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0. Introduction

In 1960 Goldie [7] showed how to develop a structure theory for semi-
prime rings with maximum condition in terms of what he called closed ideals.
An alternative and slightly different definition was given by Lesieur and
Croisot [9] and used by Divinsky [6]. The aim of this paper is to define
analogous concepts for Lie algebras, and to establish their basic properties.

In §1 we introduce two analogous notions for Lie algebras, which we
call closed ideals and *closed ideals to distinguish them. They are defined
in terms of the closure cl(I) and *closure cl*(I) of an ideal I, see Definitions
1.1 and 1.2. We show that cl(I) < c/*(I) and that the two closures coincide
for semisimple Lie algebras (defined below). The basic properties of closed
ideals are established in §2, where we show in particular that the closure of
an ideal need not be an ideal—indeed it need not even be a vector subspace.
Analogous questions for c/* are investigated in §3; in contrast, the *closure
of an ideal is always an ideal.

In §4 we study semisimple algebras. The main result is that the following
four concepts are equivalent for semisimple algebras: centralizer ideal, comple-
ment ideal, closed ideal, and *closed ideal. In §5 we discuss, for arbitrary
Lie algebras, relations between centralizer ideals, complement ideals, closed
ideals, *closed ideals, and ideals with no proper essential extension, where
the latter concept is analogous to one defined for rings in Behrens [5] and
Goodearl [8]. The main result is that *closed ideals are always closed; closed
ideals are always complement ideals; and being a complement ideal is equiva-
lent to having no proper essential extension. Moreover, no other implications
between these properties are valid. We also show that the sum of two com-
plement (respectively closed) ideals need not be a complement (respectively
closed) ideal. Finally, in §6, we investigate various chain conditions on closed
and *closed ideals, extending work in Aldosray and Stewart [3] and answering
part of Question 1.7 of that paper. In particular we show that the ascending
chain condition for complement ideals is equivalent to the descending chain
condition for complement ideals.

All Lie algebras considered are of finite or infinite dimension over a field
k of arbitrary characteristic, unless otherwise specified. Most notation used
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is standard, and may be found in Amayo and Stewart [4], Aldosray [1], or
Aldosray and Stewart [2,3]. We write I< L if I is an ideal of L, and I < L
if I is a subalgebra. The centralizer of I in L is written C,(I), and {,(L) is
the centre of L. The subalgebra generated by a subset X = L is denoted
{X), and the ideal generated by a subset X < L is denoted <X .. If X = {x}
is a singleton we write (x)>™ in place of {({x})~.

An ideal E< L is essential if E intersects nontrivially with every nonzero
ideal of L. The singular ideal of L is

Z(L)={xeL:[x, E] =0 for some essential ideal E of L}.

L is semisimple if it has no nonzero abelian ideals: by Aldosray and Stewart
[3] Lemma 2.2 this is equivalent to Z(L) being zero.

Any other notation is defined as it is needed. The end (or absence) of
a proof is signalled by a box [J.

1. Alternative definitions of closed ideals

In the ring-theoretic literature, several different definitions of the closure
of an ideal, and of closed ideals, may be found. We wish to investigate their
analogues for Lie algebras. In this section we introduce the main concepts
to be studied in this paper.

The first definition is a direct analogue of that originally introduced by
Lesieur and Croisot [9], and used by Divinsky [6].

DEerFINITION 1.1. The closure in L of an ideal I< L is
cy() = {xeLI<{y>*NI #0 for all 0+#ye{x)-}.

When L is clear from the context we may write just cl(I).

The second definition is analogous to that used by Goldie [7]:

DErFINITION 1.2. The *closure in L of an ideal I< L is

clf(I) = {x e L|[x, E] = I for some essential ideal E of L}.

When L is clear from the context we may write just cl*(I).

We also require a module version:

DEerFINITION 1.3. Let M be an L-module, and S a submodule of M. The
*closure of S in M is

cl¥(S) = {x e M|xE = S for some essential ideal E of L}.

