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Abstract

Given an (anisotropic) Hermitian space H, the collection P(H) of at most one-
dimensional subspaces of H, equipped with the orthogonal relation 1 and the
zero linear subspace {0}, is a linear orthoset and up to orthoisomorphism any
linear orthoset of rank > 4 arises in this way. We investigate in this paper the
correspondence of structure-preserving maps between Hermitian spaces on the
one hand and between the associated linear orthosets on the other hand. Our
particular focus is on adjointable maps.

We show that, under a mild assumption, adjointable maps between linear or-
thosets are induced by quasilinear maps between Hermitian spaces and if the
latter are linear, they are adjointable as well. Specialised versions of this correla-
tion lead to Wigner-type theorems; we see, for instance, that orthoisomorphisms
between the orthosets associated with at least 3-dimensional Hermitian spaces
are induced by quasiunitary maps.

In addition, we point out that orthomodular spaces of dimension > 4 can be
characterised as irreducible Fréchet orthosets such that the inclusion map of any
subspace is adjointable. Together with a transitivity condition, we may in this
way describe the infinite-dimensional classical Hilbert spaces.

Keywords: Linear orthoset; Hermitian space; Hilbert space; projective geo-
metry; orthogeometry; semilinear map; quasilinear map; quasiunitary map

MSC: 46C05, 06C15, 15A04, 51A10, 51F20

1 Introduction

In a well-known way, a linear space V' can be reduced to a structure of an appar-
ently much simpler type: the projective space associated with V' consists of the one-
dimensional subspaces of V' and is equipped with the ternary relation expressing that
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a subspace is contained in the linear span of two others. Provided that the rank is
at least 4, the structure thus obtained allows the reconstruction of V. The question
arises how maps between linear spaces are related to maps between the correspond-
ing projective spaces. Answers are given by various versions of the Fundamental
Theorem of Projective Geometry. A thorough discussion of this topic can be found
in Faure and Frolicher’s monograph on “Modern Projective Geometry” [FaFr]. One
version, expressed in the terminology of [FaFr], goes as follows: any semilinear map
gives rise to a morphism between the associated projective spaces [FaFr, Proposition
6.3.5]; and any non-degenerate morphism between projective spaces is induced by a
semilinear map between the corresponding linear spaces [Fakr, Theorem 10.1.3]. We
note that the two occurring scalar sfields are not in general isomorphic.

The present paper deals with the case when the linear spaces under consideration are
equipped with an inner product. By a Hermitian space, we mean a linear space to-
gether with a symmetric and anisotropic sesquilinear form. Hermitian spaces could
be described as orthogeometries, that is, as projective spaces that are additionally en-
dowed with an orthogonality relation [Fakr, Chapter 14]. However, the relation of
linear dependence is redundant: the linear span of two vectors is determined by the
orthogonality relation. To describe Hermitian spaces, we may hence focus exclus-
ively on the latter. Realising that Hermitian spaces, and in particular Hilbert spaces,
can be reduced to their orthogonality relation, David Foulis and his collaborators
once coined the notion of an orthogonality space: a structure based on nothing but a
single binary relation, assumed to be symmetric and irreflexive. We deal here with
a slight variant of this notion. We define orthosets in a similarly simple fashion but
require them to possess an additional element O that is orthogonal to all elements.
Orthosets fulfilling moreover a certain combinatorial condition are called linear. The
following correspondence holds: any Hermitian space gives rise to a linear orthoset
and, provided that the rank is at least 4, any linear orthoset arises from an essentially
uniquely determined Hermitian space [PaVe3].

We investigate in this paper the interrelations between the respective maps. That
is, we consider maps between Hermitian spaces on the one hand and maps between
orthosets on the other one. In contrast to their structural simplicity, it is not straight-
forward to decide which sort of maps between orthosets are actually relevant. One
could consider orthogonality-preserving maps as a natural choice, cf. [PaVel,, [PaVe2].
However, the requirement to preserve orthogonality does not lead in any sense to the
preservation of linear dependence. Instead, we focus on the condition of adjointabil-
ity. Amap f: X — Y between orthosets is said to be adjointable if there is a map
g:Y — X such that, forany z € X andy € Y, f(x) L yisequivalenttoz L g(y).
Adjointability turns out to be closely related to the linearity of maps. For instance, any
linear map between finite-dimensional Hermitian spaces induces an adjointable map
between the corresponding orthosets. Our issue is to formulate converse statements.

We proceed as follows. In the subsequent Section 2] we review the aforementioned
situation for linear spaces and projective spaces, preparing the ground for what fol-
lows. In accordance with our definition of an orthoset, we will slightly deviate from
the common definition; the projective space associated with a linear space will be
assumed to consist of all subspaces spanned by a single vector. The additional zero



element that occurs in this way does not affect the overall concept and yet simplifies
matters considerably.

From Section [3 on, we investigate Hermitian spaces and their corresponding linear
orthosets. We show that adjointable maps between orthosets preserve, in a natural
sense, linear dependence and we establish that any adjointable map whose image is
not contained in a 2-dimensional subspace is induced by a quasilinear map. Moreover,
we show that a linear map between Hermitian spaces is, in the usual sense, adjointable
if and only if so is the induced map between the orthosets.

It turns out that also orthogonality-preserving maps can be conveniently dealt with in
the present framework. Indeed, a bijective map f between orthosets that possesses
f~! as an adjoint is the same as an orthoisomorphism, that is, a bijection preserving |
in both directions. Section Ml is devoted to the interrelation between orthoisomorph-
isms and quasiunitary maps. In this context, the work of Robert Piziak is of es-
sential importance [Pizl]. Piziak proved that if a quasilinear map between at least
2-dimensional Hermitian spaces preserves orthogonality, then it actually preserves
the Hermitian form up to a factor. We show that Piziak’s result holds under weaker
assumptions; in particular, it is sufficient to assume the map to be semilinear.

We are also interested in more general maps: partial orthometries are maps f: X —
Y between orthosets that establish an orthoisomorphism, not necessarily between all
of X and all of Y but, between a subspace of X and subspace of Y. In this case, how-
ever, it makes sense to restrict considerations to the narrower class of orthomodular
spaces, which we discuss in Section [31

We include at this place a characterisation of the latter type of spaces. It was shown
in [L1Vel that the key property for an orthoset X to arise from an orthomodular space
is that there is for every subspace A a so-called Sasaki map from X onto A. In the
present framework, we may describe orthomodular spaces of dimension > 4 in a
similar fashion, namely, as orthosets that are irreducible, fulfil a certain separation
property, and are such that any inclusion map of a subspace is adjointable. Adding
the condition that for any x, y € X there is an orthoautomorphism of X sending x to
y and keeping every z | x,y fixed, we arrive, as in [LiVe], at a characterisation of
the Hilbert spaces over R, C, or H.

Finally, in Section [6] we consider partial orthometries on the one hand and partial
quasiisometries between corresponding orthomodular spaces on other hand. We note
that generally, when we correlate maps between Hermitian spaces H; and H,, and
maps between their corresponding orthosets P(H;) and P(Hs), we include a state-
ment concerning the possible usage of linear rather than quasilinear maps. Namely,
we may in several cases replace H, with a space H that shares with H; the scalar
sfield and is equivalent with H, in the sense that P(H,) and P(HY) are orthoiso-
morphic. We achieve in this way that the representing map from H; to H} may be
chosen to be linear.



