arXiv:2605.08096v1 [math.RA] 14 Apr 2026

ADDITIVE PRESERVERS OF MUTUAL STRONG
BIRKHOFF-JAMES ORTHOGONALITY ON
FINITE-DIMENSIONAL C*-ALGEBRAS

BOJAN KUZMA AND SRDJAN STEFANOVIC

ABsTrRACT. We describe additive surjections on direct sum of matrix algebras
that preserve singularity in one direction. As an application, we classify addi-
tive surjections on finite-dimensional C*-algebras that preserve mutual strong
Birkhoff—James orthogonality in one direction.

1. INTRODUCTION, PRELIMINARIES AND STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULTS

In a normed space X we lack an inner product; therefore, a notion of orthogo-
nality is required that coincides with the standard definition

vlye(z,y) =0

whenever X is an inner product space (throughout this paper, the scalar field is
assumed to be the field of complex numbers C, unless explicitly mentioned other-
wise). One of the most studied notions is the Birkhoff-James orthogonality, which
has been investigated for more than 90 years (see the pioneering works of Birkhoff [2]
and James [7], [6], [5]).

We say that two vectors z,y € X are Birkhoff-James (BJ for short) orthogonal,
and write x Ly vy, if

|z + Ayl > [|=|, forall A € C.

In [17], Arambasi¢ and Raji¢ naturally extended the above definition to (right)
Hilbert C*-modules over a C*-algebra 2. Namely, for two elements z,y € X we
say that z is strongly BJ orthogonal to y, and write x J_%J y, if

|z +yc| > ||z|| for all c € A.

Then, in [15], Arambasic et al. defined the mutual version of the relation previously
considered. Namely, for two elements z,y € X, we say that = and y are mutual
strong BJ orthogonal, denoted by z JL‘;J y, if J_%J y and y J_%J x.

In this paper, we will consider a C*-algebra 2, regarded as a right Hilbert C*-
module over itself. So a € 2 is strong BJ orthogonal to b € 2 if for any ¢ € 2 there
holds

(1.1) lla+bel| = lal|.
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The essence of this relation can be studied by the orthograph introduced in [15].
Recall that the vertices of this orthograph are all elements of the projective space
over A , ie., {[a] = Ca; a € A\ {0}}, and two vertices [z] and [y] form an edge
if 1%, y for some representatives = € [z] and y € [y]. In [15] its diameter
and isolated vertices were determined in case when 2 = B(H), where H is Hilbert
space, and also in case when 2[ is a commutative C*-algebra. This was essentially
used to determine linear preservers of mutual strong BJ orthogonality on B(H)
(see [16]). Later, in [8], isolated vertices in an arbitrary C*-algebra are described,
and an estimate of the diameter is given. Finally, in [23], this orthograph was
considered when 2l is a finite-dimensional C*-algebra, i.e.,

(1.2) A= M, (C)d M,,(C)®---& M,, (C),

for some natural numbers k, nq,no, ..., ng up to permutation, and the diameter was
determined. To avoid confusion, in the two aforementioned papers the orthograph
on the projective space was considered, whereas here our ambient space will be
the entire C*-algebra. We will repeatedly use a strong version of the well-known
Stampfli-Magajna-Bhatia-Semrl theorem (for the proof see [17, Proposition 2.8];
see also papers [22], [19] and [1] for a retrospective).

Theorem 1.1. Let A, B € M,(C). Then A L%, B if and only if there is a unit
vector x € C™ such that ||Az|| = ||A|| and B*Ax = 0.

In this paper, we study additive preservers. They have been studied for many
years (see, for example, the papers [21] and [9]). Recently, there was a renewed
interest in additive preservers of the orthogonality relation — see the paper of
Wojcik [24, Section 4], where he proved that the additive preserver of BJ orthog-
onality on real normed space is automatically linear and hence, from the famous
result by Oman [20, Lemma 3.3, page 38|, it is a scalar multiple of an isome-
try. We remark in passing that Blanco and Turnsek [3] extended this result by
classifying bijections preserving BJ orthogonality in both directions on projective
spaces induced by reflexive smooth spaces. Also, in two papers by Li, Liu, and Per-
alta (see [11] and [12]), Wojcik’s result was extended to complex normed spaces.
In [11, Proposition 2.2] it was shown that an additive map ®, which preserves the
BJ orthogonality between two complex normed spaces X,Y, with dim X > 2 and
admitting a conjugation (i.e., there exists a conjugate-linear and involutive isome-
try on X) is automatically real-linear; if, in addition, ® is surjective and preserves
BJ orthogonality in both directions, then it is automatically continuous. This re-
sult was extended in [12, Lemma 2.14] where it was shown that ® admits a unique
real-linear extension to a BJ preserver on completions of X and Y provided that,
besides the previous assumptions on X, we also have that X* is strictly convex.

