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1 Introduction

In Linear Algebra, one basic topic is the study of conjugacy classes of matrices and finding some canoni-
cal representative for each class. More precisely, for any A ∈ Mn(C), classify the set {B ∈ Mn(C) | B =
P AP−1 for some P ∈ GLn(C)}. In various cases, conjugacy classes of nilpotent matrices enjoy several proper-
ties that differentiate them from other such families. Jordan canonical form sets up a bijection between conjugacy
classes of nilpotent matrices in Mn(C) and the set P(n) of all partitions of n.

This theme profoundly extends to the theory of nilpotent orbits of Lie groups. We refer to [5] for many
research works associated with this. This paper will give a readable account of parametrization for the nilpotent
orbits in simple complex Lie algebras.

Recall that Mn(C) has a natural Lie algebra structure. Now we will interpret this in the modern terms of the
Lie-theoretic approach. Let G be a Lie group with Lie algebra g. An element X ∈ g is called nilpotent if the
linear endomorphism ad(X) : g −→ g is nilpotent. The set of nilpotent elements in g is denoted by Ng. The
Lie group G has a natural Ad(G)-representation on its Lie algebra g

Ad : G −→ GL(g).

For a linear Lie group G, the Ad-action is given by Ad(g)X = gXg−1. For a nilpotent element X ∈ g, the
nilpotent orbit of X in g is defined as OX := {Ad(g)X | g ∈ G}. The set of all nilpotent orbits in g under the
adjoint action of G is denoted by N (G). Here Mn(C) is replaced by the Lie algebra g, the group GLn(C) by the
Lie group G, and the conjugacy classes of nilpotent elements by the nilpotent orbits. There is a G-equivariant
bijection between Ng, the set of nilpotent elements of g, and the set of unipotent elements of G. Thus, the study
of the unipotent conjugacy classes is equivalent to the study of the nilpotent orbits.

Nilpotent orbits are studied in various branches of Mathematics: Lie theory, representation theory, algebraic
geometry. Several aspects of the nilpotent orbits have drawn attention over the years; see [5,8] and references
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470 C. Maity

therein. For that, there has been huge interest in their classification. The first major result in this context is that
there are only finitely many nilpotent orbits in any semisimple Lie algebra. Gerstenhaber has given a method
for computing representatives of nilpotent orbits in classical Lie algebras in [6]. Dynkin and Kostant classified
such orbits using weighted Dynkin diagrams; see [5]. In the case of sln(C), the normal Jordan form allows us
to parameterize the nilpotent orbits in sln(C) with respect to the partitions of n; see Theorem 3.1 for a different
approach. Recently, in [4] using an algebro-geometric argument, Clarke constructs a new canonical form for
these orbits, which is symmetric with respect to the non-main diagonal, with entries in {0, 1}.

Parametrization of the nilpotent orbits in simple complex Lie algebras is discussed in [5, Chapter 5] and
[8, Chapter 3], though explicit map regarding parametrization is not mentioned. In this expository article, we
have provided detailed proofs of [5, Theorems 5.1.1-−5.1.4] regarding parametrization of the nilpotent orbits in
simple complex Lie algebras in Theorems 3.1, 3.2, 3.3. Following scheme given in [2], [7, Chapter 4] we provide
an explicit parametrizing map which might be useful when such results come to use.

We have used Jacobson-Morozov theorem (Theorem 2.1) and some basic results from [2, Appendix] related
to sl2-representation. Use of Jacobson-Morozov theorem was indicated in [8]. The results in this article are
well-known to the experts. However in the literature we have not seen any explicit proof. The aim of this article
is to give a proof of such results that should be accessible to a fairly broad mathematical audience.

This article complements [7, Chapter 4], where detailed proof of certain parametrizations of the nilpotent
orbits in non-compact, non-complex, classical, simple real Lie algebras are described. Thus this article together
with [7, Chapter 4] will provide detailed proofs of well-known results on parametrization of the nilpotent orbits
in simple Lie algebras of classical types.

The paper is organized as follows. We will recall some basic notions associated with finite-dimensional
sl2-modules in Sect. 2. Theorems 3.1, 3.2, 3.3 are proved in Sect. 3.

2 Preliminaries

Here we will set up some notation and recall some well-known facts from the literature, which will be used in
Sect. 3.

2.1 Notation

Throughout this article, we use the following notation. Lie groups will be denoted by the capital letters, while the
Lie algebra of a Lie group will be denoted by the corresponding lower-case German letter. A partition of a positive

integer n is an object of the form [dtd1
1 , . . . , d

tds
s ], where tdi , di ∈ N, 1 ≤ i ≤ s, such that

∑s
i=1 tdi di = n,

ti ≥ 1 and di > di+1 > 0 for all i ; see [5, § 3.1, p. 30]. Let P(n) denote the set of all partitions of n. For a

partition d = [dtd1
1 , . . . , d

tds
s ] of n, define

Nd := {di | 1 ≤ i ≤ s} , Ed := Nd ∩ (2N) , Od := Nd \ Ed. (2.1)

Now define

P1(n) := {d ∈ P(n) | tη is even for all η ∈ Ed},

and

P−1(n) := {d ∈ P(n) | tθ is even for all θ ∈ Od} .

Let Pv.even(n) := {d = [dtd1
1 , . . . , d

tds
s ] ∈ P(n) | di , tdi are even for all i}. Note that Pv.even(n) ⊂ P1(n).

