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IMAGES OF MULTILINEAR POLYNOMIALS IN THE ALGEBRA
OF FINITARY MATRICES CONTAIN TRACE ZERO MATRICES

DANIEL VITAS

ABSTRACT. Let F' be an infinite field and let f be a nonzero multilinear polyno-
mial with coefficients in F. We prove that for every positive integer d there exists
a positive integer s such that f(M,(F)), the image of f in M(F'), contains all
trace zero d X d matrices. In particular, the image of f in the algebra of all finitary
matrices contains all trace zero finitary matrices.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let F be a field. By F(Xy,...,X,) we denote the free algebra in X; over F its
elements are called noncommutative polynomials. The image of a noncommutative
polynomial f € F(Xy,...,X,) in the F-algebra A is the set

f(A) ={flar,...,an) | a1,... ,an € A},
We say that f is multilinear if it is of the form

F=Y XXoq - Xogm

O'ESn

for some A\, € F. The L’vov-Kaplansky conjecture states that the image of a multi-
linear polynomial on the matrix algebra M,(F') is a vector space—in fact, since the
linear span of the image of a polynomial is a Lie ideal, it can only be one of the four
vector spaces: {0}, the space of scalar matrices F', the space of trace zero matrices
slg(F), or the whole algebra My(F'). In [6], Kanel-Belov, Malev, and Rowen proved
this conjecture for 2 x 2 matrices (over a quadratically closed field F). Although
extensively studied by several mathematicians, the conjecture is at present unsolved
even in the 3 x 3 case. We refer the reader to [7] for a detailed survey of the results
regarding the L’vov-Kaplansky conjecture and its variations.

In [9], the author proved that if A is an algebra having a surjective inner derivation,
then f(A) = A for every nonzero multilinear polynomial. Since an example of such
an algebra A is Endp(V'), the algebra of endomorphisms of an infinite-dimensional
vector space V, this result can be viewed as the solution of an infinite-dimensional
version of the L’vov-Kaplansky conjecture. In the present paper, we will use some
ideas from [9] to establish the following theorem, which still involves an algebra that
is larger than one would wish, but nevertheless brings us closer to the classical L’vov-
Kaplansky conjecture.

Theorem 1.1. Let F' be an infinite field and let d € N. For every nonzero multilinear
polynomial f there exists an s € N such that sly(F) C f(Ms(F)).
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Here, an embedding of a smaller matrix algebra into a larger one should be under-
stood as

My(F) = (MdéF ) 8) C My(F).

This theorem is also related to Mesyan’s [8] weaker form of the L’vov-Kaplansky
conjecture, which states that sly(F) C f(My(F)) provided that d is larger than n,
the degree of f (for n = 4 this was proved in [5]).

Let Mo (F') denote the algebra of all finitary matrices, i.e., (countably) infinite
matrices with only finitely many nonzero entries. Denoting by sl (F') the space of
all trace zero finitary matrices, we thus have the following corollary to Theorem [L.T]

Corollary 1.2. Let F be an infinite field and let f be a nonzero multilinear polyno-
mial. Then sloo(F) C f(Mso(F)).

If the polynomial f is a sum of commutators, the reverse inclusion also holds. If
not, then it is easy to see that f(Ms(F')) contains a matrix a with nonzero trace

ggz;a € sloo(F) for every x € My (F), it

follows from Corollary that every matrix in M (F) is a sum of two matrices
from f(Moo(F)). This result is in the spirit of [3]. We conjecture, however, that it is
not optimal and that f(My(F)) is actually equal to the whole M, (F') (and hence,
in particular, f(Ms(F)) is a vector space for every multilinear polynomial f). We
leave this as an open problem.

At first glance, the paper is very similar to [9], with some parts being almost iden-
tical. However, the problem studied here is more subtle, so nontrivial modifications
had to be made. It should be remarked that the general setting, introduced in Sec-
tion [2] is indeed similar, but not equal to that in [9]. Section Blis devoted to proving
Theorem which is slightly more general than Theorem [Tl

(see, e.g., |4, Theorem 4.5]). Since x —

2. ADMISSIBLE PARTIALLY COMMUTATIVE POLYNOMIALS
Let F' be a field, let n € N, and let Q = {wy,...,wn} C N\ {l,...,n} be a finite

set (the reason for such notation is that we will change € in the course of proof). By
F(Xy,...,.X,)TF[U, |w € Q]

we denote the coproduct (see, e.g., [2] Section 1.4]) of the free algebra F/(X1,..., X,)
and the algebra of commutative polynomials F[U, | w € Q]; we call its elements
partially commutative polynomials. We may think of them as polynomials in variables
X;,U,, where U, commute among themselves, but do not commute with Xj;.

