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2-LOCAL AND LOCAL DERIVATIONS ON JORDAN MATRIX

RINGS OVER COMMUTATIVE INVOLUTIVE RINGS

SH.A. AYUPOV1,2, F.N. ARZIKULOV3,4, N. M. UMRZAQOV5,
AND O. O. NURIDDINOV6

Abstract. In the present paper we prove that every 2-local inner derivation
on the Jordan ring of self-adjoint matrices over a commutative involutive ring
is a derivation. We also apply our technique to various Jordan algebras of
infinite dimensional self-adjoint matrix-valued maps on a set and prove that
every 2-local spatial derivation on such algebras is a spatial derivation. It is
also proved that every local spatial derivation on the same Jordan algebras is
a derivation.

1. Introduction

The present paper is devoted to 2-local and local derivations on Jordan rings
and Jordan algebras. The study of 2-local derivations began in the paper [9] of
Šemrl. In [9] the notion of 2-local derivations is introduced and 2-local derivations
on the algebra B(H) of all bounded linear operators on the infinite-dimensional
separable Hilbert space H are described. Later a number of papers were devoted
to 2-local maps on different types of rings, algebras, Banach algebras and Banach
spaces.

In this paper 2-local derivations on the Jordan ring of self-adjoint matrices
over a commutative involutive ring are described. If in an associative algebra A
we take the Jordan multiplication a · b = 1

2
(ab + ba), then we obtain the Jordan

algebra (A, ·). In this case, every 2-local inner derivation of the algebra A is a
derivation if and only if every 2-local inner derivation of the Jordan algebra (A, ·)
is a derivation. In general, for any special Jordan algebra (J , ·), the Jordan
multiplication · is generated by an associative multiplication. Therefore, in the
present paper the investigation of 2-local derivations on Jordan algebras is based
on associative multiplication.

In [2] 2-local inner derivations on the Jordan ring Hn(ℜ) of symmetric n × n

matrices over a commutative associative ring ℜ are investigated. It is proved
that every such 2-local inner derivation is a derivation. In the present paper we
consider sufficiently general case of Jordan rings of self-adjoint matrices over a
commutative involutive ring. Namely, we study inner derivations and 2-local in-
ner derivations on these matrix Jordan rings. We prove that each 2-local inner
derivation on the Jordan ring Hn(ℜ) of self-adjoint n×n matrices over a commu-
tative unital involutive ring ℜ is a derivation. As a corollary we established that
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every 2-local inner derivation on the Jordan algebra Hn(A) of self-adjoint n× n

matrices over a commutative unital involutive algebra A is a derivation.
We also study 2-local spatial derivations on various Jordan algebras of infinite

dimensional self-adjoint matrix-valued maps on a set. We prove that every 2-local
spatial derivation on subalgebras of the algebra M(Ω, Bsa(H)) of all maps from
Ω to Bsa(H) for an arbitrary set Ω and the algebra B(H) of all bounded linear
operators on a separable Hilbert space H , under some conditions, is a derivation.
The problems considered here are firstly mentioned in [3] (Problem 1).

The rest sections are devoted to the description of local inner derivations on
the considered algebras. It is proved that every local spatial derivation on the
such Jordan algebras of infinite dimensional self-adjoint matrix-valued maps on
a set is a derivation. A number of results concerning local derivations on Jordan
algebras are obtained in [4].

2. Preliminaries

This section is devoted to derivations and 2-local derivations of Jordan rings.
Let ℜ be a Jordan ring. Recall that a map D : ℜ → ℜ is called a derivation,

if D(x+ y) = D(x) +D(y) and D(xy) = D(x)y+ xD(y) for any two elements x,
y ∈ ℜ.

Given subsets B and C of a Lie algebra with bracket [·, ·], let [B,C] denote the
set of all finite sums of elements [b, c], where b ∈ B and c ∈ C.

Consider a Jordan ring ℜ and let m = {xM : x ∈ ℜ}, where xM denotes
the multiplication operator defined by (xM)y := x · y for all x, y ∈ ℜ. Let
aut(ℜ) denotes the Lie ring of all derivations of ℜ. The elements of the ideal
int(ℜ) := [m,m] of aut(ℜ) are called inner derivations of ℜ. In other words, a
derivation D on ℜ is called an inner derivation if there exist elements a1, a2, . . . ,
am, b1, b2, . . . , bm in ℜ such that

D(x) =

m∑

k=1

[ak(bkx)− bk(akx)], x ∈ ℜ.

A map ∆ : ℜ → ℜ is called a 2-local derivation, if for any two elements x, y ∈ ℜ
there exists a derivation Dx,y : ℜ → ℜ such that ∆(x) = Dx,y(x), ∆(y) = Dx,y(y).

Let ∆ be a 2-local derivation of the Jordan ring ℜ. ∆ is called a 2-local inner
derivation, if for each pair of elements x, y ∈ ℜ there is an inner derivation D of
ℜ such that ∆(x) = D(x), ∆(y) = D(y).

Let A be an associative unital ring. Suppose 2 = 1+1 is invertible in A. Then
the set A with respect to the operations of addition and Jordan multiplication

a · b =
1

2
(ab+ ba), a, b ∈ A

is a Jordan ring. This Jordan ring we will denote by (A, ·). For any elements a1,
a2, . . . , am, b1, b2, . . . , bm ∈ A the map

D(x) =
m∑

k=1

Dak ,bk(x) =
m∑

k=1

(ak · (bk · x)− bk · (ak · x))
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= D 1

4
(
∑l

k=1
[ak,bk])

(x), x ∈ A

is a derivation on the associative unital ring A. Therefore every inner derivation
of the Jordan ring (A, ·) is an inner derivation of the associative ring A. And also
every inner derivation of the form Dab−ba(x) = (ab− ba)x − x(ab− ba), x ∈ A is
an inner derivation of the Jordan ring (A, ·). Also, every 2-local inner derivation
of the Jordan ring (A, ·) is a 2-local inner derivation of the associative ring A.

Now, let A be an involutive unital ring and Asa be the set of all self-adjoint
elements of the ring A. Suppose 2 is invertible in A. Then, it is known that
(Asa, ·) is a Jordan ring and every inner derivation of the Jordan ring (Asa, ·) is
extended to an inner derivation of the ∗-ring A. Such extension of derivations on
a special Jordan algebra are considered in [10]. As to a 2-local inner derivation,
in this case till now it was not possible to carry out such extension without
additional conditions. This problem shows the importance of the main result in
the following section.

