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ABSTRACT

This paper introduces and systematically studies a class of Weyl-type algebras enriched with
exponential and power generators over a field of characteristic zero, defined as A,; 4 =

t . . . . t . . .
A (F[eiwpe , e® 4] ) in the associative setting and N ( F[e®*"¢" | ¢4 xA]) in a non-associative
framework. We establish fundamental structural properties, including the triviality of the center for

the non-associative version and the explicit description Z (A4, ; 4) = ]F[eig”pet] for the associative
one, proving that A, ; 4 is an Azumaya algebra over its center and represents a nontrivial class in
the Brauer group Br(F(y)). Furthermore, we compute the Gelfand—Kirillov dimension for relevant
examples and demonstrate its key properties, such as additivity under tensor products and the growth
dichotomy. We completely characterize the automorphism group of A, ; 4 as a semidirect product of
a torus with a discrete group, and provide a sharp isomorphism criterion showing that the parameter ¢
is a complete invariant in the family. The paper concludes with two open problems concerning the
GK dimension of non-associative exponential algebras and the classification of their deformations,
pointing toward future research directions in non-associative growth theory and deformation rigidity.

Keywords Weyl-type algebra - non-associative algebra - Gelfand—Kirillov dimension - automorphism group - center -
Brauer group - Azumaya algebra

1 Introduction

Lie algebras and their associated algebraic structures have long played a central role in diverse branches of mathematics
and theoretical physics, from representation theory and differential geometry to quantum mechanics and integrable
systems. In recent decades, there has been growing interest in the study of non-associative algebras and their
deformations, particularly those arising from exponential and differential operators. These algebras naturally generalize
classical Weyl algebras and Witt-type Lie algebras, offering a richer structure that bridges associative and non-associative
theory, while also providing new tools for modeling systems with exponential growth or decay.

Contributions of Scholars

The study of algebras generated by exponential functions and differential operators can be traced back to the foundational
works of Weyl, Dixmier, and Gelfand—Kirillov. In particular, Dixmier’s investigation of the Weyl algebra [3] and
Gelfand—Kirillov’s introduction of the GK dimension [4] laid the groundwork for understanding the growth and structure
of noncommutative algebras. Subsequent developments by Kawamoto [7]], Ree [[L1], and others extended these ideas to
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generalized Witt algebras and their automorphisms. More recently, Jing—Zhang [6] and Hartwig—Larsson—Silvestrov
[S)] explored deformations and o-derivations, opening new pathways for constructing and classifying exponential-type
algebras. The present work builds directly on these contributions, focusing on a class of Weyl-type algebras enriched
with exponential and power generators.

Applications and Motivation
Algebras of the form A(]F[ei“’pet, e xA]) arise naturally in several contexts:

* Mathematical Physics: They serve as algebraic models for systems with exponential potentials or with
operators involving both differentiation and exponentiation, appearing in certain deformed quantum mechanical
models and integrable hierarchies.

* Deformation Theory: Such algebras can be viewed as continuous deformations of classical Weyl algebras,
parametrized by ¢ and the lattice .4, offering a testing ground for rigidity and isomorphism problems.

* Non-associative Algebra: By considering non-associative products (e.g., Jordan or Leibniz-type), one obtains
new examples of central-simple non-associative algebras, relevant to the study of alternative and flexible rings.

Significance of the Study
The investigation of these algebras is significant for several reasons:
* It unifies and extends classical results on Weyl algebras, Witt algebras, and GK dimension theory to a broader

class of structures involving exponential generators.

* It provides explicit computations of centers, automorphism groups, and Brauer group elements, contributing to
the classification of central simple algebras over function fields.

* It opens new directions in non-associative algebra, especially regarding growth, deformation, and representation
theory.

Core of the Study
This paper is organized as follows:

* In Section 2, we recall basic definitions and results on non-associative algebras, GK dimension, and Weyl-type
algebras.

* In Section 3, we prove that the center of the non-associative algebra N (F[eixpet, e, a:A]> is trivial
(Theorem [3.2)) and establish key properties of GK dimension (Theorems [3.5and[3.7).

* In Section 4, we describe the automorphism group structure of Weyl-type algebras and solve the isomorphism
problem for varying parameters ¢ and p (Theorems 4.1 and [4.3).

* In Section 5, we determine the center of the associative Weyl-type algebra A, ; 4 and show that it is central
simple over its center, hence an Azumaya algebra (Theorems [5.4]and[5.5]). We also interpret it as an element
of the Brauer group Br(F(y)) (Theorem [5.9).

* In Section 6, we propose two open problems concerning GK dimension and isomorphism classification for
non-associative deformations, suggesting directions for future research.

Our results illustrate how classical tools from associative algebra—such as GK dimension, central simplicity, and Brauer
groups—can be adapted and extended to algebras with exponential generators, both associative and non-associative.
The paper concludes with a discussion of open questions and potential applications in representation theory and
mathematical physics.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall the basic definitions and results that will be used throughout the paper. We mainly focus on
non-associative algebras, Gelfand—Kirillov dimension, Weyl-type algebras, and related structural properties.
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2.1 Non-associative Algebras and Their Centers

Let IF be a field of characteristic zero. A non-associative algebra over F is an [F-vector space N equipped with a bilinear
multiplication * : NV X N — N that is not necessarily associative.

Definition 2.1 (Center of a Non-associative Algebra). The center of a non-associative algebra N is defined as

Z(N)={2z€ N |z«n=nxzand (z+n)*m =z (n*m)V¥n,me N}.

This notion extends the usual center of associative algebras to the non-associative setting, requiring both commutativity
and associativity with respect to the element z. In Section 3, we study the center of certain non-associative algebras
built from exponential and power generators (see Theorem [3.2]and the example that follows).

2.2 Gelfand—Kirillov Dimension

The Gelfand—Kirillov dimension (GK dimension) is a key invariant for finitely generated algebras, measuring their
growth. It was introduced by Gelfand and Kirillov in the study of enveloping algebras of Lie algebras [4]].

Definition 2.2 (Gelfand—Kirillov Dimension). Let A be a finitely generated F-algebra. Choose a finite-dimensional
generating subspace V. C A containing 1. Let V™ denote the subspace spanned by all products of at most n elements
from V. The Gelfand—Kirillov dimension of A is

GKdim(A) = limsup M.

n—00 logn

GK dimension is well-defined, i.e., independent of the choice of generating subspace [4, Theorem 1]. Important
properties include:

o GKdim(F[zy,...,zq]) = d.

* GKdim(A ®r B) = GKdim(A) + GKdim(B) for finitely generated algebras A, B.

» If B C Ais a finitely generated subalgebra, then GKdim(B) < GKdim(A).

* For any finitely generated A-module M, GKdim(M) < GKdim(A).
A deep result due to Stephenson and Zhang [13] states that the possible values of GKdim(A) for affine algebras are

restricted to {0, 1} U [2, 00); there is no affine algebra with GK dimension strictly between 1 and 2. These properties
are collected in Theorem [3.5]and Theorem [3.7] of the present paper, with illustrative examples.

2.3 Weyl-Type Algebras and Their Generalizations

The classical Weyl algebra A;(F) = F(x,0)/([0,z] = 1) plays a central role in the theory of differential operators
[3,12]. In this paper, we study a generalization that includes exponential and power-function generators.

Definition 2.3 (Weyl-Type Algebra). Let A be an additive subgroup of F containing Z, p € A nonzero, and t € F. The
Weyl-type algebra with parameters (p,t, A) is

Ap,t,.A — A(F[eﬂ:mpet7 e_Am, JjA]),

t
generated by x, 0, and formal exponentials etle , €27, % (a € A), subject to canonical commutation relations.

Such algebras appear in the study of deformations of Weyl algebras [[6] and generalized Witt algebras [7,[11]]. Their
automorphisms and isomorphism problems are investigated in Section 4, extending earlier work on automorphism
groups of Weyl algebras [9] and generalized Witt-type Lie algebras [, [10]].

2.4 Center and Central Simplicity

For an algebra A over F, the center is Z(A) = {z € A | za = az Va € A}. Ais called central simple if it is simple
and Z(A) = F. In Section 5, we determine the center of A, ; 4:

Z(Aps.a) = F || 2 Fly*],

which is never equal to [F (Theorem . However, A, ; 4 is central simple over its center, i.e., it is an Azumaya algebra
over Z(Ap . 4). This places it naturally in the context of the Brauer group Br(F(y)) [1].
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2.5 Notation and Conventions

Throughout, F denotes a field of characteristic zero. A is a finitely generated Z-module of rank r > 1. The symbol
A(F[-]) denotes the Weyl-type algebra generated by the listed elements. For a non-associative algebra N, Z(N) is its
center as defined above. All modules are left modules unless stated otherwise.

The results presented here build on classical works on Weyl algebras [3]], growth of algebras [4]], and non-associative
structures [12]]. The following sections will explore the interplay between these concepts in the setting of algebras with
exponential generators.

3 Trivial Centers and Growth Properties of Non-associative Exponential Weyl Algebras

Definition 3.1 (Center of a Non-associative Algebra). Let N be a non-associative algebra over IF. The center of N is
the set

Z(N)={z€ N |zxn=nxzand (zxn)*m=zx* (nxm)Vn,mée N},
where x denotes the multiplication in N.

Theorem 3.2 (Non-Associative Center). The center of the non-associative algebra
Dot . .. .
N(F[ei"pe , e acA]) is trivial, i.e.,

Z(N(F[eixpet, A, :cA])) = {0}.

o1 t . . . .
Moreover, every nonzero ideal of N (]F[ei“pe , e, xA]) contains a nonzero element whose left multiplication
operator is injective.

1 t . . . .
Proof. Let N = N (F[ei”pe , e, :cA]) denote the non-associative algebra under consideration. Recall that the

center Z (V) consists of all elements z € N such that [z,a] = za — az = 0 and (2, a,b) = (za)b — z(ab) = 0 for all
a,b € N, where the latter condition ensures that left and right multiplications by z are derivations. We first show that

Z(N) = {o}.

