
ar
X

iv
:2

41
1.

00
22

8v
2 

 [
m

at
h.

R
T

] 
 2

5 
M

ar
 2

02
5

EXTENSIONS OF THE CONSTANT FAMILY OF

HARISH-CHANDRA PAIRS OF SL2(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 SL2(R).
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1. Introduction

The study of algebraic families of Harish-Chandra pairs and modules was initiated in
[6, 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 [11, 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 ×spec(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 A1

C
were given. The first family

(gc,K) is called the contraction family while the second family (gd,K) is called the

deformation family. Both families share the same constant family of groups K =
A1

C
×spec(C) K and their restriction to C× ⊂ A1

C
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 A1

C
and over P1

C
whose restric-

tion to C× is isomorphic to the constant family (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C× associated with
SL2(R). Such families of Harish-Chandra pairs are called extensions of the constant
family (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C×.

We shall now review the structure of the paper and some of our main results. In Sec-
tion 2 we recall the definitions of all relevant algebraic families. In Section 3 we classify
all extensions of (sl2(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 N0. As explained in
Section 2, 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[x]. Irreducible algebraic representations of
SO(2,C) are parameterized by Z. We let gm denote the K isotopic piece of global
sections of g corresponding to the irreducible representation with parameter m ∈ Z.

Theorem 1.1 (Sec. 3, Thm. 3.5). Let (g,K) be an extension of (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C×.

Then K is isomorphic to A1(C) ×Spec(C) SO(2,C) and there exists a basis {X, Y,H} of

the space of global sections of g and n ∈ N0, such that H ∈ g0, X ∈ g2, Y ∈ g−2 and

[H, X] = 2X, [H, Y ] = −2Y, [X, Y ] = xnH.

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), SO(2,C)) is the constant family, (g(1), SO(2,C)) is the contraction family and
(g(2), SO(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. 3, Thm. 3.7). Any extension of (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C× is isomor-

phic to a pullback of (g(1), SO(2,C)).
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In Section 4 we show that any extension has a canonical realization inside the constant
family. More precisely, for g := sl2(C), we let gm, 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 A

1
C into g. Such a function has a well defined n-th derivative F (n) for any n ∈ N0.

For n ∈ N, we let ł(n) be the subspace of the constant family g(0) consisting of all
sections whose derivatives at 0 up to degree n belong to g0 ⊕ g2, that is

ł(n) := {F ∈ g(0)|F (m)(0) ∈ g0 ⊕ g2, ∀m ∈ {0, 1, ..., n− 1}}.

Theorem 1.3 (Sec. 4, Thm. 4.6). For n ∈ N, the pair (ł(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 5 we classify exten-
sions over P1

C
.

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

[_,_] : g × g −→ 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 g,X ×Spec(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

j : Lie(X ×Spec(C) K) = OX ⊗C Lie(K) −→ g is given by j(f ⊗ Y ) = fj0(Y ) for every

f ∈ OX and Y ∈ Lie(K), and where j0 : 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 ×Spec(C) K
is called constant, and a family of Lie algebras of the form OX ⊗C g is called constant.
Note that a section of OX ⊗C g over an open subset U ⊂ 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 ×Spec(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 α : K −→ AutRX
(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),

[j(Z), Y ] = dα(Z)Y,

where dα stands for the action of Lie(K) on g via endomorphisms of Lie algebras over
RX , dα : Lie(K) −→ EndRX

(g), that is the differential of α.
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 ×Spec(C) K1) and (g2,X ×Spec(C) K2) are two algebraic families of Harish-
Chandra pairs over X with K1, K2 complex algebraic groups, then a morphism of pairs
from (g1,X ×Spec(C)K1) to (g2,X ×Spec(C)K2) is given by a pair of maps (ψg, ψK) with
ψg being a morphism of Lie algebras over RX and ψK : K1 −→ K2 being a morphism
of complex algebraic groups such that the following two conditions hold.

(1) Twisted equivariance: ψg(α1(k)X) = α2(ψK(k))ψg(X), ∀X ∈ g1, k ∈ K1, and
where αi : Ki −→ AutRX

(gi) is the action map for i ∈ {1, 2}.
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(2) Compatibility with embeddings: ψg(j1(Z)) = j2(dψK(Z)), ∀Z ∈ Lie(K1) and
where ji : Lie(Ki) −→ gi is the Ki-equivariant embedding for i ∈ {1, 2}, and
dψK : Lie(K1) −→ Lie(K2) the differential of ψK .

