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On the solutions of the local Zamolodchikov tetrahedron equation
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Abstract

We study the solutions of the local Zamolodhcikov tetrahedron equation in the form of correspon-
dences derived by 3×3 matrices. We present all the associated generators of 4-simplex maps satisfying
the local tetrahedron equation. Moreover, we demonstrate that, from some of our solutions, we can
recover the 4-simplex extensions of Kashaev–Korepanov–Sergeev and Hirota type tetrahedron maps.
Finally, we construct several novel 4-simplex maps.
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1 Introduction

The n-simplex equations are a family of important equations of Mathematical Physics. The first member
of the family is trivial, while the second, third and fourth members are quite famous and have attracted
the interest of many leading scientists from various fields of Mathematics and Physics.

In particular, the 2-simplex equation is the Yang–Baxter equation [8] which is one of the most funda-
mental equations of Mathematical Physics, the 3-simplex equation is the well-celebrated Zamolodchikov’s
tetrahedron equation [27, 28], and the 4-simplex equation is the Bazhanov–Stroganov equation [4].

Due to the importance of n-simplex maps, there is a need to develop methods for constructing and
classifying them. Famous results towards the classification of n-simplex maps, include the classification
of Yang–Baxter maps by Adler, Bobenko and Suris [2], as well as the classification of Zamolodchikov
tetrahedron maps by Kashaev, Korepanov and Sergeev [11, 26]. There are several methods in the liter-
ature for constructing n-simplex maps; we indicatively refer to the derivation of n-simplex maps via the
symmetries of lattice equations [25, 14], their construction via matrix refactorisation problems and their
construction via Darboux transformations for integrable PDEs [20, 21, 23].

The most significant property that share all the n-simplex equations is that the local (n− 1)-simplex
equation is a generator of solutions to the n-simplex equation [5]. It is known that any unique solution of
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the local (n− 1)-simplex equation satisfies the n-simplex equation. However, there is no proof of such a
statement; thus, in order to prove that a map satisfying uniquely the local (n−1)-simplex is an n-simplex
map, we either need to substitute it to the n-simplex equation, or use supplementary matrix conditions
[16, 22].

Recently, it has become understood that non-unique solutions (in the form of correspondences) of
the local (n − 1)-simplex equation also give rise to n-simplex maps [6, 10, 15, 17, 19]. Moreover, this
correspondence approach gives rise to novel n-simplex maps that do not belong to any of the known
classification lists. Most known classification results focus on n-simplex maps themselves. It makes sense
to classify the solutions of the local (n− 1)-simplex equation which generate n-simplex maps which may
lead to wider classification results.

In this paper, we study the solutions of the local Zamolodchikov tetrahedron equation. Specifically,
we:

• Present all the possible solutions to the local tetrahedron equation in the form of correspondences
generated by 3× 3 matrices depending on free variables;

• We demonstrate that these solutions generate all known in the literature 4-simplex maps. As
illustrative examples we use Kashaev–Sergeev–Korepanov and Hirota type 4-simplex maps [17, 18];

• We use the obtained local tetrahedron correspondences to construct new, noninvolutive, 4-simplex
maps.

The rest of the text is organised as follows: In the next section, we provide all the necessary preliminary
information which makes the text self-contained. In particular, we fix the notation that is used throughout
the text, we explain what 4-simplex maps are, and what is their relation to the local tetrahedron equation.
Section 3 deals with the study of all possible solutions of the local Zamolodchikov tetrahedron equation
generated by 3 × 3 matrices. We show that the essentially different solutions to the local tetrahedron
equation in the form of correspondences are generated by four simple 3×3 matrices. These correspondences
are generators of 4-simplex maps. Finally, in section 4, we construct novel, noninvolutive, 4-simplex maps.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

Throughout the text:

• By X we denote an arbitrary set, whereas by Latin italic letters (i.e. x, y, u, v etc.) the elements of
X .

• By X n we denote the Cartesian product: X n = X × . . .× X
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n

.

• Matrices will be denoted by capital Latin straight letters (i.e. A,B,C) etc. Additionally, by An
i1i2...im

we denote the n×n extensions of the m×m (m < n) matrix A, where the elements of A are placed at
the intersection of the i1, i2 . . . im rows with the i1, i2 . . . im columns of matrix An

i1i2...im
. For example,

A3
12 =





a11 a12 0
a21 a22 0
0 0 1



, A3
13 =





a11 0 a12
0 1 0
a21 0 a22



 and A3
23 =





1 0 0
0 a11 a12
0 a21 a22



 are 3 × 3 extensions of

matrix A =

(
a11 a12
a21 a22

)

.
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2.2 Local Zamolodchikov tetrahedron equation and 4-simplex maps

As it was mentioned earlier, the local 3-simplex equation is a generator of solutions of the 4-simplex
equation. In this section, we give the definitions of the local Zamolodchikov tetrahedron equation and a
4-simplex map.

