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Rota—Baxter groups, skew left braces,
and the Yang—Baxter equation
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Abstract

Braces were introduced by W. Rump in 2006 as an algebraic system related

to the quantum Yang—Baxter equation. In 2017, L. Guarnieri and L. Vendramin

defined for the same purposes a more general notion of a skew left brace. In 2021,

L. Guo, H. Lang and Y. Sheng gave a definition of what is a Rota—Baxter operator

on a group. We connect these two notions as follows. It is shown that every Rota—

Baxter group gives rise to a skew left brace. Moreover, every skew left brace can

be injectively embedded into a Rota—Baxter group. When the additive group of a

skew left brace is complete, then this brace is induced by a Rota—Baxter group. We

interpret some notions of the theory of skew left braces in terms of Rota—Baxter

operators.

Keywords: Rota—Baxter operator, Rota—Baxter group, skew left brace, Yang—

Baxter equation.

1 Introduction

The Yang—Baxter equation from mathematical physics has been studied since 1960s–
1970s, and there exist a lot of quite different versions of it. In 1992, V.G. Drinfeld [17]
highlighted the importance of the study of set-theoretical solutions to the quantum Yang—
Baxter equation.

Recall that a set-theoretical solution to the (quantum) Yang—Baxter equation on
a set X is a bijective map S : X ×X → X ×X such that

(S × id)(id × S)(S × id) = (id × S)(S × id)(id × S).

Note the important works of P. Etingof, T. Schedler, and A. Soloviev [18, 41] and J. Lu,
M. Yan and Y. Zhu [33] in this direction. Actually, set-theoretic solutions to the Yang—
Baxter equation were studied before V.G. Drinfeld formulated his question. In 1980s,
D. Joyce [28] and S. Matveev [34] introduced quandles as invariants of knots and links,
and every quandle gives a set-theoretic solution to the Yang—Baxter equation.

In 2006, W. Rump introduced [38, 39] braces to study involutive set-theoretical so-
lutions to the Yang—Baxter equation, although the same algebraic objects were already
considered by A.G. Kurosh [32] in 1970s. In 2014, this notion was reformulated by F. Cedó,
E. Jespers, and J. Okniński in [15]. In 2017, L. Guarnieri and L. Vendramin defined [20]
skew left braces which give non-involutive solutions to the Yang—Baxter equation.
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A set A with two binary operations · and ◦ is called a skew left brace, if (A, ·) and
(A, ◦) are groups and the identity

a ◦ (b · c) = (a ◦ b) · a−1 · (a ◦ c)

holds for all a, b, c ∈ A.
In the last few years, theory of braces and skew left braces is a dynamically developed

area with a lot of connections which include knot theory, Hopf—Galois theory, and radical
rings.

The main aim of the work is to study the deep connection between skew left braces
and Rota—Baxter groups introduced in 2020 by L. Guo, H. Lang, Y. Sheng [24]. A Rota—
Baxter group is a group G endowed with a map B : G→ G satisfying the identity

B(g)B(h) = B(gB(g)hB(g)−1),

where g, h ∈ G.
This notion appeared as a group analogue of Rota—Baxter operators defined on an

algebra. Rota—Baxter operators on algebras are known since the middle of the previous
century [8, 45] and they have in turn connections with mathematical physics (classical
and associative Yang—Baxter equations), number theory, operad theory, Hopf algebras,
combinatorics et cetera, see the monograph [23].

After the initial work [24], the study of Rota—Baxter groups have been continued
in [6, 13, 19, 27].

We show that given a Rota—Baxter group (G, ·, B) one obtains a skew left brace
(G, ·, ◦B), where x ◦B y = xB(x)yB(x)−1. Let (G, ·, ◦) be a skew left brace satisfying the
condition that the group (G, ·) is complete, then there exists a Rota—Baxter operator on
(G, ·) such that x ◦ y = x ◦B y. Moreover, we prove that every skew left brace can be
(injectively) embedded into a Rota—Baxter group. The proof and the ideology which is
behind it come from the analogous result stated for Rota—Baxter algebras and so called
postalgebras [22]. Further, we apply the enveloping Rota—Baxter group to define left
center and strong left nilpotency of skew left braces.

We apply the constructions of Rota—Baxter groups [6, 24] to provide both known and
new constructions of skew left braces. Recently C. Tsang studied [43] skew left braces
(A, ·, ◦) with (A, ·) = Gn and (A, ◦) ∼= Gn, where G is a non-abelian simple finite group.
We discuss the connection between the results of C. Tsang and the construction of Rota—
Baxter operators on Gn from [6].

We state that differentiation (in the definite sense) of a skew left brace which both
groups are Lie ones is a post-Lie algebra. It is shown how the free skew left brace comes
from the free Rota—Baxter group.

We get the explicit formula of the non-degenerate set-theoretical solution to the Yang—
Baxter equation arisen from a Rota—Baxter group (G, ·, B) via its induced skew left brace,

S : G×G→ G×G, S(a, b) = (λa(b), a
λa(b)B(λa(b))),

where λa(b) = B(a)bB(a)−1 for a, b ∈ G.

2



Let us give short outline of the work. In §2, we state the required preliminaries on
Rota—Baxter groups and skew left braces.

In §3, we study the connection between Rota—Baxter groups and skew left braces.
In §4, we apply constructions of Rota—Baxter groups to get skew left braces.

In §5, some notions of skew left brace theory is interpreted via Rota—Baxter groups.
In §6, we consider the Yang—Baxter equation and solutions to it concerned skew left

braces and Rota—Baxter groups.
In §7, we introduce skew left multibraces motivated by the fact that given a Rota—

Baxter group (G, ·, B), we get a new Rota—Baxter group structure (G, ◦, B) on the same
set G.

2 Preliminaries

Let us recall the definition of Rota—Baxter operator on an algebra.
Let A be an algebra over a field k. A linear operator R on A is called a Rota—Baxter

operator of weight λ ∈ k if

R(x)R(y) = R(R(x)y + xR(y) + λxy)

for all x, y ∈ A. An algebra endowed with a Rota—Baxter operator is called a Rota—
Baxter algebra (see, for example, [23]).

Let us consider an analogue of Rota—Baxter operator of weight ±1 on a group.

2.1 Rota—Baxter operators on groups

Definition 2.1 ([24]). Let G be a group.
a) A map B : G→ G is called a Rota—Baxter operator of weight 1 if

B(g)B(h) = B(gB(g)hB(g)−1) (2.1)

for all g, h ∈ G.
b) A map C : G→ G is called a Rota—Baxter operator of weight −1 if

C(g)C(h) = C(C(g)hC(g)−1g)

for all g, h ∈ G.

