
ar
X

iv
:1

11
1.

63
16

v2
  [

m
at

h.
R

A
] 

 1
5 

M
ar

 2
02

0

k-COMMUTING MAPPINGS OF GENERALIZED MATRIX

ALGEBRAS

YANBO LI, FENG WEI AND AJDA FOŠNER

Abstract. In this paper we will study k-commuting mappings of generalized
matrix algebras. The general form of arbitrary k-commuting mapping of a
generalized matrix algebra is determined. It is shown that under mild as-
sumptions, every k-commuting mapping of a generalized matrix algebra takes
a certain form which is said to be proper. A number of applications related to
k-commuting mappings are presented. These results extend the existing works
of Cheung, Du and Wang [16, 18] to the case of generalized matrix algebras.

1. Introduction
xxsec1

Let R be a commutative ring with identity element and A a unital associative
R-algebra. For arbitrary elements a, b ∈ A, we set [a, b]0 = a, [a, b]1 = ab − ba,
and inductively [a, b]k = [[a, b]k−1, b], where k is a fixed positive integer. Denote by
Z(A) the center of A and define

Z(A)k = { a ∈ A | [a, x]k = 0, ∀x ∈ A }.

Clearly, Z(A)1 = Z(A). An R-linear mapping Θ: A −→ A is said to be k-
commuting on A if [Θ(a), a]k = 0 for all a ∈ A. In particular, an R-linear mapping
Θ: A −→ A is called commuting on A if [Θ(a), a] = 0 for all a ∈ A. When we
investigate a k-commuting mapping Θ of an algebra A, the principal task is to
describe its form. Let Θ be a k-commuting mapping of an R-algebra A. Then Θ
will be called proper if it has the form

Θ(a) = λa+ ζ(a) (♣)

for all a ∈ A, where λ ∈ Z(A) and ζ : A −→ Z(A) is an R-linear mapping. The
concept of commuting mappings is closely related to that of biderivations. Recall
that a bilinear mapping Υ: A×A −→ A is called a biderivation if it is a derivation
with respect to both components, meaning that Υ(ab, c) = aΥ(b, c) + Υ(a, c)b and
Υ(a, bc) = bΥ(a, c) + Υ(a, b)c for all a, b, c ∈ A. If A is a noncommutative algebra,
then the mapping Υ(a, b) = λ[a, b] (where λ ∈ Z(A), ∀a, b ∈ A) is a basic example of
biderivation, which is usually called inner biderivations. Every commuting mapping
Θ: A −→ A gives rise to a biderivation of A. Namely, linearizing the relation
[Θ(a), a] = 0 yields that [Θ(a), b] = [a,Θ(b)] for all a, b ∈ A. Thus the resulting
mapping (a, b) 7−→ [Θ(a), b] is a biderivation.
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Commuting mappings and biderivations are currently active branches in the
theory of additive mappings of noncommutative algebras. Brešar [11] showed that
an R-linear mapping Θ of a prime algebra A is commuting if and only if it has the
form (♣). This result gives rise to the study of various more general problems, and
eventually comes into the theory of functional identities [13]. We also encourage the
reader to read the elegant survey paper [12], in which the author presented a full
and detailed account for the theory of commuting mappings. Furthermore, Brešar
considered linear mappings with Engel condition on prime algebras, and especially
studied 2-commuting and k-commuting mappings of prime algebras in [10, 11]. He
observed that 2-commuting and k-commuting mappings of certain prime algebras
are commuting. Zhang et al. [59] showed that every linear biderivation of nest
algebras on a complex separable Hilbert space H is an inner biderivation if and
only if dim 0+ 6= 1 or dim H⊥

− 6= 1. Zhao et al. [60] used the results in [59] to prove
that every biderivation of an upper triangular matrix algebra is a sum of an inner
biderivation and a special biderivation, which they call an extremal biderivation.
Benkovič [5] defines the concept of an extremal biderivation, and proves that under
certain conditions a biderivation of a triangular algebra A is a sum of an extremal
and an inner biderivation. The same statement still holds for the case of generalized
matrix algebras [20].

Cheung initially started to study commuting mappings of matrix algebras in his
powerful works [15, 16]. He determined the class of triangular algebras for which
every commuting mapping is proper. In [6] Benkovič and Eremita studied commut-
ing traces of bilinear mappings on triangular algebras. They gave mild conditions
under which arbitrary commuting trace of a triangular algebra is proper. The au-
thors applied the obtained results to the study of Lie isomorphisms and that of
commutativity preserving mappings. Du and Wang [18] proved that under certain
conditions, each k-commuting mapping on a triangular algebra A is proper. More
recently, Li, Liang, Wei and Xiao [23, 42–45, 54–56] jointly investigated linear map-
pings of generalized matrix algebras, such as derivations, Jordan derivations, Lie
derivations, commuting mappings and semi-centralizing mappings. Our main pur-
pose is to develop the theory of linear mappings of triangular algebras to the case of
generalized matrix algebras, which has a much broader background. In [54], Xiao
and Wei extended the main results of [16] to the case of generalized matrix algebras.
They described the general form of arbitrary commuting mapping of a generalized
matrix algebra and provided several sufficient conditions which enable the com-
muting mappings to be proper. Li and Wei [42, 43] considered semi-centralizing
mappings of generalized matrix algebras and many ring-theoretic aspect results
were extended to the case of generalized matrix algebras via complicated matrix
computations. Franca [24–31] considered commuting mappings on certain subset
of the full matrix algebra Mn(K) over an arbitrary filed K. The involved subsets
include the subset of all invertible matrices, the subset of all singular matrices and
the subset of all rank-k matrices. He observed that every commuting mapping on
these subsets usually has the so-called proper form. Motivating by Franca’s work,
Liu [46] characterized centralizing mappings on the above-mentioned subsets and
got some analogous results. Xu and Yi gave the forms of commuting mappings of
the aforementioned subsets got some analogous results [57].

This paper is devoted to the study of k-commuting mappings of generalized ma-
trix algebras. We will describe the general form of arbitrary k-commuting mapping
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of a 2-torsion free generalized matrix algebra and provide a sufficient condition
which enables each commuting mapping to be proper. Our work extends the main
results of [16, 18] to the case of generalized matrix algebras and also give the cor-
responding k-commuting version of [54, Theorem 3.6].

2. Generalized Matrix Algebras and Examples
xxsec2

Let us begin with the definition of generalized matrix algebras given by a Morita
context. Let R be a commutative ring with identity. A Morita context consists of
two unital R-algebras A and B, two bimodules AMB and BNA, and two bimodule
homomorphisms called the pairings ΦMN : M⊗

B
N −→ A and ΨNM : N⊗

A
M −→ B

satisfying the following commutative diagrams:

M ⊗
B
N ⊗

A
M

ΦMN⊗IM
//

IM⊗ΨNM

��

A⊗
A
M

∼=

��

M ⊗
B
B

∼=
// M

and N ⊗
A
M ⊗

B
N

ΨNM⊗IN
//

IN⊗ΦMN

��

B ⊗
B
N

∼=

��

N ⊗
A
A

∼=
// N .

Let us write this Morita context as (A,B,M,N,ΦMN ,ΨNM ). We refer the reader
to [48] for the basic properties of Morita contexts. If (A,B,M,N, ΦMN ,ΨNM ) is
a Morita context, then the set

[

A M

N B

]

=

{[

a m

n b

]

a ∈ A,m ∈ M,n ∈ N, b ∈ B

}

is an R-algebra under matrix-like addition and matrix-like multiplication, where at
least one of M and N is non-zero. Such an R-algebra is usually called a generalized

matrix algebra of order 2 and is denoted by

G = G(A,M,N,B) =

[

A M

N B

]

.

In a similar way, one can define a generalized matrix algebra of order n > 2. It
was shown that up to isomorphism, arbitrary generalized matrix algebra of order
n (n ≥ 2) is a generalized matrix algebra of order 2 [43, Example 2.2]. If one of
the modules M and N is zero, then G exactly degenerates to an upper triangular

algebra or a lower triangular algebra. In this case, we denote the resulted upper
triangular algebra (resp. lower triangular algebra) by

T U = T (A,M,B) =

[

A M

O B

] (

resp. TL = T (A,N,B) =

[

A O

N B

])

Note that our current generalized matrix algebras contain those generalized matrix
algebras in the sense of Brown [14] as special cases. Let Mn(R) be the full matrix
algebra consisting of all n × n matrices over R. It is worth to point out that the
notion of generalized matrix algebras efficiently incorporates triangular algebras
and full matrix algebras together. A distinctive feature of our systematic work is to
deal with all questions related to (non-)linear mappings of triangular algebras and
of full matrix algebras under a rigorous unified framework, which is the admired
generalized matrix algebras frame, see [42–45, 54, 55].
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Let us list some classical examples of generalized matrix algebras which will
be revisited in the sequel (Section 4 and Section 5). Since these examples are
ubiquitous in noncommutative background and operator theory, we just state their
title without any details.

(1) Unital algebras with nontrivial idempotents, such as (semi-)prime algebras
with nontrivial idempotents;

(2) Full matrix algebras;
(3) Inflated algebras;
(4) Triangular algebras;
(5) Quasitilted algebras;
(6) von Neumann algebra on Hilbert spaces;
(7) Nest algebras on Hilbert spaces;
(8) Standard operator algebras on Banach spaces.

