arXiv:2405.10241v1 [math.RA] 16 May 2024

TERNARY MAPPINGS OF SOME EVOLUTION ALGEBRAS

CÁNDIDO MARTÍN GONZÁLEZ^1, JACQUES RABIE^2, JUANA SÁNCHEZ-ORTEGA^2

Abstract. The group scheme of ternary automorphisms of a perfect finite dimensional evolution algebra A is computed. The main advantage of using group schemes is that it allows to apply the Lie functor to determine the Lie algebra of ternary derivations of A. Using the generalised inverse of a matrix, we provide a precise classification of all ternary derivations of an arbitrary finite-dimensional evolution algebra A. The ternary derivations of all 2-dimensional evolution algebras are also computed.

1. Introduction

The notion of an evolution algebra was introduced in 2006 by Tian and Vojtechovsky [21] to model algebraically the self reproduction process in non-Mendelian genetics. The theory of evolution algebras has many applications and connection to other areas of Mathematics and other fields, like, for instance, graph theory, group theory, Markov chains, Mathematical Physics, Genetics as shown in Tian’s book [20]. Due to this fact, evolution algebras have been objects of interests of several researchers. For instance, different types of evolution algebras have been classified and studied in [2, 4, 8, 10]; derivations and automorphisms of certain evolution algebras have been investigated in [3, 5, 6, 7]. We refer the reader to [9] for a survey on the recent developments on the theory of evolution algebras.

In this paper, we focus our attention on ternary automorphisms and ternary derivations of finite-dimensional evolution algebras. Ternary derivations are triple of linear maps satisfying a certain derivation identity. More precisely, a triple of linear maps (d_1, d_2, d_3) on an algebra A is said to be a ternary derivation of A if it satisfies the following:

(Td) d_1(xy) = d_2(x)y + xd_3(y), for all x, y ∈ A.

We could say that ternary derivations originated with Newton and Leibniz but the general notion was introduced later on in [13]. In [14, 15] ternary derivations were used to study some unital associative algebras; in [19] ternary derivations of separable associative and Jordan algebras were described, while ternary derivations and ternary automorphisms of triangular algebras were investigated in [16]. The notion of a ternary automorphisms was introduced in [13]. A triple of bijective linear maps (f_1, f_2, f_3) on A is called a ternary

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 17A36; 17D92. Secondary 17D99 . Key words and phrases. evolution algebras, ternary automorphisms, ternary derivations. 1

2 CÁNDIDO MARTÍN GONZÁLEZ^1, JACQUES RABIE^2, JUANA SÁNCHEZ-ORTEGA^2

automorphism of A if the identity below is satisfied for all x, y ∈ A.

(Ta) f_1(xy) = f_2(x)f_3(y).

The set Taut(A) consisting of all ternary automorphisms of A has a group structure with the component-wise composition; while the set Tder(A) consisting of all ternary derivations of A has a Lie algebra structure with the component-wise Lie bracket.

Our motivation comes from the results obtained for automorphisms and derivations of evolution algebras and [9, Problem 4.1]. We solve such a problem in this paper. To be more precise, in §2 we introduce the necessary background and prove some preliminary results on evolution algebras, polynomial ideals and group schemes. Using the theory of group schemes, we investigate the ternary automorphisms of a perfect evolution algebra A in §3. A necessary and sufficient condition for a triple of bijective linear maps (f_1, f_2, f_3) to be a ternary automorphism is provided in Lemma 3.1. Moreover, we prove that f_1 is completely determined by f_2 and f_3. Once the group scheme of ternary automorphism is known, we describe Tder(A) (see Theorem 3.7 and Corollary 3.8). At this point, it is worth mentioning here that imposing the evolution algebra to be perfect should not surprise the reader, since automorphisms have been fully described, only in the context of perfect evolution algebras (see [3] for more details). Regarding to ternary derivations, using linear algebra techniques, we are able to remove the perfection hypothesis on A. More concretely, in §4 we provide necessary and sufficient conditions for a triple of linear maps (d_1, d_2, d_3) to be a ternary derivation (see Proposition 4.1). The first condition relates d_2 and d_3, while the second condition links d_1 with the diagonal of d_2 + d_3. These two conditions are also expressed as a linear system of equations (see (S1)) and as a matrix equation (see (S3)). In the perfect case, we improve the result obtained in the previous section providing a precise description (see Corollary 4.3) of all ternary derivations, including a formula to compute d_1. In the non-perfect case, we determine necessary conditions for d_2 and d_3 to satisfy (S1) (see Proposition 4.2). Next, using generalised matrix inverses, we are able to find the general solution of (S3) for d_1 (see Lemma 4.6), as well as, necessary and sufficient conditions for (S3) to have a solution (see Proposition 4.7). We collect all these results in Theorem 4.8, which provides a precise characterisation of ternary derivations of (arbitrary) finite-dimensional evolution algebras. We close the paper computing all the ternary derivations of 2-dimensional evolution algebras in §5.

2. Preliminaries

In this paper, we consider algebras of finite dimension over an arbitrary field K of any characteristic. Recall that by an algebra A we mean a vector space endowed with a bilinear operation A × A → A, denoted (a, b) → ab, and called the product of A.

2.1. Evolution algebras. Let n ≥ 1 and write Λ to denote the set {1, . . . , n}. An ndimensional algebra A is called an evolution algebra if it it admits a basis B = {e_i}_{i∈Λ},

TERNARY MAPPINGS OF SOME EVOLUTION ALGEBRAS 3

called a natural basis of A, such that

e_i · e_i = n∑ k=1 w_{ki}e_k, for i ∈ Λ, (E1)

e_i · e_j = 0, for i, j ∈ Λ with i ≠ j.

(E2)

The scalars w_{ki} from (E1) are called the structure constants of A with respect to B, while the matrix M_B := (w_{ki}) is often called the structure matrix of A. If A^2 = A, or equivalently M_B is invertible, we say that A is perfect.

2.2. Polynomial ideals. Let D be a domain, R = D[x, y, z] the ring of polynomials in the indeterminates x, y, z and the ideal I = (xyz − 1) of R. We claim that the factor ring R/I is isomorphic to the localization D[x, y]S^{−1}, where S = {(xy)^n | n ∈ N} (here 0 ∈ N). In fact, using that the map π : D[x, y, z] → D[x, y]S^{−1} given by p(x, y, z) → p ( x, y,^1_{xy} ) is a ring epimorphism, one can easily prove that any ring homomorphism f : D[x, y, z] → S such that f(I) = 0 factorizes through π. This proves that D[x, y]S^{−1} ∼= R/I, which implies that I is a prime ideal. More generally, for R = K [x_1 , . . . , x_n, z] one can prove that I = (z ∏_n 1 x_i − 1) is a prime ideal of R, which yields that R/I is a domain. To do so, use that R/I ∼= RS^{−1} for S = {( ∏_n 1 x_i)^n | n ∈ N}. Given k > 1, we claim that the ideal ( z ∏_k i=1 x_i − 1, w ∏_k i=1 y_i − 1 ) of the polynomial algebra K [x_1 , . . . x_k, y_1, . . . , y_k, z, w] is prime. We first prove a preliminary lemma:

Lemma 2.1. Let X and Y be disjoint sets of indeterminates and I ◁ K [X], J ◁ K [Y ]. Then, the following isomorphisms hold for the ideal I^e (respectively, J^e) of K [X ⊔ Y ] generated by the image of I (respectively, J). K [X]/I ⊗ K [Y ]/J ∼= (K [X] ⊗ K [Y ])/(I ⊗ K [y] + K [x] ⊗ J) ∼= K [X ⊔ Y ]/(I^e + J^e). Proof. Apply [11, Theorem 7.7] to the projections K [X] → K [X]/I, K [Y ] → K [Y ]/J to get the first isomorphism. For the second, apply the First Isomorphism Theorem to the epimorphism K [X] ⊗ K [Y ] → K [X ⊔ Y ]/(I^e + J^e) mapping the element ∑ i(p_i(X) ⊗ q_i(Y )) onto ∑ i p_i(X)q_i(Y ), where a denotes the equivalence class of a. □

Proposition 2.2. For k > 1, the ideal I := ( z ∏_k i=1 x_i − 1, w ∏_k i=1 y_i − 1 ) of the polynomial algebra R := K [x_1 , . . . x_k, y_1, . . . , y_k, z, w] is prime.

Proof. Lemma 2.1 yields that R/I ∼= A ⊗ B, where A := K [x_1 , . . . , x_k, z]/ ( z ∏ x_i − 1 ) and B := K [y_1 , . . . , y_k, w]/ ( w ∏ y_i − 1 ) are both domains by the considerations above.

Moreover, their scalar extensions A_K and B_K , respectively, (where K denotes the algebraic closure of K ) are finitely generated domains. Keeping in mind that the tensor product of finitely generated domains over algebraically closed fields is also a domain, we obtain that A_K ⊗_K B_K is a domain. From here, using that (A ⊗ B)_K ∼= A_K ⊗_K B_K (see [1, Exercise 2.15]), we obtain that A ⊗ B is a domain, as required. □

4 CÁNDIDO MARTÍN GONZÁLEZ^1, JACQUES RABIE^2, JUANA SÁNCHEZ-ORTEGA^2

2.3. Group schemes. The algebraic torus. In this paper, we will make use of the affine K -group scheme G_m, called the multiplicative group scheme; which is represented by the Hopf algebra K [x^± ], that is, the Laurent polynomial algebra. For k ∈ N\{0}, the product group G_m^k will be called the k-dimensional torus. For a finite group G, we write G to refer to the induced constant group scheme for G (see [22, §2.3, p. 16]). If S_n denotes the permutation group of order n!, then the corresponding K -group scheme is S_n whose representing Hopf algebra is K^{n!} endowed with a Hopf algebra structure as in [22, §2.3, p. 16].

3. Ternary automorphisms on perfect evolution algebras

In this section, A denotes an n-dimensional perfect evolution algebra. We will use the same notation as in §2.1 for its natural base and its structure matrix. For a triple (f_1, f_2, f_3) of linear bijections on A we write

(1) f_1(e_i) = ∑ k∈Λ c_{ki}e_k, f_2(e_i) = ∑ k∈Λ a_{ki}e_k, f_3(e_i) = ∑ k∈Λ b_{ki}e_k, for c_{ki}, a_{ki}, b_{ki} ∈ K . We begin by providing a necessary and sufficient condition for (f_1, f_2, f_3) ∈ Taut(A).

Lemma 3.1. A triple (f_1, f_2, f_3) of bijective linear maps on A is in Taut(A) if and only if it satisfies the identity below for all i, j, k ∈ Λ with i ≠ j. (2) a_{ki}b_{kj} = 0.

Moreover, f_1 is completely determined by f_2 and f_3.

Proof. Let us begin by noticing that {e^2_i } is also a basis of A (as a vector space over K ). Using this, (2) can be proved by applying (Ta) and (E1). To finish, notice that

f_1(e^2_i ) = f_2(e_i)f_3(e_i) = ( ∑ k∈Λ a_{ki}e_k ) ( ∑ ℓ∈Λ b_{ℓi}e_ℓ ) = ∑ k∈Λ a_{ki}b_{ki}e_k, finishing the proof. □

3.1. The group scheme of a finite-dimensional evolution algebra. We write alg_K to denote the category of all associative and commutative unital K -algebras, while grp refers to the category of groups. The group functor of ternary automorphisms of an n-dimensional evolution algebra A is defined as Taut(A) : alg_K → grp, where Taut(A)(R) := Taut(A_R) for A_R the scalar extension of A. If A is perfect, taking into account Lemma 3.1, the Hopf algebra representing this group scheme is the quotient polynomial algebra K [x^k_i , y^k_i , z, w]/I, where A := K [x^k_i , y^k_i , z, w] is the polynomial algebra in the indeterminates {z, w} ∪ {x^k_i }_{i,k∈Λ} ∪ {y^k_i }_{i,k∈Λ} (where Λ := {1, . . . , n}) and I the following ideal:

(3) I = ( {x^k_i y^k_j }_{i≠j} ∪ {z det(x^j_i ) − 1, w det(y^j_i ) − 1}_{i,j∈Λ} ) .

TERNARY MAPPINGS OF SOME EVOLUTION ALGEBRAS 5

Following [12, §1.4, p. 7] we identify Taut(A) with V (I) (see notations therein) so that V (I)(K ) is the zero locus of the ideal I.

For σ ∈ S_n we consider the ideal

(4) J_σ = ( {x^j_i }_{j≠σ(i)} ∪ {y^j_i }_{j≠σ(i)} ∪ { (−1)^{|σ|}z ∏ i x^{σ(i)}_i − 1, (−1)^{|σ|}w ∏ i y^{σ(i)}_i − 1 }) . It is straightforward to show that J_σ is a proper ideal of A for all σ ∈ S_n.

Example 3.2. For n = 2, the Hopf algebra is A := K [x^1 , x^2_1, x^1_2, x^2, y^1 , y^2_1 , y^1_2 , y^2 , w, z] and I is the ideal generated by the following polynomials:

x^1y^1_2, x^1_2y^1 , x^2_1y^2 , x^2y^2_1, z(x^1x^2 − x^2_1x^1_2) − 1, w(y^1y^2 − y^2_1y^1_2 ) − 1.

In this case, we only have two ideals, namely:

J_1 := ( x^2_1, x^1_2, y^2_1, y^1_2 , zx^1x^2 − 1, wy^1y^2 − 1 ) , J_2 := ( x^1, x^2, y^1, y^2, zx^2_1x^1_2 + 1, wy^2_1y^1_2 + 1 ) . We claim that J_1 and J_2 are the unique prime ideals containing I. In fact, suppose that P is a prime ideal containing I. Then either x^1 ∈ P or y^1_2 ∈ P .

- If x^1 /∈ P , then y^1_2 ∈ P . In particular, wy^1y^2 −1 ∈ P , which implies that y^1 , y^2 /∈ P and so y^1 y^2 /∈ P . Moreover, x^1_2, x^2_1 /∈ P , which yields y^2_1 ∈ P and x^1x^2 /∈ P . Thus (_{y1} 1 y^2_1 y^1_2 y^2 ) ≡ (_{y1} 1 0 0 y^2 ) (mod P ) and y^1 y^2 /∈ P and (_{x1} 1 x^2_1 x^1_2 x^2 ) ≡ (_{x1} 1 0 0 y^2 ) (mod P ).

