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Abstract

The authors of this article intend to present some results obtained in
the study of biderivations of complete Lie algebras. Firstly they present
a matricial approach to do this, which was a useful and explanatory tool
not only in the study of biderivations but also in the synthesis of these
results. Then they study all biderivations of a Lie algebra L with Z(L) = 0
and Der(L) = ad(L), called complete. Moreover, as an application of the
previous result, they describe all biderivations of a semisimple Lie algebra
(that are complete), extending a result obtained by X. Tang in ([20]) that
describes all biderivations of a complex simple Lie algebra. And thirdly,
results on symmetric and skew-symmetric biderivations are also presented.

Introduction

The first notion of biderivation dates back to 1980 when Gy. Maksa studied in [18] symmetric
biadditive maps with non negative diagonalization in a different context from our (Hilbert
spaces), that have been revealed to be biderivations. From the 1980s the study of biderivations
on rings and algebras has had a great increase [21]. Moreover, as can be seen from the
contributions already mentioned and those to be mentioned below, biderivations and their
applications has always been linked to commuting, centralizing and relating mappings. The
definition of biderivation for a Lie algebra was given in 2011 by D. Wang, X. Yu and Z.
Chen in [23]. A considerable number of articles appeared in the literature since then, where
biderivations of Lie algebras have been studied (see [22], [14], [11], [8],[9], [10] to name a few).
In this paper we prove some results related to biderivations of Lie algebras in terms of matrices
associated to these particular bilinear maps. This approach offers an opportunity to deepen
certain aspects of this topic and use linear algebraic tools to study and expose the results
obtained.
In the first section the reader will find some basic definitions, the definition of biderivation
(in a wider context than Lie algebras) and a collection of some results about them. In the
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next section, we will introduce the matrix approach we will use to study biderivations on Lie
algebras. In section 3 we will prove the main result of the paper which describe all biderivations
of complete Lie algebras (in particular, if L is semisimple). It also extends a well known result
on simple Lie algebra obtained by X. Tang in 2018 ([20]). In conclusion, in the last section,
we will show some results about symmetric and skew-symmetric biderivations.

1 Preliminaries

Let A be an associative algebra over the commutative ring R. A derivation d : A → A is a
linear map that satisfies the Leibniz identity

d(xy) = d(x)y + xd(y),

for every x, y ∈ A. A similar definition can be given for a Lie algebra. Denote by L a Lie
algebra over a field F. An example of derivation on L is the linear map adx : L → L, with
x ∈ L, that maps every y ∈ L in [x, y]. These derivations are called inner. In order to
generalize the definition of derivation on Lie algebras, some researchers gave the definitions
of generalized derivation, quasiderivation, near derivation, etc. and a lot of them studied this
maps in several different cases (see for example [17] and [5]). Another way to generalize the
definition of derivation is to considerate bilinear map instead of a linear map and require that
this bilinear map is a derivation in each of its arguments. More precisely, refering to the
article [3] of M. Brešar, W. Martindale and C. Miers, a bilinear map f : A×A → A is called
a biderivation of A if

f(xy, z) = xf(y, z) + f(x, z)y

f(x, yz) = f(x, y)z + yf(x, z),

for all x, y, z ∈ A. Suppose now that A is a noncommutative algebra and let [x, y] = xy − yx

be the Lie product of the elements x, y ∈ A. Then, for all x, y ∈ A and λ ∈ Z(A) (the center
of A), the map

f(x, y) = λ [x, y]

is the main example of biderivation on A. The biderivations of this form are called inner
biderivations. In [6] it was proved that all biderivations on noncommutative prime rings of this
type. D. Benkonvič in [2] proved furthermore that, under certain condition, all biderivations
on triangular algebra is a sum of an extremal and an inner biderivation. This result extends
that obtained by J. Zhang et al. in [24], which stated that biderivations of nest algebras are
usually inner (they showed by some examples that, in some spacial cases, there exist non-inner
biderivations). Biderivations have many applications to other field (see [4] for more details).
Motivating by this D. Wang, X. Zu and Z. Chen gave in [23] the definition of biderivation on
Lie algebras to study these latter on parabolic subalgebras of Lie algebras.

