loPscience

LIE ALGEBRAS WITH AN ALGEBRAIC ADJOINT REPRESENTATION

This article has been downloaded from IOPscience. Please scroll down to see the full text article.
1984 Math. USSR Sbh. 49 537
(http://iopscience.iop.org/0025-5734/49/2/A17)

The Table of Contents and more related content is available

Download details:
IP Address: 150.214.239.26
The article was downloaded on 16/09/2009 at 11:52

Please note that terms and conditions apply.



http://www.iop.org/Terms_&_Conditions
http://iopscience.iop.org/0025-5734/49/2
http://iopscience.iop.org/0025-5734/49/2/A17/related
http://iopscience.iop.org/
http://iopscience.iop.org/search
http://iopscience.iop.org/pacs
http://iopscience.iop.org/journals
http://iopscience.iop.org/page/aboutioppublishing
http://iopscience.iop.org/contact

Martem. C6opHUK Math. USSR Sbornik
Tom 121(163) (1983), Beim. 4 Vol. 49(1984), No. 2

LIE ALGEBRAS WITH AN ALGEBRAIC
ADJOINT REPRESENTATION
UDC 519.48

E. I. ZELMANOV

ABSTRACT. In this paper it is proved that a Lie algebra over a field of characteristic
0 with an algebraic adjoint representation is Jocally finite dimensional, provided the
algebra satisfies a polynomial identity. In particular, a Lie algebra (over a field of
characteristic 0) whose adjoint representation is algebraic of bounded degree is locally
finite dimensional.

Bibliography: 22 titles.

Let £ be a Lie algebra over a field of characteristic p > 0. Given an element a € [ we
denote by @’ the commutation operator

d: z—[z,a], ze L.

In 1958 Kostrikin [1] showed that a Lie algebra satisfying the identity z], = 0 with
n < p, where p > 0, is locally nilpotent. This yielded the solution of the restricted
Burnside problem in the case of prime exponent.

A question of interest related to this result is as follows. What are the conditions
under which a Lie algebra with an algebraic adjoint representation must be locally finite-
dimensional? We say that the adjoint representation of a Lie algebra L is algebraic if
each of the operators o', a € L, is annihilated by a polynomial f,(x). This question is
Kurosh’s problem for Lie algebras (cf. [2]). An example due to Golod [3] shows that, in
general, the answer is no.

Let f(z1,...,z,) be a nonzero element of a free Lie algebra. We say that a Lie algebra
L satisfies an identity f = 0 if for any ay,...,a, € £ we have f(ai1,...,a,) = 0. In this
case we also say that [ satisfies a polynomial identity or that [ is a Pl-algebra.

Our main result is the following.

THEOREM 1. Any Lie algebra over a field of characteristic zero with an algebraic
adjoint representation is locally finite-dimensional provided it satisfies a polynomial iden-
taty.

An immediate corollary is

THEOREM 2. Any Lie algebra over a field of characteristic zero with an algebraic
adjoint representation of bounded degree is locally finite-dimensional.

Theorem 2 answers in positive a question of E. N. Kuz'min in [4].
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538 E. I. ZEL'MANOV

We say that an element a € £ is an Engel element if o’ is a nilpotent operator. In this
case the nilpotence index of @’ is called the Engel indez of a. We say that a Lie algebra
is Emgel if each element of this algebra is Engel.

By [x1,...,%n] = z12h - - - 2], we dencte the right-normed commutator of the elements
ziy, 1 <1< n.

Throughout the paper we assume that the base field ® is of characteristic zero.

§1. Engel Lie algebras satisfying a polynomial identity

In the proof of Theorem 1 the crucial role is played by some previously proved results
on Jordan pairs (see references in [5] and [6]).
1. A pair of ®-spaces VT,V ~ with trilinear compositions

VEXVT VTS (g ,e ) et eV,
VoxVTxV™ 3@,y )= {z ,yt,z2 eV~
is referred to as a Jordan pair if the following relations hold identically:
{27,y77,{2%,27%,27}} = {27, {y 7,27,277},27},
{{zo-? yia, "EU}’ yia’ ZU} = {IU, {y_o’ :Ea7 y_o-}? Zo}’
{{za7y—lf’x0’}’z—0” {mo’y—a,xa}} — {mo" {y—U) {zﬂ7z—0"x0'},y70}’ xO’}‘
EXAMPLE. Let R be an associative algebra. Put VT =V~ = R and {29,y 7,27} =
7Y 92° + 2°y~%2° € V?, 0 = £. Then (V*,V ™) becomes a Jordan pair.
The notions of homomorphism, ideal, quotient-pair, and subpair are defined in a
natural way (cf. [5]).
In studying Lie algebras the Jordan algebras arise in the following way.
A subspace B of a Lie algebra L is called an inner ideal (see (7)) if [B,B] = 0 and

[£,B,B] C B. Given inner ideals B,C < [, the pair of subspaces B, C' endowed with
compositions

BxCxB> (bl,c,bg) — {bl,c,bz} = —[C,bl,bz] € B,
CxBx(C> (Cl,b,CZ) — {Cl,b,CQ} = *[b,Cl,Cg] eC
is a Jordan pair.

LEMMA 1 (BENKART [7]). Let a € L be such that a’* = 0. Then ®a + [L,a,a] is
an inner ideal in L.

The following fundamental lemma, due to A. I. Kostrikin, supplies us with sufficiently
many Engel elements of index at most 3.

LEMMA 2 (KOSTRIKIN [1]). Let a € L be an Engel element of indez at most m,
4<m, and letbe L. Then ba’™~ ! is an Engel element of indez at most m — 1.

COROLLARY. If L contains a nonzero Engel element then L contains a nonzero Engel
element of index at most 3.

