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LINEAR MAPS PRESERVING PRODUCTS EQUAL TO

PRIMITIVE IDEMPOTENTS OF AN INCIDENCE ALGEBRA

JORGE J. GARCÉS AND MYKOLA KHRYPCHENKO

Abstract. Let A, B be algebras and a ∈ A, b ∈ B a fixed pair of elements.
We say that a map ϕ : A → B preserves products equal to a and b if for all
a1, a2 ∈ A the equality a1a2 = a implies ϕ(a1)ϕ(a2) = b. In this paper we
study bijective linear maps ϕ : 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 ϕ exists, and whenever it does, ϕ 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 ϕ : A → B
between two algebras. One of them deals with a generalization of the equality

ϕ(a1a2) = ϕ(a1)ϕ(a2), (1)

leading, for instance, to Jordan and Lie homomorphisms. The other one consists
in a restriction of the set of pairs (a1, a2) for which (1) holds. Perhaps, the most
known generalizations in this direction are zero product preservers (a1a2 = 0),
orthogonality preservers (a1a2 = a2a1 = 0) and idempotent preservers (a1 = a2 ∈
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

a1a2 = a3a4 ⇒ ϕ(a1)ϕ(a2) = ϕ(a3)ϕ(a4). (2)
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A variant of this property is the following:

a1a2 = a⇒ ϕ(a1)ϕ(a2) = b, (3)

where a ∈ A and b ∈ B are fixed. In this case we say that ϕ 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 a1a2 = a3a4 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 [1, 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 a1a2 is an arbitrary invertible element
of a division ring. Later, this was generalized in [7] to maps on the ring Mn(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 Mn(D). The case, where such products are rank-one idempotents of Mn(C), was
treated by Catalano in [5], and the corresponding maps were proved to be ± ho-
momorphisms. Bijective maps on Mn(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 Mn(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
Mn(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 [14, 15]. 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 Tn(F ) of upper triangular matrices, where
n = |X |. The primitive idempotents of I(X,F ) (which correspond to rank-one
idempotent matrices from Tn(F )) were described in [17] 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 ϕ : 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 λ of X mapping one fixed element x ∈ X
to another fixed element y ∈ X . If such λ ∈ Aut(X) exists, then ϕ 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 Tn(F )
(see Corollary 3.18).

1. Preliminaries

1.1. Rings and algebras. An element a of a ring R satisfying a2 = a is called an
idempotent. The set of idempotents of R will be denoted by E(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 e1, e2 ∈ E(R) orthogonal implies e1, e2 ∈ {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 [x, y] :=
{z ∈ X | x ≤ z ≤ y}. A chain in X is a non-empty subset C ⊆ X such that for all
x, y ∈ C either x ≤ y or y ≤ x. The length of a chain C ⊆ X is defined to be |C|−1.
The length of a non-empty poset X is l(X) := max{l(C) | C is a chain in X}. We
write l(x, y) for l([x, y]). A walk in X is a sequence x0, x1, . . . , xm of elements of X ,
such that for all i = 0, . . . ,m− 1 either xi ≤ xi+1 and l(xi, xi+1) = 1 or xi+1 ≤ xi
and l(xi+1, xi) = 1. A poset X is connected if for all x, y ∈ X there exists a walk
x = x0, . . . , xm = y.

Given a subset A ⊆ X2, denote by A≤ (resp. A<) the set {(x, y) ∈ A | x ≤ y}
(resp. {(x, y) ∈ A | x < y}).

A map λ : X → Y between two posets is order-preserving whenever x ≤ y ⇒
λ(x) ≤ λ(y) for all x, y ∈ X . An (order) automorphism of a finite poset X is an
order-preserving bijection of X .1

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 {exy | x ≤ y} (called the standard basis)
and multiplication

exyeuv =

{
exv, y = u,

0, y 6= u.

For an element f ∈ I(X,F ) we write f =
∑

x≤y f(x, y)exy, so that

(fg)(x, y) =
∑

x≤z≤y

f(x, z)g(z, y).

The algebra I(X,F ) is associative and unital, where the identity element of I(X,F )
is δ :=

∑
x∈X exx.

