arXiv:2206.01788v2 [math.RA] 9 Sep 2022

LINEAR MAPS PRESERVING PRODUCTS EQUAL TO
PRIMITIVE IDEMPOTENTS OF AN INCIDENCE ALGEBRA

JORGE J. GARCES AND MYKOLA KHRYPCHENKO

ABSTRACT. Let A, B be algebras and a € A, b € B a fixed pair of elements.
We say that a map ¢ : A — B preserves products equal to a and b if for all
ai,az € A the equality ajaz = a implies p(a1)p(az) = b. In this paper we
study bijective linear maps ¢ : I(X, F) — I(X, F) preserving products equal
to primitive idempotents of I(X, F'), where I(X, F') is the incidence algebra of
a finite connected poset X over a field F. We fully characterize the situation,
when such a map ¢ exists, and whenever it does, ¢ is either an automorphism
of I(X, F) or the negative of an automorphism of I(X, F).
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INTRODUCTION

There are several ways to generalize the notion of a homomorphism ¢ : A — B
between two algebras. One of them deals with a generalization of the equality

p(araz) = p(a1)p(az), (1)

leading, for instance, to Jordan and Lie homomorphisms. The other one consists
in a restriction of the set of pairs (a1, az2) for which (@) holds. Perhaps, the most
known generalizations in this direction are zero product preservers (ajas = 0),
orthogonality preservers (ajas = aza; = 0) and idempotent preservers (a3 = ag €
E(A)). Inspired by the notion of a zero product preserver, Chebotar, Ke, Lee and
Shiao [10] proposed to study maps that preserve “constant products”, i.e. satisfying

aray = agas = p(a1)p(az) = p(az)p(as). (2)
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A variant of this property is the following;:
arag = a = @(ay)p(az) = b, (3)

where ¢ € A and b € B are fixed. In this case we say that ¢ preserves products
equal to a and b. If a and b are zero, we get a zero product preserver. If a and b
are the identity elements, we get a map preserving the inverses.

Chebotar, Ke, Lee and Shiao [10] proved that a bijective additive map on a di-
vision ring satisfying [2)) with ajas = azas being the identity element is either an
automorphism multiplied by a central element or an anti-automorphism multiplied
by a central element. This generalizes an old result [I, Theorem 1.15] on inverse
preservers of division rings. Catalano [4] extended the above description by Che-
botar, Ke, Lee and Shiao to the case, where ajas is an arbitrary invertible element
of a division ring. Later, this was generalized in [7] to maps on the ring M, (D) of
matrices (with usual or Jordan product) over a division ring D. The next natural
question was to study maps that preserve products equal to non-invertible elements
of M, (D). The case, where such products are rank-one idempotents of M, (C), was
treated by Catalano in [5], and the corresponding maps were proved to be & ho-
momorphisms. Bijective maps on M, (C) preserving products equal to nilpotent
matrices were later characterized in [6] by Catalano and Chang-Lee. Catalano and
Julius [8] solved the problem, where the products are diagonalizable matrices over
C with the same eigenvalues. Perhaps, the most general situation was considered
in [9]: one of the products is a matrix from M, (C) of rank at most n — 2, or
both products have the same rank n — 1. The corresponding product preservers
are again of the standard form, i.e. automorphisms multiplied by scalars. When
M.,,(C) is equipped with the Lie bracket [a, b] = ab— ba, the description slightly dif-
fers, but still reminds the description of commutativity preservers (i.e. zero product
preservers with respect to [—, —]), see [I4] [I5]. In the setting of C*-algebras the
problem of studying linear mappings that are *-homomorphisms at a fixed point
has been considered in [3].