2 Linear and projective spaces

The present paper focuses on the description of Hermitian spaces as orthosets and on
the question how the respective structure-preserving maps are correlated. A key result
needed in this context is Faure and Frolicher’s version of the Fundamental Theorem
of Projective Geometry (Theorem below). This is why we start in this section
a review of the situation for linear spaces without inner product. We will on this
occasion also fix our notation and we will recall the basic facts about linear spaces,
projective spaces, and maps preserving linear dependence. For further details, we
refer the reader to the monograph [FaFr].

Linear spaces

We consider linear spaces over arbitrary sfields (i.e., division rings). As regards the
dimensions, we do not distinguish infinite cardinalities; the dimension of a linear
space is understood to be an element of N U {oo}.

Various types of linearity-preserving maps between linear spaces have been intro-
duced in the literature; we focus on the following version. In accordance with the
common practice, we will use for maps between sfields the exponential notation.

Definition 2.1. Let V) be a linear space over the sfield F; and V5 a linear space over
the sfield 5. A map p: V; — V; is called semilinear if (i) p(u + v) = p(u) + ¢(v)
for any u,v € V; and (ii) there is a homomorphism o: F; — F) such that p(au) =
a’p(u) for any u € V; and o € Fy. If o is actually an isomorphism, we call ¢
quasilinear.

Moreover, the rank of a semilinear map ¢: V; — V4 is the dimension of the subspace
of V5 spanned by the image of .

Unless a semilinear map ¢ is the zero map, the homomorphism in condition (ii) of
Definition[2.1lis uniquely determined. We refer to it as the homomorphism associated
with .

Projective spaces

We will employ in this paper the slightly modified version of the notion of a project-
ive space proposed in [FaFr, Remark 6.2.13]. Instead of the collection of all one-
dimensional subspaces of some linear space, we consider the collection of all at most
one-dimensional subspaces. The harmless modification turns out to be technically
convenient.

Definition 2.2. An irreducible projective space with 0 is a set P equipped with an
operation x: P x P — %(P) and a constant 0, subject to the subsequent conditions.
The elements of P distinct from 0 are called proper.

(P1) For any a,b € P, {0,a,b} C axband a * b contains a further element if and
only if @ and b are distinct proper elements.
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(P2) If c and d are distinct proper elements of a x b, then a x b = ¢ * d.

(P3) Leta,b,c,d € P be pairwise distinct proper elements. Then axb N cxd = {0}
ifand only if axc N bxd = {0}.

It is obvious that an irreducible projective space with 0 may be identified with an
irreducible projective space defined in the usual way. The only difference is the pres-
ence of the additional element 0. We shall shorten the cumbersome expression: in the
sequel, we will call an irreducible projective space with 0 simply a projective space.

We adapt the usual notions in the expected way. In particular, a subset S of a project-
ive space P is a subspace if 0 € S and a,b € S implies a x b C S. In this case, S'is
likewise viewed as a projective space. For B C P, we denote by cl B the subspace
spanned by B, that is, the smallest subspace of P containing 5. The minimal cardin-
ality n of a set B such that P = cl B is called the rank of P. It is understood again
that n takes its values from N U {occ}.

We define structure-preserving maps between projective spaces in the obvious man-
ner. We note that our choice is in accordance with the procedure in [FaFr]; the
subsequently defined projective homomorphisms can be identified with Faure and
Frolicher’s morphisms [FaFr, Definition 6.2.1].

Definition 2.3. A map f: P, — P, between projective spaces is called a projective
homomorphism if (i) for any a,b,c € P;, a € b* c implies f(a) € f(b) * f(c) and
(i) £(0) = 0. If in this case f is bijective and also f~! is a projective homomorphism,
we call f a projective isomorphism.

Moreover, the rank of a projective homomorphism f: P, — P, is the rank of the
subspace of P, that is spanned by the image of f.

Projective spaces are based on the concept of linear dependence and below we will
consider structures based on the orthogonality relation. The reason for adding in
Definition 2.3] the attribute “projective” is to avoid confusion about which sort of
structure we refer to.

Linear vs. projective spaces

Disregarding the case of small dimensions, we may say that the transition from linear
to projective spaces does not lead to a loss of structure. The coordinatisation theorem
reads here as follows. We denote the linear span of vectors w1, . . ., u by (u, ..., ug).

Theorem 2.4. Let V' be a linear space over a sfield F'. We define
PV) = {{u):ue H} (D
and for u,v € V, we put
(u)y x (v) = {{w): w € (u,v)}. (2)

Then P(V'), equipped with x and the zero subspace {0}, is a projective space. The
dimension of V' coincides with the rank of P(V).
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Conversely, let P be a projective space of rank > 4. Then there is a linear space V'
and a projective isomorphism between P and P (V).

Let us now fix a linear space V; over the sfield /7 and a linear space V5 over the
sfield F,. The question is how semilinear maps from V) to V; relate to projective
homomorphisms from P(V}) to P(V%).

Proposition 2.5. For a semilinear map ¢: Vi — Vs, we may define the map
P(p): P(Vi) = P(V2), (u) = (p(u)), 3)

and P() is a projective homomorphism.
Proof. This is evident. 0]

Given a semilinear map ¢, we call P(y) as defined by (3) the map induced by .

Theorem 2.6. Let f: P(Vy) — P(V3) be a projective homomorphism of rank > 3.
Then f is induced by a semilinear map from V to V.

Proof. See [Fakr, Theorem 10.1.3]. [

Semilinear maps inducing a certain projective homomorphism are uniquely determ-
ined up to a factor.

Lemma 2.7. Let ¢: V| — V; be a semilinear map of rank > 2. Let y: Vi — V5 be
a further semilinear map. Then P(p) = P(1)) if and only if there is a k € F» \ {0}
such that ¢ = K.

In this case, o is quasilinear if and only if so is 1.

Proof. For the main assertion, see [FaFr, Theorem 6.3.6].

To show the additional statement, let o be the sfield homomorphism associated with
¢ and let ¢ = Ky, where k € Fy \ {0}. Then ¢ is o’-linear, where o = Ko’k
We observe that o is an isomorphism if and only if so is ¢. U

We wonder under which circumstances a projective homomorphism is induced by
a quasilinear rather than just a semilinear map. The following facts hold by [FaFr,
10.1.4, 6.5.2, 6.5.5]; we include the short direct proofs.

Lemma 2.8. Let p: Vi — V5 be a semilinear map. Assume that, for some 2-
dimensional subspaces Sy of Vi and Sy of Vi, P(v) maps P(Sy) onto P(S,). Then
@ is quasilinear.

Proof. Let o: Fy — F5 be the homomorphism associated with ¢. We have to show
that o is surjective. Let u,v be a basis of S;. Then ¢(u), ¢(v) is a basis of S,. Let
d € F,. Then there are o, 5 € F; and v € Fy \ {0} such that p(au + fv) =
(8 (u) + p(v)). It follows a” = § and 37 = 7, hence § = (' a)”. O



Theorem 2.9. Let f: P(Vy) — P(V3) be a projective homomorphism of rank > 3.
The following are equivalent:

(a) f is induced by a quasilinear map.

