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Abstract

In [6], [7] an elementary method for obtaining a classification of complex filiform Leibniz algebras
based on invariants was presented. The present paper is an implementation of this method in low
dimensional cases. We give a complete classification of a subclass of complex filiform Leibniz algebras
obtained from the naturally graded non-Lie filiform Leibniz algebras. It is known [5] that this class
can be split into two subclasses. In this paper we shall consider the second one. We give a hypothetic
formula for the adapted number of isomorphism classes.
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1 Introduction

Leibniz algebra was first introduced in the early 90’s of the last century by French mathematician
J.-L.Loday as a non-associative algebra with multiplication satisfying the Leibniz identity:

[zfyz]] = [[zylz] — [[z2]y].

This identity is equivalent to the classical Jacobi identity when the multiplication is skewsymmet-
ric. Leibniz algebras appear to be related in a natural way to several topics such as differential geometry,
homological algebra, classical algebraic topology , algebraic K-theory, loop spaces, noncommutative geom-
etry, quantum physics etc., as a generalization of the corresponding applications of Lie algebras to these
topics. Most papers concern to study of homological problems of Leibniz algebras. In [11] J.-L.Loday
and T.Pirashvili have described the free Leibniz algebras, paper [13] by A.A.Mikhalev and U.U.Umirbaev
is devoted to solution of the non-commutative analogue of the Jacobian conjecture in the affirmative for
free Leibniz algebras , in the spirit of the corresponding result of C.Reutenauer [I5], V.Shpilrain [16]
and U.U.Umirbaev [I7]. The problems concerning Cartan subalgebras and solvability were studied by
Sh.A.Ayupov and B.A.Omirov (see, for instance, [2]). The notion of simple Leibniz algebras was sug-
gested by S.Abdulkassymova and A.Dzhumadil’daev [I], who obtained some results concerning special
cases of simple Leibniz algebras.

Unfortunately, up to now there is no paper including complete discussion on comparisons the
structural theory of Lie and Leibniz algebras (one means results like Levi-Malcev decomposition theorem,
Lie-Engel theorem, Malcev reduction theorem, the analogue of Killing form, Dinkin diagrams, root space
decompositions, the Serre presentation, the theory of highest weight representations, the Weyl character
formula and much more).

Papers [3], [6], [7] [B], [4], [8] and [I4] can be considered as a certain progress towards a classification
of nilpotent Leibniz algebras.

The present paper is devoted to the classification problem of a subclass of non-Lie complex filiform
Leibniz algebras in low dimension cases.
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2 Preliminaries

Definition 2.1. An algebra L over a field K is called a Leibniz algebra if it satisfies the following Leibniz
identity:
[z[yz]] = [[zy]2] = [[x=]y]-

Let LB, (K) be a subvariety of Alg,(K) consisting of all n-dimensional Leibniz algebras over K.
It is invariant under the isomorphic action of GL,(K) ("transport of structure”). Two algebras are
isomorphic if and only if they belong to the same orbit under this action. As a subset of Alg, (K) the set
LB, (K) is specified by the system of equations with respect to structural constants ij:

n

> (vt = i+ v = 0.
=1

It is easy to see that if the multiplication in Leibniz algebra happens to be anticommutative then
it is a Lie algebra. So Leibniz algebras are "noncommutative” generalization of Lie algebras. As for Lie
algebras case they are well known and several classifications have been given, for instance see [10]. But
unless simple Lie algebras the classification problem of all Lie algebras in general remains a big problem.
Yu.I.Malcev [12] reduced the classification of solvable Lie algebras to the classification of nilpotent Lie
algebras. Apparently the first non-trivial classification of some classes of low-dimensional nilpotent Lie
algebra are due to Umlauf. In his thesis [I8] he presented the redundant list of nilpotent Lie algebras
of dimension less than seven. He gave also the list of nilpotent Lie algebras of dimension less than ten
admitting a so-called adapted basis (now, the nilpotent Lie algebras with this property are called filiform
Lie algebras). Tt was shown by M.Vergne [19] the importance of filiform Lie algebras in the study of
variety of nilpotent Lie algebra laws. Paper [9] concerns the classification problem of low dimensional
filiform Lie algebras.

Further if it is not asserted additionally all algebras assumed to be over the field of complex
numbers C.

Let L be a Leibniz algebra. We put: L' = L, LF*' =[L* L], k€ N.

Definition 2.2. A Leibniz algebra L is said to be nilpotent if there exists an integer s € N, such that
L'>L*> ..o L% ={0}.
The smallest integer s for that L® = 0 is called the nilindex of L.

Definition 2.3. An n-dimensional Leibniz algebra L is said to be filiform if dimL’ = n — i, where
2 <3 <n.