Let G be a linear Lie group with Lie algebra g. For an element g ∈ G, the centralizer of g in G is defined
by ZG(g) := {σ ∈ G | σgσ−1 = g }. For a subset S of g, the centralizer of S in G is ZG(S) := {τ ∈ G |
τY τ−1 = Y for all Y ∈ S}.
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2.2 Jacobson-Morozov Theorem

For a Lie algebra g over C, a subset {X, H, Y } ⊂ g is said to be a sl2-triple if X �= 0, [H, X ] = 2X ,
[H, Y ] = −2Y and [X, Y ] = H . Note that SpanC{X, H, Y } 	 sl2(C) for a sl2-triple {X, H, Y }. We now
recall a well-known result due to Jacobson and Morozov.

Theorem 2.1 (Jacobson-Morozov, cf. [5, Theorem 3.3.1]) Let X ∈ g be a non-zero nilpotent element in a
semisimple Lie algebra g over C. Then there exist H, Y ∈ g such that {X, H, Y } is a sl2-triple in g.

Next, we state a conjugacy result related to sl2-triples due to Kostant.

Theorem 2.2 (Kostant, cf. [5, Theorem 3.4.10]) Let G be a Lie group so that the Lie algebra g is a semisimple
Lie algebra over C. Let {X, H,Y } and {X, H ′,Y ′} be two sl2-triples in g. Then there exists g ∈ ZG(X) so that
H ′ = gHg−1 and Y ′ = gY g−1.

2.3 Lie group SU(V, 〈·, ·〉ε) and Lie algebra su(V, 〈·, ·〉ε)
Let V be a complex vector space of dimension n. First we define the Lie group SL(V ) and it’s Lie algebra sl(V ):

SL(V ) := {g ∈ GL(V ) | det g = 1} and sl(V ) := {T ∈ EndC(V ) | tr(T ) = 0} .
For ε ∈ {±1}, let

〈·, ·〉ε : V × V −→ C (2.2)

be a non-degenerate, bilinear map satisfying 〈x, y〉ε = ε〈y, x〉ε for all x, y ∈ C. We call 〈·, ·〉1 to be symmetric
form, and 〈·, ·〉−1 to be alternating or sympletic form. Now define

U(V, 〈·, ·〉ε) := {g ∈ GL(V ) | 〈gv, gu〉ε = 〈v, u〉ε ∀ v, u ∈ V } ,
SU(V, 〈·, ·〉ε) := U(V, 〈·, ·〉ε) ∩ SL(V ) ,

su(V, 〈·, ·〉ε) := {T ∈ EndC(V ) | 〈T v, u〉ε + 〈v, T u〉ε = 0 ∀ v, u ∈ V ; tr(T ) = 0} .
We now recall a standard fact from linear algebra.

Lemma 2.3 Let V be a n-dimensional vector space over C. Then the following hold:

(1) V admits a unique non-degenerate symmetric form up to equivalence.
(2) V admits a unique non-degenerate alternating form, unique up to equivalence, when n is even. For odd n,

there is no such form.

In view of Lemma 2.3, we may assume that

〈x, y〉ε =
{

xt y if ε = 1,
xt Jm y if ε = −1, 2m = n ; (2.3)

for x, y ∈ C
n, and Jm :=

( −Im
Im

)

. Now we list down the classical Lie groups and Lie algebras which will

be used in this article.

SLn(C) := {g ∈ GLn(C) | det(g) = 1}, sln(C) := {z ∈ Mn(C) | tr(z) = 0};
O(n,C) := {g ∈ GLn(C) | gt g = In}, so(n,C) := {z ∈ sln(C) | zt + z = 0};

Sp(2n,C) := {g ∈ SL2n(C) | gt Jng = Jn}, sp(2n,C) := {z ∈ sl2n(C) | zt Jn + Jnz = 0},
and SO(n,C) = O(n,C) ∩ SLn(C) .

Thus in view of (2.3), we have the following isomorphisms:

SU(V, 〈·, ·〉ε) 	 SO(n,C) and su(V, 〈·, ·〉ε) 	 so(n,C) if ε = 1,

SU(V, 〈·, ·〉ε) 	 Sp(2m,C) and su(V, 〈·, ·〉ε) 	 sp(2m,C) if ε = −1, 2m = n .

In our case, the Lie algebra su(V, 〈·, ·〉ε) is a simple Lie algebra over C for ε ∈ {±1}.
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472 C. Maity

2.4 Parametrizing map for the nilpotent orbits in sl(V )

Here we will define a parametrizing map in case of the Lie algebra sl(V ). We follow the construction done in [2,
§4.2], and [7, Chapter 4]. Let g := sl(V ) be the simple Lie algebra over C, and X ∈ g be a non-zero nilpotent
element. Let {X, H, Y } be a sl2-triple in g containing X , see Theorem 2.1. Consider V as SpanC{X, H, Y }-
module with respect to the standard representation.

Definition 2.4 For any positive integer d, let M(d − 1) denote the sum of all the irreducible SpanC{X, H, Y }-
submodule W of V so that dimC W = d. Then M(d − 1) is the isotypic component of V containing all the
irreducible submodules of V with the highest weight d − 1.

