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Reverse Order Law (ab)" = b’ (atabb")'at in Rings with Involution

Dijana Mosi¢?, Nebojsa C. Din¢ié®

?Faculty of Sciences and Mathematics, University of Nis, P.O. Box 224, 18000 Ni$, Serbia

Abstract. In this paper we study several equivalent conditions for the reverse order law (ab)* = b (a*abb")ta®
in rings with involution. We extend some well-known results to more general settings.

1. Introduction

Let R be an associative ring with the unit 1. If a,b € R are invertible, then ab is invertible too and the
inverse of the product ab satisfied the reverse order law (ab)™' = b~la"!. This formula cannot trivially be
extended to the Moore-Penrose inverse of the product ab. Many authors studied this problem and proved
some equivalent conditions for (ab)t = btatin setting of matrices, operators or rings [1-6, 8,9, 11, 12, 15, 20—
22]. Because the reverse order law (ab)" = b'a’ does not always holds, it is not easy to simplify various
expressions that involve the Moore-Penrose inverse of product. In addition to (ab)" = b'a’, (ab)" may be
expressed as (ab)t = bf(atabb®)at, (ab)t = b*(a*abb*)ta*, (ab)t = bta® — bT[(1 — bOT)(1 — a%a)]'a’ etc. These
equalities are called mixed-type reverse order laws for the Moore-Penrose inverse of a product. When
investigating various reverse order laws for (ab)!, we notice that some of them are in fact equivalent (see
[15, 19, 20]). In this paper we investigate necessary and sufficient conditions for the reverse order law
(ab)' = b'(a*abb®)ta’ in the setting of rings with involution.

An involution a = a* in a ring R is an anti-isomorphism of degree 2, that is,
@)y =a ((@a+b)=a+b", (ab)=ba".

An element a € R is self-adjoint if 4" = a.

The Moore—Penrose inverse (or MP-inverse) of a € R is the element b € R, if the following equations hold
[16-18]:
(I)aba=a, (2)bab=b, (3)(ab)" =ab, (4)(ba)" = ba.
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There is at most one b such that above conditions hold (see [17]), and such b is denoted by a'. The set of all
Moore-Penrose invertible elements of R will be denoted by R'. If 4 is invertible, then a' coincides with the
ordinary inverse of a.

If 6 € {1,2,3,4} and b satisfies the equations (i) for all i € 0, then b is an 0—inverse of a. The set of all
d-inverse of a is denote by a{6}. Notice that a{1,2, 3,4} = {a"}.

The following result is well-known and frequently used in the rest of the paper.

Theorem 1.1. [7, 14] For any a € R, the following is satisfied:
(@ @' =a
(b) (@) = (@)
(©) (@a)" =a'(a");
(d) (aa")" = (a"ya";
(f) a* =ataa* = a*aa®;
(8) a = @a)f'a = a(an)’;
(h) (@) =a(@a)’ = (aa)ta.
From the last theorem we see that the following chain of equivalences hold:
1eR odeRlow eR oaaer

Let A be a unital C*-algebra with the unit 1. An element a € A is regular if there exists some b € A

satisfying aba = a.
Theorem 1.2. [10] In a unital C*—algebra A, a € A is MP-invertible if and only if a is regular.

An element p € A is a projection if p = p* = p*. Set P(A) = {p € A : p?> = p = p’}. In[13], Li proved
the following important results which consider some equivalent conditions for pg, (p,q € P(A)), to be

Moore-Penrose invertible and formula for Moore-Penrose inverse of product of projection in a C*-algebra.

Lemma 1.3. [13] Let p,q € P(A). Then the following statements are equivalent:
(a) pq is Moore-Penrose invertible;
(b) gp is Moore-Penrose invertible;
(¢) (1 —p)(1 — q) is Moore-Penrose invertible;

(d) (1 —9)(A —p) is Moore-Penrose invertible.
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Theorem 1.4. [13] Let p,q € P(A). If pq is Moore-Penrose invertible, then:
(ap)" =pq - pl0L-p)A - 0I'g.

The reverse order law for the Moore-Penrose inverse is an useful computational tool in applications
(solving linear equations in linear algebra or numerical analysis), and it is also interesting from the theoretical
point of view.

The reverse-order law (ab)" = bf(atabb")'a’ was first studied by Galperin and Waksman [8]. A Hilbert
space version of their result was given by Isumino [11]. They proved that (ab)" = b*(a"abb®)*a’ holds if and
only if R((a*)tb) = R(ab) and R(b'a*) = R((ab)"), for linear operators a and b, where R(-) denotes the range of an
operator. Many results concerning the reverse order law (ab)' = b*(a'abb")'a" for complex matrices appeared
in Tian’s papers [19] and [20], where the author used finite dimensional methods (mostly properties of the
rank of a complex matrices). Moreover, the operator analogues of these results are proved in [4] for linear
operators on Hilbert spaces, using the operator matrices. In [15], a set of equivalent conditions for this
reverse order rule for the Moore-Penrose inverse in the setting of C*-algebra is presented, extending the
results for complex matrices from [20]. This result can be formulate for elements in ring with involution in

the following way.

Theorem 1.5. [15] Let R be a ring with involution and let a,b € RY. Then the following statements are equivalent:
(@) ab,a*abb® € R and (ab)t = bt (a*abb®) a’;
(b) ab,atabbt € R" and (atabb*)t = b(ab)ta;
(c) ab,a’ab,abb* € R and (ab)" = (a*ab)ta® = bt (abb®)T;
(d) ab,a*ab,abb’ € R, (atab)' = (ab)'a and (abb*)' = b(ab)*;
(e) atab,abb’,atabb’ € R, (atab)t = b (atabb")t and (abb")t = (a*abb®)ta’;
(f) ab,a*abb* € R* and (ab)t = b*(a*abb*)*a*;
(g) ab,a*abb* € RY and (a*abb*)t = (b*)*(ab)*(a*)".

In this paper we present new results for the reverse order law (ab)' = b'(aabb®)'a" in rings with
involution. Thus, we extend the known results for matrices [19] and for Hilbert space operators [4] to
more general settings. The most important properties of the MP-inverse will be used in proving various
equivalent conditions such that the reverse order law (ab)' = b (a'abb")a’ holds. Although these results are

known, we use different methods, depending on algebraic properties of rings with involution.
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2. Reverse Order Law in Rings
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In this section we present necessary and sufficient conditions such that the reverse order law (ab)" =

b*(atabb*)tat holds.

Theorem 2.1. Let R be a ring with involution and let a,b € R'. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(@l) ab,atabb’ € Rt and (ab)t = bt (atabb®)a’;

(@2) ab,a*abb* € R and (ab)" = b*(a*abb*)'a*;

(b1) (a*)'b,atabbt € Rt and [(a*)'b]" = bt (atabbh)ta*;

(b2) (a*)'b, (aa)'bb* € R and [(a*)'b]t = b*[(a*a)tbb*]tat;

(c1) a(v®),afabb’ € R" and [a(b?)*]" = b*(atabb®)tat;

(c2) a(b™y, aa(bb)" € R" and [a(b?)']" = bt [a*a(bb*)t]ta";

(d1) btat,bbtata € R and (b*a®)t = a(bbtata)'b;

(d2) btat, (bb*)t(aa)t € R and (bta)t = (@) [(bb) (@*a)' 1T (b1);

(el) atab,abb’ € R* and (a*ab)tat = bt (abb?)t;

(e2) atab, (a")'bbt € R and (atab)'a* = b*[(a") b0t

(e3) afa(b’y,abb™ € R" and [a*a(b?)*]Ta™ = b*(abb")*;

(e4) bb'a’,btata € R" and (bb*a®)'b = a(ba’a)’;

(e5) a*ab,abb* € Rt and (a*ab)*a* = b*(abb*)*;

(e6) (a*a)'h, (at)'bb* € R and [(a*a)'b]'a’ = b*[(a?)*bb*]";

(€7) a*a(bh),a(bb*)t € R* and [a*a(b?)* ] a* = b [a(bb")']";

(8) @'y (b)), (@a)'(b') € R and b'[(a") (00")']" = [(a"a)* (b) T'a";
(€9) aa*abb*b,a*abb* € R* and (aa*abb*b)" = b*(a*abb*)tat;

(f1) atab,abb',a’abb’ € R', (atab)" = b¥(atabb")' and (abb®)" = (a*abb®)tat;