3. 2-Local derivations on the Jordan ring of self-adjoint

matrices over an involutive commutative ring

Let, throughout the present section, ℜ be a unital involutive ring, Mn(ℜ) be
the n × n matrices ring over ℜ, n > 1. Let {ei,j}

n
i,j=1 be the set of matrix

units in Mn(ℜ), i.e. ei,j is a matrix with components ai,j = 1 and ak,l = 0

if (i, j) 6= (k, l), where 1 is the identity element, 0 is the zero element of ℜ,
and a matrix a ∈ Mn(ℜ) is written as a =

∑n

k,l=1 a
k,lek,l, where ak,l ∈ ℜ for

k, l = 1, 2, . . . , n.
Suppose that the element 2 is invertible in ℜ. In this case the set

Hn(ℜ) = {(ai,j)
n
i,j=1 ∈ Mn(ℜ) :

(ai,i)∗ = ai,i, (ai,j)∗ = aj,i, i 6= j, i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n}

is a Jordan ring with respect to the addition and the Jordan multiplication

a · b =
1

2
(ab+ ba), a, b ∈ Hn(ℜ).

Throughout this section, let ēi,j = ei,j + ej,i for every pair of different indices i, j
in {1, 2, . . . , n}.

Lemma 3.1. Let ∆ be a 2-local derivation onH2(ℜ) and let
∑m

k=1Dak ,bk ,
∑l

k=1Dck,dk

be the inner derivations on H2(ℜ), generated by some elements a1, a2, . . . , am,
b1, b2, . . . , bm, c1, c2, . . . , cl, d1, d2, . . . , dl ∈ H2(ℜ) such that

∆(ē1,2) =
m∑

k=1

Dak,bk(ē1,2) =
l∑

k=1

Dck,dk(ē1,2).

Then

e1,1(
m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])e2,2 = e1,1(
l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])e2,2, e2,2(
m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])e1,1 = e2,2(
l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])e1,1
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and
m∑

k=1

[ak, bk]
1,1 −

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk]
2,2 =

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk]
1,1 −

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk]
2,2

with respect to the associative multiplication.

Proof. By the definition of a derivation and by the properties of Peirce component

m∑

k=1

Dak,bk(ē1,2) =
m∑

k=1

Dak ,bk(2e11(ē1,2)) = 2
m∑

k=1

Dak ,bk(e11)(ē1,2)+2e11

m∑

k=1

Dak,bk(ē1,2),

l∑

k=1

Dck,dk(ē1,2) =
l∑

k=1

Dck,dk(2e11(ē1,2)) = 2
l∑

k=1

Dck,dk(e11)(ē1,2)+2e11

l∑

k=1

Dck,dk(ē1,2).

Hence, since
∑m

k=1Dak,bk(ē1,2) =
∑l

k=1Dck,dk(ē1,2) we have

m∑

k=1

Dak ,bk(e11) =

l∑

k=1

Dck,dk(e11). (1)

Let a = 1
4
(
∑m

k=1[ak, bk]), c = 1
4
(
∑l

k=1[ck, dk]). Take the extensions Da, Dc of

the derivations
∑m

k=1Dak ,bk ,
∑l

k=1Dck,dk on the ring M2(ℜ) respectively. Then

Da(e12) = Da(e11(ē1,2)) = Da(e11)(ē1,2) + e11Da(ē1,2),

Dc(e12) = Dc(e11(ē1,2)) = Dc(e11)(ē1,2) + e11Dc(ē1,2).

By (1) Da(e11) = Dc(e11). Therefore

Da(e12) = Dc(e12).

Hence

e22ae12e21 − e22e12ae21 = e22ce12e21 − e22e12ce21

and e22ae11 = e22ce11. Also,

e11ae12e22 − e11e12ae22 = e11ce12e22 − e11e12ce22

and

a11e12 − a22e12 = c11e12 − c22e12,

i.e. a11 − a22 = c11 − c22.
Similarly, we have

Da(e21) = Dc(e21), e11ae22 = e11ce22.

The proof is complete. �

Let ∆ be a 2-local derivation on H2(ℜ) and let
∑m

k=1Dak,bk be an inner deriva-
tion on H2(ℜ), generated by a, b ∈ H2(ℜ) such that

∆(ē1,2) =
m∑

k=1

Dak ,bk(ē1,2).
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Let ai,j = ei,i
1
4
(
∑m

k=1[ak, bk])ej,j, a
i,jei,j =

1
4
(
∑m

k=1[ak, bk]
i,j)ei,j, a

i,j ∈ ℜ,
∑m

k=1[ak, bk]
i,j ∈

ℜ, i, j = 1, 2. Then by Lemma 3.1 for all elements c1, c2, . . . , cl, d1, d2, . . . ,
dl ∈ H2(ℜ) such that

∆(ē1,2) =
l∑

k=1

Dck,dk(ē1,2)

we have

a12 = e11
1

4
(

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])e22, a21 = e22
1

4
(

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])e11,

a11 − a22 =
1

4
(

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])
11 −

1

4
(

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])
22.

The following theorem takes place.

Theorem 3.2. Let ℜ be a unital commutative involutive ring. Then every inner
2-local derivation on H2(ℜ) is an inner derivation.

Proof. ∆ be an arbitrary 2-local inner derivation on H2(ℜ). We prove that the
2-local inner derivation ∆ on H2(ℜ) satisfies the following condition

∆(x) = D 1

4
(
∑m

k=1
[ak,bk])

(x), x ∈ H2(ℜ).

Let x ∈ H2(ℜ) and c1, c2, . . . , cl, d1, d2, . . . , dl be elements in M2(ℜ) such that

∆(ē1,2) =
l∑

k=1

Dck,dk(ē1,2),∆(x) =
l∑

k=1

Dck,dk(x),

and let c = 1
4
(
∑l

k=1[ck, dk]). Then
∑l

k=1Dck,dk is extended to the inner derivation
Dc on M2(ℜ). By Lemma 3.1 a12 = e11ce22, a21 = e22ce11. Therefore

∆(ē1,2) = (a12 + a21)(ē1,2)− (ē1,2)(a12 + a21)+

c11(ē1,2)− c22(ē1,2).

Hence

e22∆(x)e11 = e22

l∑

k=1

Dck,dk(x)e11 = e22Dc(x)e11 = e22(cx− xc)e11 =

e22ce22xe11 + e22ce11xe11 − e22xe22ce11 − e22xe11ce11 =

a21e11xe11 − e22xe22a21 + e22ce22xe11 − e22xe11ce11 =

a21e11xe11 − e22xe22a21 + (a22 − a11)e22xe11 =

a21e11xe11 − e22xe22a21 + a22e22xe11 − e22xe11a11 =

e22(a21 + a22 + a11 + a12)xe11 − e22x(a21 + a11 + a11 + a12)e22 =

= e22((

2∑

i,j=1

ai,j)x− x(

2∑

i,j=1

ai,j))e11.

Similarly

e11∆(x)e22 = e11((

2∑

i,j=1

ai,j)x− x(

2∑

i,j=1

ai,j))e22.



