arXiv:1905.05349v1 [math.DG] 14 May 2019

HOMOGENEOUS SURFACES ADMITTING INVARIANT CONNECTIONS

DAVID BLÁZQUEZ-SANZ, LUIS FERNANDO JIMÉNEZ BUITRAGO, AND CARLOS ALBERTO MARÍN ARANGO

ABSTRACT. We compute all the simply connected homogeneous and infinitesimally homogeneous surfaces admitting one or more invariant affine connections. We find exactly six non equivalent simply connected homogeneous surfaces admitting more than one invariant connections and four classes of simply connected homogeneous surfaces admitting exactly one invariant connection.

1. INTRODUCTION

From the XIXth century on geometry has been understood by means of its transformation groups. An homogeneous space M is a smooth manifold endowed with a transitive smooth action of a Lie group G. In particular, if H is the stabilizer subgroup of a point x ∈ M then the space M can be recovered as the coset space G/H. Since the group G acting in M is seen as a transformation group, i.e., a subgroup of Diff(M) there is no loss of generality in assuming, whenever it is required, that the action of G in M is faithful.

The notion of homogeneous space has an infinitesimal version. A infinitesimal homogeneous space is a manifold endowed with a Lie algebra representation of a Lie algebra g into the Lie algebra of smooth vector fields X(M). As before, since the lie Lie algebra g is seen as a Lie algebra of vector fields, there is no loss of generality in assuming, whenever it is required, that the representation is faithful.

The heuristics of the celebrated F. Klein’s Erlangen program is that geometry should studied through the invariants of the action of G on M. As example, the invariants of the group of euclidean movements in the euclidean space are the distances, volumes, angles, etc.

An affine connection in a manifold M is certain geometric construction that allows a notion of parallel transport of vectors. Affine connections are a kind of geometric structures, and then they are transformed covariantly by diffeomorphisms. The problem of construction of invariant connections in an homogeneous space has been treated by S. Kobayashi and K. Nomizu in a series of papers that are summarized in [4] chapter X. In several examples of homogeneous spaces, there is a unique invariant connection.

We ask the following question. Which homogeneous spaces of a fixed dimension do admit exactly one, or strictly more than one invariant connections? It is possible to give a complete list? We can solve this problem for low dimension manifolds. We start with the local problem, for infinitesimal homogeneous spaces. The point is that the structures of infinitesimal homogeneous spaces admitted by a surface are completely classified. S. Lie, who completed in [9] the task for Lie algebras of analytic vector fields in C^2 and C^3 . The

Date: June 2019.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 53C30; 53B05.

Key words and phrases. Homogeneous manifold, infinitesimally homogeneous manifold, homogeneous surface, invariant connection. 1

local classification of finite dimensional Lie algebras of smooth vector fields in R^2 was completed by González-López, Kamran and Olver in [3]. The real list is larger than the complex one as some complex Lie algebra may have several possible real forms. A completely different approach leading to the same classifications was followed by Komrakov, Churyumov and Doubrov in [6]. By means of the Lie derivative of connections (Definition 2.3 and Lemma 2.5) we compute the space of invariant connections by an infinitesimal action of Lie algebra. Then, we go through the list of all possible structures of infinitesimal homogeneous surfaces (Tables 1, 2, 3) obtaining the spaces of invariant connection for each local class of infinitesimal actions (Theorems 3.1 and 3.4). We also perform the computation of the space of invariant connections for non-transitive actions, for the shake of completeness (Propositions 3.2 and 3.3). Finally we integrate our results to obtain homogeneous surfaces admitting invariant connections. We obtain that there is a finite list of simply connected homogeneous surfaces admitting invariant connections. In particular there are 6 non-equivalent simply connected homogeneous surfaces admitting more than one invariant connection. Our main results are the following:

Theorem 4.2 Let M, endowed with an action of a connected Lie group G, be a simply connected homogeneous surface. Let us assume that M admits at least two G-invariant connections. Then, M is equivalent to one of the following cases:

(a) The affine plane R^2 with one of the following transitive groups of affine transformations:

Res_{(2:1)}(R^2 ) = {[ x y ] → A [ x y ] + [ b_1 b_2 ] | A = [ λ^2 0 0 λ ] , λ > 0 } , Trans(R^2 ) = {[ x y ] → [ x y ] + [ b_1 b_2 ] | b_1, b_2 ∈ R } , Res_{(0:1)}(R^2 ) = {[ x y ] → A [ x y ] + [ b_1 b_2 ] | A = [ 1 0 0 λ ] , λ > 0 } . (b) SL_2(R)/U where U is the subgroup of superior unipotent matrices U = { A ∈ SL_2(R) | A = [ 1 λ 0 1 ]} . (c) R ⋉ R acting on itself by left translations. (d) G/H with G = R^2 ⋉ R and H = (R × 0) ⋉ 0.

Theorem 4.4 Let M, with the action of G, be a simply connected homogeneous surface. Let us assume that M admits exactly one G-invariant connection. Then, M is equivalent to one of the following cases:

(a) The affine plane R^2 with G any connected transitive subgroup of the group Aff(R^2 ) of affine transformations containing the group of translations and not conjugated with any of the groups,

Res_{(2:1)}(R^2 ) = {[ x y ] → A [ x y ] + [ b_1 b_2 ] | A = [ λ^2 0 0 λ ] , λ > 0 } , Trans(R^2 ) = {[ x y ] → [ x y ] + [ b_1 b_2 ] | b_1, b_2 ∈ R } , Res_{(0:1)}(R^2 ) = {[ x y ] → A [ x y ] + [ b_1 b_2 ] | A = [ 1 0 0 λ ] , λ > 0 } . (this case includes the euclidean plane)

(b) SL_2(R)/H where H is the group of special diagonal matrices, H = { A ∈ SL_2(R) | A = [ λ 0 0 λ^{−1} ] , λ > 0 } . (c) The hyperbolic plane H = {z ∈ C | Im(z) > 0} with the group SL_2(R) of hyperbolic rotations.

(d) Spherical surface,

S^2 = {(x, y, z) ∈ R^3 | x^2 + y^2 + z^2 = 1}

with its group SO_3(R) of rotations.

Some related work has been presented by Kowalski, Opozda, Vlášek and Arias-Marco [7, 8, 10] who gave answer to a dual question in the local case: what are the local canonical forms of affine connections in surfaces whose symmetries act transitively? Their methods are similar to ours in the following sense: their results and ours are obtained through a careful analysis of the local classification of Lie algebra actions given in [3].

2. INVARIANT CONNECTIONS

Here we review the construction of the space of connections, the bundle of connections, and the action of diffeomorphisms and vector fields on them, see for instance [1, 2]. Let M be a smooth manifold, X(M) the Lie algebra of smooth vector fields in M and End_M (X(M)) the module of C^∞(M)-linear endomorphisms of X(M). An affine connection in M is a R-linear map

∇: X(M) → End_M (X(M)),

such that ∇(fX) = df ⊗X+f∇X.^1 Let Cnx(M) the space of all affine connections in M. It is easy to check that if ∇ ∈ Cnx(M) is an affine connection and θ ∈ Ω^1(M, End(T M)) is a 1-form in M with values endomorphisms of T M then ∇ + θ is an affine connection in M. Indeed, the difference between two connections in a 1-form with values endomorphisms of T M. Therefore, we have a free and transitive additive action,

Ω^1(M, End(T M)) × Cnx(M) → Cnx(M), (θ, ∇) → ∇ + θ,

that gives to Cnx(M) the structure of an affine space modeled over the vector space Ω^1(M, End(T M)).

