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GENERALIZED (6,9)-DERIVATIONS
ON POISSON BANACH ALGEBRAS
AND JORDAN BANACH ALGEBRAS

CHUN-GIL PARK*

ABSTRACT. In [1], the concept of generalized (6, ¢)-derivations on
rings was introduced. In this paper, we introduce the concept of gen-
eralized (6, ¢)-derivations on Poisson Banach algebras and of gener-
alized (0, ¢)-derivations on Jordan Banach algebras, and prove the
Cauchy—Rassias stability of generalized (6, ¢)-derivations on Poisson
Banach algebras and of generalized (0, ¢)-derivations on Jordan Ba-
nach algebras.

1. Introduction

Let X and Y be Banach spaces with norms || - || and || - ||, re-
spectively. Consider f : X — Y to be a mapping such that f(tz)
is continuous in ¢ € R for each fixed x € X. Th.M. Rassias [10]
introduced the following inequality, that we call Cauchy—Rassias in-
equality: Assume that there exist constants € > 0 and p € [0, 1) such
that

1z +y) = f@) = F) < el + [ly]]")

for all z,y € X. Th.M. Rassias [10] showed that there exists a unique
R-linear mapping 7' : X — Y such that

[f(z) =T ()] <
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176 C. PARK

for all x € X. Beginning around the year 1980 the topic of approx-
imate homomorphisms, or the stability of the equation of homomor-
phism, was studied by a number of mathematicians. Gavruta [2]
generalized the Rassias’ result in the following form: Let G be an
abelian group and X a Banach space. Denote by ¢ : G x G — [0, 00)

a function such that
= 1
Z SR (272, 2%y) <o
for all x,y € G. Suppose that f : G — X is a mapping satisfying

If(z+y) = fl@) = )l < o(z,y)

for all z,y € GG. Then there exists a unique additive mapping T :
G — X such that

o(x, )

N —

If(z) =T ()] <

for all z € G.
Jun and Lee [5] proved the following: Denote by ¢ : X \ {0} x X \
{0} — [0, 00) a function such that

=1
E_ iz, 30y
3]4,03333 < 00
j=0

for all z,y € X \{0}. Suppose that f : X — Y is a mapping satisfying

as-i-y

12 ( )= f(@) = FWIl < wlz,y)

for all z,y € X \ {0}. Then there exists a unique additive mapping
T :X — Y such that

1f(z) = f(0) = T(2)] < 2 (&(x, —2) + §(~x, 3z))

Wl
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for all z € X \ {0}. The stability problem of functional equations has
been investigated in several papers (see [8]-[13]).

Throughout this paper, we denote by R the set of real numbers
or complex numbers. Let 6, ¢ be endomorphisms of R. An additive
mapping D : R — R is called a (0, ¢)-derivation on R if D(xy) =
D(2)0(y) + ¢(x)D(y) holds for all x,y € R. An additive mapping
U : R — Ris called a generalized (0, ¢)-derivation on R if there exists
a (0, ¢)-derivation D : R — R such that U(zy) = U(z)0(y)+¢(x)D(y)
holds for all z,y € R (see [1], [4]).

In this paper, we are going to introduce the concept of general-
ized (0, ¢)-derivations on Poisson Banach algebras and of generalized
(0, ¢)-derivations on Jordan Banach algebras. We prove the Cauchy—
Rassias stability of generalized (6, ¢)-derivations on Poisson Banach
algebras and of generalized (6, ¢)-derivations on Jordan Banach alge-

bras.

2. GENERALIZED (6, ¢)-DERIVATIONS
ON P0OISSON BANACH ALGEBRAS

A Poisson Banach algebra B is a Banach algebra with a R-bilinear
map {-,-} : Bx B — B, called a Poisson bracket, such that (B, {-,-})

is a Lie algebra and
{ab,c} = a{b,c} + {a,c}b

for all a,b,c € B. Poisson algebras have played an important role
in many mathematical areas and have been studied to find sympletic
leaves of the corresponding Poisson varieties. It is also important to
find or construct a Poisson bracket in the theory of Poisson algebra
(see [3], [6], [7])-

Throughout this section, let B be a Poisson Banach algebra over

R with norm || - |.
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DEFINITION 2.1. Let 6, ¢ : B — B be additive mappings. An
additive mapping D : B — B is called a (0, ¢)-derivation on B if
D({z,y}) ={D(x),0(y)} + {¢(x),D(y)} holds for all z,y € B.

