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COMPATIBLE ASSOCIATIVE ALGEBRAS AND SOME INVARIANTS

ERIK MAINELLIS1, AHMED ZAHARI 2*, BOUZID MOSBAHI 3*

Abstract. A compatible associative algebra is a vector space equipped with two associative multiplication
structures that interact in a certain natural way. This article presents the classification of these algebras
with dimension less than four, as well as the classifications of their corresponding derivations, centroids,
automorphisms, and quasi-centroids. We then characterize a selection of further invariants such as Rota-
Baxter operators and second cohomology for some specific examples.

1. Introduction

The classification of algebraic structures and their invariants is an important and ongoing research area in
mathematics and physics (see, for example, [11, 12, 14, 15]). The classical settings include associative, Lie,
and Jordan algebras. In particular, an associative algebra (A, λ) consists of a vector space A equipped with
a bilinear map λ : A⊗ A → A, denoted λ(u⊗ v) = u ⋆ v, that satisfies the associativity condition

(u ⋆ v) ⋆ w = u ⋆ (v ⋆ w)

for all u, v, w ∈ A. In [4], the authors classify associative algebras over the complex field with dimension less
than five. On a related note, invariant structures such as derivations and centroids have been studied for
various classes of algebras in numerous works [1, 2, 3, 6, 7, 13]. The algebra of derivations, for example, is
useful in algebraic and geometric classification problems. In another direction, there has been recent interest
in the second cohomology of associative algebras with additional structure [8, 9, 10]. Other invariants
include special types of linear maps from an algebra to itself, such as Rota-Baxter operators or Nijenhuis
operators.

In the present paper, we are concerned with compatible associative algebras, which are characterized by a
pair of associative-algebraic structures over a common vector space that interact in a nice way. Specifically,
a compatible associative algebra is a triple (A, λ1, λ2) for which (A, λ1) and (A, λ2) are both associative
algebras that satisfy the compatibility axiom

λ2 ◦ (λ1 ⊗ id) + λ1 ◦ (λ2 ⊗ id) = λ1 ◦ (id⊗λ2) + λ2 ◦ (id⊗λ1)

where id denotes the identity map on A. Letting ⋆1 and ⋆2 denote the multiplications λ1 and λ2 respectively,
the axiom becomes

(u ⋆1 v) ⋆2 w + (u ⋆2 v) ⋆1 w = u ⋆1 (v ⋆2 w) + u ⋆2 (v ⋆1 w)

for u, v, w ∈ A. We note that this identity is symmetric with respect to ⋆1 and ⋆2.

The paper is structured as follows. We first classify compatible associative algebras of dimension less than
four. We then classify derivations, centroids, automorphisms, and quasi-centroids for all algebras in these
dimensions. For a selection of cases, we classify further invariants such as Rota-Baxter operators, Nijenhuis
operators, averaging operators, Reynolds operators, quasi-derivations, generalized derivations, and second
cohomology. The computations for our classifications were done using Maple and Mathematica. Throughout,
we work over the complex field.
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2. Compatible Associative Algebras

Consider a pair of compatible associative algebras A = (A, λ1, λ2) and A
′ = (A′, λ′1, λ

′

2). A linear transfor-
mation ψ : A → A

′ is called a homomorphism if ψ ◦ λi = λ′i ◦ (ψ ⊗ ψ) for i = 1, 2. A homomorphism is an
isomorphism if it is bijective, and two compatible associative algebras are called isomorphic if there is an
isomorphism between them. We now recall the classification of complex associative algebras of dimensions
2 and 3 (obtained in [4]). We use these to classify the complex compatible associative algebras in the same
dimensions, listed as pairs of associative algebras.

Theorem 2.1. Any 2-dimensional complex associative algebra can be included in one of the following
isomorphism classes of algebras:

A
1
2 : e1e1 = e2

A
2
2 : e1e1 = e1, e1e2 = e2

A
3
2 : e1e1 = e1, e2e1 = e2

A
4
2 : e1e1 = e1, e1e2 = e2, e2e1 = e2

Here, {e1, e2} is a basis for the underlying vector space.