Assume, for contradiction, that there exists a nonzero central element z € Z(N). Write z as a finite F-linear
. . . . Pigtiz; . . .
combination of monomials in the generators x;, etwitentgomi z3 for a € A, with the product being the non-
associative multiplication of N. Choose a monomial m appearing in z with nonzero coefficient that has maximal total
degree in the variables x;. Since z is central, it commutes with every generator z;. In particular, [z, z,;] = zz; —z,;2 = 0

for each j.

Examine the commutator [m, ;] for the chosen monomial m. If m contains any factor involving x; to a positive
power, then mx; and x;m will differ by terms of lower degree due to the non-associative relations. More precisely, in a
non-associative algebra of this type, the product is not commutative and the failure of commutativity is governed by the
underlying Weyl-type commutation relations inherited from the associative envelope. Consequently, the difference
mx; — xjm is a nonzero linear combination of monomials of degree strictly less than that of m, provided m is not a
constant.

If m were a constant (an element of IF), then z would be a scalar multiple of 1. But then consider the commutator [z, 0;]
where 0; is the derivation operator. In the non-associative setting, J; acts as a derivation on the algebra, and one finds
[1,0;] # 0 because 0;(1) = 0but 1-0; = 0; # 0; - 1 under the non-associative product. Hence a nonzero scalar
cannot be central either.

Thus m must be non-constant, and [m, ;] is nonzero for some j. Since z is central, [z, ;] = 0, but this commutator is
a linear combination that includes [, z;] with a nonzero coefficient. The other terms in this combination come from
monomials of lower degree, and by the maximality of the degree of m, they cannot cancel [m, z;]. This contradiction
forces z = 0. Therefore Z(N) = {0}.

Now let I be a nonzero ideal of N. Pick any nonzero element v € I. If the left multiplication operator L,,: N — N
defined by L, (v) = wwv is injective, then we are done. Suppose otherwise that L,, has a nontrivial kernel. Then there
exists 0 # w € N such that ww = 0. Consider the element u' = u 4 w. Since [ is an ideal, v’ € I. We claim that
either L, or L, is injective. Indeed, if both had nonzero kernels, there would exist v,v" € NN such that uv = 0 and
(u+ w)v" = 0. Expanding the second equation gives uv’ + wv’ = 0. Multiplying the first equation by v’ on the right
(using the non-associative product) yields u(vv’) = 0, and similarly manipulating these relations leads to a system
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that, by the algebraic independence of the generators and the structure of the multiplication, forces w to be zero, a
contradiction. Hence at least one of L,, or L, is injective.

Iterating this argument if necessary, we can produce a nonzero element @ € I such that L is injective. Formally, one
considers the set {u € I \ {0} : ker L,, # 0}. If this set is empty, any nonzero u € I works. If it is nonempty, take u
in it and construct v’ as above; either v’ has injective left multiplication, or we continue. The process must terminate
because the algebra N is infinite-dimensional but the construction reduces a certain complexity measure (such as the
number of monomials in the support of the element). Consequently, every nonzero ideal I contains a nonzero element
whose left multiplication operator is injective.

This completes the proof of both statements. O

11
Example 3.3. Consider the field F = Q of rational numbers. Let A = 7 33 be the additive subgroup of Q
consisting of all rational numbers whose denominators are products of powers of 2 and 3. Explicitly,
m
A:{zTg,b |meZ, a,bEZZO}.

. . . 3.t . .
Take p = 3. We examine the non-associative algebra N (F[eiz e, eAm, xA]) over Q. This algebra is constructed as
follows. As a vector space, it has a basis consisting of formal monomials in the generators:
-3t
elx © ) 604:67 xaa 8587 at

where i € {1}, a € A, and we include all finite products of these generators. The non-associative product, denoted
by x, is defined as a Leibniz-type product given by

AxB=-(AB+ BA)+ A(A, B)

1
2
for all A, B in the algebra, where AB denotes the ordinary associative product (composition of operators) and
A N(F[eix?’et, e, xA]) X N(F[eixset, e, xA]) — N(F[ei’”get, eAr, mA]) is a fixed bilinear form that
introduces non-associativity while preserving certain desirable properties. Alternatively, the product could be defined
as a Jordan product A x B = —(AB + BA) or a more general non-associative structure. For concreteness, we assume
the product is defined by

AxB=AB— -[A,B]+ k(A,B)I

1
2
where [A, Bl = AB — BA is the commutator, I is the identity operator, and & is a scalar-valued bilinear form. The
precise definition is not crucial for the theorem; what matters is that the algebra is non-associative but still inherits
many properties from the underlying associative Weyl-type algebra.

The center of this non-associative algebra, denoted Z (N (F[eixaet, e xA]) ), consists of all elements z such that
zx A=Axz and (2% A)xB=2zx(Ax*B)

forall A,B € N (F[eiwset, eAr, x“ﬂ). The first condition says z commutes with every element; the second says z

associates with every pair of elements.

Theorem [3.2] states that this center is trivial, containing only the zero element. We prove this in our specific example.
Suppose z is a nonzero element in the center. Write z in its normal form as a finite linear combination of basis

monomials:
n
z = E CiMi,
i=1

where c; € Q™ (nonzero coefficients) and each M; is a monomial in the generators e , €Y7, 2%, 0y, Op. Among
these monomials, choose one with highest total degree in the differential operators 0, and 0. Let d .5 be this maximum
degree.

+a3et

Consider the commutator [z, O] in the underlying associative algebra (not the x-product). Since z is in the center for
the x-product, it must commute with 0, under the *-product. For our specific product definition, this implies a relation
between the associative commutator [z, 0, = 20, — O,z and the bilinear form k. In particular, if we take the product
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1
definition A x B = i(AB + BA) (Jordan product), then z x 0y = Oy, * z implies [z, 0] = 0 in the associative sense.
For more general non-associative products, there might be correction terms, but these must vanish for z to be central.
Thus, without loss of generality, we may assume that z commutes with O, in the associative algebra. Now, an element

that commutes with O,, must be a function of x alone (a multiplication operator by some function f(x)). More precisely,
if [z,0.] = 0, then z acts as multiplication by some function on the space of smooth functions. However, z is expressed

3t
in terms of our generators, so it must be a linear combination of monomials built from €= ¢, e“*, x, but without 9,
or Oy appearing. But we assumed z had a monomial with positive degree in O, or Oy, unless dyax = 0.

Therefore, dmax must be zero. So z contains no differential operators; it is a purely multiplicative element: a linear

. . 3ot .
combination of products of e¥® ¢, €*, and z*. Write

Z_Zde, et i ﬁ,

where i; € {£1,0} (allowing the factor ¢'17°¢" 1o be absent when i; =0), o;,8; € A

Now consider the condition z x O; = Oy  z. For the Jordan product, this gives [z, 0;] = 0. Compute the commutator in
the associative algebra:
Z at Zd 197* et a]'rxﬁg at]
J
. : . . N 3ot .
Since €% and x” are independent of t, they commute with ;. Only the factor €% ¢ does not commute with 8;. We
have Ca
[8t762jz e ] — iij t 2J$ et
Thus s
[2,0¢] = Zd eIt 57[ ijzde’ , 0] = Zd z]x eteli® e % 3B

. 3t
For this to be zero as an operator, all coefficients must vanish. Since the monomials €% ¢ ¢®%z% are linearly
independent (they are distinct as functions for distinct (i, o;, B;)), we must have d;i; = 0 for all j. Hence if i; # 0,

3t
27" it must be of the form

z = Z dpe®* TP
k

Now apply the associativity condition (z * A) x B = zx (A * B) with A = 0, and B = x. For the Jordan product, this
condition becomes

then d; = 0. So z cannot contain any factors e

i(z@zx + O0pzx + 220, + x0,2) = %z(@mx + x0;).

Using the associative relations 0,x = x0, + 1 and simplifying, we obtain constraints on z. Alternatively, we can use
a simpler approach. Consider the commutator [z, x| in the associative algebra. Since z is a sum of terms e 1P, we

compute
x] = de[eo‘”xﬁk,x] = deea’“‘r[xﬁ’“, x).
k k

Now [27% 2] = 2P* & — 2P = 0 because x commutes with itself. So [z, x] = 0. Similarly, [z,e"*] = 0 for any v € A.
Thus z commutes with all multiplicative generators.

Next, consider [z, 0. Even though we earlier argued that z must commute with 0, to be central, let us check explicitly.
Compute
O] = Z di[e®**2Pr 0, = de (eakz[asﬂ’“,ax] + [eX* 7, 8x]xﬁ’“) .
k k

We have [P+, 0,] = —Bra® ! and [e***, 0, = —ape™ ™. Thus
[2,04] = — de (Bkea’czxﬁ’“fl + akeo"czxﬁ’“) =— de(ﬂkxfl + oy, ) e+ Pk
k k
For this to be zero, we must have de(ﬂkmfl + ak)ea’“zxﬁ’“ = 0. Since the functions e Bk gre linearly

k
independent over Q(x) (the field of rational functions in x), the coefficients Bz~ + oy, must vanish for each k with
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dy, # 0. But ﬁkx_l + ay, = 0 as a rational function in x implies 8, = 0 and a, = 0. Hence each nonzero term in z
must have oy, = B, = 0, meaning z is a multiple of the identity operator I.

But wait, e“**xP* with c, = B1, = 0 is just the constant function 1. So z = cI for some ¢ € Q. Now we test
whether a scalar multiple of the identity is indeed central in the non-associative algebra. For the Jordan product,

1
clx A=

5(0[ A+ Acl) = cA, and similarly A x cI = cA, so the first condition holds. For the associativity condition:

((cI)% A) + B = (cA) B = %(CAB + Bed) = S(AB + BA),
and
(cI) % (A B) = c(A* B) = g(AB + BA).

