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AN EXTENSION OF PETEK-SEMRL PRESERVER THEOREMS FOR
JORDAN EMBEDDINGS OF STRUCTURAL MATRIX ALGEBRAS

ILJA GOGIC, MATEO TOMASEVIC

ABSTRACT. Let M,, be the algebra of nxn complex matrices and 7, C M,, the corresponding
upper-triangular subalgebra. In their influential work, Petek and Semrl characterize Jordan
automorphisms of M, and T,, when n > 3, as (injective in the case of T,) continuous
commutativity and spectrum preserving maps ¢ : M,, — M,, and ¢ : T,, — T,. Recently, in a
joint work with Petek, the authors extended this characterization to the maps ¢ : A — My,
where A is an arbitrary subalgebra of M,, that contains 7. In particular, any such map ¢
is a Jordan embedding and hence of the form ¢(X) = TXT ! or ¢(X) = TX'T !, for some
invertible matrix T" € M,.

In this paper we further extend the aforementioned results in the context of structural
matrix algebras (SMAs), i.e. subalgebras A of M, that contain all diagonal matrices. More
precisely, we provide both a necessary and sufficient condition for an SMA A C M,, such
that any injective continuous commutativity and spectrum preserving map ¢ : A — M, is
necessarily a Jordan embedding. In contrast to the previous cases, such maps ¢ 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 ¢ : A — B such that

o(ab+ ba) = ¢(a)p(b) + ¢(b)p(a), for all a,b € A.

When the algebras (rings) are 2-torsion-free, this is equivalent to
#(a?) = ¢(a)?, 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 ¢ : 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. [, 15, [16], 22]).
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Our paper narrows down the scope to matrix algebras. Let M, be the algebra of n x
n matrices over the field of complex numbers. It is well-known that any nonzero Jordan
homomorphism ¢ : M,, — M, is precisely of the form

(1.1) H(X)=TXT' o ¢X)=TX'T,

for some invertible matrix T' € M, (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 M,,:

Theorem 1.1 ([19, Theorem 1.1]). Let ¢ : M,, — M,,n > 3 be a continuous map which
preserves commutativity and spectrum. Then there exists an invertible matriz T € M,, such

that ¢ is of the form (LI]).

The first version of this result was actually formulated by Petek and Semrl in [I8], where
it contained an additional assumption, that ¢ preserves rank-one matrices, or commutativity
in both directions. Its current form was obtained by Semrl 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
[LT 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 [I7] concerning the algebra 7,
of all upper-triangular matrices in M,,. More precisely, Petek gives a complete description of
continuous commutativity and spectrum preservers 7, — 7T,. 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 (ILTl), for a suitable invertible matrix 7" € M,,. In
particular, all such maps are Jordan automorphisms of 7,,. 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 C M,, which contain the upper-triangular algebra 7,. 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 ¢ : A — M,, where n > 3 and A C M, is a block upper-triangular algebra, is in
fact a Jordan embedding and therefore of the form (L.

In order to further extend (and unify) the aforementioned results, the next logical step
would be to consider the subalgebras of M,, which contain all diagonal matrices. As it turns
out, these are precisely unital subalgebras of M,, 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 matriz algebras (abbreviated as SMAs). They are closely
related to incidence algebras and have been studied in many papers, such as [I], 2, [3], 5, [6] [7,
8, 9], 10, 11l 12, 211 25]. In our recent paper [14], we determined the general form of Jordan
embeddings between two SMAs in M, (Theorem 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 C M, any linear unital rank-one preserver
A — M, 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 — M,,, as
maps X — S (PX + (I — P)X")T, for some invertible matrices S,T € M, and a central
idempotent P € A.

The purpose of this paper is to extend the aforementioned Petek-Semr] preserver theorems
for Jordan embeddings in the context of SMAs. The main result of the paper is Theorem B.7]
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which provides both a necessary and sufficient condition on an SMA A C M, such that any
injective continuous commutativity and spectrum preserving map A — M, 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 B.7l In Section §4] we first provide examples which demonstrate
that, in contrast to the previous cases of M, T,, and the general block upper-triangular
subalgebras of M,,, 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 .1l and [4.2]). Finally, we also discuss the indispensability of all the assumptions of
Theorem B.7] (Remark A.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 p is a binary relation on a set S, for a fixed x € S by p(x) and p~!(z)
we denote its image and preimage by p, respectively, i.e.

plz)={yeS:(x,y)ep}, pl@)={yes:(yz)ep}
For integers k < [, by [k, [] we denote the set of all integers between k and [, inclusive.
Let n € N.

We denote by A, the diagonal relation {(7,7) : 1 <i <n} on [1,n].

e As already stated, by M,, we denote the algebra of all n xn complex matrices. Further,
by 7, and D,, we denote the subalgebras of all upper-triangular and diagonal matrices
of M,,, respectively.

e For A,Be€ M,,by A+ Band A | B we denote that AB= BA and AB= BA =0,
respectively.

e For A € M, by ka(x) := det(xI — A) we denote the characteristic polynomial of A.

e We denote by diag(A1,...,\,) € D, the diagonal matrix with diagonal entries equal
t0 A1,...,An € C (in this order). The similar notation will be used for block diagonal
matrices and the corresponding subalgebras.

e By A,, € D,, we denote the diagonal matrix diag(1,...,n).

e Fori,j € [1,n] we denote by E;; € M, the standard matrix unit with 1 at the position
(i,7) and O elsewhere. Similarly, the canonical basis vectors of C™ are denoted by
€l,...,€En.

e For vectors u,v € C" by u || v we denote that the set {u,v} is linearly dependent.
The same notation is used for matrices.

e For any permutation 7 € S,, (where, as usual, S,, denotes the symmetric group), by

(2.1) Rr = ZEkw(k)
k=1

we denote the permutation matrix in M,, associated to .

| € M, can be understood as a map [1,n]> = C, (i, ) — Ajj,
we can consider its support supp A as the set of all indices (4,5) € [1,7n]? such that Aij #0.
Moreover, for a set S C [1,n]? we also say that the matrix A is supported in S if supp A C S.
In a similar fashion we define the support of a vector in C".

As any matrix A = [A;;]

.
LI=
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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 p C [1,n]?. For a quasi-order p we define the unital subalgebra of M, by

Ay :={A € M, :supp A C p} =span{Ej; : (i,5) € p},
which we call a structural matriz algebra (SMA) defined by the quasi-order p. Throughout
the paper we also write p* for p\ A,,.

