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A BIALGEBRA THEORY OF ANTI-LEIBNIZ ALGEBRAS

BO HOU AND ZHANPENG CUI

Abstract. We introduce the notion of an anti-Leibniz bialgebra which is equivalent to a Manin triple

of anti-Leibniz algebras, is equivalent to a matched pair of anti-Leibniz algebras. The study of some

special anti-Leibniz bialgebras leads to the introduction of the anti-Leibniz Yang-Baxter equation in an

anti-Leibniz algebra. A symmetric (or an invariant) solution of the anti-Leibniz Yang-Baxter equation

gives an anti-Leibniz bialgebra. The notion of a relative Rota-Baxter operator of an anti-Leibniz algebra

is introduced to construct symmetric solutions of the anti-Leibniz Yang-Baxter equation. Moreover, we

introduce the notions of factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebras and skew-symmetric Rota-Baxter anti-Leibniz

algebras, and show that a factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebra leads to a factorization of the underlying

anti-Leibniz algebra. There is a one-to-one correspondence between factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebras

and skew-quadratic Rota-Baxter anti-Leibniz algebras. Finally, we constrict anti-Leibniz bialgebras form

Leibniz bialgebras by the tensor product and constrict infinite-dimensional anti-Leibniz bialgebras form

finite-dimensional anti-Leibniz bialgebras by the completed tensor product.
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1. Introduction

A bialgebra structure on a given algebraic structure is obtained as a coalgebra structure together which

gives the same algebraic structure on the dual space with a set of compatibility conditions between the

multiplications and comultiplications. One of the most famous examples of bialgebras is the Lie bialge-

bra [14] and more importantly there have been a lot of bialgebra theories for other algebra structures that

essentially follow the approach of Lie bialgebras such as antisymmetric infinitesimal bialgebras [1, 4, 5],

left-symmetric bialgebras [3], Jordan bialgebras [29], Poisson bialgebras [24], transposed Poisson bial-

gebras [22], Leibniz bialgebra [28] and mock-Lie bialgebras [11]. In this paper, we give a bialgebra

theory for anti-Leibniz algebras.

Leibniz algebra is a non-commutative analogue of Lie algebra, which was first considered in [23]

by the study of the periodicity in algebraic K-theory. A mock-Lie algebra (also called Jacobi-Jordan

algebra, Lie-Jordan algebra) is a commutative algebra satisfying the Jacobi identity, which is a spe-

cial Jordan algebra. In recent years, mock-Lie algebra has attracted the attention of many scholars

[7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 16, 18, 19, 30]. Recently, the notion of anti-Leibniz algebras as a noncommutative
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version of mock-Lie algebras was introduced in [9]. In this paper, we still take a similar approach as

the study on Lie bialgebras. The notion of anti-Leibniz bialgebra is thus introduced as an equivalent

structure of a Manin triple of anti-Leibniz algebras, which is interpreted in terms of matched pairs of

anti-Leibniz algebras. One reason for the usefulness of the Lie bialgebra is that it has a coboundary

theory, which leads to the construction of Lie bialgebras from solutions of the classical Yang-Baxter

equations. An important class of quasi-triangular Lie bialgebras, factorizable Lie bialgebras are used

to connect classical r-matrices with certain factorization problems, and have various applications in

integrable systems [25, 27]. Recently, the factorizable Lie bialgebras, factorizable antisymmetric infin-

itesimal bialgebras and factorizable Leibniz bialgebras have been studied in [17], [26] and [6]. Here we

also introduce the notion of quasi-triangular anti-Leibniz bialgebra and the anti-Leibniz Yang-Baxter

equation in an anti-Leibniz algebra. We give the relative Rota-Baxter operators of anti-Leibniz algebras

and construct a solution of the Yang-Baxter equation in an anti-Leibniz algebra. Moreover, the notion

of factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebra is introduced, and a one-to-one correspondence between factoriz-

able anti-Leibniz bialgebras and skew-quadratic Rota-Baxter anti-Leibniz algebras of nonzero weight is

given. We know very little about specific examples of anti-Leibniz algebras and anti-Leibniz bilgebras.

Note that the tensor product of a Leibniz algebra and an anti-commutative anti-associative algebra is

an anti-Leibniz algebra, we take this result to the level of the bialgebras, and provide some specific

examples of anti-Leibniz bialgebras. The bialgebra theory of anti-Leibniz algebras is based on finite-

dimensional anti-Leibniz algebras. For the infinite-dimensional anti-Leibniz bialgebras, we provide a

construction method using the completed tensor products.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some basic definitions of anti-Leibniz

algebras and bimodules over anti-Leibniz algebras. We introduce the notions of matched pairs of anti-

Leibniz algebras, Manin triples of anti-Leibniz algebras and anti-Leibniz bialgebras. The equivalence

between them is interpreted. In Section 3, we consider some special classes of anti-Leibniz bialge-

bras, such as triangular anti-Leibniz bialgebras and factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebras, and introduce

the notion of the anti-Leibniz Yang-Baxter equation in an anti-Leibniz algebra. The notion of rela-

tive Rota-Baxter operators of anti-Leibniz algebras is introduced to provide symmetric solutions of the

anti-Leibniz Yang-Baxter equation in semi-direct product anti-Leibniz algebras and hence gives rise to

anti-Leibniz bialgebras. Moreover, we establish the factorizable theories for anti-Leibniz bialgebras,

and give a one-to-one correspondence between factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebras and skew-quadratic

Rota-Baxter anti-Leibniz algebras. At end of this section, we give some examples of anti-Leibniz bial-

gebras by Leibniz bialgebras. In Section 4, we introduce the notions of completed tensor product of

Z-graded vector spaces, completed anti-Leibniz coalgebras, and propose a method for constructing

infinite-dimensional anti-Leibniz bialgebras using the completed tensor product of finite-dimensional

anti-Leibniz bialgebras and quadratic Z-graded commutative associative algebra.

Throughout this paper, we fix k a field and characteristic zero. All the vector spaces and algebras are

of finite dimension over k, and all tensor products are also taking over k.

2. Anti-Leibniz algebras and anti-Leibniz bialgebras

In this section, we recall the background on anti-Leibniz algebras and bimodules over anti-Leibniz

algebras. We introduce the notions of matched pairs of anti-Leibniz algebras, Manin triples of anti-

Leibniz algebras and anti-Leibniz bialgebras. The equivalence between them is interpreted.

Definition 2.1 ([9]). An anti-Leibniz algebra over k is a k-vector space A with a multiplication · :

A ⊗ A→ A, such that for any a1, a2, a3 ∈ A,

a1(a2a3) + (a1a2)a3 + a2(a1a3) = 0,

where a1a2 := a1 · a2 for simply.

By the definition, it is easy to see that (a1a2)a3 = (a2a1)a3 for any elements a1, a2, a3 in an anti-Leibniz

algebra (A, ·). Anti-Leibniz algebra is a noncommutative version of the mock-Lie algebras. Recall that
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a mock-Lie algebra is a vector space V together with a bilinear map [−,−] : V × V → V , such that for

any v1, v2, v3 ∈ V ,

[v1, v2] = [v2, v1], [v1, [v2, v3]] + [v2, [v3, v1]] + [v3, [v1, v2]] = 0.

Since [v1, v2] = [v2, v1], the second equation can be rewrite as [v1, [v2, v3]]+[[v1, v2], v3]+[v2, [v1, v3]] = 0

or [v1, [v2, v3]] + [[v1, v2], v3] + [[v1, v3], v2] = 0. The anti-Leibniz algebra given in Definition 2.1 is also

called a left anti-Leibniz algebra. A right anti-Leibniz algebra (A, ·) is given by a1(a2a3) + (a1a2)a3 +

(a1a3)a2 = 0, for any a1, a2, a3 ∈ A. It is easy to see that (A, ·) is a left anti-Leibniz algebra if and only if

its opposite algebra is right anti-Leibniz. For classification problems that anti-Leibniz algebra, we still

know very little. Here we give some simple examples.

Example 2.2. Let vector space A = k{e1, e2}. Then the non trivial anti-Leibniz algebraic structure on A

is only isomorphic to the algebra given by

Λ
2
1 : e1e1 = e2;

Λ
2
2

: e1e1 = −ae1 −
a2

b
e2, e1e2 = e2e1 = be1 + ae2, e2e2 = −

b2

a
e1 − be2, with 0 , a, b ∈ k.

That is to say, all 2-dimensional anti-Leibniz algebras are commutative.

Let vector space A = k{e1, e2, e3}. Define e1e2 = e3 = e2e2. Then A is a 3-dimensional (noncommuta-

tive) anti-Leibniz algebra under this product.

Let (A, ·) and (B, ·′) be two anti-Leibniz algebras. We call (B, ·′) is a subalgebra of (A, ·) if B is a

subspace of A and ·′ is the restriction of · on B. A linear map f : A → B is called a homomorphism of

anti-Leibniz algebras if for any a1, a2 ∈ A, f (a1 · a2) = f (a1) ·′ f (a2). A homomorphism f is said to

be an isomorphism if f is a bijection. Now we introduce the definition of module over an anti-Leibniz

algebra.

Definition 2.3. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra, M be a k-vector space. If there exists a pair of

bilinear maps l, r : A→ gl(M), such that for any a1, a2 ∈ A and m ∈ M,

l(a1a2)(m) + l(a1)(l(a2)(m)) + l(a2)(l(a1)(m)) = 0,

l(a1)(r(a2)(m)) + r(a2)(l(a1)(m)) + r(a1a2)(m) = 0,

r(a1a2)(m) + r(a2)(r(a1)(m)) + l(a1)(r(a2)(m)) = 0,

we call (M, l, r) (or simply M) is a bimodule over (A, ·).

Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra, (M, l, r) be a bimodule over (A, ·). Then we get

r(a1)(r(a2)(m)) = r(a1)(l(a2)(m)),

for any a1, a2 ∈ A and m ∈ M. Now, let (M, l, r) and (N, l′, r′) be two bimodules over (A, ·) and f :

M → N be a linear map. Then f is called a morphism of bimodule if f (l(a)(m)) = l′(a)( f (m)) and

f (r(a)(m)) = r′(a)( f (m)) for any a ∈ A and m ∈ M. (M, l, r) and (N, l′, r′) are called isomorphic

as bimodule if the morphism f is an isomorphism. Moreover, if we denote lA, rA : A → gl(A) by

lA(a1)(a2) = a1a2 and rA(a1)(a2) = a2a1 for any a1, a2 ∈ A, then it is easy to see that (A, lA, rA) is a

bimodule over (A, ·), which is called the regular bimodule over (A, ·). By direct calculations, we can

give an equivalent condition as follows.

Proposition 2.4. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra, M be a k-vector space, l, r : A → gl(M) be two

bilinear maps. Then (M, l, r) is a bimodule over (A, ·) if and only if A ⊕ M is an anti-Leibniz algebra

under the following operation:

(a1,m1)(a2,m2) =
(

a1a2, l(a1)(m2) + r(a2)m1

)

,

for all a1, a2 ∈ A and m1,m2 ∈ M. This anti-Leibniz algebra is called the semi-direct product of (A, ·)
by bimodule (M, l, r), denoted by A ⋉ M.
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Let V be a vector space. Denote the standard pairing between the dual space V∗ and V by

〈−,−〉 : V∗ ⊗ V → k, 〈ξ, v〉 := ξ(v),

for any ξ ∈ V∗ and v ∈ V . Let V , W be two vector spaces. For a linear map ϕ : V → W, the transpose

map ϕ∗ : W∗ → V∗ is defined by

〈ϕ∗(ξ), v〉 := 〈ξ, ϕ(v)〉,

for any v ∈ V and ξ ∈ W∗. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra and V be a vector space. For a linear

map ψ : A → gl(V), the linear map ψ∗ : A→ gl(V∗) is defined by

〈ψ∗(a)(ξ), v〉 := 〈ξ, ψ(a)(v)〉,

for any a ∈ A, v ∈ V , ξ ∈ V∗. That is, ψ∗(a) = ψ(a)∗ for all a ∈ A. Then, for any bimodule (M, l, r)
over anti-Leibniz algebra (A, ·), it is easy to see that, (M∗, l∗, l∗ − r∗) is again a bimodule over (A, ·). In

particular, we get (A∗, l∗A, l
∗
A − r∗A) is a bimodule over (A, ·), which is called the coregular bimodule.

We give the definition of matched pair of anti-Leibniz algebras.

Definition 2.5. Let (A, ·) and (B, ·′) be two anti-Leibniz algebras, (B, lA, rA) and (A, lB, rB) be bimodules

over (A, ·) and (B, ·′) respectively. If for any a, a1, a2 ∈ A and b, b1, b2 ∈ B,

rA(a)(b1b2) + b1rA(a)(b2) + b2rA(a)(b1) + rA(lB(b2)(a))(b1) + rA(lB(b1)(a))(b2) = 0,(2.1)

lA(a)(b1b2) + lA(a)(b1)b2 + b1lA(a)(b2) + lA(rB(b1)(a))(b2) + rA(rB(b2)(a))(b1) = 0,(2.2)

lA(a)(b1)b2 + lA(rB(b1)(a))(b2) − rA(a)(b1)b2 − lA(lB(b1)(a))(b2) = 0,(2.3)

rB(b)(a1a2) + a1rB(b)(a2) + a2rB(b)(a1) + rB(lA(a2)(b))(a1) + rB(lA(a1)(b))(a2) = 0,(2.4)

lB(b)(a1a2) + lB(b)(a1)a2 + a1lB(b)(a2) + lB(rA(a1)(b))(a2) + rB(rA(a2)(b))(a1) = 0,(2.5)

lB(b)(a1)a2 + lB(rA(a1)(b))(a2) − rB(b)(a1)a2 − lB(lA(a1)(b))(a2) = 0,(2.6)

where a1a2 := a1 · a2 and b1b2 := b1 ·
′ b2, we called (A, B, lA, rA, lB, rB) is a matched pair of anti-Leibniz

algebras of (A, ·) and (B, ·′).

For the matched pair of anti-Leibniz algebras, we have the following equivalent description.

Proposition 2.6. Let (A, ·) and (B, ·′) be two anti-Leibniz algebras, lA, rA : A → gl(B) and lB, rB : B →

gl(A) be four linear maps. Then (A, B, lA, rA, lB, rB) is a matched pair of anti-Leibniz algebras of (A, ·)
and (B, ·′) if and only if A ⊕ B under the product

(a1, b1) ∗ (a2, b2) =
(

a1a2 + lB(b1)(a2) + rB(b2)(a1), b1b2 + lA(a1)(b2) + rA(a2)(b1)
)

,(2.7)

for all a1, a2 ∈ A and b1, b2 ∈ B, is also an anti-Leibniz algebra. This anti-Leibniz algebra is called a

crossed product of (A, ·) and (B, ·′), denoted by A ⊲⊳ B.

Proof. It is straightforward. �

In particular, consider the matched pair of anti-Leibniz algebra structures on A and A∗, we have the

following corollary.

