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Abstract. Let g be a finite dimensional Lie algebra over an algebraically closed
field k of characteristic zero. We collect some general results on the Poisson center
of S(g), including some simple criteria regarding its polynomiality, and also on cer-
tain Poisson commutative subalgebras of S(g). These facts are then used to finish
the study of [05,5], i.e. to give an explicit description for the Poisson center of all
indecomposable, nilpotent Lie algebras of dimension at most seven. Among other
things, we also provide a polynomial, maximal Poisson commutative subalgebra of
S(g), enjoying additional properties. As a by-product we show that a conjecture by
Milovanov is valid in this situation. These results easily carry over to the enveloping
algebra U(g).

1. Introduction
1.1 Let k£ be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero and let g be a Lie

algebra over k with basis x1,...,x,. For each £ € g* we consider its stabilizer

9(¢) ={z e g | &([x,y]) = 0 for all y € g}

The minimal value of dim g(¢) is called the index of g and is denoted by i(g) [D5,
1.11.6; TY, 19.7.3]. Put ¢(g) = (dim g+i(g))/2. This integer will play an important
role throughout this paper. An element £ € g* is called regular if dim g(§) = i(g).
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The set g, of all regular elements of g* is an open dense subset of g*.
We put g%, = 0"\ @req- Clearly, codim g, > 1. Following [JS] we call g singular if
equality holds and nonsingular otherwise. For instance, any semi-simple Lie algebra

g is nonsingular since codim g%, = 3.

1.2.  We equip the symmetric algebra S(g) with its natural structure of Pois-
son algebra. Its center is Y(g) = S(g)?, the subalgebra of the invariant polynomials
of S(g). For brevity we call g coregular if Y'(g) is a polynomial algebra. In recent
years considerable attention has been devoted to when this occurs and also to the
existence of certain Poisson commutative subalgebras of S(g) [Bo2, FJ1, FJ2, J3,
J4, J5, J6, JL, JS, PY, Sa, T, Y]. In this paper we will give a few simple criteria
for coregularity (Theorems 13 and 26, Examples 27 and 28). These will be applied
frequently in section 3. Of the same nature, but more profound, is the sum rule
(Theorem 9 and Remark 10), a formula involving the sum of the degrees of the ho-
mogeneous generators of Y (g). Joseph and Shafrir obtained in [JS, 5.7] the following
converse, which is the key ingredient used in part I of section 3. It extends a result of
Panyushev, Premet and Yakimova [PPY, Theorem 1.2] (see also [P, Theorem 1.2])

who treated the nonsingular, algebraic case.

Theorem 14. Assume trdeg,Y (g) = i(g). Let fi,...,f. € Y(g), r = i(g), be

homogeneous, algebraically independent polynomials such that
> deg fi < c(g) — degpg
i=1

where p, is the fundamental semi-invariant of g (see definition 4). Then Y'(g) is

freely generated by fi,..., f,.

Next, Y(g) C S(F(g)) (Remark 8), where F((g) = > ¢(&) is the Frobenius semi-
§€GTeg
radical of g (2.5), which also plays a useful role in this paper.

1.3 Let A be a Poisson commutative subalgebra of S(g). Then it is well-known
that trdeg,(A) < ¢(g). A is called complete if equality holds and strongly complete
if it is also a maximal Poisson commutative subalgebra. According to Sadetov there
always exists a complete Poisson commutative subalgebra of S(g) [Sa]. For example,
suppose g admits a commutative Lie subalgebra b of g with dim b = ¢(g), i.e. his a

commutative polarization (CP) of g. Then S(h) is a polynomial, strongly complete



subalgebra of S(g) and its quotient field R(h) is a maximal Poisson commutative
subfield of R(g). If in addition b is also an ideal of g then {g,S(h)} C S(h) (1 of
Examples 19).

In the nilpotent case we follow an approach by Michele Vergne [V], namely we
consider an increasing sequence of ideals g; of g, such that dimg; =4, 47 :0,...,n
and we let V(g) be the subalgebra of S(g) generated by the union of all Y (g;).

!/

Then V(g) is complete and its Poisson commutant M = V(g)’ is a strongly com-
plete Poisson commutative subalgebra of S(g). Also, its quotient field Q(M) is a

maximal Poisson commutative subfield of R(g) and {g, M} C M (2 of Examples 19).

A general criterion by Bolsinov asserts that for any g and ¢ € g;,, the Mishchenko-
Fomenko subalgebra Ye(g) (see 2.8 for its definition) is complete if and only if g is
nonsingular [Bol, Bo2]. In 2.8 we give a counterexample to this and also state the

improved version (Theorem 21) by Joseph and Shafrir [JS, 7.2].

1.4. If g admits a CP h then F(g) is commutative (since F'(g) C b [03, p.710]).
We will examine under which circumstances the converse holds. Assume that
trdeg,Y (g) = i(g) and that g is nonsingular. Then ¢(F(g)) = c(g). In particu-
lar, any complete Poisson commutative subalgebra of S(F(g)) is then also complete
in S(g). Moreover, if F'(g) is commutative, then it is the only CP of g (2 of Theorem
22).

See also Remark 23 and 3.4.4.

1.5. In section 3 we will finish the study of [05,5] (kK = @). Namely, it remains
to give the explicit description of the Poisson center Y (g) for each of the 77 7-
dimensional indecomposable nilpotent Lie algebras g for which i(g) > rank g (the
latter being the dimension of a maximal torus inside Der g). However, we will not
list the 23 minimal generators of Y (g), where g is the 7-dimensional standard filiform
Lie algebra, because of the enormous size of most of these generators. They can be
found in the unpublished manuscript by André Cerezo [Ced], where their description
takes about 20 pages (see Example 27). For each Lie algebra of the list we will also
exhibit a polynomial, strongly complete Poisson commutative subalgebra M of S(g)
such that {g, M} C M and such that Q(M) is a maximal Poisson commutative
subfield of R(g), by using the methods of Examples 19. Moreover, the generators of
M have degrees at most 2. This implies that a conjecture by Milovanov (2.9) holds



for all nilpotent Lie algebras of dimension at most 7. Finally, we will explain why
these results can be interpreted directly as results for the enveloping algebra U(g),

by using Proposition 18 and Examples 19.

2. Preliminaries and general results
Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero and let g be a Lie algebra

over k with basis z1,...,z,.

2.1 The Poisson algebra S(g) and its center
The symmetric algebra S(g), which we identify with k[zq,...,z,], has a natural
Poisson algebra structure, the Poisson bracket of f,g € S(g) given by:

NN 2 08
{f7g} - ;;[xmxj]axz axj

In particular, S(g),{, } is a Lie algebra for which g is a Lie subalgebra since for any

two elements z,y € g we have that {x,y} = [z,y]. Also, for all f, g, h € S(g):

{f,gh} ={f,gth+g{f h} (*)

It now easily follows that the center of S(g), {, } is equal to

{feS@@) | {zx, f} =0 Vo eg}

and since {x, f} = ad x(f) this clearly coincides with Y'(g) = S(g)?, the subalgebra
of invariant polynomials of S(g). Furthermore, a subalgebra A of S(g) is said to be
Poisson commutative if {f, g} = 0 for all f, g € A.

Finally, the Poisson bracket has a unique extension to the quotient field R(g) of S(g)
such that () holds in R(g). It follows that R(g),{,} is a Lie algebra with center
R(g)?, the subfield of rational invariants of R(g). R(g) is called the rational Poisson
algebra [V, p. 311].

2.2 Two formulas involving the index of g
First, we recall from [D5, 1.14.13] that

i(g) = dim g — rankp(g) ([@;, 2;5])

Next, denote by Z(D(g)) the center of the quotient division ring D(g) of the en-
veloping algebra U(g) of g.



Theorem 1
trdeg, (R(g)?) = trdeg,(Z(D(g))) < i(g)

Moreover, equality occurs if one of the following conditions is satisfied:
(1) g is algebraic [RV,01].

(2) g has no proper semi-invariants (in S(g) or equivalently in U(g)) [OV, Propo-
sition 4.1].

2.3 The fundamental semi-invariant p,

Let A € g*. We denote by S(g), the set of all f € S(g) such that ad z(f) = A(z)f
for all x € g. Any element f € S(g), is said to be a semi-invariant w.r.t. the weight
A. We call f a proper semi-invariant if A # 0. Clearly, S(g)AS(g),, C S(g)a+, for all
A\ € g Let f,g € S(g). If fg is a nonzero semi-invariant of S(g), then so are f
and g.

A useful link with U(g) is the symmetrization map, i.e. the canonical linear iso-
morphism s of S(g) onto U(g), which maps each product y;...¥ym, ¥; € g, into

(1/m!1) >, Yp(1) - - - Yp(m), Where p ranges over all permutations of {1,...,m}.

Remark 2. Suppose vy, ...,y € g commute with each other. Then clearly,
S(WL- Ym) = Y1 Ym-

s is known to commute with derivations of g and hence maps S(g), onto U(g)a.

Taking A = 0, the restriction
s:Y(g) = Z(U(g))

is an algebra isomorphism if g is nilpotent [D5, 4.8.12].

Next, take h € R(g). Then, h € R(g)? if and only if h can be written as a quotient
of two semi-invariants of S(g) with the same weight. Similar properties hold in U(g)
and D(g) [RV, p. 401; DNO, p. 329].

Remark 3. Assume that g has no proper semi-invariants (as it is if the radical
of g is nilpotent). Then R(g)? is the quotient field of S(g)® = Y'(g). In particular,

trdeg,Y (g) = trdeg, R(g)? = i(g)

by Theorem 1. Also, g is unimodular (i.e. tr(ad x) = 0 for all z € g) by [DDV,
Thm. 1.11] and its proof.



Definition 4. Put t = dimg — i(g), which is the rank of the structure matrix
B = ([zi, z;]) € M,,(R(g)), where z1,...,x, is an arbitrary basis of g. Assume first
that g is nonabelian. Then the greatest common divisor g, of the ¢ X ¢t minors in
B is a nonzero semi-invariant of S(g) [DNO, pp. 336-337]. If g is abelian we put
¢y = 1. Next, let py be the greatest common divisor of the Pfaffians of the principal
t x t minors in B. In particular, degp, < (dimg —i(g))/2. By [OV, Lemma 2.1]
pg = ¢y up to a nonzero scalar multiplier. We call p,; the fundamental semi-invariant
of S(g) (instead of ¢4 as we did in [OV, p. 309]). This corresponds with Dixmier’s
notion of fundamental semi-invariant of U(g) where g = af(n,d) [D4; DNO, p. 345].

Remark 5. [OV, p. 307]
g is singular if and only if p, ¢ k

Example 6. Let g be a nonabelian Lie algebra with center Z(g). g is called square
integrable (SQ.I.) if i(g) = dim Z(g). (In the nilpotent case such Lie algebras are
precisely the Lie algebras of simply connected nilpotent Lie groups having square
integrable representations [MW, Theorem 3]). For instance any Heisenberg Lie al-
gebra is square integrable.

Choose a basis x1, ..., 2y, 441, ..., T, such that x,4q,...,z, is a basis of Z(g).
Then, t = dimg — dim Z(g) = dimg — i(g), which is the rank of the matrix
([zi, zj])1<ij<t- By the above, its Pfaffian coincides with p, (up to a nonzero scalar).
Hence, degpy = (dimg —i(g))/2 > 1 and so g is singular. In particular, any Frobe-
nius Lie algebra g (i.e. i(g) = 0 [02, EJ) is singular.

2.4 Commutative polarizations of g

Put ¢(g) = (dim g + i(g))/2. Now, suppose g admits a commutative Lie subalgebra
h such that dimb = ¢(g), i.e. b is a commutative polarization (notation: CP) with
respect to any £ € gy, [D5, 1.12].

These CP’s occur frequently in the nilpotent case. If in addition b is an ideal of g
then we call h a CP-ideal (notation: CPI). If a solvable Lie algebra g admits a CP
then it also admits a CPI [EO, Theorem 4.1].

CP’s play a special role in the construction of irreducible representations of Ul(g)
and their kernels, the primitive ideals [EO, pp. 140-141]. However, for our purposes

the following is more useful.



Theorem 7. [O3, Theorems 7,14; Corollary 16]

Let h be a commutative Lie subalgebra of g. Then,

(i) dimb < c(g)

(ii) If his a CP of g then R(h) is a maximal Poisson commutative subfield of R(g)
(equivalently: D(bh) is a maximal subfield of D(g)).

The converse holds if g is algebraic.

2.5 The Frobenius semi-radical F(g)
Put F(g) = > ¢(£). This is a characteristic ideal of g containing Z(g) and for

£€07eg

which F(F(g)) = F(g). It can also be characterized as follows: R(g)? C R(F(g))
and if g is algebraic then F(g) is the smallest Lie subalgebra of g with this property.
Similar results hold in D(g) [O4, Proposition 2.4, Theorem 2.5] (see also [Ce2]).