Let Leib,, denote the class of all n—dimensional non-Lie filiform Leibniz algebras.

There are two sources to get a classification complex filiform Leibniz algebras. One of them is
the naturally graded non-Lie filiform Leibniz algebras and another one is the naturally graded filiform
Lie algebras. Here we deal with complex filiform Leibniz algebras obtained from the naturally graded
non-Lie filiform Leibniz algebras.

Theorem 2.1. [5]. Let L be an element of Leib, 1. Then there exists a basis {eg, e1,...,en} of L such
that the structural constants of L on this basis are defined by one of the following two forms:
{6060]] = e2,
a0 . €;€p] = €i11, 1<i<n—-1
a) (The first class) wpi”" = lcoer] = ages + Quea + . + On_16n_1 + fen,
[ jel] = Qagejt2 + agejrz + ... + Qpp1jen, 1<53<n-2
epeq) = ey,
€ieo] = €it1, 2<i<n-—-1

b) (The second class) ps'7 :=
ere1] = yen,
eje1] = Baejra + Ba€jiz + oo + Bnri—jen, 2<j<n-2

i
=2
/_/%m

[
[
leoe1] = fses + Baes + ... + Pren,
[
[
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Note that the algebras from the first and the second class never are isomorphic to each other. The
classes we denote as F'Leib, 11 and SLeib, 1, correspondingly. The basis is said to be ” adapted”.

In this paper we will deal with the second class of algebras of the above Theorem, the elements
of SLeib, 1 will be denoted as L(8s, By, ..., Bn,Y), meaning that they are defined by the parameters
637 ﬁ47 ceey Bna -

3 On adapted changes of basis and Isomorphism criterion for
SLeibn+1

Here we simplify the isomorphic action of GL,, ("transport of structure”) on SLeib,,. The details
of proofs can be found in [§].

Definition 3.1. LetﬁL € SLeib,11. A basis {eg, e1,...,en } of L is said to be adapted if its multiplication
table has the form 5.

Let L be a Leibniz algebra defined on a vector space V and {eg, e1, ..., e, } be the adapted basis of
L.

Definition 3.2. The basis transformation f € GL(V) is said to be adapted for the structure of L if the
basis {f(eo), f(e1), ..., f(en)} is adapted.

The closed subgroup of GL(V') spanned by the adapted transformations is denoted by GL4q(V).

Definition 3.3. The following types of basis transformations of SLeib,, 1 are said to be elementary:

e,

e1) = e1 + ben,

first type = o(0,1) =0 o) = [flen), fleo), 2<i<n—1,

f(e2) = [f(eo), f(eo)]

f(eo = eo + aeg

second type — n(a, k) = fler) = e ]

yp Ma fleiv) = [f(ei), f(eo)], 2<i<n-—1, 2<k<n,
f(e2) = [f(eo), f(eo)]
f(eo) = aeo + bex
) e1) =de; — bd—wenfh ad #0

third type — 6(a,b,d) = ;Ei = [f(es), flea)], 2 :i Sn-1,

f(e2) = [f(eo), f(eo0)]

where a,b,d € C.

Proposition 3.1. If f is an adapted transformation of SLeib, 41 then
f=o0(bp,n)on(an,n)on(a,—1,n—2)o...on(az,2) o d(ag,a1,br)

Proposition 3.2. Transformations of the form o(a,n), n(a,n) and n(a, k), where 2 <k <n-—2,a€ C
preserve the structural constants of SLeib, 1.

Since superposition of adapted transformations is again an adapted transformation, the proposition
above means that the transformation o (b,,n)on(an,,n)on(an—1,n —2)o...on(asz,2) does not change the
structural constants of SLeib,, 1.

Thus the action of GL.q(V') on SLeib,,+1 can be reduced to the action of elementary transformation
of the type three.

Let R™(x):=[[...[r,a],a],...,a], and RO(z) := .

—_——

m—times
Now due to Proposition 3.2 it is easy to see that for SLeib, 1 the adapted change of basis has the
form:
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ey = Aeop+ Beg
¢y = De; — B¢,
eq = A(A+ B)ea + AB(ases + ... + an—1) + B(AB, + By)en,
, k=2 , o
e, =AY Cp={TAFTITIBIRE (ep—;) + BFTIRE ()
i=0
where, 3<k<n and A,D € C suchthat AD #0.
Now we state the isomorphism criterion with respect to GLgq(V').
We introduce the following series of functions:

wt(% Z) = ¢t(y, 23, %45 -eey Ry Zn-‘rl) =

t—1 t t i2
k—2 k—3_ 2 k—4_ 3
2zt — 2 (OV 1Yz T CLTY° D0 Ztws—iy  Za+1—k FCL 00 D0 D0 Zt43—in  Zigtd—iy  Zi—k ot
k=3 i1 =k+2 io=k+311=k+3
1 k—2 t ik—S ig
Cr_1y > Do e Do EtB—ip_s " Big_gtB—ig_a - " Pig+3—is * Ziy+5-2k

iho3=2k—2i_4=2k—2 i1=2k—2
b1 t igp_2 i
+y > Do e Do Z4B—iys Big_otB—ix s " Zint3—in * Zin+a—2k)  Vk(Y; 2),
ip_o=2k—11,_3=2k—1 i1=2k—1

where 3 <t <n,

Y1y 2) = 2Zng1

Theorem 3.1. Two algebras L(8) and L(f') from SLeib, 1, where 8 = (83,84, ..., Bn,7), and B/ =
(85, B4, -, B, '), are isomorphic if and only if there exist complex numbers A, B and D such that AD #
0 and the following conditions hold:

1 D
B = = Z%/Jt(

| W

:0), (1)

3<t<n—-1,

B;L = An172 %§7+wn(§vﬂ)v (2)

and

1 D A
v = W(z)QT/JnH(E;ﬂ)-

To simplify notation let us agree that in the above case for transition from (n + 1)-dimensional
filiform Leibniz algebra L(8) to (n + 1)-dimensional filiform Leibniz algebra L(8’) we write 8/ =

o5 5. 3:8)) :
o5, 2. 0:8) = (01(%, 2, 2:8),00(%, B, 2:8), ... 0n-1(5, B, 25 8)),
where
or(z,y,u;2) = 2 tunhya(y; 2) for 1<t <n—2,
and

on—1(7,y,u;2) = xn_5uz¢n+l(y§ z).

Here are the main properties, used in this paper, of the operator g:

19, 0(1,0,1;-)) is the identity operator.

1 By D;. _ 1 B1A>x+BsDy DiDs.
A, L laﬂ))_Q(Alsz lle: 17A1A§7 )
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30 If B =0(%,5,2:8) then B=0(A -2, ,4:5).

From here on n is a positive integer. We assume that n > 4 since there are complete classifications
of complex nilpotent Leibniz algebras of dimension at most four [?].

In our investigation we proceed from the viewpoint of [7]. Let N,, stands by the adapted number
of isomorphism classes in SLeib,. (i.e. the number of isomorphism classes on the adapted basis providing
that each parametric family is considered as a one class).

4 Classification

For the simplification purpose we establish the following notations: let A1 = 48385 — 5@%, Ay = 2632, B¢ —
6036105+ Bay + 463, A3 = 4B386+ 284y —TB3, Ay =4B386 — 183, As = 5386 —3B3PaBs+283, Ag =
43384y + 83387 — 28328486 + 2861, A7 = 4B3B4y + 86367 — 2137 and the letters A with “ ’ "denote
the same expression depending on parameters /35, 81, 5%, 86,05 and +'.

4.1 Dimension 5

In this section one considers SLeibs. Consider the following representation of SLeibs as a disjoint
union of its subsets:
SLeibg, = U1 UUQUU3UU4UF,

where
Uy = {L(B) € SLeibs : B3 # 0,7 — 263 # 0},
Uy = {L(B) € SLeibs : 5 # 0,y — 233 = 0,84 # 0},
Us = {L(B) € SLeibs : 63 =0, 75 0},
Uy = {L(B) € SLeibs : B3 = 0,7 =0, B4 = 0},
F = {L(B) € SLeibs : B3 = 0,7 =0, 54;«&0}

Proposition 4.1. Two algebras L(8) and L(8’) from U; are isomorphic if and only if

/

T _ 7
A

Thus the algebras from the set U; can be parameterized as L(1,0, \).

Proposition 4.2.
a) Algebras from Us are isomorphic to L(1,1,2);
b) Algebras from Us are isomorphic to L(0,0, 1);
c¢) Algebras from U, are isomorphic to L(0, 1, 0);
d) Algebras from F' are isomorphic to L(0,0,0).

Theorem 4.1. Let L be a non-Lie complex filiform Leibniz algebra in SLeibs. Then it is isomorphic to
one of the following pairwise non-isomorphic Leibniz algebras:
1) L(1,0,)):
€0€0 = €2, €60 = €i41, 2 S ) S 3, €pe1 — e3, €161 = )\64, €2€1 — €4, rxeC.

2) L(1,1,2):
€p€p = €2, €;€0 = €Z'Jr17 2 S 7 S 3, €p€1 = €3 =+ €4, €1€1 = 264, €2€1 = €4.

3) L(0,0,1):
€0€o = €2, €;€0 = €j41, 2 S ) S 3, €1€1 = €é4.

