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ON SET-THEORETIC YANG-BAXTER COHOMOLOGY GROUPS OF CYCLIC

BIQUANDLES

XIAO WANG AND SEUNG YEOP YANG

Abstract. We determine the Betti numbers for the (degenerate and normalized) set-theoretic Yang-
Baxter (co)homology groups of cyclic biquandles and estimate their torsion subgroups. This partially
settles the conjecture presented in [24]. We also obtain cocycles which are representatives of the
elements of a basis for the free part of the cohomology group of a cyclic biquandle.

1. Introduction

The Yang-Baxter equation [1, 30] first appeared in the study of theoretical physics, and is closely
related to various fields: quantum field theory, the theory of quantum groups, and recently quantum
information science. See [3, 6, 14, 15, 28] for further details. The Jones polynomial [8] and the
HOMFLY-PT polynomial [5, 23] were introduced as invariants for oriented links. Since it is known
that they can be obtained using certain families of solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation [9, 28], the
Yang-Baxter equation plays an important role in the study of low-dimensional topology and knot
theory.

A homology theory of set-theoretic Yang-Baxter operators was established by J. S. Carter, M.
Elhamdadi, and M. Saito [2]. Later, it was generalized for pre-Yang-Baxter operators independently
by V. Lebbed [17] and J. H. Przytycki[22]. Biquandles [16], a generalization of quandles, are special
cases of set-theoretic Yang-Baxter operators. Since it is known that their cocycles can be used to define
invariants of (virtual) knots and links as a state-sum formulation, called Yang-Baxter cocycle invariants

[2], the homology theory has been modified in various ways to define invariants of knotted objects
such as knotted surfaces [13, 19] and handlebody-links [10]. Moreover, one can build homotopical link
invariants by using geometric realizations of those homology theories. See [11, 29] for details. The
homology of special families of set-theoretic Yang-Baxter operators, known as racks and quandles, has
been extensively studied, see [4, 7, 18, 20, 21, 25, 26, 31], but other than for racks and quandles little
is known. Therefore, it is important for the study of invariants of knotted objects to determine set-
theoretic Yang-Baxter (co)homology groups of biquandles and find explicit formulae of their cocycles.

In this article, we explore the computation of cohomology groups of set-theoretic Yang-Baxter
operators, focusing on biquandles. We determine the free parts completely and estimate the torsion
parts of the integral set-theoretic Yang-Baxter cohomology groups of finite cyclic biquandles. Further,
explicit formulae of cocycles that form a basis for the free part are given. This partially proves the
following conjecture:

Conjecture 1.1. [24] For the cyclic biquandle Cm of order m,

HNY B
n (Cm) =

{
Z(m−1)n−1

⊕ Zm if n is odd;

Z(m−1)n−1

if n is even.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, (co)homology theories for a set-theoretic solution
of the Yang-Baxter equation are reviewed. Section 3 contains computations of the set-theoretic Yang-
Baxter cohomology groups of finite cyclic biquandles. In Section 3.1, the Betti numbers for the
set-theoretic Yang-Baxter (co)homology and degenerate and normalized set-theoretic Yang-Baxter
(co)homology of a finite cyclic biquandle are computed. Cocycles that form a basis for the free part
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of the set-theoretic Yang-Baxter cohomology are investigated in Section 3.2. The torsion part of the
set-theoretic Yang-Baxter (co)homology are discussed in Section 3.3.

2. Preliminaries

Let X be a set. A function R : X × X → X × X is a set-theoretic solution of the Yang-Baxter

equation or a set-theoretic pre-Yang-Baxter operator if it satisfies the following equation, called the
set-theoretic Yang-Baxter equation

(R× IdX) ◦ (IdX ×R) ◦ (R× IdX) = (IdX ×R) ◦ (R × IdX) ◦ (IdX ×R).

The function R is a set-theoretic Yang-Baxter operator if it is invertible.

