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Resumo

Let A and B be two unital complex *-algebras such that A has a non-
trivial projection. In this paper, we study the structure of bijective nonlinear
maps ® : A — B preserving sum of triple products ajabc + aza*ch* +
azba*c + ascab® + asbca + ageb®a*, where the scalars {ak}gzl are com-
plex numbers satisfying some conditions.
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1 Introduction

Let A and B be two complex *-algebras and {ak}]?:l arbitrary complex numbers.
We say that a nonlinear map @ : A — B preserves sum of triple products ajabc +
ara*ch*® + azba*c + ascab® + asbca + agcb*a* if

O(aabe + aza*cb* + azba*c + agcab™ + asbca + agcb™a™)
(

= a1P(a)®(h)D(c) + a2 ®@(a)*®(c)®(b)* + az®(b)D(a)*
+ a4 ®(c)@(a)®@(b)* + as®(b)@(c)®(a) + ac®(c)D(b)* D (a)*, (1)

c

for all elements a, b, ¢ € A.

These kinds of maps are related to nonlinear maps preserving the Jordan (resp.
Lie, mixed) triple *-product which have been studied by many authors (for exam-
ple, see the works [1], [2], [3], [4], [5] and the references therein). In parti-
cular, Li, Chen and Wang [1] and Zhao and Li [5]] studied the structure of the
bijective nonlinear maps preserving Jordan triple *-products on factor von Neu-
mann algebras. Note that these maps satisfy (), for convenient scalars a; (k =
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1,2,---,6). Motivated by these results, in this paper we will study the struc-
ture of bijective nonlinear maps ®, from a unital prime #-algebra A having a
nontrivial projection to a unital x-algebra B, preserving sum of triple products
ajabc + ara*ch* + asba*c + agcab* + asbca + agcb*a*, where {ak}gzl are
complex numbers satisfying certain conditions. At the end of this paper, we make
a contribution to the problem of structure characterization of the nonlinear maps
preserving triple s-products, on unital x-algebras, as originated from the works [1[]
and [3].
Our main result reads as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let {ay}_, be complex numbers satisfying the condition |a + a3+
as| — |y + as + ag| # 0, A and B two unital complex x-algebras with 14 and
1g their multiplicative identities, respectively, and such that A is prime and has a
nontrivial projection. Then every bijective nonlinear map ® : A — B preserving
sum of triple products ayabc + ara™ch* + azba*c + aqcab® + asbca + ageb™a*
is additive. In addition, if (i) ®(15) is a projection of B and (ii) @ + a4 + ag # 0
and O((@2 + a4 + ag)a) = (@2 + @4 + @6)®(a), for all element a € A, then ® is
a x-ring isomorphism.

2 The proof of main result

In order to prove the Theorem [1.1l we need to prove several Claims. We begin with
a Claim, whose proof is easy and is omitted.

Claim 2.1. ®(0) = 0.

The following well known result will be used throughout this paper: Let p;
be any nontrivial projection of A and write p, = 14 — p;. Then A has a Peirce
decomposition A = Ay @ Ax @ Ay @ A, where A;j = piAp; (i,j = 1,2),
satisfying the following multiplicative relations: A;; Ay < 6 jx A, where 6 ji. is the
Kronecker delta function.

Claim 2.2. For every a;; € Ay, bijj € A;jand cji € Aji (i # j;i,j = 1,2) we have:
(i) (D(aii + bij) = (D(aii) + (I)(b,'j) and (ii) (D(dii + Cﬁ) = (D(dii) + (I)(Cﬁ).
Demonstmgdo. Letu = u,-,-+u,~j~|—uj,-+ujj = (D_l(<I>(a,-,-+b,~j)—@(aii)—q)(bij)) €
A (i # j;i,j = 1,2). According to the definition of @, we have

O(alqup; + arlgpju® + azul’ypj + aspjlau™ + asupjla + aepju™1%)

= a10(17)0(u)®(p;) + 2@(12)*@(p;)@(u)* + a3 @(u)@(1a)"®(p;)

