
ar
X

iv
:2

20
3.

01
70

9v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

R
T

] 
 3

 M
ar

 2
02

2

MULTIPLICATIVE MAPS ON MATRIX ALGEBRAS

XIAOMEI YANG AND FUHAI ZHU

Abstract: In this paper, we use elementary method to give a classification of the mul-

tiplicative maps on matrix algebra Mn(F) over a field F of characteristic 0. All the mul-

tiplicative maps are classified into three classes: the trivial ones, the degenerate ones and

the non-degenerate ones.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULT

During the past one hundred years, a great deal of mathematical effort has been devoted

to the study of preserver problems in matrix theory. In [4], [8] and [11], the authors deal

with linear preserver problems, i.e., linear maps on matrix algebras and operator algebras

preserving determinant, spectrum, commutativity, respectively. Chi-Kwong Li and Nam-

Kiu Tsing presented a brief description of the subject in [9].

Naturally, some similar preserver problems are raised and investigated for multiplica-

tive maps (i.e., maps Φ satisfying Φ(AB) = Φ(A)Φ(B)) instead of linear maps. In [5],

Hochwald described the form of those multiplicative maps of a matrix algebra which pre-

serve the spectrum. As a natural generalization, he also raised the question of spectrum-

preserving multiplicative maps for infinite-dimensional vector spaces with added condi-

tion of surjectivity, see [12]. In [2], An and Hou considered rank preserving multiplicative

maps on matrix algebra. In [3], the authors established some general techniques that are

used to prove results for multiplicative maps on semigroups of square matrices and ob-

tained some basic results to study multiplicative preserver problems. In recent years, there

have been extensive study and application of multiplicative preserver problems on operator

algebras over infinite-dimensional spaces. In [6], Hou gave a structure theorem of abstract

multiplicative maps Φ from B(X) intoB(Y) which sends some rank-1 operator to an oper-

ator of rank not greater than 1. Afterwards, An and Hou obtained some characterizations

of rank-preserving multiplicative maps onB(X) in [1]. In [10], Molnár described the form

of those continuous multiplicative maps on B(H) (H is a separable complex Hilbert space

of dimension not less than 3) which preserve the rank or the corank.

It is very strange that people always try to deal with multiplicative maps with some

additional conditions, say, preserving spectrum, ranks, etc., rather than to classify all mul-

tiplicative maps first. In [7], the authors investigated non-degenerate multiplicative maps
1
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(see section 4 for the definition) of n × n matrices over a principal ideal domain R. In

[13], the author considered non-degenerate multiplicative maps of n × n matrices over a

division ring. The purpose of this paper is to deal with the multiplicative maps for ma-

trix algebras over any field of characteristic zero with an elementary method, which may

be applicable to positive characteristic case. All the multiplicative maps are separated

into three classes: we devote Section 2 to study the trivial ones, which maps SL(n, F) to

the identity. We prove that such multiplicative map is reduced to a multiplicative map

Φ : F → Mk(F) with Φ(1) = Ik. In particular, we show that any of multiplicative map

Φ : Mn(F) → Mk(F)(k < n) is actually a trivial multiplicative map; in Section 3, we clas-

sify the degenerate ones, which maps every singular matrix to the zero matrix. We present

such Φ(A) is the form of λ(det(Φ1(A)))Φ2(A), where λ : F∗ → F∗ is a multiplicative map

and Φ1,Φ2 are compositions of the following multiplicative maps: (a).ΦR(A) = R−1AR for

some n×n invertible matrix R; (b).Φ∗(A) = (A∗)t, where A∗ is the cofactor matrix of A and

At is the transpose of A; (c).Φϕ(A) = (ϕ(ai j)) for any A = (ai j) ∈ GL(n), where ϕ : F→ F is

a ring homomorphism ; the non-degenerate multiplicative maps are considered in Section

4, in which we conclude that Φ(A) = R−1(ϕ(ai j))R or Φ(A) = R−1(ϕ(ai j)
∗)tR, for some ring

homomorphism ϕ : F→ F and some invertible matrix R. With such classification in hand,

it it easy to find all multiplicative maps which preserve spectrums, ranks, etc.

2. TRIVIAL MULTIPLICATIVE MAPS

Denote by Mn(F) the matrix algebra over a field F of characteristic zero. A map Φ :

Mn(F) → Mk(F) is called a multiplicative map ifΦ(AB) = Φ(A)Φ(B) for any A, B ∈ Mn(F).

In this section, we study a special case of multiplicative maps. First, we need the following

easy property of multiplicative maps.

Lemma 2.1. Let Φ : Mn(F) → Mk(F) be a multiplicative map. Then for any matrix

A ∈ Mn(F), up to a conjugation, we have

Φ(A) =


Ã 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 Is

 ,

where s = rank (Φ(0)), l = rank (Φ(In)) − rank (Φ(0)) and Ã ∈ Ml(F) .