Following Kostrikin [8], we say that an element a € £ is the crust of a thin sandwich
if [£,a,a] = 0. A Lie algebra without nonzero envelopes of thin sandwiches is called
strongly nondegenerate.

The least ideal of £ whose associated quotient algebra is strongly nondegenerate is
called the strongly degenerate radical of L (the Kostrikin radical). We denote it by K(L).
It is shown in [9] that K (L) is a radical in the sense of Amitsur and Kurosh.

Put KoL) = 0 and let K1(L) be an ideal generated by all crusts of thin sandwiches
in £. Using transfinite induction we define a nondecreasing chain of ideals K,(L) by
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putting Ko(L) = Uge, Kp(L) for limit o and Ko(L)/Ka-1(L) = Ki(L/Ka-1(L))
otherwise. It is obvious that K(L£) = J, Ka(L)-

We define similar concepts for Jordan algebras. An element a® € V9, 0 = 4, of a
Jordan pair V = (VT,V ™) is called an absolute zero divisor (see [5]) if {a®,V =7,a°} = 0.
A Jordan pair is nondegenerate if it has no nonzero absolute zero divisors. The least ideal
of the pair V = (V*,V ™) such that the corresponding quotient pair is nondegenerate is
called the McCrimmon radical of V and is denoted by M(V) = (M(V)*, M(V)").

Let My(V) = 0 and let M7(V) denote the ideal generated by all absolute zero divisors
of V. It is known [5] that M{(V)? is a subspace spanned by all zero divisors of V
which are in V7. Put Ma(V) = Ugc, Mp(V) for limit a and Mo(V)/Ma—1(V) =
M (V/My_1(V)) for nonlimit a. then M (V) =, Mo (V).

LEMMA 3. Let VT and V= be inner ideals of a Lie algebra L and V = (V*, V)
their associated Jordan pair. Then [M(V)°, V=,V C K(L).

PROOF. We restrict ourselves to the case K(£) = 0 and show that then [M(V)™,
V=,V ] = 0. Let o denote the least ordinal with [M,(V)*,V~,V~] # 0, and choose
be My(V™T) such that [b,V~,V | # 0. From the above b can be represented in the form
b=>".b;, where by € VT and [V, b;,b;] C My—1(V)T. Thus, with no loss of generality,
we may take [V =,b,b] C M,_1(V)™.

Now let v € V. It is obvious that v> = 0 and v'b'v/? = v'26/+/. Hence

[b, v, ’U],2 — ,UIZbIZ,UI? _ b'l)l2b/’l}/b/'l)/.

We have
L0202 C V7 b,0, V-, V] C Mo (V)T,V, V7] =0.
Now
Yo'b = —1([v,b,b]" — Vb — b2).
Therefore

'ﬂv’zblv,blvl = ﬁvlz[v)ba b]lvl - [V_a [V_)bv b],V_] C {Mafl(v)-FaVi)V_] = 0.

This proves that [,V =,V ] C K(£) =0, a contradiction. The proof is complete.

Given elements a™ € V1t and a= € V~ of a Jordan pair V = (V*,V ), we con-
sider the operator 6(a™,a”) € Ende(V*t ® V™) defined by §(a™,a7): V7 > 2° —
{z°,0a7%,a°} € V9,0 == If VT,V ) is a Jordan pair formed by a pair of inner ideals
of a Lie algebra £, then 6(a*t,a™) is induced by ala™,a™]".

A Jordan pair is called a ni pair if for any et € V* and a— € V~ the operator
6(a™,a™) is nilpotent. The sum of all nil ideals of a pair V is a nil ideal. We call this
the nil radical of V, and denote it by Nil(V).

We say that a Jordan pair V = (V 1,V ™) satisfies a polynomial identity if there exists
a nonzero element f(zi,...,z,) of a free associative algebra such that for arbitrary

at,...,af €V*tanday,...,a; €V~ wehave

60t a7), ol a)) =0

THEOREM JP1 (see [6] or [10]). LetV be a Jordan pair satisfying a polynomial iden-
tity. Then Nil(V) = M(V).

LEMMA 4. Let L be a Lie algebra and I an ideal in L Then K(I) C K(L).

PROOF. It is sufficient to notice that, given an a in I with [I,a,a] =0, for any b € £
we have [b,a,a]? = 0.

REMARK. It will be shown in §2 that K(I) = K(L)N1I.

Now we are in a position to prove the following.
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PROPOSITION 1. Any Engel PI-Lie algebra is locally nilpotent.

PROOF. We assume that [ is an Engel PI-Lie algebra which is not locally nilpotent.
By [11], every Engel Lie algebra contains a maximal locally nilpotent ideal, and the
quotient algebra over this ideal has no nonzero locally nilpotent ideals. Hence, without
loss of generality, we may assume that £ has no nonzero locally nilpotent ideals. Grishkov
[12] has shown that, for a Lie algebra L over a field of characteristic zero, the ideal K;(£)
is locally nilpotent. Therefore K (L) = 0.

Now let a,b € £ be Engel elements of index at most 3. Then V' = ®a + [£,a,q]
and V= = ®b + [L,b,b] are inner ideals of L. Now V = (V,V ") is a Jordan nil pair
satisfying a polynomial identity. By Theorem JP1 we have V = M (V). Then from
Lemma 3 we deduce that

[a,b,b] C [M(V)", V=, V"] C K(L)=0.

Let I denote the subspace of L spanned by all Engel elements of index at most 3.
Since £ is Engel, every automorphism-invariant subspace in £ is an ideal. Hence I < L.
By Kostrikin’s lemma £ has nonzero Engel elements of index at most 3; that is, I # 0.
By Lemma 4, K(I) = 0. But we have shown above that for b € £ with '3 = 0 one has
[1,b,b] =0, a contradiction. Now the proof is complete.

