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AN EXTENSION OF PETEK-ŠEMRL PRESERVER THEOREMS FOR

JORDAN EMBEDDINGS OF STRUCTURAL MATRIX ALGEBRAS

ILJA GOGIĆ, MATEO TOMAŠEVIĆ

Abstract. Let Mn be the algebra of n×n complex matrices and Tn ⊆ Mn the corresponding
upper-triangular subalgebra. In their influential work, Petek and Šemrl characterize Jordan
automorphisms of Mn and Tn, when n ≥ 3, as (injective in the case of Tn) continuous
commutativity and spectrum preserving maps φ : Mn → Mn and φ : Tn → Tn. Recently, in a
joint work with Petek, the authors extended this characterization to the maps φ : A → Mn,
where A is an arbitrary subalgebra of Mn that contains Tn. In particular, any such map φ

is a Jordan embedding and hence of the form φ(X) = TXT−1 or φ(X) = TXtT−1, for some
invertible matrix T ∈ Mn.

In this paper we further extend the aforementioned results in the context of structural
matrix algebras (SMAs), i.e. subalgebras A of Mn that contain all diagonal matrices. More
precisely, we provide both a necessary and sufficient condition for an SMA A ⊆ Mn such
that any injective continuous commutativity and spectrum preserving map φ : A → Mn is
necessarily a Jordan embedding. In contrast to the previous cases, such maps φ no longer
need to be multiplicative/antimultiplicative, nor rank-one preservers.

1. Introduction

A Jordan homomorphism between associative algebras (or just rings) A and B is a linear
(additive) map φ : A → B such that

φ(ab+ ba) = φ(a)φ(b) + φ(b)φ(a), for all a, b ∈ A.

When the algebras (rings) are 2-torsion-free, this is equivalent to

φ(a2) = φ(a)2, for all a ∈ A.

The theory of Jordan homomorphisms originates with Jordan algebras, a class of nonasso-
ciative algebras (similar to Lie algebras) which appear in various areas, including functional
analysis and theoretical quantum mechanics. Since the vast majority of Jordan algebras with
relevant applications arise as subalgebras of associative algebras in a natural way, Jordan
homomorphisms are often studied precisely in the context of associative algebras. The basic
examples of Jordan homomorphisms are algebra homomorphisms and antihomomorphisms.
One of the central questions in the Jordan theory is determining conditions on algebras A
and B such that any Jordan homomorphism φ : A → B (possibly with some additional as-
sumptions such as surjectivity) is multiplicative or antimultiplicative, or more generally, can
be written as a suitable combination of such maps. This problem has a rich and long history
(see e.g. [4, 15, 16, 22]).
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Our paper narrows down the scope to matrix algebras. Let Mn be the algebra of n ×
n matrices over the field of complex numbers. It is well-known that any nonzero Jordan
homomorphism φ :Mn →Mn is precisely of the form

(1.1) φ(X) = TXT−1 or φ(X) = TXtT−1,

for some invertible matrix T ∈ Mn (see e.g. [15, 20]). Many attempts were made to char-
acterize Jordan homomorphisms, particularly on matrix algebras, using simple preserving
properties. In fact, a basis for this paper is the following (nonlinear) preserver problem which
elegantly characterizes Jordan automorphisms of Mn:

Theorem 1.1 ([19, Theorem 1.1]). Let φ : Mn → Mn, n ≥ 3 be a continuous map which
preserves commutativity and spectrum. Then there exists an invertible matrix T ∈ Mn such
that φ is of the form (1.1).

The first version of this result was actually formulated by Petek and Šemrl in [18], where
it contained an additional assumption, that φ preserves rank-one matrices, or commutativity
in both directions. Its current form was obtained by Šemrl a decade later in [19], with the
necessity of all assumptions being established via counterexamples. Furthermore, owing to a
clever application of the Fundamental theorem of projective geometry, the proof of Theorem
1.1 turns out to be somewhat shorter than the proof of the initial version, which relied entirely
on elementary calculations.

A direct and natural sequel to this result was Petek’s paper [17] concerning the algebra Tn
of all upper-triangular matrices in Mn. More precisely, Petek gives a complete description of
continuous commutativity and spectrum preservers Tn → Tn. The general form of these maps
is somewhat nontrivial, but for n ≥ 3, by additionally assuming injectivity (or surjectivity),
one obtains precisely the maps of the form (1.1), for a suitable invertible matrix T ∈Mn. In
particular, all such maps are Jordan automorphisms of Tn. More recently, in a joint work with
Petek, the authors in [13] obtained a generalization of the aforementioned result to the next
natural case: subalgebras A ⊆Mn which contain the upper-triangular algebra Tn. As it turns
out, these are precisely the block upper-triangular algebras (see [24]). The result obtained
was even more general, showing that any injective continuous commutativity and spectrum
preserver φ : A → Mn, where n ≥ 3 and A ⊆ Mn is a block upper-triangular algebra, is in
fact a Jordan embedding and therefore of the form (1.1).

In order to further extend (and unify) the aforementioned results, the next logical step
would be to consider the subalgebras of Mn which contain all diagonal matrices. As it turns
out, these are precisely unital subalgebras of Mn spanned by some set of matrix units (see
[14, Proposition 3.1]). Such algebras were originally introduced in the literature by Van Wyk
in [25] under the name structural matrix algebras (abbreviated as SMAs). They are closely
related to incidence algebras and have been studied in many papers, such as [1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7,
8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 21, 25]. In our recent paper [14], we determined the general form of Jordan
embeddings between two SMAs in Mn (Theorem 2.2 further in the text), hence extending
Coelho’s description of their algebra automorphisms [9, Theorem C]. In the same paper [14]
we also showed that for an arbitrary SMA A ⊆ Mn any linear unital rank-one preserver
A → Mn is necessarily a Jordan embedding [14, Theorem 5.7], while the converse fails in
general. Furthermore, we described the general form of linear rank preservers A → Mn, as
maps X 7→ S

(
PX + (I − P )Xt

)
T , for some invertible matrices S, T ∈ Mn and a central

idempotent P ∈ A.

The purpose of this paper is to extend the aforementioned Petek-Šemrl preserver theorems
for Jordan embeddings in the context of SMAs. The main result of the paper is Theorem 3.7,
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which provides both a necessary and sufficient condition on an SMA A ⊆ Mn such that any
injective continuous commutativity and spectrum preserving map A → Mn is necessarily a
Jordan embedding.

This paper is organized as follows. We begin Section §2 by providing relevant terminology,
notation and results that will be used throughout the paper. In Section §3, we state and prove
our main result, Theorem 3.7. In Section §4 we first provide examples which demonstrate
that, in contrast to the previous cases of Mn, Tn, and the general block upper-triangular
subalgebras of Mn, Jordan embeddings of arbitrary SMAs which satisfy the condition (i) of
Theorem 3.7, no longer need to be multiplicative/antimultiplicative, nor rank(-one) preservers
(Examples 4.1 and 4.2). Finally, we also discuss the indispensability of all the assumptions of
Theorem 3.7 (Remark 4.3).

2. Notation and Preliminaries

We shall follow the same notation from [14]. More specifically, for any set S, by |S| we
denote its cardinality. If ρ is a binary relation on a set S, for a fixed x ∈ S by ρ(x) and ρ−1(x)
we denote its image and preimage by ρ, respectively, i.e.

ρ(x) = {y ∈ S : (x, y) ∈ ρ}, ρ−1(x) = {y ∈ S : (y, x) ∈ ρ}.

For integers k ≤ l, by [k, l] we denote the set of all integers between k and l, inclusive.

Let n ∈ N.

• We denote by ∆n the diagonal relation {(i, i) : 1 ≤ i ≤ n} on [1, n].
• As already stated, byMn we denote the algebra of all n×n complex matrices. Further,
by Tn and Dn we denote the subalgebras of all upper-triangular and diagonal matrices
of Mn, respectively.

• For A,B ∈Mn, by A↔ B and A ⊥ B we denote that AB = BA and AB = BA = 0,
respectively.

• For A ∈Mn by kA(x) := det(xI −A) we denote the characteristic polynomial of A.
• We denote by diag(λ1, . . . , λn) ∈ Dn the diagonal matrix with diagonal entries equal
to λ1, . . . , λn ∈ C (in this order). The similar notation will be used for block diagonal
matrices and the corresponding subalgebras.

• By Λn ∈ Dn we denote the diagonal matrix diag(1, . . . , n).
• For i, j ∈ [1, n] we denote by Eij ∈Mn the standard matrix unit with 1 at the position
(i, j) and 0 elsewhere. Similarly, the canonical basis vectors of Cn are denoted by
e1, . . . , en.