An additive mapping U : B — B is called a generalized (0, ¢)-
derivation on B if there exists a (6, ¢)-derivation D : B — B such
that U({z,y}) ={U(z),0(y)} + {¢(x), D(y)} holds for all z,y € B.

THEOREM 2.1. Let f,g,h,u : B — B be mappings with f(0) =
9(0) = h(0) = u(0) = 0 for which there exists a function ¢ : B X B —
[0,00) such that

(2.1) Bla,y) = Y g2, 9y) < oo,
j=0

(2.2) [f(z+y) = flz) = FWI < elz,y),

(2.3) lg(z +y) —g(z) — g < p(z,y),

(2.4) [h(z +y) — h(z) — h(y)l| < o(z,y),

(2.5) lu(z +y) —u(z) —u(y)| < o(z,y),

(2.6)

lu({z, y}) = {u(@), 9(v)} — {h(@), FW)}H] < olz,y)

forall x,y € B. Then there exist unique additive mappings D, 0, ¢, U :
B — B such that

(28) 1£(2) - D@l < 53(.2)
(29) lo(e) — (@) < 53,7,
(2.10) 1)~ @)l < 5,7,
(211) Ju(x) - U@)] < 53z,



(0, ¢)-DERIVATIONS ON BANACH ALGEBRAS 179

for all x € B. Moreover, D : B — B is a (0, ¢)-derivation on B, and
U : B — B is a generalized (0, ¢)-derivation on B.

Proof. By the Gavruta’s theorem [2], it follows from (2.1)—(2.5)
that there exist unique additive mappings D, 0, ¢,U : B — B satisfy-
ing (2.8)—(2.11). The additive mappings D, 0,¢,U : B — B are given
by

(2.12) D(x) = Jim = f(2'x),
(2.13) 0lw) = lim g(2').
(2.14) blx) = Jim h(2a),
(2.15) U(x) = lll)rgo %u@laz),
for all x € B.

It follows from (2.6) that

%Hf({?lx, 2'y}) = {f(2'2),9(2'y)} — {h(2'2), F2'y)}|

1
ﬁ‘ﬂ@l%?ly)

1
S ?90(2%:7 2ly)7

which tends to zero as | — oo for all z,y € B by (2.1). By (2.12)-
(2.14),

D({z,y}) = {D(x),0(y)} +{¢(x), D(y)}

for all z,y € B. So the additive mapping D : B — B is a (0, ¢)-

derivation on B.
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It follows from (2.7) that

%IIU({Q% 2'y}) — {u(2'z), g(2'y)} — {n(2'x), F(2'y)} |

Sﬁ‘ﬂ

1
S ?@(Qva 2ly)7

which tends to zero as | — oo for all x,y € B by (2.1). Thus

U{z,y}) = {U(),0(y)} +{o(z), D(y)}
for all x,y € B. So the additive mapping U : B — B is a generalized
(0, ¢)-derivation on B. O

COROLLARY 2.2. Let f,g,h,u: B — B be mappings with f(0) =
g(0) = h(0) = u(0) = 0 for which there exist constants ¢ > 0 and
p € [0,1) such that

1f(z+y) = f(@) = FW < e(llzlI” + [lylI*),
lg(z +y) —g(z) — gl < e(l|=]]” + lyl”),
[h(z +y) — h(z) — h(y)]| < e(([z]|” + [[y]["),
lu(z +y) —u(z) —uy)| < e(z]|” + [y]["),
1z, y}) = {f (@), 9(v)} — {h(@), FW)H < ell=]]” + [[y]]),
lu({z, y}) — {u(=),9(y)} — {h(z), fW)}H < e(llz[|” + ly]")

forall x,y € B. Then there exist unique additive mappings D, 0, ¢, U

B — B such that
2¢
2—2p
2¢
2—2p
2¢

I£() - D@)] <
lo(@) — 6()]| <
Ih(z) - o)l < 5=

2€
lu(z) - U@)| < 5=

(Il

(e

(e

]
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for all x € B. Moreover, D : B — B is a (0, ¢)-derivation on B, and
U : B — B is a generalized (0, ¢)-derivation on B.