(b) Foranyu,v € V3,
f((u) 5 (v)) = f({u)) % f({v)). ©)
(c) There are non-zero vectors u,v € Vi such that f((u)) # f({v)) and @) holds.

Proof. By Theorem[2.6, f = P(y) for some semilinear map ¢.

We readily check that (a) implies (b), and (b) implies trivially (c). Furthermore, (c)
implies (a) by Lemmal[2.8] O

Corollary 2.10. Let f: P(Vy) — P(V3) be a projective homomorphism. Assume
that there are at least 3-dimensional subspaces Z, of Vi and Zs of Vs such that f
establishes a projective isomorphism between P(Z,) and P(Z,). Then f is induced
by a quasilinear map.

Proof. This is clear from Theorems[2.6land 2.9 O

The following corollary contains the (common version of the) Fundamental Theorem
of Projective Geometry; see, e.g., [Bael Section III.1].

Corollary 2.11. Let Vi and V5 be at least 3-dimensional and let f: P(V}) — P(V3)
a bijection such that (@) holds for any u,v € Vy. Then f is induced by a quasilinear
bijection.

Proof. This is likewise immediate from Theorems[2.6land[2.91 Note that a quasilinear
map ¢ is bijective if and only if so is P(y). O

We can clearly make a quasilinear map into a linear one by replacing the scalar sfield
of the codomain space with an isomorphic one. We provide the details for later refer-
ence.

Lemma 2.12. Let ¢: Vi — V5 be a quasilinear map and let f = P(p). Then there
is a linear space Vy over Fy and a projective isomorphism t: P(Vy) — P(V3) such
that t o f is induced by a linear map.

Proof. Leto: Fy — F5 be the isomorphism associated with ¢. We redefine the linear
structure of V5 as follows: the addition of vectors remains unmodified and the scalar
multiplication is defined by o e v = a”u for « € Fj and v € V5. Let us call the
resulting linear space V.

We observe that 7: Vo — V| u + u is o~ !-linear and consequently 7 o ¢ is linear.
Moreover, t = P(7) is a projective isomorphism. Finally, t o f = P(7 0 ). O



3 Hermitian spaces and linear orthosets

So far we have considered semilinear maps on the one hand and projective homo-
morphisms on the other hand. We shall now consider the case when the linear spaces
are equipped with an inner product. The question arises whether the correspondence
described in Proposition and Theorem for linear spaces possesses a version
for Hermitian spaces. We shall see that this is indeed the case, provided that the
structure-preserving maps are suitably chosen.

Hermitian spaces

Let H be a linear space over a sfield F' and let x: F' — F' be an involutory antiauto-
morphism. A Hermitian form on H w.r.t. x is a symmetric *-sesquilinear form, that
is,amap (-,-) : H x H — F such that, for any u,v,w € H and o, 5 € F,

(O‘u+ﬁvvw) = a(u,w)+ﬁ(v,w),
(w,u+ pv) = (w,u)a” + (w,v)

(u,v) = (v,u)".

We additionally assume all Hermitian forms to be anisotropic, that is, (u,u) = 0
implies v = 0. Endowed with an (anisotropic) Hermitian form, H is referred to as a
Hermitian space.

A Hermitian space H comes with a natural orthogonality relation: for two vectors
u,v € H, we put u L v if (u,v) = 0. We tacitly assume that there are at most
countably many mutually orthogonal vectors. The dimension of a Hermitian space H
will be understood as the cardinality of some, and then any, maximal set of non-zero
mutually orthogonal vectors. The dimension is thus a value in N U {RX,}.

Forany A C H, At = {x € H: 2 1 aforalla € A} is a linear subspace of H.
The assignment A — AL+ defines a closure operation on H and a subspace S of H
such that S = S+ is called orthoclosed. We note that, for a finite set A C H, A++
is the linear span of A. Furthermore, a subspace S of H is called splitting if H is the
direct sum of S and S*. Any splitting subspace is orthoclosed but the converse does
not hold in general.

A reason to equip a linear space with a non-degenerate inner product might be to
provide an identification of the space with its dual. In the present context the situation
is as follows.

Let H be a Hermitian space over F'. Its algebraic dual space is the (right) linear space
consisting of all linear maps from H to F'. For the present purposes, this space is in
general too large. We put

H* = {0o: H— F : pislinear and ker g is orthoclosed}

and we refer to H* simply as the dual space of H. The following lemma implies that
H* is a subspace of the algebraic dual space.



Lemma 3.1. For any Hermitian space H, we have H* = {(-,u) : u € H} and
H— H", u— (-,u) 5)

is a bijection.

Proof. We clearly have (-,u) € H* for any u € H. Conversely, let o € H* and
assume o # 0. Then there is an = | ker o such that o(z) = 1. Asy — o(y)x € kerp
for any y € H, we have (y,z) = (y — o(y)z + o(y)z, ) = o(y) (x,z) and thus
0= (-,(x,x)_lx). O
Example 3.2. [. For a finite-dimensional Hermitian space H, all subspaces are
orthoclosed. Hence H* coincides with the algebraic dual space.

2. Let H be a complex Hilbert space. Then a linear form o: H — C is in H* if and
only if o is bounded (i.e., continuous).

We shall now specify the maps between Hermitian spaces that we consider as relevant.
The preservation of linear dependence is not a sufficient condition. The preservation
of the Hermitian form is in turn a quite restrictive condition. Let p: H; — H, be a
linear map between Hermitian spaces. We will require that the algebraic adjoint of ¢
restricts to a map from H; to H.

The concept of adjointability, provided in the subsequent definition, seems to be ap-
plicable for linear maps only. In what follows, when we speak of a linear map between
Hermitian spaces, it is understood that they share the same scalar sfield.

Definition 3.3. Let ¢: H; — H be a linear map between Hermitian spaces. We call
@ adjointable if p o p € H for any o € H;. In this case, the adjoint of ¢, denoted
by *, is the map ¢ — 0 o ¢ under the identification (3) of the Hermitian spaces with
their duals.

In other words, for ¢: H; — Hj to possess the adjoint ¢*: Hy; — H; means that
(p(u),v) = (u,9"(v)) foranyu € Hy;andv € H,. (6)

We observe from (6) that ¢* is linear. Besides, the symmetry of the Hermitian form
implies that ¢* is adjointable as well, having the adjoint .

Example 3.4. [. Let H, and H5 be finite-dimensional Hermitian spaces. Then any
linear map p: Hy — Hs is adjointable.

2. Let Hy and H, be Hilbert spaces. Then a linear map ¢: Hy — H is adjointable
if and only if ¢ is bounded. The “only if ” part of this equivalence is a consequence
of the closed graph theorem; see, e.g., [Ped, Proposition 2.3.11].