Notice that the incidence algebra I(X, F) of a finite poset X over a field F can
be seen as a subalgebra of the algebra T, (F) of upper triangular matrices, where
n = |X|. The primitive idempotents of I(X, F') (which correspond to rank-one
idempotent matrices from T,,(F")) were described in [I7] and the automorphisms of
I(X, F) have been studied by various authors (see, for example, [19, [2, [12] [16]), so
it is natural to ask whether the Catalano’s result [5] holds for maps on incidence
algebras. Under the assumption that X is connected, we show in Theorem [3.17]
that a bijective linear map ¢ : I(X, F) — I(X, F) preserving the products equal
to fixed primitive idempotents does not always exist, and its existence depends
on the existence of an automorphism A of X mapping one fixed element z € X
to another fixed element y € X. If such A € Aut(X) exists, then ¢ is either an
automorphism of I(X, F') or the negative of an automorphism of I(X, F). Our
result can be applied, in particular, to the upper triangular matrix algebra T, (F)

(see Corollary BIT).

1. PRELIMINARIES

1.1. Rings and algebras. An element a of a ring R satisfying a? = a is called an
idempotent. The set of idempotents of R will be denoted by F(R).
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Two elements a,b € R are orthogonal if ab = ba = 0. An idempotent e € E(R)
is primitive if e = e1 + e2 with eq, ea € E(R) orthogonal implies eq, ea € {0, e}.

1.2. Posets. A poset is a pair (X, <), where X is a set and < is a partial order (i.e.,
a reflexive, transitive and anti-symmetric binary relation) on X. All the posets in
this article will be finite. The interval from x to y in a poset X is the subset [z, y] :=
{ze X |2z <z<y}. A chain in X is a non-empty subset C' C X such that for all
x,y € C either z < y or y < z. The length of a chain C' C X is defined to be |C|—1.
The length of a non-empty poset X is [(X) := max{l(C) | C is a chain in X}. We
write I(x,y) for I([z,y]). A walkin X is a sequence xg,x1, . .., Ty of elements of X,
such that for all ¢ = 0,...,m — 1 either ; < x;41 and I(z;, z;41) = 1 or z;41 < @y
and I(z;41,2;) = 1. A poset X is connected if for all z,y € X there exists a walk
T =20y T =Y.

Given a subset A C X?, denote by A< (resp. A.) the set {(z,y) € A |z <y}
(vesp. {(z,5) € 4|z < y}).

A map A : X — Y between two posets is order-preserving whenever z < y =
AMz) < Ay) for all x,y € X. An (order) automorphism of a finite poset X is an
order-preserving bijection of X 0

1.3. Incidence algebras. The incidence algebra I(X, F) of a finite poset X over
a field F is the F-vector space with basis {ezy | # < y} (called the standard basis)

and multiplication
{emva Yy =u,
CryCyv =

0, y#u.

For an element f € I(X, F) we write f =Y ___ f(x,y)esy, so that

z<y

(fo)(zy) = Y flx,2)g(z ).

r<z<y

The algebra I (X, F') is associative and unital, where the identity element of I(X, F')
is0:= ) cx €aa-

Given f € I(X,F), define fp = > x f(2,2)ess and fu = 37, _, f(@,y)ewy,
so that f = fp + fu. An element f € I(X, F) is said to be diagonal whenever
f = fp. The diagonal elements form a commutative subalgebra of I(X, F'), denoted
by D(X,F). The elements f with f = fu (equivalently, fp = 0) form an ideal
which coincides with the Jacobson radical of I(X, F), denoted J(I(X, F')) (see [18,
Theorem 4.2.5]). The set B := {ey | z < y} is clearly a basis of J(I(X,F')). Thus,
I(X,F)=D(X,F)® J(I(X,F)) as vector spaces. Invertible elements of I(X, F)
are exactly those f € I(X, F) such that f(z,z) € F* for all x € X by [18, Theorem
1.2.3]. The center of I(X, F) coincides with {rd | » € F'} by [I8, Corollary 1.3.15],
provided that X is connected. For any Y C X the incidence algebra I(Y, F') can
be seen as a subspace of I(X, F') closed under multiplication, where Y is assumed
to be endowed with the induced partial order. Observe that we avoid using the
term “subalgebra”, because the identity element of I(Y, F) is different from that of
I(X, F) whenever Y # X.