2. In this subsection we prove Theorem 1 for a Lie algebra L satisfying all identity
relations of a finite-dimensional algebra. For this we will require a variant of Engel’s
theorem in Jacobson’s form (see [13]).

LEMMA 5. Let A be an associative ®-algebra of dimension m which 1s generated by
{a;]1 <14 < k}. Suppose each commutator in {a;} of degree at most m*™=? is nilpotent.
Then A 1s a nilpotent algebra.

PROOF. We construct, by induction, an increasing chain of nilpotent subalgebras in
A. Set Ag for the subalgebra generated by a1. Suppose we have constructed an A; in such
away that A; is generated by a set 5; of commutators in {a; |1 <2 < k} of degree at most
m20=1)_ If A, = A, then we set A;+1 = A. Now suppose A; # A. Then dimg A; < m—1.
The subalgebra in Endg (A) generated by all right and left multiplications by elements of
A; has dimension at most (m — 1)2 over @ and is nilpotent of index at most (m —1)2 +1.
Since A; # A, we can find a generator a; outside A;. For any arbitrary set of (m—1)2+1

commutators pi,. .., m-1)241 in P; we have [a;, p1,...,p(m-1)2+1] = 0. Hence there
exist commutators p;,,...,p; € P, 0 <r < (m — 1)%, such that
w=[aj,pj,---sp5] ¢ As [w, Pi] C A;.

The degree of w is at most 1 + rm2C~1 < 1 4 (m — 1)?2m20=1) < m?. Besides,
wA; € A; + A;w. Now choose for 4,1 the subalgebra generated by A; and w. The mth
step of the construction gives A, = A, proving the lemma.

LEMMA 6. Let A be an associative ®-algebra satisfying all the identities of some
m-dimensional ®-algebra. Suppose A is generated by a set {a;|1 <t <k}, and let each
commutator in {a;} of degree at most m?™~2 be nilpotent. Then A is milpotent.

PROOF. We assume that the lemma is false. Then, with no loss of generality, we may
assume that A is prime. By a theorem due to Markov [14] and Rowen [15], the center
Z(A) of a prime PI-algebra A is nonzero and the ring of quotients Z(A) 1A is a simple
finite-dimensional algebra over the field of quotients Z(A4)~1Z(A). The dimension of
Z(A)™1A4 over Z(A)~'Z(A) is at wnost m. Z(A)"1A is generated over Z(A4)~1Z(A) by
{a;]1 <17 < k}. By Lemma 5, Z(A) A is nilpotent; but this was assumed false. The
proof is complete.
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COROLLARY. Let L be a Lie algebra satisfying all the identities of some m-dimension-
al algebra. Suppose L 1is generated by a set {a;|1 < i < k} and let each of the commu-
tators in {a;} of degree at most m*™ ~4 be Engel. Then L is nilpotent.

PROOF. Let R({L) be the multiplication algebra of [; that is, the subalgebra in
Endg (L) generated by the operators of the form o, a € L. Then R(L) satisfies all
the identities of some m?-dimensional algebra. R(L) is generated by a}, 1 <7 < k, and
each of the commutators in {a}} of degree at most (m?2)2m ~2 = pim*—4
By Lemma 6, R(L) is nilpotent; hence, so is L.

is nilpotent.

LEMMA 7. Let L be a Lie algebra satisfying all the identities of some m-dimensional
algebra A. Assume that L s generated by a set {a;|1 < 1 < k} and that for any
commutator a in {a;} of degree at most m*™ =4 the operator o is algebraic. Then L is
a locally finite-dimensional algebra.

PROOF. Let T denote the ideal of identities of an m-dimensional algebra A and
L(X) the free algebra in the variety determined by the identities of A, X = {z;|1 <
1 < k} being the generating set. A mapping ¢: z; — a;, I < 1 < k, extends to a
homomorphism ¢: L(X) — L. We denote by P the set of all commutators in {z;}
of degree at most m#m*=4_ For each commutator p € P we can find a polynomial
fola) = 2™ + 3, opaat such that f,((p?)') = 0. Let I denote the ideal of L{X)
generated by (J,cp L(X)p"". It is obvious that I is homogeneous. £(X)/I is generated

by the elements z;+1, 1 <1 < k, every commutator in {z;+ 1} of degree at most mim*—4

being Engel. By the corollary to Lemma 6, £(X)/I is nilpotent. Suppose L(X)* C I.
We will show that, as a ®-space, [ is generated by the commutators in {a;} of degree
less than s. Let b = [a;,,...,a;,] be a commutator of degree s in {a;}. We know that
[@iy,. .., z,] is in T; that is,

[zim ‘e 11"1'3} = vavjplnpwll’:j’
]
where
Vo € L{X), pE P, W, ;€ R(L(X))+ @Id.

We may choose v, ; and W;} ,; homogeneous in X. Obviously

s = deg(v,,;) + n, deg(p) + deg(Wy ;).
Now

(@i, -a:,] = va,j(al, coar) | - Z ap,ip’i W"J’ (a1,...,ax).
p:J <n,

The right-hand side is the linear combination of the commutators in {a;|1 < ¢ < k} of
degree less than s. This proves the lemma.

§2. Radicals

1. Our next purpose is to prove that Kostrikin’s radical is hereditary with respect to

subalgebras.
An element a € L is called strongly Engel if there exists a function g(a, L,n). n > 1,
of natural argument such that for any a1,...,ar € £, k < n, we have

a9l — (g ay, ..., 095 = 0.

1t is obvious that, given a strongly Engel element a € £ and any b € £, the commutator
[a,b] is strongly Engel. Indeed it is sufficient to set g([a, b}, L,n) = g(a, L,n + 1).
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LEMMA 8. All elements in K1(L) are strongly Engel.