Following [9], given a quasi-order p on [1,n] we say that a map g : p — C* is transitive if

9(i,3)9(G, k) = g(i, k), for all (i, 7), (4, k) € p-

A transitive map ¢ : p — C* is said to be trivial if there exists a map s : [1,n] — C* such
that g separates through s, that is

1,7) = ——=, for all (¢,7) € p.
9(i,7) 5G) (i,7) € p

Every transitive map ¢ induces an (algebra) automorphism ¢* of A,, defined on the basis of
matrix units as

(22) 9" (Eij) = 9(1, ) Eij, for all (i, ) € p.
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 ([I3] Theorem 1.4]). Let A C M, be a block upper-triangular subalgebra. Then
every injective continuous commutativity and spectrum preserver ¢ : A — M, is of the form
(@I for some T € M,*, and in particular a Jordan embedding.

Theorem 2.2 ([I4, Theorem 4.9]). Let A, C M, be an SMA and let ¢ : A, — M, be a
Jordan embedding. Then there exists an invertible matriz S € M), a central idempotent
Pec A, and a transitive map g : p — C* such that

#(X) = S(Pg*(X) + (I — P)g*(X)H)S™ 1, for all X € A,,.

Theorem 2.3 ([14, Theorem 3.4]). Let A, C M,, be an SMA and let F C A, be a commuting
family of diagonalizable matrices. Then there exists S € A such that S~1FS CD,.

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 B.7l Let A € M,, and S C [1,n].

e If S # [1,n], denote by A*® € M,,_|s| the matrix obtained from A by deleting all rows

i and columns j where i,j € S. We also formally allow A" = A.
e Denote by A% ¢ M, 45| the matrix obtained from A by adding zero rows and columns

so that (A)"S = A.
Note that if S = {s1,...,sk}, where s < -+ < s, we have
(2.3) AlS — (- (Aﬁ{sk})ﬁ{skﬂ} . )ﬁ{31}7 APS — (- (Ab{sk})b{skq} . )b{sl}‘
The next simple lemmas outline some key properties of the maps (-)’$ and ().

Lemma 2.4. For each S C [1,n], the map (-)* : M, — M, 45| s an algebra monomorphism.

Proof. Obviously, (-)* is a linear map. In view of (23), 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 € M,, as

11 1,11 1T

X — X;k—l)x(k—l) X}k—l)x(n—k—i—l) ([k 1)x Yo— ) (n—k+1)
= | xli1 11T ) VAL

(n—k+1)x(k=1) “(n—k+1)x(n—k+1) Yol ks )xe-1)  Y(nok+1)x(n—k+1)

we then have

m oI 111
. X(k—l)x(k—l) Ofk—1)x1 X(k—l)x(n—k—i—l)
XHR = O1x(k—1) O1x1 01x (n—k+1)
Pl 0 111
| M (n—k+1)x(k—1) “(n—k+1)x1 (n—k+1)x (n—k+1)
and r oL I
. Y(k Dx(k—1) O(k—1)x1 Y(k 1)x (n—k+1)
yHE = O1x(k—1) O1x1 01x (n—k+1) ;
YL 0 yILII
LY (n—k+1)x(k—1) “(n—k+1)X1 L (n—k41)x(n—k-+1)

where both matrices are in M, ;1. By using block-matrix multiplication (see e.g. [23 Section
2]), it follows that Xk Yk} equals

(XDIy T +XI’IIYII’I)(k71)><(k71) Ogk—1)x1 (X DIy LT +XI,IIyH,H)(kil)X(nikJrl)
O1x( O1x1 O1x(n— k+1
(xtIy LE 4 x I I}YI Dk yxb=1)  Onokgnyx1  (XIHIY I 4 XTLIYTLIDY s ekt

k
[ (XI Iy LI 4 xLIIyIL, 1)(k 1) x (k1) (XI,IyLII+XI,IIyH,H)(k_l)X(n_k_H) } {k}
(XII Ty LI 4 xIILITyII, 1)(n k1) x (b—1) (XH,IYLH + XII,IIyII,H)(n_IH_l)X(n_k_‘rl) )

while the latter matrix is precisely (XY)H¥}. Finally, the injectivity of (-)4*} is clear. O
Lemma 2.5. For a nonempty S C [1,n], the set
(2.4) MS® :={X € M, : suppX C S x S}
is a subalgebra of M, and

()% MES = Mg,
is an algebra isomorphism.
Proof. Notice first that (X”5)#° = X for each X € MSS, hence (-)*5° is injective. It
is obvious that MSS is a subspace and that (-)* is a linear map. For X,Y € MSS and
(i,5) € [1,n]?\ (S x §), for each k € [1,n] we have (i,k) ¢ S x S or (k,j) ¢ S x S and
hence (XY);; = Y p_; XitYr; = 0. We conclude that supp(XY) C S x S, so XY € ME°.
Moreover, we have

((XY)bSC)ﬁSC _ XY _ (szc)ﬁsc(ybsc)ﬁsc Lcmrgxm (XbScYbSC)ﬁSC

The injectivity of (-)*° from Lemma 4] yields

(Xy)bsc — XbScbec
which shows that (-)*5° is also a multiplicative map and thus an algebra homomorphism. As

dim MSS = dim Mg = |S|?, the map is an isomorphism. O

We also extend the notation (-)** and (-)* notation to sets of matrices by applying the
respective operation elementwise.

Lemma 2.6. Let A, C M, be an SMA. For each nonempty S C [1,n], .A';)S s again an SMA
m Mn—|5’\ .
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Proof. In view of (23]), it suffices to assume that S = {k} for some k € [1,n]. Consider the
bijection
L\ (k) = [Ln—1],  w() =47 Ik

o S D= Ni-1 >k
and the relation

p = {(k(i), 5(5)) : (i,4) € p and 4, j # k} C [1,n — 1],
We claim that p’ is a quasi-order on [1,n — 1]. Let j € [1,n — 1] be arbitrary. We have

(G,) = (5(71(5)), K (KTH()))-

Since (k71(4), k7 1(j)) € p and k=1(j) # k, it follows that (j, j) € p’ and thus p’ is reflexive. To
show the transitivity of p/, consider 4, j,1 € [1,n]\ {k} such that (k(i),(j)), (k(4), k(1)) € p'.
This means that (i,7),(7,]) € p which, by the transitivity of p, implies that (i,l) € p and
hence (k(i), x(1)) € p. Finally, from the definition of (-)*{¥} and p’ it is clear that .AI;{k} = Ay,
and the latter is an SMA. t

3. MAIN RESULT

As already announced, in this section we prove our main result, Theorem B.7, which is an
extension of Petek-Semrl theorems to SMAs. Since the rank-one matrices play an essential
role in the proof of Theorem [B.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 A, C M, we shall use the following notation

R :={A € A,: Ais a rank-one non-nilpotent }
and by R we denote its closure.
Lemma 3.1. Let A, C M, be an SMA. Then R is given by
R = {ab* : a,b € C",3k € [1,n] such that ae},exb* € A,} C A,
In particular, R contains all matrices in A, supported in a single row or a single column.

