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Abstract. The aim of this paper is to give necessary and sufficient conditions
for anti-derivations to be zero on 2-torsion free triangular rings. As an appli-
cation of our main result, we present sufficient conditions for anti-derivations
to be zero on block upper triangular matrix rings.

1. Introduction

Let R be an associative ring. An additive mapping δ : R → R is said to be
a derivation if δ(st) = sδ(t) + δ(s)t for all s, t ∈ R. Also, δ is called an anti-
derivation if δ(st) = δ(t)s + tδ(s) for all s, t ∈ R. For any fixed element x ∈ R,
the mapping Ix : R → R given by Ix(s) = xs − sx is a derivation, which is said
to be an inner derivation. A generalization of derivation and anti-derivation is a
Jordan derivation, which is defined as follows: An additive mapping δ : R → R
defined by δ(st + ts) = sδ(t) + δ(s)t + tδ(s) + δ(t)s for all s, t ∈ R is called
Jordan derivation. Let R be a 2-torsion free ring; then an additive mapping
δ : R → R is a Jordan derivation if and only if δ(s2) = sδ(s) + δ(s)s for all
s ∈ R. Obviously, any derivation and anti-derivation is a Jordan derivation,
but the converse is, in general, not true (see [2]). It is natural to ask whether
all Jordan derivations are derivations? In 1975, Herstein [8] proved that every
Jordan derivation from a 2-torsion free prime ring into itself is a derivation and
that there is no nonzero anti-derivation on a 2-torsion free prime ring. Herstein’s
conclusion about Jordan derivations has been extended to different rings and
algebras in various directions. Brešar [3] showed that every Jordan derivation
from a 2-torsion free semiprime ring into itself is a derivation. Zhang and Yu [11]
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proved that every linear Jordan derivation of triangular algebras is a derivation,
which is true for Jordan derivations on triangular rings [5]. Triangular rings are
a class of non-semiprime rings. Many authors have studied Jordan derivations
on different rings and algebras. We refer the reader to [2, 6, 10] and references
therein. The question “when every anti-derivation is zero?” has received less
attention. Benkovič [2] obtained some results about anti-derivation on upper
triangular matrix algebras. Also, in [1], some results about continuous linear
anti-derivations on C∗-algebras have been achieved. In this paper, we obtain
necessary and sufficient conditions for anti-derivation to be zero on triangular
rings, and then as an application of it, we acquire sufficient conditions for anti-
derivations to be zero on block upper triangular matrix rings.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, some necessary definitions
and preliminaries are provided. In Section 3, we present the main result. The
last section is devoted to the characterization of anti-derivations on block upper
triangular matrix rings.

2. Preliminaries

Recall that a Triangular ring Tri(A,M,B) is a ring of the form

Tri(A,M,B) =

{[
a m
0 b

]
: a ∈ A,m ∈ M, b ∈ B

}
under the usual matrix operations, where A and B are unital rings and M is
a unital (A,B)-bimodule, which is faithful as a left A-module and also as a
right B-module. Basic examples of triangular rings are upper triangular matrix
rings, block upper triangular matrix rings, and nest algebras. There have been
considerable studies on triangular rings (see [5] and references therein).

Throughout this paper, we assume that A and B are 2-torsion free rings with
identities 1A and 1B, respectively, and that M is a 2-torsion free unital (A,B)-
bimodule, which is faithful as a left A-module and also as a right B-module.
Then the triangular ring Tri(A,M,B) is a 2-torsion free ring with identity I =[
1A 0
0 1B

]
.

As already noted at Introduction, Zhang and Yu [11] showed that every linear
Jordan derivation on triangular algebras is a derivation, which is true for Jordan
derivations on triangular rings (see [5]). We state this result in the next theorem,
which is used to prove the main result of this paper.

Theorem 2.1. Every Jordan derivation on a triangular ring Tri(A,M,B) is a
derivation.