We will write e, := ez, and, more generally, e4 := ZaeA €qa for A C X. Then
{es | € X} is a set of pairwise orthogonal primitive idempotents of I(X, F') which

1For an infinite X one should also require that the inverse bijection be order-preserving, which
holds automatically in the finite case.
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form a basis of D(X, F'). Observe that I(X, F') also admits a basis formed by the
idempotents {eg}tzex U{es + €zytacy-
Recall from [19] [2 [16] the description of automorphisms of I(X, F'). Any order

automorphism A of X induces an automorphism Nof I (X, F) by means of
A€xy) = ex@aw) (4)
where x < y. Moreover, a map o : X% — F* with
o(z,y)o(y,2) = o(z,2) (5)

for all x <y < z defines the multiplicative automorphism M, of I(X, F) acting as
follows:

M, (exy) = 0(z,y)eqy, (6)

where < y. Any automorphism of I(X, F') is the composition of an inner auto-
morphism of I(X, F') and automorphisms A and M, described in (@) and (@).

2. ZERO PRODUCT PRESERVERS OF [ (X, F)

Recall that a map ¢ : A — B between two algebras preserves zero products (or
is a zero product preserver) if p(a)e(b) = 0 in B whenever ab = 0 in A. It turns
out that the description of zero product preservers of I(X, F) by their action on
the natural basis will be useful in the following section.

Proposition 2.1. Let X be finite and ¢ : [(X,F) — A a linear map, where A is
an algebra. Then @ is a zero product preserver if and only if

w(egy)p(ew) =0 for all x <y and u < v with egyey, =0, (7)
plex)p(eny) = plewz)p(ezy) = @leay)pley) for all z <z <y. (8)

Proof. Let ¢ be a zero product preserver. Then (7)) is immediate. Since (e, +
€rz)(€sy — €zy) = 0 for all x < z < y, then using (7)) we have

0= p(ex)p(esy) — plex)pery) + p(exz)pesy) — plexs)p(exy)
= ‘P(ezZ)<P(QZy) - ga(ex)<p(ezy),

proving (8).
Conversely, assume (7)) and (§). Take arbitrary f,g € I(X, F) and calculate

e(f)elg) = Z Z f(@ y)g(u, v)p(eay)p(ew) = Z f(x,2)9(z,y)p(exz)plezy)

o<y u<v e<z<y

= Z Z f(x,z)g(z,y) Sp(em)(p(emy) = Z(fg)(xvy)(p(em)(p(ewy)'

<y \z<z<y <y

So, if fg = 0, then ¢(f)p(g) = 0. O

3. PRESERVERS OF PRODUCTS EQUAL TO PRIMITIVE IDEMPOTENTS OF (X, F)

Our goal is to study the bijective linear maps ¢ : I(X,F) — I(X, F) which
preserve products equal to a fixed pair of primitive idempotents e, € I(X, F),
i.e. satisfying @) with a = € and b = n. By [17, Lemma 1] there exist z,y € X
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and inner automorphisms 11,1, of I(X, F)), such that 91 (e;) = € and ¥2(n) = e,.
Then, replacing ¢ by ¥ 0 ¢ 091, we may assume that ¢ satisfies

fa=rec= o(f)po(g) = ey 9)

for all f,g € I(X, F).
We first list here easy consequences of (@) as in [5].

Lemma 3.1. The following equalities hold:

(1) plex)® = ey;

(i) (a) les)p(ewy) =0 for all v #u < v;
(b) (p(euv) ( w) =0 for all u < v # x;

(iii) (a) @lez)p(eus) =0 for all z #u < x;
(b) <P(ezv) ( )—0f07’(lll:13<1}7§z

(iv) o(ew)ples) =0 for all u # v;

(ex) — plew)p (euw) =rp(eus)? for allu < x and r € F*;

€ g Pleg)pley) = ro(egy)? for allv>x and r € F*;

olegy) = Oforall:z:<v z & {x, v}

Proof. follows from e2 = e,; follows from |(i)| and e, (e + €yy) = e, for
x #£u < v follows frorn and (e; + eyy)er = e for u < v # x.