Proof. Note that
R ={w" € A, :u,v e C" v'u#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 € C". Since A € A,, we have

(suppa) x (suppb) = supp A C p.
For the sake of concreteness, we assume that M, is equipped with the norm
Xl|oo = Xijl-
1Xlloo = max |.Xi|

Denote

= min Al > 0.
H (i,j)esuppA’ U’

By the assumption, there exists a matrix uv* € R (where u,v € C",v*u # 0) such that
|luv* — Al < p. In particular, for each (i,j) € supp A we have

A = [(wv™)is] < Ay — (uv)is| <p = |(wv")iz] > |Aij| — >0
so u;U; = (uv*);; # 0. It follows

(suppa) x (suppb) = supp A C supp(uv*) = (suppu) X (suppv),
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which implies suppa C suppu and suppb C suppwv. Since v*u # 0, we can choose some
1 < k < n such that u;vy # 0. Then k € (suppu) N (suppv) and therefore

((suppa) x {k}) U ({k} x (suppd)) € ((suppu) x {k}) U ({k} x (suppv))
C (suppu) X (suppv) € p.
In particular, we have
supp(aey,) = (suppa) x {k} Cp = aej, € A,

and

supp(erb™) = {k} x (suppb) C p = erb" € A,,.
Clearly 0 € R. Suppose now that ab* € A, for some nonzero vectors a,b € C" such
that aey,erpb* € A, for some 1 < k < n. We claim that ab* € R. If b*a # 0, then clearly
ab* € R C R, so assume b*a = 0.
For € > 0 consider

A = (a+ce)(b+cer)” € M,.
We have
A; = ab* + 6(&62 + epb”) + 62Ekk S Ap
and clearly lim._,y Ac = ab*. Furthermore,
(b+cep)*(a+ee) = b a+c(efa+brer) + 2enef = e(ag + by) + 2,

which is nonzero when ¢ # —(ag + bg), implying that A. € R for such e. This completes the
proof of the inclusion.

Finally, suppose that a matrix A € A, is supported in a single row j € [1,n]. Then there
exists a vector b € C" such that A = e;b*. We have ejb*, eje; = Ej; € A, s0 A€ R. The
case when a matrix is supported in a single column is treated by a similar argument. O

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

Example 3.2. Consider the quasi-order
p = Ay U {(17 3)7 (17 4)7 (27 3)7 (27 4)}
on [1,4] and the corresponding SMA

* 0 *x
0 * * =%
S R
[0 0 0 x|
Then ) )
0 011
0 011
A= 000 0 €A,
0000

is a rank-one matrix such that A ¢ R, as for any 0 < ¢ < 1, the || - ||-ball B(4,¢) in A, does
not intersect R. Indeed, if X € B(A,¢) is a diagonalizable matrix in A,, then there exists
some j € [1,4] such that ([1,2] x [3,4]) U{(J,7)} C supp X. Hence, X cannot be of rank-one.
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Alternatively, suppose that A = ab* for some nonzero vectors a,b € C". Then one easily
sees that a || (e; + e2) and b || (e3 + e4). On the other hand, we have
(e1 +e2)eq, (e1 +ea)es, ez(es +eq)* ea(es +es)" ¢ A,
and these conclusions are invariant under scalar multiplication by a nonzero scalar. It follows
that A does not satisfy the condition of Lemma [B1] and thus A ¢ R.

Remark 3.3. In fact, given a quasi-order p on [1,n], one easily sees that R is dense in the
set of all rank-one matrices in A, if and only if for all subsets S,T" C [1,n] we have
SxTCp = Tk €[l,n]such that (S x {k}) U ({k} xT) C p.

It is not difficult to check that this condition is fulfilled for all block upper-triangular sub-
algebras of M,,. This is reflected in the fact that the maps resulting from Theorem 21l are
automatically rank-one (and, a posteriori, rank) preservers (see Claim [l further in the text
and compare it to Step 5.2 in the proof of [I3, Theorem 1.4]).

Lemma 3.4. Let A, C M, be an SMA. Then the set
{Sdiag(A1,..., )87t S € AZ A, Ay € C pairwise distinct}
is dense in A,.

Proof. Following the notation of [I3], by Ay, . x, we denote the block upper-triangular sub-
algebra of M,, whose diagonal blocks are My, , ..., My,, where ky + -+ + k, = n.

Case 1. First we consider the case when diag(My,,...,My,) € A, C Ag, ..k, Let Ac A,
be arbitrary and let € > 0. By applying the Schur triangularization on each diagonal block,
we obtain a unitary block-diagonal matrix U € A} such that U*AU € T,. Let © € T;, be a
matrix which is identical to U* AU outside the diagonal, while its diagonal D € D,, consists

of pairwise distinct complex numbers ©11, ..., 0,, such that
Z ‘(U*AU)kk — @kk‘2 < 62.
ke(1l,n]

Clearly, supp© C supp(U*AU) UA,, C p,s0 © € A,. If ||-|| » denotes the Frobenius norm on
M,,, we have

|A—UOU*|p = |USAU = O, = | S (U AU — Ol® | <e.
ke(l,n]

Since UBOU™* € A, has n distinct eigenvalues, it remains to apply Theorem 2.3

Case 2. Now we consider the general case. By [I, p. 432] (see also [14, Lemma 3.2]), there
exists a permutation 7w € S, such that

diag(My,, ..., My,) € ReA, Ry C Apy g,
where R, € M,* is defined by (2I)). By Case 1, the set
S :={9diag(M1,..., )5S 1 S € (RrA,R; ) = ReAXRN A, A\ €Cp. d}
is dense in R A,R ! which immediately implies that R 'SR, which equals
{(R;'SR,) diag(Ar-1(1), - - - s Ar1(n)) (R 'SRx) ™" 1 S € ReAXRN A1, A, €Cp.d}
= {Tdiag(p1, ..., un)T 1 :T € AS s € Cp.dd,

is dense in A, (where p. d. abbreviates “pairwise distinct”).
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0

Following the notation from [I4], for a quasi-order p on [1,n], by &y we denote the relation

on [1,n] given by

o~ . def .o ..

iRy j < (i,j) € por (j,i) € p,
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 A, C M, is 2-free if |C| # 2 for all C € Q. Note that by [14, Remark 3.3],
each SMA A, C M, is isomorphic to a direct sum of central SMAs (each contained in some
My, 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 My (i.e. isomorphic either to My or T3).

