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EXTENSIONS OF THE CONSTANT FAMILY OF
HARISH-CHANDRA PAIRS OF SL,(R)

EYAL SUBAG

ABSTRACT. We study and classify algebraic families of Harish-Chandra pairs over
the complex affine line and over the complex projective line with generic fiber that is
isomorphic to the Harish-Chandra pair of SLy(R).
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The study of algebraic families of Harish-Chandra pairs and modules was initiated in
[6l [7]. The main motivation there was a rigorous mathematical framework for certain
limits of Lie groups and their representations that are common in physics and known as
contractions e.g., see [I1} [13]. Many of the algebraic families of Harish-Chandra pairs
in the literature are built out of a real reductive Lie group G(R). Such a group has a
maximal compact subgroup K (R). The pair (g, K) where g is the complexification of
the Lie algebra of G(R) and K the complexification of K(R), is the Harish-Chandra
pair of G(R). The simplest construction of an algebraic family of Harish-Chandra
pairs over a smooth complex algebraic variety X, out of G(R) is a constant family.
Explicitly, the pair (g, K)/X = (Ox ®c g, X Xgpec(c) K) is a constant algebraic family

of Harish-Chandra pairs, where Ox is the sheaf of regular functions on X.
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Families of modules for (g, K')/X naturally appear in representation theory of real
reductive groups see e.g., [16], 1], 17].

In [6], two constructions associating with a real reductive Lie group G(R), a non-
constant algebraic family of Harish-Chandra pairs over Al were given. The first family
(g., K) is called the contraction family while the second family (g,, K) is called the
deformation family. Both families share the same constant family of groups K =
A<1c Xspec(c) K& and their restriction to C* C A<1c is isomorphic to the constant family
(g, K)/C* associated with G(R). These families have interesting applications.

Families of Harish-Chandra modules for the deformation family were used to give a
new algebraic construction for the Mackey-Higson bijection [14]. Full proof for existence
of the Mackey-Higson bijection was given in [3]. The bijection has a deep connection
with the Baum-Connes conjecture [2], 5, 8 9] 12].

The contraction family and its modules, in the case of G(R) = SO(3,1), were shown
to play a central role in the fundamental quantum mechanical system of the hydrogen
atom [10], [15].

It is natural to ask whether other similar families of Harish-Chandra pairs can be
associated with a real reductive Lie group. The purpose of this paper is to classify
and study all families of Harish-Chandra pairs over Al and over PL whose restric-
tion to C* is isomorphic to the constant family (sly(C), SO(2,C))/C* associated with
SLy(R). Such families of Harish-Chandra pairs are called extensions of the constant
family (slx(C), SO(2,C))/C*.

We shall now review the structure of the paper and some of our main results. In Sec-
tion 2l we recall the definitions of all relevant algebraic families. In Section B we classify
all extensions of (sly(C), SO(2,C))/C* over the complex affine line. We prove that the
space of isomorphism classes of such families is in bijection with Nj. As explained in
Section [ replacing an extension (g, K) by the space of global sections of g and the
fiber K of K does not lose any information. In our case K = SO(2,C) and g becomes
a Lie algebra over the polynomial ring C[z|. Irreducible algebraic representations of
SO(2,C) are parameterized by Z. We let g, denote the K isotopic piece of global
sections of g corresponding to the irreducible representation with parameter m € Z.

Theorem 1.1 (Sec. Bl Thm. B0). Let (g, K) be an extension of (sl(C), SO(2,C))/C*.
Then K s isomorphic to A'(C) Xgpecc) SO(2,C) and there exists a basis {X,Y, H} of
the space of global sections of g and n € Ny, such that H € g,, X € g5, Y € g_, and

[H, X]=2X,[H,Y]=-2Y,[X,Y] =2"H.

Moreover, the section H is unique and the sections X and Y are unique up to simulta-
neous conjugation by SO(2,C).

Denoting the extension corresponding to n by (g(n), SO(2,C)). We show that
(g(0),S0(2,Q)) is the constant family, (g(1),SO(2,C)) is the contraction family and
(g(2),50(2,C)) is the deformation family. We prove that (g(1), SO(2,C)) is universal
in the sense of the next theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Sec. Bl Thm. B.7). Any extension of (sla(C), SO(2,C))/C* is isomor-
phic to a pullback of (g(1),S0(2,C)).
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In Section [@we show that any extension has a canonical realization inside the constant
family. More precisely, for g := sly(C), we let g,,, denote the isotypic spaces with respect
to SO(2,C) corresponding to the irreducible representation parameterized by m € Z.
A global section F' of the constant family g(0) is the same thing as an algebraic function
from AL into g. Such a function has a well defined n-th derivative F™ for any n € Ny.
For n € N, we let }(n) be the subspace of the constant family g(0) consisting of all
sections whose derivatives at 0 up to degree n belong to gg ® gs, that is

Hn) = {F € g(0)|F"™(0) € go @ g2, ¥m € {0,1,....,n — 1} }.

Theorem 1.3 (Sec. @, Thm. [6). For n € N, the pair (}(n), SO(2,C)) is a sub pair
of (g(0),SO(2,C)) that is isomorphic to (g(n), SO(2,C)).