• For vectors u, v ∈ Cn by u ‖ v we denote that the set {u, v} is linearly dependent.
The same notation is used for matrices.

• For any permutation π ∈ Sn (where, as usual, Sn denotes the symmetric group), by

(2.1) Rπ :=
n∑

k=1

Ekπ(k)

we denote the permutation matrix in Mn associated to π.

As any matrix A = [Aij ]
n
i,j=1 ∈ Mn can be understood as a map [1, n]2 → C, (i, j) 7→ Aij ,

we can consider its support suppA as the set of all indices (i, j) ∈ [1, n]2 such that Aij 6= 0.
Moreover, for a set S ⊆ [1, n]2 we also say that the matrix A is supported in S if suppA ⊆ S.
In a similar fashion we define the support of a vector in Cn.
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As usual, given a unital complex algebra A, by Z(A) and A× we denote its centre and the
set of all its invertible elements, respectively. By a quasi-order on [1, n] we mean a reflexive
transitive relation ρ ⊆ [1, n]2. For a quasi-order ρ we define the unital subalgebra of Mn by

Aρ := {A ∈Mn : suppA ⊆ ρ} = span{Eij : (i, j) ∈ ρ},

which we call a structural matrix algebra (SMA) defined by the quasi-order ρ. Throughout
the paper we also write ρ× for ρ \∆n.

Following [9], given a quasi-order ρ on [1, n] we say that a map g : ρ→ C× is transitive if

g(i, j)g(j, k) = g(i, k), for all (i, j), (j, k) ∈ ρ.

A transitive map g : ρ → C× is said to be trivial if there exists a map s : [1, n] → C× such
that g separates through s, that is

g(i, j) =
s(i)

s(j)
, for all (i, j) ∈ ρ.

Every transitive map g induces an (algebra) automorphism g∗ of Aρ, defined on the basis of
matrix units as

(2.2) g∗(Eij) = g(i, j)Eij , for all (i, j) ∈ ρ.

We explicitly state the results from our recent papers [13] and [14], which will be essentially
used later on a few occasions.

Theorem 2.1 ([13, Theorem 1.4]). Let A ⊆Mn be a block upper-triangular subalgebra. Then
every injective continuous commutativity and spectrum preserver φ : A → Mn is of the form
(1.1) for some T ∈M×

n , and in particular a Jordan embedding.

Theorem 2.2 ([14, Theorem 4.9]). Let Aρ ⊆ Mn be an SMA and let φ : Aρ → Mn be a
Jordan embedding. Then there exists an invertible matrix S ∈ M×

n , a central idempotent
P ∈ Aρ, and a transitive map g : ρ→ C× such that

φ(X) = S(Pg∗(X) + (I − P )g∗(X)t)S−1, for all X ∈ Aρ.

Theorem 2.3 ([14, Theorem 3.4]). Let Aρ ⊆Mn be an SMA and let F ⊆ Aρ be a commuting
family of diagonalizable matrices. Then there exists S ∈ A×

ρ such that S−1FS ⊆ Dn.

At the end of this preliminary section, we also introduce the following auxiliary notation,
which will play a crucial role in the proof of Theorem 3.7. Let A ∈Mn and S ⊆ [1, n].

• If S 6= [1, n], denote by A♭S ∈Mn−|S| the matrix obtained from A by deleting all rows

i and columns j where i, j ∈ S. We also formally allow A♭∅ = A.
• Denote by A♯S ∈Mn+|S| the matrix obtained from A by adding zero rows and columns

so that (A♯S)♭S = A.

Note that if S = {s1, . . . , sk}, where s1 < · · · < sk, we have

(2.3) A♯S = (· · · (A♯{sk})♯{sk−1} · · · )♯{s1}, A♭S = (· · · (A♭{sk})♭{sk−1} · · · )♭{s1}.

The next simple lemmas outline some key properties of the maps (·)♭S and (·)♯S .

Lemma 2.4. For each S ⊆ [1, n], the map (·)♯S :Mn →Mn+|S| is an algebra monomorphism.

Proof. Obviously, (·)♯S is a linear map. In view of (2.3), it suffices to assume that S = {k}
for some k ∈ [1, n]. Moreover, we can further assume that k /∈ {1, n} as the proof for the
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cases k ∈ {1, n} is conceptually similar, only even simpler in terms of notation. By using
block-matrix notation, if we denote X,Y ∈Mn as

X =

[

XI,I
(k−1)×(k−1) XI,II

(k−1)×(n−k+1)

XII,I
(n−k+1)×(k−1) XII,II

(n−k+1)×(n−k+1)

]

, Y =

[

Y I,I
(k−1)×(k−1) Y I,II

(k−1)×(n−k+1)

Y II,I
(n−k+1)×(k−1) Y II,II

(n−k+1)×(n−k+1)

]

we then have

X♯{k} =






XI,I
(k−1)×(k−1) 0(k−1)×1 XI,II

(k−1)×(n−k+1)

01×(k−1) 01×1 01×(n−k+1)

XII,I
(n−k+1)×(k−1) 0(n−k+1)×1 XII,II

(n−k+1)×(n−k+1)






and

Y ♯{k} =






Y I,I
(k−1)×(k−1)

0(k−1)×1 Y I,II
(k−1)×(n−k+1)

01×(k−1) 01×1 01×(n−k+1)

Y II,I
(n−k+1)×(k−1) 0(n−k+1)×1 Y II,II

(n−k+1)×(n−k+1)




 ,

where both matrices are in Mn+1. By using block-matrix multiplication (see e.g. [23, Section

2]), it follows that X♯{k}Y ♯{k} equals




(XI,IY I,I +XI,IIY II,I)(k−1)×(k−1) 0(k−1)×1 (XI,IY I,II +XI,IIY II,II)(k−1)×(n−k+1)

01×(k−1) 01×1 01×(n−k+1)

(XII,IY I,I +XII,IIY II,I)(n−k+1)×(k−1) 0(n−k+1)×1 (XII,IY I,II +XII,IIY II,II)(n−k+1)×(n−k+1)





=

[
(XI,IY I,I +XI,IIY II,I)(k−1)×(k−1) (XI,IY I,II +XI,IIY II,II)(k−1)×(n−k+1)

(XII,IY I,I +XII,IIY II,I)(n−k+1)×(k−1) (XII,IY I,II +XII,IIY II,II)(n−k+1)×(n−k+1)

]♯{k}

,

while the latter matrix is precisely (XY )♯{k}. Finally, the injectivity of (·)♯{k} is clear. �

Lemma 2.5. For a nonempty S ⊆ [1, n], the set

(2.4) M⊆S
n := {X ∈Mn : suppX ⊆ S × S}

is a subalgebra of Mn and

(·)♭S
c

:M⊆S
n →M|S|

is an algebra isomorphism.

Proof. Notice first that (X♭Sc
)♯S

c
= X for each X ∈ M⊆S

n , hence (·)♭S
c
is injective. It

is obvious that M⊆S
n is a subspace and that (·)♭S is a linear map. For X,Y ∈ M⊆S

n and
(i, j) ∈ [1, n]2 \ (S × S), for each k ∈ [1, n] we have (i, k) /∈ S × S or (k, j) /∈ S × S and
hence (XY )ij =

∑n
k=1XikYkj = 0. We conclude that supp(XY ) ⊆ S × S, so XY ∈ M⊆S

n .
Moreover, we have

((XY )♭S
c

)♯S
c

= XY = (X♭Sc

)♯S
c

(Y ♭Sc

)♯S
c Lemma 2.4

= (X♭Sc

Y ♭Sc

)♯S
c

.

The injectivity of (·)♯S
c
from Lemma 2.4 yields

(XY )♭S
c

= X♭Sc

Y ♭Sc

,

which shows that (·)♭S
c
is also a multiplicative map and thus an algebra homomorphism. As

dimM⊆S
n = dimM|S| = |S|2, the map is an isomorphism. �

We also extend the notation (·)♭S and (·)♯S notation to sets of matrices by applying the
respective operation elementwise.

Lemma 2.6. Let Aρ ⊆Mn be an SMA. For each nonempty S ⊆ [1, n], A♭S
ρ is again an SMA

in Mn−|S|.
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Proof. In view of (2.3), it suffices to assume that S = {k} for some k ∈ [1, n]. Consider the
bijection

κ : [1, n] \ {k} → [1, n − 1], κ(j) :=

{

j, if j < k,

j − 1, if j > k

and the relation

ρ′ := {(κ(i), κ(j)) : (i, j) ∈ ρ and i, j 6= k} ⊆ [1, n − 1]2.

We claim that ρ′ is a quasi-order on [1, n − 1]. Let j ∈ [1, n − 1] be arbitrary. We have

(j, j) = (κ(κ−1(j)), κ(κ−1(j))).