It is clear the connections are local objects, they can be restricted to open subsets of M, and they are determined by its restrictions to a covering family of open subsets. The following construction is local. Given a global frame^2 s = (X_1, . . . , X_n) in M there is an associated connection ∇^s such that ∇^s(X_i) = 0 for i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. We taking ∇^s as the initial point of Cnx(M) we have an identification,

Γ_s : Cnx(M)^∼−→ Ω^1(M, End(T M)), ∇ → Γ_s(∇) = ∇ − ∇^s.

Here Γ_s(∇) is the so-called Christoffel tensor of ∇ with respect to the frame s. We say that two connections ∇ and ¯∇ take the same value at the point p of M if their Christofell tensors with respect to any frame coincide on p. The set CM of the values at points of M of affine connections is therefore an affine bundle over M modeled over T^∗M ⊗ End(T M).

1In order to keep the usual notation for covariant derivatives we have ∇(X)(Y ) = ∇ Y X. 2That is, and ordered base of sections of the tangent bundle of M.

An affine connection ∇ is thus seen in a canonical way as a global section of the affine bundle CM → M.

Given a diffeomorphism f : M → N the push forward of connections is an isomorphism f_∗ : Cnx(M) → Cnx(N) defined in terms of the push forward of vector fields by (f_∗∇)_X Y = f_∗(∇_f −1_{∗ X} f^{−1}_∗ Y ). The push forward of connections is compatible with the affine structure, in the sense that f_∗(∇ + θ) = f_∗(∇) + f_∗(θ) for a connection ∇ and a 1-form of endomorphisms θ.

If we look at the connections as sections of the affine bundle CM, then we have that the push forward is given by a natural transformation Cf of affine bundles,

(2.1) CM fflffl Cf // CN fflffl M^f // ∇ ::

N f_∗∇ ee

here (Cf)(∇(p)) = (f_∗∇)(f(p)).

Let us fix an smooth action^3 of a Lie group G on M. A tensor θ is G-invariant if (L_g)_∗θ = θ for all g in G. The space of G-invariant 1-forms of endomorphisms is denoted by Ω^1(M, End(T M))^G. Analogously, we say that a connection ∇ ∈ Cnx(M) is Ginvariant if (L_g )_∗∇ = ∇, for all g ∈ G; we denote by Cnx(M)^G the set of G-invariant connections in M. It is clear that the sum of a G-invariant connection and a G-invariant 1-form of endomorphisms yields a G-invariant connection. So that, Cnx(T M)^G is either empty or an a affine space modeled over the space Ω^1(M, End(T M))^G.

Let us denote by G_p the stabilizer^4 of a point p ∈ M. We have an action of G_p on the fiber (CM)_p by affine transformations. There is also a natural linear representation of G_p in T^∗_p M ⊗ End(T_pM).

Proposition 2.1. If G acts transitively on M then Cnx(M)^G has finite real dimension ≤ (dim M)^3. In such case:

(1) Cnx(M)^G ≃ (CM)^{Gp}p for any p ∈ M (2) If Cnx(M)^G ≠ ∅ then dim Cnx(M)^G = dim ( T^∗_p M ⊗ End(T_pM) )_{Gp} . Proof. (1) There is a natural map Cnx(M) → (CM)_p of evaluation at p, ∇ → ∇(p). It is clear that it maps Cnx(M)^G on (CM)^G_p . By the action of G on M we construct an inverse map, (CM)^G_p^∼−→ Cnx(M), c_p → ∇ where ∇ is defined as ∇(gp) = C(L_g )(c_p).

(2) It is also clear that if (CM)_p is a linear affine space modeled over T^∗_p M⊗End(T_pM). The action of G_p is compatible with the affine structure, therefore (CM)^G_p , if not empty, is a linear affine space modeled over (T^∗_p M ⊗ End(T_pM))^{Gp} . □

The previous situation can be considered infinitesimally. Let us recall that an action of a Lie algebra g in M is a Lie algebra morphism ϕ : g → X(M). Without loss of generality we may assume that the action is faithful, that is, that ϕ is inyective. In such case we see g ⊂ X(M) as a Lie algebra of vector fields in M. Therefore, from now on we will consider the elements of g as vector fields in M.

3By convention, we consider the action on the left side, we use the standard notation gp = L g (p). 4That is, the subgroup of G formed by the elements g ∈ G such that gp = p.

We say that a tensor θ in M is g-invariant if for any local diffeomorphism σ : U^∼−→ V that belongs to the flow pseudogroup of a vector field X ∈ g we have σ_∗(θ)|_V = θ|_V . The analogous definition of g-invariance applies to connections. As before, the space of g-invariant connections Cnx(M)^g is either empty of an affine space modeled over Ω^1(M, End(T (M)))^g.

Let us recall that the g acts transitively on M if for all p ∈ M the map ϕ_p : g → T_pM X → X_p is surjective. This implies that, for connected M, the flow pseudogroup of the action is also transitive.

Diagram (2.1) in the particular case of f = σ_t, the time t flow of a vector field X in M, gives us the prolongation X̃ ∈ X(CM), X̃ = d dt | | | |_{t=0} Cσ^t. It is clear that X̃ projects onto X and the flow of X̃ gives affine transformations between the fibers of CM → M. For a given p ∈ M the kernel ker(ϕ_p) = g_p is the so-called stabilizer algebra of the point p. There is a natural representation, ϕ̃|_{CMp} : g_p → X(CM_p)

the set of zeroes in CM_p of these vector fields is an affine subspace denoted CM^{gp}_p .

Proposition 2.2. Let us assume that g acts transitively in a connected manifold M. Then the space Cnx(M)^g has finite real dimension. In such case Cnx(M)^g ≃ CM^{gp}p for any p ∈ M. Proof. It is a consequence of the same argument we exposed in Proposition 2.1, but in this case we use the flow pseudogroup of g instead of the Lie group G. □

Let us recall that given an action of G in M there is an associated infinitesimal action of Lie(G) given by,

ϕ(A)_p = d dt | | | |_{t=0} exp(tA) ⋆ p. There is a natural relation between the invariants of an action and that of its associated infinitesimal action. In particular, for invariant connections, we have that if G is a connected Lie group acting on M then Cnx(M)^G = Cnx(M)^{Lie(G)}.

2.1. Lie derivative of a connection. In this section we develop a method for computing the invariant connections of an infinitesimal action. The well known notion of Lie derivative for tensors can be extended to sections of natural bundles as in [5]. In the particular case of connections, it can be defined by as follows.

Definition 2.3. The Lie derivative of a connection ∇ in the direction of a field X is defined as: L_X ∇ = lim_{t→0} σ_{−t∗}∇ − ∇ t , where {σ_t}_{t∈R} is the flow of the field X.

Note that for an affine connection ∇ and a vector field X the Lie derivative L_X ∇ ∈ Ω^1(M, End(T M)) is not a connection but a 1-form of endomorphisms.

Proposition 2.4. The Lie derivative of ∇ has the following properties:

(1) (Linearity) L_{f X+gY} ∇ = f(L_X ∇) + g(L_Y ∇).

(2) (Leibniz formula) (L_X ∇)(Y, Z) = [X, ∇_Y Z] − ∇_{[X,Y ]}Z − ∇_Y [X, Z].

