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CHARACTERIZATION OF MINIMAL TRIPOTENTS VIA

ANNIHILATORS AND ITS APPLICATION TO THE STUDY OF

ADDITIVE PRESERVERS OF TRUNCATIONS

LEI LI, SIYU LIU, AND ANTONIO M. PERALTA

Abstract. The contributions in this note begin with a new characterization
of (positive) scalar multiples of minimal tripotents in a general JB∗-triple E,
proving that a non-zero element a ∈ E is a positive scalar multiple of a mini-
mal tripotent in E if, and only if, its inner quadratic annihilator (that is, the
set ⊥q{a} = {b ∈ E : {a, b, a} = 0}) is maximal among all inner quadratic an-
nihilators of single elements in E. We subsequently apply this characterization
to the study of surjective additive maps between atomic JBW∗-triples preserv-
ing truncations in both directions. Let A : E → F be a surjective additive
mapping between atomic JBW∗-triples, where E contains no one-dimensional
Cartan factors as direct summands. We show that A preserves truncations in
both directions if, and only if, there exists a bijection σ : Γ1 → Γ2, a bounded
family (γk)k∈Γ1

⊆ R+, and a family (Φk)k∈Γ1
, where each Φk is a (complex)

linear or a conjugate-linear (isometric) triple isomorphism from Ck onto C̃σ(k)

satisfying infk{γk} > 0, and

A(x) =
(
γkΦk (πk(x))

)

k∈Γ1

, for all x ∈ E,

where πk denotes the canonical projection of E onto Ck.

1. Introduction

Preservers of truncations are currently studied in different settings, from pre-
servers on the space B(H), of all bounded linear operators on a Hilbert space H
(cf. [31, 40, 45]), to the wider setting of Cartan factors and general JB∗-triples
(see [27]). We recall that, for a, b ∈ B(H), we say that a is a truncation of b if
aa∗a = ab∗a. It is widely known that every C∗-algebra, A, is a JB∗-triple with
respect to the triple product

{a, b, c} :=
1

2
(ab∗c+ cb∗a) (a, b, c ∈ A). (1)

Furthermore, in terms of the just defined triple product, a is a truncation of b if
and only if {a, a, a} = {a, b, a}. So, the relation “being a truncation of” fully makes
sense in the wider setting of JB∗-triples (see Section 2 for the detailed definitions).

A very recent study shows that if ∆ : A → B is a (non-necessarily linear nor
continuous) bijection between atomic JBW∗-triples preserving the truncation of
triple products in both directions, that is,

a is a truncation of {b, c, b} ⇔ ∆(a) is a truncation of {∆(b),∆(c),∆(b)} ,
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and satisfying its restriction to each rank-one Cartan factor in A, if any, is a contin-
uous mapping, then ∆ is an isometric real-linear triple isomorphism [27]. A related
precedent in the particular case that A = B = B(H) was considered by X. Jia, W.
Shi, and G. Ji in [31].

Just like the studies on (non-necessarily linear) bijections preserving λ-Aluthge
transforms on products in [11, 12, 18] was preceded by the description of the bijec-
tive linear transformations between von Neumann factors that commute with the
λ-Aluthge transform in [5], it seems natural to pose the challenge of describing all
linear surjection between (atomic) JB∗-triples preserving truncations in both di-
rections. Observe that this problem is independent from the commented result on
bijections preserving truncations of triple products in both directions. Moreover, it
could be also asked whether the linearity of the mapping is absolutely necessary to
obtain the description. Concerning this question, in [45, Theorem 2.3], J. Yao and
G. Ji. prove that for each complex Hilbert space H with dim(H) ≥ 2, the following
statements are equivalent for every additive and surjective map A : B(H) → B(H):

(a) A preserves truncations of operators in both directions;
(b) There exist a nonzero scalar α ∈ C and maps u, v : H → H which are both

unitary operators or both anti-unitary operators such that A(x) = αuxv for all
x ∈ B(H) or A(x) = αux∗v for all x ∈ B(H).

Observe that statement (b) above is equivalent to say that A is a positive multiple
of a (complex) linear or a conjugate-linear triple automorphism on B(H).

As commented before B(H) is an example of C∗-algebra, and a JB∗-triple. It
can be also regarded inside the collection of complex Banach spaces called Cartan
factors. We recall their definition with the aim to provide some basic background
on Cartan factors for the readers. Let H and K be complex Hilbert spaces. The
spaces B(H,K) of all bounded linear operators between H and K form the so-
called Cartan factors of type 1. Suppose next that j : H → H is a conjugation on
H (i.e., a conjugate-linear isometry of period 2). The subspaces of B(H) given by
C2 = {a ∈ B(H) : a = −ja∗j} and C3 = {a ∈ B(H) : a = ja∗j} determine the
classes of Cartan factors of type 2 and 3, respectively. All these spaces are equipped
with the triple product given in (1). A Banach space V is called a Cartan factor of
type 4 or a spin factor if it admits a complete inner product 〈·|·〉 and a conjugation
x 7→ x̄, for which the norm of V is given by

‖x‖2 = 〈x|x〉 +
√
〈x|x〉2 − |〈x|x̄〉|2

and the triple product of V is defined by

{x, y, z} = 〈x|y〉z + 〈z|y〉x− 〈x|z〉y, (x, y, z ∈ V ).

The Cartan factor of type 5 and 6 (also called exceptional Cartan factors) are the
finite dimensional Banach spaces M1,2(O) and H3(O), of all 1 × 2 matrices with
entries in the (complex) octonions O, and all 3× 3 hermitian matrices with entries
in O, respectively (see [28] for more details).

In our main result in this note we study surjective additive mappings preserving
truncations in both directions between JB∗-triples which can be written as ℓ∞-sums
of families of Cartan factors. Our main conclusion, established in Theorem 5.15,

reads as follows: Let E =

ℓ∞⊕

k∈Γ1

Ck and F =

ℓ∞⊕

j∈Γ2

C̃j be atomic JBW∗-triples, where
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{Ck}k∈Γ1
and {C̃j}j∈Γ2

are two families of Cartan factors. Suppose, addition-
ally, that E contains no one-dimensional Cartan factors as direct summands (i.e.,
dim(Ck) ≥ 2 for all k). Let A : E → F be a surjective additive mapping. Then the
following statements are equivalent:

(a) A preserves truncations in both directions.
(b) There exists a bijection σ : Γ1 → Γ2, a bounded family (γk)k∈Γ1

⊆ R+, and
a family (Φk)k∈Γ1

, where each Φk is a (complex) linear or a conjugate-linear

(isometric) triple isomorphism from Ck onto C̃σ(k) satisfying infk{γk} > 0, and

A(x) =
(
γkΦk (πk(x))

)
k∈Γ1

, for all x ∈ E,

where πk denotes the canonical projection of E onto Ck.

In particular, every surjective additive mapping A : E → F preserving truncations
in both directions is a real-linear bijection, and the JB∗-triples E and F are iso-
metrically triple isomorphic. Moreover, if A satisfies (a) or (b) and there exists an
element x0 in E satisfying ‖Aπk(x0)‖ = ‖πk(x0)‖ 6= 0, for all k ∈ Γ1, the map-
ping A is a real-linear (isometric) triple isomorphism. Note that the implication
(b) ⇒ (a) is clear. We shall see in Example 3.2 that the hypothesis affirming that
dim(Ck) ≥ 2 for all k cannot be relaxed.

It is known that a JB∗-triple has rank-one if and only if it is a complex Hilbert
space regarded as a type 1 Cartan factor (cf. Section 3). Therefore, every additive
mapping A between two rank-one JB∗-triples is nothing but an additive mapping
between two Hilbert spaces. We shall see below that, in such a case, A preserves
truncations if, and only if, it preserves Euclidean orthogonality between elements
in the corresponding Hilbert spaces (cf. Remark 3.1). We are thus in a position
to apply a recent result on additive preservers of Euclidean orthogonality between
complex Hilbert spaces, obtained in [37], to deduce that if A is a surjective additive
mapping between rank-one JB∗-triples of dimension ≥ 2, and A preserves trunca-
tions (in one direction), then A is a positive scalar multiple of a (complex) linear
or a conjugate-linear isometry (see Proposition 3.3).

The proof of the main result in this note has also required the development of a
tool of independent interest. In Theorem 2.4 we establish that a non-zero element
a in a JB∗-triple E is a (positive) scalar multiple of a minimal tripotent in E,

if and only if, its inner quadratic annihilator
⊥q{a} = {b ∈ E : {a, b, a} = 0} is

maximal among all inner quadratic annihilators of single elements in E. This result
generalises a previous characterization of rank-one operators in B(H) obtained by
J. Yao and G. Ji in [45, Lemma 2.2].

We have essentially described the main results in sections 2 and 3. Section 4 is
devoted to analyse the basic properties of the surjective additive maps preserving
truncations in both directions between two general JB∗-triples E and F . It is shown
that any such a mapping must be automatically injective and maps scalar multiples
of minimal tripotents in E (if any) to scalar multiples of minimal tripotents in F .
Moreover, for each minimal tripotent e in E we have A(Ce) = CA(e) = Cr(A(e)),
where r(A(e)) denotes the range tripotent of A(e), which in this case lies in F (see
Lemma 4.1). Further technical conclusions assure that if w1 and w2 are two collinear
(respectively, orthogonal) minimal tripotents in E, the corresponding range tripo-
tents r(A(w1)) and r(A(w2)) are minimal and collinear (respectively, orthogonal)
in F (cf. Propositions 4.5 and 4.7).
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The concluding section is devoted to establish our main result. We prove that
if A : E → F is a surjective additive mapping preserving truncations in both di-
rections between two atomic JBW∗-triples, where E contains no one-dimensional
Cartan factors as direct summands, the mapping Ar : e 7→ r(A(r)), sending each
minimal tripotent in E to the range tripotent of A(e) in F is a bijective map pre-
serving collinearity and orthogonality in both directions from the set Umin(E) of all
minimal tripotents in E onto the corresponding set Umin(F ) (see Proposition 5.8).
Furthermore, when restricted to each Cartan factor Ck in the decomposition of E,
the mapping Ar either preserves or reverses triple transition pseudo-probabilities
between all minimal tripotents in Ck, actually A|Ck

must be a positive scalar multi-
ple of a linear or conjugate-linear triple isomorphism from Ck onto a Cartan factor
in the decomposition of F (see Proposition 5.14). We can finally apply the descrip-
tion of all bijective maps preserving triple transition pseudo-probabilities between
the sets of minimal tripotents in two atomic JBW∗-triples borrowed from [44] to
complete the proof of our main result.

2. Quadratic annihilators and minimal tripotents

It is perhaps worth to begin this section by recalling the definition of JB∗-triples.
A JB∗-triple (see [34]) is a Banach space together with a continuous triple product

{·, ·, ·} : E × E × E → E : (x, y, z) 7→ {x, y, z}

for all x, y, z ∈ E, which is linear in the first and third variables, conjugate-linear
in the middle one, and satisfies the following axioms:

(i) For each a, b in E, the operators L(a, b) : E → E, L(a, b)(c) := {a, b, c} satisfy
the identity

L(w, v){x, y, z} = {L(w, v)x, y, z} − {x, L(v, w)y, z}+ {x, y, L(w, v)z},

for all x, y, z, w, v ∈ E; (Jordan identity)
(ii) For each x ∈ E, the operator L(x, x) is hermitian with non-negative spectrum;
(iii) ‖{x, x, x}‖ = ‖x‖3 for all x ∈ E. (Gelfand-Naimark axiom)

All Cartan factors are JB∗-triples.

A JBW∗-triple is a JB∗-triple whose underlying Banach space is a dual Banach
space. Every JBW∗-triple admits an unique (isometric) predual and its triple prod-
uct is separately continuous [2]. It is worth to note that all von Neumann algebras
are examples of JBW∗-triples, and the bidual, E∗∗, of a JB∗-triple E is a JBW∗-
triple [16]. JBW∗-triples satisfy extra geometric algebraic properties, for example,
they contain an abundant collection of tripotents; since tripotents in a JB∗-triple
E coincide with the extreme points of the closed unit ball of E (see, for example,
[17, Corollary 4.8] or [10, Theorem 4.2.34]). Note that the set of all tripotents in a
general JB∗-triple might be empty.

The relation “being a truncation of” between elements in a JB∗-triple can be
better understood via inner quadratic annihilators. The inner quadratic annihilator
of a subset S of a JB∗-triple E is defined as the set

⊥qS = {b ∈ E : Q(s)(b) = 0, ∀ s ∈ S} =
⋂

s∈S

ker(Q(s)).

