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ABSTRACT. For a finite subgroup BT of SU(2) and one of its ground forms
P € C[X,Y], we show that the space of invariants C[X,Y, P7']2" of degree
k € 27 is a cyclic module over the algebra of invariants of degree zero. We find
a generator for this module, uniformly for all finite subgroups of SU(2). Then
we construct a uniform intertwiner sending the scalar invariants to vector-
valued invariants. With these tools we construct all automorphic Lie algebras
g[X,Y, P7!8" defined by a homomorphism from the symmetry group BT into
the automorphism group of a finite dimensional Lie algebra g, which factors
through SU(2). When the Lie algebra g is simple, we present a set of generators
for the automorphic Lie algebra which is analogous to the Chevalley basis for g.
Previous observations of isomorphisms between automorphic Lie algebras with
distinct symmetry groups BI' are explained in terms of the Coxeter number of
g and the orders appearing in BI'. Finally, we compute the structure constants
for automorphic Lie algebras of all exceptional Lie types.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Automorphic Lie algebras are originally defined as the Lie algebras of mero-
morphic maps from the Riemann sphere C to a finite dimensional Lie algebra g
over the complex numbers. The maps are required to be equivariant with respect
to a finite subgroup I' of Aut (@) acting on g by Lie algebra automorphisms, and
poles are confined to an orbit of this group. The introduction of automorphic Lie
algebras occurred in the PhD thesis of Lombardo in 2004 [29], and the related
work of Lombardo and Mikhailov [29, 30]. They are closely related to the reduc-
tion group appearing in earlier work of Mikhailov [33, 34, 35] and emerged in the
area of integrable partial differential equations.

Special cases of automorphic Lie algebras appeared much earlier still. They
include the twisted loop algebras, which extend to the affine Kac-Moody algebras
[18], but also the Onsager algebra from 1944 [40]. The fact that the Onsager
algebra fits in the framework of automorphic Lie algebras is only clear thanks to
the concrete basis constructed by Roan [42].

After the first publications of Lombardo and Mikhailov on automorphic Lie
algebras, a project to compute bases for these algebras in normal form, and the
corresponding structure constants, was initiated by Lombardo and Sanders. The
first milestone of this project, a classification for the case g = sl(2,C) (2 x 2
matrices with trace zero), was published in 2010 [32]. Here it was noticed that
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the automorphic Lie algebras had an element with eigenvalues 1 and —1 which
allowed the construction of a normal form. This normal form was generalised and
called the Chevalley normal form in [25].

In 2010, a second important document in this field emerged: Bury finished his
PhD thesis [7], supervised by Mikhailov. There is a large overlap in computed
automorphic Lie algebras in this thesis, and in [32]. However, Bury did not
determine a normal form for the automorphic Lie algebras. Instead, the normal
form of the target Lie algebra g was averaged, and the resulting basis for the
automorphic Lie algebra was used directly to study integrable partial differential
equations.

An independent development by Neher, Savage and Senesi resulted in the in-
troduction of equivariant map algebras in 2012 [36]. Automorphic Lie algebras
are examples of equivariant map algebras, the latter being defined in much more
general algebraic terms. Roughly, one replaces the Riemann sphere in the original
definition of an automorphic Lie algebra by a scheme, to obtain the definition of
an equivariant map algebra.

We notice two interesting distinctions between the development of automorphic
Lie algebras and equivariant map algebras, which have such a similar definition.
Firstly, the motivation to introduce equivariant map algebras was to unify a large
variety of Lie algebra families which proved to be of importance in the past, and
there was no specific mention of integrable systems (the primary motivation of
automorphic Lie algebras). Secondly, where initial research efforts on automor-
phic Lie algebras went into the computation of concrete bases, the first paper on
equivariant map algebras works with the algebras on an abstract level and studies
their finite dimensional representations from the start, obtaining the classification
of irreducible representations, in much the same way as Roan did for the Onsager
algebra in [42].

Lombardo and Sanders meanwhile continued the project to compute bases and
structure constants of automorphic Lie algebras and published the classification
of automorphic Lie algebras based on g = sl(/V,C) together with the author in
2017 [25]. This classification is restricted to representations I' — Aut(sl(N,C))
without trivial components. That is, the only constant invariant is the zero
matrix: s[(N,C)" = {0} (which implies N < 6). To this day, [25] is the state of
the art of the classification project for automorphic Lie algebras on the Riemann
sphere. Published, that is. Sanders has computed cases based on so(N,C) and
sp(2N,C), but we were unable to complete the classification as was done for
s[(N,C) in [25]. The first automorphic Lie algebras of type G5 were computed
by Casper Oelen, but also this work has remained unpublished.

Automorphic Lie algebras on complex tori have a history going back to 1989
at least, when Reiman and Semenov-Tyan-Shanskii [41] generalised the elliptic
Lie algebra of Holod [16]. In 1993, Uglov gave an algebraic description of the
automorphic Lie algebras on complex tori with base Lie algebra g = sl(2,C)
and symmetry group Z/27 x Z/27 [49], and Skrypnyk generalised this to base
Lie algebra g = sl(N,C) and symmetry group Z/NZ x Z/NZ with an elegant
construction [46]. Skrypnyk also remarked that the commutation relations in the
bases provided in [41, 49] are hardly manageable, and proposed better bases. The
Lie algebras are still used in contemporary research on integrable systems [45].
Up until the very recent paper of Lombardo and Oelen [31] nobody appeared
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to have seen that all automorphic Lie algebras on tori mentioned in this para-
graph so far are isomorphic to a Lie algebra of the form sl(N, R) where R is a
ring of elliptic functions invariant under the symmetry group. This shows that
the commutation relations are as manageable as those of the simple Lie algebra
s[(N,C). The situation moves further away from the simple case when the action
of the symmetry group on the Riemann surface involves nontrivial stabilizers,
and the first classification of such automorphic Lie algebras on tori was achieved
by Oelen with his PhD thesis [37] in 2022, followed by the corresponding paper
[24]. Automorphic Lie algebras will never be of the form g(N, R) (also known as
current algebras) when the group action on the Riemann surface has a nontriv-
ial stabiliser. This follows from their local expansions determined by Duffield,
Lombardo and the author [13].

All automorphic Lie algebras discussed to this point are examples of the huge
class of equivariant map algebras. Lombardo, Veselov and the author also stud-
ied matrix-valued maps on the hyperbolic plane, equivariant with respect to the
modular group SL(2,Z) and its subgroups of finite index [26]. The terminology of
automorphic Lie algebras was used once more, but these automorphic Lie algebras
are no longer examples of equivariant map algebras.

For the reader with an interest in central extensions of automorphic Lie al-
gebras we refer to Bremner [5, 6], and for derivations we refer to Cox, Guo,
Lu and Zhao [11, 10], who studied these topics for the M-point loop algebras
g®c C[t, (t —a1)™Y, ..., (t —ap—1)"}], which are automorphic Lie algebras with
trivial symmetry group. Cox et al. also describe the actions of Platonic solids
on the space of derivations in detail. This work is taken further by Dos Santos
[44]. Skrypnyk [46] and Bury and Mikhailov [8] provided central extensions and
derivations with the desired symmetry properties for the automorphic Lie alge-
bras described in the respective papers, allowing for interesting constructions to
study integrable systems.

In this paper we proceed with the classification project for automorphic Lie
algebras on the Riemann sphere. Global bases of automorphic Lie algebras with
g = sl(V,C) have been published in [25]. For all other Lie algebras g, we have
so far only understood the local expansions of the associated automorphic Lie
algebras [13]. We will once again impose a restriction on the representations
I' — Aut(g) used for the automorphic Lie algebra: we require it to factor through
Aut (@), and call such representations factorisable. This is independent of regu-
larity g' = {0}. That is, some factorisable representations are regular, but most
of them are not. Moreover, many inner regular actions are factorisable, but not
all of them (cf. Proposition [4.2]).

For automorphic Lie algebras based on a simple Lie algebra g and a factorisable
action, we obtain the global structure in Theorem This result solves some
of the main open problems in the field, that have kept researchers busy since
the appearance of [32] in 2010: existence of Cartan subalgebras (CSA), the 2-
cocycle problem and the isomorphism question. The CSA-existence problem is
positively solved for these automorphic Lie algebras. With the terminology of
[21] we would say the automorphic Lie algebras algebras are hereditary. The 2-
cocycles defining the Lie algebra, which were only partly described for hereditary
automorphic Lie algebras, are now fully described. And with that we answer one
direction of the isomorphism question: since the 2-cocycle (8]) only depends on
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the orders of the elliptic points, we have isomorphisms between automorphic Lie
algebras with distinct reduction group when the orders of elliptic points in the
holomorphic domain of the automorphic Lie algebra coincide. It is still an open
problem whether the reverse holds, claiming the non-existence of isomorphisms
between automorphic Lie algebras.

Our approach is constructive, and another result is the construction of auto-
morphic Lie algebras based on any finite dimensional Lie algebra g, Theorem B.4]
allowing applications that require the concretisation of the automorphic Lie alge-
bra by meromorphic equivariant matrices. For applications of the Lie structure in
question, one can omit the computation of the equivariant matrices and directly
use the structure constants given in Theorem

The seed for this paper was planted during the fruitful research period where
Lombardo, Veselov and the author worked on automorphic Lie algebras in hy-
perbolic geometry, leading to [26]. Veselov asked the author if an analogous
productive construction with a general intertwining operator is possible for auto-
morphic Lie algebras in spherical geometry. Such a construction had never been
found. Nonetheless, work of Olver and Sanders [39] highlights a duality between
modular forms on the upper half plane and invariant forms on the projective
plane, or the Riemann sphere, suggesting that a general intertwiner for automor-
phic Lie algebras on the sphere dual to the intertwiner in the hyperbolic case
exists. In this paper we find such an intertwiner. The construction is simple,
yet this construction is hard to guess just from looking at the resulting matrix.
Much harder than in the hyperbolic case, which explains the chronological order
of discovery.