Special attention is paid to the unital algebras with nontrivial idempotents. The fol-
lowing result demonstrates the equivalence between the class of generalized matrix
algebras and the family of unital algebras with nontrivial idempotents.

Proposition 2.1. [54, Proposition 2.1] A unital algebra A is a generalized matrixxxsec2.1
algebra if and only if there exists an idempotent e ∈ A such that eA (1 − e) 6= 0.

These generalized matrix algebras regularly appear in the theory of associative
algebras and noncommutative Noetherian algebras in the most diverse situations,
which is due to its powerful persuasiveness and intuitive illustration effect. However,
people pay less attention to the linear mappings of generalized matrix algebras.
It was Krylov who initiated the study of linear mappings on generalized matrix
algebras from the classifying point of view [35]. Since then many articles are devoted
to this topic, and a number of interesting results are obtained (see [1–3, 5, 7–
9, 19, 20, 42–45, 53–56]). Nevertheless, it leaves so much to be desired. It seems that
the essential difference between triangular algebras and generalized matrix algebras
lie in the right upper “corner” or left lower “corner”. Such a bit difference clearly
increases the complexity of construction and computation, which is reflected in the
maximal ring of quotients [49, 52] and the modules over generalized matrix algebras
[38]. The representation theory, homological behavior, K-theory of generalized
matrix algebras are intensively investigated by Krylov and his coauthors in [35–40].
We will propose some open questions concerning linear mappings and functional
identities of generalized matrix algebras in Section 5 of this article. Therefore,
generalized matrix algebras are indeed one class of great potential and inspiring
associative algebras. We can never emphasize on the importance of generalized
matrix algebras too much.

3. k-Commuting Mappings of Generalized Matrix Algebras
xxsec3

Throughout this section, we denote the generalized matrix algebra of order 2
originating from a Morita context (A,B,M,N,ΦMN ,ΨNM ) by

G :=

[

A M

N B

]

,

where at least one of the two bimodules M and N is distinct from zero. We always
assume that M is faithful as a left A-module and also as a right B-module, but no
any constraint conditions on N . By [43, Section 2.2] we know that every generalized
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matrix algebra of order n(n > 2) is isomorphic to a generalized matrix algebras of
order 2. In view of this fact and technical considerations, only generalized matrix
algebras of order 2 are considered in this section. Let k be a fixed positive integer
with k ≥ 2. An R-linear mapping Θ : G −→ G is called k-commuting if

[

Θ

([

a m

n b

])

,

[

a m

n b

]]

k

=

[

0 0
0 0

]

for all

[

a m

n b

]

∈ G.

The center of G is

Z(G) =

{[

a 0
0 b

]

am = mb, na = bn, ∀ m ∈ M, ∀n ∈ N

}

.

Indeed, by [35, Lemma 1] it follows that the center Z(G) consists of all diagonal
matrices [ a 0

0 b ], where a ∈ Z(A), b ∈ Z(B) and am = mb, na = bn for all m ∈
M,n ∈ N . However, in our situation where M is faithful as a left A-module and
also as a right B-module, the conditions that a ∈ Z(A) and b ∈ Z(B) become
redundant and can be deleted. Indeed, if am = mb for all m ∈ M , then for
arbitrary element a′ ∈ A we get

(aa′ − a′a)m = a(a′m)− a′(am) = (a′m)b − a′(mb) = 0.

The assumption that M is faithful as a left A-module leads to aa′ − a′a = 0 and
hence a ∈ Z(A). Likewise, we also have b ∈ Z(B).

Let us define two natural R-linear projections πA : G → A and πB : G → B by

πA :

[

a m

n b

]

7−→ a and πB :

[

a m

n b

]

7−→ b.

By the above paragraph, it is not difficult to see that πA (Z(G)) is a subalgebra of
Z(A) and that πB (Z(G)) is a subalgebra of Z(B). Given an element a ∈ πA(Z(G)),
if [ a 0

0 b ] ,
[

a 0
0 b′

]

∈ Z(G), then we have am = mb = mb′ for all m ∈ M . Since
M is faithful as a right B-module, b = b′. That implies there exists a unique
b ∈ πB(Z(G)), which is denoted by ϕ(a), such that [ a 0

0 b ] ∈ Z(G). It is easy to
verify that the map ϕ : πA(Z(G)) −→ πB(Z(G)) is an algebraic isomorphism such
that am = mϕ(a) and na = ϕ(a)n for all a ∈ πA(Z(G)),m ∈ M,n ∈ N .

The following result is a natural extension of [18, Lemma 2.1], which is indis-
pensable for the proof of our main result.

xxsec3.1 Lemma 3.1. Let n be a positive integer and A be a unital associative ring. For

a left A-module M , if α : A → M is a mapping such that α(a + 1) = α(a) and

anα(a) = 0 for all a ∈ A, then α = 0. Similarly, for a right A-module M ′, a

mapping β : A → M ′ is zero if β(a+ 1) = β(a) and β(a)an = 0 for all a ∈ A.

Before proving our main theorem, we describe the general form of arbitrary
k-commuting mapping on the generalized matrix algebra G.

xxsec3.2 Proposition 3.2. Let Θ be a k-commuting mapping of G. Then Θ is of the form

Θ

([

a m

n b

])

=

[

δ1(a) + δ2(m) + δ3(n) + δ4(b) τ2(m)
ν3(n) µ1(a) + µ2(m) + µ3(n) + µ4(b)

]

,

(⋆)
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where

δ1 :A −→ A, δ2 :M −→ Z(A)k, δ3 :N −→ Z(A)k, δ4 :B −→ Z(A)k,

µ1 :A −→ Z(B)k, µ2 :M −→ Z(B)k, µ3 :N −→ Z(B)k, µ4 :B −→ B

τ2 :M −→ M, ν3 :N −→ N

are all R-linear mappings satisfying the following conditions:

(1) δ1 is a k-commuting mapping of A and δ1(1) ∈ Z(A)k;
(2) µ4 is a k-commuting mapping of B and µ4(1) ∈ Z(B)k;
(3) (δ1(1) + δ4(1) + 2δ2(m))m = m(µ1(1) + µ4(1) + 2µ2(m));
(4) n(δ1(1) + δ4(1) + 2δ3(n)) = (µ1(1) + µ4(1) + 2µ3(n))n;
(5) 2τ2(m) = (δ1(1)− δ4(1))m−m(µ1(1)− µ4(1));
(6) 2ν3(n) = n(δ1(1)− δ4(1))− (µ1(1)− µ4(1))n.

Proof. Suppose that the k-commuting mapping Θ is of the form

Θ

([

a m

n b

])

=

[

δ1(a) + δ2(m) + δ3(n) + δ4(b) τ1(a) + τ2(m) + τ3(n) + τ4(b)
ν1(a) + ν2(m) + ν3(n) + ν4(b) µ1(a) + µ2(m) + µ3(n) + µ4(b)

] (3.1)

for all [ a m
n b ] ∈ G, where δ1, δ2, δ3, δ4 are R-linear mappings from A,M,N,B to

A, respectively; τ1, τ2, τ3, τ4 are R-linear mappings from A,M,N,B to M , re-
spectively; ν1, ν2, ν3, ν4 are R-linear mappings from A,M,N,B to N , respectively;
µ1, µ2, µ3, µ4 are R-linear mappings from A,M,N,B to B, respectively.

For any G ∈ G, we will intensively employ the equation

[Θ(G), G]k =

[

0 0
0 0

]

. (3.2)

Taking G = [ 1 0
0 0 ] into (3.1) leads to

Θ(G) =

[

δ1(1) τ1(1)
ν1(1) µ1(1)

]

. (3.3)

Combining (3.2) with (3.3) and a direct computation yields
[

0 0
0 0

]

= [Θ(G), G]k =

[

0 (−1)kτ1(1)
ν1(1) 0

]

.

This implies that

τ1(1) = 0, ν1(1) = 0. (3.4)

Likewise, we also have

τ4(1) = 0, ν4(1) = 0 (3.5)

by putting G = [ 0 0
0 1 ] in (3.2).

Let us take G = [ a 0
0 0 ] into (3.2). An inductive approach gives

[

0 0
0 0

]

= [Θ(G), G]k =

[

[δ1(a), a]k (−1)kakτ1(a)
ν1(a)a

k 0

]

. (3.6)

This shows that

[δ1(a), a]k = 0 (3.7)

for all a ∈ A. That is, δ1 is a k-commuting mapping of A. Substituting a+ 1 for a
in (3.7) we get [δ1(1), a]k = 0 for all a ∈ A. Therefore δ1(1) ∈ Z(A)k. By (3.6) we
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know that akτ1(a) = 0. In view of (3.4) we obtain τ1(a) = τ1(a + 1). By Lemma
3.1 it follows that

τ1(a) = 0 (3.8)

for all a ∈ A. Revisiting the relations (3.6) and (3.4) and applying Lemma 3.1
again we have

ν1(a) = 0 (3.9)

for all a ∈ A.
Let us choose G = [ 0 0

0 b ] in (3.2). Then
[

0 0
0 0

]

= [Θ(G), G]k =

[

0 τ4(b)b
k

(−1)kbkν4(b) [µ4(b), b]k

]

. (3.10)

(3.10) implies that

[µ4(b), b]k = 0 (3.11)

for all b ∈ B. That is to say that µ4 is a k-commuting mapping of B. Replacing b

by b + 1 in (3.11) leads to [µ4(1), b]k = 0 for all b ∈ B. And hence µ4(1) ∈ Z(B)k.
Furthermore, it follows from (3.5), (3.10) and Lemma 3.1 that

τ4(b) = 0 and ν4(b) = 0 (3.12)

for all b ∈ B.
Let us choose G = [ a 0

0 b ] in (3.1). In view of (3.8), (3.9) and (3.12) we obtain

Θ(G) =

[

δ1(a) + δ4(b) 0
0 µ1(a) + µ4(b)

]

. (3.13)

Taking (3.13) into (3.2) yields
[

0 0
0 0

]

= [Θ(G), G]k

=

[

[δ1(a) + δ4(b), a]k 0
0 [µ1(a) + µ4(b), b]k

]

=

[

[δ1(a), a]k + [δ4(b), a]k 0
0 [µ1(a), b]k + [µ4(b), b]k

]

.