As a special case we have the following:

Remark 8. Y(g) C S(F(g)) (respectively Z(U(g)) € U(F(g))) and F(g) is the
smallest Lie subalgebra of g with this property in case g is an algebraic Lie algebra

without proper semi-invariants.

In case g is square integrable we notice that F(g) = Z(g) (since g(&§) = Z(g) for all
regular £ € g*) which forces R(g)? = R(Z(g)). See also [O4, p. 283; DNOW, p.
323]. In particular, Y(g) = S(Z(g)), which is a polynomial algebra.

If g admits a CP b then F(g) is commutative (since F(g) C h). We will exam-
ine in Theorem 22 and Remark 23 when the converse holds. Clearly,

F(g) = 0 if and only if g is Frobenius

For this reason F'(g) is called the Frobenius semi-radical of g. At the other end of the
spectrum we have the Lie algebras for which F(g) = g, which we call quasi-quadratic.
These are unimodular and they do not possess any proper semi-invariants. They
form a large class, which include all quadratic Lie algebras (and hence all abelian

and semi-simple Lie algebras) [O4].

2.6 The sum rule and its converse



Theorem 9. [OV, Proposition 1.4]
Assume that Y(g) is freely generated by homogeneous elements fi, ..., f..

If g has no proper semi-invariants (e) then:

> deg fi = c(g) — deg p,
i=1
where py is the fundamental semi-invariant of g.

Remark 10. Recently Joseph and Shafrir [JS] were able to extend this sum rule
by replacing condition (e) by: trdeg, Y(g) = i(g), g is unimodular and p, is an

invariant.

Proposition 11. Let B be the Borel subalgebra of a simple Lie algebra g of
type A,,n > 2, and let N be its nilradical. Then,

(i) There are homogeneous, algebraically independent generators fi,..., f, of
Y(N) with deg f; =i for all i : 1,...,m and i(N) = m = [1(n+1)].
(i) degpy = $t(t + 1) where ¢ = [n]. In particular N is singular.

(iii) If n is odd then F(N) is a CP of N. If n is even then F'(N) is the intersection
of two CP’s of N.

(iv) Suppose n > 2. Then ¢(N) — ¢(F(N)) < degpn.

Proof. (i) This is due to Dixmier [D3] since N can be identified with the Lie algebra
1
of strictly lower triangular (n + 1) x (n 4 1) matrices. Clearly, dim N = in(n +1)

m m 1
and Y deg fi= > i= §m(m+1)
i=1 i=1

(ii) There are two cases to distinguish:

1) n=2t. Theni(N)=m =1t and

(V) = %(dim]\f FA(N) = S (42t 1)+ 1) =t + 1)

N | —

i 1 1
degpy = ¢(N) = > deg f; =t(t+1) — S+ 1) = St(t+1)
=1



2)n=2t+1. Then i(N)=m=1t+1.

+

c(N) = %(dim N+i(N)=-(t+1D2t+1)+t+1)=(t+1)°

N | —

degpy = c(N) = Y deg fi = (t+ 1) %(H 1)(t+2) = %t(t +1)

Consequently, N is singular by Remark 5.
(iii) See [O4, Theorem 4.1].

(iv) This is obvious if n is odd since then ¢(N) = ¢(F(N)). If n is even, say n = 2t,
then F(N) is commutative by (iii). Hence, ¢(F(N)) = dim F(N) = t* by [O4,
Theorem 4.1]. It follows that:

o(N) = e(F(N)) = t(t+1) =2 =t < %t(t +1) = deg py-

Remark 12. In case g is simple of type C,, then N is coregular [J2] and nonsingu-
lar since codim NZ , = 2 [J6, Lemma 2.6.17]. Furthermore, N admits a CP [EO,

sing

Theorem 6.1] which is unique since it coincides with F/(N).

Each of the following provides a test for coregularity. The first two can be found in
[OV, Corollary 1.2]. We add a minor extension to the first, while the third one will

be shown in the more general setting of Theorem 26.

Theorem 13. Let g be a nonabelian, coregular Lie algebra without proper semi-
invariants. Let fi,..., f, be homogeneous, algebraically independent generators of
Y (g). Then,

(1) 3i(g) + 2degp, < dimg+ 2dim Z(g)
Moreover, equality occurs if and only if deg f; <2,7:1,...,r.

(2) codim g%, <3
(3) Suppose in addition that g is algebraic. If g admits a CP then codim g, < 2.

Corollary. Let g be a simple Lie algebra and let W be an irreducible g-module. If
the algebra S(W)? of invariants is a polynomial algebra then dim W < 2dim g. The

converse 1s not true.



For the list of all irreducible coregular representations of the connected simple com-
plex algebraic groups we refer to [KPV]. See also [Sc|.

Proof. Consider the semi-direct product L = g+ W in which W is an abelian
ideal. Then Z(L) = 0 and L has no proper semi-invariants since [L, L] = L. Now,
suppose that dim W > 2dim g. In particular dim W > dim g. Therefore the stabi-
lizer g(f) = 0 for some f € W* by [AVE], where

g(f)={zreg| f(zw) =0 for all w € W}

By [03, Proposition 17] this implies that i(L) = dimW — dimg and also that
Y (L) = S(W)?, which is polynomial by assumption. Next, we consider

3i(L) + 2degpr, > 3i(L) = 3(dim W — dim g)

=dimW +2dim W — 3dimg

>dimW +4dimg — 3dimg = dim W + dim g

=dimL =dim L + 2dim Z(L)

This contradicts (1) of the previous theorem.

In order to show that the converse does not hold, it suffices to put g = sl(2) and
W = Wi, the 6-dimensional irreducible si(2)-module. Note that dim W = 2dim g.
On the other hand, L = g+ W is not coregular by (2) of the previous theorem since
codimL,, = 4 and so S(W)® =Y (L) is not polynomial.

The following is a converse of the sum rule. It extends [PPY, Theorem 1.2], [P,
Theorem 1.2], where the nonsingular algebraic case was treated. It provides a pow-
erful tool for proving the polynomiality of Y (g).

Theorem 14. [JS, 5.7]
Assume trdeg, Y (g) = i(g). Let fi,....f. € Y(g), r = i(g), be homogeneous,
algebraically independent polynomials such that

> " deg f; < c(g) — degp,
i=1
Then Y (g) is freely generated by fi,..., f;.
2.7 Maximal Poisson commutative subalgebras of S(g)

Let A be a Poisson commutative subalgebra of S(g). Then it is well-known that

trdeg, (A) < c¢(g). A is called complete if equality holds and strongly complete if it

10



is also a maximal Poisson commutative subalgebra. Denote by Q(A) its quotient

field and by A’ its Poisson commutant in S(g).

Proposition 15. Let g be algebraic and let A be a complete, Poisson commu-
tative subalgebra of S(g). Then,

(i) [JS, 7.1] A" is Poisson commutative and strongly complete.

(ii) [PY, 2.1] A is strongly complete if and only if A is algebraically closed in S(g)
(i.e. if f € S(g) is algebraic over A then f € A).

The following provides a useful criterion in order to verify the condition of (ii). It
is the characteristic zero version by Panyushev, Premet and Yakimova [PPY, The-
orem 1.1], [P, Theorem 1.5] of a result by Skryabin [Sk, Theorem 5.4] in positive

characteristic.

Theorem 16. Let A be a subalgebra of S(g) generated by homogeneous elements
fi,-.., fr € A. Consider the Jacobian locus:

J(fi,-.., fr)={&€g" | defr,. .., def, are lincarly dependent}

If codim J(f1,..., f-) > 2in g*, then A is algebraically closed in S(g).

Remark 17. Let M be a maximal Poisson commutative subalgebra of S(g). Then,

(i) Suppose f, g are nonzero elements of S(g). If fg and g belong to M, then so
does f.

(ii) M is not necessarily complete and (M) is not necessarily a maximal Poisson
commutative subfield of R(g).

Proof. (i) Clearly Q(M) N S(g) is a Poisson commutative subalgebra of S(g) con-
taining M and therefore coincides with M. Hence f = (fg)g~' € Q(M)NS(g) = M.
(ii) Consider the 3-dimensional, algebraic Lie algebra g with basis z,y, z, with
nonzero brackets [z,y] = y and [z,z] = 2. Clearly, i(g) = 1, and ¢(g) = 2. One
casily verifies that M = k[z] is a maximal Poisson commutative subalgebra of S(g).
However, it is not complete as trdeg, M =1 < 2 = ¢(g). Also, Q(M) = k(x) is not a
maximal Poisson commutative subfield of R(g) since it does not contain y/z which

Poisson commutes with z.

11



Proposition 18. Let A be a subalgebra of S(g) such that Q(A) is a maximal
Poisson commutative subfield of R(g). Then,

(i) A" = Q(A) N S(g), which is a maximal Poisson commutative subalgebra of
S(g) and Q(A) = Q(A’). Similar results hold in U(g).

(ii) If {g, A} C A then {g, A’} C A"

(iii) Suppose B is a commutative subalgebra of U(g) such that the symmetrization

s : A — B is an associative algebra isomorphism, then the same is true of
s:A.NS(g) — B.NU(g)

for any nonzero ¢ € AN Z(g), where A, (resp. B.) is the localization of A
(resp. B) at c.

(iv) Suppose that A is a graded subalgebra of S(g) and that Q(A)NS(g) = A.NS(g)
for a suitable c € AN Z(g). Then Q(B)NU(g) = B.NU(g).

Proof.

(i) Put M = Q(A) N S(g). Clearly M C A’ since M Poisson commutes with
A. On the other hand, take x € A, ie. {x, A} = 0, which implies that
{z,Q(A)} = 0. By the maximality of Q(A) we obtain that x € Q(A)NS(g) =
M. Consequently, M = A’. Next, we have to show that M’ = M. Indeed,
M C M’ by the Poisson commutativity of M, while A C M implies that
M c A" = M. Finally, Q(A) = Q(A’) follows easily from the fact that
ACA CQ(A).

(ii) This is straightforward and well-known.

(iii) This can be easily deduced from the fact that s(cx) = cs(x) for all x € A and
nonzero ¢ € AN Z(g).

(iv) Let (U,)4>0 be the natural increasing filtration of U(g). The associated graded
algebra gr(U(g)) can be identified with S(g).

The elements u € U,\U,—; are said to be of degree ¢ and [u] = u mod U,_; is
called the leading term of u. Obviously, B. N U(g) C Q(B) N U(g). Next, we
take a nonzero w € Q(B) N U(g). By induction on n = deg w we show that
w € B.NU(g). Since B = s(A) we can find z,y € A such that w = s(z)s(y)~".

12



Let v =2+ ...+ 29, 2, #0, and y = y, + ... + v0, Y4 # 0, be the decomposition
of x and y into homogeneous components, which belong to A by assumption. In
particular, [s(z)] =z, € A and [s(y)] =y, € A. Now we observe that

rp = [s(2)] = [ws(y)] = [wlls(y)] = [wly,
Hence, [w] = z,y," € Q(A) N S(g) = A. N S(g) and so
s([w]) € B.NU(g) € Q(B) NU(g).
Clearly, w — s([w]) € Q(B) N U(g) and its degree is strictly less than n. By the
induction hypothesis, w — s([w]) € B. N U(g). Finally, w = (w — s([w])) + s([w]) €
B. N Ulg).

Examples 19.

(1) Suppose g admits a CP h C g. Then S(h) is a polynomial, strongly complete
subalgebra of S(g) (Indeed, by Theorem 7 R(h) is a maximal Poisson commu-
tative subfield of R(g), S(h) = R(h) N S(g) and trdeg, S(h) = dimbh = ¢(g)).
If h is a CPI of g then {g,S(h)} C S(h). Similar results hold for U(bh).

(2) Let g be an n-dimensional, nilpotent Lie algebra. Choose an increasing se-
quence of ideals g; of g such that dimg; =4, 7 : 0,...,n. Following Michele
Vergne [V] we let A (respectively B) be the subalgebra of S(g) (resp. U(g))
generated by the union of Y(g;) (resp. Z(U(g;))). Then {g, A} C A, [g, B] C
B and the symmetrization s : A — B is an associative algebra isomorphism.
The quotient field Q(A) (resp. Q(B)) is a maximal subfield of the Poisson
field R(g) (resp. of D(g)), which is a purely transcendental extension of k of
degree c(g). Since g is nilpotent U(g) satisfies the Gelfand-Kirillov conjecture
[GK]. In [V] the analogue of this is shown for the Poisson algebra S(g). By
Proposition 18, M = Q(A)N S(g) = A’ is strongly complete, {g, M} C M and
similarly N = Q(B) NU(g) is a maximal commutative subalgebra of U(g).
Moreover, if g is indecomposable of dimension at most seven we will see in
section 3 that M is polynomial and that M = A.N S(g) for some nonzero
c € AN Z(g). Consequently, the symmetrization s : M — N is an associative
algebra isomorphism by (iii) and (iv) of Proposition 18 as A is a graded sub-
algebra of S(g). In the sequel we will denote A by V(g) for a fixed sequence

of ideals.

