arXiv:1205.1095v1 [math.OA] 5 May 2012

CHARACTERIZATION OF LIE DERIVATIONS ON VON NEUMANN
ALGEBRAS

XIAOFEI QI AND JINCHUAN HOU

ABSTRACT. Let M be a von Neumann algebra without central summands of type I; and
¢ € C a scalar. It is shown that an additive map L on M satisfies L(AB — (BA) =
L(A)B—¢BL(A)+ L(B)A — §AL(B) whenever A, B € M with AB = 0 if and only if one of
the following statements holds: (1) £ =1, L = ¢+ f, where ¢ is an additive derivation on M
and f is an additive map from M into its center vanishing on [A, B] with AB = 0; (2) £ =0,
L(I) € Z(M) and there exists an additive derivation ¢ such that L(A) = p(A) + L(I)A
for all A; (3) £ = —1, L is a Jordan derivation; (4) & is rational and £ # 0,1, L is an
additive derivation; (5) £ is not rational, there exists an additive derivation ¢ satisfying
w(&I) = EL(I) such that L(A) = ¢o(A) + L(I)A for all A € M. A linear map L on M
satisfies L(AB — {BA) = L(A)B — ¢BL(A) + L(B)A — €AL(B) whenever A, B € M with
AB = 0 if and only if there exists a T' € M and a linear map f : M — Z(M) vanishing on
[A, B] with AB = 0 such that (i) € =1, L(A) = AT —TA+ f(A) for all A e M; (ii) £ =0,
L(I) € Z(M) and L(A) = AT — (T — L(I))A for all A € M; (iii) £ # 0,1, L(A) = AT —-TA
for all A € M.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let R be an associative ring (or an algebra over a field F). Recall that an additive (a linear)
map J from R into itself is called an additive (a linear) derivation if 6(AB) = 6(A)B + Ad(B)
for all A, B € R. More generally, an additive (a linear) map L from R into itself is called an
additive (a linear) Jordan derivation if L(AB + BA) = L(A)B+ AL(B)+ L(B)A+ BL(A) for
all A, B € R (equivalently, L(A%) = L(A)A+ AL(A) for all A € R if the characteristic of R is
not 2); is called a Lie derivation if L([A, B]) = [L(A), B] + [A, L(B)] for all A, B € R, where
[A, B] = AB—BA is the Lie product of A and B. The problem of how to characterize the linear
(additive) Jordan (Lie) derivations of rings and algebras has received many mathematicians’
attention for many years. Brear in [I] proved that every additive Lie derivation on a prime
ring R with characteristic not 2 can be decomposed as 7 4+ {, where 7 is a derivation from R
into its central closure and ( is an additive map of R into the extended centroid C sending
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commutators to zero. Johnson [§] proved that every continuous linear Lie derivation from a
C*-algebra A into a Banach A-bimodule M is standard, that is, can be decomposed as the
form 7 + h, where 7 : A — M is a derivation and h is a linear map from A into the center
of M vanishing at each commutator. Mathieu and Villena [14] showed that every linear Lie
derivation on a C*-algebra is standard. In [I7] Qi and Hou proved that the same is true for
additive Lie derivations of nest algebras on Banach spaces. For other results, see [2] [6] and
the references therein.

Recently, there have been a number of papers on the study of conditions under which
derivations of rings or operator algebras can be completely determined by the action on some
elements concerning products (see [3, [7, 10, 12, 16] and the references therein). For Lie
derivations, some works were also done. A linear (an additive) map L : R — R is said to
be Lie derivable at a point Z if L([A, B]) = [L(A),B] + [A,L(B)] for any A,B € R with
[A, B] = Z. Clearly, this definition is not valid for some Z, for instance, for Z = I, as the unit
I can not be a commutator [A, B] in general. It is also obvious that the condition of maps Lie
derivable at some point is much weaker than the condition of being a Lie derivation. Qi and
Hou [18] discussed such linear maps on J-subspace lattice algebras. Lu and Jing in [13] gave
another kind of characterization for Lie derivations as follows. Let X be a Banach space with
dim X > 3 and B(X) the algebra of all bounded linear operators acting on X. It is proved in
[13] that if § : B(X) — B(X) is a linear map satisfying 6([A, B]) = [0(A), B] + [4,d(B)] for
any A, B € B(X) with AB = 0 (resp. AB = P, where P is a fixed nontrivial idempotent),
then 6 = d+ 7, where d is a derivation of B(X) and 7 : B(X) — CI is a linear map vanishing
at commutators [A, B] with AB = 0 (resp. AB = P). Later, this result was generalized to
the maps on triangular algebras and prime rings in [9] and [19] respectively. Since factor von
Neumann algebras are prime, as a consequence of the result for prime rings, all additive maps
d on factor von Neumann algebras satisfying §([A, B]) = [6(A), B] + [A4,§(B)] for any A, B
with AB = 0 are characterized. However the proof for factor von Neumann algebras is not
valid anymore for general von Neumann algebras. So, it is natural to ask what happens when
the concerned von Neumann algebras are not factor.

Let A be an algebra over a field F. For a scalar £ € F and for A, B € A, if AB = ¢BA, we say
that A commutes with B up to a factor £&. The notion of commutativity up to a factor for pairs
of operators is an important concept and has been studied in the context of operator algebras
and quantum groups (ref. [4,[I1]). Motivated by this, a binary operation [A, Ble = AB—-£{BA,
called &-Lie product of A and B, was introduced in [I7]. An additive (a linear) map L : A — A
is called an additive (a linear) ¢-Lie derivation if L([A, Bl¢) = [L(A), Bl¢ + [A, L(B)]¢ for all
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A, B € A. This conception unifies several well known notions. It is clear that a £-Lie derivation
is a derivation if £ = 0; is a Lie derivation if £ = 1; is a Jordan derivation if £ = —1. The
structure of £-Lie derivations was characterized in triangular algebras and prime algebras in
[17, 20] respectively. Particularly, we got a characterization of ¢-Lie derivations on Banach
space nest algebras and standard operator algebras.

Thus, more generally, one may ask what is the structure of additive (linear) maps L that
satisfy L([A, Bl¢) = [L(A), Bl + [A, L(B)l¢ for any A, B with AB = 0? The purpose of the
present paper is to study this question for maps on von Neumann algebras and characterize
all such maps on general von Neumann algebras. Note that every map on a commutative von
Neumann algebra is a Lie derivation. So it is reasonable to confine our attention to the von
Neumann algebras that have no central summands of type 1.