6 SH.A. AYUPOV, F.N. ARZIKULOV, N. M. UMRZAQOV, AND O. O. NURIDDINOV

Also

e11∆(x)e11 = e11

l∑

k=1

Dck,dk(x)e11 = e11Dc(x)e11 = e11(cx− xc)e11 =

e11ce22xe11 + e11ce11xe11 − e11xe22ce11 − e11xe11ce11 =

a12e22xe11 + a11e11xe11 − e11xe22a21 − e11xe11a11 =

e11(a12 + a11 + a22 + a21)xe11 + e11x(a21 + a11 + a22 + a12)e11 =

e11((
2∑

i,j=1

ai,j)x− x(
2∑

i,j=1

ai,j))e11.

Similarly we have

e22∆(x)e22 = e22((
2∑

i,j=1

ai,j)x− x(
2∑

i,j=1

ai,j))e22.

Thus,

∆(x) =

2∑

i,j=1

ei,i∆(x)ej,j =

2∑

i,j=1

ei,i((

2∑

i,j=1

ai,j)x− x(

2∑

i,j=1

ai,j))ej,j =

(
2∑

i,j=1

ai,j)x− x(
2∑

i,j=1

ai,j) = D 1

4
(
∑m

k=1
[ak ,bk])

(x),

where 1
4
(
∑m

k=1[ak, bk]) =
∑2

i,j=1 ai,j. Since the element x in H2(ℜ) was chosen
arbitrarily we have ∆ is linear and

∆(xy) = ∆(x)y + x∆(y)

for all x, y ∈ H2(ℜ). Hence ∆ is an inner derivation. The proof is complete. �

Lemma 3.3. Let ∆ be a 2-local derivation on Hn(ℜ), i, j, p be arbitrary pairwise
different indices

1) let
∑m

k=1Dak ,bk ,
∑l

k=1Dck,dk be the derivations on Hn(ℜ), generated by some
elements a1, a2, . . . , am, b1, b2, . . . , bm, c1, c2, . . . , cl, d1, d2, . . . , dl ∈ Hn(ℜ)
such that

∆(ēi,j) =

m∑

k=1

Dak,bk(ēi,j) =

l∑

k=1

Dck,dk(ēi,j).

Then the following equalities are valid relatively the associative multiplication

(

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
i,j − (

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
j,i = (

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])
i,j − (

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])
j,i,

(
m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
i,i − (

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
j,j = (

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])
i,i − (

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])
j,j.
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2) let
∑m

k=1Dak,bk ,
∑l

k=1Dck,dk be derivations on Hn(ℜ), generated by elements
a1, a2, . . . , am, b1, b2, . . . , bm, c1, c2, . . . , cl, d1, d2, . . . , dl ∈ Hn(ℜ) such that

∆(ēi,j) =
m∑

k=1

Dak,bk(ēi,j),∆(ēi,p) =
l∑

k=1

Dck,dk(ēi,p).

Then the following equality is valid

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk]
i,j −

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk]
j,i =

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk]
i,j −

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk]
j,i.

Proof. The assertion 1) of this lemma is proved similar to Lemma 3.1.
2): There exist x1, x2, . . . , xq, y1, y2, . . . , yq ∈ Hn(ℜ)

∆(ēi,j) =

q∑

k=1

Dxk,yk(ēi,j),∆(ēi,p) =

q∑

k=1

Dxk,yk(ēi,p).

Let a =
∑m

k=1[ak, bk], c =
∑l

k=1[ck, dk], x =
∑m

k=1[ak, bk]. Then

aēi,j − ēi,ja = xēi,j − ēi,jx,

cēi,p − ēi,pc = xēi,p − ēi,px.

By the assertion 1) of this lemma

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk]
i,j −

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk]
j,i =

q∑

k=1

[xk, yk]
i,j −

q∑

k=1

[xk, yk]
j,i.

Also we have

ep,p(cēi,p − ēi,pc)ej,j = ep,p(xēi,p − ēi,px)ej,j ,

ep,icej,j = ep,ixej,j, c
i,jep,j = (

q∑

k=1

[xk, yk]
i,j)ep,j,

i.e.
∑l

k=1[ck, dk]
i,j =

∑q

k=1[xk, yk]
i,j. Similarly we have

∑l

k=1[ck, dk]
j,i =

∑q

k=1[xk, yk]
j,i.

Hence

ai,j − aj,i = ci,j − cj,i.

�

Lemma 3.4. Let ∆ be a 2-local derivation on Hn(ℜ), i, j, p be arbitrary pairwise

different indices and let
∑m

k=1Dak ,bk ,
∑l

k=1Dck,dk be the derivations on Hn(ℜ),
generated by some elements a1, a2, . . . , am, b1, b2, . . . , bm, c1, c2, . . . , cl, d1, d2,
. . . , dl ∈ Hn(ℜ) such that

∆(ēi,p) =

m∑

k=1

Dak ,bk(ēi,p),∆(ēp,j) =

l∑

k=1

Dck,dk(ēp,j).

Then the following equalities hold relative to the associative multiplication

ei,i(
m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])ej,j = ei,i(
l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])ej,j, ej,j(
m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])ei,i = ej,j(
l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])ei,i.
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Proof. There exist x1, x2, . . . , xq, y1, y2, . . . , yq ∈ Hn(ℜ) such that

∆(ēi,p) =

q∑

k=1

Dxk,yk(ēi,p),∆(ēp,j) =

q∑

k=1

Dxk,yk(ēp,j).

Let a =
∑m

k=1[ak, bk], c =
∑l

k=1[ck, dk], x =
∑m

k=1[ak, bk]. Then

aēi,p − ēi,pa = xēi,p − ēi,px,

cēp,j − ēp,jc = xēp,j − ēp,jx,

ej,jaei,p = ej,jxei,p, ep,iaej,j = ep,ixej,j,

ei,icej,p = ei,ixej,p, ep,jcei,i = ep,jxei,i.

Hence

ej,jaei,i = ej,jxei,i, ei,iaej,j = ei,ixej,j,

ei,icej,j = ei,ixej,j, ej,jcei,i = ej,jxei,i.

and

ej,jaei,i = ej,jcei,i, ei,iaej,j = ei,icej,j.

�

Let ∆ be a 2-local derivation on Hn(ℜ), i, j, p be arbitrary pairwise differ-
ent indices, and let

∑m

k=1Dak ,bk be the derivation on Hn(ℜ), generated by some
elements a1, a2, . . . , am, b1, b2, . . . , bm ∈ Hn(ℜ) such that

∆(ēi,p) =

m∑

k=1

Dak,bk(ēi,p),∆(ēp,j) =

m∑

k=1

Dak ,bk(ēp,j).

By Lemma 3.4 the following elements are well-defined

ai,j = ei,i
1

4
(

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])ej,j, a
i,jei,j =

1

4
(

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
i,jei,j, a

i,j ∈ ℜ, (
m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
i,j ∈ ℜ,

aj,i = ej,j
1

4
(

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])ei,i, a
j,iej,i =

1

4
(

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
j,iej,i, a

j,i ∈ ℜ, (
m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
j,i ∈ ℜ.

In these notations the following lemma is valid.