(3.14)

Note that δ1 and µ4 are k-commuting mappings of A and B, respectively. Thus
[δ1(a), a]k = 0 for all a ∈ A and [µ4(b), b]k = 0 for all b ∈ B. Then (3.14) shows
that [δ4(b), a]k = 0 and [µ1(a), b]k = 0 for all a ∈ A, b ∈ B. That is, δ4(b) ∈ Z(A)k
for all b ∈ B and µ1(a) ∈ Z(B)k for all a ∈ A.

Let us put G = [ 1 m
0 0 ] in (3.2) and denote by

[Θ(G), G]i = Xi =

[

Xi(11) Xi(12)
Xi(21) Xi(22)

]

for each 0 ≤ i < k. Then

Xi+1 =

[

Xi+1(11) Xi+1(12)
Xi+1(21) Xi+1(22)

]

= [Xi, G]

=

[[

Xi(11) Xi(12)
Xi(21) Xi(22)

]

,

[

1 m

0 0

]]

=

[

−mXi(11) Xi(11)m−mXi(22)−Xi(12)
Xi(21) Xi(21)m

]

.
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This gives Xi+1(21) = Xi(21) and hence

Xk(21) = X0(21) = ν2(m). (3.15)

Note that the fact Xk = 0. Then (3.15) implies that ν2(m) = 0 for all m ∈ M .
Therefore

X0 =

[

δ1(1) + δ2(m) τ2(m)
0 µ1(1) + µ2(m)

]

and

X1 = [X0, G]

=

[

0 δ1(1)m+ δ2(m)m− τ2(m)−mµ1(1)−mµ2(m)
0 0

]

(3.16)

Applying inductive computations we assert that for each i > 0, Xi = (−1)i−1X1

and hence Xk = (−1)k−1X1. This proves that that X1 = 0. By (3.16) we have

τ2(m) = δ1(1)m+ δ2(m)m−mµ1(1)−mµ2(m). (3.17)

Likewise, we put G = [ 0 m
0 1 ] in (3.2) and get

τ2(m) = mµ4(1) +mµ2(m)− δ4(1)m− δ2(m)m. (3.18)

Combining (3.17) with (3.18) leads to

(δ1(1) + δ4(1) + 2δ2(m))m = m(µ1(1) + µ4(1) + 2µ2(m))

and

2τ2(m) = (δ1(1)− δ4(1))m−m(µ1(1)− µ4(1)),

which are the required statements (3) and (5).
Let us choose G = [ 1 0

n 0 ] (resp. G = [ 0 0
n 1 ]) in (3.2) and repeat the previous

computational process (3.15)− (3.18). Then τ3(n) = 0 will follow. We also get

ν3(n) = nδ1(1) + nδ3(n)− µ1(1)n− µ3(n)n (3.19)

and

ν3(n) = µ3(n)n+ µ4(1)n− nδ3(n)− nδ4(1). (3.20)

Combining (3.19) with (3.20) gives

n(δ1(1) + δ4(1) + 2δ3(n)) = (µ1(1) + µ4(1) + 2µ3(n))n

and

2ν3(n) = n(δ1(1)− δ4(1))− (µ1(1)− µ4(1))n,

which are the required statements (4) and (6).
Taking G = [ a m

0 0 ] into (3.2) yields

[δ1(a), a]k + [δ2(m), a]k = 0. (3.21)

Since δ1 is a k-commuting mapping of A, δ2(m) ∈ Z(A)k. Choosing G = [ a 0
n 0 ] in

(3.2) and using the same computational methods, we can obtain δ3(n) ∈ Z(A)k.
Likewise, µ2(m) ∈ Z(B)k and µ3(n) ∈ Z(B)k will follow if we take G = [ 0 m

0 b ] and
G = [ 0 0

n b ] into (3.2), respectively. This completes the proof of this proposition. �

The current authors in [43] described the general form of arbitrary derivation on
the generalized matrix algebra G and showed that every semi-centralizing derivation
on G is zero. We next extend this result to the case of k-commuting derivations.
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Proposition 3.3. [43, Proposition 4.2] An R-linear mapping Θd is a derivationxxsec3.3
of G if and only if Θd has the form

Θd

([

a m

n b

])

=

[

δ1(a)−mn0 −m0n am0 −m0b+ τ2(m)
n0a− bn0 + ν3(n) n0m+ nm0 + µ4(b)

]

,

∀

[

a m

n b

]

∈ G,

(♠)

where m0 ∈ M,n0 ∈ N and

δ1 :A −→ A, τ2 :M −→ M, ν3 :N −→ N, µ4 :B −→ B

are all R-linear mappings satisfying the following conditions:

(1) δ1 is a derivation of A with δ1(mn) = τ2(m)n+mν3(n);
(2) µ4 is a derivation of B with µ4(nm) = nτ2(m) + ν3(n)m;
(3) τ2(am) = aτ2(m) + δ1(a)m and τ2(mb) = τ2(m)b+mµ4(b);
(4) ν3(na) = ν3(n)a+ nδ1(a) and ν3(bn) = bν3(n) + µ4(b)n

xxsec3.4 Proposition 3.4. Let G be a 2-torsion free generalized matrix algebra. Then every

k-commuting derivation on G is zero.

Proof. Let Θd be a k-commuting derivation on G. By Proposition 3.3 we know that
Θd is of the form

Θd

([

a m

n b

])

=

[

δ1(a)−mn0 −m0n am0 −m0b+ τ2(m)
n0a− bn0 + ν3(n) n0m+ nm0 + µ4(b)

]

(3.22)

for all

[

a m

n b

]

∈ G, where m0 = τ1(1), n0 = ν1(1). Since Θd is k-commuting on

G, τ1(1) = ν1(1) = 0 by the relation (3.4). Therefore (3.22) becomes

Θd

([

a m

n b

])

=

[

δ1(a) τ2(m)
ν3(n) µ4(b)

]

(3.23)

It should be remarked that δ1 and µ4 are derivations of A and B, respectively.
Thus δ1(1) = µ4(1) = 0. In view of the conditions (5) and (6) in Proposition 3.2
we know that τ2(m) = 0 for all m ∈ M and ν3(n) = 0 for all n ∈ N . Furthermore,
applying the condition (3) in Proposition 3.3 gives that δ1(a)m = 0 for all a ∈ A

and m ∈ M . Since M is a faithful left A-module, δ1(a) = 0 for all a ∈ A. Similarly,
by the condition (4) in Proposition 3.3 we can obtain µ4(b) = 0 for all b ∈ B.
Hence, Θd has the form

Θd

([

a m

n b

])

=

[

0 0
0 0

]

for all

[

a m

n b

]

∈ G, which is the desired result. �

Now we are in a position to state the main theorem of this article. This result
will provide a sufficient condition which enables arbitrary k-commuting mapping
on the generalized matrix algebra G to be proper.

xxsec3.5 Theorem 3.5. Let G be a 2-torsion free generalized matrix algebra and Θ be a

k-commuting mapping of G. If the following three conditions are satisfied:
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(1) Z(A)k = πA(Z(G));
(2) Z(B)k = πB(Z(G));
(3) There exist m0 ∈ M and n0 ∈ N such that

Z(G) =

{[

a 0
0 b

]

a ∈ Z(A), b ∈ Z(B), am0 = m0b, n0a = bn0

}

,

then Θ is proper. That is, Θ has the form

Θ

([

a m

n b

])

= λ

[

a m

n b

]

+ ζ

([

a m

n b

])

, ∀

[

a m

n b

]

∈ G,

where λ ∈ Z(G) and ζ : G −→ Z(G) is an R-linear mapping.

Proof. By Proposition 3.2 we know that Θ has the form (⋆). We will complete the
proof of this theorem via the following six steps.

Step 1. δ2(m)m = mµ2(m) and nδ3(n) = µ3(n)n for all m ∈ M and n ∈ N .

