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Abstract. Lie quasi-states on a real Lie algebra are functionals which are
linear on any abelian subalgebra. We show that on the symplectic Lie algebra of
rank at least 3 there is only one continuous non-linear Lie quasi-state (up to a
scalar factor, modulo linear functionals). It is related to the asymptotic Maslov
index of paths of symplectic matrices.
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1. Introduction and main results

1.1. Lie quasi-states.
Let W C g be a vector subspace of a finite-dimensional Lie algebra g over
R. A function ¢ : W — R will be called quasi-linear if:

[r1,22) =0 = ((c1m1 + cox2) = 1((x1) + c2((x2) Vey, 00 € R.

A quasi-linear function on the whole Lie algebra g will be called a Lie quasi-state.

Continuous Lie quasi-states on g form a vector space @(g) Set Q(g) :=
Q(g)/g*, where g* is the dual space to g. It can be viewed as the space of non-
linear continuous Lie quasi-states on g.

In the present paper we focus on Lie quasi-states on the symplectic Lie
algebra sp (2n,R), that is on the Lie algebra of the group Sp(2n,R) of 2n x 2n
symplectic matrices. Our main finding is that the notion of a continuous Lie
quasi-state is rigid in the following sense.

Theorem 1.1.  Let g =sp (2n,R), n > 3. Then dim Q(g) = 1.

As we shall see below, the generator of Q(g) looks as follows: its value on a matrix
B € sp (2n,R) equals, roughly speaking, to the asymptotic Maslov index of the
path e as t — oo.
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Let us discuss the assumptions of the theorem. In the case n = 1,
dim Q(sp (2,R)) = +o00. Indeed, any two commuting matrices in sp (2,R) dif-
fer by a scalar factor, and hence any odd homogeneous function on sp (2,R) is a
Lie quasi-state. The case n = 2 is so far absolutely open.

The next result shows that the continuity assumption in Theorem 1.1 is essential.

Theorem 1.2.  The space of (not necessarily continuous) Lie quasi-states on
sp (2n,R) which are bounded on a neighborhood of zero is infinite-dimensional for
alln>1.

At the same time any Lie quasi-state which is differentiable at 0 is automatically
linear since it is homogeneous of degree 1.

1.2. Origins of Lie quasi-states.
The interest to the notion of Lie quasi-states is three-fold.

LIE QUASI-STATES AND QUASI-MORPHISMS ON LIE GROUPS: Recall that a ho-
mogeneous quasi-morphism on a group G is a function pu: G — R such that

e There exists C' > 0 so that |u(zy) — p(z) — p(y)| < C for all z,y € G.

o u(x®) =ku(zx) forall k€ Z, v € G.

It is known that restriction of any homogeneous quasi-morphism to an
abelian subgroup is a genuine morphism, and that homogeneous quasi-morphisms
are conjugation invariant (see e.g. [2] for introduction to quasi-morphisms). There-
fore, given a homogeneous quasi-morphism g on a Lie group G, its pull-back to the
Lie algebra g by the exponential map, which we will call the directional derivative

of w,
C:g— R, a— plexpa),

is an Adg-invariant Lie quasi-state. Clearly, ¢ is continuous whenever p is
continuous.

In fact, if G is a simply connected real Lie group with a Hermitian simple
Lie algebra g (see Section 4 for the definition; in particular, G = Sp(2n,R), the
universal cover of Sp(2n,R), is such a Lie group and its Lie algebra is sp (2n,R)),
then the space of homogeneous quasi-morphisms on G is 1-dimensional [18], cf.
[3], and these quasi-morphisms are continuous [18]. We shall show that in such a
case the space of Adg-invariant Lie quasi-states on g is also one-dimensional — see
Section 4.

LIE QUASI-STATES AND GLEASON’S THEOREM: Gleason’s theorem [10] is one of
the most famous and important results in the mathematical formalism of quantum
mechanics (see e.g. [17, 5]). In the finite-dimensional setting the proof of Gleason’s
theorem yields the following result about Lie quasi-states.

Theorem 1.3 (Gleason).  Let V' be a finite-dimensional vector space over R
(respectively, over C ), equipped with a real (respectively, Hermitian) inner product.
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Denote by S(V') the subspace of the self-adjoint operators (viewed as the subspace
of the Lie algebra of all operators on V). Let ¢ : S(V) — R be a quasi-linear
function which is bounded on a neighborhood of zero in S(V). Assume also that
dimV > 3.

Then ¢ is linear and has the form ((A) =tr(HA) for some H € S(V).

Corollary 1.4.  Any Lie quasi-state ¢ on the Lie algebra u(n), n > 3, which
is bounded on a neighborhood of zero, is linear and has the form ((A) = tr(HA)
for some H € u(n).

Indeed, u(n) = iS(C™), where S(C™) is the space of Hermitian n x n-
matrices.

The statement of Theorem 1.3 is slightly different from the original for-
mulation in Gleason’s paper [10]: instead of boundedness of ¢ near zero Gleason
assumes that ( is non-negative on the set of non-negative self-adjoint operators.
To obtain this non-negativity condition from the boundedness near zero one just
needs to add to ¢ a linear function A — Tr(cA) for a sufficiently large positive
¢ € R. After such a modification, ( becomes positive on the set of all orthogonal
projectors, and hence (by the spectral theorem) non-negative on all non-negative
self-adjoint operators.

Our proof of Theorem 1.1 uses Gleason’s theorem. Let us mention that
the most difficult and non-trivial part of the proof of Gleason’s Theorem 1.3 is
to show that the boundedness of ( near zero implies its continuity — the latter
yields (by basic representation theory) that ¢ is linear. Since in Theorem 1.1 we
assume that ¢ is continuous, our proof of the theorem does not use the difficult
part of Gleason’s proof (and there is no analogue of this part in our proof due to
Theorem 1.2).

LIE QUASI-STATES IN SYMPLECTIC TOPOLOGY: As the third point of interest in
Lie quasi-states, we note that such functionals on the infinite-dimensional Poisson-
Lie algebra of Hamiltonian functions on a symplectic manifold appeared recently in
symplectic topology and Hamiltonian dynamics before they were properly studied
in the finite-dimensional setting. We refer the reader to [6, 7, 8] for various aspects
of this development.