+ 4@ (p))P(17)0(u)* + as@(u)®(p;)P(1a) + as®(p;)@(u)* @(14)"



|

2
&
&
s

aii + bij)®(p;j) + a2 ®(14)*O(p;)P(ai; + b;j)*
i)@(1a)* @ (p;) + as®(p;) (1) D(aii + bij)*
i) @(p))@(La) + as®(p;)(aii + bij)* P(1a)*
i)P(p;) — 2 ®(17)*®(p;)®(ai)* — a3 ®(a;)P(14)*@(p;)
)(D(a”)* — a5P(a;)O(p;)P(1a) — as®(p;)P(a;)*O(14)*
)
)

i
@‘%‘

— @ ®(14)*O(p;)P(bij)* — az®(bi;)P(1a)*D(p;)
— as®(p;)® (1&’()@(51} * — as®(b;;)@(p;)@(1a) — ac®@(p;)@(bij)*@(14)"
= (I)(Oflly{(aii + b,’j)pj + (lzlﬂpj(aii + b,’j)* + (13(61,',' + bij)lélpj

+ aupjla(ai + bij)* + as(ai + bij)pjla + aspj(ai + bij)*1%)

— CD(aql;qa,,p] + a/zlﬂpja + a/3a,,1ﬁpj + 0/4pj131a:-’; + asa;ipila

+ aspjaj;ly) — O(alabijp; + azlﬁpjb + azbijlypj + 0/4pj131b;-“j
+0/5bup]1y1+a/6pjb 1%) =0.

Since @ is injective we deduce that a1 laupj+az 17 pju* +asul ypj+asp;lau®+

asupjla+agpju* 1y = 0.1t follows that (a; + a3 + as)u;; + (az +ay +CY6)M,] +
(@1+a3+as)ujj+ (0/2 +a/4—|—0/6)u;’.‘j = 0 (2). Next, applying the involution * to the
identity (2) we get (a2 + 4 + a6 )u;; + (al+a—3+a5)u* + (@2 + as + ag)ujj +
(@1 + a3 + as)u* uj; = 0 (3). Also, multiplying @) by the scalar (] + a3 + as), @B)
by the scalar (@ + @4 + ag) and subtracting the resulting identities, we arrive at
(Jar + a3 + as|® — |az + a4 + @6|*) (wij + u;;) = 0. This shows that u;; + u;; = 0
which results that u;; = 0 and u;; = 0, by directness of the Peirce decomposition.
Now, we have

O (a1 laup; + ax 1 piu™ + azul ypi + aspil au™ + asupila + aspiu™1%y)
= 1 0(14)D(u)D(pi) + 2@ (1a)*@(p;)P(u)* + a3 P(u)P(14)*O(p;)

+ @ @(pi) (1) 0 (u)* + as@(u)@(pi)@(1a) + ac®(p:)(u)*@(14)"

= a1 Q(1a)P(aii + bij)P(pi) + 2 @(17)"O(p;)P(aii + bij)*

+ a3P(a;; + bij)O@(12)*®(pi) + s ®@(pi)P(17)D(a;i + bij)*

+ as®(ai; + bij)O(pi)P(1a) + as®(pi)P(aii + bij)* O(1a)*

— a1 @(17)D(a;i )P (pi) — 2@(1a)* @(p:)P(ai)* — 3P (a;;)P(14)* P(p;)
— & ®@(pi)@(1a)P(ai)* — as®(ai)P(pi))@(1a) — a6 ®(pi)P(ai)*@(1a)"
— a10(17)D(bij)@(pi) — 2 ®@(1a) @ (p:)@(bij)* — 3@ (bi;)P(14)* P(p;)
— 4@ (pi)) (1) @(bij)* — as@(bij)P(pi)@(1a) — ac®@(pi)@(bij)*@(1a)*

= O(ay1a(ai + bij)pi + 215 pi(ai; + bij)* + az(ai + bij) 15 pi
+ aapil a(aii + bij)* + as(aii + bij)pila + aspi(ai + bij)* 15)



— O(a11aaipi + a1 gpia; + aza;ilgpi + aspilaaj; + asaipila

+ aepia;ly) — ©(ailabijpi + a1 pib; + asbijlgpi + aspil ab;;

+ asbijpila + aepibjjly) = 0

which leads directly to identity a14qup; + ap1% plu + a/3u1ﬂp, + aypilaqu™ +
asupila+aspiu* 1%y = 0. This imples that (a1 + a3 +as)u;; + (@2 +ag + as)u; +
(@1 +a3+as)uji+ (@ +as+ aé)u;‘i = 0 (4). Next, applying the involution = to the
identity (@) we get (a2 + a4 + ag)uii + (@1 + a3 + as)u}; + (a2 + a4 + ao)uji +
(1 + a3 + as)u* uj; = 0 (5). Also, multiplying @) by the scalar (a1 + a3 + as), @)
by the scalar (@y + @4 + ag) and subtracting the resulting identities, we obtain
(Jar + a3 + as]® — |az + as + a6|*) (uii + uj;) = 0. This results that u;; + uj;; = 0
which shows that u; = 0 and u;; = 0. As a consequence, we conclude that u = 0.
Therefore the Claim is proved.