=

X

x y

R₁(x, y) R₂(x, y)

R

R

R

R

X X X

R

R

R

X X

Figure 2.1. An illustration of the set-theoretic Yang–Baxter equation

A set-theoretic version of the Yang-Baxter equation can be regarded as a generalization of self-
distributivity which corresponds to the third Reidemeister move. There are special families of set-
theoretic solutions, known as biracks and biquandles, that are suitable for constructing invariants of
knotted objects. Their precise definitions are as follows:

Definition 2.1. Let R be a set-theoretic Yang-Baxter operator on a given set X, denoted by

R(A1, A2) = (R1(A1, A2), R2(A1, A2)) = (A3, A4),

where Ai ∈ X (i = 1, 2, 3, 4) and Rj : X ×X → X (j = 1, 2) are binary operations.
The algebraic structure (X,R1, R2) is called a birack if it satisfies the following:

• For any A1, A3 ∈ X, there exists a unique A2 ∈ X such that R1(A1, A2) = A3.

In other words, R1 is left-invertible.
• For any A2, A4 ∈ X, there exists a unique A1 ∈ X such that R2(A1, A2) = A4.

In other words, R2 is right-invertible.

A biquandle is a birack which also satisfies the following condition:

• For any A1 ∈ X, there is a unique A2 ∈ X such that R(A1, A2) = (A1, A2).
1

The following are basic examples of biquandles.

Example 2.2. (1) Let Cn be the cyclic group of order n. The map R : Cn × Cn → Cn × Cn

defined by

R(a, b) = (R1(a, b), R2(a, b)) = (b+ 1, a− 1)

is a set-theoretic Yang-Baxter operator and, moreover, (Cn, R1, R2) forms a biquandle, called
the cyclic biquandle of order n.

1It implies that for any A2 ∈ X, there is a unique A1 ∈ X such that R(A1, A2) = (A1, A2).
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(2) [2] Let k be a commutative ring with unity 1 and with units s and t such that (1−s)(1−t) = 0.
The function R : k × k → k × k given by

R(x, y) = (R1(x, y), R2(x, y)) = ((1− s)x+ sy, tx+ (1− t)y)

is a set-theoretic Yang-Baxter operator, and (k,R1, R2) forms a biquandle, called an Alexander

biquandle.
For example, if we let k = Cm with units s and t such that m = |(1− s)(1− t)|, the function R

defined as above forms a set-theoretic Yang-Baxter operator and (Cm, R1, R2) is a biquandle.

Let us review the cohomology theory for the set-theoretic Yang-Baxter equation based on [2, 29].
Let R : X ×X → X ×X be a set-theoretic Yang-Baxter operator on a given set X. For each integer
n > 0, let CY B

n (X) be the free abelian group generated by the elements of Xn, otherwise we let
CY B
n (X) = 0. For a fixed abelian group A, we define the cochain complex (Cn

Y B(X;A), δn), where

Cn
Y B(X;A) = Hom(CY B

n (X), A) with the nth boundary homomorphism

(δnf)(x1, . . . , xn+1) =
n+1∑

i=1

(−1)i−1
{
(di,n+1

l f)(x1, . . . , xn+1)− (di,n+1
r f)(x1, . . . , xn+1)

}
,

where d
i,n+1
l , d

i,n+1
r are the dual homomorphisms of the face maps2 dli,n+1, d

r
i,n+1 : CY B

n+1(X) →

CY B
n (X), respectively, given by

dli,n+1 = (R2 × Id
×(n−1)
X ) ◦ (IdX ×R× Id

×(n−2)
X ) ◦ · · · ◦ (Id

×(i−2)
X ×R× Id

×(n−i+1)
X ),

dri,n+1 = (Id
×(n−1)
X ×R1) ◦ (Id

×(n−2)
X ×R× IdX) ◦ · · · ◦ (Id

×(i−1)
X ×R× Id

×(n−i)
X ).

... ... ......
x y

R₁(x, y) R₂(x, y)

x₁   x₂           xi-₁   xi      xi+₁          xn+₁ x₁           xi-₁   xi      xi+₁         xn    xn+₁

             R₂(xi-₁, xi)       xi+₁          xn+₁ x₁           xi-₁   R₁(xi, xi+₁)... ...

di,n+₁
l

di,n+₁
r

R

Figure 2.2. A diagrammatic description of the face maps dli,n+1 and dri,n+1

Definition 2.3. The cohomology group Hn
Y B(X;A) = Hn(C∗

Y B(X;A)) is called the nth set-theoretic

Yang-Baxter cohomology group of X with coefficient in A (cf. [13]).