In [7, Theorem 3.2] (also, see [4, Proposition 2.6]), the structure of a derivation
on a triangular ring has been characterized as follows.

Theorem 2.2. Let δ : Tri(A,M,B) → Tri(A,M,B) be a derivation. Then

δ = δ+ IN, where IN is an inner derivation, for some N =

[
0 n
0 0

]
(n ∈ M), and
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δ is a derivation on Tri(A,M,B), which is defined by

δ

([
a m
0 b

])
=

[
α(a) τ(m)
0 β(b)

]
,

where α : A → A and β : B → B are derivations and τ : M → M is an additive
mapping that satisfies

τ(am) = aτ(m) + α(a)m

and
τ(mb) = τ(m)b+mβ(b)

for all a ∈ A, m ∈ M , and b ∈ B.

Finally, we note that the Lie brackets on a ring R is defined by [s, t] = st− ts
for s, t ∈ R, and [R,R] = {[s, t] : s, t ∈ R}. The subring of R generated by [R,R],
is denoted by ⟨[R,R]⟩.

3. Main results
In this note, our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let T = Tri(A,M,B) be the triangular ring. Then the following
statement are equivalent:

(i) Every anti-derivation on T is zero;
(ii) T satisfies

m ∈ M, [A,A]m = m[B,B] = 0 =⇒ m = 0.

Proof. (ii) ⇒ (i): Let δ : T → T be an anti-derivation; then δ is a Jordan
derivation. By Theorem 2.1, δ is a derivation. In view of Theorem 2.2, δ is of the
form

δ

([
a m
0 b

])
=

[
α(a) τ(m)
0 β(b)

]
+ IN

([
a m
0 b

])
, (3.1)

where N ∈ T , N =

[
0 n
0 0

]
for some n ∈ M , and α, β, and τ satisfy the conditions

of Theorem 2.2.
Since δ is a derivation and also an anti-derivation, for all T,S ∈ T , we have

δ(TS) = Tδ(S) + δ(T)S = δ(ST).

So
δ([T,S]) = 0 (3.2)

for all T,S ∈ T . Let a ∈ A, m ∈ M . Set

T =

[
a 0
0 0

]
, S =

[
0 m
0 0

]
.

Then
[T,S] = TS =

[
0 am
0 0

]
.
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According to (3.1) and (3.2), we get

0 = δ([T,S]) = δ

([
0 am
0 0

])
=

[
0 τ(am)
0 0

]
+ IN

([
0 am
0 0

])
=

[
0 τ(am)
0 0

]
.

So τ(am) = 0 for all a ∈ A and m ∈ M . Let a = 1A; then τ(m) = 0 for all
m ∈ M . By (3.1), we have

τ(am) = aτ(m) + α(a)m

for all a ∈ A and m ∈ M . Thus
α(a)m = 0

for all a ∈ A and m ∈ M . Since M is faithful as a left A-module, we conclude
that α(a) = 0 for all a ∈ A.

For all b ∈ B and m ∈ M , we have
τ(mb) = τ(m)b+mβ(b),

and since τ = 0, then mβ(b) = 0. The faithfulness of the right B-module M now
implies β(b)=0 for all b ∈ B. Therefore, δ is of the form

δ

([
a m
0 b

])
= IN

([
a m
0 b

])
, (3.3)

where N =

[
0 n
0 0

]
.

For all a1, a2 ∈ A, put

A1 =

[
a1 0
0 0

]
, A2 =

[
a2 0
0 0

]
,

so
[A1,A2] =

[
[a1, a2] 0

0 0

]
.

From (3.2) and (3.3), we find
0 = δ([A1,A2]) = [A1,A2]N−N[A1,A2]

=

[
0 [a1, a2]n
0 0

]
.

Since a1, a2 ∈ A are arbitrary, then [A,A]n = 0.