Our main contribution here is the following result. Recall that, for a given
orthonormal basis ey, ..., e, of C", the map

Jix= Z(m,q)ei T = Z (x,e;)e;

is a conjugate-linear isometry on C", and it induces a conjugate-linear isometry on
a C*-algebra M,,(C) by transforming a matrix X € M, (C) to

X—=JXJ.

It is immediate that JX.J = X is an (entrywise) conjugation of the elements of X.
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Theorem 1.2. Let A be a finite-dimensional compler C*-algebra, not isomorphic
to C, C® C and M3(C), and let ®: A — A be an additive surjection. Then, the
following are equivalent

(i) @ preservers mutual strong BJ orthogonality.

(ii) There ezists a permutation © of minimal ideals of A, which respects their
dimension, a positive scalar v and unitary elements u,v € A such that

®(a) = yur(a)',

where x — x' denotes a map which is identity on some (possibly none) min-
tmal ideals and entrywise conjugation with respect to a fired orthonormal
basis on other minimal ideals.

We remark that the structure of additive preservers of mutual strong BJ orthog-
onality on C, C @& C or Ms(C), is different; we refer to the last section for more
details.

Clearly, each map which preserves strong BJ orthogonality also preserves mutual
strong BJ orthogonality. Hence, as an immediate corollary, we can classify additive
preserves of strong BJ orthogonality:

Corollary 1.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.2, an additive surjection
D: A — A preserves strong BJ orthogonality if and only if it equals one of the
forms in item (i) if Theorem 1.2.

Our main tool will be a reduction to preservers of singularity. Since this is of
independent interest, we shall state it here, after clarifying the following terminol-
ogy: Any permutation m of {1,....,k} induces a linear bijection, again denoted by

7, on a block-diagonal matrix algebra A = @]f M, (F), given by @ A; — @ Arpy.
For example, the transposition 7 = (1,2) will map A @ B into B & A.

Theorem 1.4. Let F be a field of characteristic zero and let k,ny,...,np > 1 be
integers. The following is equivalent for an additive surjection

O: M, (F)®--- &M, (F) > M, (F)® &M, (F).

(i) ® maps singular elements into singular elements.
(ii) There exists a permutation of blocks 7, which respects their dimension, such
that

Moreover, if n; > 2 there exist a field endomorphism o;: F — F and invert-
ible matrices P;, Q; € My, (F), (i =1,...,k), such that

D: A — PZ‘TI'(A,L')(”Q,' or ®: A~ PzW(A?)UlQ,, A; € Mm (]F)

2. ADDITIVE PRESERVERS OF SINGULARITY

Within this section, we prove Theorem 1.4. We remark that the main idea,
which is a reduction to additive rank-one nonincreasing maps, comes from a paper
by Fosner and Semrl, [4]. Throughout this section,

A= Mnl(F) D an(F) - Mnk(F)
is a block-diagonal algebra over the field F, with char(F) = 0.
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Lemma 2.1. Let my,mg > 1 be integers and Ass € GL,,, (F). Then

I, + A1 A
(p A Ali) € My, 1y (F)

is invertible except for at most finitely many values p € N={1,2,...}.

plm, + A1 Az

A Az
Moreover, the coefficient of p™! is equal to det(Asz) which is nonzero. Hence, it
has at most my zeros (some of which may lie outside N), and the claim follows. O

Proof. Observe that det ( is a polynomial in p of degree m;.

Lemma 2.2. Let ®: A — A be an additive, surjective map that preserves singu-
larity in one direction. Then ® maps rank-one operators to rank-one operators or
to zero.