Let X be a set. A map S : X 4 → X 4, namely

S : (x, y, z, t) 7→ (u(x, y, z, t), v(x, y, z, t), w(x, y, z, t), r(x, y, z, t)), (1)

is called a 4-simplex map if it satisfies the set-theoretical 4-simplex (or Bazhanov–Stroganov) equation

S1234 ◦ S1567 ◦ S2589 ◦ S368,10 ◦ S479,10 = S479,10 ◦ S368,10 ◦ S2589 ◦ S1567 ◦ S1234. (2)

Functions Sijkl ∈ End(X 10), i, j, k, l = 1, . . . 10, i < j < k < l, in (2) are maps that act as map S on the
ijkl terms of the Cartesian product X 10 and trivially on the others. For instance,

S1567(x1, x2, . . . x10) =

(u(x1, x5, x6, x7), x2, x3, x4, v(x1, x5, x6, x7), w(x1, x5, x6, x7), r(x1, x5, x6, x7), x8, x9, x10).

Now, let L = L(x) be a 3× 3 square matrix depending on a variable x ∈ X and a parameter κ ∈ C of
the form

L(x) =





a(x) b(x) c(x)
d(x) e(x) f(x)
k(x) l(x) m(x)



 , (3)

where its entries a, b, c, d, e, f, k, l and m are scalar functions of x and k. Let L6
ijk(x;κ), i, j, k = 1, . . . 6,

i < j < k, be the 6× 6 extensions of matrix (3), defined by

L6

123(x) =











a(x) b(x) c(x) 0 0 0
d(x) e(x) f(x) 0 0 0
k(x) l(x) m(x) 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1











, L6

145(x) =











a(x) 0 0 b(x) c(x) 0
0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0

d(x) 0 0 e(x) f(x) 0
k(x) 0 0 l(x) m(x) 0
0 0 0 0 0 1











, (4a)

L6

246(x) =











1 0 0 0 0 0
0 a(x) 0 b(x) 0 c(x)
0 0 1 0 0 0
0 d(x) 0 e(x) 0 f(x)
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 k(x) 0 l(x) 0 m(x)











, L6

356(x) =











1 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 a(x) 0 b(x) c(x)
0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 d(x) 0 e(x) f(x)
0 0 k(x) 0 l(x) m(x)











. (4b)

We call the following matrix four-factorisation problem

L6
123(u)L

6
145(v)L

6
246(w)L

6
356(r) = L6

356(t)L
6
246(z)L

6
145(y)L

6
123(x) (5)

local 3-simplex equation or local Zamolodchikov tetrahedron equation. The local tetrahedron equation is
a generator of potential solutions to the 4-simplex equation. If map (1) satisfies equation (5), then the
matrix refactorisation problem (5) is called a Lax representation for map (1).

Examples of 4-simplex maps can be found in [17, 9, 3].
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3 Solutions of the local tetrahedron equation

In this section, we aim to study the solutions to the local tetrahedron equation in the form of correspon-
dences generated by 3× 3 matrices. Specifically, let xi ∈ C, i = 1, . . . , 9, be free variables and

L(x1, . . . , x9) =





x1 x2 x3
x4 x5 x6
x7 x8 x9



 . (6)

Then, substitute (6) to the local tetrahedron equation:

L6
123(u1, . . . , u9)L

6
145(v1, . . . , v9)L

6
246(w1, . . . , w9)L

6
356(r1, . . . , r9) =

L6
356(t1, . . . , t9)L

6
246(z1, . . . , z9)L

6
145(y1, . . . , y9)L

6
123(x1, . . . , x9). (7)

We seek matrices (6) for which the matrix refactorisation problem (7) has solution for ui, vi, wi and
ri, i = 1, . . . , 9. In particular we have the following.

Theorem 3.1. Let xi ∈ C, i = 1, . . . , 9, be free variables. Then, the essentially different solutions of

the local Zamolodchikov tetrahedron equation (5) are given in the form of correspondences generated by

matrices of the form:

A =





x1 x2 0
x3 x4 0
0 0 x5



 , B =





x1 x2 0
x3 x4 x5
0 0 0



 , C =





0 x1 0
x2 0 x3
0 x4 0



 , D =





0 0 0
x1 0 0
0 x2 x3



 , (8)

where A = A(x1, x2, x3, x4, x5), B = B(x1, x2, x3, x4, x5), C = C(x1, x2, x3, x4) and D = D(x1, x2, x3). All

the rest of solutions are generated by matrices (8), after:

1. Reflection of xi’s with respect to the antidiagonal;

2. Rearranging xi’s among themselves;

3. Setting any variable xi = 0.

Proof. We substitute matrix A to the local tetrahedron equation:

A6
123(u1, . . . u5)A

6
145(v1, . . . v5)A

6
246(w1, . . . w5)A

6
356(r1, . . . r5) =

A6
356(t1, . . . t5)A

6
246(z1, . . . z5)A

6
145(y1, . . . y5)A

6
123(x1, . . . x5).