Lemma 3.5. Let ∆ be a 2-local derivation on Hn(ℜ), i, j be arbitrary differ-

ent indices and let
∑l

k=1Dck,dk be the derivation on Hn(ℜ), generated by some
elements c1, c2, . . . , cl, d1, d2, . . . , dl ∈ Hn(ℜ) such that

∆(ēi,j) =

l∑

k=1

Dck,dk(ēi,j).

Then the following equality is valid

∆(ēi,j) =

(
n∑

k,l=1,k 6=l

ak,l)ēi,j − ēi,j(
n∑

k,l=1,k 6=l

ak,l)+
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((
l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])
i,i − (

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])
j,j)ei,j + ((

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])
j,j − (

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])
i,i)ej,i.

Proof. Let c =
∑l

k=1[ck, dk]. Then

∆(ēi,j) = cēi,j − ēi,jc =

n∑

k=1

ek,kcēi,j −
n∑

k=1

ēi,jcek,k =

n∑

k=1,k 6=i,k 6=j

ek,kcēi,j −
n∑

k=1,k 6=i,k 6=j

ēi,jcek,k+

(ei,i + ej,j)a(i, j)ēi,j − ēi,ja(i, j)(ei,i + ej,j) =
n∑

k=1,k 6=i,k 6=j

ek,kcei,j −
n∑

k=1,k 6=i,k 6=j

ei,jcek,k+

n∑

k=1,k 6=i,k 6=j

ek,kcej,i −
n∑

k=1,k 6=i,k 6=j

ej,icek,k+

(ei,i + ej,j)cēi,j − ēi,jc(ei,i + ej,j) =
n∑

k=1,k 6=i,k 6=j

ak,iei,j −
n∑

k=1,k 6=i,k 6=j

ei,jaej,k+

n∑

k=1,k 6=i,k 6=j

ak,jej,i −
n∑

k=1,k 6=i,k 6=j

ej,iai,k+

(ei,i + ej,j)cēi,j − ēi,jc(ei,i + ej,j).

At the same time
(ei,i + ej,j)cēi,j − ēi,jc(ei,i + ej,j) =

ei,icei,j + ei,icej,i + ej,jcei,j + ej,jcej,i−

ei,jcei,i − ej,icei,i − ei,jcej,j − ej,icej,j =

(ci,i − cj,j)ei,j + (ci,j − cj,i)ei,i+

(cj,i − ci,j)ej,j + (cj,j − ci,i)ej,i =

(ci,i − cj,j)ei,j + (ai,j − aj,i)ei,i+

(aj,i − ai,j)ej,j + (cj,j − ci,i)ej,i =

(ci,i − cj,j)ei,j + ai,jej,i − ei,jaj,i+

aj,iei,j − ej,iai,j + (cj,j − ci,i)ej,i.

by 2) of Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4. Hence

∆(ēi,j) =

(

n∑

k,l=1,k 6=l

ak,l)ei,j − ei,j(

n∑

k,l=1,k 6=l

ak,l) + (

n∑

k,l=1,k 6=l

ak,l)ej,i − ej,i(

n∑

k,l=1,k 6=l

ak,l)+

(ci,i − cj,j)ei,j + (cj,j − ci,i)ej,i =
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(

n∑

k,l=1,k 6=l

ak,l)ēi,j − ēi,j(

n∑

k,l=1,k 6=l

ak,l)+

(ci,i − cj,j)ei,j + (cj,j − ci,i)ej,i.

This ends the proof. �

Let ℜ be a unital involutive ring, and let xo =
∑n−1

k=1 ēk,k+1 ∈ Hn(ℜ). Fix
different indices io, jo. Let x1, x2, . . . , xq, y1, y2, . . . , yq ∈ Hn(ℜ) be elements
such that

∆(ēio,jo) =

q∑

k=1

[xk(ykēio,jo)− yk(xkēio,jo)]

and

∆(xo) =

q∑

k=1

[xk(ykxo)− yk(xkxo)].

Let c = 1
4
(
∑q

k=1[xk, yk]).
Put c =

∑n

i,j=1 c
i,jei,j ∈ Hn(ℜ) and ā =

∑n

i,j=1,i 6=j ai,j +
∑n

i=1 ai,i, where ai,i =

ci,iei,i, i = 1, 2, . . . , n.

Lemma 3.6. Let ℜ be a unital involutive ring, let k, l be arbitrary different
indices, and let b = {bi,jei,j} ∈ Hn(ℜ) be an element such that b = 1

4
(
∑q

k=1[ck, dk])
for some c1, c2, . . . , cq, d1, d2, . . . , dq ∈ Hn(ℜ) such that

∆(ēk,l) =

q∑

p=1

[cp(dp(ēk,l))− dp(cp(ēk,l))]

and

∆(xo) =

q∑

p=1

[cp(dpxo)− dp(cpxo)].

Then ck,k − cl,l = bk,k − bl,l.

Proof. We may assume that k < l. We have

∆(xo) = cxo − xoc = bxo − xob.

Hence
ek,k(cxo − xoc)ek+1,k+1 = ek,k(bxo − xob)ek+1,k+1

and
ck,k − ck+1,k+1 = bk,k − bk+1,k+1.

Then for the sequence

(k, k + 1), (k + 1, k + 2) . . . (l − 1, l)

we have

ck,k − ck+1,k+1 = bk,k − bk+1,k+1, ck+1,k+1 − ck+2,k+2 = bk+1,k+1 − bk+2,k+2, . . .

cl−1,l−1 − cl,l = bl−1,l−1 − bl,l.

Hence

ck,k − bk,k = ck+1,k+1 − bk+1,k+1, ck+1,k+1 − bk+1,k+1 = ck+2,k+2 − bk+2,k+2, . . .
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cl−1,l−1 − bl−1,l−1 = cl,l − bl,l.

Therefore ck,k−bk,k = cl,l−bl,l, i.e. ck,k−cl,l = bk,k−bl,l. The proof is complete. �

Theorem 3.7. Let ℜ be a unital commutative involutive ring. Then every 2-local
inner derivation on Hn(ℜ) is a derivation.

Proof. We prove that each inner 2-local derivation ∆ on Hn(ℜ) satisfies the con-
dition

∆(x) = Dā(x) = āx− xā, x ∈ Hn(ℜ).

Let x be an arbitrary element in Hn(ℜ) and let c1, c2, . . . , cl, d1, d2, . . . , dl ∈
Hn(ℜ) be elements such that

∆(ēi,j) =

l∑

k=1

Dck,dk(ēi,j),∆(x) =

l∑

k=1

Dck,dk(x)

and i 6= j. Then

∆(ēi,j) = D 1

4
(
∑l

k=1
[ck,dk])

(ēi,j),∆(x) = D 1

4
(
∑l

k=1
[ck,dk])

(x).

