arXiv:1907.07401v1 [math.RA] 17 Jul 2019

Lie-central derivations, Lie-centroids and Lie-stem Leibniz algebras

G. R. Biyogmam^1, J. M. Casas^2 and N. Pacheco Rego^3

1Department of Mathematics, Georgia College & State University Campus Box 17 Milledgeville, GA 31061-0490 E-mail address: guy.biyogmam@gcsu.edu

2Dpto. Matemática Aplicada I, Universidade de Vigo, E. E. Forestal Campus Universitario A Xunqueira, 36005 Pontevedra, Spain E-mail address: jmcasas@uvigo.es

3IPCA, Dpto. de Ciências, Campus do IPCA, Lugar do Aldão 4750-810 Vila Frescainha, S. Martinho, Barcelos, Portugal E-mail address: natarego@gmail.com

Abstract: In this paper, we introduce the notion Lie-derivation. This concept generalizes derivations for non-Lie Leibniz algebras. We study these Liederivations in the case where their image is contained in the Lie-center, call them Lie-central derivations. We provide a characterization of Lie-stem Leibniz algebras by their Lie-central derivations, and prove several properties of the Lie algebra of Lie-central derivations for Lie-nilpotent Leibniz algebras of class 2. We also introduce ID_∗-Lie-derivations. A ID_∗-Lie-derivation of a Leibniz algebra g is a Lie-derivation of g in which the image is contained in the second term of the lower Lie-central series of g, and that vanishes on Lie-central elements. We provide an upperbound for the dimension of the Lie algebra ID^{Lie}_∗ (g) of ID_∗-Lie-derivation of g, and prove that the sets ID^{Lie}_∗ (g) and ID^{Lie}_∗ (q) are isomorphic for any two Lie-isoclinic Leibniz algebras g and q.

2010 MSC: 17A32; 17A36; 17B40

Key words: Lie-derivation; Lie-center; Lie-stem Leibniz algebra; Lie-central derivation; Lie-centroid; almost inner Lie-derivation.

1 Introduction

Studies such as the work of Dixmier [13], Leger [16] and Tôgô [20, 21, 22, 23] about the structure of a Lie algebra L and its relationship with the properties of the Lie algebra of derivations of L have been conducted by several authors. A classical problem concerning the algebra of derivations consists to determine necessary and sufficient conditions under which subalgebras of the algebra of derivations coincide. For example, the coincidence of the subalgebra of central derivations with the algebra of derivations of a Lie algebra was studied in [21]. Also centroids play important roles in the study of extended affine Lie algebras [2], in the investigations of the Brauer groups and division algebras, in the classification of algebras or in the structure theory of algebras. Almost inner derivations arise in many contexts of algebra, number theory or geometry, for instance they play an important role in the study of isospectral deformations of compact solvmanifolds [15]; the paper [6] is dedicated to study almost inner derivations of Lie algebras.

Our aim in this paper is to conduct an analogue study by investigating various concepts of derivations on Leibniz algebras. Our study relies on the relative notions of these derivations; derivations relative to the Liezation functor (−)_{Lie} : Leib → Lie, which assigns to a Leibniz algebra g the Lie algebra g_{Lie} , where Leib denotes the category of Leibniz algebras and Lie denotes the category of Lie algebras.

The approached properties are closely related to the relative notions of central extension in a semi-abelian category with respect to a Birkhoff subcategory [11, 14]. A recent research line deals with the development of absolute properties of Leibniz algebras (absolute are the usual properties and it means relative to the abelianization functor) in the relative setting (with respect to the Liezation functor); in general, absolute properties have the corresponding relative ones, but not all absolute properties immediately hold in the relative case, so new requirements are needed as it can be seen in the following papers [3, 4, 5, 8, 10, 19].

In order to develop a systematic study of derivation in the relative setting, we organize the paper as follows: in Section 2, we provide some background on relative notions with respect to the Liezation functor. We define the sets of Lie-derivations Der^{Lie}(g) and central Lie-derivations Der^{Lie}_z (g) for a non-Lie Leibniz algebra g. It is worth mentioning that the absolute derivations are also Liederivations. In Section 3, we characterize Lie-stem Leibniz algebras using their Lie-central derivations. Using Lie-isoclinism, we prove several results on the Lie algebra of Lie-central derivations of Lie-nilpotent Leibniz algebras of class two. In concrete, we prove that Der^{Lie}_z (g) is abelian if and only if Z_{Lie}(g) = γ^{Lie}_2 (g), under the assumption that g is a finite-dimensional Lie-nilpotent Leibniz algebra of class 2. In Section 4, we define the Lie-centroid Γ^{Lie}(g) of g and prove several of its basic properties. In particular we study its relationship with the Lie-algebra Der^{Lie}_z (g). In Section 5, we study the set ID_∗(g) of ID_∗-Lie-derivations of a Leibniz algebra g and its subalgebra Der^{Lie}_c (g) of almost inner Lie-derivations of g. Similarly to the result of Tôgô [22] on derivations of Lie algebras, we provide necessary and sufficient conditions on a finite dimensional Leibniz algebra g for the subalgebras Der^{Lie}_z (g) and ID_∗(g) to be equal. We also prove that if two Leibniz algebras are Lie-isoclinic, then their sets of ID_∗-Lie-derivations are isomorphic. This isomorphism also holds for their sets of almost inner Lie-derivations. We establish several results on almost inner Lie-derivations, similar to the Lie algebra case [6]. Finally, we provide an upperbound of the dimension of ID_∗(g) by means of the dimension of [g, g]_{Lie}.

2 Preliminaries on Leibniz algebras

Let K be a fix ground field such that^1_2 ∈ K . Throughout the paper, all vector spaces and tensor products are considered over K .

A Leibniz algebra [17, 18] is a vector space g equipped with a bilinear map [−, −] : g ⊗ g → g, usually called the Leibniz bracket of g, satisfying the Leibniz identity: [x, [y, z]] = [[x, y], z] − [[x, z], y], x, y, z ∈ g. A subalgebra h of a Leibniz algebra g is said to be left (resp. right) ideal of g if [h, g] ∈ h (resp. [g, h] ∈ h), for all h ∈ h, g ∈ g. If h is both left and right ideal, then h is called two-sided ideal of g. In this case g/h naturally inherits a Leibniz algebra structure.

Given a Leibniz algebra g, we denote by g^{ann} the subspace of g spanned by all elements of the form [x, x], x ∈ g. It is clear that the quotient g_{Lie} = g/g^{ann} is a Lie algebra. This defines the so-called Liezation functor (−)_{Lie} : Leib → Lie, which assigns to a Leibniz algebra g the Lie algebra g_{Lie} . Moreover, the canonical epimorphism g ↠ g_{Lie} is universal among all homomorphisms from g to a Lie algebra, implying that the Liezation functor is left adjoint to the inclusion functor Lie → Leib.

Given a Leibniz algebra g, we define the bracket [−, −]_{lie} : g → g, by [x, y]_{lie} = [x, y] + [y, x], for x, y ∈ g. Let m, n be two-sided ideals of a Leibniz algebra g. The following notions come from [10], which were derived from [11].

The Lie-commutator of m and n is the two-sided ideal of g [m, n]_{Lie} = ⟨{[m, n]_{lie}, m ∈ m, n ∈ n}⟩. The Lie-center of the Leibniz algebra g is the two-sided ideal

Z_{Lie}(g) = {z ∈ g | [g, z]_{lie} = 0 for all g ∈ g}.

The Lie-centralizer of m and n over g is

C^{Lie}_g (m, n) = {g ∈ g | [g, m]_{lie} ∈ n, for all m ∈ m} .

Obviously, C^{Lie}_g (g, 0) = Z_{Lie}(g).

The right-center of a Leibniz algebra g is the two-sided ideal Z^r(g) = {x ∈ g | [y, x] = 0 for all y ∈ g}. The left-center of a Leibniz algebra g is the set Z^l(g) = {x ∈ g | [x, y] = 0 for all y ∈ g}, which might not even be a subalgebra. Z(g) = Z^l(g) ∩ Z^r(g) is called the center of g, which is a two-sided ideal of g.

Definition 2.1 [10] Let n be a two-sided ideal of a Leibniz algebra g. The lower Lie-central series of g relative to n is the sequence · · · ⊴ γ^{Lie}_i (g, n) ⊴ · · · ⊴ γ^{Lie}_2 (g, n) ⊴ γ^{Lie}_1 (g, n) of two-sided ideals of g defined inductively by γ^{Lie}_1 (g, n) = n and γ^{Lie}_i (g, n) = [γ^{Lie}_{i−1}(g, n), g]_{Lie}, i ≥ 2.

We use the notation γ^{Lie}_i (g) instead of γ^{Lie}_i (g, g), 1 ≤ i ≤ n. If φ : g → q is a homomorphism of Leibniz such that φ(m) ⊆ n, where m is a two-sided ideal of g and n a two-sided ideal of q, then φ(γ^{Lie}_i (g, m)) ⊆ γ^{Lie}_i (q, n), i ≥ 1.

Definition 2.2 The Leibniz algebra g is said to be Lie-nilpotent relative to n of class c if γ^{Lie}_{c+1}(g, n) = 0 and γ^{Lie}_c (g, n) ≠ 0.

Definition 2.3 [10] The upper Lie-central series of a Leibniz algebra g is the sequence of two-sided ideals, called i-Lie centers, i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , Z^{Lie}_0 (g) ⊴ Z^{Lie}_1 (g) ⊴ · · · ⊴ Z^{Lie}_i (g) ⊴ · · · defined inductively by Z^{Lie}_0 (g) = 0 and Z^{Lie}_i (g) = C^{Lie}_g (g, Z^{Lie}_{i−1}(g)), i ≥ 1.