The above matrix tetra-factorisation problem is equivalent to the system of polynomial equations

u1v1 = x1y1, u2w1 + u1v2w3 = x2y1 u2w2 + u1v2w4 = y2, u3v1 = x3z1 + x1y3z2,

u4w1 + u3v2w3 = x4z1 + x2y3z2, u4w2 + u3v2w4 = y4z2, r1u5 = t1, x5, r2u5 = t2y5, (9)

v3 = x3z3 + x1y3z4, v4w3 = x4z3 + x2y3z4, v4w4 = y4z4,

r3v5 = t3x5, r4v5 = t4y5, r5w5 = t5z5.

The above system has infinitely many solutions for ui, vi, wi and ri, i = 1, . . . , 5. For instance, it can be
solved for u1, u3, u4, v1, v4, w1, w2, w4, r1, r2, r3, r4, r5 in terms of u5, v2, v3, v5, w3 and w5. Thus,
system (9) defines a correspondence between C20 and C20. However, we do not write this correspondence
explicitly because of its length.
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Now, we substitute matrix B to the local tetrahedron equation:

B6
123(u1, . . . u5)B

6
145(v1, . . . v5)B

6
246(w1, . . . w5)B

6
356(r1, . . . r5) =

B6
356(t1, . . . t5)B

6
246(z1, . . . z5)B

6
145(y1, . . . y5)B

6
123(x1, . . . x5).

It follows that the above matrix tetra-factorisation problem is equivalent to the system of polynomial
equations

u1v1 = x1y1, u2w1 + u1v2w3 = x2y1, u2w2 + u1v2w4 = y2, u3v1 = x3z1 + x1y3z2,

u4w1 + u3v2w3 = x4z1 + x2y3z2, u4w2 + u3v2w4 = y4z2, r1u5 = x5z1, r2u5 = y5z2 (10)

v3 = x3z3 + x1y3z4, v4w3 = x4z3 + x2y3z4, v4w4 = y4z4,

r3v5 = x5z3, r4v5 = y5z4, r5v5 = z5.

The above system has infinitely many solutions for ui, vi, wi and ri, i = 1, . . . , 5. For example, it can be
solved for u1, u3, u4, v1, v4, w1, w2, w4, r1, r2, r3, r4, r5 in terms of the rest variables u5, v2, v3, v5, w3

and w5. Thus, system (10) defines a correspondence between C20 and C20. We omit this correspondence
because of its length.

Next, we substitute matrix C to the local tetrahedron equation:

C6
123(u1, . . . u4)C

6
145(v1, . . . v4)C

6
246(w1, . . . w4)C

6
356(r1, . . . r4) =

C6
356(t1, . . . t4)C

6
246(z1, . . . z4)C

6
145(y1, . . . y4)C

6
123(x1, . . . x4).

It turns out that the above matrix tetra-factorisation problem is equivalent to the system of polynomial
equations

u1w1 = y1, u2v1w2 = x1y2z1, r1u3 + r4u2v1w3 = y3z1, u4w1 = t1y4, v2 = x2z2,

r2v3 = x3z2, r3v3 = z3, v4w2 = t2x4 + t3x1y2z4, r4v4w3 = t3y3z4, w4 = t4y4. (11)

The above system has infinitely many solutions for ui, vi, wi and ri, i = 1, . . . , 4. For instance, it can be
solved for u1, u4, v2, v4, w2, w4, r1, r2, r3, r4, in terms of the rest variables u2, u3, v1, v3, w1 and w3,
namely

u1 =
y1

w1

, u4 =
t1y4

w1

, v2 = x2z2, v4 =
u2v1(t2x4 + t3x1y2z4)

x1y2z1
, w2 =

x1y2z1

u2v1
, w4 = t4y4,

r1 =
t2x4y3z1

u3(t2x4 + t3x1y2z4)
, r2 =

x3z2

v3
, r3 =

z3

v3
, r4 =

t3x1y2y3z1z4

u2v1w3(t2x4 + t3x1y2z4)
.

Hence, system (11) defines the above correspondence between C16 and C16.
Finally, we substitute matrix D to the local tetrahedron equation:

D6
123(u1, u2, u3)D

6
145(v1, v2, v3)D

6
246(w1, w2, w3)D

6
356(r1, r2, r3) =

D6
356(t1, t2, t3)D

6
246(z1, z2, z3)D

6
145(y1, y2, y3)D

6
123(x1, x2, x3).