Let d1, . . . , ds be the integers that occur as C-dimensions of irreducible SpanC{X, H,Y }-submodules of V .
Then the vector space V can be decomposed as follows:

V =
⊕

1≤i≤s

M(di − 1) . (2.4)

Now define the lowest weight space L(d − 1) in the isotypic component M(d − 1) as follows:

L(di − 1) := kerY ∩ M(di − 1) and tdi := dimC L(di − 1). (2.5)

Then
∑

1≤i≤s tdi di = n = dimC V , and hence

d = [dtd1
1 , . . . , d

tds
s ] ∈ P(n). (2.6)

Since X �= 0, it follows that the above partition d �= [1n]. Thus, for a non-zero nilpotent element X ∈ g, we
associate it to the partition d as in (2.6). For X = 0, we consider the partition [1n]. This induces a map

ψg : Ng −→ P(n) . (2.7)

Example 2.5 Let X[3,22] :=
⎛

⎝
J(0, 3)

J(0, 2)
J(0, 2)

⎞

⎠, where J(0, n) :=

⎛

⎜
⎜
⎝

0 1
. . .

0 1
0

⎞

⎟
⎟
⎠ ∈ Mn(C). Then it follows

that ψsln(C)(J(0, n)) = [n] ∈ P(n), and ψsl7(C)(X[3,22]) = [3, 22] ∈ P(7). ��
Let G := SL(V ) be the Lie group. The map ψg as in (2.7) has the following properties:

P.1 ψg(X) = ψg(gXg−1) for all g ∈ G.
P.2 ψg(X) does not depend on the choice of sl2-triple {X, H,Y } containing X .

Let h ∈ G be an arbitrary element. Then {h Xh−1, h Hh−1, hY h−1} is a sl2-triple in g. Considering V
as SpanC{h Xh−1, h Hh−1, hY h−1}-module, it follows that hM(dr − 1) is the isotypical component of V
containing all irreducible submodules V with highest weight dr − 1 for 1 ≤ r ≤ s, see (2.4). Moreover,
hL(dr − 1) = ker(hY h−1) ∩ hM(1 − dr ). Thus dimC hL(dr − 1) = dimC L(dr − 1) = tdr . Therefore

ψg(X) = ψg(gXg−1) = [dtd1
1 , . . . , d

tds
s ]. This proves (P.1).

To prove (P.2), let {X, H ′,Y ′} be another sl2-triple containing X . By Theorem 2.2, there exists g ∈ G such
that gXg−1 = X, gHg−1 = H ′, gY g−1 = Y ′. Now (P.2) follows from a similar argument given for (P.1).

In view of (P.1) and (P.2), ψg as in (2.7) induces a well-defined map

�SL(V ) : N (SL(V )) −→ P , OX �−→ [
d

td1
1 , . . . , d

tds
s

]
. (2.8)
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2.5 Structure of the isotypic components

The aim of this subsection is to find a suitable basis for the underlying vector space, which will be used in
Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.3. Although the results listed here follow from sl2-representation, we refer to [2,
Appendix] for details.

Lemma 2.6 Let V be a C-vector space, and g be the Lie algebra isomorphic to either sl(V ) or su(V, 〈·, ·〉ε).
Let {X, H, Y } ⊂ g be a sl2-triple. Let d be a positive integer such that M(d − 1) �= 0. Let {w1, w2, . . . , wtd }
be any C-basis of L(d − 1). Then

(1) Xdw j = 0 and H(Xlw j ) = Xlw j (2 l + 1 − d) for all 1 ≤ j ≤ td ;
(2) the set {Xlw j | 1 ≤ j ≤ td , 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1} is a C-basis of M(d − 1);
(3) the C-Span of {w j , Xw j , . . . , Xd−1w j } is an irreducible SpanC{X, H, Y }-submodule of M(d − 1), and

moreover, if W j is the C-Span of {w j , Xw j , . . . , Xd−1w j }, then

M(d − 1) = W1 ⊕ W2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Wtd

= L(d − 1)⊕ X L(d − 1)⊕ · · · ⊕ Xd−1L(d − 1) .
(2.9)

Proof See [2, Lemma A.1] for a proof. ��
Because of the direct sum decomposition as in (2.4), the above result gives a suitable basis for the underlying

vector space V .

Proposition 2.7 ( [9, 1.6, 2.19]) Let V and g be as in Lemma 2.6. Let {X, H, Y } ⊂ g be a sl2-triple. For all
d ∈ Nd and for any C-basis of L(d − 1), say, {vd

j | 1 ≤ j ≤ td := dimC L(d − 1)} the following statements
hold:

(1) Xdvd
j = 0 and H(Xlvd

j ) = Xlvd
j (2 l + 1 − d) for 1 ≤ j ≤ td , 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, d ∈ Nd.

(2) For all d ∈ Nd, the set {Xlvd
j | 1 ≤ j ≤ td , 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1} is a C-basis of M(d − 1). In particular,

{Xlvd
j | 1 ≤ j ≤ td , 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, d ∈ Nd}

is a C-basis of V .

Next result shows that for g 	 su(V, 〈·, ·〉ε), the direct sum as in (2.4) is orthogonal with respect to 〈·, ·〉ε .
Lemma 2.8 (cf. [8, § 3.2, p. 178]) Let V be a right C-vector space. Let {X, H, Y } ⊂ su(V, 〈·, ·〉ε) be a
sl2-triple. The following hold:

(1) Let v and w be two nonzero elements in V such that Hv = λv and Hw = μw for some λ, μ ∈ C. If
λ+ μ �= 0, then 〈v, w〉ε = 0.