We note that, given an element s in a JB∗-triple E, we denote by Q(s) the conjugate-

linear mapping on E given by Q(s)(x) = {s, x, s}. Observe that ⊥qS is a closed
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linear subspace of E since Q(s) is a bounded conjugate-linear operator on E for
every s. It is known that for each element a in E we have

⊥q{a} = E ∩
(
E∗∗

0 (r(a)) ⊕ E∗∗
1 (r(a))

)
= {x ∈ E : P2(r(a))(x) = 0}, (2)

where r(a) denotes the range tripotent of a in E∗∗, and Ej(e) stands for the Peirce-j
subspace associated to e, and Pj(e) stands for the projection of E onto Ej(e) (cf.
[27, Lemma 2.2]). In case that E is a JBW∗-triple, we can further conclude that

⊥q{a} = E0(r(a)) ⊕ E1(r(a)) = {x ∈ E : P2(r(a))(x) = 0},

where r(a) denotes the range tripotent of a in E.

Some of the notions employed in the previous paragraph are perhaps less known
for non-experts. The missing details will be fully explained now. For example, an
element e in a JB∗-triple E is called a tripotent if {e, e, e} = e. In such a case, we
can always E according to the so-called Peirce decomposition induced by e in the
form

E = E0(e)⊕ E1(e)⊕ E2(e), (3)

where each Ej(e) := {a ∈ E : L(e, e)(a) = j
2a} is a subtriple of E called the

Peirce j-subspace (j = 0, 1, 2). Triple products among elements in Peirce sub-
spaces follow certain patterns known as Peirce rules or Peirce arithmetics, namely,
{Ei(e), Ej(e), Ek(e)} ⊆ Ei−j+k(e) for all i, j, k = {0, 1, 2} and

{E0(e), E2(e), E} = {E2(e), E0(e), E} = 0,

where Ei−j+k(e) = {0} if i− j+k 6= {0, 1, 2}. The Peirce 2-subspace E2(e) is actu-
ally a unital JB∗-algebra with identity e, where the Jordan product and involution
operations are given by a ◦e b := {a, e, b} and a∗e := {e, a, e}, respectively (cf. [29]
or [10, Fact 4.2.14, Proposition 4.2.22, and Corollary 4.2.30]). An illustrative ex-
ample is given by C∗-algebras (and hence by B(H) spaces), regarded as JB∗-triples
with respect to the triple product in (1), where tripotents correspond to partial
isometries.

We can classify tripotents in terms of the summands in the corresponding Peirce
decomposition. For example, a tripotent e is called (algebraically) minimal (re-
spectively, complete or maximal) if E2(e) = Ce 6= {0} (respectively, E0(e) = {0}).
We shall write U(E), Umin(E) and Umax(E) for the sets of all tripotents, all mini-
mal tripotents, and maximal tripotents in E, respectively. We employed the word
“algebraic” because there is also a notion of minimality associated with the partial
ordering on tripotents.

The characterization of the inner quadratic annihilator in (2) can be now applied
to deduce the following result.

Lemma 2.1. Let e, v be two minimal tripotents in a JB∗-triple E, and let us pick
two non-zero elements a ∈ Ce and b ∈ Cv. Then a and b are linearly dependent if,

and only if,
⊥q{a} =

⊥q{b}.

Elements x, y in a JB∗-triple E are said to be orthogonal (x ⊥ y in short) if
L(x, y) = 0 (see, for example, Lemma 1 and the comments around it in [8] for
additional properties). When the relation of orthogonality is restricted to U(E), it
is known that w, v ∈ U(E), are orthogonal if, and only if, w ∈ E0(v). It is known
that a ⊥ b in E implies that they are M -orthogonal, that is, ‖a+b‖ = max{‖a‖, ‖b‖}
(see [25, Lemma 1.3(a)]).
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Let us recall that two tripotents w1, w2 in a JB∗-triple E are called collinear
(w1⊤w2 in short) if wi ∈ E1(wj) for all i 6= j in {1, 2}. We say that w2 governs w1

(w2 ⊢ w1 in short) if w1 ∈ E2(w2) and w2 ∈ E1(w1).

The natural partial ordering on U(E) is defined as follows: for e, u ∈ U(E) the
symbol e ≤ u means that u−e ∈ U(E) and u−e ⊥ e, or equivalently, e is a projection
in the unital JB∗-algebra E2(u). We note that these relations of orthogonality
and partial ordering among elements in U(E) agree with the original notions of
orthogonality and order for C∗-algebras in that particular setting. Clearly, every
(algebraic) minimal tripotent is order minimal, however the reciprocal statement
is not necessarily true as shown by the unit element in C[0, 1]. Under the stronger
assumption that E is a JBW∗-triple minimal and order minimal tripotents agree
(cf. [17, Corollary 4.8] and [3, Lemma 4.7]).

For each element a in a JBW∗-triple E, there exists a smallest tripotent e in
E (called the range tripotent of a) satisfying that a is a positive element in the
JBW∗-algebra E2(e). We write r(a) for the range tripotent of a. It is known that
r(a) also coincides the range projection of a in E2(r(a)).

Remark 2.2. It is known from [27, Lemma 2.4] that an element a in a JB∗-triple
E is a truncation of another element b in E if, and only if, one of the following
equivalent statements holds:

(a) b = a+ z for some z ∈ E with {a, z, a} = 0 (i.e. z ∈
⊥q{a});

(b) a = P2(r(a))(b) where r(a) is the range tripotent of a in E∗∗.

The following lemma is an obvious consequence of the characterization given in
Remark 2.2.

Lemma 2.3. Let A : E → F be an additive mapping between JB∗-triples. Then A
preserves truncations if, and only if, it preserves inner quadratic annihilators.

Preservers of rank-one operators on subalgebras of the spaceB(X), of all bounded
linear operators on a nontrivial real or complex Banach space X, have been inten-
sively studied, and we have (see, for example, [42] and the historical review therein).

We recall that a JBW∗-triple is called atomic if it coincides with the weak∗-
closure of the linear span of all its minimal tripotents (cf.[25, 26]). Atomic JB∗-
triple can be concretely represented as ℓ∞-sums of families of Cartan factors [26,
Proposition 2 and Theorem E].

In B(X) the notion of rank-one operator is quite natural and needs no extra
explanation. But, do we have an equivalent notion in more general structures? In
[45, Lemma 2.2] J. Yao and G. Ji established that a non-zero operator a in B(H)

is a rank-one operator if, and only if,
⊥q{a} = {x ∈ B(H) : ax∗a = 0} is maximal

among all inner quadratic annihilators of elements in B(H). It is natural to ask
whether a similar conclusion holds when B(H) is replaced with a von Neumann
algebra, a C∗-algebra or a general JB∗-triple. Our first main result presents an
argument to solve this question.

Theorem 2.4. Let a be a non-zero element in a JB∗-triple E. Then the following
statements are equivalent.

(a) a is a (positive) scalar multiple of a minimal tripotent in E.

(b) The inner quadratic annihilator of a,
⊥q{a}, is a maximal element in the set

of all inner quadratic annihilators of single elements in E.
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Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) Suppose a = λe, where λ ∈ C\{0} and e is a minimal tripotent.

It is easy to see that ⊥q{a} = ⊥q{e} = E1(e)⊕ E0(e) (cf. (2), for latter equality).

Since E = E2(e) ⊕ E1(e)⊕ E0(e) with E2(e) = Ce, it follows that ⊥q{a} is a one-
codimensional closed subspace of E, and hence maximal among subspaces. Having
in mind that the inner quadratic annihilator associated to each subset of E is a

closed linear subspace, we deduce the desired property for
⊥q{a}.

(b) ⇒ (a) As we shall see now, it is relatively easy to prove that a is a positive
scalar multiple of a tripotent, but showing that this tripotent is in fact minimal in E
is more difficult. By local theory, the JB∗-subtriple of E generated by the element
a, denoted by Ea, is (isometrically) JB∗-triple isomorphic to a commutative C∗-
algebra of the form C0(Ω) for some locally compact Hausdorff space Ω ⊆ (0, ‖a‖],
such that Ω∪ {0} is compact, and under the corresponding identification a is iden-
tified with the inclusion mapping of Ω into C (cf. [33, Corollary 4.8], [34, Corollary
1.15] and [23, 24]). It is also known that the range tripotent of a in E∗∗ is a unit
element in E∗∗

a . If Ω contains more than one point, we can take two orthogonal
non-zero elements c, b in Ea

∼= C0(Ω) (positive in the local order) whose range
tripotents satisfy r(b), r(c) ≤ r(a) in E∗∗

a , and also as tripotents in E∗∗. It follows

from the inequality r(b) ≤ r(a) and (2) that ⊥q{a} ⊆ ⊥q{b}. Since c ⊥ b we have

c ∈ ⊥q{b}, and {a, c, a} 6= 0 gives c /∈ ⊥q{a}. Therefore ⊥q{a} $ ⊥q{b}, which

contradicts the maximality of
⊥q{a}. Therefore Ω reduces to a single element, and

hence a is a positive scalar multiple of a tripotent e in Ea, and clearly a tripotent
in E. We have thus proved that a = λe, for λ ∈ R+ and a tripotent e in E.

Our next goal will consist in proving that e is a minimal tripotent in E. We
recall that we can decompose E∗∗ as the direct sum of two weak∗-closed ideal A
and N , where A, called the atomic part of E∗∗, is generated by all minimal tripotent
in E∗∗, while N contains no minimal tripotents (cf. [25, Theorem 2]). It is also
known that if π : E∗∗ → A denotes the canonical projection of E∗∗ onto A, and
ιE : E →֒ E∗∗ stands for the canonical inclusion, the mapping Φ = π ◦ ιE : E → A
is an isometric triple monomorphism with weak∗-dense range (see [26, Proposition
1 and its proof]). We further know from the just quoted reference that A is an
atomic JBW∗-triple, that is, it can be written as an ℓ∞-sum of Cartan factors (cf.
[26, Proposition 2 and Theorem E]). It is clear that in order to prove that e is
minimal in E it suffices to show that Φ(e) is minimal in A.

Suppose that Φ(e) is not minimal in A. Since the latter is an atomic JBW∗-triple,
we can find two orthogonal minimal tripotents v1, v2 in A such that Φ(e) ≥ v1, v2
in A. Since e ∈ E, it is easy to check, from the weak∗-density of Φ(E) in E
and the weak∗-continuity of Peirce projections, that Φ(E)2(Φ(e)) = A2(e) ∩ Φ(E)
is weak∗-dense in A2(e). Now, Kadison’s transitivity theorem for JB∗-triples ([7,
Theorem 3.3] or [19, Corollary 1.3] and the explanation in [20, §3] for completeness),
applied to A and Φ(E), implies the existence of two norm-one pairwise orthogonal
elements Φ(b),Φ(c) in Φ(E)2(Φ(e)) such that Φ(b) = v1 +P0(v1)(Φ(b)) and Φ(c) =
v2 + P0(v2)(Φ(c)). Since Φ(b) ∈ Φ(E)2(Φ(e)) it can be easily deduced from Peirce

arithmetic that
⊥q{Φ(e)} =

⊥q{Φ(a)} ⊆
⊥q{Φ(b)}. It follows from Φ(c) ⊥ Φ(b)

that Φ(c) ∈
⊥q{Φ(b)}, while Φ(c) /∈

⊥q{Φ(a)} because Φ(c) ∈ Φ(E)2(Φ(e)). This

contradicts the assumed maximality of
⊥q{a}. Therefore Φ(e) must be minimal in

A (equivalently, e must be minimal in E), as desired. �
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The next corollary is an interesting characterization of minimal tripotents.

Corollary 2.5. Let a be a norm-one element in a JB∗-triple E. Then the following
statements are equivalent.

(a) a is a minimal tripotent in E.

(b) The inner quadratic annihilator of a, ⊥q{a}, is maximal among the set of all
inner quadratic annihilators of elements in E.

From Theorem 2.4 one can derive a characterisation of positive scalar multiples
of minimal partial isometries in C∗-algebras, which seems to be also new.

Corollary 2.6. Let a be a non-zero element in a C∗-algebra A. Then the following
statements are equivalent.

(a) a is a (positive) scalar multiple of a minimal partial isometry in A.

(b) The inner quadratic annihilator of a,
⊥q{a}, is maximal among the set of all

inner quadratic annihilators of elements in A.

3. The case of rank-one JB∗-triples

A general JB∗-triple need not contain a single non-zero tripotent. However,
every Cartan factor coincides with the weak∗-closure of the linear of its minimal
tripotents, and the same occurs to any arbitrary orthogonal or direct sum of a
family of Cartan factors. Actually a JBW∗-triple coincides with the weak∗-closure
of the linear span of its minimal tripotents (also called atomic) if, and only if, it is a
direct sum of a family of Cartan factors [26, Proposition 2]. It is perhaps worth to
review the notion of rank. A tripotent e in a JB∗-triple E has rank–n with n ∈ N
(denoted by r(e) = n), if it can be written as the sum of n mutually orthogonal
minimal tripotents in E. A subset S of E is called orthogonal if 0 /∈ S and x ⊥ y
for every x 6= y in S. The minimal cardinal number r satisfying card(S) ≤ r for
every orthogonal subset S ⊆ E is called the rank of E (cf. [36], [6] and [4] for basic
results on the rank of a Cartan factor and a JBW∗-triple, and its connection with
the reflexivity of the underlying Banach space).