Definition 1.1. [23] Let L be a Lie algebra over a field F. A bilinear map B : L× L → L is
called biderivation if it satisfies

B([x, y] , z) = [x,B(y, z)] + [B(x, z), y] (1)

B(x, [y, z]) = [B(x, y), z] + [y, B(x, z)] , (2)

for all x, y, z ∈ L.

An equivalent way to define a biderivation of a Lie algebra it is the following. We note
the same could be done for other algebraic structures.

Definition 1.2. Let L be a Lie algebra over a field F. A bilinear map B : L×L→ L is called
biderivation if the maps B(x,−) and B(−, y) are derivations of L, for all x, y ∈ L.
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2 A matricial approach for the study of bideriva-

tions of Lie algebras

To make the calculations more clear we use the following matricial approach. Let L be a
Lie algebra of dimension n over a field F and let {e1, . . . , en} be a basis of L. Consider
now the vector space product Mn(F)n of the n-tuple of matrices in Mn(F). A biderivation
B : L× L → L can be thought as an element of Mn(F)n. In general, a biderivation B can be
written as

B(x, y) = β1(x, y)e1 + · · ·+ βn(x, y)en,

where β1, . . . , βn : L × L → F are bilinear forms. Let Bi be the matrix associated with the
bilinear form βi, for every i = 1, . . . , n. We denote with BiDer(L) the set of all biderivations
of the Lie algebra L. Now we are ready to define the following map

F : BiDer(L) → Mn(F)
n

B 7→ (B1, . . . , Bn) .

We denote with bkij the (i, j)-th entry of the matrix Bk, i.e. the scalar βk(ei, ej), with i, j, k =
1, . . . , n.
Let U, V and W be vector spaces over F and let B(U, V ;W ) be the set of all bilinear maps
from U × V to W . By definition, we have that BiDer(L) is a subset of B(L, L;L). Now, since
B(U, V ;W ) is a vector space (see Chapter 5 in [19]), it is natural wonder whether BiDer(L) is
a subspace of B(L,L;L) or whether it is just a subset.

Proposition 2.1. Let L be a Lie algebra over a field F. The set BiDer(L) is a subspace of
B(L,L;L).

Proof. We want to show that BiDer(L) is a subspace of B(L, L;L), so we show that, for all
B1, B2, B ∈ BiDer(L) and λ ∈ F, B1 + B2 and λB belongs to BiDer(L). In particular, since
the biderivations are bilinear maps, B1 +B2 and λB are bilinear maps, for every B1, B2, B ∈
BiDer(L) and λ ∈ F. To prove that B1 + B2 is a biderivation we have to show that B1 + B2

satisfies (1) and (2). The same applies to λB. Therefore

(B1 +B2)([x, y] , z) = B1([x, y] , z) + B2([x, y] , z) =

= [x,B1(y, z)] + [B1(x, z), y] + [x,B2(y, z)] + [B2(x, z), y] =

= [x,B1(y, z) + B2(y, z)] + [B1(x, z) + B2(x, z), y] =

= [x, (B1 + B2)(y, z)] + [(B1 +B2)(x, z), y] ,

for all B1, B2 BiDer(L) and x, y, z ∈ L;

(λB)([x, y] , z) = λB([x, y] , z) = λ ([x,B(y, z)] + [B(x, z), y]) =

= λ [x,B(y, z)] + λ [B(x, z), y] =

= [x, (λB)(y, z)] + [(λB)(x, z), y] ,

for all λ ∈ F and B ∈ BiDer(L). In a similar manner we could show that B1 + B2 and λB

satisfy the condition (2).

Proposition 2.2. The map

F : BiDer(L) → Mn(F)
n

B 7→ (B1, . . . , Bn) .

is a monomorphism of vector spaces.