It suffices to prove for u < z, since v = x is a particular case of ﬁ
assume u < z and write p(e;)p(eys) = 0 by In particular, this proves |(iii)aj
for z = 2. Thus, take z # x. Then (e, + e.)(€; + €yz) = €,. Combining this with
olez)p(ez) = 0 (by and we obtain Similarly, [(iii)b] follows from
w(exy)p(er) =0 for z < v, (e + exp)(er +€.) =€, for z £ and

If x € {u,v}, then is a particular case of |(ii)al or |(ii)b] Otherwise, consider
the product (e, + ey)(ex + €,) = e, and apply (i)} |(ii)a] and |(ii) b}

Fo write (e + ey + reus)(€x — reys) = e; and use [(i)] and
Ttem is similar and follows from (e, — rez,) (e, + €, + Tem) = em

For wrlte (ex + ey + euz)(er — Cuz —|— ez) = e, and use (iv)| and
Analogously, is a consequence of |( (iv)| and |(

Corollary 3.2. Let z € X \ {y}.
(i) If p(en)(z,2) = 0 for some u < x, then @(eys)(z,2) = 0.
(i1) If p(ey)(z,2) =0 for some v > x, then p(ez,)(z,2z) = 0.

Proof. Let us prove[(i)] Using Lemma BII[[)] we have p(e;)(z,2)? = ey(z, 2) = 0,
so ¢(ez)(z,z) = 0. Therefore,

ro(eus)(2,2)" = peus) (2, 2)p(ea) (2, 2) — @lew) (2, 2)p(eus) (2, 2) = 0
by Lemma [Bl|(v)a) whence ¢(e,;)(z,2z) = 0. The proof of similarly follows
from Lemma B.T|(v)b| O

From now on we view I(X \ {z}, F) and I(X \ {y}, F) as subspaces of I(X, F)
closed under multiplication. Their identity elements are ex\ (,} and ex\ {4}, respec-
tively.

Lemma 3.3. Let f € I(X,F). If f*> = e,, then f = Fe, + g for some g €
JI(X\ {y}, F)) with g*> = 0.
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Proof. It immediately follows that fp = +e,. Now take v < y and write

0= ey(uay) = fQ(uay) = f(uvy)f(yay) + Z f(uvv)f(vay)

=+f(w,y)+ Y flu,0)f(v,y),
whence |
fuy)=F Y flu,v)f(v,y). (10)

u<v<y

If I(u,y) = 1, then there is no v € X with u < v < y, so the sum on the right-hand
side of () vanishes, and f(u,y) = 0. If I(u,y) > 1, then I(v,y) < I(u,y) for all
u < v < g, so the obvious induction argument implies f(u,y) = 0.

Similarly, for all y < v one has

0= ey(yav) = f2(yav) = f(yvy)f(yav) + Z f(yvu)f(uav>

y<u<v
=+f(y,v) + Z fy,u)f(u,v),
y<u<v

whence f(y,v) = 0 by induction on I(y,v).

Thus, f = £ey + g, where g = fy. Observe that e,g =3 _ f(y,v)ey, =0 and
gey = > <y [ (W y)euy = 0. Therefore, e, = f2=ey,+e,g+tge,+g*=e,+g°%
whence ¢2 = 0. ([

Corollary 3.4. We have p(e;) = *e, + g for some g € JI(X \ {y},F)) with
g*>=0.

Lemma 3.5. We have p(I(X \ {z}, F)) C I(X \ {y}, F). Moreover, ¢ is a zero
product preserver from I1(X \ {«}, F) to I(X \ {y}, F).

Proof. Let u,v € X \ {z}, u < v. Then ¢(e;)p(eyy) = 0 by Lemma BII[(ii)al
Multiplying this by (e, ) on the left and using Lemma le we obtain e, p(eyy) =

0. Similarly ¢(euw)ey = 0 by [(i) and of Lemma Bl Therefore, p(eyw)(a,y) =
©(ewr)(y, b) for all @ <y < b. This proves the desired inclusion.