In Section 2 we study the classical invariant theory of finite subgroups of
Aut (@) The usual setting of rational expressions of polynomials in two vari-
ables of homogeneous degree 0 is generalised to degree k € Z, gearing up to study
vector-valued invariants. For each degree k we construct a single generator of the
invariants as a module over the better known degree 0 invariants. In Section Bl we
construct an intertwiner which sends the invariants of Section 2l to vector-valued
invariants, and we apply it to the case where the vector-space in this construction
has a Lie algebra structure, in order to arrive at automorphic Lie algebras. This
is a new method to construct automorphic Lie algebra on the Riemann sphere,
and is analogous to the method introduced in [26] to construct automorphic Lie
algebra on the upper half plane. It allows us to compute automorphic Lie alge-
bras which have been out of reach so far, and even construct Chevalley normal
forms for them. This is demonstrated in Section [ which is devoted to examples
and applications of the results in Section [B]and ends with tables of structure con-
stants for automorphic Lie algebras of all exceptional Lie types. Further research
directions are proposed in Section [Bl

2. HOMOGENEOUS INVARIANTS OF POLYHEDRAL GROUPS

2.1. Data of polyhedral groups. A polyhedral group is a finite subgroup of
SO(3), a finite group of rotations of 3-dimensional real space, or rotations of the
2-sphere. For each polyhedral group I', we let €2 be an index set for the I'-orbits .5;,
i € Q, in the sphere, whose elements have nontrivial stabiliser groups (nontrivial
isotropy). That is, each element in S; is fixed by an element of I' other than the
identity. Let d; = |S;| be the size of such an exceptional orbit and v; the order of
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an associated stabiliser subgroup. In particular

d;v; = ‘F‘, 1€ €.
We will make use of the greatest common denominator d = ged({d; : i € Q}) and
the least common multiple v = lem({v; : i € Q}), which satisfy dv = |I'| (and we

remark that the integer d equals the order of the Schur multiplier of T).
With a classical clever counting argument one can derive the formula

-85

which in turn classifies the polyhedral groups, listed in Table [Tl (see [48] for more
details).

TABLE 1. Data of polyhedral groups

T AR CA 7 T T/[.T]_BT/[BT, B
C, 2 (n,n) n (1,1 1 n C, Cop,
Dyp—om—1 3 (n,2,2) 2n (2,n,n) 1 2n Gy Cy

Dnzgm 3 (n, 2, 2) n (2,n,n) 2 2n C2 X CQ C2 X C2

T 3 (3,32 6 (44,6 2 12 G Cs

0 3 (4,3,2) 12 (6,812 2 24 Cy Cy

% 3 (53,2) 30 (12,20,30) 2 60 1 1

A well known elegant construction using quaternions establishes a short exact

sequence
1 — {£1} - SU(2) — SO(3) — {1}
of groups. We define BT as the preimage of I under the 2 : 1 map SU(2) — SO(3).

The group SU(2) acts naturally on C[X, Y], and preserves the finite dimensional
subspaces C[X,Y ] of polynomials of homogeneous degree k (forms). For all
isotypical components in C[X, Y], the generating function was found by Kostant
[27, 28] and Springer [47]. Kostant describes these generating functions in terms
of the Lie algebras associated to the binary polyhedral groups through the McKay
correspondence (cf. Appendix [B]).

A ground form for I' or BI' is a form P; of degree d; that vanishes on S;
(more precisely the image of S; under the map sending the 2-sphere conformally
to the complex projective line). The first goal of this paper is to understand the
invariants in

R=C[X,Y,P"].
The subspace Ry of R consists of those rational expressions with homogeneous
degree k € Z. Tt is well known that ring of invariants R} is a polynomial ring
in one variable, reflecting the fact that the quotient surface has genus zero. We
aim to understand RE as Rg -module in this section and find the following main
result.

Theorem 2.1. For k € 27, the Rg—module Rg is cyclic and generated by

_ pyil res ;(k/2) . k— Zieﬂ resl(k/z)dl
Py =P} };[)Pi , L= iy

where the residue is taken modulo v;. For k € 27 + 1 we have RBT = {0}.
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This paper can also be understood as a story how (Il) rewritten as
> di= (9] - 2)|T] +2 (2)
1€Q
explains the isomorphisms between automorphic Lie algebras on the Riemann
sphere.

2.2. Characters and degrees. Ground forms are necessarily relative invariant:
there exists y; € Hom (BT, C*) such that vP; = x;(y)P; for all v in BT'. We say
that x; is the character of the ground form P;. Henceforth, sums and products
without subscript run over 7 € €.

Lemma 2.2. Let x; be the character of the ground form P;, i € Q).
(i) The characters x; generate the group Hom (BT, C*).
(ii) There exists a character x such that x;* = x for alli € Q and [[x; =
y21=2)

(i1i) The order of x is 2/d.

(iv) Hom(BT',C*)/(x) = Hom(I",C*).

(v) v|[Hom(T',C*)| = [[ vi.
Proof. All statements can be checked case by case, thereby finishing the proof
(see Table [l and Appendix [A]). For some items we can provide a more satisfying
explanation, but not for all of them.

The first statement can be understood using the fact that each irreducible
representation of BI" occurs in C[X, Y] (symmetric products of the natural repre-
sentations, cf. [15, Problem 4.12.10]). In particular, each element of Hom(BI", C*)
occurs as a character of a form. Such a relative invariant form is a polynomial in
ground forms (by induction on the zeros, cf. [48, Section 1.3]). Each term of this
polynomial has the same character, which is a product of x;, i € 2.

The second statement can be understood for the noncyclic groups as follows.
Any two out of three forms P, are linearly independent, but all three are depen-

dent:

Dl =0,
as follows from the zeros and the fundamental theorem of algebra (cf. [48, Section
1.3]). Suppose there exists 7, 7,7 such that x;"(y) # X;j (7). Then

0=V el =7 el
=XV Y Py = eexiE () Py
= i (X () = X7 (P + X (1) = xpE (1) B*

and ¢;(x;" (v) — X;j (7)) # 0 which contradicts the observation that any pair of
forms P;" are independent. O

We define two homomorphisms. Firstly the character
ch: [[ Z/vZ — Hom (BT, C*)/(x),

sending (7;) to the character [] x"*, where n; mod v; = 7;. This map is well-

defined due to Lemma 2.2] item It is surjective by Lemma 2.2] item
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Secondly, we define the degree
deg: [ [ z/viz. — dz/|1|z,

sending (72;) to the degree Y d;n; mod |T'|, where n; mod v; = f;. This is well-
defined because d;v; = |T'|, and it is a homomorphism. Moreover, it is surjective
by Bezout’s theorem in arithmetic.

Let Ng, and Ngeg be the respective kernels of these maps. Their orders are

INaw|l =v, |Naegl =v ' [[ v

Indeed, since the maps are epimorphisms, the order of the kernel is the order of
the domain divided by the order of the image. Lemma 2.2] items and
then give this result.

We will use the notation m® € []Z/v;Z for (m,m) when || = 2 and (1, m, M)
when || = 3.

Lemma 2.3. Ng, is generated by 1.

Proof. The element 19 is contained in Ny, by Lemma item |(ii)| and thus
generates a subgroup of order v. We have seen that Ng, has the same order,

which finishes the proof. O
By (@) we have
deg(1?) = 2.
Thus, the restriction of the degree map
New 2% (3) c dz/|1|Z

is an epimorphism (and an isomorphism, except for the case I' = Cg,,). We
construct a right inverse:

A:(2 modT)— Ny, 0(2)=1% deg(a(k)) =k, (3)

and extend this map to n:2Z — [[{0,...,r; — 1} in the canonical way.

The map n will allow us to construct automorphic Lie algebras without going
through the considerable trouble of computing them. For this reason we also
provide n explicitly in Table 14, Appendix [Al

2.3. Invariant forms. Henceforth, I" continues to be a polyhedral group, S one
of its orbits on the sphere, and P a relative invariant form of degree |I'| vanishing
on S. This form P is a linear combination of P/ and PJI»/]' which is unique op to
nonzero scalar multiple.

The first goal of this paper is to understand the invariants in

R=CIX,Y, P

of fixed degree k (this is slightly more general than C[X,Y, ijl] mentioned ear-
lier).

The element —Id in BI" ensures that there are no BI'-invariants of odd degree,
other than zero. At even degree, the action of this element is trivial, and we have
an action of I' = BT'/ + Id.

At degree 0 we have

Ry = C[I]
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where I can be chosen to be any nonconstant quotient Pi"inl. We aim to un-
derstand R£ as Rb-module. For even weight k, define

_ ptT e g k= 2in(k)idi

using the map n defined by ([B]). When £ is odd, put P, = 0. Our main result on
invariant forms can be formulated as

Theorem 2.4.
RPT = RL P,.

Proof. To show that Py lives in Ry, we need to show that ¢ is an integer. We have

A(AT] mod [T]) = Ak — . n(k)id;)

and n is a monomorphism. Therefore, P, € Ry.

Next we show that P, is invariant. The character of P is in (x) as ch(n(k)) = 0.
For the groups Doy, T, 0, Y this is sufficient to see that P € R£ since x = 1. The
remaining groups demand a little more attention.

Recall that n(k); = k/2 + p;v; for some integer p; such that 0 < n(k); < v;.
Hence,

k=T + ) n(k)d;
=T+ (k/2 + pivi)d;
=T+ £/2) di+ T>  pi

= 0T| + k/2((|9Q] — 2)|T| +2) + [T Zp@-,

7
so that
0+ (9] = 2)k/2+ Y pi=0.
1
The character of Py, is y/+(2=2k/242:Pi by Lemma 2.2] item [(i1), and thus we
see that F}, is invariant.

Finally, we show that P, generates RE. Let G bein Rg. Then G /P, € C(I),
meaning Gy = f(I) P for some rational function f. It remains to be shown that
the poles of f(I) are in S. Since Gy has no poles outside S, such poles of f(I)
must be cancelled by zeros of P,. Moreover, the order of any pole of f(I) is a
multiple of the ramification number. But all zeros of Py outside S have order less
than the ramification number. We conclude that f(I) € C[I] = R}. O

3. AUTOMORPHIC LIE ALGEBRAS FROM SL(2,C) EMBEDDINGS

Let g be a complex finite dimensional Lie algebra from here onwards. The space
a[X,Y, P71, defined as g®cC[X, Y, P~!], has a canonical Lie bracket that is linear
over C[X,Y, P~!]. A homomorphism p : BT — Aut(g) defines an action of BI" on
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g[X, Y, P~!] by Lie algebra homomorphisms, preserving g[X, Y, P~!];, the graded
summands. The subalgebra of invariants of degree zero is the automorphic Lie
algebra

oA =g[X,Y, P HPr.

If the homomorphism p is the restriction of a homomorphism p : SL(2,C) —
Aut(g) we call the associated action of BI' on g factorisable. In this section
we show how automorphic Lie algebras defined by factorisable actions can be
constructed and understood using Theorem [2.4] and a newly obtained uniform
intertwiner (Bl), with an approach analogous to [26].

The reader might have noticed that elements of automorphic Lie algebras were
defined as meromorphic maps on the Riemann sphere in the introduction of this
paper, and now these elements are functions of two variables X and Y. This is
simply a different perspective of the same thing. Since the degree in X and Y
is zero in the automorphic Lie algebra, elements are in fact functions of X/Y.
The linear transformations on the vector (X,Y’) translate to fractional linear
transformations on the variable X/Y on the Riemann sphere (cf. Appendix [Al).

3.1. The classification of p : SL(2,C) — Aut(g). We provide a brief description
of the classification of embeddings of SL(2, C) into automorphism groups of simple
Lie algebras. This classification will be used in the same sense it was used in [26]
and we give a similar summary as can be found there.