Proof. The map F is linear since the biderivations are bilinear maps. Furthermore F (B) =
(0, 0, . . . , 0) if and only if B = 0, since B1 = B2 = · · · = Bn = 0n ∈ Mn(F).

In the following proposition we will rewrite the the conditions (1) and (2) in terms of
bilinear forms associated with a biderivation of a Lie algebras and its structure constants.
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Proposition 2.3. Let L be a Lie algebra over a field F and {e1, . . . , en} a basis of L. Let
{

ckij

}

be the structure constants of L, that is, [e,ej ] =
∑n

k=1 c
k
ijek for every i, j, k = 1, . . . , n.

Then B : L× L → L is a biderivation of L if and only if

n
∑

t=1

ctjkb
r
it =

n
∑

t=1

(

crtkb
t
ij + crjtb

t
ik

)

and
n
∑

t=1

ctijb
r
tk =

n
∑

t=1

(

crtjb
t
ik + crjtb

t
jk

)

,

for every i, j, k, r = 1, . . . , n.

Proof. From (1) we have

B([ei, ej ] , ek) = [B(ei, ek), ej ] + [ei, B(ej , ek)] ,

for every i, k, k = 1, . . . , n. Then

B([ei, ej ] , ek) = B(
n
∑

t=1

ctijet, ek) =
n
∑

t=1

ctijB(et, ek) =
n
∑

r=1

n
∑

t=1

ctijb
r
tker;

on the other hand,

[B(ei, ek), ej ] + [ei, B(ej , ek)] =

= [
n
∑

t=1

btiket, ej ] + [ei,
n
∑

t=1

btjket] =
n
∑

t=1

btik [et, ej ] +
n
∑

t=1

btjk [ei, et] =

=
n
∑

r=1

n
∑

t=1

crtjb
t
iker +

n
∑

r=1

n
∑

t=1

critb
t
jker =

n
∑

r=1

(
n
∑

t=1

crtjb
t
ik + critb

t
jk)er.

Since {ei, . . . , en} is a basis of L, by comparing both equations we obtain the first equation.
With similar computations we obtain the second equation.

In light of this result one can asks if, in matricial terms, a relation between biderivations
and derivations exists and, if so, what kind of relation there is. The next result proves that
there is an affirmative answer in this sense and, besides, describes this relation. Bur first we
introduce some notations. Let (B1, . . . , Bn) the n-tuple of matrices associated to a biderivation

B of a n-dimensional Lie algebra L respect to a fixed basis. We denote with (Bi)
k the k-th

row of the matrix Bi and with (Bi)j the j-th column of (Bi), for all i = 1, . . . , n.

Proposition 2.4. Let B : L × L → L be a bilinear map of a n- dimensional Lie algebra L

and let B1, . . . , Bn ∈ Mn(F) the matrices associated to B. B is a biderivation L if and only
if, for every i = 1, . . . , n,











(B1)
i

(B2)
i

...

(Bn)
i











and
(

(B1)i (B2)i · · · (Bn)i
)

are matrices associated to two derivations of L.

Proof. The "if" directions follows directly by the definition of derivation. The other direction
is not trivial. Let δx := B(x,−) be the linear function that maps every y ∈ L in B(x, y),
for every x ∈ L. Since B is a biderivation, δx is a derivation of L for every x ∈ L. Let
B = {e1, . . . , en} be a basis of L. Thus, for every ei ∈ {e1, . . . , en}, we have

δej (ei) = B(ej , ei) = β1(ej , ei)e1 + · · ·+ βn(ej , ei)en =

= b1jie1 + · · ·+ bnjien,
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where β1, . . . , βn are the bilinear forms associated to the biderivation B respect to the basis
B. The matrix associated to the derivation δej is











b1ji b1j2 · · · b1jn
b2ji b2j2 · · · b2jn
...

...
. . .

...

bnji bnj2 · · · bnjn











.