We denote the space of such morphisms by

Hompairs((g1, K1), (g2, K2)).

Remark 2.2. When ψg is an isomorphism and the center of g1 is trivial then compati-
bility with embeddings follows from twisted equivariance.

Remark 2.3. For (ψg, ψK) ∈ Hompairs((g1, K1), (g2, K2)) with a one-to-one differential
dψK : Lie(K1) −→ Lie(K2), we define a pullback pair ψ∗

K(g2, K2) of (g2, K2) with
respect to ψK , in which ψ∗

K(g2, K2) = (g2, K1) and the action of K1 on g2 is given by
α2 ◦ ψK : K1 −→ AutRX

(g2), and the K1-equivariant Lie algebras embedding is given
by j2 ◦ dψK : Lie(K1) −→ g2. Of course, if (ψg, ψK) ∈ Hompairs((g1, K1), (g2, K2)) then
(ψg, I) ∈ Hompairs((g1, K1), ψ

∗
K(g2, K2)).

3. Extensions of (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C× over A1
C

In this section we classify all extensions of (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C× over A1
C

and show
that any extension is a pullback of the contraction family.

3.1. Classification of extensions. Here we classify all extensions of (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C×

over A1
C
.

Throughout the rest of the paper, we let X be the complex algebraic variety A1
C
, and

let X0 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
C[x], and X0 with C× and its ring of global regular functions with C[x, x−1].

Definition 3.1. An algebraic family of Harish-Chandra pairs (g,K) over A1
C

is called
an extension of (sl2(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 (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C×.

Theorem 3.2. Let (g,K) be an extension of (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C×. Then K is iso-

morphic to A1(C) ×Spec(C) SO(2,C) and there exists a basis {X, Y,H} of the space of

global sections of g and n ∈ N0, such that H ∈ j(Lie(K)) and

[H,X] = 2X, [H, Y ] = −2Y, [X, Y ] = xnH.

Moreover, the section H is unique up to a sign and for a fixed H the sections X and Y
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 ×Spec(C) K. Let ι : X0 −→ X be the inclusion morphism. Since ι∗K ≃
X0 ×Spec(C) K ≃ X0 ×Spec(C) SO(2,C), without loss of generality we can assume that
K = SO(2,C). Since X and X0 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 ι∗g = g|X0

, of g to X0 is given by the localization C[x, x−1]⊗C[x]g.
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By our assumptions the family (g|X0
, SO(2,C)) is isomorphic to (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C×.

We realize (sl2(C), SO(2,C)) concretely as

sl2(C) =

{(

a b
c −a

)∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

a, b, c ∈ C

}

SO(2,C) =

{

k(z) :=

(

z 0
0 z−1

)∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

z ∈ C
×

}

.

We shall realize Lie(SO(2,C)) as

so2(C) =

{(

a 0
0 −a

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

a ∈ C

}

.

The embedding j̃0 : Lie(SO(2,C)) −→ C[x] ⊗C sl2(C) is given by j̃0(Z) = 1 ⊗ j0(Z) for
every Z ∈ Lie(SO(2,C)), where j0 : Lie(SO(2,C)) →֒ sl2(C) is the inclusion map. Any
isomorphism

(ψg, ψK) ∈ Hompairs((C[x, x−1] ⊗C sl2(C), K), (C[x, x−1] ⊗C[x] g, K))

has exactly two possibilities for the algebraic isomorphisms ψK of SO(2,C). We denote
them by ψ±

K , explicitly
ψ±
K(g) = g±1, ∀g ∈ K.

We first assume that ψK = ψ+
K = IK . Since g is a K module (as a complex vector space)

it has a canonical isotypical decomposition g = ⊕n∈Zgn where for any k(z) ∈ SO(2,C)
and W ∈ gn, we have α(k(z))W = znW . Since the actions of C[x] and K commute
each gn is a C[x]-module. Since C[x] is a principal ideal domain and since g is a
free C[x]-module then each gn is a free C[x]-module. Similarly the isotypical decom-

position of C[x, x−1] ⊗C[x] g is given by C[x, x−1] ⊗C[x] g = ⊕n∈Z

(

C[x, x−1] ⊗C[x] gn

)

.