(f2) atab,abb*,atabb*,aabb’ € R', (atab)" = b*(a*abb*)" and (abb*)t = (a*abb®)ta".
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Proof. The equivalences (al) & (a2) & (f1) follow from Theorem 1.5.
(al) = (bl): Using the hypothesis (ab)" = b'(atabb")'a" and Theorem 1.1, we get

@) vbt(atabb™) e (a%)'b = (@'Y a' (abb (aTabbh) a'ab) = (a%)atab = (@')'p,

bt (atabb™ e @ty b’ (atabb™ 'ar = (bf@atabbh)tatabbt (atabb?) ataa = bt (atabb) ataa*

bt (atabbtar,

(@Y vbt(atabb™Y e’y = ((a%)atabbt(atabb?)'a*)* = aa’abb (a*abbh)'a’
= abb'(@a'abb®)ta’ = (abb'(atabb)at)*
= (aa'abb' (@’ abb")'a’y = (") atabbt (a'abbt) a*
= (a")bb'(a*abb?)'a’,
(bt (@tabbhta (@t b) = ' (afabbh) atab)* = bt (atabb) atab = b (aTabb") a* (@)D
Hence, by these four equalities and the definition of MP-inverse, we deduce that (a")'b € R" and [(a")'b]" =
b (atabb*)ta".
(b1) = (al): Since

abb'(a*abb®)'a'ab = a(aabb’ (a*abb") a’abb" b = aa’abb’b = ab, (1)
b'(atabb) atabb’ (atabb™) a" = b (aTabb) a", (2)
we conclude that b'(atabb")tat € (ab){1,2}. From [(a")'b]t = b'(atabb')ta*, we have that the elements
(") bbt(atabb®)ta*, b' (atabb®)ta*(a’)b are self-adjoin. Then
(abb' (atabb™)'aty = (aatabbt(atabb®)tat): = (at)atabbt(atabb) e
= (@bt (@a'abb™y e = ((a") Db (aTabb’) a")*
= ((a"yatabb (@'abb")'a*) = aatabbt(atabb’) et

= abb'(@@'abbh)'a’,

(b*(atabb®)tatab)*

b (atabbhyta (a')'b)* = bt (atabbhy a*(a')'D

b'(atabb) atab,

i.e. abbt(atabb®)'at, b'(atabb®)ta’ab are self-adjoin too. Therefore, ab € R and (ab)" = b'(atabb®)a’.

(al) = (cl): By the definition of MP-inverse and Theorem 1.1, we obtain
a( b (atabb) ata(?) = a(atabb’ (a*abbh) atabb") 1) = aatabb’ (b)Y = avt),

b*(atabb™) ata(b?) b (atabb") a® = b (@' abb®) aabbt (atabb®) e’ = b (atabb?)tat,
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ie. b(atabbh)ta’ € [a(bT)']{1,2}. The condition (ab)t = bf(aTabb™)'a’ give that the right hand side of the
equality
a(" v (atabb)tat = abb® (atabb™) at

is self-adjoint element. So, a(b")*b*(a*abb’)ta" is self-adjoint too. In the same way, from the equality
(b (atabb™ ata(v?)) = v (atabb?)tatabbt (b1)) = b (@Tabb™) atabb™s = bt (atabb)atab,

we conclude that b*(atabb®) a’a(b?)" is self-adjoint. Hence, a(b’)* € R and [a(b")*]" = b*(a'abb") a®.
(c1) = (al): By (1) and (2), we have bf(atabb?)ta® € (ab){1,2}. Since [a(b')']" = b*(aTabb")at, then

a(b*) b (atabb®)ta’, b*(atabb®) a’a(b?)" are self-adjoin. Thus, from
abb' (atabb®)ta® = a'yb* (atabb?)ta,
(bt (atabbYtatab) = b (aTabbh) atabb'b)* = b*(aTabbh) atabb’ b1) = b (atabb) ata(bt),
we deduce that the elements abb'(atabb*)'a*, bt (a*abb®)ta’ab are self-adjoin too. So, we get that ab € R and
(ab)t = bt(a’abb®)tat, i.e. the condition (al) is satisfied.

(al) = (d1): The condition a'abb’ € RY, by Theorem 1.1, implies bb'a*a = (a*abb®)* € R*. Now we prove
that a(bb*ata)'b € (bTah){1,2}:

brata(bb'ata)tobat = T (Wb ata(Wbta’a) bb ata)a = bbb atan = bhaT,
a(bbta*a) bbtata(btata)'b = a(bbTa’a)th.
Further, by (al) & (c1) and the equality
(bratabata)tv) = b[(btata)tata@’) = b (atabb™) ata(bt),

it follows that the element b'ata(bbta’a)'b is self-adjoint. To conclude that a(bb*a’a)tbbta® is self-adjoint, we

consider the equivalence (al) < (bl) and the equality
(a(bbtata)'bbTa’)" = (@) bb (Wb aa) ta = (") b (atabb?) e

Therefore, b'at € R and (b'a®)t = a(bbtata)'h.
(d1) = (al): We observe thatby (1) and (2), b*(a*abb)'a® € (ab){1,2}. If the hypothesis (b'a®)" = a(bb*a’a)tb

holds, the elements bta'a(bb'a’a)'b and a(bbta’a)'bb'at are self-adjoint. Then, from
abbt(@'abb)ta® = ((a")[(aabb?)]TbbTa*) = (") (bbtata) bbtataa*)*
= abta'a)'bb'ataa’ = abtata) bt a’
and

b (a*abb®)tatab

(b*a'fa[(a‘l'abb‘f)*]‘f(b‘l‘)*)* — (b*bb‘l’a‘fa(bb‘f’a'fa)f(b‘l')*)x-
= b'ob'atabta’a)’b = bata(bbata)'y,
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we have b (atabb*)tat € (ab){3,4}. So, ab € R" and (ab)" = b* (atabb*)tat.
(b1) = (b2): First we will prove that (a*a)'bb* = a*(a’)*bb* € R and (a®(a")'bb")" = (b*)[(a’)*b]"a. Indeed,
the equalities
ot @Y b (b1 (@) b] aat (@) Bb = a' (@) bl b] @) b)b* = af (a") b 3)
and

(b‘l')*[(a‘l')*b]‘l'aa‘f'(a‘i')*bb*(b‘l')*[(a‘l')*b]fa

)@yl @'y bl(@") bl"a
CN(CNIN 4)

imply that (b*)*[(a")'b]'a € (a’(a®)*bb*){1,2}. The assumption [(a*)'b]" = b (atabb®)ta* gives
@y Y (@Bl = at @) bl bl = (@ @)yl bl )y
= (atabb*(a'abb)a"(a"))
= a'aa*abb’ (a*abb")" = a*abb' (atabb")’
and
') (@) bl aa* @y pb* = (") [@")bl" (@) b = (bl(a")b] (@) bb")
(bt (atabb™ e (at) bb'y
(bb*(a*abb") a"abb®)*
(a*abb®)tatabb'vbt = (atabb®) atabb’.
Since a‘abbt(atabb')’ and (a'abb)tatabb' are self-adjoint, it follows that a'(a’)bb*(b")*[(a%)*b]'a and
(WY [(a")b) aat (a")bb* are self-adjoint too. Hence, we see that [(a*a)"bb*]" = (b7)*[(a%)b]"a.
Now we check that [(a')'b]' = b*(b7Y [(a")'b]'aa® = btb[(a')'b] aa":

(") bb"Dl(a") bl aa" (a*)'b = (a")b[(a")'b]"(a")'b = (a")'D,
bto[(aty b aat (@) bbbl (" b aa® = bto[(ah) bl (@t b[(at) b]Taat = bTB[(aTY b] aa,
((a"y'bb'b(a")b]'aa") = aa’(a")'bl(a")'D]" = (a")bl(a") b]"

(") 'bl(a"y'p]"y = (aa" (a")bl(a")"b]")"
= (@)bl@a"ybl'aa’ = @)y vbto[(at) b]Taat,

@[y bl aa" @)y = [(@@")'b]"(a")bb"b = [(a")'D]"(a")'D
= ([(@")p]"(a")'b)" = ([(a")'b]"(a") Db D)
= BBy b]T@")b = b'b[(a) b] aa" (at)D.
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Finally, by the equality [(a*a)'bb*]" = (b")*[(a%)*b]*a, we have

[(a*)*b]* _ b*(b+)*[(a+)*b]+aa+ _ b*[(a*a)+bb*]+a+.