Given f ∈ I(X,F ), define fD =
∑

x∈X f(x, x)exx and fU =
∑

x<y f(x, y)exy,

so that f = fD + fU . An element f ∈ I(X,F ) is said to be diagonal whenever
f = fD. The diagonal elements form a commutative subalgebra of I(X,F ), denoted
by D(X,F ). The elements f with f = fU (equivalently, fD = 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 := {exy | x < 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(x, x) ∈ F ∗ for all x ∈ X by [18, Theorem
1.2.3]. The center of I(X,F ) coincides with {rδ | r ∈ F} by [18, Corollary 1.3.15],
provided that X is connected. For any Y ⊆ 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 6= X .

We will write ex := exx and, more generally, eA :=
∑

a∈A eaa for A ⊆ X . Then
{ex | x ∈ 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 {ex}x∈X ⊔ {ex + exy}x<y.

Recall from [19, 2, 16] the description of automorphisms of I(X,F ). Any order

automorphism λ of X induces an automorphism λ̂ of I(X,F ) by means of

λ̂(exy) = eλ(x)λ(y), (4)

where x ≤ y. Moreover, a map σ : X2
≤ → F ∗ with

σ(x, y)σ(y, z) = σ(x, z) (5)

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

Mσ(exy) = σ(x, y)exy, (6)

where x ≤ y. Any automorphism of I(X,F ) is the composition of an inner auto-

morphism of I(X,F ) and automorphisms λ̂ and Mσ described in (4) and (6).

2. Zero product preservers of I(X,F )

Recall that a map ϕ : A → B between two algebras preserves zero products (or
is a zero product preserver) if ϕ(a)ϕ(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 ϕ : I(X,F ) → A a linear map, where A is
an algebra. Then ϕ is a zero product preserver if and only if

ϕ(exy)ϕ(euv) = 0 for all x ≤ y and u ≤ v with exyeuv = 0, (7)

ϕ(ex)ϕ(exy) = ϕ(exz)ϕ(ezy) = ϕ(exy)ϕ(ey) for all x < z < y. (8)

Proof. Let ϕ be a zero product preserver. Then (7) is immediate. Since (ex +
exz)(ezy − exy) = 0 for all x < z ≤ y, then using (7) we have

0 = ϕ(ex)ϕ(ezy)− ϕ(ex)ϕ(exy) + ϕ(exz)ϕ(ezy)− ϕ(exz)ϕ(exy)

= ϕ(exz)ϕ(ezy)− ϕ(ex)ϕ(exy),

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

ϕ(f)ϕ(g) =
∑

x≤y

∑

u≤v

f(x, y)g(u, v)ϕ(exy)ϕ(euv) =
∑

x≤z≤y

f(x, z)g(z, y)ϕ(exz)ϕ(ezy)

=
∑

x≤y



∑

x≤z≤y

f(x, z)g(z, y)


ϕ(ex)ϕ(exy) =

∑

x≤y

(fg)(x, y)ϕ(ex)ϕ(exy).

So, if fg = 0, then ϕ(f)ϕ(g) = 0. �

3. Preservers of products equal to primitive idempotents of I(X,F )

Our goal is to study the bijective linear maps ϕ : I(X,F ) → I(X,F ) which
preserve products equal to a fixed pair of primitive idempotents ǫ, η ∈ I(X,F ),
i.e. satisfying (3) with a = ǫ and b = η. By [17, Lemma 1] there exist x, y ∈ X
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and inner automorphisms ψ1, ψ2 of I(X,F ), such that ψ1(ex) = ǫ and ψ2(η) = ey.
Then, replacing ϕ by ψ2 ◦ ϕ ◦ ψ1, we may assume that ϕ satisfies

fg = ex ⇒ ϕ(f)ϕ(g) = ey (9)

for all f, g ∈ I(X,F ).
We first list here easy consequences of (9) as in [5].

