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LIE DERIVATIONS OF DUAL EXTENSIONS OF ALGEBRAS

YANBO LI (Qinhuangdao) and FENG WEI (Beijing)

Abstract. Let K be a field and I" a finite quiver without oriented cycles. Let A :=
K (I, p) be the quotient algebra of the path algebra KI' by the ideal generated by p, and
let 2(A) be the dual extension of A. We prove that each Lie derivation of Z(A) is of the
standard form.

1. Introduction. In the study of the representation theory of quasi-
hereditary algebras, Xi [19] defined dual extensions of algebras without ori-
ented cycles. Roughly speaking, these algebras A are constructed by adding
to the ordinary quiver (without oriented cycles) of a given algebra B a
reverse arrow for any original arrow, and extending the relations to this ex-
tended quiver in a suitable way. They are a class of finite-dimensional quasi-
hereditary algebras, and they were investigated in detail by Deng and Xi
[0, 8, 20]. A dual extension algebra is a BGG-algebra in the sense of R. Ir-
ving [11], that is, a quasi-hereditary algebra with a duality which fixes all
simple modules. A much more general construction, the twisted doubles,
were studied by Deng, Koenig and Xi [7), 12} 21].

Derivations and Lie derivations of associative algebras play significant
roles in various mathematical areas, such as Lie theory, matrix theory, non-
commutative algebras and operator algebras. Let R be a commutative ring
with identity, A be a unital algebra over R, and Z(.A) be the center of A.
We write [a, b] = ab—ba for all a,b € A. Let ©: A — A be a linear mapping.
We call @ an (associative) derivation if

O(ab) = O(a)b+ aBO(b)
for all a,b € A. Further, © is called a Lie derivation if
O(la,b]) = [O(a),b] + [a, O(b)]

for all a,b € A. It is clear that every associative derivation is a Lie derivation.
But the converse statement is not true in general. Moreover, if D: A — A is
an associative derivation and A: A — Z(A) is a linear mapping such that
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A([a,b]) =0 for all a,b € A, then the mapping
() =D+ A

is a Lie derivation. Such a Lie derivation is said to be of the standard form.

A common and popular problem in the study of Lie derivations is whether
they have the above mentioned standard form. Equivalently, how every Lie
derivation is approximate to a derivation to the utmost extent. The first result
in this area is due to Martindale [I7], who proved that each Lie derivation
of a prime ring satisfying some conditions is of the standard form. Alaminos
et al. [I] showed that every Lie derivation on the full matrix algebra over a
field of characteristic zero has the standard form. Cheung [5] considered Lie
derivations of triangular algebras and gave a sufficient and necessary condition
for every Lie derivation to be standard. Benkovi¢ [4] studied the structure of
Lie derivations from a triangular algebra into its bi-module. The description of
the standard form of Lie triple derivations of triangular algebras was obtained
by Xiao and Wei [23]. Recently, the current authors and Xiao investigated the
associative-type, Lie-type and Jordan-type linear mappings of generalized
matrix algebras. For details, we refer the reader to [13| 14l 16} 22].

The path algebras of quivers naturally appear in the study of tensor
algebras of bimodules over semisimple algebras. It is well known that any
finite-dimensional basic K-algebra is given by a quiver with relations when
K is an algebraically closed field. In [10], Guo and Li studied the Lie algebra
of differential operators on a path algebra K I, and related this Lie algebra
to the algebraic and combinatorial properties of KI'. In [I4], the current
authors studied Lie derivations of a class of path algebras of quivers without
oriented cycles, which can be viewed as one-point extensions. It was proved
that in this case each Lie derivation is of the standard form. Moreover, the
standard decomposition is unique. On the other hand, we remark that the
dual extension algebra of an arbitrary finite-dimensional algebra inherits
many nice properties from the given algebra. Then for the path algebra
of a finite quiver without oriented cycles, it is natural to ask whether all
Lie derivations on the dual extension algebra are of the standard form. We
will give a positive answer to this question. More precisely, our main result
is

THEOREM. Let K be a field of characteristic not 2. Let (I',p) be a fi-
nite quiver without oriented cycles. Then each Lie derivation on the dual
extension of the algebra K (I, p) is of the standard form (#). Moreover, the
standard decomposition is unique.

Jordan derivations, another important class of linear mappings on dual
extension algebras, have been characterized in [15], where we show that
every Jordan derivation on a dual extension algebra is a derivation.



LIE DERIVATIONS 67

Note that each associative algebra with nontrivial idempotents is isomor-
phic to a generalized matrix algebra. Recently, Du and Wang [9] studied Lie
derivations of generalized matrix algebras with bimodules M being faithful.
Although the methods of matrix algebras are also employed in our current
work, we do not assume faithfulness conditions. In Cheung’s study [5] of Lie
derivations of triangular algebras, the faithfulness assumption is not needed.
In this sense, Section 3 of this paper is a natural generalization of Cheung’s
work. Simultaneously, our work is an attempt to deal with the path algebras
of quivers with oriented cycles. So this article is also a continuation and
development of [14].