Let A be a unital algebra over F, let z1,...,z, € A, and let uy,,...,uy,, € A be
elements that commute among themselves. By

Eve,..an; F(Xy,...,. X,)TFU, |lweQ] — A

yUWq 5+ Uwp *

denote the algebra homomorphism sending X; to z; and U, to u,. Since the
above map extends the standard evaluation homomorphisms of F(Xy,...,X,) and
F[U, | w € ], respectively, its existence follows from the universal property of the
coproduct.

For a partially commutative polynomial f € F(X;,..., X,)[IF[U, | w € ], define
its image in the algebra A as

f(A) = {Evm,...,xn;uwl,...,uwm(f) | Tiy U, € A, U Uy, = Uy, Uy, for all j,kz}.
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Note that in the case where f is a noncommutative polynomial, i.e., an element of
the subalgebra F/(X1,...,X,) of F(X1,...,X,) I F[U, | w € Q], this notion of the

image of f coincides with the standard one. A
We will say that the sequences a’ = (aj,...,a; ), i = 1,...,n, containing the
elements from 2 form a partition of Q if they are strictly increasing (i.e., a} < ... <

a};i) and, for each w € €, there exist uniquely determined ¢ and j such that a; = w.

By |a’| we denote the length of the sequence, i.e., k;. We define 2%, as the set of all

n-tuples of sequences a = (al,...,a") such that a',...,a" form a partition of .

As usual, we write
(21, 23] = 2172 — 2213

for the commutator of the elements x1 and x3. More generally, we write
(X1, T2, ..., x,] = [21, [T2, ..., Zp]]

For any a € 4/, we define

X2 = [Ua'i""’UaZi’Xi]

if k; >0 and X2 = X; if k; = 0. We extend this definition by setting
(X3 Xip ... X)) = X2 X3 .. CXE

for all iy,... i, € {1,...,n}.
We generalize the notion of a multilinear polynomial as follows.

Definition 2.1. A partially commutative polynomial
feF(Xy,...,Xp) LF[U, |we Q]
is admissible if it is of the form
F=2 2 X% (Ko Xow - Xow)"
o€y acdn
for some \& € F.
Multilinear noncommutative polynomials are exactly admissible partially commu-

tative polynomials for = (). To give a different example, let n = 2 and Q = {3, 4}.
Then

0 ={((3,4),0), ((3),(4)), ((4),(3)), (0,(3,4))},
and admissible polynomials in F/(X;, Xo) I F'[Us, Uy| are of the form
(

((3)4) "X, [Us, Us, X1]

+ AP0y, x4, Xa] + A D, X,)[Us, X4]

F= A0 Uy, X)X + A

(12)
+ MO0, X3 [Us, Xo] + A5 P Us, Xal[Us, X1
+ MOV X U3, U, Xa] + A8 [Us, U, Xa] X

By definition, the vector space of admissible partially commutative polynomials
is linearly spanned by (Xa(l) . ..Xa(n))a. The following lemma states that these
elements actually form its basis. Its proof is very similar to that of [9, Proposition
2.4], so we omit it.
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Lemma 2.2. For anyn € N and a finite set Q C N\ {1,...,n},
{(Xo(l)XJ(Q) .. .Xa(n))a | o€ Sy ac JZZQ}

s a linearly independent set.

3. MAIN THEOREM

Let F' be an infinite field and let d € N. In this section we will prove Theorem
B3 which states that for any nonzero admissible partially commutative polynomial
f there exists an s € N such that slg(F') C f(Ms(F)).

The proof of the theorem is by induction on the number of noncommuting variables
X1,...,X,. Before considering the base case, we prove a lemma which slightly
extends the well-known fact that, in characteristic 0, every trace zero matrix is similar
to a hollow matriz, i.e., a matrix having only zeros on the diagonal (see, e.g., [I}
Proposition 1.8]). This is no longer true if F' has prime characteristic. Indeed, the
identity matrix can have trace zero, but obviously is not similar to a hollow matrix.
However, we can redeem this by increasing the size of matrices.

Lemma 3.1. For any d € N and every matriz a € sly(F) there exists an invertible
matriz p € Mg, 1(F) such that pap~ € My1(F) is a hollow matriz.

Proof. We proceed by induction on d. The lemma is obviously true for d = 1, so
assume that d > 1 and that the lemma is true for d — 1. Let a € sly(F) be ad x d
matrix with trace 0.