The twisted equivariance property and the fact that ψK = IK imply that ψg is an
honest K-equivariant morphism of Lie algebras over C[x, x−1]. The SO(2,C) isotypic
decomposition of C[x, x−1] ⊗C sl2(C) is given by

(

C[x, x−1] ⊗C e12

)

⊕
(

C[x, x−1] ⊗C (e11 − e22)
)

⊕
(

C[x, x−1] ⊗C e21

)

where eij is the two-by-two matrix having a unique non-zero entry at the (i, j)-th entry
which is equal to 1, and the action of K on C[x, x−1] ⊗C sl2(C) is determined by

k(z) · 1 ⊗ (e11 − e22) = 1 ⊗ (e11 − e22)

k(z) · (1 ⊗ e12) = z2 ⊗ e12

k(z) · (1 ⊗ e21) = z−2 ⊗ e21.

The chain of K-equivariant C[x]-linear maps

g −→ C[x, x−1] ⊗C[x] g −→ C[x, x−1] ⊗C sl2(C)

s 7−→ 1 ⊗ s 7−→ (ψ±
g )−1(1 ⊗ s)

takes a basis over C[x] for each isotypic piece to a basis over C[x, x−1] of the corre-
sponding isotypic piece. Hence gn is a rank-one C[x]-module for n ∈ {−2, 0, 2} and
zero otherwise. For n ∈ {−2, 0, 2}, we let Xn be a basis over C[x] of gn. Since ψg

restricts to an isomorphism from any isotypic component of C[x, x−1] ⊗C sl2(C) to the
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corresponding isotypic component of C[x, x−1] ⊗C[x] g, there must be c−, c0, c+ ∈ C×

and m−, m0, m+ ∈ Z such that

ψg(1 ⊗ e21) = c−x
m− ⊗X−2

ψg(1 ⊗ (e11 − e22)) = c0x
m0 ⊗X0

ψg(1 ⊗ e12) = c+x
m+ ⊗X2.

For i, j, k ∈ {−2, 0, 2}, we let cki,j(t) ∈ C[x] be the structure constants of the Lie

algebra g with respect to the ordered basis {X−2, X0, X2}. Note that cki,j(x) are also

the structure constants of C[x, x−1]⊗C[x]g with respect to the ordered basis {1⊗X−2, 1⊗
X0, 1 ⊗X2}. Clearly

[ψg(1 ⊗ (e11 − e22)), ψg(1 ⊗ e12)] = ψg([1 ⊗ (e11 − e22), 1 ⊗ e12])

which is equivalent to

[c0x
m0 ⊗X0, c+x

m+ ⊗X2] = ψg(2(1 ⊗ e12) = 2c+x
m+ ⊗X2 ⇐⇒

∑

k∈{−2,0,2}

c0x
m0c+x

m+ck0,2(x) ⊗Xk = 2c+x
m+ ⊗X2.

Hence c−2
0,2(x) ≡ 0, c0

0,2(x) ≡ 0, and c0x
m0c2

0,2 = 2. As a result c2
0,2(x) = 2

c0
x−m0 and

−m0 ∈ N0. Similarly, by examining the commutators [ψg(1⊗(e11−e22)), ψg(1⊗e21)] and
[ψg(1 ⊗ e12), ψg(1 ⊗ e21)] we obtain that c0

0−,2(x) ≡ 0, c2
0,−2(x) ≡ 0, c−2

0,−2(x) = − 2
c0
x−m0 ,

c−2
2,−2(x) ≡ 0, c2

2,−2(x) ≡ 0 c0
2,−2(x) = c0

c−c+
xm0−m2−m−2 and m0 −m2 −m−2 ∈ N0.

We define n = m0 −m+ −m−. and H = c0X0, X = c+X2, Y = c−X−2, and observe
that

[H,X] = 2x−m0X, [H, Y ] = −2x−m0Y, [X, Y ] = xnH.

The embedding 1 ⊗ j of Lie(K) into C[x, x−1] ⊗C[x] g is given by

(1 ⊗ j)(Z) = 1 ⊗ j(Z), ∀Z ∈ Lie(K).

By compatibility with embeddings of (ψg, ψK),

(1 ⊗ j) (dψK(e11 − e22)) = ψg

(

j̃0(e11 − e22)
)

⇐⇒
1 ⊗ j(e11 − e22) = ψg (1 ⊗ (e11 − e22)) .

Hence 1 ⊗ j(e11 − e22) = c0x
m0 ⊗X0 = xm0 ⊗ H . This equality is in C[x, x−1] ⊗C[x] g.