1.3. Maslov quasi-state on sp (2n,R).

The Lie quasi-state (), generating the 1-dimensional space Q(sp (2n,R)),
n > 3, comes from the Maslov index of paths of symplectic matrices and can be
defined as follows. Given B € sp (2n,R), write the (unique) polar decomposition
of the matrix e'f as e'® = P(t)U(t). Here P(t) is symplectic (i.e. belongs to
Sp(2n,R)), symmetric and positive and U(t) is symplectic and complex-linear.
The real operator U(t) can be identified with a unitary operator on C" and we
denote by

detcU(t) € S'={2€C| |z| =1}
the determinant of this unitary operator. Note that the families P(t),U(t) are
continuous in ¢. Now set
Cu(B) = lim %argdetCU(t).

t——+o00
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One can check that (j; is a continuous non-linear Lie quasi-state — in
fact, it is a directional derivative of a unique (up to a non-zero constant factor)
homogencous quasi-morphism on Sp(2n,R) (cf. Section 4).

For n =1 one can easily write an explicit formula for (,,. Namely,

sp(2,R) = {A: <Z _ba ) ,a,b,ceR}

Va2 +be|, ifa® +be < 0,b < 0,¢> 0,
Cu(A) = ¢ —+/|a® + be|, ifa* +bec < 0,b>0,c <0, (1)
0, if a® + bec > 0.

and

As we see, (s is continuous but not differentiable.

1.4. Perspective and open questions.

Theorem 1.1 raises the following general problem: given a Lie algebra g,
describe the space Q(g) of continuous non-linear Lie quasi-states on g.

Besides the Lie algebras mentioned above, there are a few other (finite-
dimensional) cases where the answer is known: for instance, the Heizenberg algebra
(in this case Q(g) = 0 — see Section 2) and the algebra so(3,R) (in this case any
two commuting elements must be proportional to each other so any continuous
R-homogeneous function is a continuous Lie quasi-state). A partial result on Lie
quasi-states on gl (n,R), needed for the proof of Theorem 1.1 can be found in
Section 2. Otherwise, as far as the classical Lie algebras are concerned, the answer
is unknown already for sl(3,R).

Further, in view of Theorem 1.2 it would be interesting to relax the con-
tinuity assumption and to describe the space of non-linear Lie quasi-states on g
that are bounded on a neighborhood of 0. We do not know the complete answer
even for the case of sp (2n,R). A possible interesting modification of the question
above would be to explore Lie quasi-states on g that are positive on a certain cone
in g. This is motivated by the original version of Gleason’s theorem and by the
theory of symplectic quasi-states which have this sort of property (see [6]).

Another set of questions arises from the relation between Lie quasi-states
and homogeneous quasi-morphisms.

First, note that homogeneous quasi-morphisms appear as a part of a certain
remarkable cohomological theory on groups, called bounded cohomology — see e.g.
[2, 12, 16]. It would be interesting to find a helpful cohomology theory for Lie
algebras incorporating Lie quasi-states.

Second, note that the directional derivative of a functional p: G — R on a
Lie group G is a Lie quasi-state on the Lie algebra g of G' provided

p(zy) = p(z) + p(y) for all commuting x,y € G (2)

(and, in particular, p(z*) = ku(z) for any k € Z). It would be interesting to find
whether a continuous p satisfying (2) always has to be a quasi-morphism and,
more generally, to describe the quotient of the space of all such u on a given G
by the space of continuous homogeneous quasi-morphisms on G'.
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Third, given the Lie algebra g of a (simply connected) Lie group G, one
can consider the following subsets of O(g):

@qm(g) := {the space of continuous Lie quasi-states on g coming from
continuous homogeneous quasi-morphisms on G};

Q 44(g) := {the set of continuous Lie quasi-states on g which are invariant
under the adjoint action of G'}.

Clearly,

@qm(g) C Qaa(g) C Olg).

By Theorem 1.1 these spaces coincide for sp (2n,R). It would be interesting to
explore these inclusions for other algebras g. For instance, assume that g is
a compact simple Lie algebra. In this case Q,(g) = 0 since any continuous
homogeneous quasi-morphism on a compact group has to be zero. Further, we
show in Section 4 below that Q44(g) = 0. At the same time note that Q(g) might
sometimes be infinite-dimensional, for instance, if g = s0(3,R).

Let us mention finally that the study of homogeneous quasi-morphisms
on groups is closely related to geometrical structures and dynamics on spaces
where these groups act — see e.g. [9]. It would be interesting to understand
geometric and/or dynamical meaning of non-linear Lie quasi-states, for instance,
those constructed in Section 3 below.

2. Proof of the main theorem

Let ¢ be a continuous Lie quasi-state on sp (2n,R), n > 3. We want to show that
¢ is a sum of ¢(y, ¢ € R, and a linear functional on sp (2n,R).

2.1. Preliminaries.

For each k& € N denote by My(R) (respectively, My(C)) the spaces of real
(respectively, complex) k x k-matrices.

Let w = > 7, dpy A dg, be the standard linear symplectic form on the
vector space R?" with the coordinates pi,...,pn,qi,...,q, on it.

For each A € M,,(R) there exists a unique A¥ € My,(R) such that
w(Az,y) = w(x, Ay) for any z,y € R?*". We say that A is w-symmetric, if
A = A¥, and skew-symplectic, if A = —A“. With this terminology, sp (2n,R) is
the algebra of skew-symplectic matrices A € My, (R).

Given two vectors &,n € R?*", define the following operators on R?":

Tey(x) = w(€, x)n,

Yeu(2) = Tee(x) + Ty () = w(, 2)§ +w(n, x)n,
One readily checks that
T&g, Y%JP ng € sp (27?,, R)

Note also that
Yrﬁﬂ? = }/777'57 Zﬁﬂ] - Zn:f
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and T¢,, Z¢, depend linearly on £ and 7. Finally, an easy computation shows
that

CM(Y'&W) = —|CU(€, 77)‘7 CM(Zf,n) =0.

Consider C** = R?" @ iR?*" as the complexification of R?**. We write
elements of C** as v = a + ib, a,b € R*",

Denote by (+,-) the standard Euclidean inner product on R?*" and by (-, )
the standard Hermitian inner product on C?" so that

(a+ib,c+id) = (a,c) + (b,d) +i(b,c) —i(a,d).