Let us illustrate the previous notions with some examples. Let H be a complex
Hilbert space regarded as a type 1 Cartan factor of the form H ∼= B(H,C), that is
we consider its Hilbert norm and the triple product given by

{a, b, c} =
1

2
(〈a|b〉c+ 〈c|b〉a), (a, b, c ∈ H).

It is easy to see that every norm-one element in H is a minimal and complete
tripotent in H , and the latter has rank–one. Actually, a JB∗-triple has finite rank
if, and only if, it is reflexive, and it has rank-one precisely when it is isometrically
isomorphic to a complex Hilbert space regarded as a type 1 Cartan factor (see the
discussion in [4, §3], [36, page 210], [15, Corollary in page 308]). In case that H and
K are complex Hilbert spaces with dimensions m ≤ n, respectively, the JB∗-triple
B(H,K) has rank–m.

The relationship “being a trunction of” admits a particular nice characterization
in the case of rank-one JB∗-triples.

Remark 3.1. Let H be a Hilbert space regarded as a type 1 Cartan factor, and
let x, y be non-zero elements in H . It is easy to see that x is a truncation of y (i.e.
{x, x, x} = {x, y, x}) if, and only if, 〈y|x〉 = 〈x|x〉, equivalently, y = x + z with
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〈x|z〉 = 0. We can alternatively say that the inner quadratic annihilator of x is
precisely the (Euclidean) orthogonal complement of x, that is,

⊥q{x} = {x}⊥2 = {z ∈ H : 〈z|x〉 = 0}.

In this setting we write x ⊥2 y if 〈x|y〉 = 0. So, the study of mappings between
Hilbert spaces preserving (Euclidean) orthogonality is equivalent to the study of
mappings preserving truncations.

Every non-zero element x in H can be written in the form x = ‖x‖ x
‖x‖ , where

x
‖x‖ is a minimal tripotent in H . It is easy to check that x, y ∈ H\{0} satisfy x ⊥2 y

if, and only if, x
‖x‖ and y

‖y‖ are collinear.

Motivated by the previous remark, we recall a well-known definition. Let H
and K be two real or complex Hilbert spaces. A mapping ∆ : H → K preserves
(Euclidean) orthogonality if

∀x, y ∈ H, x ⊥2 y ⇒ ∆(x) ⊥2 ∆(y).

The mapping ∆ preserves (Euclidean) orthogonality in both directions if the equiv-
alence x ⊥2 y ⇔ ∆(x) ⊥2 ∆(y) holds for all x, y ∈ H .

Example 3.2. In case that our JB∗-triple E reduces to the complex field, the char-
acterization of additive surjective maps preserving truncations in both directions
on E is simply hopeless, since every additive surjective mapping on C preserves
truncations (equivalently, (Euclidean) orthogonality) in both directions. We can
easily find an additive bijection on C preserving orthogonality in both directions
(cf. the introduction of [37]).

We shall see next that the counterexample above can only occur when the Hilbert
space one–dimensional.

Proposition 3.3. Let E and F be rank-one JB∗-triples with dim(E) ≥ 2. Suppose
that A : E → F is a surjective additive mapping preserving truncations, then A is
a positive scalar multiple of a (complex) linear or a conjugate-linear isometry.

Proof. As we commented above, under our hypotheses, E and F must be complex
Hilbert spaces regarded as type 1 Cartan factors. By Lemma 2.3 and Remark 3.1,
A preserves (Euclidean) orthogonality of the underlying Hilbert spaces. Since A is
surjective and additive by hypotheses, the desired conclusion is now a consequence
of Theorem 2.1 in [37]. �

Remark 3.4. Let E be a JB∗-triple. Then

E = C ⇔
⊥q{a} = {0}, for all a ∈ E\{0}

The “only if” implication is clear. For the “if” implication, observe that if a and b are

two orthogonal non-zero elements in E, we have 0 6= b ∈
⊥q{a}, which contradicts

the assumption. So, E has rank-one, and thus E is a complex Hilbert space. If
dim(E) ≥ 2, we can take two non-zero vectors a, b ∈ E with 〈a|b〉 = 0. In this case

0 6= b ∈
⊥q{a}, which is also a contradiction.
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4. Additive preservers of truncations

We have already observed in Lemma 2.3 that an additive mapping between JB∗-
triples preserves truncations if, and only if, it preserves inner quadratic annihilators.
In this section we study the first properties of surjective additive preservers of
truncations. It is well-known that a mapping between real or complex normed
spaces is additive if, and only if, it is Q-linear. We shall use this fact without any
further mentioning. From now on, the symbol T will stand for the unit sphere of
C.

Lemma 4.1. Let A : E → F be a surjective additive mapping between JB∗-triples.
Suppose additionally that A preserves truncations of elements in both directions,
that is,

{a, b, a} = {a, a, a} in E ⇔ {A(a), A(b), A(a)} = {A(a), A(a), A(a)}.

Then the following statements hold:

(a) A is injective.
(b) dim(E) ≥ 2 if, and only if, dim(F ) ≥ 2.
(c) A maps minimal tripotents in E to positive scalar multiples of minimal tripo-

tents in F , Moreover, if e is a minimal tripotent in E and λ is a non-zero
complex number, then A(λe) is a positive scalar multiple of a minimal tripotent
in F , that is, A(C Umin(E)) = C Umin(F ).

(d) For each minimal tripotent e in E we have A(Ce) = CA(e) = Cr(A(e)).
(e) For each minimal tripotent e ∈ E, we have r(A−1(r(A(e)))) ∈ Te.

Proof. (a) By the additivity of A it suffices to prove that A(a) = 0 implies a = 0.
Let us take a ∈ E with A(a) = 0. It then follows that {A(a), A(b), A(a)} = 0 =
{A(a), A(a), A(a)} for all b ∈ E, and thus {a, b, a} = {a, a, a} for all b ∈ E. Taking
b = 0 we get ‖a‖3 = ‖{a, a, a}‖ = 0.

(b) Since A is a bijection and, by Lemma 2.3, A(
⊥q{a}) =

⊥q{A(a)} for all a ∈ E,
the desired equivalence is a consequence of the characterization of one-dimensional
JB∗-triples given in Remark 3.4.

(c) This statement follows from Lemma 2.3 and Theorem 2.4.

(d) Since A(0) = 0, it suffices to prove that for each λ ∈ C\{0} the element
A(λe) lies in CA(e). Lemma 2.3 implies that

⊥q{A(λe)} = A(
⊥q{λe}) = A(

⊥q{e}) =
⊥q{A(e)}.

Since, by (b) and (a), the element A(λe) is a positive multiple of a minimal tripotent
in F , Lemma 2.1 assures that A(λe) ∈ CA(e). The rest follows from the bijectivity
of A.

(e) We know from (d) that

A(e) = γr(A(e)) and A−1(r(A(e))) = δr(A−1(r(A(e)))),

for some positive real numbers γ and δ, where r(A(e)) and r(A−1(r(A(e)))) are
minimal tripotents in F and E, respectively. It follows from (c), applied to A−1, that
e = A−1A(e) = A−1(γr(A(e))) ∈ CA−1(r(A(e))), which implies that A−1(r(A(e)))
= λe for some non-zero complex number λ, and hence r(A−1(r(A(e)))) ∈ Te, as
desired. �
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Remark 4.2. Let E and F be JB∗-triples. Thanks to the previous lemma, we can
conclude that every surjective additive mapping A : E → F preserving truncations
in both directions is a bijection (and A−1 enjoys the same property). Moreover, for
each minimal tripotent e ∈ E, the range tripotent of A(e) (in F ∗∗) is a minimal
tripotent and lies in F , and there exists a unique positive number γ(e, A) (depend-
ing on e and A) such that A(e) = γ(e, A)r(A(e)). We further know the existence
of a unique γ1(e, A) ∈ T satisfying A−1(r(A(e))) = γ1(e, A)r(A

−1(r(A(e)))). We
keep this notation henceforth.

A quadrangle in E is an ordered quadruple (u1, u2, u3, u4) formed by tripotents in
E satisfying u1⊥u3, u2⊥u4, u1⊤u2 ⊤u3⊤u4 ⊤u1 and u4 = 2{u1, u2, u3} (the latter
equality also holds if the indices are permutated cyclically –e.g. u2 = 2{u3, u4, u1}).
An ordered triplet (w1, u, w2) of tripotents in E is called a trangle if w1⊥w2, u ⊢ w1,
u ⊢ w2 and w1 = Q(u)(w2) (see, the references [15, 41] for additional details).

Let (e1, e2, e3, e4) (respectively, (w1, u, w2)) be a quadrangle (respectively, a tran-
gle) of tripotents in a JB∗-triple E. It is part of the folklore in JB∗-triple theory
that in case that E is a Cartan factor and e1, e2, e3, and e2 are minimal tripotents
(respectively, u is a rank-2 tripotent and w1 and w2 are minimal tripotents), then
the element αe1+βe2+γe4+δe3 (respectively, αw1+βu+δw2) is a minimal tripo-
tent in E for every α, β, γ, δ ∈ C with |α|2 + |β|2 + |γ|2 + |δ|2 = 1, and αδ− βγ = 0
(respectively, for every α, β, δ ∈ C with |α|2 + 2|β|2 + |δ|2 = 1, and αδ − β2 = 0)
(cf. [21, Lemma 3.10]). We can now prove a stronger property via an alternative
and self-contained argument.

Lemma 4.3. Let E be a JB∗-triple. The the following statements hold:

(a) Let (e1, e2, e3, e4) be a quadrangle of tripotents in E. Then for every α, β, γ, δ ∈
C with |α|2 + |β|2 + |γ|2 + |δ|2 = 1, and αδ − βγ = 0, the element v = αe1 +
βe2 + γe4 + δe3 is a tripotent in E. Furthermore, if e1 and e3 (respectively, e2
and e4) are minimal tripotents, the tripotents v, e2, and e4 (respectively, v, e1,
and e3) are minimal.

(b) Let (w1, u, w2) be a trangle of tripotents in E. Then for every α, β, δ ∈ C with
|α|2 + 2|β|2 + |δ|2 = 1, and αδ − β2 = 0, the element v = αw1 + βu+ δw2 is a
tripotent in E. Furthermore, if w1 and w2 are minimal tripotents, the tripotent
v is minimal.

Proof. (a) Let (e1, e2, e3, e4) be a quadrangle of tripotents in E, and let α, β, γ, δ be
complex numbers satisfying the hypotheses above. Having in mind the definition
of quadrangle and Peirce arithmetic, and a bit of patience, we compute the cube of
the element v,

{v, v, v} = {αe1 + βe2 + γe4 + δe3, αe1 + βe2 + γe4 + δe3, αe1 + βe2 + γe4 + δe3}

= |α|2
(
α{e1, e1, e1}+ β{e1, e1, e2}+ γ{e1, e1, e4}+ δ

✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e1, e1, e3}
)

+ αβ
(
α
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 Peirce

{e1, e2, e1}+ β{e1, e2, e2}+ γ
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0
{e1, e2, e4}+ δ{e1, e2, e3}

)

+ αγ
(
α
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 Peirce

{e1, e4, e1}+ β
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e1, e4, e2}+ γ{e1, e4, e4}+ δ{e1, e4, e3}
)

+ αδ
(
α
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e1, e3, e1}+ β
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e1, e3, e2}+ γ
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e1, e3, e4}+ δ
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e1, e3, e3}
)
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+ βα
(
α{e2, e1, e1}+ β

✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 Peirce

{e2, e1, e2}+ γ{e2, e1, e4}+ δ
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e2, e1, e3}
)

+ ββ
(
α{e2, e2, e1}+ β{e2, e2, e2}+ γ

✘
✘

✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e2, e2, e4}+ δ{e2, e2, e3}
)

+ βγ
(
α
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e2, e4, e1}+ β
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e2, e4, e2}+ γ
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e2, e4, e4}+ δ
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e2, e4, e3}
)

+ βδ
(
α
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e2, e3, e1}+ β
✘

✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 Peirce

{e2, e3, e2}+ γ{e2, e3, e4}+ δ{e2, e3, e3}
)

+ γα
(
α{e4, e1, e1}+ β{e4, e1, e2}+ γ

✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 Peirce

{e4, e1, e4}+ δ
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e4, e1, e3}
)

+ γβ
(
α
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e4, e2, e1}+ β
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e4, e2, e2}+ γ
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e4, e2, e4}+ δ
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e4, e2, e3}
)

+ γγ
(
α{e4, e4, e1}+ β

✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e4, e4, e2}+ γ{e4, e4, e4}+ δ{e4, e4, e3}
)

+ γδ
(
α
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e4, e3, e1}+ β{e4, e3, e2}+ γ
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 Peirce

{e4, e3, e4}+ δ{e4, e3, e3}
)

+ δα
(
α
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e3, e1, e1}+ β
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e3, e1, e2}+ γ
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e3, e1, e4}+ δ
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e3, e1, e3}
)

+ δβ
(
α{e3, e2, e1}+ β{e3, e2, e2}+ γ

✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e3, e2, e4}+ δ
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 Peirce

{e3, e2, e3}
)

+ δγ
(
α{e3, e4, e1}+ β

✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e3, e4, e2}+ γ{e3, e4, e4}+ δ
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 Peirce

{e3, e4, e3}
)

+ δδ
(
α
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿

0 ⊥

{e3, e3, e1}+ β{e3, e3, e2}+ γ{e3, e3, e4}+ δ{e3, e3, e3}
)

=|α|2αe1 +
1

2
|α|2βe2 +

1

2
|α|2γe4 +

1

2
αββe1 +

1

2
αβδe4 +

1

2
αγγe1 +

1

2
αγδe2

+
1

2
βααe2 +

1

2
βαγe3 +

1

2
ββαe1 + βββe2 +

1

2
ββδe3 +

1

2
βδγe1 +

1

2
βδδe2

+
1

2
γααe4 +

1

2
γαβe3 +

1

2
γγαe1 + γγγe4 +

1

2
γγδe3 +

1

2
γδβe1 +

1

2
γδδe4

+
1

2
δβαe4 +

1

2
δββe3 +

1

2
δγαe2 +

1

2
δγγe3 +

1

2
δδβe2 +

1

2
δδγe4 + δδδe3

=
(
|α|2α+ α|β|2 + α|γ|2 + βδγ

)
e1 +

(
|α|2β + αγδ + β|β|2 + β|δ|2

)
e2

+
(
βαγ + |β|2δ + |γ|2δ + δ|δ|2

)
e3 +

(
|α|2γ + αβδ + γ|γ|2 + γ|δ|2

)
e4

= αe1 + βe2 + γe4 + δe3 = v.