Also note that this condition precludes the existence of nonlinear maps A — M, such as on
M, (from [18, Example 7]) and 72 (from [I7, Theorem 4]).

Remark 3.5. Suppose that A C M, is an arbitrary subalgebra and let S € M. Clearly,
every injective continuous commutativity and spectrum preserver A — M, is a Jordan em-
bedding if and only if the same holds for the corresponding maps S~tAS — M,,.

Proposition 3.6. Let A, C M, be a 2-free SMA and let ¢ : A, — M, be an injective
continuous commutativity and spectrum preserver. Then there exists S € M), a transitive

map g : p — C* and quasi-orders p}i\}, pi C p such that pf/[ U pﬁ = p, pﬁ/[ N pﬁ = A, and
S A
9(i,J)SE;S™, if (i,)) € pj-
Proof. In view of Theorem [L.I, we may assume throughout that A, C M,,.
Claim 1. ¢ preserves characteristic polynomial.
¢ clearly preserves characteristic polynomial on the set
{Sdiag(A1,..., \)S71: S € AZ A1, Ay € C pairwise distinct},

so the claim follows by the continuity of ¢ and the characteristic polynomial k.y : M,, — Clz]
(see also the proof of [13, Lemma 4.1]). &

Claim 2. Without loss of generality we can assume ¢(A,) = Ay, and hence that ¢ acts as the
identity map on D,,.

Since the matrix ¢(A,) € M, has eigenvalues 1,...,n, there exists an S € M, such that
#(A,) = SA,S™1. By passing to the map S~1¢(-)S, we can assume ¢(A,) = A,. Fix an
arbitrary D € D,. We have D <« A, and hence ¢(D) < ¢(A,) = A,. We conclude
¢(D) € D,,. The same argument from [19, Lemma 2.1] (see also the proof of Step 1 of [13|
Theorem 1.4]) now gives that ¢(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 D,,) and that ¢ acts as the identity map on D,,.

Claim 3. For each S € A there exists T € M, such that
$(SDS™Y) =TDT 1, for all D € D,.

For a fixed S € A} there exists T' € M, such that #(SA,S™Y) = TA,T~!. Now we can

apply Claim 2] to the map T~ !1¢(S(-)S~1)T which satisfies the same properties as ¢, as well
as A, — A, &
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Claim 4. Let A, B € A, be two diagonalizable matrices such that A L B. Then ¢(A) L ¢(B).
Follows directly from Theorem 2.3] and Claim Bl &

Claim 5.

(a) Let A,B € A, be diagonalizable matrices such that A < B. Then ¢(aA + B) =
ag(A) + Bo(B) for all o, B € C.

(b) & is a homogeneous map.

(a) follows directly from Theorem 2.3] and Claim Bl while (b) follows from (a), Lemma [B.4]
and the continuity of ¢. &

Claim 6. ¢ maps every nonzero matriz from R to a rank-one matriz.

If A € R, then A is diagonalizable in A, (Theorem [2.3]) so the assertion follows directly from
Claim Bl

Now suppose that A € R and let (Ag)reny be a sequence of matrices in R such that
Ay — A. By continuity we have ¢(Ay) — ¢(A) and then by lower semicontinuity of the rank
we conclude that ¢(A) has rank one. O

Claim 7. Suppose that nonzero matrices Ay, Ay € R satisfy A1 L Ay. Then ¢(A1) L ¢(As).

In view of Claim [6] for j = 1,2 denote ¢(A;) = z;y; for some nonzero vectors x;,y; € C".
Since in particular A; <> As, we obtain

(172)m1ys = (2197)(72y3) = (T2y2)(z1y7) = (ya1) 727
If yfxo = y5z1 = 0, it follows ¢(A1) L ¢(Az), as desired. Assume therefore yiza, ysx1 # 0.
Then z1y5 || z2yi, so z1 || 2 and y; || y2. It follows ¢(A1) = z1y] || x2y5 = #(A2), so by
the injectivity and the homogeneity (Claim [B]) of ¢ it follows Ay || A2. Then Ay = a4y for
some a € C* so A; L Ay implies A? = 0. By Claim [6], ¢(A;) has rank-one, and it is also a

nilpotent since ¢ preserves spectrum. Therefore ¢(A;)? = 0. By the homogeneity of ¢ (Claim
B), we conclude ¢p(A1) L ad(Ar) = ¢p(ady) = ¢(Az), as desired. O

Claim 8. We have ¢(E;j;) || Eij or ¢(E;ij) || Eji for all (4,5) € p*.

By Lemma 3.1}, note that all matrix units of A, are contained in R. For each (i, ) € p* we
have E;; L Eyy, for all k € [1,n]\ {7,7} so by Claims 2] and [1l we obtain

Via a direct computation we now show that for each 1 < i < n we have
Ip(i)] = 3 = ($(Ey) || Eij, Vi € p(i)) or ((Eij) || Eji, Vi € p(i)).
Indeed, if (4, 7), (i, k) € p* for j # k, then there exist scalars o, ovij, @i, @5, Bii, Biks Bris Bk €
C such that
¢(Eij) = cuiBii + aijEij + ajiEji + aj; Ejj,
¢(Eir) = BiiBii + BinBik + BriLri + Brr Lk
Since E;j L Ej, by invoking Claim [, we obtain
0 = o(Eij)0(Eir) = i Bii + i Bir B + i EBji + oiBin Eji,
0 = ¢(Eir)d(Eij) = i By + ijBii iy + 0 BriEyj + i BriLr.
Suppose that 3;; # 0. Then ;8 = a;;8: = iy = 0 imply oy = oyj = oy = 0 and hence
¢(Eij) = a;;Ej;, which contradicts injectivity (as ¢(a;;Ej;) = a;jE;;). We run into a similar
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contradiction when assuming «;; # 0 so we conclude «;; = B;; = 0. Since ¢(E;;) and ¢(Ej)
are rank-one nilpotents, we have

0= @(EZ ')2 = Oéij()éjiEii + Oéij()éijij + OéjjOéjiEji + (Oéij()éji + Oé?j)Ejj
and

0= ¢(Ew)® = BiBriEii + BBk Eik + BinBriEri + (BiBri + Big) Erk-
We first conclude «j; = frr = 0 and then a;; = 0 or a; = 0 (but not both since otherwise
we would have ¢(FE;;) = 0) and similarly B; = 0 or fB; = 0 but not both. If a;; # 0, then
&(Eij) = 0;Ei; and o0k = 0 implies B; = 0 from which we conclude ¢(E;,) = BirEig.
Similarly, if a;; # 0, we conclude ¢(E;;) = ajiEj; and ¢(Eig) = Bri B

An analogous argument shows that for each 1 < j < n we have

7 ()| =3 = (¢(Ey) || Eij,Vie p'(j)) or (¢(Eyj) || Eji,Vi € p~ (7).