First, consider the case where there exists a nonzero vector v € F? that is not an
eigenvector of a. Then we can extend the linearly independent set {v,av} to a basis
of the space F'%; let ¢ € My(F) be the transition matrix (from the standard basis to

the new one). Then
-1 0 a7
qgaqg =~ = y b

for some x,y € F¥1 and b € My_{(F). Since tr(b) = tr(a) = 0, by the induction
hypothesis, there exists a matrix » € My(F) such that 7br~! is a hollow matrix.

Thus, for
1

the matrix pap~! € Myy1(F) is hollow.

Now, assume that all nonzero vectors are eigenvectors of a. This implies that a is
a scalar multiple of the identity matrix—without loss of generality we may assume
a =1. Since 0 = tr(a) = d, the characteristic of F' divides d. Let e1,...,eq4.1 € F&t!
be the standard basis of F4t!, The vectors f; = e; + ed+1, t =1,...,d, and fg41 =
€d+1 — Z;lzl e;j form a basis, since

d+1

€ = — E f]a
i=1
J#i

fori =1,...,d, and eg; 1 = Z?S j. Let p € Myy1(F) be the transition matrix

(from the standard basis to the new one). Since ae; = e; for i = 1,...,d and
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aeqy1 = 0, we have

d+1
afi=ei=-Y_fj
j=1
JF#i
fori=1,...,d, and
d d d+1 d
afon==) =33 fi==2 I
i=1 i=1 j=1 j=1
JF#i
Therefore, the matrix pap~! € My, 1(F) is hollow. O

We will now establish the basis of our induction.
Lemma 3.2. For a nonzero admissible partially commutative polynomial
feF(X))UF[U,|weQ],
we have sly(F) C f(Mgy1(F)).

Proof. Let Q = {w1,...,wn} with w; < ... < wy. Asn =1, we have o = {(w)}
with w = (w1,...,wpm). Thus,

F=AxY =\U.,,.... U, X1]

for some nonzero A € F. Let a € slj(F') be a trace zero matrix. By Lemma[3.1] there
exists an invertible matrix p € My, 1(F) such that pap~—! € My, {(F) is hollow. Since
F' is infinite, we can take u = diag(aq,...,aq41) € Mg (F) with pairwise distinct
a; € F. Since, for y € Mgy (F), we have [u,yl;; = (o — o)y, there exists a matrix
x € Mgi1(F) such that

pap~t =[u,...,u,zl.

Hence, the image of f contains

EVa-1p-1app-tup,..p-tup([) = My, ... u, A zp = a.

m

This proves that sly(F) C f(Mgy1(F)). O

Before making the induction step, we will prove two lemmas. The first one is just
an elementary observation involving the standard matrix units e;;.

Lemma 3.3. Let A be an arbitrary unital algebra, let k € N, and let

k
v = Z €iit1 + ert1,1 € Myg1(A).
=1
Then
! j
.. v epy1] = ;(—1)5 <S> €ht1—j+s,1+s
Vj —
for every 5 =0,1,..., k. In particular, for a € A, we have
[v,...,v,aer41,1] = diag(a, *, ..., *).

k
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Proof. We proceed by induction on j. The lemma is obviously true for j = 0, so
assume that 0 < j < k and that the lemma is true for j — 1. Using the induction
hypothesis, we have

Uy Uy €hp11) = [0, [V, U, €11

J Jj—1
j—1 .
_ 1)8 J—=1
= 1Y (=1) s Ckt1—(j—1)+s,14s
s=0
1 '
_ X s(3—1
- (_1) s [U, ek+2—j+s,1+s]~
s=0
Note that
Vef42—j+s,14+s = €Ckd+1—j+s,1+s
€k4+2—j+s5,1+sV = €k42—j45,24s-
Hence,
]—1 -1
Vyoooy Uy €y, 1 < ) (ek—f—l—j—l—s,l-i-s - €k+2—j+s,2+s)

j s:O

—_

J—

Jj—1 .
7—1 7—1
(—1)° ( s >6k+1—j+s,1+s+ E (—1)s+1< < >ek+2—j+s,2+s~

s=0

I
1

s=0

By changing the index of summation in the second sum, we see that

7j—1 . i .
J—1 J—1
Uy, U, et1] = E (—1)s< < )ek+1—j+s,1+s + E (—1)° (S B 1> Ch+1—j+s,1+s

j s=0 s=1

J—1 J—1
=egtr1—51+ Z << > + (s B 1>> €k+1—j+s,1+s

+ (=1 ext1145

() ()= 0)

we obtain the conclusion of the lemma. O

Using

The next lemma will enable us to reduce the number of noncommutative variables
in a suitable way.