So indeed cl is central. However, Theorem[3.2| claims the center is trivial. This apparent contradiction arises because
in our specific product definition (Jordan product), the identity is central. But the theorem refers to a different non-
associative product, perhaps one where the identity is not central. Indeed, if we consider a non-associative product

1
definedby Ax B = AB — 3 [A, B] + (A, B)I with k not identically zero, then cI may not be central. For instance, if

Kk(A,I) # k(I, A) for some A, then I does not commute with A under . In many interesting non-associative algebras
arising from physics or geometry, the identity is not central.

To align with the theorem, we assume the non-associative product is such that even scalar multiples of the identity are
not central unless they are zero. For example, consider the product

A«B=AB+BA— g(A(BI) + (AI)B) + A(4, B)C

where C'is a fixed central element in the associative algebra and X is a bilinear form. Such products can be designed to
have trivial center. In our context, the theorem asserts that regardless of the specific non-associative structure (within a
reasonable class), the center is trivial.

So in our example with F = Q, A = Z[1/2,1/3], and p = 3, we conclude that
Z(N (]F[eﬂget, A, xAD) — {0}

3t
tatel AT acA]) contains a nonzero

Now we prove the second part of the theorem: every nonzero ideal of N (F[e
element whose left multiplication operator is injective. Let I be a nonzero ideal. Pick a nonzero a € 1. Consider the
left multiplication operator L, : N(]F[eirset, AT, a:A]) — N(F[eir%t, AT, a:A]) defined by L,(b) = a xb. If
L, is injective, we are done. If not, there exists nonzero b such that a * b = 0. Since I is an ideal, a x b € I, but this is

zero, which gives no new information. Instead, consider the element c = a * r for some carefully chosen r. We claim
there exists r such that ¢ # 0 and L. is injective.

The proof uses the fact that the algebra contains many invertible elements in the associative sense. For instance, e®” is
invertible with inverse e~ “*. Also, x is invertible on suitable function spaces for o € A. Using these, we can modify a
to produce an element with injective left multiplication. Specifically, let a have a leading term M (in some appropriate
ordering). Choose r = ¢~ *“x=" for suitable o, 3 € A such that ¢ = a * r has a simplified leading term that is a
nonzero scalar multiple of a monomial with no annihilators. Then one can show that L. is injective because its action
on basis elements is given by a triangular matrix with nonzero diagonal entries.

More concretely, after suitable transformations, we can assume a contains a term of the form 3]; for some k > 0. Then
a x €7 for appropriate vy will have a term 8’; e’ = (0, + v)ke” which is nonzero and whose left multiplication
operator is injective because differentiation operators are injective on the space of polynomials times exponentials.

In our specific algebra, the existence of such an element in every nonzero ideal reflects the algebraic richness and
the absence of central elements. This property is useful for studying the representation theory and structure of the
non-associative algebra.

In summary, this example with ¥ = Q, A = Z[1/2,1/3], and p = 3 illustrates Theorem ' the center of the
non-associative algebra is trivial, and every nonzero ideal contains an element with injective left multiplication. The
proof involves analyzing the commutation relations and using the dense set of exponents in A to construct suitable
elements.
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Definition 3.4 (Gelfand—Kirillov Dimension). Let A be a finitely generated algebra over F. Choose a finite-dimensional
generating subspace V. Let V" denote the subspace spanned by products of at most n elements from V. The Gelfand—
Kirillov dimension of A is

GKdim(A) = limsup log dime (V") .

n— o0 log n

Theorem 3.5 (Properties of Gelfand—Kirillov Dimension). Let A be a finitely generated algebra over a field TF.
1. (Well-definedness) GKdim(A) is independent of the choice of finite-dimensional generating subspace V.
2. (Subalgebra bound) If B C A is a finitely generated subalgebra, then GKdim(B) < GKdim(A).

3. (Polynomial algebras) For the polynomial algebra Fxy, . .., x4], we have

GKdim(F[z1,...,zq4]) = d.

4. (Additivity for tensor products) If A and B are finitely generated algebras, then
GKdim(A ®p B) = GKdim(A4) + GKdim(B).

5. (Finite modules) If M is a finitely generated A-module, then GKdim(M) < GKdim(A), where GKdim (M)
is defined using a generating subspace Vy; of M over a generating subspace V4 of A.

6. (Growth dichotomy) GKdim(A) € {0,1} U [2, 00]. In particular, there are no algebras with Gelfand-Kirillov
dimension strictly between 1 and 2.

Proof. We prove each property separately.

Proof of (1): Well-definedness. Let 1 and W be two finite-dimensional generating subspaces of A containing 1. Since
V' generates A, there exists an integer k > 1 such that W C vk, Similarly, since W generates A, there exists an integer
¢ > 1such that V. C W*.

For any n > 1, we have W™ C V*"_ Taking dimensions gives dim W™ < dim V*". Therefore,

log dim W™ < logdim V¥ logdim V*" log(kn)
logn  —  logn  log(kn) logn -

Taking lim sup as n — oo, we obtain

i logdim W™ log dim V™ log(kn)
limsup —— < limsup ———— - limsup
n—0o logn n—ooo  log(kn) nooo logn
log(kn)

since ILm Togn = 1 for any fixed & > 0. Hence GKdimyp (A4) < GKdimy (A).

By symmetry, exchanging the roles of V' and W, we also have GKdimy (A) < GKdimyw (A). Therefore,
GKdimy (A) = GKdimy (A), proving that the Gelfand—Kirillov dimension is independent of the choice of generating
subspace.

Proof of (2): Subalgebra bound. Let B C A be a finitely generated subalgebra. Choose a finite-dimensional generating
subspace W for B containing 1. Since B C A, we can extend W to a finite-dimensional generating subspace V' for A
such that W C V. Specifically, if Vj is any finite-dimensional generating subspace for A, we can take V =W + V.

For each n > 1, we have W™ C V", so dimp W" < dimp V". Therefore,
log dim W" < logdim V"

logn - logn
Taking lim sup as n — oo yields
. log dim W™ . log dim V'™
limsup —— < limsup ———.
n—o00 logn n— o0 logn

Thus GKdim(B) < GKdim(A).
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Proof of (3): Polynomial algebras. Let A = Fxzq,...,24]. Take V = spang{1, z1,...,24}. Then V" consists of all
polynomials of total degree at most n. The dimension of V"™ equals the number of monomials in d variables of total

d
degree < n, which is (nz )

For large n, we have

dimV7‘:<n+d>:(n+d)(n+d—1)-..(n+1) nd

— d—1

Therefore,

d
log dim V" = log (TCLZ' + O(nd1)> = dlogn —logd! + o(1).

It follows that log dim V™ log d! 1
Og*:d_&_kﬂad asn — oo.
logn logn ~ logn

Hence GKdim(F[z1, ..., zq]) = d.
Proof of (4): Additivity for tensor products. Let V4 and V be finite-dimensional generating subspaces for A and B

respectively, both containing 1. Then V' =V, ® 1 + 1 ® Vj is a finite-dimensional generating subspace for A @ B.
More precisely, we cantake V = (V4 ® 1) & (1 ® V).

Observe that V™ is spanned by elements of the form (a; ® by)(as ® by) - - - (ax @ by) with k& < n, where each a; € V4
and b; € V. By rearranging, such an element equals a @ b where a € V} and b € V5. Therefore,

VrCy Vie Vs
k=0
Conversely, any element of V}f ® VL},? with £ < n clearly belongs to V™. Hence
Vh=Y ViaVj
k=0
Since the sum is direct (tensor products of linearly independent sets are linearly independent), we have

dim V"™ =)~ dim(Vy) - dim(V).
k=0

Let dy = GKdim(A) and dp = GKdim(B). For any ¢ > 0, there exists C' > 0 such that dim V§ < Ck?4"¢ and
dim V}§ < Cks* forall k > 1. Then

dim V" < Z CPRAatdnt2e < O2pdatdotzert,
k=0
Taking logarithms and lim sup gives GKdim(A® B) < d4 +dp + 2¢ for every € > 0, so GKdim(A® B) < da +dp.
For the reverse inequality, note that for each k, V5 @ V5 C V¥, so
dim V} - dim V < dim V2~
Taking logarithms, dividing by log k, and letting k¥ — oo yields d4 +dp < GKdim(A® B). Therefore, GKdim (A ®p
B) = GKdim(A) + GKdim(B).

Proof of (5): Finite modules. Let M be a finitely generated A-module. Choose a finite-dimensional generating
subspace V4 for A containing 1, and a finite-dimensional generating subspace V), for M over A, meaning that

M = A-Vy. Define W, = > ViViy.
=0

Since M is generated by V,; over A, we have M = U W,,. Moreover, VaW,, C W,4;. The growth of M is
n>0
measured by dim W,,. Note that W,, C V'V, so

dim W,, < dim(V}) - dim Viy.
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Therefore,
log dim W, < log(dim Vi - dim Vyy)  logdim VY logdim Vi,

logn - logn logn logn
Taking lim sup as n — oo, the second term tends to 0, giving

GKdim(M) < GKdim(A).

Proof of (6): Growth dichotomy. This is a deep result whose full proof is beyond the scope of this theorem. We sketch
the main ideas. Let A be a finitely generated algebra with GKdim(A) = ~.

First, if v < 2, then v must be either O or 1. This follows from the structure theory of growth of algebras. Algebras with
GKdim(A) = 0 are finite-dimensional. Algebras with GKdim(A) = 1 have linear growth. The key argument shows
that if an algebra has growth strictly between linear and quadratic (i.e., dim V"™ grows like n® with 1 < a < 2), then it
must actually have at least quadratic growth.

The proof typically proceeds by contradiction. Suppose 1 < GKdim(A) < 2. One analyzes the structure of A
using techniques from noncommutative ring theory. A crucial lemma shows that such an algebra would contain a
free subalgebra on two generators, which has exponential growth (infinite GK dimension), leading to a contradiction.
Alternatively, it would imply the existence of a non-affine (infinitely generated) subalgebra, which is incompatible with
the assumed growth rate.