It remains to consider the case (i,5) € p* when |p(i)| =2 (or [p~!(j)| = 2). For concreteness,

assume p(i) = {i,j} for some j € [1,n]\ {i}. Since, by assumption, A, is 2-free, clearly there
exists some k € [1,n] \ {4,5} such that k & i or k &y j. The possibilities (i,k) € p and
(4, k) € p can be excluded, as they would lead to k € p(i), which is false. The possibilities
which remain are (k,i) € p or (k,j) € p, so in either case we can assume (k,j) € p. Then
i,4,k € p~'(j) and hence | p_l(j)| > 3, which allows us to reach the desired conclusion that

O(Eij) || Eij or ¢(Eij) || Eji- o
In view of Claim [§ for each (i,j) € p, denote by ¢(i,j) € C* the unique scalar such that
o(Eij) = g(i, j) Eij or O(Eij) = g(i, ) Eji-

In this manner we obtain a function g : p — C* whose transitivity we intend to show in the

remainder of the proof. As, by assumption, ¢|p, is the identity map, it is immediate that
gla, = 1. Define

(3.1) o= A(.0) €p: 8(By) | By} 0= {(0,4) € p: 6(Ey) || Eji}.

Clearly, p}z\)/[ U pﬁ = p and pﬁ/[ N pi =A,.

Claim 9. Suppose (i,j) € p*. Then
({i} x p(i)) U (o7 (i) x {i}) U ({5} x p(4)) U (p(5) x {3}) € py

or
({i} x p() U (p~ (i) x {i}) U ({7} x p(i) U (p~" () x {5}) € 0%
For concreteness suppose that (i, j) € pf/[, as the other case is similar.
o If k € p*(i), then E;; L E;j, and Claim [ imply (i, k) € p}i\)/I.
o If k € (p*)7'(4), then Ej; L Ey; and Claim [imply (k,5) € p%,.
o Let k € (p*)~1(i). If k # j, then by transitivity we obtain (k,j) € p* and hence
(k,j) € pf/[ and then (k,i) € pf/[, by the previous two cases. On the other hand, the

case k = j follows from the injectivity and homogeneity of ¢.
e Let k € p*(j). The case k = i again follows from the injectivity and homogeneity of

¢. If k # i, then by transitivity we obtain (i, k) € p* and hence (i, k) € pﬁ/[ and then
(J, k) € pﬁ/[, by the first two cases.
¢
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Claim 10. Suppose that X € A,NMS* for some S C [1,n] (where MS% is defined in (2.4)).
Then ¢(X) € MS5.

Following our notation from Section 2 by applying Lemma B4 to the matrix X5 e .A';)S °, by
the continuity of ¢ it suffices to assume that X is a diagonalizable matrix. Now the assertion
follows from X L FEyy for all k € [1,n]\ S, Claim @ and ¢(Eyx) = Exg. O

Claim 11. Let S C [1,n] be a nonempty set. The map
U A5 Mg, X (XS

s an injective continuous commutativity and spectrum preserver.
By Lemma [2.0] .A';)S is an SMA in M|g|. In view of Claim [I0] it makes sense to consider the
maps

P A5 MES, X e XP

Yo MET = M, X = ¢(X),

Pyt MES — Mg, X X0
Note that 1) = 13 0 1) 0 91. By Lemmas [2.4] and 2.5} v); and 13 are algebra monomorphisms

so it follows that ¢ is an injective continuous commutativity preserver. Finally, for each
X € .A';S “ we have the equality of polynomials

Claim [I0]

f]}'n_lslk’(l}(X) (x) — xn_‘slk¢(xusc)bsc (x) = k(¢(XﬁSc)bSc)ﬁSc (,Z') kd)(XﬁS‘)(x)

Claim n—
il e (@) = 2 ke (a),

which implies kyx) = kx. In particular, ¢ is a spectrum preserver. &

It remains to show that pﬁz[ and pﬁ are quasi-orders and that the map g is transitive. The

reflexivity of p}z\’/l and pﬁ is immediate, while their transitivity follows from Claim [ In order
to show that g is a transitive map, first note that Claim @ implies

(32) (). Gk ep = ((,0),Gk) €ply or  (i,4), (k) €pY).
Therefore, it suffices to show that g|p¢ and g|p¢ are transitive maps. We focus on pf/[ as the
M A

proof for pz is analogous. Suppose that (i, j), (j, k) € pf/[. We show that (4, 7)g(j, k) = g(i, k).
This is obvious if ¢ = j or j = k, so assume further that (¢, 7), (j, k) € (p}i\)A,)X. We first focus
on the case i # k. By deleting [-th row and column in A, for each I € [1,n]\ {3, J,k}, the
elements which remain are
(i) (g) (i.k)
i, k

(
« (5,7) (k)
s (k)
Therefore, AZ({i’j k¥ C M3 contains 73. Hence, in view of Lemma [2.6] and Claim [I1] we can
apply Theorem 2.1] to the map
’l/} . AZ({ZJJC}C) — ‘2\4'37 X — (ZS(Xﬂ({ZJ’k}C))b({7'7.]7k}c)
to conclude that 1 is a Jordan embedding (and thus multiplicative or antimultiplicative). As
(1,79), (4, k) € p}i\)é,, one easily verifies
YIp, =id,  Y(E12) = g(i,5) B2,  ¥(F3) = g(i, k) Ews,  ¢(E23) = g(j, k) Eas,
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whence 9 is a multiplicative map. In particular, we obtain
g(i, k) Er3 = (E13) = Y(E12Fa3) = 1 (E12)(FEas)
= 9(17])9(]7 k)El?n
yielding g(i, k) = g(i,)g(J, k)-

It remains to consider the shorter case i = k. Since A, is 2-free, there exists some [ €
[1,n] \ {4,7} such that i &y [ or j &y [. Since i and j play a symmetric role, without loss of
generality suppose the former. If (i,1) € p*, then from (j,i) € p}z\’/l via Claim [0 we conclude
(1,1) € (p}i\)A,)X. Now from (j,1), (4,1) € (p(]z\)/ﬁ,)X by the previous case if follows (j,1) € (,oﬂ)X
and

9.0 = 9(j,0)g(i, 1), g(i,1) = g(i,4)9(j, 1)
)
9,0 9(i,0)
as desired. On the other hand, if (I,7) € p* then similarly we obtain

9(,j) =9, i), 5),  g(,i) =g(l,5)9(j,9),
again yielding ¢(,7)g(j,7) = 1. O
Theorem 3.7. Let A, C M, be an SMA. Then the following two statements are equivalent:

(i) For each (i,j) € p* we have
[(p(i) U p™ (1) N (p(5) U p ™" (5))] = 3.