Let CD
n (X) be the subgroup of CY B

n (X) given by

CD
n (X) = Span{(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ CY B

n (X) | R(xi, xi+1) = (xi, xi+1) for some i = 1, . . . , n− 1},

if n ≥ 2. Otherwise, we let CD
n (X) = 0. Then CD

∗ (X) = (CD
n (X), ∂n) forms a sub-chain complex of

the chain complex CY B
∗ (X) = (CY B

n (X), ∂n), where ∂n =
∑n

i=1(−1)i−1(dli,n − dri,n). Moreover, one

can construct the quotient chain complex CNYB
∗ (X) = CY B

∗ (X)
/
CD
∗ (X) consisting of CNY B

n (X) =

CY B
n (X)

/
CD
n (X) together with the maps ∂n : CY B

n (X)
/
CD
n (X) → CY B

n−1(X)
/
CD
n−1(X) uniquely de-

termined by the universal property of the quotient. We denote by Cn
D(X;A) = Hom(CD

n (X), A) and

Cn
NY B(X;A) = Hom(CNY B

n (X), A).

2The face maps can be illustrated more intuitively as shown in Figure 2.2. See [17, 22] for further details.
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Definition 2.4. (1) The homology group HY B
n (X;A) = Hn(C

Y B
∗ (X;A)) is called the nth set-

theoretic Yang-Baxter homology group of X with coefficient in A.

(2) The nth degenerate set-theoretic Yang-Baxter homology and cohomology groups of X with
coefficient in A are HD

n (X;A) = Hn(C
D
∗ (X;A)) and Hn

D(X;A) = Hn(C∗
D(X;A)).

(3) The nth normalized set-theoretic Yang-Baxter homology and cohomology groups of X with
coefficient in A are HNYB

n (X;A) = Hn(C
NYB
∗ (X;A)) and Hn

NY B(X;A) = Hn(C∗
NY B(X;A)).

3. Cohomology of finite cyclic biquandles

In the following subsections, we present a method of calculating the rank of the free part and study
annihilation of torsion in the set-theoretic Yang-Baxter cohomology of cyclic biquandles.

3.1. The Betti number of a finite cyclic biquandle.

Definition 3.1. For a biquandle X := (X,R1, R2), the group

GX = 〈X | xy = R1(x, y)R2(x, y) for all x, y ∈ X〉

is called the structure group3 of X.

Let X be a biquandle. Then Cn
Y B(X;A) forms a right GX -module, with the action defined on the

generators by
(f · y)(x1, . . . , xn) = f ◦ dln+1,n+1(x1, . . . , xn, y).

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that a biquandle X satisfies the following property:

(I) f · y = f ·R1(a, y) for all f ∈ Cn
Y B(X;A) and for all a, y ∈ X.

Then the coboundary homomorphism δn : Cn
Y B(X;A) → Cn+1

Y B (X;A) is a GX -module homomorphism.

Proof. Let y be a generator of GX , and let f ∈ Cn
Y B(X;A).

We will show that δn(f · y) = δn(f) · y.
Note that

δn(f · y)(x1, . . . , xn+1) =

n+1∑

i=1

(−1)i−1
{
((f · y) ◦ dli,n+1 − (f · y) ◦ dri,n+1)(x1, . . . , xn+1)

}
,

(δn(f) · y)(x1, . . . , xn+1) =

n+1∑

i=1

(−1)i−1
{
(f ◦ dli,n+1 − f ◦ dri,n+1)(d

l
n+2,n+2(x1, . . . , xn+1, y))

}
.

Since X satisfies the set-theoretic Yang-Baxter equation and the property I, we have

(f · y) ◦ dli,n+1(x1, . . . , xn+1) = (f ◦ dli,n+1) ◦ d
l
n+2,n+2(x1, . . . , xn+1, y) and

(f · y) ◦ dri,n+1(x1, . . . , xn+1) = (f ◦ dri,n+1) ◦ d
l
n+2,n+2(x1, . . . , xn+1, y),

as desired. The two equations above can be more easily understood by the schematic explanations in
Figure 3.1. �

Remark 3.3. All cyclic biquandles and Alexander biquandles satisfy the property I.