The paper is organized as follows. After a rapid review of some necessary
preliminaries in Section 2, we characterize Lie derivations of generalized
matrix algebras in Section 3. We study Lie derivations of dual extensions in
Section 4, where the main result of this paper is obtained. Throughout, we
freely use the quiver representation terminology of [2] and [3], where the reader
can find basic facts on path algebras and quiver K-linear representations.

2. Dual extension. Let us first recall the definition of dual extensions
of path algebras which were introduced by Xi [19]. Moreover, in order to
be able to use the methods of matrix algebras, we will also give some de-
scriptions of dual extensions from the point of view of generalized matrix
algebras. This kind of algebra was introduced by Morita [I8], who studied
Morita duality theory of modules and its applications to Artinian algebras.
Let us begin with the definition of generalized matrix algebras.

2.1. Generalized matrix algebras. The definition of generalized ma-
trix algebras is via the notion of Morita context. Let R be a commutative
ring with identity. A Morita context consists of two R-algebras A and B,
two bimodules s Mp and N4, and two bimodule homomorphisms called
pairings Pyn : M % N — Aand ¥y 0 N (% M — B making the following

diagrams commutative:

MoNoM Py NI Ao M
B A A
iIM(X)WN]M lN
M®B = M
B
and Ul
NoeMoN-—""Y.BeN
A B B
\LIN®¢1V1N i%
= N

N®A
A
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Let us write this Morita context as (A, B, AMp, sNa, Py, ¥nur)- If (A, B,
AMB, BNA, Pyn, Unar) is a Morita context, then the set

IR (i

forms an R-algebra under matrix-like addition and matrix-like multiplica-
tion. There is no constraint on the bimodules M and N (which may be
zero). Such an R-algebra is called a generalized matriz algebra of order 2
and is usually denoted by G = [ j{‘, ]‘B{ ] Its center is

Ri¥

Thus we have two natural R-linear projections w4 : G — Aand g : G — B,

aeA,meM,neN,beB}

a€ Z(A),be Z(B), am = mb, na = bn, VmEM,nEN}.

a m a m
7TAZ|: }»—>a and 7TBZ|: ]r—>b.
n b n b

Then w4(Z(G)) is a subalgebra of Z(A), and wp(Z(G)) is a subalgebra of
Z(B). If M is faithful as a right B-module and as a left A-module, then for
every element a € m4(Z(G)), there exists a unique b € m5(Z(G)), denoted
by ¢(a), such that [¢9] € Z(G). It is easy to verify that the mapping
v :ma(2(G)) = ma(Z2(G)) is an algebra isomorphism such that am = me(a)
and na = @(a)n for all a € 74(2(G)), m € M and n € N.

REMARK 2.1. Any unital R-algebra A with nontrivial idempotents is
isomorphic to a generalized matrix algebra. In fact, suppose that there exists
a nontrivial idempotent e € A. We construct the following natural general-
ized matriz algebra:

g= [(1 ifSAe (1 iigi@ez e)]

B { [ eae ec(l —e) }
Ll —e)de (1—e)b(1—e)
It is easy to check that the R-linear mapping

eae ea(l —e) }
1—e)ae (1—e)a(l—e)]’

a,b,cjdG.A}.

E:A—G, a»—>[(

is an algebra isomorphism.

2.2. Dual extension of a path algebra. Recall that a finite quiver
I is an oriented graph with the set I of vertices and the set I of arrows
between vertices, both finite. For an arrow a, we write s(a) =i and e(a) = j
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if a goes from vertex i to vertex j. A sink is a vertex from which no arrows
start, and a source is a vertex where no arrows end. A nontrivial path in I"
is a sequence p = au, -+ -« of arrows such that e(a,,) = s(am+1) for each
1 < m < n. Define s(p) = s(a1) and e(p) = e(ay,). A trivial path is the
symbol e; for each i € I. In this case, we set s(e;) = e(e;) = i. A nontrivial
path p is called an oriented cycle if s(p) = e(p). Denote the set of all paths
by .

Let K be a field and I" be a quiver. Then the path algebra KI' is the
K-algebra spanned by the paths in I, where the product of two paths x =
Qn a1 and y = B -+ - By is defined by

xy:{an"'alﬂt"'/gl e(y)zs(x)7
0 otherwise.