(11) Every continuous injective commutativity and spectrum preserver ¢ : A, — M, is nec-
essarily a Jordan embedding.

We obtain

9(i,3)g9(4, i) =

Remark 3.8. Note that for (i,j) € p*, the condition (i) of Theorem B.7 (i) is equivalent to

(p(i) Up™ (@) N (p(7) U p™ (7)) £ {i. 3}
In particular, (i) implies that A, is 2-free.

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

Lemma 3.9. Let A, C M3 be an SMA distinct from D3. The following statements are
equivalent:

(a) A, satisfies the condition (i) from Theorem [3.7]

(b) There exist distinct i,j € [1,3] such that p(i) = p~1(j) = [1,3].

(c) There exists a permutation ™ € Ss such that RrA,R; is a block upper-triangular subal-
gebra of Ms.

Proof. For m € S3, denote the quasi-order

p=A{(x(i),7(5)) : (i,5) € p}-

Note that for all 7,5 € [1,3] we have

(3.3) p(i) = p~1(j) = [1,3] = p(n(i)) = (0) "' (x(j)) = [L,3].
Notice also that an SMA in M3 is a block upper-triangular subalgebra if and only if it contains
the first row and third column.
M Since A, # D3, choose some (i,5) € p*. By (i), there exists k € [1,3] \ {i,/}
such that

k€ (p(i) Up™t(0) N (p(5) U p~ ().
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We consider two cases:
o If k € p(j), then from (4, 5), (,k) € p it follows (i,k) € p and hence p(i) = p~!(k) =
1, 3].
o If k£ € p~(4), then from (i,7), (k,5) € p it follows p~'(j) = [1,3]. Moreover, since
k € p(i) U p~1(i), we obtain (i,k) € p or (k,i) € p, which implies p(i) = [1,3] or
p(k) = [1, 3], respectively.

(b) = (c)|Let m € S3 be any permutation such that 7(i) = 1 and w(j) = 3. Then by (B3],
R AR = A, satisfies p/'(1) = (p')7*(3) = [1,3], so RrA,R;" is a block upper-triangular
subalgebra of Ms.

(c) = (a)|By assumption, there exists a permutation m € S3 such that p'(1) = (p/)~1(3) =
[1,3]. Denote i := 7—1(1) and j := 7~ 1(3). Again, by [.3), we have p(i) = p~1(j) = [1,3].
)

Therefore, A, satisfies (i).

Proof of Theorem [3.7]

(1) = (i1) | First note that the n = 1 case is trivial, while the only SMA in My which

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

Since A, is 2-free, in view of Proposition (and Claim () without loss of generality by
passing to the map S™1¢((¢*)71(+))S (where g* is the automorphism induced by g, as defined
in (22)) we can assume that

Eija lf (Zaj) ep}@a

(34) H(Ey) = { By, if (i,5) € 95,

where p}z\)/[ and pﬁ are quasi-orders on [1,n] defined by (B.1]).

Claim 12. Both quasi-orders p}z\)/[ and pﬁ satisfy (i). In particular, by Remark[3.8, both SMAs
Ap¢ and .Ap¢ are 2-free.
M A

For simplicity, we prove the claim for p}i\)/I, as the argument for pﬁ is almost identical. Suppose

that (i,7) € (p}@)x. In particular, (i,7) € p* so by Remark [3.8] there exists some k €
[1,n]\ {4,j} such that

ke (p(i) Up™t(0) N (p(G) U p~H(5)):
Then at least one of the following holds: (i,k) € p,(k,i) € p is true, and similarly for
(j,k) € p,(k,7) € p. In both cases, Claim [0 implies that the corresponding pair is in fact

contained in pf/[. Thus,

k€ (o () U (o) ™1 (D) N (07, () U (p53) " (4)-

Claim 13. Every rank-one matriz in A, is contained in .Ap¢ or in .Ap¢.
M A

Assume ab* € A, for some nonzero vectors a,b € C". We have

(suppa) x (suppb) C p.
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Let (i,7), (k,1) € ((suppa) x (suppb)) N p* be distinct but otherwise arbitrary. We need to
show that (,7), (k1) € p}z\’/l or (i,7), (k1) € pz. If j =k or ¢ = I, this follows from (3.2)).
Otherwise, since {i,k} x {j,1} C p, we have

(i,0) € p* = (i,4), (i,0), (k,1) € p*,
(k7j)ep>< :> (i7j)7(k7j)7(k7l)€px7
so in either case we obtain the desired assertion from Claim [O1 &

Claim 14. ¢ acts as the identity on RN A o0, and as transposition on RN A o

For concreteness assume that ab* € RN A o, for some (nonzero) vectors a,b € C", as the

other case is similar. In view of Claim [6], denote ¢(ab*) = xy* for some nonzero z,y € C". As
b*a # 0, we can fix some

j € (suppa) N (suppb).
Let i € [1,n] \ {j} be arbitrary and consider the matrix
A= (bje; — biej)(@e; — Tjeq)".
Note that
(bjei — biej)ef =

— b Fii —b; i Eji, if i € suppb,
b;iEii, if i ¢ suppb,

a;Fi; — a; By, if 4 € suppa,

ei(@re; — ajes) = {

In all cases, these matrices belong to A,, so by Lemma 3.1l we have A € R and in particular
Aec A,
We claim that ¢(A) = A. Consider the following cases:
e If i ¢ (suppa)U (suppb), then A = —a;b;E;; and hence ¢(A) = A by the homogeneity
of ¢ (Claim [{l).
e Suppose that ¢ € suppa. Then (i,7) € supp A C {i,5} x {7,7}, so (i,7) € p*. By (i)
there exists k € [1,n]\ {4, j} such that

k€ (p(i) Up (i) N (p(5) U p~ " ())-

—a;Ey;, if i ¢ suppa.

