Generalized Skew Derivations and g-Lie
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Vincenzo De Filippis

Abstract Let R be a prime ring of characteristic different from 2, Q, its right
Martindale quotient ring and C its extended centroid. Suppose that F’ is anonzero gen-
eralized skew derivation of R, with the associated automorphism o, and p(xy, .. ., x;)
a noncentral polynomial over C, such that

F([x, y]) = [F(x), a(y)] + [alx), F(y)]

forallx,y € {p(ri,...,ry) : 11, ...,y € R}. Then « is the identity map on R and
F is an ordinary derivation of R.

Keywords Generalized skew derivation * Prime ring

Classifications 16W25 - 16N60

1 Introduction

Let R be a prime ring of characteristic different from 2. Throughout this paper Z (R)
always denotes the center of R, O, the right Martindale quotient ring of R and
C = Z(Q,) the center of Q, (C is usually called the extended centroid of R). Let
S C R be a subset of R.

An additive map d : R — R is called derivation of S if d(xy) = d(x)y + xd(y),
for all x, y € S. An additive map G : R — R is called generalized derivation of
S if there exists a derivation d of R such that G(xy) = G(x)y + xd(y), for all
x,y € S. The additive map F : R — R is called Lie derivation of S if F([x, y]) =
[F(x),y]l+ [x, F(y)], forany x, y € S. Of course any derivation is a Lie derivation.
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The problem of whether a Lie derivation is a derivation has been studied by several
authors (see for example [3, 21] and the references therein).

Motivated by this, here we introduce the definition of g-Lie derivations. More
precisely, let f,g: R — R be two additive maps and S C R a subset of R. If
fx, yD) =[f(x), g+ [gx), f(y)], for any x, y € S, then f is called g-Lie
derivation of S. It is clear that any Lie derivation is a 1-Lie derivation. The simplest
example of g-Lie derivation is the following:

Example 1.1 Letn > 2 be an integer and C a field of characteristic 2n — 1. Let R
be a prime C-algebra, 0 # A\ € C, f(x) = Ax and g(x) = nx, for any x € R. Then
f is a g-Lie derivation of R in the sense of the above definition. Moreover f is not
a Lie derivation of R.

One natural question could be whether a g-Lie derivation of § € R is a Lie derivation
of S. Here we consider a first step of this problem. To be more specific, in this paper
we study the form of a generalized skew derivation f acting as a g-Lie derivation on
the subset {p(ry, ..., r,) 1 ri, ...,y € R}, where g is the associated automorphism
with f and p(xy, ..., x,) is a noncentral polynomial in #n non-commuting variables.

More precisely, let a be an automorphism of R. An additive mappingd : R — R
is called a skew derivation of R if

d(xy) =d(x)y + a(x)d(y)

for all x, y € R and « is called an associated automorphism of d. An additive map-
ping G : R —> R is said to be a generalized skew derivation of R if there exists a
skew derivation d of R with associated automorphism « such that

Gxy) =Gy + a(x)d(y)

forall x, y € R;d is said to be an associated skew derivation of G and « is called an
associated automorphism of G. Any mapping of R with form G(x) = ax + a(x)b
for some a, b € R and a € Aut(R), is called inner generalized skew derivation. In
particular, if a = —b, then G is called inner skew derivation. If a generalized skew
derivation (respectively, a skew derivation) is not inner, then it is usually called outer.

In light of above definitions, one can see that the concept of generalized skew
derivation unifies the notions of skew derivation and generalized derivation.