Clearly, KI is an associative algebra with the identity 1 =73, r, €, where
e; (i € I) are pairwise orthogonal primitive idempotents of KT

A relation o on a quiver I' over a field K is a K-linear combination of
paths o = Y | k;p;, where k; € K and

e(p1) = =epn), sp1)="--=s(pn)

Moreover, the number of arrows in each path is assumed to be at least 2.
Let p be a set of relations on I' over K. The pair (I, p) is called a quiver
with relations over K. Denote by (p) the ideal of KI" generated by the set
of relations p. The K-algebra K(I',p) = KI'/{p) is always associated with
(I,p). For x € KI', write T for the corresponding element in K (I, p). We
often write x instead of T if no confusion can arise. We refer the reader to
[3] for the basic facts on path algebras.

Let A = K(I',p), where I' is a finite quiver. Let I™* be the quiver whose
vertex set is I and whose arrow set is

INT={a":i—j|a:j—iisan arrowin I7}.
In other words, I'™* is the opposite quiver of I'. Let p = o, - - - a1 be a path
in I'. Denote the path af --- o in I'* by p*. Define 2(A) to be the quotient
algebra of the path algebra of the quiver (I'y, I UIT) by the ideal generated
by
pUp U{af* |, B € I1}.

If I" has no oriented cycles, then Z(A) is called the dual extension of A. It
is a BGG-algebra in the sense of [11]. Clearly, if |[Iy] = 1, then the algebra
is trivial. Let us assume that || > 2 from now on. Note that in this case,
2(A) has nontrivial idempotents. In view of Remark 2.1} Z(A) is isomorphic
to a generalized matrix algebra G = [ j(‘, ]‘é[ ]

Take the nontrivial idempotent to be e;, where i is a source of I". Accord-
ing to the definition of dual extension, it is easy to verify that @,y = 0 and
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Unny # 0. If M £ 0, then N # 0. Moreover, M need not be faithful as a left
A-module or as a right B-module. Let us illustrate this by two examples.

ExaMPLE 2.2. Let I' be the quiver
B
(0%

° ° °
1 2 3

and let A = KT'. The dual extension Z(A) has a basis
{61’ €2, €3, &, B, Oé*, 5*7 a*aa B*av B*B) Oé*ﬂ}

If we take the nontrivial idempotent to be e;, then Z(A) is isomorphic to the
generalized matrix algebra G = [ ji‘, ]\é[ ], where A has a basis {eg, e, 3, 5%,
B*5}, B has a basis {e1,a*a}, M has a basis {a, f*a}, and N has a basis
{a*, a*5}. It follows from Sa = 0 and 5%« = 0 that 5 € anni(4 M), that is,
M is not faithful as a left A-module. It is easy to check that a*« € anni(Mp).
This implies that M is not faithful as a right B-module. Similarly, we obtain
o*a € anni(pN) and 5*f € anni(Ny4). That is, N is neither a faithful left
B-module nor a faithful right A-module.

ExXAMPLE 2.3. Let I' be the quiver

* 5
\\\
b 3 3

and let A = K I'. Taking the nontrivial idempotent to be e, the dual exten-
sion Z(A) is isomorphic to G = [j(‘, J\é[], where A has a basis {eg, e3, 3, 5%,
B*B}, M has a basis {«, 8*Ba, *v, Ba,v}, N has a basis {a*, 7", a*5* 3,
a*f*,v*}, B has a basis {e1, a*a, vy, o* %y, v* Ba, a* *Ba}. Clearly, escx
# 0, esfa # 0. Then ey, e3 ¢ anni(M). Similarly, fa # 0 implies that
B ¢ anni(M), and 5*Ba # 0 implies that 5* ¢ anni(M) and 5*5 ¢ anni(M).
Hence M is faithful as a left A-module. On the other hand, it is easy to check
that o*8*Ba € anni(Mp). Thus M is not faithful as a right B-module. Like-
wise, we find that N is faithful as a right A-module, while it is not faithful
as a left B-module.

REMARK 2.4. In order to study the global dimension of dual exten-
sions, one more general definition of dual extension algebras was proposed
by Xi [20]. We omit the details here because it will not be used in our current
work.

3. Lie derivations of generalized matrix algebras. In Section 2 we
have pointed out that the dual extension of a path algebra can be viewed
as a generalized matrix algebra. In order to study Lie derivations of dual
extension algebras, it is necessary to provide some basic facts concerning Lie
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derivations of generalized matrix algebras. In this section, we will give a suf-
ficient and necessary condition for every Lie derivation to be standard ().

From now on, we always assume that all algebras and bimodules are
2-torsion free. Note that the forms of derivations and Lie derivations of a
generalized matrix have been described in [13].