(3) The first part of Proposition 18 can also be employed if g is solvable, because
then there exists a polynomial subalgebra B C U(g) such that Q(B) is a max-

13



imal subfield of D(g) [N]. This result played an essential role in Joseph’s proof

of the Gelfand-Kirillov conjecture in the solvable case [J1].

2.8 The Mishchenko-Fomenko algebras and the Bolsinov criterion
Let x1,...,z, be a basis of g and let f € S(g) be a polynomial of degree d in the
x;’s. Let £ € g*, t € k and put a; = &(x;) € k, i =1,...,n. Consider the expansion

flzy+agt, ...z, +ant) = ng(xl,...,xn)tj

which gives rise to d polynomials fg in S(g), j:0,1,...,d—1, called the &-shifts of
f, with deg f{ = d — j.

Note that fg € k and is therefore left out. Also, f§0 = f and fg_l =dcf.
Furthermore, if f is homogeneous, then so are the &-shifts.

Denote by Ye¢(g) the subalgebra of S(g) generated by the &-shifts of all f € Y(g) (or
equivalently of the generators of Y'(g)). The subalgebras of the form Y (g) are called
the Mishchenko-Fomenko algebras. It was observed by Mishchenko and Fomenko
that these subalgebras are Poisson commutative [MF] and hence trdeg;,Ye(g) < c(g).
They also showed that for g semi-simple, Y¢(g) is complete (i.e. that equality occurs)
for all £ € gy, [MF].

A general criterion by Bolsinov asserts that for any g and § € gy, that Ye(g) is
complete if and only if g is nonsingular [Bol, Bo2].

However, one must here include the condition that trdeg,Y (g) = i(g) as pointed out

by Panyushev and Yakimova [PY, Theorem 2.3]. We now provide the following.

Counterexample 20 (to Bolsinov’s assertion)

It is example (5.8) of [DDV, p. 322], namely the 8-dimensional solvable Lie algebra

g with basis xg, z1, ..., 27 over k with nonzero brackets:
(20, 21] = b1, [wo, w2] = 1029, [wo, 23] = —13x3, [19, 24] = —8a4,
(20, 5] = =35, [10, T6] = 276, [0, T7] = T27, [21, 23] = 24,

(1, 24) = x5, [21, 25] = w6, [21, 6] = X7, [T2, 23] = X5, X2, 4] = w6, [T2, 5] = 27.
Then, g is algebraic and unimodular with i(g) = 2. Also, Y(g) = k (and so
trdeg, Y (g) = 0 < i(g)) which implies that Y¢(g) = k for any £ € gy, There-
fore, trdeg,Ye(g) = 0 < 5 = c(g), while g is nonsingular (in fact codim g¥,, = 3).
Also note that the extended sum rule (Remark 10) is not valid in this situation.

Finally, h =< x3, x4, x5, x5, 27 > is a CPI for g

14



Recently, Joseph and Shafrir constructed an open subset g, C g (for details
see [JS, 7.2]) for which g}., C g, With equality if and only if g is nonsingular.
Furthermore, they obtained the following extension (and correction) of the Bolsinov

criterion.

Theorem 21. Suppose trdeg, Y (g) = i(g). Then,

trdeg;,Ye(g) < c(g) — degpy
with equality if and only if § € g}, .-
Now, we want to compare ¢(F'(g)) with ¢(g). For instance they coincide if F(g)
is of codimension one in g by [EO, (4) of Proposition 1.6]. At the same time we will

examine when the commutativity of F'(g) guarantees the existence of a CP in g (the

converse is always valid).

Theorem 22.
(1) ¢(h) < c(g) for any Lie subalgebra b of g.

(2) Assume that trdeg,Y (g) = i(g). Then,

c(g) —c(F(g)) < degp, (%)

So, ¢(g) = ¢(F(g)) if g is nonsingular (by Remark 5). In particular, any
complete Poisson commutative subalgebra of S(F'(g)) is also complete in S(g).
If in addition F'(g) is commutative then F'(g) is the only CP of g.

(3) Strict inequality can occur in ().
Proof.

(1) Fix £ € gpog- Then, Be(z,y) = &([x,y]) is an alternating bilinear form on g.
Consider ¢ |y€ h*. By [D5, 1.12.17] there exists a solvable Lie subalgebra P of
b of dimension £ (dim b + i(h)) = ¢(h) which is subordinate to £ |, and hence
also to . Because of the latter we may conclude by [D5, 1.12.1] that

c{b) = dim P < _ (dimg + dim (&) = - (dimg +i(a)) = (o)

N | —
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(2) Let xq,...,2s, Tst1,...,T, be a basis of g such that zy,...,z, is a basis of
F(g). Fix § € groy- Ye(g) is generated by the &-shifts fg of all f € Y(g). By
Remark 8, Y(g) C S(F(g)). So, any f € Y (g) depends only on z, ...,z and
so does each of its {-shifts. Therefore Y¢(g) C S(F(g)). From the Poisson
commutativity of Y¢(g) and by using Theorem 21 we deduce:

c(g) — degpy = trdeg, Ye(g) < c¢(F(g))

which implies ().
Suppose that g is nonsingular and that F'(g) is commutative. Then dim F'(g) =
c(F(g)) = c(g), i.e. F(g)isa CP of g. On the other hand, let h be a CP of g.

Then we know that F(g) C h. Having the same dimension we conclude that
F(g) =b.

(3) Indeed, see for example (iv) of Proposition 11.

Remark 23. (See also [EO, Proposition 2.2])

For any nilpotent Lie algebra g of dimension at most 7 we have that:
g admits a CP < F(g) is commutative

In higher dimension this is no longer valid. Indeed in [EO, 3.1] examples of square in-
tegrable, nilpotent Lie algebras g without CP’s are given. In particular, F'(g) = Z(g)

1s commutative.

Proof. In view of the previous theorem it suffices to verify that F'(g) is not commu-
tative for any singular indecomposable nilpotent Lie algebra g, dimg < 7, without
CP’s, i.e. for the Lie algebras 21, 69, 77, 100, 101 (see sections 3.2 and 3.3).

The following is an abbreviated version of an important extension by Panyushev

and Yakimova [PY] of a result by Tarasov [T] in the semi-simple case.

Theorem 24. Suppose that g is algebraic for which:

(i) Y(g) is freely generated by homogeneous polynomials fi, ..., f., where r =
i(g), such that > deg f; = ¢(g).
i=1

(ii) codim g¥,, > 3
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Then, for any § € g}.,, Ye(g) is a polynomial, strongly complete subalgebra of S(g).

Example 25. Let g be the diamond Lie algebra over k, i.e. the 4-dimensional
solvable Lie algebra with basis ¢, z, y, z with nonvanishing brackets

t,2] = -z, [t,yl =y, [z,y] = =

g is algebraic and it is easy to verify that i(g) = 2 and codim g5, = 3.

Y (g) is freely generated by the homogeneous polynomials xy — tz and z of which
the sum of the degrees equals 3 = ¢(g).

Fix £ = 2* € gl,. Then,

Ye(g) = k[zy —t2,t, 2] = k[zy, t, 2]

which is a polynomial, strongly complete subalgebra of S(g) by the previous theo-
rem. Note that zy € Ye(g) but = ¢ Ye(g) and y ¢ Ye(g) (compare this with (i) of
Remark 17). Also, {g, Ye(@)} ¢ Ye(g) (since {z, 2y} = = ¢ Ye(a)).

On the other hand, take n = x* € g},,. Then, Y,(g) = k[zy — tz,y, 2], which is also
a polynomial, strongly complete subalgebra of S(g) and this time {g,Y,(g)} C Y, (g).

Theorem 26. Let g be a nonabelian unimodular, coregular Lie algebra such that
trdeg, Y (g) = i(g). If g admits a CP b then, for any £ € g}, Ye(g) is not a max-
imal Poisson commutative subalgebra of S(g). If in addition g is algebraic, then

codim gg,,, < 2.

Remark. This theorem is no longer valid if the condition trdeg,Y (g) = i(g) is

removed. See counterexample 20.

Proof. Suppose that Y¢(g) is a maximal Poisson commutative subalgebra for some
§ € Grog Let hy, ... by, m = c(g), be a basis of h. We know that F(g) C . As

seen in the proof of Theorem 22,

Ye(a) C S(F(g)) < S(b)

where S(h) is a Poisson commutative subalgebra of S(g). It follows that Y¢(g) = S(h)
by the maximality of Y¢(g). By Theorem 21

c(g) — degpy = trdeg, Ye(g) = trdeg;, S(h) = c(g)

17



Hence deg py = 0.
By assumption Y(g) is freely generated by homogeneous polynomials fi,..., f,
where 7 = i(g). Then the extended sum rule (Remark 10) asserts that

Z deg f; = c(g)
i=1

Ye(g) is generated by the &-shifts fj, | T .,deg f; — 1 of the f;’s.
Clearly their number is Z deg fi = c(g ), which is prec1sely trdegkYg(g). Therefore
Ye(g) is freely generated by these &-shifts. From the equality

k[f7 |i:1,...,m 7:0,...,,deg fi — 1] = k[hq, ..., hp]

we obtain that these two polynomial rings have the same Gorenstein invariant [OV,
Example 5.6], i.e

> deg f = ideghi =m = c(g)
i,j =1

Since the sum on the left hand side consists of ¢(g) positive integers, we deduce that
deg flj = 1 for all ¢, j. In particular, deg f; = 1, ¢ : 1,...,r. This implies that
Y (g) = Ye(g), hence i(g) = c(g) = 2(dimg + i(g)), i.e. i(g) = dimg. Consequently,
g is abelian, contradicting our assumption. Finally, suppose in addition that g is

algebraic, then we conclude that codim g§,,, < 2 by theorem 24.

Example 27: The standard filiform Lie algebra g(n)

g(n) is the nilpotent Lie algebra with basis x1, ..., z, and nonzero brackets:
[T, %) = xi1,0:2,...,n—1

Y(g(n)) is finitely generated [Ced|, but it is not always a polynomial algebra.
Dixmier verified by direct computation that g(3) and g(4) are coregular, but that
g(5) is not [D2]. In fact g = g(n) is not coregular if n > 5 by (1) of Theorem 13
[OV, Example 1.7]. We now want to arrive at the same conclusion by invoking the
previous theorem. So, let us assume that g(n) is coregular. Clearly, i(g(n)) =n —2
and therefore c(g(n)) = 3(n+n —2) =n — 1. Hence h =< zs,..., 2, > is a CP of
g(n). One verifies that codim g%, = n — 2. Since g(n) is nilpotent we may apply
the previous theorem in order to conclude that codim gg,,, < 2, i.e. n < 4.

For the explicit generators of Y(g(n)), n < 6 we refer to [O5, section 5]. We now
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want to comment on Y (g(7)). From the classical correspondence with the SL(2)-
covariants of the binary quintic we know that Y (g(7)) is minimally generated by 23
elements, satisfying 168 relations [GY, pp. 131, 144]. An attempt to find these gen-
erators by using SINGULAR [GPS] failed because our computer ran out of memory.
However, later on we found them explicitly in an unpublished, carefully handwrit-
ten manuscript by André Cerezo [Ced], see also [Ce3]. The size of most of these
generators is gigantic and their description takes about 20 pages. For this reason
we will only include in 3.2 (# 159) the 5 algebraically independent homogeneous
generators of the quotient field of Y (g(7)).

Example 28. (See also [JS, 8.3])

Let g be the solvable Lie algebra with basis xg,z1,...,x, and nonzero brackets
[z, ;] = 1wy, 7 1,...,n, where the r;’s are (nonzero) rational numbers such that
n

> r; =0. Then,

i=1

g is coregular & n =2

In that situation Y (g) = k[z122].

Proof. Clearly g is algebraic and unimodular with i(g) = n — 1 and n > 2.
Hence ¢(g) = 3(n+1+n—1) =n and so h =< z1,...,z, > is a CP of g. Also
codim g%,, = n. Next, we claim that R(g)? is the quotient field Q(Y (g)) of Y (g).
Using the fact that each element of R(g)? is the quotient of two semi-invariants of
S(g) of the same weight, it is not difficult to verify that R(g)? is generated as a field

by elements of the form z,, = =" ...z where m = (my,...,m,) € Z" such that

> rim; = 0. In particular, z, = x; ... 2, € Y(g) where ¢ = (1,...,1). Now consider
i=1
zm- Choose a positive integer ¢ such that m; +¢ >0 for all ¢ : 1,...,n. Then,

Zm(2q)' = Zmpag = 2" 2T € Y (g)

hence, 2, = Zmitg(24) 7" € Q(Y(g)).
This establishes the claim. Consequently,

trdeg,Y (g) = trdeg, R(g)® = i(g)

by (1) of Theorem 1 since g is algebraic.
Now, suppose g is coregular. Invoking the previous theorem, we deduce that

n = codim g%, < 2 and thus n = 2.
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The converse is obvious.