It is easy to show that
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cI*(I) = {x e L|[{x)%, E] = I for some essential ideal E of L}.

The two notions of closure are almost, but not exactly, the same. The relation
between them is given in the next result.

THEOREM 1.4. For every Lie algebra L, and every ideal 1 of L, cl(I) =
c*(I). If L is semisimple then for every ideal I of L, cl(I) = cl*(I).

Proor. Let xecl(I). Let E={zeL:[{x),z]=1I}. We claim that E
is essential in L. This is true provided, given 0 # J<1 L, we can find z€ J,
z # 0, such that [{x)L,z] = 1. If JN<{x)L =0 then [{x)%, J] =0 < I, hence
any 0 # z e J suffices. If JN{xDX # 0 then pick 0 # ye JN{x)L. Since x e
cl(I) we have {(yY'NI#0, so [{xDL,z]1 <1 for ze{yY NI = J. Therefore
E is essential, and by definition x € cI*(I). Therefore cl(I) < cl*(I).

Suppose that L is semisimple and x € cI*(I)\cl(I). Then there exists an
essential ideal E of L such that [{x)%, E] = I, and there exists 0 # y € {(x)t
such that {(y>NI=0. Then ({YDLNE)? = [{yL (xHENE]J = (ydtNI=0.
Since L is semisimple {(y>*NE =0, a contradiction. O

ExampLE 1.5. If L is not semisimple then cl(I) can be strictly smaller
than cl*(I).

Let A be abelian with B < 4, B # A. It is easy to check that cl,(B)= B
but cl}(B) = A. (]

DEerINITION 1.6. An ideal I< L is closed in L if and only if ¢l (I)=I.
DerFINITION 1.7. Anideal I <1 L is *closed in L if and only if cl¥(I) = I.

By Example 1.5, closed ideals need not be *closed; but *closed ideals are
always closed by Theorem 1.4. The following characterisation of closed ideals
is immediate from Definitions 1.1 and 1.6:

ProroSITION 1.8. An ideal 1< L is closed if and only if, for all x ¢1,
there exists 0 # y € {x)* such that {yY*NI=0. O

COROLLARY 1.9. An ideal I< L is closed and essential in L if and only
if I=L. O

2. Closed ideals

In this section we establish the basic properties of closed ideals, in the
sense of Definition 1.1.

LEmMMA 2.1. Let I, J be ideals of L. Then
(@) I=J implies that cl(I) = cl(J).
(b) Let I, Ja L. Then cl(INJ) = cl(I)Ncl(J).
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(c) The intersection of any set of closed ideals is always closed.
(d If K is an ideal of L and KNcl(I) #0 then KNI # 0.

(e) cl(cl(D) = cl).

(f) Let 1< J< L, with J closed in L. Then J/I is closed in L/I.

Proor. (a) This follows from the definition.

(b) From (a) it follows that cl(INJ) < cl(I)Ncl(J). Now suppose that
xecl(I)Ncl(J). Let 0+# ye{x)L Since x e cl(I) we have {y)*NI #0. Let
0#ze{yY!NI. Since {yY!NI < (x)* and xecl(J) we have (zD):NJ #0.
Therefore {y>*NINJ #0, so xecl(INJ). Therefore cl(INJ)=2 cl(I)Ncl(J)
and we are done.

(¢) Let {I,} be a family of closed ideals of L, and let I = ()I,. Clearly
I< L. If b¢ I then there exist some a such that b¢ I,. Since I, is closed,
there exists 0 # a € <b)’ such that I,N<a)*=0. Then IN<a)L =0, so I is
closed.

(d) If KNcl(I) # 0 then there exists 0 # ke KNcl(I). By the definition
of cl(I), we have <k)XNI # 0. Therefore KNI # 0.