Proof. (1) can be easily checked from the definition. Let us prove (2). Without lose of generality let us assume that X is complete and {σ_t}_{t∈R} is its flow.

(L_X ∇)(Y, Z) = lim_{t→0} σ_{−t∗}∇ − ∇ t (Y, Z) = lim_{t→0} (σ_{−t∗}∇)_Y Z − ∇_Y Z t = lim_{t→0} σ_{−t∗}(∇_Y Z) − ∇_Y Z t + lim_{t→0} σ_{−t∗}(∇_{σt∗ Y} σ_{t∗}Z) − σ_{−t∗}(∇_Y Z) t = [X, ∇_Y Z] + lim_{t→0} σ_{−t∗} ∇_{σt∗ Y} σ_{t∗}Z − ∇_Y Z t = [X, ∇_Y Z] + lim_{t→0} ∇_{σt∗ Y} σ_{t∗}Z − ∇_Y σ_{t∗}Z t + lim_{t→0} ∇_Y σ_{t∗}Z − ∇_Y Z t = [X, ∇_Y Z] + lim_{t→0} ∇ σ_{∗t}Y −Y_t σ_{t∗}Z + lim_{t→0} ∇_Y σ_{t∗}Z − Z t = [X, ∇_Y Z] − ∇_{[X,Y ]}Z − ∇_Y [X, Z]. □ Lemma 2.5. Let X be a vector field in M and ∇ be a connection. The following are equivalent:

(1) L_X ∇ = 0.

(2) ∇ is invariant by the flow of X.

Proof. (2) ⇒ (1) is clear from the definition. Let us see (1) ⇒ (2). Without lose of generality let us assume that X is complete, and let σ_t be its time t flow. Let us define Γ(t) = σ_{t∗}(∇) − ∇. By hypothesis we have Γ(0) = 0 and^d_{dt} | |_{t=0} Γ(t) = 0. Moreover, for any t, d dt Γ(t) = lim_{s→0}

Γ(t + s) − Γ(t) s = lim_{s→0} σ_{(t+s)∗}∇ − σ_{t∗}∇ s = σ_{t∗}(−L_X (∇)) = 0.

therefore,^d_{dt} Γ(t) = 0 and thus Γ(t) = 0. □

Theorem 2.6. Let us consider g a Lie algebra of smooth vector fields in a manifold M. The following are equivalent:

(1) ∇ is g-invariant.

(2) L_A∇ = 0, for all A ∈ g.

(3) L_{Ai} ∇ = 0, for all i = 1, . . . , n, where {A_1, . . . , A_n} is a system of generators of g as Lie algebra.

Proof. If ∇ is g-invariant, then σ_{−t∗}(∇) = ∇ for the flow of any vector field of the form ϕ(A) with A ∈ g. By definition of Lie derivative we have L_A∇ = 0, and (1) ⇒ (2). We also have (2) ⇒ (3). Finally to prove (3) ⇒ (1) it is enough to note that, from Lemma 2.1, ∇ is invariant with respect to the flow of the vector fields A_i. Thus, it is invariant with respect to any composition of these flows, and then with respect to the flow of any vector field A ∈ g. □

Lemma 2.7. Let us consider a Lie algebra g of vector fields in an open subset U ⊆ R^n . If g contains the translation vector field ∂_{xi} then for any g-invariant connection ∇ the Christoffel symbols Γ^k_{ij} are independt from x_i.

Proof. Using the Leibniz formula of 2.4 we have ( L_{∂xi} ∇ ) ∂_{xj} ∂x^k = [ ∂_{xi} , ∇_{∂xj} ∂_{xk} ] − ∇[_{∂xi ,∂xj} ]∂_{xk} − ∇_{∂xj} [∂_{xi} , ∂_{xk} ] , for i, j, k ∈ {1, 2}. As [ ∂_{xi} , ∂_{xj} ] = 0, for any i, j ∈ {1, 2}, the previous equality is reduced to ( L_{∂xi} ∇ ) ∂_{xj} ∂x^k = [ ∂_{xi} , ∇_{∂xj} ∂_{xk} ] . If [ ∂_{xi} , ∇_{∂xj} ∂_{xk} ] = 0 then ∂_{xi} Γ^l_{jk} = 0, for i, j, k, l ∈ {1, 2}. □

Remark 2.8. If the Lie algebra contains all the translations ∂_{xi} , then the Christoffel symbols are constants. Moreoever if all of them are null, the only invariant connection is the usual one.

2.2. Classification of finite dimensional Lie algebra actions on germs of surfaces. The local classification of infinitesimal actions of finite dimensional Lie algebras in manifolds of complex dimension 2 and 3 was given by S. Lie in the XIX century. The real classification in dimension 2 was completed in [3] and [6].

In Tables 1, 2 and 3 we reproduce^5 the results of [3]: the local classification of faithful actions of Lie algebras of finite dimension over opens of the real plane.

Generators Structure 1. {∂_x, ∂_y, α(x∂_x + y∂_y) + y∂_x − x∂_y}, α ⩾ 0 R ⋉ R^2 2. {∂_x, x∂_x + y∂_y, ( x^2 − y^2 ) ∂_x + 2xy∂_y} sl(2) 3. {y∂_x −x∂_y, (1+x^2 −y^2)∂_x +2xy∂_y, 2xy∂_x +(1+y^2 −x^2)∂_y} so(3) 4. {∂_x, ∂_y, x∂_x + y∂_y, y∂_x − x∂_y } R^2 ⋉ R^2 5. {∂_x, ∂_y, x∂_x − y∂_y, y∂_x, x∂_y} sl(2) ⋉ R^2 6. {∂_x, ∂_y, x∂_x, y∂_y, x∂_y, y∂_y} gl(2) ⋉ R^2 7. {∂_x, ∂_y, x∂_x + y∂_y, y∂_x − x∂_y, ( x^2 − y^2 ) ∂_x + 2xy∂_y, 2xy∂_x + (y^2 − x^2)∂_y} sl(3, 1) 8. {∂_x, ∂_y, x∂_x, x∂_y , y∂_x, y∂_y, x^2∂_x + xy∂_y, xy∂_x + y^2∂_y} sl(3) TABLE 1. Local classification of faithful primitive actions of finite dimensional Lie algebras on the real plane [3].

Table 1 contains the classification of primitive actions. Let us recall that a Lie algebra action in a surface M is primitive if the induced action in the projective bundle of directions in M, P(T_pM) has no fixed points. This is equivalent to say that the action is not by infinitesimal symmetries of a foliation in M. In physical terms, it also means that the we consider an isotropic geometry in the surface. Therefore, the cases 1-8 correspond to classical 2-dimensional geometries, namely:

(1) It depends on the parameter α. The case α = 0 corresponds to the euclidean geometry. The case α ≠ 0 correspond to a primitive subgroup of the affine transformations of the complex plane spanned by translations and the exponential of a complex number of norm different from 1.

(2) Hyperbolic transformations of the half plane. (3) Rotations of the sphere.

5 In Tables 1, 2 and 3 we respect the numeration and cases of [3]. However, since we diferenciate the transitive

and non-transitive cases, some cases are listed in different order. This explains the gaps in the tables.

(4) Affine transformations of the complex plane. (5) Volume preserving affine transformations of the real plane. (6) Affine transformations of the real plane. (7) Conformal transformations of the Riemann sphere. (8) Projective transformations of the real plane.