We also study the space of morphisms between extensions and the structure of the
center of the universal enveloping algebra of each g(n). In Section [l we classify exten-
sions over P¢.

The author is grateful to Joseph Bernstein for useful remarks. The author thanks
Spyridon Afentoulidis-Almpanis for his comments on an earlier version of the manu-
script.

2. ALGEBRAIC FAMILIES OF HARISH-CHANDRA PAIRS

In this section we recall the definition of an algebraic family of Harish-Chandra pairs
over a complex algebraic variety as given in [6].

Let X be a smooth complex algebraic variety. We denote its structure sheaf of regular
functions by Ox. An algebraic family of complex Lie algebras g over X is a locally
free sheaf of Ox-modules which is also a sheaf of Lie algebras over X . In particular g
is equipped with Lie brackets

[, J:gxg—g,

which is Ox bi-linear, skew-symmetric and satisfying the Jacobi identity. An algebraic
family of complex algebraic groups G' over X is a smooth morphism between smooth
complex algebraic varieties

G — X,

that carries the structure of a group scheme over X. For every family of complex
algebraic groups there is an associated G-equivariant family Lie(G) of complex Lie
algebras over X. An algebraic family of Harish-Chandra pairs over X is a pair (g, K)
with K being an algebraic family of complex algebraic groups over X, g being a
K-equivariant algebraic family of Lie algebras over X. Along with a K-equivariant
morphism of Lie algebras

j: Lie(K) — g,

such that the action of Lie(K) on g that is obtained as the differential of the action of
K on g coincides with the action obtained by j composed with the adjoint action of
G on g.
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Example 2.1. Let (g, K) be a complex Harish-Chandra pair. Note that this is the same
thing as an algebraic family of Harish-Chandra pairs over the trivial one point complex
algebraic variety. Then for any smooth complex affine algebraic variety (X, Ox), the
pair (Ox @c 9, X Xspeo(c) K) is an algebraic family of Harish-Chandra pairs with all
of its fibers canonically isomorphic to (g, K). The equivariant Lie algebra morphism
g Lie(X Xgpee(c) K) = Ox ®¢ Lie(K) — g is given by j(f @Y) = fjo(Y) for every
f € Ox and Y € Lie(K), and where jy : Lie(K) — g is the morphism that is given
with (g, K).

A family of Harish-Chandra pairs as in the last example is called a constant family and
we shall denote it by (g, K)/X. Similarly a family of groups of the form X xgpec(c) K
is called constant, and a family of Lie algebras of the form Ox ®¢ g is called constant.
Note that a section of Ox ®¢ g over an open subset U C X is canonically identified
with an algebraic function from U into g.

2.1. Families of Harish-Chandra pairs over affine base. In this section we de-
scribe families of Harish-Chandra pairs with a constant group scheme and over affine
base in terms of modules over a commutative ring. This setup appears in many places
throughout the paper.

Assume that X is a smooth complex affine algebraic variety. Denote its ring of global
regular functions by Rx. Let (g, K) be an algebraic family of Harish-Chandra pairs
over X with K = X Xgpee(c) K for some complex algebraic group K. By looking on
its space of global sections, such a family is equivalent to following data:

(1) A locally free Rx-module g that is also a Lie algebra over Rx.(Note that by
abuse of notation we denote the family of Lie algebras and its space of global
sections by the same symbol).

(2) An algebraic action o : K — Autg, (g) of K on g by automorphisms of Lie
algebras over Rx.

(3) A K-equivariant embedding of complex Lie algebras j : Lie(K) — g.

Such that for every Y € g, Z € Lie(K),
7(2),Y] = da(2)Y,

(

where da stands for the action of Lie(K') on g via endomorphisms of Lie algebras over
Rx, da : Lie(K) — Endg, (g), that is the differential of a.

Hence under the above mentioned assumptions we replace the pair (g, K) by (g, K)
where in the latter pair g is a Lie algebra over Rx and K a complex algebraic group.

Keeping the above assumptions of X being smooth affine and K being constant,
if (g1, X Xgpee(c) K1) and (g, X Xgpee(c)y K2) are two algebraic families of Harish-
Chandra pairs over X with K, Ky complex algebraic groups, then a morphism of pairs
from (g, X Xgpec(@) K1) 10 (g2, X Xgpec(c) K2) is given by a pair of maps (v, Vi) with
1y being a morphism of Lie algebras over Rx and 9x : K1 — K, being a morphism
of complex algebraic groups such that the following two conditions hold.

(1) Twisted equivariance: 4(aq(k)X) = aa(i (k)))e(X), VX € g4,k € Ky, and
where «; 1 K; — Autg, (g;) is the action map for i € {1,2}.
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(2) Compatibility with embeddings: g(j1(Z)) = jo(dyx(Z)), VZ € Lie(K;) and
where j; : Lie(K;) — g, is the Kj-equivariant embedding for ¢« € {1,2}, and
dy g - Lie(K,) — Lie(K>) the differential of 1.

We denote the space of such morphisms by
Hompairs((glﬁ Kl)’ (g2> K2))

Remark 2.2. When 1), is an isomorphism and the center of g, is trivial then compati-
bility with embeddings follows from twisted equivariance.