Thus, the condition (b2) is satisfied.
(b2) = (b1): To prove a'abb™ € R" and (atabb®)t = b[(a*)*b]" (a')", notice that

atabbtb[(a) vl @y atabbt = o' (@) bl b (@) )bt = a* (") BT

bl(a")'b]"(a") a’abb"bl(a") b]" (")

i.e. b[(a")b]"(a’)" € (atabb"){1,2}. Using the assumption [(a’)*b]" = b*[(a*a)'bb*]"a’, we get

atabb b[(a*) vl (@)

and

bl(at) bl (") atabbt

= aabbt,

bl(a"y'b1*(a") bl (a") b]" (@)
bl(a"yb]* @'y,

a'(a"y'bl(a")bI* (@) = (a*(a")'bl(a") b a)’

(@ a)tbb*[(aa) bb [tata)*

ata(@a) bb*[(a*a)tob 1" = a’ (@) bb [ a) oL ]
(@a)'bb[(a*a)"bb ]t

bl(a") b]* @'y bb" = ((b")[(@") b]*(a") bb")"
((®")'b'[(a"a) bb " a" (a") ")
(@"Y'b'[(@"a)"bb"]" (a"a) bb")"
[(@*a)"bb ] (a*a) bbbb!
[(@*a)'bb*] (a*a) 1",

1798

i.e. atabb™b[(a)'b]*(a")* and b[(a®)b]*(a) atabb! are self-adjoint elements. Consequently, atabb? € R' and

(atabb")" = b[(a)*b]"(a")*. Then, we will show that [(a")b]" = bf(atabb?)Ta*. The equalities
(@) vbt(atabb®) e (a%)b = (a) (a'abb (a*abbh) a’abb" b = (a¥) atabb’b = (a")D,

bt (atabb" e (@t vbt (atabb™Y e = b (@Tabb™) atabb® (afabb®) @ = bt (@t abbh) e,

yield b*(afabb™)ta* € [(a%)b]{1,2}. By (atabb")" = b[(a")b] (a%)*, we get that

(@) bb'(atabb’) e

bt (atabb™) e (a")b

(" bb'bl(a") bl (") 'a" = (aa*(@") "Bl (a")b]")
(@) Bl(@"ybl") = (@) bl(a"yb]',

b*bl(at) bI (@'’ (@)D = bPbl(a’)b] (a')'D
([(@"ybI"@")bbb) = ([(@")'b]"(a")'b)" = [(@")B]"(a")'D,
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implying bf(atabb")'a* € [(a")*b]{3,4}. Hence, the statement (b1) holds.
(c1) = (c2): By definition, we check that a*a(bb*)t = a*a(b*)'b" € Rt and [a*a(bb*)']" = bla(b’)* ]t (a")*. From

a*a(b‘l')*b‘l'b[a(b‘f)*]f(a‘l')*aaea(b'l')*b'l' — a*(a(b‘l')*[a(b‘l')*]‘l'a(b‘i')*)b‘l' — a*a(b'l')*b‘l' (7)
and

bla(b") T (a") a’a() b'blad") T (a")*

bla0") T'a®™) a®") T'(@"y
bla(") T (") (8)

we deduce that b[a(b")*]*(a")* € (a*a(bb*)"){1, 2}. The condition [a(b")*]" = b*(atabb?)'a’ gives
aab'yb'bla@')1 @) = aa®’)[a®) @) = @ a®") [ab") T ey
@ta®*) v (atabb™tata) = (atabb’ (aTabbt) a'a)

= a'aatabb (@a*abb")" = afabbt (atabb®)t is self — adjoint

and

b[a(b‘l'):e]‘i'(a'l')*a*a(b‘i')*b‘f — b[a(b'l')*]‘l'a(b‘l')*b‘l' — ((b'l')*[a(b‘f)*]‘l‘a(b'}')*b*)*
= (Y @tabbHtata@t) V) = bt (@t abbh) atabbt)*

= (atabb") atabb'bbt = (atabb?)tatabb? is self — adjoint.

Thus, a*a(bb*)t € R and [a*a(bb*)']" = bla(b?)]'(a%)*. To obtain the equality [a(b")']" = b'[a*a(bb*)']'a" it is
enough to prove that [a(b")*]" = btb[a(b?) 1" (a’)'a* = bTb[a(b?) 1T aa’. Since

a(b"y b bla(bt™y T aa"a(b’) = a@") [a") T'a@)" = a@®'),

b o[a®™y 1 aata@y b bla®t) 1 aa® = b o[a(v?) Tra®?) [a(bT) 1 aat = b b[a@t) 1 aa,

(™Y b bla(b™y T aa"y (av"y [a") T'aa")" = aa’a(®™) [a®")T"

= a(b")'[a(d")]" is self — adjoint,
(b'blab") T aa"av’y) = (O'0la") T'a@"))" = [a(b") T'a(b") "D
= [a@®" 1 a@'y is self — adjoint,

then [a(b")]" = b*bla(b)1Taa’ = bt[a*a(bb*)']Ta* and (c2) is satisfied.
(c2) = (c1): First we will prove that atabb® € R and (a*abb")" = (b")*[a(b")*]"a. The equalities

atabbt (b)Y [a(b") Traatabbt = at (a(b') [a(b") Tta@)b" = ata@?)'b* = a'abb,

(&) [a0") T'aaabb* (0") Ta(b") T'a = (b") [a@") T'ab") [a @) T'a = (") [a(0") T'a,
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imply that (b")*[a(b%)*]7a € (aTabb®){1, 2}. Using the hypothesis [a(b")*]" = bt[a*a(bb*)!]'a*, we get that
a+abb+(b+)*[a(b+)*]+a = ma(b*)*[a(b*)*]w — (a*a(bJr)*[a(b+)*]+(a+)")*
(@ ab) b (@ ab) e @)Y = (@ abb) @ b)) T'a @Y
= daaab) aab)'T = aa(bb) [aa(bb?)'T" is self — adjoint

and

(b (a1 aatabb®

(&) [a@") T a"yb" = (bla@") T ab") b")"
= (b [aab) Tta'a®?) b)) = Wbt [aa(bb)) 1 a*a (b))
= [aa@b) e ab)) bb" = [a*a(bb)) 1 a*a(py b*
= [a'a®b) 1 aa@®b) is self — adjoint.
Hence, we conclude that (atabb®)t = (b%)*[a(b?)*]'a. Now in order to show that the equality [a(b?)"]" =
b*(atabb®)ta’ holds, we prove that [a(b")]" = b*(b")*[a(b)*'aa" = b'b[a(b")* ] aa. Indeed, by definition and
a(b’y b bla(b") T aa’a@")” = a(b") [a@") T'a(b")" = a(b')",
B b[ab™y T'aa a0y b bla(b’) T'aa® = bba(b’) T a(b?) [a(b') T 'aa" = bblab') ] aa,
@Oy B bl Thaaty = @@y [a®')y Traay = aata@'y [a@'T = a@t) la@'yT is self — adjoint,
(O bla@y Traata®y) = GTbla®t) Ta@l)) = [a@Y Ta@'Y b’ = [a®')Tra!) is self - adjoint.
we have [a(b")*]" = b*b[a(b") Taa’™ = b*(atabb*)ta®. So, the condition (c1) is satisfied.
(d1) = (d2): Let us check that (bb*)*(a*a)" = (b*)*bta*(a’)* € R" and [(bT)*btat (a’)' ]t = a*(b'a’)b". By
OBt @y Bt a) e bt Ey = 0Ty bat et et @'y
= OYYBa'a, ©)
a B OB Y e Gy = a@tah) bttt b
= oty (10)
obviously, a*(b*a®)'b* € [(b")bat(a")*1{1,2}. Further, from the condition (b*a®)t = a(bbtata)'h, we get
GYPat @y Gt = BBt = (bt (btat) bty
= (btatabtata)'bbt) = bbb AT a(bbtaa)’
= bb'a'a(bb'a’a) is self — adjoint

and

at (b‘l'a‘l')‘l'b* (b‘l')x-b‘l'a‘l'(a‘i’)* a»(b*l'a‘l')‘i’b‘i'a‘l' (a'l')* — (a'l'(b‘l'a‘l')‘l'b'fa‘l'a)*
= (atab'a’a)'bb a’a) = btata)' bbtatan’a