(2) Let d − 1 and d ′ − 1 be two highest weight with d �= d ′. Then M(d − 1) and M(d ′ − 1) are orthogonal with
respect to 〈·, ·〉ε . In particular, the form 〈·, ·〉ε on M(di − 1) is non-degenerate for all such di .

Proof We refer to [2, Lemma A.3, Lemma A.4] for a proof. For the sake of completeness, we include it here.
We may assume that d > d ′. Let v ∈ L(d − 1) and u ∈ L(d ′ − 1). By (1), we have that 〈v, Xlu〉 = 0 when
0 ≤ l ≤ d ′ − 1. Moreover, Xlu = 0 if l ≥ d ′. Thus 〈v, Xlu〉 = 0 for all l ≥ 0. Hence, 〈Xhv, Xlu〉 =
(−1)h〈v, Xl+hu〉 = 0. Now the lemma follows from Lemma 2.6. ��

The following result describes a suitable basis of V in the presence of the non-degenerate form 〈·, ·〉ε as in
(2.2), which will be used crucially in the next section.

Proposition 2.9 ( [9, 2.19]) Let V be a right C-vector space. Let {X, H, Y } ⊂ su(V, 〈·, ·〉ε) be a sl2-triple.
Let d ∈ Nd and td := dimC L(d − 1). Then for all d ∈ Nd, there exists a C-basis {vd

j | 1 ≤ j ≤ td} of
L(d − 1) such that the following statements hold:

(1) {Xlvd
j | 1 ≤ j ≤ td , 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, d ∈ Nd} is a C-basis of V which satisfies (1) and (2) of

Proposition 2.7.
(2) The value of 〈·, ·〉ε on any pair of the above basis vectors is 0, except in the following cases:

• If ε = 1, then 〈Xlvd
j , Xd−1−lvd

j 〉ε = 1 when d ∈ Od, and 〈Xlvd
j , Xd−1−lvd

j+1〉ε = 1 when d ∈ Ed

and j is odd.
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• If ε = −1, then 〈Xlvd
j , Xd−1−lvd

j 〉ε = 1 when d ∈ Ed, and 〈Xlvd
j , Xd−1−lvd

j+1〉ε = 1 when d ∈ Od and
j is odd.

Now we define a bilinear form on the lowest weight space L(d − 1) as in [5, p. 139].

(·, ·)εd : L(d − 1)× L(d − 1) −→ C ; (v, u)εd := 〈v, Xd−1u〉ε, d ∈ Nd. (2.10)

Remark 2.10 In view of Lemma 2.8(1), it follows that the form 〈·, ·〉ε is non-degenerate on M(d −1) if and only
if the new form (·, ·)εd is nondegenerate on L(d − 1) for all d ∈ Nd. When 〈·, ·〉ε is symmetric, then (·, ·)εd is
symmetric (respectively, symplectic) if d is odd (respectively, even). When 〈·, ·〉ε is symplectic, then (·, ·)εd is
symplectic (respectively, symmetric) if d is odd (respectively, even).

2.6 Parametrizing map for the nilpotent orbits in su(V, 〈·, ·〉ε)
Here we follow the construction done in [3, §3.2, §3.4] where homotopy types of the nilpotent orbits are
explicitly computed. Recall that we have the natural inclusions in various levels SU(V, 〈·, ·〉ε) ⊂ SL(V ),
su(V, 〈·, ·〉ε) ⊂ sl(V ) and Nsu(V, 〈·, ·〉ε ) ⊂ Nsl(V ). Let

ψsu(V, 〈·, ·〉ε ) := ψsl(V ) ◦ ιsu(V, 〈·, ·〉ε ) : Nsu(V, 〈·, ·〉ε ) −→ P(n) , (2.11)

where ιsu(V, 〈·, ·〉ε ) : Nsu(V, 〈·, ·〉ε ) −→ Nsl(V ) is the inclusion map. Using Remark 2.10, it follows that
ψsu(V, 〈·, ·〉ε )

(Nsu(V, 〈·, ·〉ε )
) ⊆ Pε(n). Thus

ψsu(V, 〈·, ·〉ε ) : Nsu(V, 〈·, ·〉ε ) −→ Pε(n) . (2.12)

By considering G := SU(V, 〈·, ·〉ε), analogous statements of (P.1) and (P.2) hold. Thus the mapψsu(V, 〈·, ·〉ε )
as in (2.12) induces a well-defined map

�SU(V, 〈·, ·〉ε ) : N (
SU(V, 〈·, ·〉ε)

) −→ Pε(n) , OX �−→ [
d

td1
1 , . . . , d

tds
s

]
. (2.13)

2.7 Structure of the centralizer of a nilpotent element

First we recall a well-known result which gives the Levi part of the centralizer of a nilpotent element.

Lemma 2.11 (cf. [9, (2.23)], [5, Lemma 3.7.3, p.50]) Let G be the Lie group isomorphic to either U(V, 〈·, ·〉ε)
or SU(V, 〈·, ·〉ε). Let X ∈ su(V, 〈·, ·〉ε) be a non-zero nilpotent element, and {X, H, Y } a sl2-triple in
su(V, 〈·, ·〉ε). Then ZG(X, H, Y ) is a (reductive) Levi subgroup of ZG(X).

Now we are introducing some notation which will be used to state Theorem 2.12. For a group H , we denote
by Hn

� the diagonally embedded copy of H in the n-fold direct product Hn . Let Hi ⊂ GLli be a matrix subgroup,
for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. We then define the subgroup

S
( ∏

i

Hi

)
:=

{
(h1, . . . , hm) ∈

m∏

i=1

Hi

∣
∣
∣

∏

i

det hi = 1
}

⊂
m∏

i=1

Hi .