- If x^1 ∈ P , then x^2_1, x^1_2 /∈ P and so x^2_1x^1_2 /∈ P . Moreover, y^1, y^2 ∈ P , which implies that y^2_1 , y^1_2 /∈ P and so y^2_1 y^1_2 /∈ P . From here, we obtain that x^2 ∈ P . Thus (_{y1} 1 y^2_1 y^1_2 y^2 ) ≡ (_{0 y2} 1 y^1_2 0 ) (mod P ) and (_{x1} 1 x^2_1 x^1_2 x^2 ) ≡ (_{0 x2} 1 x^1_2 0 ) (mod P ).

To finish, notice that both J_1 and J_2 are prime by Proposition 2.2. We claim that I = J_1 ∩ J_2; in fact, J_1 + J_2 = A, since wy^1y^2 − 1 ∈ J_1 and wy^2_1y^1_2 + 1 ∈ J_2. Lastly, one can easily proved that J_1J_2 ⊂ I, which imply that I ⊆ J_1 ∩ J_2 ⊆ J_1J_2 ⊆ I, as required.

Thus, I = J_1 ∩ J_2, and so scheme theoretically V (I) = V (J_1) ∪ V (J_2) (see [12, p. 8]). The closed subfunctors V (J_i) are the irreducible connected component of V (I). In fact, the torus V (J_1) ∼= (G_m^2)^2 is the component of the unit and V (I)/V (J_1) the group of components which is isomorphic to the constant finite group associated to S_2 the group of permutations two elements.

Summarizing, for a 2-dimensional perfect evolution algebra A we have a short exact sequence: (G_m^2)^2 → Taut(A) ↠ S_2. Moreover, the Hopf algebra of Taut(A) is the tensor product of those of (G_m^2)^2 and S_2, that is K [x^± ]^{⊗4} ⊗ K^2. This point deserves a little explanation. The representing Hopf algebra of Taut(A) is A/I ∼= A/J_1 × A/J_2 ∼= (A/J_1) ⊗ K^2 , where the last isomorphism is given by (a + J_1, b + J_2) → (a + J_1) ⊗ u_1 + Ω(b + J_2) ⊗ u_2, for {u_1, u_2} the canonical basis of K^2 , and Ω: A/J_2 → A/J_1 the isomorphism induced by

6 CÁNDIDO MARTÍN GONZÁLEZ^1, JACQUES RABIE^2, JUANA SÁNCHEZ-ORTEGA^2

the automorphism A → A such that x^j_i → x^{σ(j)}_i , y^j_i → y^{σ(j)}_i , z → −z, w → −w (where σ ∈ S_2 denotes the transposition (1 2)).

So Taut(A) ∼= (G_m^2)^2 × S_2. Since the Lie functor preserves (fibered) products (see [17, Chapter 10, §c, p. 190]) we get Tder(A) ∼= K^2 × K^2 . This implies that the ternary derivations are triples (d_1, d_2, d_3) such that in a natural basis {e_i} of A, the maps d_2 and d_3 are diagonal and d_1(e^2_i ) = d_2(e_i)e_i + e_id_3(e_i) (so d_1 is completely determined by d_2 and d_3). As a corollary Tder(A) ∼= D_2(K ) × D_2(K ), where D_n(K ) denotes the space of diagonal n × n matrices with coefficients in K .

The following result generalises the example above.

Lemma 3.3. Let σ, τ ∈ S_n be distinct. Then the following hold:

(i) J_σ, defined as in (4), is prime and contains I; (ii) J_σ and J_τ are coprime; (iii) J_σ = ( {x^j_i }_{j≠σ(i)} ∪ {y^j_i }_{j≠σ(i)} ∪ {z det(x^j_i ) − 1, w det(y^j_i ) − 1}_{i,j∈Λ} ) . Proof. (i) We begin by proving that I ⊆ J_σ. Notice that any element of the form x^k_{σ(i)}y^k_j , for j ≠ i is in J_σ; in fact, if k = σ(i), then k ≠ σ(j) and so y^k_j ∈ J_σ. We prove here that z det(x^j_i ) − 1 ∈ J_σ; the proof of w det(y^j_i ) − 1 ∈ J_σ is similar and we leave it to the reader. To do so, notice that

z det(x^j_i ) − 1 = ( (−1)^{|σ|}z ∏ i x^{σ(i)}_i − 1 ) + ∑ τ ≠σ (−1)^{|τ |}z ∏ i x^{τ (i)}_i .

It remains to show that ∑ τ ≠σ(−1) |τ |z ∏ i x^{τ (i)}_i ∈ J_σ. This follows from τ ≠ σ. In fact, since τ ≠ σ there exists i such that τ(i) ≠ σ(i) and so x^{τ (i)}_i ∈ J_σ.

Notice that it is enough to prove that J_1 is prime; in fact, any σ ∈ S_n induces an automorphism of A fixing z and w and such that x^k_i → x^{σ(k)}_{σ(i)} and y^k_i → y^{σ(k)}_{σ(i)} . Such automorphisms permute the ideals J_σ. To prove that J_1 is prime we will show that A/J_1 is a domain, which follows from Lemma 2.2: A/J_1 ∼= K[x_{11}, . . . , x_{nn}, y_{11}, . . . , y_{nn}, z, w]/ ( z ∏ x_{ii} − 1, w ∏ y_{ii} − 1 ) . (ii) Consider the subsets S = {k ∈ Λ | σ(k) = τ(k)} and T := Λ \ S. Notice that T ≠ ∅ since we are assuming that σ ≠ τ. Using that (−1)^{|σ|}z ∏ k∈A x^{σ(k)}_k ∏ k∈B x^{σ(k)}_k − 1 ∈ J_σ and ∏ k∈B x^{σ(k)}_k ∈ J_τ we obtain that 1 ∈ J_σ + J_τ , as required.

(iii) Write z det(x^j_i ) − 1 = z ∑ τ d_τ − 1, for d_τ = (−1)^{|τ |} ∏ i x^{τ (i)}_i . Notice that d_τ ∈ J_σ for all τ ≠ σ, since in such a case σ(ℓ) ≠ τ(ℓ) for some ℓ and so the factor x^{τ (ℓ)}_ℓ ∈ J_σ. Thus: z det(x^j_i ) − 1 ≡ zd_σ − 1 = (−1)^{|σ|}z ∏ i x^{σ(i)}_i (mod K_σ), for K_σ = ⟨{x^j_i }_{j≠σ(i)}, {y^j_i }_{j≠σ(i)}⟩.

Similarly, one can prove that w det(y^j_i ) − 1 ≡ (−1)^{|σ|}w ∏ i y^{σ(i)}_i (mod K_σ), which finishes the proof. □

TERNARY MAPPINGS OF SOME EVOLUTION ALGEBRAS 7

Lemma 3.4. For any τ ∈ S_n choose an indeterminate x^{jτ}_{iτ} such that j_τ ≠ τ(i_τ ). Then the following assertions hold.

(i) y^{σ(1)}_1 . . . y^{σ(n)}n ∏ τ ∈S_n x j_τ i_τ ∈ I for all σ ∈ Sn;

(ii) ∏ τ ∈S_n x j_τ i_τ ∈ I; (iii) x^j_i y^{σ(1)}_1 · · · y^{σ(n)}n ∈ I for all σ ∈ S_n and j ≠ σ(i).