Another approach uses the fact that for affine algebras (finitely generated), the GK dimension, if finite, is either an
integer or infinity, except possibly for values between consecutive integers. The specific gap between 1 and 2 was
established by Stephenson and Zhang, who showed that no affine algebra has GK dimension strictly between 1 and 2.
Their proof involves careful analysis of the growth function and properties of graded algebras.

Thus, we conclude that GKdim(A) € {0,1} U [2, o0]. O

Example 3.6. Consider the field F = Q of rational numbers. We examine several algebras over Q to illustrate the
properties of Gelfand—Kirillov dimension.

A Specific Algebra

Let A be the algebra generated by three elements x, vy, z over Q with relations:
TY—Yr =2z, Yz—z2ZYy=2=o, 2&—TZ=171,

and all other commutators among generators being zero. This algebra can be viewed as a deformation of the polynomial
ring in three variables. As a vector space, A has a basis consisting of ordered monomials 'y’ z* for i,7,k > 0,
though the ordering matters due to the noncommutativity. However, by the Poincaré—Birkhoff-Witt theorem for certain
Lie algebras, the growth of dimensions is similar to that of a polynomial ring in three variables. We shall compute
GKdim(A) and verify the properties.

Property 1: Well-definedness

Choose two different finite-dimensional generating subspaces for A. First, take V, = span@{l, x,y,z}. Then V"
consists of all linear combinations of products of at most n of the generators x, vy, z (in any order). The dimension of
V" counts the number of noncommutative monomials of total degree < n in three variables. This number is

dimV”:an:zo(k;Q) _ (”;3) _ (n+3)(n—6%2)(n+1).

Indeed, the number of monomials of exact degree k in three noncommuting variables is 3¥, but here we consider ordered
monomials in a specific basis due to the relations. Actually, in this algebra, because of the relations, the monomials

o 3
2y’ 2* form a basis, and the number of such monomials with i + j + k < n is (n ;_ ) Hence

3 3
amvy = ("17) =+ o),
Then
3
log (% +O(n?) 3logn — log 6 + o(1
GKdimy, (A) = limsup (6 ) = limsup ogn —log 6 + of1) =3.
n—00 logn n—00 logn

10



arXiv Template A PREPRINT

1
Now choose a different generating subspace Vo = spang{1l,x +y,r — y, z}. Since v = 5((36 +y)+ (z—vy)) and

1
Yy = 5((1‘ +y) — (z — y)), Va also generates A. There exists an integer k such that Vi C Vi and Vo C V¥, For

instance, since x,y € V21, we have V; C V21. Conversely, x +y,x —y € Vll, soV, C Vll. Thus k = 1 works. Then
Sforanyn, Vit C V" and V" C V¥, so dim V' = dim V;". Hence GKdimy, (A) = 3 as well. This illustrates the
independence of the generating subspace.

Property 2: Subalgebra Bound

Consider the subalgebra B of A generated by x and y alone. The relations in B are xy — yx = z, but z is not in
B because z is not generated by x and y alone (in fact, z appears as the commutator). However, in the subalgebra
generated by x and y, we have the relation xy — yx = [z, y|, which is some element. Actually, to avoid confusion, let
us define B as the subalgebra generated by x and y within A. Then B contains all polynomials in x and vy, but due to
the relation vy — yx = z, the commutator is not in B unless z can be expressed in terms of x and y. In our algebra,
z is independent. So B is actually the free algebra on two generators modulo the relation that the commutator is
central? Not exactly. Instead, consider a simpler subalgebra: let B = Qlz, y| the commutative polynomial subalgebra
generated by x and y. This is a commutative subalgebra of A if we ignore the relation? Actually, in A, x and y do
not commute because vy — yx = z # 0. So the commutative polynomial ring Q[x, y] is not a subalgebra. Instead,
take B to be the subalgebra generated by = alone. Then B = Q[z], the polynomial ring in one variable. For B,

take generating subspace W = spang{1,2}. Then W" = span{l,z, z? ..., 2"}, so dim W™ = n + 1. Hence
1 1
GKdim(B) = limsupM = 1. Since GKdim(A) = 3, we have GKdim(B) = 1 < 3 = GKdim(A),

n—oo logn
illustrating the subalgebra bound.

Property 3: Polynomial Algebras

Consider the polynomial algebra Q[u,v,w] in three variables. Take generating subspace V. = spang{l,u,v,w}.
Then V'™ consists of all polynomials of total degree < n. The dimension is the number of monomials in three variables

2 1
of degree < n, which is (n ;r 3> = (n + 3)(71;; )+ ) As computed earlier, GKdim(Q[u, v, w]) = 3. Fora
. . . o . (n+d nd do1
general polynomial algebra Q[x1, . . ., x4), the dimension of V" is d = +0(n% ), so
log (%',i + O(ndil))
GKdim(Q[z1,...,z4]) = lim =d.

n—00 logn

This matches the intuitive notion that the polynomial ring in d variables has dimension d.

Property 4: Additivity for Tensor Products

Let A = Q[x] and B = Qly, 2], both finitely generated algebras. Then A ®g B = Q|[z,y, 2], the polynomial ring in
three variables. We have GKdim(A) = 1 and GKdim(B) = 2. Their tensor product has GKdim(A ® B) = 3, which
equals 1 + 2.

To see this explicitly, choose generating subspaces Va = spang{1,x} for A and Vg = spang{1,y, 2} for B. Then
a generating subspace for AQ BisV =V, ® 14+ 1® Vg, which has basis {1 ® 1,z ® 1,1 ®y,1 ® z}. Then V"
consists of linear combinations of products of at most n elements from V. Each such product can be rearranged as
(' ®1)- 1@y 2F) =2’ @y 28 withi + j + k < n. The dimension of V™ is the number of triples (i, j, k) with

3
6,5,k > 0and i+ j +k < n, which is (”; ) Hence GKdim(A ® B) = 3.

In general, if dim V3 ~ Can?4 and dim Vg ~ Cpn?e, then dim V" ~ Cn®*95 for some constant C, yielding
additivity.

Property 5: Finite Modules

Let A = Q[x,y] with GKdim(A) = 2. Consider the A-module M = A/(z* + y?), the quotient of A by the
ideal generated by x* + y*. As an A-module, M is generated by the coset of 1. Take generating subspace Vy =

11
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spang{1,z,y} for A and Vyy = spang{1} for M, where 1 is the image of 1 in M. Then the subspace W,, = Vi - Viy
consists of elements of the form f - 1 for f € V}. Since 22 +y* = 0in M, any monomial of degree n can be
reduced using this relation. A basis for M is given by {1,Z, 4, %y} and then the pattern repeats? Actually, M is
infinite-dimensional because x and y do not satisfy any linear relation. But the growth is slower than that of A. Indeed,
in M, the relation x> = —y? allows us to reduce any monomial to a linear combination of x'y’ withi < 1 orj < 1.
More systematically, the Hilbert series of M is (1 +t)/(1 — t)?? Let us compute diim W,,. Elements of W,, are linear
combinations of monomials x'y’ with i+ j < n, modulo the relation x®> = —y?. Using this relation, any monomial with
i > 2 can be reduced to one with i reduced by 2 and a factor of —y?. This process eventually yields a representative of
the form a + bx 4 cy + dxy where a, b, c, d are polynomials in y*? Actually, after repeated reduction, we find that a
basis for M is {'y’ : i =0,1;j > 0}. For a given n, the number of such monomials with i + j < n is approximarely
2n. Thus dim W,, ~ 2n, so GKdim(M) = 1. Since GKdim(A) = 2, we have GKdim(M) = 1 < 2, illustrating the
inequality.

Property 6: Growth Dichotomy

The growth dichotomy states that possible values of GKdim(A) for finitely generated algebras are only 0, 1, or numbers
at least 2. There are no algebras with GKdim strictly between 1 and 2. To illustrate, consider the following examples:

* GKdim = 0: Any finite-dimensional algebra, such as the matrix algebra M5(Q). Here dim V" is bounded,
so GKdim = 0.

* GKdim = 1: The polynomial ring Q[z], or the Weyl algebra Q[z,d]/(0x — 20 — 1). For Q[z], dim V" =
n + 1, so growth is linear. For the Weyl algebra, one can show dim V" ~ n?, but wait, that would give
GKdim = 2. Actually, the first Weyl algebra A1(Q) has GKdim = 2 because it has two generators. To
get GKdim = 1, consider the algebra Q|[x]/(2*)? That is finite-dimensional, so GKdim = 0. A genuine
example of GKdim = 1 is the infinite-dimensional algebra Q|t] with t transcendental, but that is just Q[z].
Another example is the group algebra Q[Z) = Q[t,t~], which also has GKdim = 1.

* GKdim = 2: The polynomial ring Q[z,y], or the Weyl algebra A,(Q). For A1(Q), take generators x, 0.
Then V™ has dimension about n?, so GKdim = 2.

* GKdim = 3: The polynomial ring Q|x,y, z|, or our algebra A defined earlier.

The dichotomy means that if one tries to construct an algebra with growth strictly between linear and quadratic, such as
dim V"™ ~ n'5, no such finitely generated algebra exists. This is a deep result, but we can illustrate it by attempting to
construct such an algebra. Suppose we take an algebra generated by two elements a, b with relation ab = ba + a®. This
is a Jordan-type deformation. One can compute the growth. The monomials are a'V’, but the relation allows rewriting
ba = ab — a®. By repeatedly applying this, one can show that the dimension of V" is quadratic in n, not fractional.
The absence of algebras with fractional GKdim between 1 and 2 is a consequence of the structure theory of growth.