Theorem 2.12 (Springer-Steinberg, cf. [9, 2.25], [5, Theorem 6.1.3]) Let X ∈ so(n,C) be a non-zero nilpotent
element, and {X, H,Y } be a sl2-triple in so(n,C). Let the nilpotent OX corresponds to the partition d :=
[dtd1

1 , . . . , d
tds
s ] ∈ P1(n). Let Ed and Od be as in (2.1). Then the following isomorphisms hold:

ZO(n,C)(X, H,Y ) 	
∏

η∈Ed

Sp(2tη,C) ×
∏

θ∈Od

O(tθ ,C)
θ
� ,

ZSO(n,C)(X, H,Y ) 	
∏

η∈Ed

Sp(2tη,C) × S
( ∏

θ∈Od

O(tθ ,C)
θ
�

)
.
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3 Parametrization of the nilpotent orbits

This section will provide detailed proof of the well-known results on the parametrizations of nilpotent orbits in
non-compact complex simple classical Lie algebras.

3.1 Nilpotent orbits in sl(n,C).

Let V := C
n . Here we will give proof of a standard fact which says that the map as in (2.8) parametrizes the

nilpotent orbits in sln(C). This also follows from Jordan canonical form. For the sake of completeness, we will
include a proof.

Theorem 3.1 (cf. [5, Theorem 5.1.1]) The map �SLn(C) : N (
SLn(C)

) −→ P(n) as in (2.8) is bijective.

Proof For injectivity, let X, N ∈ Nsl(n,C) be two non-zero elements with�SLn(C)(OX )= �SLn(C)(ON ) =: d ∈
P(n), say. Let {Xlvd

j | 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd} and {Nlwd
j | 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd}

be two C-bases of C
n as in Proposition 2.7. Let g1 ∈ GLn(C) be such that g1(Xlvd

j ) = Nlwd
j for all 0 ≤ l ≤

d − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd. Set

g := g1/(det g1)
1/n ∈ SLn(C).

It is now straightforward that gX (Xlvd
j ) = Ng(Xlvd

j ) for all 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd. Since gX and
Ng agree on a basis, we have gX = Ng. Thus OX = ON .

For surjectivity, let d ∈ P(n) be a partition. Let Xd ∈ sln(C) be the matrix in Jordan canonical form. Then
following the construction as describe in Sect. 2.4, it follows that �SLn(C)(Xd) = d. ��

3.2 Nilpotent orbits in sp(2m,C).

Let m be a positive integer. In this subsection, we describe a suitable parametrization of the nilpotent orbits in
sp(2m,C) under the adjoint action of Sp(2m,C). We next use our terminologies to describe the result, which
gives a parametrization of the nilpotent orbits in sp(2m,C).

Theorem 3.2 (cf. [5, Theorem 5.1.3, p. 70]) The map �Sp(2 m,C) : N (Sp(2 m,C)) −→ P−1(2 m) in (2.13) is a
bijection.

Proof First we will show that �Sp(2m,C) is injective. Let X, N ∈ Nsp(2m,C) be two non-zero elements with
�Sp(2 m,C)(OX )= �Sp(2 m,C)(ON ) =: d ∈ P−1(2 m), say. Let {Xlvd

j | 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd} and

{Nlwd
j | 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd} be two C-bases of V = C

2m as in Proposition 2.9 when ε = −1.

After suitable re-scaling each element of the ordered sets (vd
1 , . . . , v

d
td ) and (wd

1 , . . . , w
d
td ) for all d ∈ Nd, if

necessary, we may assume that

〈vηj , Xη−1v
η
j 〉−1 = 〈wηj , Nη−1w

η
j 〉−1 for all η ∈ Ed, 1 ≤ j ≤ tη;

〈vθj , X θ−1vθj+1〉−1 = 〈wθj , N θ−1wθj+1〉−1 for all θ ∈ Od, 1 ≤ j ≤ tθ .
(3.1)

Let g ∈ GL2 m(C) be such that g(Xlvd
j ) = Nlwd

j for all 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd. It is now

straightforward that gX (Xlvd
j ) = Ng(Xlvd

j ) for all 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd. Since gX and Ng
agree on a basis, we have gX = Ng. Using the equalities in (3.1) and the definition of g as above, it follows that

〈gXlv
η
j , gXη−1−lv

η
j 〉−1 = 〈Xlv

η
j , Xη−1−lv

η
j 〉−1 for all η ∈ Ed , 1 ≤ j ≤ tη ;

〈gXlvθj , gX θ−1−lvθj+1〉−1 = 〈Xlvθj , X θ−1−lvθj+1〉−1 for all θ ∈ Od , 1 ≤ j ≤ tθ .

As {Xlvd
j | 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd} is a C-basis of C

2m , we conclude from the relations among
basis elements in Proposition 2.9(3) in the case of ε = −1 that the matrix g satisfies 〈gx, gy〉−1 = 〈x, y〉−1 for
all x, y ∈ C

2n . Then it follows that the determinant of g is 1; see [1]. Thus g ∈ Sp(2m,C), and hence OX = ON
which proves the injectivity of the map �Sp(2m,C).
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Now we will prove that �Sp(2m,C) is surjective. Let d ∈ P−1(2m) be a partition of 2 m. Let X ∈ Nsl2 m (C)

and {X, H,Y } ⊂ sl2 m(C) be a sl2-triple such that ψsl2m (C)(X) = d; see Theorem 3.1. Our strategy is to obtain
a P ∈ GL2 m(C) such that P−1 X P ∈ sp(2 m,C).