It implies that j(e11 − e22) = xm0H in g. Recall that m0 ∈ −N0 hence m0 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(e11 − e22) ∈ 1 ⊗ Lie(K) ⊂ Lie(K).

When

(ψg, ψK) ∈ Hompairs((C[x, x−1] ⊗C sl2(C), K), (C[x, x−1] ⊗C[x] g, K))

is an isomorphism in which ψK(g) = ψ−
K(g) = g−1 for any g ∈ K, then as explained in

Remark 2.3,

(ψg, IK) ∈ Hompairs((C[x, x−1] ⊗C sl2(C), K), ψ∗
K(C[x, x−1] ⊗C[x] g, K)).

This allows us to use the previous case with ψK = IK and get the required basis. In
this case the basis {X, Y,H} must satisfy X ∈ g−2, Y ∈ g2 and H ∈ g0 in contrary to
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case with ψK = IK , in which X ∈ g2, Y ∈ g−2 and H ∈ g0 . 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 −→ g satisfying
L(H) = H ′, L(X) = X ′, L(Y ) = Y ′ is an isomorphism of Lie algebras over C[x].
Both H and H ′ are non zero complex multiple of X0 and so there is αH ∈ C× such
that L(H) = H ′ = αHH . Since the eigenvalues of adH and of adH′ must be equal
to {−2, 0, 2} we must have αH = ±1. If αH = 1, each of the elements X and X ′

is a basis for g2 and as a result the two are proportional by an invertible element
of C[x]. Similarly each of Y and Y ′ is a basis for g−2 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
λ ∈ C× = (C[x])× such that

X ′ = λX, Y = λ−1Y ′.

For any square root of λ, the matrix k(
√
λ) ∈ SO(2,C) satisfies

k(
√
λ)X = λX = X ′, k(

√
λ)Y = λ−1Y = Y ′.

The case of αH = −1 is handled similarly. �

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 N0 and the set of equivalence classes of

extensions of (sl2(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 ∈ N0, 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 ] = xnH,

[H ′, X ′] = 2X ′, [H ′, Y ′] = −2Y ′, [X ′, Y ′] = xnH ′.

Define ν±
g : g −→ g

′ via

ν+
g (H) = H ′, ν+

g (X) = X ′, ν+
g (Y ) = Y ′,

ν−
g (H) = −H ′, ν−

g (X) = Y ′, ν−
g (Y ) = X ′

Both maps respect the Lie brackets, and exactly one of (ν±
g , IK), is twisted-equivariance.

By Remark, 2.2 it will also be compatible with the embeddings and hence an isomor-
phism of pairs.

Now given n ∈ N0, 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[x]Y ⊕ C[x]H ⊕ C[x]X. We
define Lie brackets on g via

[H,X] = 2X, [H, Y ] = −2Y, [X, Y ] = xnH.
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We define an action of SO(2,C) on g by declaring that the isotypic pieces are g0 =
C[x]H , g2 = C[x]X, g−2 = C[x]Y . The embedding j : so(2,C) −→ g is the unique C

linear map satisfying j(e11−e22) = H . This is indeed an extension of (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C×.
�

From the last proof we see that Theorem 3.2 can be reformulated as follows.

Theorem 3.5. Let (g,K) be an extension of (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C×. Then K is iso-

morphic to A1(C)×Spec(C), SO(2,C) and there exists a basis {X, Y,H} of the space of

global sections of g and n ∈ N0, such that H ∈ g0, X ∈ g2, Y ∈ g−2 and

[H, X] = 2X, [H, Y ] = −2Y, [X, Y ] = xnH.

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 ∈ N0, 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 {Xn, Yn, Hn} for g(n) such that Hn ∈ j(Lie(SO(2,C))) = g(n)0, Xn ∈ g(n)2,
Yn ∈ g(n)−2 and

[Hn, Xn] = 2Xn, [Hn, Yn] = −2Yn, [Xn, Yn] = xnHn.

For these choices we have j(e11 − e22) = Hn. 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 (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C,
the family (g(1), SO(2,C)) is the contraction family of SL2(R), see section 2.1.3 of [6],
and the family (g(2), SO(2,C)) is the deformation family of SL2(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 (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C×.

Theorem 3.7. Any extension of (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C× is isomorphic to a pullback of

(g(1), SO(2,C)).