Now take f,g € I(X \ {z}, F) such that fg = 0. It is easily seen that (e, +
F)ex+9g) = ex i I(X, F). Hence, (p(ex) +9(f)(p(ex) +9(g)) = ey thanks to ().
The latter is equivalent to o(f)p(g) = 0 by and of LemmaBIl O

Observe that dim(I(X \ {z},F)) = [(X \ {z})Z| and dim(I(X \ {y}, F)) =
|(X \ {y})Z|, so we have the following immediate consequence of Lemma

Corollary 3.6. If [(X \ {z})Z| > [(X \ {y})Z], then there is no bijective linear
map ¢ : I(X, F) = (X, F) satisfying [@).

Thus, in what follows we assume [(X \ {z})Z| < [(X \ {y})Z].
Corollary 3.7. We have o(J(I(X \ {z}, F))) C J(I(X \ {y}, F)).

Proof. Indeed, for any u,v € X\ {z}, u < v, it follows from €2, = 0 and Lemma 3.5
that (euy)? = 0, 50 p(ew) € J(I(X \ {y}, F)). O

Lemma 3.8. The element ¢ (ex\(y}) is invertible in I(X \ {y}, F).
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Proof. For all u € X \ {z} denote Z, = {z € X | ¢(ey)(z,2) # 0} C X\ {y}.
Observe that Z, N Z, = () for u # v thanks to Lemma B.1[(iv)] Since ex\{z} =

2uex\{x} Cus We have

Z = {Z eX | © (EX\{I}) (Z,Z) 75 0} = |_| Zy.
ueX\{z}
Assume that ¢ (ex\(z3) & I(X \ {y}, F)*. Then Z # X \ {y}, so there exists zg €
X \ {y} such that zo ¢ Z. It follows that (e, )(z0,20) =0 for all u € X \ {z}. By
Corollary B2 we conclude that ¢(eys)(20, 20) = 0 for all u < z and ¢(eyy)(20, 20) =
0 for all v > x. Furthermore, ¢(eyy)(20,20) = 0 for all u,v € X \ {z}, u < v, by
Corollary B7l Finally, v(es)(20,20) = 0 by Corollary B4l Thus, ¢(f)(z0,20) = 0
for all f € I(X, F), a contradiction with e, € o(I(X, F)). O

Lemma 3.9. We have ¢(e;) = *e, and there exist a monomorphism v : I(X \
{z},F) = I(X \{y}, F) and ¢ € I(X \ {y}, F)* such that o(f) = c(f) for all
fel(X\{z}, F).

Proof. Recall that I(X \ {z}, F) has a basis formed by idempotents. Therefore,
since p : I(X \ {z}, F) — I(X \ {y}, F') preserves zero products by Lemma 3.5 and
@(ex\{z}) is invertible in I(X \ {y}, F), it follows from [IT, Theorem 2.6(vi)| that
there are a homomorphism ¢ : I(X \ {z}, F) = I(X \ {y}, F) and ¢ = p(ex\{s}) €
I(X\{y}, F)* such that o(f) = cy(f) for all f € I(X\{z}, F). The homomorphism
1 is injective, because ¢ is injective and c is invertible. Recall from Corollary [3.4]
that ¢(e,) = +e, +g, where g € I(X \{y}, F). Now, ¢(ex)c = ¢(ez)p(ex\{z3) =0
by Lemma BI[(iv)] On the other hand, ¢(e;)c = +eyc + gc = ge. Hence, g = 0.
But c is invertible in I(X \ {y}, F), so g = 0. Thus, ¢(e,) = te,. O

