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Note on Generalized Jordan Derivations Associate

with Hochschild 2-cocycles of Rings*

Atsushi Nakajima

Abstract

We introduce a new type of generalized derivations associate with Hochschild
2-cocycles and prove that every generalized Jordan derivation of this type is a
generalized derivation under certain conditions. This result contains the results
of I. N. Herstein [6, Theorem 3.1] and M. Ashraf and N-U. Rehman [1, Theorem].
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1. Introduction

Let R be a ring and let x, y be arbitrary elements of R. M is called an R-bimodule
if M is a left and a right R-module such that xz(my) = (zm)y for all m € M. Let
f : R — M be an additive map. f is called a generalized derivation if there exists a
derivation d : R — M such that

flzy) = f(2)y + xd(y). (1)
and f is called a generalized Jordan derivation if there exists a Jordan derivation J : R —
M such that

f(@?) = f(x)x + 2] (x), (2)
We denote (1) and (2) by (f, d) and (f, J), respectively. These types of generalized

derivations were introduced by M. Bresar [2] and their properties have been discussed in

*Dedicated to Professor Serif Yenigiil on his 60th birthday
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many papers. In [7], another type of generalized derivations was defined by the author

as follows. f is called a generalized derivation if there exists an element w € M such that

flzy) = f(2)y + 2 f(y) + 2wy, (3)

and f is called a generalized Jordan derivation if
f@?) = f(@)z +af(x) + 2wz, (4)

which denote by (f, w). Some categorical properties of these generalized derivations were
given in [7]. In the case R has an identity element 1, if (f, d) is a generalized derivation
of type (1), then (f, —f(1)) is a generalized derivation of type (3); and conversely, if
(f, w) is a generalized derivation of type (3), then f +w;: R — M is a derivation and
(f, [+ we) is a generalized derivation of type (1), where wy: R 3 +— wz € M.

A Jordan derivation of 2-torsion free prime rings is a derivation. This result was first
proved by Herstein [6, Theorem 3.1] and was extended to 2-torsion free semiprime rings
by Bresar [4, Theorem 1]. In [8], the author proved that a generalized Jordan derivation
(f, w) of type (4) is also a generalized derivation of type (3), and in [1] they proved that
a generalized Jordan derivation (f, d) of type (2) is a generalized derivation of type (1)
under a certain commutator condition.

In this note, we introduce a new type of generalized derivations and show that our
generalized Jordan derivation is a generalized derivation under certain conditions. This
result contains the results of I. N. Herstein [6, Theorem 3.1], M. Ashraf and N-U. Rehman
[1, Theorem].

Throughout the following, we assume that R is a ring, M is an R-bimodule and z, y,

z are arbitrary elements of R, unless otherwise stated.

2. Definitions and Lemmas

Let a: Rx R — M be a biadditive map, that is, an additive map on each components.

« is called a Hochschild 2-cocycle if
za(y, z) —a(zy, 2)+a(z, yz) —alz, y)z =0. (5)

2-cocycle « is called symmetric (resp. skew symmetric) if a(z, y) = a(y, x) (resp.

a(z, y) = —a(y, z)). An additive map f : R — M is called a generalized derivation if
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there exists a 2-cocycle a such that

flxy) = fx)y +zf(y) + alz, y), (6)

and f is called a generalized Jordan derivation if

f@®) = f(@)e + 2f(2) + a(z, ). (7)

We denote it by (f, «). If @« = 0, then they are the usual derivations and Jordan

derivations. We give some examples of our generalized derivations.

Examples (1) If (f, d) and (f, w) are generalized derivations of types (1) and (3),

respectively, then the maps
a1:RxXxR>(z, y) —ax(d—f)ly) e M and as: RXxR> (z, y) — zwy € M

are biadditive and satisfy the 2-cocycle condition (5). Since (f, d) = (f, «1) and
(f, w) = (f, a2), the usual generalized derivations are generalized derivations in our
sense.