Proof. Let (g,K) be an extension of (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C×. Recall that for any µ :
A1

C −→ A1
C, µ∗(g) is the quotient of the C[x]-module C[x] ⊗C g by the submodule

generated by
{1 ⊗ fX − (f ◦ µ) ⊗X|f ∈ C[x], X ∈ g}.

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

[f ⊗X, g ⊗ Y ] = fg ⊗ [X, Y ], f ⊗X, g ⊗ Y ∈ C[x] ⊗C g

defines Lie brackets on µ∗(g). By corollary 3.4, we can assume that there is some
n ∈ N0, such that (g,K) is equal to (g(n), SO(2,C)). For µn(x) = xn, the C[x]-linear
map L : g(n) −→ µ∗

g(1) satisfying

L(Xn) = 1 ⊗X1, L(Yn) = 1 ⊗ Y1, L(Hn) = 1 ⊗H1

together with ψ+
K : SO(2,C) −→ SO(2,C) defines an isomorphism of families of Harish-

Chandra pairs from (g(n), SO(2,C)) onto (µ∗
ng(1), SO(2,C)). �
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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 (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C×. Then there is an

algebraic family G of complex algebraic groups over A1
C 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
(µ∗

ng(1), SO(2,C)) for some n ∈ N0. In [4] it was shown that for the contraction
family (gc,K) of a real reductive group G(R) there exists an algebraic family of com-
plex algebra groups Gc over A1

C
containing K and whose Lie algebra is equal to gc. We

let G1 be the above mentioned family of groups in the case of G(R) = SL2(R). In this
case (gc,K) = (g(1), SO(2,C)). Since in our case the operation of pulling back with
respect to µn and the operation of taking a Lie algebra for a family of groups commute,
it follows that µ∗

nG1 will have the required properties. �

Remark 3.9. Using Theorem 3.7 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 µn 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 ∈ N0, we introduce the notations

Hom(m,n) := Hompairs((g(m), SO(2,C)), (g(n), SO(2,C))),

Hom(m,n)± := {(ψg, ψK) ∈ Hom(m,n)|ψK(k) = k±1, ∀k ∈ 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
Cn[x] = spanC{1, x, x2, ..., xn} and its subset of homogeneous polynomials by

C
hom
n [x] = {f ∈ Cn[x]|∃k ∈ N0, f(tx) = tkf(x), ∀t, x ∈ C}.

Theorem 4.1. The space Hom(m,n) is nonzero if and only if m ≥ n. For m ≥ n,

Hom(m,n)+ ≃ C
hom

m−n[x] ≃ Hom(m,n)−,

as sets.

Proof. For (ψg, ψK) ∈ Hom(m,n)+, we must have

ψg(Xm) = fX(x)Xn, ψg(Ym) = fY (x)Yn, ψg(Hm) = fH(x)Hn

for some fX , fY , fH ∈ C[x]. Since ψg is a morphism of Lie algebras, the commutation
relations imply that

fH(x)fX(x) = fX(x), fH(x)fY (x) = fY (x), fX(x)fY (x)xn = xmfH(x).
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If fX(x) ≡ 0, we must have fY (x) ≡ 0 and fH(x) ≡ 0 and hence ψg is the zero map.
Similarly if fY (x) ≡ 0, ψg is the zero map. Now assume that fX(x)fY (x) is not the zero
polynomial then fH(x) ≡ 1 and we must have fX(x)fY (x)xn = xm. Hence we must
have n ≤ m and fX(x)fY (x) = xm−n. In particular the only possibilities are

fX(x) = cxk, fY (x) = c−1xm−n−k, c ∈ C
×, k ∈ {0, 1, 2, ..., m− n}.

We shall denote the above mentioned morphism by

ψc,k,+1
g,m,n : g(m) −→ g(n)

The map sending (ψg, ψK) ∈ Hom(m,n)+ to the unique fX(x) ∈ Chom
m−n[x] such that

ψg(Xm) = fX(x)Xn is a bijection. Similarly for (ψg, ψK) ∈ Hom(m,n)−, for ψg to be
nonzero we must have n ≤ m and there exist c ∈ C×, k ∈ {0, 1, 2, ..., m− n}, such that

ψg(Xm) = cxkYn, ψg(Ym) = c−1xm−n−kXn, ψg(Hm) = −Hn.

We shall denote the above mentioned morphism by

ψc,k,−1
g,m,n : g(m) −→ g(n)

The map sending (ψg, ψK) ∈ Hom(m,n)− to the unique fX(x) ∈ C
hom
m−n[x] such that

ψg(Xm) = fX(x)Yn is a bijection. �

Corollary 4.2. Any extension of (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C× can be embedded in the con-

stant family

(sl2(C), SO(2,C))/A1
C

= (g(0), SO(2,C)).