The classification of SL(2,C)-embeddings is equivalent to the classification of
nilpotent orbits: orbits of nilpotent elements in g under the action of the con-
nected component of the identity G = Au‘c(g)O of the automorphism group. The
latter classification is well described and listed in [9]. We first describe the equiv-
alence between the two classifications and then briefly recap the theorems of
Jacobson-Morozov and of Kostant that enable the classification.

To classify Lie group morphisms p : SL(2,C) — Aut(g) when g is semisim-
ple, it is sufficient to classify Lie algebra morphisms ¢ : s[(2,C) — g. Indeed,
since SL(2,C) is connected and p continuous, one only needs to consider maps
5 : SL(2,C) — Aut(g)° = G. The tangent map is dp : sl(2,C) — T1G, and by
semisimplicity of g we have T1G = g [19, Propositions 1.120 and 1.121]. The ex-
ponential map intertwines these maps in the sense that p(exp(X)) = exp(dp(X)).
Since exp(sl(2,C)) generates SL(2,C), we see that p is determined by its deriva-
tive dp. Vice versa, any homomorphism ¢ : s[(2,C) — g defines a homomorphism
5+ SL(2,C) — Aut(g) by plexp(X)) = exp(ad(6(X))).

The G-orbits of Hom(sl(2,C), g) are in turn in one-to-one correspondence with
nilpotent orbits, by the following theorems, as outlined in [9, Section 3.2]. A
standard triple will be a triple of elements (H, E, F') of a Lie algebra with Lie
brackets [H, E] = 2E, [H,F] = —2F and [E,F] = H, hence spanning a sub-
algebra isomorphic to s[(2,C). The element E is the nilpositive element of the
triple.

Theorem 3.1 (Jacobson-Morozov). Let g be a complex semisimple Lie algebra.
If X is a nonzero nilpotent element of g, then it is the nilpositive element of a
standard triple. Equivalently, for any nilpotent element X, there exists a homo-

morphism ¢ : sI(N + 1,C) — g such that ¢ ((8 (1)>> =X.
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Theorem 3.2 (Kostant). Let g be a complex semisimple Lie algebra. Any two
standard triples {H,E, F} and {H',E,F'} with the same nilpositive element are
conjugate by an element of Aut(g)°.

If AV is the set of G-orbits of nilpotent elements of g, then there is a map

Hom(sl(2,C), 9)/G — N, G'WG"b((g é>> '

It is clear that this map is well-defined. It is surjective by the Theorem of
Jacobson-Morozov, and it is injective by the Theorem of Kostant.

The classification of nilpotent orbits N is described in [9] (see the lists in
Section 8.4 for all exceptional Lie algebras). At the same time, this classifies the
embeddings p : SL(2,C) — Aut(g) needed for the current research.

3.2. The intertwiner. From the relative invariant form P with zeros S we con-
struct the following matrix:

Oy P X
deg(P)P
" deg(P)P Y

where Ox = aixv Oy = aiy and deg(P) is the degree of P. This matrix allows the
factorisation

onien-enf (3 )] 255 0 9] )

and has the following properties:
(i) det®py(X,Y) =1 for all (X,Y) outside the zeros of P.

(ii) The component functions of ®p1(X,Y) are in C[X,Y, P~1].
(iii) The columns of ®p;(X,Y) are BI'-equivariant:
q)P,l(W(Xa Y)) = 7¢P,1(Xa Y)’ V’}/ € BT

(iv) The left column of ®p;(X,Y") has homogeneous degree —1, and the right
has degree 1.

To explain the equivariance of and how we constructed the matrix ®p;(X,Y)
in the first place, we remark that its left column is a scaling of the vector
(—0y P, 8XP)T. This is the Jacobian determinant, or the first transvectant, of
P with the SL(2,C)-equivariant vector (X,Y) (more on transvectants can be
found in [38, 39]). Therefore, it is a relative invariant vector for I" with the same
character as P.

Let p : SL(2,C) — Aut(g) be a representation with derivative dp : s((2,C) —
Der(g) and set for notational convenience

-a((§ ) w-w((0 D) r-w(( D) o

By g we will denote the eigenspace of H with eigenvector k.
Using property [(i)] we can define ®p5(X,Y) = p(®1(X,Y)) for (X,Y) € C*\S
which reads
X YoxP
Pps(X,Y) =exp [—E} exp [ X

~ deg(P)P

v F] exp [—In(Y)H]. (7)
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Here we use exp[—In(Y)H] as a notation for the operator that multiplies H-
eigenvectors with eigenvalue k by Y%,

Theorem 3.3. ®p; realises an isomorphism of graded Lie algebras and graded
modules of C[X,Y, P~1BL,

g ®CIX, Y, PP 228, g1x y, p1yBT,

where g on the left-hand side is endowed with the grading defined by minus the
weights as sl(2, C)-module, and g on the right-hand side has degree zero.

Proof. First we notice that ®p; sends g[X,Y, P71 to itself due to property
and the fact that any finite dimensional representation of SL(2,C) is algebraic.
Because p maps into Aut(g) we can be sure that ®p; is a Lie algebra isomorphism
of g[X,Y, P7!]. Due to the equivariance of ®p s, [(iii)} we can conclude that the
space g ® C[X,Y, P78 is mapped onto g[X,Y, P~1]5T.

To understand the claim about the grading, we recall that the right most factor
of ®p; multiplies the eigenspace of H with eigenvector k by Y k. The degree
—Fk of this result is not changed after multiplication with the remaining factors
of ®p;, since these have homogeneous degree zero. O

One could interpret the isomorphism g ® C[X,Y, P~1]Bl' = g[X,Y, P~1B! as
a form of triviality of the Lie algebra g[X,Y, P71]Pl as the latter seemingly
complicated Lie algebra is nothing but the finite dimensional Lie algebra g with
its field extended to the ring C[X,Y, P~1]BT.

Theorem B3] is the analogue in spherical geometry to [26, Theorem 4.3 in
hyperbolic geometry. The latter result does not have the factor —1 appearing in
the identification of the grading. This is in line with the duality between binary
forms and modular forms described in [39], where the factor —1 appears.

Recall that the automorphic Lie algebra is the subalgebra of g[X,Y, P~1]58"
consisting of the elements of degree zero. By Theorem [B.3] this equals

Pp; <@9k ® C[X,Y, PI]EF> -

k

From Theorem 24] we learned that C[X,Y, P78l = C[X,Y, P~ 1)F'P,.. We
summarise in the following theorem, dropping the tensor notation for clarity.

Theorem 3.4. The automorphic Lie algebra g[X,Y, 13*1](15?F defined by the rep-
resentation p : SL(2,C) — Aut(g) and the relative invariant form P of the group
BI' C SU(2) is generated by

P Pe@rs(or)
k
BT’

as a module over the invariant functions (C[X,Y,P_l]o . The subscript of gy
refers to the grading of g as SL(2,C)-module, i.e. the H-eigenvalue, and Py is
the form defined in ().

The key to the uniform construction of automorphic Lie algebras in this section
is the intertwiner ®p;. Of course, any matrix satisfying the properties @
can be used in place of ®p;. Property can also be relaxed: one
only needs that ®p; sends g[X,Y, P71 to itself. The first time this relaxation
proved essential is in the PhD thesis of Oelen [37] and the paper [24] based on this
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work, where an intertwiner is constructed using square roots. After applying p
to this intertwiner, only algebraic functions remain. Property can be relaxed
as well: the columns of ®p; can be homogeneous of degree —m and m, but this
factor m then appears in the identification of the gradings in Theorem B.3] and
consequently at several places in the next section (the definition of @, and w? to
be explicit).

3.3. Chevalley normal forms. It is well known that any semisimple element in
a simple Lie algebra is contained in a Cartan subalgebra. Thus, for any embedding
of SL(2,C) in the automorphism group of g we may choose a Cartan subalgebra
h of g such that H is in ad(h). A Chevalley basis relative to such a Cartan
subalgebra consists of H eigenvectors with integral eigenvalues. More precisely,
it is a basis {H;, Aq,i =1,...,N,a € &} with brackets

[Hiij] =0,
[Hi7Aa] = a(Hi)Aom
[AozaA—a] = Hon
[AOnAﬁ] = e(aaﬁ)AChLﬁa o+ /8 € @7
[Aa, Ag] =0, a+ B¢ dulo)

The element H,, of the Cartan subalgebra is dual to @2{%), and often denoted o [l
The map e satisfies nice algebraic properties (see for instance [17, Section 25] or
[4, Chapter VIII, Section 2, Number 4, Definition 3]).

If k() is the H-eigenvalue of A, then k is an additive map on the root system
®. In fact, the classification of s[(2,C)-triples in g is listed in [9] using Dynkin
diagrams with labels 0, 1 and 2. These are known as Dynkin gradings, and one
can find more wonderful facts about these gradings in the recent work of Elashvili,
Jibladze and Kac [14]. The map k is the additive extension of the Dynkin grading
to the whole root system.

By Theorem B.3] the elements

hi(X,Y) = ®py(X,Y)H;®1, i=1,...,N,
1a(X,Y) = ®p,;(X,Y)Aq®1, acd®,

form a basis of g[X,Y, P~1]BL, as a free module of C[X,Y, P~!B! with identical
structure constants as {H;, A, }. By Theorem [34] the nonzero elements

hia Qo = Pk(a)aa

for i = 1,...,N and a € ® form a basis of g[X,Y, P71l as free C[I]-module
(here we recall that P, = 0 when k is odd, but we are mostly interested in the
case where k() is even for all roots «).

To describe the structure constants of this basis we will use the language of
root cohomology introduced in [22]. Recall that the functions Py in Theorem [2.4]
are formulated in terms of the map n : 2Z — [[{0,1,...,»; — 1}. We need to
divide component i by v;. Let % denote the map doing exactly this. Now we

define
1
2_4d|( = k
w ~ono (8)

IFor the simply laced Lie types ADE, H, depends linearly on « and a simpler expression of
H, is possible, which has been erroneously used for all Lie types by the author in [22] and [26].
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where d is the coboundary operator defined on the functions f on the root system
by

(df)(a, B) = f(B) = fla+ ) + f(a).
The 2-cocycle (§) takes values in {0, 1}/’ except when I' = Cy,,, in which case
each value is (0,0) or (1/2,1/2). We have proved the following

Theorem 3.5 (Chevalley normal forms). The automorphic Lie algebra
g[X, Y, Pg"

is generated as a free C[I]-module by elements hi(X,Y") and an(X,Y) where i =
N, and o € ®. The (C[]I]—linear Lie structure is given by the brackets

[his hy] =
hiviia] = <2 o,
(G, o] = 1,
(G0, ag] = ( B Dag,s, atBe?,
[Ge, ) = a+ B¢ U0},
where w? is the symmetric 2-cocycles (8) on the root system ®, and [ (@—a)

denotes the product [[;cq HfQ(a’fa)i with I; = JDi”inl.