Lemma 3.10. There exist f € I(X,F)*, {a,}.ex C F* and a bijection A : X — X
with A\(z) = y such that
ﬂ‘P(EZ)571 = QzC)\(2) (11)
for all z € X. Moreover,
Be, Bt = e, (12)
and oy =1 < ¢leg) = ey, ay = —1 < ¢(eg) = —ey.
Proof. By Lemma for any z € X \ {z} we have ¢(e;) = ci)(e;), where ¢ €
I(X\{y}, F)* and ¢ is a monomorphism ¢ : [(X \ {z}, F) = I(X \ {y}, F). Since
{(e2)}zex\ (2} is a set of orthogonal idempotents and | X \ {z}| = | X \ {y}|, there
exists a bijection X' : X \ {z} — X \ {y} such that +(e.)p = ey (). Hence, by
[13, Lemma 5.4] there is 3’ € I(X \ {y}, F)* such that 5'tp(e. )5’ ™! = ey (. for all
z € X \ {z}. Then
Blole)f = Beple)B " = B'cf  enis. (13)
Denote v = B'¢f'~1 € I(X \ {y}, F)*. Let u < v in X\ {y} and a,b € X \ {z} such
that \'(a) = w and X' (b) = v. Then it follows from Lemma B[(iv)] and (I3) that
0= p(ea)ples) = vewyes =7 - (U, v)eyo.
Since v is invertible in I(X \ {y}, F), then ~y(u,v)ey, = 0, whence y(u,v) = 0.
Thus, « is diagonal and we define o, = (z,2) € F* for all z € X \ {z}, so that

[3/@(62)[3/_1 = QzC)\/(2) (14)
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for such z.
We now extend X' to a bijection A : X — X by A(z) = y and define 8 = e, + 5,

= {1, plexr) = ey,
-1, @les) = —ey.
Then 8 € I(X, F)* and using (I4)) we obtain
Beple2) B = (ey + B)elex)(ey + 871 = Bplex)f ™ = ey = azer
for all z € X \ {z} and
Beolea)B™" = (ey + B')(ey)(ey + B71) = Fey = azer).
So, () holds for all z € X. Moreover,
BeyB™" = (ey + Bey(ey + 871) = ey,
proving ([I2). O
Observe from Lemma and (@) and () that if fg = e, then
Be(f)B™ Be(9)B™" = Bo(f)e(9)B~" = Bey B! = ey,
so, without loss of generality, we may assume that, for all z € X,
plez) = azex), (15)

where o, € F*, a, =1 S peg) = ey, 0 = -1 & ¢(e;) = —ey and A : X — X is
a bijection with A\(x) = y.

Lemma 3.11. The bijection X is an automorphism of X.

Proof. Let u,v € X \ {2} with v < v. Then ey, ey, en, € I(X \ {z},F). By
Lemma 39 and (I5)

0 # plewn) = ctp(ew) = c(eveuves) = ctp(ew)p(eus) () = Ce)\(u)w(euv)e)\(v)v

whence A(u) < A(v). So, A|x\ (s} is order-preserving.
Now let u < z. By Lemma [3.1[(iii)a] and (IH]) for any z # u we have

0= p(es)p(eus) = aze}\(z)<ﬂ(€um),

50 ex(z)P(eusr) = 0 for all z # u. It follows that

<P(eum) =4- 90 eux = <Z ek(z)) eum = eA(u)‘P(eum)- (16)

zeX
Now by (I5) and (I6) and Lemma BII[(v)a] (with 7 = 1) we have
0= 80(6ux)%6,\(z) - Oéuex(u)%?(eum) €A(u)%0( )ex(u) (eua)

:e)\(u)@(eur)arek(w)_au¢(eur)_ P(euz)(A(u), A(u ))eA(u)<P(eur)
= Ofm‘i)\(u)%’(eur)e)\(z) — (o + p(euz) (A(u), AM(u)))p(euz ) (17)
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On the other hand, by (1) and Lemma BII[(vi)a] we have ¢(euq)erc.) = 0 for all
z & {u,x}, so combining this with (I6]) we get

pleus) = p(euz) - 0 = p(euz) - (Z 6,\(z)> = @(uz)er(u) + P(Cuz)er(x)

zeX
= ek(u)@(euz)ek(u) =+ eA(u)‘P(eum)ek(m)
= p(eua) (Mw), A(u))exw) + exw)P(Cuz)er)- (18)

Suppose that ex(,)@(eus)er(z) = 0. Then thanks to (I7) and p(e..) # 0 we obtain
@(eus)(A(u), A(u)) = —ay. Therefore, ([I5) and ([I8) give p(eus) = —uerw) =
—¢(ey) = p(—ey), whence ey, = —ey, a contradiction. Thus, e,y @(€uz)er(z) 7 0,
ie. AMu) < AMz) and @(eys)(A(u), A(z)) # 0.