It is well known that automorphisms, derivations, and skew derivations of R
can be extended to Q,. In [4] Chang extends the definition of generalized skew
derivation to the right Martindale quotient ring Q, of R as follows: by a (right)
generalized skew derivation we mean an additive mapping G : Q, —> Q, such that
G(xy) = Gx)y + a(x)d(y) for all x,y € Q, where d is a skew derivation of R
and « is an automorphism of R. Moreover, there exists G(1) = a € Q, such that
G(x) =ax +d(x) forall x € R.
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The main result of this article is

Theorem 1 Let R be a prime ring of characteristic different from 2, Q, its right Mar-
tindale quotient ring and C its extended centroid. Suppose that F is a nonzero gener-
alized skew derivation of R, with the associated automorphism o, and p(xy, . .., X,)
a noncentral polynomial over C, such that

F([X» y]) = [F(x), a(y)] + [ax), F(y)]

forallx,y € {p(ri,...,rn) :r1,..., 1, € R}. Then « is the identity map on R and
F is an ordinary derivation of R.

2 Preliminaries

We now collect some Facts which follow from results in [6-9] and will be used in
the sequel.

Fact 2.1 In[11] Chuang and Lee investigate polynomial identities with skew deriva-
tions. They prove that if ®(x;, D(x;)) is a generalized polynomial identity for R,
where R is a prime ring and D is an outer skew derivation of R, then R also sat-
isfies the generalized polynomial identity @ (x;, y;), where x; and y; are distinct
indeterminates.

Fact 2.2 Let R be a prime ring and / be a two-sided ideal of R. Then I, R, and O,
satisfy the same generalized polynomial identities with coefficients in Q, (see [6]).
Furthermore, I, R, and Q, satisfy the same generalized polynomial identities with
automorphisms (see [8, Theorem 1]).

Remark 2.3 We would like to point out that in [ 18] Lee proves that every generalized
derivation can be uniquely extended to a generalized derivation of U and thus all
generalized derivations of R will be implicitly assumed to be defined on the whole
U. In particular Lee proves the following result:

Theorem 3 in [18] Every generalized derivation g on a dense right ideal of R can be
uniquely extended to U and assumes the form g(x) = ax + d(x), for some a € U
and a derivationd on U .

We also need the following:

Remark 2.4 Let R be a non-commutative prime ring of characteristic different from
2, Dy and D, be derivations of R such that D;(x)D,(x) = 0 for all X € R. Then
either D; =0 or D, = 0.

Proof Tt is areduced version of Theorem 3 in [22]. O
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Remark 2.5 Let R be a prime ring and 0 # a € R. If [x;, x]a € Z(R), for any
X1, X2 € R, then either R is commutative or a = 0.

Proof Since for all x;,x, € R we have [[x], x2]a, [x1, x2]] =0, then [x, x>]
[a, [x1, x2]] = 0. As a consequence of [19, Theorem 2], either R is commutative
ora € Z(R). Moreover, in this last case and by our hypothesis, it follows that either
a=0ora # 0and [x, x2] € Z(R), for all x{, x, € R, thatis R is commutative. [

Remark 2.6 Let R be a non-commutative prime ring and @ € R be such that

[x1, x2]alyr, y21 = [y1. y2lalxi, x2] (2.1
is a generalized polynomial identity for R. Then a = 0.

Proof In relation (2.1) we replace y, with y,z, for any t € R. Using again (2.1), we
have that R satisfies

[y, yz][a[xl , x21, t] + [[xl , x2la, )’2][)’1 ,t]. (2.2)

For t = a[x;, x;] in (2.2), it follows that

[[xl, x2la, yz} [yl, [x1, xz]a} (2.3)

is a generalized polynomial identity for R. Let x,x, € R and D; and D, be the
inner derivations of R induced respectively by [xi, xp]a and a[x], x2]. By (2.3)
we get D (y1)Dy(y2) =0, for any y;, y» € R. By Remark 2.4 we have that either
D =0 or D, = 0. This means that, for any x;, x, € R, either [x;, xp]a € Z(R) or
alxy, x2] € Z(R).

Let x;, x, € R be such that a[x, x;] € Z(R).