= (bb'a*a)'bb'a’a is self — adjoint,
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ie. a'(bta")tbr e [(b)bta’(a?)]{3,4}. Thus, [(bb")'(@a)']" = a*(b'a’)'b". Then, a direct computation shows
that (b*a")t = (@")a*(bTa") 0" (") = aa’ (bTa") b b:

b‘l'a‘l'aa‘l'(b‘l*a‘f)fb‘l'bb‘l' t — b+ﬂ+(b+ﬂ+)+b+ t - b+ﬁl+,
aat (bt btobTataat (bTat) bt = aa’ 0t ah) 0t (0T BT = aat (b1t Tb1,

(b'l'a'l'aa‘l'(b‘l'a‘l')‘l'b‘l*b)* — (b‘['a‘l*(b'l'a'l')fb‘l'b)* — b+bb+ﬂ+(b+ﬂ+)+

brat(btah)' is self — adjoint,

(au‘l'(b‘['a‘i')‘l'b‘l'bb‘l'u‘l')* - (aa'l'(b‘l'u‘l')‘l'b‘l'a'l')* — (b‘l'a‘l')‘l'b‘l'a‘l'aa‘f
= (b'ah)'b'a" is self — adjoint.
Therefore, (b'a®)" = (a)'a*(ba®)'b*(b7)* = (a®) [0V (@a)' 1T (b1)", by [(01) ' (@*a)]" = a*(bTa’) b .
(d2) = (d1): To prove bb'ata € R and (bb'a*a)" = a®(b*a®)b?, first we have a' (b'a")'b" € (bb'a%a){1,2},
from
bb'ataa’ (b'a) bbb ata = b(bat (b'a’) b a)a = bbTata,
a‘l‘(b‘l’a‘l’)‘l‘b‘l'bb‘l'a‘l'aa‘l'(b‘l'a‘l')‘fb‘l' — a‘l‘(b‘l'a‘l')‘l'b‘l'a‘l'(b‘l'a‘l')‘i'b‘l' — a*(b*a*)*b*.
We use the hypothesis (b'a")" = (a®)*[(bb*)(a*a)']T(b")" to obtain that a’(ba®)'b" € (bbTata){3,4} in the follow-
ing way:
bbtataat(Wtah'vt = wbfat(TaH)tvt = ()Tt vt b) = () bat @) [(r) (@) T b))
= (V) (@a)'[(bb") (@a)' 1" (") 'D")" = bb* (bb")' (a"a) [(0b")" (@"a) "]
= bY@ a) [(0b) (@a)]" = 0b") (@) [(0b*) (a*a)']" is self — adjoint,
a+(b+a+)+b+bb+a+ﬂ — a+(b+a+)+b+ﬂ+u — (a*(b'l"a'l")'l‘b'l'a'l‘(a'[’)*)* — (a*(a"}')x—[(bb*)'l"(a*a)'l‘]'f(b'l‘)*b'l‘af(a'l‘)*)*
= (@@ 10 @a)T' o) (@'a)) = [(b0") (a'a)' T (bb")  (a"a)"a"a
= [0 (@ a)' 1 (b)) at (@' ata = [(b0") (@)1 (0b") (a*a)" is self — adjoint.
So, (bbtata)t = a'(b'a")'bt and then to obtain (b'a®)’ = a(bb'a'a)'b it is enough to check that (b'a")" =
aat(bta") b’ b:
b‘l'a‘l'aa‘l'(b‘fa‘i')fb‘l'bb‘l' t_ b‘fa‘i'(b‘l'a‘i')‘l'b‘i’a‘f — b‘l'a‘f/

aa’ (bTa"tvtobtataat 0ta") b'b = aat Wta") bt (bTaH) b0 = aat(btah) bD,

(b'l'a'l'aa‘l'(b‘i'a‘f)‘l'b‘l*b)* — (b‘['a‘l'(b'l'a'l')fb‘l'b)* — b+bb+ﬂ+(b+ﬂ+)+

brat(btah)' is self — adjoint,

(aa‘l'(b‘l'a‘l’)‘l'b‘l'bb‘l'a‘l')* — (aa‘l'(b‘l'a‘l')‘l'b‘l'af)* — (b‘l'a‘l')‘l'b‘l'a'faa‘f

(b'a")'btat is self — adjoint.
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Thus, the condition (d1) is satisfied.
(al) = (el): This implication follows from Theorem 1.5.
(e1) = (al): We will verify that a’abb’ € R" and (a*abb®)' = b(a*ab)*. Obviously,

atabb b(atab)tatabbt = (atab(a’ab) atab)b’ = atabbt, (11)
b(a*ab)'a’abb b(atab)t = b(a'ab) aab(a’ab)’ = b(atab)t, (12)
atabb™b(atab)t = atab(atab) is self — adjoint. (13)

From (atab)'a® = b*(abb™)’, we have
b(atab) atabb® = bbt(abb™) abb™ = ((abb")tabb'bb™) = (abb™)tabb’,

which implies that element b(a*ab)a*abb' is self-adjoint. Thus, the conditions a'abb’ € R" and (a'abb™)" =
b(a*ab)t hold. By this equality and (el), we obtain

b (@t abb?y'a" = bTb(atab)'a’ = bbb (abb') = b (abb"). (14)
From

abb' (abb')'ab = (abb' (abb') abb')b = abb™® = ab,
bt (abb™) abb® (abb')t = bt (abb")T,

we conclude that b'(abb®)" € (ab){1,2}. Next, abb'(abb")" is self-adjoint and, by (el), b*(abb")'ab = (a*ab)*a’ab
is self-adjoint too. Consequently, ab € R and (ab)t = b*(abb")". Then, by (14), we observe that (ab)t =
b (atabb*)tat. Hence, the statement (al) is satisfied. Notice that from (el) follows (ab)" = b*(abb")" = (afab)ta’.

(bl) = (e2): Let us remark that b*(atabb*)t € (atab){1,2, 3} follows from

a'abb*(a'abb®) 'a’ab = (atabb’ (a*abb) atabb")b = atabb’b = a'ab,
bt (atabb™ Y atabbt (atabb™)t = b (aTabb")T,
a'abb’ (atabb®)" is self — adjoint.
Similarly, (atabb®)fa* € [(a")*bb']{1, 2,4} follows from
(@) bb'(atabb™) a (at) bb" = (a') (a'abb (' abbh) aabb®) = (a%) atabb’ = (a') b0,
(atabb"ta* (a*) bt (atabb™Y a* = (@Tabb®) atabb® (afabb®) a* = (atabbh)tar,
(atabb")'a*(a") bb' = (atabb") atabb’ is self — adjoint.
The assumption [(a")b]" = bf(atabb?)Ta* gives that

b'(a*abb") a’ab = b’ (a*abb®)'a*(a’)'b is self — adjoint,
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(@) bbt(atabb™) a" is self — adjoint,

i.e. bf(atabb")t € (a'ab){4} and (a*abb™)'a* € [(a")*bbT){3}). Therefore, a'ab, (a")'bb" € R', (atab)t = b'(aTabb)*
and [(a")*bb* " = (atabb?)ta*. Now, (afab)ta* = bt(afabb") a*(= [(a*)*b]") = b'[(a*)*bb'], i.e. the condition (e2)
is satisfied.

(e2) = (bl): Notice that, by (11), (12) and (13), we have b(atab)" € (a*abb"){1,2,3}. The condition
(atab)ta* = b'[(a")*bb']" implies

batab)fatabb® = b@atab) a* @)oot = vbt[(at) b ]t (ah) b

([(a‘[')*bb‘l']‘l'(a'l')*bb‘i'bb‘i')* — ([(a‘l')*bb'l']‘i'(a‘l')*bb‘l’)*
= [(@")bb']" (@) bb" is self — adjoint.

So, atabb’ € R" and (atabb*)t = b(a*ab)t. Then
b (@t abb™y'a" = Bb(atab)ta’ = BB O] = b[(at) BT (15)
To get [(a")*b]" = bf(atabb®)'a*, we will prove that [(a*)*b]" = b*[(a)*bb']!. Since
(@B [ Y BT (@")b = (@) b [y BbYT (@Y bbb = (at)' B = (a*)'D,
By bbtT @y (@) Bbt = B ()bb',
(@) bb'[(a’) bb']" is self — adjoint,
we see that b'[(a’)bbt]" € [(a)*b]{1,2,3}. Using (e2), we have
b () v’ (@t b = (afab)fa* (a")'b = (atab)tatab,

i.e. bT[(a")bb]" € [(at)'b]{4). Thus, (a*)'b € R, [(a7)'b]" = bH[(a")'bbT]t and, by (15), [(a7)'b]" = bt (atabb®ya’.

