%) ) . Hence we get for each £ € (%Z, %Z) an equivalent

Additionally the automorphism where S = ( ) maps (0 ( ), 1) to

-1
((o, 0,-1),0)(0, (I;, - i sy 1))

Thus the last row follows.

Uniqueness Now we want to see that & from the list is uniquely determined. There-
for, we use a proof by contradiction.

Assume that for an » € IN\{0}, (x,y) € IF'; and a A = Ay + kmt, where Ay = {%, o %”,n}
and k € IN, there are & and & from the list, such that there is an automorphism ¢ of
Oscy(wy, ABy,y), mapping L(&) onto L(&). Then, moreover, this automorphism maps I',
onto itself.

So we can check each I';-preserving automorphism and will note that none of them

maps L() onto L(§), and we get our contradiction.

Let us begin with A = 7t + 27k, k € IN and r even.
Let ¢ be an automorphism, given as in (I) in Theorem [I, which maps L(&) onto L(&).
Then the corresponding map

¢:R>—>R? & SE+ePb—b=5E-2b

maps & = (&1, &) to a vector 1 = (11, 172), where 1117 is even if and only if 51/2 is even.
But the corresponding map ¢ for an I',-preserving automorphism maps (0, 0) to a vector
in %Zz. Thus there is a contradiction for & € { %, 0), (0, %), (%, %)}

In an analogue way, we find a contradiction if £ = (%, 0). But we have to subdivide the
proof depending on the value of x and y.

If x> +y>>1and x i 5, then each I';-preserving automorphism gives a corresponding
map @, which maps ( o’ ) to a vector in (ZZ + - 1 2Z) Thus there is a contradiction for
all & € {(O, %), (%, %)} If x2 + y >1land x = ;, then each I',-preserving automorphism
gives a corresponding map ¢, which maps (2,0) to a vector in (1Z, 2Z). Thus there is a
contradiction for & = (%, %).

Ifx>+y*>=1and x ¢ {O, %}, then the corresponding map ¢ for every I',-preserving

15



3. Lattices

automorphism maps (2,0) to a vector with one entry in 2Z and one in 2Z + 1. Thus
there is a contradiction for & = ( %, %).

At last suppose & = (0, %) for x> + y> > land x # % Each I';-preserving automorphism
gives a corresponding map ¢, which maps (0, 1) to a vector in (2Z, 1Z). Thus there is a
contradiction for ( )

Altogether, we Verlfled that the &y from the list, which we refer to a lattice L(&) in
Osci(wy, ABy,y), where A = 7t + 21k, k € N, (x, y) € Iy, is uniquely determined.

Now, we consider the case that A = 27k, k € IN\{0}, and get the same
contradiction. But, first of all, we note that & € R? and & are equivalent if and only if
there are ¢, t, € Z and an integer matrix

Sefee®(§2)IteR)

with detS = y, such that &= uSE + tier + toen.
So it suffices to fix a t; and ¢, for each integer matrix S € {etB ,etB (é __21") | te R} and each
&, such that uS& + t1eg + tep € [0, 1)? and show that uSE + tier + tes is equal to & or not
an element in the set from the list.
We consider the case that (x, y) = (0,1). Note that +E», _( o ) + ( (1)) and + (é 9 ) are
the only integer matrices in {etB, el® (1 2") |te R} for this case.
We will denote by M the set M := {(7, 7)|0 <k<glI< 5} and set & = (’f, %) e M.

o IfS =Ej, then S& =¢.

o Let S = —E;. Forthecasesthatk =1=0,k=1=50ork=0and! = 5, we
get SE =&, SE+ep +ep = Eor SE+ep = & respectively. If 0 < k,I < 5, then
SE+e +e = (f;k, =y € [0,1)?, but =k > L. Atlast, if k = 0and 0 < I < , then
SE+e; = (0,5 €]0,1)%, but = > L.

° LetS:((l)_O1 ) First of all, we see that S& +e; = &, respectively S& = éfork:lzg
ork=1=0.1If1 ¢ {0, }thenS§+61:(’—_l 5 e[0,1? but = > 1. If I = 5 and

r’r

k<—then55+e1—( ) [0,1)2,bu’c’§<1

e Similar arguments apply to the case S = ( 9 (1))

o LetS = —( ) It follows that —S& = ( ) € [0,1)%. Hence, we get (%, 'f) ¢ M for
k<l and —SE =&, fork =1

e [etS = (?(1)) We see again that -S& = fork =1=0. If k = 0and [ > 0, then
—S&+e €[0,1)?, but = > 0. Fork I #0weget—SE+e +e = (5, =Ky €0, 1)2
If, additionally, k < 5, then == > 2. If, however, k = | = 5, then (=L =Ky = &

. LetS:((l)_Ol). Ifk ¢ {0, £}, then —S&+e; = (=
then —S& + ey = £and if k = 0, then —S& = &.

k 1 —
ye[0,1)%but =k > £ Ifk=1=1,

r’r

16
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e The same reasoning applies to the case S = (‘01 (1))

Finally, for (x,y) = (0, 1) it follows that (’f, %) € M and ( k—r’, %) € M are equivalent, if and
onlyifk=kK and[=1".
The rest of the case A = 27tk runs as before.