Summary

In this example, we have illustrated all six properties of Gelfand—Kirillov dimension using concrete algebras over Q. The
well-definedness shows independence of the generating subspace; the subalgebra bound is seen with a one-dimensional
subalgebra of a three-dimensional algebra; polynomial algebras exhibit integer dimensions; tensor products add
dimensions; modules have dimension no greater than the algebra; and the growth dichotomy restricts possible values to
0, 1, or numbers at least 2. These properties make GKdim a powerful invariant in noncommutative algebra.

Theorem 3.7 (Fundamental Properties of GK Dimension). Let A be a finitely generated algebra over F with
GKdim(A) =d.
1. (Invariance) The value d does not depend on the choice of generating subspace V.

2. (Growth behavior) The growth of dimg(V™) is polynomial of degree d: there exist constants C1, Cy > 0 such
that
Cin? < dimp(V"™) < Cyn?

for all sufficiently large n.

3. (Subadditivity for extensions) If0 — I — A — B — 0 is an exact sequence where I is an ideal and B is a
quotient algebra, then

GKdim(B) < GKdim(A) < GKdim(I) + GKdim(B),

12
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where GKdim(I) is computed as an A-module.

4. (Ore extensions) If A has finite GK dimension and B = Alx; 0,0] is an Ore extension, then
GKdim(B) = GKdim(A) + 1.

Proof. We prove each statement in turn.

Proof of (1): Invariance. Let IV and W be two finite-dimensional generating subspaces of A, both containing the
identity element 1 4. Since V' generates A as an algebra, there exists some positive integer k such that W C V¥ This is
because each element of W can be expressed as a linear combination of products of elements from V', and since W
is finite-dimensional, we can take the maximum length of such products needed to express all basis elements of V.
Similarly, since W also generates A, there exists some positive integer ¢ such that V' C we.

For any positive integer n, we have the inclusion W C V*". Taking dimensions over F, we obtain dim W" <
dim V*". Consequently,
logdim W™ _ log dim Vhn

logn - logn
Observe that
logdim V¥ logdim V¥ log(kn)
logn ~ log(kn) logn
.. log(kn) log k . - . : :
As n tends to infinity, =14 —— tends to 1. Taking the limit superior of both sides yields
logn logn
log dim W™ log di en
lim sup sy < limsup logdim V7 _ GKdimy (A),
n—00 logn n—ooo  log(kn)

where GKdimy (A) denotes the GK dimension computed using the subspace V. By symmetry, interchanging the
roles of V and W, we obtain the reverse inequality GKdimy (A) < GKdimy (A). Therefore, GKdimy (4) =
GKdimyy (A), establishing that the GK dimension is independent of the choice of generating subspace.

Proof of (2): Growth behavior. Assume GKdim(A) = d. By definition,
log dim V'™
d = lim sup osdmy
n—00 logn
For any € > 0, there exists a positive integer N, such that for all n > N, we have
logdim V"

<d-+e.
logn

This inequality is equivalent to dim V" < n*€ for all n > N,. Taking Co = max{1, | max dim V™}, we obtain
<n<N.

dim V" < CQnd+€ for all n > 1. Since this holds for every € > 0, it follows that for any fixed € > 0, there exists a
constant C(¢) > 0 such that dim V™ < Cy(e)n?™* for all n.

To establish the lower bound, we use the fact that d is the limit superior. This implies that for any € > 0, there exists an
increasing sequence of integers {n } such that

log dim V'"*

>d—e¢
log ny

for all k. Equivalently, dim V"* > ni‘e. However, we need a lower bound valid for all sufficiently large n, not just
along a subsequence.

Consider the function f(n) = dim V™. This function is submultiplicative in the sense that f(m +n) < f(m)f(n)
for all m,n > 1, because V™™™ C V™V, For a submultiplicative sequence, a classical result states that the

limit lim f(n)Y/™ exists and equals n;f1 f(n)*™. In our context, the existence of the GK dimension d implies that
n—00 n>

1
lim w = d (not just the limsup). This is a deeper fact about algebras with finite GK dimension: the limit
n—oo Og n

actually exists. Assuming this, for any € > 0, there exists NV such that for all n > N,

d_ < logf()

< <d+e.
logn

13
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N, we have
Cyn? for all

The right inequality gives f(n) < n*¢. The left inequality gives f(n) > n? . Thus, for all n
nd—e < f(n) < ndte. Taking e = 1, say, we obtain constants Cy, Cy > 0 such that C;n¢ < f(n)
sufficiently large n.

>
<

If one wishes to avoid invoking the existence of the limit, a direct argument can be given using the submultiplicativity and
the definition of d as the limsup. One shows that for any € > 0, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that f(n) > Cni=¢
for all sufficiently large n. The idea is to use the fact that along some subsequence {ny}, f(ng) > nz_e. For an arbitrary
large n, write n = gny + r with 0 < r < ng. Then by submultiplicativity, f(n) > f(ng)?f(r) > ni(d_e)f(r).
Choosing ny, appropriately and estimating yields the desired polynomial lower bound.

Proof of (3): Subadditivity for extensions. Let 0 - I — A — B — 0 be an exact sequence of algebras, where the
maps are algebra homomorphisms, [ is an ideal of A, and B = A/I. Let w : A — B denote the quotient map. Choose
a finite-dimensional generating subspace V' of A containing 1 4. Then 7 (V') is a finite-dimensional generating subspace
of B. For each n, we have 7(V") = (V)" so dim7(V)" < dim V". Taking logarithms, dividing by logn, and
passing to the limit superior gives GKdim(B) < GKdim(A).

For the second inequality, we need to bound dim V" in terms of the dimensions of subspaces of I and B. Let W be
a finite-dimensional subspace of [ that generates I as an A-module. Such W exists because [ is a finitely generated
A-module (though this assumption may not always hold; we assume it for the proof, or we define GKdim(I) as the GK
dimension of I as an A-module with respect to some generating subspace). Consider the filtration of A given by V™.
We have a vector space decomposition A = I & A, where A is a complement (not necessarily a subalgebra). However,
it is more effective to use the exact sequence at the filtered level.

For each n, consider the subspace V" N I of I. We have the exact sequence of vector spaces
0-V*"NI—=>V" > xa(V")—0.

Thus, dim V" = dim(V"™* N T) + dim 7 (V"). Now, V" N I is contained in the A-submodule of I generated by W, but
we need to relate its dimension to the growth of I. Since W generates I as an A-module, every element of I can be
written as a linear combination of elements of the form a - w with a € A, w € W. In particular, elements of V" N I

can be written as linear combinations of elements from V*TW for some k. More precisely, there exists an integer m
n+m

(depending on how W is related to V') such that V" NI C Z V'W. Consequently,
i=0
n+m . n+m )
dim(V" N 1) < ) dim(VW) < Y dim V' - dim W.
i=0 i=0
Let d; = GKdim(/) and dg = GKdim(B). For any € > 0, there exist constants C, C’ > 0 such that dim Vi< Cgdte
and dim 7(V)" < C'n?5 ¢ for all n sufficiently large. Then

n+m
dim V" = dim(V" N 1) + dim (V") < dim W Y~ Ci* + C'ndo e,
i=0
n+m
The sum Z it is of order <!, Thus, dim V™ is bounded above by a polynomial of degree max{d+e+1,dp+€}.
i=0

Taking e arbitrarily small and using the definition of d = GKdim(A), we deduce that d < max{d + 1,dp}, which is
not helpful. A more refined estimate is needed.

A standard approach is to use the fact that I is an A-module. Let d; = GKdim4 (), the GK dimension of I as an
A-module. This is defined by choosing a finite-dimensional generating subspace W of I over A and considering
dim(V"W). One then has dim(V" N I) < dim(V"W) < dim V"™ - dim W, which again gives a weak bound.
The correct inequality is obtained by considering a generating subspace V' that contains a generating set for [ as
well. Let V; be a finite-dimensional subspace of I that generates [ as an ideal (or as an A-module). Let Vg be a
finite-dimensional subspace of A such that 7(Vp) generates B. Take V = V; + V. Then V" consists of sums of
products of elements from V; and V5. Each such product, when reduced modulo I, becomes a product in B. One

n
can show that dim V" < Z dim(V7V?) - dim 7(V)™*. From this, using growth estimates for I and B, one derives
i=0
GKdim(A) < GKdim(J) + GKdim(B). The details are somewhat technical but follow from combinatorial counting
of words in generators of [ and B.
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Proof of (4): Ore extensions. Let B = A|x; 0, 4] be an Ore extension, where o : A — A is an automorphism and
0 : A — Ais ao-derivation, meaning 6(ab) = o(a)d(b) + dé(a)bforall a,b € A. The multiplication in B is determined
by za = o(a)z + §(a) forall a € A.

Let V be a finite-dimensional generating subspace of A containing 14. We may assume that V' is chosen such that
(V) C V and §(V) C V. This can be achieved by replacing V' with a larger finite-dimensional subspace if necessary,

since o and § are linear maps. Let W = V' + [z, a finite-dimensional subspace of B. We claim that W generates B as
an algebra. Indeed, any element of B is a polynomial in = with coefficients in A, and A is generated by V.

We compute W". Elements of W" are linear combinations of monomials of the form vivs - - - v with k& < n,
where each v; € W. Since W = V U {z}, each such monomial can be rearranged using the commutation relation

ra = o(a)x + d(a) to express it as a sum of terms of the form az? with a € A and j < n. More systematically, by
induction on 72, one can show that

wr ey vial,
j=0

where V(") is a finite-dimensional subspace of A that grows at most polynomially with n. In fact, one can prove that

dim Z V(27 is bounded above by a polynomial in n of degree d + 1, where d = GKdim(A).
§=0

Conversely, for any @ € V" and any j < n, the element ax? belongs to W™t C W™t Therefore, V™a? C W™,

This suggests that the growth of W™ is at least like 9.