Lemma 3.1. The following equalities hold:

(i) ϕ(ex)
2 = ey;

(ii) (a) ϕ(ex)ϕ(euv) = 0 for all x 6= u ≤ v;
(b) ϕ(euv)ϕ(ex) = 0 for all u ≤ v 6= x;

(iii) (a) ϕ(ez)ϕ(eux) = 0 for all z 6= u ≤ x;
(b) ϕ(exv)ϕ(ez) = 0 for all x ≤ v 6= z;

(iv) ϕ(eu)ϕ(ev) = 0 for all u 6= v;
(v) (a) ϕ(eux)ϕ(ex)− ϕ(eu)ϕ(eux) = rϕ(eux)

2 for all u < x and r ∈ F ∗;
(b) ϕ(ex)ϕ(exv)− ϕ(exv)ϕ(ev) = rϕ(exv)

2 for all v > x and r ∈ F ∗;
(vi) (a) ϕ(eux)ϕ(ez) = 0 for all u ≤ x, z 6∈ {u, x};

(b) ϕ(ez)ϕ(exv) = 0 for all x ≤ v, z 6∈ {x, v}.

Proof. (i) follows from e2x = ex; (ii)a follows from (i) and ex(ex + euv) = ex for
x 6= u ≤ v; (ii)b follows from (i) and (ex + euv)ex = ex for u ≤ v 6= x.

It suffices to prove (iii)a for u < x, since u = x is a particular case of (ii)b. So,
assume u < x and write ϕ(ex)ϕ(eux) = 0 by (ii)a. In particular, this proves (iii)a
for z = x. Thus, take z 6= x. Then (ex + ez)(ex + eux) = ex. Combining this with
ϕ(ez)ϕ(ex) = 0 (by (ii)b) and (i), we obtain (iii)a. Similarly, (iii)b follows from
ϕ(exv)ϕ(ex) = 0 for x < v, (ex + exv)(ex + ez) = ex for z 6= x and (i).

If x ∈ {u, v}, then (iv) is a particular case of (ii)a or (ii)b. Otherwise, consider
the product (ex + eu)(ex + ev) = ex and apply (i), (ii)a and (ii)b.

For (v)a write (ex + eu + reux)(ex − reux) = ex and use (i), (ii)a and (ii)b.
Item (v)b is similar and follows from (ex − rexv)(ex + ev + rexv) = ex.

For (vi)a write (ex + eu + eux)(ex − eux + ez) = ex and use (ii)a, (iv) and (v)a.
Analogously, (vi)b is a consequence of (ii)b, (iv) and (v)b. �

Corollary 3.2. Let z ∈ X \ {y}.

(i) If ϕ(eu)(z, z) = 0 for some u < x, then ϕ(eux)(z, z) = 0.
(ii) If ϕ(ev)(z, z) = 0 for some v > x, then ϕ(exv)(z, z) = 0.

Proof. Let us prove (i). Using Lemma 3.1 (i) we have ϕ(ex)(z, z)
2 = ey(z, z) = 0,

so ϕ(ex)(z, z) = 0. Therefore,

rϕ(eux)(z, z)
2 = ϕ(eux)(z, z)ϕ(ex)(z, z)− ϕ(eu)(z, z)ϕ(eux)(z, z) = 0

by Lemma 3.1 (v)a, whence ϕ(eux)(z, z) = 0. The proof of (ii) similarly follows
from Lemma 3.1 (v)b. �

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

Lemma 3.3. Let f ∈ I(X,F ). If f2 = ey, then f = ±ey + g for some g ∈
J(I(X \ {y}, F )) with g2 = 0.
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Proof. It immediately follows that fD = ±ey. Now take u < y and write

0 = ey(u, y) = f2(u, y) = f(u, y)f(y, y) +
∑

u<v<y

f(u, v)f(v, y)

= ±f(u, y) +
∑

u<v<y

f(u, v)f(v, y),

whence

f(u, y) = ∓
∑

u<v<y

f(u, v)f(v, y). (10)

If l(u, y) = 1, then there is no v ∈ X with u < v < y, so the sum on the right-hand
side of (10) vanishes, and f(u, y) = 0. If l(u, y) > 1, then l(v, y) < l(u, y) for all
u < v < y, so the obvious induction argument implies f(u, y) = 0.