Let d(ij) = 1
4
(
∑l

k=1[ck, dk]). Then

∆(ēi,j) = d(ij)(ēi,j)− (ēi,j)d(ij) and ∆(x) = d(ij)x− xd(ij).

By Lemma 3.5 we have the following equalities

∆(ēi,j) = d(ij)(ēi,j)− (ēi,j)d(ij) =

(ei,i + ej,j)d(ij)(ēi,j)− (ēi,j)d(ij)(ei,i + ej,j)+

(1− (ei,i + ej,j))d(ij)(ēi,j)− (ēi,j)d(ij)(1− (ei,i + ej,j)) =

(

n∑

k,q=1,k 6=q

ak,q)ēi,j − ēi,j(

n∑

k,q=1,k 6=q

ak,q)+

((

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
i,i − (

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
j,j)ei,j + ((

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
j,j − (

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
i,i)ej,i.

for all different indices i, j.
Since

(ei,i + ej,j)d(ij)(ēi,j)− (ēi,j)d(ij)(ei,i + ej,j) =

(ai,j + aj,i)ēi,j − ēi,j(ai,j + aj,i)

+((
m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
i,i − (

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
j,j)ei,j + ((

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
j,j − (

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
i,i)ej,i.

we have

(1− (ei,i + ej,j))d(ij)ei,i = (1− (ei,i + ej,j))(
n∑

k,q=1,k 6=q

ak,q)ei,i,

ej,jd(ij)(1− (ei,i + ej,j)) = ej,j(
n∑

k,q=1,k 6=q

ak,q)(1− (ei,i + ej,j))
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for all different i and j. At the same time

ej,jd(ij)ei,j−ej,id(ij)ej,j = (d(ij)j,i−d(ij)i,j)ej,j = (aj,i−ai,j)ej,j = aj,iei,j−ej,iai,j,

ei,id(ij)ej,i− ei,jd(ij)ei,i = (d(ij)i,j −d(ij)j,i)ei,i = (ai,j −aj,i)ei,i = ai,jej,i− ei,jaj,i

by 2) of Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4, and

ej,jd(ij)ei,j − ej,id(ij)ej,j = ej,j(
n∑

k,q=1,k 6=q

ak,q)ei,j − ej,i(
n∑

k,q=1,k 6=q

ak,q)ej,j,

ei,id(ij)ej,i − ei,jd(ij)ei,i = ei,i(
n∑

k,q=1,k 6=q

ak,q)ej,i − ei,j(
n∑

k,q=1,k 6=q

ak,q)ei,i.

Therefore

(1−ei,i)d(ij)ei,i = (1−ei,i)(

n∑

k,q=1,k 6=q

ak,q)ei,i, ej,jd(ij)(1−ej,j) = ej,j(

n∑

k,q=1,k 6=q

ak,q)(1−ej,j).

Similarly we have

ei,id(ij)(1−ei,i) = ei,i(
n∑

k,q=1,k 6=q

ak,q)(1−ei,i), (1−ej,j)d(ij)ej,j = (1−ej,j)(
n∑

k,q=1,k 6=q

ak,q)ej,j.

Let v1, v2, . . . , vp, w1, w2, . . . , wp ∈ Hn(ℜ) be elements such that

∆(ei,j) =
1

4
(

p∑

k=1

[vk, wk])(ēi,j)− (ēi,j)
1

4
(

p∑

k=1

[vk, wk])

and

∆(xo) =
1

4
(

p∑

k=1

[vk, wk])xo − xo

1

4
(

p∑

k=1

[vk, wk]).

Let z = 1
4
(
∑p

k=1[vk, wk]), z =
∑n

k,q=1 z
k,qek,q. Then zi,i − zj,j = ci,i − cj,j by

Lemma 3.6. We have zi,i − zj,j = d(ij)i,i − d(ij)j,j since

z(ēi,j)− (ēi,j)z = d(ij)(ēi,j)− (ēi,j)d(ij).

Hence
ci,i − cj,j = d(ij)i,i − d(ij)j,j, cj,j − ci,i = d(ij)j,j − d(ij)i,i.

Therefore we have

ej,j∆(x)ei,i = ej,j(d(ij)x− xd(ij))ei,i =

ej,jd(ij)(1− ej,j)xei,i+ ej,jd(ij)ej,jxei,i− ej,jx(1− ei,i)d(ij)ei,i− ej,jxei,id(ij)ei,i =

ej,j

n∑

ξ,η=1,ξ 6=η

aξ,ηeξ,ηxei,i−ej,jx

n∑

ξ,η=1,ξ 6=η

aξ,ηeξ,ηei,i+ej,jd(ij)ej,jxei,i−ej,jxei,id(ij)ei,i =

ej,j

n∑

ξ,η=1,ξ 6=η

aξ,ηeξ,ηxei,i − ej,jx

n∑

ξ,η=1,ξ 6=η

aξ,ηeξ,ηei,i + cj,jej,jxei,i − ej,jxei,ic
i,iei,i =

ej,j

n∑

ξ,η=1,ξ 6=η

aξ,ηeξ,ηxei,i − ej,jx

n∑

ξ,η=1,ξ 6=η

aξ,ηeξ,ηei,i+
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ej,j(

n∑

ξ=1

aξ,ξeξ,ξ)xei,i − ej,jx(

n∑

ξ=1

aξ,ξeξ,ξ)ei,i =

ej,j

n∑

ξ,η=1

aξ,ηeξ,ηxei,i − ej,jx

n∑

ξ,η=1

aξ,ηeξ,ηei,i = ej,j(āx− xā)ei,i.

Let d(ii), v, w ∈ Hn(ℜ) be elements such that

∆(ei,i) = d(ii)ei,i − ei,id(ii) and ∆(x) = d(ii)x− xd(ii),

∆(ei,i) = vei,i − ei,iv,∆(ēi,j) = vēi,j − ēi,jv,

and
∆(ei,i) = wei,i − ei,iw,∆(ēi,j) = w(ēi,j)− (ēi,j)w.

Then

(1− ei,i)
1

4
(

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])ei,i = (1− ei,i)vei,i = (1− ei,i)d(ii)ei,i,

and

ei,i
1

4
(

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])(1− ei,i) = ei,iw(1− ei,i) = ei,id(ii)(1− ei,i).

By the definition of the 2-local derivation ∆ we have

(1− ei,i)
1

4
(

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])ei,i =
n∑

ξ,η=1,ξ 6=η

aξ,ηei,i,

ei,i
1

4
(

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])(1− ei,i) = ei,i

n∑

ξ,η=1,ξ 6=η

aξη.