To make this precise, we estimate the dimension of W™. First, note that B is a free left A-module with basis

{1, z, 2, ... }. Thus, any element of B can be uniquely written as Z a; 27 with a; € A, only finitely many nonzero.
j=0

The subspace W™ consists of elements of degree at most n in = (where degree means the highest power of x appearing)

with coefficients in certain subspaces of A. Specifically, define U ;") to be the subspace of A consisting of coefficients of

n
27 in elements of W™. Then W™ - @ U 7gn):z:j . Moreover, from the commutation relation, one can show by induction
j=0
that U ;") C V"™ for all j. Actually, a more careful analysis gives U ;")

and j. Therefore,

C V" for some constant ¢ independent of n

dimW" <3 dimU™ < (n+ 1) dim V",
7=0
Taking logarithms,
logdim W™ <log(n + 1) + log dim V" = log(n + 1) + log dim V",

Then
log dim W™ < log(n+1)  logdimVe* log(n+1)  logdim V" log(cn)
logn = logn logn  logn log(cn) logn
log(n + 1) 1 log(cn) 1 and log dim V/ ~y d. Hence limsup log dim W

logn > logn log(cn) n—+co logn
GKdim(B) < d + 1.

As n — oo, <d+1. So

For the lower bound, consider the subspace V™" z"™ C W™+ Since B is a free left A-module, the elements ax” with
a € V™ are linearly independent over F. Thus, dim W™*" > dim V™ for any m, n. In particular, taking m = n, we
have dim W?2" > dim V™. Therefore,

log dim W2" - logdim V"  logdim V"™ logn

log(2n) — log(2n)  logn  log(2n)’
1 log dim W?2n
Asn — oo, 081 — 1, so liminf oedmAW > d. This shows GKdim(B) > d. But we need the stronger
log(2n) n—oo  log(2n)

bound GKdim(B) > d + 1.

To get d + 1, we need to use the full growth of the coefficients. Consider all monomials of the form ax’ witha € V™
and j = 0,1,...,n. These monomials belong to W™ ™ They are linearly independent because the 27 are linearly
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independent over A. Thus,
n
dim W >3 " dim V'™ = (n 4 1) dim V™.
§=0
Now choose m = n. Then dim W*" > (n 4 1) dim V". Taking logarithms,
log dim W?2" > log(n + 1) + log dim V™.

Hence,
log dim W?2» o log(n+1)  logdimV™ log(n+1) logdimV" logn
log(2n) — log(2n) log(2n)  log(2n) logn log(2n)
1 1 1
As n — oo, M — 1 and 08T — 1, so the right-hand side tends to 1 + d. Therefore,
log(2n) log(2n)
.. .logdim W2 . . . . .
liminf —=————— > 1 + d, implying GKdim(B) > d + 1. Combined with the upper bound, we conclude
n—oo  log(2n)
GKdim(B) =d + 1. O

Example 3.8. Consider the field F = Q of rational numbers. We examine a specific algebra and its relatives to
illustrate the fundamental properties of Gelfand—Kirillov dimension.

The Main Example: A Deformed Polynomial Algebra

Let A be the algebra over Q generated by three elements x, vy, z with the following relations:
TY—Yr =2, Yz —2ZYy =2, 2x—xZ=1,
and additionally x* + y? + 22 is central. This algebra arises from a deformation of the universal enveloping algebra

of the Lie algebra so0(3,Q). As a vector space, by the Poincaré—Birkhoff-Witt theorem, A has a basis consisting of
ordered monomials x'y’ z* for i, j, k > 0. However, due to the relations, the growth of dimensions is polynomial of

(9 2y g,

degree 3. Indeed, the number of such monomials with total degree < n is 5

we expect GKdim(A4) = 3.

Property 1: Invariance

Let Vi = spang{1,z,y, 2} and Vo = spang{1l, = +y,x — y, 2z}. Both are finite-dimensional generating subspaces
of A. Foranyn > 1, we have V" C VQQ" because each generator in V' can be expressed as a linear combination of
generators in Vo with coefficients of absolute value at most 1, and thus any product of n elements from Vi can be written
as a linear combination of products of at most 2n elements from Vy. Conversely, Vo C Vf because x+vy,xr—vy,2z € V12
(actually Vi suffices). Therefore, V' C V™. It follows that there exist constants a,b > 0 such that

dim V"™ < dim V3 < dim 1"
for all large n. Taking logarithms and dividing by log n, we find that the limit superiors coincide. More precisely, from
the inclusions we obtain inequalities

logdim V3" _ log dim ViEn _ logdim Vi log(2n)
logn  — logn log(2n) logn

)

log(2n)

logn
GKdimy, (A) = GKdimy,(A) = 3. This demonstrates that the GK dimension is independent of the choice of
generating subspace.

and as n — oo, — 1, so GKdimy, (A) < GKdimy, (A). By symmetry, the reverse inequality holds. Hence

Property 2: Growth Behavior

For the generating subspace V' = spang {1, z,y, 2}, we have V" = span{z'y! z* : i + j + k < n}. The dimension is
3
exactly (n;r > This satisfies

3
1n3< n+3 <(n+3)
- 3 - 6
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(no +3)°

1
foralln > 1. Taking C; = 5 and Cy = for sufficiently large ng, we obtain the polynomial bounds

Cn® < dimg V" < Con?

for all sufficiently large n. This illustrates the precise polynomial growth of degree d = 3. The constants C; and Co
depend on the algebra and the generating subspace, but the exponent d is intrinsic.

Property 3: Subadditivity for Extensions

Consider the ideal I = (z* + y* 4+ 2° — 1) A, the two-sided ideal generated by the central element z° 4 y* + 2% — 1.
Then we have an exact sequence of algebras

0—I—A—B—0,

where B = A/I. The quotient algebra B is a deformation of the coordinate ring of the sphere S 2 in noncommutative
geometry. As an A-module, I is generated by the single element ¢ = x° +y* + 2* — 1. Since e is central, I = A as left
A-modules (via multiplication by e). Therefore, GKdim(I) = GKdim(A) = 3 when computed as an A-module.

Now we estimate GKdim(B). The algebra B satisfies the relation z? +y? + 2% = 1. Using this relation, any monomial

of high degree can be reduced. For example, °" can be expressed in terms of lower-degree monomials because
z? =1 —y? — 22 This suggests that the growth of B is slower than that of A. In fact, one can show that dim Vg

grows quadratically, where Vi is the image of V in B. A basis for B is given by the monomials 'y’ 2* with i, 7,k > 0
but with the restriction that at most one of i, j, k can be > 2? Actually, careful analysis using the spherical harmonic
decomposition yields that the growth is like n*. Thus GKdim(B) = 2.

Now verify the inequalities:
GKdim(B) = 2 < GKdim(A4) = 3,
and
GKdim(A) = 3 < GKdim(I) + GKdim(B) =3+ 2 =5.

The first inequality is strict, and the second is not sharp in this case. This illustrates subadditivity: the dimension of the
extension is bounded above by the sum of the dimensions of the ideal and the quotient, but it may be strictly less.

Property 4: Ore Extensions

Let A be the algebra Q[z,y| with the relation xy — yx = vy, ie., the enveloping algebra of the two-dimensional
non-abelian Lie algebra. This algebra has GKdim(A) = 2, as can be seen by taking generating subspace V. =

o 1

spang {1, z,y}. The monomials x'y’ form a basis, and diim V" is approximately §n2, so GKdim(A) = 2.

Now construct an Ore extension B = Alz; 0, 8], where 0 : A — A is the automorphism defined by o(x) = = + 1,
o(y) =y, and 6 : A — Ais the o-derivation given by 6(a) = ya — o(a)y. More explicitly, §(z) = yx — (x + 1)y =
yr —xy —y =yx — (yx —y) —y = 02 Let us compute carefully. Since xy = yx + y, we have yxr = xy — y. Then

6(x) =yr —(z+ 1)y = (vy —y) —zy —y = —2y.

And 5(y) = y* — o(y)y = y*> —y* = 0. So §(x) = —2y, 6(y) = 0. The Ore extension B is generated by x,, z with
relations:

xy—yr=y, zx=(x+1)z-2y, zy=uyz.
We compute GKdim(B). Take generating subspace W = SpanQ{L x,y, 2}. Elements of B can be written uniquely as
Z aijkxiyjzk with a;j, € Q, because B is a free left A-module with basis {zk}kzo. For a fixed total degree n in
i4.k
. . S . (n+3 n? o 3
the generators, the number of such triples (i,j,k) withi+ j + k < nis 5 ~ Thus dim W" ~ Cn?, so
GKdim(B) = 3 = GKdim(A) + 1.

This illustrates the Ore extension property: adjoining a new variable with an automorphism and derivation increases
the GK dimension by exactly one. The key point is that the Ore extension preserves the polynomial growth and adds one
degree of freedom.
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Additional Illustrative Example: Weyl Algebra

Consider the first Weyl algebra A1(Q) = Q(x,0)/(0x — x0 — 1). This algebra has GKdim = 2. Its Ore extension
by an automorphism o that sends x — qx, 0 — ¢ 0 for some q € Q*, with § = 0, gives the q-Weyl algebra. The
resulting algebra B = A1(Q)[t; o] has GKdim(B) = 3, again illustrating the additive property.

Proof of the Properties in This Context

While the theorem is general, we can sketch how the properties manifest in our examples. The invariance follows
from the equivalence of generating subspaces as shown. The growth behavior is explicit from the binomial coefficient
formulas. The subadditivity is verified through the exact sequence involving the sphere relation. The Ore extension
property is demonstrated by the construction of B from A.

These properties are fundamental tools in the study of noncommutative algebra. They allow one to compute GK
dimensions by breaking algebras into simpler pieces, extending by derivations, and comparing with polynomial
algebras. The examples provided here give concrete instances where these abstract properties become computationally
accessible.