Thus, by (2.3) it follows | [x1, x2]a, y2 |[v1, ] = 0, for any y;, y»,f € R and,

using again Remark 2.4, we have that [x;, xp]a € Z(R), for any x;, x, € R. There-
fore, by Remark 2.5 and since R is not commutative, we get a = 0. O

Remark 2.7 Let R be a non-commutative prime ring and F' : R — R a generalized
derivation of R. If F' acts as a Lie derivation of [R, R], then F is an usual derivation
of R.

Proof Since F acts as a Lie derivation, we have that [R, R] satisfies F([u, v]) —
[F(u), v] — [u, F(v)]. Using Remark 2.3, one has that there exista € U and aderiva-
tion d on U such that F(x) = ax + d(x), for any x € R.

By easy calculations it follows that [ R, R] satisfies the generalized identity uav —
vau, that is R satisfies
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[x1, x2]alyr, y21 — (1, y2lalxi, x2].

Hence, by Remark 2.6, we get « = 0 and F' = d is an ordinary derivation of R. [J
As an easy consequence we also have that

Remark 2.8 Let R be a non-commutative primering,a € Rand F : R — R be such
that F(x) = ax, for any x € R. If F acts as a Lie derivation of [R, R], then a = 0,
thatis F' = 0.

3 The Case of Inner Generalized Skew Derivations

In the first part of this section we will prove the following:

Proposition 3.1 Let R be a non-commutative prime ring of characteristic different
from 2, Q, be its right Martindale quotient ring and C be its extended centroid.
Suppose that o is an inner automorphism of R induced by the invertible element
q € Q, and F is an inner generalized skew derivation of R defined as follows:
F(x) = ax + qxq~'b, for all x € R and suitable fixed a,b € Q,. If

F([x, y]) = [F(x), a(n)] + [a(x), F(y)]
forallx,y € [R, R], thena + b = 0 and either g € C or g~'b € C.

We assume that R satisfies the following generalized polynomial identity

W(xy, x2, ¥1, y2) =

[a[m.xz] +qlx1, x2)g b glyy, yz]q‘l] + [q[xpm]q_l,a[yl, y2l+qlyr. yz]q‘lb}

- a[[Xl, x1, 1, )‘2]] - q[[)m x1, 1, yz]]cflb- 3.1

Lemma3.2 Ifqg 'ac C,thenq 'be Canda+b=0.

1

Proof Left multiplying (3.1) by ¢! and since ¢ ~'a € C, one has that R satisfies

([xl, x21(a + g~ 'bq)y1, y21 — [y1, y21(a + ¢~ 'bq)lx, xz])q‘1 (3.2)

so that, right multiplying by ¢, it follows that

[x1, x21(@ + ¢~ 'bg)[y1, y21 — [y1, yal(a + ¢ 'bg)lx1, x2] (3.3)
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is a generalized polynomial identity for R. Therefore, by Remark 2.6 we get a =
—q~'bg. Moreover, since ¢ 'a € C, we notice that 0 = [¢"'a, ¢] = ¢ 'ag — a,
that is ¢~'ag = a = —q~'bq. Therefore ¢~'b = —g~'a € C and a + b =0, as

required. (]

Remark 3.3 Notice that, in case ¢ € C then F is a generalized derivation of R and
the conclusion of Proposition 3.1 follows directly from Remark 2.7. Moreover, in
light of Lemma 3.2, we are also done in the case q_la eC.

We begin with the following

Fact 3.4 (Lemma 1.5in[12]) Let H be an infinite fieldandn > 2.If A, ..., A; are
not scalar matrices in M, (H) then there exists some invertible matrix P € M,,(H)
such that each matrix PA; P!, ..., PA, P~! has all nonzero entries.

Lemma 3.5 Let R = M,,(C), m > 2 and let C be infinite, Z(R) the center of R,
a, b, q elements of R and q is invertible. If R satisfies V (x1, x2, Y1, y2) thena +b =0
and one of the following holds:

(a) q € Z(R);
(b) ¢g7'b e Z(R).