Since (κ−1(j), κ−1(j)) ∈ ρ and κ−1(j) 6= k, it follows that (j, j) ∈ ρ′ and thus ρ′ is reflexive. To
show the transitivity of ρ′, consider i, j, l ∈ [1, n] \ {k} such that (κ(i), κ(j)), (κ(j), κ(l)) ∈ ρ′.
This means that (i, j), (j, l) ∈ ρ which, by the transitivity of ρ, implies that (i, l) ∈ ρ and

hence (κ(i), κ(l)) ∈ ρ′. Finally, from the definition of (·)♭{k} and ρ′ it is clear that A
♭{k}
ρ = Aρ′ ,

and the latter is an SMA. �

3. Main result

As already announced, in this section we prove our main result, Theorem 3.7, which is an
extension of Petek-Šemrl theorems to SMAs. Since the rank-one matrices play an essential
role in the proof of Theorem 3.7, our first task is to determine the (norm-)closure of rank-
one diagonalizable matrices (i.e. non-nilpotents) in SMAs. Throughout this section, given an
SMA Aρ ⊆Mn, we shall use the following notation

R := {A ∈ Aρ : A is a rank-one non-nilpotent}

and by R we denote its closure.

Lemma 3.1. Let Aρ ⊆Mn be an SMA. Then R is given by

R = {ab∗ : a, b ∈ Cn,∃k ∈ [1, n] such that ae∗k, ekb
∗ ∈ Aρ} ⊆ Aρ.

In particular, R contains all matrices in Aρ supported in a single row or a single column.

Proof. Note that
R = {uv∗ ∈ Aρ : u, v ∈ Cn, v∗u 6= 0}.

⊆ By the lower semicontinuity of the rank, clearly any nonzero element A ∈ R has rank one
and hence is of the form A = ab∗ for some nonzero vectors a, b ∈ Cn. Since A ∈ Aρ, we have

(supp a)× (supp b) = suppA ⊆ ρ.

For the sake of concreteness, we assume that Mn is equipped with the norm

‖X‖∞ := max
1≤i,j≤n

|Xij |.

Denote
µ := min

(i,j)∈suppA
|Aij | > 0.

By the assumption, there exists a matrix uv∗ ∈ R (where u, v ∈ Cn, v∗u 6= 0) such that
‖uv∗ −A‖∞ < µ. In particular, for each (i, j) ∈ suppA we have

|Aij | − |(uv∗)ij | ≤ |Aij − (uv∗)ij| < µ =⇒ |(uv∗)ij | > |Aij | − µ ≥ 0

so uivj = (uv∗)ij 6= 0. It follows

(supp a)× (supp b) = suppA ⊆ supp(uv∗) = (suppu)× (supp v),



AN EXTENSION OF PETEK-ŠEMRL PRESERVER THEOREMS TO SMAS 7

which implies suppa ⊆ suppu and supp b ⊆ supp v. Since v∗u 6= 0, we can choose some
1 ≤ k ≤ n such that ukvk 6= 0. Then k ∈ (suppu) ∩ (supp v) and therefore

((supp a)× {k}) ∪ ({k} × (supp b)) ⊆ ((suppu)× {k}) ∪ ({k} × (supp v))

⊆ (suppu)× (supp v) ⊆ ρ.

In particular, we have

supp(ae∗k) = (supp a)× {k} ⊆ ρ =⇒ ae∗k ∈ Aρ

and

supp(ekb
∗) = {k} × (supp b) ⊆ ρ =⇒ ekb

∗ ∈ Aρ.

⊇ Clearly 0 ∈ R. Suppose now that ab∗ ∈ Aρ for some nonzero vectors a, b ∈ Cn such

that ae∗k, ekb
∗ ∈ Aρ for some 1 ≤ k ≤ n. We claim that ab∗ ∈ R. If b∗a 6= 0, then clearly

ab∗ ∈ R ⊆ R, so assume b∗a = 0.

For ε > 0 consider

Aε := (a+ εek)(b+ εek)
∗ ∈Mn.

We have

Aε = ab∗ + ε(ae∗k + ekb
∗) + ε2Ekk ∈ Aρ

and clearly limε→0Aε = ab∗. Furthermore,

(b+ εek)
∗(a+ εek) = b∗a+ ε(e∗ka+ b∗ek) + ε2eke

∗
k = ε(ak + bk) + ε2,

which is nonzero when ε 6= −(ak + bk), implying that Aε ∈ R for such ε. This completes the
proof of the inclusion.

Finally, suppose that a matrix A ∈ Aρ is supported in a single row j ∈ [1, n]. Then there

exists a vector b ∈ Cn such that A = ejb
∗. We have ejb

∗, eje
∗
j = Ejj ∈ Aρ so A ∈ R. The

case when a matrix is supported in a single column is treated by a similar argument. �

The next example shows that for a general SMA Aρ ⊆Mn, the set R does not need to be
dense in the set of all rank-one matrices in Aρ.

Example 3.2. Consider the quasi-order

ρ := ∆4 ∪ {(1, 3), (1, 4), (2, 3), (2, 4)}

on [1, 4] and the corresponding SMA

Aρ =







∗ 0 ∗ ∗
0 ∗ ∗ ∗
0 0 ∗ 0
0 0 0 ∗






⊆ T4.

Then

A :=







0 0 1 1
0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0






∈ Aρ

is a rank-one matrix such that A /∈ R, as for any 0 < ε < 1, the ‖ · ‖∞-ball B(A, ε) in Aρ does
not intersect R. Indeed, if X ∈ B(A, ε) is a diagonalizable matrix in Aρ, then there exists
some j ∈ [1, 4] such that ([1, 2]× [3, 4]) ∪ {(j, j)} ⊆ suppX. Hence, X cannot be of rank-one.
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Alternatively, suppose that A = ab∗ for some nonzero vectors a, b ∈ Cn. Then one easily
sees that a ‖ (e1 + e2) and b ‖ (e3 + e4). On the other hand, we have

(e1 + e2)e
∗
1, (e1 + e2)e

∗
2, e3(e3 + e4)

∗, e4(e3 + e4)
∗ /∈ Aρ

and these conclusions are invariant under scalar multiplication by a nonzero scalar. It follows
that A does not satisfy the condition of Lemma 3.1 and thus A /∈ R.

Remark 3.3. In fact, given a quasi-order ρ on [1, n], one easily sees that R is dense in the
set of all rank-one matrices in Aρ if and only if for all subsets S, T ⊆ [1, n] we have

S × T ⊆ ρ =⇒ ∃k ∈ [1, n] such that (S × {k}) ∪ ({k} × T ) ⊆ ρ.

It is not difficult to check that this condition is fulfilled for all block upper-triangular sub-
algebras of Mn. This is reflected in the fact that the maps resulting from Theorem 2.1 are
automatically rank-one (and, a posteriori, rank) preservers (see Claim 6 further in the text
and compare it to Step 5.2 in the proof of [13, Theorem 1.4]).

Lemma 3.4. Let Aρ ⊆Mn be an SMA. Then the set

{S diag(λ1, . . . , λn)S
−1 : S ∈ A×

ρ , λ1, . . . , λn ∈ C pairwise distinct}

is dense in Aρ.

Proof. Following the notation of [13], by Ak1,...,kp we denote the block upper-triangular sub-
algebra of Mn whose diagonal blocks are Mk1 , . . . ,Mkp , where k1 + · · ·+ kp = n.

Case 1. First we consider the case when diag(Mk1 , . . . ,Mkp) ⊆ Aρ ⊆ Ak1,...,kp. Let A ∈ Aρ

be arbitrary and let ε > 0. By applying the Schur triangularization on each diagonal block,
we obtain a unitary block-diagonal matrix U ∈ A×

ρ such that U∗AU ∈ Tn. Let Θ ∈ Tn be a
matrix which is identical to U∗AU outside the diagonal, while its diagonal D ∈ Dn consists
of pairwise distinct complex numbers Θ11, . . . ,Θnn such that

∑

k∈[1,n]

|(U∗AU)kk −Θkk|
2 < ε2.

Clearly, suppΘ ⊆ supp(U∗AU) ∪∆n ⊆ ρ, so Θ ∈ Aρ. If ‖·‖F denotes the Frobenius norm on
Mn, we have

‖A− UΘU∗‖F = ‖U∗AU −Θ‖F =




∑

k∈[1,n]

|(U∗AU)kk −Θkk|
2





1

2

< ε.

Since UΘU∗ ∈ Aρ has n distinct eigenvalues, it remains to apply Theorem 2.3.