Orthosets

We proceed by considering the projective structure associated with a Hermitian space
H. It might seem natural to associate with / an orthogeometry, consisting of the pro-
jective space P(H ) and the orthogonality relation L [FaFr, Section 14.1]. However,
the following lemma shows that the latter determines the former already uniquely.
We may hence work with a structure that is based solely on an orthogonality relation.
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Lemma 3.5. Forvectors u, v of a Hermitian space, {u,v}**+ = (u,v). Consequently,
{{w), ()} = (u) * (v).
Proof. The 2-dimensional subspace (u, v) is splitting and hence orthoclosed. U

Definition 3.6. An orthoset is a set X equipped with a binary relation L and a con-
stant 0 such that the following holds:

(O1) =z L yimpliesy L z forany z,y € X,
(02) z L xifand only if z = 0,
(O3) 0 L x forany x € X.

Elements z,y € X such that x | y are called orthogonal. The element 0 is called
falsity and the elements distinct from 0 are called proper.

Finally, a | -set is a subset of X consisting of mutually orthogonal proper elements.
The supremum of the cardinalities of L -sets in X is called the rank of X.

Given an orthoset X, we make the following additional definitions. For a subset
A of an orthoset X, we put A+ = {z € X:z L yforeveryy € A}. We call A
orthoclosed if A*+ = A. In this case, A, equipped with the orthogonality relation
inherited from X, is likewise an orthoset, which we call a subspace of X.

The following kind of maps will play the role of structure-preserving maps between
orthosets. For a further discussion, we refer to [PaVe4|]. For an alternative approach,
which puts the focus on the preservation of the orthogonality relation, see [PaVel,
PaVe?2].

In what follows, the image of (whatever kind of) a map f is denoted by im f.

Definition 3.7. A f: X — Y between orthosets is called adjointable if there is a map
g: Y — X such that, foranyz € X andy € Y,

f(z) Lyifand onlyif z L g(y).

In this case, g is called an adjoint of f.

Moreover, the rank of f is the rank of the subspace (im f)*+ of Y.

Clearly, if g is an adjoint of f, then also f is an adjoint of g, and hence we occasionally
refer to f and g as an adjoint pair.

Our discussion is focused on irredundant orthosets. Irredundancy means that any
elements  and y such that {z}* = {y}* coincide.

Lemma 3.8. Let f: X — Y be an adjointable map and assume that X is irredund-
ant. Then f possesses a unique adjoint.

Proof. For any adjoint g: Y — X of f, the orthocomplement of g(y), y € Y, is
uniquely determined by f: we have {g(y)}* = {z: f(z) L y}. O
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If a map f between orthosets has a unique adjoint, we will denote it by f*. The usage
of this notation is also meant to indicate the uniqueness.

A key property of adjointable maps is their continuity w.r.t. the closure operator .

Lemma 3.9. Let f: X — Y be an adjointable map between orthosets. Then the
following holds.

(@ £(0) =0,
(i) Forany A C X, we have f(ALt+) C f(A)YL Infact, (AT = f(A)L

(iii) If A C Y is orthoclosed, so is f~1(A).
Proof. See [PaVe4, Lemma 3.5]. [

Applied to a two-element set, Lemmal[3.9(ii) shows that adjointability implies a prop-
erty that might be interpreted as the preservation of linear dependence: if f: X — Y
is adjointable, we have for any x1, 25 € X,

fHar,z} ) € {f(an), f(2)} (7

In order to express the structural coincidence of two orthosets, we will use the fol-
lowing notion.

Definition 3.10. We call a bijection f: X — Y between orthosets an orthoisomorph-
ism if, for any x,y € X, z L y holds if and only if f(x) L f(y).

Proposition 3.11. Ler f: X — Y be a bijection between orthosets. Then f is an
orthoisomorphism if and only if f and f~* form an adjoint pair.

Proof. f is an orthoisomorphism iff, for any x,y € X, x L y is equivalent to f(x) L
f(y)iff,forany z € X and z € Y, f(z) L z isequivalentto z L f~!(2). O

Hermitian spaces vs. linear orthosets

Apart from the case of dimensions < 3, Hermitian spaces correspond to orthosets of
a certain kind, which we now specify.

Definition 3.12. An orthoset X is called linear if, for any distinct proper elements
x,y € X, there is a proper element z € X such that {z,y}* = {, z}* and exactly
one of y and z is orthogonal to x.

Note that any linear orthoset is irredundant. Indeed, if z # y and = [ y, there is a

proper z | x such that {z, y}+ = {x, 2}*. But then z L y would imply z € {z,y}*+
and hence 2z | z. Thus z € {x}* but 2 ¢ {y}*.
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Theorem 3.13. Let H be a Hermitian space. We equip P(H) with the relation 1
given by
(uy L (v) if uwlw

foru,v € H, and with the zero subspace {0}. Then P(H ) is a linear orthoset, whose
rank coincides with the dimension of H.

Conversely, let X be a linear orthoset of rank > 4. Then there is a Hermitian space
H and an orthoisomorphism between X and P(H).

Proof. See [PaVe3, Theorem 4.5]. O

We turn to the question how adjointable maps between Hermitian spaces relate to
adjointable maps between the corresponding orthosets.

Proposition 3.14. Let p: H; — H, be an adjointable linear map between Hermitian
spaces. Then P(yp) is adjointable and we have P(p)* = P(p*).

Proof. For any u € H; and v € H,, we have o(u) L v iff (¢(u),v) = 0 iff
(u,0*(v)) = 0iff u L ¢*(v). It follows that P(¢*) is an adjoint of P(y). As
P(H,) is irredundant, the adjoint is by Lemma 3.8l unique. O

For the converse direction, some preparations are necessary. For the remainder of the
section, let [/ be a Hermitian space over the sfield F; and /- a Hermitian space over
the sfield F5.

Lemma 3.15. Any adjointable map f: P(H,) — P(Hs) between orthosets is a pro-
Jjective homomorphism.

Moreover, the rank of f as a map between orthosets coincides with the rank of f as a
projective homomorphism.

Proof. For u,v,w € H,, (u) € {(v), (w)}* implies f((u)) € {f((v)), f((w))}*
by (@), and we have f({0}) = {0} by Lemma[3.9(i). In view of Lemma[3.5] the first
assertion follows.

It remains to show that the rank % of the subspace clim f of the projective space
P(H,) coincides with the rank k' of the subspace (im f)*+ of the orthoset P(Hy).
Let S be the linear subspace of H; spanned by im f. Then P(S) = clim f and S is
k-dimensional. Assume that k is finite. Then S is orthoclosed, hence so is P(S) and
we conclude P(S) = (im f)**. Moreover, S has a k-element orthogonal basis and
hence the rank of P(S) is k. That is, ¥ = k. If k£ = oo, clim f contains an infinite
set of mutually orthogonal non-zero vectors. Hence k' = oo as well. U

Lemma 3.16. Let f: P(H,) — P(Hs) be adjointable. Then the ranks of f and f*
coincide.

Proof. Assume first that f has the finite rank k. Again, the subspace S of H, spanned

by im f is k-dimensional and we have P(S) = (im f)*+. Let uy, ..., u; be a basis
of S and let B = {{u), ..., {uz)}. Then B+ = (im f)** and by [PaVe4, Lemma
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3.5,3.8], (im f*)** = f*((im £)*H)*+t = (B = f*(B)*+. Hence im f* is
contained in an at most k-dimensional subspace of H; and we conclude that f* has
arank < k. In particular, also f* has a finite rank, and by symmetry it follows that
both ranks coincide.