(2) If f: R — M is a left mutiplier, that is, f is additive and f(zy) = f(x)y, then by
flazy) = f(@)y+2f(y)+2(—f)(y), we have a 2-cocycle az : RxR 3 (z, y) — z(—f)(y) €
M and f = (f, as). Thus a left multiplier is also a generalized derivation.

(3) Let f be a (o, 7)-derivation, that is, o and 7 are ring homomorphisms of R and
F(y) = f(@)o(y) +7(x)f(y). Then the map

ag: Rx R (z, y)— f(x)(oly) —y)+ (r(x) —2)f(y) e M

is biadditive and satisfies the 2-cocycle condition. Since f(zy) = f(z)y+zf(y)+aq(x, y),
(o, 7)-derivation f is also a generalized derivation (f, ay).

(4) In general, we have the following. Let f : R — M be an additive map and let
a: Rx R — M be a biadditive map. If f(zy) = f(x)y + 2 f(y) + a(x, y) holds, then by
the associativity f((zy)z) = f(z(yz)), « satisfies the 2-cocycle condition. Thus (f, «) is
a generalized derivation in our sense.

Now the following lemma is elementary and can be found everywhere such as in [3,

Proposition 2] or [1, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 1 Let (f, d): R — M be a generalized Jordan derivation and M a 2-torsion

free module, where d : R — M 1is a derivation. Then the following relations hold:
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(1) f(ry+yz) = f(z)y +zd(y) + f(y)x + yd(z);
(2) f(ryz) = f(x)yr + xd(y)r + vyd(r);

(3) fleyz + zyz)

= f(x)yz + zd(y)z + vyd(2) + f(2)yz + 2d(y)z + zyd(z).

In our case, the above relations are generalized as follows.

Lemma 2 Let (f, o) : R — M be a generalized Jordan derivation associate with

Hochschild 2-cocycle o and M a 2-torsion free module.

hold:

(1) flzy+yz) =

(5’) flzyz + zyx) =

(

(2) flay
(
)

Then the following relations

f@)y +xf(y) +az, y)+ fy)r +yflr) +aly, ©),

w) = f(x)yr +xf(y)r + zyf(x) + zaly, )+ alz, yo),

fRyz + 2f(y)z + 2yf(x) + zaly, ©)+alz, yx).
Proof. (1) Since f(2?) = f(z)z+zf(x)+a(z, x), (1) is easily obtained by f(zy+yx)

= f((z +y)*) -

f@?) = fy?)

f(@)yz + 2 f(y)z + 2yf(2) + va(y, 2) +a(z, yz)

(2) Replacing y by 2y + yz in (1) and using the 2-cocycle condition (5), we have

Since za(y,

relation (2).
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2f(zyx) = f(x(zy + yo) + (2y + yz)o)

=2{f(z)yz + 2 f(y)z + zyf(z)}

— f(@%y + ya?)

+z{a(z, y) +aly, )} + a(z, zy) + alz, yz)

+{a(z, y) +aly, »)}z+ a(zy,
—{a(z, 2)y+a(2?, y) +yo(z,

=2{f(z)yz + 2 f(y)z + zyf(z)}

x) + a(yzr, x)

) +aly, «%)}

+ {za(z, y) —ala®, y) +alz, zy) — alz, =)y}

—{ya(z, z) — alyz, =) +a(y,

%) = aly, v)z}

+zaly, r)+alr, yr) + a(z, y)z +a(ry, o)

=2{f(z)yz + 2 f(y)z + zyf(z)}

+zaly, ) + oz, yr) + a(z, y)z +alry, z).

z) + az, yr) = a(zy, =)+ a(z, y)r and M is 2-torsion free, we have the
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(3) Replace x by x + z in (2), then (3) is easily seen. O

The following lemma is useful in the calculations of 2-torsion free semiprime rings

which can be found in [5, Lemmas 1.1 and 1.2].

Lemma 3 (1) Let R be a 2-torsion free semiprime ring and a, b € R. If axb+bra =0
for all x € R, then axb = bxa =0 for all x € R. Especially, ab = ba = 0.