It is clear that the i-th row of the matrix above is the j-th row of Bi, the i-th matrix associated
to the biderivation B. If we define the linear function δx := B(−, x), the same arguments may
be used to prove that the i-th row of the matrix associated to the derivation δej is the j-th
column of the matrix Bi.

Remind that the set BiDer(L) is a vector space, as we have seen before. In addition, every
biderivation B has an image in Mn(F)n via the linear map ϕ. It is clear that not all n-tuple
of matrices in Mn(F) correspond to a biderivation of L. For example:

Example 2.4.1. Let L = L2,2 = 〈e1, e2〉F be a Lie algebra of dimension 2 over F such that
[e1, e2] = e1. The pair of matrices

((

0 0
0 1

)

,

(

1 0
0 0

))

is not image of a biderivation B because B(e1, e1) = e2, B(e2, e2) = e1 and

B([e1, e2] e1) = B(e1, e1) = e2

[e1, B(e2, e1)] + [B(e1, e1), e2] = [e1, 0] + [e2, e2] = 0.

This is just an example of how hard could be to define a Lie bracket on BiDer(L) such
that ϕ is a Lie monomorphism. The Lie bracket of Mn(F) is not closed in general, in fact. In
the next proposition we show how a Lie bracket could be defined on the set of biderivations.

Proposition 2.5. If F (BiDer(L)) ≤ Mn(F)n is a Lie subalgebra, then {BiDer(L), {−,−}} is
a Lie algebra, where

{−,−} = F−1 ◦ [−,−]Mn(F)n .

Proof. Since J := F (BiDer(L)) is a Lie subalgebra of Mn(F)n, then J is closed under the Lie
bracket. In addition, F : BiDer → J is a linear isomorphism. Thus, for every A,B ∈ BiDer(L),
we have

{A,B} = F−1([A,B]) = F−1
(

[A1, B1]Mn(F) , . . . , [An, Bn]Mn(F)

)

.

Since [−,−]Mn(F)n is a Lie bracket and F−1 is a linear isomorphism, the bilinear map {−,−}

defined above is a Lie bracket on BiDer(L).

We would to conclude this first section with a couple of result regarding biderivations
on two-step nilpotent Lie algebras. Remind that the lower central series defined recursively
as the series L1 = L′ and Lk =

[

L,Lk−1
]

, for k ≥ 2. L is nilpotent if exists k ≥ 1 such

that Lk−1 6= 0 and Lk = 0. A Lie algebra L is two-step nilpotent if k = 2. For such Lie
algebras the ideal commutator ideal L′ is contained in the center of L. On the other hand,
the condition L′ ⊆ Z(L) implies that L is a two-step nilpotent Lie algebra.

Proposition 2.6. Let L be a two-step nilpotent Lie algebra over a field F and B a biderivation
of L. Then, for every x ∈ L and z ∈ L′, B(x, z), B(z, x) ∈ L′ ⊆ Z(L).

Proof. Let {e1, . . . , en, } be a basis of L. For every z ∈ L′, z =
∑n

i,j=1 αij [ei, ej ] for some
αij ∈ F. Thus we have

B(x, z) = B



x,

n
∑

i,j=1,i<j

αij [ei, ej ]



 =

=
n
∑

i,j=1

αijB(x, [ei, ej ]) =
n
∑

i,j=1

αij([B(x, ei), ej ] + [ei, B(x, ej)]) ∈ L′.
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With similar computations we obtain B(z, x) and these results prove the statement.

Corollary 2.7. Let L be a two-step nilpotent Lie algebra and B a biderivation of L. Then,
for every z, z′ ∈ L′, B(z, z′) = 0.

3 Biderivations of complete Lie algebras

X. Tang in [20] proved that all biderivations of a complex simple Lie algebra are inner. We
will extend this result. We begin this section with a result that makes it easier the study of
biderivations of complete Lie algebras (in particular, if the Lie algebra is semisimple).
In 1962 N. Jacobson gave in [16] the definition of complete Lie algebra, that is a Lie algebra
L with Z(L) = 0 and Der(L) = ad(L). The next result makes easier the study of biderivations
of this class of Lie algebras.