Theorem 2.4 [10, Theorem 4] A Leibniz algebra g is Lie-nilpotent of class c if and only if Z^{Lie}_c (g) = g and Z^{Lie}_{c−1}(g) ≠ g.

Definition 2.5 [8, Definition 2.8] Let m be a subset of a Leibniz algebra g. The Lie-normalizer of m is the subset of g: N_g(m) = {g ∈ g | [g, m], [m, g] ∈ m, for all m ∈ m} Definition 2.6 [10, Proposition 1] An exact sequence of Leibniz algebras 0 → n → g^π→ q → 0 is said to be Lie-central extension if [g, n]_{Lie} = 0, equivalently n ⊆ Z_{Lie}(g).

Definition 2.7 A linear map d : g → g of a Leibniz algebra (g, [−, −]) is said to be a Lie-derivation if for all x, y ∈ g, the following condition holds: d([x, y]_{lie}) = [d(x), y]_{lie} + [x, d(y)]_{lie} We denote by Der^{Lie}(g) the set of all Lie-derivations of a Leibniz algebra g, which can be equipped with a structure of Lie algebra by means of the usual bracket [d_1, d_2] = d_1 ∘ d_2 − d_2 ∘ d_1, for all d_1, d_2 ∈ Der(g).

Example 2.8 The absolute derivations, that is linear maps d: g → g such that d([x, y]) = [d(x), y] + [x, d(y)], are also Lie-derivations, since: d([x, y]_{lie}) = d([x, y] + [y, x]) = [d(x), y]_{lie} + [x, d(y)]_{lie}, for all x, y ∈ g. (1) In particular, for a fixed x ∈ g, the inner derivation R_x : g → g, R_x(y) = [y, x], for all y ∈ g, is a Lie-derivation, so it gives rise to the following identity: [[y, z]_{lie}, x] = [[y, x], z]_{lie} + [y, [z, x]]_{lie}, for all x, y ∈ g. However there are Lie-derivations which are not derivations. For instance, every linear map d: g → g is a Lie-derivation for any Lie algebra g, but it is not a derivation in general.

Definition 2.9 A Lie-derivation d : g → g of a Leibniz algebra g is said to be Lie-central derivation if its image is contained in the Lie-center of g.

Remark 2.10 The absolute notion corresponding to Definition 2.9 is the so called central derivations, that is derivations d : g → g such that its image is contained in the center of g. Obviously, every central derivation is a Lie-central derivation. However the converse is not true as the following example shows: let g be the two-dimensional Leibniz algebra with basis {e, f} and bracket operation given by [e, f] = −[f, e] = e [12]. The inner derivation R_e is a Lie-central derivation, but it is not central in general.

We denote the set of all Lie-central derivations of a Leibniz algebra g by Der^{Lie}_z (g). Obviously Der^{Lie}_z (g) is a subalgebra of Der^{Lie}(g) and every element of Der^{Lie}_z (g) annihilates γ^{Lie}_2 (g) = [g, g]_{Lie}. Der^{Lie}_z (g) = C_{Der}Lie_{(g)}((R + L)(g)), where L(g) = {L_x | x ∈ g}, L_x denotes the left multiplication operator L_x(y) = [x, y], R(g) = {R_x | x ∈ g} and C_g(m) = {x ∈ g | [x, y] = 0 = [y, x], for all y ∈ m}, the absolute centralizer of an ideal m over the Leibniz algebra g.

Let A and B be two Leibniz algebras and T (A, B) denotes the set of all linear transformations from A to B. Clearly, T (A, B) endowed with the bracket [f, g](x) = [f(x), g(x)] is an abelian Leibniz algebra if B is an abelian Leibniz algebra too.

Consider the Lie-central extensions (g) : 0 → n^χ→ g^π→ q → 0 and (g_i) : 0 → n_i^{χi}→ g_i^{πi}→ q_i → 0, i = 1, 2.

Let be C : q × q → [g, g]_{Lie} given by C(q_1, q_2) = [g_1, g_2]_{lie}, where π(g_j) = q_j , j = 1, 2, the Lie-commutator map associated to the extension (g). In a similar way are defined the Lie-commutator maps C_i corresponding to the extensions (g_i), i = 1, 2.

Note that if q is a Lie algebra, then π([g, g]_{Lie}) = 0, hence [g, g]_{Lie} ⊆ n ≡ χ(n).

Definition 2.11 [3, Definition 3.1] The Lie-central extensions (g_1) and (g_2) are said to be Lie-isoclinic when there exist isomorphisms η : q_1 → q_2 and ξ : [g_1, g_1]_{Lie} → [g_2, g_2]_{Lie} such that the following diagram is commutative:

q_1 × q_1^{C1} ,2 η×η fi` [g_1, g_1]_{Lie} ξ fi` q_2 × q_2^{C2} ,2 [g_2, g_2]_{Lie}

(2)

The pair (η, ξ) is called a Lie-isoclinism from (g_1) to (g_2) and will be denoted by (η, ξ) : (g_1) → (g_2).

Let g be a Leibniz algebra, then we can construct the following Lie-central extension (e_g) : 0 → Z_{Lie}(g) → g^{prg}→ g/Z_{Lie}(g) → 0. (3)

Definition 2.12 [3, Definition 3.3] Let g and q be Leibniz algebras. Then g and q are said to be Lie-isoclinic when (e_g) and (e_q) are Lie-isoclinic Lie-central extensions.

A Lie-isoclinism (η, ξ) from (e_g) to (e_q) is also called a Lie-isoclinism from g to q, denoted by (η, ξ) : g ∼ q.

Proposition 2.13 [3, Proposition 3.4] For a Lie-isoclinism (η, ξ) : (g_1) ∼ (g_2), the following statements hold:

a) η induces an isomorphism η^′ : g_1/Z_{Lie}(g_1) → g_2/Z_{Lie}(g_2), and (η^′, ξ) is a Lie-isoclinism from g_1 to g_2.

b) χ_1(n_1) = Z_{Lie}(g_1) if and only if χ_2(n_2) = Z_{Lie}(g_2).

Definition 2.14 [19, Definition 4] A Lie-stem Leibniz algebra is a Leibniz algebra g such that Z_{Lie}(g) ⊆ [g, g]_{Lie}.

Theorems 1 and 2 in [19] prove that every Lie-isoclinic family of Leibniz algebras contains at least one Lie-stem Leibniz algebra, which is of minimal dimension if it has finite dimension.

3 Lie-stem Leibniz algebras and Lie-central derivations

Proposition 3.1 If g is a Lie-stem Leibniz algebra, then Der^{Lie}_z (g) is an abelian Lie algebra.

Proof. Since Der^{Lie}_z (g) is a subalgebra of Der^{Lie}(g), it is enough to show that [d_1, d_2] = 0 for all d_1, d_2 ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g). First, we notice that if d ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g), then d([x, y]_{lie}) = 0 for all x, y ∈ g since d(x), d(y) ∈ Z_{Lie}(g). So in particular, d(Z_{Lie}(g)) = 0 since Z_{Lie}(g) ⊆ [g, g]_{Lie} as g is a Lie-stem Leibniz algebra. Now let d_1, d_2 ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g) and x ∈ g. Then d_1(x), d_2(x) ∈ Z_{Lie}(g), which implies that [d_1, d_2](x) = d_1(d_2(x)) − d_2(d_1(x)) = 0. Hence [d_1, d_2] = 0.

The converse of the above result is not true in general. Indeed, let g be any Lie algebra. Then Z_{Lie}(g) = g and so Der^{Lie}_z (g) is an abelian Lie algebra. However g is not a Lie-stem Leibniz algebra since Z_{Lie}(g) = g ⊈ 0 = [g, g]_{Lie}.

Proposition 3.2 Let g be a Lie-nilpotent finite dimensional Leibniz algebra such that γ^{Lie}_2 (g) ≠ 0. Then Der^{Lie}_z (g) is abelian if and only if g is a Lie-stem Leibniz algebra.

Proof. We only need to prove the converse of Proposition 3.1. Assume that g is not a Lie-stem Leibniz algebra. Then, there is some z_1 ∈ Z_{Lie}(g) such that z_1 /∈ [g, g]_{Lie}. Since g is a Lie-nilpotent Leibniz algebra and γ^{Lie}_2 (g) ≠ 0, it follows that Z_{Lie}(g) ∩ [g, g]_{Lie} ≠ 0. Let z_2 ∈ Z_{Lie}(g) ∩ [g, g]_{Lie}, z_2 ≠ 0, and consider the following maps:

d_1 : g → g, d_1(z) = { z_1 if z = z_1 0 if z ≠ z_1 and d_2 : g → g, d_2(z) = { z_2 if z = z_1 0 if z ≠ z_1.

Clearly, d_1 and d_2 are Lie-central derivations, and d_1 and d_2 do not commute, since [d_1, d_2](z_1) = d_1(d_2(z_1)) − d_2(d_1(z_1)) = −z_2 ≠ 0. Therefore Der^{Lie}_z (g) is not abelian. This completes the proof.

Lemma 3.3 Let (η, ξ) be a Lie-isoclinism between the Leibniz algebras g and q. If g is a Lie-stem Leibniz algebra, then ξ maps Z_{Lie}(g) onto Z_{Lie}(q) ∩ [q, q]_{Lie}.