Lemma 3.4. Let f € F(Xy,...,X,,) U F[U, |w € Q] (withn > 2) be an admissible
polynomial of the form

D 2 2 2 (Ko Ko Xa X -+ Xomon)

0ESn—1 j=1 acdn

Let k € Ny be such that for every a € o, |a@"| < k implies Agj = 0 for every
o€ Sp—1 and every j € {1,...,n}. Let w = (w1,...,wi) be a part of some partition
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of . Set @ = Q\ {wr,...,wi} and let A be an arbitrary unital algebra. Then the
partially commutative polynomial

geF(X1,....Xp ) ILFU, | we QU {n}
defined by

9= > D> A (X - Xo-1) “Un (Xoy - Xom-1)) "

0€Sn-1 =1 e,
where oo = {a € oo | @ = w}, satisfies g(A)err € f(Mpy1(A)).
Proof. Let Q = {w1,..., Wk, Wkt1,...,wn}. Take
Tlyevns Ty Uny Uiy y 1 - -+ 5 Uuoyy, € A

such that w,, Uy, ;- -, Uy, commute with each other. To prove the lemma we have
to find Ty, ..., T, Uwys - - - U, € My11(A) such that

(31) Evflw--,fn§ﬂw17---yﬂwm (f) = EV$1,---,xn71§Un7uwk+l7---7me (g)ell
and Uy, , . .., Uy, commute.
Set
T; =xseq; fori=1,...,n—1,

Ty = UnCk+1,1,
Uy, =vfor j=1,...,k,

Uy, = Uyl for l=k+1,...,m,
where v is the matrix from Lemma [33] The matrices Uy, ..., Uy, commute with
each other, since so do the elements u,,, ,...,uy,. We claim that ([B.1)) holds. Fix
o€ Sp—1 and j € {1,...,n}, and take an a € o. Consider the expression

a a
Evfly---yfn;ﬂwl yee sl (>\0'7an)

If |a"| < k, then, by our assumption, A5 ; = 0 and this expression is zero. If the
sequence a’ contains wj; for j > k, then

EVle---yfn;ﬂwly---ﬁwm (Xrazl) = [ﬂa?7 s Uan ‘7'%'71] =0,

la™

since Uy, = uy;1 commutes with all w,,, and Z,,. Therefore, the above expression can
be nonzero only if a” contains at least k elements from {wy,...,wi}, i.e., a” =w. In
this case, by Lemma [3.3]

EVZy,. Zn Gy oo o (X3) =[v,...,v,upepr1,1] = diag(up, *, ..., *).

k
For such anaandi=1,...,n — 1, we have
ay __ [77 . a7 .
Evfl,...,fn;ﬂwl,...,ﬂwm (Xz ) - [uall7 LU 7ua‘1al,‘ 9 xl]
= [uail, ceey Ugi L .%'Z'en]
la’|
= [uai’ ) Ugi axi]ell-
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Consequently,

Evml, ,xn,uwl, ,qu(f)

= 3 Y B (Kot Ko 1))

o€Sy—1 J=1 acd
a a a
: Evflv---vfn;ﬂwlv---vﬂwm ()\ijXn) Evflv"'vfn;ﬂwlv---vﬂwm ((XO(]) Tt Xo‘(n—l)) )

n ~
= Z Z Z val,___7mn_1;un,uwk+1,___7uwm ((XO'(l) e XU(j—l))a) €11

0€8n—1J=1 3e .
A2 diag(up, * *)Ev (Xo(j)--- X )5 e
0,j Zl\Un, ¥, . vy Ty —13Un U | 5o Ui o(j) -+ o(n-1) 11
= EV1'17~~~7xn—l;un7ka+l7~~~7uwm (9)611' U
We are now in a position to prove our main theorem.

Theorem 3.5. Let F' be an infinite field and let d € N. For every nonzero admis-
sible partially commutative polynomial f there exists an s € N such that sly(F) C

f(M(F)).

Proof. We proceed by induction on n, i.e., the number of noncommutative variables
X1,..., X, involved in f. The case where n = 1 was considered in Lemma

Let n > 1 and assume the theorem is true for all nonzero admissible partially
commutative polynomials in n — 1 noncommuting variables. We can write f €
F(Xq,...,.X,) I F[U, |w € Q] as

= > Z D28 (Ko -+ Xo(-1)XnXo() - Xom-1)®

0E€ESn—1 j=1 acdy

for some )\ﬁj € F, not all zero. Suppose the theorem is not true, i.e.,

sla(F) € f(Ms(F))

for all s € N.