Proposition 3.1. Let L be a complete Lie algebra over a field F. B is a biderivation of L if
and only if exist two linear maps ϕ,ψ ∈ End(L) such that, for every x, y ∈ L,

B(x, y) = [ϕ(x), y] = [x, ψ(y)] .

Proof. The "if" direction is trivial to prove. To prove the other direction we recall that,
by Definition 1.2, B(x,−) and B(−, x) are derivations of L, for every x ∈ L. Since L is
complete, all derivations of L are inner. Thus, for every x ∈ L, there exist u, v ∈ L such
that B(x,−) = adu(−) = [u,−] and B(−, x) = adv(−) = [v,−]. So we can define two maps
ϕ,ψ : L → L in the following way

ϕ : x 7→ u and ψ : x 7→ −v.

Now we have to prove that ϕ and ψ are linear. By definition of ϕ we have

ϕ(x+ y)(t) = adϕ(x+y)(t) = [ϕ(x+ y), t] ,

for every t ∈ L. Moreover,

ϕ(x)(t) + ϕ(y)(t) = adϕ(x)(t) + adϕ(y)(t) = [ϕ(x), t] + [ϕ(y), t] = [ϕ(x) + ϕ(y), t] .

Since B is a bilinear map, for every t ∈ L we have [ϕ(x+ y), t] = [ϕ(x) + ϕ(y), t] and this
implies that ϕ(x + y) − ϕ(x) − ϕ(y) ∈ Z(L). The center of L is zero because L is complete,
then ϕ(x + y) = ϕ(x) + ϕ(y) for all x, y ∈ L. By similar computations we can affirm that ψ
is also linear. To conclude the proof we observe that [ϕ(x), y] and [x, ψ(y)] are biderivations
of L because the Lie bracket is skew-symmetric and verifies the Jacoby identity.

With the same assumptions made in the last proposition we prove the following result.

Lemma 3.2. If B(x, y) = [ϕ(x), y] = [x, ψ(y)] is a biderivation of L and ϕ = λ idL for some
λ ∈ F, then ϕ = ψ.

Proof. For any x, y ∈ L we have

B(x, y) = [ϕ(x), y] = [λx, y] = λ [x, y] .

On the other hand B(x, y) = [x, ψ(y)], then [x, λy − ψ(y)] = 0, for all x, y ∈ L. This implies
that λy − ψ(y) belongs to the center of L, that is trivial because L is complete and this
conlcude the proof.

It is well known that all derivations of a simple Lie algebra are inner (see [13]) and
this happens also for semisimple Lie algebras (see [15]). Biderivations of complex simple Lie
algebras are studied by X. Tang in [20] where he proved the following result.

Theorem 3.3. [20] Suppose that L is a finite-dimensional complex simple Lie algebra. Then
B is a biderivation of L if and only if it is inner, i.e. there is a complex number λ such that

B(x, y) = λ [x, y] , ∀x, y ∈ L.

6



One can asks if something like that happens to semisimple Lie algebras and the answer
is affirmative. We would to remind that every semisimple Lie algebra has trivial center and
all derivations on it are inner. Thus every semisimple Lie algebra is complete. While it is
straightforward to demonstrate that all semisimple Lie algebras are complete, proving that
the converse (that all complete Lie algebras are semisimple) is false, is not as obvious. E.
Angelopoulos constructed in [1] a class of sympathetic Lie algebras, i.e. complete Lie algebras
with [L,L] = L, which are not semisimple. Notably, there exists a counter-example within
this class of minimal dimension, namely a Lie algebra of dimension 35, whose Levi subalgebra
is isomorphic to sl(2). Now we are ready to prove the main result of this section. From now
on we indicate with P ′ the transpose matrix of a matrix P .