Proof. Suppose, to the contrary, that there exists a rank-one matrix in A whose
®-image is a matrix of rank ¢ (2 < ¢ < N :=ny +ng+---+nyg) in A. By pre- and
post- composing ® with suitable transformations of the form A — PAQ, where P
and @ are invertible block-diagonal matrices (such map preserves singularity), we

may assume that
k

(b(Ell) = @ (In; D On,,—n;) )
i=1
where n) can be zero, with at least one n} > 1. Define F = I — ®(Fj;) and a
(compression) subspace V = FAF|gpy; notice that

(2.1) V=P M, (F) € My_o(F) € My_»(F).

n,>1

Let T be an arbitrary element in A. We will show that the compression of ®(7")
on V is singular, which contradicts the surjectivity of ®.

If tk(T) < N — 2, then pEy;1 + T is singular for every p € N (by rank argument).
By additivity and singularity preserving, p®(E11) + ®(7T) is also singular for every
p € N. Assume that ®(7") is invertible in V. Regarding the blocks of A we have
three possibilities:

I i I
n; =0, mn;=n;, and 0<n;<n,.

In a block with nj = 0 the matrix ®(pE11 + T)|ar,,, 7) = Pln; + ®(T)|n1,,, (v) 18
singular if and only if —p is an eigenvalue of ®(T')| M, (F), and there are at most
finitely many such integers p.

A block with n; = n; belongs completely to V, and by the assumption, ®(pE1; +
)|, #) = On; + @(T)| a1, (v) is invertible there for each integer p.

Finally in a block with 0 < n} < n; we get that ®(T) is invertible except for at
most finitely many values p € N by Lemma 2.1.

Combined, this shows that, except for at most finitely many integers p, all blocks
of a singular matrix ®(pFE1; + T) are invertible, a contradiciton. Indeed, the com-
pression of ®(T) to V must be singular whenever rkT < N — 2.

Next, if tk(T) = N —1, write T as a sum of N —1 rank-one matrices 771, ...,Tn_1
from A. Then, by the preceding result, for any sum of N — 2 or fewer elements of
the set {T1,T%,...,Tn_1}, its P-image is singular in V. By (2.1) we may consider
V to be embedded into My_o(F), and applying [4, Lemma 2.1] (for m =N — 1 >
n =N —2) we get ®(T) is singular in V.
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If rk(T) = N we write T as a sum of N rank-one matrices 771, ...,Ty € A, and
apply the previous arguments to show that ®(7") is again singular in V. ([l

Lemma 2.3. Let ®: A — A be an additive, surjective map that preserves singu-
larity in one direction. Then ® maps each block M, (F) onto some block M, (F).

Proof. Since ® is an additive surjection, there exists a rank-one element R € A
with ®(R) # 0. By Lemma 2.2 rk ®(R) = 1, so there exists j € [1, k] such that
®(R) € M, (F). Let i be the index of the block containing R. Denote

R=xzQ®y where z,yec0&aF" &0;

(here and throughout, given z,y € F" we denote by x ® y a rank-one matrix, which,
in a standard basis, maps z into (y*z)x, where y* denotes a conjugated transpose of
a column vector y). Now, if for some w € 0@F™ @0 it holds 0 # ®(x@w) € M, (F)
where ng # n;, then ¢ ® y +  ® w is rank-one, however ®(z ® y + = ® w) is rank
two, a contradiction. The same argument shows that ®(z ® y) € My, (F) for all
z€e0@F" @0.

Now, take an arbitrary rank-one z @ w € M, (F) with z,w € 0 ®F" & 0. Then,
by the above,

(2.2) P(r @ w), (2 ®@y) € My, (F).

If at least one of them is nonzero, say ®(z ® w) # 0, we can repeat the above
arguments, to deduce that also ®(z ® w) € M, (F). However, if both elements
of (2.2) are zero, then consider a rank-one (x + z) ® (y + w), which ® maps into
P(z®y)+0+0+P(2®@w) again of rank-one at most. Since 0 # ®(zQy) € M, (F),
we necessarily have that ®(z ® w) € My, (F). It now follows by the additivity that
the whole block M, (F) is mapped into M, (F).

Thus, ® maps each block M, (F) € A into some block M, (F). Since there
are finitely many blocks, it must permute the blocks and must map M, (F) onto
M,,,(F) otherwise it would not be surjective. O

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Using the Lemma 2.3, we can denote
D;: = ¢|Mni(lF)3 M, (F) — M, (F).