The proof of (ii) follows from similar arguments. O

Claim 2.3. For every a;; € Ay, bij € Ajj, cji€ Ajiandd;j; € Ajj (i # jii, j = 1,2)
we have: ®(ajj + bij + cji + djj) = ®(a;;) + ©(b;j) + D(cji) + P(dj;).
Demonstragdo. Letu = u;+ujj+uji+u;; = O H(®(a;+bij+cji+d;;) —P(aiz)—
O(bij)—D(cji) =(dj;)) = O~ (®(aii+bij+cjitdj;) = Dai+ci) —O(bij+dj;)) €
A, by Claim[2.2] Then
O(alqup; + axlgpju® + azul’ypj + aspilau™ + asupjla + agpju™17)
=1 O(14)0(u)P(p;) + 2@(14) " ®(p;)Pu)* + a3®(u)®(14)*P(p;)
+ s @(p;))O(12)0(u)* + as®(u)®(p;)P(la) + ae®(p;)O(u)* ®(14)*
= a1 D(1a)Q(aii + bij + cji +djj))P(p;)
+ 2 @(1a)*®(p;)P(ai + bij + cji + djj)*
+ a3®@(a; + bij +cji +d;;)P(14)*O(p;)
+ s ®(p)) (1) P (aii + bij + cji + djj)*
(aii + bij + cji + djj)@(p;)P(1a)
(P))®(aii + bij + cji + dj;)* @(1a)"
(La)®(aii + ¢;i)@(p;) — @2(1)(1?()*(1)(1%)@(01‘1‘ + Cji)*
(
(
(
(
(

S

+ as

S

+ ag

S

S

aii + ¢;i)®(1a)*®(p;) — as®@(p;) (1) (ai; + cji)*
— as®(a;i + c;i)@(p))®@(1a) — as®(p;)P(ai + cji)*@(1a)*
— a1D(17)0(bij + d;j;)@(p)) — 2@ (1a)*@(p;)P(bij + djj)*
— a3®(bij + d;j)P(1a) " @(p;) — as®@(pj)@(1a)P(bij + dj;)*
— a5D b,j +d

S

iN@(p))@(1a) — as®(p;)®@(bij + djj)* ®(14)*



= O(ailalai + bij + cji + djj)pj + axlgpj(aii + bij + cji + dj;)*

+ a3(ajj + bij + cji + djj) Ugpj + aspjlalai + bij + cji + dj;)*

+ as(ai + bij + cji + djj)pjla + aspj(ai + bij + cji + djj)*17%)

— O(ailalai + cji)pj + axlgpj(ai + ¢ji)* + as(ai + cji) Usp;

+ aypjlalai + cji)* + as(ai + cji)pjla + aspj(ai + cji)* 1)

— (i lalbij + djj)pj + a2l pj(bij + djj)* + az(bij + djj) p;
+aapilabij + djp)* + as(bij + djj)pjla + aep;(bij + djj)* 1) = 0.

This implies that a1 14up; + aglﬂpju + azul® abj+ aspilau® + asupjlag +
agpu* 1% = 0. It follows that (@) + a3 + a/5)(u,j +ujj) + (@2 + s + @) (ui; +
ujj)* = 0 (6). Also, by application the involution * on (@) we obtain the identity
(2 + as + ae)(uij+ujj) + (a1 + az + as)(u;j +ujj)* = 0 (7). Thus, multiplying
(6) by the scalar (a; + a3 + as), (@) by the scalar (@, + a4 + a@6) and subtracting
the resulting identities, we arrive at (|a; +a3+as|* — a2 +as+as|*) (u;j+uj;) = 0
which leads to u;; = 0 and u;; = 0. Next, we have

O (a1 qup; + axlgpi™ + azulyp; + aspil au™ + asupil g + agpiu™17)
= 10(14)D(u)D(pi) + @2@(1a)*@(p;) (1) + a3 ®(u)P(14)*P(p:)
+ a4 ®(pi)O(1a) @ (u)* + as@(u)P(pi)D(1a) + 6P (p:))P(u)* O (14)"
= a1 D(1a)Q(aii + bij + cji +djj))P(pi)