If f has rank oo, it is now clear that also f* has rank oc. 0

Lemma 3.17. Let S be a finite-dimensional subspace of a Hermitian space H. Then
the inclusion map v S — H is adjointable and the adjoint is the orthogonal projec-
tion of H to S.

Proof. Every finite-dimensional subspace of a Hermitian space is splitting. U

Lemma 3.18. Let ¢: Hy — Hy and v: Hy — H, be semilinear maps such that
P(p) and P(1)) form an adjoint pair. Assume furthermore that @ has rank > 2. Then
@ is quasilinear.

Proof. Let S, be a 2-dimensional subspace of H; such that the subspace S, of H,
spanned by ¢(S7) is 2-dimensional. By Lemma [3.17] the inclusion maps ¢;: S; —
H, and t5: S; — H, have adjoints 7, and m,, which are the orthogonal projec-
tions. Put ¢ = 7y 0 @ 04y and 1) = 7 0 1h 0 15. Then P(@): P(S;) — P(S,) and
P(): P(S,) — P(S;) are an adjoint pair: for any u € S; and v € Sy, we have
@(u) L vifand only if u L ¢(v).

We shall show that P(¢) is surjective; then the assertion will follow from Lemma[2.8]
Letv € S\ {0}. Let o' € Sy \ {0} be such that v" L v, and let u € S; \ {0}
be such that v L ¢(¢') and hence @(u) L v'. If G(u) = 0, it would follow that
©(S1) = $(S1) is at most 1-dimensional, a contradiction. Hence ¢(u) # 0 and we

conclude P()((u)) = (&(u)) = (v). n

Theorem 3.19. Let f: P(H,) — P(Hs) be an adjointable map of rank > 3. Then f
is induced by a quasilinear map from H; to Ho.

Proof. By Lemma also f* has rank > 3. By Lemma f and f* are
projective homomorphisms of rank > 3. By Theorem 2.6 there are semilinear
maps ¢: H; — Hy and ¢: Hy — H; such that f = P(y) and f* = P(¢). By
Lemmal[3.18] ¢ is quasilinear. O

Given a quasilinear map ¢: H; — H,, we may again replace the scalar sfield of Hy
to achieve linearity. We note that the space H) replacing H, will share with H; the
same scalar sfield, but the involutions might not coincide.

Lemma 3.20. Let o: Hy — Hs be a quasilinear map and let f = P(p). Then there
is a Hermitian space H:, over F and an orthoisomorphismt: P(Hy) — P(H)) such
that t o f is induced by a linear map from Hy to HY.

Proof. Let o: F| — F5 be the isomorphism associated with ¢ and let H} be the

linear space over F} that is constructed from H, as in the proof of Lemma[2.12] Let
o: Fy — F; be the isomorphism associated with ¢ and let H} be the linear space
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over F} that is constructed from Hs as in the proof of Lemma [2.12] Moreover, for
-1 . . .o .

u,v € Hy let (u,v), = (u,v),” . We readily check that (-, ), is a Hermitian form

on H}, w.rt. to the involution }, given by a*> = a7*7 .

Furthermore, 7: Hy — H}, u + u is o~ !-linear and hence 7 o ¢ is linear. Clearly,
t = P(7) is a orthoisomorphism between P(Hs) and P(H)), and we have t o f =
P(10y). O

A linear map inducing an adjointable map between orthosets is likewise adjointable.

Theorem 3.21. Let ¢: H, — Hs be a linear map. Then ¢ is adjointable if and only
if P(yp) is adjointable.

Proof. The “only if” part holds by Proposition[3.14] To see the “if”” part, assume that
P(y) is adjointable. Let p € Hy*. Then ker g is by definition orthoclosed and since
P(y) is adjointable, also ker(p o ¢) = ¢~ !(ker p) is by Lemma [3.9(iii) orthoclosed
and hence p o p € H;". This shows that ¢ is adjointable. O

Remark 3.22. In the particular case of Hilbert spaces, we have by Proposition[3.21
and Example[3.4}-2 that, for any linear map ©: H; — H,, the following are equival-
ent: (i) @ is adjointable, (i) P(p) is adjointable, (iii) ¢ is bounded.

4 Orthometric correspondences

We have dealt in the preceding section with adjointable maps between pairs of Her-
mitian spaces on the one hand and between pairs of the corresponding orthosets on the
other hand. In this section, we focus on a particular class of such maps. In case of the
Hermitian spaces, we consider bijections that preserve, in some sense, the Hermitian
form. In case of the orthosets, we consider orthogonality-preserving bijections.

Definition 4.1. Let H; be a Hermitian space over the sfield F7 and H, a Hermitian
space over the sfield F5. We call a bijection ¢: Hy — Hs quasiunitary if ¢ is quasi-
linear with associated isomorphism ¢ and there is a A € F, \ {0} such that, for any
u,v € Hy,

(plu), o)y = (u,0),” A ®)

If in this situation F7 and F5 coincide, o is the identity, and A = 1, ¢ is called unitary.
For H, and H, to be isomorphic means that there is a unitary map : H; — Hs.

Remark 4.2. Assume that H, and H, are not the zero spaces, and let the scalar
sfields Fy and F; be equipped with the involutions x| and x5, respectively. If there is
a quasiunitary map ¢ : H, — H,, we conclude from (8)) that x| and x5 are related by
the equation o = \"'a*'°)\, « € F\. In particular, if © is unitary, we have that
X1 = *9.

We note that furthermore X = \. Indeed, let v € Hy \ {0}. Then (p(u), p(u)),
(o(u), p(u)),™ and hence, by @), (u,u)," A = N2 (u,u),” = N2A" (u, u), "7\
N2 X" (u, u), 7\ and the claim follows.
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Among the linear maps, we may characterise unitary maps by means of adjointability,
cf. Proposition 3,111

Proposition 4.3. Let ¢: Hy — Hy be a bijective linear map between Hermitian
spaces. Then ¢ is unitary if and only if p and ¢~ form an adjoint pair.

Proof. o is unitary iff (o(u), p(v)), = (u,v), for any u,v € Hy iff (p(u),w), =
(u, o~ (w)), forany u € H; and w € H. O

In line with our considerations so far, we wonder how (quasi)unitary maps between
Hermitian spaces are related to orthoisomorphisms of the corresponding orthosets.

Proposition 4.4. Let p: H, — Hs be a quasiunitary map between Hermitian spaces.
Then P(y) is an orthoisomorphism.

Proof. P(y) is bijective because so is . Hence the assertion is immediate from (8.
O

For the converse direction, the key result of which we may make use is a generalisa-
tion of a theorem of Piziak [Piz1, Theorem (2.2)]. Piziak proved the subsequent result
under the additional assumption that the sesquilinear forms are orthosymmetric and
that ¢ is quasilinear. The former hypotheses is not used in the proof; weakening the
latter, however, requires an adaptation. For the reader’s convenience, we reproduce
shortly also the remaining parts of the proof.