Corollary 2.7. Let (A, ·) and (A∗, ·′) be two anti-Leibniz algebras. Then (A, A∗, l∗
A
, l∗

A
−r∗

A
, l∗

A∗
, l∗

A∗
−r∗

A∗
) is

a matched pair of anti-Leibniz algebras of (A, ·) and (A∗,∆∗) if and only if for any a1, a2 ∈ A and ξ ∈ A∗,

(l∗A∗ − r∗A∗)(ξ)(a1a2) + a1(l∗A∗ − r∗A∗)(ξ)(a2) + a2(l∗A∗ − r∗A∗)(ξ)(a1)(2.8)

+ (l∗A∗ − r∗A∗)(l
∗
A(a2)(ξ))(a1) + (l∗A∗ − r∗A∗)(l

∗
A(a1)(ξ))(a2) = 0,

l∗A∗(ξ)(a1a2) + l∗A∗(ξ)(a1)a2 + a1l∗A∗(ξ)(a2)(2.9)

+ l∗A∗((l
∗
A − r∗A)(a1)(ξ))(a2) + (l∗A∗ − r∗A∗)((l

∗
A − r∗A)(a2)(ξ))(a1) = 0,

r∗A∗(ξ)(a1)a2 − l∗A∗(r
∗
A(a1)(ξ))(a2) = 0.(2.10)
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Proof. Taking lA = l∗
A
, rA = l∗

A
−r∗

A
, lB = l∗

A∗
and rB = l∗

A∗
−r∗

A∗
in Eqs. (2.4)-(2.6), we get Eqs. (2.8)-(2.10)

respectively. Note that for any a1, a2 ∈ A and ξ1, ξ2 ∈ A∗,

〈(r∗A∗(ξ1)(a1)a2, ξ2〉 − 〈l
∗
A∗(r

∗
A(a1)(ξ1))(a2), ξ2〉 =〈r

∗
A∗(ξ1)(a1)a2, ξ2〉 − 〈a2, r∗A(a1)(ξ1)ξ2〉

=〈a2, l∗A∗(r
∗
A∗(ξ1)(a1))(ξ2)〉 − 〈a2, r∗A(a1)(ξ1)ξ2〉,

we get Eq. (2.8) ⇔ Eq. (2.3). Similarly, if Eq. (2.3) holds, we can deduce Eq. (2.9) ⇔ Eq. (2.2) and

Eq. (2.8)⇔ Eq. (2.1). Thus we obtain this corollary. �

Let B(−,−) be a bilinear form on an anti-Leibniz algebra (A, ·).

- B(−,−) is called nondegenerate if B(a1, a2) = 0 for any a2 ∈ A, then a1 = 0;

- B(−,−) is called skew-symmetric if B(a1, a2) = −B(a2, a1), for any a1, a2 ∈ A;

- B(−,−) is called invariant if B(a1a2, a3) = B(a1, a2a3 − a3a2), for any a1, a2, a3 ∈ A.

Let B(−,−) be a skew-symmetric invariant bilinear form on an anti-Leibniz algebra (A, ·). Then, we

also have B(a1a2, a3) = −B(a1a3, a2) = B(a2, a1a3), for any a1, a2, a3 ∈ A.

Lemma 2.8. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra and (A, lA, rA) be the regular bimodule over (A, ·).
Then (A, lA, rA) and (A∗, l∗A, l

∗
A − r∗A) are isomorphic as bimodules over (A, ·) if and only if there exists a

nondegenerate skew-symmetric invariant bilinear form B(−,−) on (A, ·).

Proof. Suppose that there exists a nondegenerate skew-symmetric invariant bilinear form B(−,−) on

(A, ·). Then there exists a linear isomorphism ϕ : A → A∗ defined by 〈ϕ(a1), a2〉 = B(a1, a2). Moreover,

note that, for any a1, a2, a3 ∈ A,

〈ϕ(lA(a1)(a2)), a3〉 = B(a1a2, a3) = B(a2, a1a3) = 〈l∗A(a1)(ϕ(a2)), a3〉,

〈φ(rA(a1)(a2)), a3〉 = B(a2a1, a3) = B(a2, a1a3 − a3a1) = 〈(l∗A − r∗A)(a1)(ϕ(a2)), a3〉,

we get ϕ is an isomorphism. Conversely, in a similar way, we can get the conclusion. �

Now we give the definition of Manin triple of anti-Leibniz algebras.

Definition 2.9. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra. Suppose that there is an anti-Leibniz algebra

structure (A∗, ·′) on the dual space A∗ of A and there is an anti-Leibniz algebra structure ∗ on the direct

sum A ⊕ A∗ such that (A, ·) and (A∗, ·′) are subalgebras of (A ⊕ A∗, ∗). If the natural nondegenerate

symmetric bilinear form on A ⊕ A∗ given by

Bd((a1, ξ1), (a2, ξ2)) := 〈ξ1, a2〉 − 〈ξ2, a1〉,(2.11)

for any a1, a2 ∈ A and ξ1, ξ2 ∈ A∗, is invariant, then (A ⊕ A∗, A, A∗) is called a (standard) Manin

triple of anti-Leibniz algebras associated to the standard bilinear form Bd, and it is denoted by ((A ⊕

A∗,Bd), A, A∗) for simply.

For the matched pair of anti-Leibniz algebras and (standard) Manin triple of anti-Leibniz algebras,

we have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.10. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra. Suppose that there is an anti-Leibniz algebra

structure (A∗, ·′) on A∗. Then there exists an anti-Leibniz algebra structure on the vector space A ⊕ A∗

such that (A ⊕ A∗, A, A∗) is a (standard) Manin triple of anti-Leibniz algebras with respect to Bd(−,−)

defined by (2.11) if and only if (A, A∗, l∗
A
, l∗

A
− r∗

A
, l∗

A∗
, l∗

A∗
− r∗

A∗
) is a matched pair of anti-Leibniz algebras.

Proof. If (A, A∗, l∗
A
, l∗

A
− r∗

A
, l∗

A∗
, l∗

A∗
− r∗

A∗
) is a matched pair of anti-Leibniz algebras, we have an anti-

Leibniz algebra (A ⊕ A∗, ∗), where the product ∗ is given by (2.7). It is easy to see that (A, ·) and

(A∗, ·′) are subalgebras of (A ⊕ A∗, ∗). We only need to show that Bd(−,−) is invariant. Indeed, for any
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a1, a2, a3 ∈ A and ξ1, ξ2, ξ3 ∈ A∗,

Bd((a1, ξ1) ∗ (a2, ξ2), (a3, ξ3))

= 〈ξ1ξ2, a3〉 + 〈l
∗
A(a1)(ξ2), a3〉 + 〈l

∗
A(a2)(ξ1)

− r∗A(a2)(ξ1), a3〉 − 〈ξ3, a1a2〉 − 〈ξ3, l∗A∗(ξ1)(a2)〉 − 〈ξ3, l∗A∗(ξ2)(a1) + r∗A∗(ξ2)(a1)〉

= 〈ξ1, a2a3〉 − 〈ξ1ξ3, a2〉 − 〈ξ2ξ3, a1〉 + 〈ξ2, a1a3〉

− 〈ξ1, a3a2〉 + 〈ξ1ξ2, a3〉 + 〈ξ3ξ2, a1〉 − 〈ξ3, a1a2〉

= Bd((a1, ξ1), (a2, ξ2) ∗ (a3, ξ3) − (a3, ξ3) ∗ (a2, ξ2)).

Thus, ((A ⊕ A∗,Bd), A, A∗) is a (standard) Manin triple of anti-Leibniz algebras.

Conversely, if ((A⊕A∗,Bd), A, A∗) is a (standard) Manin triple of anti-Leibniz algebras, thenBd(−,−)

induces an isomorphism from A ⊕ A∗ to A ⊕ A∗. That is, the anti-Leibniz algebra structure on A ⊕ A∗

just the crossed product A ⊲⊳ A∗. Thus (A, A∗, l∗A, l
∗
A − r∗A, l

∗
A∗, l

∗
A∗ − r∗A∗) is a matched pair of anti-Leibniz

algebras. �

Finally, we consider anti-Leibniz bialgebras. Let A be a vector space and ∆ : A → A ⊗ A be a linear

map. Then (A,∆) is called an anti-Leibniz coalgebra if

(∆ ⊗ id)∆ + (id⊗∆)∆ + (τ ⊗ id)(id⊗∆)∆ = 0,

where the twisting map τ : A⊗A→ A⊗A is given by τ(a1 ⊗ a2) = a2 ⊗ a1 for all a1, a2 ∈ A. Clearly, the

notion of anti-Leibniz coalgebras is the dualization of the notion of anti-Leibniz algebras, that is, (A,∆)

is an anti-Leibniz coalgebra if and only if (A∗,∆∗) is an anti-Leibniz algebra.

Definition 2.11. An anti-Leibniz bialgebra is a triple (A, ·,∆) containing an anti-Leibniz algebra (A, ·)
and an anti-Leibniz coalgebra (A,∆) such that for any a1, a2 ∈ A,

∆(a1a2) +
((

id⊗ rA(a2) − rA(a2) ⊗ id+lA(a2) ⊗ id
)

(id⊗ id−τ)
)

∆(a1)(2.12)

+
(

id⊗ lA(a1) + lA(a1) ⊗ id
)

∆(a2) = 0,
(

rA(a1) ⊗ id
)

∆(a2) − τ
((

rA(a2) ⊗ id
)

∆(a1)
)

= 0.(2.13)

Example 2.12. Consider the anti-Leibniz algebra Λ2
1 = (k{e1, e2}, ·) given in Example 2.2, define linear

map ∆ : Λ2
1
→ Λ2

1
⊗ Λ2

1
by ∆(e1) = ke2 ⊗ e2, k ∈ k, and ∆(e2) = 0, then we get a 2-dimensional

anti-Leibniz bialgebra.

Let (A, ·,∆) and (B, ·′,∆′) be two anti-Leibniz bialgebras. A linear map ψ : A→ B is a homomorphism

of anti-Leibniz bialgebras if ψ satisfies, for any a1, a2 ∈ A, ψ(a1 ·a2) = ψ(a1) ·′ψ(a2) and (ψ⊗ψ)∆ = ∆′ψ.

Proposition 2.13. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra. Suppose that there is a linear map∆ : A→ A⊗A

such that (A,∆) is an anti-coassociative coalgebra. Then the triple (A, ·,∆) is an anti-Leibniz bialgebra

if and only if (A, A∗, l∗
A
, l∗

A
− r∗

A
, l∗

A∗
, l∗

A∗
− r∗

A∗
) is a matched pair of anti-Leibniz algebras, where (A∗,∆∗)

is the dual algebra of anti-coassociative coalgebra (A,∆).

Proof. For any a1, a2 ∈ A and ξ1, ξ2 ∈ A∗, since

〈r∗A∗(ξ2)(a1)a2, ξ1〉 − 〈l
∗
A∗(r

∗
A(a1)(ξ2))(a2), ξ1〉

= 〈a1, r∗A(a2)(ξ1)ξ2〉 − 〈a2, r∗A(a1)(ξ2)ξ1〉

= 〈(rA(a2) ⊗ id)∆(a1), ξ1 ⊗ ξ2〉 − 〈((rA(a1) ⊗ id)∆(a2), ξ2 ⊗ ξ1〉,

we get Eq. (2.10)⇔ Eq. (2.13). Moreover, note that

〈l∗A∗(ξ2)(a1a2), ξ1〉 + 〈l
∗
A∗(ξ2)(a1)a2, ξ1〉 + 〈a1l∗A∗(ξ2)(a2), ξ1〉

+ 〈l∗A∗(l
∗
A(a1)(ξ2))(a2), ξ1〉 − 〈l

∗
A∗(r

∗
A(a1)(ξ2))(a2), ξ1〉 + 〈l

∗
A∗(l

∗
A(a2)(ξ2))(a1), ξ1〉

− 〈r∗A∗(l
∗
A(a2)(ξ2))(a1), ξ1〉 − 〈l

∗
A∗(r

∗
A(a2)(ξ2))(a1), ξ1〉 + 〈r

∗
A∗(r

∗
A(a2)(ξ2))(a1), ξ1〉
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= 〈∆(a1a2), ξ2 ⊗ ξ1〉 + 〈(id⊗ rA(a2))∆(a1), ξ2 ⊗ ξ1〉 + 〈(id⊗ lA(a1))∆(a2), ξ2 ⊗ ξ1〉

+ 〈(lA(a1) ⊗ id)∆(a2), ξ2 ⊗ ξ1〉 − 〈(rA(a1) ⊗ id)∆(a2), ξ2 ⊗ ξ1〉 + 〈(lA(a2) ⊗ id)∆(a1), ξ2 ⊗ ξ1〉

− 〈(id⊗ lA(a2))∆(a1), ξ1 ⊗ ξ2〉 − 〈(rA(a2) ⊗ id)∆(a1), ξ2 ⊗ ξ1〉 + 〈(id⊗ rA(a2))∆(a1), ξ1 ⊗ ξ2〉,

we get Eq. (2.9) holds if and only if

0 = ∆(a1a2) + (id⊗ rA(a2))∆(a1) + (id⊗ lA(a1))∆(a2) + (lA(a1) ⊗ id)∆(a2) − (rA(a1) ⊗ id)∆(a2)

+ (lA(a2) ⊗ id)∆(a1) − τ(id⊗ lA(a2))∆(a1) − (rA(a2) ⊗ id)∆(a1) + τ(id⊗ rA(a2))∆(a1)

= ∆(a1a2) + (id⊗ rA(a2))∆(a1) + (id⊗ lA(a1))∆(a2) + (lA(a1) ⊗ id)∆(a2) − τ(rA(a2) ⊗ id)∆(a1)

+ (lA(a2) ⊗ id)∆(a1) − τ(id⊗ lA(a2))∆(a1) − (rA(a2) ⊗ id)∆(a1) + τ(id⊗ rA(a2))∆(a1)

= ∆(a1a2) +
((

id⊗ rA(a2) − rA(a2) ⊗ id+lA(a2) ⊗ id
)

(id⊗ id−τ)
)

∆(a1)

+
(

id⊗ lA(a1) + lA(a1) ⊗ id
)

∆(a2).

That is, Eq. (2.9)⇔ Eq. (2.12) if Eq. (2.9) holds. Similarly, we also have Eq. (2.8)⇔ Eq. (2.12) if Eq.

(2.9) holds. Thus, (A, ·,∆) is an anti-Leibniz bialgebra if and only if (A, A∗, l∗A, l
∗
A − r∗A, l

∗
A∗, l

∗
A∗ − r∗A∗) is a

matched pair of anti-Leibniz algebras. �

Combining Propositions 2.10 and 2.13, we have the following conclusion.

Theorem 2.14. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra. Suppose that there is a linear map ∆ : A→ A ⊗ A

such that (A,∆) is an anti-Leibniz coalgebra. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) (A, A∗, r∗
A
, l∗

A
, r∗

A∗
, l∗

A∗
) is a matched pair of anti-Leibniz algebras;

(ii) ((A ⊕ A∗,Bd), A, A∗) is a (standard) Manin triple of anti-Leibniz algebras (A, ·) and (A∗,∆∗);
(iii) (A, ·,∆) is an anti-Leibniz bialgebra.

As a direct conclusion, we have

Corollary 2.15. Let (A, ·,∆) be an anti-Leibniz bialgebra. Then (A∗,∆∗, ∆̄) is also an anti-Leibniz

bialgebra, where ∆̄ : A∗ → A∗ ⊗ A∗ is given by 〈∆̄(ξ), a1 ⊗ a2〉 = 〈ξ, a1a2〉, for any ξ ∈ A∗ and a1, a2 ∈ A.

3. Some special anti-Leibniz bialgebras and anti-Leibniz Yang-Baxter equation

In this section, we consider some special classes of anti-Leibniz bialgebras called quasi-triangular

anti-Leibniz bialgebras, triangular anti-Leibniz bialgebras, factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebras, and

introduce the notion of the Yang-Baxter equation in an anti-Leibniz algebra. The notion of relative

Rota-Baxter operators of anti-Leibniz algebras is introduced to provide antisymmetric solutions of the

Yang-Baxter equation in semi-direct product anti-Leibniz algebras and hence give rise to anti-Leibniz

bialgebras.