Theorem 3.4. Let L = L1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Lt be an n-dimensional complex semisimple Lie algebra,
where Li is a complex simple Lie algebra with dimC Li = ni for every i = 1, . . . , t and
n1 + · · · + nt = n. A bilinear map B : L × L → L is a biderivation of L if and only if exist
λ1, . . . , λt ∈ C such that

B(x1 + · · ·+ xt, y1 + · · ·+ yt) = λ1 [x1, y1] + · · ·+ λt [xt, yt] ,

with xi, yi ∈ Li, i = 1, . . . , t.

Proof. For every i = 1, . . . , t let Bi =
{

ei1 , . . . , eini

}

be a basis of Li and let
{

(ci)klm
}

l,m,k=1,...,ni
be the structure constants of Li, i.e.

[

eil , eim
]

=
∑ni

k=1(ci)
k
lm
eik for

every eil , eim ∈ Bi. Then the structure matrices of Li forms an ni-tupla of ni × ni matri-

ces and let this tupla be
(

Ci1 . . . , Cini

)

, where Cij = (ci)
j
lm

with j = 1, . . . , ni. Thus the

structures matrices of L are γij , with i = 1, . . . , t and, for any i, j = 1, . . . , ni, where

γij =



















0 0 · · · · · · 0
. . .

... Cij

...

. . .

0 · · · · · · 0 0



















is the diagonal block matrix where the i-th diagonal block is the matrix Cij ∈ Mni
(C). By

Proposition 3.1 there exist ϕ, ψ ∈ End(L) such that

B(x, y) = [ϕ(x), y] = [x, ψ(y)] (3)

for every x, y ∈ L. Thus there exist two matrices P,Q ∈ Mn(C) associated with, respectively,
ϕ and ψ respect to the basis B = B1 ∪ · · · ∪ Bt of L. With this assumptions Equations
(3) hold if and only if P ′γij = γijQ, for any i = 1, . . . , t and j = 1, . . . , ni. The matrices
P = (Pij)i,j=1,...,t e Q = (Qij)i,j=1,...,t are block matrices, where Pij , Qij ∈ Mni×nj

(C).
The condition P ′γij = γijQ implies that P ′

ik
Cij = 0 = CijQik, for every k ∈ {1, . . . , t} \ {i},

because

P ′γij =











0 · · · 0 P ′

i1Cij 0 · · · 0

0 · · · 0 P ′

i2Cij 0 · · · 0
...

. . .
...

...
...

. . . 0
0 · · · 0 P ′

itCij 0 · · · 0











and

γijQ =

























0 0 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...

0 0 · · · 0
CijQi1 CijQi2 · · · CijQit

0 0 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...

0 0 · · · 0

























.
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Then, for every x ∈ Lk, y ∈ Li, we have

x′P ′

ikCij y = 0 ⇒ (Pikx)
′Cij y = 0, ∀j = 1, . . . , ni ⇒

⇒
(

(Pikx)
′Ci1y, . . . , (Pikx)

′Cini
y
)

= (0, . . . , 0) ∼= 0Li
.

The matrix Pik ∈ Mni×nk
(C) is the matrix associated to a linear map f : Lk → Li respect

to the basis Bk of Lk and Bi of Li. Thus [f(x), y]Li
= 0Li

, i.e. f(x) ∈ Z(Li). The centers

Z(Li) =
{

0Li

}

since Li is a simple Lie algebra, for every i = 1, . . . , t, and then Pik = 0 ∈
Mni×nk

(C). By similar computation we obtain Qik = 0 ∈ Mni×nk
(C). Then P and Q are

respectively the diagonal block matrices










P11 0 · · · 0
0 P22 0
...

. . .
...

0 0 · · · Ptt











and











Q11 0 · · · 0
0 Q22 0
...

. . .
...

0 0 · · · Qtt











.

The linear maps ϕi and ψi, whose associated matrices are respectively Pii and Qii respect to
the basis Bi of Li, map every element xi ∈ Li in Li, for any i = 1, . . . , t. Finally, for every
x = x1 + · · ·+ xt, y = y1 + · · ·+ yt ∈ L = L1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Lt we have

B(x, y) = B(x1 + · · ·+ xt, y1 + · · ·+ yt) = [ϕ1(x1), y1]L1
+ · · ·+ [ϕt(xt), yt]Lt

=

= [x1, ψ1(y1)]L1
+ · · ·+ [xt, ψt(yt)]Lt

.