This paper is organized as follows. Let M be a von Neumann algebra without central
summands of type I;. In Section 2, we deal with the case & = 1, that is, the case of Lie product,
and show that every additive map L : M — M satisfies L([A4, B]) = [L(A), B] + [A, L(B)] for
any A, B € M with AB = 0 if and only if it has the form L = ¢ + f, where ¢ : M — M is
an additive derivation and f : M — Z(M), the center of M, is an additive map vanishing on
each commutator [A, B] whenever AB = 0 (Theorem 2.1). Section 3 is devoted to discussing
the case of £ # 1. We show that every additive map L : M — M satisfies that L([A, B]¢) =
[L(A), B¢ + [A, L(B)]¢ for any A, B € M with AB = 0 if and only if L(I) € Z(M) and, (1)
¢ = 0, there exists an additive derivation ¢ such that L(A) = ¢(A)+ L(I)A for all A € M; (2)
¢ = —1, L is a Jordan derivation, that is, L(A?) = L(A)A + AL(A) for all A€ M; (3) £ € C
is rational and £ # 0, —1, L is an additive derivation; (4) £ € C is not rational, there exists an
additive derivation ¢ satisfying p(&I) = EL(I) such that L(A) = ¢(A)+ L(I)A for all A € M
(Theorem 3.1). Moreover, in the last case (4), if (i) L is continuous when restricted on CI or
(ii) there exists a positive number ¢ and a subsequence of integers k,, € Z with |k,| — oo as
n — oo such that | L(&*#T)|| < c|¢[F~, then L is an additive derivation (Corollary 3.3). Here we
say that a complex number is rational if it has rational real and imaginary parts. Particularly,
we get a structure theorem for additive £-Lie derivations on von Neumann algebras without
central summands of type I; (Corollary 2.5 and Corollary 3.4).

For the linear case, we show that, a linear map L on M satisfies L(AB —{BA) = L(A)B —
¢BL(A) + L(B)A — (£AL(B) whenever A, B € M with AB = 0 if and only if there exists a
T € M and a linear map f : M — Z(M) vanishing on [A, B] with AB = 0 such that (1) in
the case £ =1, L(A) = AT — TA+ f(A) for all A € M; (2) in the case £ =0, L(I) € Z(M)
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and L(A) = AT — (T — L(I))A for all A € M; (3) in the case £ # 0,1, L(A) = AT — TA for
all A € M (See Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 3.2).

2. CHARACTERIZATION OF LIE DERIVATIONS

In this section, we consider the question of characterizing Lie derivations by action at zero
product on general von Neumann algebras having no central summands of type I7.

Theorem 2.1. Let M be a von Neumann algebra without central summands of type I.
Suppose that L : M — M is an additive map. Then L satisfies that L([A, B]) = [L(A), B] +
[A, L(B)] for any A,B € M with AB = 0 if and only if there exists an additive derivation
¢ : M — M and an additive map f : M — Z(M) that vanishes each commutator [A, B]
whenever AB = 0, such that L(A) = p(A) + f(A) for all A € M, where Z(M) denotes the
center of M.

Particularly, L is linear and satisfies that L([A, B]) = [L(A), B]+ [A, L(B)] for any A, B €
M with AB = 0 if and only if there ezists some T € M and a linear map f : M — Z(M)
that vanishes each commutator [A, B] whenever AB = 0, such that L(A) = AT —TA+ f(A)
for all A e M.

Before proving this theorem, we need some notations. We introduce the concept of core-
free projections, which had been defined in [I5]. Let M be any von Neumann algebra and
A € M. Recall that the central carrier of A, denoted by A, is the intersection of all central
projections P such that PA = 0. If A is self-adjoint, then the core of A, denoted by A, is
sup{S € Z(M) : S = 5% S < A}. Particularly, if A = P is a projection, it is clear that P is
the largest central projection < P. A projection P is core-free if P = 0. It is easy to see that
P=0ifandonlyif I — P =1.

We first give two lemmas, which are needed in this paper.

Lemma 2.2. ([15]) Let M be a von Neumann algebra without central summands of type
Ii. Then each nonzero central projection C € M is the carrier of a core-free projection in
M. Particularly, there exists a nonzero core-free projection P € M with P = I.

We remark here that a little more can be said about the above lemma. We in fact have
that M is a von Neumann algebra without central summands of type [ if and only if it has
a projection P with P =0 and P = I.

Lemma 2.3. ([I5]) Let M be a von Neumann algebra. For projections P,Q € M, if
P=Q#0and P+Q =1, then T € M commutes with PXQ and QXP for all X € M
implies T € Z(M).
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Lemma 2.4. Let M be a von Neumann algebra. Assume that P € M is a projection with
P=0and P=1. Then PMPNZ(M) = (I — P)YM(I — P) N Z(M) = {0}.

Proof. If P € M is a projection such that P = 0 and P = I, then it is clear that I — P = 0
and I — P = I. So we need only to show that PMP N Z(M) = {0}. Assume on the contrary
that there is a nonzero element A € PMP N Z(M). Then there is a nonzero projection
Q € PMPNZ(M). Tt is clear that 0 < @Q < P, contradicting to the assumption P =0. O

Proof of Theorem 2.1. By Lemma 2.2, we can find a non-central core-free projection P
with central carrier I. In the sequel we fix such a projection P. By the definitions of core and
central carrier, I — P is core-free and I — P = I. For the convenience, denote M;; = P,MP;,
i,7 € {1,2}, where P, = P and P, =1 — P. Then M = My; + Mjs + Mo + Mgy. In all
that follows, when writing S;;, it always indicates S;; € M;;.

The “if” part is obvious. We will prove the “only if” part by checking several claims.

Claim 1. PL(P)P + (I — P)L(P)(I — P) € Z(M).

For any A1y € Mja, since AjoP = 0, we have L([A12, P]) = [L(A12), P] + [A12, L(P)]. Tt
follows that

L(Alg) + L(Alg)P — PL(AlQ) + A12L(P) — L(P)Alg =0.
Writing L(A12) = Si1 + S12 + Sa1 + S22, we get

S11 + A L(P)P + Ayo(I — P)L(P)(I — P)
—PL(P)PAy3 + 2551 + Sy — (I — P)L(P)PA;3 = 0.

This implies that Aj2(I — P)L(P)(I — P) — PL(P)PA12 =0. So

PA(I — P)[(I — P)L(P)(I — P) + PL(P)P]

= [(I - P)L(P)(I - P)+ PL(P)P|PA(I — P) &1

for all A € M.