Similarly, for all y < v one has

0 = ey(y, v) = f2(y, v) = f(y, y)f(y, v) +
∑

y<u<v

f(y, u)f(u, v)

= ±f(y, v) +
∑

y<u<v

f(y, u)f(u, v),

whence f(y, v) = 0 by induction on l(y, v).
Thus, f = ±ey + g, where g = fU . Observe that eyg =

∑
y<v f(y, v)eyv = 0 and

gey =
∑

u<y f(u, y)euy = 0. Therefore, ey = f2 = ey ± eyg ± gey + g2 = ey + g2,

whence g2 = 0. �

Corollary 3.4. We have ϕ(ex) = ±ey + g for some g ∈ J(I(X \ {y}, F )) with
g2 = 0.

Lemma 3.5. We have ϕ(I(X \ {x}, F )) ⊆ I(X \ {y}, F ). Moreover, ϕ is a zero
product preserver from I(X \ {x}, F ) to I(X \ {y}, F ).

Proof. Let u, v ∈ X \ {x}, u ≤ v. Then ϕ(ex)ϕ(euv) = 0 by Lemma 3.1 (ii)a.
Multiplying this by ϕ(ex) on the left and using Lemma 3.1 (i) we obtain eyϕ(euv) =
0. Similarly ϕ(euv)ey = 0 by (i) and (ii)b of Lemma 3.1. Therefore, ϕ(euv)(a, y) =
ϕ(euv)(y, b) for all a ≤ y ≤ b. This proves the desired inclusion.

Now take f, g ∈ I(X \ {x}, F ) such that fg = 0. It is easily seen that (ex +
f)(ex+g) = ex in I(X,F ). Hence, (ϕ(ex)+ϕ(f))(ϕ(ex)+ϕ(g)) = ey thanks to (9).
The latter is equivalent to ϕ(f)ϕ(g) = 0 by (i), (ii)a and (ii)b of Lemma 3.1. �

Observe that dim(I(X \ {x}, F )) = |(X \ {x})2≤| and dim(I(X \ {y}, F )) =

|(X \ {y})2≤|, so we have the following immediate consequence of Lemma 3.5.

Corollary 3.6. If |(X \ {x})2≤| > |(X \ {y})2≤|, then there is no bijective linear

map ϕ : I(X,F ) → I(X,F ) satisfying (9).

Thus, in what follows we assume |(X \ {x})2≤| ≤ |(X \ {y})2≤|.

Corollary 3.7. We have ϕ(J(I(X \ {x}, F ))) ⊆ J(I(X \ {y}, F )).

Proof. Indeed, for any u, v ∈ X \{x}, u < v, it follows from e2uv = 0 and Lemma 3.5
that ϕ(euv)

2 = 0, so ϕ(euv) ∈ J(I(X \ {y}, F )). �

Lemma 3.8. The element ϕ
(
eX\{x}

)
is invertible in I(X \ {y}, F ).
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Proof. For all u ∈ X \ {x} denote Zu = {z ∈ X | ϕ(eu)(z, z) 6= 0} ⊆ X \ {y}.
Observe that Zu ∩ Zv = ∅ for u 6= v thanks to Lemma 3.1 (iv). Since eX\{x} =∑

u∈X\{x} eu, we have

Z :=
{
z ∈ X | ϕ

(
eX\{x}

)
(z, z) 6= 0

}
=

⊔

u∈X\{x}

Zu.

Assume that ϕ
(
eX\{x}

)
6∈ I(X \ {y}, F )∗. Then Z 6= X \ {y}, so there exists z0 ∈

X \ {y} such that z0 6∈ Z. It follows that ϕ(eu)(z0, z0) = 0 for all u ∈ X \ {x}. By
Corollary 3.2 we conclude that ϕ(eux)(z0, z0) = 0 for all u < x and ϕ(exv)(z0, z0) =
0 for all v > x. Furthermore, ϕ(euv)(z0, z0) = 0 for all u, v ∈ X \ {x}, u < v, by
Corollary 3.7. Finally, ϕ(ex)(z0, z0) = 0 by Corollary 3.4. Thus, ϕ(f)(z0, z0) = 0
for all f ∈ I(X,F ), a contradiction with ez0 ∈ ϕ(I(X,F )). �

Lemma 3.9. We have ϕ(ex) = ±ey and there exist a monomorphism ψ : I(X \
{x}, F ) → I(X \ {y}, F ) and c ∈ I(X \ {y}, F )∗ such that ϕ(f) = cψ(f) for all
f ∈ I(X \ {x}, F ).