In analogy with the Chevalley basis for the simple Lie algebra described above,
we use the term Chevalley normal forms for elements h;, i =1,..., N, G, @ € P,
generating an automorphic Lie algebra as a module over the automorphic func-
tions and satisfying the bracket relations of Theorem (following the terminol-
ogy of [25])E The normal forms introduced in [32] and also obtained in [25, 24]
correspond to Chevalley normal forms.

It is worth noting that the reductive Lie algebra g'¢, where I'; is the subgroup
of I stabilising an element of the exceptional orbit S;, has a root system corre-
sponding to the kernel of n;ok. This allows us to find the derived series and lower
central series of the automorphic Lie algebra.

Corollary 3.6. The abelianisation of an automorphic Lie algebra
A gl X,v P
with factorisable action on a sz’mple Lie algebm g has dimension

dime 2A/[A,2A] = Z dime Z (g'?) = |Q*|rank (g) — Z rank [g'7, g'"]
1€* 1€

where Z (g'7) denotes the centre of g'i, and O* = {i € Q|I; # 1}.

Proof. Theorem shows that [, 2] is generated by the elements [ (@—a)p,
and @, with o € ®. We pick one i € Q* and investigate w?(a, —a);. The roots «
for which w?(a, —a); = 0 correspond to the roots of the reductive Lie algebra g

The dimension of the linear span of {h, | w?(a, —a); = 0} corresponds to the rank
of the semisimple summand [g!'%, g'] of g'#. This leaves rank (g) —rank [g'7, g!'] =
dime Z (g'%) generators I+* (=) of [2A,2] which are divisible by I; (but not

2Bourbaki defines the notion of a Chevalley system in [4, Chapter VIII, Section 2, Number 4,
Definition 3]. One of its defining features is that the linear extension of Ho — —Ha, Aq — A_q
is an automorphism. This property is lost in the generalised setting of Theorem [B.5] because
w?(a, B) is not generally equal to w?(—a, —f).
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by H?, since %2 only has values 0 and 1). If we repeat this argument for all : € Q*
we find the displayed formula. O

Corollary 3.7. An automorphic Lie algebra with factorisable action depends only
on the base Lie algebra and the set of min{v, k(&)/2 + 1} when v runs over all
orders of orbifold points of the quotient map C — C/T in the holomorphic domain
of the automorphic Lie algebra, and & is the highest root of g.

Proof. The 2-cocycle (8) depends only on min{v, k(&)/2 + 1} when v runs over
all orders of orbifold points of the quotient map. The automorphic Lie algebra
depends only on the components w? of the 2-cocycle for which I; # 1 (which are
precisely the Hauptmoduln vanishing on the orbifold points in the holomorphic
domain) due to Theorem O

For example, any automorphic Lie algebra based on sl(2,C) has a factorisable
action, and k(&@)/2 + 1 = 2. Therefore, such automorphic Lie algebras depend
only on the number of orbifold points in the holomorphic domain. This recovers
one of the main results of [32] and [8] in a completely different way.

For another example, the lowest order orbifold points for the symmetry groups
of the Platonic solids T, O and Y are 2 and 3. Choosing the poles at the remaining
orbifold point, we find the same automorphic Lie algebras for these three groups,
for all simple Lie algebras gE

The above corollaries are also useful in the search for nonisomorphic automor-
phic Lie algebras. If one would like to have nonisomorphic algebras for symmetry
groups T, O and Y for instance, it is sufficient to pick g such that k(&)/2+1 > 5.
Corollary establishes the nonexistence of an isomorphism. For instance, one
can pick the regular embedding of PSL(2,C) in Aut(g) so that k(&)/2 + 1 corre-
sponds to the Coxeter number of g, and ensure this Coxeter number is at least 5,
which amounts to taking sl(N,C), with N > 5, so(N,C) with N > 7, sp(2N,C)
with 2N > 6, or taking any of the exceptional Lie algebras. All these cases are
beyond the scope of former publications on the classification of automorphic Lie
algebras, and these publications therefore showed many isomorphisms.

Example 3.8 (Icosahedral group and smallest orbit of poles, Lie type A2 and
principal nilpotent orbit.). We let the binary icosahedral group be generated by

a:<C§0 6 4 2 O>
0 —Co+ G0 — G+ 1

2.6 L 14 1.2 , 2 146 24 L 2.2 1
_ [ £C0+ G0t 500+ % —‘<2o+‘420+‘C20—‘>
h—
( %Cgo - §C§o + %C%o - g _ggzﬁo - gcgo - ggzzo + g
3.6 1,4 L 4.2 2 1,6 .34 2.2 , 1
_( 5%0 — 5%0 T 5C0 — F ‘C20+‘Czo_‘g2o+‘>
¢ <§C260+§C§o_%®20+§ _§C§0+§C§0_§<220+%

satisfying a® = b = ¢ = abc = —Id. The entries of the matrices live in the

cyclotomic field Q(Ca0) where (oo is a primitive 20th root of unity. Computer
calculations appear to be faster if the matrices are defined to live in this space.
The smallest orbit on the Riemann sphere has size 12 and corresponding in-
variant form
P=Xx"1y - 11 x%% - Xy

3These automorphic Lie algebras also exist on the hyperbolic plane [26].
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From P we can construct ®p1(X,Y) defined by ({) resulting in

X10_66 X5y5—-11Y10 X
12(X0Y 11 X5Y6—Y1T)

11X 66 X5Y5-Y10 Yy
12(XTT-11 X6Y3—XY10)

q)P,l(X’ Y) =

For this example we choose a homomorphism p : SL(2,C) — Aut(sl(3,C))
from the conjugacy class of such homomorphisms corresponding to the princi-
pal nilpotent orbit in sl(3,C). We can make such a choice concrete using the
homomorphism

a? ab b?
Sym? : SL(2,C) — SL(3,C), Sym? (CCZ 2) = | 2ac ad+bc 2bd |,

c? cd d?
which has kernel +1d. Then we compose with the adjoint map
p = Ad o Sym?.

This composition has kernel £1d as well. Notice that H = ad diag(2,0, —2) (where
H is as in (@)). The kernel of H is a CSA of sI(3,C). This proves that E and F
belong to the principal nilpotent orbit (the nilpotent orbit of the largest dimension)

of s1(3,C) [9].

Now we pick our favourite basis for sl(3,C) that diagonalises H :
0 00 010 0 00

Eb=(00O0]),B4=1000 |,Eo=(0011],
100 0 00 000

Fy = [Ey, B, I\ =[Esy Ey|, F,=|[Ey,E], H;=I[E;F].

The eigenvalues of Fo, E1, Es are respectively —4,2,2. We apply P p gym? (X,Y)
defined in (7) to these generators to get

X2y? X3 X4 X2
o= | 2XY3 —2X?Y? 2X% | = 2XY |(Y? -XY X?)
Yyt  —XYy? X?Yy? Y?

(x10—66 x3y5-11Y10)?
144 (X443 X3Y 44 X2Y2 42 X Y34y 4)? (X4 2 X3V 44 X2Y2 3 XY34v4)? (X2 XY -v2)?y2

—(11x'0-66 x°y®—y10)(x'0—66 X5v°-11Y1'?)
72 (X443 X3Y 44 X2Y2 12 X Y347 4) (X4 2 X3y 44 X2Y2 3 XV34v4)? (X2 Xy -v2) XY

e]1 —

(11 x10 66 X5y5 —y10)?
144 (X443 X3Y +4 X2Y 242 XY3+Y4)2(X4—2 X3y +4X2Y2_3 XY3+Y4)2(x2—XY—y2)2X2

(11 Xx10_g6 X5Y5—y1°)y
6 (X4+3 X3Y +4X2Y242 XY3+Y4)(X4—2 X3y +4+4X2Y2-3 XY3+Y4)(X2—XY—Y2)X

-5 (XS—X6Y2+X4Y4—X2Y6+YS)(X2+Y2)
6 (X4+3 X3Y+4X2Y242 XY3+Y4)(X4—2 X3y +4X2Y2-3 XY3+Y4)(X2—XY—Y2)

—(x10—66 x5y5-11Y!0)x
6 (X4+3 X3Y 44 X2Y242 Xy3+Y4)(X4—2 X3Y+44X2Y2-3 XY3+Y4)(X2—XY—Y2)Y
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(x10-66 x°y®-11Y'0)X
12 (X443 X3Y +4 X2Y242 XY34+Y4)(X4-2 X3Y+4 X2Y2-3 X Y34V 4)(X2-XY-Y2)Y

=5 (X8 -XOy24x*y*-_x2yC4v®)(x2+v?)
6 (X443 X3Y +4X2Y242 XY34V4) (X142 X3Y 44 X2y2-3 XY34+Y4)(X2-XY-Y2)

€2 =

—(11x'°-66 x°y°—v'0)y
12 (X443 X3Y +4 X2Y242 X Y347 4)(X4-2 X3Y +4 X2Y2-3 XY34V4)(X2-XY-Y2)X

(11 X066 X3y5_y10)?
144 (X443 X3Y +4 X2Y 242 Xy3+y4)2(x4—2 X3y 44X2Y2-3 Xy3+y4)2(x2—xy—y2)zx2

(11 x19—66 XPyP—y10)(x10—66 X y°—11v0)
144 (X443 X3Y +4 X2Y 242 XY3+Y4)2(X4—2 X3y 44X2y2_3 XY3+Y4)2(X2—XY—Y2)2XY

(X066 X5y5-11y10)?
144 (X443 X3Y +4 X2Y 242 Xy3+Y4)2(X4—2 X3y +4X2Y2_3 Xy3+Y4)2(X2—XY—Y2)2Y2

These matrices generate a subalgebra of sl(3,C)[X,Y, P~YBY isomorphic to
sl(3,C), illustrating Theorem [3.3. From Theorem [3.4] we learn that the automor-
phic Lie algebra, the subalgebra s\(3,C)[X,Y, P~1FT of degree zero, has basis

eo = F4eq, €1 = IFyer, €= Frey,
fo=Fufo, fi=F_aofi, fo=F_of,

hi=hi, ha=ho

as free C[I]-module. The structure constants are seen to be as in Theorem [3.7.

4. EXAMPLES AND APPLICATIONS

In this section we provide more ways to use the results obtained in Section
Bl First we recall that automorphic Lie algebras can be studied through graphs,
whose set of vertices is a root system. In rank 2 this allows a graphical classifi-
cation of automorphic Lie algebras. In higher rank, graph theory can be used as
well, but pictures of these graphs will likely be too complicated to be of any help.

In the next subsection we study automorphic Lie algebras by integrating the
2-cocycle to a 1-form w'! as was done in [25], and compare the results. It turns out
the results can be extended to every simple Lie type, and there exists a unique
normal form for w! if we allow values 1, 0 and —1.

