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ON DEXTRAL SYMMETRIC ALGEBRAS

DIMPY M. DUTTA AND SHANBORLANG BYNNUD

Department of Mathematics, North-Eastern Hill University, Shillong, India.

Abstract. We define the notion of dextral symmetric algebras (not necessarily associative),
motivated by the idea of symmetric rings. We derive a complete classification of dextral sym-
metric algebras of Leavitt path algebras, and right Leibniz algebras up to dimension 4. We also
obtain that a finite-dimensional dextral symmetric right Leibniz algebra is solvable if and only
if it satisfies a weaker notion of nilpotency.

1. Introduction

Symmetric rings, introduced by Lambek in [1] as a subclass of the class of associative
rings with unity, undoubtedly play an important role in the domain of ring and module theory.
Along with the extensive studies that have been conducted on symmetric rings, algebraists
have also introduced many generalizations of these rings (see, for example, [14, 15, 16, 17]).
This motivated us to extend this notion to various algebras (not necessarily associative) by
introducing the notion of dextral symmetric algebras.

Recall that an ideal I of an associative ring R is called symmetric if for any x, y, z ∈ R,
xyz ∈ I implies xzy ∈ I. Lambek called an associative ring with unity symmetric if the zero
ideal is symmetric. We generalize the definition of symmetricity of an ideal of a ring to an
ideal I of an algebra A by calling it a symmetric ideal if it has the property that if a(bc) ∈ I,
then b(ac) ∈ I, for any a, b, c ∈ A. We call an algebra A (not necessarily associative) a dextral

symmetric algebra if the zero ideal of A is symmetric. Further, an ideal of an algebra is called a
dextral symmetric ideal if it is dextral symmetric as a subalgebra. It is worth mentioning here
that in associative algebras with unity, both the symmetric and dextral symmetric conditions
are equivalent.

The results on symmetric rings intrigued us to explore whether those results hold in a
broader context as well. For example, in a symmetric ring R, we have r1r2 . . . rn = 0 implies
rσ(1)rσ(2) . . . rσ(n) = 0, where σ is any permutation of the set {1, 2, . . . , n}, ri ∈ R and n ∈ N [14,
Lemma 1.2]. Although this result may not be readily true in the case of a non-associative dextral
symmetric algebra, in Proposition 4.1 and Theorem 4.2, we observe a similar result for dextral
symmetric Leibniz algebras. This further prompted us to introduce another subclass of the class
of right Leibniz algebras called the class of left nilpotent right Leibniz algebra. We show that
there is a close connection between solvability, dextral symmetricity, and left nilpotency within
the class of right Leibniz algebras.

Another observation is that in the class of anti-commutative algebras, dextral symmetric
algebras are, in fact, equivalent to the CB-algebras introduced by Saha and Towers in [4]. Recall
here that an algebra A is called anti-commutative if for each x ∈ A, x2 = 0. This also implies
that in such an algebra A, all x, y ∈ A satisfy xy = −yx. We remind here that an algebra A is
called a CB-algebra (as in [4]) if whenever xy = 0 for any x, y ∈ A, we have (xz)y = 0 for all
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z ∈ A. In anti-commutative algebras, the CB-algebras display an interesting property: namely,
that every centralizer of these algebras is an ideal (see [4]).

In Section 2, we document some examples of dextral symmetric algebras in the context
of (anti)commutative and (anti)associative algebras. As mentioned in the previous paragraph,
we show that in anti-commutative algebras, the notions of dextral symmetric algebras, anti-
associative algebras, and CB-algebras are equivalent. In Section 3, we consider the class of
Leavitt path algebras and determine the graphs over which a Leavitt path algebra over a com-
mutative ring with unity will be dextral symmetric. This leads to the complete classification of
dextral symmetric Leavitt path algebras. Note that a Leavitt path algebra of a graph over a
commutative ring with unity is associative. Section 4 focuses on results concerning right Leibniz
algebras (which are non-commutative, non-associative algebras) that are dextral symmetric. We
also introduce a weaker form of nilpotency for a right Leibniz algebra, namely left nilpotency,
and establish an equivalency between a solvable right Leibniz algebra and a left nilpotent right
Leibniz algebra through dextral symmetricity. Finally, in Section 5, we classify the solvable
dextral symmetric right Leibniz algebras up to dimension 4.