Generators Structure 9. {∂_x} R 10.{∂_x, x∂_x} h_2 11.{∂_x, x∂_x, x^2∂_x} sl(2) 20.{∂_y, ξ_1(x)∂_y , · · · , ξ_r(x)∂_y }, r ≥ 1 R^{r+1} 21.{∂_y, y∂_y, ξ_1(x)∂_y , · · · , ξ_r(x)∂_y }, con r ≥ 1 R ⋉ R^{r+1} TABLE 2. Local classification of non-transitive faithful actions of finite dimensional Lie algebras in the real plane [3]. Functions ξ_j are linearly independent.

Generators Structure 12.{∂_x, ∂_y, x∂_x + αy∂_y} R ⋉ R^2 13.{∂_x, ∂_y, x∂_x, y∂_y} h_2 ⊕ h_2 14.{∂_x, ∂_y, x∂_x, x^2∂_x} gl(2) 15.{∂_x, ∂_y, x∂_x, y∂_y, x^2∂_x, y^2∂_y} sl(2) ⊕ sl(2) 16.{∂_x, ∂_y, x∂_x, y∂_y, x^2∂_x, } sl(2) ⊕ h_2 17.{∂_x + ∂_y, x∂_x + y∂_y, x^2∂_x + y^2∂_y} sl(2) 18.{∂_x, 2x∂_x + y∂_y, x^2∂_x + xy∂_y} sl(2) 19.{∂_x, x∂_x, y∂_y, x^2∂_x + xy∂_y} gl(2) 22.{∂_x, η_1(x)∂_y , · · · , η_r(x)∂_y }, r ≥ 1 R ⋉ R^r 23.{∂_x, y∂_y, η_1(x)∂_y , · · · , η_r(x)∂_y }, r ≥ 1 R^2 ⋉ R^r 24.{∂_x, ∂_y, x∂_x + αy∂_y, x∂_y, · · · , x^r∂_y}, r ≥ 1 h_2 ⋉ R^{r+1} 25.{∂_x, ∂_y, x∂_y, · · · , x^{r−1}∂_y, x∂_x + (ry + x^r) ∂_y}, r ≥ 1 R ⋉ (R ⋉ R^r ) 26.{∂_x, ∂_y, x∂_x, x∂_y , y∂_y, x^2∂_y, · · · , x^r∂_y}, r ≥ 1 (h_2 ⊕ R) ⋉ R^{r+1} 27.{∂_x, ∂_y, 2x∂_x+ry∂_y, x∂_y , x^2∂_x+rxy∂_y, x^2∂_y, · · · , x^r∂_y}, r ≥ 1 sl(2) ⋉ R^{r+1} 28.{∂_x, ∂_y, x∂_x, x∂_y , y∂_y, x^2∂_x + rxy∂_y , x^2∂_y, · · · , x^r∂_y}, r ≥ 1 gl(2) ⋉ R^{r+1} TABLE 3. Local classification of faithful transitive actions of finite dimensional Lie algebras on the real plane [3]. Functions η_j are a base of solutions of a lineal differential equation of order r, with constant coefficients.

Table 2 contains the local classification of non transitive actions. They are, by necessity, imprimitive. Here we can find the classical one-dimensional goeometries: euclidean (case 9), affine (case 10) and projective (case 11). In such cases Proposition 2.2 does not apply and we will obtain infinite dimensional spaces of invariant connections. Finally, Table 3 contains the local classification of transitive imprimitive actions.

Finally we will compute the spaces of invariant connections for lie algebra actions on connected surfaces.

3. INVARIANT CONNECTIONS FOR LIE ALGEBRA ACTIONS ON CONNECTED

SURFACES

3.1. Primitive Lie algebra actions. For this classical cases, the existence of invariant connections is well known. By application of Lemma 2.1, we can also recover the following result.

Theorem 3.1. Let M be a connected surface endowed with faithful primitive Lie algebra action of a finite dimensional Lie algebra g there is either one or none g-invariant connection. Moreover, only one of the following cases hold:

(a) g is isomorphic to a Lie sub algebra of the Lie algebra of infinitesimal affine transformations of the plane. There is one g-invariant connection; it is flat and torsion free.

(b) g is isomorphic to the Lie algebra of infinitesimal isometries of a surface of non vanishing constant curvature. There is one g-invariant connection; it is torsion free and of constant curvature.

(c) g is isomorphic to either the Lie algebra of infinitesimal conformal transformations of the Riemann sphere or the Lie algebra of infinitesimal projective transformations of the real plane. There are no g-invariant connections.

Proof. As in the case (1), ∂_x and ∂_y are in g then Γ^k_{i,j} are constants. If we consider X = α(x∂_x + y∂_y) + y∂_x − x∂_y . Since (L_X ∇)_{∂xi} ∂_{xj} = 0 we have the following equations:

αΓ^1_1 − Γ^2_{11} − Γ^1_2 − Γ^1_{21} = 0

αΓ^2_{11} + Γ^1_1 − Γ^2_{12} − Γ^2_1 = 0

αΓ^1_2 − Γ^2_{12} − Γ^1_{22} + Γ^1_1 = 0

αΓ^2_{12} + Γ^1_2 − Γ^2_2 + Γ^2_{11} = 0 αΓ^1_{21} − Γ^2_1 + Γ^1_1 − Γ^1_{22} = 0

αΓ^2_1 + Γ^1_{21} + Γ^2_{11} − Γ^2_2 = 0

αΓ^1_{22} − Γ^2_2 + Γ^1_2 + Γ^1_{21} = 0

αΓ^2_2 + Γ^1_{22} + Γ^2_{12} + Γ^2_1 = 0

We can represent these systems in the following matrix array:

α −1 −1 0 −1 0 0 0 1 α 0 −1 0 −1 0 0 1 0 α −1 0 0 −1 0 0 1 1 α 0 0 0 −1 1 0 0 0 α −1 −1 0 0 1 0 0 1 α 0 −1 0 0 1 0 1 0 α −1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 α

Γ^1_1 Γ^2_{11} Γ^1_2 Γ^2_{12} Γ^1_{21} Γ^2_1 Γ^1_{22} Γ^2_2

=

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 The determinant of the matrix is given by the polynomial α^8 + 12α^6 + 30α^4 + 28α^2 + 9. Since this determinant is non-zero for α ≥ 0, then the system makes sense when Γ^l_{ij} = 0 for all i, j, l ∈ {1, 2}. □ 3.2. Non-transitive Lie algebra actions on germs of surfaces. For non-transitive Lie algebra actions we have the following results.

Case Christoffel symbols 9 Γ^l_{ij} are functions of y.

10 Γ^l_{ij} = 0 except Γ^2_2, Γ^1_{21}, Γ^1_2 that are functions of y y. 20, with r = 1 Γ^1_{22} = Γ^1_{21} = Γ^1_2 = Γ^2_2 = 0,

Γ^2_{12} + Γ^2_1 − Γ^1_1 = −

∂^2_xξ_k ∂_xξ_k , with Γ^2_{11}, Γ^2_{12}, Γ^2_1 y Γ^1_1 functions of x.

21, with r = 1 Γ^1_{22} = Γ^1_{21} = Γ^1_2 = Γ^2_2 = Γ^2_{11} = 0,

Γ^2_{12} + Γ^2_1 − Γ^1_1 = −

∂^2_xξ_k ∂_xξ_k , with Γ^2_{12}, Γ^2_1 y Γ^1_1 functions of x.

TABLE 4. Christofell symbols for invariant connections of nontransitive Lie algebra actions on surfaces in canonical coordinates.