Since, clearly, e1, e2, e4, e3 ∈ E2(e1 + e3), all the tripotents listed above lie in
E2(e1 + e3). If e1 and e3 are minimal tripotents, the Peirce-2 subspace E2(e1 + e3)
is a spin factor (cf. [32, Lemma 3.6]). Since spin factors have rank-2 (see, for
example, [36, Table 1 in page 210]), e2 ⊥ e4, and e2 + e4 ∈ E2(e1 + e3), it follows
that e2 and e4 must be minimal in E2(e1 + e2), and hence in E by [9, Lemma 3.3].
Consequently, e2 and e4 are minimal tripotents too. It is part of the folklore in
JB∗-triple theory that under these conditions v is a minimal tripotent.

We can alternatively consider the element ṽ = δe1 − γe2 − βe4 +αe3. The argu-
ments above also prove that ṽ is a tripotent in E. By following similar computations
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to those at the beginning of this proof we deduce that

{v, v, ṽ} = {αe1 + βe2 + γe4 + δe3, αe1 + βe2 + γe4 + δe3, δe1 − γe2 − βe4 + αe3}

=|α|2δe1 −
1

2
|α|2γe2 −

1

2
|α|2βe4 −

1

2
αβγe1 +

1

2
αβαe4 −

1

2
αγβe1 +

1

2
αγαe2

+
1

2
βαδe2 −

1

2
βαβe3 +

1

2
ββδe1 − ββγe2 +

1

2
ββαe3 −

1

2
βδβe1 +

1

2
βδαe2

+
1

2
γαδe4 −

1

2
γαγe3 +

1

2
γγδe1 − γγβe4 +

1

2
γγαe3 −

1

2
γδγe1 +

1

2
γδαe4

+
1

2
δβδe4 −

1

2
δβγe3 +

1

2
δγδe2 −

1

2
δγβe3 −

1

2
δδγe2 −

1

2
δδβe4 + δδαe3

=

(
|α|2δ −

1

2
αβγ −

1

2
αγβ +

1

2
ββδ −

1

2
βδβ +

1

2
γγδ −

1

2
γδγ

)
e1

+

(
−
1

2
|α|2γ +

1

2
αγα+

1

2
βαδ − ββγ +

1

2
βδα+

1

2
δγδ −

1

2
δδγ

)
e2

+

(
−
1

2
βαβ +

1

2
ββα−

1

2
γαγ +

1

2
γγα−

1

2
δβγ −

1

2
δγβ + δδα

)
e3

+

(
−
1

2
|α|2β +

1

2
αβα+

1

2
γαδ − γγβ +

1

2
γδα+

1

2
δβδ −

1

2
δδβ

)
e4 = 0,

and thus v ⊥ ṽ. Since v, ṽ are both non-zero and lie in E2(e1 + e3), we conclude
that v and ṽ are minimal tripotents in E.

Clearly, the roles of e1, e3 and e2, e4 can be exchanged in this final argument by
just having in mind that (e2, e1, e4, e3) is a quadrangle too.

(b) The proof follows similar lines to those in the proof of (a) by just observ-
ing the following identities. First, since by assumptions {u,w1, u} = w2, the el-
ement w1 + w2 is a self-adjoint tripotent in the JB∗-algebra E2(u). Moreover,
since {w1 + w2, w1 + w2, u} = {w1, w1, u} + {w2, w2, u} = u, we can deduce, via

Peirce arithmetic, that u = {w1 + w2, u, w1 + w2} =
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿
0

{w1, u, w1} +
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘✿
0

{w2, u, w2} +
2{w1, u, w2} = 2{w1, u, w2}. For the sake of brevity, the remaining computations
are left to the reader. �

The relationship “being in the inner quadratic annihilator” is not, in general,

reflexive. For example, the tripotents e =

(
1 0
0 0

)
and w =

(
0 1
1 0

)
satisfy that

w ∈
⊥q{e} but e /∈

⊥q{w}.

It is shown in [15, Lemma in page 306] that each family {wj}j of mutually
collinear minimal tripotents in a JB∗-triple generates a norm-closed subspace iso-
metrically isomorphic to a complex Hilbert space in which the family {wj}j is an
orthonormal basis. We shall see a kind of reciprocal to this property in the next
key proposition.

Proposition 4.4. Let w1, w2 be two minimal tripotents in a JB∗-triple E. Then
the following statements hold:

(a) w1 ∈
⊥q{w2} if, and only if, w2 ∈

⊥q{w1}.

(b) Suppose that w2 ∈ ⊥q{w1} and there exist γ1, γ2 ∈ R+, q1, q2 ∈ Q with q21+q22 =
1, and q1q2 6= 0, such that the element q1γ1w1 + q2γ2w2 is a positive multiple
of a minimal tripotent in E. Then w1 and w2 are collinear.
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Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 2.4, we can embed E inside the atomic part,
AE∗∗ , of its bidual space, E∗∗, via an isometric triple isomorphism ΨE : E →֒ AE∗∗

with weak∗-dense image, and AE∗∗ can be represented as an ℓ∞-sum of a family of
Cartan factors {Ci}i (cf. [25, Theorem 2] and [26, Proposition 1 and its proof]).
Clearly, ΨE(w1) and ΨE(w2) are minimal tripotents in AE∗∗ =

⊕∞
Ci, and hence

each one of them belongs to a unique Cartan factor in the ℓ∞-sum. Let us assume
that ΨE(wj) ∈ Cij (j = 1, 2).

(a) Assume that w2 ∈
⊥q{w1} (equivalently, ΨE(w2) ∈

⊥q{ΨE(w1)}). If i1 6= i2,
the tripotents ΨE(w1) and ΨE(w2) (equivalently, w1, w2) are orthogonal in AE∗∗

(respectively, in E), which implies that w1 ∈ ⊥q{w2} and w2 ∈ ⊥q{w1}. We can
therefore assume that ΨE(w1) and ΨE(w2) belong to the same Cartan factor Ci1

(i.e. i1 = i2). We are thus, in a position to apply [21, Lemma 3.10] to deduce that
one of the following statements holds:
(i) There exist minimal tripotents e2, e3, e4 in Ci1 such that (ΨE(w1), e2, e3, e4)
is a quadrangle and ΨE(w2) = αΨE(w1) + βe2 + γe4 + δe3 with α, β, γ, δ ∈ C,
|α|2 + |β|2 + |γ|2 + |δ|2 = 1, and αδ = γβ;

(ii) There exist a minimal tripotent ẽ ∈ Ci1 and a rank-two tripotent u ∈ Ci1 such
that (ΨE(w1), u, ẽ) is a trangle and ΨE(w2) = αΨE(w1) + βu+ δẽ with α, β, δ ∈ C
and αδ = β2.

Since ΨE(w2) ∈
⊥q{ΨE(w1)}, it follows that in each of the previous cases we

have α = 0. In case (ii) the element β must be also zero, and hence ΨE(w2) = δẽ

is orthogonal to ΨE(w1), and consequently, ΨE(w1) ∈ ⊥q{ΨE(w2)}. In case (i),
βγ = 0, implies that ΨE(w2) = γe4+ δe3 or ΨE(w2) = βe2+ δe3. In both cases, by
Peirce arithmetic, we have {ΨE(w2),ΨE(w1),ΨE(w2)} = {γe4+δe3,ΨE(w1), γe4+
δe3} = γ{e4,ΨE(w1), e4} = 0, and similarly {βe2 + δe3,ΨE(w1), βe2 + δe3} =

β2{e2,ΨE(w1), e2} = 0. This shows that ΨE(w1) ∈
⊥q{ΨE(w2)}.

(b) Let us assume the hypothesis in the statement and in the opening paragraph
of this proof. If i1 6= i2, the tripotents w1 and w2 (equivalently, ΨE(w1) = w1 and
ΨE(w2) = w1) are orthogonal in AE∗∗ (respectively, in E). By assumptions, the
element q1γ1w1+q2γ2w2 is a minimal tripotent in E, which is impossible. Therefore
the elements ΨE(w1) = w1 and ΨE(w2) = w2 belong to the same Cartan factor
Ci1 . Lemma 3.10 in [21] assures that one of the following statements holds:

(i) There exist minimal tripotents e2, e3, e4 in Ci1 such that the elements w1, e2,
e3, and e4 form a quadrangle, and

w2 = αw1 + βe2 + γe4 + δe3

with α, β, γ, δ ∈ C, |α|2 + |β|2 + |γ|2 + |δ|2 = 1, and αδ = γβ. In such a case we
have

q1γ1w1 + q2γ2w2 = q1γ1w1 + q2γ2αw1 + q2γ2βe2 + q2γ2γe4 + q2γ2δe3.

Now, by the quadrangle’s properties, we get (q1γ1 + q2γ2α) q2γ2δ = q22γ
2
2βγ, and

thus γ1γ2q1q2δ = 0, equivalently, δ = 0. The condition w2 ∈
⊥q{w1} implies that

α = 0. Therefore, either w2 = βe2, (γ = 0) or w2 = γe4 (β = 0), and hence w1⊤w2.

(ii) There exist a minimal tripotent ẽ ∈ Ci1 and a rank-two tripotent u ∈ Ci1 such
that (ΨE(w1), u, ẽ) is a trangle and ΨE(w2) = αΨE(w1) + βu+ δẽ with α, β, δ ∈ C
and αδ = β2. The condition w2 ∈

⊥q{w1} gives α = 0 = β, and thus w2 = δẽ
is orthogonal to w1, which contradicts that q1γ1w1 + q2γ2w2 is a positive scalar
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multiple of a minimal tripotent in E. This shows that this second case is impossible.
�

As a consequence of the previous proposition, we can conclude next that a surjec-
tive additive mapping between JB∗-triples preserving truncations in both directions
“somehow preserves” collinear minimal tripotents.

Proposition 4.5. Let A : E → F be a surjective additive mapping between JB∗-
triples. Suppose additionally that A preserves truncations of elements in both di-
rections. Let w1, w2 be two collinear minimal tripotents in E. Then the range
tripotents r(A(w1)) and r(A(w2)) are minimal and collinear in F .

Proof. Since w1 and w2 are collinear, it is not hard to see that for every q1, q2 ∈ Q
with q21 + q22 = 1, the element q1w1 + q2w2 is a minimal tripotent in E, and thus,
Remark 4.2 assures that

A(q1w1 + q2w2) = q1γ(w1, A)r(A(w1)) + q2γ(w2, A)r(A(w2))

is a positive scalar multiple of a minimal tripotent in F . It follows from Proposi-
tion 4.4(b) that r(A(w1))⊤r(A(w2)). �

We say that two tripotents e and v in a JB∗-triple E are compatible if Pj(e)Pk(v) =
Pk(v)Pj(e) for all i, k ∈ {0, 1, 2}. If v ∈ Ej(e) for some j ∈ {0, 1, 2}, then e and v
are compatible [29, (1.10)].

Lemma 4.6. Let w1, w2 be orthogonal tripotents in a JB∗-triple E. Then

E1(w1) ⊆
⊥q{w2}.