Proof. Recall that I(X \ {x}, F ) has a basis formed by idempotents. Therefore,
since ϕ : I(X \ {x}, F ) → I(X \ {y}, F ) preserves zero products by Lemma 3.5 and
ϕ(eX\{x}) is invertible in I(X \ {y}, F ), it follows from [11, Theorem 2.6(vi)] that
there are a homomorphism ψ : I(X \ {x}, F ) → I(X \ {y}, F ) and c = ϕ(eX\{x}) ∈
I(X\{y}, F )∗ such that ϕ(f) = cψ(f) for all f ∈ I(X\{x}, F ). The homomorphism
ψ is injective, because ϕ is injective and c is invertible. Recall from Corollary 3.4
that ϕ(ex) = ±ey+g, where g ∈ I(X \{y}, F ). Now, ϕ(ex)c = ϕ(ex)ϕ(eX\{x}) = 0
by Lemma 3.1 (iv). On the other hand, ϕ(ex)c = ±eyc + gc = gc. Hence, gc = 0.
But c is invertible in I(X \ {y}, F ), so g = 0. Thus, ϕ(ex) = ±ey. �

Lemma 3.10. There exist β ∈ I(X,F )∗, {αz}z∈X ⊆ F ∗ and a bijection λ : X → X
with λ(x) = y such that

βϕ(ez)β
−1 = αzeλ(z) (11)

for all z ∈ X. Moreover,

βeyβ
−1 = ey (12)

and αx = 1 ⇔ ϕ(ex) = ey, αx = −1 ⇔ ϕ(ex) = −ey.

Proof. By Lemma 3.9 for any z ∈ X \ {x} we have ϕ(ez) = cψ(ez), where c ∈
I(X \ {y}, F )∗ and ψ is a monomorphism ψ : I(X \ {x}, F ) → I(X \ {y}, F ). Since
{ψ(ez)}z∈X\{x} is a set of orthogonal idempotents and |X \ {x}| = |X \ {y}|, there
exists a bijection λ′ : X \ {x} → X \ {y} such that ψ(ez)D = eλ′(z). Hence, by

[13, Lemma 5.4] there is β′ ∈ I(X \ {y}, F )∗ such that β′ψ(ez)β
′−1 = eλ′(z) for all

z ∈ X \ {x}. Then

β′ϕ(ez)β
′−1 = β′cψ(ez)β

′−1 = β′cβ′−1eλ′(z). (13)

Denote γ = β′cβ′−1 ∈ I(X \ {y}, F )∗. Let u < v in X \ {y} and a, b ∈ X \ {x} such
that λ′(a) = u and λ′(b) = v. Then it follows from Lemma 3.1 (iv) and (13) that

0 = ϕ(ea)ϕ(eb) = γeuγev = γ · γ(u, v)euv.

Since γ is invertible in I(X \ {y}, F ), then γ(u, v)euv = 0, whence γ(u, v) = 0.
Thus, γ is diagonal and we define αz = γ(z, z) ∈ F ∗ for all z ∈ X \ {x}, so that

β′ϕ(ez)β
′−1 = αzeλ′(z) (14)
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for such z.
We now extend λ′ to a bijection λ : X → X by λ(x) = y and define β = ey + β′,

αx =

{
1, ϕ(ex) = ey,

−1, ϕ(ex) = −ey.

Then β ∈ I(X,F )∗ and using (14) we obtain

βϕ(ez)β
−1 = (ey + β′)ϕ(ez)(ey + β′−1) = β′ϕ(ez)β

′−1 = αzeλ′(z) = αzeλ(z)

for all z ∈ X \ {x} and

βϕ(ex)β
−1 = (ey + β′)(±ey)(ey + β′−1) = ±ey = αxeλ(x).