Proof. (i) Notice that y^{σ(1)}_1 . . . y^{σ(n)}n ∏ τ ∈S_n x j_t i_t = y σ(1) 1 . . . y^{σ(n)}n x^{jσ}_{iσ} ∏ τ ≠σ x j_t i_t . Then x j_σ i_σ y σ(i_σ ) i_σ is in I, since j_σ ≠ σ(i_σ) by hypothesis, and (i) follows. (ii) follows from (i) since ( w det(y^j_i ) − 1 ) ∏ τ ∈S_n x j_t i_t ∈ I. (iii) Let k ∈ Λ such that j = σ(k). Then x^j_i y^{σ(k)}_k ∈ I, since j = σ(k) and i ≠ k, which implies that x^j_i y^{σ(k)}_k ∏ q≠k y σ(q) q ∈ I. □ Lemma 3.5. Let S_n = S ⊔ T be a partition such that both S and T are non-empty. Then the element v := ∏ τ ∈S x j_τ i_τ ∏ σ∈T y^{qσ}_{kσ} , where j_τ ≠ τ(i_τ ) and q_σ ≠ σ(k_σ) for all τ ∈ S and σ ∈ T , belongs to I.

Proof. Let ρ ∈ S_n and v_ρ := vy^{ρ(1)}_1 . . . y^{ρ(n)}n . If ρ ∈ S then ξ := x^{jρ}_{iρ} y^{ρ(1)}_1 · · · y^{ρ(n)}n is a factor of v_ρ and belongs to I by Lemma 3.4 (iii). From here we obtain that v_ρ ∈ I. Similarly, one can show that vx^{ρ(1)}_1 . . . x^{ρ(n)}n ∈ I, provided that ρ ∈ T . On the other hand, we have that det(x^j_i ) = x_S + x_T , where x_S = ∑ σ∈S (−1)^{|σ|}x^{σ(1)}_1 · · · x^{σ(n)}n and x_T = det(x^j_i ) − x_S .

Similarly, det(y^j_i ) = y_S + y_T , where y_S = ∑ σ∈S (−1)^{|σ|}x^{σ(1)}_1 · · · x^{σ(n)}n and y_T = det(y^j_i ) − y_S .

We have proved that vy_S, vx_T ∈ I, which yield that

v det(x^j_i ) det(y^j_i ) = vx_S y_S + vx_S y_T + vx_T y_S + vx_T y_T ≡ vx_S y_T (mod I)

We focus our argument on x_S y_T , which is a linear combinations of elements of the form x^{σ(1)}_1 · · · x^{σ(n)}n y^{τ (1)}_1 · · · y^{τ (n)}n with σ ∈ S and τ ∈ T . We claim that x^{σ(1)}_1 · · · x^{σ(n)}n y^{τ (1)}_1 · · · y^{τ (n)}n are all in I. In fact, consider x^{σ(1)}_1 . Then there is some j such that σ(1) = τ(j). If j ≠ 1, then x^{σ(1)}_1 y^{τ (j)}_j ∈ I and we are done. Otherwise σ(1) = τ(1). Consider now x^{σ(2)}_2 ; there must be some j such that σ(2) = τ(j). Thus x^{σ(2)}_2 y^{τ (j)}_j ∈ I unless j = 2. In this case we have σ(2) = τ(2). Proceeding in this way, given that σ ≠ τ we can find some i such that σ(k) = τ(k) for 1 ≤ k ≤ i − 1 and σ(i) ≠ τ(i). Again σ(i) = t(j) for some j. Thus x^{σ(i)}_i y^{τ (j)}_j ∈ I unless i = j, which is impossible since this would imply that σ(i) = τ(i). Summarizing we have proved that v det(x^j_i ) det(y^j_i ) ∈ I. On the other hand, from ( z det(x^j_i ) − 1 )( w det(y^j_i ) − 1 ) ∈ I we obtain that v ( z det(x^j_i ) − 1 )( w det(y^j_i ) − 1 ) = vzw det(x^j_i ) det(y^j_i ) − vz det(x^j_i ) − vw det(y^j_i ) + v ≡ −v − v + v = −v (mod I), which finishes the proof. □

Lemma 3.6. ∏ σ∈S_n Jσ = I

8 CÁNDIDO MARTÍN GONZÁLEZ^1, JACQUES RABIE^2, JUANA SÁNCHEZ-ORTEGA^2

Proof. Lemma 3.3 (ii) tells us that the ideals J_σ are pairwise coprime, which implies that ∏ σ J_σ = ∩_σJ_σ. Moreover, from Lemma 3.3 (i) we get that I ⊆ ∩_σJ_s. We claim that ∏ σ J_σ ⊂ I. In fact, write J_s as in Lemma 3.3 (iii), and consider the element ∏ σ a_σ, where each a_σ ∈ {x^j_i }_{j≠σ(i)} ∪ {y^j_i }_{j≠σ(i)} ∪ {z det(x^j_i ) − 1, w det(y^j_i ) − 1} is a generator of J_σ. If either a_σ = z det(x^j_i ) − 1 or a_σ = w det(y^j_i ) − 1 for some σ, then we are done since both of these elements are in I. To finish, if a_σ ∈ {x^j_i }_{j≠σ(i)} ∪ {y^j_i }_{j≠σ(i)} for all σ, then the result follows from Lemma 3.5. □

Given a permutation σ ∈ S_n, the automorphism A → A induced by x^j_i → x^{σ(j)}_i , y^j_i → y^{σ(j)}_i , z → (−1)^{|σ|}z, w → (−1)^{|σ|}w maps the ideal J_1 to J_σ and so provides an isomorphism Ω_σ : A/J_σ → A/J_1. We are in a position now to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.7. Let A be an n-dimensional perfect evolution algebra over a field K . The identity component of the affine group scheme of ternary automorphisms Taut(A) of A is isomorphic to the torus G_m^{2n}. Moreover: Taut(A) ∼= G_m^{2n} ×S_n.

Proof. From [12, 1.4, p. 7] we have Taut(A) ∼= V (I). Moreover, Lemma 3.6 tells us that I = ∏ σ J_σ, and so we have, scheme-theoretically, V (I) = ∪_{σ∈Sn} V (J_σ). This implies that V (I)(D) = ∪_{σ∈Sn} V (J_σ)(D), for any domain D ∈ alg_K . The connected component of the unit is the affine group scheme Taut_0(A) = V (J_1), whose representing Hopf algebra is H := K[x^k_i , y^k_i , z, w]/J_1 and J_1 = ( {x_{ij} }_{i≠j} ∪ {y_{ij} }_{i≠j} ∪ {z det(x^j_i ) − 1, w det(y^j_i ) − 1}_{i,j∈Λ} ) by Lemma 3.3 (iii). Therefore: H ∼= K[x_{ii}, y_{ii}, z, w]/(z ∏ i x_{ii} − 1, w ∏ i y_{ii} − 1) ∼= ⊗_i ( K[x^±_{ii} ] ⊗ K[y^±_{ii} ] ) ∼ = K[x^±]^{⊗2n},

which yields that Taut_0(A) = G_m^{2n}. Furthermore, A/I = A/ ∏ σ J_σ ∼= ∏ σ A/J_σ ∼= A/J_1 ⊗ K^{n!} , where the last isomorphism is (x_σ + I_σ )_σ → ∑ σ Ω_σ(x_σ + J_σ) ⊗ u_σ . Here {u_σ} denotes the canonical basis of K^{n!} modulo the identification K^{n!} ∼= K^{Sn} so that for each σ ∈ S_n the element u_σ : S_n → K is given by u_σ(τ) = δ_{σ,τ} (Kronecker’s delta). □

Corollary 3.8. The Lie algebra of ternary derivations of a perfect n-dimensional evolution algebra A is isomorphic to D_n(K ) × D_n(K ).