Proof. Since Z_{Lie}(g) ⊆ [g, g]_{Lie}, then an element z of Z_{Lie}(g) can be written as

z =^n ∑ i=1 λ_i [x_i, y_i]_{lie}, with λ_i ∈ K and x_i, y_i ∈ g, i = 1, . . . , n.

Let η^′ : g/Z_{Lie}(g) −→ q/Z_{Lie}(q), η^′ (x_i + Z_{Lie}(g)) = η(x_i) + Z_{Lie}(q) and η^′ (y_i+ Z_{Lie}(g)) = η(y_i) + Z_{Lie}(q), i = 1, . . . , n, the isomorphism provided by [3, Proposition 3.4]. Then

ξ (z) + Z_{Lie}(q) = ξ (_n ∑ i=1 λ_i [x_i, y_i]_{lie} ) + Z_{Lie}(q)

=^n ∑ i=1 λ_iξ [x_i, y_i]_{lie} + Z_{Lie}(q)

=^n ∑ i=1 λ_i [η(x_i), η(y_i)]_{lie} + Z_{Lie}(q) = η^′ (_n ∑ i=1 λ_i [x_i, y_i]_{lie} + Z_{Lie}(g) )

= Z_{Lie}(q).

The surjective character can be easily established.

Proposition 3.4 Let g and q be two Lie-isoclinic Leibniz algebras and g be a Liestem Leibniz algebra. Then every d ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g) induces a Lie-central derivation d^∗ of q. Moreover, the map d → d^∗ is a monomorphism from Der^{Lie}_z (g) into Der^{Lie}_z (q).

Proof. Let (η, ξ) be a Lie-isoclinism between g and q, and let d ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g). Then for any y ∈ q, we have y + Z_{Lie}(q) = η(x + Z_{Lie}(g)) for some x ∈ g, since η is bijective. Now consider the map d^∗ : q → q defined by d^∗(y) = ξ(d(x)), which is well-defined since d(Z_{Lie}(g)) = 0 as Z_{Lie}(g) ⊆ [g, g]_{Lie}. Moreover, d^∗ ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (q) since d(x) ∈ Z_{Lie}(g) and ξ(d(x)) ∈ Z_{Lie}(q) ∩ [q, q]_{Lie} by Lemma 3.3. d^∗ is a Liederivation since d^∗([y_1, y_2]_{lie}) = ξ(d([x_1, x_2]_{lie})) = ξ([d(x_1), x_2]_{lie} + [x_1, d(x_2)]_{lie}) = ξ(0 + 0) = 0 and [y_1, d^∗(y_2)]_{lie} + [d^∗(y_1), y_2]_{lie} = 0 since d^∗(y_1), d^∗(y_2) ∈ Z_{Lie}(q).

Clearly, the map ϕ : d → d^∗ is linear and one-to-one since ξ an isomorphism. To show that ϕ is compatible with the Lie-bracket, let d_1, d_2 ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g). Then for i, j = 1, 2, d_i(g) ⊆ Z_{Lie}(g) ⊆ [g, g]_{Lie} and d_j ([g, g]_{Lie}) = 0. So on one hand [d_1, d_2] = d_1d_2 − d_2d_1 = 0 and thus [d_1, d_2]^∗ = 0 as ξ is an isomorphism. On the other hand, d^∗_i (q) ⊆ Z_{Lie}(q) ∩ [q, q]_{Lie}. So d^∗_j (d^∗_i (q)) = 0, by definition of d^∗_j , and thus [d^∗_1, d^∗_2] = d^∗_1d^∗_2 − d^∗_2d^∗_1 = 0. Therefore ϕ([d_1, d_2]) = [ϕ(d_1), ϕ(d_2)]. This completes the proof.

Lemma 3.5 For any Lie-stem Leibniz algebra g, there is a Lie algebra isomorphism Der^{Lie}_z (g) ∼= T

(_g

[g,g]_{Lie} , ZLie(g) ) . Proof. Let d ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g) be, then d(g) ⊆ Z_{Lie}(g), and thus d([g, g]_{Lie}) = 0. So d induces the map^g_{[g,g]Lie}^{αd}−→ Z_{Lie}(g) defined by α_d(x + [g, g]_{Lie}) = d(x). Now define

the map β : Der^{Lie}_z (g) −→ T

(_g

[g,g]_{Lie} , ZLie(g) ) by β(d) = α_d. Clearly, β is a linear map, which is one-to-one by definition of α_d.

β is onto since for a given d^∗ ∈ T

(_g

[g,g]_{Lie} , ZLie(g) ) , there exists a linear map d : g → Z_{Lie}(g), d = d^∗ ∘ π, where π : g →^g_{[g,g]Lie} is the canonical projection, such that β(d) = d^∗. Finally, d ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g) since d([x, y]_{lie}) = d^∗([π(x), π(y)]_{lie}) = d^∗(0) = 0; on the other hand, [d(x), y]_{lie} + [x, d(y)]_{lie} = [d^∗(π(x)), y]_{lie} + [x, d^∗(π(y))]_{lie} = 0, since d^∗(π(x)), d^∗(π(y)) ∈ Z_{Lie}(g). To finish, we show that β([d_1, d_2]) = [β(d_1), β(d_2)] for all d_1, d_2 ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g). Indeed, let x ∈ g. It is clear that β([d_1, d_2])(π(x)) = α_{[d1,d2]}(π(x)) = [d_1, d_2](x) = 0 since d_1(g), d_2(g) ⊆ Z_{Lie}(g) ⊆ [g, g]_{Lie} and d_1([g, g]_{Lie}) = d_2([g, g]_{Lie}) = 0. On the other hand, [β(d_1), β(d_2)](π(x)) = [α_{d1} , α_{d2} ](π(x)) = α_{d1} (d_2(x)) − α_{d2} (d_1(x)) = 0 since α_{d1} ([g, g]_{Lie}) = 0 = α_{d2} ([g, g]_{Lie}). Hence β([d_1, d_2]) = [β(d_1), β(d_2)]. This completes the proof.

Corollary 3.6 For any arbitrary Leibniz algebra q, the Lie algebra Der^{Lie}_z (q) has a central subalgebra n isomorphic to T

(_g

[g,g]_{Lie} , ZLie(g) ) for some Lie-stem Leibniz algebra g Lie-isoclinic to q. Moreover, each element of n sends Z_{Lie}(q) to the zero subalgebra.

Proof. By [5, Corollary 4.1], there is a Lie-stem Leibniz algebra g Lie-isoclinic to q. Denote this Lie-isoclinism by (η, ξ). Now, by the proof of Proposition 3.4, n := {d^∗ | d ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g)} is a subalgebra of Der^{Lie}_z (q) isomorphic to Der^{Lie}_z (g). n is a central subalgebra of Der^{Lie}_z (q). Indeed, let d_0 ∈ n and d_1 ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (q). Then for any y ∈ q, we have by definition, d^∗_0(y) = ξ(d_0(x)) with π_2(y) = η(π_1(x)). So d_1(d^∗_0(y)) = 0 since d^∗_0(q) ⊆ Z_{Lie}(q) ∩ [q, q]_{Lie} by Lemma 3.3, and d_1([q, q]_{Lie}) = 0. Also, d^∗_0(Z_{Lie}(q)) = 0 since η is one-to-one and ξ is a homomorphism. In particular, d^∗_0(d_1(y)) = 0 since d_1(q) ⊆ Z_{Lie}(q). Therefore [d^∗_0, d_1] = 0. Moreover, for any d^∗_0 ∈ n, d^∗_0(Z_{Lie}(q)) = 0 as mentioned above. To complete the proof, notice that Der^{Lie}_z (g) ∼= T

(_g

[g,g]_{Lie} , ZLie(g) ) thanks to Lemma 3.5.

Lemma 3.7 Let g and q be two Lie-isoclinic Leibniz algebras. If g is Lie-nilpotent of class c, then so is q.

Proof. Notice that for all g ∈ g and x_1, x_2, . . . , x_i ∈ g, and setting t̄ := t+Z_{Lie}(g), t = g, x_1, x_2, . . . , x_i, we have

[[[ḡ, x̄_1]_{lie}, x̄_2]_{lie}, . . . , x̄_i]_{lie} = [[[g, x_1]_{lie}, x_2]_{lie}, . . . , x_i]_{lie} + Z_{Lie}(g).

So g ∈ Z^{Lie}_{i+1}(g) ⇐⇒ g + Z_{Lie}(g) ∈ Z^{Lie}_i (g/Z_{Lie}(g)). Therefore Z^{Lie}_{i+1}(g)/Z_{Lie}(g) = Z^{Lie}_i (g/Z_{Lie}(g)). If (η, ξ) is the Lie-isoclinism between g and q, we have as η is an isomorphism,

η(Z^{Lie}_{i+1}(g)/Z_{Lie}(g)) = η(Z^{Lie}_i (g/Z_{Lie}(g))) = Z^{Lie}_i (q/Z_{Lie}(q)).

It follows that

g/Z^{Lie}_{i+1}(g) ∼= g/Z_{Lie}(g) Z^{Lie}_{i+1}(g)/Z_{Lie}(g)

∼= q/Z^{Lie}(q) Z^{Lie}_{i+1}(q)/Z_{Lie}(q)

∼= q/Z^{Lie}_{i+1}(q).