From now on, we assume that every biquandle X is finite and the multiplication by |X| is an
automorphism of A.

3The structure group of a quandle was discussed in [12], and the structure group of a braided set, which can be
regarded as its generalization, was studied in [27].
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... ...

x₁   x₂           xi-₁   xi      xi+₁          xn+₁

f y di,n+₁
l

y

... ...

x₁   x₂           xi-₁   xi      xi+₁          xn+₁

f  d     dn+2,n+2
l

y

x₁   xi-₁   xi      xi+₁          xn+₁ yxn x₁   xi-₁   xi      xi+₁          xn+₁ yxn

i,n+₁
l

f y di,n+₁
r

f  d     dn+2,n+2
l

i,n+₁
r

Figure 3.1. δn(f · y) = δn(f) · y

Lemma 3.4. If a biquandle X satisfies the property I, then [f ] = [f · ( 1
|X|

∑
y∈X

y)] in Hn
Y B(X;A).

Proof. Let f ∈ Zn
Y B(X;A) be an n-cocycle. We consider f ′ ∈ Cn−1

Y B (X;A) defined by

f ′(x1, . . . , xn−1) =
1

|X|

∑

y∈X

f(x1, . . . , xn−1, y).

Note that (f ′ ◦ dri,n)(x1, . . . , xn) =
1

|X|

∑
y∈X

(f ◦ dri,n+1)(x1, . . . , xn, y) by the left-invertibility condition

of a biquandle. Then we have

(δn−1f ′)(x1, . . . , xn) =
n∑

i=1

(−1)i−1
{
(f ′ ◦ dli,n)(x1, . . . , xn)− (f ′ ◦ dri,n)(x1, . . . , xn)

}

=
n∑

i=1

(−1)i−1 1

|X|

∑

y∈X

{
(f ◦ dli,n+1)(x1, . . . , xn, y)− (f ◦ dri,n+1)(x1, . . . , xn, y)

}

=

n+1∑

i=1

(−1)i−1 1

|X|

∑

y∈X

{
(f ◦ dli,n+1)(x1, . . . , xn, y)− (f ◦ dri,n+1)(x1, . . . , xn, y)

}

− (−1)n
1

|X|

∑

y∈X

{
(f ◦ dln+1,n+1)(x1, . . . , xn, y)− (f ◦ drn+1,n+1)(x1, . . . , xn, y)

}

=
1

|X|

∑

y∈X

(δnf)(x1, . . . , xn, y)− (−1)n
1

|X|

∑

y∈X

{
(f · y)(x1, . . . , xn)− f(x1, . . . , xn)

}

= (−1)n+1
{ 1

|X|

∑

y∈X

(f · y)(x1, . . . , xn)− f(x1, . . . , xn)
}

as desired. �

Now let us assume that a biquandle X satisfies the property I. Then we can consider the sub-chain
complex C∗

inv(X;A) := C∗
Y B(X;A)GX of the cochain complex C∗

Y B(X;A) by Proposition 3.2, and the
yielded cohomology Hn

inv(X;A) := Hn(C∗
inv(X;A)).
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Lemma 3.5. Let Cm be the cyclic biquandle of order m. Then H∗
inv(Cm;A) = H∗

Y B(Cm;A).

Proof. Let g =
∑

y∈Cm

y. By Remark 3.3 and Lemma 3.4, [f ] = [f · ( g
m
)k] in H∗

Y B(Cm;A) for every

positive integer k. Consider P = 1
m

m−1∑
i=0

( 1
mi g

i). Note that for any (a, b) ∈ Cm × Cm, R2(a, b) = a− 1,

i.e., the value of R2 does not depend on the choice of b. Then for each i we have (f ·( 1
mi g

i))(x1, . . . , xn) =
f(x1 − i, . . . , xn − i), and therefore,

(f · P )(x1, . . . , xn) =
1

m

m−1∑

i=0

f(x1 − i, . . . , xn − i).

Then for any z ∈ Cm, (f · Pz)(x1, . . . , xn) =
1
m

m−1∑
i=0

f(x1 − i− 1, . . . , xn − i− 1) = (f · P )(x1, . . . , xn).