2. Dextral symmetric algebras

In this section, we state some basic properties of dextral symmetric algebras and provide
examples based on the commutativity and associativity of the algebra. We also show that in
the class of anti-commutative algebras, the classes of dextral symmetric, anti-associative, and
CB algebras coincide.

Remark 2.1. Every subalgebra of a dextral symmetric algebra is dextral symmetric. Moreover,
dextral symmetric algebras are preserved under finite direct sums. Thus, every algebra has a
largest dextral symmetric ideal. A homomorphic image of a dextral symmetric algebra under
an injective homomorphism is also dextral symmetric.

It is natural to ask whether the quotient algebra of a dextral symmetric algebra is also
dextral symmetric or not. To answer that, let us first look at an example of a class of dextral
symmetric algebras.

Example 2.2. Any free algebra F〈x1, . . . , xn〉 (not necessarily associative) over a field F is
dextral symmetric. Because in a free algebra over a field, the product of any two elements is
zero if and only if at least one of the elements is zero.

The above example helps us in answering the previously asked question in the form of the
following example.

Example 2.3. The quotient algebra of a dextral symmetric algebra may not be dextral sym-
metric. For instance, consider an associative free algebra A over a field F generated by three
elements x, y, z. Take I to be an ideal of A generated by the product x(yz) = xyz. Then, A/I
is not dextral symmetric as x(yz) = 0̄ in A/I however, y(xz) = yxz 6= 0̄ in A/I.

However, we have the following proposition. The proof is immediate from the definitions.

Proposition 2.4. Let A be an algebra and let I be its ideal. Then, A/I is a dextral symmetric

algebra if and only if I is symmetric.

Remark 2.5. The injective hypothesis of remark 2.1 cannot be relaxed, as can be seen by
taking the natural projection from the free algebra A of Example 2.3 onto the algebra A/I.

Proposition 2.6. An algebra A is dextral symmetric if it has any of the following four proper-

ties:

(i) Commutative and associative.

(ii) Commutative and anti-associative.

(iii) Anti-commutative and associative.
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(iv) Anti-commutative and anti-associative.

Proof. We only give the proof for (i) as the rest are similar. Let x, y, z ∈ A such that x(yz) = 0.
Then

y(xz) = (yx)z = (xy)z = x(yz) = 0.

�

Proposition 2.7. For an anti-commutative algebra A, the following are equivalent:

(1) A is a dextral symmetric algebra.

(2) A is anti-associative.

(3) A is a CB-algebra.

Proof. (1) =⇒ (3). Let A be a dextral symmetric algebra and x, y ∈ A such that xy = 0. Then
for all z ∈ A,

z(xy) = 0 =⇒ x(yz) = −x(zy) = 0 =⇒ (xz)y = −y(xz) = 0.

(3) =⇒ (2) follows from [4, Theorem 3.7], while (2) =⇒ (1) follows from (iv) of Proposition
2.6. �

Proposition 2.6 shows that the study of dextral symmetric algebras becomes relevant when
we consider the class of algebras that lacks at least one of the following properties: associative,
anti-associative, commutative or anti-commutative. Therefore, in the following two sections, we
chose to study the property of dextral symmetricity in two classes of algebras, one of which
is associative but not commutative/anti-commutative and the other which is neither (anti)
associative nor (anti) commutatative.

3. Classification of dextral symmetric Leavitt path algebras

In this section we consider a Leavitt path algebra over a unital commutative ring R. We
first characterize the graph associated to a Leavitt path algebra when it is dextral symmetric.
We begin by mentioning some basic definitions concerning this class of algebras that are helpful
to us in establishing our aim. Finally, we provide a complete classification of dextral symmetric
Leavitt path algebras with coefficients taken from a unital commutative ring.

By referring to a graph in this paper, we mean a directed graph E := (E0, E1, r, s), where
E0 and E1 are countable sets of vertices and edges respectively. The map r, s : E1 → E0 carries
each edge to its range and source, respectively.

A loop is an edge e ∈ E1 such that s(e) = r(e). A path in a graph E of length n is a
sequence of n edges given by β := e1e2 . . . en, where r(ei) = s(ei+1) for i ∈ {1, . . . n − 1}. The
vertices in E0 are considered to be paths of length 0. We denote the set of all finite paths by
E∗ := ∪∞

n=0E
n, where En denotes the set of all paths of length n.