We first claim that
[

δ1(1) + δ4(1) 0
0 µ1(1) + µ4(1)

]

∈ Z(G). (3.24)

Actually, we have obtained δ1(1) ∈ Z(A)k in the proof of Proposition 3.2. Applying
the conditions (1) and (3) yields that δ1(1) ∈ Z(A). Likewise, we also have δ4(1) ∈
Z(A) and hence δ1(1) + δ4(1) ∈ Z(A). Similarly, we get µ1(1) + µ4(1) ∈ Z(B).
Moreover, it follows from the statement (3) of Proposition 3.2 that for arbitrary
element m ∈ M ,

(δ1(1) + δ4(1) + 2δ2(m0 +m))(m0 +m)

= (δ1(1) + δ4(1) + 2δ2(m0))m0 + 2δ2(m)m0

+ 2δ2(m0)m+ (δ1(1) + δ4(1) + 2δ2(m))m

= m0(µ1(1) + µ4(1) + 2µ2(m0)) + 2δ2(m)m0

+ 2δ2(m0)m+m(µ1(1) + µ4(1) + 2µ2(m)).

(3.25)

On the other hand, the statement (3) of Proposition 3.2 gives

(δ1(1) + δ4(1) + 2δ2(m0 +m))(m0 +m)

= (m0 +m)(µ1(1) + µ4(1) + 2µ2(m0 +m))

= m0(µ1(1) + µ4(1) + 2µ2(m0)) + 2m0µ2(m)

+ 2mµ2(m0) +m(µ1(1) + µ4(1) + 2µ2(m)).

(3.26)

The above two equalities (3.25) and (3.26) imply that

2δ2(m)m0 + 2δ2(m0)m = 2m0µ2(m) + 2mµ2(m0). (3.27)

Taking m = m0 into (3.27) leads to 4δ2(m0)m0 = 4m0µ2(m0). Since G is 2-torsion
free,

δ2(m0)m0 = m0µ2(m0).

Thus the statement (3) of Proposition 3.2 becomes

(δ1(1) + δ4(1))m0 = m0(µ1(1) + µ4(1)). (3.28)

Likewise, we by the statement (4) of Proposition 3.2 arrive at

2n0δ3(n) + 2nδ3(n0) = 2µ3(n)n0 + 2µ3(n0)n. (3.29)
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Thus n0δ3(n0) = µ3(n0)n0 will follow if we choose n = n0 in (3.29) and consider
the 2-torsion free property of G. Now the statement (4) of Proposition 3.2 becomes

n0(δ1(1) + δ4(1)) = (µ1(1) + µ4(1))n0. (3.30)

Combining (3.28), (3.30) with condition (3) completes the proof of (3.24). In view
of the conditions (2), (3) and (3.24) we obtain

δ2(m)m = mµ2(m) and nδ3(n) = µ3(n)n. (3.31)

By the relations (3.17), (3.18) and (3.31) we get

τ2(m) = δ1(1)m−mµ1(1) = mµ4(1)− δ4(1)m. (3.32)

In view of the relations (3.20), (3.21) and (3.31) we have

ν3(n) = nδ1(1)− µ1(1)n = µ4(1)n− nδ4(1). (3.33)

Step 2. δ3(n)m = mµ3(n), µ2(m)n = nδ2(m) for all m ∈ M and n ∈ N .

We assert that

(δ3(n)m−mµ3(n))n = 0 (3.34)

for all m ∈ M,n ∈ N . Proposition 3.2 shows that δ3(n) ∈ Z(A)k for all n ∈ N .
The conditions (1) and (3) force that δ3(n) ∈ Z(A) for all n ∈ N . Thus

(δ3(n)m−mµ3(n))n = δ3(n)mn−mµ3(n)n

= mnδ3(n)−mµ3(n)n = m(nδ3(n)− µ3(n)n)

and the assertion follows from (3.31). Using the the same computational method
we conclude

n(δ3(n)m−mµ3(n)) = 0, (3.35)

m(µ2(m)n− nδ2(m)) = 0 (3.36)

and

(µ2(m)n− nδ2(m))m = 0. (3.37)

Let us choose G = [ 1 m
n 0 ]. It follows from (3.32), (3.33) and Proposition 3.2 that

Θ(G) =

[

δ1(1) + δ2(m) + δ3(n) δ1(1)m−mµ1(1)
nδ1(1)− µ1(1)n µ1(1) + µ2(m) + µ3(n)

]

.

Applying the relation (3.31) yields

[Θ(G), G] =

[

δ1(1)mn−mnδ1(1) δ3(n)m−mµ3(n)
µ2(m)n− nδ2(m) nmµ1(1)− µ1(1)nm

]

. (3.38)

It should be remarked that δ1(1) ∈ Z(A), µ1(1) ∈ Z(B),mn ∈ A and nm ∈ B.
Thus (3.38) becomes

[Θ(G), G] =

[

0 δ3(n)m−mµ3(n)
µ2(m)n− nδ2(m) 0

]

. (3.39)

Consequently, for each k ≥ 2, the relations (3.34)-(3.37) jointly give
[

0 0
0 0

]

= [Θ(G), G]k =

[

0 (−1)k+1(δ3(n)m−mµ3(n))
µ2(m)n− nδ2(m) 0

]

.

Therefore

δ3(n)m = mµ3(n) µ2(m)n = nδ2(m). (3.40)
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Step 3.

[

δ2(m) 0
0 µ2(m)

]

∈ Z(G) for all m ∈ M and

[

δ3(n) 0
0 µ3(n)

]

∈

Z(G) for all n ∈ N .

It is not difficult to verify that
[

δ2(m0) 0
0 µ2(m0)

]

∈ Z(G). (3.41)

Indeed, by Proposition 3.2 and the conditions (1), (2) and (3) we have

δ2(m) ∈ Z(A) and µ2(m) ∈ Z(B) (3.42)

for all m ∈ M . Furthermore, (3.31) and (3.40) imply that

δ2(m0)m0 = m0µ2(m0) and n0δ2(m0) = µ2(m0)n0. (3.43)

Then (3.41) follows from (3.42), (3.43) and the condition (3).
By the definition of Z(G) and the relation (3.41) we know that δ2(m0)m =

mµ2(m0). This forces (3.27) to be

δ2(m)m0 = m0µ2(m). (3.44)

Combining the relations (3.40), (3.44) and the condition (3) leads to
[

δ2(m) 0
0 µ2(m)

]

∈ Z(G) (3.45)

for all m ∈ M . Similarly, it can be proved that
[

δ3(n) 0
0 µ3(n)

]

∈ Z(G) (3.46)

for all n ∈ N .

Step 4. For all a ∈ A, m ∈ M and n ∈ N , we have

(a) δ1(a)m−mµ1(a) = a(δ1(1)m−mµ1(1)) = a(mµ4(1)− δ4(1)m),
(b) nδ1(a)− µ1(a)n = (nδ1(1)− µ1(1)n)a = (µ4(1)n− nδ4(1))a.

Let us choose G = [ a m
0 0 ]. Then (3.31) and δ2(m) ∈ Z(A) imply that

[Θ(G), G] =

[

[δ1(a), a] α1

0 0

]

,

where α1 = δ1(a)m −mµ1(a) − a(δ1(1)m −mµ1(1)). It should be remarked that
there exists a unique algebraic isomorphism ϕ : πA(Z(G)) −→ πB(Z(G)) such that
am = mϕ(a) and na = ϕ(a)n for all a ∈ πA(Z(G)),m ∈ M and n ∈ N . Therefore

α1 = δ1(a)m− ϕ−1(µ1(a))m− aδ1(1)m+ aϕ−1(µ1(1))m. (3.47)

On the other hand, we by an inductive computation have

[Θ(G), G]i =

[

[δ1(a), a]i αi

0 0

]

for each i > 1,

where αi = [δ1(a), a]i−1m− aαi−1. Then

0 = αk

= [δ1(a), a]k−1m− a[δ1(a), a]k−2m+ · · ·+ (−a)k−2[δ1(a), a]m+ (−a)k−1α1.

(3.48)
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Combining (3.47) with (3.48) yields that

0 = ([δ1(a), a]k−1 + · · ·+ (−a)k−2[δ1(a), a]

+ (−a)k−1(δ1(a)− ϕ−1(µ1(a))− aδ1(1) + aϕ−1(µ1(1))))m

for all m ∈ M . The fact that M is a faithful left A-module leads to

(−a)k−1(µ1(a) + aδ1(1)− aµ1(1))

= [δ1(a), a]k−1 + · · ·+ (−a)k−2[δ1(a), a] + (−a)k−1δ1(a).