Theorem 2.2. Any 3-dimensional complex associative algebra can be included in one of the following
isomorphism classes of algebras:

A
1
3 : e1e3 = e2, e3e1 = e2

A
2
3 : e1e3 = e2, e3e1 = αe2, α ∈ C \ {1}

A
3
3 : e1e1 = e2, e1e2 = e3, e2e1 = e3

A
4
3 : e1e3 = e2, e2e3 = e2, e3e3 = e3

A
5
3 : e2e3 = e2, e3e1 = e1, e3e3 = e3

A
6
3 : e3e1 = e2, e3e2 = e2, e3e3 = e3

A
7
3 : e1e2 = e1, e2e2 = e2, e3e1 = e1, e3e3 = e3

A
8
3 : e1e3 = e1, e2e3 = e2, e3e1 = e1, e3e3 = e3

A
9
3 : e2e3 = e2, e3e1 = e1, e3e2 = e2, e3e3 = e3

A
10
3 : e1e3 = e1, e2e3 = e2, e3e1 = e1, e3e2 = e2, e3e3 = e3

A
11
3 : e1e3 = e2, e2e3 = e2, e3e1 = e2, e3e2 = e2, e3e3 = e3

A
12
3 : e1e1 = e2, e1e3 = e1, e2e3 = e2, e3e1 = e1, e3e2 = e2, e3e3 = e3

Here, {e1, e2, e3} is a basis for the underlying vector space.

Proposition 2.3. The 2-dimensional complex compatible associative algebras are given by the pairs

1. (A2
2,A

3
2),

2. (A2
2,A

4
2).

Proposition 2.4. The 3-dimensional complex compatible associative algebras are given by the pairs

1. (A1
3,A

3
3),

2. (A1
3,A

10
3 ),

3. (A1
3,A

11
3 ),

4. (A2
3,A

4
3),

5. (A2
3,A

5
3),

6. (A3
3,A

11
3 ),

7. (A4
3,A

8
3),

8. (A4
3,A

12
3 ),

9. (A5
3,A

7
3),

10. (A5
3,A

8
3),

11. (A5
3,A

9
3),

12. (A5
3,A

10
3 ),

13. (A5
3,A

11
3 ),

14. (A5
3,A

12
3 ),

15. (A6
3,A

7
3),

16. (A6
3,A

8
3),

17. (A6
3,A

9
3),

18. (A6
3,A

10
3 ),

19. (A6
3,A

12
3 ),

20. (A7
3,A

9
3),

21. (A7
3,A

10
3 ),

22. (A7
3,A

12
3 ),

23. (A8
3,A

9
3),

24. (A8
3,A

10
3 ),

25. (A8
3,A

12
3 ),

26. (A9
3,A

10
3 ),

27. (A9
3,A

12
3 ),

28. (A10
3 ,A

11
3 ),

29. (A10
3 ,A

12
3 ),

30. (A11
3 ,A

12
3 ).
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3. Some Invariants

The aim of this section is to classify a selection of invariants for compatible associative algebras that are
analogous to well-known operators from other algebraic settings. Most of these take the form of linear
operators that are characterized by certain identities. In particular, let (A, λ1, λ2) be a compatible associative
algebra with multiplications denoted by λi(u⊗v) = u⋆iv for i = 1, 2 and u, v ∈ A. In the following definitions,
we let i = 1, 2 and work with elements u, v ∈ A.

• An automorphism θ on A is an isomorphism θ : A → A. The set of all automorphisms on A forms a
group with respect to the composition, denoted by Aut(A).

• A derivation is a linear map d : A → A that satisfies d(u ∗i v) = d(u) ∗i v + u ∗i d(v).

• A linear map d : A → A is called a quasi-derivation if there exists another linear map d′ : A → A

such that
d′(u ∗i v) = d(u) ∗i v + u ∗i d(v).

• A linear map d : A → A is called a generalized derivation if there exist linear maps d′, d′′ : A → A

such that
d′′(u ⋆i v) = d(u) ⋆i v + u ⋆i d

′(v).

• A centroid is a linear map β : A −→ A that satisfies β(u ⋆i v) = β(u) ⋆i v = u ⋆i β(v).

• A quasi-centroid is a linear map δ : A −→ A that satisfies δ(u) ⋆i v = u ⋆i δ(v).