Remark 29. One would expect Theorem 24 to be applicable for quadratic Lie
algebras. This is indeed the case for semi-simple Lie algebras [T], the diamond Lie
algebra (Example 25) and the quadratic nilpotent Lie algebras of dimension at most
6 (g54(#7) and ge3(#22) [05,5]). However this is not true for gro4(#101) (See
Example 32), which is the only indecomposable, quadratic nilpotent Lie algebra of
dimension 7. In fact, g71.1¢i)(#136) (See Example 33) is the only 7-dimensional

indecomposable nilpotent Lie algebra which satisfies the conditions of Theorem 24.

2.9 A conjecture by Milovanov
The following assertion raised by Milovanov, has been verified for a number of low

dimensional Lie algebras by Korotkevich [K].

Conjecture 30. For any solvable Lie algebra g there exists a complete Poisson

commutative subalgebra M of S(g) generated by elements of degree at most two.

We thank Oksana Yakimova for informing us about this and for giving some helpful
suggestions. In the next section we will show this conjecture to be valid for all in-
decomposable (and hence also for all) at most 7-dimensional nilpotent Lie algebras.
This is obvious if g admits a CP b, namely just take M = S(h), see (1) of Examples
19. Also, the subalgebra M as constructed in (2) of Examples 19 has the required
properties, except for the Lie algebras 134, 135, 136. For these an alternative sub-
algebra is given, denoted by M, (see e.g. Example 33), satisfying the conjecture.

3. Indecomposable nilpotent Lie algebras of dimension < 7
(k=)

We will use the classification of Magnin [Mal, Ma2, Ma3] and of Carles [Ca]. In
view of the work already done in [O5,5], it suffices to consider all 7-dimensional
indecomposable nilpotent Lie algebras g for which i(g) > rank g (77 cases in total,
of which g7.4(x) (# 84) is the only infinite family).

3.1 Procedure and examples
Most of the calculations are done with MAPLE and with SINGULAR (if g has an
abelian ideal of codimension one). We will primarily follow the method Dixmier

used for dimension 5 [D2, pp. 322-330]. Therefore we recall the following special
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case of one of his results [D1, p. 333].

Theorem 31. Let g be a nilpotent Lie algebra and let

O:gOCgl...anzg

be a sequence of ideals of g such that for each j : 1,...,n, dimg; = j and [g, g;] C
g;—;. Choose x; € g;\g;—1. Suppose j; < jo < ... < j, are the indices j > 1 such
that c

S(gj-1) NY(g) # S(g;) NY(g)

(1) Then for each such j there is a nonzero element b; € S(g;—1) N Y(g) and
¢j € S(gj—1) such that a; = bjz; +¢; € S(g;) N Y (g).
In (2), (3), (4) aj, bj, ¢; are chosen to satisfy (1).
(2) Y(g) C klaj,,-..,a;, j_ll, . ,bj_rl]
(3) R(g)? is the quotient field of Y'(g). It is the field generated by aj,,...,a;.,

which are algebraically independent over k. In particular, r = i(g).

(4) Y(g) C klaj,,...,aj,,a '] for some nonzero a € klaj,,...,a; ] (in our limited

setting a can be taken in Z(g))

Using this we construct as a first step homogeneous, algebraically independent ele-
ments fi,..., f, € Y(g), which generate the quotient field R(g)%, r = i(g). At this
stage we recover the results of Romdhani [R], although quite a few cases are missing
|G, pp. 146-149] and some minor corrections have to be made. Next, we distinguish
two major classes:

I. i deg fi = c(g) — degp, (54 cases)

Thle_ri g is coregular since Y'(g) is freely generated by fi,..., f, by Theorem 14. We
have two subclasses:

la. g is singular (19 cases)

Ib. g is nonsingular (35 cases)

We describe the procedure by giving a nontrivial example for each case.
Example 32. (See Remark 29)

Let g be the nilpotent Lie algebra gro4 = (23457C) = Ry3 (# 101) with ba-

sis {x1,...,27} and nonzero brackets: |xy,zs] = z3, [21,23) = x4, [x1,24] = w5,

21



(21, ¥5] = T4, [T2, 5] = —27, [13, 04] = 27.

Clearly, i(g) = 3 > 2 = rank g (the 2nd index of g72.4). Hence c¢(g) = (7 + 3) = 5.

The symmetric bilinear form b on g with nonzero entries
b(xy,x4) = b(xa, x6) = b(x1,27) = 1 and b(z3,z5) = —1

is invariant and nondegenerate.
So, g is quadratic and hence also quasi quadratic (i.e. F(g) = g). In particular
g has no CP’s. Next, we consider the flag of ideals go = {0}, g1 = (x7), g2 =

<:L‘67:E7>a <06 = <:L‘27 s ,CC'7>, gr =49 for which [gvg]] C gj-1, .] : 17 s 77‘
Y (g) contains the following homogeneous elements:

2
J1 =, fo = x7, f3 = 1§ — 20375 + 220706 + 27177

(f3 is the Casimir element w.r.t. b). By Theorem 31 they form algebraically inde-
pendent generators of the quotient field of Y (g). One verifies that p; = x7, hence g

is singular. We also observe that

3
Zdegfi =4=5—1=c(g) — degp,
i=1
By Theorem 14 we may deduce that

Y(g) = k[f1, fo, f3]

l.e. g is coregular. Next, we take { = 27 € g;,,. Then the Mishchenko-Fomenko
algebra
%(g) = k[x17$671}7a f3]

has transcendence degree 4 < ¢(g), as expected by Theorem 21, so it is not complete.
Moreover, it is not maximal Poisson commutative since it is strictly contained in

the Poisson commutative subalgebra
k[xy, 2, 27, 2% — 2426, f3]

In order to follow the approach of (2) of Examples 19 we need to consider:

Y(go) =k, Y(g1) = klz7], Y(92) = klzs, v7] = Y(06), Y (g3) = k[x5, 76, 27] = Y (g5),
Y (g4) = k[xy, x5, 26, 7], Y(g7) = Y (9) = k[zs, 7, f3]. The subalgebra generated by

the union of these is:

Vi(g) = k‘[$47$5, L6, L7, f3] = k[$4,$5,$6, T7,X1T7 + T2l — $3$5]
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The Jacobian locus of its generators is:

{¢ e g™ | &(xs) = &(x6) = &(27) = 0}

which has codimension 3. Then combining Theorem 16 and (ii) of Proposition 15 we
deduce that M = V/(g) is a strongly complete Poisson commutative subalgebra of
S(g). Note that M satisfies the Milovanov conjecture. In addition M is a polynomial
subalgebra for which {g, M} C M and Q(M) is a maximal subfield of the Poisson
field R(g) (see (2) of Examples 19). In view of Remark 2 and (2) of Examples 19

we may conclude that:
Z(U(g)) = klzg, x7, 05 — 22335 + 23976 + 22177]
and that
s(M) = k[zy4, x5, x6, T7, T1T7 + ToTg — T3Ts)

is a polynomial, maximal commutative subalgebra of U(g) of transcendence degree
c(g) for which [g, s(M)] C s(M).

Example 33. (See Remark 29)

Let g be the nilpotent Lie algebra g711) = (23457G) = Ry (# 136) with ba-
sis {x1,...,27} and nonzero brackets: [z, z9]

(1, 5] = x6, X2, 23] = 5, [T2, 4] = g, [T2, 5] = —27, |23, 24] = 27.

Clearly, i(g) =3 > 1 =rank g and c(g) = (7 +3) =

2
One verifies that g is quasi quadratic (i.e. F'(g) = g) and therefore g has no CP’s.

= I3, [xl,:vg] = Ty, [561,1’4] = Ts,

Consider the flag of ideals go = {0}, g1 = (x7), 92 = (wg, 27),..., 06 = (Ta,...,T7),
g7=9 for which [gag]] C gi-1, j . 1, RN 7.

Y (g) contains the following homogeneous elements:
fi=xg, fo=x7, f3= ng — 3mix7 — 6242576 + 6x3x§ + 6x3r517 — 620267 — 6x1x§

By Theorem 31 they form algebraically independent generators of the quotient field
of Y(g). One verifies that codim g3, = 3. In particular g is nonsingular, so
degpy = 0 by Remark 5. Since

3
> deg f; =5 = c(g) — deg p,
i=1
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we obtain that Y (g) = k[f1, f2, f3] by Theorem 14, so g is coregular. Using the same

reasoning as in the previous example, we obtain that

M = V(g) = klzs, x5, 6, T7, f3]

2 2
= klz4, x5, x5, T7, T35 + T3T507 — ToXeTr — T127]

is a polynomial, strongly complete Poisson commutative subalgebra of S(g), for
which {g, M} C M and Q(M) is a maximal subfield of the Poisson field R(g).
These results can be literally carried over to the enveloping algebra U(g). Indeed,
each of the monomials appearing in f3 is a product of commuting variables. By
Remark 2 and (2) of Examples 19 we have that

Z(U(g)) = klze, x7, f3] and s(M) = k[x4, 5, 6, T7, f3]

where s(M) has similar properties as M.

The same phenomenon occurs in all other Lie algebras of our list.

Next, we take & = 3 € gf,,. The &-shifts of fs are f3, f§ = 6(22 — 2426 + 2327) and
f3 = 6z5. Then, by Theorem 24, Y¢(g) = ke, 7, f3, f5, 3]

= klws, xg, T7, TaT6 — T3T7, T3T7 — 20378 + 2T9T6T7 + 27172

is a polynomial, strongly complete Poisson commutative subalgebra of S(g).
However, {g,Ye(9)} ¢ Ye(g) (indeed {z1, 2307 — 2426} = 2427 — w526 ¢ Ye(g)).

Finally, following a suggestion by Oksana Yakimova, we decompose f3 as follows:
f3= 2:U§ + 6xgu — 37V

where u = x316 — £475 and v = 22 + 22127 + 27976 — 27375,
It turns out (by Theorem 16 and (ii) of Proposition 15) that

Ml - k[l’f), Ze, T, U, U]

is a polynomial, strongly complete Poisson commutative subalgebra of S(g), of which

the generators have degrees at most two.

I1. > deg f; > c(g) (23 cases)
i=1

It turns out that in each case g is not coregular. The minimal generators of Y (g)
satisfy only one relation, except for g7 32 (# 158) (63 relations) and gras (# 159)
(168 relations).

Example 34. Let g be the nilpotent Lie algebra gr101:) = (12357B) = Ry
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(# 154) with basis {z1,..., 27} and nonzero brackets [zq,xs] = x4, [11,24] = x5,
(1, x5) = w6, 21, T6] = 27, [T2, 23] = x5 + X7, [X3, 24] = —T6, |3, 25] = —27.

It is easy to verify that i(g) = 3 > 1 = rank g so ¢(g) = 3(7+ 3) = 5 and also
b = (22,74, 75,76, 77) is a CP of g. On the other hand, codim g,, = 3. Conse-
quently, g is not coregular by (3) of Theorem 13. In order to find the generators
of Y(g) we use Dixmier’s methods of [D2, pp. 328-329]. So, consider the flag of
ideals go = {0}, g1 = kx7, go = (w6, 27),...,86 = (T2,...,27), g7 = @, for which
g0l Cgi1,i:1,...,7.

One verifies that Y (g) contains the following z7, f = x3 — 3wszer7 + 31472,

g = wg — drsxiry — 20202 + 20222 + Axywend + drsad — dxond.

They satisfy the conditions of Theorem 31 and therefore form algebraically indepen-

dent (over k) generators of the quotient field of Y (g) and

Y(Q) C k?[[)?%f,g,l‘;l]

Next, put h = (f* — g3 — 622f%g) /23 € Y(g). We claim that Y (g) = k[z7, f, g, h)].

For this we will need the following lemmas.

Lemma A. Let P be a polynomial in 3 variables X, Y, Z with coefficients in
k. If P(f, g, h) is divisible by z7 in S(g), then P(X,Y, Z) is divisible by X* —Y? in
k[X,Y, Z].

Proof. Let I be the ideal of S(g) generated by z7. We identify the quotient
S(g)/I with k[z1,...,x¢]. Then the canonical images of f, g, h are

x, 25, 4(23 — 3w47576 + 3T077) T
By assumption we obtain
P(x}, 75, 4(x3 — 3247576 + 3m928)78) = 0
We now decompose P as follows:
P(X,Y,Z)=P.(X,Y)Z"+ P.,((X,Y)Z" ' + ... + R(X,Y)

Considering the terms in x5, we see that for all i : P;(z3, x§) = 0.