Proof. Define ¢(z,y) = €(||z||” + ||y||?) to be Th.M. Rassias upper
bound in the Cauchy—-Rassias inequality, and apply Theorem 2.1. [

THEOREM 2.3. Let f,g,h,u : B — B be mappings with f(0) =
9(0) = h(0) = u(0) = 0 for which there exists a function ¢ : B X B —
[0, 00) satisfying (2.6) and (2.7) such that

(2.16) o(x,y) = Z %90(3333,3@) < 00,

7=0
(217) 12055 - £(@) - £ < elep),
(2.13) 29" 2) - 9(@) — 9w < wla.9),
(219) 20222 - h(2) - h(y)ll < (. v),
(2:20) 20" ) - u(@) — u(y)] < p(,y)

2

forall x,y € B. Then there exist unique additive mappings D, 0, ¢, U
B — B such that

(221) i) - D@ < 5 (B, ~2) + F(-x,30)),
(222) (o)~ 0@ < 5 (B, —o) + F(-a,30)),
(223) b)) - @) < 5 (B, —o) + F-,30)),
224)  u@) - U@ < 5(5(r,~2) + 5(-x,30))

for all x € B. Moreover, D : B — B is a (0, ¢)-derivation on B, and
U : B — B is a generalized (0, ¢)-derivation on B.

Proof. By the Jun and Lee’s theorem [5, Theorem 1], it follows from
(2.16)—(2.20) that there exist unique additive mappings D, 0, ¢, U
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B — B satisfying (2.21)—(2.24). The additive mappings D, 0, ¢, U :
B — B are given by

(2.25) D) = Jim o f(3),
(2.26) Oa) = Jim g(3tr),
(2.27) 6(x) = lim o h(3e),
(2.28) U(x) = lll)rgo %u(?)la:),
for all x € B.

It follows from (2.6) that
%Hf({yx, 3'y}) — {f(3'2), 9(3"y)} — {h(3'x), FB'Y)}
< %w(?ﬁx,yy)

1
S g(p(?)l{[;’ 3ly)7

which tends to zero as | — oo for all z,y € B by (2.16). By (2.25)-
(2.28),
D({z,y}) ={D(x),0(y)} + {o(x), D(y)}

for all z,y € B. So the additive mapping D : B — B is a (0, ¢)-
derivation on B.
It follows from (2.7) that

%HU({?J% 3'y}) — {u(3'z), 9(3'y)} — {h(3'x), F(3'y)} |
< %w(?ﬁx,?ﬁy)
< %w(iﬁlw,?ﬁy),

which tends to zero as | — oo for all x,y € B by (2.16). Thus

U({z,y}) = {U(x),0(y)} + {¢(x), D(y)}



(0, ¢)-DERIVATIONS ON BANACH ALGEBRAS 183

for all x,y € B. So the additive mapping U : B — B is a generalized
(0, ¢)-derivation on B. O

COROLLARY 2.4. Let f,g,h,u: B — B be mappings with f(0) =
g(0) = h(0) = u(0) = 0 for which there exist constants ¢ > 0 and
p € [0,1) such that

25 = $@) = £ < elllol” + ylP),
2952 — g(@) — g()]| < ell2ll” + "),
I20(*5Y) — (@) = A < elall” + y]?),
202 2) — u@) — uy)l] < (lall” + I]P)
1F{.y}) = @), 9w} = {h(@), FHI < elllz]” + llylP),
lu({z,y}) = {u(), 9(9)} = {h@), F@}] < el + [y

forall x,y € B. Then there exist unique additive mappings D, 0, ¢, U :
B — B such that

3+ 3

I£(@) = D) < 5o ellall”,
3+ 3

lo@) — 0@ < 5 el
3+ 3

Ihw) = d@)l < 5 elel,
3+ 3

Ju@) ~ U@ < S ellol?

for all x € B. Moreover, D : B — B is a (0, ¢)-derivation on B, and
U : B — B is a generalized (0, ¢)-derivation on B.

Proof. Define ¢(z,y) = €(||z||” + ||y||”), and apply Theorem 2.3. [J
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THEOREM 2.5. Let f,g,h,u : B — B be mappings with f(0) =
9(0) = h(0) = u(0) = 0 for which there exists a function ¢ : B X B —
[0, 00) satisfying (2.17)—(2.20), (2.6) and (2.7) such that

(2.29) 2323 . D)< oo

forallxz,y € B. Then there exist unique additive mappings D, 0, ¢, U
B — B such that

(2.30) |£(2) - D@)]| < 85, ~3) + (- 5.).
(2.31) lg(@) ()]l < B(5.—3) +B(—5.a)
(2.32) (@) = p(@)| < B3, —5) +B(-5.)
(2.33) lu(2) - U@l < 3(5,~3) +B(-3.2)

for all x € B, where

Zg] =z 24

for all x,y € B. Moreover, D : B — B is a (0, ¢)-derivation on B,
and U : B — B is a generalized (6, ¢)-derivation on B.