(e) By (a) we have cl(I) < cl(cl(I)). Suppose that x e cl(cl(I)). Let 0 #
ye x> Then {yd:Ncl(I)#0. By part (d) {yDXNI #0. Therefore xe
cl(I). So cl(cl(I)) < cl(I) and we are done.

(f) Let bars denote images modulo I. Suppose X € L is such that (i)iﬂ
J#0 for all 0#7e(x). Then (yDENJ %0 for all ye{xP-\I. On the
other hand, if yeI then {(y>*NJ # 0 since J 2 1. Therefore x € cl(J) = J so
xelJ. O

We do not know whether a statement similar to part (b) holds for
arbitrary intersections. Note also that in Lemma 2.1 we have not stated that
c(I)<s L. It is important to realise that this is not the case. Indeed a
stronger statement holds:

ExampPLE 2.2. If I<a L then cl(I) need not be a vector subspace of L.
Let L have a basis
{x,y,2,w,0,¢e} 1)

over a field k, where
[x,yl=z=—[y,x]
[x,0]=w= —[6, x]
[y,e]=w=—[ey]

and all other products are zero. Then all triple products are zero, so the
Jacobi identity holds and L is nilpotent of class 2.
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Let I = (w, d,e)<s L. We show that cl(I) is not a vector subspace. The
following notation is useful: if u € L then write

U X

if the x-coordinate (relative to the basis (1)) of u is nonzero, and similarly if
x is replaced by any other basis element.

If a~ x or a~y, then z € {a)%, and (z)L = (2D, so <z)X!NI =0. There-
fore by Definition 1.1, a ¢ cl(I). Thus cl(I) = {z,w,d,¢) = U, say. Let ue U.
If ux 6 or u~ e then <udX = {u, wd. Moreover, every element v € udE\(w)
satisfies v &~ & or v ~ ¢, and {vD* = (u, w). Therefore (WVDXNI>3w, so (wHEN
I#0. But if 0#vedw), then WDX=<(w), and <{vDLNI # 0. Therefore
ue cl(I) provided u ~ 6 or u ~ &. Otherwise, u € {z, w), so {udl = (u). Now
uecl(l) if and only if ue {w). We conclude that

) = ((z, w, 6, e)\<z, wp) U<w)
which is not a vector space. O

This example sheds some light on possible modifications of the notion
of closure that would make the closure of an ideal always an ideal. Here
are two possibilities:

(@ d={JIsJ<L,J closed in L}.

(b) cl"() = <el(I)>*.

Let us compute these for the ideal I of L in Example 2.2. Clearly cl”(I) =
{z,w,d,&) =<z) + I. Suppose that J is a closed ideal that contains I. Since
IcJ, cl)cclJ)=J< L. Hence cl"(I)<J. But now J contains {,(L) =
{w, z) which is essential, so J = L by Corollary 1.9. Therefore cl’'(I)= L. In
particular, cl'(I) # cl"(I).

3. *Closed ideals

Next we establish the basic properties of cl*, and of *closed ideals, using
Definitions 1.2 and 1.7.

LeMMA 3.1. Let I, J be ideals of L. Then

(@) If I< L then I < cl*(]).

(b) If I L then cl*(I)< L.

() If I=2J then cl*(I) = cl*(J).

(d) Let I, J<a L. Then cl*(INJ) = cl*I)Ncl*{J).

(€) The intersection of two *closed ideals is *closed.

) IfIcJ<L,I<L,andJ is *closed in L, then J/I is *closed in L/I.

Proor. (a) Use E = L in Definition 1.2.
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(b) Let x,, x,ecl*(), yeL, and 4, uek. Let E; (i =1, 2) be essential
ideals of L such that [x;, E;J<I (i=1,2). Then

[Ax; + px,, E;NE,] < [x4, Ey ]+ [x5, Ex] < 1.
[[xl’ y]s El] S [[xl’ Ell y] + [xl, [Y9 El]] S [I, y] + [xl, E] S I.