Case 2. Now we consider the general case. By [1, p. 432] (see also [14, Lemma 3.2]), there
exists a permutation π ∈ Sn such that

diag(Mk1 , . . . ,Mkp) ⊆ RπAρR
−1
π ⊆ Ak1,...,kp,

where Rπ ∈M×
n is defined by (2.1). By Case 1, the set

S := {S diag(λ1, . . . , λn)S
−1 : S ∈ (RπAρR

−1
π )× = RπA

×
ρ R

−1
π , λ1, . . . , λn ∈ C p. d.}

is dense in RπAρR
−1
π , which immediately implies that R−1

π SRπ, which equals

{(R−1
π SRπ) diag(λπ−1(1), . . . , λπ−1(n))(R

−1
π SRπ)

−1 : S ∈ RπA
×
ρ R

−1
π , λ1, . . . , λn ∈ C p. d.}

= {T diag(µ1, . . . , µn)T
−1 : T ∈ A×

ρ , µ1, . . . , µn ∈ C p. d.},

is dense in Aρ (where p. d. abbreviates “pairwise distinct”).
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�

Following the notation from [14], for a quasi-order ρ on [1, n], by ≈≈0 we denote the relation
on [1, n] given by

i ≈≈0 j
def
⇐⇒ (i, j) ∈ ρ or (j, i) ∈ ρ,

while by ≈≈ we denote its transitive closure, which is an equivalence relation. The respective
quotient set [1, n]/≈≈ will be denoted by Q. Now we introduce a new auxiliary definition: we
say that an SMA Aρ ⊆ Mn is 2-free if |C| 6= 2 for all C ∈ Q. Note that by [14, Remark 3.3],
each SMA Aρ ⊆ Mn is isomorphic to a direct sum of central SMAs (each contained in some
Mk for some 1 ≤ k ≤ n). In this context, an SMA is 2-free if and only if this decomposition
does not possess a central summand contained in M2 (i.e. isomorphic either to M2 or T2).
Also note that this condition precludes the existence of nonlinear maps A → Mn such as on
M2 (from [18, Example 7]) and T2 (from [17, Theorem 4]).

Remark 3.5. Suppose that A ⊆ Mn is an arbitrary subalgebra and let S ∈ M×
n . Clearly,

every injective continuous commutativity and spectrum preserver A → Mn is a Jordan em-
bedding if and only if the same holds for the corresponding maps S−1AS →Mn.

Proposition 3.6. Let Aρ ⊆ Mn be a 2-free SMA and let φ : Aρ → Mn be an injective
continuous commutativity and spectrum preserver. Then there exists S ∈ M×

n , a transitive

map g : ρ→ C× and quasi-orders ρφM , ρ
φ
A ⊆ ρ such that ρφM ∪ ρφA = ρ, ρφM ∩ ρφA = ∆n and

φ(Eij) =

{

g(i, j)SEijS
−1, if (i, j) ∈ ρφM ,

g(i, j)SEjiS
−1, if (i, j) ∈ ρφA.

Proof. In view of Theorem 1.1, we may assume throughout that Aρ (Mn.

Claim 1. φ preserves characteristic polynomial.

φ clearly preserves characteristic polynomial on the set

{S diag(λ1, . . . , λn)S
−1 : S ∈ A×

ρ , λ1, . . . , λn ∈ C pairwise distinct},

so the claim follows by the continuity of φ and the characteristic polynomial k(·) :Mn → C[x]
(see also the proof of [13, Lemma 4.1]). ♦

Claim 2. Without loss of generality we can assume φ(Λn) = Λn and hence that φ acts as the
identity map on Dn.

Since the matrix φ(Λn) ∈ Mn has eigenvalues 1, . . . , n, there exists an S ∈ M×
n such that

φ(Λn) = SΛnS
−1. By passing to the map S−1φ(·)S, we can assume φ(Λn) = Λn. Fix an

arbitrary D ∈ Dn. We have D ↔ Λn and hence φ(D) ↔ φ(Λn) = Λn. We conclude
φ(D) ∈ Dn. The same argument from [19, Lemma 2.1] (see also the proof of Step 1 of [13,
Theorem 1.4]) now gives that φ(D) = D.

♦

In view of Claim 2, in the sequel we assume that n ≥ 3 (as when n < 3, the only 2-free
SMA is Dn) and that φ acts as the identity map on Dn.

Claim 3. For each S ∈ A×
ρ there exists T ∈M×

n such that

φ(SDS−1) = TDT−1, for all D ∈ Dn.

For a fixed S ∈ A×
ρ there exists T ∈ M×

n such that φ(SΛnS
−1) = TΛnT

−1. Now we can

apply Claim 2 to the map T−1φ(S(·)S−1)T which satisfies the same properties as φ, as well
as Λn 7→ Λn. ♦
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Claim 4. Let A,B ∈ Aρ be two diagonalizable matrices such that A ⊥ B. Then φ(A) ⊥ φ(B).

Follows directly from Theorem 2.3 and Claim 3. ♦

Claim 5.

(a) Let A,B ∈ Aρ be diagonalizable matrices such that A ↔ B. Then φ(αA + βB) =
αφ(A) + βφ(B) for all α, β ∈ C.

(b) φ is a homogeneous map.

(a) follows directly from Theorem 2.3 and Claim 3, while (b) follows from (a), Lemma 3.4
and the continuity of φ. ♦

Claim 6. φ maps every nonzero matrix from R to a rank-one matrix.

If A ∈ R, then A is diagonalizable in Aρ (Theorem 2.3) so the assertion follows directly from
Claim 3.

Now suppose that A ∈ R and let (Ak)k∈N be a sequence of matrices in R such that
Ak → A. By continuity we have φ(Ak) → φ(A) and then by lower semicontinuity of the rank
we conclude that φ(A) has rank one. ♦

Claim 7. Suppose that nonzero matrices A1, A2 ∈ R satisfy A1 ⊥ A2. Then φ(A1) ⊥ φ(A2).

In view of Claim 6, for j = 1, 2 denote φ(Aj) = xjy
∗
j for some nonzero vectors xj , yj ∈ Cn.

Since in particular A1 ↔ A2, we obtain

(y∗1x2)x1y
∗
2 = (x1y

∗
1)(x2y

∗
2) = (x2y

∗
2)(x1y

∗
1) = (y∗2x1)x2y

∗
1.

If y∗1x2 = y∗2x1 = 0, it follows φ(A1) ⊥ φ(A2), as desired. Assume therefore y∗1x2, y
∗
2x1 6= 0.

Then x1y
∗
2 ‖ x2y

∗
1, so x1 ‖ x2 and y1 ‖ y2. It follows φ(A1) = x1y

∗
1 ‖ x2y

∗
2 = φ(A2), so by

the injectivity and the homogeneity (Claim 5) of φ it follows A1 ‖ A2. Then A2 = αA1 for
some α ∈ C× so A1 ⊥ A2 implies A2

1 = 0. By Claim 6, φ(A1) has rank-one, and it is also a
nilpotent since φ preserves spectrum. Therefore φ(A1)

2 = 0. By the homogeneity of φ (Claim
5), we conclude φ(A1) ⊥ αφ(A1) = φ(αA1) = φ(A2), as desired. ♦

Claim 8. We have φ(Eij) ‖ Eij or φ(Eij) ‖ Eji for all (i, j) ∈ ρ×.

By Lemma 3.1, note that all matrix units of Aρ are contained in R. For each (i, j) ∈ ρ× we
have Eij ⊥ Ekk for all k ∈ [1, n] \ {i, j} so by Claims 2 and 7 we obtain

suppφ(Eij) ⊆ {i, j} × {i, j}.

Via a direct computation we now show that for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n we have

|ρ(i)| ≥ 3 =⇒ (φ(Eij) ‖ Eij,∀j ∈ ρ(i)) or (φ(Eij) ‖ Eji,∀j ∈ ρ(i)).

Indeed, if (i, j), (i, k) ∈ ρ× for j 6= k, then there exist scalars αii, αij , αji, αjj, βii, βik, βki, βkk ∈
C such that

φ(Eij) = αiiEii + αijEij + αjiEji + αjjEjj,

φ(Eik) = βiiEii + βikEik + βkiEki + βkkEkk.

Since Eij ⊥ Eik, by invoking Claim 7, we obtain

0 = φ(Eij)φ(Eik) = αiiβiiEii + αiiβikEik + αjiβiiEji + αjiβikEjk,

0 = φ(Eik)φ(Eij) = αiiβiiEii + αijβiiEij + αijβkiEkj + αiiβkiEki.