The above matrix tetra-factorisation problem is equivalent to the system of polynomial equations

v1 = x1z1, v2w1 = t1x2, r1v3 = t1x3, w2 = t2y2, r2w3 = t2y3, r3w3 = t3z3. (12)
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The above system has infinitely many solutions for ui, vi, wi and ri, i = 1, 2, 3. For instance, it can be
solved for u1, u4, v2, v4, w2, w4, r1, r2, r3, r4, in terms of the rest variables u2, u3, v1, v3, w1 and w3,
namely

v1 = x1z1, w1 =
t1x2

v2
, w2 = t2y2, r1 =

t1x3

v3
, r2 =

t2y3

w3

, r3 =
t3z3

w3

.

That is, system (12) defines the above correspondence between C12 and C12.
It can be readily verified that, setting any xi = 0 in one of the matrices in (8), the resulting polynomial

equations can be solved for the remaining nonzero ui, vi, wi and ri.
Furthermore, it can be verified that the reflection of the elements with respect to the antidiagonal in

any of the matrices in (8) will leave systems (9), (10), (11) and (12) covariant. Specifically, changing A,
B, C and D to

Ã = PATP, B̃ = PBTP, C̃ = PCTP, D̃ = PDTP, where P =





0 0 1
0 1 0
1 0 0



 ,

and substituting the latter to the local tetrahedron equation, we shall obtain exactly the same correspon-
dences (9), (10), (11) and (12), respectively, after changing in them (u, v, x, y) ←→ (r, u, t, z). In Figure
1 we demonstrate this fact in a particular example.

Finally, after replacing any of the zero elements in (8) with a free variable, one can easily verify that
the local tetrahedron equation has no solutions for ui, vi, wi and ri.





0 x1 0
0 0 0
0 0 x2











u1w1 − y1 = 0,

r1u2 − t1y2 = 0,

r2w2 − t2z2 = 0.

u v w r

x y z t







r1v1 − z1 = 0,

r2u1 − x1z2 = 0,

u2v2 − x2y2 = 0.





x2 0 0
0 0 x1
0 0 0





R
efl

ec
ti
o
n

w
it
h

re
sp

ec
t

to
th

e
a
n
ti
d
ia

g
o
n
a
l

Figure 1: Reflection symmetry example.

Corollary 3.2. The maximum dimension of a map generated by substitution of matrix (6) to the local

Zamolodchikov tetrahedron equation is 20.
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4 Set-theoretical solutions to the 4-simplex equation

In this section, we use the solutions of the local Zamolodchikov tetrahedron equation in order to construct
solutions to the Bazhanov–Stroganov 4-simplex equation.

The first, probably, 4-simplex maps in the literature appear in the work of Hietarinta [9], and also
in [3]. The first 4-simplex maps generated by the local Zamolodchikov tetrahedron equation appeared in
[17, 18]. In particular, in [17, 18] 4-simplex maps were constructed as extensions of well-known tetrahedron
maps, using matrices of the form A in (8). Thus, all 4-simplex maps which appear in [17, 18] can be
generated by system (9) after a change of variables.

4.1 Recovery of known 4-simplex maps

Here, we present some examples of known 4-simplex maps which can be recovered by the more general
solutions to the local tetrahedron equation of the previous section.

Example 4.1. (Kashaev–Sergeev–Korepanov type 4-simplex maps) Changing in (9)

(x1, y1, z1, t1, u1, v1, w1, r1)→ (1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1),

(x2, y2, z2, t2, u2, v2, w2, r2)→ (x1, y1, z1, t1, u1, v1, w1, r1),

(x3, y3, z3, t3, u3, v3, w3, r3)→

(
k

x1
,
k

y1
,
k

z1
,
k

t1
,
k

u1
,
k

v1
,
k

w1

,
k

r1

)

,

(x4, y4, z4, t4, u4, v4, w4, r4)→ (0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0),

(x5, y5, z5, t5, u5, v5, w5, r5)→ (x2, y2, z2, t2, u2, v2, w2, r2),

and solving the associated equations for ui, vi, wi and ri, i = 1, 2, we obtain the following correspondence
between C8 and C8:

u1 =
x1y1

y1 + x1z1
, u2 = x2, v1 =

x1z1

k
, v2 = y2, w1 =

y1 + x1z1

x1
, r1 =

t1y2

x2
, r2 =

t2z2

w2

.

Fixing w2 = t2 or w2 = y2, we recover maps

S1 : (x1, x2, y1, y2, z1, z2, t1, t2)→

(
x1y1

y1 + x1z1
, x2,

x1z1

k
, y2,

y1 + x1z1

x1
, t2,

t1y2

x2
, z2

)

,

S2 : (x1, x2, y1, y2, z1, z2, t1, t2)→

(
x1y1

y1 + x1z1
, x2,

x1z1

k
, y2,

y1 + x1z1

x1
, y2,

t1y2

x2
,
t2z2

y2

)

,

respectively, from [17].