• A Rota-Baxter operator is a linear map R : A −→ A that satisfies

R(u) ⋆i R(v) = R(R(u) ⋆i v + u ⋆i R(v)).

• A Nijenhuis operator is a linear map N : A −→ A such that

N(u) ⋆i N(v) = N(N(u) ⋆i v) + u ⋆i N(v)−N(u ⋆i v)).

• An averaging operator is a linear map χ : A −→ A such that

χ(χ(u) ⋆i v) = χ(u) ⋆i χ(v) = χ(u ⋆i χ(v))).

• A Reynolds operator is a linear map ξ : A −→ A such that

ξ(ξ(u) ⋆i v) = ξ(ξ(u) ⋆i v + u ⋆i ξ(v)− ξ(u) ⋆i ξ(v)).

Our last invariant will be second cohomology, studied in [5]. To this end, let (A, λ1, λ2) and (A′, λ′1, λ
′

2) be
compatible associative algebras with multiplications denoted by

λi(u⊗ v) = u ⋆i v, λ′i(u⊗ v) = u ⋆′i v

for i = 1, 2. A pair (φ1, φ2) of bilinear maps A× A −→ A
′ is called a 2-cocycle if

φ2(u ⋆1 v,w) + φ1(u ⋆2 v,w) = φ1(u, v ⋆2 w) + φ2(u, v ⋆1 w)

for all u, v, w ∈ A. Next, a 2-cocycle (φ1, φ2) is called a 2-coboundary if there exists a linear transformation
T : A −→ A

′ such that
φi(u, v) = −T (u ⋆i v)

for i = 1, 2 and u, v ∈ A. We let Z2(A,A′) and B2(A,A′) denote 2-cocycles and 2-coboundaries respectively.
The quotient group

H2(A,A′) = Z2(A,A′)/B2(A,A′)

is called the second cohomology group of A with coefficients in A
′.
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We now describe the process for classifying these invariants. To begin, consider an automorphism θ on a
finite-dimensional complex compatible associative algebra A = (A, λ1, λ2) with multiplications denoted by
λi(u⊗v) = u⋆iv for i = 1, 2 and u, v ∈ A. Let {e1, e2, . . . , en} be a basis for A and denote the multiplications
on this basis by

ei ⋆1 ej = b1ije1 + b2ije2 + · · ·+ bnijen, ei ⋆2 ej = c1ije1 + c2ijc2 + · · ·+ cnijen

for structure constants bkij, c
k
ij ∈ C. Let

θ(ei) = θ1i e1 + θ2i e2 + · · ·+ θni en

for some θ1i , θ
2
i , . . . , θ

n
i ∈ C. Then the equalities

θ(ei ⋆1 ej) = θ(ei) ⋆1 θ(ej), θ(ei ⋆2 ej) = θ(ei) ⋆2 θ(ej)

yield

n
∑

k=1

bkijθ
r
k =

n
∑

q=1

n
∑

p=1

θpi θ
q
jb

r
pq,

n
∑

k=1

ckijθ
r
k =

n
∑

q=1

n
∑

p=1

θpi θ
q
j c

r
pq

for r = 1, 2, . . . , n. One obtains a classification of automorphisms on A by solving this system of equations
via computer algebra. We use a similar process to classify the other invariants. As another example, let d
be a derivation on A with

d(ei) = d1i e1 + d2i e2 + · · ·+ dni en

for d1i , d
2
i , . . . , d

n
i ∈ C. The equalities

d(ei ⋆1 ej) = d(ei) ⋆1 ej + ei ⋆1 d(ej), d(ei ⋆2 ej) = d(ei) ⋆2 ej + ei ⋆2 d(ej)

yield

n
∑

k=1

bkijd
r
k =

n
∑

k=1

(

dki b
r
kj + dkj b

r
ik

)

,
n
∑

k=1

ckijd
r
k =

n
∑

k=1

(

dki c
r
kj + dkj c

r
ik

)

for r = 1, 2, . . . , n. For the remaining operators, we solve similar systems of equations and present our
results using the following structure constants.

• Let β be a centroid on A with β(ei) = β1i e1 + β2i e2 + · · ·+ βni en.