Proof. Since Φ(0),Φ(In) are idempotent matrices. We may assume that Φ(0),Φ(In) are di-

agonal matrices with the diagonal elements being 0 or 1. Using Φ(0)Φ(In) = Φ(In)Φ(0) =

Φ(0), up to a conjugation, we have

Φ(0) =

(
0 0

0 Is

)
, Φ(In) =


Il 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 Is

 ,

where s = rank (Φ(0)), l = rank (Φ(In)) − rank (Φ(0)).
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For any A ∈ Mn(F), from

Φ(0)Φ(A) = Φ(A)Φ(0) = Φ(0),

Φ(In)Φ(A) = Φ(A)Φ(In) = Φ(A),

it follows that Φ(A) =


Ã 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 Is

, where Ã is a l × l matrix. �

From the proof of the above Lemma, one can define a multiplicative map Φ : Mn(F) →

Ml(F) by Φ(A) = Ã. It is easy to see that Φ is determined by Φ and rank (Φ(0)) uniquely.

In the remainder of this paper, we only consider those maps such that Φ(0) = 0 and

Φ(In) = Ik. Then it is trivial that Φ(A−1) = Φ(A)−1 and Φ−1(Ik) is a normal subgroup of

GL(n, F). A classical result says that if N is a normal subgroup of GL(n, F), then either

N is contained in Z(GL(n, F)), that is the center of GL(n, F), or N contains SL(n, F). It is

natural to introduce the following definition.

Definition 2.2. A multiplicative map Φ : Mn(F) → Mk(F) is called trivial if SL(n, F) ⊆

Φ
−1(Ik).

Trivial multiplicative maps have the following property.

Lemma 2.3. Let Φ : Mn(F) → Mk(F) be a trivial multiplicative map. Then Φ(A) = 0 if

rank (A) < n.

Proof. Since rank (A) = r < n, there exist P,Q, S , T ∈ SL(n, F) such that A = PIQ = S JT ,

where I =

(
Ir 0

0 0

)
and J is a Jordan canonical form with diagonal entries being 0 and

rank (J) = r. Thus Φ(A) = Φ(I) = Φ(J). Since I = Im and Jm
= 0 for m > r, it is easy to

see that Φ(A) = Φ(I) = Φ(Im) = Φ(Jm) = 0. �

Thanks to the above lemma, any trivial multiplicative map Φ is reduced to a multiplica-

tive map Φ : F → Mk(F) with Φ(1) = Ik. The following proposition shows that many

multiplicative maps are trivial and it is crucial for rest of the paper.

Proposition 2.4. Let Φ : Mn(F) → Mk(F)(k < n) be a multiplicative map. Then Φ is a

trivial multiplicative map.

Proof. Let N (resp. N) denote the set of n × n (resp. k × k) upper triangular matrices

with all the diagonal entries being 1. Consider the lower central sequence: N0
= N,

N1
= [N,N] = {xyx−1y−1|x, y ∈ N}, . . . ,N i

= [N,N i−1]. It is easy to calculate that Nn
= {In}

and (N)k
= {Ik}. Furthermore, since (Φ(N))n

= Φ(Nn) = Φ(In) = Ik, it follows that, up

to a conjugation, Φ(N) ⊆ N. Then we have Φ(N)k ⊆ (N)k
= {Ik}, which implies that

Nk ⊆ Φ−1(Ik). Therefore Φ−1(Ik) ⊇ SL(n, F) since it is not contained in the center of

GL(n, F). �
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Thus, any of multiplicative map Φ : Mn(F) → Mk(F)(k < n) is the form of Φ(A) =

Φ(det (A)) for some multiplicative map Φ : F→ Mk(F).

3. DEGENERATE MULTIPLICATIVE MAPS

In this section, we just need to consider non-trivial multiplicative maps and hence we

have Φ(0) = 0 and Φ(In) = In. Following Jodeit and Lam we call a nontrivial multi-

plicative map Φ : Mn(F) → Mn(F) degenerate, if Φ(A) = 0 for any degenerate A, and is

called non-degenerate otherwise. It is trivial that degenerate multiplicative maps are in 1-1

correspondence with multiplicative maps Φ : GL(n, F)→ GL(n, F).

Theorem 3.1. Let Φ : GL(n, F) → GL(n, F) be a non-trivial multiplicative map. Then

Φ(A) = λ(det(Φ1(A)))Φ2(A), where λ : F∗ → F∗ is a multiplicative map and Φ1,Φ2 are

compositions of the following multiplicative maps.