Now we are in a position to apply the result [13, Theorem 2; Corollary 3] to D =
Dy =F and m =n =n;,p = ¢ = n;. Cases (i) and (ii) of [13, Corollary 3| are
excluded by surjectivity if n; > 2 (see also [14] for more results in this direction).
Therefore, when n; > 2, we conclude that the only remaining possibilities are

(111) (I%(A) = P,LAO-ZQZ and

(iv) @;(A) = (A7 Q)7
where P; € My, »,(IF) is surjective and Q; € My, »,(F) is injective (by surjectivity
of ;) and 0;: F — F is a field isomorphism.

We claim ®; maps the block M,,(F) to a block of the same size. Indeed, if
n; > 2, we observe that dim ®;(M,,(F)) < dim M, (F) since ®; is semilinear.
Consequently, if A contains a block of size greater than one, then only a block of
maximal possible size in A can be mapped to a block of maximal size in A. Since
we know that ® permutes the blocks we can continue these arguments to complete
the proof. O
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3. ADDITIVE PRESERVERS OF MUTUAL STRONG BIRKHOFF-JAMES
ORTHOGONALITY

We will apply the results of Theorem 1.4 in the case F = C to clasify mutual
strong BJ orthogonality preservers on finite-dimensional C*-algebra 2[. Recall that
they are all of the form (1.2), and recall that A is mutually BJ orthogonal to B if
A 13, Band B 1%, A, where the relation of strong BJ orthogonality, L% ;, was
defined at (1.1).

We will frequently use the following three simple observations: (i) if B 1° A for
an invertible matrix A, then B = 0. Namely, if we put C = —A~!'B in relation
IB + AC|| > ||B|| we immediately get B = 0. See also [15, Lemma 1.2] and [8,
Proposition 2.5 and 2.6]. Also, (i) A L%, A if and only if A = 0. Finally,
(iii) for a rank-one operator A, the relation A 13, B is equivalent to A*B = 0
(see [18, Proposition 2.3]).

Lemma 3.1. Let A be a finite-dimensional C*-algebra not isomorphic to C & C.
Furthermore, let ®: A — A be an additive map that preserves a mutual strong BJ
orthogonality in one direction. Then ® preserves the singularity.

Proof. If 2 = C, the statement of Lemma 3.1 is trivially valid. Indeed, the only
singular element in C is 0, and ®(0) = 0.

If A = M5(C), suppose, to the contrary, that there exists a nonzero singular
element (and thus of rank-one, which we denote by z ® y) that is mapped into an
invertible element. Applying ® to the relation

rQyly; o' ®z

(here and throughout, =’ denotes any vector perpendicular to z, with ||z’|| = ||z||)
we obtain ®(z' ® 2) = 0 for an arbitrary z € C2, because ®(z ® y) is invertible.
Then by Theorem 1.1

(@+a)oy Ly, (z-2) oy,
so applying additive ® on both sides, we get
Oz @y) Ly, ez ey),

which is impossible by invertibility of ®(x®y) (in fact, it would imply ®(z®y) = 0).

In all other cases, we can embed 2 into My (C) where N = nj +ng+---+ny and
show that ®(T') is singular whenever T is singular. First, suppose that rk T' < N—2.
Let
T=01210Yy1+ 0222 QY2+ +0N-2TN-2QYN-2, 01 202>+ >0N-22>0,

be its singular value decomposition (SVD for short) and let us assume the opposite,

that ®(T') is invertible. We extend the set {x1,...,znx_2} to an orthonormal basis
{z1,...,N—2,2N_1, 2N} and similarly with y;’s. Then, by Theorem 1.1, we know
that

T 1%, x; ®y;, whereie {N—1,N},
and applying ® on both sides, we get ®(T) L%, ®(x; @ y;) and therefore ®(z; ®
y;) =0, i € {N — 1, N} because ®(7T) is invertible. Also, again by Theorem 1.1
T+pan-1®@yn—1 L3, T+pay @yn,

for p € N greater than oy. Applying additive ® we get ®(T) L3, ®(T), so
®(T) = 0, which contradicts the assumed invertibility of ®(T').
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Finally, suppose tkT = n — 1. Again, let
T'=0121@y1+ 0222 QY2+ -+ +ON_1ZN-1 D YN-1, 01 202 >+ > 0on-1 >0,
be its SVD and let us assume the opposite, that ®(7") is invertible. Then, by
Theorem 1.1
T 13, an@yn 1@y,
where © L {zn,21} and y L yy are both nonzero (they exist because N > 3).
From the invertibility of ®(T), we conclude that ®(zy ® yy £ 2 ®y) = 0 and then

from the additivity ®(zxy ® yn) = 0 and ®(x ® y) = 0. In particular, by taking
x=or; and y =y; for 2 <i < N — 1, we conclude that ®(c;2; @ y;) = 0. So