Similarly, for any (I — P)AP € Mas, by using the equation (I — P)AP(I — P) = 0, one
can show that

(I — PYAP[(I — P)L(P)(I — P) + PL(P)P] )
— [(I - P)L(P)(I — P)+ PL(P)P)(I — P)AP

holds for all A € M.

By Lemma 2.3, Eq.(2.1) and Eq.(2.2) ensure that PL(P)P+ (I — P)L(P)(I — P) € Z(M),
as desired.

Denote S = PL(P)(I — P) — (I — P)L(P)P and define a map § : M — M by

§5(A) = L(A) + SA — AS
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for every A € M. It is easily checked that, for any A, B € M,
AB = 0= 6([A, B]) = [6(A), B] + [4,4(B)].
Moreover, by Claim 1, we have
0(P)= L(P)—(I—-P)L(P)P—PL(P)(I-P)
= PL(P)P+ (I — P)L(P)(I — P) e Z(M).
Claim 2. P6(I)(I — P)= (I — P)6(I)P =0.
Since (I — P)P = 0, we have
0=46([{ —P,P])=[6(I—P), P+ [l - Po(P)]=[0(]), P,

which implies that Pé(I)(I — P) = (I — P)é(I)P = 0.

Claim 3. §(M;;) € My, 1 <i#j <2

We only need to check that §(Mi3) C Mja, and the proof of another inclusion relation is
similar.

For any Ajs € Mja, write §(A12) = S11 + S12 + S21 + Sa2. By the equation A15P = 0, we
have —5(A12) = 5([A12,P]) = [5(A12),P] + [A12,5(P)] = [5(1412), P] It follows from Eq(23)
that 511 —|—2521 +522 = 0. This implies that 511 = 512 = 522 = 0, and so 5(1412) = 512 € Mlg.

Claim 4. There exists a map f; : M;; — Z(M) such that §(4;;) € M,; + fi(Ai;) holds for
any A € My;, i =1,2.

Take any A1 € M11 and Bgg € Mos. Since Aq1Baog = 0, we have

0 = 6([A11, B22]) = [0(A11), Ba2] + [A11,0(B22)).
Let 6(A11) = S11 + S12 + So1 + S22 and §(Bag) = T11 + T12 + To1 + Toe. Then we get
(AT —TiAir) + (S12B22 + A1) — (B22521 + To1A11) + (S22 B2z — B2S22) = 0.

It follows that
ATy =TiAn,  S2oBoy = B22S2 (2.4)

and

S12Bog + A11T12 =0, BgaSo1 + 121 A11 = 0. (2.5)

Fixing A1 and letting Byo run over all Moy, and in turn, fixing By and letting Ay run over

all My, by Eq.(2.4), we get
Ti1 = fo(Ba2)P and Sz = fi1(A11)(I — P) hold for some f1(A11), f2(B22) € Z(M). (2.6)
Taking Bos = I — P in Eq.(2.5), then for any A;1, by Eq.(2.3) and Claim 2, we have

Sip = —Ay PS(I — P)(I — P) = —A PS(I)(I — P) + Ay PS(P)(I — P) =0 (2.7)
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and
So1=—(I —P)o(I — P)PA;; = —(I — P)0(I)PAy1 + (I — P)o(P)PA1; = 0. (2.8)

Similarly, taking A;; = P in Eq.(2.5), one can easily check that Ti3 = Tp; = 0. Combining
this and Egs.(2.6)-(2.8), we obtain

0(An) =S+ S22 =S — fi(A)P + fi(An) € M1+ fi(An)

and
d(Baz) = Th1 + Toa = fo(Ba2)I — fa(Ba2)(I — P) + Tay € Mo + fo(Ba2).

Hence the Claim 4 is true.

Now let us define two maps f: M — Z(M) and d : M — M respectively by
f(A) = fi(An1) + f2(A22) and d(A) = 6(A) — f(A)
for all A= Ay + A2 + A9y + Agg € M. Then by Claims 3-4 we have
d(Mij) € Myj, d(Mii) C My, d(Myj) = 6(Myj), 1<i#j<2. (2.9)

Claim 5. d and f are additive.
By the definition of d, d is additive on M1 and Ms;. So we only need to verify that d is
additive on M;; (i = 1,2). In fact, for any A1, B11 € M1, we have

d(Ay + Bu) + f(Ain + Biy) = 6(Aun + Biy) = 0(An) + 0(B11)
= d(An) + f(An) +d(B1) + f(B11) = d(A1) + d(Biy) + (f (A1) + f(B11)),

that is,
d(A11 + Bi) — (d(A11) +d(Bu1)) = (f(An) + f(Bu1) — f(Ann + B)) € Z(M).

Since M1; N Z(M) = {0} by Lemma 2.4, we see that d(A1; + B11) = d(A11) + d(B11), and
consequently, f(A11) + f(Bi1) = f(An + B1).

Similarly, one can prove that d is also additive on Mao.

Claim 6. d is a derivation, that is, d(AB) = d(A)B + Ad(B) for all A,B € M.

We will complete the proof of the claim by three steps.

Step 1. d(Ay;Bij) = d(Ais)Bij + Aud(Bj) for all Ay € My, Bij € M;j and d(A;;Bjj) =
d(A;j)Bj; + Aijd(Bj ) for all Ajj € Myj, Bjj € Mjj, 1 <i#j<2.

We only give the proof for the case A;; € My; and Bis € Mis. The other cases can be
dealt with similarly.
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In fact, for any Ay; € My; and By € Mg, since B2 Ay = 0, by Eq.(2.9), we have

—d(A11B12) = —6(A11Bi2) = 6(|Bia, A11))
= 0(B12)A1 — A116(B1a) + B12d(A11) — 6(A11)Bia
= —A11d(By2) — d(A11) B,

that is, d(AllBlQ) = d(An)Blg + And(Blg) for all A11 € M1 and Byy € Mja.
Let ¢ # j. For any A;;, B;; € My; and any S;; € M,;, by Step 1, on the one hand, we have
d(Ai; By Sij) = d(AiiBii)Sij + Aii Biid(Sij);
on the other hand,
d(A;iBiiSij) = d(Aii)BiiSij + Aud(BiiSij) = d(Aii)BiiSij + Asd(Bi;)Sij + AiiBiid(Ssj).
Comparing the above two equations, we see that