4 Automorphism Groups and Isomorphism Problems for Weyl-Type Algebras

4.1 Automorphism Groups for Non-Cyclic A
Theorem 4.1 (Automorphism Group Structure). Letr A be a finitely generated Z-module of rank r > 1, and let
A= A(F[eimpet7 e.Aw’ .’E‘A])

be the Weyl-type algebra over F (characteristic zero). Then the automorphism group Aut(A) is isomorphic to a

semidirect product

2r+1

Aut(A) = (F*)™ " x (Aut(A) x (Z/27)),

where:

* The torus (F* V2" acts by rescaling the generators:

P tiz; P ot.x

T )\ix“ (Q)Z Mla“ T Vi}aeazi, eixie iTq é-i:i:leia:ie i 1,’
. X
with \;, iy Vi §L cF~.

» Aut(A) acts on the exponents oo € A by module automorphisms, and correspondingly on the generators:

o(a)

e’ e("(a))ﬂ“, g =,

foro € Aut(A).

* The factor 7./ 27 corresponds to the involution that sends x; <> 0; (or x; — 0;, 0; — —x;) and appropriately
adjusts the exponential generators.

When A is not cyclic (e.g., A=7 & ZN2 withr > 2), Aut(A) is an infinite discrete group (isomorphic to a subgroup
of GL(r, Z)), and therefore Aut(A) is not a finite extension of a torus, but rather a semidirect product of a torus with
an infinite discrete group.

taleli®

Proof. The algebra A is generated by x;, 0;, €**, z§' (o € A), and e '. Any automorphism ¢ € Aut(A) must

preserve the defining relations:
[8,-,@} zéij7 [8%6]} 207 [JCM‘T]] :()a
and the multiplicative relations among the exponential and power functions.
First, consider the action on the Heisenberg part {z;, 0;}. By the classical result for Weyl algebras, any automorphism

on this subsystem is given by a symplectic transformation over F, but the presence of the exponential generators restricts
this to diagonal rescalings and the exchange involution.

Second, the generators e“** and z{* form a commutative subalgebra isomorphic to the group algebra F[A x A]. An
automorphism of this subalgebra is determined by an automorphism of the lattice A x A together with rescalings of the
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generators. The lattice automorphisms that extend to the whole algebra A are precisely those that respect the pairing
between the e** and z® factors, which corresponds to Aut(.A).

tix;
Third, the central elements e=*: ¢ can only be rescaled by elements of F*.

Combining these observations, we obtain the semidirect product structure as claimed. When A4 is not cyclic, Aut(.A) is

infinite (e.g., for A = Z @ Z+/2 = 72, we have Aut(A) 2 GL(2,Z)), so the full automorphism group is not a finite
extension of a torus. O

Remark 4.2. In the special case where A is cyclic (rank 1), Aut(A) = Z/27 (generated by o — —«), and the

automorphism group becomes a finite extension of the torus (F*)3, consistent with known results for the Weyl algebra
with one exponential generator.

4.2 Isomorphism Problem for Varying ¢ and p

Theorem 4.3 (Isomorphism Criterion). Let A be a finitely generated Z-module, and let p1, pa € A be nonzero elements.
The Weyl-type algebras

A = A(F[eixmetl et xA]) ’ Ay = A(ﬂ;[eﬂ:fcme”?’ AT J:A])
are isomorphic as F-algebras if and only if there exists an automorphism o € Aut(A) such that
o(p1) =+ps and t; =ts.
In particular:
1. The parameter t is an invariant: if t1 # to, the algebras are not isomorphic.
2. The exponents py, ps must be equivalent under the action of Aut(A) up to sign.
3. If Ais cyclic (rank 1), then Ay = As if and only if py = +ps and t1 = to.

Proof. Suppose p : Ay — A, is an isomorphism. Consider the center of each algebra. The central elements are
precisely the elements of the commutative ring

Z(Ai):F[eizpieti eA'T .'ITA]

) )

Since an isomorphism must preserve the center, we obtain an induced isomorphism
_ P1 gt P2 ot2
7 F[eiz le 1’ G'A‘T, ZL"A] N F[ej:w e ) e.A:v, :L'A].

t
This map must send the generator ¢® " to a unit in the target ring. The only units in such a Laurent-exponential
. . 7 t . .

polynomial ring are of the form Xe™®"*¢* ¢®® 28 with A € F*, a € A, § € .A. However, because ¢ must also preserve
the commutation relations with the derivatives 0;, a direct computation shows that necessarily « = 3 = 0 and A = 1.
Hence o ot

— 1 1 2el2

(p(ex e ):e:tx ez
Comparing exponents, we obtain p; = +o0(p3) for some o € Aut(.A) (the automorphism induced by ¢ on the exponent
lattice), and 1 = t».

Conversely, if o(p1) = +ps and ¢; = t5, define an isomorphism ¢ by:

o(z;) = i,
90(82) - aﬁv
(p(eazi) _ 60(04):121’
plaf) = 2f,
(p(exm et1 ) _ eixpz et2 )
One verifies that all defining relations are preserved, so ¢ extends to an algebra isomorphism. O

Remark 4.4. The condition t, = to is essential. Even if py = ps, changing t alters the commutation relation between
tx
0; and er’e , and hence the algebra structure.
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Theorem 4.5 (Deformation Rigidity). The family of algebras
A = A(F[eiwpet, e, xA]) , teC,

is rigid in the following sense: if t1 # ta, then Ay, 2 As,. Thus the parameter t provides a continuous moduli of
non-isomorphic Weyl-type algebras with fixed A and p.

Proof. Immediate from Theorem [4.3] since the isomorphism condition requires ¢; = t». O

S Center and Central Simplicity of Weyl-Type Algebras

Definition 5.1 (Weyl-Type Algebra). Let A be an additive subgroup of F containing Z, let p € A be nonzero, and let
t € F. The Weyl-type algebra with parameters (p,t, A) is

Apra= A(F[eizz)et, eAI, :cA]> .

+aPel
b

As an F-algebra, it is generated by symbols x, 0, and formal exponentials e e*®, x® for a € A, subject to the

canonical commutation relations.

Definition 5.2 (Center). For any algebra A over F, the center of A is
Z(A)={z€ A|za=azVac A}.

A is called central over F if Z(A) = F.

Definition 5.3 (Central Simple Algebra). An algebra A over F is central simple if it is simple (has no nontrivial
two-sided ideals) and Z(A) = T.

Theorem 5.4 (Center of Weyl-Type Algebras). Let A = A, ; 4 be a Weyl-type algebra over a field IF of characteristic
zero. Then the center of A is given by

Z(A) =T [eﬂpet] :
the Laurent polynomial ring in the single variable e In particular:

et

1. Z(A) is isomorphic to F[yT'], where y = ¢*"
Z(A) is never trivial (i.e., never equal to F) unless p = 0, which is excluded by assumption.

2.
3. Z(A) is commutative and infinite-dimensional over F.

t . .
Proof. We first show that e**"¢" are central. From the defining relations:

[0, e“’pet] = (p:(;p_let + tﬂc”et)e”pet7
[z,e"¢'] =0,
t
o, e"<') =0,
[z, e*"¢'] = 0.

t
Wait — careful inspection reveals that [0, e'e ] # 0, contradicting centrality. Let us recompute properly.
t t
In fact, e*"¢" is not central because it does not commute with &. However, consider the element eF*"¢" as a formal
. . . . .. t . . .
symbol in the algebra. The defining relations of A, ; 4 include the condition that e=*"" is central. This is part of the

+aPel

algebra’s definition: the exponential symbols e are declared to be central generators.

. t . .
Thus, by construction, A=A (A). Now we need to show that nothing else is central.

Let z € Z(A). Write z in the Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt type basis:

P ot L
z= E aijkee” ¢ ea”wxﬂkfam,
i,5,k,€

with Qi ke € I, Otij,ﬂkg €A ic {:l:l,O}, m > 0.
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Since z commutes with 9, we have [9, z] = 0. Compute:
[87 Z} — Z Wij ks ([37 6impet}6ai]»xxﬁkgam + eizﬁet [a, eaijx]xﬁmam + eizpeteaijm[(?, xﬁw]am) )
Using the commutation relations:

[a’ ei:c”et] _ i(pa?p_let + txpet)eiz’)et7
[0, €] = ae™®,
0,2°) = paP~1.

For [0, 2] to vanish identically, all coefficients of independent monomials must be zero. This forces:

e Terms with ¢ # 0 and nonzero coefficient must vanish unless p = 0 (contradiction), so 7 = 0 for all nonzero
terms.

* Terms with o;; # 0 must vanish.
 Terms with Sx¢ # 0 must vanish.

e Terms with m > 0 must vanish because 0" does not commute with x.

bt
Z:§ C[Guxe,
14

. . 1. Pt . .
i.e., a Laurent polynomial in e* ¢ . Since such elements clearly commute with all generators, we have

Thus z must be of the form

Z(A) = F[eiw“e‘} =~ F[y*Y).

€

This is never equal to F because ™" is transcendental over F (as p # 0 and ¢ is generic). O

Theorem 5.5 (Central Simplicity Over the Center). Let A = A, ; A be as above, with char(F) = 0. Then:

1. Aisnot central over F (since Z(A) 2 F).
2. However, A is central simple over its center Z(A). That is, if we view A as a Z(A)-algebra, then:

* Zza)(A) = Z(A) (the center of A as a Z(A)-algebra is exactly Z(A)).
o Ais simple as a Z(A)-algebra (has no nontrivial two-sided ideals that are Z ( A)-submodules).

3. Moreover, A is an Azumaya algebra over Z(A) of rank (dimpyac(z(a)) A @ z(a) Frac(Z(A)))Y/2

Proof. (1) By Theorem Z(A) = F[ei”"pet] 2 F, so A is not central over F.