Proof If either g € Z(R) or q’la € Z(R), then the conclusion follows from
Remark 3.3.

We assume that g~ 'a ¢ Z(R) and g ¢ Z(R), that is both ¢ ~'a and ¢ are not
scalar matrices, and prove that a contradiction follows.

By Fact 3.4, there exists some invertible matrix P € M,,(C) such that each matrix
P(q~'a)P~', Pq P! has all nonzero entries. Denote by ¢(x) = PxP~! the inner

automorphism induced by P. Without loss of generality we may replace ¢ and ¢ ~'a

with ¢(q) and (¢~ 'a), respectively, and denote ¢ = > gimern and ¢~ 'a = ajnepn,
for some g, ajm € C.

Let ¢;; be the usual matrix unit, with 1 in the (i, j)-entry and zero elsewhere.
Foranyi ;é jand [)C], )Cg] = [6,‘,‘, eij] = €ij, [y], y2] = [Eji, eij] =€jj — € in (31),
then

[aeij +qeijq b, qlej; — eii)q1i|
+ [qeijq_l,a(ejj —e;) +qlej; — eii)q_lb:|
—2ae;; —2qe;;q”'b = 0. (3.4)

Left multiplying (3.4) by e; jq" and right multiplying by ge;;, we get 4e; jq‘laei_,-
qe;j =0, thatis aj;q;; = 0, which is a contradiction. O
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Lemma 3.6 Let R = M,,,(C)(m > 2). Then Proposition 3.1 holds.

Proof 1f one assumes that C is infinite, the conclusion follows from Lemma 3.5.

Now, let E be an infinite field which is an extension of the field C and let R =
M,(E) = R ®¢ E. Consider the generalized polynomial W(x, x3, y1, y2), which
is a multilinear generalized polynomial identity for R. Clearly, W (x;, x2, y1, ¥2)
is a generalized polynomial identity for R too, and the conclusion follows from
Lemma 3.5.

Lemma 3.7 Either V(x1, x2, Y1, y2) is a nontrivial generalized polynomial identity
for R or a + b = 0 and one of the following holds:

(a) q € Z(R);
(b) g~'b € Z(R).

Proof Consider the generalized polynomial (3.1)

W(xy, X2, ¥1, y2) =

L alyr, y21+qly1, yz]q_lb]

[a[xl,xz] +qlxr.x2lg b gl ,V2]q_l] + [Q[xlsxz]q_
- a[[xl, %], [y, yz]} - Q[[Xls 1, v, yz]]q‘lb.
By our hypothesis, R satisfies this generalized polynomial identity. Replacing [x1, x>]

by g '[x1, x2]q and [y1, 2] by g '[v1, y21g, we have that R satisfies the generalized
polynomial identity

[aq_l[xl, x2lg + [x1, x21b, [y1, )’2]}
[[Xl,xz], aq”'[y1, y21q + [y, )’Z]bi|

— a|:q_1[x1, x21q,q ' [y, yz]q} - |:[X17X2]7 1, yz]:|b~ (3.5)

If {ag~", 1} are linearly independent over C then (3.5) is a nontrivial generalized
polynomial identity for R. Therefore, we may assume in all follows that {ag~', 1}
are linearly dependent over C, thatis ag~' € C.