Hence
ei,i∆(x)ei,i = ei,i(d(ii)x− xd(ii))ei,i =

ei,id(ii)(1− ei,i)xei,i + ei,id(ii)ei,ixei,i − ei,ix(1− ei,i)d(ii)ei,i − ei,ixei,id(ii)ei,i =

ei,ia(ji)(1− ei,i)xei,i + ei,id(ii)ei,ixei,i − ei,ix(1− ei,i)a(ij)ei,i − ei,ixei,id(ii)ei,i =

ei,i

n∑

ξ,η=1,ξ 6=η

aξ,ηeξ,ηxei,i−ei,ix

n∑

ξ,η=1,ξ 6=η

aξ,ηeξ,ηei,i+ei,id(ii)ei,ixei,i−ei,ixei,id(ii)ei,i =

ei,i

n∑

ξ,η=1,ξ 6=η

aξ,ηeξ,ηxei,i − ei,ix

n∑

ξ,η=1,ξ 6=η

aξ,ηeξ,ηei,i + ci,iei,ixei,i − ei,ixc
i,iei,i =

ei,i

n∑

ξ,η=1,ξ 6=η

aξ,ηeξ,ηxei,i − ei,ix

n∑

ξ,η=1,ξ 6=η

aξ,ηeξ,ηei,i+

ei,i(

n∑

ξ=1

aξ,ξeξ,ξ)xei,i − ei,ix(

n∑

ξ=1

aξ,ξeξ,ξ)ei,i =

ei,i

n∑

ξ,η=1

aξ,ηeξ,ηxei,i − ei,ix

n∑

ξ,η=1

aξ,ηeξ,ηei,i = ei,i(āx− xā)ei,i.
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Hence

∆(x) = āx− xā

for each x ∈ Hn(ℜ). Therefore ∆ is a derivation onHn(ℜ). The proof is complete.
�

The proof of Theorem 3.7 is also valid for Jordan algebras of self-adjoint ma-
trices over a commutative involutive algebra. Therefore, if we define a derivation,
an inner derivation, a 2-local derivation, a 2-local inner derivation on Jordan al-
gebras similarly to the case of Jordan Rings, then the following theorem takes
place.

Theorem 3.8. Let A be a unital commutative involutive algebra, and let Hn(A)
be the Jordan algebra of all self-adjoint n× n matrices over A. Then any 2-local
inner derivation on the matrix Jordan algebra Hn(A) is a derivation.

4. 2-local derivations on Jordan algebras of self-adjoint

matrix-valued maps

Throughout the present section, let ℵo be the countable cardinal number, H be
a separable Hilbert space of dimension ℵo over F = R, C, and, let B(H) be the
algebra of all bounded linear operators on H . Let {ei}∞i=1 be a maximal family
of orthogonal minimal projections in B(H) and, let {ei,j}∞i,j=1 be the family of
matrix units defined by {ei}∞i=1, i.e. ei,i = ei, ei,i = ei,jej,i and ej,j = ej,iei,j for
each pair of natural numbers i, j.

Let Bsa(H) be the vector space of all self-adjoint operators in B(H), i.e.

Bsa(H) = {a ∈ B(H) : a∗ = a}.

Then with respect to Jordan multiplication

a · b =
1

2
(ab+ ba), a, b ∈ Bsa(H)

Bsa(H) is a Jordan algebra.
Let Ω be an arbitrary set, M(Ω, Bsa(H)) be the Jordan algebra of all maps

from Ω to Bsa(H). Put

êi,j = 1ei,j,

where 1 is the identity element of the algebra M(Ω) of all F-valued maps on Ω.
Throughout the rest sections, put si,j = êi,j + êj,i for all distinct natural numbers
i, j.

Definition 4.1. Let A be a Jordan algebra and, let B be a Jordan subalgebra
of A. A derivation D on B is said to be spatial, if D is implemented by elements
from A, i.e.,

D(x) =
m∑

k=1

Dak,bk(x) =
m∑

k=1

(ak · (bk · x)− bk · (ak · x)), x ∈ B,

for some a1, a2, . . . , am, b1, b2, . . . , bm ∈ A. A 2-local derivation ∆ on B is
called 2-local spatial derivation implemented by elements from A, if for every two
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elements x, y ∈ B there exists a spatial derivationD on B such that ∆(x) = D(x),
∆(y) = D(y).

Let, throughout the present section, Ω be an arbitrary set, M(Ω, Bsa(H)) be
the Jordan algebra of all maps from Ω to Bsa(H). Let (λn) be a sequence of
nonzero numbers from F such that

∑∞
n=1 λnλ

∗
n < ∞ and xo =

∑∞
n=1 λnsn,n+1 ∈

M(Ω, Bsa(H)). Let J be a Jordan subalgebra of M(Ω, Bsa(H)) containing the
element xo and the family {êi,i}∞i=1 ∪ {si,j}∞i,j=1,i 6=j, and ∆ be a 2-local spatial
derivation on J implemented by elements from M(Ω, Bsa(H)). Then the follow-
ing lemmas hold.

Lemma 4.2. Let i1, i2, . . . , in be arbitrary pairwise distinct natural numbers,
e = ei1,i1 + ei2,i2 + · · ·+ ein,in. Then the mapping

∆e(x) = e∆(x)e, x ∈ eM(Ω, Bsa(H))e

is a derivation on eM(Ω, Bsa(H))e and there exists an element d ∈ eM(Ω, B(H))e
such that

∆e(x) = dx− xd, x ∈ eM(Ω, Bsa(H))e.

If f = ej1,j1 + ej2,j2 + · · ·+ ejp,jp for indices j1, j2, . . . , jp from i1, i2, . . . , in, then

ei,idej,j = ei,icej,j, d
i,i − dj,j = ci,i − cj,j

for arbitrary distinct indices i, j from {j1, j2, . . . , jp}, where c is an element in
fM(Ω, B(H))f such that

∆f (x) = f∆(x)f, x ∈ fM(Ω, Bsa(H))f.

Proof. Similar to proof of [8, Proposition 2.7] it can be proved that ∆e is a 2-
local derivation on M(Ω, Bsa(H)). We have eM(Ω, B(H))e ∼= Mn(F) ⊗ M(Ω).
Therefore, by Theorem 3.7 ∆e is a derivation and there exists an element d in
eM(Ω, B(H))e such that

∆e(x) = dx− xd, x ∈ eM(Ω, Bsa(H))e.

Similarly, there exists an element c in fM(Ω, B(H))f such that

∆f (x) = dx− xd, x ∈ fM(Ω, Bsa(H))f.

For arbitrary distinct i and j from {j1, j2, . . . , jp} we have

∆f (êi,i) = f∆e(êi,i)f,

i.e.,
cêi,i − êi,ic = fdêi,i − êi,idf.

Hence,
êi,i(cêi,i − êi,ic)êj,j = êi,i(fdêi,i − êi,idf)êj,j

and
êi,icêj,j = êi,idêj,j.

We also have
∆f (si,j) = f∆e(si,j)f,

i.e.,
csi,j − si,jc = fdsi,j − si,jdf.
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Hence,
êi,i(csi,j − si,jc)êj,j = êi,i(fdsi,j − si,jdf)êj,j

and
êi,icêi,j − êi,jcêj,j = êi,idêi,j − êi,jdêj,j,

i.e.,
ci,i − cj,j = di,i − dj,j.