There is a bijection between Rota—Baxter operators of weights 1 and −1 on a group G.
We will call Rota—Baxter operators of weight 1 simply Rota—Baxter operators (RB-
operators). A group endowed with a Rota—Baxter operator is called a Rota—Baxter

group (RB-group).
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Remark 2.2. Note that the identity (2.1) has already appeared in the context of skew
left braces but in quite difference sense. In [12] (see also [2, Lemma1.1.17]), the authors
defined so called gamma function on a finite groupG as the map γ : G→ Aut(G) satisfying
the equality γ(gγ(h)h) = γ(g)γ(h) for all g, h ∈ G. The difference is that an RB-operator
acts from G into G but not in Aut(G), and this point is important.

A group G is called factorizable if G = HL for some its subgroups H and L. The
expression G = HL is called a factorization of G. If additionally H ∩L = {e}, then such
factorization is called exact.

Example 2.3 ([24]). Let G be a group. Then
a) the map B0(g) = e is an RB-operator on G,
b) the map B−1(g) = g−1 is an RB-operator on G,
c) given an exact factorization G = HL, a map B : G→ G defined as follows, B(hl) =

l−1 is a Rota—Baxter operator on G.

We call the RB-operator arisen from an exact factorization (Example 2.3c) as splitting

RB-operator.
The following result can be useful in attempt to construct RB-operators B on a given

group.

Lemma 2.4 ([24]). Let B be a Rota—Baxter operator on a group G. Then B̃(g) =
g−1B(g−1) is also a Rota—Baxter operator on a group G.

In particular, B̃0 = B−1. We have the equality
˜̃
B = B, since

˜̃
B(g) = g−1B̃(g−1) = g−1(g−1)−1B((g−1)−1) = B(g).

The following observation is very important when one is interested on the classification
of all RB-operators on a given group.

Lemma 2.5 ([6]). Let B be a Rota—Baxter operator on a group G. Let ϕ be an auto-
morphism of G. Then B(ϕ) = ϕ−1Bϕ is a Rota—Baxter operator on a group G.

Given a RB-group (G,B), we may define a new binary operation ◦ : G→ G [24].

Proposition 2.6 ([24]). Let (G,B) be a Rota—Baxter group.
a) The pair (G, ◦), with the multiplication

g ◦ h = gB(g)hB(g)−1, (2.2)

where g, h ∈ G, is also a group.
b) The operator B is a Rota—Baxter operator on the group (G, ◦).
c) The map B : (G, ◦) → (G, ·) is a homomorphism of Rota—Baxter groups.
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2.2 Skew left braces

Skew left braces were introduced in [20] for studying non-involutive set-theoretic solu-
tions to the Yang—Baxter equation. In this section we recall definitions and some known
facts (see [20, 40]).

A bigroupoid (A, ·, ◦) is a set with two binary algebraic operations. A bigroupoid
(A, ·, ◦) is called a skew left brace, if A(·) := (A, ·) and A(◦) := (A, ◦) are groups which we
will call additive and multiplicative, respectively, and

a ◦ (b · c) = (a ◦ b) · a−1 · (a ◦ c) (2.3)

for all a, b, c ∈ A, where a−1 denotes the additive inverse of a. For simplicity we will
denote a skew left brace (A, ·, ◦) by A.

A bigroupoid (A, ·, ◦) is called a skew right brace, if A(·) = (A, ·) and A(◦) = (A, ◦) are
groups, and

(b · c) ◦ a = (b ◦ a) · a−1 · (c ◦ a) (2.4)

holds for all a, b, c ∈ A.
If (A, ·, ◦) is both skew left and right brace, then we say that A is a two-sided skew

brace.
A skew left brace A is said to be a brace if A(·) is an abelian group.
Given a skew left brace (G, ·, ◦), we call it trivial, if either · = ◦ or x · y = y ◦ x for all

x, y ∈ G.
Let (G, ·, ◦) be a skew left brace. Then, as it is proved in [20], the map

λ : (G, ◦) → Aut(G, ·), a 7→ λa,

where λa(b) = a−1(a ◦ b), is a group homomorphism. The inverse a◦(−1) of a ∈ G with
respect to ◦ is given by λ−1

a (a−1). The map λa : G→ G is bijective with inverse

λ−1
a : G→ G, b 7→ a◦(−1) ◦ (ab). (2.5)

It follows that a ◦ b = aλa(b), ab = a ◦ λ−1
a (b). Hence, any skew left brace defines a group

homomorphism λ. Conversely, if we have a group homomorphism λ, then we can construct
a skew left brace, see [20, Proposition 1.9].

Let G be a group. The holomorph of G is the group Hol(G) := Aut(G)⋉G, in which
the product is given by

(f, a)(g, b) = (fg, af(b))

for all a, b ∈ G and f, g ∈ Aut(G). Any subgroup H of Hol(G) acts on G as follows

(f, a) · b = af(b), a, b ∈ G, f ∈ Aut(G).

A subgroup H of Hol(G) is said to be regular if for each a ∈ G there exists a unique
(f, x) ∈ H such that xf(a) = e. It is equivalent to the fact that the action of H on G
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is free and transitive. Let π2 : Hol(G) → G denote the projection map from Hol(G) onto
the second component G.

The following theorem from [20] provides a connection between skew left braces and
regular subgroups.

Theorem 2.7 ([20]). Let (G, ·, ◦) be a skew left brace. Then {(λa, a) | a ∈ G} is a regular

subgroup of Hol(G), where λa(b) = a−1(a ◦ b) for all b ∈ A.

Conversely, if (G, ·) is a group and H is a regular subgroup of Hol(G(·)), then (G, ·, ◦) is

a skew left brace such that (G, ◦) ∼= H, where a◦ b = af(b) with (π2|H)−1(a) = (f, a) ∈ H.

3 Rota—Baxter operators and skew left braces

The next statement gives a connection between RB-groups and skew left braces.

Proposition 3.1. Let (G, ·) be a group and B : G→ G be a Rota—Baxter operator. Put
x ◦B y = xB(x)yB(x)−1. Then (G, ·, ◦B) is a skew left brace.

Proof. By Proposition 2.6, (G, ◦B) is a group. It remains to check (2.3),

(g◦Bh)g−1(g◦B f) = gB(g)hB(g)−1g−1gB(g)fB(g)−1 = gB(g)hfB(g)−1 = g◦B (hf).

Corollary 3.2. Let (G, ·, B) be a Rota—Baxter group. If ImB ⊂ Z(G), then the skew
left brace (G, ·, ◦B) is the trivial one.

We denote the skew left brace (G, ·, ◦B) by G(B). Using the operators B0 and B−1 we
can construct the following skew left braces:

Example 3.3. a) G(B0) is a trivial skew left brace,
b) G(B−1) is also a trivial skew left brace, since x ◦ y = y · x for all x, y ∈ G.

For RB-operators of weight −1 we can prove the following analogue of Proposition 3.1.

Proposition 3.4. Let (G, ·) be a group and C : G → G be a Rota—Baxter operator of
weight −1. Put x ◦C y = C(x)yC(x)−1x. Then (G, ·, ◦C) is a skew left brace. If (G, ·) is
an abelian group, then (G, ·, ◦C) is a trivial skew left brace.