By (3.5) we have that R satisfies

[x1, x21(ab)[y1, y21 — [y1, y21(a + b)[x1, x2]
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and by Remark 2.6 it follows that a 4+ b = 0. Hence the generalized polynomial (3.1)
reduces to

W(xy, X2, ¥1, y2) =

[a[XL x2] — qlx1, x2lq " La, gLy, y2]617]} + |:‘1[x17 x2lg~ Y alyr, vl — gy, yz]qfla]
- a[[mwz], [y17y2]} + q[[XLJCz], byt yz]]q_la- (3.6)

1

Left multiplying (3.6) by ¢~ and by easy computations, one has that R satisfies

—1

q_]a([m x2lglyt, yalg ™"+ Dvrs valglen, xalg ™! = Dep, x21lvr, yal + [yts y2llx, Xz])

1 1

= [x1, x2]aly1, y21g -
(3.7

+ [x1, x21g Lalyr. y2l = [yi. 2l talxy, x0] + 1, y2lalxy, x2lg ™

If {g'a, 1} are linearly dependent over C, then ¢ ~'a € C, thatis ¢~'b € C and we

are done. On the other hand, if {q"a, 1} are linearly independent over C and since
(3.7) is a trivial generalized polynomial identity for R, then R satisfies

1 1

— [x1, x2lalyr, y21g~ -
(3.8)

[x1, x21g alyr, 21 — [y1, v21g~ 'alxy, x2] + [y1, y2lalxi, x21g ™

Moreover, if ¢ € C, then the conclusion follows from Remark 3.3, so that we may
assume g ¢ C. In this last case, by (3.8) it follows that R satisfies the nontrivial
generalized polynomial identity

[x1, x21g " alyr, y21 = [y1, y21q ~'alxi, x2]
which is a contradiction.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. The generalized polynomial W (x, x5, y1, y) is a general-
ized polynomial identity for R. By Lemma 3.7, we may assume that W (x;, x2, y1, y2)
is a nontrivial generalized polynomial identity for R and, by [6] it follows that
W (xy, x2, ¥1, ¥2) is a nontrivial generalized polynomial identity for Q,. By the well-
known Martindale’s theorem of [20], Q, is a primitive ring having nonzero socle with
the field C as its associated division ring. By [15] (p.75) Q, is isomorphic to a dense
subring of the ring of linear transformations of a vector space V over C, containing
nonzero linear transformations of finite rank. Assume first that dim¢cV =k > 2isa
finite positive integer, then O, = M} (C) and the conclusion follows from Lemma 3.6.

Let now dim¢cV = oo.

Let xo, yo € R. By Litoff’s theorem (see Theorem 4.3.11 in [2]) there exists an
idempotent element e € R such that xg, yo, a, b, q, q’la, q’lb € eRe = M, (C) for
some integer k. Of course
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[a[rl, rl+qlr1,r2lg ™ 'b, q[Sl,Sz]qfl] + [CI[FL rlg~ Y alsy, 521 + glsi, Sz]tflb]

- a|:[r1,r2], [31,52]] — q|:[r1,r2], [sl,sz]}q_lb =0, Vri,rp, 51,52 €eRe. (3.9)

For sake of clearness, here we write F(x) = ax + gxq~'b, for any x € eRe. By
Lemma 3.6 one of the following holds:

(a) eRe is commutative, in particular ¢ ~'b, g are central elements of e¢Re. In this
case F(x) = (a + b)x, for any x € eRe, that is F is a generalized derivation
of eRe. Moreover, since eRe satisfies (3.9) and ¢ is a central element of eRe,
we have that F acts as a Lie derivation on the set [eRe, e Re]. Thus, by Remark
2.7 it follows that F' is an ordinary derivation of e Re, in particular F (x¢yp) =
F(x0)yo + xoF (o).

(b) a4+ b =0 and q is a central element of eRe. In this case F(x) = ax — xa, for
any x € eRe, that is F is an inner ordinary derivation of eRe and once again
F(x0y0) = F(x0)yo + xoF (yo) holds.

() a+b=0and g 'b, g 'a are central elements of eRe. In this case F(x) =0,
for any x € eRe, in particular F(xg) = F(yp) = 0.

Therefore, in any case F (xoyo) = F(x9)yo + xo F (yo) holds. Repeating this process
for any x, y € R, it follows that F satisfies the rule F(xy) = F(x)y + xF(y) for
any x, y € R, thatis F acts as a derivation on R, as required.