For all b1, b2 ∈ B, put B1 =

[
0 0
0 b1

]
, B2 =

[
0 0
0 b2

]
. By using a similar

argument as above, we can show that n[B,B] = 0. According to the assumption
(ii), n = 0, and so δ = 0.

(i) ⇒ (ii): Let m ∈ M such that
[A,A]m = m[B,B] = 0.

Set W =

[
0 m
0 0

]
, and define the additive mapping δ : T → T by

δ(T) = IW(T)
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for all T ∈ T . Hence, δ is an inner derivation, and for all[
a1 m1

0 b1

]
,

[
a2 m2

0 b2

]
∈ T ,

we have

δ
( [a1 m1

0 b1

] [
a2 m2

0 b2

] )
= δ

( [a1a2 ∗
0 b1b2

] )
=

[
a1a2 ∗
0 b1b2

] [
0 m
0 0

]
−
[
0 m
0 0

] [
a1a2 ∗
0 b1b2

]
=

[
0 a1a2m−mb1b2
0 0

]
. (3.4)

On the other hand, in view of the condition [A,A]m = m[B,B] = 0, we have[
a2 m2

0 b2

]
δ

([
a1 m1

0 b1

])
+ δ

([
a2 m2

0 b2

])[
a1 m1

0 b1

]
=

[
a2 m2

0 b2

] [
0 a1m−mb1
0 0

]
+

[
0 a2m−mb2
0 0

] [
a1 m1

0 b1

]
=

[
0 a2a1m− a2mb1 + a2mb1 −mb2b1
0 0

]
=

[
0 a1a2m−mb1b2
0 0

]
. (3.5)

Comparing (3.4) and (3.5), we find that δ is an anti-derivation. According to the
hypothesis, δ = 0. Hence WT = TW for all T ∈ T , so am = mb for all a ∈ A,
m ∈ M , and b ∈ B. If we set a = 1A and b = 0, then we conclude m = 0, which
completes the proof. □

In the next corollary, we will give sufficient conditions for anti-derivation to be
zero on triangular rings.

Corollary 3.2. Let T = Tri(A,M,B) be the triangular ring such that ⟨[A,A]⟩ =
A or ⟨[B,B]⟩ = B. Then every anti-derivation on T is zero.

Proof. Let m ∈ M such that

[A,A]m = m[B,B] = 0.

Then
⟨[A,A]⟩m = m⟨[B,B]⟩ = 0.

If ⟨[A,A]⟩ = A, then Am = 0, and since A is a ring with identity and M is a
unital module, we have m = 0. According to Theorem 3.1, every anti-derivation
on T is zero. By similar arguments, if ⟨[B,B]⟩ = B, then we can prove that every
anti-derivation on T is zero. □
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4. Derivations on block upper triangular matrix rings

In this section, we present sufficient conditions for anti-derivations to be zero
on block upper triangular matrix rings. We first introduce block upper triangular
matrix rings.

We denote the ring of all n × n matrices over a unital ring R, by Mn(R),
n ≥ 1, and the subring of all upper triangular matrices by Tn(R). Suppose
that n ≥ 1 and that n = n1 + n2 + · · · + nk, for a finite sequence of positive
integers n1, n2, . . . , nk, where k ≥ 1. The block upper triangular matrix ring
T = T (n1, n2, . . . , nk) is a subalgebra of Mn(R) of all matrices of the form

A =


A11 A12 · · · A1k

0 A22 · · · A2k
... ... . . . ...
0 0 · · · Akk

,

where Aij is an ni × nj matrix over R. Also, we call k the number of summands
of T (n1, n2, . . . , nk). Note that Mn(R) is a special case of block upper triangular
matrix rings. In particular, if k = 1 with n1 = n, then T (n1, n2, . . . , nk) = Mn(R).
Also, when k = n and ni = 1 for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k, then T (n1, n2, . . . , nk) = Tn(R).