We say that a function @ : C** — R is a real Hermitian quadratic form
if @ is a real quadratic form satisfying Q(A\v) = |A\*?Q(v) for any A\ € C, or,
equivalently, if Q(v) = H(v,v) for some Hermitian form H : C** x C** — C. By
definition, a Hermitian form H is given by H(v, w) = (Hv,w) for some Hermitian
2n x 2n-matrix H, which, in turn, can be always written as H = A + 1B, where
A, B € My,(R), A= AT, B = —B7. The corresponding real Hermitian quadratic
form () can then be written as

Q(a +1ib) = (Aa,a) + (Ab,b) + 2(Ba,b). (3)

On the other hand, since w is non-degenerate, any real bilinear form on R?" can
be uniquely represented as w(C", ) for some C' € M,,(R), and moreover, such a
bilinear form is symmetric (respectively, anti-symmetric) if and only if C' = —C¥
(respectively, C' = C*). Together with (3) this yields that any real Hermitian
quadratic form @ on C?" can be written as

Q(a+1ib) = w(Ca,a) +w(Ch,b) + w(Da,b), (4)

where

C,D € My, (R), C = —C¥, D = D

2.2. Reduction to the computation of ( on Y¢,, Z; .
First, we will show the following

Proposition 2.1.  Any continuous Lie quasi-state ( on sp (2n,R) is completely
determined by its values on elements of the form Ye,, Ze .

Proof. Since semi-simple (i.e. diagonalizable over C) elements are dense in
sp (2n,R) and (¢ is continuous, it is enough to show that for any semi-simple
A € sp(2n,R) the computation of ((A) can be reduced to the computation of ¢
on some Yg,, Z¢ .

Recall that a Darboux basis eq,...,en, fi,..., fn on R?" is a basis which
satisfies

w(ei7 €k> - w(fla fk?) - 07 w(ei7 fk) - 5ik )
for all i,k =1,....,n. Here 6;z =0 for ¢ # k and 9;; = 1.
By Williamson’s results on the normal forms of skew-symplectic matrices
with respect to the adjoint action of the symplectic group (see [19], cf. [1],
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Appendix 6, and [14]), any semi-simple A € sp(2n,R) can be represented in
an appropriate basis as a block-diagonal matrix, where the blocks correspond to
symplectic subspaces of R?*" spanned by vectors ey, ..., €xrs; fr,- .-, feqs from a
Darboux basis. Each such block, written in the basis eg,...,exir, frs-- - frat,
belongs to one of the following three types:

0
spanned by some ey, f.

(i) ( N 2 , corresponding to a 2-dimensional symplectic subspace of R?"

.. b . . . .
(ii) ( _Ob 0 ) corresponding to a 2-dimensional symplectic subspace of R?*"

spanned by some ey, f.

—a b 0 0

—b —a 0 0 . . . .

(iii) 0 0 a b | corresponding to a 4-dimensional symplectic sub-
0 0 —=b a

space of R?" spanned by some e, €41, [, frt1-

Note that

I. A block-diagonal 2n x 2n-matrix having only one block which is the 2 x 2-
block (i) can be represented as aZ, f, -

II. A block-diagonal 2n x 2n-matrix having only one block which is the 2 x 2-
block (ii) can be represented as bY, , .

II1. A block-diagonal 2n x 2n-matrix A having only one block which is the 4 x 4-
block (iii) can be represented as

A= aZek,fk + aZekH,ka —0Y e ertinpr T O0Yersipn enathis
V2 V2 v2 2

where

|:aZEk7fk +aZey i =bYepi1 i entiprs T OYer—s ek+1+fk} =0, (5)

V2 ’ V2 V2 s V2
[Zek:fk7 Z€k+1:fk+1] =0, (6)
[Yek+lfk ek+fk’+17Y5k*fk+1 5k+1+fk] =0. (7)
vz V2 V2 V2

Thus every semi-simple A € sp (2n,R) can be represented as a sum of
pairwise commuting block-diagonal matrices, each of which has one of the forms I,
I, II1, and thus the computation of ((A) reduces to the computation of ¢ on the
block-diagonal matrices I, II, III. The latter in turn reduces to the computation of
¢ on some Y¢,, Z¢, — for I and II this is trivial and for III this follows from the
commutation relations (5), (6), (7). ]
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Given &, m € R?", denote
F(&m) = ((Yey), (8)

G(&n) = C(Zen). (9)
Let C?" = R?" 4 iR?" be the complexification of R**. Put
W = {z +iy € C*", w(x,y) > 0} .
Consider the function F(£,7) as a function on C**: F(£,n) := F(£+1n). We will

prove the following key proposition:

Proposition 2.2.

(i) There erists a real Hermitian quadratic form on C** which coincides with
F onW.

(11) The function G is a symmetric bilinear form on R*".

The proof of the proposition uses Gleason’s theorem, and hence the as-
sumption n > 3. Postponing the proof, let us show how the proposition implies
the main theorem.

Deducing Theorem 1.1 from Proposition 2.2: By (4) we can write the real
Hermitian quadratic form F' as

F(§+in) =w(C& &) +w(Cnn) +w(DEn) VE+in €W (10)
for some C, D € M,,(R), C = -C¥ D = D*. Put
W™ = {z +iy € C*,w(z,y) < 0} .
Observe that Y, = Y¢ _, and hence, since ¢ is R-homogeneous,
F(&§+1n) = F(§ —1in) ¥&,n e R*".
Since £ +in € W whenever £ —in € W~ we get that
F(§+1m) = w(CE,§) +w(Cn,n) —w(DE,n) VE+in € W .

Next, we claim that D = ¢l for some ¢ € R. Indeed, otherwise there exist
&, n so that w(DE,n) # 0 and w(&,n) = 0. Hence F' is discontinuous at & + in, so
we get a contradiction.

Since W U W™ is dense in C?" and F is continuous, we conclude that

F(+in) =w(C& &) +w(Cn,n) + clw(&n)| VE+ine C™ . (11)

Noting that Ye¢ = Z¢¢ (and hence F(§+1§) = ((Yee) = ((Zee) = G(£,6))
we get

F(§+1i§) = G(&,€) = 2w(CE,§),
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and therefore
G(&,n) =2w(CEn) . (12)

Define a linear functional « : sp (2n,R) — R by a(A) := —tr(CA). We
claim that ¢ equals to o — cCy on each Y, , Z¢, — as it was explained in the
beginning of this section, this claim would imply the theorem.

In order to prove the claim, we observe that

O‘(Y‘ém) = —tr(C'ng) = _tr(OT&) - tT(CTnm) =

= _trTﬁ,Cﬁ - tTTn,CW = W(C§7 g) + W<C777 77)7

(Zgy) = —tr(CZg,) = —tr(Cly,) —tr(CT,¢) =
- _trTf,C’n - trTr],Cf - (‘U(Cna g) + W(Cf, 77) = 2(“}(067 77)
Thus, by (11) and (12)

C(Yen) = a(Ye,) + clw(€,n)l,

((Zey) = a(Zey) -

The claim follows, since

CM(%J]) = —|W(£, T/)|7 CM(ZE,n) =0.

