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Abstract

Let R be a ring with involution containing a nontrivial symmetric
idempotent element e. Let 0 : R — R be a mapping such that 6(ab) =
o(b)a™ + b*(a) for all a,b € R, we call 6 a x—reverse derivable map on
R. In this paper, our aim is to show that under some suitable restrictions
imposed on R, every x—reverse derivable map of R is additive.
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1 Introduction

Let R be a ring, by a derivation of R, we mean an additive map § : R — R
such that d(ab) = d(a)b + ad(b) for all a,b € R. A derivation which is not
necessarily additive is said to be a multiplicative derivation or derivable map of
R. A mapping § : R — R is known as multiplicative Jordan derivation of R if
d(ab+ba) = 6(a)b+ad(b) +d(b)a+ bd(a) for all a,b € R. In addition, ¢ is called
n—multiplicative derivation of R if d(araz---a,) = > jaras---8(a;)- - an
for all a1, as,--- ,a, € R. In [12], Herstein introduced a mapping “!” satisfying
(a+b)T =a’ + b and (ab)! = bla + ba' called a reverse derivation, which is
certainly not a derivation. Moreover, a mapping 0 : R — R satisfying 6(ab) =
0(b)a+bd(a) for all a,b € R is called a multiplicative reverse derivation or reverse
derivable map of R. Let e be an idempotent element of R such that e # 0, 1.
Then R can be decomposed as follows:

R=cRe@eR(1—e)P(1 —e)ReP(1 —e)R(1 —¢)


http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.03101v1

This decomposition of R is called two-sided Peirce decomposition relative to e
([13], see pg. 48). It is easy to see that the components of this decomposition
are the subrings of R and for our convenience, we denote Ry; = eRe, Ri3 =
eR(1 —¢e),Ra; = (1 —e)Re and Ry = (1 — €)R(1 —¢e). For any r € R, we
denote the elements of R;; by r;; for all 7,7 € {1,2}. A mapping ¢ : R — R is
said to be a left (resp. right) centralizer if ¥ (ab) = ¥(a)b (resp. ¥ (ab) = a(b))
for all a,b € R. Moreover, if v is left and right centralizer, then it is called
centralizer of R. A mapping F' : R — R (not necessarily additive) such that
F(ab) = F(a)b+ ad(b) for all a,b € R is said to be a multiplicative generalized
derivation associated with derivation ¢ of R. Note that, every multiplicative left
centralizer is a multiplicative generalized derivation. By involution, we mean a
mapping * : R — R such that (x+y)* = 2*+y*, (¢*)* = z and (xy)* = y*z* for
all z,y € R. An element s € R satisfying s* = s is called a symmetric element
of R.

The problem of when a multiplicative mapping must be additive has been
studied by several authors. In this direction, Martindale [I5] gave a remarkable
result. He discovered a set of conditions on R such that every multiplicative
isomorphism and anti-automorphism on R is additive. In 1991, inspired by
Martindale’s work Daif [I] extended these results to multiplicative derivations.
He imposed same restrictions on R and obtained the additivity of multiplicative
derivations. In a very nice paper [3], Eremita and Ilisevic discussed the addi-
tivity of multiplicative left centralizers that are defined from R into a bimodule
M over R and gave a number of applications of the main result, that is stated
as follows:

Let R be a ring and M be a bimodule over R. Further, let ey € R be a
nontrivial idempotent (and 1 — ey = ez) such that for anym € M ={m € M :
mZ(R) = (0)}, where Z(R) denotes the center of R,

(i) exmeiRes = (0) implies eyme; = 0,

(i) eymesRey 0) implies e;mes = 0,

(111) eymesRes = (0) implies eymes = 0,

(0)
(0)
(iv) eamey Rea = (0) implies eame; = 0,
(v) eamesRe; = (0) implies eames = 0,
(0)

(vi) eameaRes = (0) implies eames = 0.

Then every left centralizer ¢ : R — M is additive. An year later, Daif and
Tammam-El-Sayiad [2] investigated the additivity of multiplicative generalized
derivations. In 2009, Wang [16] extended the result of Daif and obtained the
additivity of n—multiplicative derivation of R. In a recent paper, Jing and Lu
[14] examined the additivity of multiplicative Jordan and multiplicative Jordan
triple derivations. This sort of problems and their solutions are not limited
only to the class associative rings. For the case of additivity of maps defined
on non-associative rings and having a nontrivial idempotent, some results have



already been proved. In alternative rings we can mention the works in [4], [5],
[6, 7, 8], [@], [I0], [T1]. In light of all the cited papers, the natural question
could be whether the results obtained for multiplicative derivations can also be
discussed for multiplicative reverse derivations. In this paper, we consider this
problem and answer it with the same set of assumptions taken by Martindale
and Daif. Moreover, some appropriate examples are also given.