Theorem 4.5. Let H, an at least 2-dimensional linear space over F', equipped with
a non-degenerate sesquilinear form (-,-),, and let Hy be a linear space over F,
equipped with a sesquilinear form (-,-),. Let ¢: Hi — Hy be a semilinear map
with associated homomorphism o and assume that v L v implies p(u) L ¢(v) for
any u,v € Hy. Then there is a unique A € Fy such that () holds for any u,v € H.

Proof. Let v € Hy \ {0}. As (-,-), is supposed to be non-degenerate, there is a
w € Hy such that (w,v), = 1. Put A\, = (p(w), p(v)),. We claim that

(p(u), o(v))y = (u,v),” A\, forallu e H;.

Indeed, u— (u,v), w L vbecause (u — (u,v), w, v), = (u,v); —(u,v); (w,v); = 0.
Hence ¢(u — (u,v), w) L ¢(v), that is,

0 = (p(u—(u,0),w),p)), = (&(u),¢(v))y = (u,v),” (p(w), ¢(v)),
= (p(w), ¢(v); = (1, 0)," Av.

It is our aim to show that the factor \, is independent of v. Let v' € H; \ {0} be
linearly independent from v. Then for any u € H;

(u,0),7 A + (u, '), " A = (p(u),9(v)), + ((u), p(v), = (p(u),o(v+1)),
= (uv Clan U/>1a Aot = (uv U)lg Ao + (uv U,)la Ao
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and hence (u, v),” (At —Ay) = (4, V)7 (A —Apior ). Assume now that A,y # Ay.
Choose a w' € H; such that (w',v"); = 1, and put 5 = (w’,v),. Then §% =
Ay — Aot ) Ao — Ay) ! and we have

0 = (w,0), = (w,0), B = (u,v—p"),

for all v € H;. Again using that (-, -), is non-degenerate, we conclude v = *2¢/,
that is, v and v’ are linearly dependent, a contradiction. We conclude that A, = A,
and similarly we see that A\, ,, = A, thatis, A, = \,. As for any two vectors in
H, there is a third vector linearly independent of both, we have shown that (&) holds
for all u,v € H;. As regards the uniqueness assertion, we just note that there are
u,v € Hy such that (u,v), = 1. O

Corollary 4.6. Let H, and Hy be Hermitian spaces and assume that Hy is at least
2-dimensional. Let ¢: Hy — Hy be a quasilinear bijection. Then  is quasiunitary
if and only if p preserves the orthogonality relation.

Proof. The “only if” part is clear from Proposition 4.4l The “if” part holds by The-
orem4.5] O

We are led to a version of Wigner’s Theorem for Hermitian spaces.

Theorem 4.7. Let H, and H be at least 3-dimensional Hermitian spaces. Then any
orthoisomorphism between P(H1) and P(Hs) is induced by a quasiunitary map from
H, to H,.

Proof. Let f: P(H;) — P(H;) be an orthoisomorphism. Then, for any u,v,w €
H,, we have (u) € {(v), (w)}*+ if and only if f({u)) € {f((v)), f((w))}*+. By
Lemmal[3.3] this means that (u) € (v)x(w) if and only if f((u)) € f({(v))*f({w)). By
Corollary there is a quasilinear bijection ¢: H; — Hs such that f = P(y). As
© preserves the orthogonality relation, the assertion follows from Corollary U

We note that also quasiunitary maps inducing a certain orthoisomorphism are determ-
ined up to a factor only.

Lemma 4.8. Let ¢: Hy — H, be a quasiunitary map of rank > 2 between Hermitian
spaces. Let 1): Hy — Hy be a further semilinear map. Then P(yp) = P() if and
only if there is a k € Fy \ {0} such that 1 = k. In this case, also 1 is quasiunitary.

Proof. The asserted equivalence holds by Lemma[2.7l Furthermore, if ¢ is quasiunit-
ary, K € Fy \ {0}, and 1) = k¢, then we readily check that also ¢ is quasiunitary. [J

We may formulate in this context a statement similarly to Lemma Given a
quasiunitary map ¢: H; — H,, we may make H, into a space over the scalar sfield
of Hj, to get a unitary map from H; to the modified space H}. We note that in this
case, by Remark [4.2] also the sfield involutions associated with the Hermitian forms
of H; and HY, coincide.
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Lemma 4.9. Let H, and H, be Hermitian spaces over the sfields Fy and F5, respect-
ively. Let v: Hy — Hj be a quasiunitary map and let f = P(yp). Then there is a
Hermitian space H), over F and an orthoisomorphismt: P(Hy) — P(H)) such that
t o f is induced by a unitary map from H, to H).

Proof. Let again o: F; — F; be the isomorphism associated with ¢ and let A € F;
be such that (8) holds for u,v € H;. Let H) be the linear space over F} that is
constructed from Hj as in the proof of Lemma 212l This time, we define (-, -); by
(u,v)y = ((u,v), A\"1)7 " for u,v € Hy.

Recall that, by Remark 2] A = A\*2. Hence #, given by a*> = A7 q7*27 (X7 ')~}
is an involutory antiautomorphism on F7. Moreover, a somewhat tedious but straight-
forward calculation shows that (-, -);, is a Hermitian form on H} w.r.t. ).

Again, 7: Hy — H}, u > uis o~ !-linear and hence 7 o ¢ is linear. Moreover, T o
preserves the Hermitian form, that is, it is a unitary map. Clearly, ¢t = P(7) is an
orthoisomorphism. As t o f = P(7 o ¢), the lemma follows. O

The following consequence of Theorem is also shown in [PaVe3]. By an ortho-
automorphism, we mean an orthoisomorphism of an orthoset with itself.

Corollary 4.10. Let H be an at least 3-dimensional Hermitian space and let [ be
an orthoautomorphism of P(H). Assume moreover that there is an at least 2-dimen-
sional subspace S of H such that f|p(s) = idp(s). Then there is a unique unitary map
v: H — H inducing f such that p|s = idg.

Proof. By Theorem[d.7] there is quasiunitary map ¢): H — H inducing f. Moreover,
P(1)) is the identity on P(.S), hence by Lemma [2.7] there is a non-zero scalar ~ such
that v|s = kidg. Put ¢ = x~11). By Lemma4.8] also ¢ is quasiunitary. Moreover,
¢|s = idg is unitary and hence ¢ itself is unitary. The uniqueness of ¢ is again clear
from Lemma 2.7 O

5 Orthomodular spaces and linear Dacey spaces

The condition on a map to preserve the orthogonality relation is not only of interest
if the map is bijective. Consider a Hermitian space H and a subspace S of H. The
most elementary examples of maps between S and H are, first, the inclusion map
t: S — H and, second, amap o: H — S such that o|g = idg and ker 0 = S+. A
map of the former kind is linear but not necessarily adjointable; a linear map of the
latter kind might not exist. We deal in this section with Hermitian spaces that behave
in this respect in the desired way.

Definition 5.1. An orthomodular space is a Hermitian space H such that every or-
thoclosed subspace S of H is splitting.

Proposition 5.2. For a Hermitian space H, the following are equivalent.

(a) H is an orthomodular space.

17



(b) For any orthoclosed subspace S of H, there is a linear map o: H — S such
that o|s = idg and ker o = S+.