4) L(0,1,0):
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€0€o = €2, €;€0 = €41, 2 S ) S 3, €p€1 = €4.

5) L(0,0,0) :
€0€o = €2, €;€0 = €441, 2 S ) S 3.

The adapted number of isomorphism classes N5=5.

5 Dimension 6

This section is devoted to six dimensional case.
The class SLeibg can be represented as a disjoint union of several open and closed subsets:

SLeibs = U1 JU2JUs UUsUUs UUs YUz UUs U F,

where

Ui = {L(B) € SLeibs : B3 # 0,7 # 0},

Us = {L(B) € SLeibg : B3 75 0,v= 0,A; 75 0},

Us = {L(B) € SLeibg : B3 # 0,7 =0,A; = 0},

Uy = {L(B) € SLeibg : 63 = 0,64 75 0,7 75 0},

Us = {L(ﬂ) € SLeibg : B3 =0, 4 # 0,v= 0, Bs # 0},
Ug = {L(ﬂ) € SLeibg : B3 =0, 4 # 0,v= 0,85 = 0},
U; = {L(B) € SLeibg : 63 = 0,64 =0,y 75 0},

Us = {L(a) € SLeibs : B3 =0,8, = 0,7 =0, 85 # 0},

F = {L(a) (S SLeib6 : ﬁ3 = 0,ﬁ4 = 0,’7 = O,ﬁ5 = 0}

Proposition 5.1. Two algebras L(8) and L(8’) from U; are isomorphic if and only if

20364y + B3N 28384 + BEA]

72 ,712

Thus the set U; can be parameterized as L(1,0,\,1).

Proposition 5.2.
a) Algebras from U, are isomorphic to L(
b) Algebras from Us are isomorphic to L(
¢) Algebras from Uy are isomorphic to L(0,1,0
Algebras from Us are isomorphic to L(0, 1

)
d)
e) Algebras from Us are isomorphic to L(
f) Algebras from Uz are isomorphic to L(
g)
h)

Algebras from F are isomorphic to L(0,0,0,0).

Theorem 5.1. Let L be a non-Lie complex filiform Leibniz algebra in SLeibg. Then it is isomorphic to
one of the following pairwise non-isomorphic Leibniz algebras:
1) L(1,0,\1):
€p€p = €2, €;€60 = 6i+17 2 S 7 S 4, €p€1 = €3 =+ A85, €1€1 = €5, €2€1 = €4,
€3€1 = €5, A S O

9) L(1,0,1,0):
eoeg = €2, e€ieg =¢€;11, 2<1<4, epe; =e3+e5, €1 = €4, €36] = €5.

3) L(1,0,0,0) :
eoeg = €2, €ieg =¢€i11, 2<1<4, epe; =e3, €61 = €4, €361 = €5.

4) L(0,1,0,1):



LS. Rakhimov, S.K. Said Husain 7

eoeg = €2, €ieg =¢ei11, 2<1<4, epep =ey, €1€] =e5, €261 = €5.

5) L(0,1,1,0)
egeg = €2, €ieg =¢€;11, 2<1<4, epe; =eq4+es, ez = es.

6) L(0,1,0,0):

€p€p = €2, €;€0 = 6i+17 2 S 7 S 4, €p€1 = €4, €2€1 = €5.

7) L(0,0,0,1) :
egeg = €2, e€ieg =¢e;11, 2<1<4, ere; = es.

8) L(0,0,1,0):
egeg = €2, e€ieg =¢e;11, 2<1<4, epe; = es.

9) L(0,0,0,0) :
€0€o = €2, €;€0 = €41, 2<4 S 4.

The adapted number of isomorphism classes Ng=9.

6 Dimension 7

Consider the following decomposition of SLeib7 into its disjoint subsets:
SLeiby = U1 U2 JUs YU UUs UUs JU7UUs UUo U Uro YUt UUr2UUis UUra U Fy

where

Uy = {L(B) € SLeiby : B3 # 0, A1 # 0, Ay # 0},

Uz = {L(B) € SLeiby : B3 # 0,A1 #0,A2 = 0,7 # 0},

Us = {L(B) € SLeib7 : B3 # 0,A1 = 0,A3 # 0,7 # 0},

Uy = {L(B) € SLeib; : B3 =0, 84 # 0, B5 # 0},

Us = {L(B) € SLeib; : B3 =0, 0, 75 0,85 = 0,~v— 3ﬁi 75 0},
Us = {L(B) € SLeib; : B3 75 0,A1 =0,A3= 0,v= 0,A4 75 0},
Uz = {L(B) € SLeib7 : 3 =0,84 # 0,85 = 0,y — 387 = 0},
Us = {L(B) € SLeiby : f3 = 0,84 =0, 5 # 0, B # 0,7 # 0},
Ug = {L(B) € SLeiby : B3 = 0,84 = 0,05 #0, B # 0,7 = 0},