So each P; is divisible by X* — Y3, Consequently, the same holds for P.

Lemma B. Let ¢ € S(g) such that x7q € k[z7, f,g,h]. Then q € k[x7, f, g, h].
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Proof. By assumption there are g; € k[f, g, h] such that

T7q = TG, + ...+ 37?93 + 33%92 + z7g1 + 9o

Clearly, gy is divisible by 27 in S(g) and hence by the previous lemma also by f*— g3,
i.e. there is a g, € k[f, g, h| such that

g0 = (f*—¢°)gh = (23h + 627 f*g) g},
Therefore

Trq = 2hg, + ...+ 23(g5 + hag)) + 22(g2 + 6£99h) + 2791

and finally

q="g .. 4 2k(gs + hgl) + x7(g2 + 6%99) + o

which belongs to k[z7, f, g, hl.

We can now establish the claim. Indeed, take ¢ € Y(g).

In particular, q € k[xr, f, g, 2], i.e. for some t xtq € k[z+, f, 9] C k[z7, f, g, h).

By applying the previous lemma ¢ times, we arrive at ¢ € k[xz, f,g,h]. Hence,
Y (g) C k[x7, f, g, h]. The other inclusion is obvious. Also, Z(U(g)) = k[z7, f, g, h].
Finally, since b = (9, 4, x5, 26, x7) is a CPI of g it follows that M = k[xq, x4, T5, x6, 7]
is a polynomial, strongly complete Poisson commutative subalgebra of S(g) (see (1)
of Examples 19) with generators of degree one and {g, M} C M.

Example 35. Let g be the nilpotent Lie algebra g7101 = (12457F) = Rss (#

150) with basis {z1, ..., 27} and nonzero brackets:
[l‘hxﬂ = T4, [I1,I4] = Ts, [1‘17%] = T, [$2,$3] = Tg, [$27$4] = T¢, [@;IG] = T,
[$4,$5] = —Z7.

i(g) =3 > 1 =rank g and c(g) = 3(7+3) = 5.

One verifies that F'(g) = (x1, x3, 4, T5, g, T7), which is not commutative. Therefore
g has no CP’s. Note that Z(g) = (v7) and that codim g, = 2. Hence degp, = 0
by Remark 5. Consider the flag of ideals go = {0}, g1 = {27}, 92 = (w6, 27), .. .,

de = <$2, e ,{L’7>, agr =29, for which [g,g]] - gi—1, ] . 1, .. .,7.
Y (g) contains the following homogeneous elements:

xr, f= x% — 2x327,9 = ng — b6x426T7 + 3:E§x7 — 6:1:@?
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By Theorem 31 they form algebraically independent generators of the quotient field
of Y(g). It is easy to check that any element of Y(g) of degree at most 2 is a
linear combination of x7, zZ and f. Now suppose g were to be coregular. By (1) of

Theorem 13 the equality
3i(g) + 2degpy = 9 = dim g + 2dim Z(g)

would imply that Y (g) = k[z7, f], which is impossible. So, g is not coregular.
Next, put h = (4f — ¢*)/z7 € Y(g).

Using a similar argument as in the previous example we obtain that

Y(g) = klzr, f, g, h]

Next, we observe that Y (go) = k, Y (g1) = k[z7], Y (g2) = k[xe, z7] = Y (g4),
Y<g3> = k[x57 x67x7]7 Y(g5) = k[$37x67 1’7], Y<gﬁ> = k[$7, f}?

Y<g7) = Y(g) = k’[ﬂ?7, f7 g, h]
The subalgebra generated by the union of all these is:

V(Q) = k’[iﬁg, Ts5,Te, L7, f’ 9, h]

= klxs, T5, T, T7, (T127 + Tax6) 27, h

Put M = klzs, x5, x6, 7, 2127 + 2426] C S(9).
The Jacobian locus of its generators is

{€eg” | &(zs) =0=_E(xr)}

which has codimension 2. Combining Theorem 16 and (ii) of Proposition 15 we see
that M is a polynomial, strongly complete Poisson commutative subalgebra of S(g).
Clearly, f,g € M. Since z7 and hz; = 4f% — g> € M we obtain that h € M by (i)
of Remark 17 because M is a maximal, Poisson commutative subalgebra of S(g).
Consequently, V(g) € M. On the other hand, M C V(g).,NS(g) C Q(V(g))NS(g).
Hence, M =V (g).,NS(g) = Q(V(g))NS(g) = V(g) by the maximality of M. This
means that we are in the situation of (2) of Examples 19. In particular, {g, M} C M,
Z(U(g)) = k[xz, f, g, h] and s(M) is a polynomial, maximal commutative subalgebra
of U(g). Finally, we observe that the Milovanov conjecture is satisfied and also that
M C S(F(g)). So, M is also a strongly complete Poisson commutative subalgebra
of S(F(g)).

3.2. The list of 7-dimensional indecomposable nilpotent Lie algebras with
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i(g) > rank g

The main purpose is to describe for each Lie algebra g the Poisson center Y = Y'(g)
and also to give a polynomial, strongly complete Poisson commutative subalgebra
M c S(g) for which {g, M} C M and the quotient field Q(M) is a maximal Poisson
commutative subfield of the Poisson field R(g). As pointed out earlier (see Example
33) these results may also be interpreted as taking place in the enveloping algebra
U(g). So Y can be regarded as the center Z(U(g)) and M as a maximal commuta-
tive subalgebra of U(g) with similar properties. Moreover, the generators of M have
degrees at most two, except for the Lie algebras 134, 135 and 136. For the latter we
offer an alternative polynomial, strongly complete subalgebra M; C S(g) with gen-
erators of degree at most two. Furthermore, we also give the Frobenius semi-radical
F = F(g) and if it exists a CP-ideal (CPI) of g. Other abbreviations are: i = i(g),
r = rank g, ¢ = ¢(g), p = p, the fundamental semi-invariant, cod = codim (g%,,),

SQ.I. = square integrable, Y; is the Mishchenko-Fomenko algebra.
Notation. We use the same notation as Magnin [Ma2, Ma3], but we will also

include the notation of Seeley ((...)) [Se] and Romdhani (R_) [R]. Since this is the

continuation of [05,5], where 82 different cases were listed, we start numbering at 83.
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I. g is coregular (54 cases)

Ia. g is singular (i.e. codim g}, = 1, 19 cases)

83. gro1 = (123457F) = Ry
[96‘1,$2] = T3, [$1,5L‘3] = T4, [$1,$4] = Is, [$1,$5] = Te, [$1,l‘6] = T,
(o, 23] = x6, T2, T4] = 7, (T2, 5] = 27, [X3, 24] = —27.
SQl,i=1,r=0,c=4, F = (x7), CPI = (x4, x5, 26, x7),
p=a3, Y = klxg], M = klxy, x5, 16, 77].

84. groa = (12457TN)(§ # 1) = Rﬁ
(1, x0) = x3, 21, 23] = 24, [T1, 4] = A7 + 26, [201, 5] = 27, [21, T6] = 27,
(g, 23] = x5, X2, 4] = 7, [T2, 5] = ¢, [13, 5] = 27.
SQIL,i=1,r=0,c=4, F = (x7), CPI = (x4, x5, 26, x7),
p=a3,Y = k[xy], M = k[zy, x5, v6, 77].

85. groe = (12457.J) = Ry
(21, 2] = T3, [21, 23] = 24, [T1, 24] = 27, [21, 5] = W, 71, w6] = 27,

=I5, (X9, 4] = g, [T2, 5] = X7, |23, 4] = 27.

SQlL,i=1,r=0,c=4, F = (x7), CPI = (x4, x5, x4, x7),

p =3, Y = klxg], M = klxy, x5, 16, 7]

86. gror 2 (134571) = Ry
[$1,$2] = T3, [$1,$3] = Ty, [$1,$4] = I, [951,%] = I, [%;956] = T,
(o, 23] = x5, 2, 24] = 7, [T2, 5] = ¢, [13, 5] = 27.
SQl,i=1,r=0,c=4, F = (x7), CPI = (x4, x5, 26, x7),
p=a3, Y = klg], M = klxy, x5, 16, 77].

87. gros = (12457G) 2 Ry
(21, T2] = T4, [T1, 23] = 27, [11, 24] = W5, [21, 5] = e,
(g, 23] = x6, X2, 24| = w6, [T2, 6] = x7, [T4, 5] = —27.
SQIL,i=1,r=0,c=4, F = (x7), CPI = (x3, x5, z¢, T7),
p=a3,Y = k[x;], M = k[x3, x5, v6, 77].

88. g7.2.40 = (3570)
(21, 03] = T3, (1, 73] = X5, [T1, 4] = T7, (22, T3] = W6, [T2, 74] = T5.
SQl.,i=3,r=2¢c=5, F = (xs5,x6,x7), CPI = (x3, 14, x5, Ts, T7),

— 2 _ _
p =3 — w627, Y = k[xs, 76, v7], M = k|13, 14, 75, 6, 7).

29



89.

90.

91.

92.

93.

94.

95.

96.

07219 = (2457G) = Ry
[1’1,96’2] = X4, [$1,$3] = Tg, [l’1,$4] = Ts, [1’1,96’5] = 7, [$2,$4] = Tg.
1= 3a r= 27 c= 57 F = <[E37ZL’5,J]6,{L‘7>, OP] - <J]3,[L‘4,3’)5,$6,I7>7

p = Y = k‘[%,%, TsTe — 373967], M = k[$3,174, $57$6,$7]-

9772_20 = (2457F) = R76
[$1,$2] = X4, [901,!703] = Ts, [$1,375] = Ts, [$1,$6] = T, [903,!705] = T7.
1= 37 r= 27 Cc= 57 F = <.272,.’174,33’6,[L'7>, CPI = <3§'2,[L’4,$5,£L‘6,l’7>,

p = Z7, Y = k[1:4,21}7, Ty — x2x7]7 M == k[x27x47 x571:67x7]'

07239 = (247L)
[5617372] = T4, [513'1,553] = Ts, [171,33'4] = ¢, [$17$5] = 7, [1'2,553] = Tg-
1= 37 r= 27 c= 57 F = <$47$5,x6,$7>, CP-[ - <l’3,$4,$57$6,l’7>7

p = Y = k?[$67$77 TsTe — $4$7], M = k/‘[$37$4, 90571‘6@7]-

07227 = (2571) = Ry
[901,%] = s, [$1,=’E3] = T, [$1,$5] = Tg, [!E2,$4] = X, [1’2,905] = Tr7.
i=3,r=2,¢=5F=(r3,x4 —x5,76,27), CPI = (X3, 24, x5, T¢, T7),

P = T, Y = k[.f@,lﬁ, T3Tg + T4y — 1'51'7], M = k[mg,le, Z’5,$6,$7].

g7.1.16 = (2457D)

(21, 02] = 23, [21, 3] = X5, [11, 74] = T, [71, 5] = 27, [21, 6] = 77,
(g, 23] = x7.

i=3,r=1,¢=5F = (x4, 15,26, 27), CPI = (x3, 24, T5, ¢, T7),

_ _ 2 _
p=w7, Y = klvs, x5 — x6, 25 — 22427], M = k[x3, 24, T5, 6, 7).

g7.2.7 = (2345714) = R31
(21, 2] = @3, [01, 3] = 14, (11, 4] = w6, [T1, T6] = 27, [T2, T3] = 5.
1= 37 r= 27 c= 5a F = <$47x57x6ax7>7 CPI = (xg,x4,:135,x6,x7>,

_ _ 2 _
p =5, Y = klxs, x7, 15 — 20427], M = k[z3, 24, T35, T6, T7).

g7.221 = (2457C) = Ryy
[9517332] = T4, [1'1,%3] = Ts, [351,33'4] = ¢, [9U17336] = 7, [1'2,%3] = I7.
1= 37 r= 27 c= 57 F = <$4,$5,I6,1’7>, CPI = <I’3,$4,I‘57I6,x7>7

_ _ 2 _
p=uxr7, Y = klzs, 7, ¢ — 2x477|, M = k[z3, x4, x5, T6, T7].

97,243 = (2470)

[96‘1,%] = X4, [$1,l‘3] = Ts, [$1,$4] = X7, [1/‘1,%5] = Tg, [$3,l‘5] = I7.
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1= 37 r= 27 C= 57 F = <£C2,ZL'4,376,$7>, CPI = <3§'2,l’4,$5,1‘6,$7>,

_ _ 2 _
p = v, Y = k[x67x77$4 - 2I’2I7], M = k[x2,x4,x5,x6,x7].