+ 2 @(14)*®(p;)P(aii + bij + cji + djj)*

+ a3®(a;; + bij + cji + dj;)P(17)* P (p;)

+ @4 @(pi)(1a) P (aii + bij + cji + djj)*

+ as®(ai + bij + cji + d;j;)P(pi) (1)

(Pi)®@(aii + bij + cji + dj;)* @(1n)"

(1a)®(ai + cji)@(pi) — a2 ®@(17)* @ (pi)P(ai; + cji)*
(

(

(1

(

(

S o

+ ag

S

S

— @3®(aii + ¢ji)P(17) @(pi) — aa®(pi)P(17)P(aii + cji)*
— a5 (a;; + cji))P(pi)@(La) — ac®@(pi)P(aii + cji)* ®(1a)*
— a1 D(1a)D(bij + djj)P(pi) — ax®(1a)* @(pi) D (bij + djj)*
— a3®(bjj + d;;) (1) " @(pi) — a®(pi) (1) P (bij + djj)*
— as®(bjj + d;;)0(pi)@(1a) — ac®(pi)@(bij + dj;)* P(1a)*

= (a1 lalai + bij + cji + djj)pi + aalgpi(aii + bij + cji + dj;)*
+ a3(aij + bij + cji + djj) Ugpi + aspila(aii + bij + cji + dj;)*

+ as(ajj + bij + cji + djj)pila + aspi(aii + bij + cji + dj;)* 1%)
— O(a1lalai + cji)pi + @2 1gpi(ai + cji)* + az(ai + cji)gpi



+ aypilalaii + cji)* + as(ai + cji)pila + aspi(ai + cji)* 1)

— CD(aql;q(b,] + d”)p, + a/zlﬂpl(b,-j + djj)* + a/3(bij + djj)lj;(pi

+ a4pl~1ﬂ(b,~j + djj) + CYs(bU + djj)pilj{ + (16]?,'([?,']' + djj)*lél)

=0
from which we immediately deduce the identity a1 4up;+as1% abilt +a/3u1;{ pi+
agpilqu™ + asupilg + agpiu 1;1 0. This results in the identity () + a3 +
as) (uii+uji)+ (a2 +as+ae) (wi+uji)* = 0 (8). Also, we get (@2 + aa + ae) (uii+
uji) + (@1 + a3 + as)(u; + uji)* = 0(9), by the application of the involution
on (8). As a consequence, multiplying (8) by the scalar (a; + a3 + as), (@) by
the scalar (@, + @4 + @) and subtracting the resulting identities, we arrive at
(|t + a3 + as|> — |2 + ag + ag|?) (wi; + uj;) = 0 which shows that u;; +uj; = 0.
Consequently, we obtain u; = 0 and uj; = 0. ]
Claim 2.4. For every a;j,bij € A;j (i # j;i,j = 1,2) we have: ®(a;j + b;j) =
®(aij) + O(bij).

Demonstragdo. First, note that the following identity holds

(a1 + a3 + as)(aij + bij) + (@2 + a4 + a6)(aj; + bijaj;)
= aila(pi + aij)(pj + bij) + a215(p; + bij) (pi + aij)*
+ a3(pi + aij) U (pj + bij) + aa(pj + bij) La(pi + aij)*
+ as(pj + aij)(pi + bij)la + as(pj + bij)(pi + aij)* 1,

for all elements a;;, b;; € A;;. Hence, by Claim[2.3] we have

O((a1 + a3 + as)(a;j + bij)) + ©((a2 + a4 + a6)(a]; + bija;;))

= O((a1 + a3 + as)(aij + bij) + (a2 + as + a6)(a}; + bija;;))

= O(a1la(pi + aij)(pj + bij) + a2lz(p; + bij)(pi + aij)”

+ a3(pi + aij)lél(Pj + bij) + “4(17] + bu)lﬂ(Pz + alj)

+ as(p; + aij)(pi + bij)la + as(p; + bij) (pi + aij)*1%)