Proof. Note that Y272 37¢p(3, ) < 37237 ¢(55, 35) for all z,
y € B. By the Jun and Lee’s theorem [5, Theorem 6], it follows from
(2.29) and (2.17)-(2.20) that there exist unique additive mappings
D,0,0,U : B — B satisfying (2.30)—(2.33). The additive mappings
D.,0,¢,U : B — B are given by

(2.34) D(z) = lim 3lf(£),
(2.35) 0(z) = lim 3'g (31)
(2.36) 6(z) = lim 3 h(g—)

(2.37) U(x) = lim 3'u (g)

|—o0
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for all z € B.
It follows from (2.6) that

g 5 — (GG} = (G FEDHI < 8% (57, 7).

which tends to zero as [ — oo for all x,y € B by (2.29). By (2.34)-
(2.37),

D({z,y}) = {D(2),0(y)} + {¢(x), D(y)}
for all z,y € B. So the additive mapping D : B — B is a (0, ¢)-

derivation on B.
It follows from (2.7) that

3 u{ 55, 7)) = {u(5) 9500} = (A5 FGOM < 3% (57 5),

which tends to zero as [ — oo for all x,y € B by (2.29). Thus

U({z,y}) = {U(x),0(y)} +{¢(x), D(y)}

for all x,y € B. So the additive mapping U : B — B is a generalized
(0, ¢)-derivation on B. O

COROLLARY 2.6. Let f,g,h,u: B — B be mappings with f(0) =
g(0) = h(0) = u(0) = 0 for which there exist constants ¢ > 0 and
p € (2,00) such that

2752 = @) = SO < elllel” + yl1P),
29 “’) — g(@) — 9|l < elllzl” + ylP).
I28(E) — hw) = Bl < lall” + )
[2a(*TY) — u(a) - uly)] < e(2ll” + [yI1?).

8

2
If ({2, y}) = (@), 9(y)} = {h(@), F) 3 < e(llz]” + ly[”),
lu({z,y}) = {u(x), g(y)} = {h(2), f(Y)}H] < e(llz]” +[ly]*)
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forall x,y € B. Then there exist unique additive mappings D, 0, ¢, U :
B — B such that

1£@) ~ D)l < 3l
lo(e) — @) < S ellal?,
1)~ d@)] < St elal”
Ju(a) ~ V@) < 2 Selal?

for all x € B. Moreover, D : B — B is a (0, ¢)-derivation on B, and
U : B — B is a generalized (0, ¢)-derivation on B.

Proof. Define ¢(z,y) = €(||z||” + ||y||”), and apply Theorem 2.5. [J

Remark 2.1. A Banach algebra B, endowed with the Lie product
[z,y] = 5% on B, is called a Lie Banach algebra. Let 0, ¢ :
B — B be additive mappings. An additive mapping D : B — B
is called a (0, ¢)-derivation on a Lie Banach algebra B if D([x,y]) =
[D(x),0(y)]+[¢(x), D(y)] holds for all x,y € B. An additive mapping
U : B — B is called a generalized (0, ¢)-derivation on a Lie Banach
algebra B if there exists a (0, ¢)-derivation D : B — B such that
U([z,y]) = [U(x),0(y)] + [¢(z), D(y)] holds for all z,y € B.

When each Poisson bracket {-,-} in this section is replaced by
the Lie product [-,-], we can show that there exists a unique (6, ¢)-
derivation D : B — B on a Lie Banach algebra, and there exists
a unique generalized (6, ¢)-derivation U : B — B on a Lie Banach

algebra.

3. GENERALIZED (6, ¢)-DERIVATIONS
ON JORDAN BANACH ALGEBRAS

The original motivation to introduce the class of nonassociative al-

gebras known as Jordan algebras came from quantum mechanics (see
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[14]). Let L(H) be the real vector space of all bounded self-adjoint
linear operators on H, interpreted as the (bounded) observables of
the system. In 1932, Jordan observed that £(H) is a (nonassociative)

%. A commuta-

algebra via the anticommutator product x oy :=
tive Banach algebra X with product x o y is called a Jordan Banach
algebra.

Throughout this section, let B be a Jordan Banach algebra over R

with norm || - |.

DEFINITION 3.1. Let 6, ¢ : B — B be additive mappings. An
additive mapping D : B — B is called a (0, ¢)-derivation on B if
D(zoy) = D(x) o 0(y) + ¢(x) o D(y) holds for all z,y € B.