Remark 2.3. For (g, Vi) € Hompains((g1, K1), (8,9, K2)) with a one-to-one differential
diyg : Lie(K;) — Lie(K3), we define a pullback pair ¥ (g,, K2) of (g,, K3) with
respect to g, in which ¥ (g,, K2) = (g, K1) and the action of K; on g, is given by
as 0 Yk Ky — Autp, (@,), and the Kj-equivariant Lie algebras embedding is given
by jo o dipk : Lie(K;) — g,. Of course, if (¢, ¥k ) € Hompairs((81, K1), (g2, K2)) then
(%a H) S Hompairs((glv Kl)v w}k((g% K2))

3. EXTENSIONS OF (sl5(C), SO(2,C))/C* OVER Ak

In this section we classify all extensions of (sly(C), SO(2,C))/C* over Al and show
that any extension is a pullback of the contraction family.

3.1. Classification of extensions. Here we classify all extensions of (sly(C), SO(2,C))/C*
over Ak.

Throughout the rest of the paper, we let X be the complex algebraic variety Ak, and
let X the subvariety consisting of X take away a single point. Fixing a coordinate
function on X we shall identify X with C and its ring of global regular functions with
Clz], and X, with C* and its ring of global regular functions with C[x,z™!].

Definition 3.1. An algebraic family of Harish-Chandra pairs (g, K) over Al is called
an extension of (sly(C), SO(2,C))/C*, if K is a constant algebraic family of complex al-
gebraic groups and the restriction of (g, K) to C* is isomorphic to (sly(C), SO(2,C))/C*.

Theorem 3.2. Let (g, K) be an extension of (sly(C), SO(2,C))/C*. Then K is iso-
morphic to A'(C) Xspee(cy SO(2,C) and there exists a basis {X,Y, H} of the space of
global sections of g and n € Ny, such that H € j(Lie(K)) and

[H,X] =2X,[H,Y] = -2V, [X,Y] = 2"H.

Moreover, the section H is unique up to a sign and for a fived H the sections X andY
are unique up to simultaneous conjugation by SO(2,C).

Proof. Since K is a constant family there exists a complex algebraic group K such
that K = X Xgpee(c) K. Let ¢ : Xo — X be the inclusion morphism. Since /*K ~
X0 Xgpee(©) K ~ X Xgpee(c) SO(2,C), without loss of generality we can assume that
K = 50(2,C). Since X and X are smooth affine algebraic varieties and since all group
schemes are constant we are in the setup of Subsection 2.1 and we can consider the
corresponding spaces of global sections. In this description of global sections over affine
base, the restriction t*g = g|x,, of g to Xy is given by the localization Clz, 2| Qc(, g
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By our assumptions the family (g|x,, SO(2, C)) is isomorphic to (sly(C), SO(2,C))/C*.
We realize (sl5(C), SO(2,C)) concretely as

wor-{(: 4

SO(2,C) = {k(z) = (S ;L) ze CX}.
We shall realize Lie(SO(2,C)) as

505(C) = {(g _Oa> |a € (C} .

The embedding jj : Lie(SO(2,C)) — C[x] ®c slo(C) is given by jo(Z) = 1® jo(Z) for
every Z € Lie(SO(2,C)), where jy : Lie(SO(2,C)) < sly(C) is the inclusion map. Any
isomorphism

(g, 1) € Hompairs ((Cl, 7] ®c 5(C), K), (Cl, 27"] @cp) 8, K))

has exactly two possibilities for the algebraic isomorphisms 1 of SO(2,C). We denote
them by ¢, explicitly

a,b,ceC}

vil(9) =g, VgeK.

We first assume that 15 = 1} = Ix. Since g is a K module (as a complex vector space)
it has a canonical isotypical decomposition g = @,czg,, where for any k(z) € SO(2,C)
and W € g, we have a(k(z))WW = 2"W. Since the actions of C[z] and K commute
cach g, is a Clz]-module. Since Clz] is a principal ideal domain and since g is a
free C[z]-module then each g, is a free Cl[z]-module. Similarly the isotypical decom-
position of Clz,z™!] ®clz] @ is given by Clz,z7] QcClz] 8 = Bnez (C[z,x_l] ®c[x] gn).
The twisted equivariance property and the fact that ¢ = Ix imply that i, is an
honest K-equivariant morphism of Lie algebras over C|x,z~']. The SO(2,C) isotypic
decomposition of C[z, 27| ®c sly(C) is given by

(C[x,x_l] Qc 612) S (C[m, SL’_I] ®c (e11 — 622)) S (C[x,x_l] Qc 621)

where e;; is the two-by-two matrix having a unique non-zero entry at the (7, j)-th entry
which is equal to 1, and the action of K on C[z,z™'] ®¢ sly(C) is determined by

k(2)-1® (€11 — e22) = 1® (e11 — ea2)
E(2)-(1®empn) =22®ep
E(2)- (1®ey)=22®ey.
The chain of K-equivariant C|z]-linear maps
g — Clz,27'® 28— Clo,z” 'l ®¢ sl5(C)
s — 1®s — (hy) (1@ s)

takes a basis over C[z] for each isotypic piece to a basis over C[z, 27! of the corre-
sponding isotypic piece. Hence g,, is a rank-one C[z]-module for n € {—2,0,2} and
zero otherwise. For n € {—2,0,2}, we let X,, be a basis over C[z] of g,. Since 9,
restricts to an isomorphism from any isotypic component of C[z, z7'] @¢ sl3(C) to the