(a). ΦR(A) = R−1AR for some n × n invertible matrix R;

(b). Φ∗(A) = (A∗)t, where A∗ is the cofactor matrix of A and At is the transpose of A;

(c). Φϕ(A) = (ϕ(ai j)) for any A = (ai j) ∈ GL(n), where ϕ : F → F is a ring homomor-

phism.

Proof. The proof of the theorem consists of several steps. For j = 1, . . . , n, let D j(k) =

diag (1, . . . , 1, k, 1, . . . , 1), where the j-th entry is k.

Claim (1): Up to a composition with ΦR and a multiplication by det(A) if necessary, we

have Φ(Di(−1)) = Di(−1).

From the fact that Φ(D1(−1))2
= Φ(D1(−1)2) = Φ(In) = In, composing with some

R when necessary, we have Φ(D1(−1)) =

(
−Im 0

0 In−m

)
. Since D1(−1) commutes with

A =

(
1 0

0 A1

)
, where A1 ∈ GL(n − 1, F), it follows that Φ(A) must be a quasi diagonal

matrix. We may therefore assume that

Φ(A) =

(
B1 0

0 B2

)
,where B1 ∈ GL(m, F), B2 ∈ GL(n − m, F).

It shows that the maps Φ1 : GL(n − 1, F) → GL(m, F) defined by Φ1(A1) = B1 and

Φ2 : GL(n − 1, F) → GL(n − m, F) defined by Φ2(A1) = B2 are both multiplicative maps.

Then we conclude that m = 1 or m = n−1 by Proposition 2.4, otherwise bothΦ1 andΦ2 are

trivials, so is Φ. If m = n − 1, we may assume that m = 1. Since Φ(Di(−1)) have the same

eigenvalues as Φ(D1(−1)) and Φ(Di(−1)) commute with Φ(D j(−1)) for i, j = 1, . . . , n, we

have Φ(Di(−1)) = Di(−1) up to a conjugation.

Claim (2): Up to a composition with ΦT , we have Φ(S i j) = S i j, where T is a diagonal

matrix and S i j is the identity matrix with rows i and j switched.

We consider the image of S i,i+1 under Φ. Note that S i,i+1 (resp. Φ(S i,i+1)) commutes

with Dk(−1) (resp. Φ(Dk(−1))), for k , i, i+1, and Di(−1)S i,i+1Di+1(−1) = S i,i+1. Then we
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see that Φ(S i,i+1) = diag (a1, . . . , ai−1, Bi, ai+2, . . . , an), for some ai ∈ F
∗ and Bi =

(
0 bi
1
bi

0

)

for some nonzero bi ∈ F. Furthermore, S i,i+1 is similar to D1(−1), so is Φ(S i,i+1). Thus we

have ai = 1. Take T = diag (1, b1, b1b2, . . . , b1b2 . . . bn−1), one have TΦ(S i,i+1)T−1
= S i,i+1.

Replacing Φ by TΦT−1, one has Φ(S i j) = S i j.

Claim (3): Up to a composition with some ΦR and with Φ∗ when necessary, we have

Φ(A) = (ϕ(ai j)) for any A = (ai j) ∈ SL(n, F), where ϕ is a nontrivial ring homomorphism

of F.

For invertible A, it is easy to see that A is unipotent if and only if A is conjugate to An

for any n ∈ N. Thus Φ(A) is also unipotent.

For j = 1, . . . , n, let P j, j+1(k) = diag (1, . . . , 1,

(
1 k

0 1

)
, 1, . . . , 1), where the j, j+1 entry

is k. Let A = P12(k). Then A commutes with Di(−1), i > 2. Thus one can easily getΦ(A) =

diag (B, 1, . . . , 1), where B =

(
a b

c d

)
is a 2 × 2 unipotent matrix. By D1(−1)AD1(−1) =

A−1, one can get that a = d = 1 and bc = 0. Replacing Φ(A) by Φ((A−1)t) = Φ ◦

(det(A)−1
Φ2(A)) when necessary, one can assume that c = 0. Note that the map A→ (A−1)t

preserves Di(−1) and S i j. Denote b by ϕ(k). Then one can easily check that

ϕ(k + l) = ϕ(k) + ϕ(l).

Similarly, by S 12AS 12 = At, one has that Φ(At) = Φ(A)t. Since Φ(S i j) = S i j, we have that

Φ(Pi j(k)) = Pi j(ϕ(k)).

Notice that P13(kl) = P12(k)−1P23(l)−1P12(k)P23(l), we have

P13(ϕ(kl)) = P12(ϕ(k))−1P23(ϕ(l))−1P12(ϕ(k))P23(ϕ(l)) = P13(ϕ(k)ϕ(l)).