N-1
Qo121 @ Y1) = Z D(0z; Qy;) = D(T)
i=1
is invertible, which is impossible by the previous part of our proof. ([

As we show in the next example, Lemma 3.1 does not hold in case % = C ¢ C.
Example 3.2. Let us define &: CH C — C & C as follows:
QA 1) = A(1,1).

By definition (A1, 1) L5, (Mg, uo) for two nonzero elements in 20 if and only if
A1 =2 =0or ug = Ay = 0. In both cases, one element is of the form (0, 1), so it
is mapped to (0,0) by ®. So, ® preserves mutual strong BJ orthogonality, however,
it maps a singular element (1,0) to invertible (1, 1).

Now, we are in a position to apply Theorem 1.4 by which
d: Az — PﬂT(AZ)Jle or d: A1 — PZﬂ'(AzT)UIQ“ AZ € an (F)

The permutation of blocks 7 is clearly a linear isometry, hence preserves the
mutual strong BJ orthogonality. By composing ® with its inverse 7—!, we can and
will assume that 7 is the identity permutation. Let us now eliminate the second
option (namely, transposition) on blocks of dimension at least two.

Lemma 3.3. The map ®;: M,,(C) — M,,(C) for n; > 2, defined by ®,(A) =
P; (AT)ai Q; does not preserve the mutual strong BJ orthogonality in one direction.

Proof. This is essentially proven in [16, Lemma 2.6], but we reprove it for the sake
of convinience. Let E be any rank-one orthogonal projection with rational entries.
Then (ET)? = E. Also, E(I — E) =0, so E 13, (I — E), which implies that
P;(ET)7:Q; JL%J P;((I — E)T)?:Q;. This simplifies into

PEQ; 13, Pi(I - E)Q;.
Since P;EQ); is a rank-one, we conclude (P, EQ;)*P;(I — E)Q; = 0, that is,
QiEPP,(I — E)Q; = 0.
Since Q; is invertible, EP}P,(I — E) = 0, that is,
EP'P, = EP'P,E

for all rank-one orthogonal projections E with rational coeficients. Insert £ =
e; ®e;, where eq, ea, ..., e,, € C™ is a standard orthonormal basis of C™ to deduce
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that P;P; is a diagonal matrix. Insert also E = 1(eq + ex) @ (e1 + ex) to deduce
that P P; is a scalar multiple of identity. This implies that the map

U, = PfP®; : A (AT)7Q;
also preserves a mutual strong BJ orthogonality. To finish the proof, note that
e1®er L3, ea® (eg + €3)
so applying ¥, we get
(e1®e)Qi Ly ((e1 +€2) ® e2)Qs.
Since both elements are of rank-one, it follows that Q7 ((e1+e2)®e2)*(e1®e1)Q; = 0.
Then invertibility of @; implies that
ea®e; = ((e1+e2)®ea)*(e1 ®er) =0,

which is a contradiction. O

Lemma 3.4. If the map ®;: M,,,(C) — M,,(C),n; > 2 defined by ®;(A) =
P; A% Q); preserves the mutual strong BJ orthogonality in one direction, then oi(A) =
A for all A € C or g;(\) = X for all A € C. Moreover, P; is a scalar multiple of a

unitary operator.