EXTENSIONS OF THE CONSTANT FAMILY OF HARISH-CHANDRA PAIRS OF SL:(R) 7

corresponding isotypic component of Clz, 27! ®c(,) @, there must be c_, ¢y, c; € C*
and m_, mg, m, € Z such that

Py(1®eg) =coa™ @ X
Yg(1 @ (e11 — e22)) = cor™ @ X
Py(1® e12) = cya™ @ Xo.
For i,j,k € {—2,0,2}, we let ¢};(t) € C[z] be the structure constants of the Lie

algebra g with respect to the ordered basis {X_, Xo, Xo}. Note that ¢} ;(x) are also
the structure constants of C[z, 2] ®c(, g with respect to the ordered basis {19 X_», 1®

Xo, 1 ® Xo}. Clearly

[1hs(1 ® (e11 — €22)), Yg(1 ® €12)] = Yy([1 @ (€11 — €22), 1 ® €12))
which is equivalent to

[cox™ @ Xo, cr2™ @ Xa] = 93(2(1 ® e12) = 242" @ Xy <=

ST cor™ e ™ g, () ® Xy = 2.2 @ Xo.
ke{—2,0,2}

Hence ¢5(z) = 0, f,(x) = 0, and coz™cf, = 2. As a result §,(r) = 227 and
—myg € Ny. Similarly, by examining the commutators [¢0;(1® (e11—€22)), ¥y (1®es; )] and
[1he(1 @ €12),14(1 ® €21)] we obtain that ¢f_,(z) =0, ¢ _,(x) =0, 52 5(x) = —%x_mo,
o) =0, _,(x) =0 _,(z) = S22 and my — my —m_z € No.

We define n =mg —my —m_. and H = ¢p Xy, X =c. Xo, Y = c_X_5, and observe

that
[H,X] = 227X, [H,Y] = —20"™Y, [X,Y] = " H.
The embedding 1 ® j of Lie(K) into Clz, 27" ®cf,] ¢ is given by
(1©))(Z2)=1®j(Z), VZ € Lie(K).
By compatibility with embeddings of (¢, ¥k ),

(1®7) (dg (e — ea)) = 1y (50(611 — 622)) =
1 ® jlenr —exn) =Y (1 ® (€11 — e22)).

Hence 1 ® j(enn — e22) = coz™ ® Xy = 2™ ® H. This equality is in Clz, 27! ®cjy) 9
It implies that j(eq; — egn) = 2™ H in g. Recall that mg € —Nj hence my must be
equal to 0. Hence the commutation relations of the bases {H, X,Y} are as stated in
the theorem. In addition H = j(ej; — e) € 1 ® Lie(K) C Lie(K).

When

(g, ¥rc) € Hompain((Cl, 271 @ 512(C), K), (Cl, 27 @cpy) @, K))

is an isomorphism in which ¥ (g) = ¥ (g9) = g~' for any g € K, then as explained in
Remark [2.3]

(1g, 1) € Hompuirs((Clz, v ®c 515(C), K), i (Clz, 27 Rcz) 8, K)).

This allows us to use the previous case with ¢ = [ and get the required basis. In
this case the basis {X,Y, H} must satisfy X € g_,, Y € g, and H € g, in contrary to
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case with ¥ = I, in which X € g,, Y € g_, and H € g, . This finishes the proof of
existence.

We shall now prove uniqueness. Given two bases with the required properties, B :=
{H,X,Y} and B’ := {H', X', Y'}, then the C|x]-linear map L : g — @ satisfying
L(H) = H', L(X) = X', L(Y) = Y’ is an isomorphism of Lie algebras over C|z].
Both H and H’ are non zero complex multiple of X, and so there is ay € C* such
that L(H) = H' = ayH. Since the eigenvalues of ady and of ady, must be equal
to {—2,0,2} we must have oy = +1. If oy = 1, each of the elements X and X’
is a basis for g, and as a result the two are proportional by an invertible element
of Clz]. Similarly each of Y and Y’ is a basis for g_, and as a result the two are
proportional by an invertible element of C[x]. The commutation relations imply that
the two proportionality constants are the inverse of each other. Namely, there exist
A € C* = (Cl[z])* such that

X' =)\X,Y =\
For any square root of \, the matrix k(v/\) € SO(2,C) satisfies
EVA)X =AX = X E(VAY =Xy =Y.
The case of ay = —1 is handled similarly. 0

Remark 3.3. By replacing SO(2,C) with O(2,C) in the above theorem, we can show
that any two bases with the required properties are in the same O(2, C)-orbit.

Corollary 3.4. There is a bijection between Ny and the set of equivalence classes of

extensions of (sly(C),SO(2,C))/C*.