We end this section with tables of structure constants for automorphic Lie
algebras of all exceptional Lie types.

4.1. Graphs on root systems and the classification of automorphic Lie
algebras of rank 2. Each component of the symmetric 2-cocycle (§]) is a map
sending a pair of roots to one of two values, and can therefore conveniently be
represented by a graph, whose set of vertices is the set of roots, and whose set of
edges is, for instance, the collection of pairs of roots that are sent to the positive
value by the cocycle.

In this section we present these graphs for all cases with Lie rank 2 and all
embeddings PSL(2,C) — Aut(g). The choice to stick to rank 2 is practical: we
can draw the root system without using projections.

The automorphic Lie algebras of type Ay (referring to the Lie type of g) ap-
pearing in this section have been published in [25]. The automorphic Lie algebras
of type By = (5 and Gy are new results. The classification of automorphic Lie
algebras of type G2 is especially interesting, not only because the exceptional Lie
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algebras are unexplored in this context, but also because the portion of monomor-
phisms of polyhedral groups into Aut(gs) that factor through PSL(2,C) is very
large [23, Theorem 3.3].

Example 4.1. Let us construct the graph, and therefore the structure constants,
of the automorphic Lie algebra of Fxample without computing the equivariant
matrices. To this end, we must obtain the 2-cocycle (8).

We start with a homomorphism sl(2,C) — sl(3,C) (to obtain the k in (8)).
This is given by the Dynkin diagram with labels from {0,1,2}. In Ezample [3.8,
both simple roots have label 2, and this is the only even case for Ay (where even
means that there is no label 1, and implies the homomorphism sl(2,C) — sl(3,C)
lifts to a homomorphism PSL(2,C) — Aut(SL(3,C))). The map k on the roots
is the additive extension of these labels. If we write the values of k in the root
system, we get

2 4
a2 O ©)
-2 2
O ©) oo
—4 -2
O O

where we do not draw lines from the origin to the roots, as is usually done, in
order to avoid confusion with the edges of the graph to follow. Instead, we draw
the origin with a double circle.

The map n appearing in (8) can be read of in Table[I4l Choosing the icosahedral
group, the map n ok on the root system becomes

(L, 1,1) (2,2,0)
a2 O O

(4,2,1) (1,1,1)
O © ONes

(3,1,0) (4,2,1)
O O

where we have used colours to distinguish the orders b, 3 and 2 appearing in the
icosahedral group.
At this stage we can draw the graph of the 2-cocycle (8), resulting in
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where we have used dashdotted lines, solid lines and dashed lines for the numbers
5, 3 and 2 respectively, just in case the colours are hard to distinguish.

If we repeat the above example for all polyhedral groups, we obtain the clas-
sification presented in Figure Il Notice in particular that the automorphic Lie
algebras with tetrahedral, octahedral and icosahedral symmetry groups are iso-
morphic at type As. This Lie algebra has been used to study integrable partial
differential equations by Berkeley, Mikhailov and Xenitidis [2].

FicURE 1. Automorphic Lie algebras of type Az, from Dynkin

. 2 2
grading g 5
a1 a2

Notice that we might as well look at one component of n at the time, and add
the resulting graphs afterwards. Therefore we present the graphs on the root
systems of type Co and G5 in Figures 2l and Bl for each value of v instead of each
group, which keeps things simpler and shorter. We have used the numbering of
simple roots consistent with Bourbaki [3] and SageMath [43] (which we will use
in Section [43]). For Lie type G2 this numbering is not consistent with that of
Kac [18] and [26].

One can construct a particular automorphic Lie algebra of rank 2 from Figures
and Bl as follows. Pick a Lie type X3 and PSL(2,C) embedding by its labelled
Dynkin diagram. Then pick a polyhedral group, and for all its orders v;, consider
the graph (®, E;) on the root system ® of type Xy from the figures. Define
wi(a, B) = 1 if {a, B} is an edge in E;, and w?(a, B) = 0 otherwise. Now all
structure constants can be found in Theorem

4.2. The inner regular classification of automorphic Lie algebras of type
Ap. In this section, we understand an action to be a homomorphism I' — Aut(g)
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FIGURE 2. 2-cocycles on Cy from Dynkin gradings

0 2 2 2
o—=<o0 o——=<—o0
[e%% Qo [e5} Q2
v>2 v=2 v=3 v>4
@z O O O a2 O O O a2 O O\O a2 O O O
O O ay O O ag O\ O a1 O O a1
O O O O O O O O O O O O

from a polyhedral group I into the automorphism group of a simple complex Lie
algebra g.

4.2.1. Factorisable, reqular and inner actions. An action is called factorisable if
it factors through a homomorphism PSL(2,C) — Aut(g), it is called regular if
zero is the only invariant (gt = {0}), and it is called inner if T is mapped into
Aut(g)°, the connected component of the identity.

Automorphic Lie algebras have been intensively studied for inner regular ac-
tions [25]. There, it is explained that these actions on Lie algebras sl((V + 1,C)
of type An (also denoted g(Ay)) are provided by irreducible representations of
the binary polyhedral groups of dimension N + 1, and the combinations of I and
N which allow an inner regular action are those given in Table 2l

TABLE 2. Inner regular actions on g(An)

r N

C, -

DnZQ 1

T 1,2

0 1,2,3

Y 1,2,3,4,5

We will compare this collection of actions with the factorisable actions used in
this paper, and find the following curious result. It tells us that all but one of the
automorphic Lie algebras in [25] are reproduced in this paper.

Proposition 4.2. There is precisely one regular inner action on g(An) which is
not factorisable. This action is provided by the four dimensional representation
of the icosahedral group.

We split the proof up into bite-size pieces with the three lemmas to follow. For
their formulation we need the notion of the regular action of SL(2,C) on Aut(g).
Every simple Lie algebra g has an embedding PSL(2,C) — Aut(g) corresponding
to the Dynkin diagram with label 2 at each node. We call this the regular action of
SL(2,C) on Aut(g), due to the associated regular nilpotent orbit [9]. If g = g(An),
it is defined by the irreducible representation of g(A;) on C™. With the usual
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FIGURE 3. 2-cocycles on GG from Dynkin gradings

0 2
=0
[e%1 Qa2
v=2 v>3
O O
(%) %)
= T

— O—0 — O7T"0
@) O
2 2
=0
a1 Q2
V:2 ]/:3
O O
o 85
O O O O O O O O
O\ O\ a1 O O\ a1
O O O O O O _O/O
O O O
V=25 v>6
O @)
o9 Q2
=

bases, the element diag(1l,—1) acts on each simple root vector of g(Ay) with
eigenvalue 2.
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Lemma 4.3. A regular factorisable action on g(An) factors through the regular
action of SL(2,C) on Aut(g(An)).

Proof. Being concerned with the dimension of gl it is natural to compute the
character of the action of I' on g. But the construction we are using gives a direct
way to find g7 for each generator -; of I', and therefore it is convenient to use
the formula
dimg + 2dimg" = dim g©% (9)

that can be found in [21, Lemma 2.1].

We will do a case by case analysis for all combinations of I' and N that allow
a regular action (cf. Table 2]). Consider a factorisable action I' — PSL(2,C) —
Aut(g(An)) for one of these cases. We will show that if PSL(2,C) — Aut(g(An))
is not regular, then 3" dim g(Ax)"* > dim g(Ay) = N(N +2). The proof is then
finished using ().

The nonregular actions PSL(2,C) — Aut(g(An)) for N < 5 are classified by
the following eigenvalues of diag(1, —1) on the simple root vectors:

(2,0,2),
(0,2,0),
(2,0,0,2),
(2,2,0,2,2),
(2,0,2,0,2),
(0,2,0,2,0),
(2,0,0,0,2),
(0,0,2,0,0)
as follows from [9, Section 3.6].

The group generator -; acts trivially on a CSA of g and with eigenvalues
n; o k on the roots relative to this CSA. Hence dimg” = rankg + |kern; o k|.

In some cases, ker k is big enough to show immediately that 3 dim g(Ay){%) >
N(N + 2) using only that kern; o k D kerk. For instance, |ker k20| = 4,
so that 3 dimg(A3)"% = 3 (rank g(A3) + |kern; o k,2,0)) > 3(rank g(A3) +
| ker k(g,2,0)]) = 3(3 +4) =21 > 15 = dim g(A45). This argument also suffices for
(2,0,0,2), (2,0,0,0,2) and (0,0,2,0,0). The remaining cases rely on n, and we
will write them out.

The function k on the roots corresponding to the eigenvalues on all root vectors
can be presented in a matrix. For instance,

* 2 2 4
Lo |2 0 2
(202 = |9 x 9
-4 -2 -2 %

With this notation we can write n o kg9 for I' = T,0,Y with v = 3,4,5
respectively as

* 1 1 2 * 1 1 2 ¥*x 1 1 0

nok _ v —1 * 0 1 2 x 01 1 x 0 1
(20,2) m—1 0 « 107012 0 % 1|71 0 % 1] |’

m—-2 rm—1 -1 x 1 2 2 x 0 1 1 =x
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and we can read off that 3 dimg(A43)" = 5+ 5 + 7, which is greater than

dim g(A3) = 15.

The remaining cases, all of which have v; = (5,3,2), are checked similarly as
follows. The eigenvalues no k(3229 are

This shows that > dim g(A4s)

[« 1 2 2 3 4] [+ 1 2 2 0 1 0010
x 1 1 2 3 x 11 2 0 1101
x 0 1 2 x 0 1 2 x 010

* 1 2 * 1 2 * 1 0

* 1 1 * 1

* k k

(i) = 7411 + 19 = 37, which is

greater than

dim g(As) = 35. The eigenvalue n o k(3 20,2) are
[« 1 1 2 2 3] [« 11 2 2 0] [ 1 00 1]
« 001 1 2 01 1 2 0110
* 1 1 2 « 1 1 2 « 1 10
* 0 1 *x 0 1 *x 0 1
* 1 * 1 x 1
* * *
This shows that 3 dimg(A5)0% = 9 + 11 + 17 = 37, also > 35. Finally, the
eigenvalues no k(g 202,0) are
[« 01 1 2 2] [+ 0112 2] [ 1 10 0
« 1 1 2 2 « 11 2 2 1100
« 0 1 1 « 0 1 1 « 0 1 1
* 1 1 * 1 1 * 1 1
* 0 x 0 * 0
* * *

This shows that 3 dim g(As)™) =11 + 11 + 19 = 41 > 35.

0

Due to Lemma [4.3] we know that all automorphic Lie algebras from regular

factorisable actions on g(Ay) are given by a 2-cocycle w? = d (% ono k) where
k(a;) = 2 for each simple root. That is, k(«) is twice the height of a.