Hence

ϕ(kl) = ϕ(k)ϕ(l),

i.e., ϕ is a nontrivial ring homomorphism of F. Consequently ϕ(1) = 1. Since SL(n, F) are

generated by Pi j(k), one has that Φ(A) = (ϕ(ai j)), for any A = (ai j) ∈ SL(n, F).

Now we are ready to complete the proof. For any A ∈ GL(n, F), A = D1(k)A0, where

k = det(A) and A0 ∈ SL(n, F). It is easy to see that Φ(D1(k)) = sdiag (t, 1, . . . , 1) for

some s, t ∈ F∗. Similarly, Φ(D2(k)) = sdiag (1, t, 1 . . . , 1). Noticing that D1(k)D2(1/k) ∈

SL(n, F), then we have

Φ(D1(k)D2(1/k)) = Φ(diag (k, 1/k, 1, . . . , 1)).

Therefore, diag (t, 1/t, 1, . . .) = diag (ϕ(k), 1/ϕ(k), 1, . . . , 1), i.e., t = ϕ(k). Denoting s =

λ(det(A)), where λ is a multiplicative map on F∗, we have Φ(A) = λ(det(A))(ϕ(ai j)), for

any A = (ai j) ∈ GL(n, F). �
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4. NON-DEGENERATE MULTIPLICATIVE MAPS

In this section, we study non-degenerate multiplicative maps Φ on Mn(F), i.e., there

exists some degenerate matrix A such that Φ(A) , 0. The main result is the following

theorem, which is well-known in some sense (see [7], for example). One can easily see

that it is a consequence of the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 4.1. Let Φ : Mn(F) → Mn(F) be a non-degenerate multiplicative map. Then, for

any A = (ai j) ∈ Mn(F),

Φ(A) = R−1(ϕ(ai j))R or Φ(A) = R−1(ϕ(ai j)
∗)tR,

for some ring homomorphism ϕ : F→ F and some invertible matrix R.

Proof. If Φ(A) , 0 for some (hence all) matrix of rank 1, letting Fi j = Φ(Ei j), one has

Fi jFkl = δ jkFil. It is a standard result that there exists a matrix R such that RFi jR
−1
= Ei j.

Replacing Φ by RΦR−1, we may assume that Φ(Ei j) = Ei j. For any i, j and for any b ∈ F,

it is easy to see that Φ(bEi j) = b′Ei j, for some b′ ∈ F. Then we have a map ϕ : F → F

such that ϕ(b) = b′. The map ϕ is independent of i, j since EkiEi jE jl = Ekl. For any

B = (bi j) ∈ Mn(F), since EiiΦ(B)E j j = Φ(EiiBE j j) = Φ(bi jEi j) = ϕ(bi j)Ei j, we have

Φ(B) = (ϕ(bi j)) such that ϕ(bi j) = b′
i j
, (i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n). It’s an easy exercise to show

that ϕ(1) = 1, ϕ(kl) = ϕ(k)ϕ(l) and ϕ(k + l) = ϕ(k) + ϕ(l) for any k, l ∈ F. Thus ϕ is a

nontrivial ring homomorphism of F. For any B = (bi j) ∈ M(n, F), we have EiiΦ(B)E j j =

Φ(EiiBE j j) = Φ(bi jEi j) = ϕ(bi j)Ei j. Therefore Φ(B) = (ϕ(bi j)).

Now assume that Φ(Ei j) = 0. It is easy to see that if Φ(A) = 0 then Φ(B) = 0 provided

rank (A) = rank (B). Assume that r is the least integer such that Φ(A) , 0 if rank (A) = r.

Let Er be the set of diagonal idempotent matrices. Without loss of generality, we may

assume that, for any A ∈ Er, Φ(A) is also a diagonal idempotent matrix. For any A, B ∈ Er,

A , B, then rank (AB) < r and Φ(AB) = Φ(A)Φ(B) = 0. Therefore the image Φ(Er) has at

most n elements. If r < n−1, then Er has Cr
n > n elements, and hence there exist A, B ∈ Er

such that Φ(A) = Φ(B), which is absurd since Φ(AB) = 0. Thus one can easily see that

r = n− 1 and for any A with rank (A) = n− 1, rank (Φ(A)) = 1. Set F j = In − E j j. Without

loss of generality, we may assume that Φ(F j) = E j j. Then with the same method as in the

proof of Theorem 3.1, we can easily get the result. �

Remark 4.2. In the cases of F = Q or R, it is easy to see that the only ring homomorphism

is the identity map. For F = Q, it is trivial. For F = R, take any x, y ∈ R, assume that

x − y > 0, then there exists an element z ∈ R such that z2
= x − y. From ϕ(x − y) =

ϕ(x) − ϕ(y) = ϕ(z)2, we have ϕ(x) > ϕ(y). It follows that ϕ(x) = x on R.

For complex number field C, there exists ring homomorphisms which are not surjective.
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