Proof. We start by showing that if two extensions have bases as in the last theorem with
the same n € Ny, then the extensions are isomorphic. As before we shall only consider
the spaces of global sections for the families of Lie algebras and replace the constant
group schemes with fiber K = SO(2,C) by their fiber. Let (g, K) and (g’, K) be two
extensions having bases B := {X,Y,H} and B’ := {X', Y’  H'} of the corresponding
spaces of global sections such that H € j(Lie(K)), H' € j'(Lie(K)) and

[H, X]|=2X,[H,Y]=-=-2Y,[X,Y] =2"H,
[H', X') = 2X',[H',Y"] = —2V",[X",Y] = a" H.
Define I/;: g — ¢ via

v (H)=H', v/ (X)=X', vj(Y)=Y",

vi(H)=-H' v (X)=Y', v (Y)=X'

g 9 9
Both maps respect the Lie brackets, and exactly one of (l/gi, Ix), is twisted-equivariance.
By Remark, it will also be compatible with the embeddings and hence an isomor-
phism of pairs.

Now given n € Ny, we define an algebraic family of Lie algebras g via a basis B :=
{X,Y, H} for its space of global sections, namely g = C[z]Y @ C[z]H & C[z]X. We
define Lie brackets on g via

[H,X] =2X,[H,Y] = -2V, [X,Y] = 2"H.
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We define an action of SO(2,C) on g by declaring that the isotypic pieces are g, =

Clz]H, g, = Clz]X, g_, = C[z]Y. The embedding j : s0(2,C) — g is the unique C

linear map satisfying j(e;;—es2) = H. This is indeed an extension of (sly(C), SO(2,C))/C*.
O

From the last proof we see that Theorem can be reformulated as follows.

Theorem 3.5. Let (g, K) be an extension of (sla(C), SO(2,C))/C*. Then K is iso-
morphic to A (C)Xspec(c), SO(2,C) and there exists a basis {X,Y, H} of the space of
global sections of g and n € Ny, such that H € gy, X € g5, Y € g_, and

[H, X]=2X,[H,Y]=—2Y,[X,Y] = 2" H.

Moreover, the section H is unique and the sections X and Y are unique up to simulta-
neous conjugation by an element of SO(2,C).

For every n € Ny, we let (g(n), SO(2,C)) be a fixed representative for the algebraic
family of Harish-Chandra pairs corresponding to n from the last corollary. We fix a
basis {X,,,Y,, H,} for g(n) such that H, € j(Lie(SO(2,C))) = g(n)o, X, € g(n)s,
Y, € g(n)_2 and

For these choices we have j(ey; — exs) = H,,. We shall keep these notations throughout
the paper.

Remark 3.6. We note that the family (g(0), SO(2, C)) is the constant family (sl(C), SO(2,C))/C,
the family (g(1), SO(2,C)) is the contraction family of SLs(R), see section 2.1.3 of [6],

and the family (g(2), 5O(2,C)) is the deformation family of SLy(R), see section 2.1.2

of [6].

3.2. The universality of (g(1), SO(2,C)). The next result shows that (g(1), SO(2,C))
is universal among extensions of (sly(C), SO(2,C))/C*.

Theorem 3.7. Any extension of (sla(C), SO(2,C))/C* is isomorphic to a pullback of
(8(1),50(2,0C)).

Proof. Let (g, K) be an extension of (sly(C), SO(2,C))/C*. Recall that for any p :
AL — AL, u*(g) is the quotient of the C[z]-module C[z] ®c g by the submodule
generated by
{1®fX —(fopu) ® X|[f €Cla], X € g}.

By abuse of notation the cosets in p*(g) shall be denoted by their representatives. The
formula

feoX,goY]=[fgo[X,)Y] [feoXgeYeClacg
defines Lie brackets on p*(g). By corollary B4l we can assume that there is some
n € Ny, such that (g, K) is equal to (g(n), SO(2,C)). For p,(x) = 2", the Clz]-linear
map L : g(n) — p*g(1) satisfying

together with ¢ : SO(2,C) — SO(2, C) defines an isomorphism of families of Harish-
Chandra pairs from (g(n), SO(2,C)) onto (:g(1),S0(2,C)). O
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The next corollary shows that any extension is integrable, that is, it comes from an
algebraic family of complex algebraic groups.

Corollary 3.8. Let (g, K) be an extension of (sly(C), SO(2,C))/C*. Then there is an
algebraic family G of complex algebraic groups over AL containing K and having its
Lie algebra Lie(G) equal to g.

Proof. By the last Theorem we can assume that the extension (g, K) is equal to
(urg(1),S0(2,C)) for some n € Ny. In [4] it was shown that for the contraction
family (g,., K) of a real reductive group G(R) there exists an algebraic family of com-
plex algebra groups G. over Al containing K and whose Lie algebra is equal to g,. We
let G be the above mentioned family of groups in the case of G(R) = SLy(R). In this
case (g., K) = (g(1),50(2,C)). Since in our case the operation of pulling back with
respect to u, and the operation of taking a Lie algebra for a family of groups commute,
it follows that p G4 will have the required properties. O

Remark 3.9. Using Theorem B.7] we can give the space of equivalence classes of exten-
sions the structure of a monoid in which multiplication is determined by composition
of the maps p, defining the pullbacks. With this monoid structure the bijection in
Corollary [3.4] is an isomorphism of monoids.

4. SOME PROPERTIES OF EXTENSIONS

In this sections we study the space of morphisms between any two extensions. We
give a canonical embedding of any extension in the constant family and study the center
of the universal enveloping algebra of any extension.