Lemma 4.4. The reqular representation of diag(—1,—1) € SL(2,C) on CN*1 s
(-1)N1d.
Proof. On the algebra level, the regular action sends diag(1,—1) to

diag(N,N —2,...,—N).
The implication at the group level is that diag(—1,—1), which we can write as
exp(midiag(1, —1)), is sent to exp(midiag(N, N —2,...,—N)) = (=1)M1d (in the

language of [21], the regular action of SL(2,C) on CV*! produces only spinorial
actions when N is odd, and only nonspinorial actions when N is even). ]

Lemma 4.5. Let p1 : I' = GL(V) and pa : I' — GL(V) be representations with
characters x1 and x2 respectively. Let G = Aut(sl(V))? and define Ad : GL(V) —
G by Ad(M)X = MXM~!. Then the representations

Adop;:IT' =G, i=1,2
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are conjugate in G if and only if xo = xx1 for some homomorphism x : I' — C*.

Proof. Suppose first that y € Hom(I',C*) is such that yo = xxi. The repre-
sentation po is then equivalent to xp;. That is, there exists T € GL(V') such
that

p2(y) = Tx(Mp1(NT™!, vy el
Applying Ad to this identity tells us that

Ad(p2(7)) = Ad(T)Ad(p1(7))Ad(T) ™", ¥y €T,

since Ad is a homomorphism with kernel consisting of all multiples of the identity.
Given that Ad(T) € G, we have shown that Ad o p; and Ad o py are indeed
conjugate in G.

Suppose now that Ado p; : I' = G for ¢ = 1,2 are conjugate in G, so that
Ad(p2()) = Ad(T)Ad(p1(7))Ad(T)~! for some T' € SL(V) and all v € . Then

Ad(pa(NTpr1(7)'T7 1) =1, VyerT,
and therefore
p2(NTpr(y) T~ = x(v)id
for some map y : I' — C*, which is readily checked to be a homomorphism.

Rewriting to pa2(7) = Tx(7)p1(7)T~! shows that p and yp; are equivalent rep-
resentations, so that xs = xx1. ]

Remark 4.6. The two 4-dimensional irreducible representations of the binary
icosahedral group provide an example of representations which are conjugate in
GL(sl(V)) but not in Aut(sl(V))°.

Proof of Proposition [{.2 The classification of inner regular actions on g(Ay) can
be found in [25, Tables 1-6]. They are given by conjugation with irreducible
representations of the binary polyhedral groups. When we apply Lemma [4.5] we
see that there is a unique regular inner action of the tetrahedral group at N =1
and N = 2, and a unique regular inner action of the octahedral group at N = 1,2
and 3. The icosahedral group has two regular inner actions at N = 1,2, 3, and
unique regular inner actions at N =4, 5.

Using (@), we can check that the regular action of SL(2,C) on Aut(g(An))
provides regular actions of the polyhedral groups, precisely at the dimensions we
know them to exist. Moreover, no other actions of SL(2,C) on Aut(g(Ax)) result
in regular actions of polyhedral groups, due to Lemma [£.3]

Using the two nonconjugate embeddings of the binary icosahedral group in
SL(2,C), we obtain the two inner regular actions of Y on g(A;) and g(A4s), but
at N = 3 we only obtain one of the two. Hence, the other one is not factorisable.

There is precisely one even dimensional irreducible representation of a polyhe-
dral group in the special linear group. This is the four dimensional irreducible
representation of the icosahedral group. By Lemma [4.4] this representation does
not factor through the regular representation of SL(2,C), and we have identified
its adjoint action as the unique nonfactorisable regular inner action. O

4.2.2. Integrals of 2-forms in normal form. When a Lie algebra is given by the
brackets in Theorem for some 2-cocycle w? = dw?!, then we can think of w? as
the descriptor of the Lie algebra and its integral w! as the descriptor of a concrete
version for this Lie algebra, in the following sense. If {H;, Ay,i =1,...,N,a € ®}
is a concrete Chevalley basis of g, then {Hi,le(O‘)Aa,i =1,....,Na € d}is a
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concrete basis of the automorphic Lie algebra in Theorem Besides con-
creteness, working with w! rather than w? has the additional advantage that the
domain of the function is much smaller.

It is important to note in this context that d has a nontrivial kernel consisting
of additive functions on the root system. Hence, if w! is an integral for w?, then
so is w! + L for any map L on ® satisfying L(a + 8) = L(a) + L(B) for all
a, B, a+p € ®. In order to work with this freedom, it is useful to define a normal
form for the 1-forms w'. The freedom to choose an integral will also be used to
avoid fractional powers of I.

Definition 4.7 (Normal form of an integral of w?). Let w? be a 2-cocycle on the
root system of the form (8)). A 1-form w' on this root system is an integral for

w? in normal form if

(i) dw! = w?,
(ii) w'(a) € {0,1} for all a« € ®, when the Lie type is Ay, and w'(a) €
{=1,0,1} for other Lie types,
(iii) the values w'(ay),w'(ag),. .. ,w(ay) on the simple roots have minimal

lexicographical order among integrals satisfying the first two conditions.

For the group I' = Co,, the values of the integral are half the values stated in
item At the end of this subsection, we prove

Proposition 4.8. The normal form in Definition [{.7] exists and is unique.

Example 4.9. We revisit the automorphic Lie algebra of Example 3.8 and FEzx-
ample [{-1] defined by an icosahedral action on s\(3,C). This Lie algebra is given
by the 2 form w? = df where

O(ar) = (1/5,1/3,1/2)
O(as) = (1/5,1/3,1/2)
O(a1 + ag) = (2/5,2/3,0)
0(—a1) = (4/5,2/3,1/2)
0(—az) = (4/5,2/3,1/2)
)= (

(9(—041—042 3/5,1/3,0).

If we add the additive map L to 0 defined by

L(ay) = (=1/5,-1/3,-1/2), L(as) = (~1/5,—1/3,1/2),

2

we obtain a normal form w' for w?. To be explicit, we get

wh(ay) = (0,0,0
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Notation 4.10. A normal form w' of type An can conveniently be presented in
a matriz

\ e lerte) i@ ]
' (—on) * ' (a2)
[ (—a1—az) wl(-a2) «
' (an)
' (=& : : '(-en)

The normal form of Example [{.9 is written as

* 1 1
K *x K
IJ 1IJ =

Theorem 4.11. All automorphic Lie algebras of type An defined by a factorisable
regular inner action of a polyhedral group are described by a normal form in (I0).

Proof. This follows from Theorem and Lemma [£3] and the classification of

regular inner action found in [25]. O
* 1 1 1
* 1 1
x 1 UK « K J
[]LHK ] e R A T
IK I IK =«
[« 1 1 1 1 1]
* 1 1 1 1
UK + K J K K = K J K I
o I = J J I
o o« J I, (10)
IK I IK = K I
IK I IK x K
T I I I Iy I I IJ = I
JK J K J JK x|

Remark 4.12. The 2-cocycles of the automorphic Lie algebras in (I0) also allow
an integral which is invariant under the symmetry of the Dynkin diagram of type
Apn, whenever N is odd. For N =3 and N =5 these are

* 1 1 I I 1

* 1 J 1 DK +« K IJ IK I
K = JK J IJg g = IJ IJ I
I T =« 1|’ K 1 K x K 1
IK I IJK = J 1 1 1IJ =*x 1
JK J K IJ IJK =

The automorphic Lie algebras with representations (I0]) are isomorphic to the
automorphic Lie algebras presented in [25] as follows from the classification the-
orems therein and the results of the present paper. However, we have no direct
construction of these isomorphisms.

We finish this subsection with a proof of existence and uniqueness of the nor-
mal form. The existence question corresponds to integrability of 2-cocycles on a
root system over the natural numbers. This is a tricky question in general and
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formulated as an open problem in [22]. In the proof below we restrict to the 2-
cocycles which are relevant to this paper and prove integrability over the natural
numbers for type Ay. The remaining Lie types need the value —1 for integration.

Proof of Proposition [{.8, Uniqueness can be shown as follows. Let w! and &! be
two normal forms for w?. Then their sequence of values on simple roots is identical
due to the uniqueness of the minimum in lexicographical order. That is w! — @'
is zero on simple roots. But this function is also additive since d(w® — @) = 0.
Hence, w! = &t

To show existence of the normal form, we will use the geometry of affine Weyl
groups, and refer to [3] for the necessary background information. Let w! be a
1-form on a root system ® having values in [0, 1), and suppose the derivative dw?
takes integer values (such as (8)). We aim to show existence of a normal form @'

for dw!. Put
o' =w' + L.
For type Ay it is sufficient to find a map L such that
(i) L(a+ B) = L(a) + L(B) for all o, B, x + 5 € P,
(ii) w'(oy) + L) € Z, for all ; in some base of @,

(i) "1 < L(o) <1, a € ®.

Indeed, property ensures that d¥! = dw!. Properties @ and together
ensure that @' has integer values. To see this, note that d&! has integer values.
We could rephrase that as @' being linear modulo Z. Likewise, property says
&' is zero modulo Z on the simple roots. Hence, the 1-form is zero modulo Z
on all roots. Finally, property together with the condition w'(a) € [0,1) ,
ensures that —1 < @'(a) < 2, hence @' can only take values 0 or 1. For the other
Lie types, we only need to show that —1 < L(«a) <1 for all « € ®.

The additivity of L, implies that L is the restriction of a linear map on the
root space. That is, an element of the dual of the root space, which is isomorphic
to the Cartan subalgebra (CSA).

Property is satisfied for one fixed base aq,...,ay of ® precisely when L
is an element of the coweight lattice P in this CSA, shifted by w'. The coweight
lattice is the integer span of fundamental coweights w1, ..., wy defined relative
to a base of ® by the condition that (a;,w;) equals 1 if ¢ = j and 0 otherwise. In
summary, the first two properties are satisfied if

N
LeP— Zwl(ai)wi.
=1

The freedom to choose any base of ® means we can work modulo the action
of the Weyl group W, which acts simply transitively on bases of ®. The affine
lattice is also invariant under shifts in P. Thus, if D is a fundamental domain
of the action of the extended affine Weyl group W x P on the dual of the root
space, there exists L € D satisfying property [(i)| and property

Now we fix a base and associated fundamental weights w1, ..., wy and highest
root & = njay + ...+ nyay. Define the alcove A as the open simplex with
vertices

0,1711/711,...,@]\//71]\/,
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or equivalently, all elements x of the dual root space satisfying (a;,z) > 0 and
(&, x) < 1. The closure of A is known to be a fundamental domain of the affine
Weyl group W x @, where @ is the integer span of the dual root system ([3, Ch.
VI, §2, Proposition 5]). The quotient m; = P/Q acts on A, and a fundamental
domain of this action is a fundamental domain of the action of the extended affine
Weyl group on the root space.