For an edge e ∈ E1 with s(e) = u, r(e) = v, where u, v ∈ E0, we have a corresponding
ghost edge e∗ such that s(e∗) = v, r(e∗) = u. We denote the collection of all such ghost edges
by (E1)∗.

Now we give the formal definition of a Leavitt path algebra over a unital commutative
ring R.

The Leavitt path algebra of an arbitrary directed graph E over a unital commutative ring
R, denoted by LR(E) is an R-algebra generated by a set of pairwise orthogonal idempotent
elements {v | v ∈ E0} and a set {e, e∗ | e ∈ E∗} of edges and ghost edges of E satisfying the
following conditions :

(1) s(e)e = e = er(e) for all e ∈ E1.
(2) r(e)e∗ = e∗ = e∗s(e) for all e ∈ E1.
(3) (The CK-1 relations) For all e, f ∈ E1, e∗e = r(e) and e∗f = 0 if e 6= f .
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(4) (The CK-2 relations) For every regular vertex v ∈ E0,

v =
∑

e∈E1, s(e)=v

ee∗.

Remark 3.1. (1) Note that all the elements of the set {v, e, e∗ | v ∈ E0, e ∈ E1} are non-zero
in LR(E) [2, Proposition 3.4].

(2) Every element x ∈ LR(E) can be expressed as x =
∑m

j=1 ljαjγ
∗

j , where li ∈ R, αj, γj ∈ E∗

and m is a suitable integer.

Lemma 3.2. In a dextral symmetric Leavitt path algebra the associated graph has no edge with

distinct source and range.

Proof. Let us prove the lemma by contradiction. Consider a dextral symmetric Leavitt path
algebra LR(E). Suppose, that the graph E contains an edge e ∈ E1 such that s(e) 6= r(e). Then
we would have es(e)r(e) = 0. However, s(e)er(e) = e 6= 0 (as mentioned in Remark 3.1). This
contradicts our assumption that LR(E) is dextral symmetric. Thus, E contains no edge with
distinct source and range. �

Lemma 3.3. In a dextral symmetric Leavitt path algebra, the associated graph contains no

vertex emitting more than one loop.

Proof. Let LR(E) be a dextral symmetric Leavitt path algebra such that the associated graph E
contains a vertex v which emits at least two distinct loops say g, f . Then by CK-1 and Remark
3.1, g∗fv = g∗f = 0, but fg∗v = fg∗ 6= 0. Which is a contradiction. �

Lemma 3.4. The Leavitt path algebra LR(E) of a graph E with a single vertex and a single

loop is dextral symmetric.

Proof. The proof is straightforward. The Leavitt path algebra of such a graph is isomorphic
to the Laurent polynomial algebra R[x, x−1] for an indeterminate x, as shown in [3, Propo-
sition 1.3.4]. Since R is commutative, R[x, x−1] is commutative. Therefore, by part (i) of
Proposition 2.6, R[x, x−1] is dextral symmetric. �

Remark 3.5. With a similar argument as in Lemma 3.4, one can observe that a Leavitt path
algebra LR(E) of a graph E with a single vertex is always dextral symmetric.

As a consequence of the above results, we have the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.6. A Leavitt path algebra LR(E) is dextral symmetric iff each component of the graph

E is either of the following two types.

u

(i)

v

(ii)

e

Proof. The proof follows directly from Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.3, Lemma 3.4 and Remark 3.5. �

This finally leads us to give the complete classification of a dextral symmetric Leavitt path
algebra, LR(E).

Theorem 3.7. A dextral symmetric Leavitt path algebra LR(E) is isomorphic to :
⊕

I

R⊕
⊕

J

R[x, x−1].

for some index sets I and J .
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4. Leibniz algebra

We begin this section by recalling the definition of a right Leibniz algebra. A right Leibniz

algebra L over a field F is a vector space over the field F equipped with a bilinear product
[, ] : L × L → L called a bracket of L satisfying the following (right) Leibniz identity:

[a, [b, c]] = [[a, b], c] − [[a, c], b] for each a, b, c ∈ L , [5].