Example 4.2. (Hirota type 4-simplex maps) Changing in (9) (x2, y2, z2, t2, u2, v2, w2, r2) →

(1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1), and then

(x1, y1, z1, t1, u1, v1, w1, r1)→

(
x1

x2
,
y1

y2
,
z1

z2
,
t1

t2
,
u1

u2
,
v1

v2
,
w1

w2

,
r1

r2

)

,

(x3, y3, z3, t3, u3, v3, w3, r3)→ (1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1),

(x4, y4, z4, t4, u4, v4, w4, r4)→ (0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0),

(x5, y5, z5, t5, u5, v5, w5, r5)→ (x2, y2, z2, t2, u2, v2, w2, r2),

7



and solving the associated equations for ui, vi, wi and ri, i = 1, 2, we obtain the following correspondence
between C8 and C8:

u1 =
x1y1z2

x2z1 + x1z2
, u2 = y2, v1 =

x2z1 + x1z2

z2
, v2 = x2, w1 =

w2x2y1z1

y2(x2z1 + x1z2)
, r1 =

t1x2z2

w2y2
, r2 =

t2z2

w2

.

For the choices of the free variable w2 = t2 and w2 = z2 the above correspondence defines the following
Hirota type 4-simplex maps:

S1 : (x1, x2, y1, y2, z1, z2, t1, t2)→

(
x1y1z2

x2z1 + x1z2
, y2,

x2z1 + x1z2

z2
, x2,

t2x2y1z1

y2(x2z1 + x1z2)
, t2,

t1x2z2

t2y2
, z2

)

,

S2 : (x1, x2, y1, y2, z1, z2, t1, t2)→

(
x1y1z2

x2z1 + x1z2
, y2,

x2z1 + x1z2

z2
, x2,

x2y1z1z2

y2(x2z1 + x1z2)
, z2,

t1x2

y2
, t2

)

,

which appeared in [18].

The above are illustrative examples, and after certain change of variables, one can recover all the
4-simplex maps which appeared in [17, 18]. Moreover, we can construct more general 4-simplex maps
which can be restricted to the 4-simplex maps presented in [17, 18] at a particular limit. At the same
time, as we shall see in the next section, we can construct new hierarchies of 4-simplex maps, other than
the ones generated by matrix A in (8), by employing matrices B, C and D in (8).

4.2 Construction of novel 4-simplex maps

In section 3, we studied the solutions of the local Zamolodchikov tetrahedron equation that are obtained
by 3×3 matrices. In this section, we employ the systems of polynomial equations (9), (10), (11) and (12),
for the construction of novel 4-simplex maps. We will adopt the correspondence approach [10].

We start with correspondence (9). In (9) there are 14 independent equations. Indeed, for the system
of equations

Pi(u1, . . . u5, v1, . . . v5, w1, . . . w5, r1, . . . r5, x1, . . . x5, y1, . . . y5, z1, . . . z5, t1, . . . t5) = 0, i = 1, . . . , 14,

where

P1 = u1v1 − x1y1, P2 = u2w1 + u1v2w3 − x2y1, P3 = u2w2 + u1v2w4 − y2, P4 = u3v1 − x3z1 − x1y3z2,

P5 = u4w1 + u3v2w3 − x4z1 − x2y3z2, P6 = u4w2 + u3v2w4 − y4z2, P7 = r1u5 − t1, x5,

P8 = r2u5 − t2y5, P9 = v3 − x3z3 − x1y3z4, P10 = v4w3 − x4z3 − x2y3z4, P11 = v4w4 − y4z4,

P12 = r3v5 − t3x5, P13 = r4v5 − t4y5, P14 = r5w5 = t5z5,

we have that the 14 × 20 matrix [Q1 . . . Q14], consisting of vector rows Qi = ∇Pi, i = 1, . . . , 14 has rank
14. That is, in order to define a map, we need 6 (= 20− 14) more equations.

In what follows, we shall see that for particular supplementary equations, the correspondence (9)
implies a novel 4-simplex map.