PROOF. We consider a = Y, [ai, i1, . . -, Gim, | € K1(L), the a; being crusts of thin
sandwiches and a;; € L. Let L(X) denote the free Lie algebra freely generated by
X = {zo,2i, %ij,¥: |1,7 > 1}, and let I be its ideal generated by |J,[L(X),zi, z;]. We
consider a natural homomorphism

LX) = LX)/ T = L(X).

Choose elements Zx = >, [Zi, Tit, - - -» Timy» Y1, - - - Ji) € K1(L(X)), 0 < k < n. By the
above-mentioned result of Grishkov [12], K1(L(X)) is a locally nilpotent ideal. Hence,
for a natural s, we have ZTp,z; = 0, where 0 < k < n. Now setting g(a, L,n) = s
completes the proof.

LEMMA 9. Ewvery strongly Engel element of L 1s in K(L).

PROOF. Let @ € L\K(L) be a strongly Engel element. Without loss of generality
we may assume that £ is a strongly nondegenerate algebra. By Kostrikin’s lemma there
exist elements ay,...,a, € L such that 0 # b = [a,a1,...,am] is an Engel element of
index at most 3. The element b is also strongly Engel. Let ¢ € L be any other Engel
element of index at most 3. We consider a Jordan pair

V=Vt V7)=(Bc+][Lecc],®b+][L,bb]).

For any v* € V* and v~ € V™ we have §(vt,v™)9(®:L:2) = 0; that is, V is a nil pair of
bounded index. By Theorem JP1, V' is radical in the sense of McCrimmon. By Lemma.
3,

[e,,) C[M(V)T, V=,V | C K(L)=0.

We want to show that [c,¢1,...,¢p,b,0] =0 for any ¢1,...,¢p, € L.

We consider the infinite power series algebra ®((zy,...,2,)) over ® in the variables
2;, 1 <i<mn,and we set £ = L ®g ®((z1,...,7,)). It is easy to see that [ is strongly
nondegenerate and that b is a strongly Engel element in £ with g(b, £,n) = g(b, £,n).
Hence for any Engel element ¢ of index at most 3 in £ the equation [¢,b,b] = 0 holds.
Given an automorphism

p =exp(zic1) - - exp(Tucn),
we find that [©(c), b, b] = 0, which implies [c, c1,. .., ¢n, b,b] = 0.

Thus, denoting by I the ideal in £ generated by b, we have proved that [1,b,b] = 0.

This contradicts £ being nondegenerate, proving the lemma.

PROPOSITION 2. Let A be a subalgebra of a Lie algebra L such that A C K(L). Then
A=K(A).

PROOF. It is sufficient to show by transfinite induction on o that ANK, (L) C K(A).
Setting g{a, A,n) = g(a, £, n) shows that every strongly Engel element a of a Lie algebra
L which is an element of A is strongly Engel in A. Hence using Lemmas 8 and 9 we have
ANKy(L) C K(A). Now suppose AN Kg(L) C K(A) for all 3 < a. We want to show
that AN K,{(L) C K(A). There is nothing to prove if « is limit. Now suppose a — 1
exists and consider a homomorphism ~: £ — £/K4_1(L). Then

ANKL(L)CANKL(L)=ANK(L) C K(A).

By induction the kernel of the homomorphism A — A is in K(A). Hence AN K,(L) C
K (A), and the proof is complete.
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COROLLARY 1. For anyideal I < L, K(I)=INK(L).
This gives a positive answer to a question of Filippov [9].

COROLLARY 2. Let L be a strongly nondegenerate Lie algebra and I <1 L, a € L,
[I,a,a] =0. Then [I,a] =0.

PROOF. We consider a subalgebra I’ = I 4+ ®a. It is obvious that a € K(I'). By
Proposition 2 we have

[I,a] CINK(I') C K(I) C K(L) = 0.

2. Lue algebras with finite grading. Let A be a torsionfree abelian group. A decomposi-
tion of £ of the form £ = >, L into the sum of subspaces such that (£x, £,] C Lat,,
A € A, is called a A-grading of L. A grading is called finite if the set {A € A| L) # 0}
is finite. Suppose that M is a finite subset in A such that 0 € M. We say that [ is
M-graded if Ly =0for all A ¢ M.

Now let £ = Y ,cp Lx be an M-graded Lie algebra, M* = M\{0} and L* =
Usem- £x. Everywhere in the sequel we will be assuming that A is generated as a
group by M. An ideal I <1 L is called a strong ideal if it can be generated by a subset in
L.

LEMMA 10. Let L be a Lie algebra generated by L*, and suppose that [ has no
nonzero strong nilpotent tdeals. Then

(a) the sum ), ar Lo 15 direct, and

(b) for I < L, esther I C LoNZ(L) or INL* #0.

PROOF. (a) Wetake > ja;=0,0#a;€—Lx, Ai#A N fori#7,1<4 7 <r. Since
A is a finitely generated torsionfree abelian group, there is a homomorphism ¢: A — Z
such that one of the integers p(A1),...,©(),) is greater than all the others. Suppose for
instance that ©{(A;) > (X)) for all 4, 1 <7 <r — 1. We consider

B:U LN Z Ery

reM p(v)<p(A)

By the above, a, € BN L*. It is easy to see that [B, £* U Ly] C B. Hence a ®-subspace
® B spanned by B is an ideal in L. Now set

€min = min{p(A) —p(p) [ A, p € M, 0(A) > p(u)},
€max — max{@(/\) - SO(/J’) ‘ A’N S Ma @(A) > 90(/"’)}7

We will show that B® = 0. Let a1,...,as € B, a; = Y a;; € Ly, aij € L»
©(Xij) € ©(Ai) — €min and [a1,...,a5] #0. Then ay +--- + s € M. Now

[a1,... 05 = [Zalj, Zagj, e Zasj} = Z[aljwa?jm ey G-

We have [ayj,,...,as5,] € Lay; ++2,;,- But

@(Alﬁ +-+ )‘sjs) < (SD()\l) - 6min) +e (30(/\5) - 5min)
:30()\1+"'+/\s)_55min <<P(>\1 +"'+/\s)”5maX7

17

and hence
€max < QD(AI + -+ /\s) - (p()\ljl +-+ )‘Sjs)'
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We see that Aqj, + -+ Asj, ¢ M and, consequently, [aij,,...,as;,] =0, a contradic-
tion.