Uio = {L(B) € SLeiby : 3 =0,84=0,085 #0, 35 = 0,7 # 0},
Ui = {L(B) € SLeiby : 3 =0,84=0,085 # 0,35 = 0,7 = 0},
Uiz = {L(B) € SLeiby : 3 =0,8,=0,85 = 0,86 # 0, # 0},
Uiz = {L(B) € SLeiby : 3 =0,81= 0,85 =0, 35 # 0,7 = 0},
Uig = {L(ﬂ) S SLeib7 : ﬂg = O,ﬂ4 = 0,[35 = O,ﬂﬁ = O,")/ 75 O},
F = {L(ﬁ) S S’Leib7 : ﬁ3 = 0,ﬁ4 = 0,65 = O,ﬁG = O,’y = 0}

Proposition 6.1. Two algebras L(8) and L(8’) from U; are isomorphic if and only if

AY AP
A3 A7

yAT AP
A2 A7

Thus the algebras from the set U; can be parameterized as L(1,0, A1, A1, A2).

Proposition 6.2. Two algebras L(8) and L(5’) from U; are isomorphic if and only if
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Thus the algebras from the set U can be parameterized as L(1,0,1,0, ).

Proposition 6.3. Two algebras L(8) and L(8’) from Us are isomorphic if and only if

,.YB ,.)/3

N

Thus the algebras from the set Us can be parameterized as L(1,0,0,\, \).

Proposition 6.4. Two algebras L(8) and L(3’) from Uy are isomorphic if and only if

/

T
A

Thus the algebras from the set U, can be parameterized as L(0,1,1,0, ).

Proposition 6.5. Two algebras L(8) and L(8’) from Us are isomorphic if and only if

/

v
8: B

Thus the algebras from the set Us can be parameterized as L(0,1,0,0, A).

Proposition 6.6.

a) Algebras from Ug are isomorphic to L(1,0,0,1,0);
b) Algebras from Uy are isomorphic to L(0,1,0,1,3);
¢) Algebras from Ug are isomorphic to L(0,0,1,0,1);

Algebras from Ug are isomorphic to L(0,0,1,1,0);

d) ) )

e) Algebras from Uyg are isomorphic to L(0,0,1,1,1
f) Algebras from Uj; are isomorphic to L(0,0,1,0,0);
g) Algebras from U;s are isomorphic to L(0,0,0,0,1
h) Algebras from Ujs are isomorphic to L(0,0,0,1,0);
i) 0 ,
j) Algebras from F' are isomorphic to L(0,0,0,0,0).

Theorem 6.1. Let L be non-Lie complex filiform Leibniz algebra in SLeib;. Then it is isomorphic to
one of the following pairwise non-isomorphic Leibniz algebras:
1) L(l, O, /\1, /\1, /\2) :
€p€p = €2, €;€0 = €Z'Jr17 2 S 7 S 5, €p€1 = €3 =+ A165 + )\166, e1e1 = )\266,
ege] = e4 + )\166, €31 — €5, €4€1 = €g, )\1, )\2 eC.

2) L(1,0,1,0,\) :
€p€p = €2, €;€0 = €Z'Jr17 2 S 7 S 5, €p€1 = €3 =+ €5, €1€1 = )\66, €o€1 = €4 + €6,
ese1 =es, eqe; =eg, A€ C.

3) L(1,0,0,,\) :
eoeo = €2, e€ieg =¢€;11, 2<1 <5, eper =e3+ Aeg, ere1 = Aeg, €261 = €4,
ese1 = es, eqe; =eg, M€ C.

4) L(0,1,1,0,)) :
eoeg = €2, e€ieg =¢€;11, 2<1 <5, eper =es+es, ere; = Aeg, €261 = e5 + eg,

eze] =eg, AE C.

5) L(0,1,0,0,\) :
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eoeo = €2, €ieg =eir1, 2 <1 <9,

eze; =e5 +ep, eze1r =ep, A€ C.
6) L(170707 170) :

€oeo = €2, €;€9 =€ijt1, 2 <17 <3,

€41 = €g6.
7) L(O7 1,0,1, 3) :

eoep = €2, €iep = €41, 2 <1 <5,

€3€1 = €g.
8) L(0,0,1,0,1):

epeg = €2, ejeg =€, 2<1 <5,
9) L(0,0,1,1,0):

eoep = €2, €iep = €41, 2 <1 <5,
10) L(0,0,1,1,1):

eoep = €2, €iep = €41, 2 <1 <5,
11) L(07 05 17 05 0) :

epeo = €2, ejeg =€, 2<1 <5,
12) L(0,0,0,0,1):

eoep = €2, €iep = €41, 2 <1 <5,
13) L(0,0,0,1,0):

eoep = €2, €iep = €41, 2 <1 <5,
14) L(0,0,0,1,1):

eoeo = €2, €ieg =eir1, 2 <1 <5,
15) L(0,0,0,0,0):

eoeg = €2, €0 =¢ei11, 2<1<5.