Then Proposition 3.2 and the condition (1) show that (−a)k−1(µ1(a) + aδ1(1) −
aµ1(1)) ∈ Z(A). That is,

[δ1(a), a]k−1 + · · ·+ (−a)k−2[δ1(a), a] + (−a)k−1δ1(a) ∈ Z(A). (3.49)

We assert that [δ1(a), a] = 0 for all a ∈ A. Indeed, it follows from (3.49) that

[[δ1(a), a]k−1 + · · ·+ (−a)k−2[δ1(a), a] + (−a)k−1δ1(a), a]k−1 = 0 (3.50)

for all a ∈ A. Since δ1 is a k-commuting on A,

ak−1[δ1(a), a]k−1 = 0

for all a ∈ A. Furthermore, the fact that δ1(1) ∈ Z(A) gives [δ1(a+1), a+1]k−1 =
[δ1(a), a]k−1 for all a ∈ A. By Lemma 3.1 we get [δ1(a), a]k−1 = 0 for all a ∈ A.
Repeating the same process we arrive at

0 = [δ1(a), a]k−1 = [δ1(a), a]k−2 = · · · = [δ1(a), a]. (3.51)

Taking the relation [δ1(a), a] = 0 into (3.48) we obtain ak−1α1 = 0. Let us fix
arbitrary element m ∈ M and define α(a) = δ1(a)m−mµ1(a)−a(δ1(1)m−mµ1(1)).
Then

α(a+ 1) = δ1(a+ 1)m−mµ1(a+ 1)− (a+ 1)(δ1(1)m−mµ1(1))

= δ1(a)m−mµ1(a) + δ1(1)m−mµ1(1)

− a(δ1(1)m−mµ1(1))− δ1(1)m+mµ1(1)

= δ1(a)m−mµ1(a)− a(δ1(1)m−mµ1(1)) = α(a)

Applying Lemma 3.1 again we have α(a) = 0. Thus

δ1(a)m−mµ1(a) = a(δ1(1)m−mµ1(1)). (3.52)

Combining (3.32) with (3.52) yields

δ1(a)m−mµ1(a) = a(mµ4(1)− δ4(1)m). (3.53)

This completes the proof of (a). Likewise, if we take G = [ a 0
n 0 ], then (3.31) and

δ3(n) ∈ Z(A) imply that

[Θ(G), G] =

[

[δ1(a), a] 0
β1 0

]

,

where β1 = (nδ1(1)−µ1(1)n)a+µ1(a)n−nδ1(a). We by an inductive computation
conclude

[Θ(G), G]i =

[

[δ1(a), a]i 0
βi 0

]

for each i > 1,

where βi = βi−1a− n[δ1(a), a]i−1. Then

0 = βk = β1a
k−1 − n[δ1(a), a]a

k−2 − · · · − n[δ1(a), a]k−1. (3.54)
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Taking (3.51) into (3.54) we obtain β1a
k−1 = 0. Let us fix arbitrary element n ∈ N

and define β(a) = (nδ1(1) − µ1(1)n)a + µ1(a)n − nδ1(a). A direct computations
gives β(a) = β(a+ 1). In view of Lemma 3.1, we have β = 0. That is,

(nδ1(1)− µ1(1)n)a = nδ1(a)− µ1(a)n. (3.55)

It follows from the relations (3.33) and (3.55) that

(µ4(1)n− nδ4(1))a = nδ1(a)− µ1(a)n, (3.56)

which is the desired result (b).

Step 5. For all b ∈ B, m ∈ M and n ∈ N , we have

(c) δ4(b)m−mµ4(b) = (mµ1(1)− δ1(1)m)b = (δ4(1)m−mµ4(1))b,
(d) nδ4(b)− µ4(b)n = b(µ1(1)n− nδ1(1)) = b(nδ4(1)− µ4(1)n).

Let us choose G = [ 0 m
0 b ]. Then (3.31) and µ2(m) ∈ Z(A) imply that

[Θ(G), G] =

[

0 γ1
0 [µ4(b), b]

]

,

where γ1 = δ4(b)m−mµ4(b)− (mµ1(1)− δ1(1)m)b. Note that there exists a unique
algebraic isomorphism ϕ : πA(Z(G)) −→ πB(Z(G)) such that am = mϕ(a) and
na = ϕ(a)n for all a ∈ πA(Z(G)),m ∈ M and n ∈ N . Therefore

γ1 = mϕ(δ4(b))−mµ4(b)−mµ1(1)b−mϕ(δ1(1))b. (3.57)

On the other hand, we by an inductive computation get

[Θ(G), G]i =

[

0 γi
0 [µ4(b), b]i

]

for each i > 1,

where γi = γi−1b−m[µ4(b), b]i−1. Then

0 = γk = γ1b
k−1 −m[µ4(b), b]b

k−2 − · · · −m[µ4(b), b]k−1. (3.58)

Combining (3.57) with (3.58) yields that

0 = m((ϕ(δ4(b))− µ4(b)− µ1(1)b − ϕ(δ1(1)b))b
k−1

− [µ4(b), b]b
k−2 − · · · − [µ4(b), b]k−1)

for all m ∈ M . Since M is a faithful right B-module, we have

(ϕ(δ4(b))− µ1(1)b− ϕ(δ1(1)b))b
k−1

= µ4(b)b
k−1 + [µ4(b), b]b

k−2 + · · ·+ [µ4(b), b]k−1.

Then Proposition 3.2 and the conditions (1) and (2) jointly give (ϕ(δ4(b))−µ1(1)b−
ϕ(δ1(1)b)b

k−1 ∈ Z(B). That is,

µ4(b)b
k−1 + [µ4(b), b]b

k−2 + · · ·+ [µ4(b), b]k−1 ∈ Z(B). (3.59)

We conclude that [µ4(b), b] = 0 for all b ∈ B. Indeed, it follows from the relation
(3.59) that

[µ4(b)b
k−1 + [µ4(b), b]b

k−2 + · · ·+ [µ4(b), b]k−1, b]k−1 = 0 (3.60)

for all b ∈ B. Since µ4 is k-commuting on B,

[µ4(b), b]k−1b
k−1 = 0
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for all b ∈ B. Furthermore, µ4(1) ∈ Z(B) leads to [µ4(b+1), b+1]k−1 = [µ4(b), b]k−1

for all b ∈ B. Applying Lemma 3.1 we obtain [µ4(b), b]k−1 = 0. Repeating the same
process as above we arrive at

0 = [µ4(b), b]k−1 = [µ4(b), b]k−2 = · · · = [µ4(b), b]. (3.61)

Taking [µ4(b), b] = 0 into (3.58) we get γ1b
k−1 = 0. Let us fix arbitrary elementm ∈

M and define γ(b) = δ4(b)m−mµ4(b)−(mµ1(1)−δ1(1)m)b. A direct computations
gives γ(b+ 1) = γ(b). And hence γ(b) = 0 by Lemma 3.1. That is,

δ4(b)m−mµ4(b) = (mµ1(1)− δ1(1)m)b. (3.62)

It follows from the relations (3.32) and (3.62) that

δ4(b)m−mµ4(b) = (δ4(1)m−mµ4(1))b. (3.63)

This completes the proof of (c).
In order to prove (d), let us take G = [ 0 0

n b ]. Then (3.31) and µ3(n) ∈ Z(B)
imply that

[Θ(G), G] =

[

0 0
η1 [µ4(b), b]

]

,

where η1 = µ4(b)n− nδ4(b)− b(µ1(1)n− nδ1(1)). It is easy to verify that for each
i > 1,

[Θ(G), G]i =

[

0 0
ηi [µ4(b), b]i

]

,

where ηi = [µ4(b), b]i−1n− bηi−1. Therefore

0 = ηk

= [µ4(b), b]k−1n− b[µ4(b), b]k−2n+ · · ·+ (−b)k−2[µ4(b), b]n+ (−b)k−1η1.

(3.64)
In view of the relations (3.61) and (3.64) we have bk−1η1 = 0. Let us fix arbitrary
element n ∈ N and define η(b) = µ4(b)n − nδ4(b) − b(µ1(1)n − nδ1(1)). Then a
straightforward computations gives η(b) = η(b+1). By Lemma 3.1 again it follows
that η = 0. That is,

µ4(b)n− nδ4(b) = b(µ1(1)n− nδ1(1)). (3.65)

Combining (3.33) with (3.65) leads to

nδ4(b)− µ4(b)n = b(nδ4(1)− µ4(1)n). (3.66)

This completes the proof of this step.

Step 6. Θ is proper.

Suppose that

Ω(X) := Θ(X)−XC

for all X ∈ G, where C =
[

δ1(1)−ϕ−1(µ1(1)) 0
0 ϕ(δ1(1))−µ1(1)

]

∈ Z(G). We assert

that Ω(G) ⊆ Z(G). Note that there exists a unique algebraic isomorphism ϕ :
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πA(Z(G)) −→ πB(Z(G)) such that am = mϕ(a) and na = ϕ(a)n for all a ∈
πA(Z(G)),m ∈ M and n ∈ N . Thus we get

Ω

([

a m

n b

])

=

[

δ1(a)− aδ1(1) + aϕ−1(µ1(1)) 0
0 µ1(a)

]

+

[

δ4(b) 0
0 µ4(b)− bϕ(δ1(1)) + bµ1(1)

]

+

[

δ2(m) + δ3(n) 0
0 µ2(m) + µ3(n)

]

(3.67)

for all [ a m
n b ] ∈ G. By the relation (3.52) we know that

(δ1(a)− aδ1(1) + aϕ−1(µ1(1)))m−mµ1(a)

= a(δ1(1)m−mµ1(1))− a(δ1(1)− ϕ−1(µ1(1)))m

= 0

for all a ∈ A,m ∈ M . That is,

(δ1(a)− aδ1(1) + aϕ−1(µ1(1)))m = mµ1(a) (3.68)

for all a ∈ A,m ∈ M . In view of the relation (3.55) and the fact δ1(1) ∈ Z(A) we
obtain

n(δ1(a)− aδ1(1) + aϕ−1(µ1(1)))− µ1(a)n

= (nδ1(1)− µ1(1)n)a− na(δ1(1)− ϕ−1(µ1(1)))