3.1. Triangular anti-Leibniz bialgebras. Here, we consider a special class of anti-Leibniz bialgebras

(A, ·,∆r), where the comultiplication ∆r is given by

∆r(a) := ((rA − lA)(a) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA(a))(r),(3.1)

for any a ∈ A and some r ∈ A⊗A. In this case, we also call (A, ·,∆r) is an anti-Leibniz bialgebra induced

by r. Such anti-Leibniz bialgebras are quite similar as the coboundary Lie bialgebras for Lie algebras

and the coboundary infinitesimal bialgebras for associative algebras. Now, we consider the anti-Leibniz

coalgebra (A,∆r).

Proposition 3.1. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra and r =
∑

i xi ⊗ yi ∈ A ⊗ A. Define a linear map

∆r : A→ A ⊗ A by Eq. (3.1). Then (A,∆r) is an anti-Leibniz coalgebra if and only if
(

(lA − rA)(a) ⊗ id⊗ id
)(

[[r, r]]
)

+

(

id⊗ id⊗ rA(a) + id⊗ (lA − rA)(a) ⊗ id
)(

(τ ⊗ id)
(

[[r, r]]
))

(3.2)

−
(

id⊗ id⊗ rA(a) − id⊗ (lA − rA)(a) ⊗ id
)(∑

i

((rA − lA)(xi) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA(xi))(r − τ(r)) ⊗ yi

)
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+

∑

j

((lA − rA)(x j) ⊗ id⊗ id)
(

τ(((rA − lA)(a) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA(a))(r − τ(r))) ⊗ y j

)

,

for any a ∈ A, where we denote by

[[r, r]] : = r12r13 + r12r23 − r23r12 − r23r13

=

∑

i, j

xix j ⊗ yi ⊗ y j + xi ⊗ yix j ⊗ y j − x j ⊗ xiy j ⊗ yi − x j ⊗ xi ⊗ yiy j.

Proof. First, for any a ∈ A, we have

(∆r ⊗ id)∆r(a) + (id⊗∆r)∆r(a) + (τ ⊗ id)(id⊗∆r)∆r(a)

=

∑

i, j

x j ⊗ y jxi ⊗ yia − xix j ⊗ y j ⊗ yia + x jxi ⊗ y j ⊗ yia − x j ⊗ y j(axi) ⊗ yi

+ (axi)x j ⊗ y j ⊗ yi − x j(axi) ⊗ y j ⊗ yi + x j ⊗ y j(xia) ⊗ yi − (xia)x j ⊗ y j ⊗ yi

+ x j(xia) ⊗ y j ⊗ yi + xi ⊗ x j ⊗ y j(yia) − xi ⊗ (yia)x j ⊗ y j + xi ⊗ x j(yia) ⊗ y j

− axi ⊗ x j ⊗ y jyi + axi ⊗ yix j ⊗ y j − axi ⊗ x jyi ⊗ y j + xia ⊗ x j ⊗ y jyi

− xia ⊗ yix j ⊗ y j + xia ⊗ x jyi ⊗ y j + x j ⊗ xi ⊗ y j(yia) − (yia)x j ⊗ xi ⊗ y j

+ x j(yia) ⊗ xi ⊗ y j − x j ⊗ axi ⊗ y jyi + yix j ⊗ axi ⊗ y j − x jyi ⊗ axi ⊗ y j

+ x j ⊗ xia ⊗ y jyi − yix j ⊗ xia ⊗ y j + x jyi ⊗ xia ⊗ y j.

By the anti-Leibniz identity, we get

A :=
∑

i, j

x j ⊗ y jxi ⊗ yia − xix j ⊗ y j ⊗ yia + x jxi ⊗ y j ⊗ yia + xi ⊗ x j ⊗ y j(yia) + x j ⊗ xi ⊗ y j(yia)

=(id⊗ id⊗ rA(a))
(

(τ ⊗ id)
(

[[r, r]]
))

+

∑

j

((rA − lA)(x j) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA(x j))(r − τ(r)) ⊗ y ja,

B :=
∑

i, j

−x j(axi) ⊗ y j ⊗ yi − axi ⊗ x j ⊗ y jyi + axi ⊗ yix j ⊗ y j − axi ⊗ x jyi ⊗ y j)

=(lA(a) ⊗ id⊗ id)
(

[[r, r]]
)

+

∑

i, j

(axi)x j ⊗ yi ⊗ y j,

C :=
∑

i, j

−x j ⊗ axi ⊗ y jyi + yix j ⊗ axi ⊗ y j − x jyi ⊗ axi ⊗ y j)

=(id⊗ lA(a) ⊗ id)(τ ⊗ id)
(

[[r, r]]
)

−
∑

i, j

yi ⊗ a(xix j) ⊗ y j,

D :=
∑

i, j

x j(xia) ⊗ y j ⊗ yi + xia ⊗ x j ⊗ y jyi − xia ⊗ yix j ⊗ y j + xia ⊗ x jyi ⊗ y j)

= − (rA(a) ⊗ id⊗ id)
(

[[r, r]]
)

−
∑

i, j

x j(xia) ⊗ yi ⊗ y j,

E :=
∑

i, j

x j ⊗ xia ⊗ y jyi − yix j ⊗ xia ⊗ y j + x jyi ⊗ xia ⊗ y j)

= − (id⊗rA(a) ⊗ id)
(

(τ ⊗ id)
(

[[r, r]]
))

+

∑

i, j

yi ⊗ (xix j)a ⊗ y j,

Second, since (axi)x j ⊗ y j ⊗ yi − (xia)x j ⊗ y j ⊗ yi = 0, we obtain

(∆r ⊗ id)∆r(a) + (id⊗∆r)∆r(a) + (τ ⊗ id)(id⊗∆r)∆r(a)

= A + B + C +D + E +
(∑

i, j

x j(yia) ⊗ xi ⊗ y j − (yia)x j ⊗ xi ⊗ y j

− x j ⊗ y j(axi) ⊗ yi + x j ⊗ y j(xia) ⊗ yi − xi ⊗ (yia)x j ⊗ y j + xi ⊗ x j(yia) ⊗ y j

)

=
(

(lA − rA)(a) ⊗ id⊗ id
)(

[[r, r]]
)

+

(

id⊗ id⊗ rA(a) + id⊗ (lA − rA)(a) ⊗ id
)(

(τ ⊗ id)
(

[[r, r]]
))
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+

(∑

i, j

x j(yia) ⊗ xi ⊗ y j − (yia)x j ⊗ xi ⊗ y j − x j ⊗ y j(axi) ⊗ yi + x j ⊗ y j(xia) ⊗ yi

− xi ⊗ (yia)x j ⊗ y j + xi ⊗ x j(yia) ⊗ y j + (axi)x j ⊗ yi ⊗ y j − yi ⊗ a(xix j) ⊗ y j

− x j(xia) ⊗ yi ⊗ y j + yi ⊗ (xix j)a ⊗ y j

)

+

∑

j

((rA − lA)(x j) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA(x j))(r − τ(r)) ⊗ y ja.

Finally, note that

−
∑

j

((lA − rA)(x j) ⊗ id⊗ id)τ(((rA − lA)(a) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA(a))(r − τ(r))) ⊗ y j

=

∑

i, j

x j(xia) ⊗ yi ⊗ y j − x j(yia) ⊗ xi ⊗ y j + x jyi ⊗ axi ⊗ y j − x jyi ⊗ xia ⊗ y j

− x jxi ⊗ ayi ⊗ y j + x jxi ⊗ yia ⊗ y j − (xia)x j ⊗ yi ⊗ y j + (yia)x j ⊗ xi ⊗ y j

− yix j ⊗ axi ⊗ y j + yix j ⊗ xia ⊗ y j + xix j ⊗ ayi ⊗ y j − xix j ⊗ yia ⊗ y j,

and

− (id⊗ (lA + rA)(a) ⊗ id)
(∑

j

((rA − lA)(x j) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA(x j))(r − τ(r)) ⊗ y j

)

=

∑

i, j

yix j ⊗ axi ⊗ y j − yix j ⊗ xia ⊗ y j − xix j ⊗ ayi ⊗ y j + xix j ⊗ yia ⊗ y j

− x jyi ⊗ axi ⊗ y j + x jyi ⊗ xia ⊗ y j + x jxi ⊗ ayi ⊗ y j − x jxi ⊗ yia ⊗ y j

− xi ⊗ a(yix j) ⊗ y j + xi ⊗ (yix j)a ⊗ y j + yi ⊗ a(xix j) ⊗ y j − yi ⊗ (xix j)a ⊗ y j,

we get

(∆r ⊗ id)∆r(a) + (id⊗∆r)∆r(a) + (τ ⊗ id)(id⊗∆r)∆r(a)

=
(

(lA − rA)(a) ⊗ id⊗ id
)(

[[r, r]]
)

+

(

id⊗ id⊗ rA(a) + id⊗ (lA − rA)(a) ⊗ id
)(

(τ ⊗ id)
(

[[r, r]]
))

−
(

id⊗ id⊗rA(a) − id⊗(lA − rA)(a) ⊗ id
)(∑

i

((rA − lA)(xi) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA(xi))(r − τ(r)) ⊗ yi

)

+

∑

j

((lA − rA)(x j) ⊗ id⊗ id)
(

τ(((rA − lA)(a) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA(a))(r − τ(r))) ⊗ y j

)

.

Thus, (A,∆r) is an anti-Leibniz coalgebra if and only if Eq. (4.1) holds. �

Next, we consider the anti-Leibniz bialgebra (A, ·,∆r).

Proposition 3.2. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra and r =
∑

i xi ⊗ yi ∈ A ⊗ A. Define a linear map

∆r : A→ A ⊗ A by Eq. (3.1). Then Eq. (2.12) if and only if
(

((rA − lA)(a2) ⊗ id)τ + (id⊗ id−τ)(rA(a2) ⊗ id)
)(

((rA − lA)(a1) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA(a1))(r − τ(r))
)

(3.3)

+ τ(rA(a1) ⊗ id)
(

((rA − lA)(a2) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA(a2))(r − τ(r))
)

= 0,

and Eq. (2.13) if and only if

(rA(a1) ⊗ id)
(

((rA − lA)(a2) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA(a2))(r − τ(r))
)

= 0,(3.4)

for any a1, a2 ∈ A.

Proof. First, by the definition of ∆r, for any a1, a2 ∈ A, we have

∆r(a1a2) +
((

id⊗ rA(a2) − rA(a2) ⊗ id+lA(a2) ⊗ id
)

(id−τ)
)

∆r(a1)

+
(

id⊗ lA(a1) + lA(a1) ⊗ id
)

∆r(a2)

=

∑

i

xi(a1a2) ⊗ yi − (a1a2)xi ⊗ yi + xi ⊗ yi(a1a2) − a1xi ⊗ yia2 + xia1 ⊗ yia2

+ xi ⊗ (yia1)a2 + (a1xi)a2 ⊗ yi − (xia1)a2 ⊗ yi − xia2 ⊗ yia1 − a2(a1xi) ⊗ yi
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+ a2(xia1) ⊗ yi + a2xi ⊗ yia1 + yi ⊗ (a1xi)a2 − yi ⊗ (xia1)a2 − yia1 ⊗ xia2

− yia2 ⊗ a1xi + yia2 ⊗ xia1 + (yia1)a2 ⊗ xi + a2yi ⊗ a1xi − a2yi ⊗ xia1

− a2(yia1) ⊗ xi − a2xi ⊗ a1yi + xia2 ⊗ a1yi + xi ⊗ a1(yia2) − a1(a2xi) ⊗ yi

+ a1(xia2) ⊗ yi + a1xi ⊗ yia2.

Note that
∑

i

xi ⊗ yi(a1a2) + xi ⊗ a1(yia2) + xi ⊗ (yia1)a2 = 0 =
∑

i

yi ⊗ (a1xi)a2 − yi ⊗ (xia1)a2,

∑

i

−(a1a2)xi ⊗ yi − a1(a2xi) ⊗ yi − a2(a1xi) ⊗ yi = 0 =
∑

i

(a1xi)a2 ⊗ yi − (xia1)a2 ⊗ yi,

∑

i

xia1 ⊗ yia2 − yia1 ⊗ xia2 = −τ
(

(rA(a2) ⊗ id)
(

((rA − lA)(a1) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA(a1))(r − τ(r))
))

,

∑

i

yia2 ⊗ xia1 − xia2 ⊗ yia1 = τ
(

(rA(a1) ⊗ id)
(

((rA − lA)(a2) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA(a2))(r − τ(r))
))

,

∑

i

a2yi ⊗ a1xi − a2xi ⊗ a1yi + a2xi ⊗ yia1

− a2yi ⊗ xia1 + a2(xia1) ⊗ yi − a2(yia1) ⊗ xi

= −(lA(a2) ⊗ id)
(

τ
(

((rA − lA)(a1) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA(a1))(r − τ(r))
))

,
∑

i

xia2 ⊗ a1yi − yia2 ⊗ a1xi + xi(a1a2) ⊗ yi + a1(xia2) ⊗ yi + (yia1)a2 ⊗ xi

= (rA(a2) ⊗ id)
(

(τ + id⊗ id)
(

((rA − lA)(a1) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA(a1))(r − τ(r))
))

,

we get Eq. (2.12) holds if and only if Eq. (3.3) holds. Finally, since for any a1, a2 ∈ A,
(

rA(a1) ⊗ id
)

∆r(a2) − τ
((

rA(a2) ⊗ id
)

∆r(a1)
)

=

∑

i

xia1 ⊗ yia2 − yia1 ⊗ xia2

= (rA(a1) ⊗ id)
(

((rA − lA)(a2) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA(a2))(r − τ(r))
)

we obtain this proposition. �

Definition 3.3. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra and r ∈ A ⊗ A. Then the equation

[[r, r]] := r12r13 + r12r23 − r23r12 − r23r13 = 0(3.5)

is called the anti-Leibniz Yang-Baxter equation (or aLYBE) in the anti-Leibniz algebra (A, ·).
An element r ∈ A ⊗ A is called an anti-Leibniz r-matrix if r is a solution of the aLYBE, is called

invariant, if for any a ∈ A,

((rA − lA)(a) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA(a))(r) = 0.(3.6)

By Propositions 3.1 and 3.2, we can provide sufficient and necessary conditions for (A, ·,∆r) to be an

anti-Leibniz bialgebra.

Corollary 3.4. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra, r =
∑

i xi ⊗ yi ∈ A ⊗ A, and ∆r : A → A ⊗ A be

linear map given by Eq. (3.1). Then (A, ·,∆r) is an anti-Leibniz bialgebra if and only if Eqs. (4.1), (3.3)

and (3.4) hold. In particular,

(i) if r − τ(r) is invariant and r is a solution of the aLYBE in (A, ·), or

(ii) if r is a symmetric solution of the aLYBE in (A, ·),

then (A, ·,∆r) is an anti-Leibniz bialgebra, which is called the anti-Leibniz bialgebra induced by the

solution r.

Definition 3.5. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra and r ∈ A ⊗ A. If r is a solution of the aLYBE in

(A, ·) and r − τ(r) is invariant, the induced anti-Leibniz bialgebra (A, ·,∆r) is called quasi-triangular; if
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r is a symmetric solution of the aLYBE in (A, ·), the induced anti-Leibniz bialgebra (A, ·,∆r) is called

triangular.

Example 3.6. Let (A = k{e1, e2}, ·) be the 2-dimensional anti-Leibniz algebra Λ2
1

given in Example 2.2,

i.e., e1e1 = e2. Then r = e1 ⊗ e2 + e2 ⊗ e1 is a symmetric solution of the aLYBE in (A, ·). Thus we

get a triangular anti-Leibniz bialgebra (A, ·,∆r), where the linear map ∆r : A → A ⊗ A is given by

∆r(e1) = e2 ⊗ e2, ∆(e2) = 0. This triangular anti-Leibniz bialgebra just the 2-dimensional anti-Leibniz

bialgebra in Example 2.12.