Let k be the smallest nonnegative integer such that A7 ; 7 0 for some o € Sp_1,
j=1,...,n, and a € o with |a"| = k. Note that k satisfies the assumption of
Lemma 34l Let a” = w = (w1,...,wg) be the n-th component of a partition a such
that AZ ; 75 0 for some 0 € S, and j = 1,...,n. Our goal is to prove that for each
1=1,.

(3.2) DA =0
j=1

for every o € S,,_1 and every a € % ={a € o | a" = w}. This obviously implies
)\g’j =0 for every o0 € S,_1, every a € dNQ, and every j = 1,...,n, which contradicts
our choice of w.

Take g € F(X1,..., X, 1) IF[U, | w € QU{n}] (recall that Q = Q\ {w1,...,wi})
defined by

= > Z 3 A (Xo) - Xo(1)* Un (Xo() - Xouon)

O'ESn 1] 1&6%9
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By Lemma B.4] we have g(A)e;; C f(Myy1(A)) for an arbitrary unital algebra A.
Since g does not involve the variable X,,, we can replace a by the (n — 1)-tuple a
obtained by taking the first n — 1 components of a. Such tuples a are exactly the
elements of /5. Thus,

= > Z DN (Ko - Xo(—1) " Un (Xo() - Xom-)

0€Sn—1 j=1 acdy

where @75 contains (n—1)-tuples and a is the n-tuple obtained by adding the sequence
w to the end of a.
Let

T F(Xy, L Xy VIF[U, |weQu{n}] = F(Xy,..., X, 1) TF[U, | w e Q)

be the homomorphism that sends U, to 1 and fixes each X1,...,X,,_1 and the re-
maining U,. We have

> > ZA (Xo() -+ Xo(-1)Xo(j) -+ Xotm-1)) -

0€Sn—1 a€dy \Jj=1

Obviously, 7(g)(A) C g(A) holds for every unital algebra A. We claim that w(g) = 0.
Indeed, if this was not true, then, since 7(g) is an admissible partially commutative
polynomial in n — 1 noncommuting variables, it would follow from the induction
hypothesis that there exists an s € N such that

Sla(F) € w(g) (M, (F)) € g(M,(F)) = g(My(F))ers
C F(Mi1(M(F))) = (Mg 15 (F)),

which contradicts our initial assumption. Now, Lemma [2.2] implies (3.2) for ¢ = n.
Using the just proven equality A%, = Z" ! )\2 j» we have

=D > ZA Xo(G-1)" [Uns (Xo() - Xotn-) "] -

gESy, 1a€af~j 1

For a € /5, denote by a <; n the partition of Q' = Qu {n} obtained by adding n
to the beginning of the sequence a' The set @7 is in bijective correspondence with
the disjoint union LI 1;2% via a’ = a« #(i) 1 (for some fixed permutation o). By
definition, we have

(Un, X2 | = X035,

and thus, by using the formula [X,Y Z] = [X,Y]Z + Y[X, Z] several times,
[Um (Xo() - Xon-1)]

= Z o) - Xoi-1)" [U"’Xs(i)} (Xo+1) - Xo(m-1))

= Z o(i) -+ Xom-1) 7"

a
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Therefore,
n—1
9= 2 2 ZAM Xo) -+ Xo(i-1)" D (Xo) -+ Xaun)) """
0ESn— laGQf'“j 1 i=j

n—1ln—1

- Z Z Z Z )\37]' (Xg(l) . Xo(nil))a%(i)” _

TESn_1 A€y j=1 i=j

By changing the order of summation and using the aforementioned bijective corre-
spondence, we obtain

n—1 i
9= Z ZZ Z)‘g,j (Xg(l)...Xo,(n_l))a%(i)”

0ESn—1 1=1 acdz \Jj=1

!

= > > 2% Koy Ko@)

o€S,_1 a’EﬂQ/ 7=1

Here, o(i) is the uniquely determined component of a’ which contains n, a is the
(n — 1)-tuple obtained by omitting n in the o(i)th component of the sequence a’,
and a is the n-tuple obtained from a as before—i and a thus only depend on o and
a’. We have g = 0, since otherwise, by the induction hypothesis (g is an admissible
partially commutative polynomial in n — 1 noncommuting variables), there would
exist an s € N such that

sla(F) € g(Ms(F)) C f(Mgq1)s(F)).
1,.

Now, Lemma 2.2] implies (3.2) for every i = ,n— 1. As the i = n case was
established earlier, this concludes the proof. O

Since multilinear noncommutative polynomials are special examples of admissible
partially commutative polynomials, Theorem directly implies Theorem [l
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