= 0

for all a ∈ A, n ∈ N . Therefore

n(δ1(a)− aδ1(1) + aϕ−1(µ1(1))) = µ1(a)n (3.69)

for all a ∈ A, n ∈ N . In view of (3.68), (3.69) and the definition of Z(G) we conclude
[

δ1(a)− aδ1(1) + aϕ−1(µ1(1)) 0
0 µ1(a)

]

∈ Z(G) (3.70)

for all a ∈ A. Likewise, the relation (3.62) and the fact µ1(1) ∈ Z(B) jointly lead
to

δ4(b)m−m(µ4(b)− bϕ(δ1(1)) + bµ1(1))

= (mµ1(1)− δ1(1)m)b+mb(ϕ(δ1(1))− µ1(1))

= 0

for all b ∈ B,m ∈ M . This implies that

δ4(b)m = m(µ4(b)− bϕ(δ1(1)) + bµ1(1)) (3.71)

for all b ∈ B,m ∈ M . It follows from (3.65) that

(µ4(b)− bϕ(δ1(1)) + bµ1(1))n− nδ4(b)

= b(nδ1(1)− µ1(1)n)− b(ϕ(δ1(1))− µ1(1))n

= 0

for all b ∈ B, n ∈ N . This shows

nδ4(b) = (µ4(b)− bϕ(δ1(1)) + bµ1(1))n (3.72)
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for all b ∈ B, n ∈ N . Taking into account (3.71), (3.72) and the definition of Z(G)
yields

[

δ4(b) 0
0 µ4(b)− bϕ(δ1(1)) + bµ1(1)

]

∈ Z(G) (3.73)

for all b ∈ B. Then (3.45), (3.46), (3.70) and (3.73) prove that

Ω

([

a m

n b

])

∈ Z(G)

for all

[

a m

n b

]

∈ G, which is the desired assertion. �

The following result will be used in the sequel.

xxsec3.6 Corollary 3.6. If Z(A)k = R1 = Z(B)k, then every k-commuting mapping of G
is proper.

Indeed, since R1 ⊆ πA(Z(G)) ⊆ Z(A) ⊆ Z(A)k = R1, we have R1 = Z(A) =
Z(A)k = πA(Z(G)). Likewise, we get R1 = Z(B) = Z(B)k = πB(Z(G)). It is easy
to check that the condition (3) of Theorem 3.5 is satisfied. This corollary follows
from Theorem 3.5.

In particular, if the generalized matrix algebra G degenerates one general trian-

gular algebra (that is, G =

[

A M

O B

]

), then our main result Theorem 3.5 contains

the main theorem of [18] as a special case.

Corollary 3.7. [18, Theorem 1.1] Let T be a 2-torsion free triangular algebra andxxsec3.7
Θ be a k-commuting mapping of T . If the following three conditions are satisfied:

(1) Z(A)k = πA(Z(G));
(2) Z(B)k = πB(Z(G));
(3) There exists m0 ∈ M such that

Z(G) =

{[

a 0
0 b

]

a ∈ Z(A), b ∈ Z(B), am0 = m0b

}

,

then Θ is proper.

4. Applications
xxsec4

In this section, we will present some applications of k-commuting mappings to
full matrix algebras, inflated algebras , upper and lower triangular matrix algebras,
nest algebras and block upper and lower triangular matrix algebras.

xxsec4.1

4.1. Full matrix algebras. Let R be a commutative ring with identity, A be a
2-torsion free unital algebra over R and Mn(A) be the algebra of n × n matrices
with n ≥ 2. Then the full matrix algebra Mn(A)(n ≥ 2) can be represented as a
generalized matrix algebra of the form

Mn(A) =

[

A M1×(n−1)(A)
M(n−1)×1(A) Mn−1(A)

]

.

xxsec4.1 Corollary 4.1. Every k-commuting mapping on the full matrix algebra Mn(A) or
Mn(R) is proper.
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One can directly check that Mn(A) or Mn(R) satisfies all conditions (1)-(3) of
Theorem 3.5. Therefore, every commuting mapping on Mn(A) or Mn(R) is proper.
We would like to point out that this corollary can also be obtained by applying the
notion of FI-degree of functional identities and related results in [13].

xxsec4.2
4.2. Inflated algebras. Let A be a unital R-algebra and V be an R-linear space.
Given an R-bilinear form γ : V ⊗R V → A, we define an associative algebra (not
necessarily with identity) B = B(A, V, γ) as follows: As an R-linear space, B equals
to V ⊗R V ⊗R A. The multiplication is defined as follows

(a⊗ b ⊗ x) · (c⊗ d⊗ y) := a⊗ d⊗ xγ(b, c)y

for all a, b, c, d ∈ V and any x, y ∈ A. This definition makes B become an associative
R-algebra and B is called an inflated algebra of A along V . The inflated algebras
are closely connected with the cellular algebras which are extensively studied in
representation theory. We refer the reader to [34] and the references therein for
these algebras.

Let us assume that V is a non-zero linear space with a basis {v1, · · · , vn}. Then
the bilinear form γ can be characterized by an n × n matrix Γ over A, that is,
Γ = (γ(vi, vj)) for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. Now we could define a new multiplication “ ◦ ” on
the full matrix algebra Mn(A) by

X ◦ Y := XΓY for all X,Y ∈ Mn(A).

Under the usual matrix addition and the new multiplication “◦”, Mn(A) becomes a
new associative algebra which is a generalized matrix algebra in the sense of Brown
[14]. We denote this new algebra by (Mn(A),Γ). It should be remarked that our
current generalized matrix algebras contain all generalized matrix algebras defined
by Brown [14] as special cases. By [34, Lemma 4.1], the inflated algebra B(A, V, γ)
is isomorphic to (Mn(A),Γ) and hence is a generalized matrix algebra in the sense
of ours.

xxsec4.2 Corollary 4.2. Let A be a unital R-algebra, V be an R-linear space and B(A, V, γ)
be the inflated algebra of A along V . If B(A, V, γ) has an identity element, then

each k-commuting mapping of B(A, V, γ) is proper.

Proof. If B(A, V, γ) has an identity element, then the matrix Γ defined by the
bilinear form γ is invertible in the full matrix algebra Mn(A) by [34, Proposition
4.2]. We define

σ : Mn(A) −→ (Mn(A),Γ)

X 7−→ XΓ−1.

Note that σ(X) ◦ σ(Y ) = σ(X)Γσ(Y ) = XY Γ−1 = σ(XY ) for all X,Y ∈ Mn(A)
and hence σ is an algebraic isomorphism. Now the result follows from Corollary
4.1 and the fact B(A, V, γ) ∼= (Mn(A),Γ). �

xxsec4.3
4.3. Prime algebras. Let A be a 2-torsionfree prime algebra over a commutative
ring R. Assume that A has unit 1 and a nontrivial idempotent e. Then A =
eAe+eA(1−e)+(1−e)Ae+(1−e)A(1−e) Since A is prime, it is straightforward
to verify that both eAe and (1− e)A(1− 1) are also prime. By [41, Theorem 2] it
follows that Z(eAe)k = πeAeZ(A) and Z((1− e)A(1 − e))k = π(1−e)A(1−e)Z(A).
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xxsec4.3 Corollary 4.3. Let A be a 2-torsionfree prime algebra over a commutative ring

R. Suppose that A has the identity 1 and a nontrivial idempotent e. Then every

k-commuting mapping of A is proper.
xxsec4.4

4.4. Upper and lower matrix triangular algebras. Let R be a 2-torsion free
commutative ring with identity. We denote the set of all p × q matrices over R
by Mp×q(R). Let us denote the set of all n × n upper triangular matrices over
R and the set of all n × n lower triangular matrices over R by Tn(R) and T ′

n(R),
respectively. For n ≥ 2 and each 1 ≤ k ≤ n−1, the upper triangular matrix algebra

Tn(R) and lower triangular matrix algebra T ′
n(R) can be written as

Tn(R) =

[

Tk(R) Mk×(n−k)(R)
Tn−k(R)

]

and T ′
n(R) =

[

T ′
k (R)

M(n−k)×k(R) T ′
n−k(R)

]

,

respectively.

xxsec4.4 Corollary 4.4. Every k-commuting mapping of the upper triangular matrix alge-

bra Tn(R) ( resp. the lower triangular matrix algebra T ′
n(R)) is proper.

We will give a unification proof for the cases of the upper and lower triangular
matrix algebras and nest algebras in below.

xxsec4.5

4.5. Nest algebras. Let H be a complex Hilbert space and B(H) be the algebra
of all bounded linear operators on H. Let I be a index set. A nest is a set N of
closed subspaces of H satisfying the following conditions:

(1) 0,H ∈ N ;
(2) If N1, N2 ∈ N , then either N1 ⊆ N2 or N2 ⊆ N1;
(3) If {Ni}i∈I ⊆ N , then

⋂

i∈I Ni ∈ N ;
(4) If {Ni}i∈I ⊆ N , then the norm closure of the linear span of

⋃

i∈I Ni also
lies in N .

If N = {0,H}, then N is called a trivial nest, otherwise it is called a non-trivial
nest.

The nest algebra associated with N is the set

T (N ) = { T ∈ B(H) | T (N) ⊆ N for all N ∈ N}.