The proof is complete. �

Let i, j be arbitrary pairwise different natural numbers and let
∑m

k=1Dak,bk

be a derivation on J , generated by elements a1, a2, . . . , am, b1, b2, . . . , bm ∈
M(Ω, Bsa(H)) such that

∆(si,j) =

m∑

k=1

Dak ,bk(si,j).

By Lemma 4.2 the following elements are well-defined

ai,j = êi,i
1

4
(

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])êj,j, a
i,j êi,j =

1

4
(

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
i,j êi,j, a

i,j = (

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
i,j ∈ M(Ω),

aj,i = êj,j
1

4
(

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])êi,i, a
j,iêj,i =

1

4
(

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
j,iêj,i, a

j,i = (
m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
j,i ∈ M(Ω).

Under these designations the following lemmas are valid.

Lemma 4.3. Let i, j, k be arbitrary pairwise different indices
1) let

∑m

k=1Dak ,bk be derivation on J , generated by elements a1, a2, . . . , am,
b1, b2, . . . , bm ∈ M(Ω, Bsa(H)) such that

∆(si,j) =
m∑

k=1

Dak ,bk(si,j).

Then the following equalities are valid relative to the associative multiplication

(
m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
i,j − (

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
j,i = ai,j − aj,i,

(

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
i,i − (

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
j,j = ai,i − aj,j.

2) let
∑m

k=1Dak ,bk ,
∑l

k=1Dck,dk be the derivations on J , generated by some ele-
ments a1, a2, . . . , am, b1, b2, . . . , bm, c1, c2, . . . , cl, d1, d2, . . . , dl ∈ M(Ω, Bsa(H))
such that

∆(si,j) =

m∑

k=1

Dak ,bk(si,j),∆(êi,k + êk,i) =

l∑

k=1

Dck,dk(êi,k + êk,i).

Then the following equality is valid

(
m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
i,j − (

m∑

k=1

[ak, bk])
j,i = (

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])
i,j − (

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])
j,i.
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Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.3. �

Lemma 4.4. Let i, j be arbitrary different indices and let
∑l

k=1Dck,dk be a
derivation on J , generated by the elements c1, c2, . . . , cl, d1, d2, . . . , dl ∈
M(Ω, Bsa(H)) such that

∆(si,j) =
l∑

k=1

Dck,dk(si,j).

Then the following equality is valid

∆(si,j) =

(
∑

k 6=l

ak,l)si,j − si,j(
∑

k 6=l

ak,l)

+((

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])
i,i − (

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])
j,j)êi,j + ((

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])
j,j − (

l∑

k=1

[ck, dk])
i,i)êj,i.

Proof. The present lemma is proved similarly to the proof of Lemma 3.5. �

Fix different indices io, jo. Let x1, x2, . . . , xl, y1, y2, . . . , yl ∈ M(Ω, Bsa(H))
be elements such that

∆(siojo) =
l∑

k=1

[xk(yksiojo)− yk(xksiojo)]

and

∆(xo) =

l∑

k=1

[xk(ykxo)− yk(xkxo)].

Let c = 1
4
(
∑l

k=1[xk, yk]). Put c =
∑∞

i,j=1 c
i,j êi,j ∈ M(Ω, Bsa(H)) and ā =∑∞

i,j=1 ai,j, where ai,i = ci,iêi,i for each i. In the above notations we have

Lemma 4.5. Let k, l be arbitrary different natural numbers, and let c1, c2, . . . ,
cm, d1, d2, . . . , dm be elements in M(Ω, Bsa(H)) such that

∆(sk,l) =

m∑

p=1

[cp(dpsk,l)− dp(cpsk,l)]

and

∆(xo) =

m∑

p=1

[cp(dpxo)− dp(cpxo)].

Then ck,k − cl,l = bk,k − bl,l, where b = 1
4
(
∑m

p=1[cp, dp]).

Proof. We may assume that k < l. We have

∆(xo) = cxo − xoc = bxo − xob.

Hence
ek,k(cxo − xoc)ek+1,k+1 = ek,k(bxo − xob)ek+1,k+1,

ek,k(cλksk,k+1 − λksk,k+1c)ek+1,k+1 = ek,k(bλksk,k+1 − λksk,k+1b)ek+1,k+1,
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λkek,kcêk,k+1 − λkêk,k+1cek+1,k+1 = λkek,kbêk,k+1 − λkêk,k+1bek+1,k+1,

and

ck,k − ck+1,k+1 = bk,k − bk+1,k+1.

Thus, this lemma is proved similarly to the proof of Lemma 3.6. �

The following theorem is the key result of this section.

Theorem 4.6. Let Ω be an arbitrary set, M(Ω, Bsa(H)) be the Jordan algebra
of all maps from Ω to Bsa(H). Let J be a Jordan subalgebra of M(Ω, Bsa(H))
containing the element xo and the family {êi,i}

∞
i=1∪{si,j}

∞
i,j=1,i 6=j. Then any 2-local

spatial derivation on J implemented by elements in M(Ω, Bsa(H)) is a derivation.

Proof. We prove that each inner 2-local derivation ∆ on J satisfies the condition

∆(x) = āx− xā, x ∈ J

for the element ā ∈ M(Ω, Bsa(H)) defined above. Let i, j be arbitrary distinct
natural numbers. The proofs of the equalities

êj,j∆(x)êi,i = êj,j(āx− xā)êi,i,

êi,i∆(x)êi,i = êi,i(āx− xā)êi,i

are the same as the proofs of the appropriate equalities in the proof of Theorem
3.7. If, for arbitrary elements y, z in M(Ω, Bsa(H)),

êk,kyêl,l = êk,kzêl,l

for each pair k, l of natural numbers, then y = z. Hence,

∆(x) = āx− xā ∈ M(Ω, Bsa(H)).

But, ∆(x) ∈ J , since x ∈ J . Therefore

∆(x) = āx− xā ∈ J

for any element x ∈ J . So, ∆ is a derivation on J . The proof is complete. �

In particular, Theorem 4.6 implies the following theorem.

Theorem 4.7. Let Ω be an arbitrary set, M(Ω, Bsa(H)) be the Jordan algebra
of all maps of Ω to Bsa(H). Then any 2-local inner derivation on the Jordan
algebra M(Ω, Bsa(H)) is a derivation.

Let Ω be a hyperstonean compact, C(Ω) denotes the algebra of all C-valued
(R-valued) continuous maps on Ω. There exists a subalgebra N in M(Ω, Bsa(H))
which is a (real) von Neumann algebra with the center isomorphic to C(Ω) (see
[1, Page 12]). More precisely N is a (real) von Neumann algebra of type I.