7 Dimension 8

S.K. Said Husain

eoe1 = eq +e5 +eg, e1e1 = Aeg,

€pe1 = €3 + €4, €261 = €4, €361 = €g,
epe1 = e4 +eg, eie; = 3eg, €2€1 = e,
€p€1 = €5, €1€1 = €6, €261 = €.

epe1 = €5 + €, €261 = €g.

epe1 = €5 + eg, €1e] = €, €2e] = €g.
€p€1 = €5, €2€1 = €g.

€1€1 = €g.

€p€t1 = €g.

€p€1 = €, €1€1 = €g.

SLeibs = Uy JU2UUs UUsUUs JUs JU7 U Us U U U Uro U U1 U Ur2U Urs U
UrsUUis UUis U U7 U Urs U Uro U Uao U U1 Y U2 U F,

where

Uy = {L(B) € SLeibs :
Uy = {L(ﬁ) € SLeibg :
Us = {L(ﬁ) € SLeibg
Uy = {L(ﬁ) € SLeibg :
Us = {L(ﬁ) € SLeibg :
Usg = {L(ﬁ) € SLeibg :
U; = {L(ﬁ) € SLeibg :
Us = {L(ﬁ) € SLeibg :
Uy = {L(ﬁ) € SLeibg
Uypp = {L(ﬂ) € SLeibg :
U1 = {L(ﬂ) € SLeibg :
U = {L(ﬂ) € SLeibg :
Ui = {L(ﬂ) € SLeibg :
Uiy = {L(ﬂ) € SLeibg :

B3 #0,A1 #0,A5 # 0},

B3 #0,A1 #0,A5 = 0,7 # 0},

B3 #0,A1 #0,A5 = 0,7 = 0},

B3 #0,A1 =0,A4 #0,Ag # 0},

B3 #0,A1 =0,A4 #0,A = 0},

ﬁ3 #OaAI :07A4:O,’7750,A7750},
B3 =0,84 # 0,85 # 0,86 # 0},

B3 =0,84 # 0,05 # 0,86 = 0},

B3 =0,B14#0,85 = 0,56 # 0,7 # 0},

B3 =0,B4# 0,85 =0,8 = 0,7 # 0},

B3 =0,81=0,85#0, b6 # 0},

ﬂ3 :0554:0;ﬁ5¢07ﬂ6 :057207ﬂ7¢0}5
ﬂ3 :0554:0;[35:Ovﬂ6 #057¢07ﬂ7¢0}5
ﬂ3 :0554:0;[35:Ovﬂ6 #057¢07ﬂ7:0}5
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Uis = {L(ﬂ) € SLeibg : B3 =0, 4 750,['35 =0, B¢ #O,’Y:O,ﬂ7 750},
Uig = {L(ﬂ) € SLeibg : B3 =0, 4 750,['35 =0, B¢ #O,’Y:O,ﬂ7 :O},
U7 = {L(ﬂ) € SLeibg : B3 =0, 4 750,['35 =0, B¢ :0,720,ﬂ7 750},
Uig = {L(ﬂ) € SLeibg : B3 =0, 4 750,['35 =0, B¢ :0,720,ﬂ7 :0},
Urg = {L(B) € SLeibs : 3 = 0,84 = 0,85 # 0, s = 0,7 # 0},

Uso = {L(B) € SLeibs : B3 = 0,814 = 0,85 = 0,86 = 0, B7 # 0,7 # 0},
Uy = {L(ﬂ) € SLeibg : B3 =0,84=0,05 =0, B¢ :0,ﬂ77£0,’}/:0},
Usz = {L(B) € SLeibs : B3 = 0,84 = 0,85 = 0,86 = 0, 87 = 0,7 # 0},
F:{L(ﬁ) € SLeibg : B3 =0,84=0,05 =0, B¢ :0,67:0,’}/:0}.

Proposition 7.1. Two algebras L(8) and L(3’) from U; are isomorphic if and only if

AY_ AP
A2 AP

AT (A7 —2884A5 — 1457A1) AP (AL — 28845 — 1482A))
Af h AL

BsyAT _ Biy'AT
A2 AB

Thus the algebras from the set U; can be parameterized as L(1,0, A1, A1, A2, A3).