Proposition 4.3. The map SA : C20 → C20,

(x1, . . . , x5, y1, . . . , y5, z1, . . . , z5, t1, . . . , t5)
SA
−→ (u1, . . . , u5, v1, . . . , v5, w1, . . . , w5, r1, . . . , r5), (13)

where

x1 7→ u1 = x1y1,
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x2 7→ u2 =
(x2x3 − x1x4) [x4y2z3 + x2(y2y3 − y1y4)z4]

(x3y2z3 + x1y1y4z4)x4z1 + (x2x3z1z4 + x1x2y3z2z4 + x1x4z2z3)(y2y3 − y1y4)
,

x3 7→ u3 = x3z1 + x1y3z2,

x4 7→ u4 =
x4y4(x1x4 − x2x3)(z1z4 − z2z3)

(x3y2z3 + x1y1y4z4)x4z1 + (x2x3z1z4 + x1x2y3z2z4 + x1x4z2z3)(y2y3 − y1y4)
,

x5 7→ u5 = x5,

y1 7→ v1 = 1,

y2 7→ v2 =
x4y2z1 + x2(y2y3 − y1y4)z2
(x1x4 − x2x3)(z1z4 − z2z3)

,

y3 7→ v3 = x3z3 + x1y3z4,

y4 7→ v4 =
(x3y2z3 + x1y1y4z4)x4z1 + (x2x3z1z4 + x1x2y3z2z4 + x1x4z2z3)(y2y3 − y1y4)

(x1x4 − x2x3)(z1z4 − z2z3)
,

y5 7→ v5 = y5,

z1 7→ w1 = y1z1,

z2 7→ w2 =
x1z2(y1y4 − y2y3)− x3y2z1

x1x4 − x2x3
,

z3 7→ w3 =
(x1x4 − x2x3)(x4z3 + x2y3z4)(z1z4 − z2z3)

(x3y2z3 + x1y1y4z4)x4z1 + (x2x3z1z4 + x1x2y3z2z4 + x1x4z2z3)(y2y3 − y1y4)
,

z4 7→ w4 =
(x1x4 − x2x3)y4z4(z1z4 − z2z3)

(x3y2z3 + x1y1y4z4)x4z1 + (x2x3z1z4 + x1x2y3z2z4 + x1x4z2z3)(y2y3 − y1y4)
,

z5 7→ w5 = z5,

t1 7→ r1 = t1,

t2 7→ r2 =
t2y5

x5
,

t3 7→ r3 =
t3x5

y5
,

t4 7→ r4 = t4,

t5 7→ r5 = t5,

is a noninvolutive 4-simplex map and it admits the following functionally independent invariants:

I1 = x1y1, I2 = y1z1, I3 = x5, I4 = y5, I5 = z5, (14)

I6 = t1, I7 = t5, I8 = t2t3, I9 = y4z4, I10 = x4y4. (15)

Proof. Map SA can be obtained as a unique solution for ui, vi, wi and ri of the system of equations (9)
supplemented by the following equations:

u1 = x1y1, u5 = x5, v5 = y5, w5 = z5,

u5(u1u4 − u2u3) = x5(x1x4 − x2x3), v5(v1v4 − v2v3) = y5(y1y4 − y2y3).

The fact that SA is a 4-simplex map can be verified by straightforward substitution of (13) to the

4-simplex equation (2). Moreover, we have, for instance, that r2 ◦ SA =
t2y

2

5

x2

5

6= t2, namely AS
2 6= id,

which means that S is noninvolutive.
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Finally, it can be checked that Ii ◦ SA = Ii, i = 1, . . . , 10, and that the vectors ∇Ii, i = 1, . . . , 10, are
linearly independent, which means that Ii, i = 1, . . . , 10, are functionally independent invariants of map
SA.

Now, it is easy to show that (10) has 14 independent equations. In order to define a map, we need 6
supplementary equations. In particular, we have the following.

Proposition 4.4. The map SB : C20 → C20,

(x1, . . . , x5, y1, . . . , y5, z1, . . . , z5, t1, . . . , t5)
SB
−→ (u1, . . . , u5, v1, . . . , v5, w1, . . . , w5, r1, . . . , r5), (16)

where

x1 7→ u1 = x1y1,

x2 7→ u2 =
(x2x3 − x1x4) [x4y2z3 + x2(y2y3 − y1y4)z4]

(x3y2z3 + x1y1y4z4)x4z1 + (x2x3z1z4 + x1x2y3z2z4 + x1x4z2z3)(y2y3 − y1y4)
,

x3 7→ u3 = x3z1 + x1y3z2,

x4 7→ u4 =
x4y4(x1x4 − x2x3)(z1z4 − z2z3)

(x3y2z3 + x1y1y4z4)x4z1 + (x2x3z1z4 + x1x2y3z2z4 + x1x4z2z3)(y2y3 − y1y4)
,

x5 7→ u5 = x5,

y1 7→ v1 = 1,

y2 7→ v2 =
x4y2z1 + x2(y2y3 − y1y4)z2
(x1x4 − x2x3)(z1z4 − z2z3)