A nontrivial nest algebra is a triangular algebra. Indeed, if N ∈ N\{0,H} and
E is the orthogonal projection onto N , then N1 = E(N ) and N2 = (1 − E)(N )
are nests of N and N⊥, respectively. Moreover, T (N1) = ET (N )E, T (N2) =
(1− E)T (N )(1 − E) are nest algebras and

T (N ) =

[

T (N1) ET (N )(1 − E)
O T (N2)

]

.

Note that any finite dimensional nest algebra is isomorphic to a complex block
upper triangular matrix algebra. We refer the reader to [17] for the theory of nest
algebras.

xxsec4.5 Corollary 4.5. Every k-commuting mapping of the nest algebra T (N ) is proper.

We now give a unification proof for Corollary 4.3 and Corollary 4.4 by an in-
duction on k. For convenience, let us set W = Tn(R), T ′

n(R) or T (N ). The case
of k = 1 is clearly trivial, since Z(W)1 = R1. Let us choose an arbitrary element
W ∈ Z(W)k. Then [[W,X ], X ]k−1 = 0 for all X ∈ W . If W is a trivial nest algebra,
then W = B(H) is a centrally closed prime algebra. By [41, Theorem 1] it follows
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that [W,X ] = 0 for all X ∈ W . This implies that W ∈ R1 and that Z(W)k = R1.
If W is a nontrivial nest algebra or an upper triangular matrix algebra. Then W
can be written as the triangular algebra

[

A M

O B

]

.

In view of the induction hypothesis we have Z(A)k−1 = R1 = Z(B)k−1. By
Corollary 3.6 we know that there exist λ ∈ R and ζ : W −→ R1 such that

[W,X ] = λX + ζ(X)

for all X ∈ W . Therefore

(W − λI)X +X(−W ) ∈ Z(W) = R1

for all X ∈ W . A straightforward computation leads to (W − λI) = −(−W ) ∈
Z(W). This shows that Z(W)k = R1. Thus Z(A)k = R1 = Z(B)k. It follows from
Corollary 3.6 that every k-commuting mapping on the upper (resp. lower) trian-
gular matrix algebra Tn(R) (resp. T ′

n(R)) is proper. Likewise, every k-commuting
mapping on the nest algebra τ(N ) is also proper.

xxsec4.6
4.6. von Neumann Algebras. Recall that a von Neumann algebra M is a subal-
gebra of some B(H), the algebra of all bounded linear operators acting on a complex
Hilbert space H, which satisfies the double commutant property: M′′ = M, where
M′ = {T ∈ B(H)|TA = AT, ∀A ∈ M} and M′′ = {M′}′. For A ∈ M, the
central carrier of A, denoted by A, is the intersection of all central projections
P such that PA = 0. If A is self-adjoint, then the core of A, denoted by A,
is sup{S ∈ Z(M)|S = S∗, S ≤ A}. In case of A = P is a projection, then P

is the largest central projection ≤ P . A projection P is core-free if P = 0. It
is easy to see that P = 0 if and only if I − P = I. If M has no central sum-
mands of type I1, then each nonzero central projection in M is the carrier of a
core-free projection in M. In particular, there exists a nonzero core-free projection
P ∈ M with P = I. For such P , note that P = I − P = I. It follows from
the definition of the central carrier that both span{TP (x)|T ∈ M, x ∈ H} and
span{T (I − P )(x)|T ∈ M, x ∈ H} are dense in H. So AMP = 0 implies A = 0
and AM(I − P ) = 0 implies A = 0. Thus, if M has no central summands of
type I1, then M = PMP + PMQ + QMP + QMQ satisfies the corresponding
conditions (1)-(3) in Theorem 3.5. This is due to the fact M is a semiprime alge-
bra and PMP and QMQ are both semiprime. Applying [41, Theorem 2] yields
that Z(PMP )k = πPMP (Z(M)) and Z(QMQ)k = πQMQ(Z(M)). Therefore,
Theorem 3.5 is true for additive maps on von Neumann algebras without central
summands of type I1.

xxsec4.6 Corollary 4.6. Let M be a von Neumann algebra without central summands of

type I1. Then every k-commuting mapping of M is proper.
xxsec4.7

4.7. Block upper and lower triangular matrix algebras. Let C be the com-
plex field. Let N be the set of all positive integers and let n ∈ N. For any positive
integer m with m ≤ n, we denote by d̄ = (d1, · · · , di, · · · , dm) ∈ Nm an ordered
m-vector of positive integers such that n = d1+ · · ·+di+ · · ·+dm. The block upper
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triangular matrix algebra Bd̄
n(C) is a subalgebra of Mn(C) with form

Bd̄
n(C) =

















Md1
(C) · · · Md1×di

(C) · · · Md1×dm
(C)

. . .
...

...
Mdi

(C) · · · Mdi×dm
(C)

O
. . .

...
Mdm

(C)

















.

Likewise, the block lower triangular matrix algebra B′d̄
n (C) is a subalgebra of Mn(C)

with form

B′d̄
n (C) =

















Md1
(C)
...

. . . O

Mdi×d1
(C) · · · Mdi

(C)
...

...
. . .

Mdm×d1
(C) . . . Mdm×di

(C) . . . Mdm
(C)

















Note that the full matrix algebra Mn(C) of all n × n matrices over C and the
upper(resp. lower) triangular matrix algebra Tn(C) of all n × n upper triangular
matrices over C are two special cases of block upper(resp. lower) triangular matrix

algebras. If n ≥ 2 and Bd̄
n(C) 6= Mn(C), then Bd̄

n(C) is an upper triangular algebra
and can be written as

Bd̄
n(C) =

[

Bd̄1

j (C) Mj×(n−j)(C)

O(n−j)×j Bd̄2

n−j(C)

]

,

where 1 ≤ j < m and d̄1 ∈ Nj , d̄2 ∈ Nm−j. Similarly, if n ≥ 2 and B′d̄
n (C) 6= Mn(C),

then B′d̄
n (C) is a lower triangular algebra and can be represented as

B′d̄
n (C) =

[

B′d̄1

j (C) Oj×(n−j)

M(n−j)×j(C) B′d̄2

n−j(C)

]

,

where 1 ≤ j < m and d̄1 ∈ Nj , d̄2 ∈ Nm−j .

xxsec4.7 Corollary 4.7. Every k-commuting mapping of the block upper triangular matrix

algebra Bd̄
n(C) (resp. the block lower triangular matrix algebra B′d̄

n (C)) is proper.

5. Topics for Future Potential Research
xxsec5

Although the main aim of this paper is to describe the form of k-commuting
mappings of generalized matrix algebras, the investigation of various additive map-
pings (associative-type, Jordan-type or Lie-type) on generalized matrix algebras
also have a great interest and should be further paid much attention. The study of
additive mappings on generalized matrix algebras is shedding light on the investi-
gation of functional identities in the background of such kind of algebras. In the
light of the motivation and contents of this article, we will propose several topics
with high potential and with merit for future research in this field.

The theory of functional identities was initiated by Brešar at the beginning of
90’s in last century and it was greatly developed by Beidar, Brešar, Chebotar,
and Martindale. A functional identity (FI) of an algebra can be roughly described
as an identical relation involving arbitrary elements of the algebra together with
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functions. The scope of the theory is to determine these functions or, in case
this is not possible, to determine the structure of the algebra admitting the given
FI. The first functional identities were introduced in the early 90’s by Brešar as
an attempt to unify several results on centralizing mappings. Then the theory
quickly developed through a decade until reaching an ultimate stage that covers
and unifies a number of existing results. The main motivation for constructing a
general theory relies on the applications, and FI-theory has shown its strength in
various areas. In particular, it turned out to be the right tool in proving several
conjectures formulated by Herstein in 1961 concerning the description of Lie-type
mappings in associative rings [33]. For a full and nice account of the development
of the theory of functional identities and their applications, we refer the reader to
the technical literature [13] for details.

Let A be an associative algebra. Let F1, F2, G1, G2 be mappings from A into
itself such that

F1(x)y + F2(y)x+ xG2(y) + yG1(x) = 0 (5.1)

for all x, y ∈ A. This is a basic functional identity, which was one of the first
functional identities studied in prime algebras. The mappings F1, F2, G1 and G2

are looked on as unknowns and the main purpose is to describe the form of these
mappings. The functional identity (5.1) is also closely related to commuting map-
pings, which is due to the fact each commuting additive mapping F of A gives rise
to the identity