(d(AiiBii) — d(Aii) Bii — Aiid(Bii))Si; = 0 (2.10)

holds for all Sij € MZJ

Similarly, one can verify that
holds for all Sj; € M;;. Also note that, by Eq.(2.9), it is obvious that
Sii(d(AsiBii) — d(Aii) Bis — Aiid(Bii)) = (d(AiiBii) — d(Aii)Bis — Aiid(Bii))Sji = 0.
So it follows from Eqgs.(2.10)-(2.11) and Lemma 2.3 that d(A;B;;) — d(Ai;)Bii — Aud(By;) €
Z(M), which implies that d(AmBm) — d(A“)Bm — A“d(B“) = 0 by Lemma 2.4.
Note that, by using Step 2 and the fact d(My;) € My; (i = 1,2), one can get

d(P) = d(I — P) = 0. (2.12)

Step 3. d(AUBﬂ) = d(Aij)Bjri-Aijd(Bj') for all Aij S Mz’j and sz' S Mji, 1< 75] < 2.
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Take any A5 € My and Be; € M. Since (A12B21 — A9 — Boy + (I — P))(P + Bgl) =0,
by the definition of d, Claim 5 (additivity of d), Eq.(2.9) and Eq.(2.12), we have

—d(A12B21 — A12 + Bo1 A19Ba1 — Ba1 A1) — f(A12B21 — Bai1 A1)
= —0(A12B21 — A1a + Bo1A12Bo1 — B Aj2)
= 0([A12Bo1 — A1z — Bo1 + (I — P), P + Boy))
= [0(A12B21 — A12 — Ba1 + 1 — P), P + Bo1]| + [A12B21 — A1 — Boy + I — P,0(P + Ba1)]
= [d(A12Bo1 — A1a — Boy +1 — P), P + By + [A12B21 — A1z — Byy + 1 — P,d(P + Bay)]
= —d(A12)Ba + d(A12) — Bo1d(A12B21)

+Bo1d(A12) — A12d(B21) — d(Ba1)A12 B2 + d(Ba1) Asa.

It follows from Step 1 that
d(A12B21 — Bo1Ai12) + f(A12B21 — Ba1 Ar2)

(2.13)
= d(A12)Ba1 — B21d(Ai2) + Ai2d(Ba1) — d(Ba1)Aja.

Multiplying by A5 from the left side and the right side respectively in Eq.(2.13), and applying
Eq.(2.9), we get
A12d(B21A12) — f(A12B21 — Ba1 A12) A1z = A2 Ba1d(A12) + A12d(Bar) Arz

and

d(A12Ba1)A12 + f(A12B21 — Ba1A12) A2 = d(A12)Ba1A12 + A12d(Ba1) Ara.

These two equations, together with Step 1, yield
—d(A12)Ba1 A1z — f(A12Ba1 — Ba1A12)A1g = —d(A12B21) A1 + A12d(B21) A2
and
—A12Bo1d(A12) + f(A12Ba1 — Ba1A12)A1a = —A12d(B21A12) + A12d(Ba1) Ara.
Comparing the above two equations, one achieves
f(A12Ba1 — Ba1 A12) A1z = 0. (2.14)

Similarly, multiplying by Bs; from the left side and the right side respectively in Eq.(2.13),
one can verify

f(A12B21 — Ba1 A12) B2y = 0. (2.15)
Next we will prove f(A12B21 — B21Aj2) = 0. To do this, for any Ajo, let Ajo = V]Ajs]
be its polar decomposition. Then Eq.(2.14) implies that f(Aj2B91 — B21A12)|A12] = 0. So
|A1a|f(A12Ba1 — Bo1Aj2)* = 0. It follows that

Ai2f(A12Bo1 — Ba1A12)" = V| Ai2|f(A12B21 — Ba1A12)" = 0. (2.16)
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Similarly, one can show that

Bo1f(A12B21 — Bo1 A12)* = 0. (2.17)
Multiplying by f(Ai2B21 — Ba1A12)* in Eq.(2.13), by using Eqgs.(2.16)-(2.17), we get

d(A12B21 — Ba1Ai2) f(Ai12Ba1 — Ba1 Apg)*

(2.18)
+f(A12B21 — Ba1A12) f(A12B21 — Ba1A12)* = 0.

Note that, by Eq.(2.9), Step 2 and Eqs.(2.16)-(2.17), we have
d(A12B21) f(A12Bo1 — B21A12)*

= d(A12B1Pf(A12Bo1 — Ba1A12)*P) — A19B21d(P f(A12B21 — Ba1A12)* P)
—A12B21d(Pf(A12B21 — B21A12)*P)

and
d(B21A12) f(A12B21 — B21A12)*

= d(Ba1A12(I — P)f(A12B21 — Ba1A12)*(I — P))
—Ba1A12d((I — P)f(A12B21 — B21A12)* (I — P))
= =By Apd((I — P)f(A12B21 — Ba1A12)*(1 — P)).
Hence Eq.(2.18) implies

f(A12B21 — Ba1A12)" f(A12B21 — Ba1A12) f(A12B21 — Ba1A12)* = 0,
and so f(A12B21 — Bo1Aj2) = 0. Thus Eq.(2.13) reduces to
d(Ai12Ba1 — Ba1Ai2) = d(Ai12)Bai — Bo1d(A12) + A12d(Ba1) — d(Ba1) A2,

which implies that d(Aj2B21) = d(Aj2)Bo1 + Aj12d(Bo1) and d(B2jAjg) = Boid(Aje) +
d(B21)Aj2 hold for all Ajg € Mjy and By € Moy, as desired.

Now by Steps 1-3, it is easily checked that d is an additive derivation.

Claim 7. f([A,B]) =0 for all A, B € M with AB = 0.

In fact, for any A, B € M with AB = 0, we have

f([A, B]) = 4([A, B]) — d([A, B])
= [0(A), Bl +[A,6(B)] - d(AB — BA)
= [d(4) = h(A), Bl + [A,d(B) — h(B)] — d(AB — BA)

(4
= [d(A),B] + [A,d(B)] — d(AB — BA) =
Claim 8. The theorem holds.
Indeed, let p(A) = d(A) — (SA— AS) for all A € M; then, by the definitions of § and d, we
have L(A) = ¢(A) + f(A) for all A € M . It is easy to check that ¢ is an additive derivation
on M.
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Furthermore, if L is linear, then ¢ and f are linear, too. As linear derivations on von
Neumann algebras are inner, we see that, there exists an element 7" € M such that ¢(A) =
AT —TA for all A € M. The proof is finished. O

By Theorem 2.1, we get a characterization of additive Lie derivations immediately.