Suppose that βii 6= 0. Then αiiβii = αijβii = αjiβii = 0 imply αii = αij = αji = 0 and hence
φ(Eij) = αjjEjj, which contradicts injectivity (as φ(αjjEjj) = αjjEjj). We run into a similar
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contradiction when assuming αii 6= 0 so we conclude αii = βii = 0. Since φ(Eij) and φ(Eik)
are rank-one nilpotents, we have

0 = φ(Eij)
2 = αijαjiEii + αijαjjEij + αjjαjiEji + (αijαji + α2

jj)Ejj

and

0 = φ(Eik)
2 = βikβkiEii + βikβkkEik + βkkβkiEki + (βikβki + β2kk)Ekk.

We first conclude αjj = βkk = 0 and then αij = 0 or αji = 0 (but not both since otherwise
we would have φ(Eij) = 0) and similarly βik = 0 or βki = 0 but not both. If αij 6= 0, then
φ(Eij) = αijEij and αijβki = 0 implies βki = 0 from which we conclude φ(Eik) = βikEik.
Similarly, if αji 6= 0, we conclude φ(Eij) = αjiEji and φ(Eik) = βkiEki.

An analogous argument shows that for each 1 ≤ j ≤ n we have
∣
∣ρ−1(j)

∣
∣ ≥ 3 =⇒ (φ(Eij) ‖ Eij ,∀i ∈ ρ−1(j)) or (φ(Eij) ‖ Eji,∀i ∈ ρ−1(j)).

It remains to consider the case (i, j) ∈ ρ× when |ρ(i)| = 2 (or
∣
∣ρ−1(j)

∣
∣ = 2). For concreteness,

assume ρ(i) = {i, j} for some j ∈ [1, n] \ {i}. Since, by assumption, Aρ is 2-free, clearly there
exists some k ∈ [1, n] \ {i, j} such that k ≈≈0 i or k ≈≈0 j. The possibilities (i, k) ∈ ρ and
(j, k) ∈ ρ can be excluded, as they would lead to k ∈ ρ(i), which is false. The possibilities
which remain are (k, i) ∈ ρ or (k, j) ∈ ρ, so in either case we can assume (k, j) ∈ ρ. Then
i, j, k ∈ ρ−1(j) and hence

∣
∣ρ−1(j)

∣
∣ ≥ 3, which allows us to reach the desired conclusion that

φ(Eij) ‖ Eij or φ(Eij) ‖ Eji. ♦

In view of Claim 8, for each (i, j) ∈ ρ, denote by g(i, j) ∈ C× the unique scalar such that

φ(Eij) = g(i, j)Eij or φ(Eij) = g(i, j)Eji.

In this manner we obtain a function g : ρ → C× whose transitivity we intend to show in the
remainder of the proof. As, by assumption, φ|Dn is the identity map, it is immediate that
g|∆n ≡ 1. Define

(3.1) ρφM := {(i, j) ∈ ρ : φ(Eij) ‖ Eij}, ρφA := {(i, j) ∈ ρ : φ(Eij) ‖ Eji}.

Clearly, ρφM ∪ ρφA = ρ and ρφM ∩ ρφA = ∆n.

Claim 9. Suppose (i, j) ∈ ρ×. Then

({i} × ρ(i)) ∪ (ρ−1(i)× {i}) ∪ ({j} × ρ(j)) ∪ (ρ−1(j)× {j}) ⊆ ρφM

or

({i} × ρ(i)) ∪ (ρ−1(i)× {i}) ∪ ({j} × ρ(j)) ∪ (ρ−1(j) × {j}) ⊆ ρφA.

For concreteness suppose that (i, j) ∈ ρφM , as the other case is similar.

• If k ∈ ρ×(i), then Eij ⊥ Eik and Claim 7 imply (i, k) ∈ ρφM .

• If k ∈ (ρ×)−1(j), then Eij ⊥ Ekj and Claim 7 imply (k, j) ∈ ρφM .
• Let k ∈ (ρ×)−1(i). If k 6= j, then by transitivity we obtain (k, j) ∈ ρ× and hence

(k, j) ∈ ρφM and then (k, i) ∈ ρφM , by the previous two cases. On the other hand, the
case k = j follows from the injectivity and homogeneity of φ.

• Let k ∈ ρ×(j). The case k = i again follows from the injectivity and homogeneity of

φ. If k 6= i, then by transitivity we obtain (i, k) ∈ ρ× and hence (i, k) ∈ ρφM and then

(j, k) ∈ ρφM , by the first two cases.

♦
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Claim 10. Suppose that X ∈ Aρ∩M
⊆S
n for some S ⊆ [1, n] (where M⊆S

n is defined in (2.4)).
Then φ(X) ∈M⊆S

n .

Following our notation from Section 2, by applying Lemma 3.4 to the matrix X♭Sc
∈ A♭Sc

ρ , by
the continuity of φ it suffices to assume that X is a diagonalizable matrix. Now the assertion
follows from X ⊥ Ekk for all k ∈ [1, n] \ S, Claim 4 and φ(Ekk) = Ekk. ♦

Claim 11. Let S ⊆ [1, n] be a nonempty set. The map

ψ : A♭Sc

ρ →M|S|, X 7→ φ(X♯Sc

)♭S
c

is an injective continuous commutativity and spectrum preserver.

By Lemma 2.6, A♭S
ρ is an SMA in M|S|. In view of Claim 10 it makes sense to consider the

maps

ψ1 : A
♭Sc

ρ →M⊆S
n , X 7→ X♯Sc

,

ψ2 :M
⊆S
n →M⊆S

n , X 7→ φ(X),

ψ3 :M
⊆S
n →M|S|, X 7→ X♭Sc

.

Note that ψ = ψ3 ◦ ψ2 ◦ ψ1. By Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5, ψ1 and ψ3 are algebra monomorphisms
so it follows that ψ is an injective continuous commutativity preserver. Finally, for each
X ∈ A♭Sc

ρ we have the equality of polynomials

xn−|S|kψ(X)(x) = xn−|S|kφ(X♯Sc )♭Sc (x) = k(φ(X♯Sc )♭Sc )♯Sc (x)
Claim 10

= kφ(X♯Sc )(x)

Claim 1
= kX♯Sc (x) = xn−|S|kX(x),

which implies kψ(X) = kX . In particular, ψ is a spectrum preserver. ♦

It remains to show that ρφM and ρφA are quasi-orders and that the map g is transitive. The

reflexivity of ρφM and ρφA is immediate, while their transitivity follows from Claim 9. In order
to show that g is a transitive map, first note that Claim 9 implies

(3.2) (i, j), (j, k) ∈ ρ =⇒ ((i, j), (j, k) ∈ ρφM or (i, j), (j, k) ∈ ρφA).

Therefore, it suffices to show that g|
ρ
φ
M

and g|
ρ
φ
A
are transitive maps. We focus on ρφM as the

proof for ρφA is analogous. Suppose that (i, j), (j, k) ∈ ρφM . We show that g(i, j)g(j, k) = g(i, k).

This is obvious if i = j or j = k, so assume further that (i, j), (j, k) ∈ (ρφM )×. We first focus
on the case i 6= k. By deleting l-th row and column in Aρ for each l ∈ [1, n] \ {i, j, k}, the
elements which remain are 



(i, i) (i, j) (i, k)
∗ (j, j) (j, k)
∗ ∗ (k, k)



 .

Therefore, A
♭({i,j,k}c)
ρ ⊆ M3 contains T3. Hence, in view of Lemma 2.6 and Claim 11 we can

apply Theorem 2.1 to the map

ψ : A♭({i,j,k}c)
ρ →M3, X 7→ φ(X♯({i,j,k}c))♭({i,j,k}

c)

to conclude that ψ is a Jordan embedding (and thus multiplicative or antimultiplicative). As

(i, j), (j, k) ∈ ρφM , one easily verifies

ψ|D3
= id, ψ(E12) = g(i, j)E12 , ψ(E13) = g(i, k)E13, ψ(E23) = g(j, k)E23,
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whence ψ is a multiplicative map. In particular, we obtain

g(i, k)E13 = ψ(E13) = ψ(E12E23) = ψ(E12)ψ(E23)

= g(i, j)g(j, k)E13 ,

yielding g(i, k) = g(i, j)g(j, k).
It remains to consider the shorter case i = k. Since Aρ is 2-free, there exists some l ∈

[1, n] \ {i, j} such that i ≈≈0 l or j ≈≈0 l. Since i and j play a symmetric role, without loss of

generality suppose the former. If (i, l) ∈ ρ×, then from (j, i) ∈ ρφM via Claim 9 we conclude

(i, l) ∈ (ρφM )×. Now from (j, i), (i, l) ∈ (ρφM )× by the previous case if follows (j, l) ∈ (ρφM )×

and
g(j, l) = g(j, i)g(i, l), g(i, l) = g(i, j)g(j, l).