For any vector space V , we define τ13 ∈ gl(V ⊗ V ⊗ V) by τ13(v1 ⊗ v2 ⊗ v3) = v3 ⊗ v2 ⊗ v1 for any

v1, v2, v3 ∈ V . Then by direct calculations, we have

Proposition 3.7. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra and r =
∑

i xi ⊗ yi ∈ A ⊗ A. Then,

[[τ(r), τ(r)]] = −τ13[[r, r]].

That is to say, r is a solution of the aLYBE in (A, ·) if and only if τ(r) is a solution of the aLYBE in (A, ·).

Thus, by corollary 3.4 and Proposition 3.7, we have

Corollary 3.8. If (A, ·,∆r) is a quasi-triangular (resp. triangular) anti-Leibniz bialgebra, then (A, ·,∆τ(r))

is also a quasi-triangular (resp. triangular) anti-Leibniz bialgebra.

For the construction of anti-Leibniz bialgebras, we have

Theorem 3.9. Let (A, ·,∆) be an anti-Leibniz bialgebra. Then there is a canonical anti-Leibniz bialge-

bra structure on A ⊕ A∗ such that both ιA : A → A ⊕ A∗, a 7→ (a, 0), and ιA∗ : A∗ → A ⊕ A∗, ξ 7→ (0, ξ),

are homomorphisms of anti-Leibniz bialgebras, where the anti-Leibniz bialgebra structure on A ⊕ A∗ is

(A ⊕ A∗, ∗,∆r̃), ∆r̃ is given by Eq. (3.1) for some r̃ ∈ (A ⊕ A∗) ⊗ (A ⊕ A∗).

Proof. Let r ∈ A ⊗ A∗ ⊂ (A ⊕ A∗) ⊗ (A ⊕ A∗) correspond to the identity map id : A → A. That is,

r̃ =
∑

i ei ⊗ fi, where {e1, e2, · · · , en} is a basis of A and { f1, f2, · · · , fn} be its dual basis. Since (A, ·,∆) be

an anti-Leibniz bialgebra, there is an anti-Leibniz algebra structure on A∗, i.e., ξ1ξ2 = ∆
∗(ξ1 ⊗ ξ2), and

an anti-Leibniz algebra structure ∗ on A ⊕ A∗ which is given by

(a1, ξ1) ∗ (a2, ξ2) =
(

a1a2 + l∗A∗(ξ1)(a2) + (l∗A∗ − r∗A∗)(ξ2)(a1), ξ1ξ2 + l∗A(a1)(ξ2) + (l∗A − r∗A)(a2)(ξ1)
)

,

for any a1, a2 ∈ A and ξ1, ξ2 ∈ A∗. We denote A ⊲⊳ A∗ := (A ⊕ A∗, ∗) and show that there is a quasi-

triangular anti-Leibniz bialgebra structure on A ⊲⊳ A∗, i.e., Eqs. (3.5) and (3.6) hold. Note that for any

(es, ft), (ek, fl), (ep, fq) ∈ A ⊕ A∗,

〈r̃12r̃13 + r̃12r̃23 − r̃23r̃12 − r̃23r̃13, (es, ft) ⊗ (ek, fl) ⊗ (ep, fq)〉

=

∑

i, j

〈ei ∗ e j ⊗ fi ⊗ f j + ei ⊗ fi ∗ e j ⊗ f j − e j ⊗ ei ∗ f j ⊗ fi − e j ⊗ ei ⊗ fi ∗ f j,

(es, ft) ⊗ (ek, fl) ⊗ (ep, fq)〉

=

∑

i, j

〈 ft, eie j〉〈 fi, ek〉〈 f j, ep〉 + 〈 ft, ei〉〈 fi fl, e j〉〈 fi, ep〉 + 〈 ft, ei〉〈 fl, e jek〉〈 f j, ep〉

− 〈 ft, ei〉〈 fl, eke j〉〈 f j, ep〉 − 〈 ft, e j〉〈 f j fl, ei〉〈 fi, ep〉 + 〈 ft, e j〉〈 fl f j, ei〉〈 fi, ep〉

− 〈 ft, e j〉〈 f j, eiek〉〈 fi, ep〉 − 〈 ft, e j〉〈 fl, ei〉〈 fi f j, ep〉

= 0,

we get [[r̃, r̃]] = 0. Similarly, one can check that ((rA⊕A∗ − lA⊕A∗)(x) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA⊕A∗(x))(r̃ − τ(r̃)) = 0

for any x ∈ A ⊲⊳ A∗. Hence, there is a quasi-triangular anti-Leibniz bialgebra structure on A ⊲⊳ A∗ by

Corollary 3.4.
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For any e j ∈ A, note that

∆r̃(e j) = ((rA⊕A∗ − lA⊕A∗)(e j) ⊗ id+ id⊗ rA⊕A∗(e j))
(∑

i

ei ⊗ fi

)

=

∑

i,k

eie j ⊗ fi − e jei ⊗ fi + ei ⊗ 〈 fi fk, e j〉ek + ei ⊗ 〈 fi, e jek〉 fk − ei ⊗ 〈 fi, eke j〉 fk

=

∑

i,k

〈 fi fk, e j〉ei ⊗ ek

= ∆(e j).

Therefore, ιA : A→ A ⊕ A∗ is a homomorphism of anti-Leibniz bialgebras. Similarly, ιA∗ : A∗ → A ⊕ A∗

is also a homomorphism of anti-Leibniz bialgebras. The proof is finished. �

With the anti-Leibniz bialgebra structure given in the theorem above, (A ⊕ A∗, ∗,∆r̃) is called the

double of anti-Leibniz bialgebra (A, ·,∆).

Example 3.10. Let (A = k{e1, e2}, ·,∆) be the 2-dimensional anti-Leibniz bialgebra in Example 2.12,

i.e., e1e1 = e2, ∆(e1) = e2 ⊗ e2. Denote { f1, f2} the dual basis of {e1, e2} and r̃ = e1 ⊗ f1 + e2 ⊗ f2. Then

we get a 4-dimensional anti-Leibniz bialgebra (D(A) = k{e1, e2, f1, f2}, ∗,∆r̃), where

e1 ∗ e1 = e2, f2 ∗ f2 = f1, e1 ∗ f2 = f1, f2 ∗ e1 = e2,

∆r̃(e1) = e2 ⊗ e2, ∆r̃( f2) = f1 ⊗ f1.

3.2. Relative Rota-Baxter operator and anti-Leibniz Yang-Baxter equation. In this subsection, we

are discussing the relationship between (relative) Rota-Baxter operators on an anti-Leibniz algebra and

some special resolutions of the aLYBE, and show that each relative Rota-Baxter operator induces an

anti-Leibniz bialgebra. First, we recall the definition of relative Rota-Baxter operator.

Definition 3.11. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra and (M, l, r) be a bimodule over (A, ·). A linear

map R : M → A is called a relative Rota-Baxter operator of (A, ·) associated to (M, l, r) if R satisfies

R(m1)R(m2) = R
(

l(R(m1))(m2) + r(R(m2))m1

)

,

for any m1,m2 ∈ M. In particular, if the bimodule (M, l, r) is the regular bimodule (A, lA, rA), the

operator R is called a Rota-Baxter operator on (A, ·).

Let V be a vector space. For all r ∈ V ⊗ V , there is a linear map r♯ : V∗ → V in the following way:

〈ξ1 ⊗ ξ2, r〉 = 〈r♯(ξ1), ξ2〉,

for any ξ1, ξ2 ∈ V∗. If r =
∑

i xi ⊗ yi ∈ V ⊗ V , it is easy to see that r♯(ξ) =
∑

i〈ξ, xi〉yi, for any ξ ∈ V∗. We

say that r ∈ V ⊗ V is nondegenerate if the map r♯ is a linear isomorphism.

Proposition 3.12. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra and r =
∑

i xi ⊗ yi ∈ A ⊗ A. Then r is a solution

of the aLYBE in (A, ·) if and only if for any ξ1, ξ2 ∈ A∗,

τ(r)♯(ξ1)τ(r)♯(ξ2) = τ(r)♯
(

l∗A(r♯(ξ1))(ξ2) + (l∗A − r∗A)(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ1)
)

.

Proof. For any ξ1, ξ2, ξ3 ∈ A∗, we have

〈τ(r)♯(ξ1)τ(r)♯(ξ2), ξ3〉 = 〈r, r∗A(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ3) ⊗ ξ1〉 =
∑

i

〈xi, r∗A(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ3)〉〈yi, ξ1〉

=

∑

i

〈r, l∗A(xi)(ξ3) ⊗ ξ2〉〈yi, ξ1〉 =
∑

i, j

〈x j, l∗A(xi)(ξ3)〉〈y j, ξ2〉〈yi, ξ1〉

=

∑

i, j

〈yi ⊗ y j ⊗ xix j, ξ1 ⊗ ξ2 ⊗ ξ3〉.
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Similarly, we have

〈τ(r)♯
(

l∗A(r♯(ξ1))(ξ2)
)

, ξ3〉 =
∑

i, j

〈x j ⊗ y jyi ⊗ xi, ξ1 ⊗ ξ2 ⊗ ξ3〉,

〈τ(r)♯
(

l∗A(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ1)
)

, ξ3〉 =
∑

i, j

〈x jyi ⊗ y j ⊗ xi, ξ1 ⊗ ξ2 ⊗ ξ3〉,

〈τ(r)♯
(

r∗A(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ1)
)

, ξ3〉 =
∑

i, j

〈yix j ⊗ y j ⊗ xi, ξ1 ⊗ ξ2 ⊗ ξ3〉.

Hence, we have

〈τ(r)♯(ξ1)τ(r)♯(ξ2) − τ(r)♯
(

l∗A(r♯(ξ1))(ξ2) + (l∗A − r∗A)(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ1)
)

, ξ3〉

=

∑

i, j

〈yi ⊗ y j ⊗ xix j − x j ⊗ y jyi ⊗ xi − x jyi ⊗ y j ⊗ xi + yix j ⊗ y j ⊗ xi, ξ1 ⊗ ξ2 ⊗ ξ3〉,

=

∑

i, j

〈(id⊗τ)
(

(τ ⊗ id)([[r, r]])
)

, ξ1 ⊗ ξ2 ⊗ ξ3〉.

That is to say, this proposition is hold. �

If r ∈ A ⊗ A is symmetric, i.e., r = τ(r), then we have

Corollary 3.13. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra and r ∈ A⊗A be symmetric. Then r is a solution of

the aLYBE in (A, ·) if and only if r♯ is a relative Rota-Baxter operator of (A, ·) associated to the coregular

bimodule (A∗, l∗A, l
∗
A − r∗A).

Let (A, ·,B) be an anti-Leibniz algebra with a nondegenerate skew-symmetric invariant bilinear form.

Then under the natural bijection Hom(A ⊗ A, k) � Hom(A, A∗), the bilinear form B(−,−) corresponds

to a linear map ϕ : A → A∗, which is given by 〈ϕ(a1), a2〉 = B(a1, a2), for any a1, a2 ∈ A. Define a

2-tensor rB to be the tensor form of ϕ−1, i.e., 〈ξ1 ⊗ ξ2, rB〉 = 〈ϕ
−1(ξ1), ξ2〉. Then, by direct calculations,

we have

Lemma 3.14. Let (A, ·,B) be an anti-Leibniz algebra with a nondegenerate bilinear form. ThenB(−,−)

is skew-symmetric invariant if and only if rB is skew-symmetric invariant.

For any r ∈ A⊗A, define a linear map Rr : A→ A, a 7→ Rr(a) := r♯(ϕ(a)), then we have the following

proposition and corollary.

Proposition 3.15. Let (A, ·,B) be an anti-Leibniz algebra with a nondegenerate skew-symmetric invari-

ant bilinear form and R : A∗ → A be a linear map. Then R is a relative Rota-Baxter operator of (A, ·)
associated to (A∗, l∗A, l

∗
A − r∗A) if and only if Rr : A→ A is a Rota-Baxter operator on (A, ·).

Proof. For any a1, a2 ∈ A, by Lemma 2.8, we have Rr(a1)Rr(a2) = r♯(ϕ(a1))r♯(ϕ(a2)) and

Rr(a1Rr(a2) + Rr(a1)a2) = r♯
(

ϕ
(

a1r♯(ϕ(a2)) + r♯(ϕ(a1))a2

))

= r♯
(

r∗A(r♯(ϕ(a1)))(ϕ(a2)) + (l∗A − r∗A)(r♯(ϕ(a2)))(ϕ(a1))
)

.

Thus, R is a relative Rota-Baxter operator if and only if Rr is a Rota-Baxter operator. �

As a direct conclusion of Corollary 3.13 and Proposition 3.15, we have

Corollary 3.16. Let (A, ·,B) be an anti-Leibniz algebra with a nondegenerate skew-symmetric invariant

bilinear form and r ∈ A ⊗ A be symmetric. Then, r is a solution of the aLYBE in (A, ·) if and only if Rr

is a Rota-Baxter operator on (A, ·).

More generally, if r ∈ A ⊗ A such that r − τ(r) is invariant, we consider when r is a solution of the

aLYBE in (A, ·).
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Proposition 3.17. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra. Suppose r ∈ A⊗A such that r−τ(r) is invariant.

Then, r is a solution of the aLYBE in (A, ·) if and only if for any ξ1, ξ2 ∈ A∗,

r♯(ξ1)r♯(ξ2) = r♯
(

l∗A(r♯(ξ1))(ξ2) + (l∗A − r∗A)(r♯(ξ2))(ξ1) − l∗A((r♯ − τ(r)♯)(ξ1))(ξ2)
)

,

Proof. First, since r − τ(r) is skew-symmetric, it is easy to see that r − τ(r) is invariant if and only if

l∗
A
((r♯ − τ(r)♯)(ξ1))(ξ2) = (l∗

A
− r∗

A
)((r♯ − τ(r)♯)(ξ2))(ξ1), for any ξ1, ξ2 ∈ A∗. Thus, by direct calculations,

we have

r♯
(

l∗A(r♯(ξ1))(ξ2) + (l∗A − r∗A)(r♯(ξ2))(ξ1) − l∗A((r♯ − τ(r)♯)(ξ1))(ξ2)
)

= r♯
(

l∗A(r♯(ξ1))(ξ2) + (l∗A − r∗A)(r♯(ξ2))(ξ1) − (l∗A − r∗A)((r♯ − τ(r)♯)(ξ2))(ξ1)
)

= r♯
(

l∗A(r♯(ξ1))(ξ2) + (l∗A − r∗A)(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ1)
)

.

Second, since r − τ(r) is invariant, by Proposition 3.12, r is a solution of the aLYBE in (A, ·) if and only

if r♯(ξ1)r♯(ξ2) = r♯
(

l∗
A
(r♯(ξ1))(ξ2) + (l∗

A
− r∗

A
)(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ1)

)

. Thus, we get this proposition. �

Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra. By the Definition 3.3, it is easy to see that r ∈ A ⊗ A is invariant

if and only if r♯(ξ)a = r♯
(

(l∗A − r∗A)(a)(ξ)
)

for any a ∈ A and ξ ∈ A∗.

Corollary 3.18. Let (A, ·,B) be an anti-Leibniz algebra with a nondegenerate skew-symmetric invariant

bilinear form and r ∈ A ⊗ A be invariant. Then, r is a solution of the aLYBE in (A, ·) if and only if for

any a1, a2 ∈ A,

Rr(a1)Rr(a1) = Rr

(

Rr(a1)a2 + a1Rr(a2) − a1Rr(a2) + a1τ(r)♯(ϕ(a2))
)

,

where Rr : A→ A is defined by Rr(a) = r♯(ϕ(a)).