Proof. On rank-one operators, mutual strong BJ orthogonality is equivalent to
range orthogonality, so for all A € C and ¢ # j

(e0 + Xej) @ ey 15 (Aeg — ej) @ eq.
Applying ®; on both sides gets
Pi(ee + 0i(Nej) @ Qer L Pi(ai(Ner — e5) @ Qer,

from where we can conclude

(3.1) (e7 +oi(N)e;) Pl Pi(oi(Nee —ej) = 0.
Now, if we put A = ¢ € Q, knowing that o;(q) = ¢, we get
(3.2) (e +qe;)P*P(ge; —ej) =0

for every rational number g. Denote elements of positive matrix by PP, :=
(agj)1<e,j<n- From (3.2) we have that

az5q” + (ave — aj;)q — ag; =0,
so ag; = 0 and age = a;;. This proves that P} P; is a scalar multiple of identity and
returning to the equality (3.1), we conclude that

ai(X) = 0i(N).
So, o0; is the identity or conjugation map. O
Lemma 3.5. Let A = EB]f M,,(C) and let J C {1,...,k}. Then, a real-linear map
T: A —= A, defined by
Al =4y ified
{A;f = A;;  otherwise
preserves mutual strong BJ orthogonality.

Proof. This is an easy consequence of the fact that ||(A4y,... Ag)|| = max ||4;] =
max || A; || (the last identity follows from SVD of A;). O
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We next consider several subcases of low dimensional blocks separately. The first
one is an abelian C*-algebra 2 = C*,k > 3. Recall that in such 2 the additive
mutual strong BJ preserver will still permute the blocks, but at the moment we
have not yet found its structure within each block.

3.1. Case C* k> 3.
Lemma 3.6. Let ® = (¢y,...,¢1): C¥ — CK k > 3 be an additive map that

preserves a mutual strong BJ orthogonality in one direction. Then
B(A1,. M) = yu(Ag, o )T,
where v > 0, u € C* is a unitary and a' is defined in Theorem 1.2.

Proof. We will divide the proof into several steps.

Step 1. |p1(x)| = -+ = |pr(z)| for every xz € C.

To see this note that |[(z1,...,2zx)| = max|z;||. It hence follows by definition
of strong BJ orthogonality that (z,...z,0;x,...,2) _IJ_%J (,...,z,05,z,...,2),
whenever i # j. Applying ® this gives

(P1(x)s ., 04y oy o)) L3 (p1(2),- 0,04, (),
from where we deduce

lpj(@)] = [pe(x)]  forall £#i and |@i(x)| > |pe(z)| for all £ j.
Continuing in the same manner, by taking all possible i # j, we conclude that
[p1(2)] = |p2(2)| = - -+ = |pr(x)| for every z € C.

Step 2. If \,p € C and |X| = |p| then [@;(N)] = |, (p)] for every 1 <i,j < k.
To see this, note that (A, u,0,...,0) JL%J (0, py gty - .., 1), so applying & we get

(p1(A); p2(n),0,...,0) J—%J (0, p2(p) 3(p)s - -, (1)),
and we can conclude |p1(A)] > |p2(p)|. Now, if we change (0, p, p,..., 1) to
(A0, ..., A), we also get |pa(p)| > [e1(A)], so |p2(p)] = |e1(N)|. By Step 1,
i (M = ler (N[ = lo2(u)] = l@;(p)] for every 1 <i,j <k, as claimed.
Step 3. If A, € C and |A| > |u| then |@;(N)] > |pi(p)| for every 1 <i,j < k.
To see this, note that (A, ,0,...,0) JLgJ (0, pty iy - . ., 1), SO applying ® we get

(‘pl()‘)’ @2(”%07 s ?O) J'L%J (05 (102(/“L)7 @3(”)) BREE) 901@(#))7
50 |p1(A)] > |@2(n)|, which by Step 2 proves the claim.

Step 4. p; is continuous for every 1 <1 < k.

To see this, choose ¢ > 0 and let n € N be such that Wilﬂ < €. Define 6§ = %
Then if |a — 8] < §, using additivity, the fact that |n(c — 8)] < 1 and Step 3,
respectively, we get

[ei(a) — i(8)| =  lgilnta — B)| < —lei(D] <=

Step 5. ¢;(a+bi) = ap;(1) + bp;(i) for every 1 < j < k and every a,b € R.

To see this, let v; := ¢;(1). By additivity, ¢;(a) = a-~y; for every a € Q. Then,
by continuity (Step 4) ¢;(a) = a -~ for every a € R. Similarly, defining 6, := ¢; (%)
and using additivity and continuity, we get ¢;(bi) = bi - §;. The statement then
follows directly from the additivity of the mapping ¢;.