• Let δ be a quasi-centroid on A with δ(ei) = δ1i e1 + δ2i e2 + · · ·+ δni en.

• Let R be a Rota-Baxter operator on A with R(ei) = R1
i e1 +R2

i e2 + · · · +Rn
i en.

• Let N be a Nijenhuis operator on A with N(ei) = N1
i e1 +N2

i e2 + · · · +Nn
i en.

• Let ξ be an averaging operator on A with ξ(ei) = ξ1i e1 + ξ2i e2 + · · ·+ ξni en.

• Let χ be a Reynold operator on A with χ(ei) = χ1
i e1 + χ2

i e2 + · · · + χn
i en.

• Let (φ1, φ2) be an 2-cocycle on A with

φ1(ei, ej) = g1ije1 + g2ije2 + · · ·+ gnijen, φ2(ei, ej) = h1ije1 + h2ije2 + · · ·+ hnijen.

For the linear maps d′ and d′′ that appear in the definitions of quasi-derivations and generalized derivations,
we will use the notations

d′(ei) = d′
1
i e1 + d′

2
i e2 + · · ·+ d′

n
i en, d′′(ei) = d′′

1
i e1 + d′′

2
i e2 + · · ·+ d′′

n
i en

for their structure constants.
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Proposition 3.1. The following matrix forms characterize the derivations, centroids, automorphisms and
quasi-centroids (respectively) of 2-dimensional compatible associative algebras.

• (A2
2,A

3
2) :

(

0 0
d21 d22

)

,

(

β11 0
0 β12

)

,

(

1 0
0 θ22

)

,

(

δ11 0
0 δ12

)

• (A2
2,A

4
2) :

(

0 0
0 d22

)

,

(

β11 0
0 β12

)

,

(

1 0
0 θ22

)

,

(

δ11 0
0 δ12

)

Proposition 3.2. The following matrix forms characterize the Rota-Baxter operators on 2-dimensional
compatible associative algebras.

• (A2
2,A

3
2) :

(

R1
1 R1

2
−(R2

1
)2

R2
2

−R2
1

)

,

(

0 0
R2

1 0

)

• (A2
2,A

4
2) :

(

0 0
R2

1 0

)

Proposition 3.3. The following matrix forms characterize the derivations, centroids, automorphisms and
quasi-centroids (respectively) of 3-dimensional compatible associative algebras.

• (A1
3,A

3
3) :





0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





0 0 0
θ21 0 0
θ31 0 0



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 0
0 0 δ31





• (A1
3,A

10
3 ) :





d11 0 0
d21 d21 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
θ21 θ21 0
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 δ13
0 δ21 δ23
0 0 δ31





• (A1
3,A

11
3 ) :





d11 0 0
0 d21
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 β23
0 0 β31



 ,





1 0 0
θ21 1 0
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 δ13
0 δ21 δ23
0 0 δ31





• (A2
3,A

4
3) :





d11 0 0
0 d21 d23
0 0 0



 ,





β12 0 0
0 β22 0
0 0 β32



 ,





θ11 0 0
0 θ21 θ23
0 0 1



 ,





δ13 0 0
0 δ23 0
0 0 δ33





• (A2
3,A

5
3) :





d11 0 0
0 d21 d23
0 0 0



 ,





β12 0 0
0 β22 0
0 0 β32



 ,





θ11 0 0
0 θ21 θ23
0 0 1



 ,





δ33 0 0
0 δ33 0
0 0 δ33





• (A3
3,A

11
3 ) :





0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 0
0 0 δ31





• (A4
3,A

8
3) :





d11 0 0
0 d21 d23
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
0 θ11 θ23
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 0
0 0 δ31





• (A4
3,A

11
3 ) :





d11 0 0
d21 d21 + d21 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
θ22 − θ21 θ22 0

0 0 1



 ,
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



δ11 δ12 δ13
δ21 δ11 − δ21 + δ12 −δ21
0 0 δ31 + δ31





• (A5
3,A

7
3) :





d11 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 0
0 0 δ31





• (A5
3,A

8
3) :





d11 0 0
0 d21 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
0 θ22 θ23
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 0
0 0 δ31