Proof. Since rB is skew-symmetric invariant in this case, we get ϕ
(

r♯(ξ1)ϕ−1(ξ2)
)

= l∗A(r♯(ξ1))(ξ2) and

ϕ
(

ϕ−1(ξ1)r♯(ξ2)
)

= (l∗
A
− r∗

A
)(r♯(ξ2))(ξ1). For any a1, a2 ∈ A, suppose a1 = ϕ−1(ξ1) and a2 = ϕ−1(ξ2),

ξ1, ξ2 ∈ A∗. Then, we have

Rr(a1)Rr(a1) = r♯(ξ1)r♯(ξ2),

Rr(a1Rr(a2)) = r♯
(

l∗A(r♯(ξ1))(ξ2)
)

,

Rr(Rr(a1)a2) = r♯
(

(l∗A − r∗A)(r♯(ξ2))(ξ1)
)

,

Rr

(

a1τ(r)♯(ϕ(a2)) − a1Rr(a2)
)

= r♯
(

l∗A((τ(r)♯ − r♯)(ξ1))(ξ2)
)

.

By Proposition 3.17, we get the conclusion. �

In the Lie algebra context, it is well-known that the dual description of a classical r-matrix is a

symplectic structure on a Lie algebra. For the anti-Leibniz algebras, we have

Proposition 3.19. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra and r ∈ A ⊗ A. Suppose that r is symmetric

and nondegenerate. The linear isomorphism r♯ : A∗ → A define a bilinear form ω(−,−) on (A, ·) by

ω(a1, a2) = 〈(r♯)−1(a1), a2〉 for any a1, a2 ∈ A. Then r is a solution of the aLYBE in (A, ·) if and only if

the bilinear form ω(−,−) satisfies

ω(a2a3, a1) + ω(a1a3, a2) − ω(a3a1, a2) − ω(a2a1, a3) = 0,(3.7)

for any a1, a2, a3 ∈ A.

Proof. Let r =
∑

i xi ⊗ yi ∈ A ⊗ A be symmetric. Then r♯(ξ) =
∑

i〈ξ, xi〉yi =
∑

i〈ξ, yi〉xi for any ξ ∈ A∗

and the bilinear form ω(−,−) is symmetric, i.e., ω(a1, a2) = ω(a2, a1) for any a1, a2 ∈ A. Since r is

nondegenerate, for any a1, a2, a3 ∈ A, there are ξ1, ξ2, ξ3 ∈ A∗ such that r♯(ξi) = ai for i = 1, 2, 3. Thus,

we have
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ω(a2a3, a1) + ω(a1a3, a2) − ω(a3a1, a2) − ω(a2a1, a3)

= 〈r♯(ξ2)r♯(ξ3), ξ1〉 + 〈r
♯(ξ1)r♯(ξ3), ξ2〉 − 〈r

♯(ξ3)r♯(ξ1), ξ2〉 − 〈r
♯(ξ2)r♯(ξ1), ξ3〉

=

∑

i, j

(

〈ξ1, xix j〉〈ξ2, yi〉〈ξ3, y j〉 + 〈ξ1, xi〉〈ξ2, yix j〉〈ξ3, y j〉

− 〈ξ1, x j〉〈ξ2, xiy j〉〈ξ3, yi〉
)

− 〈ξ1, x j〉〈ξ2, xi〉〈ξ3, yiy j〉
)

= 〈ξ1 ⊗ ξ2 ⊗ ξ3, r12r13 + r12r23 − r23r12 − r23r13〉.

That is, ω(a2a3, a1) + ω(a1a3, a2) − ω(a3a1, a2) − ω(a2a1, a3) = 0 for any a1, a2, a3 ∈ A if and only if

〈ξ1 ⊗ ξ2 ⊗ ξ3, [[r, r]]〉 = 0 for any ξ1, ξ2, ξ3 ∈ A∗, if and only if [[r, r]] = 0. The proof is finished. �

Next, we show that each relative Rota-Baxter operator induce an anti-Leibniz bialgebra.

Proposition 3.20. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra and (M, l, r) be a bimodule over (A, ·). Let

P : M → A be a linear map which is identified as an element in (A⋉M∗)⊗(A⋉M∗) through Hom(M, A) �

A ⊗ M∗ ⊂ (A ⋉ M∗) ⊗ (A ⋉ M∗). Then r := P + τ(P) is a symmetric solution of the aLYBE in semi-

direct product anti-Leibniz algebra A ⋉ M∗ if and only if P is a relative Rota-Baxter operator of (A, ·)
associated to (M, l, r).

Proof. Let {e1, e2, · · · , en} be a basis of M and { f1, f2, · · · , fn} be its dual basis in M∗. Then P =
∑n

i=1 P(ei) ⊗ fi ∈ (A ⋉ M∗) ⊗ (A ⋉ M∗), r = P − τ(P) =
∑n

i=1

(

P(ei) ⊗ fi + fi ⊗ P(ei)), and

r12r13 =

n∑

i, j=1

P(ei)P(e j) ⊗ fi ⊗ f j − l
∗(P(ei))( f j) ⊗ fi ⊗ P(e j) − (l∗ − r∗)(P(e j))( fi) ⊗ P(ei) ⊗ f j,

r12r23 =

n∑

i, j=1

P(ei) ⊗ (l∗ − r∗)(P(e j))( fi) ⊗ f j − fi ⊗ P(ei)P(e j) ⊗ f j + fi ⊗ l
∗(P(ei))( f j) ⊗ P(e j),

r23r12 =

n∑

i, j=1

P(e j) ⊗ l
∗(P(ei))( f j) ⊗ fi − f j ⊗ P(ei)P(e j) ⊗ fi + f j ⊗ (l∗ − r∗)(P(e j))( fi) ⊗ P(ei),

r23r13 =

n∑

i, j=1

− f j ⊗ P(ei) ⊗ (l∗ − r∗)(P(e j))( fi) − P(e j) ⊗ fi ⊗ l
∗(P(ei))( f j) + fi ⊗ f j ⊗ P(ei)P(e j).

Note that l∗(P(ei))( f j) =
∑

k=1 f j(l(P(ei))(ek)) fk, we get

n∑

i, j=1

P(e j) ⊗ l
∗(P(ei))( f j) ⊗ fi =

n∑

i, j,k=1

f j(l(P(ei))(ek))P(e j) ⊗ fk ⊗ fi

=

n∑

i, j=1

P
(

n∑

k=1

fk(l(P(ei))(e j))ek

)

⊗ f j ⊗ fi =

n∑

i, j=1

P(l(P(ei))(e j)) ⊗ f j ⊗ fi.

Similarly, we also have
∑n

i, j=1 f j⊗l
∗(P(e j))( fi)⊗P(ei) = f j⊗ fi⊗P(l(P(ei))(e j)),

∑n
i, j=1 P(ei)⊗r

∗(P(e j))( fi)⊗

f j =
∑n

i, j=1 P(r(P(e j))(ei)) ⊗ fi ⊗ f j and
∑n

i, j=1 fi ⊗ r
∗(P(ei))( f j) ⊗ P(ei) = fi ⊗ f j ⊗ P(r(P(e j))(ei)). Thus

r12r13 + r12r23 − r23r12 − r23r13 =

n∑

i, j=1

((

P(ei)P(e j) − P(r(P(e j))(ei) − P(l(P(ei))(e j))
)

⊗ fi ⊗ f j

+ fi ⊗ f j ⊗
(

P(l(P(ei))(e j)) + P(r(P(e j))(ei)) − P(ei)P(e j)
))

.

Thus, r is a solution of the aLYBE in A ⋉ M∗ if and only if P is a relative Rota-Baxter operator of (A, ·)
associated to (M, l, r). �

As a direct conclusion, we have

Corollary 3.21. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra and (M, l, r) be a bimodule over (A, ·). If P : M →

A is a relative Rota-Baxter operator of (A, ·) associated to (M, l, r), then there is an anti-Leibniz algebra

(A ⋉ M∗,∆r), where ∆r is given by Eq. (3.1) for r = P + τ(P).
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3.3. Factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebras and skew-quadratic Rota-Baxter anti-Leibniz algebras.

In this subsection, we establish the factorizable theories for anti-Leibniz bialgebras. Let (A, ·) be an

anti-Leibniz algebra and r ∈ A ⊗ A. We have defined a linear map r♯ : A∗ → A by

〈r♯(ξ1), ξ2〉 = 〈ξ1 ⊗ ξ2, r〉.

for any ξ1, ξ2 ∈ A∗. If (A, ·,∆r) is an anti-Leibniz bialgebra, then the anti-Leibniz algebra structure ·r on

A∗ dual to the comultiplication ∆r defined by Eq. (3.1) is given by

ξ1 ·r ξ2 = l∗A(r♯(ξ1))(ξ2) + l∗A(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ1) − r∗A(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ1),

for any ξ1, ξ2 ∈ A∗. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra. In Subsection 3.2, we have get that an element

r ∈ A ⊗ A is invariant if and only if r♯(ξ)a = r♯
(

(l∗A − r∗A)(a)(ξ)
)

for any a ∈ A and ξ ∈ A∗.

Lemma 3.22. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra and r ∈ A ⊗ A. Denote by I = r♯ − τ(r)♯ : A∗ → A.

Then r − τ(r) is invariant if and only if I(l∗
A
− r∗

A
)(a) = rA(a)I or Ir∗

A
(a) = (l∗

A
− r∗

A
)(a)I, for any a ∈ A.

Proof. It is easy to see that I∗ = −I if we identify (A∗)∗ with A, and 〈I(ξ), η〉 = (r − τ(r))(ξ1 ⊗ ξ2) for

any ξ1, ξ2 ∈ A∗. Since r−τ(r) is invariant if and only if rA(a)((r♯−τ(r)♯)(ξ)) = (r♯−τ(r)♯)
(

(l∗
A
−r∗

A
)(a)(ξ)

)

and I∗ = −I if we identify (A∗)∗ with A, by the dual, we get I(l∗
A
− r∗

A
)(a) = rA(a)I is equivalent to

Ir∗A(a) = (lA − rA)(a)I for any a ∈ A. The proof is finished. �

Proposition 3.23. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra and r ∈ A⊗A such that r− τ(r) is invariant. The

following are equivalent.

(i) r is a solution of the aLYBE in (A, ·);
(ii) (A∗, ·r) is an anti-Leibniz algebra and r♯ : (A∗, ·r) → (A, ·) is a homomorphism of anti-Leibniz

algebras;

(iii) (A∗, ·r) is an anti-Leibniz algebra and τ(r)♯ : (A∗, ·r)→ (A, ·) is a homomorphism of anti-Leibniz

algebras.

Proof. (i)⇔ (ii). If r is a solution of the aLYBE in (A, ·), then (A, ·,∆r) is a quasi-triangular anti-Leibniz

bialgebra, and so that (A∗, ·r) is an anti-Leibniz algebra. Since the product ·r is given by ξ1 ·r ξ2 =

l∗
A
(r♯(ξ1))(ξ2) + l∗

A
(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ1) − r∗

A
(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ1), this equivalence is following Proposition 3.12.

(i)⇔ (iii). By a direct calculation, for any ξ1, ξ2, ξ3 ∈ A∗, we have

〈r♯(ξ1)r♯(ξ2), ξ3〉 =
∑

i, j

〈x j ⊗ xi ⊗ y jyi, ξ1 ⊗ ξ2 ⊗ ξ3〉,

〈r♯(r∗A(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ1)), ξ3〉 =
∑

i, j

〈xix j ⊗ y j ⊗ yi, ξ1 ⊗ ξ2 ⊗ ξ3〉,

〈r♯(l∗A(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ1)), ξ3〉 =
∑

i, j

〈x jxi ⊗ y j ⊗ yi, ξ1 ⊗ ξ2 ⊗ ξ3〉,

〈r♯(l∗A(r♯(ξ1))(ξ2)), ξ3〉 =
∑

i, j

〈x j ⊗ y jxi ⊗ yi, ξ1 ⊗ ξ2 ⊗ ξ3〉.

Hence,

〈r♯(ξ1 ·r ξ2) − r♯(ξ1)r♯(ξ2), ξ3〉

= 〈r♯(l∗A(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ1)) + r♯(l∗A(r♯(ξ1))(ξ2)) − r♯(r∗A(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ1)) − r♯(ξ1)r♯(ξ2), ξ3〉

=

∑

i, j

〈x jxi ⊗ y j ⊗ yi + x j ⊗ y jxi ⊗ yi − xix j ⊗ y j ⊗ yi − x j ⊗ xi ⊗ y jyi, ξ1 ⊗ ξ2 ⊗ ξ3〉

= 〈((rA − lA)(x j) ⊗ id+ id⊗rA(x j))(r − τ(r)) ⊗ y j + (τ ⊗ id)([[r, r]]), ξ1 ⊗ ξ2 ⊗ ξ3〉.

That is to say, if r−τ(r) is invariant and r is a solution of the aLYBE in (A, ·), then r♯ is a homomorphism

of anti-Leibniz algebras. Conversely, it is directly available from the above calculation. �
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Triangular anti-Leibniz bialgebras is an important class of anti-Leibniz bialgebra. Another important

class of anti-Leibniz bialgebra is the factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebras.

Definition 3.24. A quasi-triangular anti-Leibniz bialgebra (A, ·,∆) is called factorizable if the linear

map I = r♯ − τ(r)♯ : A∗ → A is a linear isomorphism of vector spaces.

Clearly, quasi-triangular anti-Leibniz bialgebras contain triangular anti-Leibniz bialgebras and fac-

torizable anti-Leibniz bialgebras as two subclasses. Moreover, it is easy to see that a quasi-triangular

anti-Leibniz bialgebra (A, ·,∆) is a triangular anti-Leibniz bialgebra if and only if I = r♯−τ(r)♯ : A∗ → A

is the zero map. Factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebras are however concerned with the opposite case. Fol-

lowing, for convenience, we consider the linear map I = r♯ − τ(r)♯ : A∗ → A as a composition of maps

as follows:

A∗
r♯⊕τ(r)♯

−−−−−−−−−−→ A ⊕ A
(a1,a2)7→a1−a2

−−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ A.

The following result justifies the terminology of a factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebra.

Proposition 3.25. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra and r ∈ A ⊗ A. If there is an anti-Leibniz

bialgebra (A, ·,∆r) induced by r and it is factorizable, then Im(r♯ ⊕ τ(r)♯) is an anti-Leibniz subalgebra

of the direct sum anti-Leibniz algebra A ⊕ A, which is isomorphism to the anti-Leibniz algebra (A∗, ·r).
Moreover, any a ∈ A has a unique decomposition a = a+ + a−, where a+ ∈ Im(r♯) and a− ∈ Im(τ(r)♯).

Proof. Since (A, ·,∆r) is quasi-triangular anti-Leibniz bialgebra, both r♯ and τ(r)♯ are homomorphisms

of anti-Leibniz algebras. Therefore, Im(r♯ ⊕ τ(r)♯) is an anti-Leibniz subalgebra of the direct sum anti-

Leibniz algebra A ⊕ A. Since I : A∗ → A is a linear isomorphism, it follows that r♯ ⊕ τ(r)♯ is injective,

then the anti-Leibniz algebra Im(r♯ ⊕ τ(r)♯) is isomorphic to the anti-Leibniz algebra (A∗, ·r). Moreover,

since I is an isomorphism again, for any a ∈ A, we have

a = (r♯ − τ(r)♯)(I−1(a)) = r♯(I−1(a)) − τ(r)♯(I−1(a)),

which implies that a = a+ + a−, where a+ = r♯(I−1(a)) and a− = −τ(r)♯(I−1(a)). The uniqueness also

follows from the fact that I is an isomorphism. �

In Theorem 3.9, for any anti-Leibniz bialgebra (A, ·,∆), we construct a new anti-Leibniz bialgebra

(A ⊕ A∗, ∗,∆r̃), which is called the double of anti-Leibniz bialgebra (A, ·,∆). The comultiplication ∆r̃ is

given by Eq. (3.1) for r =
∑

i ei ⊗ fi, where {e1, e2, · · · , en} is a basis of A and { f1, f2, · · · , fn} be its dual

basis. The importance of factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebras in the study of anti-Leibniz bialgebras

can also be observed from the following proposition that the double space of an arbitrary anti-Leibniz

bialgebra admits a factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebra structure.