Proof. Let us take x ∈ E1(w1). Since w1 and w2 are compatible, we conclude that
E1(w1) = (E1(w1) ∩ E0(w2)) ⊕ (E1(w1) ∩ E1(w2)) ⊕ (E1(w1) ∩ E2(w2)) . Observe
that w2 ⊥ w1 implies that E2(w2) ⊆ E0(w1), and thus E1(w1)∩E2(w2) = {0}. We
can therefore write x = x0 + x1 with xj ∈ E1(w1) ∩ Ej(w2). Therefore, we deduce
from Peirce arithmetic that

{w2, x, w2} = {w2, x0, w2}+ {w2, x1, w2} = {w2, x1, w2} ∈ E4−1(w2) = {0},

which shows that x ∈ ⊥q{w2}. �

We can now describe the images of two orthogonal minimal tripotents under a
surjective additive mapping preserving truncations.

Proposition 4.7. Let E and F be JB∗-triples, and let A : E → F be a surjective
additive mapping preserving truncations in both directions. Suppose additionally
that F is atomic. Let w1, w2 be two orthogonal minimal tripotents in E. Then the
range tripotents r(A(w1)) and r(A(w2)) are orthogonal in F .

Proof. Since F is atomic, it can be expressed in the form F =
⊕ℓ∞ Ci, where

each Ci is a Cartan factor. If A(w1) and A(w2) lie in two different Cartan factors
in the decomposition of F , then they are clearly orthogonal and the same occurs
to r(A(w1)) and r(A(w2)), which gives the desired statement. We can therefore
assume that A(w1) and A(w2) belong to the same Cartan factor Ci1 . We are again
in a position to apply [21, Lemma 3.10] to reduce our study to one of the following
cases:
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(i) There exist minimal tripotents e2, e3, e4 in Ci1 such that the ordered quadruple
{r(A(w1)), e2, e3, e4} is a quadrangle, and

r(A(w2)) = αr(A(w1)) + βe2 + γe4 + δe3

with α, β, γ, δ ∈ C, |α|2+|β|2+|γ|2+|δ|2 = 1, and αδ = γβ. By hypotheses, A(w2) =

γ(w2, A)r(A(w2)) ∈
⊥q{A(w1)}, and thus α = 0, which also implies that β = 0

or γ = 0. We shall only consider the first case, since the other one can be treated
via similar arguments. Assume then that r(A(w2)) = γe4 + δe3. Suppose γ 6= 0.
The element e4 in Ci1 ⊂ F satisfies e4⊤r(A(w1)) and {r(A(w2)), e4, r(A(w2))} =
γ2e4 + δγe3 6= 0.

Proposition 4.5 implies that r(A−1(e4))⊤r(A−1(r(A(w1)))). Observe that by
Lemma 4.1(d) we have r(A−1(r(A(w1)))) = eiθw1 for some real θ. Now, it follows
from r(A−1(e4))⊤r(A−1(r(A(w1)))) that w1⊤r(A−1(e4)).

On the other hand, since w1 ⊥ w2 and A−1(e4) = γ(e4, A
−1)r(A−1(e4)) ∈

E1(w1), we deduce from Lemma 4.6 that A−1(e4) ∈
⊥q{w2}. Therefore the hy-

potheses on the mapping A lead to e4 ∈
⊥q{A(w2)}, which contradicts that

{r(A(w2)), v4, r(A(w2))} 6= 0.

This implies that γ = 0, and hence

A(w2) = γ(w2, A)δe3 ⊥ A(w1) = γ(w1, A)r(A(w1)),

as desired.

(ii) There exist a minimal tripotent ẽ ∈ Ci1 and a rank-two tripotent u ∈ Ci1

such that (r(A(w1)), u, ẽ) is a trangle and r(A(w2)) = αr(A(w1)) + βu + δẽ with

α, β, δ ∈ C and αδ = β2. The condition w2 ∈ ⊥q{w1} (equivalently, A(w2) ∈
⊥q{A(w1)}) gives α = 0 = β, and thus A(w2) = γ(w2, A)δẽ is orthogonal to A(w1) =

γ(w1, A)r(A(w1)). �

5. Atomic JBW∗-triples

Let E be a JBW∗-triple with predual E∗. The extreme points of the closed
unite ball of E∗ are called atoms or pure atoms of E. The symbol ∂e(BE∗

) will
denote the set of all atoms of E. A celebrated result by Y. Friedman and B.
Russo shows that for each ϕ ∈ ∂e(BE∗

) there exists a unique minimal tripotent
e in E satisfying P2(e)(x) = ϕ(x)e for all x ∈ E (cf. [25, Proposition 4]). In
case that E is an atomic JBW∗-triple, E∗ is precisely the norm closure of the
linear span of the atoms of E [25, Theorem 1]. In particular, ∂e(BE∗

), equivalently
{P2(e) : e minimal tripotent in E}, is a norming set for E.

A (closed) subtriple I of a JB∗-triple E is said to be an ideal (respectively, an
inner ideal) of E if {E,E, I} + {E, I, E} ⊆ I (respectively, {I, E, I} ⊆ I). If e
is a tripotent of E, it follows from Peirce arithmetic that E0(e) and E2(e) are
inner ideals of E. A JBW∗-triple E is called a factor if there does not exist a
decomposition of E as a direct sum of two non-zero ideals I, J , or equivalently, if
{0} and E are the only weak∗-closed ideals of E. The Cartan factors are precisely
the JBW∗-triple factors E containing a minimal tripotent (cf. [30, Corollary 1.8]).
It is known that every tripotent e in a Cartan factor C admits a representation
e =

∑
i ei, where the series converges with respect to the weak∗-topology of C and

{ei}i is a family of mutually orthogonal minimal tripotents in C (cf. [36, page
200]).
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Let F be a JBW∗-subtriple of a JBW∗-triple E, and let e be a tripotent in F .
Clearly, e being minimal in E implies that e is minimal in F . We cannot, in general,
conclude that e being minimal in F is equivalent to e being minimal in E. However,
if F is an inner ideal of E, Lemma 3.3 in [9] assures that every minimal tripotent
in F is minimal in E.

For later purposes we need to revisit some structure results and characterizations
of atomic JBW∗-triples, which are not explicit in the literature.

Proposition 5.1. Let E be a JBW∗-triple. Then the following statements hold:

(a) E is atomic if, and only if, for every non-zero tripotent v in E there exists a
minimal tripotent e ∈ E satisfying e ≤ v.

(b) If E is atomic and e is a tripotent in E, the Peirce subspaces Ej(e) are atomic
JBW∗-triples for all j ∈ {0, 1, 2}.

Proof. (a) The “only if” implication is clear by structure theory, as we have seen
above, every non-zero tripotent v in a Cartan factor, and hence in an atomic JBW∗-
triple E, can be written in the form v = weak∗-

∑
i ei, where {ei}i is a family of

mutually orthogonal minimal tripotents in E, and hence ei ≤ v for all i.

For the “if” implication, recall that every element a in a JBW∗-triple E can
be approximated in norm by a finite linear combination of mutually orthogonal
non-zero tripotents e1, . . . , ek in E (cf. [29, Lemma 3.11]). Let us fix a non-zero
tripotent ej . By hypothesis, there exists a minimal tripotent v satisfying v ≤ ej.

We can find, via Zorn’s lemma, a maximal family {vjk}k of mutually orthogonal

minimal tripotents in E with vjk ≤ ej . The series
∑

k v
j
k is summable in the weak∗-

topology of E and w∗-
∑

k v
j
k ≤ ej [29, Corollary 3.13]. If ej −

∑
k v

j
k 6= 0, then

by the assumptions on E, there exists another minimal tripotent w with w ≤
ej−

∑
k v

j
k, which implies that {vjk}k∪{w} is another family of mutually orthogonal

minimal tripotents in E bounded by ej , which is impossible. Therefore, ej can be
approximated in the weak∗-topology by a finite sum of mutually orthogonal minimal
tripotents in E. Consequently, a can be approximated in the weak∗-topology of E
by a finite linear combination of mutually orthogonal minimal tripotents in E.

(b) By Peirce arithmetic, the Peirce subspaces E0(e) and E2(e) are inner ideals
of E. By applying that E is atomic and (a), we deduce that for each non-zero
tripotent v in Ej(e), there exists a minimal tripotent w ∈ E with w ≤ v. Observe
that in this case w = {v, w, v} ∈ {Ej(e), E,Ej(e)}, and having in mind that Ej(e)
is an inner ideal for all j = 0, 2, we conclude that w is a minimal tripotent in Ej(e)
(j = 0, 2). It follows from (a) that Ej(e) is an atomic JBW∗-triple for all j = 0, 2.

We deal next with E1(e). By assumptions, E is an atomic JBW∗-triple, and

hence, E =

ℓ∞⊕

k

Ck for a certain family of Cartan factors {Ck}. Let e = (ek) be

a tripotent in E (where each ek is a tripotent in Ck). Since Ej(e) coincides with
the ℓ∞-sum of the family {(Ck)j(ek)}k, we can clearly assume that E is a Cartan
factor. If E has finite rank, the Peirce-j subspace Ej(e) also has finite rank, and
it is known that in such a case Ej(e) must be a reflexive atomic JB∗-triple ([6,
Proposition 4.5], [4, Proof of Theorem 2.3] and [14]). We can therefore assume that
E is a Cartan factor with infinite rank.

We shall distinguish the three remaining cases for j = 1.
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E = B(H,K) is a type 1 Cartan factor, where H and K are infinite dimen-
sional complex Hilbert spaces. Each tripotent e in E is a partial isometry (equiva-
lently, ee∗ is a projection in B(K) and e∗e is a projection in B(H)), and E1(e) =
ee∗B(H,K)(1−e∗e)⊕ (1−ee∗)B(H,K)e∗e. It is easy to check that the summands
ee∗B(H,K)(1−e∗e) = B(ee∗(H), (1−e∗e)(K)) are B((1−ee∗)(H), e∗e(K)) are or-
thogonal type 1 Cartan factors, which proves that E1(e) is an atomic JBW∗-triple.
Observe that E1(e) is not, in general, a factor.

Let j be a conjugation on a complex Hilbert space H , and set at = ja∗j for all
a ∈ B(H). Pick a tripotent e in the type 2 Cartan factor

C = B(H)skew = {a ∈ B(H) : at = −a}.

Clearly, e is a partial isometry in B(H) satisfying et = −e, e∗j = −je, and je∗ =
−ej. For each a ∈ C1(e), the elements a1 = ee∗a(1−e∗e) and a2 = (1−ee∗)ae∗e are
orthogonal with a2 = −at1 and a = a1 + a2. The mapping a 7→ a1 = ee∗a(1− e∗e)
is an isometric triple isomorphism from C1(e) onto B((1− e∗e)(H), ee∗(H)), which
proves that C1(e) is a Cartan factor. The case of the type 3 Cartan factor C =
B(H)symm = {a ∈ B(H) : at = a} follows via similar arguments. �

The following identity principle is almost explicit in [27, Theorem 3.7], we include
here a simplified version for completeness reasons.

Proposition 5.2. Let ∆ : E → E be a (non-necessarily additive) bijection preserv-
ing truncations and inner quadratic annihilators of elements, where E is an atomic
JBW∗-triple. Suppose additionally that for each minimal tripotent e in E and each
complex number λ we have ∆(λe) = λe. Then ∆ is the identity mapping on E.

Proof. Let us take an element a ∈ E, and a minimal tripotent e ∈ E supported at
a pure atom ϕe in E∗. We reduce to the following two cases:

Case 1. If ϕe(a) 6= 0 then ϕe(a)e is a truncation of a since

{ϕe(a)e, ϕe(a)e, ϕe(a)e} = ϕe(a)
2ϕe(a)e = ϕe(a)

2Q(e)P2(e)(a)

= ϕe(a)
2Q(e)(a) = {ϕe(a)e, a, ϕe(a)e}.

The hypotheses on ∆ imply that ∆(ϕe(a)e) = ϕe(a)e is a truncation of ∆(a), and
hence

ϕe(a)
2ϕe(a)e = {∆(ϕe(a)e),∆(ϕe(a)e),∆(ϕe(a)e)}

= {∆(ϕe(a)e),∆(a),∆(ϕe(a)e)} = ϕe(a)
2{e,∆(a), e}

= ϕe(a)
2ϕe(∆(a))e,

which gives

ϕe(a) = ϕe(∆(a)), equivalently, ϕe(a−∆(a)) = 0.

Case 2. If ϕe(a) = 0, equivalently, P2(e)(a) = 0 ⇔ a ∈
⊥q{e}, and thus, the

assumptions on ∆ assure that ∆(a) ∈
⊥q{∆(e)} =

⊥q{e}, therefore ϕe(∆(a)−a) =
ϕe(∆(a))− ϕe(a) = 0.

We have proved that ϕe(a−∆(a)) = 0, for all e ∈ Umin(E), a ∈ E. The desired
conclusion follows from the fact that pure atoms of E separate the points in E. �

In our next result we describe the Peirce-1 subspace associated with a minimal
tripotent in an atomic JB∗-triple in terms of inner quadratic annihilators.
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Lemma 5.3. Let e be a minimal tripotent in an atomic JBW∗-triple E. Then we
have

E1(e) =
⊥q{e}

⋂



⋂

v∈Umin(E)
v⊥e

⊥q{v}


 =

⊥q{Ce}
⋂




⋂

v∈Umin(E)
v⊥e

⊥q{Cv}


 .