An additive mapping U : B — B is called a generalized (0, ¢)-
derivation on B if there exists a (6, ¢)-derivation D : B — B such
that U(z oy) =U(x) o 0(y) + ¢(x) o D(y) holds for all z,y € B.

THEOREM 3.1. Let f,g,h,u : B — B be mappings with f(0) =
9(0) = h(0) = u(0) = 0 for which there exists a function ¢ : B X B —
[0, 00) satisfying (2.1)—(2.5) such that

(3.1) [f(xoy) — f(x)og(y) —h(z) o fY < p(z,vy),
(3.2) [u(z oy) —u(z) o g(y) — h(z) o f(W)I| < p(z,y)

forall x,y € B. Then there exist unique additive mappings D, 0, ¢, U :
B — B satistying (2.8)—(2.11). Moreover, D : B — B is a (0, ¢)-
derivation on B, and U : B — B is a generalized (0, ¢)-derivation on
B.

Proof. By the Gavruta’s theorem [3], it follows from (2.1)-(2.5)
that there exist unique additive mappings D, 0, ¢,U : B — B satisfy-
ing (2.8)-(2.11).
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It follows from (3.1) that
%Hf((?l«%") o (2'y)) — f(2'z) 0 g(2'y) — h(2'z) o f(2'y)
< %w(%,?ly)

1
S ?90(2%:7 2ly)7

which tends to zero as | — oo for all x,y € B by (2.1). By (2.12)-
(2.15),

D(zoy) = D(z) 0 0(y) + ¢(z) o D(y)
for all z,y € B. So the additive mapping D : B — B is a (0, ¢)-

derivation on B.
It follows from (3.2) that

% lu((2'z) 0 (2'y)) = u(2'z) 0 g(2'y) — h(2'z) o f(2'y)|

< ﬁw(%ﬁy)

1
S ?90(2%:7 2ly)7

which tends to zero as | — oo for all x,y € B by (2.1). Thus

U(zoy) =U(z) o b(y) + ¢(x) o D(y)
for all x,y € B. So the additive mapping U : B — B is a generalized
(0, ¢)-derivation on B. O

COROLLARY 3.2. Let f,g,h,u: B — B be mappings with f(0) =
g(0) = h(0) = u(0) = 0 for which there exist constants ¢ > 0 and
p € [0,1) such that

W < e(llz]I” + [lyl*),

(@) —g@)Il < elll=l” + llylI*),

[h(x +y) — h(z) = h(y)l| < e(llz]|” + [[y[]*),
(z) —u(y)l] < € )

< e(llzl” + lyll),



(0, ¢)-DERIVATIONS ON BANACH ALGEBRAS 189

[f(zoy) = f(x) 0 g(y) = h(x) o fF(Y) < e(ll=]” + l[yll”),
F)ll < e(ll)” +Mlyll”)

@)

[u(z 0y) —u(z) o g(y) — h(z)

forall x,y € B. Then there exist unique additive mappings D, 0, ¢, U :
B — B such that
2e

I£@) = D@ < 5= P,
lo() — 0)| < 5ocszll”
h@) ~ ()] < 5ocslal”
Ju@) ~ U@ < 5o el

for all x € B. Moreover, D : B — B is a (0, ¢)-derivation on B, and
U : B — B is a generalized (0, ¢)-derivation on B.

Proof. Define o(z,y) = €(||z||” + ||y||?) to be Th.M. Rassias upper
bound in the Cauchy—-Rassias inequality, and apply Theorem 3.1. [

THEOREM 3.3. Let f,g,h,u : B — B be mappings with f(0) =
9(0) = h(0) = u(0) = 0 for which there exists a function ¢ : B X
B — [0, 00) satisfying (3.1), (3.2) and (2.16)—(2.20). Then there exist
unique additive mappings D, 0,¢,U : B — B satisfying (2.21)—(2.24).
Moreover, D : B — B is a (0, ¢)-derivation on B, and U : B — B is

a generalized (0, ¢)-derivation on B.

Proof. By the Jun and Lee’s theorem [5, Theorem 1], it follows from
(2.16)—(2.20) that there exist unique additive mappings D,0,¢,U :
B — B satisfying (2.21)—(2.24).