Let T (n1, n2, . . . , nk) ⊆ Mn(R) be a block upper triangular matrix ring. The
identity matrix In is the identity of T (n1, n2, . . . , nk), and Eij is the matrix unit.
Suppose that F1 =

∑n1

i=1 Ei and Fj =
∑nj

i=1 Ei+n1+···+nj−1
for 2 ≤ j ≤ k, where

El = Ell. Then {F1, . . . ,Fk} is a set of nontrivial idempotents of T (n1, n2, . . . , nk)
such that F1 + · · · + Fk = In and FiFj = FjFi = 0 for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k with i ̸= j.
Moreover, we have FjT (n1, n2, . . . , nk)Fj

∼= Mnj
(R) for any 1 ≤ j ≤ k.

Theorem 4.1. Let R be a 2-torsion free unital ring such that ⟨[R,R]⟩ = R, and
let T = T (n1, n2, . . . , nk) be a block upper triangular ring in Mn(R) with k ≥ 2.
If n1 = 1 or nk = 1, then every anti-derivation on T is zero.

Proof. Suppose that n1 = 1. Set P = F1 and Q = In − P = F2 + · · · + Fk.
Then P and Q are nontrivial idempotents of T such that PQ = QP = 0. Also
QT P = 0, PT P, and QT Q are subrings of T with unity P and Q, respectively,
such that PT P ∼= Mn1(R) = R and QT Q ∼= T (n2, n3, . . . , nk) ⊆ Mn−n1(R) (ring
isomorphisms) is a block upper triangular ring with k − 1 summands n2, . . . , nk.
So PT P and QT Q are 2-torsion free unital rings, and PT Q is a 2-torsion free
unital (PT P,QT Q)-bimodule, which is faithful as a left PT P-module and also
as a right QT Q-module. It is easy to check that

T ∼= Tri(PT P,PT Q,QT Q)

as an isomorphism of rings. Since ⟨[R,R]⟩ = R and PT P ∼= R, it follows from
Corollary 3.2 that every anti-derivation on T is zero.

If nk = 1, then we set P = F1 + · · · + Fk−1 and Q = In − P = Fk. By
using similar arguments as above, we can show that every anti-derivation on T
is zero. □

The following result is straightforward.
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Corollary 4.2. Let R be a 2-torsion free unital ring such that ⟨[R,R]⟩ = R, and
let Tn(R) with n ≥ 2 be an upper triangular matrix ring over R. Then every
anti-derivation on T is zero.

To prove the next result, we need the following lemma, which was shown in [9,
Corollary in p. 9].

Lemma 4.3. If R is a simple non-commutative ring, then ⟨[R,R]⟩ = R.

Note that if R is a simple ring, then Mn(R) with n ≥ 2 is a simple non-
commutative ring.

Theorem 4.4. Let R be a 2-torsion free unital simple ring, and let T =
T (n1, n2, . . . , nk) be a block upper triangular ring in Mn(R) with k ≥ 2. If
n1 ≥ 2 or nk ≥ 2, then every anti-derivation on T is zero.

Proof. Suppose that n1 ≥ 2. Set P = F1 and Q = In −P = F2 + · · · + Fk. As
the proof of Theorem 4.1, we have

T ∼= Tri(PT P,PT Q,QT Q),

where PT P and QT Q are 2-torsion free unital rings, and PT Q is a 2-torsion free
unital (PT P,QT Q)-bimodule, which is faithful as a left PT P-module and also
as a right QT Q-module. Also, PT P ∼= Mn1(R). Since n1 ≥ 2, PT P is a simple
non-commutative ring, it follows from Lemma 4.3 that ⟨[PT P,PT P]⟩ = PT P.
By Corollary 3.2, every anti-derivation on T is zero.

If nk ≥ 2, then we set P = F1 + · · · + Fk−1 and Q = In − P = Fk. By
using similar arguments as above, we can prove that every anti-derivation on T
is zero. □

Finally, we note that it is interesting to study the necessary or sufficient con-
ditions on generalized matrix algebras where any anti-derivation is zero.
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