Let G(B) be a skew left brace defined by an RB-operator B on (G, ·), then the lambda-
map is defined by the rule λa(b) = B(a)bB(a)−1, i. e., it is an inner automorphism of G(·).

Proposition 3.5. Given a skew left brace G(B) = (G, ·, ◦B), the group (G, ◦B) is abelian
if and only if the following identity

[y, B(x)−1][B(y)−1, x] = [y, x] (3.1)

holds in the Rota—Baxter group (G, ·, B) for all x, y ∈ G.
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Proof. By the definition of ◦B, the identity x ◦B y = y ◦B x is equivalent to the identity

xB(x)yB(x)−1 = yB(y)xB(y)−1.

Rewrite it in the form
xyB(x)yB(x)−1 = yxB(y)xB(y)−1.

Since, yx = xy[y, x], we get

[y, B(x)−1] = [y, x][x,B(y)−1]

which is equivalent to (3.1).

We state a group analogue of the general result [22] holding for postalgebras and
Rota—Baxter algebras of an arbitrary variety.

Theorem 3.6. Every skew left brace can be embedded into a Rota—Baxter group.

Proof. Let (G, ·, ◦) be a skew left brace. Consider the semi-direct product G̃ = G ⋉ G
with the operation

(x, y) ∗ (z, t) = (x ◦ z, yλx(t)). (3.2)

Consider the subgroups H = {(g, g) | g ∈ G} and L = {(g, e) | g ∈ G} in G̃. We

may decompose G̃ = H ∗ L, since (x, y) = (y, y) ∗ (y◦(−1) ◦ x, e). Define a splitting RB-

operator B on g = h ∗ l ∈ G̃ as B(h ∗ l) = l∗(−1). So, B((x, y)) = (x◦(−1) ◦ y, e). Thus,

G̃ is an RB-group.
Embed G into G̃ as follows, ψ : g → (e, g). Let us check that ψ is an isomorphism

of skew left braces G and Im (ψ), where Im (ψ) is considered as a subbrace of G̃(B) =

(G̃, ∗, ◦B). Indeed,

ψ(g) ∗ ψ(h) = (e, g) ∗ (e, h) = (e, g · h) = ψ(g · h),

ψ(g) ◦B ψ(h) = (e, g) ∗B((e, g)) ∗ (e, h) ∗ (B((e, g)))−1

= (e, g)∗(g, e)∗(e, h)∗(g◦(−1), e) = (g, g)∗(g◦(−1), h) = (e, gλg(h)) = (e, g◦h) = ψ(g◦h).

The following example gives some illustration of this theorem.

Example 3.7. Let G = (Z,+, ◦) be the left brace, where + is the addition on the set of
integers and a ◦ b = a + (−1)ab, a, b ∈ Z. It is easy to see that inverse element under ◦
is defined by the rule a◦(−1) = (−1)a+1a. Let us construct the RB-group containing G.

Define the group operation on the set G̃ = Z× Z:

(a, b) ∗ (c, d) = (a+ (−1)ac, b+ (−1)ad), (a, b), (c, d) ∈ G̃.

7



One can see that the inverse element in G̃ equals

(a, 0)∗(−1) = ((−1)a+1a, 0) = (a◦(−1), 0), a ∈ Z.

Consider the subgroups H = {(g, g) | g ∈ Z} and L = {(g, 0) | g ∈ Z} in G̃. We

decompose G̃ = H ∗ L, since

(x, y) = (y, y) ∗ (y◦(−1) ◦ x, 0) = (y, y) ∗ ((−1)y+1(y − x), 0).

We can define an RB-operator B : G̃→ G̃ by

B((g, h)) = ((−1)h+1(h− g), 0)∗(−1) = ((−1)g+1(h− g), 0), (g, h) ∈ G.

Hence, G embeds into the RB-group (G̃, ∗, B) by g 7→ (0, g).

Remark 3.8. The construction of G̃ has already appeared (see [16, §4] and [5]) in the
context of nilpotent skew left braces. More detailed, one can define the new operation ⋆
on a skew left brace G, g ⋆ h = g−1(g ◦h)h−1. Note that in terms of the group G̃, we have

[(e, h), (g, e)] = (e, g ⋆ h).

This observation helps to the authors of [16] to clarify the construction of left and right
series of G and hence, the definition of left (right) nilpotency of G. We will concern them
in §5. Given an RB-group (G,B), we have the equality g ⋆ h = [B(g)−1, h−1].

Remark 3.9. To prove the embedding in Theorem 3.6, one may take the group λ(G) ×

G = {(λg, h) | g, h ∈ G} instead of G̃. Thus, we get a subgroup of Hol(G(·)), and
H = {(g, g) | g ∈ G} is its regular subgroup. However, further we will apply exactly the

group G̃.

Now, we reprove Problem 19.90(d) from Kourovka Notebook [30].

Corollary 3.10 ([44]). Let (G, ·, ◦) be a finite skew left brace. If G(◦) is nilpotent, then
G(·) is solvable.

Proof. Given a finite skew left braceG, we may construct G̃ as in the proof of Theorem 3.6.
We have also G̃ = H ∗L, where H = {(g, g) | g ∈ G} and L = {(g, e) | g ∈ G}. Note that

H ∼= L ∼= G(◦). Since G(◦) is nilpotent, G̃ is solvable by the Kegel’s theorem [29]. Thus,
its subgroup M = {(e, g) | g ∈ G} ∼= G(·) is also solvable.

Corollary 3.11 ([35, 44]). Let G be a skew left brace. If G(◦) is abelian, then G(·) is
metabelian.

Proof. We may repeat the proof of Corollary 3.10 to get the factorization G̃ = H ∗L. By
the Ito’s theorem [25], G̃ is metabelian. Thus, its subgroup M = {(e, g) | g ∈ G} ∼= G(·)

is also metabelian.
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A group G with trivial center and trivial group Out(G) of outer automorphisms is
called complete.

Proposition 3.12. Let (G, ·, ◦) be a skew left brace such that G(·) is complete. Then
there exists a Rota—Baxter operator B on G(·) such that G = G(B).

Proof. Let us define B in such a way that

g ◦ h = gB(g)hB(g)−1, (3.3)

i. e., λg(h) = hB(g)−1
. Since Out(G) is trivial, we may find an element x ∈ G such that

λg(h) = hx. The element x satisfying this equality is unique, since Z(G) is trivial. Let us
define B(g) = x−1.

It remains to check that B is an RB-operator on G(·). By (3.3), we have to show that
B(g)B(h) = B(g ◦ h). Since Z(G) = {e}, it is equivalent to verify

sB(h)−1B(g)−1

= sB(g◦h)−1

for all s ∈ G. In terms of λ we check that

g−1(g ◦ (h−1(h ◦ s))) = λg(λh(s)) = λg◦h(s) = (g ◦ h)−1(g ◦ h ◦ s).