97. g772.11 &= (2457E) = R58
[$1,l‘2] = T4, [$1,$4] = Ts, [l’hxs] = X7, [1’271‘3] = Tp, [$2,$4] = Tg-
i=3,r=2¢c=5F = (v3— 24,25 26, 27), CPI = (v3, 24,75, ¢, T7),

p=ze, Y = klzg, x7, arg + 2x3x7 — 2x477|, M = klws, x4, 75, T6, 7]

98. g7.2.18 = (2457]‘.]) = R60
[901,@] = X4, [901,!704] = Ts, [$1,375] = T, [$2,$3] = Z7, [902,!704] = Tg.
i=3,r=2,¢=5,F = (r3,24, 75,26, x7) = CPI,

p =7, Y = klwe, v7, 2% + 22306 — 2x477), M = k[z3, 24, 75, T6, T7].

99. 97,2.44 = (247N)
[9017952] = T4, [1'1,903] = Ts, [371,33'5] = I, [9027353] = Te¢, [1'2,904] = I7.
i=3,r=2¢=5 F = (r3 14,25 26,17) = CPI,

p =7, Y = k[ze, 7,22 + 22476 — 22377], M = k|x3, 24, T5, T, T7).

100. g7.2.12 = (247E> = Rgl
(21, @2] = @4, [21, 73] = @5, (21, 24] = 6, [0, w4] = w7, [23,25] = 27.
i=3,r=2,¢=5, F = {(r1,%9, 14, x5, T, T7);, n0 CP’s,

_ _ 2,2 _
p=x7,Y = klve, v7, x5+ x5 —2x0m6+20127], M = k[24, 25, X6, T7, T2 W6 — T127].

101. g704 = (23457C) = Ry (quadratic, see Example 32)
(21, 2] = T3, [21, 23] = T4, [T1, 24] = X5, [21, 5] = We, [T2, 5] = —27,
(x5, 4] = 7.
i=3,r=2¢c=5,F =g724,00 CP's, p=u7Y = k[ze, a7, f],

M = klzy, x5, x5, 17, f] Where f = x5 — 22375 + 27076 + 27127

Ib. g is nonsingular (35 cases)

i(g) = 3; codim g},,,, = 2, except 3 for gr,1.1() (#136).

102. 97,120,021 = (1357Q) = R},
(21, X2] = x4, [21, 3] = T4, [11, 04] = 75, [11, 5] = 27, [22, T3] = 5,
(29, 24] = we, (22, x6] = 7.
i=3,r=1c=5F = (v3,4,5 6 v7) = CPI,

_ 2, .2 _
Y = klxr, x5 — x3w7, 05 + 05 — 20477, M = E[xs, x4, 25, T6, T7].
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103.

104.

105.

106.

107.

108.

109.

Granirct 2 (135TM)(€ = 1) = R},

(21, wo] = w4, [0, W3] = @5, [21, 24] = 6, [0, 3] = 27, [w2, 23] = s,
(g, 5] = x7.

i=3,r=2,¢=5, F = (r3,24, 5,26, 07) = CPI,

_ 2 _
Y = k[x7, 2506 — x327, 05 — 2x477], M = k[x3, 24, 5, T, T7).

97241 = (13570)

(21, 22] = 3, (21, 23] = X5, 71, 14] = 76, [21, T6] = 27, [72, 73] = g,
(g, 5] = x7.

i=3,r=2¢=5 F = (x3 14,25 26,x7) = CPI,

_ 2 _
Y = klxr, x50 — X307, 15 — 2m477), M = k|2, x4, T5, T, T7].

97231 = (1357G) R74
(21, 2] = @4, (@1, 4] = e, [T1, 6] = @7, (@2, 23] = X5, [T2, 5] = 27.
i=3,r=2,¢=5,F = (r3,24, 75,26, x7) = CPI,

_ 2 2 _
Y = klxg, x5 — 2w327, 15 — 22427, M = k[xs, 24, 5, 26, 7).

9714 = (123457D) = Ry

(21, 02] = x3, [T1, 3] = T4, [71, 4] = T5, [0, 75] = W6, [71, 6] = 77,
(g, 23] = X6, T2, x4] = T7.

i=3,r=1,¢=5F = (r3, 14,25 26, 77) = CPI,

Y = klz7, 22 — 2x426 + 22377, 2 — 22577], M = k|13, 24, T5, 76, T7).

97215 = >~ (12457A) = Ryg

[$1,I2] = T4, [901,964] = Ts, [$1,375] = Tg, [5701,%’] = T, [902,!703] = T¢,
(3, 24) = —7.

i=3,r=2¢=5 F = (ry,x4,x5 26 x7) = CPI,

Y = k[xy, 22 — 2x46 + 22917, 22 — 2x577], M = k|29, 24, 75, T4, T7].

97238 = (257J)
[$1,$2] = X3, [I17$3] = T¢, [%;Is] = 7, [332,%3] = T, [%;M] = Tg-
i=3,1r=2,¢c=5,F = (r3,24, 5,26, 07) = CPI,

_ 2 2 _
Y = k[xg, x7, w508 — w3w67 + w475|, M = k|23, x4, 25, 6, T7].

97245 = (257D)
[$1>$2] = Ts, [961,934] = T, [$175175] = Ts, [$2>$3] = 7, [962,934] = T¢-
i=3,r=2¢c=5F=(r3x4,x5 26 27) = CPI,

_ 2 2 _
Y = klxe, x7, v325 — X467 + x505], M = k[vs, 24, x5, 6, 7).

32



110.

111.

112.

113.

114.

115.

116.

07220 = (24571) = Ry
[1’1,96’3] = T4, [$1,$4] = Tg, [Ilaxﬁ] = X7, [1’2,96’3] = Is, [$3,$4] = Ir7.
i=3,1r=2,¢c=05, F = (xy,x4, 75,26, 07) = CPI,

_ 2 2 _
Y = k[xs, x7, w5208 — 2w40507 — 2x005], M = klxo, 24, x5, T, T7).

9772_42 = (247M)
[$1,$2] = X4, [901,!703] = Ts, [$1,375] = Ts, [$2,$3] = Tg, [902,!704] = Tr7.
i=3,r=2¢c=5F=(r3 14,25 26 27) = CPI,

_ 2 2 _
Y = k[xg, x7, 2207 — 2w30677 + 20428], M = k|23, 24, 75, 6, T7].

g728 = (2457M) = R

(21, 02] = x3, [T1, 03] = T4, [71, 4] = T, [71, 75] = 27, [02, T3] = 75,
(g, 4] = 7.

i=3,1r=2,¢c=5, F = (x3 x4, 5,26, 07) = CPI,

_ 2 2 _
Y = k[xg, x7, 2206 — 2w42507 + 20375, M = k|23, x4, 25, 6, T7].

9772_9 = (2457[/) = R33

[931>$2] = I3, [$1,933] = T4, [$175174] = Ts, [$2>$3] = Ts, [iU2,935] = T7.
i=3,r=2¢=5 F=(r3x4,x5 26 27) = CPI,

_ 2 2 _
Y = klxe, x7, w206 — 22030677 + Ti27], M = k23, 4, X5, T65, T7).

g717 = (2470)

(21, 2] = w4, [11, 3] = w5, [11, 4] = W6, [71, T5] = 27, [T2, T3] = 6,
(g, 4] = x7.

i=3,r=1,¢=5, F = (r3 24, 5,26, 07) = CPI,

_ 2 2 2 _
Y = k[xg, x7, 20508 — w507 — 2240607 + 2x325], M = klxs, x4, 5, Te, 7).

G710 = (2457K) = Ry

(21, 22] = w4, (21, 23] = T6, |71, 74] = 75, [21, T5] = W7, [0, 73] = 27,
(9, 4] = x6.

i=3,r=1,¢=5F = (r3, 14,25, 26,x7) = CPI,

_ 2,2 2 _
Y = klxe, x7, 20505 — x5w7 — 2w37607 + 2m473], M = klxs, x4, T5, Te, T7].

07236 = (257G) = Ry
[$1,$3] = Ts, [$1,$4] = I, [$2,$3] = Te, [$27$4] = —Ts, [$3,$6] = —x7.
i=3,r=2,¢=5,F = (r1,%9, 5,26, x7) = CPI,

_ 2 2 2 _
Y = k[xs, 27, 20506 — 2m1 2527 + w507 — 2x015], M = k[21, 29, X5, Tg, T7).
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117.

118.

119.

120.

121.

122.

123.

97,21(iy) =0 = (2357B) = Rz

[1’1,1’2] = T4, [I1,$3] = Ts, [1’1,$4] = Tg, [$17I6] = T, [$2,$3] = Tg,
(3, 24] = —27.

i=3,r=2,¢=5, F = (xy,x4, 5,26, 07) = CPI,

Y = klzs, v7, 28 — 3wawexs + 31072, M = k[, 24, T5, T65, T7].

07113 = (23457E) = Ry

(21, 2] = @3, [11, T3] = 24, (31, 2] = g, [21, T5) = @7, [0, T6] = 27,
(g, 23] = x5, [0, x4] = T7.

i=3,r=1,¢=5 F = (r3, 14,25 26, 77) = CPI,

Y = klzs — w6, x7, 73 — 3572 + 64507 — 62372, M = k|23, 74, 75, T6, T7].

07224 = (2357TA) = Ry3

(21, Ta] = x4, (@1, T4) = wg, (21, 25] = —27, (21, 6] = 27, [72, 23] = 5,
[333,334] = T7.

i=3,r=2¢=5 F = (ry,x4, x5 26 x7) = CPI,

Y = klzs + z6, v7, 3 + 3w502 — 61475707 — 61202], M = k[29, 24, T5, T4, 7]

g7 1.18 = (2457J) R57
[1’1,%2] = Ty, [I1,$4] = Is, [%;Is] = 7, [9527$3] = x¢ + X7, [$27$4] = T¢-
i=3,r=1,¢=5, F = (r3 x4, 5,26, 07) = CPI,

_ 2 2 2 _
Y = k[xg, x7, vixe+x507+ 2030607 — 2040607 —2x475], M = k[z3, 24, X5, T, 27).

Oras = (12457TH) = Ry

(21, 2] = T3, [21, 3] = 24, [T1, 5] = W6, [T1, T6] = @7, [W2, T3] = 75,
(g, 4] = xg, X3, 4] = T7.

i=3,r=2¢=5,F = (xy,1x3,24, 25,7, 27), n0 CP’s,

Y = klx7, 23 — 2x527, 475 — 2376 + Tox7], M = k|4, T5, T6, T7, T3T6 — T2T7].

07213 = (12457C) = Ry;

[96‘1,$2] = T4, [$1,l‘4] = Ts, [$1,$5] = Tg, [152,%3] = Tg, [$2,l‘6] = T,
(4, 25] = —x7.

i=3,r=2¢=5,F=(r,x3 24,25, 76,27), n0 CP’s,

_ 2 2 _
Y = k[xg, 2 — 2w327, 05 — 22476 — 22127], M = k[xs, x5, 26, T7, TaTg + T127].

g7 1.17 = (12457L) R17
(21, 2] = w3, [11, 3] = 14, [11, 4] = w6, [71, T6] = 27, [T2, T3] = W5,
[$2,$5] = Tg, [@;IG] = v, [$3;$4] = — v, [$3,$5] = Z7.

i=3,r=1,¢=5F = (r) — 9, 73,24, %5, Tg, T7), n0 CP’s,

34



124.

125.

126.

127.

128.

129.

Y = klz7, 23 — 2x326 + 2% — 20107 + 21007, 02 — 21477 — 27577),

M = ]{3[1’4, T5,Tg, L7, T3Tg + T1T7 — $2I7].

gr2100) = (247Q)

(21, T2] = 34, (21, 23] = x5, 71, 74] = 76, [22, T3] = g, [72, 5] = 27,
(3, 4] = 27.

i=3,r=2,¢=5,F = (11,23, 14, %5, %, T7), n0 CP’s,

_ 2 2 _
Y = k[xg, x7, w508 — T3x6X7 + Xax5x7 +1125], M = k[x4, 5, T6, 7, X326 — T127].

0726 = (234578) = Rog

(21, 02) = w3, (1, 73] = 24, [T1, 4] = T4, (2, T3] = X5, [T2, ¥6] = 77,
(3, x4] = —7.

i=3,r=2¢=5F = (xy,x3,24, 25, %,27), n0 CP’s,

_ 2., .2 2 _
Y = klxs, x7, v52f +wjxr — 2x30607 — 221 22], M = k|14, 25, 6, T7, X376 + T127].

g7226 = (247J) = Rgs

[xhxﬂ = X4, [$1,=’E3] = Ts, [$1,$5] = Tg, [!E2,$5] = 7, [1’3,904] = X7,

i=3,r=2¢=5,F=(r,19,24,25,16,27), n0 CP’s,
Y = k[ws, x7, 2iw6 — 2040577 + 2200wy — 22172,

M = k[l‘47$5; Lg, L7, LaLe — 951$7]‘

g7.2.29 = (257L) = Rios
[$17$2] = Is, [%;955] = Tg, [$2,$3] = ¢, [952,%5] = I, [$3,$4] = I7.
i=3,1r=2,¢c=5, F=(r1,%9, 14, %5, %6, T7), n0 CP’s,

_ 2 .2 2 _
Y = k[xg, x7, 20420 — 2507+ 2000607 — 2201 25), M = k[xy, x5, 26, T7, Tog—T127].

g7231 = (247G) = Ry
(21, 22] = w4, (21, 23] = T5, 71, 14] = 27, [0, T4] = W6, 73, 5] = 27.
i=3,r=2¢=5,F = (x,19,24, 25,76, 27), n0 CP’s,

_ 2 2 2 _
Y = klxe, x7, vixe +xixr + 2w 2607 — 20025, M = k[x4, x5, X6, T7, X126 — T2X7).