Now, assume that g is Lie-nilpotent of class c. Then Z^{Lie}_c (g) = g. So q/Z^{Lie}_c (q) ∼= g/Z^{Lie}_c (g) = 0, implying that Z^{Lie}_c (q) = q. Also g/Z^{Lie}_{c−1}(g) ≠ 0 ⇐⇒ q/Z^{Lie}_{c−1}(q) ≠ 0. Hence q is also Lie-nilpotent of class c.

Corollary 3.8 Let q be a Lie-nilpotent Leibniz algebra of class 2. Then Der^{Lie}_z (q) has a central subalgebra isomorphic to T

(_q

Z_{Lie}(q) , [q, q]Lie ) containing (R + L)(q).

Proof. By [5, Corollary 4.1], there is a Lie-stem Leibniz algebra g Lie-isoclinic to q. Denote this Lie-isoclinism by (η, ξ). Since q is Lie-nilpotent Leibniz algebra

of class 2, so is g, thanks to Lemma 3.7. Then Z_{Lie}(g) = [g, g]_{Lie}^ξ∼= [q, q]_{Lie}, and g [g,g]_{Lie}

∼=^g_{ZLie(g)}^η∼=^q_{ZLie(q)} . So T

(_g

[g,g]_{Lie} , ZLie(g) ) ∼= T (_q

Z_{Lie}(q) , [q, q]Lie ) . Therefore

Der^{Lie}_z (q) has a central subalgebra n isomorphic to T

(_q

Z_{Lie}(q) , [q, q]Lie ) , thanks to

Corollary 3.6. Moreover, the map ζ :^q_{ZLie(q)} → T

(_q

Z_{Lie}(q) , [q, q]Lie ) defined by x + Z_{Lie}(q) → ζ(x + Z_{Lie}(q)) :^q_{ZLie(q)} → [q, q]_{Lie} with ζ(x + Z_{Lie}(q))(y + Z_{Lie}(q)) = [x, y]_{lie}, is a well-defined one-to-one linear map, since for all x, x^′ ∈ q,

x − x^′ ∈ Z_{Lie}(q) ⇐⇒ [x − x^′, y]_{lie} = 0 for all y ∈ q ⇐⇒ [x, y]_{lie} = [x^′, y]_{lie} for all y ∈ q ⇐⇒ ζ(x)(y + Z_{Lie}(q)) = ζ(x^′)(y + Z_{Lie}(q)) for all y ∈ q ⇐⇒ ζ(x) = ζ(x^′). Here we are using the notation x = x + Z_{Lie}(q).

(R + L)(q) = Im(ζ) ⊆ T

(_q

Z_{Lie}(q) , [q, q]Lie ) since ζ(x)(y) = [x, y]_{lie} = [x, y] + [y, x] = L_x(y) + R_x(y).

For any Leibniz algebra g with γ^{Lie}_2 (g) abelian, we denote

K(g) := ⋂ Ker ( f : g → γ^{Lie}_2 (g) )

Lemma 3.9 Let q be a Lie-nilpotent Leibniz algebra of class 2. Then γ^{Lie}_2 (q) = K(q).

Proof. Let f : q → γ^{Lie}_2 (q) be a homomorphism of Leibniz algebras. Then for all q_1, q_2 ∈ q, f([q_1, q_2]_{lie}) = [f(q_1), f(q_2)]_{lie} ∈ [γ^{Lie}_2 (q), γ^{Lie}_2 (q)]_{Lie} ⊆ γ^{Lie}_3 (q) = 0 as q is Lie-nilpotent of class 2. So γ^{Lie}_2 (q) ⊆ Ker(f). Therefore γ^{Lie}_2 (q) ⊆ K(q) since f is arbitrary.

For the reverse inclusion, we proceed by contradiction. Let x ∈ K(q) such that x /∈ γ^{Lie}_2 (q), and let h be the complement of ⟨x⟩ in q. Then h is a maximal subalgebra of q. So either h + γ^{Lie}_2 (q) = h or h + γ^{Lie}_2 (q) = q. The latter is not possible. Indeed, if h + γ^{Lie}_2 (q) = q then γ^{Lie}_2 (q) = γ^{Lie}_2 (h + γ^{Lie}_2 (q)) ⊆ γ^{Lie}_2 (h) + γ^{Lie}_3 (q). But since q is a Lie-nilpotent Leibniz algebra of class 2, then γ^{Lie}_3 (q) = 0, which implies that γ^{Lie}_2 (q) = γ^{Lie}_2 (h), and thus q = h + γ^{Lie}_2 (q) = h + γ^{Lie}_2 (h) = h. A contradiction. So we have h + γ^{Lie}_2 (q) = h, and thus γ^{Lie}_2 (q) ⊆ h, which implies that h is a two-sided ideal of q. Now, choose q_0 ∈ γ^{Lie}_2 (q) and consider the mapping f : q → γ^{Lie}_2 (q) defined by h + αx → αq_0. Clearly, f is a well-defined homomorphism of Leibniz algebras, and Ker(f) = h. This is a contradiction since x ∈ K(q) and x /∈ h. Thus K(q) ⊆ γ^{Lie}_2 (q).

Theorem 3.10 Let q be a Lie-nilpotent Leibniz algebra of class 2. Then Z ( Der^{Lie}_z (q) ) ∼ = T ( q Z_{Lie}(q)

, [q, q]_{Lie} ) . Proof. By the proof of Corollary 3.8, Der^{Lie}_z (q) has a central subalgebra n isomorphic to T

(_q

Z_{Lie}(q) , [q, q]Lie ) , where n := {d^∗ | d ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g)} for some Lie-stem Leibniz algebra g Lie-isoclinic to q. Denote this Lie-isoclinism by (η, ξ).

It remains to show that Z ( Der^{Lie}_z (q) ) ⊆ n, that is, given T ∈ Z ( Der^{Lie}_z (q) ) , we must find d ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g) such that T = d^∗.

First, we claim that T (q) ⊆ K(q). Indeed, let f : q → [q, q]_{Lie} be a homomorphism of Leibniz algebras. Then consider the mapping t_f : q → q defined by t_f (z) = f(z). Clearly, t_f ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (q) since t_f (q) ⊆ [q, q]_{Lie} = Z_{Lie}(q) as q is a Lie-nilpotent Leibniz algebra of class 2. So [T, t_f ] = 0 and thus f(T (z)) = t_f (T (z)) = T (t_f (z)) = 0 for all z ∈ q since t_f (z) ∈ [q, q]_{Lie} and T ([q, q]_{Lie}) = 0 as T ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (q). Therefore T (q) ⊆ Ker(f). Hence T (q) ⊆ K(q) since f is arbitrary, which proves the claim.

It follows by Lemma 3.9 that T (q) ⊆ [q, q]_{Lie}. Now, for any x ∈ g, we have x + Z_{Lie}(g) = η^{−1}(y + Z_{Lie}(q)) for some y ∈ q, since η is bijective. Consider the map d : g → g defined by x → ξ^{−1}(T (y)). Clearly d is well-defined, and it is easy to show that d ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g) since T (q) ⊆ [q, q]_{Lie} = Z_{Lie}(q). Hence T = d^∗. This completes the proof.

Corollary 3.11 Let q be a finite-dimensional Lie-nilpotent Leibniz algebra of class 2. Then Der^{Lie}_z (q) is abelian if and only if γ^{Lie}_2 (q) = Z_{Lie}(q).

Proof. Assume that γ^{Lie}_2 (q) = Z_{Lie}(q), then by Proposition 3.2, Der^{Lie}_z (q) is abelian since q is a Lie-stem Leibniz algebra. Conversely, suppose that Der^{Lie}_z (q) is an abelian Lie algebra. Then, again by Proposition 3.2, q is a Lie-stem Leibniz algebra. This implies by Lemma 3.5 that Der^{Lie}_z (q) ∼= T

(_q

γ^{Lie}_2 (q) , ZLie(q) ) . Also,

by Theorem 3.10, Der^{Lie}_z (q) = Z ( Der^{Lie}_z (q) ) ∼ = T (_q

Z_{Lie}(q) , γ Lie 2 (q) ) . It follows that T (_q

γ^{Lie}_2 (q) , ZLie(q) ) ∼= T (_q

Z_{Lie}(q) , γ Lie 2 (q) ) . Now, let K be the K -vector subspace complement of Z_{Lie}(q) in γ^{Lie}_2 (q). We claim that K = 0. Indeed, since as vector spaces Z_{Lie}(q) ⊕ K = γ^{Lie}_2 (q), then T ( q Z_{Lie}(q)

, γ^{Lie}_2 (q) ) = T ( q Z_{Lie}(q)

, Z_{Lie}(q) ) ⊕ T ( q Z_{Lie}(q) , K ) . As^q_{ZLie(q)} ↠^q_{γLie2 (q)} by the Snake Lemma, it follows that T

(_q

Z_{Lie}(q) , γ Lie 2 (q) ) ∼= T (_q

γ^{Lie}_2 (q) , ZLie(q) ) is isomorphic to a subalgebra of T

(_q

Z_{Lie}(q) , ZLie(q) ) . Hence T (_q

γ^{Lie}_2 (q) , K ) = 0. This completes the proof.

Example 3.12 The following is an example of Leibniz algebra satisfying the requirements of Corollary 3.11.

Let q be the three-dimensional Leibniz algebra with basis {a_1, a_2, a_3} and bracket operation given by [a_2, a_2] = [a_3, a_3] = a_1 and zero elsewhere (see algebra 2 (c) in [9]). It is easy to check that γ^{Lie}_2 (q) = Z_{Lie}(q) =< {a_1} >.