Corollary 2.5. Let M be a von Neumann algebra without central summands of type I.
Suppose that L : M — M is an additive map. Then L is a Lie derivation if and only if
there exists an additive derivation ¢ and an additive map f: M — Z(M) vanishing on each

commutator [A, B] for any A, B such that L = + f.

3. CHARACTERIZATION OF &-LIE DERIVATIONS

In this section, we consider the question of characterizing &-Lie derivations for £ # 1 by
action at zero product on von Neumann algebras.

Theorem 3.1. Let M be a von Neumann algebra without central summands of type 1.
Suppose that L : M — M is an additive map and £ is a scalar with € # 1. Then L satisfies
that L([A,B)¢) = [L(A),Bl¢ + [A,L(B))¢ for any A,B € M with AB = 0 if and only if
L(I) € Z(M) and one of the following statements holds:

(1) £ #0,—1, there exists an additive derivation ¢ with ¢(§1) = EL(I) such that L(A) =
©(A) + L(IA for all A € M; in particular, L is an additive derivation whenever £ is a
rational complex number.

(2) £ = 0, there exists an additive derivation ¢ such that L(A) = ¢(A) + L(I)A for all
Ae M.

(3) ¢ = —1, L is an additive Jordan derivation, that is, L satisfies L(A?) = L(A)A+ AL(A)
for all A e M.

For the linear maps, we have

Corollary 3.2. Let M be a von Neumann algebra without central summands of type I7.
Suppose that L : M — M is a linear map and & is a scalar with & # 1. Then L satisfies that
L([A, Bl¢) = [L(A), Bl¢ + [A, L(B)l¢ for any A, B € M with AB = 0 if and only if one of the
following statements holds:

(1) £ #0, there is some T € M such that L(A) = AT — TA for all A € M;

(2) £ =0, L(I) € Z(M) and there exists some T' € M such that L(A) = AT — (T — L(I))A
for all A e M.

Proof. Obviously, we need only check the “only if” part. Note that every linear derivation
on a von Neumann algebra is inner. If £ # 0,—1, by Theorem 3.1, L(I) = 0 and L is
a linear derivation. Hence, there is an element T € M such that L(A) = AT — TA for
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all A; if £ = —1, by (3) of Theorem 3.1, L is a linear Jordan derivation. However every
linear Jordan derivation of a C*-algebra is a derivation (ref. [5, Teorem 2.4]). Hence L is a
derivation and has the form A — AT — T A for some T'. So the statement (1) of the corollary
is valid. If £ = 0, by Theorem 3.1, L(I) € Z(M) and there exists a T" € M such that
L(A)=AT —TA+ L(I)A= AT — (T — L(I))A for all A, that is, the statement (2) holds. OJ

Proof of Theorem 3.1. It is obvious that each of statements (1), (2) and (3) implies
that AB = 0= L([A, B]¢) = [L(A), Bl¢ + [A, L(B)]¢. For instance, assume that (1) is valid.
Then, for any A, B with AB = 0, we have

L([A, Blg) = —L(§BA) = —(p(§BA) + (L(I)BA)

= —(p(€)BA+Ep(BA) + EL(I)BA) = —(§p(B)A + EBp(A) + 26 L(I)BA)
= p(A)B+ Ap(B) +2L(I)AB — (¢p(B)A + £By(A) +26L(I)BA)
= [L(A), Ble + [A, L(B)le.

The following give a proof of the “only if” part. We use the same symbols to that in the
proof of Theorem 2.1. Particularly, P is a fixed projection in M with P = 0 and P = I.
In the sequel, we always assume that £ # 1 and L : M — M is an additive map satisfying
L([A, Bl¢) = [L(A), Bl¢ + [A, L(B))¢ for A, B € M with AB = 0. We will prove the “only if”
part by several claims.

Claim 1. PL(I)(I-P)=(I—-P)L(I)P=0and (I - P)L(P)(I—-P)=PL(I—-P)P =0.

Since P(I — P) =0, we have [L(P),I — Pl¢ + [P,L(I — P)]¢ = 0, that is,

L(P)I — P) — €I — P)L(P) + PL(I — P) — €L(I — P)P = 0; (3.1)
since (I — P)P =0, we have [L(I — P),Pl¢ 4+ [I — P,L(P)]¢ = 0, that is,
LI — P)P — ¢PL(I — P) + (I — P)L(P) — €L(P)(I — P) = 0. (3.2)

Multiplying by P and I — P from the left and the right respectively in Eq.(3.1), one gets
PL(P)(I — P)+ PL(I — P)(I—P)=0, and so

PL(I)(I — P) = 0;

multiplying by I — P and P from the left and the right respectively in Eq.(3.2), one gets
(I-P)L(I—-P)P+ (I —P)L(P)P =0, and so
(I —P)L(I)P =0;
multiplying by I — P from both sides in Eq.(3.1), one gets (I — P)L(P)(I — P) — &(1 —
P)L(P)(I — P) =0, and so
(I — P)L(P)(I — P)=0;
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multiplying by P from both sides in Eq.(3.2), one gets PL(I — P)P —{PL(I — P)P = 0, and
S0
PL(I — P)P =0.
Hence the claim is true.
Now define a map 6 : M — M by 6(A) = L(A) + SA — AS for each A € M, where
S =PL(P)(I —P)— (I — P)L(P)P. It is easy to verify that J is an additive map satisfying
[0(A),B]e + [A,0(B)]¢ = 6([A, B]¢) for A, B € M with AB = 0. Moreover, by Claim 1, we

also have
PS(I)(I —P)=(—-P)S(I)P=(I — P)6(P)(I —P)=Pé(I —P)P=0.