97114 = (23457F) = Ryr

[1’1,1’2] = I3, [I1,$3] = g4, [901,I4] = Tg, [1’2,96’3] = Is, [$2,$5] = =7,
(g, x6) = —x7, |23, 24] = 7.

i=3,r=1,¢=5, F = (r1,x3, 14,75, %, T7), 10 CP’s,

Y = klzs — w6, x7, 13 — 3w2x6 + 32307 — 61370677 + 61272,

M = k[l’47$57 Le; L7, L3Le — 551377]-
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130. g7.2.17 = (23570) = R56
[1’1,96’2] = X4, [$1,$4] = Ts, [l’hxs] = 7, [1’2,96’3] = Ts, [$2,$4] = Tg,
(x5, 24) = —x7,. 1 =3, r =2, ¢ =5, F = (29, 13,24, T5, T, X7), N0 CP’s,

_ 3 2 _
Y = k[xg, x7, 08 —3v4x507+ 3230607+ 30207, M = k[xy, x5, 26, X7, T3T6+Tow7].

131. 97,1.2(iii) = (2357D) = R54
[$1,$2] = T4, [901,903] = Tg, [$1,374] = Ts, [$1,$5] = T, [902,!703] = Ts,
(9, 4] = xg, |23, 4] = —27.
i=3,r=1,¢=5,F = (xy, 13,24, 25, 2s,27), n0 CP’s,
Y = k[ws, x7, 23 — 3z522 — 3v42507 + 3037677 + 3W0072],

M = k?[{L‘4, T5, Tg, L7, L3Tg + ZL‘QZL’7].

132. 97,1.3(iv) = (247R) = R87
[$1,$2] = T4, [$1,9C3] = Ts, [$1,$4] = Tg, [!E2,$3] = Tg, [172,!704] = T,
(x5, x5) = x7.
i=3,r=1,¢=>5, F = (r1,19,24, 25,76 27), n0 CP’s,
Y = k[ws, v7, 22522 — 23w7 — 2wy + 2x9m6w7 — 22022,

M = k[$4,$5; Lg, L7, TaLe — 901%]‘

133. g7.15 = (23457D) = Ryy (quasi quadratic)
(71, 2] = T3, [21, 73] = 24, [T1, 24] = 75, [21, T5] = W6, [T, T3] = W6,
(o, T5] = —x7, [T3, 4] = 7.
t=3,r=1,¢=5,F =gr15 no CP’s,
Y = klzg, 17, 20402 — 2226 + 237 — 2237507 + 2001677 + 27173,

M = k[zy4, x5, x6, T7, —T375 + Tos + T1T7].

134. g7935 = (247K) = Rgy (quasi quadratic)
[I1,$2] = Ty, [$1,$3] = Ts, [$1,I5] = Zg, [IQ,ZM] = Tg, [@;135] = T,
(3, 4] = x7.
t=3,7r=2,¢=05, F =gra35 no CP’s,
Y = klzg, 17, 22302 — 2276 + 2247507 — 2207677 + 23172
M = klxy, x5, 76, T7, T3T2 — ToxeT7 + T172],

M1 = ]{3[176, X7, ZE% — 21’3[E6 + 227, 21’4[)’}5 — T2Zg + 21‘1[[’7, T5Te + 5(741‘7].

135. g7.1.19 = (247H) = Rg; (quasi quadratic)
[96‘1,%] = X4, [%;953] = Ts, [$1,$4] = T, [$1,$5] = Tg, [$2,l‘4] = Tg,
[ZE3,JI5] = T7.

t=3,7r=1¢=5, F =gr119, no CP’s,
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136.

II. g

137.

138.

139.

Y = klzg, 17, 20302 — 2276 — Ti17 — 2017677 + 20072,
_ 2 P
M = kx4, x5, X6, X7, X305 — T1TeT7 + Tols].

M, = klxe, 7,72 — 22336 + 1127, T35 + 1176 — 2T2T7, TyTe + T5T7).

g71.1000) = (23457G) = Ry (quasi quadratic, see Example 33)

(71, 2] = T3, [71, 3] = 24, [T1, 74] = 75, [21, T5] = W6, 72, T3] = 75,

(o, 4] = x6, [T2, x5] = —27, [13, T4] = 7.

i=3,r=1,¢c=05, cod =3, F' = g71.13i), no CP’s,

Y = klzg, v7, 228 — 323wy — 6147576 + 61372 + 62370577 — 6T0m6T7 — 62123,
M = klxy, x5, %6, T7, T3T2 + T3T507 — ToTeTy — T1T).

Ye = klxs, w6, x7, 246 — 2377, ¥307 — 20377 + 2T0x6x7 + 22123, where £ = xf,

M, = kx5, x6, v7, T3T6 — T4T5, T3 + 20177 + 2T9T6 — 2T3T5).

is not coregular (23 cases)

g7.1.6 = (1234573) = Rg

[$1,$2]
]

1= 37 r= 17 Cc= 57 F= <$4,,T5,SE6,177>, CPI = <$3,$4,$5,I’6,SL’7>,

= I3, [551,933] = T4, [$175174] = Ts, [931>$5] = Zg, [5U1,936] = T,
[1’2,333 = T7.
cod =1, p=uwx7, Y =klzs, f,9,h], f =23 — 2x507, g = 1§ — 3x50677 + 37473,

h=(f%—g?)/22 Q(Y) = k(zr, f, 9),

relation: f3 — g2 — x2h = 0, M = k[x3, x4, 5, T, T7).

97115 = (13457B) = R

(21, 2] = w4, [11, 04) = T35, [11, 75] = w6, [71, T6] = 27, [T2, T3] = 77,
(g, 4] = x7.

i=3,r=1,¢=5F = (r3— x4,25 6 ,27), CPI = (w3, 24, T5, 76, T7),
cod=1,p=uwx7, Y =klzs, f,g9,h], f =22 — 2z527,

g = 23 — w567 + 31472 — w372, b= (f — ¢?) /23,

relation: f3 — g2 —22h =0, Q(Y) = k(z7, f,9), M = klxs, x4, x5, v6, T7].

g7.216 = (13457A) = R,

(1, X9 = x4, 1, 24] = @5, [T1, 25] = w6, [71, 6] = X7, [X2, 23] = T7.
i=3,r=2¢=5F = (x4, x5 x6,27), CPI = (23,24, T5, T, T7),

cod =1, p=uwx7, Y =klzs, f,9,h], f =23 — 2x507, g = 7§ — 3x50677 + 374773,
h=(f~g%)/x3,

relation: f3 — g? —22h =0, Q(Y) = k(zz, f,9), M = klxs, x4, x5, T6, T7].
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140.

141.

142.

143.

144.

07232 = (1357E) = Rer

(1, X9 = x4, 21, 23] = @5, [T1, 24] = 6, [71, 6] = X7, [23, 5] = 27
i=3,r=2¢=5 F = (xy,14,x6,27), CPI = (x5, 24, T5, ¢, T7),
cod=1,p=uwx7, Y =klzs, f,9,h], f =22 — 2x477, g = T} — 3T47677 + 37272,
h=(f— g%/,

relation: f3 — ¢g? —22h =0, Q(Y) = k(z7, f,9), M = klxo, x4, x5, 76, T7].

97,03 = (123457F) = Ry

(21, 2] = w3, [11, 3] = 14, [11, 74] = W5, [21, 5] = @, [0, T6] = 77,

(g, 23] = 6 + 7, [T2, 4] = x7.

i=3,r=0,¢c=5cod =2, F = (x3,x4,25, 16, x7) = CPI,

Y = klzq, f,9,h], f = 2§ — 2x527,

g =2z — 3xir; + 6xyxeTr — 6w576T7 — 62372 + 63472, h = (413 — ¢%) /27,
relation: 4f3 — g —ash =0, Q(Y) = k(xz, f,9), M = klxs, 14, x5, v6, 77|

g7,1.0160) = (12457B) = Ryr

(21, X2] = 24, [21, 4] = 75, [0, T5] = We, 21, W6] = 77,

(g, 23] = 6 + @7, [T3, T4]) = —27.

i=3,r=1,¢=5cod =2, F = (xy,x4,x5, ¢ x7) = CPI,

Y = klz7, f, g, h], f = 2% — 2527,

g =2z — 3xix; + 6xyxerr — 6157677 — 61902 + 63422, h = (413 — ¢%) /27,
relation: 4f3 — g —ash =0, Q(Y) = k(xr, f,9), M = klxo, 14, x5, T6, T7].

07,1.3(ix),\=0 = (1357N)(§ =0) = Rgz

[$1,Iz] = T4, [901,963] = Ts, [$17374] = Tg, [5701,%’] = T, [902,!703] = T¢,

(g, 5] = 27, [T3, 5] = 27.

i=3,r=1,¢=5cod =2, F = (xy— x3,24, 5,26, 27) = CPI,

Y = k[zy, f,9,h), f = 22 —2x427, g = 23 — 3w4w677 + 3057607 + 31202 — 3302,
h=(f>~g°)/xr,

relation: f3 — ¢g? —x:h =0, Q(Y) = k(z7, f,9), M = klxy — 3,74, T5, Tg, T7].

97110 = (13457F) = Ry

(71, 2] = x3, [21, 3] = 24, [T1, 24] = W6, [71, T6] = 77, [T, T3] = 75,
(9, 5] = x7.

i=3,r=1,¢=5cod =2, F = (x3,x4,25 26, x7) = CPI,

Y = k[zy, f,9,h), [ =22 — 2z427, g = 223 — 3xkw; — 64607 + G322,
h=(4f°—g¢*) /s,

relation: 4f3 — g2 —x7h =0, Q(Y) = k(aq, f,9), M = klxs, 14, 15, T6, T7].
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145.

146.

147.

148.

149.

07233 = (13571) = Ry

(1, X9 = x4, 21, 24] = w6, [T1, T6] = T7, [T2, x3] = x5, [23, 5] = 27.
i=3,r=2¢=5 cod=2 F = (xy 14,15 16 x7) = CPI,

Y = klzr, f,9,h], f =22 — 2x417, g = 203 + 3xix; — 647607 + 62022,
h=4f°—g*)/xr,

relation: 4f3 — g2 —ash =0, Q(Y) = k(xz, f,9), M = klxo, 14, x5, 6, T7].

97112 = (13457D) =2 Ryg
(21, 2] = @4, [11, 4] = 15, [11, 75] = w6, [21, T6] = 27, [T2, T3] = 77,
(g, 4] = xg, [T2, 5] = 27.
i=3,r=1,¢=5 cod =2, F = (x3,24,25, 06, x7) = CPI,
Y = klz7, f, 9, h], f = 2%+ 22307 — 22577, g = 7§ — 3350677 + 37473,
= (f3 - 92)/357,
relation: f3 — ¢g? —ax7:h =0, Q(Y) = k(zz, f,9), M = klxs, x4, x5, v6, T7].

97,225 = (1357B) = Rigo
(21, 2] = x5, [11, 5] = W6, [11, 6] = 7, [T, 23] = w6, [3, 74] = — 27,
(x5, x5] = —7.
i=3,r=2¢=5 cod =2 F = (xy,x4, x5 6 x7) = CPI,
Y = klzr, f, 9, h], f = 2%+ 2x407 — 2x577, g = ¢ — 3T50677 + 37077,
= (f3 - 92)/$7,
relation: f3 — g? —ax7:h =0, Q(Y) = k(xz, f,9), M = klxo, x4, x5, 6, T7].

gros = (1245TN)(€ = 1) = Ryg
(21, 20] = 3, (21, 23] = 24, [T1, 24] = 76 + 27, [T1, 76] = 77,

22, 23] =

i=3,r=0,c=5,cod =2, F = (xy,x3,24, 5, x5, 27), no CP’s,
Y = k[zr, f,9,h), [ =22 — 2z407 + 22627,

g = ng + Sx%m + 3xix7 + 3:L‘§x7 — 6z3x6T7 — 6T4T6T7 + 6m2x$,
h=(4f> - ¢*) /s,

relation: 4f3 — ¢g?> —ash =0, Q(Y) = k(xs, f, 9),

M = klzy4, x5, x6, T7, T3T6 — To7].