Proof. It follows from the fact that the Lie algebra of the group scheme Taut_0(A) is precisely the algebra of the ternary derivations of A: Tder(A) = Lie(Taut_0(A)) ∼= D_n(K ) × D_n(K ). □ Corollary 3.9. The following hold for an n-dimensional perfect evolution algebra A with natural basis B := {e_i}^n_1 .

(i) if (f_1, f_2, f_3) ∈ Taut(A), then f_1 is completely determined by f_2 and f_3. More precisely, for any (λ_1, . . . , λ_n), (μ_1, . . . , μ_n) ∈ (K^× )^n, let f_2, f_3 : A → A be the linear maps whose matrices relative to B are diag(λ_1, . . . , λ_n) and diag(μ_1, . . . , μ_n),

TERNARY MAPPINGS OF SOME EVOLUTION ALGEBRAS 9

respectively. Then defining f_1 : A → A as the linear map such that f_1(e^2_i ) = λ_iμ_ie^2_i for any i, the triple (f_1, f_2, f_3) is a ternary automorphism of A and any element in Taut(A)_0 arises in this way. Ternary automorphisms that are not in the component Taut(A)_0 arise by applying a permutation to those of the component Taut(A)_0.

(ii) if (d_1, d_2, d_3) ∈ Tder(A), then d_1 is completely determined by d_2 and d_3. More precisely, for any two (λ_1, . . . , λ_n), (μ_1, . . . , μ_n) ∈ K^n , let d_2, d_3 : A → A be the linear maps whose matrices relative to B are diag(λ_1, . . . , λ_n) and diag(μ_1, . . . , μ_n), respectively. Define d_1 : A → A as the unique linear map such that d_1(e^2_i ) = (λ_i + μ_i)e^2_i for any i. Then (d_1, d_2, d_3) ∈ Tder(A) and any ternary derivation of A arises in this way.

4. Ternary derivations

In this section, we go beyond the perfect case. We determine necessary and sufficient conditions for a triple of linear maps (d_1, d_2, d_3) on an evolution algebra A to be a ternary derivation of A. If A is perfect, we provide an expression for d_1 in terms of the other components. Otherwise, if M_B is singular, then the entries of diag(d_2 + d_3) are no longer independent from one another, as the eigenspaces for the corresponding column vectors overlap. We divide our study into two steps: we first determine the necessary and sufficient condition that d_2 and d_3 must satisfy; secondly, given d_2 and d_3 we find a formula for d_1.

In what follows, we assume that A is a finite-dimensional evolution algebra with natural basis B and structure matrix M_B as in §2.1. For a triple of linear maps (d_1, d_2, d_3) of A we write d_ℓ(e_i) = ∑_n k=1 d^{(ℓ)}_{ki} e_k, for ℓ = 1, 2, 3.

Proposition 4.1. Let A be a finite-dimensional evolution algebra. A triple of linear maps (d_1, d_2, d_3) on A is a ternary derivation on A if and only if it satisfies the identities:

w_{ki}d^{(2)}_{ij} + w_{kj}d^{(3)}_{ji} = 0, for all k, i, j ∈ Λ with i ≠ j,

(Td1) n∑ k=1 w_{ki}d^{(1)}_{jk} = ( d^{(2)}_{ii} + d^{(3)}_{ii} ) w_{ji}, for all j.

(Td2)

Proof. Assume first that (d_1, d_2, d_3) is a ternary derivation on A and take e_i, e_j ∈ B with i ≠ j. Using (E2) a couple of times, (Td) and (E1) we obtain that

0 = d_1(e_ie_j ) = e_id_2(e_j) + d_3(e_i)e_j = e_i ∑ k d^{(2)}_{kj} e_k + e_j ∑ k d^{(3)}_{ki} e_k = d^{(2)}_{ij} e^2_i + d^{(3)}_{ji} e^2_j

= d^{(2)}_{ij} ∑ k w_{ki}e_k + d^{(3)}_{ji} ∑ k w_{kj}e_k = ∑ k (d^{(2)}_{ij} w_{ki} + d^{(3)}_{ji} w_{kj})e_k,

10 CÁNDIDO MARTÍN GONZÁLEZ^1, JACQUES RABIE^2, JUANA SÁNCHEZ-ORTEGA^2

and (Td1) follows. To prove (Td2) we apply (Td) and (E1) and equate the resulting equations:

d_1(e^2_i ) = e_id_2(e_i) + e_id_3(e_i) = e_i ∑ k d^{(2)}_{ki} e_k + e_i ∑ k d^{(3)}_{ki} e_k = d^{(2)}_{ii} e^2_i + d^{(3)}_{ii} e^2_i

(E2) = ∑ k ( d^{(2)}_{ii} + d^{(3)}_{ii} ) w_{ki}e_k, d_1(e^2_i ) = d_1 ( ∑ j w_{ji}e_j ) = ∑ j w_{ji}d_1(e_j) = ∑ k ( ∑ j w_{ji}d^{(1)}_{kj} ) e_k. Clearly, (Td2) holds. Conversely, assume that (d_1, d_2, d_3) satisfies both (Td1) and (Td2). Take x, y ∈ A and write x = ∑ k∈Λ λ_ke_k and y = ∑ k∈Λ η_ke_k.

d_1(xy) = d_1 ( ( ∑ k∈Λ λ_ke_k )( ∑ k∈Λ η_ke_k ) ) = d_1 ( ∑ k∈Λ λ_kη_ke^2_k

)_{(E1)} = ∑ k∈Λ λ_kη_kd_1 ( ∑ j∈Λ w_{jk}e_j )

= ∑ k∈Λ λ_kη_k ∑ j∈Λ w_{jk}d_1(e_j ) = ∑ k∈Λ λ_kη_k ∑ j∈Λ w_{jk} ∑ i∈Λ d^{(1)}_{ji} e_i = ∑ k∈Λ λ_kη_k ∑ i∈Λ ∑ j∈Λ w_{jk}d^{(1)}_{ji} e_i = ∑ k∈Λ λ_kη_k ∑ i∈Λ ( ∑ j∈Λ w_{jk}d^{(1)}_{ij} ) e_i^{(Td2)}= ∑ k∈Λ λ_kη_k ∑ i∈Λ (( d^{(2)}_{kk} + d^{(3)}_{kk} ) w_{ik} ) e_i (E1) = ∑ k∈Λ λ_kη_k ( d^{(2)}_{kk} + d^{(3)}_{kk} ) e^2_k.