4 Lie-Central derivations and Lie-centroids

Definition 4.1 The Lie-centroid of a Leibniz algebra g is the set of all linear maps d : g → g satisfying the identities d([x, y])_{lie} = [d(x), y]_{lie} = [x, d(y)]_{lie} for all x, y ∈ g. We denote this set by Γ^{Lie}(g).

Proposition 4.2 For any Leibniz algebra g, Γ^{Lie}(g) is a subalgebra of End(g) such that Der^{Lie}_z (g) = Der^{Lie}(g) ∩ Γ^{Lie}(g).

Proof. Assume that d ∈ Der^{Lie}(g) ∩ Γ^{Lie}(g). For all x, y ∈ g, we have that d([x, y]_{lie}) = [d(x), y]_{lie} + [x, d(y)]_{lie}; on the other hand, d([x, y]_{lie}) = [x, d(y)]_{lie}, hence [d(x), y]_{lie} = 0 for any y ∈ g, that is d(x) ∈ Z_{Lie}(g)

Conversely, Der^{Lie}_z (g) is a subalgebra of Der^{Lie}(g) and for any d ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g), we have d([x, y]_{lie}) = [d(x), y]_{lie} +[x, d(y)]_{lie} = 0, since [d(x), y]_{lie} = 0, [x, d(y)]_{lie} = 0, for any x, y ∈ g, hence d ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g).

Proposition 4.3 Let g be a Leibniz algebra. For any d ∈ Der^{Lie}(g) and ϕ ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g), the following statements hold:

(a) Der^{Lie}(g) ⊆ N_{Der}Lie_{(g)}(Γ^{Lie}(g)).

(b) d ∘ ϕ ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g) if and only if ϕ ∘ d ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g).

(c) d ∘ ϕ ∈ Der^{Lie}(g) if and only if [d, ϕ] ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g).

Proof. (a) Straightforward verification.

(b) Assume d ∘ ϕ ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g). Then [ϕ, d]([x, y]_{lie}) = (ϕ ∘ d)([x, y]_{lie}) − (d ∘ ϕ)([x, y]_{lie}) = [(ϕ ∘ d) (x) , y]_{lie} + [x, (ϕ ∘ d) (y)]_{lie} − [(d ∘ ϕ) (x), y]_{lie} = [[ϕ, d](x), y]_{lie} + [x, (ϕ ∘ d) (y)]_{lie} = [ϕ, d]([x, y]_{lie}) + [x, (ϕ ∘ d) (y)]_{lie} Therefore [x, (ϕ ∘ d) (y)]_{lie} = 0. Similarly [(d ∘ ϕ) (x), y]_{lie} = 0.

Conversely, assume ϕ ∘ d ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g), then [d, ϕ]([x, y]_{lie}) = (d ∘ ϕ)([x, y]_{lie}) − (ϕ ∘ d)([x, y]_{lie}), hence (d ∘ ϕ)([x, y]_{lie}) = [d, ϕ]([x, y]_{lie}), since (ϕ ∘ d)([x, y]_{lie}) = 0. Now it is a routine task to check that [d, ϕ] ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g), which completes the proof.

(c) Assume d∘ϕ ∈ Der^{Lie}(g). A direct computation shows that [ϕ, d] ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g). On the other hand, it is easy to check that [d, ϕ] ∈ Der^{Lie}(g), therefore [ϕ, d] = − [d, ϕ] ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g) ∩ Der^{Lie}(g). Proposition 4.2 completes the proof.

Conversely, assume [d, ϕ] ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g), then (d ∘ ϕ) ([x, y]_{lie}) = [d, ϕ] ([x, y]_{lie}) + (ϕ ∘ d) ([x, y]_{lie}) = (ϕ ∘ d) ([x, y]_{lie}). Now it is easy to check that ϕ ∘ d is a Liederivation of g.

Definition 4.4 Let m be a two-sided ideal of a Leibniz algebra g. Then m is said to be Γ^{Lie}(g)-invariant if φ(m) ⊂ m for all φ ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g).

Proposition 4.5 Let g be a Leibniz algebra and m be a two-sided ideal of g. The following statements hold:

(a) C^{Lie}_g (m, 0) is invariant under Γ^{Lie}(g).

(b) Every Lie-perfect two-sided ideal m (m = γ^{Lie}_2 (m)) of g is invariant under Γ^{Lie}(g).

Proof. (a) Let g ∈ C^{Lie}_g (m, 0) and φ ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g) be, then φ (g) ∈ C^{Lie}_g (m, 0), since [φ (g) , m]_{lie} = φ[g, m]_{lie} = 0, for all m ∈ m

(b) Let m be a Lie-perfect two-sided ideal of g and let φ ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g) be, then

any x ∈ m can be written as x =^n ∑ i=1 λ_i[m_{i1}, m_{i2}]_{lie}, m_{i1}, m_{i2} ∈ m, hence φ (x) = n∑ i=1 λ_i[φ (m_{i1}) , m_{i2}]_{lie} ∈ m.

Theorem 4.6 Let m be a nonzero Γ^{Lie}(g)-invariant two-sided ideal of a Leibniz algebra g, V (m) = {φ ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g) | φ(m) = 0} and W = Hom

(_g m , C^{Lie}_g (m, 0) ) be. Define T (m) = {f ∈ W | f[x, y]_{lie} = [f(x), y]_{lie} = [x, f(y)]_{lie}} with x = x + m and y = y + m. Then the following statements hold:

(a) T (m) is a vector subspace of W isomorphic to V (m).

(b) If Γ^{Lie}(m) = K .Id_m, then Γ^{Lie}(g) = K .Id_g ⊕ V (m) as vector spaces.

Proof. (a) Define α : V (m) −→ T (m) by α (φ) (x + m) = φ (x).

Obviously, α is an injective well-defined linear map and it is onto, since for every f ∈ T (m), set φ_f : g −→ g, φ_f (x) = f (x + m), for all x ∈ g. It is easy to check that φ_f ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g) and φ_f (m) = 0, so φ_f ∈ V (m). Moreover, α (φ_f ) (x + m) = φ_f (x) = f (x + m).

(b) If Γ^{Lie}(m) = K .Id_m, then for all ψ ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g), ψ_{|m} = λ.Id_m, for some λ ∈ K . If ψ ≠ λ.Id_g, define φ : g → g by φ (x) = λx, then φ ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g) and ψ − φ ∈ V (m). Clearly, ψ = φ + (ψ − φ) ∈ K .Id_g + V (m). Furthermore it is evident that K .Id_g ∩ V (m) = 0, which completes the proof.

Corollary 4.7 If K is a field of zero characteristic, then the following equalities hold:

Der^{Lie}_z (g) = V (γ^{Lie}_2 (g)) = T (γ^{Lie}_2 (g))

Proof. If d ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g), then d ∈ Der^{Lie}(g) ∩ Γ^{Lie}(g) by Proposition 4.2, hence [d (x) , y]_{lie} = [x, d(y)]_{lie} = 0, so d ∈ V (γ^{Lie}_2 (g)).

Conversely, if d ∈ V (γ^{Lie}_2 (g)), then d ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g) and d([x, y]_{lie}) = 0, so d([x, y]_{lie}) = [d (x) , y]_{lie} = [x, d (y)]_{lie} = 0. Hence d([x, y]_{lie}) = [d (x) , y]_{lie} + [x, d (y)]_{lie} = 0, which implies that d ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g).

The second equality is provided by Theorem 4.6 since γ^{Lie}_2 (g) is Γ^{Lie}(g)-invariant.

Theorem 4.8 Let g be a Leibniz algebra such that g = g_1 ⊕ g_2, where g_1, g_2 are two-sided ideals of g. Then the following isomorphism of K -vector spaces holds:

Γ^{Lie}(g) ∼= Γ^{Lie}(g_1) ⊕ Γ^{Lie}(g_2) ⊕ C_1 ⊕ C_2

where C_i = {φ ∈ Hom(g_i, g_j ) | φ(g_i) ⊆ Z_{Lie}(g_j ) and φ(γ^{Lie}_2 (g_i)) = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≠ j ≤ 2}. Proof. Let π_i : g −→ g_i be the canonical projection for i = 1, 2. Then π_1, π_2 ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g) and π_1 + π_2 = Id_g.

So we have for φ ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g) that φ = π_1 ∘φ∘π_1 +π_1 ∘φ∘π_2 +π_2 ∘φ∘π_1 +π_2 ∘φ∘π_2 Note that π_i ∘ φ ∘ π_j ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g) for i, j = 1, 2. So, by the above equality it follows that

Γ^{Lie}(g) = π_1Γ^{Lie}(g)π_1 ⊕ π_1Γ^{Lie}(g)π_2 ⊕ π_2Γ^{Lie}(g)π_1 ⊕ π_2Γ^{Lie}(g)π_2

as vector spaces. Indeed, it is enough to show that π_iΓ^{Lie}(g)π_k ∩π_lΓ^{Lie}(g)π_j = 0 for i, j, k, l = 1, 2, such that (i, j) ≠ (k, l). For instance π_2Γ^{Lie}(g)π_1 ∩ π_1Γ^{Lie}(g)π_2 = 0, since for any β ∈ π_2Γ^{Lie}(g)π_1 ∩ π_1Γ^{Lie}(g)π_2, there are some f_1, f_2 ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g) such that β = π_2 ∘f_1 ∘π_1 = π_1 ∘f_2 ∘π_2, then β (x) = π_1 ∘f_2 ∘π_2 (x) = π_1 ∘f_2 ∘π_2 (π_2 (x)) = π_2 ∘ f_1 ∘ π_1 (π_2 (x)) = π_2 ∘ f_1 (0) = 0, for all x ∈ g. Hence β = 0. Other cases can be checked in a similar way.