(2) Let G1, Ga,---,G, be additive groups and R a semiprime ring. Suppose that
mappings S : Gy X Go X -+ x G, = Rand T : Gy X G X -+ X G, — R are additive
in each argument. If S(ay,aq, - ,an)xT (a1, a2, - ,a,) = 0 for all x € R, a; € Gy,
i=1,2,--- ,n, then S(ay,az, - ,a,)xT(by,ba, -+ ,b,) =0 for all x € R, a;, b; € G,

i=1,2,--- n.
Now for all z, y € R, we set
F(z, y) = f(zy) — f(@)y — xf(y), (8)

and
5(.’[], y) = F(l’, y) - CY(.’L', y) (9)
Then F(z, y) and d(z, y) are biadditive and by Lemma 2 (1), we have

oz, y) +d(y, ) =0. (10)

Lemma 4 Let (f, ) : R — M be a generalized Jordan derivation and M a 2-torsion

free module. Then the following relations hold:

(1) 6z, y)zlz, y] + [z, y]zé(z, y) =0 where [z, y] =zy — yz,

Proof. (1) By (2) and (3) of Lemma 2, we have
0= f((zy)z(yz) + (yz)2(zy)) — f(@(yzy)z + y(vza)y)
= F(z, y)zyz + F(y, @)zxy + ayzF(y, =)+ yazF(z, y)
+ayfa(z, yr) —alz, y)o} +{a(zy, 2yr) — oz, yzyr)}
+yz{alz, zy) —alz, z)y} +{alyz, zzy) —aly, zzay)}

—Azaly, zy)x +za(yzy, z)+ya(z, zz)y+ ya(azze, y)}(x).
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Since « is a 2-cocycle, we have the following relations:

(1) zy{a(z, yz) — alz, y)z} = ay{a(zy, ) — za(y, )},
(2) alzy, 2yz) — alz, yzyz) = valy, zyz) — oz, y)zye,
(3) ya(alz, zy) — a(z, v)y} = yz{a(zz, y) — 2a(z, y)),
(4) alyz, zay) — aly, zzay) = ya(z, zzy) — oy, z)zay. O

Substituting from (1) to (4) in the above relation (x) and using the 2-cocycle condition
(5) we get

0=0(z, y)zyx + (y, x)zay + xyzd(y, z)+ yzzi(z, y)
+ 2{ya(zy, v) — alyzy, z) + aly, 2yz) — aly, zy)z}
+y{za(zz, y) — a(zzz, y) + o(z, zzy) —alz, zo)y}
=0(z, y)zyr +6(y, x)zay + xyzé(y, =)+ yxzd(x, y).
Since d(z, y) = —d(y, x) by (10), we have
5(z, y)zlz, yl + [z, ylzé(z, y) = 0.
(2) Similarly by Lemma 2 (2) and (3), we have
0= f((zy)* +ay’x) — flay(zy) + (vy)yo)
= F(z, y)lz, Yl +{aley, zy) —zaly, zy) — oz, yry)}
+afa(y?, 2) +aly, y)r —yaly, )} +alz, y*z) — a(vy, yo)().
Substituting
a(zy, zy) =za(y, zy) + oz, yzy) —a(z, y)zy and
a(y?, =) =ya(y, z)+aly, yo) — oy, y)
in the relation (xx), we get
F(z, y)lz, y] — a(z, y)zy + zaly, yr) + oz, y*z) - a(zy, yz) = 0.
Since ra(y, yz) + a(z, y?z) — a(zy, yz) = a(z, y)yz, we have

6(x, y)[z, y] =0.
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Lemma 5 Let R be a 2-torsion free ring and G1, Go additive groups. Let S, T :
G1 X G2 — R be biadditive maps. Assume that S(x1, x2)T(z1, x2) =0 for all x; € G,
i = 1,2. If there exists a non-zero divisor T(a1, a2) for some a; € G;, i = 1,2, then
S(z1, x2) =0 forallz; € G;, i=1,2.