Proposition 3.2. Let us consider a non-transitive Lie algebra action of g ≃ R^{r+1} on an open subset M ⊆ R^2 to case (20) in Table 2. If Cnx(M)^g ≠ ∅ then the dimension of g is equal to 2 (r=1). In such case, Christoffel symbols of g-invariant connections are characterized by the equations: Γ^1_{22} = Γ^1_{21} = Γ^1_2 = Γ^2_2 = 0

Γ^2_{12} + Γ^2_1 − Γ^1_1 = −

∂^2_xξ ∂_xξ , with Γ^2_{11}, Γ^2_{12}, Γ^2_1 y Γ^1_1 functions of x.

Proof. Let us consider g = ⟨∂_y, ξ_1(x)∂_y , . . . , ξ_r(x)∂_y ⟩. By taking components of ( L_{ξk (x)∂y} ∇ ) ∂_{xi} ∂x^j = 0

we obtain the following system: ( Γ^2_{12} + Γ^2_1 − Γ^1_1 ) ∂_xξ_k(x) + ∂^2_xξ_k(x) = 0, ( Γ^1_{21} − Γ^2_2 ) ∂_xξ_k(x) = 0, ( Γ^1_2 + Γ^1_{21} ) ∂_xξ_k(x) = 0, ( Γ^2_2 − Γ^1_2 ) ∂_xξ_k(x) = 0, Γ^1_{22}∂_xξ_k(x) = 0, Γ^2_2∂_xξ_k(x) = 0.

This system is compatible if for k ≠ l we have ∂^2_xξ_k ∂_xξ_k = ∂^2_xξ_l ∂_xξ_l . So that functions ξ_k (x) and ξ_l(x) are related by an affine transformation ξ_l(x) = aξ_k(x) + b. Therefore, by taking ξ = ξ_1 we have that g is spanned by ∂_y, ξ(x)∂_y and it corresponds to the case r = 1. We obtain that the Γ^k_{ij} are functions of x satisfying the following relations:

Γ^1_{22} = Γ^1_{21} = Γ^1_2 = Γ^2_2 = 0,

(3.1a)

Γ^2_{12} + Γ^2_1 − Γ^1_1 = −

∂^2_xξ ∂_xξ . (3.1b) □ Proposition 3.3. Let us consider a non-transitive Lie algebra action of g ≃ R ⋉ R^{r+1} on an open subset M ⊆ R^2 corresponding to case (21) in Table 2. If Cnx(M)^g ≠ ∅ then the dimension of g is equal to 3 (r=1). In such case, Christoffel symbols of g-invariant connections are characterized by the equations:

Γ^1_{22} = Γ^1_{21} = Γ^1_2 = Γ^2_2 = Γ^2_{11} = 0

Γ^2_{12} + Γ^2_1 − Γ^1_1 = −

∂^2_xξ ∂_xξ . with Γ^2_{12}, Γ^2_1 y Γ^1_1 functions of x.

Proof. This algebra contains that of case 20. Therefore, we have that r = 1 and the system of equations 3.1 are satisfied. There is an additional equation ( L_{y∂y} ∇ ) ∂_{xi} ∂x^j = 0 yielding

Γ^2_{11} = 0. We conclude that Γ^2_{12}, Γ^2_1 and Γ^1_1 are functions of x and the following relations are satisfied:

Γ^1_{22} = Γ^1_{21} = Γ^1_2 = Γ^2_2 = Γ^2_{11} = 0,

(3.2a)

Γ^2_{12} + Γ^2_1 − Γ^1_1 = −

∂^2_xξ_k ∂_xξ_k . (3.2b) □ Lie algebra actions corresponding to 9, 10, and 11 are well known one dimensional geometries. Case 11 corresponds to the projective geometry of the real line and it does not admit invariant connections. A direct computation yields the space of invariant connections in canonical coordinates. Summarizing, the following Table 4, contains the computation of Christoffel symbols of invariant connections in canonical coordinates.

3.3. Transitive imprimitive Lie algebra actions.

Theorem 3.4. Let us consider a faithful transitive imprimitive action of a Lie algebra g in a connected surface M. Then, if the affine space Cnx(M)^g is not empty, then it falls in one of the following cases:

(a) The action corresponds to one of the following cases of Table 3:

(i) Case (12) with α ≠^1_2 , (ii) Case (13), (iii) Case (24) with r = 1, (iv) Case (25) with r = 1, (v) Case (26) with r = 1.

For any such cases, the only invariant connection, in canonical coordinates, is the standard affine connection.

(a’) The action corresponds to case (17). There is only an invariant connection whose Christoffel symbols, in canonical coordinates are: Γ^2_{11} = Γ^1_2 = Γ^2_{12} = Γ^1_{21} = Γ^2_1 = Γ^1_{22} = 0, Γ^1_1 = − 2 x − y , Γ^2_2 = − 2 y − x . (b) The action corresponds to case (12) of Table 3 with α =^1_2 . The space Cnx(M)^g has dimension 1. The equations for the Christoffel symbols in canonical coordinates are:

Γ^1_{22} cte, for all other symbols Γ^k_{ij} = 0.

(c) The action corresponds to case (18). The affine space Cnx(M)^g has dimension 3.

The equations for the Christoffel symbols in canonical coordinates are: Γ^1_1 = a + b y^2

, Γ^2_{11} = c y^3 , Γ^2_{12} = a y^2

, Γ^2_1 = b y^2 , Γ^2_2 = − 2 y Γ^1_{22} = 0

Γ^1_2 = Γ^1_{21} = − 1 y . for arbitrary constants a, b, c.

(d) The action corresponds to case (22) with r = 1 and η_1(x) = e^{αx}. The affine space Cnx(M)^g has dimension 8. The equations for the Christoffel symbols in canonical coordinates are:

Γ^2_{11} = c^1_{22}α^3y^3 − c^2_2α^2y^2 + (c^1_1 − c^2_1 − c^2_{12})αy − α^2y + c^2_{11} Γ^1_1 = c^1_{22}α^2y^2 − (c^1_2 + c^1_{21})αy + c^1_1 Γ^2_{12} = −c^1_{22}α^2y^2 − (c^2_2 − c^1_2)αy + c^2_{12} Γ^2_1 = −c^1_{22}α^2y^2 − (c^2_2 + c^2_1)αy + c^2_1 Γ^1_2 = −c^1_{22}αy + c^1_2 Γ^1_{21} = −c^1_{22}αy + c^1_{21} Γ^2_2 = c^1_{22}αy + c^2_2 Γ^1_{22} = c^1_{22}.

for arbitrary constants c^k_{ij} , with i, j, k ∈ {1, 2}.

(e) The action corresponds to case (23) with r = 1 and η_1(x) = e^{αx}. The affine space Cnx(M)^g has dimension 4. The equations for the Christoffel symbols in canonical coordinates are: Γ^2_2 = Γ^1_2 = Γ^1_{21} = Γ^1_{22} = 0 Γ^1_1 = a, Γ^2_{12} = c, Γ^2_1 = d Γ^2_{11} = −α(d + c − a)y − α^2y + b.

for arbitrary constants a, b, c, d.

Proof. The proof is based in an analysis of the Lie derivative of a general connections by the generators of the Lie algebra action in canonical coordinates for each case appearing in Table 3.