(c1) = (e3): By elementary computations, we obtain
ata' Y b (@' abb®) ata®h) = (atabbt(atabb) atabb®) (b)Y = atabbt (1) = ata(b?),
b*(atabb)tata(b?y b (atabbh)t = b* (T abb™) atabb® (afabb™)t = b (atabbh)T,
a'a® Y b (@t abb®)t = atabbt(atabb®) is self — adjoint,
that is b*(atabb") € [aTa(b?)*]{1,2,3}. We easy check that (atabb®)ta’ € (abb"){1,2,4}:
abbt (atabb)tatabbt = a(atabb’ (a*abb®) atabb®) = aatabbt = abbt,
(atabb)tatabbt (atabb®)tat = (atabb®)tat,
(a*abb") atabb' is self — adjoint.

The hypothesis [a(b")*]" = b*(atabb®)'a’ implies

b*(atabb®)'a’a(b?)" is self — adjoint
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and
abb' (a*abb®)a" = a(b'y'b*(a*abb")ta’ is self — adjoint.
Consequently, the statements a'a(b)*,abb? € R, [ata(b?)]" = b*(atabb?)t and (abb)t = (afabb)tat hold.
Finale, we get the equality in (e3), from [a*a(b")]*a" = b*(a*abb®) a® (= [a(bT)*]") = b7 (abb?)*.
(e3) = (cl): First, we verify that atabb’ € R and (atabb")" = (abb")'a. Indeed,

atabb’ (abbh)taatabbt = at (abb® (abbh) abb?) = atabb’, (16)
(abb" Y aatabb® (abb")'a = (abb") abb® (abb")'a = (abb™)ta, 17)
(abb")*aa’abb® = (abb")'abb" is self — adjoint. (18)

By the assumption [ata(b')]'at = b*(abb®)t, we have
atabb’(abbHta = ata(’)b(abbh)ta = ata®?) [ata(b?) tata
(a‘l'aa‘i'a(b‘l')y«[a‘l'a(b‘f)*]'l')w — (a*l'a(b'l')* [a+a(b+)>e]+)=e
ata@® Y [ata®y ' is self — adjoint. (19)

Hence, by (16)-(19), atabb® € R" and (atabb®)' = (abb")a. Further, we obtain [a'a(b")*]'a" € [a(bT)*]{1,2} as a

simple consequence of the equalities
a®Y [t a1 ata@’y = a@@ta@h) [ata@®h) 1 a’a®)) = aata@®?) = a(v’y,
[ata@ty TTatay [atavty Ttat = [atabty]ha.
From (e3), we get
a(b) [a*a®) 1 a" = a(b’) b (abb")" = abb®(abb")

which implies [a'a(b")*]"a’ € [a(b)*]{3}. Obviously, [a*a(b")]*ata(b')" is self-adjoint and therefore, a(b?)* € R
and [a(b")]" = [ata(b?)]Ta’. Now, by (afabb®) = (abb®)ta and (e3),

b*(atabb™) at = b (abb")taa® = [ata(®?) 1 ataa’ = [aTa@") e’ = [a@h) ] .
(d1) = (e4): Since
bbtatabtata)tbb’at = Wbtatabtata) bbtata)a® = bbtataat = bbTat,
a(bbtata)'bbtatabtata)’ = a(btata)t,

and bb'ata(bbata)' is self-adjoint, we have that a(bb'ata)' € (bb'a){1,2,3}. The statement (bb'a'a)'b €
(b*a*a){1,2,4)} holds because

brata(bbtata)tvbtata = bT(bbTata(bbta’a) bb a’a) = bbbTata = blata,

(bb'ata)tobata(bb’ata)tb = (bbtata)'h,
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and the element (bbta*a)’bb'ata is self-adjoint. From (b%a™)" = a(bb'a’a)'h, we conclude that the elements
a(bb'ata)tvbta’, btata(bbta’a)tb are self-adjoint. Hence, bb'at,b'ata € RY, (bbta®)t = a(bbta’a)’ and (b'ata)" =
(bbtata)'h. Then, we get (bb'a®)'b = a(bb*ata)'b(= (b'a")") = a(b'a’a)t.

(e4) = (d1): Because

bbtataat (b a) obtata = (bbta Wbta") bbTa)a = bbtata,

a' (bt a"y bb ataat (bbTa)t = at(bbTa) b at (bbTa")t = at(b'ah)t,

and

bbataat(bbTa®)t = bbTal (bbTa’) is self — adjoint,
we deduce that a*(bbta®)t € (bbata){1,2,3}. The condition (bb*a®)'b = a(bta’a)t gives

@'wbtaM'vbtata)r = (@Ta@'a’a)'bata) = bTaa) batanta

(b'a*a)'b'a’a is self — adjoint.
Thus, bbta'a € R and (bbta'a)t = a®(bb'a™)'. By this equality and (e4), we have
a(bbtata)'b = aa (bb'a")'b = aata(pTa’a)t = awTa’a)t.
So, to obtain (b'a")" = a(bb'a’a)'b it is enough to prove that (b'a")" = a(b'a’a)’. We can easy check that
a(btata)t € (btah)(1,2,3}):
bratatata)tvta® = Wratatata) bTata)at = bTataat = b'at,
abtata)'biataata)t = a(pTata)t,
b'a*a(b'a’a)’ is self — adjoint
and,by (e4), the element a(b'ata)'b'a’ = (bb*a’)tbbta’ is self-adjoint. Therefore, b'at € R" and (b'a®)t =
a(bta*a)’ = a(bb*a*a)'b, i.e. the condition (d1) holds.
(a2) = (e5): The elementary computations show that b*(a*abb*)t € (a'ab){1,2,3} and (aabb*)'a* €
(abb*){1, 2,4} follow from
a‘abb*(a*abb*)ta*ab = (a*abb*(a*abb*) a*abb*)(b')* = a*abb*(b") = a*ab,
b*(a*abb*)'a*abb*(a*abb*)" = b*(a*abb*)",
a‘abb*(a*abb*)" is self — adjoint
and
abb* (a*abb*)ta*abb® = (a%) (a*abb* (a*abb*)ta*abb*) = (a*)*a*abb* = abb",
(a*abb*) a*abb* (a*abb*)'a* = (a*abb*) a’,

(a*abb*)ta*abb" is self — adjoint.
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By the hypothesis (ab)t = b*(a*abb*)a*, we observe that the elements b*(a*abb*) a*ab, abb*(a*abb*)ta* are self-
adjoint, i.e. b*(a*abb*)" € (a*ab){4} and (a*abb*)'a"* € (abb*){3}. Hence, a*ab,abb” € R', (a*ab)" = b*(a*abb*)" and
(abb*)" = (a*abb*)ta*. Then (a*ab)ta* = b*(a*abb*) a*(= (ab)t) = b*(abb*)*.
(e5) = (a2): In order to prove that a*abb* € RY, we get first that (b")*(a*ab)t € (a*abb*){1,2}, by
a‘abb*(b)*(a*ab) a*abb® = (a*ab(a*ab) a*ab)b* = a*abl’,
(b1 (@ ab) aabb* (b)Y (@*ab)’ = (b")(a“ab)a*ab(a’ab)’ = (b (a“ab)".
The equality a*abb*(b%)*(a*ab)’ = a*ab(a*ab)’ implies that (b*)*(a*ab)" € (a*abb*){3}. From the condition
(a*ab)ta* = b*(abb*)*, it follows
(bY@ ab) aabb®)* = ((b)'b (abb*) abb?)* = (abb®) bbb = (abb*)!abb®
implying that (b")*(a*ab)" € (a*abb*){4}. Therefore, we have a*abb* € R" and (a*abb*)' = (b")*(a*ab)’. This
equality and (e5) give
b (@ abb’)'a* = b (b) (@ ab)ta’ = b*(bY)'b (@bb")' = b (abb")". 20)
To complete the proof we will show that (ab)* = b*(abb*)t. Notice that, by
abb*(abb*) ab = (abb*(abb*) abb*)(b")* = abb*(b")* = ab,
b (abb) abb (abb*)" = b (abb?)",
we get b*(abb*)" € (ab){1,2}. Since abb*(abb*)" is self-adjoint, and, by (e5),
b*(abb*)tab = (a*ab)ta*ab