(b) Since L is generated by £*, the maximal ideal of £ contained in £q is Z(£)N Lo.
By factoring over Z(L£) N Ly we may assume that Lo contains no nonzero ideals of L.

Now we admit 0 # I < £ and I N L* = 0. Then I is not homogeneous and it contains
no nonzero homogeneous ideals. By (a) there exists a nonzero strong ideal D of £ which
is nilpotent modulo I. Each power of D is a homogeneous ideal. Hence D is nilpotent,
a contradiction. The proof is complete.

Let d denote the maximum length of a-series 3,8 + a, ..., 0+ ka, a € M*, k > 0,
lying entirely in M. Having some other applications in mind, we formulate the results
of this subsection in greater generality than required by the proof of Theorem 1. In
particular, it will be assumed for the sequel that the characteristic of the base field is
either zero or at least d. It is obvious that £/¢ =0 for A € M*.

We consider a subalgebra A generated by arbitrary elements ay,...,a, € £*:
Ag=Llay,..an) €L, A=Y Ay, AVCANL,
AEM
Ao= > [Ax AL
AEM™

The following notation will be used: A’ = {a’: L — L]a € A} C Endg (L), A’* is the
subspace generated by the operators z - - -z}, where z; € A, 1 <1 < k, R(A) = > 7 A%
is a subalgebra in the associative algebra Ende (L), and R(A) = R(A) + ®1d

LEMMA 11. There emsts o function of natural argument f(n) such that r(A) =
S att

PROOF. There exists a homomorphism 9: A — Z such that ¥()\) # 0 for all A € M*.
Therefore, without loss of generality, we may assume that A = Z. We set

MT=Mn{klk>0}={0<a; < - <as,}
M- =Mn{k|lk<0}={3, <---< b <0},
A= > A A =D A
AEM+ rxEM-

1°. We first show that R(A,)4" = R(A_)*" = 0. For this we consider the decreas-
ing chain of ideals

sy
I = R(Ay) ZA;J-) R(AL), 1<i<s.,
-

of R(A,). It is easy to verify that [¢
R(ALTT =o.

2°. Now let a € A, and z1,...,74 € A_,. Tt is easy to verify, by induction, that for
all 1 <k <d

k-1
oy zha® = Kz, a) - [zk,a) mod R (Z Aia> R(A) + Z AY.
J=1

Liyi, 1 <4 < sy, and I¢, = 0. Hence

>0
For k = d we find that ¢’? = 0. Hence

k-1
[z1,0]" -+ |zk,a] € R <2Am) R(A) + ZA’J‘.

i>0 =1
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3°. For any permutation ¢ we have

d d
H[zo(i),a]’ = H [z;,a] modZA’J
1=1 =1
This gives us
d d
d!Z[zi,a] = [.731 + - +Id,a]/ - Z[Il +oee Ty +---+md,a]'d
=1 =1

d d—1
4+ (1) Z[zi,a]'d modZA’j.
t=1 7=1

Using 2°, we have

d d—1
[[zia' er (Z A_m> R(A)+>_ A1,
i=1 i>0 j=1
Hence, independently on the sign of «, we obtain
d
1zi,a) € R(ADR(A) + ZA'J
=1
4°. Now we show that
n(d—1)
A:)‘n(d—l)-f—l g R(A+)R(A) + Z A”.
i=1
For this we consider an operator of the form
n(d—1)+1

IT lzow), =zicAs, wicd .

=1
By the Jacobi identity we may assume that for each 1 <¢ < n(d — 1) + 1 the element z;
is in {a1,...,a,}. There exist indices 1 < iy < iy < -+ < iqg < n(d— 1)+ 1 such that

zi, = =z, =a€ {ay,...,a,}. For each permutation ¢ we have
n(d—1)+1 n(d—1)+1 n(d—1)
H [Zo(i), Yoy = H [z:,5:]" mod E A",
7=1 =1

Now we may assume that 1, = k for 1 < k < d, and then 1° is apphcable.
5°. Now we can prove that
n(d—1)4+d°- —
AR C AL R(A) + Y AL
=1
Suppose that H d D+ ), is not an element of the right-hand side. Then we may
assume that z; € Ao fort <m and z; € A_ for m < 4; 0 <m < n(d— 1)+ d°-. From
3° we have m < n(d — 1). Hence
n(d—1)+d°—
[T < cR@amDte —mc Ra)ad <o
i=1
This is a contradiction. Now putting f(n) = d°+ (n(d — 1) + d°~) completes the proof of
the lemma.
REMARK. Similar propositions have been proved (see [16]) by 1. P. Shestakov in the
case of alternative algebras and by V. G. Skosyrskii in the case of Jordan algebras.
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LEMMA 12. There exists a function of natural argument f1(n) such that

AN C N R(A)[ A, A
a+3¢0
PROOF. It will be shown that fi(n) = (2f(n)+1)(nd —n+1) is the desired function.
By Lemma 11, A”2/(M+1 C R(A)[A, A, A)'. Hence