(a) Let g_6, g_{12,α≠1/2}, g_{13}, g_{24,r=1}, g_{25,r=1}, g_{26,r=1} be Lie algebras correspond to their corresponding cases in the tables 1, 3. By the last result, the only invariant connection for the algebra g_6 is the affine standard connection. As the other algebras are contained in this algebra forming the lattice: g_6

g_{26,r=1}? Ø OO

g_{24,r=1}? Ø OO

g_{13}? Ø OO g_{25,r=1} T4 ggOOO OOO OOO OO

g_{12,α≠1/2}? Ø OO

then is sufficient to show the result for the cases 12 with α ≠ 1/2, 25 with r = 1. • Case (12), g = {∂_x, ∂_y, x∂_x + αy∂_y} , 0 < |α| ≤ 1. The coefficients Γ^l_{ij} are constants by 2.8. If X = x∂_x + αy∂_y, with α ≠^1_2 , then from that (L_X ∇)_{∂xi} ∂_{xj} = 0 it follows Γ^l_{ij} = 0.

• Case (25), r = 1. in this case the algebra is g = {∂_x, ∂_y, x∂_x + (y + x) ∂_y}.

As ∂_x and ∂_y are in g, then Γ^l_{ij} are constants. Taking the field Y = ∂_x + (y + x) ∂_y, from (L_Y ∇)_{∂xi} ∂_{xj} = 0, we have the system

−Γ^1_1 + Γ^2_{11} + Γ^2_{12} + Γ^2_1 = 0, Γ^1_1 + Γ^1_2 + Γ^1_{21} = 0, Γ^2_1 − Γ^1_{21} + Γ^2_2 = 0, Γ^2_{12} − Γ^1_2 + Γ^2_2 = 0, Γ^1_2 + Γ^1_{22} = 0, Γ^1_{21} + Γ^1_{22} = 0, Γ^2_2 = Γ^1_{22} = 0.

With solution Γ^l_{ij} = 0. (a’) Case (17), g = { ∂_x + ∂_y, x∂_x + y∂_y, x^2∂_x + y^2∂_y } . Considering X = ∂_x + ∂_y, Y = x∂_x + y∂_y and Z = x^2∂_x + y^2∂_y, from (L_X ∇)_{∂xi} ∂_{xj} = 0 and (L_Y ∇)_{∂xi} ∂_{xj} = 0, we obtain for i, j, l ∈ {1, 2} the system

∂_xΓ^l_{ij} = −∂_yΓ^l_{ij} , (x − y)∂_xΓ^l_{ij} + Γ^l_{ij} = 0, (y − x)∂_y Γ^l_{ij} + Γ^l_{ij} = 0.

Replacing those equations in (L_Z ∇)_{∂xi} ∂_{xj} = 0, we get the system

Γ^2_{11} = Γ^1_2 = Γ^2_{12} = Γ^1_{21} = Γ^2_1 = Γ^1_{22} = 0,

Γ^1_1 = − 2 x − y , Γ^2_2 = − 2 y − x .

(b) We have that Γ^l_{ij} are constants, from (L_X ∇)_{∂xi} ∂_{xj} = 0, with X = x∂_x + αy∂_y, we have the result.

(c) Case (12), g = {∂_x, 2x∂_x +y∂_y, x^2∂_x +xy∂_y}. As ∂_x is in the algebra, then all the symbols Γ^l_{ij} are functions of y. Taking Y = 2x∂_x + y∂_y and Z = x^2∂_x + xy∂_y, from (L_Y ∇)_{∂xi} ∂_{xj} = 0 and (L_Z ∇)_{∂xi} ∂_{xj} = 0, we have the system:

y∂_yΓ^1_1 + 2Γ^1_1 = 0, y∂_yΓ^2_{11} + 3Γ^2_{11} = 0, y∂_yΓ^1_2 + Γ^1_2 = 0, y∂_yΓ^2_{12} + 2Γ^2_{12} = 0, y∂_yΓ^1_{21} + Γ^1_{21} = 0, y∂_yΓ^2_1 + 2Γ^2_1 = 0

Γ^2_{12} + Γ^2_1 − Γ^1_1 = 0, yΓ^2_2 − yΓ^1_2 + 1 = 0, yΓ^2_2 − yΓ^1_{21} + 1 = 0, yΓ^1_{21} + yΓ^1_2 + 2 = 0, Γ^1_{22} = 0.

Where the general solution are expressed in function of arbitrary constants a, b, c ∈ R:

Γ^1_1 = a + b y^2

, Γ^2_{11} = c y^3 , Γ^2_{12} = a y^2

, Γ^2_1 = b y^2 , Γ^2_2 = − 2 y Γ^1_{22} = 0,

Γ^1_2 = Γ^1_{21} = − 1 y .

(d) g = ⟨∂_x, η_1(x)∂_y , · · · , η_r(x)∂_y ⟩ , with r ≥ 1.

Taking k such that 1 ≤ k ≤ r. The symbols Γ^l_{ij} depends of y because ∂_x is in the algebra. From ( L_{ηk (x)∂y} ∇ ) ∂_{xi} ∂x^j = 0, obtain the system

η_k(x)∂_y Γ^1_1 + ∂_xη_k(x) ( Γ^2_{12} + Γ^2_1 − Γ^1_1 ) + ∂^2_xη_k(x) = 0, η_k(x)∂_y Γ^1_1 + ∂_xη_k(x) ( Γ^1_{21} + Γ^1_2 ) = 0, η_k(x)∂_y Γ^1_2 + Γ^1_{22}∂_xη_k(x) = 0, η_k(x)∂_y Γ^2_{12} + ∂_xη_k(x) ( Γ^2_2 − Γ^1_2 ) = 0, η_k(x)∂_y Γ^1_{21} + Γ^1_{22}∂_xη_k(x) = 0, η_k(x)∂_y Γ^2_1 + ∂_xη_k(x) ( Γ^2_2 − Γ^1_{21} ) = 0, η_k(x)∂_y Γ^2_2 − Γ^1_{22}∂_xη_k(x) = 0, η_k (x)∂_y Γ^1_{22} = 0.

Using this equations we obtain that α_k :=^{∂x ηk (x)}_{ηk (x)} and α^2_k :=^{∂2x ηk (x)}_{ηk (x)} are constants. Therefore η_k(x) is multiple of e^{αk x}. Finally, for k fixed, we can solve the symbols in function of 8 arbitrary constants c^k_{ij} :

Γ^2_{11} = c^1_{22}α^3_ky^3 + (c^2_2 − c^1_2 − c^1_{21})α^2_ky^2 + (c^1_1 − c^2_1 − c^2_{12})α_k y − α^2_ky + c^2_{11},

(3.3a) Γ^1_1 = c^1_{22}α^2_ky^2 − (c^1_2 + c^1_{21})α_ky + c^1_1,

(3.3b) Γ^2_{12} = −c^1_{22}α^2_ky^2 − (c^2_2 − c^1_2)α_ky + c^2_{12},

(3.3c) Γ^2_1 = −c^1_{22}α^2_ky^2 − (c^2_2 − c^1_{21})α_ky + c^2_1,

(3.3d) Γ^1_2 = −c^1_{22}α_ky + c^1_2,

(3.3e) Γ^1_{21} = −c^1_{22}α_ky + c^1_{21},

(3.3f) Γ^2_2 = c^1_{22}α_ky + c^2_2,

(3.3g) Γ^1_{22} = c^1_{22}.

(3.3h) This system is compatible if the constants α_k are equals for all k. In this case the functions η_k(x) spam a space of dimension 1, so r = 1. That is, if r = 1 and η_1(x) = e^{αk x}, there is a 8-dimensional space of invariant connections. Otherwise, there is not invariant connections.