It is immediate that

{i, 4.k} S (p(@) Up~ (@) N (p(7) U p~ (7)) N (p(k) U p~ (R)),
which via Lemma 2.6l implies that the SMA AZ({M kY ¢ M3 satisfies (i). Furthermore,
since
(i,§) € (suppa) x (suppb) = supp(ab*) C p;,
by Claim [0 we conclude that
({i,d,k} x {i,4,k}) 0 p € o
In particular, by ([8.4]), ¢ acts as the identity on all matrix units supported in ({3, j, k} X
{i,4,k})Np. We can now invoke Lemma 26l and Claim [Tl with the n = 3 case (which
was already covered) to conclude that the map
¢ . AZ({ZJJC}C) — Mg’ X — ¢(Xﬂ({lv.77k}c))b({lﬁvk}c)
is a Jordan embedding. Since 1 acts as the identity on all matrix units of AI;({i’j ’k}c),
we conclude that v is the identity map. In particular, Claim [[0limplies that ¢(A) = A.
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e Suppose that ¢ € suppb. Then (j,7) € p* so by the symmetry of our assumption (i),
the exact same discussion as above yields ¢(A) = A.

Now notice that ab* 1 A so by Claim [7] we obtain
zy” = ¢(ab”) L ¢(A) = A = (aie; — Tje:) s = y"(bje; — biej) = 0.
Overall, it follows
v L{@Ge; —aje; i€ [Ln] \{j}},  y L {bjei —biej i €[1,n]\{j}}.
In fact, these sets are bases for {a}* and {b}* respectively. We conclude z || a and y || b,
which implies ¢(ab*) || ab*. Equating the traces yields ¢(ab*) = ab*.
Claim 15. ¢ acts as the identity on Ap%, and as transposition on Apfx'

For the sake of variety, we prove the second claim, as the first one is similar. By Claim Bl for
each S € A”, there exists T € M, such that
Pa

p(SDS™Yy =TDT7!, for all D € D,,.
In particular, for all j € [1,n] we have

T, T = o(5E;,;5) 2 (5p, 5.
——

ERNA ¢
PA
Hence, by the linearity of the maps 7(-)T~! and (S(-)S~1)¢, for all D € D,, we have
p(SDS™) =TDT~! = (SDS™1)".
The Claim now follows by the continuity of ¢ from Lemma 3.4 applied to .Ap¢. &
A
Claim 16. Let P € D, be a diagonal idempotent defined by
P;; =1 < there exists j € [1,n]\ {i} such that (i,7) € p}z\)/[ or (j,1) € p%.
Then P € Z(A,), PX € Ay and (I-P)X € A for all X € Ay,
M A
A variant of this argument (when ¢ 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) € p we have

(3.5) P < Eij, PEZ'j c Aﬁif’ (I — P)Eij c Api.

Since all three claims are trivially true when i = j, fix (i,7) € p*. We consider two separate
cases:

o If (i,j) € p%;, then P = Pj; = 1 by definition, so
PEZ'j = Eij :EZ]P — (I—P)EZ] =0ecAd,,
~~ Pa
cA &
Py
which establishes (B.3]).
o If (i,5) € pﬁ, then by Claim [, P;; = Pj; = 0. Hence,
PEZ‘]' = 0 :EZJP — (I—P)Ew :Eij GApﬁ,

cA &
PM

so again (3.0 follows.
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¢
Claim 17. Let P € Z(A,) be the idempotent from Claim[16. Then for all X € A, we have
¢(X)=PX + (I - P)X".
In particular, ¢ is a Jordan embedding.

Fix a diagonalizable matrix X € A,. 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 € .Ap¢ , (I -P)X € Ap¢ and trivially PX L (I — P)X. Therefore,
M A

we have
d(X)=9p(PX+(I—-P)X
=PX+ (- P)Xt.

It follows that the continuous maps ¢ and P(-) + (I — P)(-)! coincide on the set of all diago-
nalizable matrices in A,, so Lemma [3.4 implies their overall equality. &

) Clzim ) Clai:m

¢(PX) +o((I — P)X PX + ((I - P)X)!

(i1) = (i) | Suppose that an SMA A, C M, fails to satisfy (i). Then by Remark 3.8 there
exists (r,s) € p* such that

(p(r) U p~H (1)) N (p(s) U p~*(s)) = {r,s}.
We consider two separate cases:

Case 1. Suppose that (s,7) € p. Then by the transitivity of p it easily follows

(3.6) p(r)=p~t(r) = p(s) = p~'(s) = {r,s}.
Define a rank-two idempotent
P:=FE,+E;¢€A,.
Note that P is central. Indeed, fix (i,7) € p and note that i € {r, s} if and only if j € {r,s}.
On the other hand, we clearly have

Ei'a if 1 5 5 Ei'a if j ) ’
PE; =< Y ?Z.G{TS} EijP =4 Y ?]‘e{rs}
0, if i ¢ {r, s}, 0, if j ¢ {r, s},
so P < E;;. If follows that
A,=PA,® (I - P)A,
is an inner direct sum of algebras. Moreover, by ([3.6), PA, is isomorphic to My so let

¥ : My — My be a slight modification of the nonlinear counterexample due to [18, Example 7]
(in order to ensure its injectivity). Let f : [0, +00) — S! be any nonconstant continuous map

such that limy_, y~ f(t) = 1 (concretely, we can choose f(t) := et%). Define v : My — My by
a 0

w(ﬁ ﬂ);: Lf?qjgf§5>

Then 1) is a nonlinear injective continuous spectrum and commutativity preserver (and hence
not a Jordan homomorphism). Then the same holds for the map

b: Ay My, G(X) = G | (Pl

€PA, —(I-P)X

itb=0,

} , otherwise.
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Case 2. Suppose that (s,7) ¢ p. By the assumption and the transitivity of p it easily follows
that

(3.7) p i) ={r},  pls) = {s}
Each X € A, can be written as
X =X+ X,sE,s,
where
X® =X — X, By € A,
Consider the map
v, if Ju| < v,

fi€xC=C fluo):= {Um i [u] > [ul.

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

¢ -Ap — Apa ¢(X) =X+ f(Xss - erers)Ersv
that is

f(Xss - erers)y if (Zaj) = (T7 S)‘
We claim that ¢ is a continuous injective commutativity and spectrum preserver, but not a
linear map (and hence not a Jordan homomorphism).

O(X)ij = {Xij’ if (i,5) # (r,5),

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

kx(z) = (Xor — 2)(Xss — @)k yoirsy () = kxo ().

In particular, the spectrum of X is equal to the spectrum of X*°. As ¢(X)® = X°,
we conclude that ¢ is a spectrum preserver.
e Suppose that ¢(X) = ¢(Y) for some X,Y € A,. Immediately we obtain
(i) X°*=Y"°,
(11) f(Xss - eraer) = f(}/ss - Y;“ra Y;“s),
whence we conclude f(Xgs — Xppy, Xps) = f(Xss — Xpr, Yis). This implies X5 = Y,.q,
since f(Xgs — Xyr, ) is injective. Therefore, X =Y, so ¢ is injective.
e Suppose that X,Y € A,. We have

XY = (Xe + erErs)(Ye + Y;“sErs)
=X°Y®° + }/rsXeET’s + XTSETSYQ

=X°Y*® + }/rs Z XirEir Ers + erErs Z }[SZESZ
icp=1(r) i€p(s)

BD Xoye 4 (X, Vs + XosYss) Ers.