The analogous notion of left Leibniz algebra L satisfies the following (left) Leibniz identity:

[a, [b, c]] = [[a, b], c] + [b, [a, c]] for each a, b, c ∈ L , [10].

We start off our study of dextral symmetric right Leibniz algebras with the next proposition.
We show that for every triplet of elements x, y, z in a dextral symmetric right Leibniz algebra,
the product of the form [x, [y, z]] is equal to the product (of the same form) obtained by any
permutation of x, y and z up to sign. Specifically, if the permutation is taken clockwise the sign
is positive otherwise the sign is negative.

Proposition 4.1. If a right Leibniz algebra L is dextral symmetric, then for all x, y, z ∈ L ,

the following relations hold:

[x, [y, z]] = [y, [z, x]] = [z, [x, y]] = −[x, [z, y]] = −[y, [x, z]] = −[z, [y, x]],

Proof. Since L is a right Leibniz algebra, we always have [y, [x+z, x+z]] = 0 for all x, y, z ∈ L .
Moreover, L is dextral symmetric, which implies that [x+z, [y, x+z]] = 0, leading to [x, [y, z]] =
−[z, [y, x]]. It follows from the Leibniz identity that [x, [y, z]] = −[x, [z, y]]. By replacing x with
y, y with z, and z with x, the same argument can be applied to obtain the required result. �

Theorem 4.2. A right Leibniz algebra L which is also a left Leibniz algebra is dextral symmetric

iff it is anti-associative.

Proof. A right Leibniz algebra L which is also a left Leibniz algebra satisfies

[x, [y, z]] = −[x, [z, y]] = −[[y, z], x] = [[z, y], x],

for all x, y, z ∈ L . Assume L to be dextral symmetric. Then by Proposition 4.1, for any
x, y, z ∈ L we have the following relations,

[x, [y, z]] = [z, [x, y]] = −[[x, y], z].

Conversely, let L be anti-associative. If we have elements x, y, z ∈ L such that [x, [y, z]] = 0,
then we get,

[y, [x, z]] = −[[x, z], y] = [x, [z, y]] = 0.

�

It is worth mentioning here that not every dextral symmetric right Leibniz algebra is
anti-associative. For instance, Example 4.3 is dextral symmetric but not anti-associative.

Henceforth, unless otherwise mentioned, the term Leibniz algebra will mean a right Leibniz
algebra.

Over the years, many studies have been carried out on solvable and right nilpotent Leibniz
algebras, [5, 7, 10, 11, 12, 13]. In this paper, we introduce another class of Leibniz algebras that
lies between the classes of right nilpotent and solvable Leibniz algebras. We introduce the notion
of left nilpotency, which is a weaker notion than the usual notion of nilpotency. However, these
two notions of nilpotency coincide for a Lie algebra. In order to give the formal definition of this
new class of Leibniz algebras, let us mention the following four sequences of two-sided ideals of
a given Leibniz algebra L .

(i) L <1> = L , L <n+1> = [L <n>,L ];

(ii) L (1) = L , L (n+1) = [L ,L (n)];

(iii) L [1] = L , L [n+1] = [L [n],L [n]];
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(iv) L 1 = L , L n+1 = [L 1,L n] + [L 2,L n−1] + · · ·+ [L n−1,L 2] + [L n,L 1].

The algebra L is said to be nilpotent if L n = 0, for some n ∈ N, right nilpotent if L <k> = 0,
for some k ∈ N, and solvable if there exists n′ ∈ N such that L [n′] = 0 [5].

We call a Leibniz algebra L left nilpotent if there exists k′ ∈ N such that L (k′) = 0. A
similar notion can be defined for left Leibniz algebras. It easily follows that a subalgebra as well
as a quotient algebra of a left nilpotent Leibniz algebra is left nilpotent.

It was shown in [5] that a Leibniz algebra is right nilpotent if and only if it is nilpotent.
Also, it is well known that a right nilpotent Leibniz algebra is solvable, but not vice versa.

It is easy to see from the Leibniz identity that in a Leibniz algebra, right nilpotency will
imply left nilpotency. But Example 4.3 below shows that the reverse implication may not hold
in general. Thus implying that in a Leibniz algebra, right nilpotency and left nilpotency are two
different concepts. This distinction comes mainly from the fact that the brackets in a generic
Leibniz algebra do not commute.