On the other hand, we have that

d_2(x)y + d_3(y)x = d_2 ( ∑ i∈Λ λ_ie_i )( ∑ j∈Λ η_je_j ) + ( ∑ i∈Λ λ_ie_i ) d_3 ( ∑ j∈Λ η_j e_j )

= ( ∑ i∈Λ λ_id_2(e_i) )( ∑ j∈Λ η_je_j ) + ( ∑ i∈Λ λ_ie_i )( ∑ j∈Λ η_j d_3(e_j) )

= ( ∑ i∈Λ λ_i ∑ j∈Λ d^{(2)}_{ji} e_j )( ∑ j∈Λ η_j e_j ) + ( ∑ i∈Λ λ_ie_i )( ∑ j∈Λ η_j ∑ i∈Λ d^{(3)}_{ij} e_i )

= ( ∑ j∈Λ ( ∑ i∈Λ λ_id^{(2)}_{ji} ) e_j )( ∑ j∈Λ η_j e_j ) + ( ∑ i∈Λ λ_ie_i )( ∑ i∈Λ ( ∑ j∈Λ η_j d^{(3)}_{ij} ) e_i )

= ∑ j∈Λ ( ∑ i∈Λ λ_id^{(2)}_{ji} ) η_j e^2_j + ∑ i∈Λ λ_i ( ∑ j∈Λ η_j d^{(3)}_{ij} ) e^2_i = ∑ i∈Λ ∑ j∈Λ λ_iη_jd^{(2)}_{ji} e^2_j + ∑ i∈Λ ∑ j∈Λ λ_iη_j d^{(3)}_{ij} e^2_i

(E1) = ∑ i∈Λ ∑ j∈Λ λ_iη_j d^{(2)}_{ji} ∑ k∈Λ w_{kj}e_k + ∑ i∈Λ ∑ j∈Λ λ_iη_jd^{(3)}_{ij} ∑ k∈Λ w_{ki}e_k = ∑ k∈Λ ∑ i∈Λ ∑ j∈Λ λ_iη_j ( d^{(2)}_{ji} w_{kj} + d^{(3)}_{ij} w_{ki} ) e_k^{(Td1)}= ∑ k∈Λ ∑ i∈Λ λ_iη_i (( d^{(2)}_{ii} + d^{(3)}_{ii} ) w_{ki} ) e_k

TERNARY MAPPINGS OF SOME EVOLUTION ALGEBRAS 11 = ∑ i∈Λ λ_iη_i ( d^{(2)}_{ii} + d^{(3)}_{ii} ) e^2_i ,

and the result follows. □

Notice that we can express equations (Td1) and (Td2) as linear systems of equations. To do so, we write [M_B]_ℓ to refer to the ℓ^{th} column of M_B. Given i, j ∈ Λ with i ≠ j, from (Td1) we obtain that the following equivalent system:

(S1) ( [M_B]_i [M_B]_j ) ( d^{(2)}_{ij} d^{(3)}_{ji} ) = 0.

Similarly, from (Td2) we obtain the equivalent system given below.

(S2) ( d^{(1)}_{j1} . . . d^{(1)}_{jn} ) M_B = w_{j1} ( d^{(2)}_{11} + d^{(3)}_{11} ) . . w_{jn} ( d^{(2)}nn + d^{(3)}nn ) ,

or equivalently,

(S3) d_1M_B = M_Bdiag(d_2 + d_3).

From here, we deduce that d_1 must be a matrix with eigenvectors being the columns of M_B, with the entries on the diagonal of d_2 + d_3 being the corresponding eigenvalues.

In what follows, we do not require A to be perfect; that is, its structure matrix M_B may be singular. We assume that e^2_1, . . . , e^2_r are independent. For i ∈ {1, . . . , n − r}, we define the matrix C = (c_{ki}) ∈ M_{r×n−r}(K ) by e^2_{r+i} = ∑_r k=1 c_{ki}e^2_k. We first investigate d_2 and d_3. The proof of the following result is straightforward and we leave it to the reader.

Proposition 4.2. Let d_2 and d_3 be linear maps on an n-dimensional evolution algebra A. Then (S1) holds if and only if the following condition hold for all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

(i) If e^2_i = ce^2_j for c ≠ 0, then d^{(3)}_{ij} , d^{(3)}_{ji} are free, with d^{(2)}_{ij} = −cd^{(3)}_{ji} and d^{(2)}_{ji} = −c^{−1}d^{(3)}_{ij} . (ii) If e^2_i = 0 and e^2_j ≠ 0, then d^{(2)}_{ji} and d^{(2)}_{ij} are free and d^{(2)}_{ij} = d^{(2)}_{ij} = 0. (iii) If e^2_i = e^2_j = 0, then d^{(2)}_{ij} , d^{(2)}_{ji} , d^{(3)}_{ij} , and d^{(3)}_{ji} are free. (iv) If e^2_i and e^2_j are independent, then d^{(2)}_{ij} = d^{(2)}_{ji} = d^{(3)}_{ij} = d^{(2)}_{ji} = 0.

Corollary 4.3. A triple of linear maps (d_1, d_2, d_3) on a perfect finite-dimensional evolution algebra A is a ternary derivation of A if and only if the following conditions hold.

(i) The matrices of d_2 and d_3 (with respect to B) are diagonal; (ii) d_1 = M_B(d_2 + d_3)M^{−1}_B .

Proof. Assume that (i) and (ii) hold. From (i) we get that d^{(2)}_{ji} = d^{(3)}_{ij} = 0 for all i, j ∈ Λ with i ≠ j, and (Td1) holds. Moreover, (ii) implies that (S3) has a solution, which tells us that (Td2) is satisfied. The converse follows from Proposition 4.2 (iv) and (S3). □

12 CÁNDIDO MARTÍN GONZÁLEZ^1, JACQUES RABIE^2, JUANA SÁNCHEZ-ORTEGA^2

If M_B is nonsingular (that is, A is perfect), then we have proved that the resulting matrix for d_1 is uniquely determined by M_B and the chosen eigenvalues. However, this fails to be the case when M_B is singular, as its columns no longer span the underlying algebra. In such a case, there are more possible matrices with the same eigenvectoreigenvalue combinations. To be able to find a closed form solution for d_1, we make use here of the concept of a generalised inverse for a square matrix.

Definition 4.4. A matrix G is called a generalised inverse of a square matrix A if the equation AGA = A holds.

Recall that an element x of a ring R is said to be von Neumann regular if there is some y ∈ R such that xyx = x. A ring whose all elements are von Neumann regular is called a von Neumann regular ring. It is well known that the matrix ring M_n(K ) is von Neumann regular. Consequently, all square matrices have a generalised inverse. At this point, it is worth mentioning that there might be more than one solution for the generalised inverse of a matrix. We select an appropriate choice for G in the next result.

Lemma 4.5. The following hold for an evolution algebra A as before.

(i) The reduced row-echelon form of the structure matrix M_B of A is the block matrix

M^′_B := ( I_r C O O ) , where C ∈ M_{r, n−r}(K ). (ii) Any matrix of the form ( I_r O O K ) , where K is an arbitrary matrix, is a generalised

inverse of M^′_B.

(iii) The invertible matrix G such that GM_B = M^′_B is a generalised inverse of M_B.