(e) As this algebra contains the algebra of the case (22), then r = 1 and η_1(X) = e^{α1x}. We obtain a system of equations including (3.3a) – (3.3h) and also from ( L_{y∂y} ∇ ) ∂_{xi} ∂x^j = 0, we obtain additional equations:

y∂_yΓ^1_1 = y∂_yΓ^2_{12} = y∂_yΓ^2_1 = 0

(3.4)

and the system y∂_yΓ^1_1 − Γ^1_1 = 0,

(3.5a) y∂_yΓ^1_2 + Γ^1_2 = 0,

(3.5b) y∂_yΓ^1_{21} + Γ^1_{21} = 0,

(3.5c) y∂_yΓ^1_{22} + 2Γ^1_{22} = 0,

(3.5d) y∂_yΓ^2_2 + Γ^2_2 = 0.

(3.5e) From 3.4, Γ^1_1, Γ^2_{12}, Γ^2_1 are constants. As Γ^1_{22} is constant, from 3.5d, Γ^1_{22} = 0. Combining this with the equations from the previous case we obtain Γ^2_2 = Γ^1_{21} =

Γ^1_2 = 0. So we have:

Γ^2_2 = Γ^1_2 = Γ^1_{21} = Γ^1_{22} = 0, Γ^2_1 = c^2_1, Γ^2_{12} = c^2_{12}, Γ^1_1 = c^1_1, Γ^2_{11} = −α_1(c^2_1 + c^2_{12} − c^1_1)y − α^2_1y + c^2_{11}, where c^2_1, c^2_{12}, c^1_1 and c^2_{11} are arbitrary constants.

It remains to check that all other cases of transitive imprimitive infinitesimal actions, namely cases (14), (15), (16), (19), (27) and (28) do not admit invariant connections. The Lie algebra of case (14) is contained in that of cases (15) and (16). Thus, it suffices to show the case (14). In such case, since ∂_x and ∂_y are in the algebra, then Γ^l_{ij} are constants. From (L_{x∂x} ∇)_{∂xi} ∂_{xj} = 0, Γ^l_{ij} = 0 , except the symbols Γ^1_2, Γ^1_{21}, Γ^2_2. As (L_x2_{∂x} ∇)_{∂x} ∂_x = 0 implies that 2∂_x = 0, this is impossible, then in this case there is not connection.

For the case (19), Γ^l_{ij} depends of y. From (L_{x∂x} ∇)_{∂xi} ∂_{xj} = 0 it follows that Γ^l_{ij} = 0, except Γ^1_2, Γ^1_{21}, Γ^2_2. From ( L_{y∂y} ∇ ) ∂_{xi} ∂x^j = 0, we have the system

y∂_yΓ^1_2 + Γ^1_2 = 0 y∂_yΓ^1_{21} + Γ^1_{21} = 0 y∂_yΓ^2_2 + Γ^2_2 = 0 Using this in (L_Y ∇)_{∂xi} ∂_{xj} = 0, with Y = x^2∂_x + xy∂_y we have the system

−yΓ^1_2 + yΓ^2_2 + 1 = 0 −yΓ^1_{21} + yΓ^2_2 + 1 = 0 xy∂_yΓ^2_2 + yΓ^2_2 + 1 = 0 yΓ^1_{21} + yΓ^1_2 + 2 = 0 Γ^1_{21} = 0 Which is inconsistent, in this case there is not connection.

In the case (27), Γ^l_{ij} are constants. For Y = 2x∂_x + ky∂_y with 1 ≤ k ≤ r, from (L_Y ∇)_{∂xi} ∂_{xj} = 0 we have the system:

2Γ^1_1∂_x + (4 − k)Γ^2_{11}∂_y = 0, kΓ^1_2∂_x + 2Γ^2_{12}∂_y = 0, kΓ^1_{21}∂_x + 2Γ^2_1∂_y = 0, (2k − 2)Γ^1_{22}∂_x + kΓ^2_2∂_y = 0.

If k = 1, then Γ^l_{ij} = 0 except Γ^1_{22}, but from ( L_{x∂y} ∇ ) ∂_y ∂y = 0, Γ 1 22 = 0. If r = 2, from ( L_x2_{∂y} ∇ ) ∂_x ∂x = 0 we have a contradiction. So r = 1, as Γ l ij = 0 from (L_Z ∇)_{∂x} ∂_x = 0, with Z = x^2∂_x + xy^2∂_y we have also a contradiction. Therefore there are not invariant connections in this case.

Finally the Lie algebra of case (28) is contained in that of case (13), then Γ^l_{ij} = 0. From (L_Z ∇)_{∂x} ∂_x = 0, with Z = x^2∂_x + rxy∂_y , we obtain the incompatibility of the system for the Christoffel symbols and there are no invariant connections. □

4. HOMOGENEOUS SURFACES

By an homogeneous manifold we understand an smooth manifold M endowed with a transitive smooth action ρ: G → Diff(M) of a connected Lie group G. As it is well known the surface can be recovered as the quotient M ≃ G/H where H is the stabilizer of a point in M. We say that two action ρ: G → Diff(M) and ρ^′ → Diff(M^′) are equivalent if they induce the same transformation group in M, that is, ρ(G) = ρ(G^′). Any action is always equivalent to a faithful action: we may consider the exact sequence,

Id → ker(ρ) → G^ρ−→ Diff(M)

and replace G by Ḡ = G/ ker ρ. Given a faithful action of G on M we can replace G by its universal cover. The action of the universal cover of G in M is not faithful but at least infinitesimally faithful. Therefore, there is no loss of generality in assuming that the G is simply connected and the action of G on M is infinitesimally faithful.

Lemma 4.1. Let H be a Lie subgroup of a simply connected Lie group G. Then, the homogeneous manifold G/H is simply connected if and only if H is connected.

Proof. First let us see that if G/H is simply connected, then H is connected. Reasoning by contradiction let us assume that H is not connected a, and let H_0 be its connected component of the the identity. Then, G/H_0 → G/H is a non-trivial connected (since G is connected) covering space. Therefore G/H is not simply connected.

Let us assume now that H is connected. Let us denote by x_0 the class H in G/H. Let γ : [0, 1] → G/H is a loop based on x_0. We can lift γ to a path γ̃ in G such that γ(0) = e and γ(1) ∈ H. Since H is connected there is path τ : [0, 1] → H such that τ(0) = e and τ(1) = γ̃(1). Since G is simply connected there is an homotopy with fixed extremal points γ̃ ∼ τ. The projection of the homotopy onto G/H tell us that γ is contractible. □

Therefore, simply connected homogeneous manifolds arise as quotients of simply connected Lie groups by connected Lie subgroups. On the other hand let us consider M an homogeneous manifold, and π : M̃ → M its universal cover. Since each diffeomorphism of M can be lifted, up to choice of two points in the fibers of π, to a diffeomorphism of M̃, we have an exact sequence:

Id → Aut(M̃/M) → Diff(M̃/M)^{π∗}−→ Diff(M) → Id

where Diff(M̃/M) is the group of diffeomorphisms of M̃ that respect the fibers of π. Therefore, by taking G̃ the connected component of π^{−1}_∗ (G), we have that M̃ is a simply connected homogeneous manifold with the action of G̃. Therefore, homogeneous manifold can be seen as quotients of simply connected homogeneous manifolds.