Proposition 7.2. Two algebras L(8) and L(8’) from U; are isomorphic if and only if

AP AP

63%72 - Béz,y/z

At (A7 —1487A1) AP (A7 —1482A)
B3v a Byt '

Thus the algebras from the set U can be parameterized as L(1,0, A1, 0, A2, A1).

Proposition 7.3. Two algebras L(8) and L(8’) from Us are isomorphic if and only if

At (A7 — 1453A) — 4B3B1y) At (A7 — 14BAT — 455517)
A3 AR '

Thus the algebras from the set Us can be parameterized as L(1,0,1,0, A, 0).

Proposition 7.4. Two algebras L(8) and L(8’) from U, are isomorphic if and only if

A _ A
A3 AP
BsyAL _ Byy'AP

A3 ¥

Thus the algebras from the set Uy can be parameterized as L(1,0,0, A1, A1, A2).
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Proposition 7.5. Two algebras L(8) and L(8’) from Us are isomorphic if and only if

Py _ By’
Ay AL

Thus the algebras from the set Us can be parameterized as L(1,0,0,1,0, \).

Proposition 7.6. Two algebras L(8) and L(8’) from Us are isomorphic if and only if

Bayt  BEA
AT T AB

Thus the algebras from the set Ug can be parameterized as L(1,0,0,0, A, A).

Proposition 7.7. Two algebras L(8) and L(8’) from U are isomorphic if and only if
BsBe + 381Br — TBaBEBs _ BLBs + 3BL B — T84BT B

53 5
/

v
BaBs  BiBs

Thus the algebras from the set Uy can be parameterized as L(0,1,1,0, A1, A2).

Proposition 7.8. Two algebras L(8) and L(8’) from Ug are isomorphic if and only if

BaBsy + 3836 + TH3B2 _ BiByy + 3674 + THZ A2
B3 5

/

v
BaBs  BLBE

Thus the algebras from the set Us can be parameterized as L(0,1,1,—1, A1, A2).

Proposition 7.9. Two algebras L(8) and L(8’) from Uy are isomorphic if and only if
B3 (Bey + 38167) 2 (Be + 3B£6%)

,73 ,713

Thus the algebras from the set Uy can be parameterized as L(0,1,0,0, A, 1).

Proposition 7.10. Two algebras L(3) and L(8’) from Uy are isomorphic if and only if

BiBr+~  BPBL++?
73 - 7/3 ’

Thus the algebras from the set Uyp can be parameterized as L(0,1,0,—1, A, 1).

Proposition 7.11. Two algebras L(S) and L(8’) from Uj; are isomorphic if and only if

Bey B
il

Thus the algebras from the set U1 can be parameterized as L(0,0,1,1,0, ).
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Proposition 7.12. Two algebras L(S) and L(8’) from Ujs are isomorphic if and only if

g _ o
5

Thus the algebras from the set Uia can be parameterized as L(0,0,1,0, A, 0).

Proposition 7.13. Two algebras L(S) and L(8’) from Ujs are isomorphic if and only if

Bs B
)
Thus the algebras from the set U3 can be parameterized as L(0,0,0,1,0, A).

Proposition 7.14. Two algebras L(S) and L(8’) from Uy4 are isomorphic if and only if

Bs B
e
Thus the algebras from the set U4 can be parameterized as L(0,0,0,1, 1, A).

Proposition 7.15.

d
e) Algebras from Ujg are isomorphic to L(
f) Algebras from Uy are isomorphic to L(
g) Algebras from Us; are isomorphic to L
h)

Theorem 7.1. Let L be non-Lie complex filiform Leibniz algebra in SLeibs. Then it is isomorphic to
one of the following pairwise non-isomorphic Leibniz algebras:
1) L(l, 0, /\1, /\1, /\2, )\3) :
epey = €2, eieg =ei11, 2<1<6, eper = e3+ Aes + Aeg + Aaer, erer = Azer,
eze1 = €4 + A1eg + A1e7, eze; = e5 + Ajer, ege1 = eg,
ese1 = e7, A1,A2, A3 € C.

2) L(1707A1507)\27)\1):
egeo = €2, e€ieg =¢e;11, 2<1<6, eper =e3z+ Aes+ Aqer, erer = Aer,
ege1 = e4 + Aieg, ezer =es5+ ey, eqer =eg, esep =e7, A, A € C.

3) L(1,0,1,0,),0):
€p€p = €2, €;€60 = 6i+11 2 S 7 S 6, €p€1 = 63—|—€5—|—)\67, €o2€1 = 64—|—66, €361 — 65—|—67,
eqe] = eg, esep =e7, AE C.