LeMMA 3.1 ([I3 Proposition 4.1]). Let Orieq be a Lie derivation of a
generalized matriz algebra G = [N B] Then

(1 3))

_ [51 (a) — mny — mon + 04(b) amgy — mob + m2(m)
noa — bng + v3(n) wi(a) +nom + nmg + pa(b)
forall [2'}'] € G, where mg € M, ng € N and
01:A— A 64:B—Z(A), m:M-— M,
v3s:N—>N, uy:A—2(B), wm:B—B
are all R-linear mappings satisfying the following conditions:
(1) 01 is a Lie derivation of A and §1(mn) = d4(nm)+72(m)n+muvs(n);
(2) g is a Lie derivation of B and py(nm) = pp(mn)+nr(m)+vs(n)m
(3) 64([b,b']) =0 for all b,V € B, and p1([a,d’]) =0 for all a,ad’ € A;
(4) 12(am) = ara(m)+d1(a)m —mpuq(a) and To(mb) = Ta(m)b+ mu4(b)
— 54(b)m
(5) v3(na) = v3(n)a + noi(a) — pi(a)n and v3(bn) = brs(n) + pa(b)n —
nd4(b).
LEMMA 3.2 ([13, Proposition 4.2]). An additive mapping ©4 : G — G is
a derivation if and only if
o4 ( [a m]) _ [51(a) —mng —mon amg — mob + Ta(m)
n b noa — bng + v3(n)  nom + nmg + pa(b)

for all [&0] € G, where mo € M, ng € N and
6h: A=A 1w M-—->M, 73:N—>M,
vo:M—N, v3:N—N, u:B—>B
are all R-linear mappings satisfying the following conditions:

(1) 01 is a derivation of A with 61(mn) = T2(m)n + mus(n);
(2) w4 is a derivation of B with ps(nm) = nre(m) + vs(n)m
(3) m2(am) = ama(m) + d1(a)m and To(mb) = T2(m)b + mus(b);
(4) v3(na) = v3(n)a + ndi(a) and vs(bn) = brz(n) + pa(b)n.



72 Y.-B. LI AND F. WEI

In [5], Cheung gave a necessary and sufficient condition for each Lie
derivation on a triangular algebra to have the standard form (#). We extend
this result to the generalized matrix algebras context.

THEOREM 3.3. Let Orieq be a Lie derivation of a generalized matrix
algebra G = [j(‘, ]‘BJ] Then Otieq s of the standard form (M) if and only if
there exist linear mappings ly : A — Z(A) and lg : B — Z(B) satisfying

(1) pa =61 —14 is a derivation on A, l4([a,d’]) = 0, la(mn) = d4(nm),

La(a)m = mpx(a) and nla(a) = pr(a)n.
(2) pp = pa—lp is a derivation on B lB([ ,U]) =0, Ig(nm) = py(mn),
l(b)n = ndy(b) and mip(b) = 54(())

Proof. For necessity, suppose that Op;.q = d + h, where 9§ is a derivation
and h maps G into Z(G). Then by Lemma there exist linear mappings
lg:A— Aandlp: B — B such that p4 = 61 —l4 is a derivation of A and
pp = 4 — lp is a derivation of B. This gives

h<[z TZD _ [ZA(G);‘54(b) Ml(a)ilB(b)] € Z(9), V[Z Tﬂ cq.

By Lemma [3.1] we know that d,(b) € Z(A) and p(a) € Z(B) for all b € B
and a € A. Then the structure of Z(G) implies that 4 maps into Z(A)
and [p maps into Z(B). Furthermore, l4(a)m = mpui(a), nla(a) = pi(a)n,
Ip(b)n = mdy(b) and mlp(b) = d4(b)m

Note that A is also a Lie derivation of G. In view of Lemma we have
la(mn) = d4(nm) and Ig(nm) = pp(mn) for all m € M and n € N. Let us
substitute G; = [8 8] and G = [%’ 8] into

(3.1) h([G1, G2]) = [h(G1), G2] + [G1, h(G2)].
It is not difficult to calculate that

(3.2) WG, Ga)) = [ZA““’ @ 0 ]

0 pa([a, a’])

(33) [h(Gl), GQ] + [Gh h(Gg)] _ |:[ZA(CL); a’] —(i)_ [a, lA(a/>] 8:| |

It follows from l4(a),la(a’) € Z(A) that

[a(a), a'] + [a,14(a")] =

Comblmng (3.2) with (3.3) yields 14([a,a’]) = 0. Slmﬂarly, if we take G =
[09] and G, = [{ 9] in (3.1), we get lB([ ) =
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For sufficiency, set

5<[a mD _ [pA(a) — mng —mon  amg mob+7'2(m)]

n b noa —bng +v3(n)  nom +nmo + pp(b))’

" ( [Z TD - [ZA(Q) ) (o) . @(bJ

for all [ "}'] € G. It is easy to verify that d is a derivation of G and h maps
into Z(G). Forall G = [# 7] € Gand G' = [% '] € G, we have

n' b

WG, G)) = [ZA(x+u)+64(v+y) 0 ]’

0 p1(z+u)+1lp(v+y)

where z = [a,d'], y = [b,V], u = mn’ — m/n and v = nm’ — n’m. Note that
(1) implies l4(z+u)+0d4(v+y) = 0, and (2) implies p1 (z+u)+ip(v+y) = 0.
Therefore h([G,G']) =0. m

The following corollary provides a sufficient condition for each Lie deriva-
tion of G = [ j(‘, ]\é[ ] to be standard, where M is faithful as a left A-module
and as a right B-module.