The following Lemma shall be needed later on.

Lemma 4.3. For any m,n, p ∈ N0, such that m ≥ n ≥ p, any k1 ∈ {0, 1, ..., m − n},

k2 ∈ {0, 1, ..., n− p}, c1, c2 ∈ C×, s2, s2 ∈ {−1,+1},

ψc1,k1,s1

g,m,n ◦ ψc2,k2,s2

g,n,p = ψc1c2,k1+k2,s1s2

g,m,p

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 P1

C
.

Recall that ι∗g(n) = g(n)|C× = C[x, x−1] ⊗C[x] g(n). For m,n ∈ N0, we define

Hom0(m,n) := Hompairs((ι
∗
g(m), SO(2,C)), (ι∗g(n), SO(2,C))).

Hom0(m,n)± := {(ψg, ψK) ∈ Hom0(m,n)|ψK(k) = k±1, ∀k ∈ SO(2,C)}.
We let C((x)) be the ring of formal Laurent series in one variable x over C, and let
C((x))hom be its subset of homogeneous elements. Explicitly,

C((x))hom := {cxn|n ∈ Z, c ∈ C}.
Theorem 4.4. For any m,n ∈ N0, there are bijections such that

Hom0(m,n)+ ≃ C((x))hom ≃ Hom0(m,n)−.
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We omit the proof that is similar to the proof of Theorem 4.1. For a later use we
describe the hom spaces explicitly. For every (ψg, ψK) ∈ Hom0(m,n)+ such that ψg 6= 0,
we must have ψg(1 ⊗Hm) = 1 ⊗Hn, and there exist c ∈ C×, k ∈ Z such that

ψg(1 ⊗Xm) = cxk ⊗Xn, ψg(1 ⊗ Ym) = c−1xm−n−k ⊗ Yn.

We shall denote the above mentioned morphism by

ψc,k,+1
g∗,m,n : ι∗g(m) −→ ι∗g(n).

For every (ψg, ψK) ∈ Hom0(m,n)− such that ψg 6= 0, we must have ψg(1 ⊗ Hm) =
−1 ⊗Hn, and there exist c ∈ C×, k ∈ Z such that

ψg(1 ⊗Xm) = cxk ⊗ Yn, ψg(1 ⊗ Ym) = c−1xm−n−k ⊗Xn.

We shall denote the above mentioned morphism by

ψc,k,−1
g∗,m,n : ι∗g(m) −→ ι∗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
∑m
i=1 fi(x) ⊗ Zi ∈ g(0) = C[x] ⊗C sl2(C) is canonically identified

with the algebraic function from C into sl2(C) that is defined via

t 7−→
m
∑

i=1

fi(t)Zi.

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 (n). By convention F (0) = F .

4.3.1. The even case.

Theorem 4.5. For any k ∈ N, the subset

s(2k) := {F ∈ g(0)|F (m)(0) ∈ so(2,C), ∀m ∈ {0, 1, ..., k − 1}}
is sub Lie algebra over C[x] that together with SO(2,C) is a sub pair of (g(0), SO(2,C))
that is isomorphic to (g(2k), SO(2,C)).

Proof. We let {X, Y,H} be an ordered basis of sl2(C) such that H ∈ so(2,C), X ∈
(sl2(C))2, Y ∈ (sl2(C))−2 and

[H,X] = 2X, [H, Y ] = −2Y, [X, Y ] = H.

The set {X0 := 1 ⊗X, Y0 := 1 ⊗ Y,H0 := 1 ⊗ H} is an ordered basis of g(0) with the
same structure constants as {X, Y,H}. Note that the notation {X0, Y0, H0} is consistent
with our fixed basis for g(0) form Section 3.1. Clearly B := {1 ⊗ H, xk ⊗ X, xk ⊗ Y }
is linearly independent set over C[x] that belongs to s(2k). Any element F of g(0)
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can be written uniquely in the form fX(x) ⊗ X + fY (x) ⊗ Y + fH(x) ⊗ H , for some
fX(x), fY (x), fH(x) ∈ C[x]. For any m ∈ N0,

F (m) = f
(m)
X (x) ⊗X + f

(m)
Y (x) ⊗ Y + f

(m)
H (x) ⊗H.