4.1. Morphisms between extensions. In this section we study the space of mor-
phisms between a given pair of extensions. For m,n € Ny, we introduce the notations

Hom(m, n) := Homypairs((g(m), SO(2,C)), (g(n), SO(2,C))),
Hom(m,n)y = {(¥g, V) € Hom(m, n)[yk (k) = k=, Vk € SO(2,C)}.

Note that by remark 2.3, we have a bijection betwenn Hom(m,n), and Hom(m,n)_.
We denote the space of complex polynomials in one variable of degree at most n by
C,lz] = spang{1,z,2?%, ..., 2"} and its subset of homogeneous polynomials by

Chomg] = {f € C,[x]|3k € Ny, f(tx) = t* f(x),Vt,z € C}.
Theorem 4.1. The space Hom(m,n) is nonzero if and only if m > n. Form > n,
Hom(m,n), ~ C"™ [z] ~ Hom(m,n)_,
as sets.
Proof. For (1, ¢x) € Hom(m,n),, we must have
Vo(Xm) = [x (@) X0, Yg(Yi) = fy (@)Y, ¢g(Hnm) = fu(z)H,

for some fx, fy, fu € Clz]. Since 1), is a morphism of Lie algebras, the commutation
relations imply that

fu(e) fx(x) = [x (@), fu(e)fy(z) = fr(@), fx(@)fy()a" = 2" fu(r).
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If fx(z) =0, we must have fy(x) =0 and fy(z) = 0 and hence ), is the zero map.
Similarly if fy(z) = 0, 1, is the zero map. Now assume that fX(x) fy(x) is not the zero
polynomial then fy(x) = 1 and we must have fx(z)fy(z)z" = ™. Hence we must
have n < m and fx(z)fy(z) = 2™ ™. In particular the only possibilities are

1
) =

fx(x) = caf, fy(x) =cla™™*  ceC* ke{0,1,2,..,m—n}.
m

We shall denote the above mentioned morphism by

Vg 8(m) — g(n)
The map sending (¢, %) € Hom(m,n), to the unique fx(z) € Cho™ [z] such that
Yg(Xn) = fx(x)X, is a bijection. Similarly for (¢, ¢¥x) € Hom(m, ) , for 14 to be
nonzero we must have n < m and there exist ¢ € C*, k € {0,1,2,...,m —n}, such that
Vo(Xm) = Yy, (Vi) = ¢ ta™ " X, ¥y(H,y) = —H,.

We shall denote the above mentioned morphism by

Vgmn  8(m) — g(n)
The map sending (¢, %) € Hom(m,n)_ to the unique fx(z) € C™ [z] such that
Yy (Xin) = fx(2)Y,, is a bijection. O

Corollary 4.2. Any extension of (sly(C), SO(2,C))/C* can be embedded in the con-
stant family

(sI2(C), SO(2,C))/Ac = (8(0), 50(2,C)).
The following Lemma shall be needed later on.
Lemma 4.3. For any m,n,p € Ny, such that m > n > p, any k; € {0,1,...,m — n},
ke € {0,1,....n—p}, c1,c0 € C*, $9,89 € {—1,+1},

c1,k1,81 c2,k2,82 __ ) cica,ki+ka,s182
o =
wg7m7n wg7n7p ¢g7m7p

The proof is by direct calculation.
4.2. Morphisms between localizations of extensions. In this section we study
the space of morphisms between restrictions to C* of a given pair of extensions. This

shall be needed in the last section of the paper where we classify extensions over P¢.
Recall that t*g(n) = g(n)|cx = Clz, 27 Qcpp) g(n). For m,n € Ny, we define

Hom"(m, n) := Homyps((¢*g(m), SO(2,C)), (t*g(n), SO(2,C))).
Hom"(m, n)+ := { (g, Yx) € Hom®(m, n)|vx (k) = k=, Vk € SO(2,C)}.

We let C((x)) be the ring of formal Laurent series in one variable z over C, and let
C((x))™ be its subset of homogeneous elements. Explicitly,

C((x))™ .= {ca"|n € Z,c € C}.
Theorem 4.4. For any m,n € Ny, there are bijections such that

Hom®(m, n), ~ C((x))"™ ~ Hom’(m,n)_.
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We omit the proof that is similar to the proof of Theorem [Z.Il For a later use we
describe the hom spaces explicitly. For every (1, ¥x) € Hom®(m, n), such that 1, # 0,
we must have ¢,(1 ® H,,) =1 ® H,, and there exist ¢ € C*, k € Z such that

V(1@ X)) =ca® @ X, v,(10Y,,)=c 2™ " * xY,.

We shall denote the above mentioned morphism by

;k,f{}z cfg(m) — g(n).

For every (ig,1r) € Hom’(m,n)_ such that 1, # 0, we must have ¢,(1 ® H,,) =
—1® H,, and there exist ¢ € C*, k € Z such that

Ye(1® Xp) = cx* ®Y,, d(1®Y,) =c 2" * @ X,

We shall denote the above mentioned morphism by
¢§krrﬁb 2g(m) — g(n).

4.3. Canonical realization of (g(n), SO(2,C)) inside the constant family. In a
previous section we saw that we can embed (g(n), SO(2,C)) in the constant family
(g(0),SO(2,C)). However, this embedding is not unique and moreover unless n = 0 its
image inside the constant family is not unique. In this section we show that for even n
there is a canonical realization of (g(n), SO(2,C)) inside the constant family. With an
extra assumption we show that for any n (even or odd) there is a canonical realization
of (g(n),SO(2,C)) inside the constant family.