Now we extend the previous result to the case the automorphism « is not neces-
sarily inner

Proposition 3.8 Let R be a non-commutative prime ring of characteristic different
from 2, Q, be its right Martindale quotient ring and C be its extended centroid.
Suppose that F is an inner generalized skew derivation of R, with associated auto-
morphism «, defined as follows: F (x) = ax + a(x)b forall x € R and suitable fixed
a,be Q,. If F #0and

F([x, y]) = [F(x), a(y)] + [ax), F(y)]

forall x,y € [R, R], then « is the identity map on R and a + b = 0.
In order to prove Proposition 3.8 we need to fix the following useful results:

Remark 3.9 Let R be a prime ring of characteristic different from 2.
If [[x1, x21. [y1. y21] € Z(R), for all x1, x2, y1, y2 € R, then R is commutative.

Proof Since R is a prime ring satisfying the polynomial identity

[[[Xl,xz], 1. y21]. X3:|
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then there exists a field K such that R and M, (K), the ring of all # x ¢ matrices over
K, satisfy the same polynomial identities (see [16]).

Suppose t > 2. Let x| = ey, Xo = ex, ¥ = e and y, = ep;. By calculation we
obtain [[xl, x21, [v1, yz]] =e11 —exn ¢ Z(R), a contradiction. So = 1 and R is
commutative. ([l

Remark 3.10 Let R be a prime ring of characteristic different from 2 and a € R.

If a[[x1, x2], [y1. y21] = 0 (respectively [[x1, x21, [y1, y21] @ = 0), for all xy, x2, y1,
v, € R, then either a = 0 or R is commutative.

Proof By Remark 3.9 we may assume that the polynomial [[xl , X1, [y, yz]] is not
central in R. Therefore a = 0 follows from [10]. O

Remark 3.11 Let R be a prime ring of characteristic different from 2 and a € R. If
[a[xl,xz], [xl,xz]] = 0 (respectively [[xl, x2]a, [xl,xz]] = 0), for all x1, x, € R,
then eithera € Z(R) = 0.

Proof 1t is easy consequence of [1]. ([

Proof of Proposition 3.8 If there exists an invertible element g € Q, such that
alx) = qxq‘l, for all x € R, then the conclusion follows from Proposition 3.1.
Hence, in what follows we assume that « is not an inner automorphism of R and
prove that a contradiction follows. Thus, since R satisfies

|:a[x|, xal 4+ a(lr. xa)b, adly. yz]):|
+ [a([xl, x2]), alyr, y21 + a(ly, )’2])17:|
—a [[xl, x21, [y, yz]} - a([[xl, x21, [y, yz]Db (3.10)
then
[a[xl,xz] + [t1, 121, [z1, ZZ]]
+ |:[t1, n)),alyr, y21+ [z1, Zz]bi|

- a[[xl,xz], [y1, )’2]:| - [[fl, n], [z1, Zz]]b (3.11)

is a generalized identity for R. In particular R satisfies a |:[x1, x21, [v1, yz]], which
implies that @ = 0 (see Remark 3.10). Hence (3.11) reduces to

[t1, ©21blz1, 22] — 21, 22]b[11, 2]

and, by Remark 2.6, we get b = 0, which implies the contradiction F = 0.
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4 The Proof of Theorem 1

As mentioned in the Introduction, we can write F(x) = ax + f(x), for all x € R,
wherea € Q, and f is a skew derivation of R. Let o be the automorphism associated
with f. Thatis f(xy) = f(x)y + a(x) f(y), forall x,y € R.

Remark 4.1 Let S be the additive subgroup generated by the set

p(R) ={p(ri,...,rp):r1,...,1, € R} #0.