= a1D(1a)@(pi + aij)@(p; + bij) + a2®(14)*®(p; + bij) O (pi + aij)*
+ a3®(p; + a;j)@(1a)*®(p; + bij) + as®(p; + bij)P(1A) P (p; + aij)*
+ as®(pi + aij)@(p; + bij)®(1a) + a6 @(p; + bij)@(p; + aij)*P(1a)*
= a1D(1a)(D(pi) + ©(aij)) (P(p;) + ©(bij))

+ @ ®@(14)" ((p)) + ®(bij))((p:)* + P(ai;)*)

+ a3(D(pi) + @(ai)))@(1a)* (P(p;) + D(bij))
+ as(@(p)) + ©(bij))D(1a) (P(pi)* + @(a;j)*)

6



( )
)+ @2®(1a) @ (p))@(pi)* + a3@(pi)@(1a)"(p;)
asD(pi)@(p;)@(1a) + ae®(p))P(p:)* @ (1a)"
)*O(p;)@(aij)* + a3 ®(a;;)P(1a)*D(p;)
i)+ ws‘I’(aij)‘I’(Pj)q)(lﬂ) + a6®(p;)®(aij)* O(1a)*

*+ CXS‘I’(Pz)‘I’(bu)‘I’(lﬂ) + ae®(bij)@(p;)* ©(14)"
+ a1 ® a;;j)® b,j) + 0 ®(14)*0(b;j)D(aij)* + a3P(a;;)P(14)* D (bij)
+ 4@ (b;j)D(17)P(a;j)* + as®(a;;)P(bi;)P(1a) + ae®(bi;)P(a;;)* P(14)*
= ®(a1lapip;j + a2l gpip] + a3pilgp; + aapjlap; + aspipjla

+ aspipi 1) + O(ay laa;jp; + azlgpja;"j + aza;lipj + 0/4pj131a;"j

+ asa;pila + aepja;ly) + ©(ailapibij + a2 l5bijp] + a3pilgbi;

3
,Q

+ aubijl ap] + aspibijla + asbijpi 1) + ®(a11aaibij + as 17 buau
+ @3a;15bij + a/4b,j154a + asa;jjbijla + 0/6b,]a 1%)
= O((a1 + a3 + as)aij) + O((e2 + au + a6)a;;) + ©((a1 + a3 + as)bij)
+ ©((a2 + a4 + ag)bijar;).
As a consequence we get O((a; + a3 + as)(aij + bij)) = ©((a1 + a3 + @5)a;;) +
®((a1 + a3 + a@s)b;;). Next, note that the following identity holds
(@2 + as + ac)(aij + bij) + (a1 + a3 + as)(b]; + bjia;;)
= a1la(pj + b)) (pi + aij) + aalg(pi + aij)(pj + b;)*
+ a3(pj + b)) 1 (pi + aij) + aa(pi + aij)La(p; + bj)*
+ as(pi + b)) (pj + aij) La + as(pi + aij) (pj + bj5)* 1%,
for all elements a;;, b;; € A;;. Using a similar process to the first case above, we get

O((ar+as+ag)(aij+bij)) = O((ar+as+ag)aij)+P((a2+as+as)b;j). The two
last obtained results lead to the conclusion that ®(a;; + b;;) = ®(a;j) + ®(b;j). O

Claim 2.5. For every aj;, b;; € A; (i = 1,2), we have: ®(a;; + b;;) = ®(a;;) +
@ (b;;).

Demonstracdo. Letu = Uii+ujj+ujitujj = q)_l(q)(aii+bii)—q)(dii)—(I)(bii)) €
A (i # j;i,j=1,2). Then

O(alqup; + arlygpju™ + asul’ypj + aspjlau™ + asupjla + agpju™1%)



= a1 O(1a)D(u)P(p;) + @2®(14)*®(p;)P(u)* + a30(u)D(12)"P(p;)
+ a4 ®(pj)P(1a)0(u)* + as®(u)D(p;)P(17) + a6®(p;)®(u)" ©(14)*

= a1P(1a)®(ai; + bi;)P (Pj) + QZ(D(I?I) (17]) (aii + bj;)
+ a3®(ai + bii)@(1a) " @(p;) + as®@(p;)@(La)D(aii + bii)*
+ as®(a;; + bii)O(p;)P(1a) + as@(p;)@(ai; + bi)*®(1a)*
— a19(17)®(a;))@(p;) — a2®@(1a)" @ (p;)P(ai)*