So, (11) holds for all z ∈ X . Moreover,

βeyβ
−1 = (ey + β′)ey(ey + β′−1) = ey,

proving (12). �

Observe from Lemma 3.10 and (9) and (11) that if fg = ex then

βϕ(f)β−1βϕ(g)β−1 = βϕ(f)ϕ(g)β−1 = βeyβ
−1 = ey,

so, without loss of generality, we may assume that, for all z ∈ X ,

ϕ(ez) = αzeλ(z), (15)

where αz ∈ F ∗, αx = 1 ⇔ ϕ(ex) = ey, αx = −1 ⇔ ϕ(ex) = −ey and λ : X → X is
a bijection with λ(x) = y.

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

Proof. Let u, v ∈ X \ {x} with u ≤ v. Then eu, ev, euv ∈ I(X \ {x}, F ). By
Lemma 3.9 and (15)

0 6= ϕ(euv) = cψ(euv) = cψ(eueuvev) = cψ(eu)ψ(euv)ψ(ev) = ceλ(u)ψ(euv)eλ(v),

whence λ(u) ≤ λ(v). So, λ|X\{x} is order-preserving.
Now let u < x. By Lemma 3.1 (iii)a and (15) for any z 6= u we have

0 = ϕ(ez)ϕ(eux) = αzeλ(z)ϕ(eux),

so eλ(z)ϕ(eux) = 0 for all z 6= u. It follows that

ϕ(eux) = δ · ϕ(eux) =

(
∑

z∈X

eλ(z)

)
ϕ(eux) = eλ(u)ϕ(eux). (16)

Now by (15) and (16) and Lemma 3.1 (v)a (with r = 1) we have

0 = ϕ(eux)αxeλ(x) − αueλ(u)ϕ(eux)− eλ(u)ϕ(eux)eλ(u)ϕ(eux)

= eλ(u)ϕ(eux)αxeλ(x) − αuϕ(eux)− ϕ(eux)(λ(u), λ(u))eλ(u)ϕ(eux)

= αxeλ(u)ϕ(eux)eλ(x) − (αu + ϕ(eux)(λ(u), λ(u)))ϕ(eux). (17)
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On the other hand, by (15) and Lemma 3.1 (vi)a we have ϕ(eux)eλ(z) = 0 for all
z 6∈ {u, x}, so combining this with (16) we get

ϕ(eux) = ϕ(eux) · δ = ϕ(eux) ·

(
∑

z∈X

eλ(z)

)
= ϕ(eux)eλ(u) + ϕ(eux)eλ(x)

= eλ(u)ϕ(eux)eλ(u) + eλ(u)ϕ(eux)eλ(x)

= ϕ(eux)(λ(u), λ(u))eλ(u) + eλ(u)ϕ(eux)eλ(x). (18)

Suppose that eλ(u)ϕ(eux)eλ(x) = 0. Then thanks to (17) and ϕ(eux) 6= 0 we obtain
ϕ(eux)(λ(u), λ(u)) = −αu. Therefore, (15) and (18) give ϕ(eux) = −αueλ(u) =
−ϕ(eu) = ϕ(−eu), whence eux = −eu, a contradiction. Thus, eλ(u)ϕ(eux)eλ(x) 6= 0,
i.e. λ(u) < λ(x) and ϕ(eux)(λ(u), λ(x)) 6= 0.

Similarly one proves that λ(x) < λ(v) for all x < v.
Thus, λ is order-preserving. Since X is finite, λ−1 is also order-preserving. Thus,

λ is an automorphism of X . �

Lemma 3.12. We have αu = αx and

ϕ(eux) = ϕ(eux)(λ(u), λ(x))eλ(u)λ(x) (19)

for all u < x. Similarly, αv = αx and

ϕ(exv) = ϕ(exv)(λ(x), λ(v))eλ(x)λ(v) (20)

for all v > x.