is self-adjoint too, we obtain that ab € R' and (ab)! = b*(abb*)*. Then, from (20), (ab)t = b*(a*abb*)ta*(=
b*(abb*)t = (a*ab)’a*).
(b2) = (e6): To show that (a*a)th, (a*)*bb* € R', let us remark that from
(@) Bb (@) Bb T (@ a)'b = (@) Bb[(a ) bb T (a"a) Bb)(BY) = (a'a)'bb* (b7 = (a'a)'D,
b [(a ) bb T (@'a) Bb (@) BH T = b'[(@'a) bb' T,
and
(@) bb (@ a) b at (@Y bb* = a(@a) b (@ a) bl ] (@) bb* = a(aa)'bb* = (a')bb,
[(@a) bt 1 at (a") bb [(a*a) b 1 at = [(a"a) b0 (@a) 0" [(a*a) bb* 1 at = [(a*a) bb"] A",

we get b[(@a)'bb* ]’ € [(@a)'b]{1,2} and [(@a)'bb']'a’ € [(a")'bb*]{1,2}. Obviously, the elements
(@a)'bb*[(a*a)'bb*]" and [(a*a)'bb* ] at (") bb* = [(a*a)'bb*](a*a)'bb" are self-adjoint. From the hypothesis
[(@"yb]t = b*[(a*a)tbb*]Ta’ we have that b*[(a*a)'bb* | (a*a)'b = b*[(a*a) bb*]Ta’ (a*)'b and (a*)*bb*[(a*a)tbb* | at
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are self-adjoint elements. Thus, (a*a)'b, (a")*bb* € R, [(a*a)tb]" = b*[(a*a)tbb* ]t and [(aT)bb*]" = [(a*a)Tbb ] at.
Now we deduce that [(a*a)'b]tat = b*[(a*a)'bb*]Ta’ (= [(a%)*b]") = b*[(a®) bD*]*.

(e6) = (b2): To prove the condition (a*a)tbb* € R" we observe that (b%)*[(a*a)'b]" € [(a*a)Tbb*1{1,2, 3} by
(@ a)tob* 0" [(@a)'b]T (aa) bb" = (a*a) bl(aa) ' b]t (@"a) ' D)b* = (a*a)tbL,
6" (@ a)'b] (" a)'bb* (b [(@*a)'B]" = (b")[(a"a)'b]"(a"a) "Dl (a"a)'b]" = (b")[(a"a)"D]",
(@a)tob* ") [(@a)'b]t = (a*a)'b[(a*a) b]" is self — adjoint.

Using the equality [(a*a)tb]ta" = b*[(a)*bb*]", we obtain

(") (@ a)'b]" (@ a)"bb")* (0" (@ a)'b]"a" @'y bb") = (b)Y 0 [(@") Db (a") bb")*

(@) vb 1T ah) bbbt = [(ah) vb]t(ah) b,

thatis (b")[(aa)'b]" € [(a*a)tbb ]{4}. So, we get (a*a)Tbb* € Rt and [(a*a)'bb*]" = (b7)*[(a*a)'b]". By this equality
and (e6),
b*[(a*a)‘l'bbx—]‘l'a‘l' — b*(b'l')*[(a*a)‘l'b]‘f'a‘f — b*(b‘l')*b*[(a‘l')*bb*]'f — b*[(a‘l')x-bb*]'l"
If we show that (a")'b € R" and [(a")*b]" = b*[(a") bb ]t it follows that [(a*)*b]" = b*[(a*a)Tbb*]Ta’. We can see
that b[(@"Y Db T* € [(@')b1{1,2,3), by
@y bb*[(a")ybb* ] (@")'b = ((a")"bb"[(a") b1 (") bb")(bT)" = (") bb* (b")" = (a")'D,
V(@)oo 1 (@) bb*[(at) bb']" = b*[(a" )bb',
(@Y bb [y bb"]" is self — adjoint.
The condition b*[(at)*bb*]t € [(a")'b]{4} holds, because (e6) gives
b 1H@’y'b = [(a*a) b]at (a7)'b = [(a*a)Tb] (aa) "D is self — adjoint.
Hence, (a")'b € R and [(a*)*b]" = b*[(a")bb*]" = b*[(a*a)tbb ] at.
(c2) = (e7): Notice that we have b[a*a(bb*)]" € [a*a(b")'1{1,2,3} and [a*a(bb*)]ta* € [a(bb*)']{1, 2,4}, from
a Bty b [a by Tt by = (@' a(bb") [a'a(bb) T e a(bb))b = a'a(bb™)'h = a'a(b'y',
B [aa(bb") T aaBt)y b [a"a(bb) ] = bT[a*a(bb") T a*a(bb’) [a'a(bb")' ] = bHa'a(bb")' ],
a*a(b’) b [ata®b’) " = aa(bb) [a*a(bb)']" is self — adjoint

and
ab) [a*a(bb") ' a*a@b)t = (a¥) (@"a(0b) [a a®b?) [Ta*a(bb)") = (@")a a(bb*)" = a@b?)T,

[a*a(bb) 1T a(bb) [a a(bb") Ta" = [a*a0b) ] e,

[a*a(bb") Ta"a(bb*)" is self — adjoint.
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The assumption [a(b")]" = b[a*a(bb*) ]Ta* implies that
b'[a*a(bb*)' 1 a*a(b)" is self — adjoint
and
a(bb*)[a*a®b") T'a* = @™y bt [a*a(bb*) " is self — adjoint,
ie. baa(b)t € [a*a(bh)]{4} and [a*a(bb)]'a* € [a(bb*)']{3}. Therefore, we conclude a*a(b)*,a(bb*)t € RY,
[ty ] = bHaa@b?)t and [a@b) = [a(bb?)te". Now, we have [a(b’yT'a = bHaa(bb’)ta (=
[a@®")]") = b'[a(bb?)']"
(e7) = (c2): It is easy to check that [a(bb*)']"(a%)* € [a*a(bb*)']{1,2,4}:
a*a(bb*) [ab") 1 (@) a*a(bb)t = a* (a(bb") [a@b") Ta®b)) = a*avb)t,
[a(bb")']" (@) a*a(bb") [a(bb") 1" ()" = [a(bb") T a(bb") [a(bb") ] (") = [a(0b")']"(a")",
[ab") T @ty aa?)! = [ab") T a(bb")! s self — adjoint.

Using [a*a(b")*]ta* = b'[a(bb*)!]", we obtain

(aaea(bb*)f[a(bb*)‘f]‘l‘(a‘f)*)* (a*a(b‘l')*b‘l'[a(bb*)‘f]‘l‘(ﬂ‘f)*)* — (a*a(b‘l')*[a*a(b‘i‘)*]‘fa*(a‘l')*)w

ataa*a@Y [a'a@®") 1" = a'a(®?) [a*a(b) ]! is self — adjoint.