,

y3 7→ v3 = x3z3 + x1y3z4,

y4 7→ v4 =
(x3y2z3 + x1y1y4z4)x4z1 + (x2x3z1z4 + x1x2y3z2z4 + x1x4z2z3)(y2y3 − y1y4)

(x1x4 − x2x3)(z1z4 − z2z3)
,

y5 7→ v5 = y5,

z1 7→ w1 = y1z1,

z2 7→ w2 =
x1z2(y1y4 − y2y3)− x3y2z1

x1x4 − x2x3
,

z3 7→ w3 =
(x1x4 − x2x3)(x4z3 + x2y3z4)(z1z4 − z2z3)

(x3y2z3 + x1y1y4z4)x4z1 + (x2x3z1z4 + x1x2y3z2z4 + x1x4z2z3)(y2y3 − y1y4)
,

z4 7→ w4 =
(x1x4 − x2x3)y4z4(z1z4 − z2z3)

(x3y2z3 + x1y1y4z4)x4z1 + (x2x3z1z4 + x1x2y3z2z4 + x1x4z2z3)(y2y3 − y1y4)
,

z5 7→ w5 = y5t5,

t1 7→ r1 = z1,

t2 7→ r2 =
y5z2

x5
,

t3 7→ r3 =
x5z3

y5
,

t4 7→ r4 = z4,

t5 7→ r5 =
z5

y5
,
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is a noninvolutive 4-simplex map and it admits the following functionally independent invariants:

I1 = x1y1, I2 = y1z1, I3 = x5, I4 = y5, I5 = y4z4, I6 = x4y4

I7 = t5y5z5, I8 = x1x4 − x2x3, I9 = y1y4 − y2y3, I10 = z1z4 − z2z3.

Proof. Map SB can be obtained as a unique solution for ui, vi, wi and ri of the system of equations (10)
supplemented by the following equations:

u1 = x1y1, u5 = x5, v5 = y5, w5r5 = z5t5,

u5(u1u4 − u2u3) = x5(x1x4 − x2x3), v5(v1v4 − v2v3) = y5(y1y4 − y2y3).

It can be verified by straightforward substitution that SB satisfies the 4-simplex equation (2). Addi-
tionally, we have, for instance, that w1 ◦ SB = y1z1 6= y1, namely S2

B 6= id, i.e. SB is noninvolutive.
Finally, Ii◦SB = Ii, i = 1, . . . , 10, which means that Ii, i = 1, . . . , 10, are invariants of SB. Also, vectors

∇Ii, i = 1, . . . , 10, are linearly independent, that is Ii, i = 1, . . . , 10, are functionally independent.

Next, consider system (11). It is easy to verify that the latter has 10 independent equations. In order
to define a map, we need 6 supplementary equations. Specifically, we have the following.

Proposition 4.5. The map SC : C16 → C16,

(x1, . . . , x4, y1, . . . , y4, z1, . . . , z4, t1, . . . , t4)
SC
−→ (u1, . . . , u4, v1, . . . , v4, w1, . . . , w4, r1, . . . , r4), (17)

x1 7→ u1 =
y1

t1
, z1 7→ w1 = t1,

x2 7→ u2 = y2, z2 7→ w2 = 1,

x3 7→ u3 = y3, z3 7→ w3 = t3y3,

x4 7→ u4 = y4, z4 7→ w4 = t4y4,

y1 7→ v1 = x1z1, t1 7→ r1 =
t2x4z1

t2x4 + t3x1y2z4
,

y2 7→ v2 = x2z2, t2 7→ r2 = z2,

y3 7→ v3 = x3, t3 7→ r3 =
z3

x3
,

y4 7→ v4 = t2x4 + t3x1y2z4, t4 7→ r4 =
z4

t2x4 + t3x1y2z4
,

is a noninvolutive 4-simplex map and it admits the following functionally independent invariants:

I1 = x3y3, I2 = x2y2z2, I3 = y3z3t3, I4 = x1y1z1,

I5 = x3 + y3, I6 = y1 + x1z1, I7 = z3 + t3y3, I8 = y2 + x2z2.

Proof. Supplementing the system of equations (11) by the following equations:

u2v1 = x1y2z1, v3 = x3, w3 = t3y3, u3 = y3, w1 = t1, u2 = y2,

we obtain a unique solution for ui, vi, wi and ri, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, which defines map (17).
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Substitution that SC to the 4-simplex equation (2) confirms that map (17) is a 4-simplex map. More-
over, we have, for instance, that w1 ◦ SC = t2x4z1

t2x4+t3x1y2z4
6= z1, namely S2

C 6= id, i.e. SC is noninvolutive.
Finally, Ii ◦SC = Ii, i = 1, . . . , 8, which means that Ii, i = 1, . . . , 8, are invariants of SC . Furthermore,

vectors ∇Ii, i = 1, . . . , 8, are linearly independent, which implies that Ii, i = 1, . . . , 8, are functionally
independent.