Hence F ∈ s(2k) if and only if

f
(m)
X (0)X + f

(m)
Y (0)Y + f

(m)
H (0)H ∈ CH, ∀m ∈ {0, 1, ..., k − 1}.

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

[1 ⊗H, xk ⊗X] = 2xk ⊗X

[1 ⊗H, xk ⊗ Y ] = −2xk ⊗ Y

[xk ⊗X, xk ⊗ Y ] = x2k ⊗H.

it follows that (s(2k), SO(2,C)) ≃ (g(2k), SO(2,C)). �

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 sl2(C).

As in the proof of the last Theorem, we let {X, Y,H} be an ordered basis of g :=
sl2(C) such that H ∈ so(2,C) = g0, X ∈ g2, Y ∈ g−2 and

[H,X] = 2X, [H, Y ] = −2Y, [X, Y ] = H.

Theorem 4.6. For any n ∈ N, the subset

ł(n) := {F ∈ g(0)|F (m)(0) ∈ g0 ⊕ g2, ∀m ∈ {0, 1, ..., n− 1}}
is sub Lie algebra over C[x] 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. As in the proof of the last Theorem, we can show that the set {1⊗X, xn⊗Y, 1⊗H}
is a basis over C[x] for ł(n) satisfying

[1 ⊗H, 1 ⊗X] = 2(1 ⊗X)

[1 ⊗H, xn ⊗ Y ] = −2(xn ⊗ Y )

[1 ⊗X, xn ⊗ Y ] = xn(1 ⊗H).

This implies that (ł(n), SO(2,C) ≃ (g(n), SO(2,C)). �

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 := sl2(C) such that H ∈ so(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[Ωg], where Ωg is the canonical Casimir element which is
given in terms of the mentioned basis by

Ωg =
1

8
H2 +

1

4
(XY + Y X).
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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)) ≃ (ł(n), SO(2,C)) ⊂
(g(0), SO(2,C)). We shall not explicitly mention the isomorphism and simply work
with ł(n) and the basis

Bn := {Hn := 1 ⊗H,Xn := 1 ⊗X, Yn := xn ⊗ Y } ⊂ g(0)

of ł(n). We define

Ωn := xn ⊗ Ωg ∈ C[x] ⊗C Z(g) ≃ Z(ł(0)).

Theorem 4.7. The center of the universal enveloping algebra of ł(n) is equal to the

commutative polynomial algebra over C[x] generated by Ωn inside C[x] ⊗C Z(g) ≃
Z(g(0)). In particular Z(ł(n)) = C[x,Ωn].

Proof. We first note that

Ωn =
xn

8
H2
n +

1

4
(XnYn + YnXn) ∈ Z(ł(0)).

The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 6.4 in [14]. �

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

5. Extensions of (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C× over P1
C

In this section we classify extensions of (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C× over P1
C.

5.1. Extensions over P1
C
. Following tradition we realize P1

C
via homogeneous coor-

dinates as {[z1; z2] ∈ C2}/ ∼ where [z1; z2] ∼ [cz1; cz2] for any c 6= 0, z2, z2 ∈ C. We
identify C

× with {[z1; z2] ∈ P
1
C|z1z2 6= 0}.

Definition 5.1. An algebraic family of Harish-Chandra pairs (g,K) over P1
C is called an

extension of (sl2(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 (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C×.

For i ∈ {1, 2}, we define Ui := {[z1; z2] ∈ P1
C
|zi 6= 0} and ϕi : Ui −→ C, via

ϕ1([z1; z2]) = z2z
−1
1 , ϕ2([z1; z2]) = z1z

−1
2 . Then U1 ∪ U2 is an open affine cover of P1

C

and ϕi are algebraic isomorphisms. Moreover ϕ−1
2 ◦ ϕ1|U1∩U2

: U1 ∩ U2 −→ U1 ∩ U2 is
an isomorphism of affine algebraic varieties. It is well known that a sheaf on P1

C
is the

same thing as a pair of sheaves, one on U1 and the other on U2, that agree on U1 ∩ U2.
Using the isomorphisms ϕi, a sheaf on P

1
C is an ordered pair of sheaves (F1,F2) both

on C, together with an isomorphism ψ : F1|C× −→ F2|C× between their restrictions to
C×. We shall denote the corresponding sheaf on P1

C
by (F1,F2, ψ) and its isomorphism

class by [(F1,F2, ψ)].
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5.2. Classification of extensions over P1
C.