Similarly one proves that A(x) < A(v) for all z < v.

Thus, A is order-preserving. Since X is finite, \™! is also order-preserving. Thus,
A is an automorphism of X. ([

Lemma 3.12. We have o, = a, and

Pleus) = @(euz) (A(u), )‘(x))e)\(u))\(z) (19)
for all u < x. Similarly, o, = ay and
plexw) = plex) (M), )‘(U))GA(m)A(v) (20)

for allv > .

Proof. Substituting the right-hand side of ([I8) to (), we obtain

0= (az — au — P(eus) (A(w), A(u)))p(eus ) (A(u), )‘(x))eA(u)A(z)
= (o + p(eus) (Mw), A()))p(eus ) (A1), A(u))exqw).-

If (ews) (A(u), A(u)) # 0, then ay+@(eus)(A(w), A(w)) = 0, 50 p(eus ) (A(u), A(2)) =
0, a contradiction with ex(,)@(eus)ex(z) 7 0 proved in Lemma 31Tl Consequently,

cp(em)()\(u), AMu)) = 0 and a,, = a,. Then ([I9) follows from ([I8). The proof of
a, = a, and (20) for all v > z is similar. O

F)).

(X
Proof. Observe that ¢(eys), ¢(€zy) € J(I(X, F)) for all u < < v by Lemma [3.121
Together with Corollary [377 this results in <p(J(I( F))) C J(I(X,F)). Since ¢ is
injective, we have p(J(I(X, F))) = JI(X, F)). O

Corollary 3.13. We have o(J(I(X,F)) =J(I

Let A be the automorphism of I(X, F') induced by A as in {)). Replacing ¢ by
(A\)~! o, we may assume that x = y and, for all z € X,

plez) = aze., (21)
where a, € F* with a, =1 < ¢(e;) = e, and a, = —1 & p(e,) = —e,.
Lemma 3.14. For all u < v in X we have
Oeyy) = o(u, v)ey, (22)

for some o(u,v) € F*.



10 JORGE J. GARCES AND MYKOLA KHRYPCHENKO

Proof. Tt suffices to prove that p(eu,) = en(ews) = p(euw)e, for all u < v, because
in this case
(P(euv) = eu@(euv) = eu(p(euv)ev = @(euv)(’uﬂv)euv’

so we define o(u,v) = p(euw)(u,v) € F*.

Case 1. u,v € X \{z}. Then ¢(e;)¢(eyy) = 0 by Lemmal3|[(ii)a] which implies
ex@(ewy) = 0 by ZI). Similarly, p(e,)p(ewy) = 0 for all z # u, x by Lemma [35] so
e.p(euy) =0 for all z # u, x. It follows that

<P(€uv) =4- @(euv) = (Z ez) <P(euv) = eu@(euv)-

zeX
In a similar way one proves using Lemma [B] Lemma and (ZI) that

plew) = ¢(euw)ew,
Case 2. z = u < v. Then p(ew)ple;) = p(eww)p(e;) = 0 for all z # v by

Lemma BII[(iii)b] whence ¢(eyy)e. = 0 for all z # v in view of (2I)). Therefore,
<P(€uv) = @(euv) 6= <P(euv)ev- (23)

Now, p(e.)p(eus) = ¢(ez)p(exy) = 0for z # 2, v by LemmaBI[(vi)b] so e.p(ews) =
0 for z # u,v by ([ZI). Consequently, using ([23) and Corollary BI3, we get

Sp(euv) =4- Sp(euv) — eu(p(eu'u) + ev(p(eu'u) = eu@(euv) + ev@(euv)ev = eu(p(eu'u)u

as needed.
Case 3. uw < v = x. This case is similar to Case 2. O

Lemma 3.15. Let X be connected. Then p(d) = %0.
Proof. Using ([ZI]) we write

90(5) = Z ‘P(EZ) = Z Q€.