Hence cl*(I)< L.

(c) This follows from Definition 1.2.

(d By part (c) we have cl*(INJ)< cl*(I)Ncl*(J). Suppose that
x ecl*(I)Ncl*(J). Then there exist essential ideals E and F such that
[x, E]<I and [x,F]<J. Then ENF is essential, and [x, ENF]<INJ.
So x € cI*(INJ).

() This follows from (d).

(f) Let x +Iecl*(J/I). Then there is an essential ideal E of L/I such
that [x + I, E]} < J/I. Let E = E/I where ] < E<x L. Then E is essential in
L by Aldosray and Stewart [3] Lemma 2.3; and [x, E] = J. Thus x € cI*(J) =
J. Therefore x + I € J/I as required. O

REMARKS 3.2. 1. The analogue of part (e) of Lemma 2.1 does not hold
for cl*: see Example 3.3 below.
2. Part (d) of Lemma 2.1 does not hold for cl*: see Example 5.11. O

ExaMPLE 3.3. cl*(cI*(I)) need not equal cl*(I).

Let L have basis a,, a,, b;, b,, where [a;, b;] = a; and all other products
are zero. It is easy to see that E is essential in L if and only if E2S A4 =
{a;,a,). Hence for any ideal I we have cl*(I) = {x € L: [x, A] = I}. There-
fore cl*({a,))=<ay,a,, b;>. However, cl*(cl*({a,)) = L.

In view of this example, we cannot conclude that cl*(I) is always
*closed. We should perhaps therefore define the **closure cl**(I) to be the
smallest *closed ideal containing I. If cl*(I) =1 then cl**(I) = I, moreover
cl**(cl**(I)) = 1. Clearly

CI**(I) = Ua:ordinal CI*(G)(I)

where cI*@*(I) = cl*(cI*@(I)). We do not consider cl**(I) further here. [J

4. Semisimple algebras

In this section we specialise to the case of semisimple algebras, where
many of the concepts under discussion become equivalent. We begin by
recalling the appropriate definitions: see also Aldosray and Stewart [2,3]. An
ideal C< L is a centralizer ideal if there exists an ideal I< L such that
C=C,(I). An ideal K<a L is a complement ideal if there exists an ideal
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I< L such that KNI =0 and if J2K, J< L, and JNI =0, then J =K.
That is, K is maximal subject to KNI =0. We say that K is a complement
to I.

The main result is:

THEOREM 4.1. Let L be semisimple. Then the following are equivalent:
(@) I is a centralizer ideal of L.

(b) I is a complement ideal of L.

(c) I is a closed ideal of L.

(d) I is a *closed ideal of L.

We first prove:

THEOREM 4.2. (a) Let I be an ideal of L with Z(I)=0. Then every
complement in I is a *closed submodule of I.

(b) Let I be an ideal of L. Then every *closed ideal of L contained in
I is a complement in I.

Proor. (a) Suppose that K is a complement (to X, say) in I. Let
xecl*(K)NX. Then there exists an essential ideal E such that xE < K.
Therefore xE = KNX =0. Therefore x = 0 since Z(I) =0, so c/*K)NX =0.
Since K is a complement, K = cI*(K), so K is *closed.

(b) This follows from Theorem 1.4, and Corollary 5.3 and Proposition
5.4 below. O

We can now give the:

ProoF OF THEOREM 4.1. Using Theorems 1.4 and 4.2, and Lemma 2.3
of [2], it remains to show that if L is semisimple and I is a centralizer ideal
in L, then I is closed and *closed. Since cl(I) = cI*(I) when L is semisimple,
it suffices to consider *closure. Let I = C,(K) where K<1 L. Suppose I is
not *closed, and let x e cl(I)N K. By definition [{x)%, E] < I for some essen-
tial ideal E of L. Then [{x)%, E]> =0, which implies that [{x)%, E]=0
by semisimplicity. Therefore cI*(I)UK =0, so cl*(I) = C,(K)=1. Hence
xeZ(L), so x=0. O

We note a further result:
PROPOSITION 4.3. If L is semisimple and 1< L, then C,(I) = C.(cl(I)).