(¢) For any orthoclosed subspace S of H, the inclusion map 1: S — H is adjoint-
able.

For any orthoclosed subspace S, the map o as specified in (b) is in this case an adjoint
of the inclusion map v: S — H.

Proof. This is easily checked. U

The orthosets relevant in this context are the following [Dacl, [Wlc].

Definition 5.3. A Dacey space is an orthoset X such that the following holds: if A
and B are subspaces of X such that B C A, then B is a subspace of A.

We note that Dacey spaces can alternatively be defined lattice-theoretically. Given an
orthoset X, we denote by C(.X) the ortholattice of subspaces of X; cf., e.g., [PaVed,
Section 2].

Lemma 5.4. An orthoset X is a Dacey space if and only if C(X) is orthomodular.
Proof. See [PaVe4, Lemma 2.15]. O

For linear orthosets, the property of being a Dacey space can be expressed as follows.

Lemma 5.5. Let X be a linear orthoset. Then X is a Dacey space if and only if the
following holds: for any subspace A of X and any v € X, there are y € A and
z € At such that v € {y, 2}~

Proof. By [PaVe3, Lemma 4.4 and Corollary 3.11], C(X) is an atomistic ortholattice
with the covering property. By [PaVel, Lemma 5.3], the atoms of C(X) are {0, x},
x € X \ {0}. Finally, C(X) is orthomodular by Lemma [5.4] Hence the assertion
holds by [MaMa, Lemma (30.7)]. [

We arrive at the following well-known characterisation of orthomodular spaces, see,
e.g., [P1z2, Theorem (2.8)].

Proposition 5.6. A Hermitian space H is orthomodular if and only if P(H) is a
Dacey space.

Proof. For H to be orthomodular means that for any orthoclosed subspace S of H
and any u € H there are v € S and w € S such that u = v + w. This is case iff,
for any orthoclosed subspace P(S) of P(H) and (u) € P(S), there are (v) € P(S5)
and (w) € P(S)* such that (u) € {(v), (w)}*++. Hence the assertion follows from
Lemma[3.3 O

Theorem 5.7. Let H be an orthomodular space. Then P(H) is a linear Dacey space.

Conversely, let X be a linear Dacey space of rank > 4. There there is an orthomod-
ular space H and an orthoisomorphism between X and P(H ).
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Proof. This is clear from Theorem [3.13]and Proposition O

For dimensions > 4, orthomodular spaces may thus be described as linear Dacey
spaces. There is a further way of specifying the orthosets corresponding to ortho-
modular spaces, namely, by means of the adjointability of the inclusion maps. This
was already the idea that led to the representation theorem of orthomodular spaces
in [LiVe] and the following theorem is an alternative formulation of [LiVe, The-
orem 1.8].

We call an orthoset X irreducible if X \ {0} cannot be partitioned into two non-empty
orthogonal subsets of X. Moreover, we call X Fréchet if, for any proper elements
a,b € X, {a}*t C {b}* implies a = b.

Theorem 5.8. Let X be an irreducible Fréchet orthoset of rank > 4. Assume that for
any subspace A of X, the inclusion map 1: A — X is adjointable. Then there is an
orthomodular space H such that X and P(H ) are orthoisomorphic.

Proof. As X is Fréchet, X is atomistic. By [PaVe4, Lemma 2.10], C(X) is atomistic.
By [PaVed|, Proposition 4.10], C(X) is an orthomodular lattice with the covering
property. By [PaVed| Lemma 2.14], C(X) is irreducible. Hence, by [MaMa, Theorem
(34.5)], there is a Hermitian space H such that X and P(H ) are orthoisomorphic. By
Proposition[3.6, H is orthomodular. O

Adding a transitivity condition, we may moreover characterise the infinite-dimension-
al classical Hilbert spaces; cf. [LiVe, Theorem 5.3].

Theorem 5.9. Let X be an irreducible Fréchet orthoset of rank W,. Assume that
(i) for any subspace A of X, the inclusion map v: A — X is adjointable and (ii) for
any proper elements x and y of X, there is an orthoautomorphism f of X such that
f(x) =yand f(2) = z forany z L x,y. Then there is a countably infinite dimen-
sional Hilbert space H over R, C, or H and an orthoisomorphism between X and
P(H).

Proof. By Theorem [3.8] there is an orthomodular space H such that P(H) and X
are orthoisomorphic. As X has rank Ny, H is of countably infinite dimension. Let
u,v € H \ {0}. By assumption, there is an orthoautomorphism f of P(H) such that
f({u)) = (v) and f({(w)) = (w) forany w L u,v. By Corollaryd.10} f is induced by
a unitary map ¢ on . We conclude that there is a non-zero scalar o such that each
one-dimensional subspace of H contains a vector of length «. The assertion follows
now from Soler’s Theorem [Sol]. O

6 Partial orthometric correspondences

The aim of our final section is to generalise the results of Section 4t we want to
consider maps between Hermitian spaces that do not necessarily establish an ortho-
metric correspondence between the whole spaces but only between certain subspaces.
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General Hermitian spaces are not eligible to this concern, we hence restrict our con-
siderations to orthomodular spaces.

Foramap f: A — Bandsets A C Aand im f C By C B, we denote by f|§g the
map f restricted to Ay and corestricted to By.

Definition 6.1. Let /H; be an orthomodular space over the sfield F; and H; an or-
thomodular space over the sfield F,. Let S; be an orthoclosed subspace of H; and
Sy an orthoclosed subspace of H,. Assume that ¢: H; — Hs is a quasilinear map
such that ker o = S;*, im ¢ = S,, and gp|§f is quasiunitary. Then we call ¢ a partial
quasiisometry. If ¢ is linear and @\gf is unitary, we call o a partial isometry.

Let p: H, — H, be a partial isometry. Thanks to Proposition[3.2] we may define its
generalised inverse ¢ in the expected way. Let S; = (ker ¢)* and So = im ¢; then
we require that ker ¢ = S, and 9|3} = (¢|32) 7%

Proposition 6.2. Let p: Hy — Hy be a partial isometry between orthomodular
spaces. Then ¢ is adjointable and ¢* is the generalised inverse of .

Proof. Let S; = (ker @)t and Sy = im . Let ¢;: S; — H be the inclusion map and
o1: Hy — S the projection map, and define ¢, and o similarly. By Propositions 4.3]
and[3.2] o4, @\gf, and ¢, are adjointable. Hence ¢* = (190 @\gj ooy)* =0ofo (@\gj)* o
ty=110 (<p|§f)*1 o 0y, which is the generalised inverse of . O

Definition 6.3. Let f: X — Y be an adjointable map between Dacey spaces. We
call f a partial orthometry if there are subspaces A of X and B of Y such that f
establishes an orthoisomorphism between A and B and f(z) = 0 forz L A.

In this case, let g: Y — X be an adjointable map with the following property: g
establishes an orthoisomorphism between B and A such that g|3 = (f|%)~!, and
g(y) =0 fory L B. Then g is called a generalised inverse of f.

In case when ¢ is a generalised inverse of a partial orthometry f, it is obvious that
then g is likewise a partial orthometry and f is a generalised inverse of g.