For A = Ag + krt, where A € {%, o %”} and k € IN, we use some other way to
prove the assertion. First of all we begin with a definition.

3.7 Definition. A group, generated by four elements {a, §, y, 6} is called O-lattice, if:
e There is an r € IN\{0}, such that afa~ 7! = y".
e There is a k € IN\{0}, such that 6 and y generate the center of the group and
e 6a5~! and 65! are both elements of (a, f, 7).

It is not hard to see that the computed lattices of Osci(wy, ABy,y), where A # km, k € IN
satisfy Definition
Standard arguments yield the following lemma.

3.8 Lemma. Let G be an O-lattice as in Definition 371 H a group and ¢ : {a,B,7,0} > Ha
map. The map ¢ : G — H, defined by

P('p'y*5) = 9@ PBYP() )
forall x,y,z,t € Z, is a homomorphism, if and only if:
o PO)P@)p©)™" = p(dad™),

o PO)PB)P(©d) ! = p(6po7"),
o ¢(y) is an element of the center of H and

e p(@PP)P@) ) = p(y).

3.9 Remark. Let G be an O-lattice as in Definition [3.70 Let, furthermore, H be an O-lattice,
generated by {54, B, 7, 5}, where y and &' generate the center of H and apa~'f=' = 7°. Let

@ : G — H be an isomorphism. Then @(y) = y*1. To see this, note that p(y) € (J), since
y is in the center of G and y" in the commutator subgroup. Then using the bijectivity of
@ vields the assertion. Furthermore, p(0F) = y#&* for some p € 7. Indeed, since ¢ is an
isomorphism, there are p,q,u,v € 7, such that p(6%) = y#&* and p(16%) = &. So we get
oF = 7N (%)) = 1454k and the assertion holds. In addition, it is straight forward to see
that @ maps 6 to &*BYy26*! for some x,y,z € 7 and that k = L.

3.10 Lemma. For a fixed B = ABy 1, where cos A = 0 and an even r, the lattices L(E) and L&)
of Oscy(wy, B), where & # & from the list, are not isomorphic as abstract groups.
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Proof. We first prove the assertion for A = %n + 271tk and k € IN. We set a := (0,e1,0),
B = (0,e2,0), y :=(1,0,0), 60 := (0,0,1) and 67 := (0,(%,0),1). Using equation () and
ef = ((1) _Ol)we get

Soadyt =B, SopSyt =at, &adyt=py, Hpot=al.

Suppose that there is an isomorphism ¢ from {a, 8, 7, 89) onto (&, B, ¥, 61). Then ¢(do) =
a"ﬁyyzéfl for some x,y,z € Z. Furthermore ¢(a) = a™ "2)" for some ny,ny,n3 € 7,
since p(50)?@(a)p(50)~2 = p(@)~! and 61176‘1 € {a,B,y) for every n € {a,p,7). On the
same way, we get that p(8) = a™ 29" for some ny,ny,nj; € 7.

Let ¢(60) = a*pY yzé} (similar arguments apply to the case (09) = a*p¥y*67"). Then

a2y = p(B) = (Bo)p(@)p(d0) ™!

. nQﬁnlyn1+n3+r()1’
for some O; € Z. Hence n} = —ny, n}, = ny and n} = ny + n3 + rOy. Similar computation
for p(50)p(B)p(60) ! shows that —n3 = ny+n,+r0,, for some O, € Z. Hence —np +nj+n3
and 1y + n3 — n} are even. Thus n; + 1, is even. This contradicts the bijectivity of ¢. So
there is no isomorphism.
We consider the second case now. For B = ABy1, A = %TC + 27k, k € IN and r even we set
&= (0,e1,0),f := (0,e2,0),7 := (1,0,0), & := (0,0, 1) and &; := (0, (0, 1), 1).
The maps defined by

au—ux_l, ﬁ|—>ﬁ_1, vy, 51"_’61‘_1

are isomorphisms from the O-lattice <0¢ B, 7,6 > onto <a B, v, > fori = 0,1. Hence, the

lemma follows, by using the first case of the proof. O
3.11 Lemma. For a fixed B = AB, 5, where cos A = —% and an r divisible by 6, the lattices
27

L(&) and L(E) of Oscy(wy, B), where & # & from the list, are not isomorphic as abstract groups.