Hence, we have a*a(bb*)" € R and [a*a(bb*)']" = [a(bb")']'(a")". Since, by this equality and (e7),
b‘l‘[a*a(bb*)‘f]‘i‘a* — b‘l‘[a(bb*)‘f]‘f(a‘l')*a* — [a*a(b‘f)*]fﬂ*(ﬂf)*a* — [a*a(b‘l')*]‘l'ax—’
in order to show that a(b?)* € R" and [a(b")*]" = b'[a*a(bb*) ]Ta*, we will prove that [a(b")']t = [a*a(bT) ]ta.
Indeed, [a*a(b?)*]Ta* € [a(b)]{1, 2,4} follows from
a(b'y [a*a’ )y T'a*ab’) = @'y (@"a®’) [a"ab) T'a’a(b’)’) = (') 'a’a(b’) = a@b’),
[a*a(b‘f)*]‘[‘a*a(b‘l‘)*[a*a(b‘f)*]‘l‘a* — [a*a(b‘r)*]‘l‘a*,
[aa®) 1 a*a(b?)" is self — adjoint.
By (€7),
a0y [aaby 1" = a@y b a@b)' T = a(bb) [a(vb)'T" is self — adjoint.
So, a(b?)* € R" and [a(b")]t = [a*a(b?)']Ta* = b[a*a(bb*) 1T a*, that is (c2) is satisfied.
(d2) = (e8): First, let us show that (bb*)'a’, b (aa)* € R*. From
(bb)'a" @) (00" (@'a)' ' b)Y " = ((bb") (@"a)'[(bb")" (@"a)'] (bb*)" (a"a))a"
— (bb*)‘['(a*a)‘l'a* — (bb*)‘i‘a‘f,

(@Y [0 @a)' 1" (06" a" (@) [(0b7) (@ a)'T"

(@'Y 1) @a)' 1" (o) (@) '[(0b") (@"a)'T"

@'y 1or) @a)'T",
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b at @) [(bb*) (@)1 = 0b*) (@) [(bb*) (a*a)']" is self — adjoint,

we deduce that (a")*[(bb") (a*a)']" € [(bb*)tat]{1,2,3]}. The statement [(bb*)' (a*a)"]T (1) € [b(a*a)']{1,2,4} is a

simple consequence of the equalities

b (@a)' (b0 @ a) T @) b (@a)" = b ((0b) (@) [(0b") (@"a)' T (bb")" (a"a)")

b (bb*) (@)t = b'(a*a)",

[(0b") @ a) T &Y b (@) [(00) (@) T ) = [(00) @a) 1" (o) (@'a) [(bb) (@ a) 1T (bT)
[(0b") (@a)' T (b7,

(b)Y @) T (b1 bt (@a)t = [(b") (@*a)' ] (bb")  (a°a)" is self — adjoint.

The hypothesis (b'at)t = (") [(bb*)! (a%a)t]t (b)* gives that the elements

@) [0 (@a)' T (0b")'a" = (a")[(bb") (@"a) "] (") 0" a"
and

b (@' a) [(0b") (@'a) 1T (0") = ba™ (@'Y [(b0") (a"a) T (bT)"
are self-adjoint, i.e. we obtain that (a*)'[(bb*)!(a*a)']" € [(bb*)'a']{4} and [(bb")'(@*a)]T (1) € [b*(a*a)']{3).
Consequently, (bb*)'a’, b (a*a)t € RY, [(bb*)ta']" = (a*)'[(bb*)(a*a)']" and [bT(a*a)']" = [(bb*)*(a*a)t]t(b)*. Then

[(0b)'a 1" ") = @) [b) (@a)'T' (") (= (b'a")") = @'Y [b'(@a)'T" (21)

and, by Theorem 1.1, (a")*(bb")" = [(bb*)'a'T, (a*a)t(b")* = [b'(a*a)']* € R'. Applying involution to (21), we

have b*[(at)*(bb*)" 1" = [(a*a)'(b")*]Ta" and the condition (e8) holds.

(e8) = (d2): By the elementary computations, we get
(b6 (@a) ' [(ob") T (00") (@'a)" = () 'a"[(0b") a" ] (bb") ") @'y
= (bb)'d'@) = ) @a)',

a*[(bb*)+a+]+(bb*)+(a*a)+a*[(bb*)+a+]+ — a*[(bbx—)fa‘l']'l'(bb*)'l'a'['[(bbx-)'l'a'l']‘l‘
a’[(0b")"a'T,

oY (@ a)' @ (b)) a" 1" = b)) tat[(bb*) at] is self — adjoint,
J

which yield a*[(bb*)a’]t € [(bb*)'(a*a)']{1,2,3}. Applying involution to the condition b'[(a®) (bb")']t =

[(@a)t(b")]Ta’, we obtain

[(b)'a"T'(b") = (") [b*@"a)'T" (22)
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and

(av([(bbx-)“l‘a“l‘]'f(bbv{)'f(a*a)’i‘)*

(@ [(vb")'a T ") b @)y
(@ @) [b*@a) 10" @)y
= [b'@a)b@a)ata
(b @ a) vt a’ (@) ata
(b (@a)'T"b"a" (")’
[b'(a*a)'T'b" (a*a)" is self — adjoint.
Thus, (bb*)*(@*a)" € R and [(bb*)'(a*a)']" = a*[(bb*)"a’]". This equality and (22) give that
@) [Eb) @a) Ty = @) a'[b)a' T ") = '@y b @a)]"
@) @a).

Now, to prove (bta")" = (a")[(bb*)'(a*a) T (b")" it is enough to check that (b'a®)" = (a')*[b'(a*a)']". We show
that (a*)[b"(a*a)]" € (b%a"){1,2,3} by
b‘l'a‘l'(a'l')*[b‘l'(a*a)f]fb‘l'a‘l' — (b‘i'(a*a)‘l'[b‘l'(a*a)'l']‘l'b'l'(a*a)‘l')a*

bi(a*a)ta* = b'al,

(a‘f‘)x-[b+(a*a)‘i']'i'b“l'a'l'(a‘i')v{[b‘i'(a*a)'f]f (a'i')ae[b'i'(ax-a)f]“l'b‘l'(a*a)f[b'l'(ax-a)'i"]‘i'

@) '@a)',
brat @'y (b (aa)'1" = b (@*a)t[bT (aa)'] is self — adjoint.
From (22),
@) [ @a)T'ba" = [(0b")'a' " (b7)bTa" = [(0b") '] (bb")"a,
that is (a")'[b'(@@a)']" € (b'a%){4}. So, we obtain that b'a® € R' and (b'a")' = @) [bi(@a)']" =
(@) 1@t (@ a)' T (")
(a2) = (€9): From
aa*abb*bb' (a*abb*) ataa"abb*b = a(a*abb*(a*abb*) a*abb*)b = aa*abb’b,
b'(a*abb*)a’aa*abb b’ (a*abb*) at = b¥(a"abb*) a*abb’(a*abb*) e’ = bT(a*abb*) a",

we conclude that b*(a*abb*)ta’ € (aa*abb*b)(1,2}. By the equality

(aa*abb*bb' (a*abb*)a’)* = (aa*abb*(a*abb*)'a®)* = (a')'a*abb*(a*abb*)'a* = abb*(a*abb’)ta",

(b'(a"abb") a’aa*abb*b)* = (b'(a*abb*) a*abb*b)* = b*(a*abb*) a*abb*(b*)* = b*(a*abb*) a"ab
and the assumption (ab)" = b*(a*abb*)'a*, we observe that b'(a*abb*)*a* € (aa*abb*b){3,4}. Hence, aa*abb'b € R’
and (aa*abb*b)" = b'(a*abb*)ta’.
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(€9) = (a2): We can get that b*(a*abb*)’a* € (ab){1,2} in the following way
abb*(a*abb*)a*ab = (a')*(a*abb*(a*abb*) a*abb*)(b")* = (a%)'a*abb*(b")* = ab,
b*(a*abb*)'a*abb*(a*abb*)a* = b*(a*abb*)'a".

From the hypothesis (aa*abb*b)' = b*(a*abb*)'a’ we obtain

(abb* (@ abb) @’y = ((a*)'a'abb'(a'abb*) a’)" = aa*abb’(a*abb*)tat
= aa’abb'bb' (a*abb*)tat is self — adjoint
and
(b*(@abb)'a*ab)® = (b*(a*abb*)'a*abb*(b')*)" = b*(a*abb*) a*abb*b

b (a*abb*) aaa*abb’b is self — adjoint.

Thus, ab € R" and (ab)" = b*(a*abb*)*a*, i.e. the statements (a2) is satisfied.
(f1) = (f2): First, we will prove that a*abb* € R". From

atabb (b bt (atabb) atabb* = (afabbt(atabb®)tatabb)bb* = atabbtob* = atabl,
N bt (@ abby atabb (b1 b (aTabb®)t = (1) b (aTabb?) e abb! (aTabb®)t = (1) DT (aTabb?)T,
atabb* (b bt (atabb®)t = atabb’(atabb?)T,

we have that (b")'bf(atabb")’ € (a'abb?){1,2,3}. Using the assumption (a*ab)’ = b'(atabb?)t, we get

bt (atabbh) atab is self-adjoint and

b bt(atabb ) atabbs = (bb'(atabb) atabb’) = (aTabbh) alabbtbbt

= (a'abb")'a’abb" is self — adjoint.
Therefore, atabb* € R" and (a'abb*)" = (b")*b*(a'abb™)'. By this equality and (f1) we obtain
(atab)t = b (@tabb™" = b* 1) bt (@atabb)t = b*(aTabb?)*.
In the same way from the equalities
a‘abbt(atabb)ta (a"ya*abbt = a*a(atabb® (aTabbt) atabb®) = a*aatabb® = a*abbt,
(atabb)tat (@'Y atabbt (atabb?)at (') = (atabbh)alabbt (atabbt) e (7Y = (@tabbh)tal (@'Y,
(atabbMtat ('Y arabbt = (atabb™) atabb?,

we deduce (a'abb)tat(a")* € (a*abb"){1,2,4}. The hypothesis (abb")" = (aTabb®)tat implies that abb’ (atabb®)Ta’

is self-adjoint and then

a‘abbt(@tabb ) tat (@' = (aabb'(atabb") ata) = ataatabb’ (@' abbh)’

a‘abb'(atabb")' is self — adjoint.