zeX z€X

It suffices to show that a, = «a, for all z € X. We know by Lemma [B.12] that
Qay = oy for all u < x and «a, = «, for all v > z. Moreover, for all u < v, in view
of Lemma [B.14] and (2I)) we obtain

ausﬂ(euv) =0 (U, V)Qyyy = U(Uav)aueu “euy = 0 (U, v)cp(eu) T Cyy = ‘P(eu)@(euv)'
Similarly,
avsﬁ(euv) = U(va)aveuv = U(va)euv cQy€y = U(ua U)euv¢(ev) = ‘P(euv)<ﬁ(ev)-

However, p(ey)p(euwr) = @(ew)p(ey) for all u < v from X \ {z} by Lemma [35]
and Proposition 2.1l Hence, «,, = a,,. Since X is connected, we are done. [l

Replacing ¢ by —¢, if necessary, we may assume that
p(8) = 6. (24)
Then, for all z € X, we have
plez) = e (25)

In particular, ¢ = p(ex\(s1) = ex\{y}, 50 ¢ = ¥ on I(X \ {z}, F'). We will now
show that these conditions guarantee that ¢ is a multiplicative automorphism (@)
of I(X,F).
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Lemma 3.16. Let X be connected. Then ¢ is a multiplicative automorphism of
I(X,F).

Proof. Consider ¢ : X2 — F* from Lemma 314 and extend it to o : X2 — F*
by means of o(z,2) = 1 for all z € X. Observe that (22) now holds for all u < v
thanks to ([Z5). Thus, it only remains to prove that o satisfies (@). Take arbitrary
u < v < w. We need to show that o(u,v)o(v,w) = o(u,w). Since o(z,2z) =1 for
all z € X, it suffices to assume u < v < w. Consider the following cases.

Case 1. x ¢ {u,v,w}. Then o(u,v)o(v,w) = o(u,w) because ¢ = 1) on I(X \
{2}, F) and (ewn) = (eub(evn).

Case 2. © = u. Since (ez + €zp — €xw)(0 — €xv + €pw) = €z, by 22) and [24) we
have

(ex + o(z,0)e0y — 0(x,W)er)(d — 0(x,V)e80 + (v, W)EHw) = €,

which gives o(z,v)o(v,w) = o(x, w).

Case 3. x = w. This case is proved similarly to Case 2 using the product
(5 — Cyz + eu'u)(ez + eypx — eux) = €y.

Case 4. x = v. The result follows by applying ¢ to the product (e, + eys +
€xw T Cuw _eu)((s_emw + Eux _eu) = €. (]

We can finally prove the main result of our work.

Theorem 3.17. Let X be a finite connected poset and x,y € X. Lete,n € I(X, F)
be primitive idempotents such that ep = e, and np = e,. There exists a bijective
linear map ¢ : (X, F) — I(X, F) preserving products equal to € and 1 if and only
if there exists an automorphism of X mapping = to y, in which case ¢ s either an
automorphism of I(X, F) or the negative of an automorphism of I(X, F).

Proof. Assume that ¢ : I(X,F) — I(X, F) preserves products equal to ¢ and 7.
By Lemmas [3.10] 311 and B.16, up to an inner automorphism, ¢ is of the form
:I::\\oMg, where X is an automorphism of X with A(z) = y and M, is a multiplicative
automorphism of I(X, F).

Conversely, if A is an automorphism of X with A(z) = y, then A € Aut(I(X, F))
preserves products equal to e, and e,. Composing \ with appropriate inner auto-
morphisms of I(X, F'), we get ¢ € Aut(I(X, F')) which preserves products equal to
€ and 7. (Il

Corollary 3.18. Lete,n € T,,(F) be primitive idempotents. There exists a bijective
linear map ¢ : Tp,(F) — T, (F) preserving products equal to € and n if and only if
€ and n have the same diagonal, in which case @ s either an automorphism or the
negative of an automorphism of T,,(F).

Proof. For, T,,(F) = I(X, F), where X is a chain of length n — 1. Then, € and 7,
seen as elements of I(X, F), have diagonals e, and e, for some z,y € X. Since
Aut(X) = {id}, the result follows. O
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