= T3, [, x5] = e, [T3, 25] = 27

g7.1.02 = >~ (12457K) = Rog

(21, 2] = w3, [11, 3] = 14, [11, 75] = w6, [T, 23] = X5, [T2, T4] = e,
(g, k5] = X7, [T2, 6] = X7, [23, 5] = —27.

i=3,r=1,¢=5 cod =2, F = (x,x3,24, 5, %5, T7), no CP’s,

Y = klzz7, f, 9, h], f = 22—2x427, g = 23+ 3740507 — 3037607 — 3T476T7 — 37172,
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150.

151.

152.

153.

h = (f3 - 92)/337,
relation: f% — ¢g? —x7h =0, Q(Y) = k(zr, f, 9),

M = k[l‘4, T5, Tg, L7, L3Tg + ZL’1.177].

g7121 = (12457F) = Rss (see Example 35)
(21, 02] = T4, [21, 4] = T5, [71, 5] = T, [v2, T3] = X6, [v2, 14] = T,
[$2,$6] = I7

i=3,r=1,¢=5cod =2, F = (x,x3,24, 5, 5,27), no CP’s,

,[904, $5] = —I7.

Y = k[ﬂf'y? f7g7 h], f = SC'% - 21’3137, g = 23:% + 33:%:67 - 6374(176337 - 61:1'/17%7
h=(4f° - ¢%) /@1,
relation: 4f3 — g?> —x7h =0, Q(Y) = k(xr, f, g),

M = klzs, x5, x6, T7, X426 + T127].

gr1160)=1 = (123457G) = Ry

(21, 2] = T3, [21, 23] = 24, [11, 24] = W5, [21, 5] = W, 71, W] = 27,
(g, 23] = x5, [T2, 4] = g, [2, T5] = 27.

i=3,r=1,¢=5cod =3, F = (x3,x4,25, v, x7) = CPI,

Y = klz7, f, 9, h], f = 28 — w2677 + 31473,

g = xg — drsxivy + 2002 + dwywer? — dazxd, h = (f* — ¢%) /23,
relation: f4 — g3 —23h =0, Q(Y) = k(z7, f,9), M = klxs, x4, x5, 6, T7].

07214 = (12357A) = Ry5

(21, T2] = T4, [21, 4] = T35, [21, 5] = W6, [T1, T6] = @7, [W2, T3] = 75,
(3, x4) = —xg, [T3, 5] = —7.

i=3,r=2¢=5 cod =3, F = (xy 14,15 6 x7) = CPI,

Y = klzr, f, g9, 0], f = 28 — 3ws3677 + 37473,

g = xg — drsxiry + drgmens + 20202 — 4o, h = (f* — ¢%) /23,
relation: f4 — g3 —23h =0, Q(Y) = k(z7, f,9), M = klxo, x4, x5, 6, T7].

0702 = (123457H) = R,

(21, 2] = w3, [11, T3] = T4, [21, w4] = 5, [201, 25] = we, [21, T6] = 27,
(g, 23] = x5 + 7, [T2, 4] = X6, [T2, 5] = 27.
i=3,r=0,¢c=5,cod =3, F = (r3,x4,25, 76 x7) = CPI,

Y = klz7, f, 9, 0], f = 2} — 3ws1677 + 37473,

g = x4 — drsxivy + 2002 + dvgwer? — 2xia2 — dwsad + dxsad,
h=(f*— g3 —622f%g) /23, relation: f*— g3 — 622f%g — x3h =0,
QYY) =k(zq, f,9), M = klzs, x4, x5, T6, 7).
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154. g71.016) = (12357B) = Ry3 (see Example 34)
(1, X2 = x4, 1, 24] = @5, [T1, 25] = 6, [71, 6] = X7, [0, 73] = T5 + 27,
(3, x4) = —x6, |23, 5] = —27.
i=3,r=1,¢=5,cod =3, F = (xy,x4, 5,26, x7) = CPI,
Y = klz7, f, 9, h], f = 2} — 3wsw677 + 37473,
g = wg — drsairy — 20202 + 20222 + Axvywer? + drsad — dxowd,
h=(f*—g®—622f%g)/x3, relation: f*— g3 —622f2g — 23h = 0,
QYY) =k(xq, f,9), M = klxg, x4, x5, T, T7).

155. gr11(yyam0 2 (1234571)(€ = 0) = RY
[$1,$2] = T3, [$1,$3] = T4, [$1,$4] = Is, [951,%] = Te, [%;956] = T,
(o, 23] = x5, [T2, 4] = g, [23, 24] = 7.
i=3,r=1,¢=5,cod =3, F = (xy,x3,24, 5, x5, 27), no CP’s,
Y = klzr, f,9.h], f = 2§ — 2x527,
g = 22§ — 10z523807 + 1522x622 — 152425238 + 15237628 — 157927,
h = (4f° — ¢g*) /23, relation: 4f° — ¢* —23h =0, Q(Y) = k(av, f,9),

M = kf[£134, T5,Tg, L7, 3L — ZL’QI‘7].

156. gr4.2 = (3714) = R127
[96‘1,%] = Ts, [%;953] = T¢, [$1,$4] = T7.
i=5r=4,¢=06,cod =3, F = (xy,x3, 14, %5, 76, 27) = CPI,
Y = k[xs, x5, 77, f,9,h], [ = 1375 — Tox6, g = T4 — T3T7, h = 1475 — ToT7,

relation: 7 f+zs9—x6h = 0, Q(Y) = k(xs, x6, 27, f, 9), M = K[z, x3, 24, 5, 6, T7].

157. g73.20 = (247A)
(1, xa) = x4, 21, 23] = @5, [T1, 24] = w6, [21, T5) = 27.
i=5r=3,¢=06,cod =4, F = (xy,x3,24, x5, x6,27) = CPI,
Y = k[I67$7,f1, Ja, f3,f4], 1= Ii —2x9x6, f2 = Ig —2x3w7, f3 = X526 — T4y,
J1= —4T5 + 1376 + T2T7,
relation: z2f; + z2fo — f2 4 2xex7f1 =0, Q(Y) = k(xg, x7, f1, f2, [3),
M = klxy, x3, x4, x5, 6, T7].

158. g732 = (2457A) = Ryg
(21, Xa) = x4, 21, 23] = @5, [T1, 24] = g, [21, T6] = 7.
i=5r=3,¢c=6,cod =4, F = (xy,x3,24, x5, x6,27) = CPI,
Y = k[f1, fa, .. fi3], QYY) = k(f1, fo, f3, fa, f5), M = K[xa, 23, 24, T5, T6, T7]
where the following generators of Y satisfy 63 relations (which will be omit-

ted).
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159.

fi =1, fo= x5, fs = xf — 2w427, f1 = 2526 — X327,

f5 = l’g — 3I4l’6$7 + 31’2:6%, f6 = X4T5xg — I’gl’g + 2$3I4I7 - 3$2$5I7,

fr = 2wqx? — 2232506 + 2327,

fs = myx502 — 1378 — 4021577 + 30374767 + 3T9T5T6T7 — 3ToT3TE,

fo = 3x3x% — 69wl — 8xixy + 1819myT677 — 92322,

fro = 4x20? — 2w3w425w6 — 6127216 + T2X2 — 2050477 + 62073757,

Ju = 6x3x4x§ — 6x2x§ — 3x§x5x6 + x§x7,

fi2 = 2x5adxe + 2waxarswd — 6woxiad — vixd — S8wsxixszr + Groxgaiz, +
3rir4T67 + 6T0T3T5T6T7 — 3ToTATE,

fiz = 8x3xd — 6wsrining — 18xomaxdng — 3wixyxswl + 18wowsaia? + w3l +

12x§x2x5x7 — 18x2x3x4x§x7 + 18x%x§’x7 — 3x§x4x6x7 — 9x2x§x5x6x7 + 3x2x§x$.

9723 = (123457A) = Ry (the 7-dim. standard filiform)

(1, X9 = x3, 1, 23] = 24, [T1, 24] = 5, [21, T5] = T4, [71, 6] = 27
i=51r=2¢=6,cod =5, F = (xy,x3,24, s, x5, 27) = CPI,

Y = Ek[f1, fa, ..., fo3] (see Example 27),

M = k[ze, x5, 24, 5, 26, 7], Q(Y) = k(f1, f2, f3, fa, f5), where fi = a7,

fo = a2 —2xs517, f3 = 3} — Bxs:607 + 37472, f1 = T} — 23476 + 22377,

[5 = 2x42% — 2kw + v4T5T7 — HT3TETT + HTow? are algebraically independent

over k.

3.3 A strongly complete subalgebra M for the Lie algebras 1-82 of [05,5]

For the majority of these Lie algebras a C'PI, say b, was provided in [05,5]. Then

M =

S(h) has all the required properties (see (1) of Examples 19). Therefore we

only have to consider the 6 remaining cases (i.e. without C'P’s) listed below.

dimg=>5

7. @54 (quadratic)

(21, 23] = x3, [1, 3] = 24, [22, T3] = 5.
1=3,r=2,c=4,cod =3, F = g54,

Y = k[zg, x5, 23 + 20105 — 22974], M = k|23, 74, T5, T2y — T175) = Ye, € = a.

dimg =6

21.

96,18 = My = ()

[1’17332] = I3, [551,1753] = T4, [331,534] = Ts, [1’2,335] = Tg, [553,954] = —Tg-
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i=2,r=2c=4,cod=1,p=uwxg F = (r1,13 24, 5, 76),

Y = klzg, 23 — 2x325 — 221716), M = k|14, T5, T6, T35 + T17¢).

22. go3 = M3 = Cy (quadratic)
(1, x9] = x4, 21, 23] = @5, [T2, 23] = 6.
t=4,r=3,c=5,cod =3, F = gsg3,
Y = klzy, x5, 6, x374 — T2x5 + T176],

M = k[$3>$4,$5,$67$2$5 - 1’1356] =Y, { =],

28. g620 = Moy = 4
(21, 2] = T3, [T1, 3] = 24, [T1, 24] = X5, [T9, T3] = 75, [W2, T5] = e,
(x5, x4] = —.
i=2,r=1,¢=4,cod =2, F = (x,x3, 24, Ts5, g),

Y = k[l’G, 21’% + ?)ZEZIG - 61731‘5{['6 - 61‘117%], M = k[l‘4,$57l’6, 3,5 + 1’11‘6].
dimg =7

69. g773.13 &= (257K> = R105
[1’1,96’2] = Ts, [$1,$5] = Tg, [l’2,$5] = T, [1’3,96’4] = 7.
i=3,r=3,¢c=5cod=1,p=ux; F = (x1,29, 5,26, %7),

_ 2 _
Y = k[xg, x7, 05 — 2x9mwg + 2x127], M = k[z4, x5, T, T7, ToTs — T127].

7. 9773_22 = (247D)
[$1>$2] = T4, [901,1’3] = Ts, [ﬁl,zs] = T, [$2,$5] = Tg, [-’E3,$4] = Tg.
1= 37 r= 37 c= 57 cod = 17 P = e, F = <$1,.1'2,£U4,[B5,$6,.’E7>,

Y = k[xg, x7, 2425 + 126 — xow7], M = klxy, x5, 6, T7, T1T6 — Tol7).

3.4. A few observations

3.4.1. Lie algebras having isomorphic Poisson centers

By considering Y (g) as the subalgebra of all elements of k[x1, ..., x,] annihilated by

S [wi,zj]5>, i+ 1,...,n, sometimes one can reduce its determination to a former
- J
J=1

case. For example: 83, 84, 85, 86, 87; 89, 90, 91, 92; 93, 94, 95, 96; 98, 99; 103, 104;
106, 107; 108, 109; 110, 111; 114, 115, 116; 118, 119; 137, 138, 139, 140; 141, 142;
144, 145; 146, 147; 151, 152; 153, 154.

3.4.2 Lie algebras (among 1,2, ...,159) without CP’s
7,21, 22, 28, 69, 77, 100, 101; 121, 122, ..., 136; 148, 149, 150, 155 (28 cases). This
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corresponds to [EO, Proposition 3.4], except for the fact that (13457H) is not a Lie
algebra and that (1357S, £ = 1) is isomorphic with (2357D) [G, p. 59].

3.4.3. Quasi quadratic Lie algebras
Namely the three quadratic ones: 7, 22, 101 (see also [FS]) and 133, 134, 135, 136

(see also [Ce2]). All of them are coregular.

3.4.4. After consulting the list, we notice that for g nonsingular the strongly com-
plete subalgebra M (and also M;) of S(g) is already contained in S(F(g)). In
particular, it is also strongly complete in S(F(g)). Compare this to (2) of Theorem
22.
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