Example 4.3. Let L be the Leibniz algebra of dimension 3, spanned by {x, y, z} with the
non-zero product given by

[z, x] = z.

Then L is left nilpotent but not right nilpotent.

Theorem 4.4. Let L be a finite dimensional Leibniz algebra over a field of characteristic zero.

If L is left nilpotent, then it is solvable.

Proof. Assume that L is left nilpotent. By the Levi-Malcev theorem for Leibniz algebra [6,
Theorem 1], L can be decomposed as L = R + S, where R is the solvable radical of L , and
S is a subalgebra of L which is a semi-simple Lie algebra. We now claim that S must be zero.
If not, since S is a subalgebra of L , it is also left nilpotent and hence a nilpotent Lie algebra.
Consequently, S is solvable. This contradicts the fact that there exists no non-zero Lie algebra
that is both semi-simple and solvable. Therefore, S = 0 yielding that L is solvable. �

However, the following example shows that the converse of the above theorem is not true.

Example 4.5. Consider the 3-dimensional Leibniz algebra L ′ generated by {x, y, z} with the
non-zero products given by:

[x, z] = x; [y, z] = y; [z, y] = −y.

Clearly, L ′ is solvable as L ′[3] = 0. But it is not left nilpotent.

Thus in the class of finite dimensional Leibniz algebras over a field of characteristic zero,
we have the following strict inclusions:

{
Right nilpotent

}
(

{
Left nilpotent

}
(

{
Solvable

}
.

In what follows, we establish that in the class of dextral symmetric Leibniz algebras, the notions
of solvability and left nilpotency coincide.

Lemma 4.6. In a dextral symmetric Leibniz algebra L , for any elements x, y, z, w ∈ L , the
following relation holds:

[[x, y], [z, w]] = [x, [y, [z, w]]].

Proof. Let x, y, z, w be any four elements of L , then by repeatedly applying Proposition 4.1 it
follows that

[[x, y], [z, w]] = [z, [w, [x, y]]] = [z, [x, [y,w]]]

= −[x, [z, [y,w]]] = [x, [y, [z, w]]].

�
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Corollary 4.7. Let L be a dextral symmetric Leibniz algebra. For any two subspaces A,B of

L , and for any integer n ≥ 2,

[[A,B],L (n)] = [A, [B,L (n)].

Thus, in particular for any three integers m1,m2 ≥ 1, and n ≥ 2,

[[L [m1],L [m2]],L [n]] = [L [m1], [L [m2],L (n)]].

Remark 4.8. Lemma 4.6 shows that for a dextral symmetric Leibniz algebra L , L [3] = L (4).
We generalize this observation in the subsequent propositions.

Proposition 4.9. Let L be a dextral symmetric Leibniz algebra. Then for each m,n ≥ 1,

[L [m],L (n)] = L
(2(m−1)+n).

Proof. We proceed by induction on m. For m = 1 and any n ≥ 1, we have

[L [1],L (n)] = L
(n+1) = L

(2(1−1)+n).

Thus it is true for m = 1. Let us assume the result holds for m, i.e.,

[L[m],L (n)] = L
(2(m−1)+n).

By Corollary 4.7 and the induction hypothesis we get:

[L [m+1],L (n)] = [L [m], [L [m],L (n)]]

= [L [m],L (2(m−1)+n)]

= L
(2.2(m−1)+n)

= L
(2m+n).

�

Proposition 4.10. Let L be a dextral symmetric Leibniz algebra. Then for any m ≥ 1,

L
[m] = L

(2(m−1)).

Proof. We prove this proposition by induction on m. First of all, it is easy to see that the result
is true for m = 1. Assuming that it is true for m, we have:

L
[m] = L

(2(m−1)).

Now, from the above assumption we may write

L
[m+1] = [L [m], L[m]] = [L[m],L (2(m−1))].

Following Proposition 4.9, we can conclude that

L
[m+1] = L

(2(m−1)+2(m−1)) = L
(2m).

�

We are now in a position to characterize a solvable dextral symmetric algebra.

Theorem 4.11. A dextral symmetric Leibniz algebra L is solvable if and only if it is left

nilpotent.