Proof. Substituting the right-hand side of (18) to (17), we obtain

0 = (αx − αu − ϕ(eux)(λ(u), λ(u)))ϕ(eux)(λ(u), λ(x))eλ(u)λ(x)

− (αu + ϕ(eux)(λ(u), λ(u)))ϕ(eux)(λ(u), λ(u))eλ(u).

If ϕ(eux)(λ(u), λ(u)) 6= 0, then αu+ϕ(eux)(λ(u), λ(u)) = 0, so ϕ(eux)(λ(u), λ(x)) =
0, a contradiction with eλ(u)ϕ(eux)eλ(x) 6= 0 proved in Lemma 3.11. Consequently,
ϕ(eux)(λ(u), λ(u)) = 0 and αu = αx. Then (19) follows from (18). The proof of
αv = αx and (20) for all v > x is similar. �

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

Proof. Observe that ϕ(eux), ϕ(exv) ∈ J(I(X,F )) for all u < x < v by Lemma 3.12.
Together with Corollary 3.7 this results in ϕ(J(I(X,F ))) ⊆ J(I(X,F )). Since ϕ is
injective, we have ϕ(J(I(X,F ))) = J(I(X,F )). �

Let λ̂ be the automorphism of I(X,F ) induced by λ as in (4). Replacing ϕ by

(λ̂)−1 ◦ ϕ, we may assume that x = y and, for all z ∈ X ,

ϕ(ez) = αzez, (21)

where αz ∈ F ∗ with αx = 1 ⇔ ϕ(ex) = ex and αx = −1 ⇔ ϕ(ex) = −ex.

Lemma 3.14. For all u < v in X we have

ϕ(euv) = σ(u, v)euv (22)

for some σ(u, v) ∈ F ∗.
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Proof. It suffices to prove that ϕ(euv) = euϕ(euv) = ϕ(euv)ev for all u < v, because
in this case

ϕ(euv) = euϕ(euv) = euϕ(euv)ev = ϕ(euv)(u, v)euv,

so we define σ(u, v) = ϕ(euv)(u, v) ∈ F ∗.
Case 1. u, v ∈ X \{x}. Then ϕ(ex)ϕ(euv) = 0 by Lemma 3.1 (ii)a, which implies

exϕ(euv) = 0 by (21). Similarly, ϕ(ez)ϕ(euv) = 0 for all z 6= u, x by Lemma 3.5, so
ezϕ(euv) = 0 for all z 6= u, x. It follows that

ϕ(euv) = δ · ϕ(euv) =

(
∑

z∈X

ez

)
ϕ(euv) = euϕ(euv).

In a similar way one proves using Lemma 3.1 (ii)b, Lemma 3.5 and (21) that
ϕ(euv) = ϕ(euv)ev,

Case 2. x = u < v. Then ϕ(euv)ϕ(ez) = ϕ(exv)ϕ(ez) = 0 for all z 6= v by
Lemma 3.1 (iii)b, whence ϕ(euv)ez = 0 for all z 6= v in view of (21). Therefore,

ϕ(euv) = ϕ(euv) · δ = ϕ(euv)ev. (23)

Now, ϕ(ez)ϕ(euv) = ϕ(ez)ϕ(exv) = 0 for z 6= x, v by Lemma 3.1 (vi)b, so ezϕ(euv) =
0 for z 6= u, v by (21). Consequently, using (23) and Corollary 3.13, we get

ϕ(euv) = δ · ϕ(euv) = euϕ(euv) + evϕ(euv) = euϕ(euv) + evϕ(euv)ev = euϕ(euv),

as needed.
Case 3. u < v = x. This case is similar to Case 2. �

Lemma 3.15. Let X be connected. Then ϕ(δ) = ±δ.

Proof. Using (21) we write

ϕ(δ) =
∑

z∈X

ϕ(ez) =
∑

z∈X

αzez.

It suffices to show that αz = αx for all z ∈ X . We know by Lemma 3.12 that
αu = αx for all u < x and αv = αx for all v > x. Moreover, for all u < v, in view
of Lemma 3.14 and (21) we obtain

αuϕ(euv) = σ(u, v)αueuv = σ(u, v)αueu · euv = σ(u, v)ϕ(eu) · euv = ϕ(eu)ϕ(euv).