F (x)y + F (y)x− xF (y)− yF (x) = 0

for all x, y ∈ A. This identity is just one special case of (5.1). Centralizing map-
pings and commuting mappings can be considered as the most basic and important
examples of functional identities. However, the general theory of functional identi-
ties, which was developed in [13], can not be applied to the context of triangular
rings, since these rings are not d-free. Nevertheless, Beidar, Brešar and Chebotar
investigated certain functional identities on upper triangular matrix algebras [4].
Moreover, Cheung described the form of commuting linear maps for a certain class
of triangular algebras [15, 16]. Later, several problems on certain types of mappings
on triangular rings and algebras have been studied, where some special examples
of functional identities appear. Zhang and his students [59] studied the functional
identity of type (5.1) in the context of nest algebras. Han [32] considered the func-
tional identity of type(5.1) on CSL algebras and characterized the form of linear
mappings F1, F2, G1, G2 : AlgL −→ M satisfying (5.1), where L is a commutative
subspace lattice generated by finite many commuting independent nests on a com-
plex separable Hilbert space H with dimH ≥ 3, AlgL is the CSL algebra associated
with L and M be a σ-weakly closed algebra containding AlgL. In two recent ar-
ticles [21, 22], Eremita studied functional identity (5.1) in triangular algebras. He
succeeded in describing the form of additive mappings F1, F2, G1, G2 : T −→ T sat-
isfying (5.1) if a triangular ring T satisfies certain conditions. Moreover, the notion
of the maximal left ring of quotients, which plays an important role in the study
of functional identities on (semi-)prime rings, is used to characterize those additive
mappings F1, F2, G1, G2 [22]. It is predictable that Eremita’s approach, which is
based on the notion of the maximal left ring of quotients, enable us to generalize
and unify a number of known results regarding mappings of triangular algebras and
generalized matrix algebras.



k-COMMUTING MAPPINGS OF GENERALIZED MATRIX ALGEBRAS 23

The functional identities in triangular algebras and full matrix algebras were
already studied in [4, 21, 22]. One would expect that the next step is to investigate
functional identities of generalized matrix algebras. The notion of generalized ma-
trix algebras efficiently unifies triangular algebras and full matrix algebras together.
The eventual goal of our systematic work is to deal with all questions related to ad-
ditive (or multiplicative) mappings of triangular algebras and full matrix algebras
under a unified frame, which is the desirable generalized matrix algebras frame.

xxsec5.1 Question 5.1. Let G = G(A,M,N,B) be a generalized matrix algebra over a com-

mutative ring R and let F1, F2, G1, G2 be mappings from G into itself such that

F1(x)y + F2(y)x+ xG2(y) + yG1(x) = 0

for all x, y ∈ G. Describe the forms of F1, F2, G1, G2 satisfying the above condition.

Although people embark on studying functional identities in triangular algebras
and full matrix algebras, the functional identities with additional structure has not
been treated yet. For instance, the functional identities with automorphisms and
derivations in generalized matrix algebras are worthy to be considered further.

Proposition 5.2. ([43, Proposition 4.2]) Let G = G(A,M,N,B) be a generalizedxxsec5.2
matrix algebra over a commutative ring R. An R-linear mapping Θ is a derivation

of G if and only if Θ has the form

Θ

([

a m

n b

])

=

[

δ1(a)−mn0 −m0n am0 −m0b+ τ2(m)
n0a− bn0 + ν3(n) n0m+ nm0 + µ4(b)

]

where m0 ∈ M,n0 ∈ N and

δ1 :A −→ A, τ2 :M −→ M, τ3 :N −→ M,

ν2 :M −→ N, ν3 :N −→ N, µ4 :B −→ B

are all R-linear mappings satisfying the following conditions:

(1) δ1 is a derivation of A with δ1(mn) = τ2(m)n+mν3(n);
(2) µ4 is a derivation of B with µ4(nm) = nτ2(m) + ν3(n)m;
(3) τ2(am) = aτ2(m) + δ1(a)m and τ2(mb) = τ2(m)b+mµ4(b);
(4) ν3(na) = ν3(n)a+ nδ1(a) and ν3(bn) = bν3(n) + µ4(b)n.

In view of Proposition 5.2 we have

xxsec5.3 Question 5.3. Let G = G(A,M,N,B) be a generalized matrix algebra over a com-

mutative ring R. Let F1, F2, G1, G2 be mappings from G into itself and Θ1,Θ2,∆1,∆2

be derivations from G into itself such that

F1(x)Θ2(y) + F2(y)Θ1(x) + ∆1(x)G2(y) + ∆2(y)G1(x) = 0

for all x, y ∈ G. What can we say about the forms of F1, F2, G1, G2 and those of

Θ1,Θ2,∆1,∆2 satisfying the above condition ?

Let us next concentrate on the functional identities with automorphisms in gen-
eralized matrix algebras. Automorphisms of generalized matrix algebras have been
intensively considered in Ánh and van Wyk [9]. Now we summarize some important
facts which are essential for our purposes.

Proposition 5.4. ([9, Theorem 3.6]) Let G = G(A,M,N,B) and G′ = G′(A′,M ′,xxsec5.4
N ′, B′) be two generalized matrix algebra over a commutative ring R. Suppose that

A′ and B′ have only trivial idempotents, and at least one of M ′ and N ′ is nonzero.
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Let Ω: G −→ G′ be an R-linear mapping. Then Ω is an isomorphism if and only if

Ω has one of the following forms:

(1) Ω

([

a m

n b

])

=

[

γ(a) γ(a)m′
0 −m′

0δ(b) + µ(m)
n′
0γ(a)− δ(b)n′

0 + ν(n) δ(b)

]

,

where γ : A −→ A′ and δ : B −→ B′ are two algebraic isomorphisms, µ : M −→ M ′

is a (γ, δ)-bimodule isomorphism, ν : N −→ N ′ is a (δ, γ)-bimodule isomorphism,

m′
0 ∈ M ′ and n′

0 ∈ N ′ are two fixed elements.

(2) Ω

([

a m

n b

])

=

[

σ(b) m′
∗ρ(a)− σ(b)m′

∗ + τ(n)
ρ(a)n′

∗ − n′
∗σ(b) + ζ(m) ρ(a)

]

,

where ρ : A −→ B′ and σ : B −→ A′ are two algebraic isomorphisms, ζ : M −→ N ′

is a (ρ, σ)-bimodule isomorphism, τ : N −→ M ′ is a (σ, ρ)-bimodule isomorphism,

m′
∗ ∈ M ′ and n′

∗ ∈ N ′ are two fixed elements.

A class of automorphisms established in the background of generalized matrix
algebras permit us to avoid the strong assumption—the diagonal algebras A and
B in a generalized matrix algebra G = [ A M

N B ] have only trivial idempotents—when
we ideal with those additive mappings with such kind of automorphisms on G.
Moreover, their expression forms will be more simpler than the form of Ω in the
above theorem.

Let 1 (resp. 1′) be the identity of the algebra A (resp. B), and let I be the
identity of the generalized matrix algebra G. We will use the following notations:

P =

[

1 0
0 0

]

, Q = I − P =

[

0 0
0 1′

]

and
G11 = PGP, G12 = PGQ, G21 = QGP, G22 = QGQ.

Thus the generalized matrix algebra G can be written as

G = PGP + PGQ+QGP +QGQ = G11 + G12 + G21 + G22.

Here, G11 and G22 are subalgebras of G which are isomorphic to A and B, respec-
tively. G12 is a (G11,G22)-bimodule which is isomorphic to the (A,B)-bimodule
M . G21 is a (G22,G11)-bimodule which is isomorphic to the (B,A)-bimodule N . It
should be remarked that πA(Z(G)) and πB(Z(G)) are isomorphic to PZ(G)P and
QZ(G)Q, respectively. Then there is an algebraic isomorphism χ : PZ(G)P −→
QZ(G)Q such that am = mχ(a) for all m ∈ PGQ. There is also an algebraic
isomorphism ̟ : QZ(G)Q −→ PZ(G)P such that bn = n̟(b) for all n ∈ QGP .

xxsec5.5 Definition 5.5. [15, Definition 5.1.6] An automorphism ξ of a generalized matrix
algebra G = [ A M

N B ] is said to be partible with respect to A,B,M,N , if it can be

written as ξ = φrξ, where r ∈ G, φr is an inner automorphism φr(x) = r−1xr, which
is induced by the element r, and ξ is an automorphism of G satisfying the conditions
ξ(PGP ) = PGP , ξ(PGQ) = PGQ, ξ(QGP ) = QGP and ξ(QGQ) = QGQ.

A generalized matrix algebra G = [ A M
N B ] is said to be partible if every automor-

phism of G is partible.

Indeed, there are a number of generalized matrix algebras which are partible, see
[23]. Those triangular algebras what Mart́ın González, Repka and Sánchez-Ortega
considered in [47, 50, 51] are exactly partible triangular algebras. Of course, those
algebras are also partible generalized matrix algebras. They take advantage of
structural features of partible triangular algebras to describe commuting mapping



k-COMMUTING MAPPINGS OF GENERALIZED MATRIX ALGEBRAS 25

with automorphisms on these algebras. Comparing the old version [50] and the
new version [47], we observe that partible triangular algebras not only cover upper
triangular matrix algebras and Hilbert sapce nest algebras, but also simplify the
complicated computational process. Yu and Zhang [58] investigated commuting
mappings with automorphisms on Hilbert space nest algebras. It should be re-
marked that nest algebras on Hilbert spaces are partible, see [23]. In view of these
works and Proposition 5.4 we ask

xxsec5.6 Question 5.6. Let G = G(A,M,N,B) be a partible generalized matrix algebra

over a commutative ring R. Let F1, F2, G1, G2 be mappings from G into itself and

Ω1,Ω2,Γ1,Γ2 be automorphisms from G into itself such that

F1(x)Ω2(y) + F2(y)Ω1(x) + Γ1(x)G2(y) + Γ2(y)G1(x) = 0

for all x, y ∈ G. How about are the forms of F1, F2, G1, G2 and those of Ω1,Ω2,Γ1,Γ2

satisfying the above condition ?
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