Proor. We have I c<cl(l), so C.(I)2 Cy(cl(I)). Let xe C,(I). Then
I = C({xDY), so that cl(I) = cl(C({x>%)) by Lemma 2.1a. But C.({x)%) is
a closed ideal by Theorem 4.1, hence cl(C.({xD)) = C({x)Y). Therefore
[<xYE cl(I)]1 =0 and x e Cy(cl(I)). Hence C.(I) = c.(cl(])). O
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5. Relation to centralizers and complements

In this section we discuss relations between closed ideals, *closed ideals,
centralizer ideals, complement ideals, and essential extensions, where the latter
is defined by analogy with ring theory, see Behrens [5] and Goodearl [8],
as follows:

DEerFINITION 5.1. Let I< L. Then J is an essential extension of I if
J<a L, J=21, and whenever K< L, KNJ # 0, then KNI #0. It is a proper
essential extension if J # I.

The aim of this section is to prove that the implications shown by the
arrows in the following diagram are valid, and that no others are.

*closed

closed

LN

complement <€ 3y N0 proper essential

extension

We first prove the implications shown, noting that *closed implies closed by
Theorem 1.4.

ProPOSITION 5.2. If J is an essential extension of I, then J < cl(I).

PrROOF. If 0 #xeJ then (x)! = J. Let 0# ye{x)X. Then {(ydPrcJ.
So {y>*NI # 0 by Definition 5.1. Thus x e cl(I). O

COROLLARY 5.3. If I is closed then I has no proper essential extension.
|

PROPOSITION 5.4. If I is an ideal having no proper essential extension,
then I is a complement ideal.

Proor. If I =L there is nothing to prove. If I # L then L is not an
essential extension of I, so there exists 0 # X <1 L, INX =0. Choose K< L
maximal with respect to K2 X, INK =0. Then K is a complement to I.
Let J<a L be maximal such that J =21, JNK =0. We claim that J is an
essential extension of I. For a contradiction, suppose that 0 #J' = J, J'< L,
and JNI=0. ThenI+J =Jand JNI=0. ThenI+J' &Jand I +J =
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I®J. Now (I®J)NK=0,s0 (I®J)+ K is direct, and we may write it
as(I®J)DK. SoINW @K)=0, whence J' < K by maximality. But this
is a contradiction. Thus J is an essential extension of I, so J = I. Therefore
I is a complement ideal. O

PrOPOSITION 5.5. If I is a complement ideal then I has no proper essential
extension.

Proor. Let I be a complement ideal, so that INK =0 for K< L maxi-
mal with this property. Suppose that I’ is a proper extension of I. Then
I'NK #0. Therefore KNI # 0, a contradiction. O

This completes the proofs of the implications. That no others exist is shown
by the following sequence of examples.

ExampLEs 5.6. If an ideal I has no proper essential extension, then I
need not be closed.

Let L be as in Example 2.2, and let I = <{w, d,¢). We have proved in
Example 2.2 that I is not closed. We claim that I has no proper essential
extension. Let I <J<a L. If ueJ\I then either ux x, ux y, oruel + {(z)
and u ~ z. In the third case, J 2 I + {z). Suppose u~ x. Then J3[u, y]=
oz + pw where « # 0. Therefore ze J. Similarly if u ~ y we have zeJ. We
conclude that J=2 1+ <z). But {(z)<L and {z)NI=0, so J is not an
essential extension. O

ExampLE 5.7. Complement ideals need not be closed.
This follows from Example 5.6 and Proposition 5.4. O

It follows that complement ideals need not be *closed, since *closed
implies closed.

ExampLE 5.8. If I is a closed ideal of L and I = J< L, it need not
follow that I is closed in J.