2 Main Results

Definition 2.1. Let * be an involution on R. Then an additive mapping 0 :
R — R is called the x—reverse derivation if §(ab) = d(b)a* + b*d(a) for all
a,b € R. If 0 is not necessarily additive then it is called x—reverse derivable
map of R.

Example 2.1. Let R = { < CCL Z ) ta,b,e,de Z}, where Z is the ring of inte-
. a b —b 2b
gers. Define a mapping 6 : R — R such that § ¢ d > = ( a—%—d b >

and * be the standard involution of R. Clearly, 0 is a x—reverse derivation, which
is neither a derivation mor a reverse derivation.

The main result of this paper reads as follows:

Theorem 2.1. Let R be a ring with involution containing a nontrivial symmet-
ric idempotent element e such that the following conditions are satisfied

(M1) xR = 0 implies = 0.

(M2) eRx =0 implies x =0 (hence Rz = 0 implies x =0).
(M3) exeR(1 —e) = 0 implies exe = 0.

Then every x—reverse derivable map 6 : R — R is additive.

Corollary 2.1. Let R be a prime ring with a nontrivial symmetric idempotent
e. Then every x—reverse derivable map of R is additive.

Corollary 2.2. Let R be the ring same as in Theorem [21] and

R—{(rll le)lTijGRij}ﬁRu@Ru@Rm@Rm—R-
T21 T2

Moreover, R11 = {< T(l)l 8 ) 1Ty € Ru} . Similarly to other spaces Ri2, Ro1

and Roo. Let £ = (e)

R such that §(XY) = 6(Y)7(X) + 7(Y)d(X) for all X,Y € R, where T is
the transpose map, which is named transpose reverse derivable map. Under the
same conditions (M1)-(M3) of Theorem [Zl, every transpose reverse derivable
map is additive.

8 > be the non-trivial idempotent in R. Define § : R —



It is easy to note that §(e) = ai1 + aia + az1 + ag. Since §(e) = §(e?) =
d(e)e* + e*d(e), it follows that d(e) = aj2 + az1. Define a mapping p : R — R
such that p(x) = [a21 — a12, 2*]. It is not difficult to check that @ is an additive
x—reverse derivable map. Thus, we set A = § — p, which is also a x—reverse
derivable map and A is additive if and only if § is so. Moreover it is easy to
observe that A(e) =0

We shall use the following fact very frequently in the sequel.

Proposition 2.1. Let s € R (sij € Rij, where i,j € {1,2}). Then s}; = rji,
where r = s* € R. Moreover, s;; =r7;.
Proof. Let s € R be any element. Then for es(1 — e) = s12 € Ry2, we have
(es(l1 —e))* = (1 —e)*s*e* = (1 — e)s™e. It gives that s7, = ra1, where r = s*.

Similarly, one can easily observe that s3, = 72, s7; = r11 and s3, = rao.
Moreover, for each s;; € R there exists unique 7 € R such that 77, = s;; as x is
bijective. O

Lemma 2.1. A(0) =0
Proof. The proof is trivial. O

Lemma 2.2. A(Ru) C Rji, where i,j = {1,2}

Proof. For any x11 € Rq1, we have A(z11) = A(exiie) = A(xr1e)e™ = e*A(xq1)e*
GA(IH)G € Rq11. Hence A(Rll) C Rqy.

For any o € Rao, A(xa2) € R, we put A(xaz) = r11 + r12 + 121 + 722. Now
0= A(el'gz) = A(,ng)e* = (7‘11 + 712 + 101 + 7‘22)6 = r11 + ro1. Likewise
0 = A(za2e) = e*A(x22) = 711 + r12. It implies r11 = ro; = r12 = 0. Therefore
A(l‘gg) = 199 and hence A(Rgg) C Ros.

For any rig € ng, A(Ilg) = b11 + b12 + b21 + b22. Now A(Ilg) = A(6$12) =
A(:Eu)e* =by1 +boy and 0 = A(Ilge) = e*A(x12) = 6(b11 + b12 + b2y + b22) =
b11 + b12. Thus A(x12) = be; and hence A(Ry2) C Roy.