This finishes the proof of the theorem modulo Proposition 2.2. [ ]

Outline of the proof of Proposition 2.2(i): We reduce the problem to the case
when F' is smooth on W (see Section 2). Further, for any w-compatible almost
complex structure J on R?" the space Lj := £ 4+ iJ¢ is Lagrangian with respect
to the complexification w® of w. We observe that the transformation Y s lies
in the J-unitary subalgebra of sp (2n,R), and hence Gleason’s theorem (complex
version) yields that the restriction of F' to each L is a Hermitian quadratic form,
say, qs. Note that ¢; = qr on L; N Ly for every two compatible almost complex
structures J, I. This yields a restriction on the differential dq;/0.J which can be
translated into a system of first order PDE’s. The analysis of the system (see
Section 2) eventually yields that F' on W is quadratic (see Section 2).

Outline of the proof of Proposition 2.2(ii): The proof of (ii) is a bit trickier.
First, we show that for n > 3 any continuous Lie quasi-state on gl (n,R), when
restricted to rank 1 operators Bg,r = (z,n)¢, is given by ((Be¢,) = trNBg, for
some fixed matrix N. Interestingly enough, the proof of this statement is very
similar to the proof of Proposition 2.2(i) outlined above, but over the field R, see
Section 2.

This result readily yields that for a fixed &, the restriction of G(§,+) to
every Lagrangian subspace of R?" is linear, see Section 2.

Finally, we make a detour to the Heisenberg Lie algebra: we show that on
this algebra every (not necessarily continuous) quasi-state is linear, see Section 2.
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As an immediate consequence we get that G(&,7) is linear in the variable 7. Since
G is symmetric in ¢ and 7, this completes the proof.

The rest of Section 2 contains a proof of Proposition 2.2. The plan described
above serves as a rough guideline only, the specific details are often formulated in
a different language and appear in a different order.

2.3. Smoothing Lie quasi-states. Eventually, we wish to reduce Proposi-
tion 2.2 to the case when the functions F' and G are smooth on W U W™. For
that purpose we show that a continuous Lie quasi-state on any Lie algebra can be
suitably approximated by Lie quasi-states which are smooth along the orbits of
the adjoint action of the Lie group. We thank Semyon Alesker for explaining this
to us.

Let g be the Lie algebra of a (connected) Lie group G. Fix a norm || - || on
g, set

S:={zeg =1}

and define a metric d on O(g) by
G, G) = sup G z) = G@)].

Limits with respect to d will be called d-limits.

We will say that a function ¢ : g — R is orbit-smooth if the restriction of ¢
on any orbit of the adjoint action of G on g is smooth, or, in other words, if the
function g — ((gx) is a smooth function on G for every = € g. (Here gx denotes
the adjoint action of g on z).

Proposition 2.3.  Fvery ( € @(g) is a d-limit of orbit-smooth continuous Lie
quasi-states.

Proof. Let p be a right-invariant smooth measure on G. We will measure
diameters of sets in G with respect to some fixed distance function defined by a
Riemannian metric on G'.

Let ¢;, i € N, be a delta-like sequence of C*°-smooth functions on G. In
particular, assume that

o ;>0 for all i;

o supp p; C U;, 1 € N, for some open neighborhoods U; of 1 € G such that
diamU; — 0 as i — 40o0;

° ngoid,u =1 for all 7.
Given 7 € N, put

Gx) = /G C(he)u(h)du(h).

Note that since ( is continuous, (; : g — R is continuous as well. Moreover, for
any xro € g and g € G we have

Ci(gmo) —/Gé(hgwo)soi(h)dﬂ(h)—/GC(h’lfo)%(h’g‘l)du(h’g‘l),
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where h' = hg. Since p is right-invariant, the latter integral is equal to

/G C(zo)u( g™ )dpu(H).

623

Obviously, this integral depends smoothly on g. Thus for any 7 € N the functional

(; is orbit-smooth.
Let us estimate d((;, (). Note that

Gi(x) — ()] = / C(ha) — ¢())pu(h)dpu(h) =

/ C(he) — ()i (R)p(h) < e [ (hr) — (o).

Since diamU; — 0 and ( is uniformly continuous on S, there exist d,(i), 0
01(7) < 1, and d9(7) > 0, such that lim,; , . 6:(7) = 0, hmz_ﬂroo da(i) = 0,
such that for any x € S and any h € U;

1—061(2) < JJhz|| < 14 6:(4),

(i) <

Then, by the homogeneity of (, we get for any = € S and any h € U;

< 85(i).

c(ha) = )] = [ ”C(Hh IRCIE

h h
< |l (i H) Ihal¢(a

< [[h|02(2) + [C(2)01(2) < (1 +51(i)>5z( ) +max|C] - (7).

<

)| +[Wreleto) - o

Thus
0(61,€) = mae )~ (o) < (14 6:0) ) 320) + ma ] - 51,

and therefore lim; ., . d(¢;,¢) = 0.

CL/\

2.4. Functions whose restrictions on Lagrangian subspaces are quadratic

forms.
Recall that
W = {z +iy € C*", w(x,y) > 0} .

Denote by J the space of all J € My, (R) such that J?> = —1 and (-,+); := w(-, J*)
is a J-invariant inner product on R**. (Such a J is called a a complex structure

on R?" compatible with w).
Given J € J, define a complex vector subspace L; of C?* by

Ly :={z+iJz € C* € R*"}.
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Consider a complex-valued symplectic form w® on C** = R?" @ 4R?" which
is the complexification of w:

w®(a+ib, ¢ +id) = w(a,c) — w(b,d) +i(w(b,c) + w(a,d)).

Note that each L, J € J, is Lagrangian with respect to w® and, more generally,
an w®-Lagrangian complex vector subspace L C C?" has the form L = L; for
some J € J if and only if L\ 0 C W. The set of the subspaces L;, J € J, is
open in the set of w®-Lagrangian complex vector subspaces of C?".

Proposition 2.4. Let F: W — R be a C?-smooth function. Assume that for
any w®-Lagrangian complex subspace L; C W, J € J, the restriction of F to
L;NW is a real Hermitian quadratic form. Then F is the restriction to W of a
real Hermitian quadratic form on C*".