To confirm this we apply (2.3) and its consequence a−1(a ◦ c) = a ◦ (a◦(−1) · c),

g−1(g◦(h−1(h◦s))) = g◦(g◦(−1)h−1(h◦s)) = g◦h◦((h◦(−1)◦g◦(−1))s) = (g◦h)−1(g◦h◦s).

Remark 3.13. Suppose that (G, ·, ◦) is a skew left brace such that both G(·) and G(◦)

are Lie groups. We want to clarify what an algebraic structure we get after differentiation
of G in the sense which we clarify below.

By Theorem 3.6, we may embed G into G̃(B), where B is smooth by the defini-

tion. Further, we differentiate the Lie RB-group (G̃, B) and get the Lie RB-algebra

(L(G̃), P ) [24].
To make the last step, we need a definition. A space A with two bilinear operations [, ]

and · is called a post-Lie algebra [11, 46] if [, ] is a Lie bracket and the next two identities
hold

x · [y, z] = [x · y, z] + [y, x · z],

(x · y) · z − x · (y · z) − (y · x) · z + y · (x · z) = [y, x] · z.

It is known that every Lie algebra (L, [, ]) with an RB-operator R of weight 1 is a post-
Lie algebra under the products [, ] and x · y = [R(x), y] [4]. Thus, differentiation of G

inside (G̃, B) gives a post-Lie algebra (L(G), [, ], ·).
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In [47, Problem 12], it was stated the question how looks like a free skew left brace.
In [37], some implicit construction of the free skew left brace was suggested. Let us
show that the construction of a free Rota—Baxter group leads to the knowledge of how
a free skew left brace looks like. Recall that a free Rota—Baxter group is a free algebraic
structure in the signature 〈·, −1, B〉 with one binary and two unary operations.

Proposition 3.14. Let (G,B) be a free RB-group generated by a set X. Denote by S
the skew left subbrace of G(B) generated by X. Then S is a free skew left brace generated
by X.

Proof. Let (A, ·, ◦) be a skew left brace generated by X. By Theorem 3.6, A embeds into
the RB-group Ã, which itself is generated by the set X as the Rota—Baxter group. Thus,
there exists a surjective homomorphism ψ : G→ Ã of RB-groups. Hence, ψ is a surjective
homomorphism from S to the A considered as a subbrace of Ã. Since A is an arbitrary
skew left brace generated by X, S is generated by X too, and A is a homomorphic image
of S, we conclude that S is the free skew left brace generated by X.

4 Constructions of skew left braces via RB-groups

Let us apply Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5 to get RB-groups from the given one. Let (G, ·, B)
be an RB-group, then (G, ◦B) ∼= (G, ◦B̃) ∼= (G, ◦B(ϕ)), where ϕ ∈ Aut(G(·)). Indeed,

g ◦B̃ h = g(g−1B(g−1))h(g−1B(g−1))−1 = B(g−1)hB(g−1)−1g = (g−1 ◦B h
−1)−1,

so, −1 : x → x−1 is an isomorphism of the groups (G, ◦B) and (G, ◦
B̃

). Similarly,

g ◦B(ϕ) h = gϕ−1(B(ϕ(g)))h(ϕ−1(B(ϕ(g))))−1 = ϕ−1(ϕ(g)B(ϕ(g))ϕ(h)B(ϕ(g))−1)

= ϕ−1(ϕ(g) ◦B ϕ(h)),

thus, ϕ(g ◦B(ϕ) h) = ϕ(g) ◦B ϕ(h), and the corresponding groups are isomorphic. In this
case, ϕ is an isomorphism of skew left braces (G, , ·, ◦B) and (G, ·, ◦B(ϕ)).

By every splitting RB-operator B defined by an exact factorization G = HL as
B(hl) = l−1, we get the skew left brace G(B) with the product

x ◦ y = (hl) ◦ y = hlB(hl)yB(hl)−1 = hyl.

Such skew left braces appeared several times, see [20, Example 1.6], [40, Theorem 2.3],
and [7, p. 19].

Proposition 4.1 ([6]). Let G be a group such that G = HLM , where H , L, and M are
subgroups of G with pairwise trivial intersection. Let C be a Rota—Baxter operator on L.
Moreover, [H,L] = [C(L),M ] = e. Then the map B : G→ G defined by the formula

B(hlm) = C(l)m−1

is a Rota—Baxter operator on G.
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We have G(◦) ∼= H × LC ×Mop, where Mop is the set M with the opposite product
m ∗m′ = m′m. Indeed,

x ◦ y = (hlm) ◦ (h′l′m′) = (hlm)B(hlm)h′l′m′B(hlm)−1 = hlmC(l)m−1h′l′m′mC(l)−1

= hlmm−1C(l)h′l′m′mC(l)−1 = hh′lC(l)l′m′mC(l)−1 = hh′(l ◦L l
′)m′m.

Proposition 4.2 ([6]). Given a semidirect product G = H ⋊L, let C be a Rota—Baxter
operator on L. Then a map B : G → G defined by the formula B(hl) = C(l), where
h ∈ H and l ∈ L, is a Rota—Baxter operator.

Thus, we have the circle product equal to

x ◦ y = (hl) ◦ (h′l′) = hlB(hl)h′l′B(hl)−1 = hlC(l)h′l′C(l)−1 = hh′C(l)−1l−1

lC(l)l′C(l)−1

= hh′C(l)−1l−1

(l ◦C l
′),

and G(◦) ∼= H ⋊ LC .

Proposition 4.3 ([6]). a) Let (G,B) be a Rota—Baxter group and B be an automorphism
of G. Then G is abelian.

b) If G is a group and H is its abelian subgroup, then any homomorphism (or antiho-
momorphism) B : G→ H is a Rota—Baxter operator.

Given a group G and its abelian subgroup H a homomorphism from G to H defines an
RB-operator on G by Proposition 4.3. In this case, we can not derive more information
than given in the definition formula for the product ◦.

Let R be a Rota—Baxter operator of weight 1 on the associative algebra equal to the
direct sum of fields k

n = ke1 ⊕ ke2 ⊕ . . . ⊕ ken, where eiej = δijei. A linear operator

R(ei) =
n∑

k=1

rikek, rik ∈ k, is an RB-operator of weight 1 on k
n if and only if the following

conditions are satisfied [1, 10]:
(1) rii = 0 and rik ∈ {0, 1} or rii = −1 and rik ∈ {0,−1} for all k 6= i;
(2) if rik = rki = 0 for i 6= k, then rilrkl = 0 for all l 6∈ {i, k};
(3) if rik 6= 0 for i 6= k, then rki = 0 and rkl = 0 or ril = rik for all l 6∈ {i, k}.
Moreover, we may suppose that the matrix of R is upper-triangular [10, 21].