Similarly,

αvϕ(euv) = σ(u, v)αveuv = σ(u, v)euv · αvev = σ(u, v)euvϕ(ev) = ϕ(euv)ϕ(ev).

However, ϕ(eu)ϕ(euv) = ϕ(euv)ϕ(ev) for all u < v from X \ {x} by Lemma 3.5
and Proposition 2.1. Hence, αu = αv. Since X is connected, we are done. �

Replacing ϕ by −ϕ, if necessary, we may assume that

ϕ(δ) = δ. (24)

Then, for all z ∈ X , we have

ϕ(ez) = ez. (25)

In particular, c = ϕ(eX\{x}) = eX\{y}, so ϕ = ψ on I(X \ {x}, F ). We will now
show that these conditions guarantee that ϕ is a multiplicative automorphism (6)
of I(X,F ).
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Lemma 3.16. Let X be connected. Then ϕ is a multiplicative automorphism of
I(X,F ).

Proof. Consider σ : X2
< → F ∗ from Lemma 3.14 and extend it to σ : X2

≤ → F ∗

by means of σ(z, z) = 1 for all z ∈ X . Observe that (22) now holds for all u ≤ v
thanks to (25). Thus, it only remains to prove that σ satisfies (5). Take arbitrary
u ≤ v ≤ w. We need to show that σ(u, v)σ(v, w) = σ(u,w). Since σ(z, z) = 1 for
all z ∈ X , it suffices to assume u < v < w. Consider the following cases.

Case 1. x /∈ {u, v, w}. Then σ(u, v)σ(v, w) = σ(u,w) because ϕ = ψ on I(X \
{x}, F ) and ψ(euw) = ψ(euv)ψ(evw).

Case 2. x = u. Since (ex + exv − exw)(δ − exv + evw) = ex, by (22) and (24) we
have

(ex + σ(x, v)exv − σ(x,w)exw)(δ − σ(x, v)exv + σ(v, w)evw) = ex,

which gives σ(x, v)σ(v, w) = σ(x,w).
Case 3. x = w. This case is proved similarly to Case 2 using the product

(δ − evx + euv)(ex + evx − eux) = ex.
Case 4. x = v. The result follows by applying ϕ to the product (ex + eux +

exw + euw − eu)(δ − exw + eux − eu) = ex. �

We can finally prove the main result of our work.

Theorem 3.17. Let X be a finite connected poset and x, y ∈ X. Let ǫ, η ∈ I(X,F )
be primitive idempotents such that ǫD = ex and ηD = ey. There exists a bijective
linear map ϕ : I(X,F ) → I(X,F ) preserving products equal to ǫ and η if and only
if there exists an automorphism of X mapping x to y, in which case ϕ is either an
automorphism of I(X,F ) or the negative of an automorphism of I(X,F ).

Proof. Assume that ϕ : I(X,F ) → I(X,F ) preserves products equal to ǫ and η.
By Lemmas 3.10, 3.11 and 3.16, up to an inner automorphism, ϕ is of the form

±λ̂◦Mσ, where λ is an automorphism ofX with λ(x) = y andMσ is a multiplicative
automorphism of I(X,F ).

Conversely, if λ is an automorphism of X with λ(x) = y, then λ̂ ∈ Aut(I(X,F ))

preserves products equal to ex and ey. Composing λ̂ with appropriate inner auto-
morphisms of I(X,F ), we get ϕ ∈ Aut(I(X,F )) which preserves products equal to
ǫ and η. �

Corollary 3.18. Let ǫ, η ∈ Tn(F ) be primitive idempotents. There exists a bijective
linear map ϕ : Tn(F ) → Tn(F ) preserving products equal to ǫ and η if and only if
ǫ and η have the same diagonal, in which case ϕ is either an automorphism or the
negative of an automorphism of Tn(F ).

Proof. For, Tn(F ) ∼= I(X,F ), where X is a chain of length n− 1. Then, ǫ and η,
seen as elements of I(X,F ), have diagonals ex and ey for some x, y ∈ X . Since
Aut(X) = {id}, the result follows. �
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