Lastly, we consider system (12). It can be verified that the (12) has 6 independent equations. In order
to define a map, we need 6 supplementary equations. In particular, we have the following.

Proposition 4.6. The map SD : C12 → C12,

(x1, x2, x3, y1, y2, y3, z1, z2, z3, t1, t2, t3)
SC
−→

(

x1, x2, x3, x1z1, y2, y3,
t1x2

y2
, t2y2, z3,

t1x3

y3
,
t2y3

z3
, t3

)

, (18)

is a noninvolutive 4-simplex map and it admits the following functionally independent invariants:

I1 = x1, I2 = x2, I3 = x3, I4 = y2, I5 = y3, I6 = z3.

Proof. Supplementing system (12) by the following equations:

u1 = x1, u2 = x2, u3 = x3, v2 = y2, v3 = y3, w3 = z3,

we obtain a unique solution for ui, vi, wi and ri, i = 1, 2, 3, which defines map (18).
After substitution of SD to the 4-simplex equation (2) we obtain that map (18) is a 4-simplex map.

Additionally, we have, for instance, that r1 ◦ SD =
t1x

2

3

y2
3

6= t1, namely S2
D 6= id, thus SD is noninvolutive.

The invariants of the map are obvious and so is their functional independence .

5 Conclusions

In this paper we studied the set-theoretical solutions to the local Zamolodchikov tetrahedron equation
that generate set-theoretical solutions to the Bazhanov–Stroganov 4-simplex equation. In particular, we
studied the solutions of the local tetrahedron equation in the form of correspondences between Cn and
Cn, generated by 3 × 3 matrices. Although, usually, in the literature n-simplex maps appear as unique
solutions to the (n− 1)-simplex equation, we adopt the correspondence approach [10] which gives rise to
much wider hierarchies of solutions.

Specifically, we found that all the essentially different solutions to the Zamolodchikov tetrahedron
equation generated by 3× 3 matrices are given by matrices A,B,C and D in (8). In fact, these matrices
generate all the possible solutions to the local 4-simplex equation in the form of correspondences (9), (10),
(11) and (12). We demonstrated that (9) generates all known 4-simplex maps, using Kashaev–Korepanov–
Sergeev and Hirota type 4-simplex maps as illustrative examples. Then, we employed the correspondences
(9), (10), (11) and (12) to construct new 4-simplex maps, namely maps (13), (16), (17) and (18). All these
maps are noninvolutive which, in terms of dynamics, are more interesting that involutive maps which have
trivial dynamics.

Our results can be extended in the following ways:

• Study the Liouville integrability of the 4-simplex maps presented in this paper.

We demonstrated that all the 4-simplex maps constructed in this paper admit enough functionally
independent first integrals; that is, half the dimension of the map in number. This already indicates
their integrability, however their complete (Liouville) integrability is an open problem.
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• Employ the correspondences (9), (10), (11) and (12) to construct parametric 4-simplex maps.

We focused on non-parametric 4-simplex maps in this paper, however, supplementing systems (9),
(10), (11) and (12) by equations containing parameters, one may construct new solutions to the
parametric 4-simplex equation. Several parametric 4-simplex maps were presented in [17].

• Classify the solutions of the local tetrahedron equation.

Our motivation to study the solutions of the local Zamolodchikov tetrahedron equation is that such
solutions generate 4-simplex maps. This, together with the fact that correspondences satisfying
the local tetrahedron equation may give generate infinitely many solutions (and also give rise to
solutions that do not belong to the known classification lists [10]), suggests that it makes sense to
classify the solutions of the local tetrahedron equation. The classification of the latter solutions is
an open problem.

In general, we propose to classify the generators of n-simplex maps, namely the solutions to the
local n-simplex equation. This will give rise to wider from the already known classification lists even
in the case of Yang–Baxter (2-simplex) maps.

• Study the solutions of the local pentagon equation.

The n-gon equations have equally rich algebro-geometric structure as the n-simplex equations [5, 7,
24]. The most famous member of the family of n-gon equations is the 5-gon or pentagon equation
(see, e.g. [5, 7, 12, 24] and the references therein). Similar results to those obtained in this paper
can be obtained for the local pentagon equation. Again, the motivation comes from the fact that
the local (n − 1)-gon equation is a generator of solutions to the n-gon equation.

• Extend the results to the noncommutative case.

Noncommutative n-simplex maps have been in the centre of interest for scientists from the math-
ematical physics community (see, e.g. [1, 6, 13, 16] and the references therein), due to the rapid
development of noncommutative integrable systems. One could extend our results by considering
that the elements of matrix (6) are matrices, or, more generally, free variables from a noncommuta-
tive division ring.
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