Proposition 4.4 ([6]). Let Gn = G×G× . . .×G and let k be a field. Let R be a Rota—

Baxter operator of weight 1 on ke1 ⊕ ke2 ⊕ . . . ⊕ ken, R(ei) =
n∑

i=1

rikek, and the matrix

of R is upper-triangular. Let ψ2, . . . , ψn ∈ Aut(G). Then a map B : Gn → Gn defined by
the formula

B((g1, . . . , gn)) = (t1, . . . , tn), ti = griii ψi

(
g
ri−1 i

i−1 ψi−1

(
g
ri−2 i

i−2 . . . ψ2

(
gr1i1

)))
, i ≥ 2, (4.1)

is a Rota—Baxter operator on Gn.
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Analogously to [21], it is not difficult to state that Gn
B
∼= Gn.

Note that C. Tsang recently studied [43] skew left braces (A, ·, ◦) with A(·) = Gn and
A(◦) ∼= Gn, where G is non-abelian simple group. Earlier [42], he showed that there are
exactly

e(G,G) = 2n(n|Aut(G)| + 1)n−1

regular subgroups of Hol(Gn) which are isomorphic to Gn. It is interesting to compare this
value with 2n(n+1)n−1, the number of all RB-operators of weight 1 on the algebra k

n [21].
In [43], C. Tsang studied the number b(G, n) of isomorphism classes of skew left braces

(A, ·, ◦) such that A(·) ∼= A(◦) ∼= Gn, where G is a finite non-abelian simple group. It turns
out that b(G, n) does not depend on the choice of G and so, it is a function on n. The
first values 1, 7, 26, 107, 458, 2058, . . . of b(G, n) computed in [43] with the help of Magma
coincide (except the first one) with the sequence A000151 from OEIS [36], which was
shown in [21] to be equal to the number of orbits of RB-operators of weight 1 on the
algebra k

n under the action of the group Aut(kn) ∼= Sn.
Thus, we have the following natural questions.

Question 4.5. Let G be a finite non-abelian simple group.
a) Do RB-operators on Gn arisen by (4.1) from RB-operators of weight 1 on the

algebra k
n lying in different orbits produce non-isomorphic skew left braces?

b) Do all skew left braces (A, ·, ◦) such that A(·) ∼= A(◦) ∼= Gn are defined via RB-
operators on Gn by (4.1)?

5 Skew left braces theory in terms of RB-operators

5.1 Skew left braces and 1-cocycles

Let G and Γ be groups and assume that Γ × G → G, (γ, a) 7→ γ · a, is left action of
Γ on G by automorphism. A bijective 1-cocycle (or crossed homomorphism) is a bijective
map π : Γ → G such that π(γδ) = π(γ)(γ · π(δ)) for all γ, δ ∈ Γ.

There is a connection between bijective 1-cocycles and skew left braces [20, Proposition
1.11]). If G(·) is a group and π : Γ → G is a bijective 1-cocycle, then for the operation ◦
defined on G as follows,

a ◦ b = π(π−1(a)π−1(b)), a, b ∈ G, (5.1)

we have that (G, ·, ◦) is a skew left brace.
Conversely, assume that G is a skew left brace. Set Γ = G with multiplication (a, b) 7→

a ◦ b and π = id. Then a 7→ λa is a group homomorphism and hence Γ acts on G by
automorphisms and hence, π : Γ → G is a bijective 1-cocycle.

In particular case, when G acts on Γ = G by conjugation, the inverse of a bijective
1-cocycle by (5.1) is nothing more than an RB-operator on G [24].
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Proposition 5.1. Let (G, ·) be a group and B : G→ G be a Rota—Baxter operator. Put
x ◦B y = xB(x)yB(x)−1. Then (G, ·, ◦B) is a two-sided skew brace if and only if for every
g ∈ G the map ψg(x) : x→ [B(x)−1, g] = x ⋆ g−1 is a 1-cocycle acting from Gop to Gop.

Proof. By Proposition 3.1, G is a skew left brace. Rewrite (2.4) in terms of B,

abB(ab)cB(ab)−1 = aB(a)cB(a)−1c−1bB(b)cB(b)−1,

which is equivalent to the equality

b[B(ab)−1, c−1] = [B(a)−1, c−1]b[B(b)−1, c−1].

Thus, ψc−1(ab) = ψc−1(a)bψc−1(b) and so, ψg(b∗a) = ψg(b)∗(b·ψg(a)) for every a, b, g ∈ Gop.
Here b ∗ a = ab is the opposite product in G.

5.2 Ideals

A non-empty subset I of a skew left brace (G, ·, ◦) is said to be an ideal of G [20] if
1) λa(I) ⊆ I for all a ∈ G,
2) I is normal in (G, ·),
3) I is normal in (G, ◦).
For example, the kernel of any skew left brace homomorphism is an ideal. The notion

of ideal allows us to consider the quotient skew left brace G/I. Note that the condition 1)
is equivalent to the equality a ◦ I = aI for all a ∈ G.

A non-empty subset I of G is called (strong) left ideal of G if 1) holds and I is a (nor-
mal) subgroup of (G, ·). Strong left ideals provide decompositions of the corresponding
solutions to the Yang—Baxter equation [26] and they are connected with intermediate
fields of a Galois field extension [31]. Every left ideal is a skew left subbrace.

Inspired by Theorem 3.6, Remark 3.8, and the analogy with postalgebras, we apply
the group G̃ and concerned map ψ : g → (e, g) as the natural source of definitions of
different classes of skew left braces.

Definition 5.2. Let G be a skew left brace.
a) [16] Let X be a class of groups. We say that a non-empty subset I ⊆ G is of type X

if I is of type X in the group (G, ·).
b) Let X be a class of groups. We say that a non-empty subset I ⊆ G is of strong

type X if ψ(I) is of type X in the group G̃.

Note that a lot of notions of skew left braces theory were interpreted in [5] via the

group G̃. The next statement was mentioned in [5, p. 8] in one direction.

Proposition 5.3. Let G be a skew left brace. A non-empty subset I ⊆ G is a strong left
ideal of G if and only if ψ(I) is a normal subgroup of G̃.
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Proof. Let a ∈ G and i ∈ I. The condition that ψ(I) is a normal subgroup of G̃ is

equivalent to the following two inclusions fulfilled in G̃,

(e, a)∗(−1) ∗ (e, i) ∗ (e, a) ∈ (e, I), (a, e)∗(−1) ∗ (e, i) ∗ (a, e) ∈ (e, I).

By (3.2), we obtain that a−1ia ∈ I and λa◦(−1)(i) ∈ I. Since the elements a and i have

been chosen arbitrary, it means that ψ(I) is a normal subgroup of G̃ if and only if I is
a normal subgroup of G(·) and λx(I) ⊆ I for all x ∈ G. It is exactly the definition of
a strong left ideal in G.