Proof. (i) and (ii) are straightforward calculations and we leave it to the reader. (iii) From (ii) we know that I_n is a generalised inverse of M^′_B. Thus:

M_BGM_B = G^{−1}M^′_BI_nM^′_B = G^{−1}M^′_B = M_B,

finishing the proof. □

Lemma 4.6. Let d_2, d_3 be linear maps on A and G a generalised inverse of M_B. Any solution of (S3) is of the form M_Bdiag(d_2 + d_3)G + A, where A is such that AM_B = 0.

Proof. Assume that X is a solution to (S3). Then M_Bdiag(d_2+d_3) = XM_B = XM_BGM_B = M_Bdiag(d_2 + d_3)GM_B, since G is a generalised inverse of M_B. From here, we obtain that (X − M_Bdiag(d_2 + d_3)G)M_B = XM_B − XM_B = 0. □

Given two linear maps d_2 and d_3 on A, in the previous result, we determined a general solution of (S3). It remains to find a necessary and sufficient condition to guarantee the existence of a solution.

TERNARY MAPPINGS OF SOME EVOLUTION ALGEBRAS 13

Proposition 4.7. Let d_2, d_3 be linear maps on A and λ_k := d^{(2)}_{kk} + d^{(3)}_{kk} for k ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Then (S3) has a solution for d_1 if and only if c_{ji} ≠ 0 implies λ_j = λ_{r+i}, for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n − r} and j ∈ {1, . . . , r}. Proof. Take G as in Lemma 4.5 (iii). Suppose first that (S3) holds and c_{ji} ≠ 0 for some i ∈ {1, . . . , n − r} and j ∈ {1, . . . , r}. Applying Lemma 4.6 we get that d_1 := M_Bdiag(d_2 + d_3)G is a solution of (S3). Consider e^2_{r+i} = ∑_r k=1 c_{ki}e^2_k. By hypothesis, we have that λ_{r+i}e^2_{r+i} = d_1(e^2_{r+i}) = ∑_r k=1 c_{ki}d_1(e^2_k). Thus, ∑_r k=1 c_{ki}λ_{r+i}e^2_k = ∑_r k=1 c_{ki}λ_ke^2_k, since d_1(e^2_j ) = λ_j e^2_j for all j = 1, . . . , r. From here, we derive that c_{ji}λ_{r+i} = c_{ji}λ_j, which implies that λ_j = λ_{r+i}, since we are assuming that c_{ji} ≠ 0.

Conversely, suppose λ_j = λ_{r+i} whenever c_{ji} ≠ 0 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n − r} and j ∈ {1, . . . , r}. Then ∑_r j=1(λ_{i+r} − λ_j )c_{ji}w_{kj} = 0 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n − r} and k ∈ {1, . . . , n}, which implies that − ∑_r j=1 λ_j c_{ji}w_{kj} + λ_{i+r}w_{k,i+r} = 0. From this, we get that

M_Bdiag(d_2 + d_3)(I − GM_B) = 0, so that M_Bdiag(d_2 + d_3) = M_Bdiag(d_2 + d_3)GM_B. This shows that (S3) has a solution, finishing the proof. □

We close the section with a precise description of the ternary derivations of an arbitrary finite dimensional evolution algebra. The proof follows from the previous results and we omit it.

Theorem 4.8. Let A be an n-dimensional evolution algebra with structure matrix M_B of rank r. Assume that e^2_1, . . . , e^2_r are independent and let e^2_{r+i} = ∑_r k=1 c_{ki}e^2_k for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n − r}. A triple (d_1, d_2, d_3) of linear maps on A is a ternary derivation of A if and only if the following conditions hold.

(i) d_1 := M_Bdiag(d_2+d_3)G+A, where A is such that AM_B = 0 and G is a generalised inverse of M_B;

(ii) c_{ji} ≠ 0 implies d^{(2)}_{jj} +d^{(3)}_{jj} = d^{(2)}_{r+i} +d^{(3)}_{r+i}, for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n−r} and j ∈ {1, . . . , r}; (iii) If e^2_i = ce^2_j for c ≠ 0, then d^{(3)}_{ij} , d^{(3)}_{ji} are free, with d^{(2)}_{ij} = −cd^{(3)}_{ji} and d^{(2)}_{ji} = −c^{−1}d^{(3)}_{ij} . (iv) If e^2_i = 0 and e^2_j ≠ 0, then d^{(2)}_{ji} and d^{(2)}_{ij} are free and d^{(2)}_{ij} = d^{(2)}_{ij} = 0. (v) If e^2_i = e^2_j = 0, then d^{(2)}_{ij} , d^{(2)}_{ji} , d^{(3)}_{ij} , and d^{(3)}_{ji} are free. (vi) If e^2_i and e^2_j are independent, then d^{(2)}_{ij} = d^{(2)}_{ji} = d^{(3)}_{ij} = d^{(2)}_{ji} = 0.

5. Ternary derivations on 2-dimensional evolution algebras

In this section, we compute all the ternary derivations of 2-dimensional evolution algebras. A complete classification of evolution algebras of dimension 2 was provided in [8], where the authors also investigated derivations and automorphisms of 2-dimensional evolution algebras (see [8, Table 3]). They found 9 different isomorphism classes of 2- dimensional evolution algebra (see [8, Lemma 3.1 and Table 4]). For completeness, we recall here the structure matrices of the representatives of these 9 isomorphism classes:

14 CÁNDIDO MARTÍN GONZÁLEZ^1, JACQUES RABIE^2, JUANA SÁNCHEZ-ORTEGA^2

Algebra Multiplication table

A_0 ( 0 0 0 0 )

A_1 ( 1 0 0 1 )

A_{2,α} ( 0 α 1 0 ) , α ∈ K^× A_{3,α} ( 1 α 0 1 ) , α ∈ K^× A_{4,α} ( 0 1 α 1 ) , α ∈ K^× A_{5,α,β} ( 1 α β 1 ) , α, β ∈ K^× , αβ ≠ 1 A_5 ( 1 −1 −1 1 )

A_6 ( 0 1 0 0 )

A_7 ( 1 0 0 0 )

A_{8,α} ( 1 α 0 0 ) , α ∈ K^× Table 1: Structure matrices of 2-dim evolution algebras.

For a triple (d_1, d_2, d_3) of linear maps of A (for A one of the 2-dimensional evolution algebras given in Table 1) we write

d_1 = ( x_{11} x_{12} x_{21} x_{22} ) , d_2 = ( y_{11} y_{12} y_{21} y_{22} ) , d_3 = ( z_{11} z_{12} z_{21} z_{22} ) , where x_{ij} , y_{ij}, z_{ij} ∈ K . Let λ := y_{11} + z_{11} and μ := y_{22} + z_{22}.

5.1. Perfect case. Notice that the algebras A_1, A_{2,α}, A_{3,α}, A_{4,α}, A_{5,α,β} are all perfect, so we can apply Corollary 4.3 to determine the space of their ternary derivations. An application of Corollary 4.3 (i) tells us that the matrices of d_2 and d_3 are diagonal, so y_{12} = y_{21} = z_{12} = z_{21} = 0 for A ∈ {A_1, A_{2,α}, A_{3,α}, A_{4,α}, A_{5,α,β}}. Moreover, from Corollary 4.3 (i) we obtain the following matrices for d_1:

- if A = A_1, then d_1 = d_2 + d_3 = diag(λ, μ); - if A = A_{2,α}, then d_1 = diag(μ, λ);

TERNARY MAPPINGS OF SOME EVOLUTION ALGEBRAS 15

- if A = A_{3,α}, then d_1 = ( λ α(μ − λ) 0 μ ) ; - if A = A_{4,α}, then d_1 = ( μ 0 μ − λ λ ) ; - if A = A_{5,α,β}, then d_1 =^1_{γ−1} ( γμ − λ α(λ − μ) β(λ + μ) γλ − μ ) , for γ = αβ.