The analysis of the invariant connections for Lie algebra actions allow us to classify, up to equivalence, all the simply connected homogeneous surfaces having more than one, or exactly one, invariant connections.

Theorem 4.2. Let M, endowed with an action of a connected Lie group G, be a simply connected homogeneous surface. Let us assume that M admits at least two G-invariant connections. Then, M is equivalent to one of the following cases:

(a) The affine plane R^2 with one of the following transitive groups of affine transformations:

Res_{(2:1)}(R^2 ) = {[ x y ] → A [ x y ] + [ b_1 b_2 ] | A = [ λ^2 0 0 λ ] , λ > 0 } ,

Trans(R^2 ) = {[ x y ] → [ x y ] + [ b_1 b_2 ] | b_1, b_2 ∈ R } , Res_{(0:1)}(R^2 ) = {[ x y ] → A [ x y ] + [ b_1 b_2 ] | A = [ 1 0 0 λ ] , λ > 0 } . (b) SL_2(R)/U where U is the subgroup of superior unipotent matrices U = { A ∈ SL_2(R) | A = [ 1 λ 0 1 ]} . (c) R ⋉ R acting on itself by left translations. (d) G/H with G = R^2 ⋉ R and H = (R × 0) ⋉ 0.

Proof. Let M, endowed with an action of a connected Lie group G, be a simply connected homogeneous surface. Let us consider the infinitesimal lie algebra action induced by the action of G in M. Since G is connected then the space of G-invariant connections coincide with that of Lie(G)-invariant connections.

In virtue of Theorems 3.1 and 3.4 if the infinitesimal action has more than one invariant connection, then it corresponds to cases (12) with α =^1_2 , (18), (22) with r = 1 or (23) with r = 1 in table 3. Without loss of generality, we assume that G is simply connected. Then, by third Lie theorem, it is completely determined by its Lie algebra. Therefore, by integrating the respective Lie algebras, we deduce the following:

• Any homogeneous surface corresponding to case (12) with α ≠ 0 or cases (22, 23) with trivial semidirect product in Table 3, is equivalent to one listed in the case (a) of the statement;

• any homogeneous surface corresponding to case (18) in Table 3, is equivalent to that of case (b);

• any homogeneous surface corresponding to case (22) with r = 1 in Table 3 and non trivial semidirect product is equivalent to that of case (c);

• any homogeneous surface corresponding to case (23) with r = 1 in Table 3 and non trivial semidirect product is equivalent of that of case (d).

This completes the proof. □

Remark 4.3. In the cases (c) and (d) of Theorem 4.2 we assume that the semidirect product is not trivial. Otherwise we fall in the case (a).

Theorem 4.4. Let M, with the action of G, be a simply connected homogeneous surface. Let us assume that M admits exactly one G-invariant connection. Then, M is equivalent to one of the following cases:

(a) The affine plane R^2 with G any connected transitive subgroup of the group Aff(R^2 ) of affine transformations containing the group of translations and not conjugated with any of the groups,

Res_{(2:1)}(R^2 ) = {[ x y ] → A [ x y ] + [ b_1 b_2 ] | A = [ λ^2 0 0 λ ] , λ > 0 } , Trans(R^2 ) = {[ x y ] → [ x y ] + [ b_1 b_2 ] | b_1, b_2 ∈ R } , Res_{(0:1)}(R^2 ) = {[ x y ] → A [ x y ] + [ b_1 b_2 ] | A = [ 1 0 0 λ ] , λ > 0 } . (this case includes the euclidean plane)

(b) SL_2(R)/H where H is the group of special diagonal matrices, H = { A ∈ SL_2(R) | A = [ λ 0 0 λ^{−1} ] , λ > 0 } . (c) The hyperbolic plane H = {z ∈ C | Im(z) > 0} with the group SL_2(R) of hyperbolic rotations.

(d) Spherical surface,

S^2 = {(x, y, z) ∈ R^3 | x^2 + y^2 + z^2 = 1}

with its group SO_3(R) of rotations.

Proof. We follow the same reasoning that in the proof of Theorem 4.2. In virtue of Theorems 3.1 and 3.4 if the infinitesimal action has exactly one one invariant connection, then it corresponds to cases (1), (3), (5), (6), (12) with α ≠^1_2 , (13), (24) with r = 1, (25) with r = 1, (26) with r = 1, (17), (2) or (3). Then we check that cases (1), (3), (6), (5),(12) with α ≠ 1/2, (13), (24) with r = 1, (25) with r = 1 and (26) with r = 1, all ot them correspond to case (a) in the statement. Finally, case (17) corresponds to case (b), case (2) corresponds to case (c) and case (3) corresponds to case (d). □

Remark 4.5. Note that the hyperbolic plane, case (c) in Theorem 4.4, corresponds to the remaining 2-dimensional simply connected quotient of SL_2(R); H ≃ SL_2(R)/H where H = {[ a −b b a ] | a^2 + b^2 = 1 } . Acknowledgements. The authors acknowledge the support of their host institutions Universidad de Antioquia and Universidad Nacional de Colombia - Sede Medellín. The research of D.B.-S. has been partially funded by Colciencias project ”Estructuras lineales en geometría and Topología” 776-2017 57708 (HERMES 38300).

REFERENCES

[1] Marco Castrillón López and Jaime Muñoz Masqué. The geometry of the bundle of connections. Math. Z, 236:797–811, 2001.

[2] Pedro Luis García Pérez. Gauge algebras, curvature and symplectic structure. J. Differential Geom., 12:209– 227, 1977.

[3] Artemio González-López, Niky Kamran, and Peter J Olver. Lie algebras of vector fields in the real plane.

Proceedings of the London Mathematical Society, 3(2):339–368, 1992.

[4] Shoshichi Kobayashi and Katsumi Nomizu. Foundations of differential geometry, vol. ii, interscience, new york, 1969. Google Scholar, page 261, 1996.

[5] Ivan Kolár, Jan Slovák, and Peter W Michor. Natural operations in differential geometry. Springer Verlag, 1999.

[6] Boris Komrakov, A Churyumov, and Boris Doubrov. Two-dimensional homogeneous spaces. Preprint series: Pure mathematics http://urn. nb. no/URN: NBN: no-8076, 1993.

[7] Oldǐch Kowalski and Teresa Arias-Marco. Classification of locally homogeneous affine connections with arbitrary torsion on 2-dimensional manifolds. O. Mh. Math., 153(1):1–18, 2008.

[8] Oldǐch Kowalski, Barbara Opozda, and Zdeněk Vlášek. A classification of locally homogeneous connections on 2-dimensional manifolds via group-theoretical approach. Centr. Eur. J. Math., 2(1):87–102, 2004.

[9] Sophus Lie. Theorie der Transformationgruppen. Leipzig. 2nd Ed., 1893.

[10] Barbara Opozda. A classification of locally homogeneous connections on 2-dimensional manifolds. Differential Geometry and its Applications, 21(2):173–198, 2004.

INSTITUTO DE MATEMÁTICAS UNIVERSIDAD DE ANTIOQUIA MEDELLÍN, COLOMBIA E-mail address: calberto.marin@matematicas.udea.edu.co

UNIVERSIDAD NACIONAL DE COLOMBIA - SEDE MEDELLÍN FACULTAD DE CIENCIAS ESCUELA DE MATEMÁTICAS MEDELLÍN, COLOMBIA E-mail address: dblazquezs@unal.edu.co E-mail address: lufjimenezbu@unal.edu.co