Proof. The second equality is clear, we shall only prove the first one.

(⊇) Take an element a in the intersection given in the right-hand-side above.

Since a ∈
⊥q{e} it follows that a ∈ E1(e) ⊕ E0(e). Similarly a ∈ E1(v) ⊕ E0(v)

for all v ∈ Umin(E) with v ⊥ e, equivalently, for all v ∈ Umin(E0(e)). Therefore
P2(v)(P0(e)(a)) = 0 for all v ∈ Umin(E0(e)). Having in mind that E0(e) is an
atomic JBW∗-triple (see Proposition 5.1(b)), and the fact that the set {P2(v) :
v ∈ Umin(E0(e))} separates the points of E0(e), we get P0(e)(a) = 0, and hence
a = P1(e)(a) ∈ E1(e).

(⊆) Take now a ∈ E1(e). Clearly a ∈
⊥q{e} = E0(e) ⊕ E1(e). If v ∈ Umin(E)

with v ⊥ e, it follows from Lemma 4.6 that E1(e) ⊆
⊥q{v}. �

We can now show that every surjective additive mapping preserving truncations
in both directions between atomic JBW∗-triples preserves Peirce-1 subspaces asso-
ciated to minimal tripotents.

Proposition 5.4. Let E and F be atomic JBW∗-triples, and let A : E → F be
a surjective additive mapping preserving truncations in both directions. Then for
each minimal tripotent e in E we have A(E1(e)) = F1(r(A(e))).

Proof. Lemma 4.1(c), A(C Umin(E)) = C Umin(F ). Take any v ∈ Umin(E) with
v ⊥ e. Lemma 4.1(d) assures that A(Cv) = CA(v) = Cr(A(v)), while Proposi-
tion 4.7 proves that r(A(v)) ⊥ r(A(e)). This proves that

A (C {v ∈ Umin(E) : v ⊥ e}) ⊆ C {w ∈ Umin(F ) : w ⊥ r(A(e))} .

Similarly, since r(A−1(r(A(e)))) ∈ Te (see Lemma 4.1(e)),

A−1 (C {w ∈ Umin(F ) : w ⊥ r(A(e))}) ⊆ C {v ∈ Umin(E) : v ⊥ e} ,

and thus

A (C {v ∈ Umin(E) : v ⊥ e}) = C {w ∈ Umin(F ) : w ⊥ r(A(e))} . (4)

Finally, by Lemma 5.3, (4), and the fact that A preserves inner quadratic annihi-
lators we derive that

A(E1(e)) = A




⊥q{Ce}
⋂




⋂

v∈Umin(E)
v⊥e

⊥q{Cv}







⊆ A
(
⊥q{Ce}

)⋂



⋂

v∈Umin(E)
v⊥e

A
(
⊥q{Cv}

)
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=
⊥q{Cr(A(e))}

⋂



⋂

v∈Umin(E)
v⊥e

⊥q{Cr(A (v))}




= ⊥q{Cr(A(e))}
⋂




⋂

w∈Umin(F )
w⊥r(A(e))

⊥q{Cw}


 = F1(r(A(e))).

We have therefore shown that A(E1(e)) ⊆ F1(r(A(e))). Similarly,

A−1
(
F1

(
r(A(e))

))
⊆ E1

(
r
(
A−1(r(A(e)))

))
= E1(e),

which gives A(E1(e)) = F1(r(A(e))). �

Corollary 5.5. Let E and F be atomic JBW∗-triples, and let A : E → F be a
surjective additive mapping preserving truncations in both directions. Then for each
rank-2 tripotent e in E we have A(E2(e)) = F2(r(A(e))).

Proof. Since e has rank-2, we can find two orthogonal minimal tripotents e1, e2 in
E such that e = e1 + e2. It is well-known that

E2(e) = E2(e1)⊕ E1(e1) ∩ E1(e2)⊕ E2(e2) = Ce1 ⊕ E1(e1) ∩ E1(e2)⊕ Ce2.

Observe that A(e) = A(e1) + A(e2) = γ(e1, A)r(A(e1)) + γ(e2, A)r(A(e2)), where
r(A(e1)) and r(A(e2)) are two orthogonal minimal tripotents in F , and hence

r(A(e)) = r(A(e1)) + r(A(e2)). Furthermore, A−1
(
r(A(e))

)
= A−1

(
r(A(e1))

)
+

A−1
(
r(A(e2))

)
, and hence

r
(
A−1

(
r(A(e))

))
= γ1e1 + γ2e2,

for suitable γ1, γ2 ∈ T.

The additivity of A, Lemma 4.1, Proposition 4.7, and Proposition 5.4 lead to

A(E2(e)) = Cr(A(e1))⊕A(E1(e1) ∩ E1(e2))⊕ Cr(A(e2))

⊆ Cr(A(e1))⊕A(E1(e1)) ∩ A(E1(e2))⊕ Cr(A(e2))

= Cr(A(e1))⊕ F1(r(A(e1))) ∩ F1(r(A(e2)))⊕ Cr(A(e2)) = F2(r(A(e))).

That is, A(E2(e)) ⊆ F2(r(A(e))). Similarly

A−1
(
F2

(
r(A(e))

))
⊆ E2

(
r
(
A−1(r(A(e))

))
= E2(γ1e1 + γ2e2) = E2(e),

which concludes the proof. �

We can now extend some useful consequences of our previous results.

Proposition 5.6. Let E and F be atomic JBW∗-triples, that is, E =

ℓ∞⊕

k∈Γ1

Ck and

F =

ℓ∞⊕

j∈Γ2

C̃j , where {Ck}k∈Γ1
and {C̃j}j∈Γ2

are two families of Cartan factors.

Suppose, additionally, that E contains no one-dimensional Cartan factors as direct
summands (i.e., dim(Ck) ≥ 2 for all k). Let A : E → F be a surjective additive
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mapping preserving truncations in both directions. Then the following statements
hold:

(a) F contains no one-dimensional Cartan factors as direct summands.

(b) For each k ∈ Γ1 there exists a unique σ(k) ∈ Γ2 such that A(Ck) = C̃σ(k), and
the mapping σ : Γ1 → Γ2 is a bijection. Furthermore, the ranks of Ck and
C̃σ(k) coincide.

Proof. (a) Arguing by contradiction we assume that C̃j0 = C for some j0. Let ej0
be any norm-one element in C̃j0 . Observe that ej0 is a minimal tripotent in F and
F1(ej0) = {0}. Let us write A−1(ej0) = γ(ej0 , A

−1)r(A−1(ej0)), where r(A−1(ej0))
is a minimal tripotent in E and γ(ej0 , A

−1) > 0 (cf. Lemma 4.1 and Remark 4.2).
It follows that r(A−1(ej0)) belongs to a unique Cartan factor Ck0

in the decom-
position of E. We know from the hypotheses that dim (Ck0

) ≥ 2. Therefore,

E1

(
r
(
A−1(ej0)

))
6= {0}. Lemma 4.1(e) implies that r(A(r(A−1(ej0)))) ∈ Tej0 ,

and hence Proposition 5.4 implies that

{0} 6= A
(
E1

(
r(A−1(ej0))

))
= F1

(
r
(
A
(
r(A−1(ej0))

)))
= F1(ej0) = {0},

which is impossible.

(b) Fix k ∈ Γ1 and a minimal tripotent ek ∈ Ck. Lemma 4.1(c) (see also
Remark 4.2) assures that r(A(ek)) is a minimal tripotent in F , and hence it belongs
to a unique Cartan factor in the decomposition of F , we denote this latter factor

by C̃σ(k).

Given a minimal tripotent w ∈ Ck with w⊤ek, Proposition 4.5 assures that

r(A(w))⊤r(A(ek)), and thus r(A(w)), A(w) ∈ C̃σ(k).

Let v be any other minimal tripotent in Ck.

If Ck has rank-one, it is a complex Hilbert space with dimension ≥ 2, it follows
form the discussion in Remark 3.1 that we can find a minimal tripotent w ∈ Ck

such that w⊤ek and v is a linear combination of w and ek. It follows that A(v) ∈

A(Cw) +A(Cek) = Cr(A(w)) + Cr(A(ek)) ∈ C̃σ(k) (cf. Lemma 4.1(e)).

Assuming that Ck has rank ≥ 2, it follows from [21, Lemma 3.10] that one of
the next statements holds:

(1) There exists a quadrangle of minimal tripotents (ek, e2, e3, e4) such that v is
a linear combination of ek, e2, e3, and e4, and thus

A(v) ∈ Cr(A(ek)) + Cr(A(e2)) + Cr(A(e3)) + Cr(A(e4)) ∈ C̃σ(k).

(2) There exists a trangle of the form (ek, u, ẽk), such that ẽk is minimal, u is
a rank-2 tripotent, and v is a linear combination of ek, u, and ẽk. Observe that
ek±u+ẽk

2 are minimal tripotents with ek±u+ẽk
2 /∈ ⊥q{Cek} (cf. Lemma 4.3). It

follows that A( ek±u+ẽk
2 ) /∈ ⊥q{CA(ek)} = ⊥q{r(A(ek))}, and thus A( ek±u+ẽk

2 ) ∈

C̃σ(k). We therefore have

A(v) ∈ A(Cek) +A(Cu) +A(Cẽk)

⊆ CA(ek) + CA
(
ek + u+ ẽk

2

)
+ CA

(
ek − u+ ẽk

2

)
+ CA(ẽk) ∈ C̃σ(k).
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The previous arguments show that

A (C Umin(Ck)) ⊆ C Umin(C̃σ(k)) ⊂ C̃σ(k).

By applying a similar reasoning to A−1 we deduce that

A (C Umin(Ck)) = C Umin(C̃σ(k)). (5)

The σ : Γ1 → Γ2, k 7→ σ(k) is well-defined and a bijection because A is bijective.

Fix k0 ∈ Γ1, and set C⊥
k0

:=

ℓ∞⊕

k∈Γ1,k 6=k0

Ck and C̃⊥
σ(k0)

=

ℓ∞⊕

j∈Γ2,j 6=σ(k0)

C̃j . Clearly,

C⊥
k0

and C̃⊥
σ(k0)

are atomic JBW∗-triples with Umin

(
C⊥

k0

)
=

⋃

k∈Γ1,k 6=k0

Umin(Ck) and

Umin

(
C̃⊥

k0

)
=

⋃

j∈Γ2,j 6=σ(k0)

Umin(C̃j). It follows from (5) that

A
(
C Umin

(
C⊥

k0

))
= C Umin

(
C̃⊥

σ(k0)

)
.

For each x ∈ Ck0
, we have x ⊥ C Umin

(
C⊥

k0

)
, which assures that x lies in

⊥q
{
C Umin

(
C⊥

k0

)}
, and hence

A(x) ∈
⊥q

{
A
(
C Umin

(
C⊥

k0

))}
=

⊥q
{
C Umin

(
C̃⊥

σ(k0)

)}
.

This implies that P2(v)(A(x)) = 0, for all v ∈ Umin

(
C̃⊥

σ(k0)

)
. Now, by applying

that the set
{
P2(v) : v ∈ Umin

(
C̃⊥

σ(k0)

)}
separates the points in C̃⊥

σ(k0)
, we arrive to

A(x) ∈ C̃σ(k0). We have therefore shown that A (Ck0
) ⊆ C̃σ(k0), and consequently

A (Ck0
) = C̃σ(k0).

The final statement is a consequence of Proposition 4.7 and the fact that in an
atomic JBW∗-triple the rank coincides with the cardinality of a maximal set of
mutually orthogonal minimal tripotents. �

The next proposition relies on the main result in [37] combined with the presence
of JB∗-subtriples isometrically isomorphic to Hilbert spaces of dimension bigger
than or equal to 2.

Proposition 5.7. Let E and F be JBW∗-triples, and let A : E → F be a surjective
additive mapping preserving truncations in both directions. Suppose that e1, . . . , en
are mutually collinear minimal tripotents in E with n ≥ 2. Then the restriction of
A to the JB∗-subtriple of E generated by e1, . . . , en is a positive scalar multiple of
a (complex) linear or a conjugate-linear isometry.

Proof. By Lemma 4.1 and Proposition 4.5, the elements r(A(e1)), . . . , r(A(en)) are
mutually collinear minimal tripotents in F . Observe that the JB∗-subtriple gener-
ated by e1, . . . , en (respectively, by r(A(e1)), . . . , r(A(en))) is isometrically isomor-
phic to an n-dimensional complex Hilbert space in which e1, . . . , en (respectively,
r(A(e1)), . . . , r(A(en))) is an orthonormal basis (cf. [15, Lemma in page 306]).
Let E0 and F0 denote the JB∗-subtriples of E and F generated by e1, . . . , en and
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r(A(e1)), . . . , r(A(en)), respectively. A new application of Lemma 4.1 and the ad-
ditivity of A implies that

A(E0) = A(Ce1 ⊕ . . .⊕ Cen) = Cr(A(e1))⊕ . . .⊕ Cr(A(en)) = F0,

that is, A|E0
is a bijective additive mapping preserving truncations in both direc-

tions. Proposition 3.3 gives the desired conclusion. �

Back to the setting of atomic JBW∗-triples set in Proposition 5.6 we can improve
our previous conclusions.