Let be 297 € Ry then A(l‘gl) = 11+ ¢12 + ¢91 + co2. Now A(l‘gl) = A(l‘gle) =
G*A(,Tzl) =c11 +ci2 and 0 = A(G,Tgl) = A(,Tgl)e* = (611 + c12 + co1 + 622)6 =
c11 + c21. That yields A(:Z?Ql) = 12 and hence A(Rzl) C Rio. O

The following Lemmas has the same hypotheses of Theorem 2Tl and we need
these Lemmas for the proof of the main result.
Lemma 2.3. A({E“ + Ijk) = A(.I“) + A(.Ijk) fOT all x;; € Ry and Tk € Rjk-

Proof. Firstly, we assume that i = 1 = k and j = 2. For any 1, € Ry,, where
n € {1,2}, we have

A
= A

T11 + T21)Sn1 + (@11 + 221) " A(sp1) — 71 A(Sn1)

T11 + Z12)T1n.

(A(z11) + A(xo1))r1n = A(z11)710
= A(zu)s,
= A(snlxll) — 271 A(Sn1)
= A(spi(z11 + 221)) — 27, Alsn1)
(
(



Therefore, we have
(A(.Ill) + A(IQl) — A({Ell + .Igl))Tln =0 forall ne {1, 2} (1)

For any ry, € Ra,, we have

>

(A(z11) + A(221))7r2n

(w21)72n
(z21)s7,
(Snﬂ?zl) — 251 A(8p2)
A(sn2(r11 + 221)) — 73 A(8n2)
(
(

I
> b

= Az +221)s5 + (x11 + 221) " A(Sn2) — 25, A(sn2)
= Az + z21)r2n.
That is
(A(l‘ll) + A(,Tzl) - A(l‘ll + xgl))Tgn =0 forall ne {1, 2} (2)

Combining (1) and (2], we obtain
(A(z11) + A(ze1) — A(x11 + 221))R = 0.
By hypothesis (M1), we have
Az + 21) = A(z11) + A(z21).

For the sake of completeness, now we consider the case when ¢ = 7 = 1 and
k = 2. For any r,,; € R,1, we have

rn1(A(z11) + A(12)) = rpiA(z)
= s7,,A(z11)
= A(zu1s1n) — A(s1n)21:
= A((z11 +212)810) — Als10)27;
= A(sin)(z11 + 212)" + 51, A(x11 + 212) — A(s10) 27,
rniA(z11 + 212).

Thus, we have

rn1(A(z11) + A(12) — A(z11 + 212)) =0 for all n € {1,2}. (3)
Likewise, for any r,2 € R,2, we obtain

rn2(A(x11) + A(12) — A(z11 + 212)) =0 for all n € {1,2}. (4)
Combining @) and @), we get

R(A(711) + A(z12) — A(z11 + 712)) = 0.



By hypothesis (M2), we have

Az + z12) = A(z11) + A(z12).
In the similar fashion, we can show that

A(z92 + 221) = A(z22) + A(221).

and
A(IQQ —+ Ilg) = A(IQQ) —+ A({E12).

Lemma 2.4. A is additive on R;;, where i # j and i,j € {1,2}.

Proof. Assume that ¢ = 1 and j = 2. Let x12,y12 € R12 be any elements. For
each r,1 € R,1, we note that

1 (A(z12) + A(y12)) = 0 = rn1 A(z12 + Y12).
That gives
1 (A(z12) + A(y12) — A(z12 + y12)) =0 for all n e {1,2}. (5)
Now, we observe that (212 + y12)S2n, = (€ + 212)(S2n + Y1252, ). Thus we have

A((z12 +y12)s2n) = A((e+z12)(s20 + Y12520))
= A(s2n + y1282n)(€ + x12)" + (S2n + Y12520) " Ae + 712)
= A(son)7y + A(y12520) + S5, A(712)
= A(r1252n) + A(y12520)-
That is
A((r12 + y12)520) = A(T12520) + A(Y12520)-

Now, we consider

r2(A(z12) + Ay12)) = s3,(A(z12) + Ay12))

= 53, A(@12) + 83, A(y12)

= A(z12520) — As20)272 + A(y1252n) — A(s2n)¥712

= A(x12520) + A(y12520) — A(s2,) (212 + Y12)"

= A(x12520) + A(y12520) — A((z12 + y12)520) + 55, A(212 + Y12)

Using the above expression, we get
TnQ(A(.IlQ) + A(ylg) — A(xlg + y12)) =0 forall ne {1, 2} (6)
Combining () and (@), we find

R(A(z12) + A(y12) — A(z12 +y12)) = 0.