The proof will be based on the following proposition. Denote the space
of symmetric complex n x n-matrices by S,(C). Let (z,w) be complex linear
coordinates on the vector space C** = C" x C", where z = (21,...2,),w =
(w1, ...,w,). For an open connected neighborhood V of 0 in S,(C) put

Cy:={(z,42) €C™ : 2#£0,A€V}.

One readily checks that the set Cy is open and invariant under multiplication by
non-zero scalars from C.

Proposition 2.5. Let V be an open connected neighborhood of 0 in S,(C),
n>3. Let F:Cy — R be a C3-smooth function so that

F(\w) = |\?F(v) YA€ C\ {0}, Yo €Cy . (13)
Assume that the restriction of F' to any vector subspace
Ly={w=Az} cC®, AcV,

s a real Hermitian quadratic form. Then the function F' is the restriction to Cy
of some real Hermitian quadratic form on C*".

As one can easily see, Proposition 2.4 and Proposition 2.5 fail for n = 1.
Nevertheless they do hold for n = 2 though in this case one needs to modify the
proof of Proposition 2.5 slightly — see Remark 2.7 below.

Deducing Proposition 2.4 from Proposition 2.5:

Pick any L := L,,, Jy € J. Using the linear Darboux theorem for complex
symplectic forms choose complex coordinates z = (z1,...2,),w = (wq,...,w,)
on the vector space C*" so that w® = dz Adw and L = {w = 0}. Fix a
sufficiently small open connected neighborhood V of zero in S,,(C). Then Cy, C W
(since L\ 0 C W) and F is C®-smooth on Cy (since it is C®-smooth on W).
Moreover, any L4, A € V, has the form L, = L; for some J € J. Therefore,
by Proposition 2.5, F' coincides on Cy, with the restriction of some real Hermitian
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quadratic form defined on C**. Now letting .Jy vary inside J we see that W can
be covered by open cones, invariant under the multiplication by non-zero complex
scalars, on each of which F' coincides with the restriction of a real Hermitian
quadratic form. Since F' is C®-smooth on W and W is path-connected, this
yields that F' coincides on the whole VW with the restriction of some real Hermitian
quadratic form defined on C?*. u

Proof of Proposition 2.5: Represent C?>" as C?" = C" x C", where z and w
are coordinates along, respectively, the first and the second factors. Accordingly,
we will write the vectors in C?" in the form z @ w. Given A € V, write

F(z,Az) = ((H(A)z, 2)),

where H(A) is a Hermitian n x n-matrix and ((-,-)) is the standard Hermitian
inner product on C". Since F is C3-smooth, the matrix H(A) depends C3-
smoothly on A € V.

We want to show that there exists a Hermitian 2n x 2n-matrix H such that
for any A € V and any z

F(z,Az) = (H(z® Az), 2z ® Az), (14)

(-,-) is the standard Hermitian inner product on C?*. Write H as a matrix with

four n x n-blocks:
_( P Q
M= ( o8 ) |

Note that P and R are Hermitian n X n-matrices. Rewriting (14) we see that we
need to show that

H(A) =P+ QA+ AQ" + ARA,
or, in terms of matrix coefficients,

Hij(A) = P+ Qialaj+ > AiaQja + > AiaRagAgj, Vi, j=1,...,n. (15)
« « a,B

Remark 2.6.  The coordinates on the space of symmetric matrices are A;; with
i < j. Nevertheless, we shall also use the coordinates A;; with 7 > j identifying
For any 1 < s <t <mn put

s (2) = ug(2) = 2521, Uss(2) = —zf, u(z) = —zi.

Define a matrix V*!(z) = (V;jt(Z))”:1n by
‘/is‘,t<z> _ uij(z)a if Za] € {S7t}7
J 0, otherwise.

Note that for any z
Vo (2)z = 0.
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Thus for any s,t the expression
(H(A+ eVo'(2))z,2) = F(z, Az + €V*'(2)2) = F(z, Az)

does not depend on €, where € is a complex parameter. Differentiating by ¢ at
e = 0 we get the following system of equations for every i,7,s,¢t, s < t, and any

AeV:

OH;; _ OHy; _ OHy; ~
ZZJ- (&4; (A)us(z)z2 + aTSZ(A)uSS(z)zjzi + aAtZ (A)uw(z)zZ+

3Hw (9sz 8HW

= = —(A)uy(2)z;z; | =0

DA A, 8, )%
for any z,z. This is a polynomial in z,Z and, since it vanishes on an open set, all
its coefficients have to vanish. These coefficients can be found by collecting similar
terms in the last equation. A straightforward analysis of these terms yields that
for any ¢,7,s,t = 1,...,n, s < t, the partial derivatives of H;; at any A € V
satisfy the following equations:

(A)use(2)zZ; + (A)tss(2)2i2 +

OH,; O0H,
= 1
DAy  0Ag (16)
OH;s OH,;
0As  OAu
aHt]’ GHS]
= = 18
aA’4st aAAss ’ ( )
H; Hy;
0 U 0 iy (19)
0Aq  OAy
Furthermore,
OH,; e
=0if 2
P =0t ¢ {a,0), (20
OH,; :
Note that equations (16) and (17) can be summarized as
— = — Vi, 5.
814[] 814[7, Z’j? 7r
Differentiating this equation by Ay; and using (20) one gets that
82Hij . 82Hir —0
OAL;0A; — 0AROA,
provided r ¢ {k,j}. But such an r always exists since n > 3. Thus
2
H..
il =0Vi, j, k1. (22)

DA 0AL
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Similarly, using equations (18),(19) and (21) one gets that

0’Hy;

—— =0V, 5,k 1. 23

Observe now that for all ¢, j all the third derivatives of H;; with respect to
Ay, Ay vanish. Indeed, in any third derivative either A-variables or A-variables
appear at least twice, and the result follows from the vanishing of the corresponding
lower order derivatives, see formulas (20)—(23). Hence, each H;;, as a function
of the variables Ay, Ay, is a (non-homogeneous) quadratic polynomial. The
equations above on the first and second partial derivatives of H;; allow to recover
the coefficients of this quadratic polynomial and check that this polynomial indeed
has the form (15). ]

Remark 2.7.  In the case n = 2, a slightly more fine analysis of equations (16)-
(21) yields the same result: H;;’s are non-homogeneous quadratic polynomials of
variables Ay, Ay of the form (15).

A completely similar argument yields the following proposition, which we
will need later and which is an analogue of Proposition 2.5 for functions on a real
vector space.

Let (-,-) be the Euclidean inner product on R". Set

U:={rxyecR"™=R"xR"|(x,y) > 0}.

Denote by S(R) the space of symmetric real positive-definite n x n-matrices.