We obtain

g(i, j)g(j, i) =
g(i, l)

g(j, l)
·
g(j, l)

g(i, l)
= 1

as desired. On the other hand, if (l, i) ∈ ρ× then similarly we obtain

g(l, j) = g(l, i)g(i, j), g(l, i) = g(l, j)g(j, i),

again yielding g(i, j)g(j, i) = 1. �

Theorem 3.7. Let Aρ ⊆Mn be an SMA. Then the following two statements are equivalent:

(i) For each (i, j) ∈ ρ× we have

|(ρ(i) ∪ ρ−1(i)) ∩ (ρ(j) ∪ ρ−1(j))| ≥ 3.

(ii) Every continuous injective commutativity and spectrum preserver φ : Aρ → Mn is nec-
essarily a Jordan embedding.

Remark 3.8. Note that for (i, j) ∈ ρ×, the condition (i) of Theorem 3.7 (i) is equivalent to

(ρ(i) ∪ ρ−1(i)) ∩ (ρ(j) ∪ ρ−1(j)) 6⊆ {i, j}.

In particular, (i) implies that Aρ is 2-free.

In the next lemma we first consider the n = 3 case.

Lemma 3.9. Let Aρ ⊆ M3 be an SMA distinct from D3. The following statements are
equivalent:

(a) Aρ satisfies the condition (i) from Theorem 3.7.
(b) There exist distinct i, j ∈ [1, 3] such that ρ(i) = ρ−1(j) = [1, 3].
(c) There exists a permutation π ∈ S3 such that RπAρR

−1
π is a block upper-triangular subal-

gebra of M3.

Proof. For π ∈ S3, denote the quasi-order

ρ′ := {(π(i), π(j)) : (i, j) ∈ ρ}.

Note that for all i, j ∈ [1, 3] we have

(3.3) ρ(i) = ρ−1(j) = [1, 3] ⇐⇒ ρ′(π(i)) = (ρ′)−1(π(j)) = [1, 3].

Notice also that an SMA inM3 is a block upper-triangular subalgebra if and only if it contains
the first row and third column.

(a) =⇒ (b) Since Aρ 6= D3, choose some (i, j) ∈ ρ×. By (i), there exists k ∈ [1, 3] \ {i, j}

such that
k ∈ (ρ(i) ∪ ρ−1(i)) ∩ (ρ(j) ∪ ρ−1(j)).
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We consider two cases:

• If k ∈ ρ(j), then from (i, j), (j, k) ∈ ρ it follows (i, k) ∈ ρ and hence ρ(i) = ρ−1(k) =
[1, 3].

• If k ∈ ρ−1(j), then from (i, j), (k, j) ∈ ρ it follows ρ−1(j) = [1, 3]. Moreover, since
k ∈ ρ(i) ∪ ρ−1(i), we obtain (i, k) ∈ ρ or (k, i) ∈ ρ, which implies ρ(i) = [1, 3] or
ρ(k) = [1, 3], respectively.

(b) =⇒ (c) Let π ∈ S3 be any permutation such that π(i) = 1 and π(j) = 3. Then by (3.3),

RπAρR
−1
π = Aρ′ satisfies ρ

′(1) = (ρ′)−1(3) = [1, 3], so RπAρR
−1
π is a block upper-triangular

subalgebra of M3.

(c) =⇒ (a) By assumption, there exists a permutation π ∈ S3 such that ρ′(1) = (ρ′)−1(3) =

[1, 3]. Denote i := π−1(1) and j := π−1(3). Again, by (3.3), we have ρ(i) = ρ−1(j) = [1, 3].
Let k ∈ [1, 3] \ {i, j}. Since k ∈ ρ(i) and k ∈ ρ−1(j), we also have ρ(k) ∪ ρ−1(k) = [1, 3].
Therefore, Aρ satisfies (i). �

Proof of Theorem 3.7.

(i) =⇒ (ii) First note that the n = 1 case is trivial, while the only SMA in M2 which

satisfies (i) is D2. In the n = 3 case, this implication follows directly from Lemma 3.9,
Theorem 2.1 and Remark 3.5. In the remainder of the proof, we can therefore assume n ≥ 4
(although this is not necessary).

Since Aρ is 2-free, in view of Proposition 3.6 (and Claim 5) without loss of generality by
passing to the map S−1φ((g∗)−1(·))S (where g∗ is the automorphism induced by g, as defined
in (2.2)) we can assume that

(3.4) φ(Eij) =

{

Eij , if (i, j) ∈ ρφM ,

Eji, if (i, j) ∈ ρφA

where ρφM and ρφA are quasi-orders on [1, n] defined by (3.1).

Claim 12. Both quasi-orders ρφM and ρφA satisfy (i). In particular, by Remark 3.8, both SMAs
A
ρφM

and A
ρφA

are 2-free.

For simplicity, we prove the claim for ρφM , as the argument for ρφA is almost identical. Suppose

that (i, j) ∈ (ρφM )×. In particular, (i, j) ∈ ρ× so by Remark 3.8 there exists some k ∈
[1, n] \ {i, j} such that

k ∈ (ρ(i) ∪ ρ−1(i)) ∩ (ρ(j) ∪ ρ−1(j)).

Then at least one of the following holds: (i, k) ∈ ρ, (k, i) ∈ ρ is true, and similarly for
(j, k) ∈ ρ, (k, j) ∈ ρ. In both cases, Claim 9 implies that the corresponding pair is in fact

contained in ρφM . Thus,

k ∈ (ρφM (i) ∪ (ρφM )−1(i)) ∩ (ρφM (j) ∪ (ρφM )−1(j)).

♦

Claim 13. Every rank-one matrix in Aρ is contained in A
ρ
φ
M

or in A
ρ
φ
A
.

Assume ab∗ ∈ Aρ for some nonzero vectors a, b ∈ Cn. We have

(supp a)× (supp b) ⊆ ρ.
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Let (i, j), (k, l) ∈ ((supp a) × (supp b))∩ ρ× be distinct but otherwise arbitrary. We need to

show that (i, j), (k, l) ∈ ρφM or (i, j), (k, l) ∈ ρφA. If j = k or i = l, this follows from (3.2).
Otherwise, since {i, k} × {j, l} ⊆ ρ, we have

{

(i, l) ∈ ρ× =⇒ (i, j), (i, l), (k, l) ∈ ρ×,

(k, j) ∈ ρ× =⇒ (i, j), (k, j), (k, l) ∈ ρ×,

so in either case we obtain the desired assertion from Claim 9. ♦

Claim 14. φ acts as the identity on R ∩A
ρφM

, and as transposition on R∩A
ρφA
.

For concreteness assume that ab∗ ∈ R ∩ A
ρ
φ
M

for some (nonzero) vectors a, b ∈ Cn, as the

other case is similar. In view of Claim 6, denote φ(ab∗) = xy∗ for some nonzero x, y ∈ Cn. As
b∗a 6= 0, we can fix some

j ∈ (supp a) ∩ (supp b).

Let i ∈ [1, n] \ {j} be arbitrary and consider the matrix

A := (bjei − biej)(aiej − ajei)
∗.

Note that

(bjei − biej)e
∗
i =

{

bjEii − biEji, if i ∈ supp b,

bjEii, if i /∈ supp b,

ei(aiej − ajei)
∗ =

{

aiEij − ajEii, if i ∈ supp a,

−ajEii, if i /∈ supp a.

In all cases, these matrices belong to Aρ, so by Lemma 3.1 we have A ∈ R and in particular
A ∈ Aρ.

We claim that φ(A) = A. Consider the following cases:

• If i /∈ (supp a)∪ (supp b), then A = −ajbjEii and hence φ(A) = A by the homogeneity
of φ (Claim 5).

• Suppose that i ∈ suppa. Then (i, j) ∈ suppA ⊆ {i, j} × {i, j}, so (i, j) ∈ ρ×. By (i)
there exists k ∈ [1, n] \ {i, j} such that

k ∈ (ρ(i) ∪ ρ−1(i)) ∩ (ρ(j) ∪ ρ−1(j)).

It is immediate that

{i, j, k} ⊆ (ρ(i) ∪ ρ−1(i)) ∩ (ρ(j) ∪ ρ−1(j)) ∩ (ρ(k) ∪ ρ−1(k)),

which via Lemma 2.6 implies that the SMA A
♭({i,j,k}c)
ρ ⊆M3 satisfies (i). Furthermore,

since
(i, j) ∈ (supp a)× (supp b) = supp(ab∗) ⊆ ρφM ,

by Claim 9 we conclude that

({i, j, k} × {i, j, k}) ∩ ρ ⊆ ρφM .