Proposition 5.4. LetG(B) = (G, ·, ◦) be a skew left brace obtained by an RB-operatorB
on G(·) and I ⊆ G. Then

a) I is an ideal of G(B) if and only if I is a normal subgroup of both G(◦) and G(·).
b) I is a left ideal of G(B) if and only if I is a subgroup of G(·) normalized by Im (B).

Proof. a) If I is an ideal of G, then I is a normal subgroup in both G(·) and G(◦) and also
λa(I) ⊆ I for all a ∈ G. The last condition means that B(a)iB(a)−1 ∈ I for all a ∈ G,
i ∈ I. It follows from normality of I in G(·).

b) It follows from the condition B(a)iB(a)−1 ∈ I holding for all a ∈ G, i ∈ I.

Let us introduce as far as we know the new notion of the left center of a skew left
brace.

Definition 5.5. Let (G, ·, ◦) be a skew left brace. The left center of G is defined as
follows,

Zl(G) = {c ∈ G | c ∈ Z(G(·)), gc = g ◦ c for all g ∈ G)}.

By the following statement and by Proposition 5.3, Zl(G) is a strong left ideal in G.

Proposition 5.6. a) Let G be a skew left brace. Then ψ(Zl(G)) = Z(G̃) ∩ ψ(G).
b) Let G(B) = (G, ·, ◦) be a skew left brace obtained by an RB-operator B on G(·).

Then Zl(G(B)) = Z(G(·)).

Proof. a) An element (e, s) lies in Z(G̃) if and only if (a, b) ∗ (e, s) = (e, s) ∗ (a, b) for all
a, b ∈ G. It means that bλa(s) = sλe(b) = sb or equivalently, λa(s) = sb. Taking a = e,
we get that s ∈ Z(G(·)). Thus, s = λa(s) = a−1(a ◦ s) for all a ∈ G, i. e., as = a ◦ s.

b) Let c ∈ Zl(G(B)), then c ∈ Z(G(·)). If c ∈ Z(G(·)), then g ◦ c = gB(g)cB(g)−1 = gc
for all g ∈ G.

In general, the left center is not an ideal of a skew left brace.

Example 5.7 (I. Colazzo). Let A = Z3 = 〈a〉 and B = Z2 = 〈b〉 be trivial braces. For
a homomorphism β : B → Aut(A) defined as follows, β(b) acts on A by the rule x → x2,
we consider the semi-direct product G = A ⋊ B with (G, ·) ∼= Z3 × Z2 and (G, ◦) ∼= S3.
It is not hard to show that Zl(G) = {e}⋊ B which is not a normal subgroup of (G, ◦).
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Let (G, ·, ◦) be a skew left brace. The socle of G was defined and actually reformulated
in [20] as follows,

Soc(G) = {a ∈ G | a ∈ Z(G(·)), a ◦ b = ab for all b ∈ G}.

In comparison with the notion of the left center, one may call Soc(G) as the right
center of G.

We give the following description of socles in skew left braces constructed by RB-
operators.

Proposition 5.8. Let G(B) = (G, ·, ◦B) be a skew left brace obtained by an RB-
operator B on G(·). Then

Soc(G) = {a ∈ G | a, B(a) ∈ Z(G(·))} = Z(G(·)) ∩B−1[Z(G(·))].

Proof. The equality a ◦ b = ab is equivalent to B(a)bB(a)−1 = b, i. e., B(a) ∈ Z(G(·)).

In [14], the annihilator of a skew left brace G was defined as Ann(G) = Z(G(◦)) ∩
Soc(G). Thus, we may redefine it as Ann(G) = Zl(G) ∩ Soc(G). In [9], Ann(G) was
called as center, and it was applied to develop central nilpotency of skew left braces.

Define an upper central series of a skew left brace G as follows, ζ1(G) = Zl(G) and
ζn+1(G) is a strong left ideal of G such that

ζn+1(G)/ζn(G) = ψ(G)/ζn(G) ∩ Z(G̃/ζn(G)).

Here we identify ζi(G) with its image in G̃ under the action of ψ.

Definition 5.9. A skew left brace G is called strong left nilpotent if there exists m such
that ζm(G) = G.

In [16], ⋆-left and -right nilpotency of skew left braces were defined. The left series of
a skew left brace G is the sequence G ⊆ G2 ⊆ G3 ⊆ . . ., where Gn+1 = G ⋆ Gn. Recall
that g ⋆ h = g−1(g ◦ h)h−1. A skew left brace G is said to be left ⋆-nilpotent if there is
a positive natural n such that Gn = {e}.

Proposition 5.10. Let G be a strong left nilpotent skew left brace. Then G is left
⋆-nilpotent and G(·) is nilpotent.

Proof. Since Zl(G̃/ζn(G)) ⊂ Z(ψ(G)/ζn(G)), we derive that ζ1(G), ζ2(G), . . . is a central
series of the group G(·), and hence, G(·) is nilpotent.

Suppose that ζm(G) = G, then by the definition of ζi(G), we have G⋆ζi(G) ⊆ ζi+1(G).
Thus, Gm+1 = {e} and G is left ⋆-nilpotent.

Theorem 5.11. Let G be a strong left nilpotent skew left brace and let I be a nontrivial

strong left ideal in G. Then Zl(G) ∩ I 6= {e}.

15



Proof. Suppose that Zl(G)∩I = e. Find k ≥ 1 such that ζk(G)∩I = {e} and ζk+1(G)∩I 6=

{e}. Take (e 6=)i ∈ ζk+1(G) ∩ I. By the definition of ζk+1(G), we have i ∈ Z(G̃/ζk(G)).

Thus, [i, g] ∈ ζk(G) for all g ∈ G̃. Since I is a normal subgroup of G̃, we have also

[i, g] ∈ I. By the assumption, ζk(G) ∩ I = {e}, so, [i, g] = e for all g ∈ G̃. Finally, we

conclude that i ∈ Z(G̃) and therefore, i ∈ ζ1(G) ∩ I, a contradiction.

5.3 λ-homomorphic skew left braces

In [7], λ-homomorphic skew left braces were introduced as the tool to construct skew
left braces.

Definition 5.12 ([7]). A skew left brace (G, ·, ◦) is said to be a λ-homomorphic skew

left brace if the map λ : (G, ·) → Aut(G, ·), defined by λa(b) = a−1(a ◦ b), a, b ∈ G, is
a homomorphism.

For a group G = (G, ·), we desire to define a homomorphism λ : G → Aut(G) such
that (G, ·, ◦) is a skew left brace, where ◦ is defined by a ◦ b = a · λa(b) for all a, b ∈ G.
The following result holds.

Theorem 5.13 ([7]). Let G be a group, λ : G → Aut(G) be a homomorphism. The set

Hλ := {(λa, a) | a ∈ G} is a subgroup of Hol(G) if and only if

[G, λ(G)] := {b−1λa(b) | a, b ∈ G} ⊆ ker λ.