5.2. Non-perfect 2-dimensional evolution algebras. Notice that any triple of linear maps on A_0 will be a ternary derivation of A_0, so there is nothing to compute in this case. It remains to compute the ternary derivations of A_5, A_6, A_7 and A_{8,α}. As before, we write ( w_{11} w_{12} w_{21} w_{22} ) to denote the structure matrix. From (Td1) and (Td2), or equivalently, from

(S1) and (S2), we obtain the following system of linear equations:

w_{11}y_{12} + w_{12}z_{21} = 0 w_{21}y_{12} + w_{22}z_{21} = 0 w_{12}y_{21} + w_{11}z_{12} = 0 w_{22}y_{21} + w_{21}z_{12} = 0 w_{11}x_{11} + w_{21}x_{12} = w_{11}λ w_{12}x_{11} + w_{22}x_{12} = w_{12}μ w_{11}x_{21} + w_{21}x_{22} = w_{21}λ w_{12}x_{21} + w_{22}x_{22} = w_{22}μ

It is a straightforward calculation to solve the resulting systems for A_5, A_6, A_7 and A_{8,α}; we leave this to the reader. For A_5, we obtain that z_{12} = y_{21}, z_{21} = y_{12}, λ = y_{11} + z_{11} = y_{22} + z_{22} = μ, x_{11} = λ + x_{12} and x_{22} = λ + x_{21}. In the case of A_6, the matrices of d_1, d_2 and d_3 are all upper triangular x_{11} = μ. For A_7, we get that the matrices of d_2 and d_3 are lower triangular, while the matrix of d_1 is upper triangular with x_{11} = λ. Lastly, for A_{8,α}, we obtain that z_{12} = −αy_{21}, z_{21} = −^1_α y_{12}, x_{21} = 0 and x_{11} = λ.

Acknowledgements

The first author was supported by Junta de Andalucía through projects FQM-336, UMA18-FEDERJA-119, and PAIDI project P20 01391, and by the Spanish Ministerio de Ciencia e Innovación through projects PID2019-104236GB-I00 and PID2020-118452GB- I00, all of them with FEDER funds. The second author was supported by a URC Postdoctoral Research Fellowships from the University of Cape Town. The third author was supported by URC grant from the University of Cape Town.

16 CÁNDIDO MARTÍN GONZÁLEZ^1, JACQUES RABIE^2, JUANA SÁNCHEZ-ORTEGA^2

References

[1] M. F. Atiyah and I. G. MacDonald. Introduction to commutative algebra. Addison-Wesley-Longman, 1969.

[2] A. Elduque and A. Labra. On nilpotent evolution algebras. Linear Algebra Appl. 505, (2016), 11–31. [3] A. Elduque and A. Labra. Evolution algebras, automorphisms and graphs. Linear Multilinear A. 69 (2021), no. 2, 331–342.

[4] Y. Cabrera Casado, M. Siles Molina and M. Victoria Velasco. Classification of three-dimensional evolution algebras. Linear Algebra Appl. 524 (2017), 68–108.

[5] Y. Cabrera Casado, P. Cadavid and T. Reis. Derivations and loops of some evolution algebras. Rev.

Real Acad. Cienc. Exactas Fis. Nat. Ser. A-Mat. (2023) 117-119, 22 pp.

[6] Y. Cabrera Casado, P. Cadavid, M. L. Rodiño Montoya, P. M. Rodriguez. On the characterization of the space of derivations in evolution algebras. Annali di Matematica Pura ed Applicata (1923) vol. 200, 737–755 (2021).

[7] L. M. Camacho, J. R. Gómez, B. A. Omirov and R. M. Turdibaev. The derivations of some evolution algebras. Linear Multilinear A. 61 (2013), no. 3, 309–322.

[8] M. I. Cardoso Goncalves, D. Gonçalves, D. Martín Barquero, C. Martín González and M. Siles Molina. Squares and associative representations of two dimensional evolution algebras. J. Algebra Appl. 20 (2021), no. 06, 2150090.

[9] M. Ceballos, R. M. Falcón, J. Núñez-Valdés and A. F. Tenorio. A historical perspective of Tian’s evolution algebras. Expo. Math. 40 (2022), no. 5, 819–843.

[10] M. E. Celorrio, M. V. Velasco. Classifying Evolution Algebras of Dimensions Two and Three. Mathematics 7, 1236 (2019).

[11] S.-T. Hu. Introduction to Homological algebra. Holden-Day, Inc., San Francisco, Calif-London- Amsterdam, 1968.

[12] J. C. Jantzen. Representations of algebraic groups. Second edition, vol. 107 of Mathematical Surveys and Monographs. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2003.

[13] C. Jiménez-Gestal, J. M. Pérez-Izquierdo. Ternary derivations of generalized Cayley-Dickson algebras. Comm. Algebra 31 (2003), no. 10, 5071 –5094.

[14] C. Jiménez-Gestal, J. M. Pérez-Izquierdo. Ternary derivations of finite-dimensional real division algebras. Linear Algebra Appl. 428 (2008), no. 8-9, 2192 –2219.

[15] J. M. Pérez-Izquierdo. Unital algebras, ternary derivations, and local triality in: Algebras, Representations and Applications. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, (2009), pp. 205– 220 (Contem. Math. V. 483).

[16] D. Martín Barquero, C. Martín-González, J. Sánchez-Ortega, M. Vandeyar. Ternary mappings on triangular algebras. Aequationes Maths 95 (2021), no. 5, 841–865.

[17] J. S. Milne. Algebraic groups: The theory of group schemes of finite type over a field. Vol. 170 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2017.

[18] T. Reis and P. Cadavid. Derivations of evolution algebras associated to graphs over a field of any characteristic. Linear Multilinear A. 70 (2022), no. 15, 2884–2897.

[19] A. I. Shestakov. Ternary derivations of separable associative and Jordan algebras. Siberian Math.

J. 53 (2012), no. 5, 943 – 956.

[20] J. P. Tian. Evolution algebras and their applications. Lecture Notes in Math. vol. 1921, Springer– Verlag Heidelberg 2008.

[21] J. P. Tian and P. Vojtěchovský. Mathematical concepts of evolution algebras in non-Mendelian genetics. Quasigroups Related Systems 14 (2006) no. 1, 111–122.

TERNARY MAPPINGS OF SOME EVOLUTION ALGEBRAS 17

[22] W. C. Waterhouse. Introduction to affine group schemes. New York-Berlin: Springer–Verlag 1979.

(Graduate texts in mathematics. Vol. 66)

(1) Departamento de Álgebra, Geometría y Topología. Universidad de Málaga. Spain

(2) Department of Mathematics and Applied Mathematics. University of Cape Town. South Africa

Email address: candido m@uma.es Email address: jacques.rabie@uct.ca.za Email address: juana.sanchez-ortega@uct.ac.za