Thus, P projects the elements of C∗
Y B(Cm;A) onto C∗

inv(Cm;A). Moreover, since P commutes with
the boundary homomorphisms,

C∗
Y B(Cm;A) = C∗

inv(Cm;A)⊕ C∗
Y B(Cm;A)(1 − P ).

Note that [f · P 2] = [(f · P ) · ( 1
m

m−1∑
i=0

( 1
mi g

i))] = [ 1
m

m−1∑
i=0

(f · P )] = [f · P ] in H∗
Y B(Cm;A).

Now we let [r] ∈ Hn(C∗
Y B(Cm;A)(1 − P )). Then [r] = [r · P ] by Lemma 3.4.

On the other hand, there exists s ∈ C∗
Y B(Cm;A) such that [r] = [s− s · P ]. Then

[r] = [r · P ] = [s · P − s · P 2] = [s · P ]− [s · P ] = 0.

Hence, C∗
Y B(Cm;A)(1 − P ) is acyclic, as desired. �

Theorem 3.6. The nth Betti number of the cyclic biquandle Cm of order m is mn−1.

Proof. We take A to be Q. Then the nth Betti number of Cm, i.e., dimHn
Y B(Cm;Q), is equal to

dimHn
inv(Cm;Q) by Lemma 3.5.

Note that for each (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ CY B
n (Cm;Q), its orbit is {(x1− i, . . . , xn− i) | i = 0, 1, . . . ,m−1}.

Thus, Cn
inv(Cm;Q) has a basis consists of functions that are constant on each of these orbits.

If we let f ∈ Cn
inv(Cm;Q), then

(δnf)(x1, . . . , xn+1) =

n+1∑

i=1

(−1)i−1
{
(f ◦ dli,n+1)(x1, . . . , xn+1)− (f ◦ dri,n+1)(x1, . . . , xn+1)

}

=

n+1∑

i=1

(−1)i−1
{
f(x1 − 1, . . . , xi−1 − 1, xi+1, . . . , xn+1)

− f(x1, . . . , xi−1, xi+1 + 1, . . . , xn+1 + 1)
}

= 0

because (x1− 1, . . . , xi−1− 1, xi+1, . . . , xn+1) and (x1, . . . , xi−1, xi+1+1, . . . , xn+1+1) are in the same
orbit. That is, Hn

inv(Cm;Q) = Cn
inv(Cm;Q), and therefore

dimHn
Y B(Cm;Q) = dimHn

inv(Cm;Q) = dimCn
inv(Cm;Q) = mn−1.

�

Note that CD
n (Cm) = Span{(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ CY B

n (Cm) | xi = xi+1+1 for some i = 1, . . . , n− 1}, i.e.,
rankCD

n (Cm) = mn −m(m− 1)n−1. In a similar way as above, one can show that dimHn
D(Cm;Q) =

mn−1 − (m− 1)n−1. Furthermore, it was proved in [24] that the set-theoretic Yang-Baxter homology
group of Cm splits into the normalized and degenerate parts, and by the universal coefficient theorem
for cohomology we completely calculate the free parts:

6
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Corollary 3.7. For the cyclic biquandle Cm of order m,

(1) rankHY B
n (Cm) = mn−1,

(2) rankHD
n (Cm) = mn−1 − (m− 1)n−1,

(3) rankHNYB
n (Cm) = (m− 1)n−1.

The above partially proves Conjecture 1.1.

3.2. Cocycles constructing a basis for FreeHn
Y B(Cm;Z).

We now present explicit formulae for cocycles that construct a basis for the free part of Hn
Y B(Cm;Z).

Let C = (Cn, ∂n) be a chain complex. For each chain group Cn, we consider its dual cochain groups

C∗
n = Hom(Cn,Z) and C̃n

∗
= Hom(Cn,Q), and the inclusion ι : Z →֒ Q. For an n-cocycle f ∈ Z∗

n, we
denote by [f ]Q = [ι ◦ f ].

Proposition 3.8. Suppose that all the chain groups of C are finitely generated. Let [f ] ∈ FreeHn(C;Z).
Then [f ] 6= 0 if and only if [f ]Q 6= 0 in Hn(C;Q).