Proof. The fact that solvability will imply left nilpotency is clear from Proposition 4.10. Also,
if L (n) = 0 for some n ∈ N, we have L (2n) = 0. Again, by Proposition 4.10 L [n−1] = 0. �

Remark 4.12. (1) It is worth mentioning here that a dextral symmetric solvable and hence
left nilpotent right Leibnitz algebra may not be right nilpotent. For instance, the Leibniz
algebra in Example 4.3 is dextral symmetric as well as solvable, whereas it is not right
nilpotent.
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(2) Since in a right Leibniz algebra which is also a left Leibniz algebra, the concepts of left
nilpotency and right nilpotency are the same, it follows from Theorem 4.11 that in a dextral
symmetric right Leibniz algebra which is also a left Leibniz algebra all three notions of right
nilpotency, left nilpotency and solvability coincide.

Proposition 4.13. Let L be an n-dimensional dextral symmetric Leibniz algebra. Then

L (n+1) = 0.

Proof. Let {x1, x2, · · · , xn} be a basis of L . Then any element of L (n+1) is a linear combination
of the following product of n+ 1 basis elements:

[xi1 , [xi2 , [· · · , [xin , xin+1 ] · · · ]]],

where i1, . . . , in+1 ∈ {1, . . . , n}. It follows that there exists at least one pair of distinct indices
ij and ik such that xij = xik . Since L is dextral symmetric, by Proposition 4.1 and the Leibniz
identity,

[xi1 , [xi2 , [· · · , [xin , xin+1 ] · · · ]]] = ±[xi1 , [xi2 , [· · · , [xin+1 , [xij , xik ]] · · · ]]] = 0

Hence L (n+1) = 0. �

Corollary 4.14. Any finite dimensional dextral symmetric Leibniz algebra is left nilpotent and

hence solvable.

5. Classification of complex dextral symmetric Leibniz algebras up to

dimension 4

In this section, we consider the Leibniz algebras over the field of complex numbers. It
follows from Corollary 4.14 that to classify 44-dimensional dextral symmetric Leibniz algebra, it
is enough to classify them based on the classification of 44-dimensional solvable Leibniz algebras
in [7], [13] and [8].

In what follows, we mention only the non-zero brackets of basis elements of a Leibniz
algebra.

Proposition 5.1. If L is a 2-dimensional right nilpotent Liebniz algebra, then L is dextral

symmetric.

Proof. If L is abelian, then it is clearly dextral symmetric. If it is non abelian, it will be
isomorphic to the following algebra:

γ1 : [x, x] = y,

where {x, y} is the basis of L . Notice that in γ1, the element [a, [b, c]] is zero for all a, b, c ∈ L .
Hence, L is trivially dextral symmetric. �

Proposition 5.2. Every 3-dimensional right nilpotent Leibniz algebra is dextral symmetric.

Proof. Let L be a 3-dimensional right nilpotent Leibniz algebra. The result is true if L is
abelian. If L is non abelian, and if {x, y, z} is its basis, it is isomorphic to one of the following
pairwise non-isomorphic algebras:

µ1 : [x, x] = z ;

µ2 : [x, y] = z, [y, x] = −z ;

µ3(α) : [x, x] = z, [y, y] = αz, [x, y] = z ;

µ4 : [y, x] = z, [x, y] = z ;

µ5 : [x, x] = y, [y, x] = z.

In each of the above cases, L (3) = 0. Therefore, L is dextral symmetric. �

We assume that a 4-dimensional right Leibinz algebra is spanned by {x, y, z, w}.
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Theorem 5.3. There are exactly 18 isomorphism classes of 4-dimensional right nilpotent dextral

symmetric Leibniz algebras.

Proof. According to [7] and [13], the isomorphism classes of right nilpotent Leibniz algebras are
given by the following algebras.