Proposition 3.26. With the above notations, the double anti-Leibniz bialgebra (A ⊲⊳ A∗, ∗,∆r̃) of any

anti-Leibniz bialgebra (A, ·,∆) is factorizable.

Proof. Let r̃ =
∑

i ei ⊗ fi, where {e1, e2, · · · , en} is a basis of A and { f1, f2, · · · , fn} be its dual basis in A∗.

Since r̃ − τ(r̃) =
∑n

i=1(ei ⊗ fi − fi ⊗ ei), for any (ξ, a) ∈ A∗ ⊕ A, we get Ĩ(ξ, a) = (−a, ξ) ∈ A ⊕ A∗, where

Ĩ = (r̃♯ − τ(r̃)♯). Thus, for any (a1, ξ1), (a2, ξ2) ∈ A ⊕ A∗,

r∗A⊲⊳A∗(a1, ξ1)
(

Ĩ(ξ2, a2)
)

= (−a2a1 + l∗A∗(ξ2)(a1) + (l∗A∗ − r∗A∗)(ξ1)(−a2), ξ2 ·A∗ ξ1 + l∗A(−a2)(ξ1) + (l∗A − r∗A)(a1)(ξ2))

= Ĩ(ξ2 ·A∗ ξ1 + l∗A(−a2)(ξ1) + (l∗A − r∗A)(a1)(ξ2), a2a1 − l∗A∗(ξ2)(a1) + (r∗A∗ − l∗A∗)(ξ1)(−a2))

= Ĩ
(

((l∗A⊲⊳A∗ − r∗A⊲⊳A∗)(a1, ξ1))(ξ2, a2)
)

.

By Lemma 3.22, we get r̃ − τ(r̃) is invariant. Thus, (A ⊲⊳ A∗, ∗,∆r̃) is a quasi-triangular anti-Leibniz

bialgebra. Finally, since I(ξ, a) = (−a, ξ) is a linear isomorphism, we get that (A ⊲⊳ A∗, ∗,∆r̃) is a

factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebra. �

Proposition 3.26 provides a method for constructing factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebras.
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Example 3.27. Consider the 2-dimensional anti-Leibniz bialgebra (A, ·,∆) given by Example 3.6, where

A = k{e1, e2}, the nonzero multiplication and comultiplication: e1e1 = e2 and ∆(e1) = e2 ⊗ e2. Denote

by { f1, f2} the dual basis of {e1, e2} and r̃ = e1 ⊗ f1 + e2 ⊗ f2 ∈ A ⊗ A∗ ⊂ (A ⊕ A∗) ⊗ (A ⊕ A∗). Then we

get a 4-dimensional anti-Leibniz bialgebra (A ⊕ A∗, ∗,∆r̃), where

e1 ∗ e1 = e2, f2 ∗ f2 = f1, e1 ∗ f2 = f1, f2 ∗ e1 = e2,

∆r̃(e1) = e2 ⊗ e2, ∆r̃( f2) = f1 ⊗ f1.

One can check (A⊕A∗, ∗,∆r̃) be a quasi-triangular anti-Leibniz bialgebra. Note that r−τ(r) = e1⊗ f1+

e2 ⊗ f2 − f1 ⊗ e1 − f2 ⊗ e2, we get that the linear map Ĩ : (A ⊕ A∗)∗ → A ⊕ A∗ is given by

Ĩ(e⋆1 ) = f1, Ĩ(e⋆2 ) = f2, Ĩ( f ⋆1 ) = −e1, Ĩ( f ⋆2 ) = −e2,

where {e⋆
1
, e⋆

2
, f ⋆

1
, f ⋆

2
} in (A⊕A∗)∗ is the dual basis of {e1, e2, f1, f2} in A⊕A∗. Hence, we get Ĩ is a linear

isomorphism, and so that (A ⊕ A∗, ∗,∆r̃) is factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebra.

Next, we will give a characterization of factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebras by the Rota-Baxter op-

erator on anti-Leibniz algebras with a nondegenerate skew-symmetric invariant bilinear form. Let (A, ·)
be an anti-Leibniz algebra and λ ∈ k. A linear map R : A → A is called a Rota-Baxter operator of

weight λ on (A, ·) if

R(a1)R(a2) = R
(

R(a1)a2 + a1R(a2) + λa1a2

)

,

for any a1, a2 ∈ A. Let (A, ·,R) be an anti-Leibniz algebra with a Rota-Baxter operator R of weight λ.

Then there is a new multiplication ·R on A defined by

a1 ·R a2 = R(a1)a2 + a1R(a2) + λa1a2,

for any a1, a2 ∈ A. This anti-Leibniz algebra is denoted by AR. It is easy to see that R is a homomorphism

of anti-Leibniz algebras from (A, ·R) to (A, ·).

Definition 3.28. A linear map R : A → A is called a Rota-Baxter operator of weight λ on an anti-

Leibniz algebra (A, ·) with a nondegenerate skew-symmetric invariant bilinear form B(−,−) if R is a

Rota-Baxter operator of weight λ on (A, ·) and for any a1, a2 ∈ A,

B(R(a1), a2) +B(a1,R(a2)) + λB(a1, a2) = 0.

The quadruple (A, ·,B,R) is called a skew-quadratic Rota-Baxter anti-Leibniz algebra of weight λ.

By direct calculations, we have

Proposition 3.29. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra, B(−,−) be a nondegenerate skew-symmetric

invariant bilinear form on (A, ·) and R : A → A is a linear map. Then, (A, ·,B,R) is a skew-quadratic

Rota-Baxter anti-Leibniz algebra of weight λ if and only if (A, ·,−B,−(λ id+R)) is a skew-quadratic

Rota-Baxter anti-Leibniz algebra of weight λ.

The following theorem shows that there is a one-to-one correspondence between factorizable anti-

Leibniz bialgebras and skew-quadratic Rota-Baxter anti-Leibniz algebras of nonzero weight.

Theorem 3.30. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra and r ∈ A ⊗ A. Denote I = r♯ − τ(r)♯ and define

a bilinear form BI by BI(a1, a2) = 〈I−1(a1), a2〉, for any a1, a2 ∈ A. If there is an anti-Leibniz

bialgebra (A, ·,∆) induced by r and it is factorizable, then (A, ·,BI,R = λτ(r)♯I−1) is a skew-quadratic

Rota-Baxter anti-Leibniz algebras of weight λ.

Conversely, for any skew-quadratic Rota-Baxter anti-Leibniz algebra (A, ·,B,R) of weight λ, we have

a linear isomorphism IB : A∗ → A by 〈I−1
B

(a1), a2〉 = B(a1, a2), for any a1, a2 ∈ A. If λ , 0, we define

r♯ := 1
λ
(R + λ id)IB : A∗ −→ A,

and define r ∈ A⊗ A by 〈r♯(ξ1), ξ2〉 = 〈r, ξ1 ⊗ ξ2〉, for any ξ1, ξ2 ∈ A∗. Then r is a solution of the aLYBE

in (A, ·) and gives rise to a factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebra (A, ·,∆r), where ∆r is given by Eq. (3.1).
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Proof. Since, r♯, τ(r)♯ : (A∗, ·r)→ (A, ·) are homomorphisms of anti-Leibniz algebras, for all a1, a2, a3 ∈

A, we have

I
(

I−1(a1) ·r I
−1(a2)

)

= (r♯ − τ(r)♯)(I−1(a1) ·r I
−1(a2))(3.8)

= (I + τ(r)♯)(I−1(a1))(I + τ(r)♯)(I−1(a2)) − τ(r)♯(I−1(a1))τ(r)♯(I−1(a2))

= τ(r)♯(I−1(a1))a2 + a1τ(r)♯(I−1(a2)) + a1a2.

Therefore, for any a1, a2 ∈ A,

R
(

R(a1)a2 + a1R(a2) + λa1a2

)

= λ2τ(r)♯I−1(τ(r)♯(I−1(a1))a2 + a1τ(r)♯(I−1(a2)) + a1a2

)

= λ2τ(r)♯
(

I−1(a1) ·r I
−1(a2)

)

= R(a1)R(a2),

which implies that R is a Rota-Baxter operator of weight λ on (A, ·).
Next, we prove that BI(−,−) is nondegenerate skew-symmetric invariant. BI(−,−) is nondegenerate

since I is an isomorphism. Moreover, since (I−1)∗ = −I−1, we get

BI(a1, a2) = 〈I−1(a1), a2〉 = −〈a1, I
−1(a2)〉 = −BI(a2, a1),

for any a1, a2 ∈ A. Hence, BI is skew-symmetric. Moreover, since the r − τ(r) is invariant, by Lemma

3.22, we have I−1rA(a) = (l∗
A
− r∗

A
)(a)I−1. Thus,

BI(a1, a2a3) −BI(a1, a2a3) = 〈I−1(rA(a2)(a1)) − (l∗A − r∗A)(a2)(I−1(a1))), a3〉 = 0,

for any a1, a2, a3 ∈ A, which implies that BI is invariant. Moreover, since (τ(r)♯)∗ = r♯, we get

BI(a1,R(a2)) +BI(R(a1), a2) + λBI(a1, a2)

= λ〈I−1(a1), τ(r)♯(I−1(a2))〉 + λ〈I−1(τ(r)♯(I−1(a1))), a2〉 + λ〈I
−1(a1), a2〉

= − λ〈I−1(a1), a2〉 + λ〈I
−1(a1), a2〉

= 0,

for a1, a2 ∈ A. Thus, (A, ·,BI,R) is a skew-quadratic Rota-Baxter anti-Leibniz algebras of weight λ.

Conversely, suppose that (A, ·,B,R) is a skew-quadratic Rota-Baxter anti-Leibniz algebra of weight

λ. First, since B(−,−) is skew-symmetric and B(a1,R(a2)) + B(R(a1), a2) + λB(a1, a2) = 0, we get

I∗
B
= −IB and

〈I−1
B (a1), R(a2)〉 + 〈I−1

B (R(a1)), a2〉 + λ〈I
−1
B (a1), a2〉 = 0,

for any a1, a2 ∈ A, which implies that R∗I−1
B
+ I−1

B
R + λI−1

B
= 0, and so that, IBR∗ + RIB + λIB = 0.

Therefore, we get τ(r)♯ = (r♯)∗ = − 1
λ

(

IBR∗+λIB
)

=
1
λ
RIB, and IB = r♯−τ(r)♯. Define a multiplication

·r on A∗ by

ξ1 ·r ξ2 = l∗A(r♯(ξ1))(ξ2) + l∗A(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ1) − r∗A(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ1),

for any ξ1, ξ2 ∈ A∗. Second, we will show that 1
λ
IB : (A, ·r) → (A, ·R) is an isomorphism of anti-

Leibniz algebras. Indeed, for any a1, a2, a3 ∈ A, since B(a1a2, a3) = B(a1, a2a3 − a3a2), we get

〈I−1
B

(rA(a2)(a1)), a3〉 = 〈(l
∗
A
− r∗

A
)(a2)(I−1

B
(a1)), a3〉, and so that, rA(a)IB = IB

(

(l∗
A
− r∗

A
)(a1)
)

. That is,

r − τ(r) is invariant. Thus, for any ξ1, ξ2 ∈ A∗we have

IB(ξ1 ·r ξ2) = IB
(

l∗A(r♯(ξ1))(ξ2) + l∗A(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ1) − r∗A(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(ξ1)
)

= rA(r♯(ξ1))(IB(ξ2)) + rA(τ(r)♯(ξ2))(IB(ξ1))

= r♯(ξ1)r♯(ξ2) − r♯(ξ)τ(r)♯(ξ2) + r♯(ξ1)τ(r)♯(ξ2) − τ(r)♯(ξ)τ(r)♯(ξ2)

= r♯(ξ1)r♯(ξ2) − τ(r)♯(ξ1)τ(r)♯(ξ2),
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and

IB(ξ1) ·P IB(ξ2)

= R(IB(ξ1))IB(ξ2) + IB(ξ1)P(IB(ξ2)) + λIB(ξ1)IB(ξ2)

= λτ(r)♯(ξ1)
(

r♯(ξ2) − τ(r)♯(ξ2)
)

+ λ
(

r♯(ξ1) − τ(r)♯(ξ1)
)

τ(r)♯(ξ2) + λ
(

r♯(ξ1) − τ(r)♯(ξ1)
)(

r♯(ξ2) − τ(r)♯(ξ2)
)

= λr♯(ξ1)r♯(ξ2) − λτ(r)♯(ξ1)τ(r)♯(ξ2),

Thus, 1
λ
IB is an anti-Leibniz algebra isomorphism from (A∗, ·r) to (A, ·P).

Finally, since R + λ id, R : (A, ·P) → (A, ·) are homomorphisms of anti-Leibniz algebras, we deduce

that r♯ = 1
λ
(R + λ id)IB and τ(r)♯ = 1

λ
RIB are homomorphisms of anti-Leibniz algebras from (A∗, ·r) to

(A, ·). Hence, by Proposition 3.23, we get that r is a solution of the aLYBE in (A, ·), and so that (A, ·,∆)

is a is a factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebra, since IB = r♯ − τ(r)♯ is an isomorphism. �

Thus, if λ , 0, we have the following commutative diagram for the factorizable anti-Leibniz bialge-
bras and skew-quadratic Rota-Baxter anti-Leibniz algebra:

(A, ·,∆r)
factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebra

oo Cor. 3.8 //

OO

Thm. 3.30
��

(A, ·,∆τ(r))
factorizable anti-Leibniz bialgebraOO

Thm. 3.30
��

(A, ·,B,R)
skew-quadratic Rota-Baxter anti-Leibniz algebra

oo Prop. 3.29 // (A, ·,−B,−(λ id+R))
skew-quadratic Rota-Baxter anti-Leibniz algebra

Moreover, following Theorem 3.30, we have two corollaries.

Corollary 3.31. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra and r ∈ A⊗A. If there is an anti-Leibniz bialgebra

(A, ·,∆) induced by r and it is factorizable, then −λ id−P is also a Rota-Baxter operator of weight λ on

quadratic anti-Leibniz algebra (A, ·,BI), where I = r♯ − τ(r)♯, P = λτ(r)♯I−1 : A→ A and the bilinear

form BI is defined by BI(a1, a2) = 〈I−1(a1), a2〉, for any a1, a2 ∈ A.

Proof. It can be obtained by direct calculation. �

Corollary 3.32. Let (A, ·) be an anti-Leibniz algebra and r ∈ A ⊗ A. Define I = r♯ − τ(r)♯ and

P = λτ(r)♯I−1 : A → A where 0 , λ ∈ k. If there is an anti-Leibniz bialgebra (A, ·,∆) induced by r and

it is factorizable, then (A, ·P,∆I) is an anti-Leibniz bialgebra, where

∆
∗
I(ξ1 ⊗ ξ2) = − 1

λ
I−1(I(ξ1)I(ξ2)),

for any ξ1, ξ2 ∈ A∗. Moreover, 1
λ
I : A∗ → A gives an isomorphism of anti-Leibniz bialgebras from

(A∗, ·r,∆A∗) to (A, ·P,∆I), where ∆A∗ is the dual of product in (A, ·), i.e., ∆∗A∗(a1 ⊗ a2) = a1a2, for any

a1, a2 ∈ A.