Thus we get
§(P)= L(P)+TP—-PT =PL(P)P
= P§(P)P - P(TP— PT)P = P4(P)P
and
SI-P)= LU-P)+TI-P)—(I—-P)T=({I-P)L(I—-P)(I—-P)
(I-P)(I-P)I-P)=(I-P)(TI-P)-(I-PT)I-P) (34
(I —P)o(I — P)(I —P).
In the following, for the convenience, we write Py = P, P, =1 — P and M;; = PLMP;.
Claim 2. 6(M;;) C My, i =1,2.
For any Ay € My, since Ay1(I — P) =0, we have [0(A11),I — Pl¢ + [A11,6(I — P)]¢ = 0.
This and Eq.(3.4) yield
§(An)(I = P) = &(I = P)6(A11) = 0. (3.5)
Multiplying by P from the left side in Eq.(3.5), one gets
PS(An)(I - P) = 0; (3.6)

multiplying by I — P from both sides in Eq.(3.5), one gets (1 — &)(I — P)d(A11)(I — P) =0,
which implies

(I~ PYS(A)(I — P) =0 (3.7
as £ # 1. On the other hand, since (I —P)A;; = 0, we have [0(] —P), An1]e+[I —P,0(An))e =
0, that is, (I — P)d(A11) — &0(A11)(I — P) = 0. Multiplying P from the right side in the
equation, one gets

(I = P)6(A11)P =0. (3.8)
Combining Eqgs.(3.6)-(3.8), we obtain 6(A11) € Mi1. So 6(Mi1) C My;.
The proof of §(Maz) C Mayy is similar and we omit it here.
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Claim 3. §(I) € Z(M) and 0(F;)A;; = A;;0(P;) holds for any A;; € M,;, i # j € {1,2}.
Firstly, take any Ao € Mis. Since A1 P = 0, we get

0(—=EA12) = [6(A12), Pile + [A12,6(P1)]e (3.9)
= 0(A12)P1 — EP10(Ar2) + A1ad(Pr) — £0(Pr)Ar;
since PyA19 = 0, we get
6(=€A12) = [6(P2), A12]e + [P, 6(A12)]e (3.10)
= 0(Py)A12 — EA120( ) + Pad(Arz) — £6(Ar2) Po.
Eqgs.(3.9) and (3.10) yield
(A1) P1 — EP1O(Ar2) + A120(P1) — £6(Pr)Ar2 (3.11)

= 5(P2)A12 — §A125(P2) + P2(5(A12) — fé(Alg)Pg.

If £ # 0, multiplying by P, and P, from the left and the right respectively in Eq.(3.11), by
Eqgs.(3.3)-(3.4), one obtains

5(Pi)A1s = Pi6(P1)PiA1s = Ao Pyd(Py) Py = Arad(Py).
If € = 0, by using of the relation (P + A12)(A1a — Py) = (A1a — Po)(Py + A12) = 0, we have
(6(P1) +6(Ar2))(Arz — P2) + (P + A12)(6(A12) — 6(F2)) =0
and
(0(A12) = 0(P2))(P1 + A12) + (A2 — P2)(6(P1) + 6(A12)) =0,
which mean that

(5(P1)A12 + 5(A12)A12 — (5(A12)P2 + P1(5(A12) + A12(5(A12) — A125(P2) =0

and

d(A12)P1 + 6(A12)Ara + A126(A12) — Pad(Ar2) = 0.

Combining the above two equations, one obtains 0(P;)Aj2 = A126(F2), which, together with
EQS(33)-(34), implies that P15(P1)P1A12 = A12P25(P2)P2.
Thus we have proved that

(5(P1)A12 = P15(P1)P1A12 = A12P25(P2)(P2) = A125(P2) fOI‘ all A12 S M12.
Note that P1d(P)P; = P0(P;)P> = 0. The above equation implies

P15([)P1A12 = A12P25([)P2,



LIE DERIVATIONS 15

and so
0(DA12 = (Pi6(I)Py + Pyd(1)P2) A2

= Alg(ngs(I)Pg +P15([)P1) (3.12)
= A16(1)
holds for all A1 € Mjs.
Similarly, one can show that
(5(P2)A21 = A215(P1) and 5([).421 = A215(I) for all A € Moy, (313)

Now by Lemma 2.3, Eqgs.(3.12) and (3.13), we get §(I) € Z(M).

Claim 4. For any A;; € M;; (1 <i# j < 2), the following statements hold.

(1) If £ # —1, then 6(A;;) € M;;.

(2) If £ = —1, then P16(A;j)P1 = P26(A;5) P> =0 and 0(A;5)Ai; + Aij0(Ai;) = 0.

To prove (1) we only need to check that (A1) € My for all A3 € Myy, and the proof
for Aoy is similar.

For any Ao € Mjg, Eq.(3.11) is true. Then, multiplying by P, and P, from both sides
respectively in Eq.(3.11), and noting that £ # 1 and Eqs.(3.3)-(3.4), one can easily check that

P15(A12)P1 = P25(A12)P2 = 0. (314)

To complete the proof of the statement (1), we have to check that P»d(Ai12)P; = 0. We
will prove this by considering two cases.
Case 1. £ =0.

For any Ais, since Ao P, = 0, we obtain
5(A12)P1 + A125(P1) = 0. (315)

Multiplying by P» from the left side in Eq.(3.15), one gets P26(Aj12) Py = 0. This and Eq.(3.14)
yield §(A12) = P16(A12) Py € Mys.

Case 2. £ #0,—1.

In this case, take any Ajo, Bio € Mis. Since (Bia — P2)(Py + A1) = 0, by Eqs.(3.3)-(3.4),
we have
6(=EB12 + §A12) = 0([Bi2 — P, P + Aiale)
[6(B12 — P»), P1 + Anz]e + [Bi2 — P2, 0(P1 + A12)le
= §(B12)P1 +6(B12)A12 — P10(B12) — §A126(B12) + §A126(F2)

+B126(A12) — Pa6(A12) — §0(P1)Bi2 — §6(A12) Biz + £0(A12) .

(3.16)

Multiplying by P» from both sides in Eq.(3.16) and applying Eq.(3.14), we get

P25(312)P1A12 = §P25(A12)P1312 for all A12,Blg S M12. (317)
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Note that, multiplying by P, and P; from the left and the right respectively in Eq.(3.9), one

sees that
P2(5(A12)P1 = P2(5(—§A12)P1 for all Ajp € Mjs. (318)
It follows from Eqgs.(3.17) and (3.18) that

—Py0(B12)P1A12 = P20(EB12)P1 A
= EPy0(A12)Pi(EBr2) = £2P28(A12) P Bio
for all Aj9, Bis € Mjs. This and Eq.(3.17) imply that

P25(A12)P1312 =0 for all A12,312 € Mjs. (3.19)

Similarly, multiplying by P; from both sides in Eq.(3.16), by using Egs.(3.14) and (3.18),
one can show that

312P25(A12)P1 =0 for all Alg,Blg € Mjs. (320)

Also note that Pyd(Aj12) Py Ba; = Ba1 P2d(A12)Pr = 0 for all By € May. Then it follows from
Lemma 2.3 and Eqgs.(3.19)-(3.20) that Pd(A12)P1 € Z(M), and hence P2d(A12)Py = 0. So
the statement (1) holds.