N1 : [x, x] = y, [y, x] = z, [z, x] = w ;

N2 : [x, x] = z, [x, y] = w, [y, x] = z, [z, x] = w ;

N3 : [x, x] = z, [y, x] = z, [z, x] = w ;

N4(α) : [x, x] = z, [x, y] = αw, [y, x] = z, [y, y] = w, [z, x] = w, α ∈ {0, 1} ;

N5 : [x, x] = z, [x, y] = w, [z, x] = w ;

N6 : [x, x] = z, [y, y] = w, [z, x] = w ;

N7 : [x, x] = w, [y, x] = z, [z, x] = w, [x, y] = −z, [x, z] = −w ;

N8 : [x, x] = w, [y, x] = z, [z, x] = w, [x, y] = −z + w, [x, z] = −w ;

N9 : [x, x] = w, [y, x] = z, [y, y] = w, [z, x] = w, [x, y] = −z + 2w, [x, z] = −w ;

N10 : [x, x] = w, [y, x] = z, [y, y] = w, [z, x] = w, [x, y] = −z, [x, z] = −w ;

N11 : [x, x] = w, [x, y] = z, [y, x] = −z, [y, y] = −2z + w ;

N12 : [x, y] = z, [y, x] = w, [y, y] = −z ;

N13(α) : [x, x] = z, [x, y] = w, [y, x] = −αz, [y, y] = −w, α ∈ C ;

N14(α) : [x, x] = w, [x, y] = αw, [y, x] = −αw, [y, y] = w, [z, z] = w, α ∈ C ;

N15 : [x, y] = w, [x, z] = w, [y, x] = −w, [y, y] = w, [z, x] = w :

N16 : [x, x] = w, [x, y] = w, [y, x] = −w, [z, z] = w ;

N17 : [x, y] = z, [y, x] = w ;

N18 : [x, y] = z, [y, x]− z, [y, y] = w ;

N19 : [y, x] = w, [y, y] = z ;

N20(α) : [x, y] = w, [y, x] =
1 + α

1− α
w, [y, y] = z, α ∈ C \ {1} ;

N21 : [x, y] = w, [y, x] = −w, [z, z] = w ;

N22 : [z, x] = w, [y, z] = w.

Notice that in each of the algebras from N7 to N10 we have [y, [x, x]] = 0 but [x, [y, x]] 6= 0.

Whereas, for all the other 18 isomorphism classes, N
(3)
i = 0. �

Theorem 5.4. A 4-dimensional solvable Leibniz algebra with 2-dimensional nilradical is dextral

symmetric if and only if it is isomorphic to the algebra

R1 : [x, z] = x, [y,w] = y.

Proof. A 4-dimensional solvable Leibniz algebra with 2-dimensional nilradical is isomorphic to
the following pairwise non-isomorphic algebras:

R1 : [x, z] = x, [y,w] = y ;

S2 : [x, z] = x, [y,w] = y, [z, x] = −x, [w, y] = −y ;

S3 : [x, z] = x, [y,w] = y, [w, y] = −y.

Since in R1, [a, [b, c]] = 0 for each a, b, c ∈ R1, it is clearly dextral symmetric.
We now claim that S2 and S3 are not dextral symmetric. We will only show that S2 is

not dextral symmetric, as the proof for S3 is similar.
Assume for contradiction that S2 is dextral symmetric. Then [b, [a, b]] = 0 for all a, b ∈ S2.

However, [z, [x, z]] = −x 6= 0. Thus S2 can not be dextral symmetric. �
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Remark 5.5. Note that in Theorem 5.4, S2 and S3 are not left nilpotent. As in both the
algebras, the element

[w, [w, [w, · · · w, [w
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n−times

, y] · · · ]]] = (−1)ny 6= 0, for any n ∈ N.

Hence, S
(n)
i 6= 0 for all n ∈ N, where i ∈ {2, 3}.

Proposition 5.6. There exists no dextral symmetric Leibniz algebra of dimension 4 with nil-

radical isomorphic to µ2.

Proof. Any 4-dimensional solvable Leibniz algebra with nilradical isomorphic to µ2 is isomorphic
to one of the following algebras which are pairwise non-isomorphic:

L1(λ) : [y, z] = w, [z, y] = −w, [y, x] = y, [z, x] = λz, [w, x] = (1 + λ)w,

[x, y] = −y, [x, z] = −λz, [x,w] = (1 + λ)w.

L2 : [y, z] = w, [z, y] = −w, [y, x] = y, [x, y] = −y,

[z, x] = −z, [x, z] = z, [x, x] = w.

L3 : [y, z] = w, [z, y] = −w, [y, x] = y + z, [x, y] = −y − z,

[z, x] = z, [x, z] = −z, [w, x] = 2w, [x,w] = −2w.