In what follows, all orthosets are assumed to be irredundant.

im f)++
For an adjointable map f: X — Y between orthosets, we put f° = f ’Ekerj;)) . ,called
the zero-kernel restriction of f [PaVed| Section 3].

Proposition 6.4. Let f: X — Y be a partial orthometry between Dacey spaces.
Then f* is the unique generalised inverse of f.

Moreover, let A and B be the subspaces of X and Y such that, in accordance with
Definition[6.3) f|5 is an orthoisomorphism. Then A = (ker f)* = im f* and B =
(ker f*)t = im f. Moreover, the inclusion maps 1a: A — X and 1p: B — Y are
adjointable; let 04 = 14" and o = 15*. We have f° = f|5 and f*° = f*|3 =
(fI%)~ and

f =1pofiooas, [ = 1a0f* 0o = 140(f°)  oos. 9
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Proof. We have A+ C ker f and ANker f = {0}. As X is a Dacey space, (ker )+ C
A implies that (ker f)* is a subspace of A and hence (ker f)* = ((ker f)*+ N A)tN
A= (ker fN AL NA = A Moreover, im f* C (ker f)* = A and ker f* =
(im f)* C Bt by [PaVed, Lemma 3.8]. Asy € B! means y 1 f(A) and hence
f*(y) L A, we have y € ker f*, and we conclude ker f* = B, that is, B =
(ker f*)1. Also B C im f C (ker f*)* = B, thatis, im f = B.

It is clear now that f° = f|5. As (im f*)*+ = (ker f)* = A, we also have f*° =
f*|3. f° is an orthoisomorphism whose adjoint is f*°, hence by Proposition 3.11]
f*° = (f°)~!. In particular, im f* = A, and f* is a generalised inverse of f.

We further conclude that (f* o f)|# is the adjoint of 1 4. Indeed, for v € X and a € A,
we have f*(f(2)) L aiffz L f*(f(a) = a = va(a). Thatis, o4 = 14* = (f*o )|
We calculate for z € X

a(f(0a(2)) = floalx)) = floa(x)) = F(f*(f(2)) = [flx).

Hence the first equation in () holds and the second is seen similarly.

The first equation in (9) shows that f is uniquely determined by its zero-kernel re-
striction f° = f|%. It follows that the generalised inverse is unique as well. 0J

Proposition 6.5. Let p: H; — Hs be a partial quasiisometry between orthomodular
spaces. Then P(p) is a partial orthometry.

Proof. This is clear from Proposition 4.4l O

Theorem 6.6. Let H, and Hy be orthomodular spaces and let f: P(H,) — P(H>)
be a partial orthometry such that (ker f)* has rank > 3. Then f is induced by a
partial quasiisometry from Hy to Hs.

Proof. Let S and S5 be the orthoclosed subspaces of H; and Hs, respectively, such
that ker f = P(S))*, im f = P(S,), and f° = f|§,g§f§ is an orthoisomorphism. By
Proposition 6.4, f = tp(s,) © f° 0 ops,). By Theorem [4.7] there is a quasiunitary
map ¢: S; — S such that f° = P(p). Let ts,: 57 — H;j and 15, So — Hj be
the inclusion maps, with adjoints og, and og,, respectively. We clearly have vp(s,) =
P(Lgl) and Lp(Sy) = P(LSQ). By Propositionm Op(s)) = Lp(sl)* = P<L51)* =
P(ts,*) = P(os,). We conclude that f is induced by the partial quasiisometry ¢g, o
poog,. U

One more time, we may make a partial quasiisometry into a partial isometry.

Lemma 6.7. Let H, and H, be Hermitian spaces over the sfields Fy and F5, respect-
ively. Let ¢: Hy — Hs be a partial quasiisometry and let f = P(y). Then there is
a Hermitian space H!, over Fy and an orthoisomorphism t: P(Hy) — P(H)) such
that t o f is induced by a partial isometry from H, to H).

Proof. Let S; = (ker )+ and S, = im . Then S; and S, are orthoclosed subspaces

and cp|§f is quasiunitary. Let H) be the Hermitian space over F} constructed from
Hs as in the proof of Lemma and let 7: Hy — H), u +— u. Then 7 o ¢ is
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linear. Putting S, = 7(S;), we hence have that (7 o g0)|§% is unitary. Moreover,
S; = (ker7 o )+ and S, = im 7 o ¢ are orthoclosed subspaces. We conclude that
T o ¢ is a partial isometry. U

Lemma 6.8. Assume that the orthomodular spaces H, and H, possess a common at
least 3-dimensional subspace S. Let f: P(H,) — P(H2) be a partial orthometry
such that f|p(s) = idp(s). Then f is induced by a unique partial isometry p: H, —
Hj such that | = ids.

Proof. By Theorem [6.6] there is a partial quasiisometry ¢): H; — Hj such that f =
P(1)). As in the proof of Corollary B.10, we see that a multiple of ¢ is linear and
hence a partial isometry. U

References

[Bae] R. Baer, “Linear algebra and projective geometry”, Academic Press, New
York 1952.

[Dac] J. R. Dacey, “Orthomodular spaces”, Ph.D. Thesis, University of Massachu-
setts, Amherst 1968.

[FaFr] C.-A. Faure, A. Frolicher, “Modern projective geometry”, Kluwer Aca-
demic Publishers, Dordrecht 2000.

[LiVe] B. Lindenhovius, Th. Vetterlein, A characterisation of orthomodular spaces
by Sasaki maps, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 62 (2023), 62:59.

[MaMa] F. Maeda, S. Maeda, “Theory of symmetric lattices”, Springer-Verlag, Ber-
lin 1970.

[PaVel] J. Paseka, Th. Vetterlein, Categories of orthogonality spaces, J. Pure Appl.
Algebra 226 (2021).

[PaVe2] J.Paseka, Th. Vetterlein, Normal orthogonality spaces, J. Math. Anal. Appl.
507 (2022), 125730.

[PaVe3] J. Paseka, Th. Vetterlein, Linear orthosets and orthogeometries, Int. J.
Theor. Phys. (2023), 62:55.

[PaVed4] J.Paseka, Th. Vetterlein, Categories of orthosets and adjointable maps, sub-
mitted; available at https://arxiv.org/abs/2501.04482.

[Ped] G. K. Pedersen, “Analysis Now”, Springer-Verlag, New York 2012.

[Piz1]  R. Piziak, Orthogonality-preserving transformations on quadratic spaces,
Port. Math. 43 (1986), 201-212.

[Piz2]  R. Piziak, Orthomodular lattices and quadratic spaces: A survey, Rocky Mzt.
J. Math. 21 (1991), 951-992.

22



[Sol] M. P. Soler, Characterization of Hilbert spaces by orthomodular spaces,
Commun. Algebra 23 (1995), 219-243.

[Wic]  A. Wilce, Test spaces, in: K. Engesser, D. M. Gabbay, D. Lehmann (eds.),
“Handbook of quantum logic and quantum structures. Quantum logic”,
Elsevier/North-Holland, Amsterdam 2009; 443-549.

23



	Introduction
	Linear and projective spaces
	Hermitian spaces and linear orthosets
	Orthometric correspondences
	Orthomodular spaces and linear Dacey spaces
	Partial orthometric correspondences