We next construct a nondegenerate symplectic form 〈·, ·〉new on V = C
2 m such that {X, H,Y } ⊂

sp(V, 〈·, ·〉new). Let d := [dtd1
1 , . . . , d

tds
s ]. Using Proposition 2.7(2), V has a C-basis of the form {Xlvd

j |
0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd}. In the next few steps, we want to define an alternating bilinear form on
〈·, ·〉new : V × V −→ C. For d ∈ Nd, 1 ≤ j ≤ td and for 0 ≤ l, r ≤ d − 1 we define b−1(Xlvd

j , Xrvd
j ) ∈ C by

b−1(X
lv
η
j , Xrv

η
j ) = 0 if l + r �= η − 1 , η ∈ Ed,

b−1(X
lvθj , Xrvθj ) = 0 if θ ∈ Od ,

b−1(X
lvθj , Xrvθj+1) = 0 if l + r �= θ − 1, j is odd , θ ∈ Od

b−1(X
lvθj+1, Xrvθj ) = 0 if l + r �= θ − 1, j is odd , θ ∈ Od,

and

b−1(X
lv
η
j , Xη−1−lv

η
j ) := (−1)l when 1 ≤ j ≤ pη, η ∈ Ed. (3.2)

b−1(X
lvθj , X θ−1−lvθj+1) := (−1)l when j is odd, θ ∈ Od, 1 ≤ j ≤ tθ ,

b−1(X
lvθj+1, X θ−1−lvθj ) := (−1)l+1 when j is odd, θ ∈ Od, 1 ≤ j ≤ tθ . (3.3)

Using the above relations, it now follows that

b−1(X
lv
η
j , Xrv

η
j ) = − b−1(X

rv
η
j , Xlv

η
j ) for η ∈ Ed, 0 ≤ l, r ≤ η − 1, (3.4)

b−1(X
lvθj ′ , Xrvθj ′′) = − b−1(X

rvθj ′′ , Xlvθj ′) for θ ∈ Od, 0 ≤ l, r ≤ θ − 1, j ≤ j ′, j ′′ ≤ j + 1. (3.5)

Recall that, for all d ∈ Nd, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , the C-Span of {vd
j , Xvd

j , . . . , Xd−1vd
j } is an irreducible SpanC{X, H, Y }-

submodule of C
2 m ; see Lemma 2.6 (2). For 1 ≤ j ≤ tη, η ∈ Ed, we set

V η
j := SpanC{Xlv

η
j | 0 ≤ l ≤ η − 1}.

For θ ∈ Od, and an odd integer j , 1 ≤ j ≤ tθ , we set

V θ
j := SpanC{Xlvθj , Xlvθj+1 | 0 ≤ l ≤ θ − 1}.

As {Xlv
η
j | 0 ≤ l ≤ η− 1} is a C-basis for V η

j the equalities in (3.4) allow us to define a symplectic form 〈·, ·〉η j

on V η
j such that

〈Xlv
η
j , Xrv

η
j 〉η j := b−1(X

lv
η
j , Xrv

η
j ) for 0 ≤ l, r ≤ η − 1. (3.6)

Similarly as {Xlvθj , Xlvθj+1 | 0 ≤ l ≤ θ − 1} is a C-basis for V θ
j the equalities in (3.5) allow us to define an

alternating form 〈·, ·〉θ j on V θ
j such that

〈Xlvθj ′ , Xrvθj ′′ 〉θ j := b−1(X
lvθj ′ , Xrvθj ′′) for 0 ≤ l, r ≤ θ − 1, j ≤ j ′, j ′′ ≤ j + 1. (3.7)

From the definition it is clear that for all d ∈ Nd, 〈·, ·〉d j is nondegenerate on V d
j and moreover, 〈X x, y〉d j +

〈x, X y〉d j = 0 for all x, y ∈ V d
j . Recall that

C
2m = ( ⊕

j odd,1≤ j≤tθ ,θ∈Od

V θ
j

) ⊕ ( ⊕

1≤ j≤tη,η∈Ed

V η
j

)
. (3.8)

Let 〈·, ·〉new be the new symplectic form on V = C
2n such that its restriction to V d

j agrees with 〈·, ·〉d j , and
so that (3.8) is an orthogonal direct sum with respect to 〈·, ·〉new. Then 〈·, ·〉new is non-degenerate on V × V .
It follows from the definition of 〈·, ·〉new that 〈X x, y〉new + 〈x, X y〉new = 0 for all x, y ∈ V . Recall that in
Proposition 2.7 (1) we have that Y Xlvd

j = (Xl−1vd
j )l(d − l) for 0 < l ≤ d − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd,
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and Yvd
j = 0 for 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd. As {Xlvd

j | 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd} is a basis of

C
2 m , using the above relations,(3.2), (3.3), (3.6) and (3.7), we conclude that 〈H x, y〉new + 〈x, H y〉new = 0 and

〈Y x, y〉new + 〈x,Y y〉new = 0 for all x, y ∈ V . Thus {X, H,Y } ⊂ sp(V, 〈·, ·〉new).
Since both the forms 〈·, ·〉new and 〈·, ·〉−1 are nondegenerate and symplectic on C