Step 6. ¢;(\) = ¢;(1)A for every A € C or ¢;(\) = ¢;(1)\ for every A € C.
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To see this, by Step 2, |¢;(A\)| is constant for every |A| = 1. Then by Step 5

lc-v; £V1—c2-4
is constant for every ¢ € [—1,1]. If v; = 0, then §; = 0, so ¢; = 0, which contradicts

surjectivity. Hence, |¢ + /1 — 62% is constant for every ¢ € [—1,1]. By inserting
J

c = 1, we get that this constant is equal to 1, and hence, |c £ V1 — 02% =1 for
J

every ¢ € [—1,1]. Inserting ¢ = 0 gives further

(3.3) 1051 = [;1-

Finally, inserting ¢ = %, gives

5|
(3.4) ‘1 + 4= V2.

It follows from (3.3) and (3.4) that % = =+4. Consequently, ¢;(a+bi) = ay,;+biy; =
(a4 bi)y; or @;(a+ bi) = ay; — biy; = (a — bi)vy, for every a,b € R, which was the
desired result.

Step 7. Conclusion of the proof.

Define v = |¢1(1)| > 0 and u = (Iiiggl’ ‘ifgl s |il;8§\)7 which is unitary by
Step 1. Then, by Step 6, the map ® has the desired form. O

3.2. Case C® M,,(C),n; > 2.

Lemma 3.7. Let ® = (¢1,2): C&M,,(C) — COM,,(C),n; > 2, where p3(A) =
AQ for some invertible matriz Q € My, (C). If ® is an additive mutual strong BJ
orthogonality preserver, then Q is a scalar multiple of a unitary and ¢1(\) = p1(1)A
for every X € C or p1(A\) = p1(1)X for every A € C. In addition, ||Q| = |¢1(1)].

Proof. Note that for all A € C, |\ <1 and x € C2,||z|| = 1 the operator (\,z ® x)
attains its norm at (0,x), so by Theorem 1.1 we have

(Av T® Z‘) —”—%J ()‘7 37/ ® l’l),
where 2’/ denotes any vector perpendicular to z, with ||2’|| = ||z||. Applying ® =
(¢1,92), we get

(p1(N), (z @ 2)Q) L3, (21(N), (2’ @ 2)Q).
It follows, again by Theorem 1.1 that

(3-5) Qx| = [[(z © )@l = [1 (M)

Assume, in addition |[A| = 1. Notice that (0, ) attains its norm on (0, z’) while
(A, z ® x) attains its norm on (1,0), so from Theorem 1.1

(A x®z) Lg; (0,1).
Applying ® we get
(9010‘)7 (33 ® x)Q) JL%J (07 Q)’

so by the definition of strong BJ orthogonality, keeping in mind that @ is invertible,
we necessarily have

ler(N)] = [[(z @ 2)Q| = Q=]
Together with (3.5), it follows that [|Q*x|| = |1 ()\)| for all unit vectors z € C? and
|A| = 1. Consequently, @* is a scalar multiple of a unitary and || is constant on
a unit circle.
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Moreover, (3.5) now implies |p1(A)] < ||@*z| for all |A\| < 1 with an equality
for |[A\| = 1. Hence, as in the proof of Steps 4-6 of Lemma 3.6, ¢1 is continuous,
additive, and actually of the stated form. O

3.3. Case M,,,(C)® M,,(C),ng,n; > 2.

Lemma 3.8. Let ® = (¢1,2): My, (C)®M,,(C) = My, (C)DM,,;(C),ne,n; > 2,
where ;(A) = AQ; for some invertible matrices Q1 € M,,(C) and Q2 € My, (C).
If ® is a mutual strong BJ orthogonality preserver, then Q1 and Q2 are scalar
multiples of unitaries and ||Q1] = [|Qz2]|-

Proof. Note that for all unit vectors z € C™, the operator (x ® z,I) attains its
norm on (z,0), so by Theorem 1.1 we have

(3.6) (x@x, 1) LY, ('@, 1).
Applying ® we get

(z®2)Q1,Q2) L5, (2 ® 2')Q1, Q2),
which, again by Theorem 1.1 and invertibility of Qo implies that

lz® Qiz| = [|Q2]]-
Therefore,
Q1] = 1QT] = Q1| = [z ® Q1| = [|Q2]],

holds for all unit vectors x € C™. Moreover, applying ® on a pair
(I,x@x) J'L%J (I,J?/ ®J?/),
for unit vector x € C™, we obtain analogously that