Proof. Suppose that [f ]Q = 0. Then there is g ∈ Cn−1(C;Q) such that f = ∂∗
n(g). Note that g 6= 0 as

f 6= 0. This implies that there exists a sufficiently large integer M 6= 0 so that Mg ∈ Cn−1(C;Z) and
Mf = ∂∗

n(Mg). This contradicts with the hypothesis that [f ] ∈ FreeHn(C;Z).
Conversely, we assume that [f ] = 0 in Hn(C;Z). Then there exists g ∈ C∗

n−1 such that ∂∗
n(g) = f,

which implies that [f ]Q = 0 in Hn(C;Q). This is a contradiction. �

Let Cm be the cyclic biquandle of order m. For each n-tuple x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ (Cm)n, we consider
the function fx ∈ Cn

Y B(Cm;Z) defined by

fx(y1, . . . , yn) =

{
1 if (y1, . . . , yn) = (x1 − i, . . . , xn − i) for some i = 0, . . . ,m− 1;
0 otherwise,

and extended linearly on CY B
n (Cm). There are in total mn−1 such functions. Let us denote them by

F1, . . . , Fmn−1 and define the set FRn(Cm;Z) = {Fi | i = 1, 2, . . . ,mn−1}.

Remark 3.9. The set {[Fi]Q | Fi ∈ FRn(Cm;Z)} is a basis for Hn
Y B(Cm;Q), as described in the proof

of Theorem 3.6.

Lemma 3.10. Let Cm be the cyclic biquandle of order m. Then

(1) for any f ∈ Zn
Y B(Cm;Z) and y ∈ Cm, m[f · y] = m[f ],

(2) the submodule Span{[Fi] | Fi ∈ FRn(Cm;Z)} is contained in FreeHn
Y B(Cm;Z),

(3) the set {[Fi] | Fi ∈ FRn(Cm;Z)} is linearly independent.

Proof. (1) By Lemma 3.4, we have m[f ] = [f · (
∑

y∈Cm

y)] = [f · (my)] = m[f · y].

(2) We denote the submodule Span{[Fi] | Fi ∈ FRn(Cm;Z)} of Hn
Y B(Cm;Z) by MF .

Let [f ] ∈ MF ∩ TorHn
Y B(Cm;Z), i.e., f =

∑mn−1

i=1 kiFi (ki ∈ Z).
If [f ] = 0, we are done. Assume that [f ] 6= 0.
Then [f ]Q 6= 0 in Hn

Y B(Cm;Q) because Hn
Y B(Cm;Q) = Span{[Fi]Q | Fi ∈ FRn(Cm;Z)}.

Since [f ] ∈ TorHn
Y B(Cm;Z), pf = δn−1g for some g ∈ Cn−1(Cm;Z) and for some integer p >

1. Thus, p[f ]Q = 0 in Hn
Y B(Cm;Q), which contradicts with the fact that [f ]Q 6= 0. Therefore,

MF ∩ TorHn
Y B(Cm;Z) is trivial, as desired.

(3) Suppose that
∑mn−1

i=1 ki[Fi] = 0 (ki ∈ Z). Then we have 0 =
∑mn−1

i=1 ki[Fi]Q, which implies
that ki = 0 for all i because {[Fi]Q | Fi ∈ FRn(Cm;Z)} is a basis for Hn

Y B(Cm;Q). �
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Theorem 3.11. The set {[Fi] | Fi ∈ FRn(Cm;Z)} is a basis for FreeHn
Y B(Cm;Z).

Proof. By Lemma 3.10(2), we have Span{[Fi] | Fi ∈ FRn(Cm;Z)} ⊂ FreeHn
Y B(Cm;Z).

Let Bn = {ex | x ∈ (Cm)n} be the dual basis for Cn
Y B(Cm;Z). That is, for each x ∈ (Cm)n the map

ex : CY B
n (Cm) → Z is defined by

ex(y1, . . . , yn) =

{
1 if (y1, . . . , yn) = x;
0 otherwise,

and extended linearly on CY B
n (Cm).

Note that for each Fi ∈ FRn(Cm;Z), there exists x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ (Cm)n such that Fi = fx =∑m−1
i=0 e(x1+i,...,xn+i). Consider the elements of Bn. For each Fi, we can choose m− 1 elements from its

summand, and rename them by ei,j for j = 1, . . . ,m− 1.