2m , there is a P ∈ GL2 m(C)

such that

〈x, y〉−1 = 〈Px, Py〉new for all x, y ∈ V . (3.9)

Clearly {P−1 X P, P−1 H P, P−1Y P} ⊂ sp(2 m,C) is an sl2-triple. Hence �Sp(n,C)(OP−1 X P ) = d. This com-
pletes the proof. ��

3.3 Nilpotent orbits in so(n,C)

For ε = 1, the map as in (2.13) is of the form:

�SO(n,C) : N (
SO(n,C)

) −→ P1(n) , OX �−→ [
d

td1
1 , . . . , d

tds
s

]
. (3.10)

We next formulate a standard result which says that the above map “almost" parametrizes the set N (SO(n,C)).
Recall that the set Pv.even(n) is defined in § 2.1.

Theorem 3.3 (cf. [5, Theorems 5.1.2, 5.1.4]) The map �SO(n,C) as in (3.10) satisfies the property that

#�−1
SO(n,C)(d) =

{
2 for all d ∈ Pv.even(n)

1 P1(n) \ Pv.even(n).

Proof First we will show that the map �SO(n,C) is surjective. Let d ∈ P1(n) be a partition. Let X ∈ Nsln(C),
and {X, H,Y } ⊂ sln(C) be a sl2-triple such that ψsln(C)(X) = d; see Theorem 3.1. Our strategy is to obtain a
P ∈ GLn(C) such that P−1 X P ∈ so(n,C).

Step 1. As done in the previous section, we next construct a nondegenerate symmetric form 〈·, ·〉new on

V = C
n such that {X, H, Y } ⊂ so(V, 〈·, ·〉new). Let d := [dtd1

1 , . . . , d
tds
s ]. Using Proposition 2.7(2), C

n has a
C-basis of the form {Xlvd

j | 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd}.
For d ∈ Nd, 1 ≤ j ≤ td and 0 ≤ l, r ≤ d − 1 we define b+1(Xlvd

j , Xrvd
j ) ∈ C by

b+1(X
lvθj , Xrvθj ) = 0 if l + r �= θ − 1 , θ ∈ Od ;

b+1(X
lv
η
j , Xrv

η
j ) = 0 if η ∈ Ed ;

b+1(X
lv
η
j , Xrv

η
j+1) = 0 if l + r �= η − 1, j odd, η ∈ Ed;

b+1(X
lv
η
j+1, Xrv

η
j ) = 0 if l + r �= η − 1, j odd, η ∈ Ed,

and

b+1(X
lvθj , X θ−1−lvθj ) := (−1)l 1 ≤ j ≤ tθ , θ ∈ Od, (3.11)

b+1(X
lv
η
j , Xη−1−lv

η
j+1) := (−1)l when j is odd, η ∈ Ed, 1 ≤ j ≤ tη,

b+1(X
lv
η
j+1, Xη−1−lv

η
j ) := (−1)l+1 when j is odd, η ∈ Ed, 1 ≤ j ≤ tη. (3.12)

Using the above relations, it now follows that

b+1(X
lvθj , Xrvθj ) = b+1(X

rvθj , Xlvθj ) for θ ∈ Od, 0 ≤ l, r ≤ θ − 1, (3.13)

b+1(X
lv
η

j ′, Xrv
η

j ′′) = b+1(X
rv
η

j ′′ , Xlv
η

j ′) for η ∈ Ed, 0 ≤ l, r ≤ η − 1, j ≤ j ′, j ′′ ≤ j + 1 . (3.14)

Recall that, for all d ∈ Nd, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , the C-Span of {vd
j , Xvd

j , . . . , Xd−1vd
j } is an irreducible SpanC{X, H, Y }-

submodule of C
n ; see Lemma 2.6 (2). For 1 ≤ j ≤ tθ , θ ∈ Od, we set

V θ
j := SpanC{Xlvθj | 0 ≤ l ≤ θ − 1}.
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For η ∈ Ed, and an odd integer j , 1 ≤ j ≤ tη, we set

V η
j := SpanC{Xlv

η
j , Xlv

η
j+1 | 0 ≤ l ≤ η − 1}.

As {Xlvθj | 0 ≤ l ≤ θ − 1} is a C-basis for V θ
j the equalities in (3.13) allow us to define a symmetric form

〈·, ·〉θ j on V θ
j such that

〈Xlvθj , Xrvθj 〉θ j := b+1(X
lvθj , Xrvθj ) for 0 ≤ l, r ≤ θ − 1. (3.15)

Similarly as {Xlv
η
j , Xlv

η
j+1 | 0 ≤ l ≤ η − 1} is a C-basis for V η

j the equalities in (3.14) allow us to define a

symmetric form 〈·, ·〉η j on V η
j such that

〈Xlv
η

j ′, Xrv
η

j ′′ 〉η j := b+1(X
lv
η

j ′, Xrv
η

j ′′) for 0 ≤ l, r ≤ η − 1, j ≤ j ′, j ′′ ≤ j + 1. (3.16)

From the definition it is clear that for all d ∈ Nd, 〈·, ·〉d j is nondegenerate on V d
j and moreover, 〈X x, y〉d j +

〈x, X y〉d j = 0 for all x, y ∈ V d
j . Recall that

C
n = ( ⊕

j odd,1≤ j≤tη,η∈Ed

V η
j

) ⊕ ( ⊕

1≤ j≤tθ ,θ∈Od

V θ
j

)
. (3.17)