Similar to the proof of Theorem 5.4, we can show that in each of the above mentioned algebras,
there exists elements a, b such that [b, [a, b]] 6= 0. Which yields that the algebras L1(λ), L2 and
L3 are not dextral symmetric. �

Remark 5.7. L1(λ), L2 and L3 are not left nilpotent.

Proposition 5.8. A 4-dimensional solvable Leibniz algebra with nilradical isomorphic to µ3(α)
is dextral symmetric if and only if it is isomorphic to the algebra

R2 : [z, y] = w, [z, x] = z, [w, x] = w.

Proposition 5.9. A 4-dimensional solvable Leibniz algebra with nilradical isomorphic to µ1 is

dextral symmetric if and only if it is isomorphic to the following three pairwise non-isomorphic

algebras:

R3(β) : [y, y] = w, [z, x] = z, [x, y] = w, [x, x] = βw, w ∈ C ;

R4 : [y, y] = w, [z, x] = z ;

R5 : [y, y] = w, [z, x] = z, [x, y] = w, [y, x] = w.

Remark 5.10. Note that R3(β) and Ri are left nilpotent for each i ∈ {2, 4, 5} with index of
left nilpotency equal to 3.

Proposition 5.11. There is no 4-dimensional dextral symmetric solvable Leibniz algebra with

nilradical isomorphic to µ4 or µ5.

Following the discussions above, we have a complete characterization of a 4-dimensional
solvable dextral symmetric Leibniz algebra.

Theorem 5.12. A 4-dimensional Leibniz algebra L is dextral symmetric if and only if L (3) = 0.

For every n ∈ N, there exists an n-dimensional dextral symmetric Leibniz algebra L over
any field satisfying L (3) = 0.

Example 5.13. [9, Example 2.2] Let L be a Leibniz algebra spanned by basis elements
{x1, . . . , xn−1, xn} with non-zero products given by

[xi, xn] = xi for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}.

Then, clearly L (3) = 0.
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We bring this paper to a close with an example of a 7-dimensional Lie algebra to show
that not every finite-dimensional dextral symmetric Leibniz algebra L will satisfy L (3) = 0.

Example 5.14. [4, Example 4.6] Let L be a 7-dimensional Lie algebra over a field of charac-
teristic 3. Consider the set {x1, x2, x3, x4, x5, x6, x7} as the basis of L with multiplication given
by

[x1, x2] = x4, [x1, x3] = x5, [x2, x3] = x6,

[x1, x6] = x7, [x2, x5] = −x7, [x3, x4] = x7.

It can be verified that L is a dextral symmetric Lie algebra. However, [x1, [x2, x3]] = x7 6= 0.

Acknowledgements

We express our heartfelt gratitude to Dr. Ardeline Mary Buhphang (NEHU, Shillong),
Rishabh Goswami (NEHU, Shillong) and Dr. Ripan Saha (Raiganj University) for their valuable
suggestions while preparing this manuscript. The first author would like to thank Prof. Samuel
Lopes (University of Porto) for his insightful conversations during CIMPA School-2024, held in
Philippines. We also thank Ivan Kaygorodov’s (Federal University of ABC, Brazil) for identifying
an error in our paper and bringing it into our attention.

References

[1] J. Lambek, On the representation of modules by sheaves of factor modules, Canadian Mathematical Bulletin,
14(3) (1971), 359-368.

[2] M. Tomforde, Leavitt path algebras with coefficients in a commutative ring. Journal of Pure and Applied
Algebra, 215 (2011), 471-484.

[3] G. Abrams, P. Ara, M. Siles Molina Leavitt Path Algebras -Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Springer, London
(2017)

[4] R. Saha, D. A. Towers, On certain classes of algebras in which centralizers are ideals. Journal of Lie Theory,
31(4) (2021), 991-1002.

[5] Sh. A. Ayupov, B. A. Omirov, On Leibniz algebras, Algebra and Operator Theory, (1998), 1-12.

[6] D. W. Barnes, On Levi’s theorem for Leibniz algebra, Bulletin of Australian Mathematical Society, 86(2)
(2012), 184-185.

[7] S. Albeverio, B. A. Omirov, I. S. Rakhimov. Classification of 4-dimensional nilpotent complex Leibniz alge-
bras. Extracta Mathematicae. 21(3) (2006). 197-210.
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