To prove the statement (2), note that, as £ = —1, J in fact satisfies
AB=0= §(AB+ BA)=(A)B+ Ad(B) + 6(B)A + Bi(A).
Then, for any Ajo € Mg, since (P + A12)(A12 — P2) = 0, we have

(P + Ai2)(Aiz — P2) + (A12 — P2)o(P1 + Ar2)
+0(A12 — Po)(P1 + Ai2) + (P14 A12)6(A12 — P2) = 0.
It follows from Claims 2-3 and Eq.(3.11) that 0(A12)A12 + A126(A12) = 0, which, together
with Eq.(3.14), imply that the statement (2) is true.
Claim 5. The following statements hold.
(1) If £ #0,—1, then §(EAB) = £6(A)B + £AS(B) for all A, B € M.
(2) If £ = 0, then there exists an additive derivation ¢ such that 6(A) = p(A) + §(1)A for
all A e M.
(3) If € = —1, then 6(A?) = 6(A)A + AS(A) for all A € M, that is, ¢ is an additive Jordan
derivation.
We will prove the claim by considering three cases.
Case 1. £ #0,—1.
In this case, we will show that §(§AB) = £0(A)B + AS(B) for all A,B € M by three
steps.
Step 1. 6(£A;iBij) = £0(Aii)Bij + £Aii6(Byj) for all A;; € My, Bij € Mj, 1 <i#j <2
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In fact, for any A; € M;; and B;j € M,;, since B;; A = 0, by Claims 2 and (1)of Claim
4, we have
—0(§AiiBij) = 0([Bij, Aiile)
= 0(Bij)Aii — §Aud(Bij) + Bijo(Ai) — £6(Aii) By
= —§A;i0(Bij) — &6(Ai) Bij,
that is, (A Bij) = £0(Aui)Bij + £Ai6(Byj) for all A; € M;; and By € M,;.
Similarly, one can check the following.
Step 2. 0(£Ai;Bj;) = £6(As5)Bj+£Ai;0(Bj;) for all Aj; € Myj, Bjj € Mjj, 1 <i#j<2.
Step 3. §(§Ai;Byi) = §0(Ai) By + EAi0(By;) for all Ay, By € My, i =1, 2.
Let ¢ # j. For any A;;, B;; € M;; and any S;; € M;;, by Step 1, on the one hand, we have

0(£A;iBiiSij) = £6( A4 Bii)Sij + A Biio(S45);
on the other hand,
0(£A;iBiiSij) = €0(A4)BiiSij + £A:i6(BiiSij)
= &0(Ai)BiiSij + 2 A5id(€71 By;) Sij + £AiiBiid(Sij).
Comparing the above two equations, we see that
(6(AiiBi;) — 6(Ay) By — €A3i6(€ 1 By;))Si; = 0,
which implies that
(0(§AiiBis) — £6(Aii) Bii — §Aii6(Bi;))Siy = 0 (3.21)
holds for all S;; € M;;.
Similarly, one can verify that
holds for all S;; € M;. Also note that, by Claim 2, it is obvious that
Sij(0(6A;Bis) — £0(Ais) By — £Au0(By;)) = (0(§A:Bii) — £0(Aii) By — £A46(By;))Ssi = 0.

So it follows from Lemma 2.3 and Eqs.(3.21)-(3.22) that §(§A;; Bi;) —£0(A4i) Bii — EAii0(By;) €
Z(M), which implies, by Lemma 2.4, that 6(§A;;Bi;) — £0(A4i)Bi; — {A:0(By;) = 0.

Step 4. §(£A;jBji) = £0(Aij)Bji + £A;;0(Bj;) for all A;; € M;; and Bj; € Mj;, 1 <i #
J<2

For any A;; € M;; and Bj; € Mj; with i # j, since (4;;B;j; — Aij — Bji+ P;) (P + Bj;) = 0,
by the definition of §, we have

—0(§AijBji — EAij + EBjiAij Bji — §BjiAij) = 0([Aij Bji — Aij — Bji + Py, P + Bjile).



18 XIAOFEI QI AND JINCHUAN HOU

Thus by Claim 2 and (1) of Claim 4, the above equation reduces to
6(§AijBji) — 6(§Aij) — 6(€BjiAij)
= 0(Aij)Bji + 0(Bji) Pi — 6(P;)Bji — £6(Aij)
—E§Bjid(Aij) — AijBjid(P;) + Aijd(Bji)
+B;id(F;) — Pjo(Bji) — £6(Fi)Aij — §0(Bji) Aij.-
Multiplying by P; from both sides in the above equation, by Claims 2 and 4 again, one obtains
0(EBjiAij) = £0(Bji)Aij + £Bjid(Asj), as desired.
Now, for any A, B € M, by Steps 1-4 and the additivity of J, it is easily checked that
I(EAB) = £6(A)B + £A0(B) holds for all A, B € M. So the statement (1) of Claim 5 is true.
Case 2. £ =0.
In this case, § satisfies AB =0 = §(A)B + Ad(B) = 0. We first show that

§(AB) = 6(A)B + A5(B) — §(1)AB

for all A, B € M.

Let 1 <i # j <2. By Claim 2 and (1) in Claim 4, the relation (Aj; + A4 B;;j)(P; — Byj) =0
entails that
holds for any Ay, € M;; and Bij S Mij; the relation (Pz — Aij)(Bjj + Aiijj) =0 implies that

6(AijBjj) = 0(Aij)Bjj + Aij6(Bjj) — 6(F;)Aij Bjj (3.24)

holds for any A;; € M;; and Bj; € M;;. Then, by Claim 3, Eq.(3.23) and using a similar

argument to that of Step 3 in Case 1, one can show that

holds for any Aj;, By € M;;. Next, by the equation (A;; + A;;Bj;) (P — Bj;) = 0 and Claim

2 and (1) in Claim 4, one can obtain that
0(AijBji) = 6(Aij)Bji + Aij6(Bji) — AijBjid(P;) (3.26)

holds for any A;; € M;; and Bj; € Mj;. Finally, the additivity of §, together with Egs.(3.23)-
(3.26), ensures that §(AB) = §(A)B + Ad(B) — 6(I)AB holds for any A, B € M.