Let 〈·, ·〉new be the new symmetric form on V = C
n such that its restriction to V d

j agrees with 〈·, ·〉d j , and
so that (3.17) is an orthogonal direct sum with respect to 〈·, ·〉new. Then 〈·, ·〉new is non-degenerate on V × V .
Clearly, 〈X x, y〉new +〈x, X y〉new = 0 for all x, y ∈ V . Recall that in Proposition 2.7 (1) we have that Y Xlvd

j =
(Xl−1vd

j )l(d − l) for 0 < l ≤ d − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd, and Yvd
j = 0 for 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd. As

{Xlvd
j | 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd} is a basis of C

n , using the above relations,(3.11), (3.12), (3.15)
and (3.16), we conclude that 〈H x, y〉new + 〈x, H y〉new = 0 and 〈Y x, y〉new + 〈x,Y y〉new = 0 for all x, y ∈ V .
Thus {X, H,Y } ⊂ so(V, 〈·, ·〉new).

Since both the forms 〈·, ·〉new and 〈·, ·〉1 are symmetric and non-degenerate, there is a P ∈ GLn(C) such
that

〈x, y〉1 = 〈Px, Py〉new for all x, y ∈ C
n .

Now {P−1 X P, P−1 H P, P−1Y P} ⊂ so(n,C) is a sl2-triple. Hence �SO(n,C)(OP−1 X P ) = d.
Step 2: In this step, we will compute the cardinality of fibers of the map in (3.10). First we will prove that

if �SO(n,C)(OX ) = �SO(n,C)(ON ) = d for some X, N ∈ Nso(n,C), then there exists g ∈ O(n,C) such that
X = gNg−1.

Let {Xlvd
j | 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd} and {Nlwd

j | 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd}
be two C-bases of V = C

n , as in Proposition 2.9. Thus, after reordering the ordered sets (vd
1 , . . . , v

d
td ) and

(wd
1 , . . . , w

d
td ) for all d ∈ Nd, if necessary, we may assume that

〈vθj , X θ−1vθj 〉1 = 〈wθj , N θ−1wθj 〉1 for all θ ∈ Od, 1 ≤ j ≤ tθ ;
〈vηj , Xη−1v

η
j+1〉1 = 〈wηj , Nη−1w

η
j+1〉1 for all η ∈ Ed, 1 ≤ j ≤ tη.

(3.18)

Let g ∈ GLn(C) be a change of basis matrix. i.e.,

g(Xlvd
j ) = Nlwd

j for all 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd. (3.19)

Then gX (Xlvd
j ) = Ng(Xlvd

j ), which in turn implies gX = Ng. Using (3.18) and (3.19) we observe that

〈gXlvθj , gX θ−1−lvθj 〉1 = 〈Xlvθj , X θ−1−lvθj 〉1 for θ ∈ Od, 1 ≤ j ≤ tθ ;
〈gXlv

η
j , gXη−1−lv

η
j+1〉1 = 〈Xlv

η
j , Xη−1−lv

η
j+1〉1 for η ∈ Ed, 1 ≤ j ≤ tη .

As {Xlvd
j | 0 ≤ l ≤ d − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ td , d ∈ Nd} is a C-basis of C

n , it is now clear from the relations among the
basis elements in Proposition 2.9(3) that g ∈ O(n,C).

For a set S, #S denotes the cardinality of the set S. Using Lemma 2.11, it follows that the number of connected
components of ZO(n,C)(X, H, Y ) and ZO(n,C)(X) are same. Similarly, the number of connected components
of ZSO(n,C)(X, H, Y ) and ZSO(n,C)(X) are same. Thus using Lemma 2.11 and Theorem 2.12, the following
observations hold.
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(1) If d ∈ Pv.even(n), thenZO(n,C)(X, H,Y ) = ZSO(n,C)(X, H,Y ). Thus in this case #
(ZO(n,C)(X)/ZSO(n,C)(X)

)

= 1.
(2) In all other cases #(ZO(n,C)(X, H, Y )/ZSO(n,C)(X, H,Y )) = 2. Thus #(ZO(n,C)(X)/ZSO(n,C)(X)) = 2.

As #O(n,C)/SO(n,C) = 2, in view of Lemma 3.4, the proof is completed. ��
For a group G, and α ∈ G, let O(G, α) := {gαg−1 | g ∈ G}. Let H ⊂ G be a normal subgroup. Then for

any x ∈ H, O(G, x) ⊂ H and hO(G, x)h−1 = O(G, x) for all h ∈ H .

Lemma 3.4 ( [7, Lemma 2.3.7]) Let H ⊂ G be a normal subgroup with finite index. Let S := {O(H, y) | y ∈
O(G, x)} where x ∈ H. Then

#(S) = #(G/H)

#
(ZG(x)/ZH (x)

) .

Example 3.5 There are four nilpotent orbits in the Lie algebra sp(4,C) corresponding to the partition
[4], [22], [2, 12], [14]. The partitions [3, 1], [22], [14] correspond to nilpotent orbits in the Lie algebra so(4,C).
Since [22] ∈ Pv.even(4) is a very even partition of 4, it corresponds to two nilpotent orbits in so(4,C). Thus
there are four nilpotent orbits in so(4,C). For the Lie algebra so(5,C), there are four nilpotent orbits which
corresponds to the partition [5], [3, 12], [22, 1] and [15] of 5. ��
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