4) L(170707)\17)‘17)\2):
€pep = €2, €;€0 = €11, 2<1<6, eger =e3z+ Aieg + )\167, eje; = )\267,
ese1 = eq + A1e7, ezer =es, eqe1 =eg, eser = ey, A € Cl

5) L(1,0,0,1,0,\) :
eoeg = €2, eieg =¢e;11, 2<1<6, epe;r =e3z+eg, ere1r = Aey, eze; = e4q+ e,
ese; = e5, eqe1 =eg, eser =e7, M€ C.
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6) L(1,0,0,0,\, M) :
epep = €2, €ieg =eiq1, 2<1<6, epe; =e3+Aer, eje; = Aey, eze; =eyq, eze; = es,
eqe1 = €5, ese; =e7, A€ C.

7) L(07 15 170; A17>\2) :
€0ep = €2, €;€) = €41, 2<i<6, eje; =egtes+Aer, ere; = Aser, exe; = es+eg,
eze] = eg+e7, eger =e7, A, A € C.

8) L(07 15 17 _17>\17>\2) :
eoeo = €2, e€ieg =¢e;11, 2<1<6, eper =es+es—es+ ey, erer = Azer,
ese1 = es5+eg —e7, ezer =eg+er, eqer =er, A,A €C.

9) L(0,1,0,0,),1) :
egeg = €2, eiep =ejr1, 21 <6, eger =es+ ey, eje; =e7, eze; = es, €361 = €g,
ese;1 =e7, AE C.

10) L(0,1,0,—1,\1):
eoeg = €2, eieg =¢e;11, 2<1 <6, epe; =eq—eg+ ey, eier =ey, ese; =e5 — ey,
eze] = eg, eqe1 =e7, AE C.

11) L(0,0,1,1,0,\):
eoeg = €2, e€;eg =¢e;11, 2<1<6, epe;r =e5+eg, ere1 = Aey, eze1 = eg + e,
ese; =e7, M€ C.

12) L(0,0,1,0,X,0):
epep = €2, ejeg =¢€i11, 2<1<6, epe; =e5+ ey, eze; =ep, eze; =e7, AEC.

13) L(0,0,0,1,0, ) :
€pep = €2, €;60 = €41, 2<1 < 6, epel = €g, €1€1 = )\67, ege1] = ey, AxeC.

14) L(O, 0,0,1,1, )\) :
€0ep = €2, €;€0 = €11, 2<i<6, epe; =eg+er, erer = Xer, ese; =e7, M€ C.

15) L(0,1,0,0,1,0):
€p€p = €2, €;€60 = €i+1) 2 S 7 S 6, €p€1 = €4 =+ €7, €2€1 = €5, €3€1 = €, €4€1 = €7.

16) L(0,1,0,0,0,0) :
€p€p = €2, €;€0 = €i+1, 2<4 S 6, €p€1 = €4, €2€1 = €5, €3€1 = €5, €4€1 = €7.

17) L(0,1,0,—1,1,0):
epeo = €2, ejeg=¢e;i11, 2<1<6, epe; =e3 —eg+e7, ese1 =e5—e7, €361 = €,
€4€1 = €7.

18) L(0,1,0,—1,0,0):
epeo = €2, €eg=¢€;4+1, 2<1<06, ege; =es—ep, €2e1 = €5—€7, €361 = €6, €4€] = €7.

19) L(0,0,1,0,0,1):
€p€p = €2, €;€0 = 6i+1) 2 S 7 S 6, €pe1 = €5, €1€1 = €7, €2€1 = €5, €3€1 = €7.

20) L(0,0,0,0,0,1):
€p€p = €2, €;€0 = €i+1) 2 S ’L S 6, €1€1 = €.

21) L(0,0,0,0,1,0) :
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€0€o = €2, €;€0 = €41, 2 S ) S 6, €p€1 = €.

22) L(0,0,0,0,1,1) :
€0€o = €2, €;€0 = €41, 2 S ) S 6, €pe1 = €7, €1€1 = €.

23) L(0,0,0,0,0,0):
€0€o = €2, €;€0 = €j41, 2 S ) S 6.

The adapted number of isomorphism classes Ng=23.
Conjecture. The adapted number of isomorphism classes N,, of n-dimensional non-Lie complex
filiform Leibniz algebras in SLeib,, can be found by the formula:

N,, =n? —7n+15.

8 About method of classification

To classify SLeib, we split it into several subsets and classify the algebras from each of these subsets
separately. The formula n? — 7n + 15 for the adapted number of isomorphism classes has a hypothetic
character, but it is confirmed by our computations in dimension 9 as well.

It is a slightly tedious to check for the expressions given in the parametric family cases to be
invariant by hand, but a computer can do it very efficiently. This procedure has been implemented in
the computer programm Maple 10.
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