Proof. We may assume that T'(a1, ag) is a non-zero divisor for some a; € G;, i = 1,2
and so S(a1, az) = 0. Then by S(x1 + a1, 22)T (21 + a1, x2) =0, we have

S(.’L’l, LL’Q)T(U&, LL'Q) +S(a1, LL’Q)T(LL'l, LL'Q) =0 (11)
for all z; € Gy, i = 1,2. Replacing a2 by 23 + as in (11), and using (11) again, we get
S(x1, x2)T (a1, az)+S(x1, a2)T (a1, x2)+S(x1, a2)T (a1, az)+S(ar, 2)T (21, az) =0

forallz; € G;, i = 1,2. Take z1 = ay in the above relation, we have 25(a1, 22)T (a1, az) =
0. Since T'(a1, az) is non-zero divisor and R is 2-torsion free, we see S(a;, z3) = 0 for
all x5 € Go. Then by (11), we get S(z1, x2)T (a1, z2) = 0 and so S(z1, az) = 0. Thus
we have S(x1, 29) =0 for all x; € G;, i =1, 2. O

3. Generalized Jordan Derivations

In this section, we show that a generalized Jordan derivation (f, «) is a generalized

derivation under certain conditions.

Theorem 6 Let R be a 2-torsion free ring and let (f, «) : R — R be a generalized
Jordan derivation associate with Hochschild 2-cocycle a. If R satisfies one of the following

conditions, then (f, @) is a generalized derivation.

(1) R is a non-commutative prime ring.

(2) There exist a, b € R such that [a, b] is a non-zero divisor.

(3) R is commutative and « is symmetric.
Proof. (1) By Lemma 4 (1) and Lemma 3 (1), we have §(x, y)z[z, y] = 0. Since R
is non-commutative, there exist a, b € R such that [a, b] # 0. Then by Lemma 3 (2), we
have 0(z, y)z[a, b] = 0 and by the primeness of R, é(z, y) = 0 for all z, y € R. Thus

(f, «) is a generalized derivation.
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(2) Suppose that [a, b] is a nonzero divisor and so é(a, b) = 0 for some a, b € R.
Since 0(z, y) and [z, y] are biadditive maps, then by Lemma 5, we have d(x, y) = 0.

(3) Since R is commutative and « is symmetric, then by Lemma 2 (1), (f, «) is a
generalized derivation.

Let £ : R — M be a left Jordan multiplier, that is, ¢ is additive and &(2?) = £(z)z,
then by the similar calculations as in the proof of Lemma 2 and Lemma 4 (2), we have

the following relations:
{(zy +yz) = £(z)y +E(y)z, 28 (wyx) = 28(x)y,
28(zyz + zyz) = 2(§(x)yz +&(2)yx),  2(§(xy) — E(2)y)[z, y] = 0.

If R is 2-torsion free and has a non-zero divisor [a, b] for some a, b € R, then by the
above relations, we have £(ab) = £(a)b and thus by Lemma 5, {(zy) = &(a)y for all z,
y € R. Therefore a left Jordan multiplier is a left multiplier. If (f, J) is a generalized
Jordan derivation of type (2), then

f@?) = f(@)e +af(z) + (] — (=)
and £ = J — f is a left Jordan multiplier. In this case, it is easy to see that a: R x R 3

(x, y) — x&(y) € M is 2-cocycle. Thus by Theorem 6 (2), we have the following which

is a slight generalization of [1, Theorem)]. O

Corollary 7 Let R be a 2-torsion free ring with non-zero divisor [a, b] for some a, b € R.

Then a generalized Jordan derivation (f, J) is a generalized derivation.

Finally, we note the following. Let (f, «) be a generalized derivation. Then by (6), «
is symmetric if and only if f([z, y]) = [f(z), y] + [z, f(y)], that is, f is a Lie derivation.
And « is skew symmetric if and only if f{z, y} = {f(z), y} + {z, f(y)}, where {z, y}
= zy + yx. Thus in case of R is 2-torsion free, this means that « is skew symmetric if
and only if f is a Jordan derivation. Therefore the notion of our generalized derivations
has many common properties of the notion of several types of derivations defined untill

now.
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