Now let’s denote Γ^{Lie}(g)_{ij} = π_iΓ^{Lie}(g)π_j, i, j = 1, 2. We claim that the following isomorphisms of vector spaces hold:

Γ^{Lie}(g)_{11} ∼= Γ^{Lie}(g_1), Γ^{Lie}(g)_{22} ∼= Γ^{Lie}(g_2), Γ^{Lie}(g)_{12} ∼= C_2, Γ^{Lie}(g)_{21} ∼= C_1

For φ ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g)_{11}, φ (g_2) = 0 so φ_{|g1} ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g_1). Now, considering Γ^{Lie}(g_1) as a subalgebra of Γ^{Lie}(g) such that for any φ_0 ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g_1), φ_0 vanishes on g_2, that is, φ_0 (x_1) = φ_0 (x_2), φ_0 (x_2) = 0, for all x_1 ∈ g_1 and x_2 ∈ g_2. Then φ_0 ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g) and φ_0 ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g)_{11}. Therefore, Γ^{Lie}(g)_{11} ∼= Γ^{Lie}(g_1) by means of the isomorphism σ : Γ^{Lie}(g)_{11} −→ Γ^{Lie}(g_1), σ (φ) = φ_{|g1} , for all φ ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g)_{11}.

The isomorphism Γ^{Lie}(g)_{22} ∼= Γ^{Lie}(g_2) can be proved in an analogous way. Γ^{Lie}(g)_{12} ∼= C_2. Indeed, for any φ ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g)_{12} there exists a φ_0 ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g) such that φ = π_1 ∘ φ_0 ∘ π_2. For x_k = (x^1_k, x^2_k) ∈ g, where x^i_k ∈ g_i, i = 1, 2, k = 1, 2, we have

φ ([x_1, x_2]_{lie}) = π_1 ∘ φ_0 ∘ π_2 ([x_1, x_2]_{lie}) = π_1 ∘ φ_0 ∘ π_2 ([(x^1, x^2_1), (x^1_2, x^2)]_{lie}) = π_1φ_0 ([x^2_1, x^2]_{lie}) = π_1 ([φ_0 (x^2_1) , x^2]_{lie}) = 0

hence φ(γ^{Lie}_2 (g)) = 0. On the other hand, [φ (x_1) , x_2]_{lie} = φ ([x_1, x_2]_{lie}) = 0, so, φ(g) ⊆ Z_{Lie}(g) and φ(γ^{Lie}_2 (g)) = 0.

It follows that φ_{|g2} (g_2) ⊆ Z_{Lie}(g_1) and φ_{|g2} (γ^{Lie}_2 (g_2)) = 0, hence φ_{|g2} ∈ C_2. Conversely, for φ ∈ C_2, expanding φ on g by φ (g_1) = 0, we have π_1 ∘φ∘π_2 = φ and so φ ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g)_{12}. Hence Γ^{Lie}(g)_{12} ∼= C_2, by means the isomorphism τ : Γ^{Lie}(g)_{12} −→ C_2, τ (φ) = φ_{|g2} for all φ ∈ Γ^{Lie}(g)_{12}.

Similarly, can be proved that Γ^{Lie}(g)_{21} ∼= C_1, which completes the proof.

5 ID^{Lie}-derivations

Definition 5.1 A Lie-derivation d : g → g is said to be an ID-Lie-derivation if d(g) ⊆ γ^{Lie}_2 (g). The set of all ID-Lie-derivations of g is denoted by ID^{Lie}(g).

An ID-Lie-derivation d : g → g is said to be ID_∗-Lie-derivation if d vanishes on the Lie-central elements of g. The set of all ID_∗-Lie-derivations of g is denoted by ID^{Lie}_∗ (g).

It is obvious that ID^{Lie}(g) and ID^{Lie}_∗ (g) are subalgebras of Der^{Lie}(g) and

Der^{Lie}_c (g) ⊆ ID^{Lie}_∗ (g) ⊆ ID^{Lie}(g) (4)

where Der^{Lie}_c (g) is the subspace of Der^{Lie}(g) given by {d ∈ Der^{Lie}(g) | d(x) ∈ [x, g]_{lie}, ∀x ∈ g}. These kinds of derivations are called almost inner Lie-derivations of g.

Example 5.2 Let g be the three-dimensional Leibniz algebra with basis {a_1, a_2, a_3} and bracket operation given by [a_2, a_2] = [a_3, a_3] = a_1 and zero elsewhere (algebra 2 (c) in [9]). The right multiplications Lie-derivations R_x, x ∈ g, are examples of almost inner Lie-derivations.

Definition 5.3 An almost inner Lie-derivation d is said to be central almost inner Lie-derivation if there exists an x ∈ Z^l(g) such that (d − R_x)(g) ⊆ Z_{Lie}(g).

We denote the K -vector space of all central almost inner Lie-derivation by Der^{Lie}_{cz} (g).

Theorem 5.4 Let g and q be two Lie-isoclinic Leibniz algebras. Then ID^{Lie}_∗ (g) ∼= ID^{Lie}_∗ (q).

Proof. Let (η, ξ) be the Lie-isoclinism between g and q and let α ∈ ID^{Lie}_∗ (g). Consider the map ζ_α : q → q defined by ζ_α(y) := ξ(α(x)), where y + Z_{Lie}(q) = η(x + Z_{Lie}(g)). Clearly ζ_α is a well-defined linear map since α and ξ are linear maps, and if y ∈ Z_{Lie}(q), then x ∈ Z_{Lie}(g) and thus ζ_α(y) = ξ(α(x)) = ζ(0) = 0. To show that ζ_α is a Lie-derivation, let y_1, y_2 ∈ q and x_1, x_2 ∈ g such that y_i + Z_{Lie}(q) = η(x_i + Z_{Lie}(g)), i = 1, 2. Then

ζ_α([y_1, y_2]_{lie}) = ξ(α([x_1, x_2]_{lie})) = ξ([α(x_1), x_2]_{lie}) + ξ([x_1, α(x_2)]_{lie}) by [3, P rop. 3.8] = [ξ(α(x_1)), y_2]_{lie} + [y_1, ξ(α(x_2))]_{lie} = [ζ_α(y_1), y_2]_{lie} + [y_1, ζ_α(y_2)]_{lie}.

Moreover, since α(g) ⊆ γ^{Lie}_2 (g) and ξ is an isomorphism, it follows that ζ_α(q) ⊆ γ^{Lie}_2 (q). Therefore ζ_α ∈ ID^{Lie}_∗ (q). Now consider the map ζ : ID^{Lie}_∗ (g) → ID^{Lie}_∗ (q) defined by ζ(α) = ζ_α. We claim that ξ is a Lie-homomorphism. Indeed, for α_1, α_2 ∈ ID^{Lie}_∗ (g), we have for all y ∈ q, and x ∈ g such that y + Z_{Lie}(q) = η(x + Z_{Lie}(g)),

ζ([α_1, α_2])(y) = ζ_{[α1,α2]}(y) = ξ([α_1, α_2](x)) = ξ(α_1(α_2(x)) − α_2(α_1(x))) = ξ(α_1(α_2(x))) − ξ(α_2(α_1(x))) = ζ_{α1} (ξ(α_2(x)) − ζ_{α2} (ξ(α_1(x)) by [3, P rop. 3.8] = ζ_{α1} (ζ_{α2} (y)) − ζ_{α2} (ζ_{α1} (y)) = [ζ_{α1} , ζ_{α2} ](y) = [ζ(α_1), ζ(α_2)](y).

Hence ζ([α_1, α_2]) = [ζ(α_1), ζ(α_2)]. Conversely, let β ∈ ID^{Lie}_∗ (q). By using the inverse Lie-isoclinism (η^{−1}, ξ^{−1}), we similarly construct a homomorphism ζ^′ : ID^{Lie}_∗ (q) → ID^{Lie}_∗ (g) defined by ζ^′(β) = ζ^′_β where ζ^′_β(x) = ξ^{−1}(β(y)) with y + Z_{Lie}(q) = η(x + Z_{Lie}(g)). It is clear that (ζ^′ ∘ ζ)(α)(x) = ζ^′(ζ(α))(x) = ζ^′_{ζ(α)}(x) = ξ^{−1}(ζ(α)(y)) = ξ^{−1}(ζ_α(y)) = ξ^{−1}(ξ(α(x))) = α(x). So ζ^′ ∘ ζ = Id_{ID}Lie_{∗ (g)}. Similarly, one shows that ζ ∘ ζ^′ = Id_{ID}Lie_{∗ (q)}. Therefore ID^{Lie}_∗ (g) ∼= ID^{Lie}_∗ (q).

Corollary 5.5 Let g and q be two Lie-isoclinic Leibniz algebras. Then Der^{Lie}_c (g) ∼= Der^{Lie}_c (q).