Recall that every >, fi(z) ® Z; € g(0) = C[z] ®¢ sl3(C) is canonically identified
with the algebraic function from C into sly(C) that is defined via

For such functions we have a well defined derivative of any order via differentiating the
coefficients that are polynomial functions. We denote the n-th derivative of a function
F € g(0) by F™_ By convention F(©) = F.

4.3.1. The even case.
Theorem 4.5. For any k € N, the subset
s(2k) == {F € g(0)|F™(0) € 50(2,C),Vm € {0,1, ...,k — 1}}

is sub Lie algebra over Clx] that together with SO(2,C) is a sub pair of (g(0), SO(2,C))
that is isomorphic to (g(2k), S0O(2,C)).

Proof. We let {X,Y, H} be an ordered basis of sly(C) such that H € s0(2,C), X €
(5[2(@))2, Y € (5[2(C>>_2 and

[H,X] = 2X,[H,Y] = —2Y,[X,Y] = H.
The set {Xp: =1 X,Yy:=1®Y,Hy:=1® H} is an ordered basis of g(0) with the
same structure constants as { X, Y, H}. Note that the notation { Xy, Yy, Ho} is consistent

with our fixed basis for g(0) form Section Bl Clearly B := {1® H,2* @ X,2* @ Y’}
is linearly independent set over Clz] that belongs to s(2k). Any element F' of g(0)
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can be written uniquely in the form fx(z) ® X + fy(x) ® Y + fy(x) ® H, for some
fx(@), fy(z), fu(z) € Clz]. For any m € Ny,
FO = (@) e X + (@) oY + fi7(x) ® H.
Hence F' € s(2k) if and only if
FOX + £0)Y + f50)H e CH, Ym e {0,1,....k—1}.

This shows that B is a basis for s(2k). Since

1@ Hr*eX] =2"0X

le@Hr*eY]=-2"eY

" @ X, 2* @ Y] =2 @ H.
it follows that (s(2k), SO(2,C)) ~ (g(2k), SO(2,C)). O
4.3.2. The general case. For n € N, there are many different isomorphic copies of g(n)
in g(0). For even n, as explained in the last theorem, there is a natural choice for such
a copy, given by s(n). Here we shall make a a different choice that will work equally
well for all n € N. This choice is natural for a given positive system of sly(C).

As in the proof of the last Theorem, we let {X,Y, H} be an ordered basis of g :=
5l5(C) such that H € s0(2,C) = gp, X € g2, Y € g_5 and

[H, X|=2X,[H,Y]=-2Y,[X,Y]| = H.
Theorem 4.6. For any n € N, the subset
H(n) == {F € g(0)|F"™(0) € go @ g2, ¥m € {0,1,....n — 1}}
is sub Lie algebra over Clz] that together with SO(2,C) is a sub pair of (g(0), SO(2,C))
that is isomorphic to (g(n), SO(2,C)).
Proof. Asin the proof of the last Theorem, we can show that the set {1@X, 2"®Y, 10 H }
is a basis over C[x] for }(n) satisfying
1o H1® X =21 X)
1@ H2"@Y]=-2"QY)
1 X 2"eY]|=2"(1® H).
This implies that (}(n), SO(2,C) ~ (g(n), SO(2,C)). O
4.4. The center of U(g(n)). In this section we explicitly describe the center of the
universal enveloping algebra of g(n). This has applications to representation theory of
g(n) and of (g(n), SO(2, C)).
As above we fix a basis {X,Y, H} of g := sly(C) such that H € s0(2,C) and
[H, X|=2X,[H,Y]=-2Y,[X,Y]| =H.
It is well known that Z(g), the center of the universal enveloping algebra of g is equal

to the polynomial algebra C[€)y], where Q is the canonical Casimir element which is
given in terms of the mentioned basis by

1 1
Qy = gH? + Z(XY +YX).
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In this section we shall realize the extensions (g(n), SO(2,C)) concretely inside the
constant family (g(0), SO(2, C)) via the isomorphism (g(n), SO(2,C)) ~ (}(n),SO(2,C)) C
(g(0),50(2,C)). We shall not explicitly mention the isomorphism and simply work
with }(n) and the basis

B, ={H,=19H,X, =1 X,Y,=2"®Y} C g(0)
of }(n). We define
Q, :=2"®Q, € Clz] ®@c Z(g) ~ Z(1(0)).

Theorem 4.7. The center of the universal enveloping algebra of ¥(n) is equal to the
commutative polynomial algebra over Clx] generated by Q, inside Clx] ®¢c Z(g) ~
Z(g(0)). In particular Z(¥(n)) = Clx, Q,].

Proof. We first note that

" 1

%H,% + (Yo + Yo X,) € Z(1(0)).

The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 6.4 in [I4]. U

Q, =

Remark 4.8. The family of commutative C[z]-algebras Z(}(n)) has a canonical subspace
(which is a free rank one C[z]-module) consisting of all elements of Z(}(n)) that are of
degree two in the sense of PBW-filtration and act on the trivial U(}(n))-module C|z]
by zero. This subspace, known as the Casimir subfamily of Z(}(n)), has 2, as its basis.
The basis and hence €2, is unique up to a nonzero complex multiplicative constant.