— a3®(a;i ) O(14) " (p;) — @a®(p;)P(17)P(ai)*

— a5®(a;;)@(p;)®(1a) — ae®(p;)P(ai)*@(14)*

— a1 D(1a) D (bii)D(p;) — 2@ (1) D (p;) P (bii)*

— a3 (b )O(14)"D(p;) — @a®(p;)O(12) P (bi)*

— 5P (bii)D(p;)®(1a) — 6P (p;)P(bii)*P(12)"

= O(a1La(ait + bin)pj + a2 lgpj(ai + bin)* + as(ai + bi) Ugp;

+ aspjlalai + bi)* + as(ai + bi)pjla + aspj(ai + bi)* 1)

— O(aylaaip; + w1 gpal + wza;ilgp; + aapjlaa + asaipila
+ aspja;lly) — ©(alabip; + axlyp;bl + azbilyp; + aspjlabj
+ asbiipjla + agpbily) =0

which leads directly to the identity @) Laup;j+a2 1 pju* +azulspi+aspjlau® +
asupila+aspu*1y = 0.1t therefore follows that (@ + a3 + @s)u;; + (@2 + s +
ae)u; + (@1 + a3 + as)ujj + (a2 + @4 + @)uj; = 0 (10) and hence the identity
(@2 + as + ap)uijj+(a) + a3 + a5)u;‘j+(a2 + s + as)ujj+(a) + a3 + as)uj.‘j =
0 (11). From (I0) and (I, we get (|a; +a3 +as|> —|as ~|—a4~|—a6|2)(u,~j+ujj) =0
which implies that u;; + u;; = 0. This results that ;; = 0 and u;; = 0. Next, for
all element 7;; € A;; we have

O (a1 atiju + aglﬂut + astijlqu + cx4u1y{t + astijul 7 + a6ut 175)
= a10(La) (i) D(u) + a2 @(1a) @)@ (1;;)" + a3®(t;;)@(1a)" O (u)
+ as®@(u)®(1a)D(1;;)" + as®(ti;)P(u)D(La) + ae®@(u)P(ti;) O(1a)"

O(17)D(1;j)D(aii + bii) + a2 ®@(17)* D (a;; + bi)D(1;;)*
La)*®(a;; + bii) + as®(ai; + bii) P (14)D(1;5)*
aii + bii)P(1a) + as®(a;; + bi)P(1;;)*O(14)*
) — 2@ (1) " @(aii)O(t;)* — a3 @(t;;)P(1a)*(aii)
La)®(t;j)" — as®(t;;) P (ai)(1a) — ae®(ay)@(ti;)*@(1a)*

- ® ﬂ)@(fu)cb(bu) — @@ (1) (i) D(1i)* — a3 ®(t;j) D (1) *(bis)
bit)®(1a) (1) — as®(ti;)@(bi)@(1a) — ac®(bii)O(t;;)*P(1a)"

oo



= O(ay Latij(ai + bit) + @21z (ai + bi)t]; + astijliz(ai + bii)

+ au(aii + bi) Latl; + astij(ai + bi) La + s (i + bt} 1)

— (a1 1ty + azlﬂa”t + agt,jlﬂa” + a/4a,,154t + astijaiila
+ aeaiit;; 1) — O(arlatijbi + a2l gbit]; + astijlgbi + asbilat];
+ astiihila + asbit];1) = 0.

It follows immediately from this that a1 1.4#;ju+ a> lj;{ut;"j +astijlu+ cx4u1y{t;"j +

astijul g + agut’ 1% = 0. From this identity, we can deduce that (a; + a3 +
as)tijuj = 0 which leads to (a1 + @3 + as)uj; = 0 (12), because of the primeness
of A. Also, for all element 7;; € Aj; we have

(a1 Latjiu + axlqut’; + astjilqu + asul aty; + astjul a + acut;1%)
— a1 O(12)D(t;)D(1) + a2 ®(1.7)* D(u)D(7:)* + az®(t;)D(1.2)* ()
+ @) P(17)(t)i)" + as®(1i;)@(u)O(14) + ac®(u)®(t;;)*@(14)"
= a1 O(1a)0(tji)D(aii + bii) + 2®@(1.7)*D(ai; + bii)D(1j;)*