A/(Qf(n)+1)(nd—n+1) C R(A)[A’A’A]/n(d—l)jtl-

We consider an operator of the form H (d— 1)+1[

Y € Ag,-

Suppose there is an index ig such that o;, + 3;, # 0 and let 79 be the largest index
with this property. Then for ¢+ > ¢y we have a; + §; = 0, and applying the Jacobi identity
we easily find that

zi,y:)', where z; € [A, A], z; € Ay, and

n(d—1)+1
[[ [moul € R(A)[Aw Ag"
i=0
Now we suppose that o; + ;=0 forall 1 <¢v<n(d— 1)+ 1. If y;, is an element in
[A, A], then replacing [z;,,y;,]" by z! makes it possible to repeat the above

ZQyZO - ylo ZQ

argument.
We may assume, by the Jacobi identity, that y; € {a1,...,an} foralll1 <i <n(d-1)+
1. There exist indices 1 <1y <1y < - - <4g <n(d—1)+1such thaty;, = - =y, = a.

The equation
[xi: a]’{.’lij, yj}, = [xja yj']/[xin a], + [zi[xja yj],) aJ, o [x’i: (l[ﬁllj, yj],y
shows that we may put ¢, = k for 1 < k < d. Now for each k > 1 we have

k k
kll‘[[m,a]'z (fo) a* mod > R(A)[Aa,Ag].

a+B#£0

In particular, for £ = d we obtain

H[mu Z AavAﬁ]lv

a+ﬁ¢0

proving the lemma. )
Let Al¥! denote the kth soluble power of an algebra A; that is, A% = A and AlF+1] =
[A[k]’A[k]]_

COROLLARY 1. For each k > 1 there exists a function of natural argument fi(n)
such that
AT N R(A)(AM N L,
A#£0

COROLLARY 2. If A is a soluble subalgebra then R(A) s nilpotent.

A subset B in an algebra L is called locally nilpotent if every finite subset of B generates
a nilpotent subalgebra.

LEMMA 13. Let I be a strong ideal of L such that I N L* is locally nilpotent. Then
I 18 a locally nilpotent vdeal.

PROOF. 1°. We choose z; c TN Ly, ac M*, 1 <i<m,andana € [ . Let X
denote the set of commutators in {a,z; |1 < { < m} having degree at least 1 in {z;},
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length at most f1(m + 1), and lying in £*. By our hypotheses X’ is nilpotent. Suppose
X'’® = 0. Then {z},a’} is a nilpotent set of index at most fi(m + 1)s.

2°. Now we choose z; € IN Ly, a; € L 4, and a5, ~a; € M* 1 =1,....,n. We
will show, by induction on n, that {[z;,a;]’|1 < ¢ < n} is nilpotent. For n = 1 this has
been proved in 1°. Now we assume that W = R(L([z;,a;]|1 < ¢ < n — 1)) is a finite-
dimensional nilpotent algebra with W™ = 0 and set W =W + ®Id. For an arbitrary
w € W we have

[Zn, a]'w = W[y, an)’ Zwl TnW, Q) Zﬁ)j [Zn 0}, anw?],
J
where wi,u?],wj € W and w; w” € W. Let {wy,...,w,} be a basis of W. We set
X ={z;ziw; |1 <e<mn, 1§]§r} Then

[, 05,] € W([X,anW] + (X, a,]).

s

k

Il
—

By virtue of 1°, {z}, (z,w;)’, (anwj) al,|]l <7< n,1<7<r}isanilpotent set of index,
say, s. Then {[z;,a;]' |1 <7 < n} is a nilpotent set of index at most ms.

Thus we have proved that the set (3, c5s- Lo, L)’ is locally nilpotent.

3°. Now we consider

$1,...,In€Im£*, ylw--»ymEIo: Z[Iaaﬁ’a]'
acM*

We can prove now that B = R(L{z1,...,Zn,¥Y1,---,Ym)) is a nilpotent algebra. By 2°,
R(L{y1,-..,ym)) is a finite-dimensional nilpotent algebra of index, say, q. Let vy,...,v,
form a basis of R(L{(yy, ..., Ym)), and let X = {z;,z,0;|1 <1 <n, 1 <j < r} be a finite
set in I N £*. Then R? C RX’. Suppose X' nilpotent of index ¢. Then R = 0, proving
the lemma.

PROPOSITION 3. L contains a mazimal strong locally nilpotent ideal Loc(L). L =
L/Loc(L) contains no nonzero strong locally nilpotent ideals. Each locally nilpotent ideal
of L isin LoN Z(L).

PROOF. If £/Loc(L) contains a nonzero strong locally nilpotent ideal, then there
exists a strong ideal I of £ which properly contains Loc(£) and which is locally nilpotent
modulo Loc(L). We will show that I is locally nilpotent. Indeed it is sufficient to
verify that I N L* is a locally nilpotent set. We consider ai,...,a, € I N L* and
A = L{a1,...,a,). Suppose Al™ C Loc(L). Let B denote the set of commutators in
A" 0 £* of degree at most f,,(n) in ay,...,an (cf. Corollary 1 to Lemma 12). Tt is
obvious that B C Al™ C Loc(L). Suppose B” = 0. Then

AT C RAB, RN =0

Thus that £ = £/Loc(L) contains no nonzero strong locally nilpotent ideals. Now let
P denote a nonzero locally nilpotent ideal in £. Then PN L = 0. By Lemma 10(b)
P C Z(L)nN Lo, proving the proposition.

Now let Loc(£) denote the preimage of Z(L£) under the homomorphism £ — Z. It is
obvious that

(i) each locally nilpotent ideal of £ is in Loc(L),

(ii) [Loc(L), £) C Loc(L), and

(ili) £/Loc(L) contains no nonzero locally nilpotent ideals.
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PROPOSITION 4. K(£) C Loc(L).