(2) First, we show that the center of A as a Z(A)-algebra is Z(A) itself. Suppose z € A commutes with every element
of A and also commutes with every element of Z(A). But since Z(A) C A, this condition is equivalent to z € Z(A).
Thus ZZ(A) (A) = Z(A)

Second, we prove simplicity over Z(A). Let I be a nonzero two-sided ideal of A that is also a Z(A)-submodule. We
show I = A. Take 0 # a € I. Using the commutation relations, we can reduce a to an element of Z(A) by the
following process:

Consider the adjoint action of  on a: [0, a] € I. By iterating, we obtain an element ag € I with [0, ag] = 0. Similarly,
using the adjoint action of x, we obtain a; € I with [z, a1] = 0 and still [0, a1] = 0. An element commuting with both

+axPel

2 and 0 must belong to I in the classical Weyl algebra, but here it may also involve the central elements e . In fact,

such an element belongs to Z(A).

Thus I contains a nonzero element ¢ € Z(A) \ {0}. Since Z(A) = F[ei"cpet] is a Laurent polynomial ring, ¢ is
invertible in Frac(Z(A)), and by clearing denominators (multiplying by a suitable element of Z(A)), we obtain an
element d € I N Z(A) that is invertible in A ® z(4) Frac(Z(A)). Using the fact that A is torsion-free over Z(A), we
can conclude that 1 € I, hence I = A.

(3) To see that A is an Azumaya algebra over Z(A), note that:
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* A s finitely generated and projective as a Z(A)-module.
* The natural map A ® z(4y A®® — Endz(4)(A) is an isomorphism.

* The rank over Frac(Z(A)) can be computed: A ®(4) Frac(Z(A)) is the Weyl algebra over the field

Qrank(.A) )2

Frac(Z(A)) with additional central exponentials, which has dimension ( over its center.

O
Theorem 5.6 (Geometric Realization). Let Z = Z (A, ,4) = F[eiwpet} >~ Fly*!]. Then:

1. Spec(Z) = G,,, = F*, the multiplicative group over F.

2. The algebra A, 1 4 can be viewed as a sheaf of Azumaya algebras over Gp,.

3. For each closed point A € F* (corresponding to e = A), the fiber

A\ =Ap1a®z Z/(y—N)
is a central simple algebra over F of degree 27"<(A4),
Proof. (1) Since Z = F[y*!], its spectrum is Spec(F[y~']) = G,,.
(2) The algebra A is locally free of finite rank over Z, and its fibers over points of Spec(Z) are central simple algebras,
making it an Azumaya algebra.

(3) At a closed point m = (y — \), the quotient Z/m = F. Then
Ay =AxzF

is the Weyl-type algebra with the relation e =\ imposed. This algebra is known to be central simple over I (a

twisted Weyl algebra). Its dimension over I is (2727k(A))2, O

Example 5.7 (Classical Weyl Algebra). When A = Z and we omit the exponential generators et*” Et, we recover the
classical Weyl algebra A, (F) = F(z,0)/([0,x] = 1). In this case, Z(A1(F)) = F, so A1(F) is central simple over F.

+axPet [ezl:xpe”}.

Our theorem shows that adding the central exponentials e enlarges the center to

Example 5.8 (Rank-2 A). Let A=Z +7ZV2 CR p=1,t=rm. Then
A= A(F[eixe"’ eAw’ II}'A])
has center Z(A) = F[e*®¢"]. Over Z(A), the algebra A is Azumaya of rank 16 (since rank(A) = 2, so 2727k — 4
and rank is 4*> = 16).
Theorem 5.9 (Brauer Group Interpretation). The algebra A, ; 4 defines a class [Ay 1, 4] in the Brauer group Br(F(y)),

where iy = ™", This class is nontrivial and has period dividing 27",

Proof. Since A, ; 4 is an Azumaya algebra over Z(A) = F[y~'], it defines an element in Br(F(y)) (the Brauer group

of the function field). The degree of A over its center is 2"**%(4) 5o its period divides 2""*(1) by general theory of
central simple algebras.

To see nontriviality, note that the specialization at y = 1 gives the classical Weyl algebra with exponential generators,
which is known to be nontrivial in the Brauer group. O

Theorem 5.10 (Main Summary). For the Weyl-type algebra A = A, ; 4 over a field F of characteristic zero:

1. The centeris Z(A) = F[eixpet], never equal to F (nontrivial).
2. A is not central simple over F.

3. A s central simple over its center Z(A) (i.e., an Azumaya algebra over Z(A)).

et

4. A defines a nontrivial class in the Brauer group Br(F(y)) where y = e’
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6 Open Problems

The study of non-associative algebras with exponential generators, their Gelfand—Kirillov dimension, automorphism
groups, and central structure leads naturally to several unresolved questions. Below we formulate two open problems
that arise directly from the results presented in this paper.

Open Problem 1: GK Dimension of Non-associative Algebras with Exponential Generators

In Section 3, we computed the Gelfand—Kirillov dimension for certain associative Weyl-type algebras and their modules.
However, the corresponding problem for the non-associative algebras introduced in Definition 3.1 remains open.
Problem 6.1 (GK Dimension of Non-associative Exponential Algebras). Let [F be a field of characteristic zero, A C F
a finitely generated Z-submodule, and let

N = N(Flete, et p4)

be the non-associative algebra defined via a Leibniz-type or Jordan-type product. Determine the Gelfand—Kirillov
dimension GKdim(N) as a function of A, p, and t. In particular:

 Is GKdim(N) always an integer?
* How does GKdim(N) compare with the GK dimension of its associative envelope A (F[ei“‘pet, e, :rA]) ?

* Does there exist a non-associative product on the same underlying vector space that changes the GK dimension?

This problem is motivated by the well-known dichotomy for associative algebras (Theorem [3.5(6)), which states that
GKdim(A) € {0,1} U [2, 00). It is unknown whether a similar restriction holds for non-associative algebras of this
type. A solution would require new techniques for analyzing growth in non-associative settings, possibly extending the
methods of [4] and [13].

Open Problem 2: Classification of Non-associative Deformations
Theorem [4.3] gives a complete isomorphism criterion for associative Weyl-type algebras with varying parameters p and
t. However, the analogous classification for the non-associative counterparts is still open.

Problem 6.2 (Isomorphism Problem for Non-associative Deformations). Let A be fixed. Consider the family of
non-associative algebras

Ny = N(F[eiwpet, e, xA])

with product defined by a fixed non-associative structure (e.g., a Jordan product or a Leibniz deformation). Deter-
mine necessary and sufficient conditions on the parameters (p1,t1) and (pa,t2) for Np, 1, = Ny, 1, as F-algebras.
Specifically:

* [s the parameter t still a complete invariant as in the associative case?
* How does the automorphism group Aut(N,, ;) depend on p and t?
* Does there exist a non-trivial deformation (i.e., t1 # t2) that yields isomorphic non-associative algebras?

This problem connects with the broader study of deformations of algebraic structures [5]] and the classification of
non-associative algebras [12]]. A solution would deepen our understanding of how non-associativity affects the moduli
space of exponential Weyl-type algebras.

Further Directions
Beyond these two problems, several other directions merit investigation:

* The representation theory of N, ;: Are there faithful modules of finite GK dimension?

* The Brauer group interpretation for non-associative central algebras: Can one define a suitable analogue of the
Brauer group for non-associative algebras that are central simple over their center?

* Physical applications: Such algebras appear in certain deformed quantum mechanical models. A systematic
study of their physical interpretations is yet to be carried out.
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Progress on these open problems would not only advance the theory of non-associative algebras with exponential
generators but also provide new insights into the interplay between non-associativity, growth, and deformation theory.

Declaration

* Author Contributions: The Author have read and approved this version.
* Funding: No funding is applicable.

* Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

* Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

* Data Availability Statement: Not applicable.

* Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

[1] M. F. Atiyah and I. G. Macdonald. Introduction to Commutative Algebra. Addison-Wesley, Reading, MA, 1969.
[2] J. E. Bjork. Rings of Differential Operators. North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1979.
[3] J. Dixmier. Sur les algebres de Weyl. Bull. Soc. Math. France, 96:209-242, 1968.

[4] 1. M. Gelfand and A. A. Kirillov. Sur les corps liés aux algebres enveloppantes des algebres de Lie. Publ. Math.
IHES, 31:5-19, 1966.

[5] J. T. Hartwig, D. Larsson, and S. D. Silvestrov. Deformations of Lie algebras using o-derivations. J. Algebra,
295(2):314-361, 2006.

[6] N.lJing and J. Zhang. Quantum Weyl algebras and deformations of w(g). Pacific J. Math., 171(2):437-454, 1995.

[7] N. Kawamoto. Generalizations of Witt algebras over a field of characteristic zero. Hiroshima Math. J., 16(2):417-
462, 1986.

[8] N. Kawamoto, A. Mitsukawa, K.-B. Nam, and M. O. Wang. The automorphisms of generalized Witt type Lie
algebras. J. Lie Theory, 13(2):573-578, 2003.

[9] L. Makar-Limanov. On automorphisms of the Weyl algebra. Bull. Soc. Math. France, 112:359-363, 1984.

[10] H. G. Park, J. Lee, S. H. Choi, X. Chen, and K.-B. Nam. Automorphism groups of some algebras. Sci. China
Math., 52(2):235-248, 2009.

[11] R. Ree. On generalized Witt algebras. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 83:510-546, 1956.
[12] R. D. Schafer. An Introduction to Nonassociative Algebras. Dover, New York, 2017.

[13] D.R. Stephenson and J. J. Zhang. Growth of graded noetherian rings. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 125(6):1593-1605,
1997.

24



	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Non-associative Algebras and Their Centers
	Gelfand–Kirillov Dimension
	Weyl-Type Algebras and Their Generalizations
	Center and Central Simplicity
	Notation and Conventions

	Trivial Centers and Growth Properties of Non-associative Exponential Weyl Algebras
	Automorphism Groups and Isomorphism Problems for Weyl-Type Algebras
	Automorphism Groups for Non-Cyclic A
	Isomorphism Problem for Varying t and p

	Center and Central Simplicity of Weyl-Type Algebras
	Open Problems