In particular, by (3.4), φ acts as the identity on all matrix units supported in ({i, j, k}×
{i, j, k})∩ρ. We can now invoke Lemma 2.6 and Claim 11 with the n = 3 case (which
was already covered) to conclude that the map

ψ : A♭({i,j,k}c)
ρ →M3, X 7→ φ(X♯({i,j,k}c))♭({i,j,k}

c)

is a Jordan embedding. Since ψ acts as the identity on all matrix units of A
♭({i,j,k}c)
ρ ,

we conclude that ψ is the identity map. In particular, Claim 10 implies that φ(A) = A.
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• Suppose that i ∈ supp b. Then (j, i) ∈ ρ× so by the symmetry of our assumption (i),
the exact same discussion as above yields φ(A) = A.

Now notice that ab∗ ⊥ A so by Claim 7 we obtain

xy∗ = φ(ab∗) ⊥ φ(A) = A =⇒ (aiej − ajei)
∗x = y∗(bjei − biej) = 0.

Overall, it follows

x ⊥ {aiej − ajei : i ∈ [1, n] \ {j}}, y ⊥ {bjei − biej : i ∈ [1, n] \ {j}}.

In fact, these sets are bases for {a}⊥ and {b}⊥ respectively. We conclude x ‖ a and y ‖ b,
which implies φ(ab∗) ‖ ab∗. Equating the traces yields φ(ab∗) = ab∗. ♦

Claim 15. φ acts as the identity on A
ρφM

, and as transposition on A
ρφA
.

For the sake of variety, we prove the second claim, as the first one is similar. By Claim 3, for
each S ∈ A×

ρφA
there exists T ∈M×

n such that

φ(SDS−1) = TDT−1, for all D ∈ Dn.

In particular, for all j ∈ [1, n] we have

TEjjT
−1 = φ(SEjjS

−1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈R∩A
ρ
φ
A

)
Claim 14

= (SEjjS
−1)t.

Hence, by the linearity of the maps T (·)T−1 and (S(·)S−1)t, for all D ∈ Dn we have

φ(SDS−1) = TDT−1 = (SDS−1)t.

The Claim now follows by the continuity of φ from Lemma 3.4 applied to A
ρφA
. ♦

Claim 16. Let P ∈ Dn be a diagonal idempotent defined by

Pii = 1 ⇐⇒ there exists j ∈ [1, n] \ {i} such that (i, j) ∈ ρφM or (j, i) ∈ ρφM .

Then P ∈ Z(Aρ), PX ∈ A
ρ
φ
M

and (I − P )X ∈ A
ρ
φ
A
for all X ∈ Aρ.

A variant of this argument (when φ is assumed to be a Jordan homomorphism) already
appears in [14, Lemma 4.8 (c)] and a similar proof applies here. Indeed, it suffices to show
that for all (i, j) ∈ ρ we have

(3.5) P ↔ Eij, PEij ∈ A
ρ
φ
M
, (I − P )Eij ∈ A

ρ
φ
A
.

Since all three claims are trivially true when i = j, fix (i, j) ∈ ρ×. We consider two separate
cases:

• If (i, j) ∈ ρφM , then Pii = Pjj = 1 by definition, so

PEij = Eij
︸︷︷︸

∈A
ρ
φ
M

= EijP =⇒ (I − P )Eij = 0 ∈ A
ρ
φ
A
,

which establishes (3.5).

• If (i, j) ∈ ρφA, then by Claim 9, Pii = Pjj = 0. Hence,

PEij = 0
︸︷︷︸

∈A
ρ
φ
M

= EijP =⇒ (I − P )Eij = Eij ∈ A
ρφA
,

so again (3.5) follows.
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♦

Claim 17. Let P ∈ Z(Aρ) be the idempotent from Claim 16. Then for all X ∈ Aρ we have

φ(X) = PX + (I − P )Xt.

In particular, φ is a Jordan embedding.

Fix a diagonalizable matrix X ∈ Aρ. Since the idempotent P is central, from Theorem 2.3 it
easily follows that PX and (I − P )X are both (in fact, simultaneously) diagonalizable. By
Claim 16, we have PX ∈ A

ρφM
, (I − P )X ∈ A

ρφA
and trivially PX ⊥ (I − P )X. Therefore,

we have

φ(X) = φ(PX + (I − P )X)
Claim 5
= φ(PX) + φ((I − P )X)

Claim 15
= PX + ((I − P )X)t

= PX + (I − P )Xt.

It follows that the continuous maps φ and P (·) + (I − P )(·)t coincide on the set of all diago-
nalizable matrices in Aρ, so Lemma 3.4 implies their overall equality. ♦

(ii) =⇒ (i) Suppose that an SMA Aρ ⊆Mn fails to satisfy (i). Then by Remark 3.8 there

exists (r, s) ∈ ρ× such that

(ρ(r) ∪ ρ−1(r)) ∩ (ρ(s) ∪ ρ−1(s)) = {r, s}.

We consider two separate cases:

Case 1. Suppose that (s, r) ∈ ρ. Then by the transitivity of ρ it easily follows

(3.6) ρ(r) = ρ−1(r) = ρ(s) = ρ−1(s) = {r, s}.

Define a rank-two idempotent
P := Err + Ess ∈ Aρ.

Note that P is central. Indeed, fix (i, j) ∈ ρ and note that i ∈ {r, s} if and only if j ∈ {r, s}.
On the other hand, we clearly have

PEij =

{

Eij , if i ∈ {r, s},

0, if i /∈ {r, s},
EijP =

{

Eij , if j ∈ {r, s},

0, if j /∈ {r, s},

so P ↔ Eij. If follows that
Aρ = PAρ ⊕ (I − P )Aρ

is an inner direct sum of algebras. Moreover, by (3.6), PAρ is isomorphic to M2 so let
ψ :M2 →M2 be a slight modification of the nonlinear counterexample due to [18, Example 7]
(in order to ensure its injectivity). Let f : [0,+∞) → S1 be any nonconstant continuous map

such that limt→+∞ f(t) = 1 (concretely, we can choose f(t) := e
iπ
t+1 ). Define ψ :M2 →M2 by

ψ

([
a b
c d

])

:=







[
a 0
c d

]

, if b = 0,
[

a b f
(∣
∣ c
b

∣
∣
)

c f
(∣
∣ c
b

∣
∣
)

d

]

, otherwise.

Then ψ is a nonlinear injective continuous spectrum and commutativity preserver (and hence
not a Jordan homomorphism). Then the same holds for the map

φ : Aρ →Mn, φ(X) := ψ(X♭{r,s}c)♯{r,s}
c

︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈PAρ

+(X♭{r,s})♯{r,s}
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=(I−P )X

.
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Case 2. Suppose that (s, r) /∈ ρ. By the assumption and the transitivity of ρ it easily follows
that

(3.7) ρ−1(r) = {r}, ρ(s) = {s}.

Each X ∈ Aρ can be written as

X = X−◦ +XrsErs,

where

X−◦ := X −XrsErs ∈ Aρ.

Consider the map

f : C× C → C, f(u, v) :=

{

v, if |u| ≤ |v|,

v
∣
∣ v
u

∣
∣, if |u| > |v|.

It is straightforward to check that f is continuous, homogeneous, and that f(u, ·) : C → C is
injective for each fixed u ∈ C. Define a map

φ : Aρ → Aρ, φ(X) := X−◦ + f(Xss −Xrr,Xrs)Ers,

that is

φ(X)ij =

{

Xij , if (i, j) 6= (r, s),

f(Xss −Xrr,Xrs), if (i, j) = (r, s).

We claim that φ is a continuous injective commutativity and spectrum preserver, but not a
linear map (and hence not a Jordan homomorphism).

• The continuity of φ follows directly from the continuity of f .
• Using the Laplace expansion along the s-th row and the r-th column, we obtain

kX(x) = (Xrr − x)(Xss − x)kX♭{r,s}(x) = kX−◦ (x).

In particular, the spectrum of X is equal to the spectrum of X−◦ . As φ(X)−◦ = X−◦ ,
we conclude that φ is a spectrum preserver.

• Suppose that φ(X) = φ(Y ) for some X,Y ∈ Aρ. Immediately we obtain
(i) X−◦ = Y −◦ ,
(ii) f(Xss −Xrr,Xrs) = f(Yss − Yrr, Yrs),
whence we conclude f(Xss −Xrr,Xrs) = f(Xss −Xrr, Yrs). This implies Xrs = Yrs,
since f(Xss −Xrr, ·) is injective. Therefore, X = Y , so φ is injective.

• Suppose that X,Y ∈ Aρ. We have

XY = (X−◦ +XrsErs)(Y
−◦ + YrsErs)

= X−◦Y −◦ + YrsX
−◦Ers +XrsErsY

−◦

= X−◦Y −◦ + Yrs




∑

i∈ρ−1(r)

XirEir



Ers +XrsErs




∑

i∈ρ(s)

YsiEsi





(3.7)
= X−◦Y −◦ + (XrrYrs +XrsYss)Ers.