Proof. We subdivide the proof into two parts and argue as in the proof of the previous

lemma.

At first let B = AB, 5, where cos A = —%, sinA = # and let r be divisible by 6. We
7z

1
27

set o := (0,1,0), 8 := (0,e2,0),7 := (1,0,0),80 := (0,0,1) and & := (0,(%,0),1). Using
equation (2) and e? = (0 -1 ) gives:

doady' =B, opSy' =aTpTyTE, brady! =Py, oupoy’ =a”lpTyTE

Suppose that there is an isomorphism ¢ from {a, , ¥, 69) onto {a, ,y, 01).
Then ¢(60)p(a)p(59)~! = qo(éoaéal) = @(p).
Let ¢(80) = a*BYy*6; (The case ¢(8o) = a*pYy*6;" runs similar).
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Since 6910," € (a, B, ) for all n € (@, B, ), one can check that ¢(a) = a™ p™2)™ for some
my, my, ms € Z.
Thus

P(B) = p(0)p(a)p(5,")

—my pmy—mMy 1y +my(—r/2=1)+mz+rO
=a g™ 27/12(/)31,

where O; € Z.
Furthermore, we obtain

7 = p@)pPB)p@ p@)!

— yr(m%—ml m2+m§) )

Hence, p(y) =y and (my,m) € {(1,0),(~1,0),(0,1), (0,~1), (1,1), (-1,-1)}.
In addition

my—my g—imy 5 ,—my—ip(—5—1)-2m3—%+r03
o ﬁ )4 2 2

_r
2

= @) ') p(y)
= (00)p(B)p(50) !
_ axﬁy)/za_mzﬁml_mz)/ml+m2(_%_1)+m3+r016I1ﬁ_ya_x

p
_ Mp—my g—mq . —mp—Smy+mz+rO;
=arr Ty /

where 0,03 € Z. Thus 3m3 = 5my —my + 5my + 2mp — 5 + Oy, for some Oy € Z. Since
m3 € Z, the term —m + 2my must be divisible by 3.

But, contrarily, for (my,m3) € {(1,0),(0,1),(~1,0),(0,~1),(1,1),(-1,-1)} it follows that
2my — my is not divisible by 3. Finally, the first case is shown.

For the second case let sinA = —g. We set @ := (0,e1,0), ﬁ = (0,e2,0), 7 := (1,0,0),
50 :=(0,0,1) and &; = (O, (o, %), 1). The maps defined by

amB, Broa, oy, bimo
are isomorphisms from the O-lattice {54, E, 7, Si} onto {a,B,y,6;} for i = 0,1. Using the
tirst part brings the assertion. O

3.12 Lemma. Forafixed B= AB, ; wherecosA = —% and an odd r divisible by 3, the lattices
~ 2’ 2 ~
L(&) and L(&) of Oscy(wy, B), where & # & from the list, are not isomorphic as abstract groups.

Proof. This follows by the same method as in Lemma O
Finally, Theorem Mlis verified. O
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A. List of &

A X,y &o for anevenr &o foran odd r
Insonk |x=1,y=L (0,0)) ((%,0))
Smeonk |x=1y=2 {(0,0)} (©5))
Im+2nk | x=0,y=1 {(0,0),(0, 1)} {(0,0)}
dn+2mk | x=0,y=1 {(0,0),(0, 1)} {(0,0)}

_ . 1 = . 1y (1 L
dradnk | gzl y= 8 r=0(3): {(0,0), (1,0} r=003):{(0,£), (&, L)
else: {(0,0)} else: {(0, %)}
= 0(3): {(0,0),(%,0 = 0(3): {(£,0), (= + 1,0
i 4 2k x:%’y:§ r=00): {(0,0),(+,0)} | r=00): {(3,0), (5 + 7, 0)}
else: {(0,0)} else: {(%,0)}
X2+ y?>1,
. {(0,0),(3,0),(0,7), Gz, )}
X # 2
T + 27k > >
x“+y->1,
T (©,0),(2,0), (2, b
X = > {(OIO)}
24+yr=1,
" (©,0),(2,0), (2, b
X#5
x=1y=0 (0,0), (%, 1))
2+t >1
e (&, D0 <kl<Z Ul ho<k<i<i<r
x ¢ 10,5}
2+t >1
nry (5 H10<k<5)
x=0
22> 1 (Ehjos k<i<i<fiuidolo<k<iiu
27k x=1 (E D <k<i<i<rk<i)
2 2 _
x+y- =1 I ;
{GIO<k<I<FU{G, I0<k<i<I<rk+l<r)
x¢{0,3}
x=0y=1 (Eho<k<i<iy
x=ly=22 (5, Do < 2k < 1 < )
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