Proposition 2.8. Let F': R"xR"” — R, n > 2, be a continuous function which
is C3-smooth on U. Assume that the restriction of F' on any vector subspace

Ly:={y=Az} CR"xR", A€ S (R),

is a quadratic form. Then there exists a quadratic form @ on R?*" which coincides
with F' on U.

Remark 2.9. Denote by £ the Lagrangian Grassmannian of the symplectic
vector space R?". For a connected open subset U C L consider the set C :=
Urew L\ {0}. Let F : C — R be a continuous function whose restriction to
every L € U is a quadratic form. Is it true that F is the restriction of some
quadratic form defined on R*" to C? The analogue over R of Proposition 2.5
above yields the affirmative answer provided n > 3 and F is C®-smooth. We
already mentioned that a small modification of our argument settles the n = 2
case, and there is a strong evidence that C?-smoothness suffices as well. It would
be interesting to understand what is precisely the minimal regularity assumption
on I’ for which the question admits the positive answer.

In case when U = L, that is when F is defined on the whole R?", the
answer is affirmative: one uses the smoothing in the spirit of Section 2 in order
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to reduce the problem to the case when F' is not only continuous on R?" but
also smooth on R?"\ 0. Interestingly enough, even when U = L there exist
discontinuous F' whose restrictions to every Lagrangian subspace are quadratic
forms. These examples were constructed by Gleason in [11].

Let us mention that this circle of problems extends verbatim into the
complex setting.

2.5. Proof of Proposition 2.2(i).

Note that the group Sp(2n,R) acts transitively on the set of pairs £ x n €
R?" x R*" such that w(§,n) = 1. Hence, the set {Y¢, | w(§,n) = 1} is an orbit of
the adjoint action of Sp(2n,R) on sp (2n,R). Hence, by Proposition 2.3, we can
assume without loss of generality that ¢ is C**°-smooth on this orbit. This yields
that F is C*-smooth on the set {£ +in € C* | w(£,n) = 1}. One readily checks
that

F(\) = |\*F(v) VA € C, (24)
which yields that F' is C°°-smooth on W = {£ +in € C*™ w(&,n) > 0}.

Lemma 2.10.  The restriction of F' on any Ly, J € J, is a Hermitian
quadratic form (for the definitions of L; and J see Section 2 above).

Proof. Given J € J, the space of A € sp (2n,R) commuting with J is a Lie
subalgebra u(J) of sp(2n,R) isomorphic to the real Lie algebra u(n) of skew-
Hermitian complex n x n-matrices. As one can easily check, Yg je € u(J) for any
¢ € R?™ and any J € J. By Corollary 1.4, the restriction of ¢ on u(J) = u(n) is
linear and we can write

F(§+1iJE) = ((Yeye) = tr(HYe g¢)
for some H € My, (R). On the other hand,
tT(HY%JO = tT(HTg’g) + tT’(HTJ&J&:) =

= t?"T&Hg + tTTjg’HJé' = w(f‘, Hf) + W(Jf, ij)

Thus F(§+1JE) = tr(HYe, je) is a quadratic form in €. In view of (24), it means
that the restriction of F' on Lj is a real Hermitian quadratic form. ]

Combining Lemma 2.10 with Proposition 2.4 finishes the proof of Proposi-
tion 2.2(i). [

2.6. Evaluating a continuous Lie quasi-state on gl (n,R) on rank 1 ma-
trices.

Here is another auxiliary proposition that we will need later.

Proposition 2.11.  Let { be a continuous Lie quasi-state on the Lie algebra
gl(n,R), n > 3. Let P, C gl(n,R) be the set of matrices of rank 1. Then there
exists a matric N € M,(R) so that ((A) =trNA for any A€ P;.
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Remark 2.12. If { is a continuous Lie quasi-state on gl (n,R) and matrices
A, B, A+ B € gl(n,R) are diagonalizable over R, then

((A+ B) =((A) +(B).

Indeed, any matrix diagonalizable over R is a sum of commuting rank-1 matrices.

Proof of Proposition 2.11.

By Proposition 2.3, we can assume without loss of generality that ( is
smooth on any orbit of the adjoint GL,(R)-action on gl (n,R) and, in particular,
on P;:={A € P, |trA=1} which is such an orbit.

As before we denote by (-,-) the Euclidean inner product on R". Given
§,n € R", define an operator B¢, € P; on R" by

BE,U(x) = (267 77)5

One can easily check that if (§,17) > 0 then B_ ¢ , € P;. Define a function
V(&) V(&n)
f: R - R by
f(ga 77) = C(B&T])'

5

Then
fOAEm) = f(§An) = Af(§,n) VA €R, (25)

and therefore if (£,n) > 0, then

B B _ £
JEm =CBeq) = €me(B_c _a ) =EI (7= 7).

Since (¢ is smooth on Pj, we get that f is a smooth function on

U:={(&n) e R"xR" | (§n) >0}.

As before, denote by SF(R) the space of all symmetric real positive-definite
n x n-matrices. For any M € S (R) define an inner product (-,-), on R™ by

(x,y)p = (Mzx,y) .

Denote by Sj; the space of all real n x n-matrices symmetric with respect to this
inner product:

Sy :={Ae M,(R) | (Az,y)m = (x, Ay)p Y2,y € R"}.
By Theorem 1.3, for any M € S;7(R) there exists Ty € Sy such that
C(A) =trTyyAVA € Sy
Given M € S (R), define

Ly ={(§n) e R" xR" | n = M¢}.
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One can easily check that for any (£,7) € Ly the operator Be, lies in Sy and
hence

f(€,n) = C(Bi,n) = tr(TMBém) = trBryen = (T, m).

Thus the restriction of f on any Ly, M € S§(R), is a quadratic form. Applying
Proposition 2.8 we get that there exists a quadratic form on R?" which coincides
with f on U. It follows from (25) that

f(&mn) = (N&n) (26)

for some matrix N.
Observe now that B_¢, = —B¢, and hence f(—¢,n) = —f(§,n). Further-
more, £ X n € U whenever (—&) x n € U™, where

U ={(n) eR"xR" [ (§n) <0} .

Thus equality (26) holds on U~ as well. Since Y UU~ is dense in R?", we conclude
that f(&,n) = (N, n) for all £ and n which means that ((Bg,) = trNBg,. This
completes the proof. [ |

2.7. Lie quasi-states on a Heisenberg algebra.

Here we will prove an auxiliary result which is, in fact, equivalent to the
claim that any (not necessarily continuous) Lie quasi-state on a Heisenberg Lie
algebra has to be linear.