COROLLARY 3.4. Let G = [](‘, J‘g] be a generalized matriz algebra. Sup-
pose that M is faithful as a left A-module and as a right B-module. If
Z(A) = ma(2(G)) and Z(B) = wp(2(G)), then every Lie derivation of
G has the standard form (#).

Proof. Let © be a Lie derivation of G of the form described in Lemma
Then it follows from Z(A) = 74(2(G)) and Z(B) = n(Z(G)) and
Lemma [3.1] that

() R M P T

On the other hand, a direct computation shows that @ — h is a derivation
of G. This completes the proof. =

REMARK 3.5. Du and Wang [9] obtained a much more general version
of Corollary We omit the details.

COROLLARY 3.6. LetU = [é ]\Eﬂ be a triangular algebra. Suppose that
M is faithful as a left A-module and as a right B-module. If Z(A) =
Ta(ZU)) and Z(B) = mg(Z(U)), then every Lie derivation of U is of
the standard form (#).

Let us now extend Theorem 11 of [5] to the case of generalized matrix
algebras. As in [5], we need two preliminary lemmas.
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LEMMA 3.7. Let 61 be a Lie derivation of A, and let py : A — Z(B),
T9: M — M and vs : N — N be linear mappings satisfying
Ta(am) = ata(m) + 61(a)m — mpuq(a),
v3(na) = vs(n)a+ ndi(a) — pa(a)n.
Define I': A x A— A by

I(x,y) = 61(zy) — x61(y) — d1(x)y.
Then:
(1) I'(z,y) =I'(y,);
(2) T, yym = mius (zy) — wmpn () — ympn (z) and
nl(z,y) = m(zy)n — p(y)nz — p(z)ny.
(3) Let f(t) = Z?:() rit/ € K[t] and x € A. Then there exists a, € A
such that
agm =myu (f(z)) — f'(@)mui ()  for allm € M,
noe = m(F@)n — i (@nf(z)  for aline N,

where f'(t) = Z;?:l griti—L.
Moreover, if 61 is of the standard form, that is, 61 = pa + la, where py is
a derivation of A and ly maps into Z(A), then ay = ls(f(z)) — f'(z)l(x)).

Proof. The equality (1) and the first one of (2) can be obtained from [5]
Lemma 9(i), (ii)]. It suffices to prove the second equality of (2). In fact, the
equality v3(na) = v3(n)a + ndi(a) — pi(a)n implies that

v3(n(zy)) = vs(n)zy + ndy (zy) — p(zy)n,
v3((na)y) = vs3(nx)y + nwdi(y) — pa(y)na
= v3(n)zy + nér(x)y — p(z)ny.
Comparing the above two equalities gives the required result.

In order to prove (3), it is enough to consider f(t) = t* where k =
0,1,.... For £ = 0, we can take a; = 0;(1), by conditions (4) and (5) of
Lemma [3.1] For k > 0, take

k—1

ay = Z FIG () ).

j=1
Then the two equalities of (2) imply the conclusion. =

LEMMA 3.8. Assume that 61 = pa + la, where pa is a derivation and
la(a) € Z(A), la(la,a’]) =0 for all a,a’ € A. Let

Va={aec Alla(a)m =mpui(a), nla(a) = pi(a)n Ym € M, ¥n € N}.
Then V4 is a subalgebra of A satisfying the following conditions:
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(1) [z,y] € V4 for all x,y € A.
(2) Let f(t) € K[t] and x € A. If f'(z) =0, then f(z) € V4.
(3) Va contains all the idempotents of A.

Proof. For all x,y € V4, from Lemma (2) we have
mp (zy) = Iz, y)m + xmpa (y) + ymp ()
= 01 (zy)m — z61(y)m — 61(x)ym + xla(y)m + yla(x)m
= pa(zy)m + la(zy)m — xpa(y)m
—zla(y)m — pa(z)ym — la(x)ym + xla(y)m + yla(z)m.
Note that p4 is a derivation and l4(x) € Z(A). Hence
(3.4) mpn (zy) = la(zy)m.
On the other hand,

(3.5)  m(zy)n =nl(z,y) + pm(y)nz + p(z)ny
= nd1(zy) — nzd1(y) — nd1(z)y + nla(y)z + nla(z)y
=npa(zy) + nla(zy) — naxpa(y)
—nala(y) — npa(@)y —nla(z)y + nla(y)z + nla(z)y
= nly(zy).
Combining (3.4) with (3.5) shows that V4 is a subalgebra of A.
We now prove (1)—(3). Clearly, (1) follows from the fact that p; annihi-
lates all commutators.
To prove (2), take x € A with f'(z) = 0 and f(t) € R[t]. In view of
Lemma [3.7)(3), there exists a, € A such that a,m = mpu;(f(z)) and na, =

p1(f(x))n. Since 01 is of the standard form, we have azm = L4(f(z))m and
na; = nla(f(x)) by Lemma Therefore

La(f(@))m = mpn(f(x))  and  nla(f(x)) = pa(f(z))n.
That is, f(x) € Va.