Of course F([x,y]) =[Fx),a(y)]+ [alx), F(y)], for all x,y e §. Since
p(xi,...,x,) is not central in R, by [5] and char(R) # 2, it follows that there
exists a noncentral Lie ideal L of R such that L C §. Moreover it is well known
that there exists a nonzero ideal / of R such that [/, R] € L (see [14, pp. 4-5], [13,
Lemma 2, Proposition 1], [17, Theorem 4]).

Proof of Theorem 1. By Remark 4.1 we assume there exists a noncentral ideal I of
R such that

|:a[x1, x|+ f(lx1, x2]), a([y1, )’2])i| + |:a([x1, x20), alyr, y21+ f (1, yz]),:|
- a|:[x1» x2], [y1, }’2]} - f(|:[xl’ x2], [y1, yz]]) 4.1)

is satisfied by 7. Since I and R satisfy the same generalized identities with derivations
and automorphisms, then (4.1) is a generalized differential identity for R, that is R
satisfies

[a[m, x2]+ f(x)x 4+ alxy) f(x2) — fx)xr — alx2) f(x1), allyr, yz])]

[a([n, x2D),alyr, 21+ fODy2 +a(yn) f(y2) — f(2)y1 — a(yz)f(yl)]
- a[[Xl, x21 Iyt m]} - (f(xl)xz +axy)) f(x2) — fx2)x) — a(xz)f()q))[yL y2]
— aflxy, X2])(f(y1)y2 +alyDSf(2) — f2)y — a(Yz)f(yl))
+ (f(yl)yz +aly) f(y2) — fO2)y — Oé(yz)f(y1))[% x2]

+ a([y1, yz])(f(xl)xz +a(x)) f(x) — fxo)xy — a(x2)f(xl)) 4.2)

In all that follows we assume R is not commutative and f # 0, otherwise F(x) =
ax, for all x € R and, by Remark 2.8, we have the contradiction ¥ = (0. Moreover,
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we also assume « is not the identity map on R, if not F(x) = ax + xb,forallx € R
and, by Remark 2.7, it follows a = —b and F is an ordinary inner derivation of R.
In case f is an inner skew derivation of R, then we get the required conclusions
by Proposition 3.8. Hence we now assume that f is not inner and show that a number
of contradictions follows.
Since 0 # f is not inner, then, by relation (4.2), it follows that R satisfies

[a[xl s xo] 4 o + alx)h — hxy — alx)t, ally, Y2])]
[a([m, x2]), alyr, 21+ ziy2 + a(y)ze — 2251 — a()’Z)Zl]
- a[[xl, xal, [y, yz]] - (tlxz + a(x))t — bhx; — a(xz)tl)[yl, y2]
- a([xl,xz])(myz +a(yz — 22y — a(yz)zl)
+ (myz +aly)z — 2y — a(yz)zl)[xn,xz]
+ a([y1, yz])(t1x2 + a(x))ty — trx; — a(xz)tl) 4.3)
and in particular, by computation we get that
(Mz - a(Xz)tl)a([yl, »l - (tlxz - a(Xz)h)[yl, y2] (4.4)

is satisfied by R.

If there exists an invertible element ¢ € Q, such that ¢ ¢ C and a(x) = gxq ",
for all x € R, we replace any #; with ¢¢; in (4.4) and left multiplying by ¢!, one
has that R satisfies [tq, xz](q[yl, yg]q_1 — [y1, yg]). Since R is not commutative
and in light of Remark 2.5, the last relation implies g[yy, yz]q’1 = [y1, y2], for any
Y1, Y2 € R, that is q[y1, y2] = [y1, y21g, for any y;, y» € R. In this case, it is well
known that the contradiction g € C follows.

On the other hand, in case « is not inner, then by (4.4) it follows that R satisfies
the generalized identity

(flxz - f3f1)[Z1, 2] — (flxz - l3l1)[)’17 2] 4.5)

and, for y; = y, = 0 and x, = 13, we have that R satisfies the polynomial identity
[t1, x21[z1, z2], which implies again the contradiction that R is commutative.
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