Proposition 2.13.  Assume that the restriction of a function ¢ : R*® — R,
n > 2 to any isotropic vector subspace of (R* w) is linear (here w is a linear
symplectic form on R®™). Then ¢ is linear.

Proof. Let e1,...,¢en, fi1,..., fn be the Darboux basis of R?" corresponding to
the coordinate system py, ..., 00,1, -, n-
Any a € R*™ can be written as

a=a,+...+a, a; €Span(e;, f;), i=1,...,n,

so that
UJ(CLZ‘,CL]') = Oa Vi 7& .j>
and therefore

¢(a) = d(ar) + ... + dlan).

Thus it suffices to prove that the restriction of ¢ on each Span (e;, f;), i =1,...,n,
is linear.

Restricting ¢ on 1-dimensional vector subspaces of R*" — which are all
isotropic, of course — we get that ¢ is homogeneous.

Denote

k= ¢(er) + o(f1) — dler + fr).
Fix i € N, 2 <7 <n. We need to show that

d(a+0b) = ¢(a) + ¢(b) Ya,b € Span (e;, f;). (27)
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If w(a,b) = 0, this follows from the hypothesis of the proposition. Otherwise,
after permuting if necessary a and b, assume that w(a,b) = —C? < 0. Then the
vectors Ce; + a and C'f; + b are w-orthogonal. Hence,

d(Cer) + ¢(a) + ¢(Cf1) + ¢(b) = ¢(Cey +a) + ¢(C f1 +b) =
=¢(Cer+a+Cfi+0b) =¢(Cer +Cfi) + d(a+b).
Therefore, by the homogeneity of ¢,
¢(a+b) —d(a) — @(b) = Ck, Va,b € Span (e;, f;).

Substituting —a, —b instead of a,b in the last equation and using again the
homogeneity of ¢ we get that Ck = 0, hence k& = 0, which yields (27). Thus

the restriction of ¢ on each Span (e;, f;), i = 2,...,n, is linear. Switching i # 1
and 1 we see immediately that the restriction of ¢ on Span (eq, f1) is linear as
well, which finishes the proof. [ |

2.8. Proof of Proposition 2.2(ii).

Now we will deal with the function G defined in (9). Let us fix £ € R®*" and
show that G(&,+) : R?™ — R is a linear function — since G is obviously symmetric
with respect to &,n, this would show that G is a symmetric bilinear form on R?".
By Proposition 2.13, it is enough to show that

wn,n) =0 = G(& am+ canp) =aG(E,m) + cG(E,n2) Ver,co € R (28)

Let us, indeed, assume that w(n;,72) = 0. Choose a Lagrangian subspace Lo
containing 7y, 1n2.

If £ € Ly, then a direct check shows that [Z¢,,, Z¢,,] = 0 and hence (28)
follows by the definition of a Lie quasi-state.

If £ ¢ Ly, then, as one can easily check, there exists a Lagrangian subspace
L, transversal to L, and containing £. Define a Lie subalgebra

R(Ll, Lg) = {A € sp (ZH,R) | ALl C Ll, AL2 C Lg}

of sp(2n,R). An easy check using the linear Darboux theorem shows that the
mapping A — Az, establishes a Lie algebras isomorphism between R(Ly, Lo)
and gl (L) =~ gl (n,R). Furthermore, any transformation Z, with v € Ly lies in
R(Lq, Ly). Its image under the above isomorphism has rank 1 provided v # 0.
Applying Proposition 2.11 to the elements Z,,, Z¢,, and Zg 40, = Zeyy + Zen,
of R(Ly, L) yields (28).

This finishes the proof of Proposition 2.2 and hence of Theorem 1.1. ]

3. Discontinuous Lie quasi-states

In this section we prove Theorem 1.2. We start from the following general obser-
vation.
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Proposition 3.1. Assume L C g is an abelian subalgebra of a Lie algebra g
and Lo C L is a vector subspace so that

[z,v] =0,z €g,ve L\ Ly = z€ L.

Let a: L — R be a linear functional on L such that o Z 0 and 0‘|L0 = 0. Define
a functional ¢ : g — R as

(@) = {0, if v¢L,

ax), if x € L.

Then C is a Lie quasi-state.

Proof.  Assume that [z,y] = 0. We have to show that

C(r+y) = (@) +((y) . (29)

Vectors x,y,x + y pairwise commute. If at least one of them does not lie in L,
two others must lie in (g \ L) U Ly. Thus ¢ vanishes on each of these vectors and
so (29) holds. If z,y € L equation (29) follows from the linearity of «. ]

In the case of g = sp (2n,R) one can construct L, Ly as in Proposition 3.1
in the following way.

Lemma 3.2. Let A € sp(2n,R) and let p(t) be a real polynomial. Then
p(A) € sp(2n,R) if and only if p(t) includes only the odd powers of t (i.e. p
is an odd function of t).

This is an immediate consequence of the fact that A € sp (2n,R) if and only if
AJ = —JAT  where J is the standard complex structure on R?".
Take any matrix A € sp (2n,R) whose Jordan form is a 2n x 2n Jordan

block with the eigenvalue 0 (the existence of such an A is well-known — see e.g.
[19], cf. [1], [14]). Define Ly, L as follows:

L= {CllA + CZ3A3 + ...+ a2n71A2n_1, a1,0s3,...,02,—1 € R},

LO = {a3A5 + ...+ agn_lAzn_l, Az, ...,0A2,—1 € R} C L.
Let us show that subspaces Ly and L satisfy the hypothesis of Proposition 3.1.

Lemma 3.3.
[z,0] =0,v € L\ Ly = [2,A*" |=0Vm=1,...,n.
Proof. Without loss of generality,

v=A+a3A®+ .. +ay,_ 1AL,
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We prove the statement of the lemma using an inverse induction by m (from
m=mntom=1).

For m = n note that v**~1 = A?*"~1 (we use here that A*" = (), and hence
[z, 0?71 = [z, A2 1] = 0.

Assume now that [z, A%~ =0 for all j =m+1,...,n. Put

B=A + Z CLQZ‘,1A2Z’71 .

1=2

The inductive assumption together with [z,v] = 0 yields [z, B] = 0. But
B2m—1 — pg2m-1 4 Z ciAi

1>2m+1

for some coefficients ¢;. Together with the inductive assumption this yields
[z, A>"~ 1] = [z, B¥~1] = 0, as required. ]

Finally, we recall without proof a standard fact from the linear algebra.