PROOF. 1t is sufficient to show that each crust of a thin sandwich of £ is in Loc(£).
Set C1(L) = {a € £|a'? = 0} and let ®C;(L) denote a subspace spanned by C;(L).
It is obvious that ®C;(L) is invariant with respect to all automorphisms of L. Due
to restrictions on the characteristic of ®, for each z € L£* we have exp(2’) = Id +
Zf;ll 1/4!2’* € Aut L. Hence every subspace in £ which is invariant under Aut [ is an
ideal. In particular, ®C,(L) < L. By Theorem 1 in [17], ®C;(L) is locally nilpotent.
In view of Proposition 3 ®C; (L) C Loc(L). The proof is complete.

An element o of M* is called extreme if there exists a homomorphism ¢: A — Z such
that ©(8) < ¢(a) for all 8 € M\{«}. In this case £, and L_, are inner ideals of L,
and they form a Jordan pair V = (Ln, L-4).

LEMMA 14. Let o be an extreme element of M™, and I = (I,,1_,) an ideal of the
Jordan pair V = (Lo, L_o). Then

(Idﬂ(Ia) N ﬁa/IouIdﬁ(Ia) NLoo+ Ifoc/[—a)
15 a locally nilpotent ideal of the Jordan pair V/I.

PROOF. Without any loss of generality we may assume that (i) A =2, M C {—n <
k <n}, a=mn, (ii) L is generated by a finite set of elements in £*, and (iii) Loc(L) =0
and, in particular, £ =" L is a direct sum.

Set R(L)=®Id+ 37" L. We consider a subspace

Jn - In[ﬁ—naln]/erl g In
Obviously
Ide(Jn) = Jn+ > JnL'™.
k=1
Since the sum Zﬁn L is direct, we have

e (Jn) N Lo = Jn+ D JuLE,

k=1

whence Id ¢ (J, )N L., € I,,. Now it is sufficient to show that Id ¢ (1,,)/Id ¢ (J,) is a locally
nilpotent algebra. But this is implied by I, C K(L/Idy(J,)) and by Proposition 4. The
proof is complete.

COROLLARY. Let o denote an extreme element of M and V = (Lo, L ). Suppose
that V /I contains no nonzero locally nilpotent ideals, I being an ideal of the form I =
(In,] o) 9V. Then 1z (o) N Lo = L.

§3. Proof of Theorem 1

LEMMA 15. Let £ be a Lie algebra over a field ® of characteristic zero. Any tdeal
of L generated by a set {a € L|[L,a,a] C ®a} 1s locally nilpotent.

PROOF. Let A be a subalgebra of L generated by elements of the form
n;
¢ = a; H @i
j=1

where 1 <17 <nand 1 <j <n; and let [£,a;,0;] C Da;, a;; € L and A = {a;,0;;|1 <
1 <n, 1 <5 <ngj.
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We consider a free Lie algebra £(X) freely generated by a finite set X = {z;,z;; |1 <
t <n, 1 < j < n;}andits ideal I generated by (J,[L(X), i, z;). Let —: L(X) — L(X)/I
denote the natural homomorphism. We consider elements of the form z; = z; [[_, =

j=1T4;
and their images Z;. By a theorem of Grishkov [12], £(z;|1 < 7 < n) is a finite-
dimensional subalgebra. Let ©y,...,7; form a basis of £{z;]|1 <4 < n) over ®, and let
v1,...,0s denote preimages of Ty,...,Us.

Given an element v € £({X), we denote by degv the degree of v in X; that is, the
maximal weight of a commutator which enters a linear combination of commutators

equal to v with a nonzero coefficient. Set d = max(deguvy,...,degv;). We show that A
is contained in the subspace spanned by commutators in 2 of weight at most d. Indeed,
we consider v € £{z1,...,2,), degv = m > d. We have

Mik

5
— /
U= E QU4 + E [wik7 Tq, xz] § wikj 5
=1 i,k 7=1

where o; € @, and w;; and w;; are commutators in X. Obviously

n}ix deg wix + Zdeg wik; | = d.
7

Moreover,
Mik

v(A) e Zaﬂ)i(m) + Z‘I’ai Zw;kj(m)’

whence v(2) is a sum of commutators in 2 of weight less than m, proving the lemma.

LEMMA 16. Let L be a stmple finite-dimensional Lie algebra over an algebraically
closed field I of characteristic zero satisfying an identity of degree n. Then L is isomor-
phic to one of the algebras G2, F4, Eg, E7, Eg, Ay, By, Cx or D, k < [n/2].

The proof trivially follows from the observations that no matrix algebra F,, satisfies
an identity of degree less than 2m and that the Lie algebra FS7 can be embedded in
any of the algebras An,, By, Cp or D,,.

We will need some more definitions and results concerning Jordan pairs.

We consider a Jordan pair V = (V™, V7). Given elements a™ € V¥ and a™ € V™,
we introduce an operator T'(a™,a™) € Endg(V+ &V ~) acting by the rule

T(a*,a7): a7 — a7 = {&%,a"%, 0%} + 1{a®, {a~7,2%,a "}, a%}.

A pair (a*,a7) is called quasi-invertible if T(at,a™) is an invertible operator. An
ideal of V is called quasiregular if each element in it is quasi-invertible. The sum of all
quasiregular ideals of V is a quasiregular ideal called the Jacobson radical of the pair
(and denoted by J(V) = (J(V)*,J(V)7)). Similarly to the case of associative algebras,
applying a well-known trick due to Amitsur we derive the following.

LEMMA JP1 (Amitsur [19]; see also McCrimmon [20]). LetV be a Jordan pair over
a field F such that
Card F > max(dimz V™, dimpV 7).
Then J(V) = Nil(V).
A subpair B = (BT, B7) is called an inner ideal if {B°,V~°,B°} C B, 0 = %. Fix
at € VT and o~ € V™. Following Hogben and McCrimmon [21], an inner ideal B is
called (a?,a™7)-modular if
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(i) V°T(a™,a™) C B°,
(i) for arbitrary v7 € V7, b7 € B?