Proof. Let (η, ξ) be the Lie-isoclinism between g and q and let α ∈ Der^{Lie}_c (g). Consider again the map ζ_α : q → q defined by ζ_α(y) := ξ(α(x)), where y + Z_{Lie}(q) = η(x + Z_{Lie}(g)), given in the proof of Theorem 5.4. Since α(x) ∈ [x, g]_{lie} and ξ is an isomorphism, it is clear that ζ_α(y) ∈ [y, q]_{lie} for all y ∈ q. So ζ_α ∈ Der^{Lie}_c (q). So the restriction ζ_{|Der}Lie_{c (g)} : Der^{Lie}_c (g) → Der^{Lie}_c (q) of the map ζ in the proof of Theorem 5.4 to Der^{Lie}_c (g) is a homomorphism. Similarly, by using the inverse Lie-isoclinism (η^{−1}, ξ^{−1}), one obtains a homomorphism by taking the restriction ζ^′_{|DerLiec (q)} : Der^{Lie}_c (q) → Der^{Lie}_c (g) of the map ζ^′ in the proof of Theorem 5.4 to Der^{Lie}_c (q). It is clear that ζ ∘ζ^′_{|DerLiec (q)} = Id_{Der}Lie_{c (q)} and ζ^′ ∘ζ_{|Der}Lie_{c (g)} = Id_{Der}Lie_{c (g)}. Therefore Der^{Lie}_c (g) ∼= Der^{Lie}_c (q).

For any d ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g), the map ψ_d :^g_{γLie2 (g)} → Z_{Lie}(g) given by ψ_d(g + γ^{Lie}_2 (g)) = d(g) is a linear map. It is easy to show that the linear map ψ : Der^{Lie}_z (g) → T (_g

γ^{Lie}_2 (g) , ZLie(g) ) , ψ(d) = ψ_d is bijective. Therefore, dim ( Der^{Lie}_z (g) ) = dim ( T (_g

γ^{Lie}_2 (g) , ZLie(g) )) for any finite-dimensional Leibniz algebra g.

Corollary 5.6 Let g be a finite-dimensional Leibniz algebra such that [g, g] = γ^{Lie}_2 (g) and Z_{Lie}(g) ⊆ Z^r(g). Then ID^{Lie}_∗ (g) = Der^{Lie}_z (g) if and only if γ^{Lie}_2 (g) = Z_{Lie}(g).

Proof. Assume that γ^{Lie}_2 (g) = Z_{Lie}(g). It is clear that for all d ∈ Der^{Lie}_z (g), d(g) ⊆ Z_{Lie}(g) ⇐⇒ d(g) ⊆ γ^{Lie}_2 (g) and d(Z_{Lie}(g)) = d(γ^{Lie}_2 (g)) = 0. Therefore ID^{Lie}_∗ (g) = Der^{Lie}_z (g).

Conversely, assume that ID^{Lie}_∗ (g) = Der^{Lie}_z (g). Then since [g, g] = γ^{Lie}_2 (g) and Z_{Lie}(g) ⊆ Z^r(g), it follows that the map R_x : g → g, R_x(y) = [y, x], is a Liederivation; moreover it is easy to check that R_x ∈ ID^{Lie}_∗ (g) = Der^{Lie}_z (g), hence R_x(y) ∈ Z_{Lie}(g), for all y ∈ g. Therefore Z^{Lie}_2 (g) = g, and thus g is Lie-nilpotent of class 2 by Theorem 2.4. Now, by [5, Corollary 4.1], there is a Lie-stem Leibniz algebra q Lie-isoclinic to g. Denote this Lie-isoclinism by (η, ξ). Since g is Lie-nilpotent Leibniz algebra of class 2, so is q, thanks to Lemma 3.7. This im-

plies that [g, g]_{Lie}^ξ∼= [q, q]_{Lie} = Z_{Lie}(q), and^g_{ZLie(g)}^η∼=^q_{ZLie(q)} ∼=^q_{[q,q]Lie} . It follows by Theorem 5.4, the first implication and Lemma 3.5 that

dim(Der^{Lie}_z (g)) = dim(ID^{Lie}_∗ (g)) = dim(ID^{Lie}_∗ (q)) = dim(Der^{Lie}_z (q))

= dim ( T ( q [q, q]_{Lie}

, Z_{Lie}(q) )) = dim ( T ( q Z_{Lie}(q)

, [q, q]_{Lie} ))

= dim ( T ( g Z_{Lie}(g)

, [g, g]_{Lie} )) = dim ( Z(Der^{Lie}_z (g)) ) .

The latter equality is due to Theorem 3.10 since g is Lie-nilpotent of class 2. Therefore Der^{Lie}_z (g) is abelian. We now conclude by Corollary 3.11 that γ^{Lie}_2 (g) = Z_{Lie}(g).

Remark 5.7 Let us observe that the requirements [g, g] = γ^{Lie}_2 (g) and Z_{Lie}(g) ⊆ Z^r(g) in Corollary 5.6 are not needed in the absolute case, but in our relative setting they are absolutely necessary as the following counterexample shows: let g be the four-dimensional complex Leibniz algebra with basis {a_1, a_2, a_3, a_4} and bracket operation given by [a_1, a_2] = −[a_2, a_1] = a_4; [a_3, a_3] = a_4 and zero elsewhere (class R_{21} in [1, Theorem 3.2]). It is easy to check that [g, g] = ⟨{a_4}⟩ = γ^{Lie}_2 (g), Z_{Lie}(g) = ⟨{a_1, a_2, a_4}⟩ and Z^r(g) = ⟨{a_4}⟩.

Consider the Lie-derivation R_{a1} , which belongs to Der^{Lie}_z (g). However R_{a1} /∈ ID^{Lie}_∗ (g) since R_{a1} doesn’t vanish on Z_{Lie}(g).

Example 5.8 The three-dimensional complex Leibniz algebra with basis {a_1, a_2, a_3} and bracket operation given by [a_2, a_2] = γa_1, γ ∈ C ; [a_3 , a_2] = [a_3, a_3] = a_1 and zero elsewhere (class 2 (a) in [9]) satisfies the requirements of Corollary 5.6, since [g, g] = γ^{Lie}_2 (g) = Z_{Lie}(g) = Z^r(g) = ⟨{a_1}⟩.

Theorem 5.9 Let g be a Leibniz algebra such that γ^{Lie}_2 (g) is finite dimensional and^g_{ZLie(g)} is generated by p elements. Then

dim(ID^{Lie}_∗ (g)) ≤ p · dim(γ^{Lie}_2 (g))

Proof. Consider the map α : ID^{Lie}_∗ (g) → T

(_g

Z_{Lie}(g) , γ Lie 2 (g) ) defined by d → d^∗ such that d^∗(x + Z_{Lie}(g)) = d(x). Then α is a well-defined injective linear map. It follows that dim(ID^{Lie}_∗ (g)) ≤ dim ( T (_g

Z_{Lie}(g) , γ Lie 2 (g) )) = p · dim(γ^{Lie}_2 (g))

Example 5.10 Now we present two examples illustrating the inequality in Theorem 5.9.

(a) Let g be the three-dimensional Leibniz algebra with basis {a_1, a_2, a_3} and bracket operation given by [a_2, a_3] = −[a_3, a_2] = a_2, [a_3, a_3] = a_1 and zero elsewhere (class 2 (f) in [9]).

It is an easy task to check that^g_{ZLie(g)} = ⟨{a_3}⟩, hence the number of generators is p = 1. Moreover γ^{Lie}_2 (g) = ⟨{a_1}⟩. Also it can be checked that an

element d ∈ ID^{Lie}_∗ (g) is represented by a matrix of the form

0 0 a_{13} 0 0 0 0 0 0 . Hence dim(ID^{Lie}_∗ (g)) = 1 ≤ 1 · 1.

(b) Let g be the four-dimensional Leibniz algebra with basis {a_1, a_2, a_3, a_4} and bracket operation given by [a_1, a_4] = a_1, [a_2, a_4] = a_2 and zero elsewhere (class R_2 in [7, Theorem 2.7]).

It is an easy task to check that^g_{ZLie(g)} = ⟨{a_1, a_2, a_4}⟩, hence the number of generators is p = 3. Moreover γ^{Lie}_2 (g) = ⟨{a_1, a_2}⟩. Also it can be checked that an element d ∈ ID^{Lie}_∗ (g) is represented by a matrix of the form a_{11} a_{12} 0 0 a_{21} a_{22} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

. Hence dim(ID^{Lie∗} (g)) = 4 ≤ 3 · 2.

Corollary 5.11 Let g be a Leibniz algebra such that Z^r(g) = Z_{Lie}(g), [g, g] = γ^{Lie}_2 (g) is finite dimensional and^g_{ZLie(g)} is generated by p elements. Then dim ( g Z_{Lie}(g) ) ≤ p · dim(γ^{Lie}_2 (g))

Proof. Under these hypothesis, we have from the proof of Corollary 5.6 that R_x ∈ ID^{Lie}_∗ (g) for all x ∈ g. Now, consider the K -linear map β :^g_{ZLie(g)} → ID^{Lie}_∗ (g) defined by x + Z_{Lie}(g) → R_x, which is an injective well-defined linear map, since Ker(β) =^{Zr(g)}_{ZLie(g)} = 0. Hence dim

(_g

Z_{Lie}(g) ) ≤ dim ( ID^{Lie}_∗ (g) ) . Now Theorem 5.9 completes the proof.

Example 5.12 The three-dimensional non-Lie Leibniz algebra with basis {a_1, a_2, a_3} and bracket operation [a_3, a_3] = a_1 and zero elsewhere, satisfies the requirements of Corollary 5.11.

Definition 5.13 A Leibniz algebra g of dimension n is said to be Lie-filiform (or 1-Lie-filiform) if dim(γ^{Lie}_i (g)) = n − i, 2 ≤ i ≤ n.

Lie-filiform Leibniz algebras are Lie-nilpotent of class n − 1.