At this stage we know that there exists L’ in the intersection of the Weyl group
orbit of the affine lattice P — Zf\il w!(a;)w; and the closure of the alcove A which
satisfies —1 < (a, L) < 1 since |(a, L)| < (&, L) for all & € ®. This finishes the
proof for all Lie types except Ayn. In the Ay case, it remains to find an image
L of L' under m for which (&, L) < 1. This is the case for L' itself unless L' is
contained in the hyperplane through the nonzero vertices v; = w; /n;, i =1,...,N
of the alcove (the hyperplane (&, z) = 1).

The fundamental group m; at Lie type Ay is isomorphic to Z/(N+1)Z. Because
this group also permutes the vertices 0 and v;, i = 1,..., N, of the alcove, we see
that the orbit of zero corresponds to all vertices. Suppose L’ is contained in the hy-
perplane through the nonzero vertices v1,...,vyN. Let v, ..., v;,, be the vertices
of a lowest dimensional simplex containing L’. Pick p € m such that pv;,, = 0
and put L = pL’. If L was contained in the hyperplane through v1,..., vy,
then it would be contained in the simplex with vertices pv;,...,pv;,, ,, and
Viys- -, 0iy,_, would be vertices of a simplex containing L', contradicting the
minimality of the dimension of such a simplex. Therefore, L is not contained in
the hyperplane (&, z) = 1 so that (&, L) < 1 and the normal form exists.

For all Lie types other than Ay, we have |m1| < N+ 1, so that we can conclude
that there are vertices of the alcove which cannot be mapped to zero by 71, and
the above argument cannot be applied. ]

Remark 4.13. On the Lie algebra of type By there is a 2-cocycle which cannot be
integrated over the natural numbers, despite this cocycle only taking values 0 and
1. See [22, Example 6.5]. The cocycles for G, v =2 and v =5, shown in Figure
[3 are not integrable over the natural numbers either. This shows the necessity of
the value —1 in Definition [{.7]

4.3. Automorphic Lie algebras of exceptional Lie type. The structure of
automorphic Lie algebras found in Theorem has been presented by graphs in
Section [4.1] which are convenient in rank 2, and in Section by normal forms
which are particularly nice for type Ay. But one can also produce a complete list
of Lie brackets. To this end, one can conveniently use SageMath [43] because the
function e describing simple Lie algebras is already incorporated in this software.
In this section we present the automorphic Lie algebras of all exceptional Lie
types with icosahedral symmetry group factoring though the regular embedding
PSL(2,C) — Aut(g) by listing the structure constants

e(a, @A), a,f e da+ € dU{0}

of a Chevalley normal form, in Tables 48 For readability, we will write I; as I, J
and K for the Hauptmoduln vanishing at the exceptional orbits of increasing size,
as we did in the previous subsection. The ordering of the roots is copied from the
methods in SageMath which were used:

RootSystem([’X’,N]) .root_space() .positive roots()
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The numbering of the simple roots is as in SageMath and Bourbaki [3], and shown
in the Dynkin diagrams belowl.

Ggoﬁ

1 2

Fy o—o==0—0
1 2 3 4
o—o—iio—o
Es

1 3 4 5 6

1 3 4 5 6 7 8

Table [§ is too large to be practically usable, but we include it to show that it
can be computed with the approach of this paper, and while doing so, a digital
version of the table is created which is much more usable than a printed version.

Due to the large dimensions at Lie type Fy, Eg, F7 and Eg, we present these
structure constants for positive roots e and 3 only (and for 5 = —a), just as in the
work of Vavilov [50] where the structure constants e for type Ex are determined.
The remaining structure constants can be deduced from these, using the following
known result.

Lemma 4.14. Let € describe a Chevalley basis of a simple Lie algebra with root
system ® and let w? be a symmetric 2-cocycle on ®. If o, B, a0+ B € ® then

/8 2
ﬁf(@,ﬁ%

w2(a + 8, —a) = w2(a, —a) — w2(a, B).

ela+ B, —a) = —

Proof. The statement concerning e can be deduced from [50, Section 4] or from
[17]. First one can show that

e(—a,—p) = —e(a, B)
using the isomorphism H; — —H;, A, — —A_, of the simple Lie algebra (cf. [17,
Proposition 25.2]). Then one can use the Jacobi identity for roots a, 3, with
a+ B+~ =0 to find
o, f) _ e(B7) _ er.0)
[v[? |al? B[

4The numbering of simple roots used by Kac [18] is different, and [26] follows the numbering
of Kac for Lie type G2. In this paper we opted for smooth integration with SageMath over
consistency with [18, 26]
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and combine these identities to get

18P

PR

elatp,—a) = e(=y,—a) = —€(y,a) =

The statement concerning w? can be found in [22, Lemma 6.2] and is obtained
from the cocycle identity for the 3-chain (o + 3, —a, ) (which also stems from
the Jacobi identity) and the symmetry w?(7, ) = w?(8,7). O

The assignment (a, ) — (o + ,—«) defines a map on the set of pairs of
roots which add to a root, and this map has order 6. Each orbit of this map has
precisely one element consisting of two positive roots. The values of € and w? on
this pair determine all other values on the orbit due to Lemma .14l They are
listed in Table [3] for convenience.

TABLE 3. Structure constants on the orbit of («, ) — (o + 3, —«)

(7,9) e(v,0) w?(
(a, B) e(e, B) w?(
(a+8,—0) —lac(f)
(B—a—B) Lloe(a,8)  w o+ B —a—p)—wia+p —a)
( w?(
( (
( (

-, _5) —E(Oé B)
—a—f,a) |a|i‘5‘26(0z B w?

—,B,Oé—{—ﬁ) |a‘i§‘2€(a7ﬁ) 2

Example 4.15. We revisit the automorphic Lie algebra of type Ao with icosahe-
dral symmetry, known well now due to Examples[3.8, [{.1 and [{.9 The structure
constants €(a, §)I% *(e,B) for pairs of positive roots are given by the table

1 0 1

0 1 1

K LIJK ILJ

1 0 0 -K 0
0 1 K 0 O
11 0 0 O

The first row and first column list the positive roots. The second row shows the
values at opposite Toots.

In order to obtain the remaining structure constants, we fill in Table[3 for this
particular case, with a and [ corresponding to the simple roots (1,0) and (0,1)
respectively, and obtain



CHEVALLEY NORMAL FORMS FOR AUTOMORPHIC LIE ALGEBRAS 30
(7,9) e(7,0) w?(v,9)
(a, ) 1 (0,0,1)
(@a+p,—a) =1 (1,1,1)=(0,0,1) = (1,1,0)
(_aa _ﬂ) -1 (17171) (0 0 0) (1 171)
(ca=Ba) 1 (L1,1)—(11,1) = (0,0,0)
(—,B,Ck—i-ﬂ) —1 (17170) - (07070) (17170)
The column on the right displays the same information as the graph in Example
-1
TABLE 4. Structure constants for an automorphic Lie algebra of
type G2
1 0 1 3 2 3 -1 o -1 -3 -2 -3
0 1 1 1 1 2 o -1 -1 -1 -1 =2
1 0 0 -K -2] 0 —-3K 0 IJK 0 3 J 2K 0
0 1 K 0 0 -I 0 0 0 IJK -1 0 0 K
1 1 2] 0 0 0 31 0 31 1T Igno o -2 -J
3 1 0 I 0 0 0 0 IJ 0 0 Iy -1 -1
2 1 3K 0 31 0 0 0 2IK 0 —2I -1 IK K
3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 JK —-J -J K JK
-1 0| -IJK 0 —31J -IJ —2IK 0 0 DK 2IJ 0 3IK O
0 -1 0 -IJK 1J 0 0 —-JK -IJK 0 0 1J 0 O
—1 1 —3 1 -IJ 0 21 J  —21J 0 0 0 =3I 0O
-3 -1 —J 0 0 -IJ 1 J 0 —1IJ 0 0 0 0
-2 —-1| —2K 0 2 I -IK -K -3IK 0 3I O 0 O
-3 -2 0 -K J 1 -K —-JK 0 0 0 0 0 O

5. DISCUSSION AND FURTHER RESEARCH DIRECTIONS

In hyperbolic geometry we found an intertwiner analogous to ([7) (cf. equation

(23) in [26]). This suggests a duality between 2=, —dzg%gfp
Ea(r)

hand, and 7, 27i—45— and dr? on the other, respectively. Here 7 is an element
of the upper half complex plane and F5 the Eisenstein series. This duality is
mysterious to the author, but also fascinating due to the tremendous importance
of F5 in the theory of modular forms.

The literature on automorphic Lie algebras has shown that many of these alge-
bras can be described by symmetric 2-cocycles on a root system with two distinct
values. The current paper adds infinitely more such examples. This makes the
space Z2 (®,{0,1}) of such cocycles an interesting subject of study, were we can
answer classification and integration questions, investigate the associated graphs,
Lie algebra structures and representations.

Currently, we still lack the ability to prove that two automorphic Lie algebras
are not isomorphic over C, unless they have nonisomorphic base Lie algebras
or distinct abelianisations (cf. Corollary3.6]), and this prevents us to achieve a

and % on the one



TABLE 5. Structure constants for an automorphic Lie algebra of type Fj
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— AN AN

=

J UK IJK

IK I

IK IK JK I 1J 1IJ IJK JK

JK
JK

1J I 1J

IK

DK IJK IJK DK 1IJ

0

1000

31



TABLE 6. Structure constants for an automorphic Lie algebra of type Fjg
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NN DN O (=] (=] (=] (=1 (=1 = = = (=] =1 =1 =3 (=]
—Nm N (= = = o =} o o o o (=] (=] (=] o =}
Il B B Rl V7 (S = = o o o o o o (=] (=] (=] o =}
=
o = = .ﬂ o o o o 4. (=] (=] (=] o =}
| | H,.
Il I oSy P (S o o o o .ﬂ o o o (=] (=] o o =}
— = AN [ (=] — — =} (=1 = = = =] =1 =1 (=1 (=]

1
1
1
1
1
ji
0
0
0
0
1
0
0
1
0
0
0
0
0
0

1
1
2
1
0
1
0
-1
0
0
0
-1
0
0
0
0
I
0
1
0

1 1

1 1
2 1
1 1
0 1
JK JK
JK JK
0 0
0 0
J 0
0 0
—J 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
—JK 0
0 0
1 0

0
1
1
1
1
JK
0
0
0
0
0
0
K
0
0
J
0
0
0
0

1
1
1
1
0
IK 1K IJ IJ IJ IJ 1IJ JK
ji
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
J
0
0

i % cM—e-ocoMocopocooo N % oo
cmmoolMeoMe % coce=mooMoooRrRooo % o
|
co--olpgommooclmBlococomcoco oo oo oo O
| [ |
SAala =iy H N 8 8 H B
“—o—~ocoKgoeReReRocOREoOROOKROoOREe RO o0 O
e [ il
oc~ocoolglceoholPomonoooRHOoHocD oo ocRkoD O
= |
coorolMlcooMoNMoR RO oMK ol =Bloco ol ol oo
OOlOOWO % S o H SR
OlOOOMK oMo ohoBsocooMoMopPoHC o oHO
|
= =
COCCOMOOKOOPoSPOOOMONMO oS 1O TOOMM SO
= | | =
|

100000
001000
0000T1O0
101000
001100
0000T1T1
011100
001110
111100
011110
001111
101111
011111
111111

ALGEBRAS

0
0
—1J

0
—-K
0

112210
011221
111221

0

112321

32



TABLE 7. Structure constants for an automorphic Lie algebra of type FE~
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TABLE 8. Structure constants for an automorphic Lie algebra of type Fjg
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complete classification of isomorphism classes. To the best of our knowledge,
this is still an open problem for twisted current algebras g[t]cn. One approach
advised by Erhard Neher is to consider the centroids of the Lie algebras [1] and
split the isomorphism group into Lie algebra automorphisms over the centroid,
and the automorphisms of the centroid over C. On can prove that the centroid
of an automorphic Lie algebra is the ring of automorphic functions, which makes
it plausible that this challenging question can be solved.