+ a3Q(1j;)O(17)* D(ai + bii) + as®(ai; + bii)P(14)D(1);)*

+ as@(tji)D(a;i + bii)P(1a) + aeP(ai + bii)D(tji)*@(1A)*

— a1 (L) D(1;i) @ (aii) — a2 ®(1a)" @ (a;i)P(1i)* — az®(t;;)P(1a)*(aii)
— 4@ (a;;)O(17)0 (t]l)* — asO(1;) (i )O(1a) — a6(D(a”)<I)(tj,-)*<I)(1ﬂ)*
— a1 O(La)D(1;)) @ (bii) — a2 (1) " @ (big)P(1i)* — a3 ®(t;;) (1) *D(bii)
— 4@ (bii)P(1A)D(1ji)" — as(1i) D (bii )P (1a) — ae®(bii)P(1)i)*P(14)"
= O(ay1atji(ai + bii) + ax 15 (a;i + b,-,-)t + a3t il (aii + bii)

+ aq(a; + b,,)lg;t + astji(ai; + bii)la + as(ai; + b”)t.l.lz;l)

— O(aq Latjia; + azlﬂa”t + a3t il Gai + a/4a,,154t + astjiaila

+ aeait; 1) — O(arlatjibi + a2l gbut); + astilybi + asbilat);

+ astjibiila + a6b,-,-t;'fil;1) =0

which results in the identity 11 4t jiu+a1% ut* tastil utagul qt+astjjul g+
aél/lt;l* = 0. This shows that (@] + a3 + afs)tj,u” + (ay + ag + C¥6§M”tﬂ + (a2 +
a4 + ap)u ﬂz* = 0 which allows to obtain the identities (@, + @4 + ag)u ﬁz;’_‘l_ =
0, (@1 + a3 + as)tju; = 0 and (a2 + a4 + aé)u”tﬂ = 0. As a consequence
we get the identities (a2 + a4 + as)uji = 0(13), (@ + a3z + as)u; = 0(14)
and (ay + @4 + ag)u; = 0(15), respectively. It follows from (I2)) and (I3) that
(Ja1 + a3 + as|? — |@2 + @4 + a6|*)u;; = 0 and from (I4) and (I3) that (| + a3 +
as|? — |aa + a4 + ag|?)u; = 0. Therefore, we must have uj=0andu; =0. DO



Claim 2.6. @ is an additive map.
Demonstragcdo. The result is a direct consequence of Claims 2.4]and |

In what follows, we prove the second part of the Theorem[LL.1l In the remainder
of this paper, all Claims satisfy the conditions (i)-(ii).

Claim 2.7. (i) ®(14) = 1g and (i) O((X5_, ax)e) = (X8_, ax)®(c), for all
element c € A.

Demonstragdo. First, note that

(X5 @) la) = O(ailalala + e l%lal’ + aslaltla + aslalalt,
+aslalalg + (Iélﬂl‘;{l;) = alq)(lﬂ)q)(lﬂ)q)<1j{) + (Izq)(lﬂ)*q)<1j{)q)<1j{)*
+(Z3(D(1;,Z()(D(132()* (lﬂ)+a4®(lﬂ) ( ) ( ) +as®(1ﬂ)®(lﬂ)®(lﬂ)
+ a®(12)0(12)* ®(12)* = (3i_; ) ®(17).
) =

Hence, choose an element ¢ € A, such that ¢(c 1g. Then

(X0, ar)e) = (ar lalac + arlcl’ + azlaliec + asclal?,

+ aslacla + apclgly) = a1 @(17)0(1a)D(c) + a2 ®(17)*P(c)P(14)*
+ a30(17)D(1.2)*D(c) + as®(c)2(12)0(172)* + as®(17)D(c)D(15)

+ a®(c) (1) *®(1a)* = (p_; ) @(1)* = ©((Th_y i) L)

This shows that ¢ = 14. As a consequence of this last result, for an arbitrary
element ¢ € A, we have

(I)((Z,E:l ar)c) = O(ailalac + axliyelly + azlalic + asclaly

+ aslacla + aeclfly) = a1 @(17)0(14)P(c) + a2 @(17)*P(c)D(14)*
+ a30(17)0(17)*0(c) + a4@(c)DO(17)P(17)* + asO(14)D(c)@(14)

+ a6 ®(e)D(1a) (1a)* = (Tizy ) ().

O

Claim 2.8. (i) ®((a1 + a3 + as)a) = (@1 + a3 + as)P(a), for all element a € A
and (ii) ®(b)* = ®(b)*, for all element b € A.