Corollary 5.14 Let g be an n-dimensional Leibniz algebra such that Z^r(g) = Z_{Lie}(g) ⊆ Z^l(g) and it attains the upper bound of Corollary 5.11. If g is Liefiliform, then n = 3.

Proof. If g is Lie-filiform, then dim(γ^{Lie}_2 (g)) = n − 2, n ≥ 2. By the assumption on Corollary 5.11, p = dim

(_g

Z_{Lie}(g) ) = p · dim(γ^{Lie}_2 (g)) = p(n − 2), which implies that n = 3.

Remark 5.15 Example 5.12 provides a Lie-filiform Leibniz algebra which illustrates Corollary 5.14.

Proposition 5.16 Let g be a Leibniz algebra. Then the following statements hold:

(a) Let d ∈ Der^{Lie}_c (g) be. Then d(g) ⊆ γ^{Lie}_2 (g), d(Z_{Lie}(g)) = 0 and d(n) ⊆ n for every two-sided ideal n of g.

(b) For d ∈ Der^{Lie}_{cz} (g) there exists an x ∈ Z^l(g) such that d_{|γ}Lie_{2 (g)} = R_{x|γ}Lie_{2 (g)}.

(c) If g is 2-step Lie-nilpotent, then Der^{Lie}_{cz} (g) = Der^{Lie}_c (g).

(d) If Z_{Lie}(g) = 0, then Der^{Lie}_{cz} (g) ⊆ R(g) and R(Z^l(g)) ⊆ Der^{Lie}_{cz} (g).

(e) If g is Lie-nilpotent, then Der^{Lie}_c (g) is Lie-nilpotent and all d ∈ Der^{Lie}_c (g) are nilpotent.

(f) Der^{Lie}_c (g ⊕ g^′) = Der^{Lie}_c (g) ⊕ Der^{Lie}_c (g^′), for any Leibniz algebras g and g^′.

Proof. (a) For any x ∈ g, d(x) ∈ [x, g]_{Lie} ⊆ [g, g]_{Lie}; if x ∈ Z_{Lie}(g), then d(x) = [x, y]_{lie} = 0, for all y ∈ g; d(n) ⊆ [n, g]_{Lie} ⊆ n.

(b) Let d ∈ Der^{Lie}_{cz} (g), then there exists x ∈ Z^l(g) such that (d − R_x)(g) ⊆ Z_{Lie}(g). Since d − R_x is a Lie-derivation we have

(d − R_x)([y, z]_{lie}) = [(d − R_x)(y), z]_{lie} + [y, (d − R_x)(z)]_{lie} = 0

and thus d([y, z]_{lie}) = R_x([y, z]_{lie}), for all y, z ∈ g. Hence d_{|γ}Lie_{2 (g)} = R_{x|γ}Lie_{2 (g)}.

(c) Notice that if g is 2-step Lie-nilpotent, then γ^{Lie}_2 (g) ⊆ Z_{Lie}(g). So for all d ∈ Der^{Lie}_c (g), any x ∈ Z^l(g) and y ∈ g, we have d(y) ∈ [y, g]_{Lie} ⊆ γ^{Lie}_2 (g) ⊆ Z_{Lie}(g) and R_x(y) = [y, x] = [y, x]_{lie} ∈ γ^{Lie}_2 (g) ⊆ Z_{Lie}(g). Therefore (d − R_x)(g) ⊆ Z_{Lie}(g), and thus d ∈ Der^{Lie}_{cz} (g).

(d) Assume that Z_{Lie}(g) = 0. Then for all d ∈ Der^{Lie}_{cz} (g), there exists an x ∈ Z^l(g) such that (d − R_x)(g) = 0, i.e. d = R_x ∈ R(g). So Der^{Lie}_{cz} (g) ⊆ R(g). The second inclusion can be easily checked.

(e) If g is Lie-nilpotent of class c, then γ^{Lie}_{c+1}(g) = 0. So for any d ∈ Der^{Lie}_c (g), d(x) ∈ [x, g]_{Lie} ⊆ γ^{Lie}_2 (g). One inductively proves that d^c(x) ⊆ γ^{Lie}_{c+1}(g), d^c(x) = d(d^{c−1}(x)) ∈ [d^{c−1}(x), g]_{Lie} ⊆ γ^{Lie}_{c+1}(g) = 0. So d is nilpotent.

Also, a routine inductive argument shows that γ^{Lie}_{c+1}(Der^{Lie}_c (g))(g) ⊆ γ^{Lie}_{c+1}(g) = 0. So γ^{Lie}_{c+1}(Der^{Lie}_c (g)) = 0 and thus Der^{Lie}_c (g) is Lie-nilpotent.

(f) For any d ∈ Der^{Lie}_c (g ⊕ g^′), it is clear that d_{|g} ∈ Der^{Lie}_c (g) and d_{|g}′ ∈ Der^{Lie}_c (g^′). Conversely, for d ∈ Der^{Lie}_c (g) and d^′ ∈ Der^{Lie}_c (g^′), one easily shows that the mapping d^{′′} : g ⊕ g^′ → g ⊕ g^′ defined by d^{′′}(x, x^′) := (d(x), d^′(x^′)) is a Lie-derivation such that for x, x^′ ∈ g, g^′ we have d^{′′}(x, x^′) = (d(x), d^′(x^′)) ∈ ([x, g]_{Lie}, [x^′, g^′]_{Lie}) = [(x, x^′), g ⊕ g^′]_{Lie} by definition of the bracket of g ⊕ g^′.

Acknowledgements

Second author was supported by Agencia Estatal de Investigación (Spain), grant MTM2016-79661-P (AEI/FEDER, UE, support included).

References

[1] S. Albeverio, B. A. Omirov and I. S. Rakhimov: Classification of 4- dimensional nilpotent complex Leibniz algebras, Extracta Math. 21 (3) (2006), 197–210.

[2] G. Benkart and E. Neher: The centroid of extended affine and root graded Lie algebras, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 205 (1) (2006), 117–145.

[3] G. R. Biyogmam and J. M. Casas: On Lie-isoclinic Leibniz algebras, J. Algebra 499 (2018), 337–357. DOI: 10.1016/j.jalgebra.2017.01.034.

[4] G. R. Biyogmam and J. M. Casas: The c-nilpotent Schur Lie-multiplier of Leibniz algebras, J. Geom. Phys. 138 (2019), 55–69.

[5] G. R. Biyogmam and J. M. Casas: A Study of n-Lie-isoclinic Leibniz Algebras, J. Algebra Appl. (2019) (to appear). DOI: 10.1142/S0219498820500139.

[6] D. Burde, K. Dekimpe and B. Verbeke: Almost inner derivations of Lie algebras, J. Algebra Appl. 17 (1) (2018), 1850214, 26 pp.

[7] E. M. Cañete and A. Kh. Khudoyberdiyev: The classification of 4-dimensional Leibniz algebras, Linear Algebra Appl. 439 (1) (2013), 273–288.

[8] J. M. Casas and M. A. Insua: The Schur Lie-multiplier of Leibniz algebras, Quaest. Math. 41 (7) (2018), 917–936.

[9] J. M. Casas, M. A. Insua, M. Ladra and S. Ladra: An algorithm for the classification of 3-dimensional complex Leibniz algebras, Linear Algebra Appl. 436 (9) (2012), 3747–3756.

[10] J. M. Casas and E. Khmaladze: On Lie-central extensions of Leibniz algebras, Rev. R. Acad. Cienc. Exactas Fís. Nat. Ser. A Math. RACSAM 111 (1) (2017). 36–56. DOI 10.1007/s13398-016-0274-6.

[11] J. M. Casas and T. Van der Linden: Universal central extensions in semiabelian categories, Appl. Categor. Struct. 22 (1) (2014), 253–268.

[12] C. Cuvier: Algèbres de Leibnitz: définitions, propriétés, Ann. Sci. Écol.

Norm. Sup. 27 (4) (1994), 1–45.

[13] J. Dixmier and W. J. Lixter: Derivations of Nilpotent Lie algebras, Proc.

Amer. Math. Soc. 4 (1957), 155–158.

[14] T. Everaert and T. Van der Linden: Baer invariants in semi-abelian categories I: General theory, Theory Appl. Categ. 12 (1) (2004), 1–33.

[15] C. S. Gordon and E. N. Wilson: Isospectral deformations of compact solvmanifolds, J. Differential Geom. 19 (1) (1984), 214–256.

[16] G. Leger: A Note on the derivations of Lie algebras, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc.

4 (1953), 511–514.

[17] J.-L. Loday: Cyclic homology, Grundl. Math. Wiss. Bd. 301, Springer, Berlin (1992).

[18] J.-L. Loday: Une version non commutative des algèbres de Lie: les algèbres de Leibniz, Enseign. Math. 39 (1993), 269–292.

[19] Z. Riyahi and J. M. Casas: Lie-isoclinism of pairs of Leibniz algebras, Bull.

Malays. Math. Sci. Soc. (2018) (to appear). DOI: 10.1007/s40840-018-0681-2.

[20] S. Tôgô: On the derivations of Lie algebras, J. Sci. Math. Hiroshima Univ.

Ser. 4, 19 (1955), 71–77.

[21] S. Tôgô: On the derivation algebras of Lie algebras, Canad. J. Math. 13 (1961), 201–216.

[22] S. Tôgô: Derivations of Lie algebras, J. Sci. Math. Hiroshima Univ., Ser.

A-I Math. 28 (1964), 133–158.

[23] S. Tôgô: Outer derivations of Lie algebras, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 128 (1967), 264–276.