1Q2]l = (1@ > [|@x]l

holds for all unit vectors x € C™. Consequently, ||Q1| = ||Q2]|, and both @1 and
Q- are scalar multiples of unitaries. (|

Proof of Theorem 1.2. As mentioned in (1.2) we may assume that 2 is a block-
diagonal matrix algebra. Now, by Lemma 3.1 ® preserves singularity and hence by
Theorem 1.4 there exists a permutation of blocks 7, which respects their dimension,
such that

O (Mp, (C)) = 7(M,,(C)).
Notice that 7 is a linear x-isometry, so it preserves mutual strong BJ orthogonality
in both direciotns. Therefore, by composing ® with 7~! we obtain an additive sur-
jection (denoted again by ®), which still preserves mutual strong BJ orthogonality,
and satisfies
(Mp,(C)) = M,,(C).
Hence, we may decompose
=0, PP Py

Assume n; > 2. Then, by Theorem 1.4, there exists a field endomorphism ¢;: C —
C and invertible matrices P;, Q; € M,,(C), such that

(I)ii Ai — PiA?iQi or (I)Z AZ — PZ(A;T)UIQz

The second case is impossible by Lemma 3.3. In the first case, by Lemma 3.4,
P; = \;U; is a scalar multiple of unitary and o; is identity or complex conjugation.
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Hence if we replace ® by a map U*®, for a unitary U = @le U;, with U, = 1 if
ny = 1, we can and will assume that

Assume n; = 1. By the assumptions on 20 we have that 2 is either abelian with
at least three blocks, or else there exists a block with n; > 2. In the first case,
by Lemma 3.6 we imediately get a form as stated in (ii) of Theorem 1.2. In the
second case, ®; is a scalar multiple of identity on C or a scalar multiple of complex
conjugation on C, while @); is a scalar multiple of a unitary.

By Lemma 3.5, if we compose the additive ® = @@ ®; with a map ¥: A — 2
which is identity on blocks with ®; linear, and entrywise conjugation on blocks with
®; conjugate-linear, we will get a linear preserver of mutual strong BJ orthogonality.
Clearly, ®; must also preserves mutual strong BJ orthogonality. Now, we are in a
position to apply a known result [16, Theorem 2.7] by which @; = p;V; is a scalar
multiple of a unitary if n; > 3. The same conclusion holds also if n; = 2 by Lemma
3.8. We may hence replace ® by ®V* for a unitary V = @le Vi, with V, = 1 if
ny = 1 to achieve that

DAL B D AL) = (MmAL B D ApprAr).
By the last statements in Lemmas 3.7 and 3.8 we conclude that

Arpa| = -+ = [Appr| = v > 0.

Hence
QA B DAL) = U(AL® - ® Ay),

for a unitary U = (%Inl,...,%lnk) O

4. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Let us show by examples that the conclusions of Theorem 1.2 are not valid if its
assumptions fail. Recall than if 2 = C® C, then a nonstandard (nonsurjective) lin-
ear preserver of mutual strong BJ orthogonality was already given in Example 3.2.

Example 4.1. If A = C, then a J_%J b if and only if one of a, b € C vanishes, which
is, therefore, equivalent to a JL% 7 b. Here, every additive map on C preserves a
mutual strong BJ orthogonality.

Example 4.2. If %l = C @ C, an additive surjection ®: A — 2 defined by
DA, 1) = (A 2p)

preserves a mutual strong BJ orthogonality, but it is not of the form stated in
Theorem 1.2.

Example 4.3. If A = M>(C), and an additive surjection ®: 2 — 2 preserves
mutual strong BJ orthogonality, then by Lemma 3.1 and Theorem 1.4 we have
®(A) = PA°Q or ®(A) = P(AT)?Q for some invertible P,Q € My(C) and field
isomorphism o: C — C. The second case is impossible by Lemma 3.3. By Lemma
3.4 P is a scalar multiple of a unitary operator and ¢ is an identity or conjugation.
If needed, we can replace ® by X — ®(X) (entrywise conjugation) to achieve that
® is linear. Finally (this part is actually from [16, Theorem 2.9.], ®(A) = PAQ is
a mutual strong BJ preserver for every invertible Q.
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Remark 4.4. If we do not impose additivity, there will be wild-types of strong BJ
orthogonality preservers; see [10, Theorem 3.27 and Example 3.30].
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