Now let ¢ : M — M be the map defined by p(A) = §(A) —d(I)A. Note that §(I) € Z(M).
Thus we have that

©(AB) = 6(AB) —6(1)AB = 6(A)B + Ad6(B) — 26(1)AB
= (0(A) +6(1A)B + A(p(B) + 6(1)B) — 20(I)AB = p(4)B + Ap(B)
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holds for any A, B € M. So ¢ is an additive derivation, and §(A) = ¢(A) 4+ 6(I)A for all A.
particularly, § is a generalized derivation.
Case 3. £ = —1.

In this case, § satisfies
AB=0= 0(BA) =d§(A)B + Aj(B) + §(B)A + Bi(A).

We will show that § is a Jordan derivation, and therefore the statement (3) holds.
Let 1 <i# j < 2. For any A;; € M;; and B;; € M,j, since B;;A;; = 0, by Claim 2 and (2)

in Claim 4, one can verify

for any A;; € M;; and Bj; € M,j, by using of the relation B;;A;; = 0, Claim 2 and (2) in

Claim 4, one can verify
0(AijBjj) = 6(Aij)Bjj + Aijo(Bj;) + Bjjo(As). (3.28)

For any A;;, B;; € M, by Claim 3, Eq.(3.27) and using a similar argument to that of Step 3

in Case 1, one can show that

For any Aij € Mij and Aji € Mji, since (AijAji—l—Aij —I—Aji—i—Pj)(Pi —Aij —Aji—l—AjiAij) =0,
by Claim 2 and (2) of Claim 4, it is easily checked that

(5(141]14]1) = 5(AZ])A]Z + AU(S(A]Z) and 6(14]2142]) = 5(A]Z)A’lj + AJZ(S(AZ]) (330)

Now, combining Egs.(3.27)-(3.30), it is easy to verify that d(A%) = §(A)A + AS(A) for all
A € M, that is, ¢ is a Jordan derivation.

Claim 6. If £ # 0,—1, then there exists an additive derivation ¢ satisfying ¢(&1) = £6(1)
such that §(A) = ¢(A) + §(1)A holds for any A; in particular, in the case that & is a rational
complex number, § is an additive derivation.

By (1) of Claim 5, 6(6éAB) = £(6(A)B + Ad(B)) holds for any A, B € M. Particularly,
for any A, B with AB = 0, we have {(0(A)B + AJ(B)) = §({AB) = 6(0) = 0. Thus
d(A)B + Ad(B) = 0 holds for any A, B with AB = 0, that is, 6 meets the condition for £ = 0.
Then, by (2) of Claim 5, there exists an additive derivation ¢ such that §(A) = ¢(A)+d(1)A
for all A. Furthermore, as 6(¢1) = £0(1)I + £15(1) = 2£6(1), we see that §({1) € Z(M)
by Claim 3 and ¢(&1) = £6(I). Since 6 is additive, for any rational real number r and any
A € M we have §(rA) = rd(A). As 0 = —p(I) = o(i%I) = p(il)il + ilp(il) = 2ip(il), we
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see that ¢(iI) = 0, which implies that §(:I) = i0(]) and hence 6(rI) = rd(I) holds for any
rational complex number r.

Thus, if £ is a rational complex number, then £6(I) = 6(£1) = 2£6(1), which forces §(I) = 0.
Hence § = ¢ is an additive derivation.

Claim 7. The statements (1), (2), (3) of the theorem hold.

Note that L(A) = §(A) + AS — SA for all A € M and L(I) = §(I). Hence, by Claims 5
and 6, L has the forms stated in the theorem. The proof of the theorem is finished. O

By checking the proof of Theorem 3.1, for nonrational complex number £, L is an additive
derivation under some conditions.

Corollary 3.3. Let M be a von Neumann algebra without central summands of type I7.
Suppose that L : M — M is an additive map and & is a nonrational complex number. If L
satisfies that L([A, Bl¢) = [L(A), Bl¢ + [A, L(B)|¢ for any A,B € M with AB = 0, and if
L satisfies one of the following additional conditions, then L is an additive derivation with
L(&I) =0.

(i) L is continuous when restricted on CI.

(ii) There exists a positive number ¢ and a subsequence of integers ky, € 7 with |k,| — oo
as n — oo such that |L(EFT)| < c|¢|Fn.

Proof. By Theorem 3.1 there exists an additive derivation ¢ such that ¢(¢I) = £L(T)
and L(A) = @(A) + L(I)A for all A. Since 0 = (i*I) = 2ip(il), we have p(il) = 0 and
L(iI) = ¢L(I). Thus L(iA) = @(iA) +iL(I)A = @(il)A + ip(A) +iL(I)A = iL(A) for any
A e M. Tt follows from the additivity of L that

L(rA) =rL(A) (3.31)

holds for any rational complex number r and any A € M. Note that L(&T) = 2§L(1).
Assume that L meets the condition (i). Take rational complex numbers r,, so that lim,,—,~ 7, =

&. Then
0= lim L((ry — )I) = lim (r, — 26)L(I) = —£L(I),

n—oo n—o0
which implies that L(I) = 0. So, L = ¢ is an additive derivation and L(£I) = 0.
Assume that L satisfies the condition (ii). By induction, it is easily checked that, for any
kez,

LET) = (b + 1EL().
Thus, by the condition (ii), we have

1

C
— ||L
ST

LD = T =1

(D) <
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holds for any integer kj, which implies that L(I) = 0 as |k,| — co. Hence L is an additive
derivation. Moreover, L(£I) = 2¢6L(I) = 0. O

Finally, let us consider the question of characterizing £-Lie derivations for £ # 1. Obviously,
if £ = 0, then an additive £&-Lie derivation is an additive derivation; if £ = —1, then an additive
&-Lie derivation is an additive Jordan derivation. For the case that £ # 0,1, by Theorem 3.1,
we have

Corollary 3.4. Let M be a von Neumann algebra without central summands of type I7.
Suppose that L : M — M is an additive map and & is a scalar with &€ # 0,+1. Then L is a
&-Lie derivation if and only if L is an additive derivation.

Proof. The “if” part is obvious. For the “only if” part, by Theorem 3.1, L(I) € Z(M
and there exists an additive derivation ¢ with ¢(£I) = £L(I) such that L(A) = p(A)+ L(I)A

~—

for all A € M. Since L is a &-Lie derivation, we have
L(I) = L(ED) = L(1, 1)g) = [L(D), T + 11, L(D]e = 2L(I) = 26L(1).  (3.32)

Note that L(1) = p(&I) + EL(I) = 26 L(I). So, by Eq.(3.32), we see that L(I) = 0 and L is

a derivation. O
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