D. Mosié, N. C. Dinci¢ / Filomat 28:9 (2014), 17911815 1812

Thus, we get that a*abb® € R, (a*abb™)" = (atabb?)'a’(a%)* and, by (f1),
(abb")" = (a*abb’)'a’ = (a'abb")'a' (a")'a* = (a*abbh)'a".

So, the condition (f2) is satisfied.

(f2) = (f1): Since
atabb'vb* (atabb ) atabb® = (atabb*(atabb?) atabb*)(b1) bt = atabb ') bt = atabbt,
bb*(a*abb*) atabb'bb* (a*abb*)t = bb*(atabb*)a’ abb* (a'abb*)" = bb*(a'abb*)",
a'abb'bb* (atabb?)" = a'abb* (atabb*)' is self — adjoint,

we conclude that bb*(atabb*)t € (afabb™){1,2,3}). By the equality (a'ab)’ = b*(a*abb’)', we have that
b*(atabb*)tatab is self-adjoint and then

bb*(a*abb*)tatabb?

(Y (atabb) atabb*) = (atabb*) a’abb bt

(a*abb*)'a’abb" is self — adjoint.
Hence, atabb' € R and (atabb")" = bb*(a*abb*)’. Now, by (f2) and the last equality,
(@'ab)" = b*(a*abb*)" = b'bb*(a'abb®)" = b'(a*abb")".
Similarly, from the equalities
atabb’ (@abb®) aaatabbt = at(a%) (a"abb’ (@*abb®) a*abb?) = a'(at)'a"abb’ = a'abb?,
(a*abb®)'a*aa’abb’ (a*abb®) a*a = (a*abb") a*abb’ (a*abb") a*a = (a*abb?)'a’a
(a*abb") a*aa’abb® = (a*abb") a"abb® is self — adjoint,

we obtain that (a*abb)ta'a € (aabb?){1,2,4}. Using the condition (abb')' = (a'abb’)ta*, the element

abb'(a*abb")a" is self-adjoint and now

a‘abb’ (aabb®) a*a

(a*abb’ (a*abb®)'a*(a")")* = ataa*abb’ (a*abbh)’

a‘abb' (a*abb") is self — adjoint.
Therefore, we show that (atabb®)t = (a*abb")Ta*a and then we get, by (£2),
(abb")' = (@abb)ta* = (@*abb") a*aa’ = (aTabbh)'a’.

Thus, the condition (f1) holds.
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3. Reverse Order Law in C*-algebras

Now, we consider some additional equivalent conditions for the reverse order law (ab)" = b*(a'abb")ta’

for elements of C*-algebras. First, we have the following result.

Lemma 3.1. Let A be a unital C*—algebra and let a,b € A~. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) abe A~;
(2) atabbt € A-;
(3) (1-bb"(1 —ata)A;
4) @)ybeA
(5) aby € A
(7) btat € A~;
(8) (1—a'a)(1-bb") e A;
9) atab e A~;

(10) abbt € A~

Proof. Using Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2 and Lemma 1.3, we can easy get these equivalences. Notice that
the condition atabb’ € A~ implies bb'ata = (a'abb’)* € A~. Since a'a, bb' € P(A), then, by Lemma 1.3, the
condition afabb’ € A" is equivalent to (1 — bb*)(1 — a’a) € A, that is atabb’ € A~ & (1 - bb")(1 —a'a) € A~

Theorem 3.2. Let A be a unital C*—algebra and let a,b,ab € A~. Then the following statements are equivalent:
(@l) (ab)* = b*(atabb*)tat;

(@3) (ab)" = b'a® - b'[(1 - bb)(1 — ata)]'a’;

(b3) [(@)b] =bfa* - b'[(1 - bb*)(1 - a'a)]ta”;

(c3) [a(b") 1" = bat — b*[(1 - bb")(1 - aa)[tat;

(d3) (b*a")t =ab—a[(1 - a'a)(1 - bb")]'D;

(3) (afab)t = btata — b'[(1 — bb*)(1 — ata)]'a’a and (abb*)t = bbTa® — bOT[(1 — DbT)(1 — a’a)]'a’.
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Proof. By Lemma 2.1, the hypothesis ab € A~ implies regularity of suitable elements. Let (b1), (c1),
(d1), (f1) be conditions from Theorem 2.1. The equivalences (al) & (b1) © (cl) & (d1) & (f1) follow from
Theorem 2.1.

(al) © (a3): Since a'a, bb' € P(A), then, by Theorem 1.4, we obtain the formula

(a*abb")" = bb*ata - bb'[(1 — bb)(1 - a'a)]'a'a, (23)
which gives the equality

bi@atabb™tat = b btata - bb'[(1 - 6T - aTa)]Tata)at
btat — b1 - bb")(A - ata)]tat (24)

Now, we deduce that (ab)" = b'(atabb®)'a’ if and only if (ab)" = b'a® — b'[(1 — bb)(1 — a’a)]'a’. Therefore, the
statement (al) is equivalent to (a3).

(b1) & (b3): Multiplying the equality (24) by aa" from the right side, we get
b'(a‘abb)'a* = b'a* - b'[(1 - bb)(1 - a’a)]"a’.

So, [(a")b]" = b¥(atabb®)ta" and [(a')*b]" = bTa* — bT[(1 — bbT)(1 — a%a)]'a* are equivalent, that is (b1) & (b3).
(c1) © (c3): Multiplying the equality (24) by b*b from the left side, we have

b (atabbt)tat = bat - B[ - bbHYA - a'a)]tat

which yields this equivalence.
(d1) & (d3): Using Theorem 1.4, we observe that

(bbata)t = atabb® — afa[(1 - a*a)(1 - "] D"
Multiplying this equality by a from the left side and by b from the right side we get
a(bb'a’a)'b = ab — a[(1 — a*a)(1 - bb")]'D.

The equivalence (d1) < (d3) easy follows.
(f1) & (£3): Multiplying the equality (23) first by b' from the left side, we have

b (atabb™)" = bTata — b'[(1 - bbH(A - a'a)]Ta’a,
and then by a' from the right side, we obtain

(atabb®)tat = bb'a® — bHT[(1 — b1 - ata)]'a’.
Now, this part of proof easy follows.

As a consequence of Theorem 1.5 and Theorem 2.1 we get the following result.
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Corollary 3.3. Let R be a ring with involution and let a,b € R'. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(@l) ab,atabb’ € Rt and (ab)t = bt (a*abb®)a’;

(el) ab,a’ab,abb™ € R" and (ab)t = (a*ab)ta® = b' (abb")*;

(€2) (a*)'b,atab, (a")bb" € R and [(a")*b]" = (a*ab)ta* = b'[(a*) bb1];

(3) a(bh),ata(b?),abb' € R* and [a(b?)']" = [ata(b?)']tat = b*(abbh)';

(e4) btat,bbtat,btata € RY and (bTah)' = (bbta")'b = a(bta’n)’;

(e5) ab,a*ab,abb* € R* and (ab)t = (a*ab)ta* = b*(abb*)*;

(e6) (a')'b, (a'a)'b, (aty'bb* € Rt and [(a*)'b]t = [(@a)'b]tat = b'[(a") 0],

€7) aby, a*a(bh)*,a(bb*)t € R and [a@*) ] = [a*a(b?)*]Ta* = b [a(bb*)']";

(e8) (b'a")’, (") (bb")", (@*a)*(b")" € R and [(b"a")']" = b[(a") (b0")']" = [(a"a)" (b")'T"a".
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