Theorem 5.2. The collection of all the equivalence classes
[(

(g(m), K), (g(n), K), (ψ1,k,1
g∗,m,n, ψ

1
K)
)]

,

as m and n vary in N0 and k vary in Z, is an exhaustive list of equivalence classes of

extensions of (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C× over P
1
C. Moreover, the representatives in the list

are pairwise non-isomorphic.

Proof. From the above discussion together with Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 4.4 any
extension over P1

C
is isomorphic to some

(

(g(m), K), (g(n), K), (ψc,k,±1
g∗,m,n, ψ

±
K)
)

.

Note that the automorphism

(ψc
−1,0,±1

g,m,m , ψ±1
K ) : (g(m), K) −→ (g(m), K)

satisfies ψc
−1,0,±1

g∗,m,m = 1 ⊗ ψc
−1,0,±1

g,m,m where

(1 ⊗ ψc
−1,0,±1

g,m,m , ψ±1
K ) : (ι∗g(m), K) −→ (ι∗g(m), K)

is the induced map between the corresponding localizations. Since

(ψc,k,±1
g∗,m,n, ψ

±
K) ◦ (ψc

−1,0,±1
g∗,m,m , ψ±1

K ) = (ψ1,k,1
g∗,m,n, ψ

1
K),

we may assume that c = 1 and ψK 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(mi), K), (g(ni), K), (ψ1,ki,1
g∗,mi,ni

, ψ1
K)
)

is an extension of (sl2(C), SO(2,C))/C× over P1
C
. Assume in addition that the two

extensions are isomorphic. This means that (g(m1), K) is isomorphic to (g(m2), K)
and (g(n1), K) is isomorphic to (g(n2), K) and the two isomorphisims are compatible

with (ψ1,k1,1
g∗,m1,n1

, ψ1
K) and (ψ1,k2,1

g∗,m2,n2
, ψ1

K). Hence we must have m1 = m2 and n1 =
n2. We denote the corresponding isomorphisms by (ψcm,0,sm

g,m1,m1
, ψsm

K ) and (ψcn,0,sn
g,n1,n1

, ψsn

K ).
Compatibility means that the following diagram, is commutative

(ι∗g(m1), K)

(1⊗ψcm,0,sm
g,m1,m1

,ψ
sm
K

)

��

(ψ
1,k1,1

g∗,m1,n1
,ψ1

K
)

// ι∗g(n1), K)

(1⊗ψcn,0,sn
g,n1,n1

,ψ
sn
K

)

��

(ι∗g(m1), K)
(ψ

1,k2,1

g∗,m1,n1
,ψ1

K
)

// (ι∗g(n1), K)

Noting that ψcm,0,sm

g∗,m1,m1
= 1 ⊗ ψcm,0,sm

g,m1,m1
and ψcn,0,sn

g∗,n1,n1
= 1 ⊗ ψcn,0,sn

g,n1,n1
and using Lemma 4.3,

commutativity of the diagram is equivalent to

(ψcn,k1,sn

g∗,m1,n1
, ψsn

K ) = (ψcm,k2,sm

g∗,m1,n1
, ψsm

K ).
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Hence we must have cn = cm, k1 = k2 and sn = sm. Hence the two extensions are
equal. �

By Grothendieck’s theorem any algebraic vector bundle on P1
C 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 P1

C
. Here is a precise statement.

Corollary 5.3. As algebraic K-equivariant vector bundles
(

(g(m), SO(2,C)), (g(n), SO(2,C)), (ψ1,k,1
g∗,m,n, ψ

1
K)
)

is isomorphic to

OP1
C
(0) ⊕ OP1

C
(−k) ⊕ OP1

C
(k + n−m).

Proof. Since ψ1,k,1
g∗,m,n(Hm) = Hn, the subsheaf generated by Hm, and Hn is isomorphic to

OP1
C
(0). It is the K isotypic piece corresponding to the trivial representation of K. Since

ψ1,k,1
g∗,m,n(Xm) = xkXn, the subsheaf generated by Xm, and Xn is isomorphic to OP1

C
(−k).

It is the K isotypic piece corresponding to the one dimensional representation of K in
which k(z) acts via multiplication by z2. Similarly, the subsheaf generated by Ym, and
Yn is isomorphic to OP1

C
(k+n−m). It is the K isotypic piece corresponding to the one

dimensional representation of K in which k(z) acts via multiplication by z−2. �
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