The proof of (3) is the same as that of [5, Lemma 10(4)]: for any
idempotent e € A, let f(t) = 3t> — 2t3. Then clearly f’(e) = 0. Hence
e=fle)eVy. nu

As in [5], we define W(X) to be the smallest subalgebra of an algebra

X satisfying conditions (1)—(3) of Lemma Then the following is a direct
consequence of Theorem

COROLLARY 3.9. Let G = []’é, ]‘g] be a generalized matrixz algebra with
zero bilinear pairings. If

(1) W(A)=A and every Lie derivation of A is of the standard form (#),
(2) W(B)=B and every Lie derivation of B is of the standard form (#),

then each Lie derivation of G is of the standard form (#).
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Proof. Since the bilinear pairings are both zero, (1) implies condition (1)
of Theorem and (2) implies condition (2) of Theorem [3.3| =

COROLLARY 3.10 ([5, Theorem 11]). Ewery Lie derivation of a triangular
algebra U = [é ]\Eﬂ is of the standard form if:

(1) W(A) = A and every Lie derivation of A is of the standard form;
(2) W(B) = B and every Lie derivation of B is of the standard form.

To end this section, let us give an application of Corollary We will
construct a class of algebras with bilinear pairings being both zero, called
generalized one-point extension algebras. Note that they are not triangular
algebras. We will show that each Lie derivation of a generalized one-point
extension algebra is of the standard form (#). Moreover, the standard de-
composition is unique.

DEFINITION 3.11. Let (I, 1) be a finite quiver without oriented cycles
and |Ip| > 2. Let I'™* be a quiver whose vertex set is Iy and whose arrow set
is

IT={a":i—j|a:j—iisan arrow in I}.
For a path p = o, --- 1 in I', write the path of ---a;, in I'™* by p*. Given
a set p of relations, denote A = K (I, p). Define the generalized one-point
extension algebra E(A) to be the quotient algebra of the path algebra of the
quiver (Ip, 7 U I7) by the ideal generated by

pUp*U{af* |a,feln}U{a"b|a,p €I}
In order to study the Lie derivations of F(A), we need the following
lemmas.

LEMMA 3.12. W(E(A)) = E(A).

Proof. According to the definition, W(E(A)) contains all idempotents e;.
Furthermore, for every arrow o with e(a) = j, the fact that o = [ej, a]
implies @ € W(E(A)). For the same reason, o € W(FE(A)) and then
W(E(A)) =E(A). n

Since I" is a quiver without oriented cycles, we can take a source ¢ in I
Let e; be the corresponding idempotent in F(A). Then E(A) is isomorphic to
a generalized matrix algebra G = [ 4M ] with A ~ E(A’), where the quiver
(I'",p') of A" is obtained from I' by removing vertex i and the relations
starting at ¢. Moreover, in view of the construction of E(A) the bilinear
pairings are both zero.

LEMMA 3.13. An additive mapping Oq is a derivation of E(A) if and

w ed([a m]) :[ 61(a) amo = mob -+ 72(m)

n b noa — bng + v3(n) 0
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forall [27)'] € G, where mo € M, ng € N and
00: A=A, m:M-—->M, wv3:N—N
are all R-linear mappings satisfying the following conditions:

(1) &1 is a derivation of A;
(2) 2(am) = ara(m) + d1(a)m and To(mb) = T2(m)b;
(3) v3(na) =v3(n)a + ndi(a) and vs(bn) = brs(n).

Proof. Since the bilinear pairings are both zero, by Lemma [3.2| we only
need to show that y4 = 0. But this is clear by condition (2) of Lemma[3.2] =

LEMMA 3.14. Every derivation © of E(A) with Im(©) € Z(E(A)) is
zero.

Proof. If there exists a nonzero such derivation, then Lemma yields
91 # 0 and Im(é;) € Z(A). Repeating this process, we eventually get a
nonzero derivation f of K. However, this is impossible. =

PROPOSITION 3.15. Every Lie derivation of E(A) is of the standard
form (#). Moreover, the standard decomposition is unique.