{6°,a7%,v7} — %{b", {a7%,v%,a7%},a°} € B°,

(ii) 3{a%,a °,a°} — a” € B°.

A Jordan pair V is called +-primitive if it contains an (a™*,a™ )-modular inner ideal
B (where a™ € V' and a= € V) such that B+ I =V for any nonzero I < V.

Let P(at,a™) denote the set of all maximal (a™,a™ )-modular inner ideals, and let

P, = U P(at,a™).

(at,a=)EVT V-
Given an inner ideal B € P., we denote by I{B) the maximal ideal of V contained in B.
LEMMA JP2. J(V)* =pep, I(B).

It is easy to see that V/I(B), where B € P, is a +-primitive pair. Lemma JP2 means,
in fact, that any Jacobson semisimple Jordan pair is residually a 4-primitive pair.

LEMMA JP3. Let V be a primative Jordan pair over an algebraically closed field F
of suffictently large cardinality:

Card F > max(dimp V1, dimp V7).

If V' satisfies a polynomaal identity, then
(a) V s a sumple pair, and
(b) There exists a nonzero element a™ € V¥ such that {a*,V~,aT} C Fa™.

Now we are in a position to prove Theorem 1. Let L be a Lie algebra over a field
® of characteristic 0 whose adjoint representation is algebraic. Suppose that £ satisfies
a polynomial identity. It is known [11] that an algebra whose adjoint representation is
algebraic contains a maximal locally finite-dimensional ideal and the quotient algebra
over this ideal has no nonzero locally finite-dimensional ideals. Therefore the proof will
be complete if we prove that L contains a nonzero locally finite-dimensional ideal. Using
Grishkov’s theorem [12], we may assume that [ is strongly nondegenerate. If £ is Engel,
then Proposition 1 gives the desired conclusion. Otherwise let a be a non-Engel element
in L. Let F' be an algebraically closed extension of ® of sufficiently large cardinality:
Card F > dimg L. Set £ = L ®¢ F. By Proposition 2, K(£)N £ C K(L£) = 0. Hence
we may assume that £ is embedded in the quotient algebra £ = £/K(L).

We represent [ as the direct sum of weight subspaces with respect to the derivation
o:L=3yerLar Set M ={Ae F|L)+#0} and M* = M\{0}, and let « € M* be an
extreme element in M. We consider an ideal

P= Z L+ Z [f)uffx]

AEM- AEM*

of L and the Jordan pair V = (fa,f_a). Every absolute zero divisor of V is a crust
of a thin sandwich in £; hence M(V) = 0. By Lemma JP1 and Theorem JP1 we get
J(V)=Nil(V) = M(V).

Choose a maximal modular inner ideal B € P, in V, and then consider I(B) =
(I(B)",I(B)") <« V and Idp(I(B)") < P. By the corollary to Lemma 14 we have
Idp(I(B)*) N Lo = I(B)t. Let Ip/Idp(I(B)*) be a maximal M-graded ideal in
P/Idp(1(B)") whose intersection with

Lo +1dp(I1(B)7)/1dp(I(B)")



LIE ALGEBRAS WITH AN ALGEBRAIC ADJOINT REPRESENTATION 551

is trivial. Now P/ Ip contains no nonzero strong nilpotent ideals. By Lemma 10 each
nonzero ideal of P/ I'5 contains a nonzero homogeneous ideal; hence its intersection with
L, + Ig/Ip is nonzero. By Lemma JP3(a), P/l is simple; and by Lemma JP3(b)
together with Lemma 15, P/Ig is locally finite-dimensional over F. Bakhturin [22]
has proved that any simple locally finite-dimensional over its centroid PI-Lie algebra
of characteristic 0 is finite-dimensional over the centroid. By the choice of the field F
the centroid of P/I:B coincides with F; hence dimg P/fB < o0. Suppose L satisfies an
identity of degree n. Then, by Lemma 16, P/ Ip is isomorphic to one of the algebras G,
Fy, Eg, E7, Eg, Ay, By, Cy or Dy, where k < [n/2].

We consider an ideal Idz(L,) of L generated by L,. It is obvious that Id5(Ls) =
Idp(Ls).

LEMMA 17. (Npep+ I) NIDF(Za) = 0.

PROOF. Set I =(gep, I5. We have

INZo= () UsnZa)= () IB)" =J(V)* =0.

BepP+ BePpPy

Hence [I, L4, La) € IN L, = 0. Since P is strongly nondegenerate, by Corollary 2 to

Proposition 2 we have [I, L,] = 0. Hence [I,Idp(L,)] = 0; that is, I N1dp(L,) is a

trivial ideal of P. Thus I NIdp(L,) = 0, proving the lemma.

Now Id#(L,) intersects L trivially. For, otherwise, each element of £ would be anni-
hilated by a power of HﬁeM\{a}(a’ — f1d), and then we would have £, = 0. By Lemma

17, Id7(La) N L can be embedded in a subdirect product of P/Ig, B € Py, each of
these latter algebras being isomorphic to one of Gg, Fy, Eg, Ey, Eg, Ax, B, Ci or Dy,

k < [n/2]. Hence Id5(L,) N L satisfies all the identities of a finite-dimensional algebra
Fs @ Eg® A,. By Lemma 7, Idf(fa) N L is a locally finite-dimensional algebra. Now
the proof of Theorem 1 is complete.

The author wishes to express his gratitude to L. A. Bokut’ for his help and support,
and to A. I. Kostrikin for the attention he paid to this paper.
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