Let L be as in Example 2.2, and let Z = {z). First we claim that Z
is closed in L. To prove this,let a¢ Z. Thena=xx, y, 6, ¢ or aez,w)y. If
any of the former hold, then w e <{adt. Now (W)L = (w), so <wHNZ =0.
Therefore a ¢ cl(Z). It follows that cl(Z) = {z,w) =U, say. If ue U then
(udt = (u). Therefore uecl(Z) if and only if ueZ. So Z is closed.

Let B=<{x,y,z,w)<a L. We claim that Z is not closed in B, and indeed
that x e clz(Z). To prove this, observe that {(x)>® = (x> + {z)> and that the
only ideals of B lying inside (x> + {z) are {x) + {z), {z), and 0. Thus if
0#yedx)+<z), we have (y>B>az so (yXENZ #£0. O

To end this section we show that three plausible conjectures are false.
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ExaMPLE 5.9. The sum of complement ideals need not be a complement
ideal.
Let L have basis {x, y, z, u, v} where

[x,yl=z= —[y,x]
[x,u] =u= —[u, x]

[y,v]=v=—[v,y]

and all other products are zero. The Jacobi identity follows easily. Let V =
{u,v)<a L, Z=<{z)<s« L. We claim both V and Z are complement ideals.
Clearly VNZ =0.

Suppose that V' 2V, VVNZ =0. If ae V' and a ~ x then without loss
of generality a=x + Av + b for Aek, be<y,z,u). Then V' contains [a, y] =
z — Av, so V' contains z. Therefore a & x. Similarly az y. ThusaeV + Z,
so aeV, and V is a complement ideal.

Now let Z’2Z, VNZ' =0. Let aeZ'\Z. Then a~x or a~y. If
a~ x then [a,u] = Au, A # 0, a contradiction. Similarly a ~ y, a contradic-
tion, so Z is a complement ideal.

On the other hand, Z + V is essential and proper in L, so is not a
complement ideal. O

ExamPLE 5.10. Sums of closed ideals need not be closed.
.Take L as in example 5.9. It can easily be shown that Z and V are
closed. But Z + V is essential, so is not closed. O

We do not know whether sums of *closed ideals are always *closed.

EXAMPLE 5.11. Part (d) of Theorem 2.1 is false for cl*.

Let L= &£(V), the Lie algebra of all linear maps V — V where dim, V =
No. By Stewart [10], see also Amayo and Stewart [4] p. 173, the lattice of
ideals of L is

L

F+S
F T+S
T S
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where F is the algebra of linear maps of finite rank, T those of trace zero,
and S the scalar multiples of the identity. The essential ideals are T + S,
F+ S, and L. It follows easily that cI/*(T)= L, and then SNT =0 but
SNcI*T) #0.

6. Chain conditions

We define the classes Max-cL and Max-cL* of Lie algebras with the
ascending chain conditions on closed and *closed ideals respectively.

ProPOSITION 6.1. (a) If I 2 L? then cl*(I) = L.
(b) If {,(L) is essential in L then cl*(I)= L for all < L and L € Max-CL*.
(c) If L is hypercentral then cl*(I) =L for all I< L and L € Max-CL*.

ProoOF. (a) Take E = L in the definition of cl*(I).
(b) Take E = {,(L) in the definition of cl*(I).
(¢) If L is hypercentral then {,(L) is essential: now use part (b). O

Theorem 4.1 implies that
&N Max-c = §N Max-c1 = §N Max-CL = = §N Max-cL*

where § is the class of semisimple Lie algebras. Here Max-c is the class of
Lie algebras with the maximal condition on centralizer ideals, and Max-cCI is
the class of Lie algebras with the maximal condition on complement ideals:
see Aldosray and Stewart [3].

The next theorem answers Question 1.7 of Aldosray and Stewart [3]:

THEOREM 6.2. Let I<a L and suppose that L/I has no infinite direct sum
of ideals, and I contains no infinite direct sum of ideals. Then L contains no
infinite direct sum of ideals.