Moreover, if Hλ is a subgroup, then it is regular, and therefore by Theorem 2.7 we get

a skew left brace (G, ·, ◦), where ◦ is defined by a ◦ b = aλa(b).

Connection between skew left braces defined by RB-groups and λ-homomorphic skew
left braces gives

Proposition 5.14. Let G(B) = (G, ·, ◦B) be a skew left brace obtained by an RB-
operator B on G(·). Then G(B) is λ-homomorphic skew left brace if and only if
B(ac)−1B(a)B(c) ⊆ Z(G(·)) for all a, c ∈ G.

Proof. We have λac(b) = B(ac)bB(ac)−1. On the other hand,

λaλc(b) = λa(B(c)bB(c)−1) = B(a)B(c)bB(c)−1B(a)−1.

Hence, λ is homomorphism if and only if bB(ac)−1
= b(B(a)B(c))−1

for a, b, c ∈ G.
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6 Yang—Baxter equation

A set-theoretical solution to the (quantum) Yang—Baxter equation (YBE) on a set X
is a bijective map S : X ×X → X ×X such that

(S × id)(id × S)(S × id) = (id × S)(S × id)(id × S). (6.1)

Let us represent S : X × X → X × X as S(x, y) = (σx(y), τy(x)) for some functions
σx, τy : X → X, x, y ∈ X. A solution S of (6.1) is called non-degenerate if the maps σx
and τx are bijective for each x ∈ X. A solution S is called involutive if S2 = id. Define
the map P : X ×X → X ×X as follows, P (x, y) = (y, x), it is a solution to (6.1).

We prove that any Rota–Baxter group gives a set-theoretic solution to the Yang—
Baxter equation.

Theorem 6.1. Let (G, ·, B) be a Rota—Baxter group. Put λa(b) = B(a)bB(a)−1 for

a, b ∈ G, then

S : G×G→ G×G, S(a, b) = (λa(b), a
λa(b)B(λa(b))), (6.2)

is a non-degenerate set-theoretical solution to the Yang—Baxter equation. Moreover, S is

involutive if and only if ab = ba for all a, b ∈ G.

Proof. In [20, Theorem 3.1], it was proved that if (G, ·, ◦) is a skew left brace, then

S(a, b) = (λa(b), λ
−1
λa(b)

((a ◦ b)−1a(a ◦ b)), (6.3)

is a non-degenerate set-theoretical solution to the Yang—Baxter equation. Moreover, S is
involutive if and only if ab = ba for all a, b ∈ G.

In the Rota—Baxter group (G, ·, B), the map λa equals the conjugation by B(a)−1, so
λ−1
a is the conjugation by B(a). Further, by the definition a ◦ b = aB(a)bB(a)−1. So,

(a ◦ b)−1a(a ◦ b) = B(a)b−1B(a)−1aB(a)bB(a)−1 = aB(a)bB(a)−1

,

and

λ−1
λa(b)

((a ◦ b)−1a(a ◦ b)) = B(λa(b))
−1aB(a)bB(a)−1

B(λa(b))

= aB(a)bB(a)−1B(λa(b)) = aλa(b)B(λa(b)).

Let X be a non-empty set and S : X×X → X×X be a non-degenerate set-theoretical
solution to the Yang—Baxter equation. Applying [20], one can construct a skew left brace
and embed this skew left brace into a Rota—Baxter group by Theorem 3.6.

Question 6.2. When can one define a Rota—Baxter group on X by S not involving skew
left braces in the process?
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Actually, set-theoretic solutions to the Yang—Baxter equation were studied before
V.G. Drinfeld gave his examples [17]. D. Joyce [28] and S. Matveev [34] introduced
quandles and racks as invariants of knots and links.

Recall the required definitions.
A rack R is a groupoid (R, ∗) which satisfies the following two axioms:
(r1) the map Ix : y 7→ y ∗ x is a bijection of R for all x ∈ R,
(r2) (x ∗ y) ∗ z = (x ∗ z) ∗ (y ∗ z) for all x, y, z ∈ R.
Axioms (r1) and (r2) imply that the map Ix is an automorphism of R for all x ∈ R.

The group Inn(R) = 〈Ix | x ∈ R〉 is called the group of inner automorphisms of R.
By (r2), we have that Ix∗y = IyIxI

−1
y holds for all x, y ∈ R.

The group Inn(R) acts on R naturally. A rack R which satisfies the additional axiom
(q) x ∗ x = x for all x ∈ R is called a quandle. The simplest example of a quandle is
the trivial quandle on a set X, that is the quandle Q = (X, ∗), where x ∗ y = x for all
x, y ∈ X. A lot of examples of quandles come from groups.

Example 6.3. Let G be a group. Then the set G under the product x ∗ y = xy = y−1xy
is a quandle called the conjugation quandle of the group G and it is denoted by Conj(G).

A non-degenerate set-theoretic solution S to YBE, where S(x, y) = (y, τy(x)), is said
to be of the rack type if the groupoid (X, ∗), where x ∗ y = τy(x) is a rack. If (X, ∗) is
a quandle, we say that this solution is of the quandle type. In particular, the permutation
solution P (x, y) = (y, x) has the quandle type.

The connection between racks and the solutions to YBE of the rack type gives the
following known result (see, for example, [28]).

Proposition 6.4. Let X be a set. The map S : X × X → X × X defined as follows,
S(x, y) = (y, τy(x)) is a non-degenerate solution to YBE if and only if (X, ∗) is a rack,
where x ∗ y = τy(x).

Definition 6.5. Two non-degenerate solutions S and S ′ to YBE onX are called conjugate
if there exists an invertable map T : X ×X → X ×X such that S ′ = TST−1.

Remark 6.6. If S(x, y) = (y, τy(x)) is a solution of the rack type on a set X, then
PSP (x, y) = (τx(y), x) gives a non-degenerate solution on X.

Proposition 6.7 ([20, Proposition 3.7]). Any solution to YBE constructed by a skew left
brace (G, ·, ◦) by the formula (6.3) is conjugate to the solution S ′(a, b) = (b, ab), a, b ∈ G,
of the quandle type.

Since we have constructed the solution to YBE by an RB-group via skew left braces,
we have stated the following result too.

Corollary 6.8. The solution (6.2) is conjugate to the solution of the quandle type,
S ′(a, b) = (b, ab).
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In fact, A. Soloviev [41, Theorem 2.3] (see also L. Guarnieri, L. Vendramin [20, Propo-
sition 3.7] and D. Bachiller [3, Proposition 5.2]) proved that any non-degenerate solution
is conjugate to a solution of the rack type.

A solution S(x, y) = (σx(y), τy(x)) to YBE is called left non-degenerate if the map σx
is a bijection for every x ∈ X.