Proof. First, we show that 1
λ
I is an anti-Leibniz algebra isomorphism from (A∗, ·r) to (A, ·P). In fact, for

any ξ1, ξ2 ∈ A∗, taking a1 = I(ξ1) ∈ A and a2 = I(ξ2) ∈ A, by Eq. (3.8), we have

1
λ
I(ξ1 ·r ξ2) = 1

λ2

(

P(I(ξ1))I(ξ2) + I(ξ1)P(I(ξ2)) + λI(ξ1)I(ξ2)
)

=
1
λ
I(ξ1) ·P

1
λ
I(ξ2).

So, 1
λ
I is an anti-Leibniz algebra isomorphism.

Second, denote the dual of ∆I by ·I. Since ( 1
λ
I)∗ = − 1

λ
I, we get

( 1
λ
I)∗(ξ1 ·I ξ2) = 1

λ
I(ξ1) 1

λ
I(ξ2) = ( 1

λ
I)∗(ξ1)( 1

λ
I)∗(ξ2),

which means ( 1
λ
I)∗ : (A∗, ·I) → (A, ·) is an isomorphism of anti-Leibniz algebras. Hence, 1

λ
I :

(A∗,∆A∗) → (A,∆I) is an isomorphism of anti-Leibniz coalgebras. Therefore, 1
λ
I is an isomorphism

of anti-Leibniz bialgebras and (A, ·P,∆I) is an anti-Leibniz bialgebra. �
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3.4. Anti-Leibniz bialgebras via Leibniz bialgebras. Here, we constrict the anti-Leibniz bialgebras

form Leibniz bialgebras and anti-commutative anti-associative algebras. By using this method, we can

construct a large number of examples for anti-Leibniz algebra and anti-Leibniz bialgebra. Recall that

a (left) Leibniz algebra is a pair (L, [−,−]), where L is a vector space and [−,−] : L ⊗ L → L is a

multiplication such that

[x1, [x2, x3]] = [[x1, x2], x3] + [x2, [x1, x3]],

for any x1, x2, x3 ∈ L. An anti-commutative anti-associative algebra (B, ·) is a vector space B with a

bilinear operations · : B ⊗ B→ B, (b1, b2) 7→ b1b2 := b1 · b2, such that

b1b2 = −b2b1, and b1(b2b3) = −(b1b2)b3,

for any b1, b2, b3 ∈ B. The anti-commutative anti-associative algebra is also called the dual mock-Lie

algebra, since the operad of anti-commutative anti-associative algebra is the Koszul dual to the mock-Lie

operad.

Lemma 3.33. Let (L, [−,−]) be a Leibniz algebra, (B, ·) be an anti-commutative anti-associative alge-

bra. Define a binary operation on A := L ⊗ B by

(x1 ⊗ b1) ◦ (x2 ⊗ b2) = [x1, x2] ⊗ (b1b2),

for any x1, x2 ∈ L and b1, b2 ∈ B. Then (A, ◦) is an anti-Leibniz algebra, which is called the anti-Leibniz

algebra induced by (L, [−,−]) and (B, ·).

Proof. For any x1, x2, x3 ∈ L and b1, b2, b3 ∈ B, note that

(x1 ⊗ b1) ◦
(

(x2 ⊗ b2) ◦ (x3 ⊗ b3)
)

+
(

(x1 ⊗ b1) ◦ (x2 ⊗ b2)
)

◦ (x3 ⊗ b3)

+ (x2 ⊗ b2) ◦
(

(x1 ⊗ b1) ◦ (x3 ⊗ b3)
)

= [x1, [x2, x3]] ⊗ (b1(b2b3)) + [[x1, x2], x3] ⊗ ((b1b2)b3) + [x2, [x1, x3]] ⊗ (b2(b1b3))

=

(

[x1, [x2, x3]] − [[x1, x2], x3] − [x2, [x1, x3]]
)

⊗ (b1(b2b3))

= 0,

we get (A, ◦) is an anti-Leibniz algebra. �

For classification problems that anti-Leibniz algebra, we still know very little. But for the clas-

sification of Leibniz algebras, some results have been obtained [2]. Recall that the non trivial anti-

commutative anti-associative algebra of dimensional two is only isomorphic to the algebra (B = k{e1, e2}, ·),
where the nonzero multiplication is given by e1e1 = e2. Two dimensional Leibniz algebras have been

classified by Cuvier [13]. More precisely, the non trivial Leibniz algebraic structure on L = k{x1, x2} is

only isomorphic to the algebra with nonzero multiplication as follows:

L1 : [x1, x1] = x2; L2 : [x1, x2] = −[x2, x1] = x2; L1 : [x1, x2] = x1 = [x2, x2].

Thus, by Lemma 3.33, we get some 4-dimensional anti-Leibniz algebra as follows: A = k{a1, a2, a3, a4}

with nonzero multiplication

A1 : a1 ◦ a1 = a2; A2 : a1 ◦ a2 = −a2 ◦ a1 = a3; A1 : a1 ◦ a2 = a3 = a2 ◦ a2.

Let B be a vector space and ∆ : B → B ⊗ B be a linear map. Then (B,∆) is called an anti-

cocommutative anti-coassociative coalgebra if

τ∆ = −∆, and (id⊗∆)∆ = −(∆ ⊗ id)∆.

Clearly, the notion of anti-cocommutative anti-coassociative coalgebras is the dualization of the notion

of anti-commutative anti-associative algebras, that is, (B,∆) is an anti-cocommutative anti-coassociative

coalgebra if and only if (B∗,∆∗) is an anti-commutative anti-associative algebra. Recall that a Leibniz

coalgebra is a pair (L, δ), where L is a vector space and δ : L→ L ⊗ L is a comultiplication such that

(δ ⊗ id)δ(x) + (τ ⊗ id)(id⊗δ)δ(x) − (id⊗δ)δ(x) = 0,
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for any x ∈ L. Now, we give the dual version of Lemma 3.33.

Lemma 3.34. Let (L, δ) be a Leibniz coalgebra, (B,∆) be an anti-cocommutative anti-coassociative

coalgebra. Define A := L ⊗ B and a linear map ∆̃ : A→ A ⊗ A by

∆̃(x ⊗ b) = δ(x) • ∆(b) =
∑

(x)

∑

(b)

(x(1) ⊗ b(1)) ⊗ (x(2) ⊗ b(2)),

for any x ∈ L and b ∈ B, where ∆(b) =
∑

(b) b(1)⊗b(2) and δ(x) =
∑

(x) x(1) ⊗ x(2) in the Sweedler notation.

Then (A, ∆̃) is an anti-Leibniz algebra.

Proof. For any xi
1
, xi

2
, xi

3
∈ L and b

j

1
, b

j

2
, b

j

3
∈ B, we denote

(∑

i

xi
1 ⊗ xi

2 ⊗ xi
3

)

•
(∑

j

b
j

1
⊗ b

j

2
⊗ b

j

3

)

=

∑

i, j

(xi
1 ⊗ b

j

1
) ⊗ (xi

2 ⊗ b
j

2
) ⊗ (xi

3 ⊗ b
j

3
).

Then, for any x ∈ L and b ∈ B, we have

(∆̃ ⊗ id)∆̃(x ⊗ b) + (id⊗∆̃)∆̃(x ⊗ b) + (τ ⊗ id)(id⊗∆̃)∆̃(x ⊗ b)

= (δ ⊗ id)δ(x) • (∆ ⊗ id)∆(b) + (id⊗δ)δ(x) • (id⊗∆)∆(b) + (τ ⊗ id)(id⊗δ)δ(x) • (τ ⊗ id)(id⊗∆)∆(b)

=

(

(δ ⊗ id)δ(x) + (τ ⊗ id)(id⊗δ)δ(x) − (id⊗δ)δ(x)
)

• (∆ ⊗ id)∆(b)

= 0.

Thus, (A, ∆̃) is an anti-Leibniz coalgebra. �

Let (B, ·) be an anti-commutative anti-associative algebra. A bilinear form ̟(−,−) on (B, ·) is called

nondegenerate if ̟(b1, b2) = 0 for any b2 ∈ B, then b1 = 0; is called symmetric if ̟(b1, b2) = ̟(b2, b1);

is called invariant if ̟(b1b2, b3) = ̟(b1, b2b3), for any b1, b2, b3 ∈ B. A quadratic anti-commutative

anti-associative algebra, denoted by (B, ̟), is an anti-commutative anti-associative algebra (B, ·) to-

gether with a symmetric invariant nondegenerate bilinear form.

Lemma 3.35. Let (B, ̟) be a quadratic anti-commutative anti-associative algebra. Suppose ∆̟ : B→

B ⊗ B be the dual of the multiplication of (B, ̟) under the bilinear form ̟(−,−), i,e.,

̟(∆̟(b1), b2 ⊗ b3) = ̟(b1, b2b3),

for any b1, b2, b3 ∈ B, where̟(∆̟(b1), b2⊗b3) =
∑

(b1) ̟((b1)(1), b2)̟((b1)(2), b3) if∆̟(b1) =
∑

(b1)(b1)(1)

⊗(b1)(2). Then (B,∆̟) is an anti-cocommutative anti-coassociative coalgebra.

Proof. For any b ∈ B and b1⊗ b2 ⊗ b3 ∈ B⊗ B⊗ B, by the definition of ∆̟, we get ̟(τ∆̟(b), b1⊗ b2) =

̟(b, b2b1) = −̟(b, b1b2) = ̟(−∆̟(b), b1 ⊗ b2) and

̟
(

(∆̟ ⊗ id)∆̟(b), b1 ⊗ b2 ⊗ b3

)

= ̟
(

b, (b1b2)b3)
)

= −̟
(

b, b1(b2b3)
)

= ̟
(

− (id⊗∆̟)∆̟(b), b1 ⊗ b2 ⊗ b3

)

.

That is, (∆̟ ⊗ id)∆̟ = −(id⊗∆̟)∆̟ and ∆̟ = −τ∆̟. Thus (B,∆̟) is an anti-cocommutative anti-

coassociative coalgebra. �

Example 3.36. Consider the 2-dimensional anti-commutative anti-associative algebra (B = k{e1, e2}, ·),
where the nonzero multiplication is given by e1e1 = e2. Define a bilinear form ̟(−,−) on (B, ·) by

̟(e1, e2) = ̟(e2, e1) = 1 and ̟(e1, e1) = ̟(e2, e2) = 0. Then (B, ̟) is a quadratic anti-commutative

anti-associative algebra. Thus, we get an anti-cocommutative anti-coassociative coalgebra (B,∆̟),

where ∆̟(e1) = e2 ⊗ e2 and ∆̟(e2) = 0.
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Recall that a Leibniz bialgebra is a triple (L, [−,−], δ), where (L, [−,−]) is a Leibniz algebra, (L, δ) is

a Leibniz coalgebra and the following equations hold:

τ(rL(y) ⊗ id)δ(x) = (rL(x) ⊗ id)δ(y),

δ([x, y]) =
(

id⊗ rL(y) − (lL + rL)(y) ⊗ id
)

(id⊗ id+τ)δ(x) + (id⊗ lL(x) + lL(x) ⊗ id)δ(y),

for all x, y ∈ L.

Theorem 3.37. Let (L, [−,−], δ) be a Leibniz bialgebra and (B, ̟) be a quadratic anti-commutative

anti-associative algebra. Suppose (A = L ⊗ B, ◦) is the anti-Leibniz algebra induced by (L, [−,−]) by

(B, ·), ∆̟ : B → B ⊗ B is the dual of the multiplication of (B, ̟) under the bilinear form ̟(−,−), and

∆̃ : A→ A⊗A is the linear map defined by ∆̃(x⊗b) = δ(x)•∆̟(b) for x ∈ L, b ∈ B. Then (A, ◦, ∆̃) is an

anti-Leibniz bialgebra, which is called the anti-Leibniz bialgebra induced by (L, [−,−], δ) and (B, ̟).

Proof. Since ̟(−,−) is an invariant bilinear form, for any b, b′, c, d ∈ B, we have

̟
(∑

(b)

b(1)b
′ ⊗ b(2), c ⊗ d

)

= ̟
(∑

(b)

b(1) ⊗ b(1), b′c ⊗ d
)

= ̟(b, (b′c)d)

= −̟(∆̟(bb′), c ⊗ d).

That is to say, ∆̟(bb′) = −
∑

(b) b(1)b
′ ⊗ b(2). Moreover, since (B, ·) is anti-commutative and ∆̟ is anti-

cocommutative, we get −∆̟(b′b) = ∆̟(bb′) =
∑

(b′) b′
(1)

b ⊗ b′
(2)
=
∑

(b) b(2) ⊗ b(1)b
′
=
∑

(b) b′b(1) ⊗ b(2) =

−
∑

(b) b(1)b
′ ⊗ b(2) =

∑

(b) b(2) ⊗ b(1)b
′
= −
∑

(b) b′b(2) ⊗ b(1) =
∑

(b) b(2)b
′ ⊗ b(1) = −

∑

(b′) b′
(1)
⊗ bb′

(2)
=

−
∑

(b′) bb′(1) ⊗ b′(2). Thus, for any x ⊗ b, x′ ⊗ b′ ∈ A,
(

rA(x ⊗ b) ⊗ id
)

∆̃(x′ ⊗ b′) − τ̂
((

rA(x′ ⊗ b′) ⊗ id
)

∆̃(x ⊗ b)
)

=

∑

(x′)

∑

(b′)

([x′(1), x] ⊗ x′(2)) • (b′(1)b ⊗ b′(2)) −
∑

(x)

∑

(b)

(x(2) ⊗ [x(1), x′]) • (b(2) ⊗ b(1)b
′)

=

(

(rL(x) ⊗ id)δ(x′) − τ
(

(rL(x′) ⊗ id)δ(x)
))

• ∆̟(bb′)

= 0,

and

∆̃((x ⊗ b) ◦ (a′ ⊗ c′)) +
((

id⊗rA(x′ ⊗ b′) + (lA − rA)(x′ ⊗ b′) ⊗ id
)

(id⊗ id−τ)
)

∆̃(x ⊗ b)

+

(

id⊗lA(x ⊗ b) + lA(x ⊗ b) ⊗ id
)

∆̃(x′ ⊗ b′)

= δ([x, x′]) • ∆̟(bb′) +
∑

(x)

∑

(b)

(x(1) ⊗ [x(2), x′]) • (b(1) ⊗ b(2)b
′) +
∑

(x)

∑

(b)

([x′, x(1)] ⊗ x(2)) • (b′b(1) ⊗ b(2))

−
∑

(x)

∑

(b)

([x(1), x′] ⊗ x(2)) • (b(1)b
′ ⊗ b(2)) −

∑

(x)

∑

(b)

(x(2) ⊗ [x(1), x′]) • (b(2) ⊗ b(1)b
′)

−
∑

(x)

∑

(b)

([x′, x(2)] ⊗ x(1)) • (b′b(2) ⊗ b(1)) +
∑

(x)

∑

(b)

([x(2), x′] ⊗ x(1)) • (b(2)b
′ ⊗ b(1))

+

∑

(x′)

∑

(b′)

(x′(1) ⊗ [x, x′(2)]) • (b′(1) ⊗ bb′(2)) +
∑

(x′)

∑

(b′)

([x, x′(1)] ⊗ x′(2)) • (bb′(1) ⊗ b′(2))

=

(

∆([x, x′]) −
((

id⊗ rL(x′) + rL(x′) ⊗ id+lL(x′) ⊗ id
)

(id⊗ id+τ)
)

δ(x)
)

• ∆̟(bb′)

−
((

id⊗ lL(x) + lL(x) ⊗ id
)

δ(x′)
)

• ∆̟(bb′)

= 0,

since (L, [−,−], δ) is a Leibniz bialgebra. By the definition, we get that (A, ◦, ∆̃) is a completed anti-

Leibniz bialgebra. �

Example 3.38. In [20], the authors have given some examples of triangular Leibniz bialgebras. Here we

using Theorem 3.37 to give some examples of anti-Leibniz bialgebras. We fix (B, ·) as the 2-dimensional
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anti-commutative anti-associative algebra given in Example 3.36, i.e., B = k{e1, e2} and e1e1 = e2

By the bilinear form ̟(−,−) on (B, ·) defined in Example 3.36, we get an anti-cocommutative anti-

coassociative coalgebra (B,∆̟), where ∆̟(e1) = e2 ⊗ e2.