5. EXTENSIONS OF (sl5(C), SO(2,C))/C* OVER Pk
In this section we classify extensions of (sly(C), SO(2,C))/C* over P¢.

5.1. Extensions over PL. Following tradition we realize P{ via homogeneous coor-
dinates as {[z1; 20] € C?}/ ~ where [z1; 29] ~ [c21;¢zs] for any ¢ # 0, 29,25 € C. We
identify C* with {[21; 22] € PE|2122 # 0}

Definition 5.1. An algebraic family of Harish-Chandra pairs (g, K) over P is called an
extension of (sly(C), SO(2,C))/C*, if K is a constant algebraic family of complex alge-
braic groups and the restriction of (g, K') to C* is isomorphic to (sl (C), SO(2,C))/C*.

For i € {1,2}, we define U; := {[z1;22) € Pg|z; # 0} and ¢; : Uy — C, via
o1([215 %)) = 227", @a([21522]) = 2125 1. Then U; U U, is an open affine cover of Pk
and ¢; are algebraic isomorphisms. Moreover @5 1o o1, Ut NUs — U N U, s
an isomorphism of affine algebraic varieties. It is well known that a sheaf on P{. is the
same thing as a pair of sheaves, one on U; and the other on U, that agree on Uy N Us.
Using the isomorphisms ¢;, a sheaf on P§ is an ordered pair of sheaves (F, F3) both
on C, together with an isomorphism ¢ : Fi|cx — Fa|cx between their restrictions to
C*. We shall denote the corresponding sheaf on P% by (F1, Fa, 1) and its isomorphism

class by [(F1, Fz, ¥)].
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5.2. Classification of extensions over P¢.

Theorem 5.2. The collection of all the equivalence classes

[((8(m)., K). (8(n), ). (02530 0%))]

as m and n vary in Ng and k vary in Z, is an evhaustive list of equivalence classes of
extensions of (sly(C), SO(2,C))/C* over PL. Moreover, the representatives in the list
are pairwise non-isomorphic.

Proof. From the above discussion together with Theorem and Theorem [L.4] any
extension over P} is isomorphic to some

((8(m), K), (8(n), K), (gm0 v5)) -
Note that the automorphism
(g™ V) = (8(m), K) — (g(m), K)

: ¢ 1,0,£1 ¢ 1,0,£1
satisfies Vg 0 = 1@ 9y, 0m~ where

(1@ ve, o vt (e(m), K) — ("g(m), K)
is the induced map between the corresponding localizations. Since
¢,k 1 ¢ 10,41 1,k,1
( g*,m,naqvb]j;) © (,lvbg*,m,m ) Ijél) = ( g*,m,na¢}()a
we may assume that ¢ = 1 and Y is the identity map. This proves exhaustiveness.

We now show that the representatives in the above list are pairwise non-isomorphic.
Assume that for i € {1,2},

((g(m.), K), (8(ni), K), (gt ns k)

is an extension of (sly(C),SO(2,C))/C* over P{. Assume in addition that the two
extensions are isomorphic. This means that (g(m;), K) is isomorphic to (g(m2), K)
and (g(ny), K) is isomorphic to (g(ns), K) and the two isomorphisims are compatible

: 1,k1,1 1kg,1
with (¢ m) ny Vi) and (g, 1,0 V). Hence we must have my; = my and ny =
ny. We denote the corresponding isomorphisms by (4525 b ) and (¢5nsn ).

Compatibility means that the following diagram, is commutative

1,kp,1 1
« (wg*7m17n1 7¢K) "
(g(mi), K) vg(n1), K)
(1&g Y3 (1&g b3
. (g2 k) .
(g(mi), K) ("g(n1), K)
Noting that wgﬁt;gﬁ’;,gl = 1®¢smdem and wgf;,?ﬁgl = 1® g% and using Lemma 3]

commutativity of the diagram is equivalent to

( Cn7k1757l Sn) _( C77L7k27877l Sm)
g*,m1,n1> g*,m1,n1 :
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Hence we must have ¢, = ¢,,, k1 = ko and s, = s,,. Hence the two extensions are
equal. O

By Grothendieck’s theorem any algebraic vector bundle on P is a direct sum of line
bundles. From the last Theorem we can see what is the corresponding decomposition
into line bundles of any extension over PL. Here is a precise statement.

Corollary 5.3. As algebraic K-equivariant vector bundles

((g(m), SO(2,C)), (g(n), SO(2,C)), (g ns )

is isomorphic to

Proof. Since @Dglkn}m(Hm) = H,,, the subsheaf generated by H,,, and H,, is isomorphic to
OR}: (0). It is the K isotypic piece corresponding to the trivial representation of K. Since

glkn}m(Xm) = 2% X,,, the subsheaf generated by X,,, and X,, is isomorphic to O]pé(_kf).

It is the K isotypic piece corresponding to the one dimensional representation of K in
which k(z) acts via multiplication by 22. Similarly, the subsheaf generated by Y,,, and
Y,, is isomorphic to O]}Dql: (k4+mn—m). It is the K isotypic piece corresponding to the one
dimensional representation of K in which k(z) acts via multiplication by z72. 0J
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