Clearly, B̃n = FRn(Cm;Z) ∪ {ei,j | i = 1, . . . ,mn−1, j = 1, . . . ,m− 1} is a basis for Cn
Y B(Cm;Z).

Let [f ] be a nonzero element in FreeHn
Y B(Cm;Z). The map f can be written as

f =

mn−1∑

i=1

αiFi +

mn−1∑

i=1

m−1∑

j=1

βi,jei,j ,

where αi, βi,j ∈ Z. Then [f ]Q =
mn−1∑
i=1

αi[Fi]Q +
[mn−1∑

i=1

m−1∑
j=1

βi,jei,j

]
Q
.

Note that B̃n also forms a basis for Cn
Y B(Cm;Q).

Moreover, we showed that Cn
Y B(Cm;Q) = Cn

inv(Cm;Q)⊕Cn
Y B(Cm;Q)(1−P ) and Cn

Y B(Cm;Q)(1−P )
is acyclic in the proof of Lemma 3.5.

Thus,
[mn−1∑

i=1

m−1∑
j=1

βi,jei,j

]
Q
= 0, and therefore,

[
f −

mn−1∑
i=1

αiFi

]
Q
= 0.

Furthermore, since [f ]−
mn−1∑
i=1

αi[Fi] ∈ FreeHn
Y B(Cm;Z), we have [f ]−

mn−1∑
i=1

αi[Fi] =
[
f−

mn−1∑
i=1

αiFi

]
= 0

by Proposition 3.8. Therefore, [f ] =
mn−1∑
i=1

αi[Fi] ∈ Span{[Fi] | Fi ∈ FRn(Cm;Z)}, as desired. �

3.3. The torsion of a finite cyclic biquandle.

The goal of this session is to estimate the torsion in the set-theoretic Yang-Baxter cohomology
group of a finite cyclic biquandle.

Theorem 3.12. Let Cm be the cyclic biquandle of orderm. Then the torsion subgroup of Hn
Y B(Cm;Z)

is annihilated by m if m is odd and by 2m if m is even.

Proof. Let f ∈ Zn
Y B(Cm;Z) be an n-cocycle, and let y ∈ Cm be fixed. Consider fy ∈ Cn−1

Y B (Cm;Z),
defined by

fy(x1, . . . , xn−1) = f(x1, . . . , xn−1, y).
8
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Note that

δn−1(fy)(x1, . . . , xn) = δn−1(fy)(x1, . . . , xn)− δn(f)(x1, . . . , xn, y)

=

n∑

i=1

(−1)i−1fy ◦ (d
l
i,n − dri,n)(x1, . . . , xn)

−

n+1∑

i=1

(−1)i−1f ◦ (dli,n+1 − dri,n+1)(x1, . . . , xn, y)

=

n∑

i=1

(−1)i
{
fy ◦ d

r
i,n(x1, . . . , xn)− f ◦ dri,n+1(x1, . . . , xn, y)

}

− (−1)nf ◦ (dln+1,n+1 − drn+1,n+1)(x1, . . . , xn, y)

=

n∑

i=1

(−1)i
{
fy ◦ d

r
i,n(x1, . . . , xn)− fy+1 ◦ d

r
i,n(x1, . . . , xn)

}

− (−1)n
{
(f · y)(x1, . . . , xn)− f(x1, . . . , xn)

}
.

Denote by ∆yf :=
n∑

i=1
(−1)i(fy ◦ d

r
i,n − fy+1 ◦ d

r
i,n). Then ∆yf − (−1)n(f · y − f) ∈ Imδn−1.

Thus, we have

(3.1) [f · y]− [f ] = [∆yf ].

Then since [f · yk]− [f · yk−1] = [∆yf · yk−1] for every k ∈ N, [f · yk]− [f ] =
k−1∑
j=0

[∆yf · yj ]. Therefore,

(3.2)
[
f · (

m∑

i=1

yi)
]
− [mf ] =

m∑

i=1

([f · yi]− [f ]) =
[
∆yf · (

m∑

i=1

i∑

j=0

yj)
]
.