In view of assumption (M2), it follows that
A(z12) + A(y12) = Az12 + y12).

We now discuss the case when ¢ = 2 and j = 1. Let x21,y21 € Ro1 be any
elements. For each r1,, € Ry,, we see that

(A(z21) + A(y21))r1n = 0 = A(221 + Y21)710-
That gives
(A(z21) + A(y21) — A(z21 + yo21))71n. for all n e {1,2}. (7)
One may observe that s,2(221 + y21) = (Sn2 + Sn2y21)(e + 221). Thus we have

A(sp2(2o1 +921)) = A((5n2 + sn2y21)(e + x21))

A(e + 221)(5n2 + sp2ye1)” + (e + 221) " A(Sn2 + Sn2y21)
(
(

= A(w21)872 + A(sn2y21) + 751 A(sn2)
= A(Sp2w21) + A(sp2y21).

That is
A(sn2(z21 +y21)) = A(sp2x21) + A(sn2y21).

Now, we consider

(A(w21) + A(y21))r2n = A(x21)r20 + A(y21)720
= A221)s52 + A(Yy21) 552
= A(sn2w21) — 251 A(sn2) + Alsn2y21) — ¥51A(sn2)
= A(sn2221) + A(sn2y21) — (221 + y21) A(Sn2)
= A(sn2721) + A(sn2y21) — A(sp2(z21 + y21)) + Az21 + y21)870

Using the above expression, we get
(A(xa1) + A(y21) — A(x21 + y21))r2, = 0 for all n e {1,2}. (8)
Combining (@) and (&), we find
(A(z21) + A(y21) — A(w21 + y21))R = 0.
By hypothesis (M1), we get

A(xa1) + A(y21) = A(z21 + y21).

Lemma 2.5. A is additive on Ri1.



Proof. Let x11,y11 € R11 be any elements. For any 2 € Ry2, we find that

(A(z11) + Ayir))riz = Azi)rie + A(yi)riz
= Az11)s31 + A(yi1)sy
= A(saiz11) + As21y11) — (x11 + y11) " Als21)
( + A(s21911) — A(s21 (@11 + y11)) + A(z11 + y11)s5,
(11 + y11)r12. (using Lemma 2.4

= A(s21211)
= A

It implies that
(A(z11) + A(y11) — A(z11 + y11))Ri2 = 0.

In view of (M3), we obtain A(z11 + y11) = A(z11) + A(y11).

Lemma 2.6. A is additive on Re = Rq11 + Ros.

Proof. Let x11,y11 € R11 and x21,y21 € Ro1 be any elements. We consider

A(zir +221) + (Y11 +y21)) = A(@1n +y11) + (221 + y21))
Ax11 +y11) + Axer + y21) (by Lemma 23)
= A(z11) + A(y1r) + A(war) + A(y21)
(by Lemma 24 and Lemma 2.3])
= (Az11) + A(z21)) + (A(yin) + A(y21))
= A(r11 +221) + Ay +y21) (by Lemma 23).

It proves our claim. O

Proof of Theorem 2.7} Let r € eR be any element. Then for each z,y € R,
we have

r(A(@) +Ay) = rA@) +rAy)
= $"A(z) + s*A(y)
= Azs) + Ays) — As)z”™ — Als)y”
= A((z+y)s)—A(s)(z+y)" (using Lemma 26
= As)(z+y)* +sAlx+y)— A(s)(z +y)*.
rA(z +y)

That yields, eR(A(x) + A(y) — A(z + y)) = 0. By hypothesis (M2), we find
Az +y) = A(z) + A(y). Tt completes the proof.

We now construct an example to show that the restrictions imposed in Theorem
211 are sufficient (but not necessary) for the additivity of x—reverse derivable
maps.



Example 2.2. Consider R = {( g 2 ) ra,b e Zﬁ}. Note that R is a
ring with nontrivial idempotent element e = ( % g ) There exists 0 #

2 4 ) = x € R such that eRx = 0 and mappings 6 : R — R defined

0 2
a b 0 b)) . . : :
by 6 0a)=\lgg)sam additive x—reverse derivable map associated
. . . a b\ a —b
with the involution * defined by 0 a =\5 a /) Thus, we see that

our hypothesis is not satisfied but there exists a x—reverse derivable map which
is additive.
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