• (A5
3,A

9
3) :





d11 0 d13
0 d22 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 θ13
0 θ22 0
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 0
0 0 δ31





• (A5
3,A

10
3 ) :





d11 0 d13
0 d22 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
0 θ22 0
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 0
0 0 δ31





• (A5
3,A

11
3 ) :





d11 0 d13
0 d21 −d23
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ12 0 0
0 θ22 0
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 0
0 0 δ31





• (A5
3,A

12
3 ) :





d11 0 0
0 2d21 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
0 (θ21)

2 0
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 0
0 0 δ31





• (A6
3,A

7
3) :





0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 0
0 0 δ31





• (A6
3,A

8
3) :





d11 0 0
0 d21 d23
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
0 θ21 θ23
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 0
0 0 δ31





• (A6
3,A

9
3) :





d11 0 0
0 d21 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ12 0 0
0 θ22 0
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ11 0
0 0 δ11





• (A6
3,A

10
3 ) :





d11 0 0
d21 d21 + d21 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
θ22 − θ21 θ22 0

0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 δ13
0 δ21 −δ23
0 0 δ31





• (A6
3,A

12
3 ) :





d11 0 0
d21 2d21 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
(θ21)

2 − θ21 (θ21)
2 0

0 0 0



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 0
0 0 δ31





• (A7
3,A

9
3) :





0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 0
0 0 δ31




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• (A7
3,A

10
3 ) :





d11 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 0
0 0 δ31





• (A7
3,A

12
3 ) :





0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 0
0 0 δ31





• (A8
3,A

9
3) :





d11 0 0
0 2d21 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
0 θ22 0
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 0
0 0 δ31





• (A8
3,A

10
3 ) :





d11 0 0
0 d22 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 β13
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
0 θ22 0
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 δ13
0 δ21 0
0 0 δ31





• (A8
3,A

12
3 ) :





d11 0 0
0 2d21 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
0 θ211 0
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 δ13
0 δ21 0
0 0 δ31





• (A9
3,A

10
3 ) :





d11 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 0
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
0 θ22 0
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 δ23
0 0 δ31





• (A9
3,A

12
3 ) :





d11 0 0
0 2d21 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 β23
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
0 (θ21)

2 0
0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 δ23
0 0 δ31





• (A10
3 ,A

11
3 ) :





d11 0 0
d21 d21 + d21 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 β23
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
θ22 − θ21 θ22 0

0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 δ13
0 δ21 δ23
0 0 δ31





• (A10
3 ,A

12
3 ) :





d11 0 0
d21 2d21 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 β23
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
(θ21)

2 (θ21)
2 0

0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 δ23
0 0 δ31





• (A11
3 ,A

12
3 ) :





d11 0 0
d21 2d21 0
0 0 0



 ,





β11 0 0
0 β21 β23
0 0 β31



 ,





θ11 0 0
(θ21)

2 − θ21 (θ21)
2 0

0 0 1



 ,





δ11 0 0
0 δ21 δ23
0 0 δ31





Example 3.4. We characterize further invariants on A = (A1
3,A

3
3) via the following matrix forms.

(1) Rota-Baxter operators:

•





0 0 0
R2

1 R2
2 0

0 0 0



 ,





0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 R3

3



 ,





0 0 0
R2

1 0 0
R3

1 0 0



 ,





0 0 0
R2

1 0 0
0 0 0



 ,





0 0 0
0 0 0
R3

1 0 R3
3





(2) Averaging operators:

•





ξ11 0 ξ13
ξ21 0 ξ23
0 0 0



 ,







ξ11 0 ξ13
ξ21 2ξ21 ξ23

(ξ3
1
)2

ξ3
1

0 ξ31






,





0 0 0
ξ21 0 ξ23
0 0 ξ33



 ,





ξ11 0 ξ13
ξ21 0 ξ23
0 0 0



 ,





0 0 0
ξ21 0 ξ23
ξ31 0 ξ33




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(3) Reynolds operators:

•





χ1
1 0 0
χ2
1 0 0
χ3
1 0 0



 ,





0 0 0
χ2
1 0 0
χ3
1 0 0



 ,





0 0 0
0 0 0
χ3
1 0 χ3

3



 ,





0 0 0
χ2
1 χ2

2 0
0 0 0





(4) Nijenhuis operators:

•





N1
1 0 0

N2
1 0 0

N3
1 0 0



 ,





0 0 0
N2

1 0 0
N3

1 0 0



 ,





N1
3 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 N3

1



 ,





N1
3 0 0
0 0 0
N3

1 0 N3
1





(5) Quasi-derivations:

•





d11 0 0
0 d21 0
0 0 d31



 ,





d′11 d′12 d′13
d′21 d′22 −d′21 − d′22 + 2d′21
d′31 d′32 −d′31 − d′32 + 2d′31





(6) Generalized derivations:

•





d11 0 0
0 d22 0

0 0 d31 + d′32



 ,





d′11 d′12 d′13
d′21 d′11 + d′21 0
−d31 0 d′11 + d′21



 ,





d′′11 d′′12 d′′13
d′′21 d′′22 d′21 + d21 + d21 − d′′21 − d′′22
d′′31 d′′32 d32 − d′31 − d′′31 − d′′32





Example 3.5. Consider the 4-dimensional associative algebras A
1
4 and A

2
4 with bases {e1, e2, e3, e4} and

multiplication structures

A
1
4 : e1e1 = e4, e2e2 = e2, e3e2 = e3, A

2
4 : e1e1 = e1, e1e3 = e3, e2e2 = e2, e2e4 = e4, e4e1 = e4.

These form a compatible associative algebra A = (A1
4,A

2
4). The derivations, centroids, quasi-centroids,

Reynolds operators, averaging operators, Nijenhuis operators, and automorphisms on A are characterized
(respectively) by the following matrix forms.








0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
d41 −d41 0 0









,









β11 0 0 0
0 β21 0 0
0 0 β31 0
0 0 0 β41









,









δ11 0 0 0
0 δ21 0 0
0 0 δ31 0
0 0 0 δ41









,









0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
χ3
1 χ3

2 0 0
χ4
1 χ4

2 0 0









,









ξ14 0 0 0
ξ21 ξ22 ξ23 0
0 0 ξ34 0
ξ41 ξ42 − ξ44 ξ43 ξ44









,









0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 N3

3 0
N4

1 N4
2 N4

3 0









,









1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
θ41 −θ41 0 1









Example 3.6. In this example, we compute the second cohomology groups for several compatible associative
algebras. We begin with 2-cocycles:

• (A2
2,A

3
2) :









g111 g211
g112 g212
g111 g211
g112 g212









,









h111 h211
0 0
h121 h221
0 0








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• (A2
2,A

4
2):









g111 g211
g112 g212
g121 g221
g122 g222









,









h111 h211
h112 h212
h121 h221
0 0









• (A5
3,A

8
3) :





























g111 g211 g311
g112 g212 g312
g113 g213 g313
g121 g221 g321
g122 g222 g322
g123 g223 g323
g131 g231 g331
g132 g232 g332
g133 g233 g333





























,





























0 0 0
0 0 0
h113 h213 h313
0 0 0
0 0 0
h123 h223 h323
h113 h213 h313
0 0 0
h133 h233 h333





























• (A9
3,A

10
3 ) :





























g111 g211 g311
g112 g212 g312
g113 g213 g313
g121 g221 g321
g122 g222 g322
g123 g223 g323
g131 g231 g331
g132 g232 g332
g133 g233 g333





























,





























0 0 0
0 0 0
h113 h213 h313
0 0 0
0 0 0
h123 h223 h323
h131 h231 h331
h132 h232 h332
h133 h233 h333





























This yields the following:

• H2(A2
2,A

3
2) = (

〈

g111, g
2
12

〉

,
〈

h111, h
2
21

〉

)

• H2(A2
2,A

4
2) = (

〈

g111, g
2
12

〉

,
〈

h111, h
2
12, h

2
21

〉

)

• H2(A5
3,A

8
3) = (

〈

g223, g
1
31, g

3
33

〉

,
〈

h113, h
2
23, h

1
31, h

3
33

〉

)

• H2(A9
3,A

10
3 ) = (

〈

g223, g
1
31, g

2
32, g

3
33

〉

,
〈

h113, h
2
23, h

1
31, h

2
32, h

3
33

〉

)
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