Proor. This is a direct consequence of Proposition 3.13c of Goodearl
[8] applied to L, considered as a module over its universal enveloping algebra.

d

Since Lemma 2.2 of [2] shows that L has no infinite direct sum of ideals if
and only if L € Max-c1, we have:

COROLLARY 6.3. Max-cCI is E-closed. O

Lemma 6.4. (a) Let I be a complement ideal to J in L. Then I® J is
essential in L.

(b) Let I be a complement ideal in L, and suppose that I < K where K
is an essential ideal of L. Then K/I is an essential ideal of L/I.
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Proor. (a) If there exists a nonzero ideal P of L such that (/@ J)N
P =0 then L = (I ® P)@® J contradicting I being a complement ideal. There-
fore INP # 0, so I is essential.

(b) If K/I is not essential in L/I then there exists an ideal P of L such
that I £ P and PNK =0. Since I is a complement ideal of L there exists
an ideal J of L such that I is maximal with respect to INJ =0. We claim
PNJ =0. If not, then since K is essential, KN(PNJ)# 0, so (KNP)NJ # 0,
so INJ # 0, which is a contradiction. But PNJ =0 and I & P contradicts
maximality of I with respect to INJ =0. O

THEOREM 6.5. Max-cI = Min-CIL.

ProOOF. Suppose Le Max-cI and let [, 21, 2... be a descending chain
of ideals. Inductively choose complement ideals K; to I; such that K; <
K;.;. (This can be done using a Zorn’s lemma argument, but taking into
account the ascending chain condition. Inductively choose K;,, maximal
subject to K;,; 2 K; and K;,,;NI;,; =0) By Max-c1 the chain stops, say
K;,; = K;. By the modular law, (I;;; ® K;)NI; = I;,,, so that

Liry ® Kiyy N I; —0.

Ii+1 Ii+1

But K;,; is a complement to I;,,, so that I,,, @ K;,, is essential in L by
Lemma 6.4a. Since I;,, is a complement ideal in L and I;,, = I,-; ® K;,,
it follows that (I;,, ® K;,,)/I;;, is essential in L/I;,, by Lemma 6.4b. There-
fore I;/I;,; =0 so that I, =1I,,,. Therefore the chain of ideals stops.

The converse is similar. O

EXAMPLE 6.6. Max-cL* does not imply Max-cL or Max-CL
Let L be infinite-dimensional abelian. Then L € Max-cL* but L ¢ Max-CL
and L ¢ Max-CL d

EXAMPLE 6.7. Max-CL is not Q-closed.

Let A =k[x,,x,,...] be the polynomial algebra in countably many
commuting indeterminates, considered as an abelian Lie algebra. Define
derivations §; such that §,(f) = x;f for fe A. The 6, commute. Let D =
(§li=1,2,...) and L= A+ D. Then L e Max-c1 by Aldosray and Stewart
[3] Example 1.2, so L € Max-cL by Corollary 5.3 and Proposition 54. But
L/A is infinite-dimensional abelian. However, abelian algebras with Max-cL
are obviously finite-dimensional.

ProrosITION 6.8. If L/I € Max-CL (respectively Max-cL*) for all non-
zero closed (respectively *closed) ideals I of L, then L € Max-CL (respectively
Max-cL¥*).
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Proor. Let 0#I,c I, =...cI,<... be an ascending chain of closed
(respectively *closed) ideals of L. Then I/l = I,/I,< ... is an ascending
chain of closed (respectively *closed) ideals of L/I,, by Lemma 2. If (respec-
tively Lemma 3.1f). But L/I, € Max-cL (respectively Max-cL*) so the chain
stops.

We end with two open questions:

QUuesTiONS 6.9. 1. Is Max-cL E-closed?
2. Is Max-cL* E-closed?
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