Proposition 5.8. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 5.6, the following state-
ments hold:

(a) For each minimal tripotent e ∈ E one of the next statements holds:
(a.1) A(λe) = γ(e, A)λr(A(e)) = λA(e), for all λ ∈ C.
(a.2) A(λe) = γ(e, A)λr(A(e)) = λA(e), for all λ ∈ C.

(b) If e, v ∈ Umin(E) with e⊤v, we have γ(e, A) = γ(v,A).
(c) The mapping Ar : Umin(E) → Umin(F ), e 7→ Ar(e) := r(A(e)) is a bijective

mapping preserving collinearity and orthogonality in both directions.

Proof. (a) Let us fix an arbitrary minimal tripotent e ∈ E. Suppose v is another
minimal tripotent in E such that v⊤e (we can always assume the existence of
such minimal tripotent v since dim(Ck) ≥ 2 for all k ∈ Γ1, compare, for example
Section 3 and [21, Lemma 3.10]). Let E0 denote the JB∗-subtriple of E generated
by e and v. By Proposition 5.7 the restriction of A to E0 is a positive scalar
multiple of a (complex) linear or a conjugate-linear isometry, that is, there exists
γ

E0
> 0 such that γ−1

E0

A|
E0

is a (complex) linear or a conjugate-linear isometry.

Consequently, by Remark 4.2, one of the next statements holds:

(a.1) A(λe) = γ(e, A)λr(A(e)) = λA(e) for all λ ∈ C, and the same identity
holds when e is replaced by any norm-one element in E0.

(a.2) A(λe) = γ(e, A)λr(A(e)) = λA(e) for all λ ∈ C, and the same identity
holds when e is replaced by any norm-one element in E0.

It also follows from the above that

γ(e, A) = ‖A(e)‖ = γ
E0
‖e‖ = γ

E0
‖v‖ = ‖A(v)‖ = γ(v,A),

which proves the statement in (b).

(c) It follows from Lemma 4.1(a) and (b) that the mapping Ar is well-defined
and injective. The surjectivity of Ar is a straightforward consequence of (a) and the
commented Lemma 4.1. The remaining properties of Ar follow from Proposition 4.5
and Proposition 4.7. �

As we shall see later, three dimensional spin factors deserve to be treated in-
dependently. It is well-known that each three dimensional Hilbert space can be
isometrically identified with the complex Banach space S2 of all 2 × 2 symmetric

complex matrices of the form

(
α β
β δ

)
with α, β and δ in C (see, for example, [32,

proof of Lemma 3.4]).

Proposition 5.9. Let F be an atomic JBW∗-triple expressed in the form F =
ℓ∞⊕

j∈Γ2

C̃j , where {C̃j}j∈Γ2
is a family of Cartan factors. Let A : S2 → F be a
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surjective additive mapping preserving truncations in both directions. Then the
following statements hold:

(a) F = S2.
(b) A is a positive scalar multiple of a surjective (complex) linear or a conjugate-

linear isometry.

Proof. (a) It follows from Proposition 5.6(b) that F must be a Cartan factor of

rank-two. Let e1 =

(
1 0
0 0

)
, e2 =

(
0 0
0 1

)
, and u =

(
0 1
1 0

)
. By combining that

A is surjective with Proposition 5.8 we get

F = A(Ce1 ⊕ Cu⊕ Ce2) = Cr(A(e1))⊕ CA(u)⊕ Cr(A(e2)),

where r(A(e1)) and r(A(e2)) are mutually orthogonal minimal tripotents in F , and
hence 2 ≤dim(F ) ≤ 3. Comparing [36, Table in page 210] or [35, Table in page 475],
the unique Cartan factor satisfying these properties is S2, that is, the 3-dimensional
spin factor.

(b) We keep the notation above. Note that (S2)1(e1) = (S2)1(e2) = Cu, and
thus Proposition 5.4, implies that CA(u) = A(Cu) = F1(r(A(e1))) = F1(r(A(e2))).
It is known that we can find a linear triple automorphism Φ : S2 → S2 satisfying
Φ(r(A(e1))) = e1, Φ(r(A(e2))) = e2 and Φ(r(A(u))) = µu for some µ ∈ T (see, for
example, [36, Proposition 5.8]). The mapping ΦA : S2 → S2 satisfies the same hy-
potheses of A. We also know that Cr(A(u)) = F1(r(A(u))) ∋ A(u) = αr(A(u)) for
some positive α. Observe that the elements v± := e1±u+e2

2 are mutually orthogonal
minimal tripotents (cf. Lemma 4.3), and thus by Lemma 4.1 and Proposition 4.7,
their images under ΦA must be positive scalar multiples of two mutually orthogonal
minimal tripotents, that is,

ΦA

(
e1 ± u+ e2

2

)
=

γ(e1, A)e1 ± αµu + γ(e2, A)e2
2

=

(
γ(e1, A) ±αµ
±αµ γ(e2, A)

)

are positive scalar multiples of mutually orthogonal minimal tripotents, which as-
sures that

γ(e1, A)γ(e2, A) = α2µ2 ⇒ γ(e1, A)γ(e2, A) = α2 and µ2 = 1,

γ(e1, A)
2 = α2|µ|2, and γ(e2, A)

2 = α2|µ|2.

We have therefore shown that γ(e1, A) = α = γ(e2, A), µ = ±1.

Having in mind Proposition 5.8(a) one of the next cases holds:

Case (I) A(λe1) = λA(e1), for all λ ∈ C. Again, by the dichotomy given by
Proposition 5.8(a) one of the next statements is satisfied:

Case (I.a) A(λv+) = λA(v+) for all λ ∈ C. The identity

λ
A(e1) +A(u) +A(e2)

2
= λA(v+) = A(λv+) =

A(λe1) +A(λu) +A(λe2)

2
,

combined with the fact that A(e1) ⊥ A(e2) and A(u) ∈ F1(r(A(e1))) = F1(r(A(e2))),
implies that A(λu) = λA(u) and A(λe2) = λA(e2) for all λ ∈ C. Therefore, since
every x ∈ S2 writes uniquely in the form x = λ1e1 + λ2u + λ3e2 for λj ∈ C, we
arrive to

A(x) = λ1A(e1) + λ2A(u) + λ3A(e2),
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which clearly assures that A is (complex) linear. We further know that

ΦA(x) = ΦA

((
λ1 λ2

λ2 λ3

))
= γ(e1, A)

(
λ1 µλ2

µλ2 λ3

)
(λ1, λ2, λ3 ∈ C),

and consequently A is a positive scalar multiple of a surjective isometry on S2.

Case (I.b) A(λv+) = λA(v+) for all λ ∈ C. In this case, the identity

λ
A(e1) +A(u) +A(e2)

2
= λA(v+) = A(λv+) =

A(λe1) +A(λu) +A(λe2)

2
,

is incompatible with the assumptions we made at the beginning of this Case (I)
since A(e1) ⊥ A(e2) and A(u) ∈ F1(r(A(e1))) = F1(r(A(e2))).

Case (II) A(λe1) = λA(e1) for all λ ∈ C, we deduce, via similar arguments to
those given in Case (I) above that A is positive scalar multiple of a conjugate-linear
isometry. �

In the next lemma we shall analyse when two minimal tripotents e and v in a
Cartan factor C with rank ≥ 2 can be connected via a linear combination of the
elements in a trangle but not in a quadrangle. Recall that the weak∗-closed ideal
generated by any minimal tripotent in a Cartan factor C is the whole C.

Lemma 5.10. Let e and v be two minimal tripotents in a Cartan factor C. As-
sume that C has rank≥ 2, and we cannot find a quadrangle of minimal tripotents
(e, e2, e3, e4) in C such that v is a linear combination of the elements in this quad-
rangle. Then C is a Cartan factor of type 3, and there exists a trangle of the form
(e, u, ẽ) with ẽ minimal and u having rank-2 such that v is a linear combination of
e, u, and ẽ, and the JBW∗-subtriple of C generated by this trangle coincides with
C2(e + ẽ) = C2(u) and is isometrically isomorphic to S2.

Proof. Lemma 3.10 in [21] combined with the hypotheses assure the existence of a
trangle of the form (e, u, ẽ) with ẽ minimal and u having rank-2, such that v is a
linear combination of e, u, and ẽ.

The tripotent u ∈ C1(e) governs e, and hence e 6⊤ u. By combining this ob-
servation with the assumptions on C, the Classification Scheme in [15, page 305]
(see also Proposition in page 308 in the same reference) assures that C is a Cartan
factor of type 3. The rest is clear from [21, Lemma 3.10] and the general form of
minimal and rank-2 tripotents in a type 3 Cartan factor. �

The behaviour of a surjective additive mapping preserving truncations in both
directions on quadrangles of minimal tripotents is even easier to determine.

Proposition 5.11. Let E and F be atomic JBW∗-triples, that is, E =

ℓ∞⊕

k∈Γ1

Ck

and F =

ℓ∞⊕

j∈Γ2

C̃j, where {Ck}k∈Γ1
and {C̃j}j∈Γ2

are two families of Cartan factors.

Suppose, additionally, that E contains no one-dimensional Cartan factors as direct
summands (i.e., dim(Ck) ≥ 2 for all k). Let A : E → F be a surjective additive
mapping preserving truncations in both directions. Suppose (e1, e2, e3, e4) is a quad-
rangle of minimal tripotents in E. Then the restriction of A to the JBW∗-subtriple
E0 of E generated by the elements in the quadrangle is a positive scalar multiple of
a (complex) linear or a conjugate-linear isometry.
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Proof. Observe first that since e1⊤e2⊤e3⊤e4, Proposition 5.8(b) implies that

γ(e1, A) = γ(e2, A) = γ(e3, A) = γ(e4, A).

Observe that w = e1+e2+e3+e4
2 is a minimal tripotent in E (see Lemma 4.3), and

thus by Proposition 5.8(a) one of the next cases holds:

Case (I) A(λw) = λA(w) for all λ ∈ C. The identity

λ
A(e1) +A(e2) +A(e3) +A(e4)

2
= λA(w)

= A(λw) =
A(λe1) +A(λe2) +A(λe3) +A(λe4)

2
,

combined with the fact that r(A(e1))⊤r(A(e2))⊤r(A(e3))⊤r(A(e4)), r(A(e1)) ⊥
r(A(e3)), and r(A(e2)) ⊥ r(A(e4)) proves that A(λej) = λA(ej) for all j ∈
{1, 2, 3, 4}, λ ∈ C. Therefore

A (λ1e1 + λ2e2 + λ3e3 + λ4e4) = λ1A (e1)+λ2A (e2)+λ3A (e3)+λ4A (e4) (λj ∈ C),

assures that the restriction of A to the linear span of e1, e2, e3, e4 is (complex) linear,
while,

λ1A (e1) + λ2A (e2) + λ3A (e3) + λ4A (e4)

= γ(e1, A) (λ1r(A (e1)) + λ2r(A (e2)) + λ3r(A (e3)) + λ4r(A (e4))) (λj ∈ C),

implies that the restriction of A to E0 = span{e1, e2, e3, e4} is a positive scalar
multiple of an isometry. It can be easily checked that the minimal tripotents
r(A(e1)), r(A(e2)), r(A(e3)), r(A(e4)) form a quadrangle in Cσ(k) ⊆ F , and A(E0)
= span{r(A(e1)), r(A(e2)), r(A(e3)), r(A(e4))}.