Moreover, (XY)® = X°Y*, as E,.(X°Y*®)E;; = 0. Indeed, if E,, E;jEEss # 0
for some (i,7), (k,1) € p\ {(r,s)}, then i = r, j = k and | = s, which implies that
j € p(r)np=t(s) = {r,s}; a contradiction. Similarly,

YX =YX+ (Y Xps + Vs Xoo)Ers,  (YX)® =Y°X°.
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Hence,

X% & Y®,

(3.8) XYV —
(Xss - er)}/rs — (}/ss - Y;‘T)XTS'

Assume now X < Y. Since ¢(X)® = X*® and ¢(Y)® = Y*°, to show that ¢(X) «
#(Y), it remains to verify that

(Xss = Xop ) f (Yos = Yo, Yig) = (Yo — Vi) f (Xss — X, Xoo).
By the homogeneity of f, this is equivalent to
F (s = Xor) (Ve = Vo), (Kaw = X)¥r) = F((Xaw = Xpr) (Yo = Vo), (Yag = Yor) Xr),
which is true by (B.8)). We conclude that ¢ preserves commutativity.
e That ¢ is not an additive map follows from

1
¢(2Err + Ers) — 2Err + §E7‘87 ¢(Ers) = ETS7 ¢(2Err + 2Ers) = 2Err + 2Ers-

The proof of Theorem [B.7] is now complete. O

4. EXAMPLES AND FINAL REMARKS

In contrast to the previous cases of M, 7,, and the general block upper-triangular subal-
gebras of M, note that for an arbitrary SMA A, C M,,, Jordan embeddings A, — M, are
not necessarily multiplicative or antimultiplicative, even when A, satisfies the condition (i)
of Theorem [B3.7]

Example 4.1. Consider the quasi-order on [1, 6] defined by
p = ([1,3] x [1,3]) U ([4,6] x [4,6]).

Clearly, A, = diag(Ms, M3) C M; satisfies the condition (i) of Theorem 3.7l However, the
Jordan automorphism ¢ of A, given by ¢(diag(X,Y)) := diag(X,Y") is obviously neither
multiplicative nor antimultiplicative.

Further, when A, is a block-upper triangular subalgebra od M, it is easy to see that p
admits only trivial transitive maps. In that case by Theorem (or Theorem 2.T]), all Jordan
embeddings A, — M,, are necessarily rank(-one) preservers. This is no longer true for general
SMAs A, C M, which satisfy the condition (i) of Theorem B.7l

Example 4.2. Consider the quasi-order
p = A7 U ([17 3] X [47 7]) U {(17 3)7 (47 5)7 (67 7)}
on [1,7] and the corresponding SMA

R

Il
cCoocooco %
cCoooo x O
cCoo o % O %
O O %k X X X ¥
O % O O % * ¥
* * O DO % % ¥

N

3

O OO *x ¥k Xk ¥
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We have
p()Up~H(1) = p(3) Up~(3) = {1,3,4,5,6,7},
p(2)Up~(2) = {2,4,5,6,7},
p(4)Up H4) = p(B)Up~i(5) = {1,2,3,4,5},
p(6)Up~(6) = p(T) U p~}(7) = {1,2,3,6,7}.
One easily checks that A, satisfies (i) of Theorem [3.7] and that the map

2, it (i,7) €{(2,4),(2,9)},

1, otherwise

g:p—C~, 9(i,7) :{

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

%:gm):l, %:gu,ﬁ):l — () =s(1) = s(6),
2:g<2,4>=%:§)=g<2,6>:1,

~—

which is a contradiction.
Further, as for the induced algebra automorphism g* of A, we have

9" (B4 + Ev6 + Eoq + Eo6) = E14 + Eig + 2E24 + Eos,

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

Remark 4.3. For an SMA A, C M, which satisfies (i) of Theorem B.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.

e Spectrum preserving is necessary to assume for all SMAs A,, as the map ¢ : A, — A,
#(X) := 2X shows (for a nonlinear variant of the example see [13, Example 5.1]).

e Commutativity preserving is necessary to assume for all SMAs A,. Indeed, when
A, # Dy, this follows from a small modification of [13, Example 5.2], by defining the
map ¢ : A, = M,,

H(X) == diag(1,...,1,e%*X 1. 1)X diag(1,...,1,e” %X 1. 1),

where both X and e~9¢X gtand at some position i € [1,n] for which p* (i) # 0.
On the other hand, when A, = D,,, we can consider the map

¢ : D, — M,, H(X) == X + X11Eop,

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

e Continuity is necessary to assume for all SMAs A,. This follows from [I3] Example
5.3], without any change.

e Injectivity is necessary to assume if and only if A, is not semisimple (note that by
9], A, is semisimple if and only if p is symmetric). Indeed, suppose that A, is
semisimple and that ¢ : A, — M, is a continuous commutativity and spectrum
preserver. In view of Remark and [I p. 432] (see also [14, Lemma 3.2]), we can
assume that A, = diag(My,, ..., My,) where, by (i), each k; # 2. By analysing the
proofs of Claims [I 2, B and @ we observe that they do not require the injectivity



1]
2]
3]
[4]
[5]
[6]
(7]
8]
[9]
[10]
[11]
[12]
[13]
[14]
[15]
[16]
[17]
18]
[19]

[20]
21]

AN EXTENSION OF PETEK-SEMRL PRESERVER THEOREMS TO SMAS 21

of the map ¢. Therefore, without loss of generality, one can assume that ¢ acts as
the identity map on D,,. Further, using Claim M and a standard density argument, it
easily follows that ¢ maps each diagonal block of A, into itself. Therefore, for each
1 < 5 <k the map ¢ restricts to a continuous spectrum and commutativity preserver
G5+ My, — My, If kj = 1, clearly ¢; is the identity, while if k; > 3 we apply Theorem
[LIlto ¢; to conclude that it acts as the identity or as the transposition map. Putting
everything back together, it follows that ¢ is a Jordan embedding. Now, on the other
hand, suppose that A, is not semisimple. Again, in view of Remark and [1l p.
432|, we can assume that A, 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
¢ : A, = M, which only leaves the diagonal blocks intact and annihilates everything
else is an example of a non-injective unital Jordan homomorphism (in particular, ¢ is
a continuous spectrum and commutativity preserver).
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