Theorem provides the structure constants for automorphic Lie algebras of
arbitrary simple Lie type. We would like to present this structure in different
ways to gain further understanding. Omne way is through the graphs on root
systems depicting the 2-cocycles as was done in Section 1], but beyond rank 2
this becomes too complicated to be practical (the PhD thesis [20] of the author
contains some such graphs for Az, which are arguable already too complicated to
be usable). In [25] a model in one matrix was introduced to tackle exactly this
problem (see also Section 1.2.2]). However, this model only works for Lie type
Apn and we do not see a useful generalisation to the other Lie types. What we
would really like is a method to encode the Lie structure of Theorem in a
Dynkin diagram with a small amount of additional data, but the Lie structure
has resisted any attempt to do this so far.

In [21] we show that any hereditary automorphic Lie algebra has reduction
group consisting of inner automorphisms. Now we have Theorem to see that
any automorphic Lie algebra with factorisable action is hereditary. The notions of
inner and factorisable actions are much easier to work with than that of hereditary
automorphic Lie algebras. How the latter sit in between these two classes is not
yet clear, but it would be interesting to know. There exist inner polyhedral group
actions on simple Lie algebras which do not factor through SL(2,C) (an example
is given in Proposition .2]) but it is not clear how common this is.

APPENDIX A. CASE BY CASE ANALYSIS

This section provides lists that allow us to construct automorphic Lie alge-
bras of our choice, and also to check Lemma See the lecture notes [12] by
Dolgachev, and the work of Lombardo and Sanders [32] for similar lists.

The results in this paper are independent of basis choices. In this section we
pick bases in order to provide matrices, but these bases do not have any particular
significance.

We provide generators for the groups BT in SU(2). We study its action on
the Riemann sphere C = C U {oo} by Moebius transformations, rather than the
equivalent action on the sphere in R3, or the projective line, to keep the text
short. This action is given by

a b )\_a)\—i—b
c d e+ d

The map C?\ {(0,0)} — C defined by

X/Y Y #0

“JUHA:{m ifY =0

commutes with the group actions.
Recall that S; is an orbit of I' with nontrivial stabiliser (in this section the orbit
is in the Riemann sphere), P; is a homogeneous polynomial of X and Y which
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vanishes precisely at the lines corresponding to the elements of .S;, and x; is the
character of BI' describing the action of BI' on P;.
We provide generators a and b of the noncyclic binary polyhedral groups fitting
in the uniform description
BT = {(a,b,c|a” =b"? =" = abc).

The roots of unity will be denoted

27

Gh=en.

The character x; and other elements of Hom(BT',C*) will be given by their
value(s) on the generator(s) a (and b respectively).

_ (G O
a_<% <_2n>

TABLE 9. Ground forms of cyclic groups

A.1. The cyclic groups C,.

Si B xi

{0}y X (o

{oo} Y Con
-1

ch : (Z/nZ)* — Hom(Can, C)/(x), (i.7) = {a = 57 am —C57}
A.2. The dihedral groups D,.

_ C2n 0 _ 0 Zan
“= (0 62n>7 b= <Z<2n 0 )

TABLE 10. Ground forms of the dihedral groups
S; P; Xi

{0, 00} XY (1,-1)
{Cons G G0 G XY™ (=1, =)
(LG G a7 X =Y (214

To write down the map
ch:Z/nZ x 7.)27 x 7./27Z — Hom(Dic,, C*)/{x)
we split into two cases. If n = 2m — 1 we have xy = (1,—1) and
(i, ) = {175,670, (17, =) )
If on the other hand n = 2m we find x = (1,1) and
(i, k) = (1), (= 1) lmtiiemk),
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A.3. The tetrahedral group T.

(B S =18 90D
2

3G =3 —3Ch +3 3G+ —3Ch+

TABLE 11. Ground forms of the tetrahedral group
S, P, Xi
VI - VB 2V X Y (6
{FF -V, A+ VI —2VEXY XY (.G
{0, 00, £1, i} (X =YXy (

1t
2

1t
2

ch:Z/37 x 7.)3Z x 7./27 — Hom(BT,C*), (i,7,k) — ( ;’ g, 5—2)
A.4. The octahedral group O.

(¢ ), o= (381 H9 )

TABLE 12. Ground forms of the octahedral group

Si Pz Xi
{0,00,£1, +i} (X' -Y1)XY (—1,1)
(£ (1 £V3)} X8+ 14Xyt +Y8 (1,1)
{Csr-- ) —(36xYt - (X YY) (X4 YY) (11

ch : ZJAZ x 7./37 x 7./27. — Hom(BO,C*), (i,7,k) — ((=1)"% 1)
A.5. The icosahedral group Y.
a= < C220 6 4 2 / )
0 —C+Co—Cp+1 )’
= (1571 I ia )
5620 — 5C20 T 560 — 5 —5C0 560 ~ 50 + 5

The group Hom(BY, C*) only contains the trivial map « + 1, hence the char-
acters x;, x and ch are all trivial.
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TABLE 13. Ground forms of the icosahedral group
Si
{0,...}

{(5\/3\/38\/5+85+25\/5+57>%,...}

{CQOa .. }
P
X1y —11 x6y6 — xyll

— X204 298 X15y5 _ 494 X10y10 _ 998 x5y 15 _ y20
X304 522 X255 — 10005 X20Y10 — 10005 X0y 20 — 522 X5y 25 4 y30

APPENDIX B. KOSTANT

Kostant expresses the generating functions of isotypical components in C[X, Y]
in terms of Lie algebras associated to the binary polyhedral groups through the
McKay correspondence [27].

In particular, the generating function of the algebra of invariants is expressed in
terms of the Coxeter number h and the coefficient d in the highest root corre-
sponding to the middle root in the Dynkin diagram of As,_1 or the branch point
of the Dynkin diagram of type D or E.

1+th
)= —
Q1) (1 —ta)(1 —tb)
b
a=2d, b=h+2—a, |1“|:aZ

The groups with Schur multiplier of order 2 are precisely the groups where P, is
invariant (cf. Lemma [2.2]). For these groups, the generating function Q.(¢) can
be rewritten with denominator (1 — ¢')? and numerator

b/2—1 g a/2—1 ,;
(L) (S5 o) (Sl o)
(14 ¢I1)2
in terms of the parameters of the Lie algebra (cf. Table [I6]).

We compare this with Section Recall that we were forced to specify to the
groups which satisfy any of the equivalent facts

d=2, x=1, x/"=1, Hom(BI',C")= Hom(T,C").

Ne(t) =

The set E of exponents of N(t) mapped canonically to E C Z/|T'|Z is contained
in the image of

deg
Nch/(Ndeg N Nch) — dZ/|F|Z.
Indeed, E is contained in deg(Ng,) since we only consider the generating function
for the trivial character (invariants). We can divide out Ngeg N Ny since we
consider the numerator relative to denominator (1 _t\F\)Z_ For our specific groups
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TABLE 14. Values n(k) of the periodic map n : 2Z — [[{0, ..

1} defined in Section 2.2

~~ [~ |~ =~ | |~ |~
N [TV O 1O " OO OO O — OO —|0 OO |0 — O
NN AN Al AN AN~ -3 |ld—olN SN~
6 S AN A S F AN A ST AN A STFANASAHF RN ~|S 3
SN— i B B g I B i P
— NN AN AN TN TN TN TN TN N TN TN T
™ o olmo o —=o -lo—=0o
o3 SN a3~ SN~ S
<t =l e R e T =
N~— N’ N | N N e e e e N S
—~ NN N N N N
™ N oo oo
o SN 3N~ S
oe) =N =N =)
SN— S N N e N N N
—~
— O
-~ AN AN e -~
™ oHo S
al S 4
£ SES T
S <
S—
N
— ™
. [
—~
3 N N=SS EE
s & N~ A&
EE
—~
— ™
m N N—o g &
T~ N~ A
N — ~— — —
@) [
S <
S—
O N|H O VO N FH|[O 0O
O W OF N O TN
AFNQRANNQ[E = = 0jotamo QT PR 77 aq e qr e

2n 2n

2n 2n+2
12

12 18

8
12 20 30

2
4
6
8

Dn+2

XN
Agp—1

TABLE 15. Kostant’s table
Cn

Dy,

T FEg

O E;

Y Exg

Ngeg N Nep is trivial, the above map is an isomorphism and deg(Ne,) is contained



REFERENCES 40

TABLE 16. Numerators of generating functions

r N.(t)
Dpeom (L+#2F2) (142 + 8 + ... +¢2071)

T t22—{—t16—|—7f14—{—t8—|—t6—|—1

0 140 438 4 ¢34 4 ¢30 428 4 g20 420 4418 16 312 4 g8
Y $118 + $106 + +98 + $94 + 188 + 36 + 32 + +78 + t76 + t74

170 4 ¢08 4 400 4 464 4 462 4 456 4 g5 4 452 4 450 4 448
—|—t44 + t42 + t40 + t36 + t32 + t30 + t24 + t20 + t12 +1

in E since y = 1. We get a commutative diagram of bijections

=

Now —=> 22/|T|Z

where deg(n;) = > d;res (n;). Lemma IQI{I states that the group Ng, is generated
by (1,1,1). This gives a construction of F = deg(Ng,) using only the group
parameters v;.

Example B.1 (Tetrahedral group). If we take group parameters (vy,va,v3) =
(3,3,2) we obtain |T'| =12 and (dy,da,ds) = (4,4,6). The kernel N, is

Na = ((1,1,1)) = {(0,0,0),(1,1,1),(2,2,0),(0,0,1),(1,1,0),(2,2,1)}.
The degree map sends this to {0,14,16,6,8,22}. We recognise the exponents of

the numerator Ne(t) = t22 + 16 4 1% + 8 446 4 1 which was obtained from the
Lie algebra parameters (d,h) = (3,12).
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