Demonstragdo. 1t is clear that ®((a; + @3 + as)a) = (@) + @3 + a5)P(a), for all
element a € A, because of hypothesis (ii), of the Theorem [LL 1] and Claim 2.7(ii).
Thus, for an arbitrary element b € A we have

(I)((lllﬂblﬂ + Cl’zl}i,{lﬂb* + (l3b1;{1y{ + (l41y{1ﬂb* + asblgla + (16132([9* 1;{)
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= 0 ®(12)0(b)0(14) + a2®(1.2)*O(1.2)D(b)* + a3 D(b)D(15)*D(14)
+ @y ®(1.2)0(1.2)0(b)* + asD(b)D(14)P (1) + ae®(1.4)D(b)* O(1.4)*

that leads to the identity () + @3 + a5)®(b) + (@2 + a4 + @)@ (b*) = (a1 +
a3 + as)P(b) + (@2 + a4 + a6)P(b)*. Consequently, we get O(b*) = ®(b)*. O

Claim 2.9. ® is a multiplicative map.

Demonstragdo. For arbitrary elements b,c € A, replace a by 14 in the identity
(). Then

O (a1 1abc + ar15cb™ + azblc + asclab™ + asbel g + apch™ 1)
— 1 ®(1A)D(B)D(c) + ar®(17)* () D(b)* + a3 ®(b)D(1.)*D(c)
+ 2 ®()D(1a)DB(b)* + asB)D()D(11) + asD(c)D(b)* D(10)*

This results in the identity

(a1 + a3 + as)®(bc) + (ay + ag + 06)(1)(6'[9*) = (a1 + a3 + as5)®(b)D(c)
+ (@2 + au + ag)D(c)D(b)*. (16)

By applying involution to the identity (16), we get

(@ T @ T a5)0(c*b*) + (@ T aa T ag)®(be*) = (@1 T a3 T a5)D(c)* O (b)*
+ (ag + a4 + aé)(I)(b)CD(c)* (17)

and, replacing in (I7) ¢* by ¢, we obtain

(@2 + ag + @6)®(be) + (a1 + a3 + as5)®(ch™) = (a2 + g + ap)P(b)D(c)
+ (051 + a3 + (Y5)<D(C)(D(b)*. (18)

Multiplying (I6)) by the scalar a; + a3 + as, (I8) by the scalar a; + a4 + a6 and
subtracting the resulting identities, we arrive at (Ja; + a3 + as|> — |aa + @y +
a6’ )@(bc) = (Ja1 + a3 + as|® — |@2 + @4 + a6|*)@(b)®(c) which results in
®(bc) = O(b)P(c). This shows that ® is multiplicative. m|

Therefore, by Claims 2.8(ii) and we conclude that @ is a #-ring iso-
morphism.

The proof of the Theorem [I.1lis complete.

From Theorem we can deduce the following result. However, we first pre-
sent the necessary definitions and notations.

Let A and B be two complex #-algebras and 7 a nonzero complex number. For
a,b € A(resp., a,b € B) denote by as,b = ab+nba*, the Jordan n-+-product. We
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say that a nonlinear map ® : A — B preserves Jordan triple x-product a%,b+,c,
where a¢,b¢,c = (as,b)¢,c, if D(as,be,c) = D(a)+,D(b)+,D(c), for all ele-
ments a, b, c € A.

From the above definition, we can easily verify that nonlinear maps preserving
Jordan triple #-products, as defined in [[1] and [5], are nonlinear maps preserving
Jordan triple *-products a#;b#;c and a¢_b¢_c, respectively, and nonlinear maps
preserving Jordan triple %-product a4,b4,c are nonlinear maps that preserve sum
of triple products labc + 0a*cb* + nba*c + vicab™ + Obca + veb* a*.

Corollary 2.1. Let A and B be two unital complex =-algebras with 14 and 1g
their multiplicative identities, respectively, and such that A is prime and has a
nontrivial projection. Then every bijective nonlinear map ® : A — B preserving
triple %-product a%,b¢,c, where 1,v are nonzero complex numbers satisfying the
conditions 1 # —1 and |v| # 1, is additive. In addition, if (i) ®(15) is a projection
of B and (ii) ®(v(n + 1)a) = v(j + 1)®(a), for all element a € A, then ® is
a =-ring isomorphism. In particular, if ®(14) is a projection of B and n and v
are nonzero complex numbers such that v(1 + 1) is a rational number, then ® is a
*-ring isomorphism.
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