Lemma 3.4.  Assume that a real square matriz A is a Jordan block with the
eigenvalue zero. Then any matriz commuting with A is a polynomial of A.

Proof of Theorem 1.2: Assume that v € L\ Ly and [z,v] = 0. Then, by
Lemma 3.3, [z, A] = 0. Hence, by Lemma 3.4, = is a polynomial of A, which,
by Lemma 3.2, belongs to L. This shows that subspaces Ly and L satisfy the
hypothesis of Proposition 3.1. Applying this proposition and varying the matrix A
together with a functional o/, we get a continuum of linearly independent discon-
tinuous Lie quasi-states on sp (2n,R). All of them are bounded in a neighborhood
of zero. |

4. Ad-invariant Lie quasi-states

In this section we will discuss Lie quasi-states invariant under the adjoint action
of a Lie group.

Note that the adjoint actions on g of different connected Lie groups with
the same Lie algebra g have the same orbits because such groups are locally
isomorphic (see e.g. [13], p. 109) so that the local isomorphism intertwines their
adjoint actions, and any connected Lie group is generated by a neighborhood of
the identity. We say that a function on the Lie algebra g is Ad-invariant if it is
constant on any orbit of the adjoint action on g of any Lie group with the Lie
algebra g.

Note also that if G is a (closed) Lie subgroup of a Lie group G and g; C g
are the corresponding Lie algebras, then any Ad-invariant function on go (that
is, invariant with respect to the adjoint action of Gq) restricts to an Ad-invariant
function on g; (that is, invariant with respect to the adjoint action of Gy).

Recall that a real Lie algebra is called compact if it is the Lie algebra of
some compact real Lie group. A Lie group G will be called Hermitian (see e.g.
[15]) if
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e (7 is connected and non-compact;
e the Lie algebra of G is simple;

e the associated homogeneous space G/K , where K is the maximal compact
subgroup of G, has a complex-manifold structure and G acts on it by
holomorphic transformations.

There is a complete classification of the Lie algebras of Hermitian Lie groups (see
e.g. [15]). In particular, Sp(2n,R) is a Hermitian Lie group.

We will now classify Ad-invariant Lie quasi-states on compact Lie algebras
and the Lie algebras of Hermitian Lie groups. Let us emphasize that a priori these
quasi-states are not assumed to be continuous.

Theorem 4.1. Any Ad-invariant Lie quasi-state on any compact Lie algebra
is linear. If the compact Lie algebra has a trivial center (in particular, if it is
simple), any Ad-invariant Lie quasi-state on it vanishes identically.

Theorem 4.2.  Let G be a simply connected Hermitian Lie group and let g be
its Lie algebra. Let p be the unique (up to a multiplicative constant) non-trivial
homogeneous quasi-morphism on G and let € : g — R be its directional derivative:

{(z) := plexp(z)) Vr € g.

Then any Ad-invariant Lie quasi-state ¢ on g is proportional to &.

We refer to [18] (cf. [3]) for the uniqueness (up to a multiplicative constant) of a
non-trivial homogeneous quasi-morphism on G'.

Proof of Theorem 4.1: Any compact Lie algebra can represented as a direct
sum of an abelian Lie algebra and a number of compact simple Lie algebras (see
e.g. [13], p. 132). Any Lie quasi-state on an abelian Lie algebra is linear. This
shows that the first claim of the theorem follows from the second one.

Let us show that any Ad-invariant Lie quasi-state ( on a compact simple
Lie algebra g vanishes identically — this would immediately imply the second claim
of the theorem. Denote by G a compact connected Lie group whose Lie algebra is
g. Any element of g lies in a Cartan subalgebra of g, that is the abelian subalgebra
which is the Lie algebra of a maximal torus in GG, and any two Cartan subalgebras
are mapped into each other by the adjoint action of G (see e.g. [4], p.152). Thus it
suffices to show that ¢ vanishes on a Cartan subalgebra f) C g. Since b is abelian,
the restriction of ¢ to b is linear. Since ( is Ad-invariant, this linear function on
b is invariant under the actions of Ad,, g € GG, that preserve b, that is under the
action of the Weyl group W of GG on . Since the action of W on the simple Lie
algebra h has only trivial invariant subspaces (see e.g. [4], p. 172 and p.251), we
have (| o = 0, as required. [
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Proof of Theorem 4.2:

1) The structure of the Hermitian Lie group on G gives rise to the following
features of the Cartan decomposition g = t + p, where t is the Lie algebra of a
maximal compact subgroup K of G: The center ¢ of t is one-dimensional and
contains a preferred element, say J, so that ad; preserves p and acts on p as a
complex structure (see e.g. [15], Theorem 7.117 and p. 513). We shall normalize

¢ and ¢ by £(J) =((J) = 1.

2) Let us check that any Ad-invariant Lie quasi-state must vanish on p by using
a trick by Ben Simon and Hartnick [3]: they noticed that since (ady)? = —1, one
has exp(m - ady) = —1 on p (here 7 is the number 7 = 3.14...). It follows that
((z) = —((z) for all x € p which yields the claim.

3) Every element x € g can be written as s + n, where s is semi-simple, n is
nilpotent and [s,n] = 0. By Jacobson-Morozov theorem ([15, p.620], pass to the
complexification and use that n is a real nilpotent) , there exists y € g with
[y,n] = n. Therefore, setting f = exp(y) we get (passing to the series for the
exponent) that Ads(n) = e-n, where e is the number e = 2.71.... This yields

((n) =¢le-n)=e-((n).
Therefore ((n) = 0 and so ((z) = ((s). Thus it suffices to check that ¢ = £ on

the semi-simple elements.

4) Every semi-simple element of g lies in some Cartan subalgebra. Every Cartan
subalgebra of g is conjugate to a Cartan subalgebra of the form a + § where
a Cp and h C t ([15, Proposition 6.59]). Thus every semi-simple element of g is
conjugate to a + h with a € a,h € b and [a,h] = 0. Since ¢ and ¢ vanish on
a (step 2), it suffices to show that ( = £ on h. In fact, we shall show that any
Ad-invariant Lie quasi-state ¢ : g — R vanishes on the algebra t' := [t, t], which
would yield the desired result in view of the decomposition t = t' & ¢, where ¢
is the center of t. Indeed, ¥ is a compact Lie algebra with a trivial center (see
e.g. [15, p.513]) and the restriction of (|, is an Ad-invariant Lie quasi-state on t'.
Therefore, by Theorem 4.1,  vanishes identically on t', which finishes the proof.m
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