It follows from (3.1) that

%IIf((?fw) o (3'y))—f(3'x) 0 g(3'y) — h(3'z) o f(3'y)]

1 1
< @90(3%3@) < g@o(iﬁlw,?fy),
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which tends to zero as | — oo for all z,y € B by (2.16). By (2.25)—
(2.28),

D(xoy) = D(x) o 0(y) + ¢(z) o D(y)

for all z,y € B. So the additive mapping D : B — B is a (0, ¢)-
derivation on B.
It follows from (3.2) that

% [u((3'z) o (3'y)) — u(3'z) 0 g(3'y) — h(3'x) o f(3y)|
< @90(3%,3@)

1
S ?90(3%:7 3ly)7
which tends to zero as | — oo for all x,y € B by (2.16). Thus

U(zoy) =U(z) o 0(y) + ¢(x) o D(y)

for all x,y € B. So the additive mapping U : B — B is a generalized
(0, ¢)-derivation on B. O

COROLLARY 3.4. Let f,g,h,u: B — B be mappings with f(0) =
g(0) = h(0) = u(0) = 0 for which there exist constants ¢ > 0 and
p € [0,1) such that

275 Y) = () = F)l < ezl + IylP),
I29(522) — g(x) — )l < elall” + )
28 — hw) = Bl < lall” + )
I26() — @) - u)ll < (lall” + I]P)

F)l < e(ll]” +ll”),
F)ll < e(ll)” +llyll”)

|f(zoy) = f(z)ogly) —h
|u(zoy) —u(z)og(y) —h

@)

x)

(
(

@)

x)
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forall x,y € B. Then there exist unique additive mappings D, 0, ¢, U :
B — B such that

3+ 3

17() - D@l < S5 el
p

lo(e) = 0@} < S eljal”
p

() - 6()] < S ellelp,
p

Ju(z) - U@ < 2 el

for all x € B. Moreover, D : B — B is a (0, ¢)-derivation on B, and
U : B — B is a generalized (0, ¢)-derivation on B.

Proof. Define ¢(z,y) = €(||z||” + ||y||”), and apply Theorem 3.3. [J

THEOREM 3.5. Let f,g,h,u : B — B be mappings with f(0) =
g9(0) = h(0) = u(0) = 0 for which there exists a function ¢ : B X
B — [0,00) satisfying (2.17)—(2.20), (3.1), (3.2) and (2.29). Then
there exist unique additive mappings D,0,¢,U : B — B satisfying
(2.30)—(2.33). Moreover, D : B — B is a (0, ¢)-derivation on B, and
U : B — B is a generalized (0, ¢)-derivation on B.

Proof. By the Jun and Lee’s theorem [5, Theorem 6], it follows from
(2.29) and (2.17)-(2.20) that there exist unique additive mappings
D,0,¢,U : B — B satisfying (2.30)—(2.33).

It follows from (3.1) that

r Yy € Y Y ry

P S0 by = £5) 0 g(2) — h() o (DI < 35 1,
which tends to zero as | — oo for all z,y € B by (2.29). By (2.34)-
(2.37),

D(xoy) = D(x) o 0(y) + ¢(z) o D(y)
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for all z,y € B. So the additive mapping D : B — B is a (0, ¢)-
derivation on B.
It follows from (3.2) that

r oy T Y x Y Ty
8" u(g o 57) — u(gr) e 957) = hlgp) o S0l < 3057 ),

which tends to zero as | — oo for all x,y € B by (2.29). Thus
U(zoy) =U(z) o b(y) + ¢(x) o D(y)

for all x,y € B. So the additive mapping U : B — B is a generalized
(0, ¢)-derivation on B. O

COROLLARY 3.6. Let f,g,h,u: B — B be mappings with f(0) =
g9(0) = h(0) = u(0) = 0 for which there exist constants ¢ > 0 and
p € (2,00) such that

2 (5Y) = () = £l < ezl + i),
29 22) — 9(@) — 9(w) ]| < eCllzll” + ")
255 2) = hw) = Bl < lall” + ]P)
20" 22) — ue) — u)]l < (lall” + )
If(xoy) - £(2) 0 gly) = hx) o FW)I| < elle]” + [yl
lu(x o y) = u() 0 g(y) = hix) o F)]| < el + 1y

forall x,y € B. Then there exist unique additive mappings D, 0, ¢, U :
B — B such that

p
1£@) ~ D)l < 3 el
lo(e) — 0@ < S ellel?,
p
() ~ $(@)] < 5ol
lu(z) - U@ < 22 efja?

3P -3
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for all x € B. Moreover, D : B — B is a (0, ¢)-derivation on B, and
U : B — B is a generalized (0, ¢)-derivation on B.

Proof. Define ¢(z,y) = €(||z||” + ||y||”), and apply Theorem 3.5. [J
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