By Proposition 3.1 and since Li is a simple Lie algebra, exist λi, µi ∈ C such that
[ϕi(xi), yi]Li

= λi [xi, yi]Li
and [xi, ψi(yi)]Li

= µi [xi, yi]Li
, for every i = 1, . . . , t. We

can conclude the proof by Lemma 3.2 and say that λi = µi, for every i = 1, . . . , t.

In the last part of this section we want to show how to decompose the vector space
BiDer(L) in a direct sum of its subspaces, when L is a complete Lie algebra. In other words,
we will show that is always possible to decompose the vector space BiDer(L) of all biderivations
of L in a direct sum of two simplier vector spaces. The space BiDer(L) is isomorphic to the
vector space

{ϕ ∈ End(L) | ∃ψ ∈ End(L) such that [ϕ(x), y] = [x, ψ(y)] , ∀x, y ∈ L}

that is isomorphic to

V = {P ∈ Mn(C) | ∃Q ∈ Mn(C) such that PAi = AiQ,∀i = 1, . . . , n},

where dimC L = n and (A1, . . . , An) are the structure matrices of L.

Theorem 3.5. Let L be a complete Lie algebra over the complex field C, with dimC L = n,
(A1, . . . , An) the structure matrices of L respect to a fixed basis B of L and let V be the vector
space defined above. Then V = V + ⊕ V −, where

V + =
{

P ∈ Mn(C) | (PAi)
′ = (PAi)

}

V − =
{

P ∈ Mn(C) | (PAi)
′ = −(PAi)

}

Proof. Remind that all matrices Ai are skew-symmetric. Then V + ⊕ V − ⊆ V because, for
all P+ ∈ V +, P− ∈ V − and Ai ∈ {A1, . . . , An}, we have

P+Ai = (P+Ai)
′ = A′

iP
′

+ = −AiP
′

+ = Ai(−P
′

+),

and this proves that P+ ∈ V . On the other hand,

P−Ai = −(P−Ai)
′ = −A′

i(P−)′ = Ai(P
′

−
),

for every Ai ∈ {A1, . . . , An}, and this proves that P− ∈ V . Now, to prove that V ⊆ V +⊕V −

we consider P ∈ V and Q ∈ Mn (C) such that PAi = AiQ. Then we have
((

P +Q′
)

Ai

)

′
=

(

PAi +Q′Ai

)

′
=

(

AiQ +Q′Ai

)

′
=

= −Q′Ai −AiQ = −PAi −Q′Ai = −
(

P +Q′
)

Ai
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and
((

P −Q′
)

Ai

)

′
=

(

PAi −Q′Ai

)

′
=

(

AiQ −Q′Ai

)

′
=

= −Q′Ai +AiQ =
(

−Q′Ai + PAi

)

=
(

P −Q′
)

Ai,

for every Ai ∈ {A1, . . . , An}. Then we showed that P + Q′ ∈ V − and P − Q′ ∈ V +. Thus
the matrix P = 1

2
(P +Q′) + 1

2
(P − Q′) belongs to V + ⊕ V − and this proves the second

inclusion.

By Theorem 3.4 it follows that the matrix P associated to the endomorphism ϕ of the
semisimple Lie algebra L (that is equal to Q, the matrix associated to ψ) is direct sum of scalar
matrices λiIni

, for i = 1, . . . , t, then P is a scalar matrix and (PAi)′ = A′

iP
′ = −AiP

′ =
−AiP , for all structure matrices Ai ∈ {A1, . . . , An}. Thus the subspace V + is empty and if
L = L1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Lt, where Li is a complex simple Lie algebra with dimC Li = ni for every
i = 1, . . . , t and n1 + · · ·+ nt = n, V − is isomorphic to Ct. We summarize this facts in the
following proposition.