Moreover, (XY )−◦ = X−◦Y −◦ , as Err(X
−◦Y −◦ )Ess = 0. Indeed, if ErrEijEklEss 6= 0

for some (i, j), (k, l) ∈ ρ \ {(r, s)}, then i = r, j = k and l = s, which implies that
j ∈ ρ(r) ∩ ρ−1(s) = {r, s}; a contradiction. Similarly,

Y X = Y −◦X−◦ + (YrrXrs + YrsXss)Ers, (Y X)−◦ = Y −◦X−◦ .
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Hence,

(3.8) X ↔ Y ⇐⇒

{

X−◦ ↔ Y −◦ ,

(Xss −Xrr)Yrs = (Yss − Yrr)Xrs.

Assume now X ↔ Y . Since φ(X)−◦ = X−◦ and φ(Y )−◦ = Y −◦ , to show that φ(X) ↔
φ(Y ), it remains to verify that

(Xss −Xrr)f(Yss − Yrr, Yrs) = (Yss − Yrr)f(Xss −Xrr,Xrs).

By the homogeneity of f , this is equivalent to

f((Xss −Xrr)(Yss − Yrr), (Xss −Xrr)Yrs) = f((Xss −Xrr)(Yss − Yrr), (Yss − Yrr)Xrs),

which is true by (3.8). We conclude that φ preserves commutativity.
• That φ is not an additive map follows from

φ(2Err + Ers) = 2Err +
1

2
Ers, φ(Ers) = Ers, φ(2Err + 2Ers) = 2Err + 2Ers.

The proof of Theorem 3.7 is now complete. �

4. Examples and final remarks

In contrast to the previous cases of Mn, Tn, and the general block upper-triangular subal-
gebras of Mn, note that for an arbitrary SMA Aρ ⊆ Mn, Jordan embeddings Aρ → Mn are
not necessarily multiplicative or antimultiplicative, even when Aρ satisfies the condition (i)
of Theorem 3.7.

Example 4.1. Consider the quasi-order on [1, 6] defined by

ρ := ([1, 3] × [1, 3]) ∪ ([4, 6] × [4, 6]).

Clearly, Aρ = diag(M3,M3) ⊆ M6 satisfies the condition (i) of Theorem 3.7. However, the
Jordan automorphism φ of Aρ given by φ(diag(X,Y )) := diag(X,Y t) is obviously neither
multiplicative nor antimultiplicative.

Further, when Aρ is a block-upper triangular subalgebra od Mn, it is easy to see that ρ
admits only trivial transitive maps. In that case by Theorem 2.2 (or Theorem 2.1), all Jordan
embeddings Aρ →Mn are necessarily rank(-one) preservers. This is no longer true for general
SMAs Aρ ⊆Mn which satisfy the condition (i) of Theorem 3.7.

Example 4.2. Consider the quasi-order

ρ := ∆7 ∪ ([1, 3] × [4, 7]) ∪ {(1, 3), (4, 5), (6, 7)}

on [1, 7] and the corresponding SMA

Aρ :=













∗ 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗
0 ∗ 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗
0 0 ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗
0 0 0 ∗ ∗ 0 0
0 0 0 0 ∗ 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 ∗ ∗
0 0 0 0 0 0 ∗













⊆ T7.
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We have

ρ(1) ∪ ρ−1(1) = ρ(3) ∪ ρ−1(3) = {1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7},

ρ(2) ∪ ρ−1(2) = {2, 4, 5, 6, 7},

ρ(4) ∪ ρ−1(4) = ρ(5) ∪ ρ−1(5) = {1, 2, 3, 4, 5},

ρ(6) ∪ ρ−1(6) = ρ(7) ∪ ρ−1(7) = {1, 2, 3, 6, 7}.

One easily checks that Aρ satisfies (i) of Theorem 3.7 and that the map

g : ρ→ C×, g(i, j) :=

{

2, if (i, j) ∈ {(2, 4), (2, 5)},

1, otherwise

is transitive. On the other hand, g is nontrivial. Indeed, if g separates through the map
s : [1, 7] → C×, we obtain

s(1)

s(4)
= g(1, 4) = 1,

s(1)

s(6)
= g(1, 6) = 1 =⇒ s(4) = s(1) = s(6),

so

2 = g(2, 4) =
s(2)

s(4)
=
s(2)

s(6)
= g(2, 6) = 1,

which is a contradiction.

Further, as for the induced algebra automorphism g∗ of Aρ we have

g∗(E14 + E16 + E24 + E26) = E14 + E16 + 2E24 + E26,

it is clear that g∗ does not preserve rank-one matrices (see also [14, Theorem 5.7]).

Remark 4.3. For an SMA Aρ ⊆ Mn which satisfies (i) of Theorem 3.7, we discuss the
necessity of all assumptions in (ii). In view of the first paragraph of the proof of (i) =⇒ (ii)
in Theorem 3.7, we assume n ≥ 3.

• Spectrum preserving is necessary to assume for all SMAs Aρ, as the map φ : Aρ → Aρ,
φ(X) := 2X shows (for a nonlinear variant of the example see [13, Example 5.1]).

• Commutativity preserving is necessary to assume for all SMAs Aρ. Indeed, when
Aρ 6= Dn, this follows from a small modification of [13, Example 5.2], by defining the
map φ : Aρ →Mn,

φ(X) := diag(1, . . . , 1, edetX , 1, . . . , 1)X diag(1, . . . , 1, e− detX , 1, . . . , 1),

where both edetX and e− detX stand at some position i ∈ [1, n] for which ρ×(i) 6= ∅.
On the other hand, when Aρ = Dn, we can consider the map

φ : Dn →Mn, φ(X) := X +X11E2n,

which is clearly a linear (hence continuous) injective spectrum preserver, but not a
Jordan homomorphism.

• Continuity is necessary to assume for all SMAs Aρ. This follows from [13, Example
5.3], without any change.

• Injectivity is necessary to assume if and only if Aρ is not semisimple (note that by
[9], Aρ is semisimple if and only if ρ is symmetric). Indeed, suppose that Aρ is
semisimple and that φ : Aρ → Mn is a continuous commutativity and spectrum
preserver. In view of Remark 3.5 and [1, p. 432] (see also [14, Lemma 3.2]), we can
assume that Aρ = diag(Mk1 , . . . ,Mkp) where, by (i), each kj 6= 2. By analysing the
proofs of Claims 1, 2, 3 and 4 we observe that they do not require the injectivity
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of the map φ. Therefore, without loss of generality, one can assume that φ acts as
the identity map on Dn. Further, using Claim 4 and a standard density argument, it
easily follows that φ maps each diagonal block of Aρ into itself. Therefore, for each
1 ≤ j ≤ k the map φ restricts to a continuous spectrum and commutativity preserver
φj :Mkj →Mkj . If kj = 1, clearly φj is the identity, while if kj ≥ 3 we apply Theorem
1.1 to φj to conclude that it acts as the identity or as the transposition map. Putting
everything back together, it follows that φ is a Jordan embedding. Now, on the other
hand, suppose that Aρ is not semisimple. Again, in view of Remark 3.5 and [1, p.
432], we can assume that Aρ is in the block upper-triangular form with at least one
nonzero entry in the strict block upper triangle. Then, as in [13, Example 5.4], a map
φ : Aρ →Mn which only leaves the diagonal blocks intact and annihilates everything
else is an example of a non-injective unital Jordan homomorphism (in particular, φ is
a continuous spectrum and commutativity preserver).
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[6] F. Beşleagă, S. Dăscălescu, Structural matrix algebras, generalized flags, and gradings, Trans. Amer. Math.

Soc. 373 (2020), no. 10, 6863–6885.
[7] R. Brusamarello, E. Z. Fornaroli, M. Khrypchenko, Jordan isomorphisms of finitary incidence algebras,

Linear Multilinear Algebra 66 (2018), no. 3, 565–579.
[8] R. Brusamarello, E. Z. Fornaroli, M. Khrypchenko, Jordan isomorphisms of the finitary incidence ring of

a partially ordered category, Colloq. Math. 159 (2020), no. 2, 285–307.
[9] S. Coelho, The automorphism group of a structural matrix algebra, Linear Algebra Appl. 195 (1993),

35–58.
[10] S. Coelho, Automorphism groups of certain structural matrix rings, Comm. Algebra 22 (1994), no. 14,

5567–5586.
[11] J. J. Garcés, M. Khrypchenko, Potent preservers of incidence algebras, Linear Algebra Appl. 635 (2022),

171–200.
[12] J. J. Garcés, M. Khrypchenko, Linear maps preserving products equal to primitive idempotents of an

incidence algebra, J. Algebra 612 (2022), 460–474.
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