Case (II) A(λw) = λA(w) for all λ ∈ C. Similar arguments to those given
above prove that the restriction of A to E0 = span{e1, e2, e3, e4} is a positive
scalar multiple of a conjugate-linear isometry, and A|E0

: E0 → A(E0) is a positive
multiple of a conjugate-linear triple isomorphism. �

5.1. Connections with preservers of triple transition pseudo-probabilities.

As we have seen in Proposition 5.8 Under the hypotheses of Proposition 5.6,
given two atomic JBW∗-triples E and F , such that E contains no one-dimensional
Cartan factor summands, and a surjective additive mapping A : E → F preserving
truncations in both directions, we can associate A with a bijection Ar : Umin(E) →
Umin(F ) preserving collinearity and orthogonality in both directions which is given
by Ar(e) := r(A(e)). However, we lack of a result saying that A maps tripotents
to positive scalar multiples of tripotents. So, we must restrict ourself to the sets of
minimal tripotents. The remaining part of our arguments will rely on the connec-
tions between surjective additive mappings preserving truncations and preservers
of triple transition pseudo-probabilities. Let e and v be two minimal tripotents in
a JBW∗-triple E. We recall that the triple transition pseudo-probability (of transi-
tioning) from e to v is the complex number given by

TTP (e, v) = ϕv(e), (6)

where ϕv is the unique pure atom in E∗ supported at v (cf. [43, 44]). The triple
transition pseudo-probability between minimal tripotents is a symmetric mapping,
that is, TTP (e, v) = TTP (v, e), for all e, v ∈ Umin(E). In the case that e and v are
minimal projections in B(H), the triple transition pseudo-probability from e to v
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is precisely the usual transition probability from e to v in the celebrated Wigner’s
theorem. It is known that every (linear) triple isomorphism T between JBW∗-triples
is automatically weak∗-continuous (cf. [29, Corollary 3.22]), and hence T preserves
triple transition pseudo-probabilities between minimal tripotents. Reciprocally, the
main result in [44] shows that every bijective mapping preserving triple transition
pseudo-probabilities between the sets of minimal tripotents of two atomic JBW∗-
triples is precisely the restriction of a (complex-)linear triple isomorphism between
the corresponding JBW∗-triples.

Remark 5.12. Let S : E → F be a conjugate-linear triple isomorphism be-
tween two JBW∗-triples. It is also known that in this case S must be also weak∗-
continuous (see, for example, [39, Proposition 2.3]). Let us take two minimal tripo-
tents e, v ∈ E and the corresponding pure atoms ϕe, ϕv supported at e and v,
respectively. Clearly S(e) and S(v) are minimal tripotents in F whose supporting
functional are denoted by ϕS(e), ϕS(v), respectively. By definition we have

ϕS(v)(S(e))S(v) = P2(S(v))(S(e)) = {S(v), {S(v), S(e), S(v)}, S(v)}

= {S(v), S({v, e, v}), S(v)} = S(P2(v)(e)) = S(ϕv(e)v)

= ϕv(e)S(v),

which assures that

TTP (S(e), S(v)) = TTP (e, v) = TTP (v, e).

Remark 5.13. Let F be a JBW∗-subtriple of a JBW∗-triple E. Let us consider two
tripotents e, v ∈ F which are minimal tripotents in E. Then the triple transition
pseudo-probability from e to v does not change when computed in E or in F .
Namely, for each minimal tripotent e ∈ E belonging also to F we have E2(e) =
Ce = F2(e). If φ is any functional in E∗ such that ‖φ‖ = 1 = φ(e) = 1, we
have φ = φP2(e) = φ|E2(e)P2(e) (cf. [25, Proposition 1]). So, if ϕE

v ∈ ∂e(BE∗
)

and ϕF
v ∈ ∂e(BF∗

) denote the unique pure atoms of E and F supported at v,
respectively, it follows that ϕE

v |F = ϕF
v –in other words, there is a unique norm-

preserving extension of ϕF
v to an element in E∗.

We are now in a position to culminate our technical arguments.

Proposition 5.14. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 5.6, the following state-
ments hold:

(a) For each k ∈ Γ1 there exists a (unique) positive constant γk such that γk =
γ(w,A) for all minimal tripotent w ∈ Ck, that is, γ(w,A) does not change
when w runs in the set, Umin(Ck), of all minimal tripotents of each Cartan
factor Ck.

(b) For each k ∈ Γ1 one of the next statements holds:
(b.1) A(λe) = γkλr(A(e)) = λA(e), for all e ∈ Umin(Ck) and λ ∈ C.
(b.2) A(λe) = γkλr(A(e)) = λA(e), for all e ∈ Umin(Ck) and λ ∈ C.

(c) For each k ∈ Γ1 one of the next statements holds:
(c.1) If A(λw) = λA(w), for all w ∈ Umin(Ck) and λ ∈ C, the mapping Ar pre-

serves triple transition pseudo-probabilities between elements in Umin(Ck),
that is, TTP (Ar(e), Ar(v)) = TTP (e, v), for all e, v ∈ Umin(Ck).

(c.2) If A(λw) = λA(w), for all w ∈ Umin(Ck) and λ ∈ C, the mapping Ar re-
verses triple transition pseudo-probabilities between elements in Umin(Ck),
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that is, TTP (Ar(e), Ar(v)) = TTP (e, v) = TTP (v, e), for all e, v ∈
Umin(Ck).

(d) The families (γk)k∈Γ1
and (γ−1

k )k∈Γ1
are bounded.

Proof. Pick an arbitrary k ∈ Γ1 and two minimal tripotents e, v ∈ Ck. We shall
distinguish three main cases.

Case (1): Ck has rank-one. By Proposition 5.6(b), the restricted mapping

A|Ck
: Ck → C̃σ(k) is a surjective mapping preserving truncations in both di-

rections between two rank-one Cartan factors with dim(Ck) ≥ 2. Proposition 3.3
proves that A|Ck

is a positive scalar multiple of a (complex) linear or a conjugate-
linear isometry, and hence the desired conclusion in (a) and (b) are trivially true.

Case (2): Ck has rank ≥ 2 and there exists a quadrangle of minimal tripotents
of the form (e, e2, e3, e4) in Ck such that v is a linear combination of the elements
in the quadrangle. We deduce from Proposition 5.11 that the restriction of A to
the JBW∗-subtriple E0 ⊆ Ck spanned by the set {e, e2, e3, e4} is a positive scalar
multiple of a(complex) linear or a conjugate-linear isometry. Consequently, the
conclusions in (a) and (b) trivially hold for e and v, and the arbitrariness of thee
two elements concludes the proof.

Case (3): Ck has rank ≥ 2, but v cannot be written as a linear combination of
the elements in a quadrangle of minimal tripotents of the form (e, e2, e3, e4) in Ck.
Lemma 5.10 implies that Ck is a type 3 Cartan factor and there exists a trangle
of the form (e, u, ẽ) with ẽ minimal and u having rank-2 such that v is a linear
combination of e, u, and ẽ, and the JBW∗-subtriple of C generated by this trangle
coincides with C2(e+ẽ) = C2(u) and is isometrically isomorphic to S2. Corollary 5.5
shows that A(C2(e+ ẽ)) = F2(r(A(e+ ẽ))). We also know that r(A(e+ ẽ)) is a rank-
2 tripotent in F (cf. Lemma 4.1 and Proposition 4.7 combined with the additivity
of A), and F2(r(A(e+ ẽ))) is an atomic JBW∗-triple (cf. Proposition 5.1). We can
now conclude from Proposition 5.9 the F2(r(A(e + ẽ))) = S2 and the restriction of
A to E0 = C2(e+ ẽ) is a positive scalar multiple of a surjective (complex) linear or
a conjugate-linear isometry. As before, this shows that (a) and (b) hold for e and
v.

(c) We have shown in the proof of (a) and (b) that for each k ∈ Γ1, and any
two minimal tripotents e, v ∈ Ck, we can find a JBW∗-subtriple E0 ⊆ Ck con-
taining e and v such that γ−1

k A|E0
: E0 → A(E0) is a linear or a conjugate-linear

isometry, equivalently, a linear or a conjugate-linear triple isomorphism between
JBW∗-triples (see [35, Proposition 5.5]). It is also clear from (a) and Lemma 4.1
that Ar|Umin(E0) = γ−1

k A|Umin(E0). It follows that TTP (Ar(e), Ar(v)) = TTP (e, v)
if A(λw) = γkλr(A(w)) = λA(w), for all w ∈ Umin(Ck) and all λ ∈ C, and

TTP (Ar(e), Ar(v)) = TTP (e, v) = TTP (v, e) if A(λw) = γkλr(A(w)) = λA(w),
for all w ∈ Umin(Ck) and λ ∈ C (cf. Remark 5.12, the preceding comments to this
result, and Remark 5.13).

(d) For each k ∈ Γ1 pick a minimal tripotent ek ∈ Ck. The element e = (ek)k∈Γ1

is a tripotent in E satisfying

γk0
= ‖A(ek0

)‖ = ‖A(ek0
) +A(e− ek0

)‖ = ‖A(e)‖.

If in this argument we replace A with A−1 we obtain the boundedness of the family
(γ−1

k )k∈Γ1
. �
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We can now state our main result on surjective additive mappings between
atomic JBW∗-triples preserving truncations in both directions.

Theorem 5.15. Let E and F be atomic JBW∗-triples, that is, E =

ℓ∞⊕

k∈Γ1

Ck and

F =

ℓ∞⊕

j∈Γ2

C̃j , where {Ck}k∈Γ1
and {C̃j}j∈Γ2

are two families of Cartan factors.

Suppose, additionally, that E contains no one-dimensional Cartan factors as direct
summands (i.e., dim(Ck) ≥ 2 for all k). Let A : E → F be a surjective additive
mapping. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(a) A preserves truncations in both directions.
(b) There exists a bijection σ : Γ1 → Γ2, a bounded family (γk)k∈Γ1

⊆ R+, and
a family (Φk)k∈Γ1

, where each Φk is a (complex) linear or a conjugate-linear

(isometric) triple isomorphism from Ck onto C̃σ(k) satisfying infk{γk} > 0, and

A(x) =
(
γkΦk (πk(x))

)
k∈Γ1

, for all x ∈ E,

where πk denotes the canonical projection of E onto Ck.

Moreover, if A preserves truncations in both directions and there exists an element
x0 in E satisfying ‖Aπk(x0)‖ = ‖πk(x0)‖ 6= 0, for all k ∈ Γ1, then the mapping A
is a real-linear (isometric) triple isomorphism.

Proof. We shall only prove that (a) ⇒ (b). Let σ : Γ1 → Γ2 denote the bijec-
tion given by Proposition 5.6(b), and let (γk)k∈Γ1

stand for the bounded family of
positive numbers whose existence is assured by Proposition 5.14.

Fix now k ∈ Γ1. By Proposition 5.6 and Lemma 4.1, the restricted mapping

A|Ck
: Ck → C̃σ(k) is a bijection preserving truncations in both directions. Propo-

sition 5.14 implies that one (and just one) of the next statements holds:

(1) A(λe) = γkλr(A(e)) = λA(e) = γkλAr(e), for all e ∈ Umin(Ck) and λ ∈ C, and
TTP (Ar(e), Ar(v)) = TTP (e, v), for all e, v ∈ Umin(Ck)..

(2) A(λe) = γkλr(A(e)) = λA(e) = γkλAr(e), for all e ∈ Umin(Ck) and λ ∈ C, and

TTP (Ar(e), Ar(v)) = TTP (e, v) = TTP (v, e), for all e, v ∈ Umin(Ck).

In case (1), the mapping A−1
r : Umin(C̃σ(k)) → Umin(Ck) is a bijection preserving

triple transition pseudo-probabilities (see also Proposition 5.8(c)). Corollary 3.3 in

[44] assures the existence of a linear (isometric) triple isomorphism Ψk : C̃σ(k) → Ck

whose restriction to Umin(C̃σ(k)) is A−1
r . We also know from Proposition 5.14

and the assumptions in this case (1), that A|Umin(Ck) = γkAr, and the mapping

Tk = γ−1
k ΨkA|Ck

: Ck → Ck is an additive bijection preserving truncations in both
directions, which also satisfies Tk(λe) = λe for all e ∈ Umin(Ck) and λ ∈ C. The
identity principle in Proposition 5.2 now implies that Tk is the identity mapping
on Ck, and thus A|Ck

= γkΨ
−1
k is a positive scalar multiple of an isometric linear

triple isomorphism Φk = Ψ−1
k from Ck onto C̃σ(k).

Suppose now that A|Ck
: Ck → C̃σ(k) satisfies the properties in case (2). It

is known that we can always find a conjugation (i.e., a conjugate-linear triple au-

tomorphism of period-2) Ψk : C̃σ(k) → C̃σ(k) (cf. [36, Theorem 4.1] and [38]
for additional details in the case of exceptional Cartan factors). The mapping
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ΨkA|Ck
: Ck → C̃σ(k) satisfies the properties in case (1), and hence, by the previous

conclusion ΨkA|Ck
= αkΦ̂k, where αk ∈ R+ and Φ̂k : Ck → C̃σ(k) is a linear and iso-

metric triple isomorphism. Necessarily αk = γk. Finally, A|Ck
= γkΨkΦ̂k = γkΦk,

where Φk = ΨkΦ̂k : Ck → C̃σ(k) is a conjugate-linear triple isomorphism.

The final statement is clear since the existence of such element x0 ∈ E implies
that γk = 1 for all k. �

Our last corollary, which is interesting by itself, is a straightforward consequence
of our main theorem.

Corollary 5.16. Let C and C̃ be Cartan factors with dim(C) ≥ 2. Then every

surjective additive mapping A : C → C̃ preserving truncations in both directions is
a positive scalar multiple of a linear or a conjugate-linear (isometric) triple isomor-
phism. Moreover, if we also assume that ‖A(x0)‖ = ‖x0‖ for some non-zero x0 in
C, the mapping A is a linear or a conjugate-linear (isometric) triple isomorphism.
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