The vector space

Nsa = {a ∈ N : a∗ = a}

of all self-adjoint elements in N is a Jordan algebra with respect to Jordan mul-
tiplication

a · b =
1

2
(ab+ ba), a, b ∈ Nsa.
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The Jordan algebra Nsa is a Jordan subalgebra of M(Ω, Bsa(H)) containing the
element xo and the family {êi,i}∞i=1 ∪ {si,j}∞i,j=1,i 6=j. Hence, by Theorem 4.6, we
have the following statement.

Theorem 4.8. Every 2-local spatial derivation on Nsa implemented by elements
in M(Ω, Bsa(H)) is a derivation.

Let K(H) be the C∗-algebra of all compact operators on the Hilbert space H ,
Ksa(H) be the Jordan algebra of all self-adjoint compact operators on the Hilbert
space H . Let Ω be a topological space. Then the vector space C(Ω,Ksa(H)) of
all continuous maps from Ω to Ksa(H) is a Jordan subalgebra of M(Ω, Bsa(H))
containing the element xo and the family {êi,i}∞i=1 ∪ {si,j}∞i,j=1,i 6=j. Therefore by
Theorem 4.6 we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.9. Every 2-local spatial derivation on the Jordan algebra C(Ω,Ksa(H))
implemented by elements in M(Ω, Bsa(H)) is a derivation.

5. Local derivations on Jordan and associative algebras.

This section is devoted to derivations and local derivations of Jordan algebras.
Let A be an algebra (nonassociative in general). A linear map ∆ : A → A

is called a local derivation, if for any element x ∈ A there exists a derivation
Dx : A → A such that ∆(x) = Dx(x).

Let A be an associative algebra. A derivation D on A is called an inner
derivation, if there exists an element a ∈ A such that

D(x) = ax− xa, x ∈ A.

A linear map ∆ : A → A is called a local inner derivation, if for any element
x ∈ A there exists an element a ∈ A such that ∆(x) = ax− xa.

Let ∆ be a local derivation on J . ∆ is called a local inner derivation, if for
each element x ∈ J there is an inner derivation D on J such that ∆(x) = D(x).

Let A be an associative unital algebra over an arbitrary field. Then the vector
space A with respect to the operation of Jordan multiplication

a · b =
1

2
(ab+ ba), a, b ∈ A

is a Jordan algebra. This Jordan algebra will be denoted by (A, ·).
Let ∆ be a local inner Jordan derivation of (A, ·). Then for each element x ∈ A

there is an inner derivation D of (A, ·) such that ∆(x) = D(x) and

D =
m∑

k=1

Dak ,bk = D 1

4
(
∑l

k=1
[ak ,bk])

for some elements a1, a2, . . . , am, b1, b2, . . . , bm in M(Ω, Bsa(H)). Hence, D is
also an inner derivation of A. So, ∆ is a local inner derivation of A. Thus, every
local inner derivation of the Jordan algebra (A, ·) is a local inner derivation of
the associative algebra A. Therefore we have the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. If every local inner derivation of the associative algebra A is
a derivation, then every local inner derivation of the Jordan algebra (A, ·) is a
derivation.
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6. Local derivations on Jordan algebras of self-adjoint

matrix-valued maps

H be an arbitrary Hilbert space over F = R, C, and, let B(H) be the algebra
of all bounded linear operators on H . Let Ω be an arbitrary set, M(Ω, Bsa(H))
be the Jordan algebra of all maps from Ω to Bsa(H).

In this section we describe local derivations on some class of subalgebras of
M(Ω, Bsa(H)).

Given t ∈ Ω, φt : M(Ω, B(H)) → B(H) will denote the ∗-homomorphism
defined by φt(x) = x(t), x ∈ M(Ω, B(H)). The space M(Ω, B(H)) is an B(H)-
bimodule with products (ax)(t) = ax(t) and (xa)(t) = x(t)a, for every a ∈ B(H),
x ∈ M(Ω, B(H)). The map φt : M(Ω, B(H)) → B(H) is an B(H)-module
homomorphism.

Given an arbitrary set Ω, the ∗-homomorphism which maps each element a in
B(H) to the constant function Ω → {a} will be denoted by â. The map

φ(a) = â, a ∈ B(H),

is an B(H)-module homomorphism of B(H) to M(Ω, B(H)).

Definition 6.1. Let A be a Jordan algebra and, let B be a Jordan subalgebra
of A. A local derivation ∇ on B is called local spatial derivation with respect
to the derivations implemented by elements in A, if for every element x ∈ B

there exists a spatial derivation D on B implemented by elements in A such that
∆(x) = D(x).

Let A = Bsa(H), Ksa(H), and let Ω be a topological space. Let M(Ω,A)
be the Jordan algebra of all maps from Ω to A, and let C(Ω,A) be the Jordan
algebra of all continuous maps from Ω to A. Then the following theorem takes
place.

Theorem 6.2. Let J be one of the Jordan algebras M(Ω,A), C(Ω,A) and let
∇ be a local spatial derivation on J with respect to the derivations implemented
by elements in M(Ω, Bsa(H)). Then ∇ is a derivation.

Proof. We can prove that the map φt∇φ : A → A is a local inner derivation for
every t ∈ Ω. Indeed, for any a, b ∈ A, we have

φt∇φ(a+ b) = φt∇(â + b̂)

= φt(∇(â) +∇(b̂)) = (∇(â) +∇(b̂))(t)

= ∇(â)(t) +∇(b̂)(t) = φt(∇(â)) + φt(∇(b̂))

= φt∇φ(a) + φt∇φ(b).

Similarly,

φt∇φ(λa) = λφt∇φ(a).

Hence, φt∇φ is linear. For each a ∈ A there exists a derivation Dâ on J such
that

∇(â) = Dâ(â).
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Note that φtDâφ is a derivation on A. Indeed, it is clear that φtDâφ is linear on
A. For any b, c ∈ A, we have

φtDâφ(bc) = φtDâ(φ(b)φ(c)) =

= φt(Dâ(φ(b))φ(c) + φ(b)Dâ(φ(c)))

= Dâ(φ(b))(t)φ(c)(t) + φ(b)(t)Dâ(φ(c))(t)

= φtDâφ(b)c+ bφtDâφ(c),

where φ(b)(t) = b, φ(c)(t) = c. Hence, φtDâφ is a derivation on A.
φtDâφ can be weak-continuously extended to a derivation on Bsa(H). Every

derivation on Bsa(H) is inner by [10]. So, φtDâφ is a spatial derivation imple-
mented by elements in Bsa(H).

Therefore, φt∇φ is a local derivation and is a spatial derivation onA by theorem
5.4 in [4].

Let at be an element in Bsa(H) such that

φt∇φ(x) = atx− xat, x ∈ Bsa(H).

Let ā(t) = at, t ∈ Ω. Then

∇(x)(t) = (āx− xā)(t),x ∈ M(Ω, Bsa(H)),

i.e.

∇(x) = āx− xā,x ∈ M(Ω, Bsa(H))

and ā ∈ M(Ω, Bsa(H)). Hence ∇ is a derivation. The proof is compete. �
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