Proof. Obviously, W(K) = K. If [Ij| = 1, then A ~ K and hence
W(A) = A. If || > 1, then A can be viewed as a generalized one-point
extension too. Thus W(A) = A. By Corollary if each Lie derivation of
A has the standard form (#), then so does F(A). Note that I" is a finite
quiver. Repeating the above process finitely many times, we arrive at the
algebra K. Of course, each Lie derivation of K is of the standard form. This
implies that each Lie derivation of E(A) is standard. The uniqueness of the
standard decomposition is due to Lemma .

4. Lie derivations of dual extensions

LEMMA 4.1. Let I" be a finite quiver without oriented cycles, A = K(I', p)
and Z(A) the dual extension of A. Then D(A) = W(2(A)).

Proof. If I' only contains one vertex, then the algebra 2(A) is trivial,
that is, Z(A) ~ K. In this case W(Z2(A)) = 2(A).

Now suppose that the number of vertices in I" is at least 2. It follows
from condition (3) in the definition of W (Z(A)) that all the trivial paths are
contained in W(Z2(A)). On the other hand, I" is a quiver without oriented
cycles. Thus for every arrow « € I', we have o = [y, s(«)], since as(a) = «
and s(a)a = 0. Condition (1) of the definition of W(Z(A)) shows that « is
in W(2(A)). Analogously, a* € W(Z(A)). Therefore all paths are contained
in W(2(A)), and hence Z(A) = W(Z(A)). »
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LEMMA 4.2. Let Z(A) be the dual extension of A = K(I',p). Let i be a
source in I' and

Pi={pe 2|s(p) =elp) =i, p°=0}.

Denote by V' the vector space spanned by all paths of P;. Assume that Orieq
is a Lie derivation on P(A). Then Orieq(v) is in the center of 2(A) for all
veV.

Proof. Tt is easy to see that

(1 — ez).@(/l)(l — ei) (1 — 62).@(/1)6Z
61_@(/1)(1 — ei) 61.@(/1)61

Thus Opieq has the form described in Lemma Condition (1) of Lemma
implies that d4(p*p) = 0. Thus Oriea(p*p) = pa(p*p). It follows from (2)
of Lemma that uga(p*p) = p*q + ¢'p. This shows that O0m = mpuy(p*p)
= 0 and n0 = pa(p*p)n = 0 for all m € M and n € N. Note that B is
commutative. Hence Orieq(p*p) € Z(Z2(A)).

D(AN) ~

Now we are in a position to prove the main result of this paper.

THEOREM 4.3. Let I' be a quiver without oriented cycles, A = K(I', p)
and P(A) be the dual extension of A. Then each Lie derivation on P(A) is
of the standard form ().

Proof. Let Orieq be a Lie derivation of 2(A). Suppose that Z(A) has
a vector space decomposition Z(A) = V @ W. Define a linear mapping
O by @'V = 0, O|W = Orieq|W, and define a linear mapping A’ by
A(V) = OLiea(V) and A (W) = 0. Clearly, Orieq = O’ + A’. Furthermore,
it follows from Lemma {4.2| that Im(A’) € Z(2(A)). This shows that @’ is
also a Lie derivation on Z(A). Clearly, if each Lie derivation of type @' is of
the standard form (&), then every Lie derivation of Z(A) has the standard
form ().

Assume i is a source in I', and e; the corresponding idempotent in Z(A).
Then
(1 — ez)@(/l)(l — ei) (1 — 61).@(/1)6Z

SZQ(A)(l - ei) 61.@(/1)61 .

Let Opieq be a Lie derivation of Z(A) satisfying Opieq(V) = 0. Let us
first prove that for Z(A), condition (2) of Theorem is satisfied. From
the construction of Z(A) we know that e; Z(A)e; is an algebra with a basis
{p*p | s(p) = i}. Furthermore, if p,q are nontrivial, then (p*p)(¢*q) = 0.
Thus the algebra e; Z(A)e; is commutative. Let Ip = p4. Then Ig([b,V']) =0
for all b0’ € e;2(A)e;. Note that (1 —e;)2(A)e;2(A)(1 — e;) = 0. That
is, @y = 0. We conclude that p(mn) = 0 for all m € M and n € N.

D(AN) ~
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On the other hand, since ©(p*p) = 0 for all nontrivial paths p, we arrive at
pa(p*p) = 0 and hence pg(nm) = 0. Therefore Ig(nm) = pi(mn).

Let b = ke; + v, where v € V. It follows from the structure of M and
2(A) that

To(mb) = kra(me;) = kro(m) = mo(m)ke; = 7o(m)(ke; + v) = 12(m)b.
Similarly, we can obtain v3(bn) = bus(n). Then it follows from conditions

(4) and (5) of Lemma [3.1| that [g(b)n = nd4(b) and mip(b) = d4(b)m.
By the definition of dual extension, it is easy to check that

(1—e)2(A)(1 —e;) ~2(A),

where A" = K (I, p), (I'", p') being the quiver obtained from I" by removing
vertex 7 and the relations starting at i. Clearly, I has no oriented cycles.
Then Lemma implies that Z2(A") = W(2(A’)). Thus Orieq is of the
standard form (#) if each Lie derivation on Z(A’) is standard.