Proposition 6.9. If S(x, y) = (σx(y), τy(x)), x, y ∈ X, gives a left non-degenerate solu-
tion to YBE onX, then it conjugates to a solution of the form S ′(x, y) = (y, σy(τσ−1

x (y)(x)).
If for all a, b ∈ X there exists a unique x ∈ X such that

τσ−1
x (a)(x) = σ−1

a (b), (6.4)

then this solution is of the rack type.

Proof. Take the map T : X×X → X×X, that is defined by the rule T (x, y) = (x, σx(y)),
x, y ∈ X. It has inverse T−1(x, y) = (x, σ−1

x (y)). Then

TST−1(x, y) = TS(x, σ−1
x (y)) = T (σx(σ−1

x (y)), τσ−1
x (y)(x)) = (y, σy(τσ−1

x (y)(x)).

By [41, Theorem 2.3], this is a solution and axiom (r2) holds. Further, this solution is of
the rack type if and only if the groupoid (X, ∗) with the operation

x ∗ y = σy(τσ−1
x (y)(x))

is a rack. This operation satisfies (r1) if and only if for every a, b ∈ X there exists a unique
x ∈ X such that σa(τσ−1

x (a)(x)) = b. This condition is equivalent to (6.4).

Proposition 6.10. Let (G, ·, ◦) be a skew left brace and let SG be the corresponding
solution to YBE. Suppose that SG is of the rack type, then G is the trivial skew left
brace, and so SG(x, y) = (y, xy), x, y ∈ G.

Proof. Since SG is of the rack type, then SG(x, y) = (y, τy(x)), x, y ∈ G, where τy : G→ G
is a bijection for all y ∈ G. Comparing this formula with (6.3), we deduce that λx = id for
all x ∈ G. Hence, x·y = x◦y for all x, y ∈ G, and G is trivial. Moreover, SG(x, y) = (y, xy)
for x, y ∈ G.

Example 6.11. The groupoid (X, ∗), where X = Z and y ∗ x = y + 1, is a rack. Put
S : X × X → X × X by S(x, y) = (y + 1, x). Then the pair (X,S) is a non-degenerate
non-involutory solution to YBE. This solution is conjugate to the solution of the rack
type. Let us find a skew left brace corresponding to (X,S). For this we have to construct
the structure group G(X,S) [20]. This group is generated by elements xi, i ∈ Z, and is
defined by the relations

xi ◦ xj = xj+1 ◦ xi, i, j ∈ Z.
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These relations imply that xi = xj for all i, j. In particular G(X,S) = 〈x0〉 is the infinite
cyclic group but the natural map X → G(X,S) is not an embedding. Hence, λx = id for
all x ∈ G(X,S), and so the additive operation on G(X,S) is defined by the rule

x · y = x ◦ λ−1
x (y) = x ◦ y,

Thus, we get the trivial brace which defines the trivial solution SG = P on G(X,S).

For an arbitrary Rota—Baxter group (G, ·, B) we can prove

Proposition 6.12. Let (G, ·, B) be a Rota—Baxter group. Then the map

S(x, y) = (y, B(y)xB(y)−1), x, y ∈ G,

defines a non-degenerate solution to YBE if and only if (B(b)−1)B(c) = B(bB(c)) holds for
all b, c ∈ G.

7 Skew left multibraces

The next definition gives a generalization of skew left brace.

Definition 7.1. Let k be a natural number. By skew left k-brace we call a (k+1)-groupoid
(G, ◦0, ◦1, . . . , ◦k), i. e., a non-empty set G with k + 1 binary algebraic operations, such
that

1) (G, ◦i) is a group for all i = 0, 1, . . . , k;
2) for 0 < i ≤ k

a ◦i (b ◦i−1 c) = (a ◦i b) ◦i−1 a
◦i−1(−1) ◦i−1 (a ◦i c),

where a◦i−1(−1) is the inverse to a in the group (G, ◦i−1).

A skew left 1-brace is just the skew left brace. By skew left multibrace we call a skew
left k-brace for some k > 1.

Proposition 7.2. Let (G, ·, B) be an RB-group and k be a natural number. Define on
the set G binary operations ◦1, ◦2, . . . , ◦k as follows,

x ◦i+1 y = x ◦i B(x) ◦i y ◦i (B(x))◦i(−1),

where ◦0 = ·. Then (G, ·, ◦1, ◦2, . . . , ◦k) is a skew left k-brace.

Proof. It follows by Proposition 2.6.
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Given a skew left brace G, denote by a◦(n) the nth power of a under the product ◦.
In [40], a skew left brace (S3, ·, ◦) such that (S3, ·) is the symmetric group of order 6

and (S3, ◦) is the cyclic group of order 6 was constructed. The group S3 is generated by
two transpositions s1 and s2. The following example shows that this skew left brace is
defined by a Rota—Baxter group.

Example 7.3. a) Consider the skew left brace S3(B1) = (S3, ·, ◦) that we can construct
on S3 applying the splitting Rota—Baxter operator B1 : S3 → A3, which comes from the
decomposition S3 = 〈s2〉A3 if we put B1(ca) = a−1, c ∈ 〈s2〉, a ∈ A3, i. e.,

B1(s1) = s1s2, B1(s2) = e, B1(s1s2) = s2s1, B1(s2s1) = s1s2, B1(s1s2s1) = s2s1.

Then the group S
(◦)
3 is the cyclic group of order 6 with the generator s1,

s
◦(2)
1 = s1 ◦ s1 = s1s2, s

◦(3)
1 = s2, s

◦(4)
1 = s2s1, s

◦(5)
1 = s1s2s1, s

◦(6)
1 = e.

Thus, the operator B1 is an endomorphism of Z6 acting as s1 → s
◦(2)
1 .

b) Consider the skew left brace S3(B2) = (S3, ·, ◦) that we can construct on S3 applying
the Rota—Baxter operator B2 : S3 → 〈s1〉:

B2(s1) = s1, B2(s2) = s1, B2(s1s2s1) = s1, B2(s2s1) = e, B2(s1s2) = e.

Actually B2 is the homomorphism from S3 to its abelian subgroup 〈s1〉, see Proposi-

tion 4.3b. Note that the group S
(◦)
3 is the cyclic group of order 6 with the generator s2,

s
◦(2)
2 = s1s2, s

◦(3)
3 = s1, s

◦(4)
2 = s2s1, s

◦(5)
5 = s1s2s1, s

◦(6)
2 = e.

This example shows that different Rota—Baxter operators that are defined on the
same group can give isomorphic skew left braces.

Question 7.4. Let B and B′ are two Rota—Baxter operators on a group G. Under which
conditions skew left braces G(B) and G(B′) are isomorphic?

Example 7.5. Above, we have considered the skew left brace S3(B1) = (S3, ·, ◦). Also,
we can define the skew left 2-brace (S3, ·, ◦1, ◦2) using the same operator B1 and take
◦1 = ◦. Since (S3, ◦1) is abelian, we have ◦2 = ◦1.
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