Proposition 3.6. Let L be a semisimple Lie algebra over the complex field C like above,
with dimC L = n, (A1, . . . , An) the structure matrices of L respect to a fixed basis B of L and
V = V + ⊕ V − the vector space defined in Theorem 3.5. Then BiDer(L) ∼= V − ∼= Ct.

4 Symmetric and skew-symmetric biderivations

of complete Lie algebras

There are several examples of papers in which biderivations (more precisely skew-symmetric
biderivations) are determined in terms of linear commuting maps (see [7],[11],[12],[14], [22]).
In this section we show how simply are symmetric and skew-symmetric biderivations of a
complete Lie algebra.
A biderivation B : L×L → L is called symmetric (resp. skew-symmetric) if B(x, y) = B(y, x)
(resp. B(x, y) = −B(y, x)), for all x, y ∈ L. If B is a symmetric biderivation the bilinear
forms β1, β2, . . . , βn associated with B are symmetric and then the matrices B1, B2, . . . , Bn

are symmetric. Obviously, the same reasoning applies to a skew-symmetric biderivation. It is
equivalent to say that ϕ maps symmetric (resp. skew-symmetric) biderivations into n−tuples
of symmetric (resp. skew-symmetric) matrices. In general, every biderivation B : L× L → L

of a Lie algebra L can be written as B = 1
2
B+ + 1

2
B−, where B+ and B− are respectively

the bilinear maps from L× L to L defined as

B+ : (x, y) 7→ B(x, y) + B(y, x) and B− : (x, y) 7→ B(x, y)− B(y, x),

for all x, y ∈ L. We note that, since BiDer(L) is a vector space, B+ and B− are biderivations
of L. With this assumptions we prove the following result.

Proposition 4.1. Let B be a biderivations of a complete Lie algebra L, with

B(x, y) = [ϕ(x), y] = [x, ψ(y)]

for some ϕ,ψ ∈ End(L) and for all x, y ∈ L.

• If B is symmetric, then ϕ = −ψ.

• If B is skew-symmetric, then ϕ = ψ.

Proof.

• Since B is a symmetric biderivation of L we have B(x, y) = B(y, x), for every x, y ∈
L. Then B(y, x) = [ϕ(y), x] and B(x, y) = [ϕ(x), y] = [x, ψ(y)]) = − [ψ(y), x]. By
comparing these two results we obtain [ϕ(y) + ψ(y), x] = 0 and this implies that ϕ(y)+
ψ(y) ∈ Z(L). The Lie algebra L is centerless because it is complete and this allows us
to conclude that ϕ = −ψ.
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• If we start from the equality B(y, x) = −B(x, y), with the same arguments and similar
computations we obtain ϕ = ψ.

We recall here that a linear map f : L→ L is called commuting if [x, f(x)] = 0, for every
x ∈ L. If the characteristic char(F) 6= 2, then a linear map f : L → L is commuting if and
only if [f(x), y] = [x, f(y)] for all x, y ∈ L. In a similar way f is called skew-commuting if and
only if [f(x), y] = − [x, f(y)] for all x, y ∈ L. To be more precise the definition of commuting
linear maps can be given for a wider class of algebraic structures, for example rings. After
these definitions and the last proposition, it is fairly straightforward to prove the following
results in which are described symmetric and skew-symmetric biderivations of a complete Lie
algebra L.

Corollary 4.2. Let L be a complete Lie algebra. B : L → L is a symmetric biderivation
of L if and only if there exists a unique skew-commuting linear map ϕ ∈ End(L) such that
B(x, y) = [ϕ(x), y], for any x, y ∈ L.

Corollary 4.3. Let L be a complete Lie algebra. B : L→ L is a skew-symmetric biderivation
of L if and only if there exists a unique commuting linear map ϕ ∈ End(L) such that B(x, y) =
[ϕ(x), y], for any x, y ∈ L.
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