Note that I is a finite quiver. Repeating this process finitely many times,
we arrive at the algebra K. That is, if each Lie derivation of K is standard,
then so is the case for Z(A). m

COROLLARY 4.4. Let Orieq be a Lie derivation of P(A). Then there
ezists a derivation D of D(A) with Orieqa(x) = D(x) for allz =), kip; € A,
where p; are nontrivial paths.

Proof. By Theorem OLied is of the standard form (#), s0 Orjeq = D+ A,
where D is a derivation of Z(A) and A(z) € Z(Z(A)) for all z € Z(A). Note
that A is also a Lie derivation of 2(A). Thus for a path p with s(p) # e(p),
the fact that p = [p, s(p)] gives

A(p) = [A(p), s(p)] + [P, Als(p))]-
It follows from the image of A being in Z(Z2(A)) that A(p) = 0. Moreover,

let p be a nontrivial path with s(p) = e(p). By the construction of Z(A),
p is of the form z*z, where z is a nontrivial path in I". Therefore

Ap) = A(z"z) = A([2", 2]) = [A(2"), 2] + [27, A(z)] = 0.
Thus for all = ), k;p; € A, where the p; are nontrivial paths, we have
QLied(x) = D(x) | |
Let us address the problem of whether the standard decomposition of

each Lie derivation of Z(A) is unique. It turns out that the answer is positive.
To see this, we first characterize the center of 2(A).

LEMMA 4.5. Let I be a connected quiver with |Iy| > 2. Then the ele-
ments in Z(Z(A)) are all of the form

E+ > kpp
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Proof. Assume that

r=> kieit Y kp+ Z kpp € Z(2(A)).
i€l s(p)#e(p) s(p)=e(p), p?=0

Applying the fact that e;x = xe; yields

Z kpp = Z kpp.
t=s(p)#e(p) t=e(p)#s(p)

This implies that for all paths p with s(p) # e(p), we have k, = 0 if s(p) = ¢
or e(p) = t. Since ¢ is arbitrary, the coefficients of all paths p with s(p) # e(p)
are all zero.

Let « be an arrow in I} with e(a) = j and s(«) = t. In view of ax = za,
we know that k; = k;. Note that I" is a connected quiver. Thus k; = k for
all i € Iy, where k € K. n

LEMMA 4.6. Let D be a derivation of Z(A) with Im(D) C Z(Z(A)).
Then D = 0.

Proof. Clearly, D is also a Lie derivation of Z(A). By the proof of
Corollary we have D(p) = 0 for all nontrivial paths p. We now prove
D(e;) = 0 for all ¢ € Iy. According to Lemma we can assume that
D(ei) = ki + > cmms(p), p2= _okip. Note that e; is an idempotent. By the
definition of derlvatlon it is easy to verify that k; = 0 and k; = 0 for
paths p with s(p) = i. Suppose there exists some p with nonzero coeffi-
cient in D(e;). Let s(p) = j # 4. Then D(e;e;) = 0. On the other hand,
D(eje;) = D(ei)ej + e;D(ej) # 0, a contradiction. m

As a direct consequence of Lemma, we immediately get

PROPOSITION 4.7. Let Orieq be a Lie derivation of a dual extension
algebra Z(A). Then the standard decomposition of Olieq is unique.

REMARK 4.8. On the one hand, a Lie derivation of a dual extension
algebra can be uniquely expressed as the sum of a derivation and a lin-
ear mapping annihilating all commutators with images in the center of the
algebra. On the other hand, the sum of a derivation and such a linear map-
ping is clearly a Lie derivation. In this sense, the Lie derivations on dual
extensions are totally characterized.

Now let us give an example of a Lie derivation which is not a derivation.

ExAMPLE 4.9. Let I' be the quiver

1 a 2 B 3
[} [} o

with relation fSa, and A = K (I, p). Let Z(A) be the dual extension of the
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algebra A. Define a linear mapping Oreq on Z(A) by

OLied(€1) = k1 + ", OLied(€2) = k2 + 88,  Oicales) = ks,
OLied (@) = @, OLicd (") = OLied(B) = 5
OLied(8*) = 5%, OLied () = 2a™a, OLicd (8" ﬁ) =2p

Then a direct computation shows that Opeq is a Lie derivation of Z(A ) but

not a derivation.

Moreover, we give the standard decomposition of Op,.q. Define a linear
mapping A on Z(A) by

Aler) =k +a’a,  Ale2) = ko + "8, Ales) = ks,

and let D = Opjeq — A. Then Orieq = D + A is the standard decomposition
of 6.
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