Note that

fy ◦ d
r
i,n(x1, . . . , xn) = f(x1, . . . , xi−1, xi+1 + 1, . . . , xn + 1, y)

= fy ◦ d
l
i,n(x1 + 1, . . . , xn + 1)

= ((fy ◦ d
l
i,n) · y

−1)(x1, . . . , xn),

i.e., (fy ◦ d
r
i ) · y = fy ◦ d

l
i. Then we have

δn−1(fy − fy+1) =

n∑

i=1

(−1)i−1
{
(fy ◦ d

l
i,n − fy ◦ d

r
i,n)− (fy+1 ◦ d

l
i,n − fy+1 ◦ d

r
i,n)

}

=
n∑

i=1

(−1)i−1
{
(fy ◦ d

l
i,n − fy+1 ◦ d

l
i,n)− (fy ◦ d

r
i,n − fy+1 ◦ d

r
i,n)

}

=

n∑

i=1

(−1)i−1
{
((fy ◦ d

r
i,n) · y − (fy+1 ◦ d

r
i,n) · y)− (fy ◦ d

r
i,n − fy+1 ◦ d

r
i,n)

}

= −(∆yf) · y +∆yf.

Then [(∆yf) · y] = [∆yf ], and therefore, for every k ∈ N,

(3.3) [∆yf ] = [(∆yf) · y] = · · · = [(∆yf) · y
k].

By the equations 3.2 and 3.3, we have

(3.4)
[
f · (

m∑

i=1

yi)
]
− [mf ] =

[m(m+ 1)

2
∆yf

]
.
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Table 1. Set-theoretic Yang-Baxter homology groups of cyclic biquandles

n 1 2 3 4 5

HY B
n (C2) Z⊕ Z2 Z2 Z4 ⊕ Z2 Z8 Z16 ⊕ Z2

HD
n (C2) 0 Z Z3 Z7 Z15

HNY B
n (C2) Z⊕ Z2 Z Z⊕ Z2 Z Z⊕ Z2

HY B
n (C3) Z⊕ Z3 Z3 Z9 ⊕ Z3 Z27 Z81 ⊕ Z3

HD
n (C3) 0 Z Z5 Z19 Z65

HNY B
n (C3) Z⊕ Z3 Z2 Z4 ⊕ Z3 Z8 Z16 ⊕ Z3

HY B
n (C4) Z⊕ Z4 Z4 Z16 ⊕ Z4 Z64 Z256 ⊕ Z4

HD
n (C4) 0 Z Z7 Z37 Z175

HNY B
n (C4) Z⊕ Z4 Z3 Z9 ⊕ Z4 Z27 Z81 ⊕ Z4

HY B
n (C5) Z⊕ Z5 Z5 Z25 ⊕ Z5 Z125 Z625 ⊕ Z5

HD
n (C5) 0 Z Z9 Z61 Z369

HNY B
n (C5) Z⊕ Z5 Z4 Z16 ⊕ Z5 Z64 Z256 ⊕ Z5

Moreover, m[∆yf ] = m[f · y]−m[f ] = 0 by the equation 3.1 and Lemma 3.10(1).
Thus, by the equation 3.4





m[f ] =
[
f · (

m∑
i=1

yi)
]
, if m is odd;

2m[f ] = 2
[
f · (

m∑
i=1

yi)
]
, if m is even.

Note that
[
f · (

m∑
i=1

yi)
]
belongs to the free part of Hn

Y B(Cm;Z) by Lemma 3.10(2).

Therefore, mTorHn
Y B(Cm;Z) = 0 if m is odd and 2mTorHn

Y B(Cm;Z) = 0 if m is even. �

Remark 3.13. The same results can be obtained for the degenerate and the normalized set-theoretic
Yang-Baxter (co)homology of a finite cyclic biquandle as in Theorem 3.12, because the set-theoretic
Yang-Baxter homology splits into the degenerate part and the normalized part [24].

4. Future research

Based on Table 1 and Conjecture 1.1, we can see that Theorem 3.12 well approximates the tor-
sion subgroups of the set-theoretic Yang-Baxter (co)homology groups of cyclic biquandles Cm when
m is odd, but not when m is even. Although a cyclic biquandle itself has a relatively simple alge-
braic structure, we were not able to determine the torsion subgroups of its set-theoretic Yang-Baxter
(co)homology groups. Furthermore, not much is known about the (co)homology groups of other
biquandles.
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