(I) Let (L, [−,−], δ) be a 2-dimensional Leibniz bialgebra with basis {x1, x2}, and (A = L⊗ B, ◦, ∆̃) be

the induced 4-dimensional anti-Leibniz bialgebra with basis {a1, a2, a3, a4}.

(i) If [x1, x1] = x2, δ(x1) = k(x2 ⊗ x2), then a1 ◦ a1 = a2 and ∆̃(a1) = k(a2 ⊗ a2), where k ∈ k. That

is, the Leibniz bialgebra (L, [−,−], δ) is also an anti-Leibniz bialgebra.

(ii) If [x1, x2] = x1 = [x2, x1], δ(x1) = δ(x2) = k(x1 ⊗ x2 − x2 ⊗ x1), then a1 ◦ a2 = a3 = a2 ◦ a2 and

∆̃(a1) = ∆̃(a1) = k(a2 ⊗ a4 − a4 ⊗ a2), where k ∈ k.

(II) Let (L, [−,−], δ) be a 3-dimensional Leibniz bialgebra with basis {x1, x2, x3}, and (A = L⊗B, ◦, ∆̃)

be the induced 6-dimensional anti-Leibniz bialgebra with basis {a1, a2, a3, a4, a5, a6}.

(i) If [x1, x3] = x1 + x2, [x3, x3] = x1, δ(x3) = k(x1 ⊗ x1 + x2 ⊗ x1) + l(x1 ⊗ x2 + x2 ⊗ x2), then

a1 ◦ a5 = a2 + a4, a5 ◦ a5 = a2 and ∆̃(a5) = k(a2 ⊗ a2 + a4 ⊗ a2) + l(a1 ⊗ a4 + a4 ⊗ a4), where

k, l ∈ k.
(ii) If [x2, x3] = x2 = −[x3, x2], [x3, x3] = x1, δ(x2) = k(x1 ⊗ x2), δ(x3) = k(x1 ⊗ x1) − l(x1 ⊗ x2), then

a3 ◦ a5 = a4 = −a5 ◦ a3, a5 ◦ a5 = a3, ∆̃(a3) = k(a2 ⊗ a4) and ∆̃(a5) = k(a2 ⊗ a2) − l(a2 ⊗ a4),

where k, l ∈ k.
(iii) If [x2, x2] = x1 = [x3, x3], δ(x2) = k(x1 ⊗ x1), then a3 ◦ a3 = a2 = a5 ◦ a5 and ∆̃(a3) = k(a2 ⊗ a2),

where k ∈ k.

4. Infinite-dimensional anti-Leibniz bialgebras

In this section, we constrict infinite-dimensional anti-Leibniz bialgebras form finite-dimensional anti-

Leibniz bialgebras by the completed tensor product. In this section, a commutative algebra means a

commutative associative algebra, and a cocommutative coalgebra means a cocommutative coassociative

coalgebra for simply.

Definition 4.1. A Z-graded commutative algebra (resp. a Z-graded anti-Leibniz algebra) is a commuta-

tive algebra (C, ·) (resp. an anti-Leibniz algebra (A, ·)) with a linear decomposition C = ⊕i∈ZCi (resp.

A = ⊕i∈ZAi) such that each Ci (resp. Ai) is finite-dimensional and Ci ·C j ⊆ Ci+ j (resp. Ai · A j ⊆ Ai+ j) for

all i, j ∈ Z.

Clearly, the Laurent polynomial algebra k[t, t−1] is a Z-graded commutative algebra. We now consider

a tensor product of anti-Leibniz algebras and Z-graded commutative algebras.

Lemma 4.2. Let (A, ·) be a finite-dimensional anti-Leibniz algebra, (C = ⊕i∈ZCi, ·) be a Z-graded

commutative algebra. Define a binary operation onA := A ⊗ C by

(a1 ⊗ c1) ⋄ (a2 ⊗ c2) = (a1a2) ⊗ (c1c2),

for any a1, a2 ∈ A and c1, c2 ∈ C. Then (A, ⋄) is a Z-graded anti-Leibniz algebra, which is called affine

anti-Leibniz algebra from (A, ·) by (C = ⊕i∈ZCi, ·). Moreover, if (C = ⊕i∈ZCi, ·) = k[t, t
−1] is the Laurent

polynomial algebra, then (A, ⋄) is a Z-graded anti-Leibniz algebra if and only if (A, ·) is an anti-Leibniz

algebra.

Proof. It is straightforward. �

To carry out the affine anti-Leibniz coalgebra, we need to extend the codomain of the coproduct ∆ to

allow infinite sums. Let U = ⊕i∈ZUi and V = ⊕ j∈ZV j be Z-graded vector spaces. We call the completed

tensor product of U and V to be the vector space

U ⊗̂V :=
∏

i, j∈Z

Ui ⊗ V j.
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If U and V are finite-dimensional, then U ⊗̂V is just the usual tensor product U ⊗ V . In general, an

element in U ⊗̂V is an infinite formal sum
∑

i, j∈Z Xi j with Xi j ∈ Ui ⊗ V j. So Xi j =
∑

α ui,α ⊗ v j,α for pure

tensors ui,α⊗v j,α ∈ Ui⊗V j with α in a finite index set. Thus a general term of U ⊗̂V is a possibly infinite

sum
∑

i, j,α uiα ⊗ v jα, where i, j ∈ Z and α is in a finite index set (which might depend on i, j). With these

notations, for linear maps f : U → U′ and g : V → V ′, define

f ⊗̂ g : U ⊗̂V → U′ ⊗̂V ′,
∑

i, j,α

ui,α ⊗ v j,α 7→
∑

i, j,α

f (ui,α) ⊗ g(v j,α).

Also the twist map τ has its completion

τ̂ : V ⊗̂V → V ⊗̂V,
∑

i, j,α

ui,α ⊗ v j,α 7→
∑

i, j,α

v j,α ⊗ ui,α.

Finally, we define a (completed) coproduct to be a linear map

∆̂ : V → V ⊗̂V, ∆̂(v) :=
∑

i, j,α

v1,i,α ⊗ v2, j,α.

Then we have the well-defined map

(∆̂ ⊗̂ id)∆̂(v) = (∆̂ ⊗̂ id)
(∑

i, j,α

v1,i,α ⊗ v2, j,α

)

:=
∑

i, j,α

∆̂(v1,i,α) ⊗ v2, j,α ∈ V ⊗̂V ⊗̂V.

Definition 4.3. (i) A completed cocommutative coalgebra is a pair (C, ∆̄) where C = ⊕i∈ZCi is a Z-

graded vector space and ∆̄ : C → C ⊗̂C is a linear map satisfying

τ̂∆̄ = ∆̄, (∆̄ ⊗̂ id)∆̄ = (id ⊗̂ ∆̄)∆̄.

(ii) A completed anti-Leibniz coalgebra is a pair (A, ∆̂) where A = ⊕i∈ZAi is a Z-graded vector space

and ∆̂ : A→ A ⊗̂ A is a linear map satisfying

(∆̂ ⊗ id)∆̂ + (id⊗∆̂)∆̂ + (τ̂ ⊗ id)(id⊗∆̂)∆̂ = 0.

Example 4.4. Consider the Laurent polynomial algebra k[t, t−1], there is a naturally completed cocom-

mutative coalgebra structure on k[t, t−1], which is given by ∆̄(tk) =
∑

i∈Z t
i ⊗ tk−i for all k ∈ Z. This

completed cocommutative coalgebra is called Laurent polynomial coalgebra.

For completed anti-Leibniz coalgebra, we give the dual version of Lemma 4.2.

Lemma 4.5. Let (A,∆) be a finite-dimensional anti-Leibniz coalgebra, (C, ∆̄) be a completed cocom-

mutative coalgebra andA := A ⊗C. Define a linear map ∆̂ : A→ A⊗̂A by

∆̂(a ⊗ c) = ∆(a) • ∆̄(c) =
∑

(a)

∑

i, j,α

(a(1) ⊗ c1,i,α) ⊗ (a(2) ⊗ c2, j,α),(4.1)

for any a ∈ A and c ∈ C, where ∆(a) =
∑

(a) a(1) ⊗ a(2) in the Sweedler notation and ∆̄(c) =
∑

i, j,α c1,i,α ⊗

c2, j,α. Then (A, ∆̂) is a completed anti-Leibniz coalgebra.

Furthermore, if A is finite-dimensional, (C, ∆̄) is the Laurent polynomial coalgebra (k[t, t−1], ∆̄), then

(A, ∆̂) is a completed anti-Leibniz coalgebra if and only if (A,∆) is an anti-Leibniz coalgebra.

Proof. First, for any
∑

l a′
l
⊗ a′′

l
⊗ a′′′

l
∈ A ⊗ A ⊗ A and

∑

i, j,k,α c′i,α ⊗ c′′j,α ⊗ c′′′
k,α ∈ C ⊗̂C ⊗̂C, we denote

(∑

l

a′l ⊗ a′′l ⊗ a′′′l

)

•
( ∑

i, j,k,α

c′i,α ⊗ c′′j,α ⊗ c′′′k,α

)

=

∑

l

∑

i, j,k,α

(a′l ⊗ c′i,α) ⊗ (a′′l ⊗ c′′j,α) ⊗ (a′′′l ⊗ c′′′k,α).
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Using the above notations, for any a ⊗ c ∈ A, we have

(∆̂ ⊗̂ id)∆̂(a ⊗ c) + (id ⊗̂ ∆̂)∆̂(a ⊗ c) + (τ̂ ⊗̂ id)(id ⊗̂ ∆̂)∆̂(a ⊗ c)

= (∆ ⊗ id)δ(a) • (∆̄ ⊗̂ id)∆̄(c) + (id⊗∆)∆(a) • (id ⊗̂ ∆̄)∆̄(c) + (τ ⊗ id)(id⊗∆)∆(a) • (τ̂ ⊗̂ id)(id ⊗̂ ∆̄)∆̄(c)

=

(

(∆ ⊗ id)∆(a) + (id⊗∆)∆(a) + (τ ⊗ id)(id⊗∆)∆(a)
)

• (∆̄ ⊗̂ id)∆̄(c)

= 0.

That is, (A, ∆̂) is a completed anti-Leibniz coalgebra.

Second, if (C, ∆̄) = (k[t, t−1], ∆̄) and (A, ∆̂) is a completed anti-Leibniz coalgebra constructed as

above, we abbreviated a ⊗ tk as atk for a ∈ A, then

(∆̂ ⊗̂ id)∆̂(atk) =
∑

(a)

∑

i, j

(a11t
j) ⊗ (a12t

i− j) ⊗ (a2t
k−i),

(id ⊗̂ ∆̂)∆̂(atk) =
∑

(a)

∑

i, j

(a1t
i) ⊗ (a21t

j) ⊗ (a22t
k−i− j),

(τ̂ ⊗̂ id)(id ⊗̂ ∆̂)∆̂(atk) =
∑

(a)

∑

i, j

(a21t
j) ⊗ (a1t

i) ⊗ (a22t
k−i− j).

Let i = j = 0. Comparing the coefficients of 1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ tk, we obtain
∑

(a) a11 ⊗ a12 ⊗ a2 + a1 ⊗ a21 ⊗ a22 +

a21 ⊗ a1 ⊗ a22, i.e., (∆ ⊗ id)∆ + (id⊗∆)∆ + (τ ⊗ id)(id⊗∆)∆. Thus (A,∆) is an anti-Leibniz coalgebra.

The proof is finished. �

Finally, we extend the affine anti-Leibniz algebras and the affine anti-Leibniz coalgebras to the affine

anti-Leibniz bialgebra.

Definition 4.6. Let ̟(−,−) be a bilinear form on a Z-graded commutative algebra (C = ⊕i∈ZCi, ·).
Then

(i) ̟(−,−) is called invariant, if ̟(c1c2, c3) = ̟(c1, c2c3), for any c1, c2, c3 ∈ C;

(ii) ̟(−,−) is called graded, if there exists m ∈ Z such that ̟(Ci,C j) = 0 when i + j + m , 0.

A quadratic Z-graded commutative algebra, denoted by (C = ⊕i∈ZCi, ̟), is a Z-graded commutative

algebra together with a symmetric invariant nondegenerate graded bilinear form.

Clearly, in Definition 4.6, if C = C0, then a quadratic Z-graded commutative algebra is just a quadratic

commutative algebra.

Example 4.7. Consider the Laurent polynomial algebra k[t, t−1], there is a natural bilinear form̟(−,−)

on k[t, t−1] which is given by ̟(ti, t j) = δi, j, for i, j ∈ Z, where δi, j is the Kronecker delta. It is easy to see

that this bilinear form is a symmetric invariant nondegenerate graded bilinear form. Thus, (k[t, t−1], ̟)

is a quadratic Z-graded commutative algebra, and it is called a quadratic Z-graded Laurent polynomial

algebra.

For a quadratic Z-graded commutative algebra (C = ⊕i∈ZCi, ̟), the nondegenerate symmetric bilin-

ear form ̟(−,−) induces bilinear forms

(C ⊗̂C ⊗̂ · · · ⊗̂C
︸              ︷︷              ︸

n-fold

) ⊗ (C ⊗ C ⊗ · · · ⊗ C
︸              ︷︷              ︸

n-fold

) −→ k,

for all n ≥ 2, which is denoted by ¯̟ (−,−) and defined by

¯̟
( ∑

i1 ,··· ,in,α

c′1,i1 ,α ⊗ · · · ⊗ c′n,in ,α, c1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ cn

)

=

∑

i1,··· ,in,α

n∏

j=1

̟(c′j,i j ,α
, c j).

One can check that ¯̟ (−,−) is left nondegenerate, i.e., if

¯̟
( ∑

i1,··· ,in,α

c′1,i1,α ⊗ · · · ⊗ c′n,in,α, c1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ cn

)

= ¯̟
( ∑

i1,··· ,in,α

c′′1,i1,α ⊗ · · · ⊗ c′′n,in,α, c1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ cn

)
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for any homogeneous elements c1, c2, · · · , cn ∈ C, then
∑

i1 ,··· ,in ,α

c′1,i1 ,α ⊗ · · · ⊗ c′n,in ,α =
∑

i1,··· ,in,α

c′′1,i1 ,α ⊗ · · · ⊗ c′′n,in ,α.

Lemma 4.8. Let (C = ⊕i∈ZCi, ̟) be a quadratic Z-graded commutative associative algebra. Suppose

∆̄ : C → C ⊗̂C be the dual of the multiplication of C under the left nondegenerate bilinear form ¯̟ (−,−),

i,e.,

¯̟ (∆̄(c1), c2 ⊗ c3) = ̟(c1, c2c3),(4.2)

for any c1, c2, c3 ∈ C. Then (C, ∆̄) is a completed cocommutative coalgebra.

Proof. For any c ∈ C and c1 ⊗ c2 ⊗ c3 ∈ Ci ⊗ C j ⊗Ck, by the definition of ∆̄, we get

¯̟
(

(∆̄ ⊗̂ id)(∆̄(c)), c1 ⊗ c2 ⊗ c3

)

= ̟
(

c, (c1c2)c3)
)

= ̟
(

c, c1(c2c3)
)

= ¯̟
(

(id ⊗̂ ∆̄)(∆̄(c)), c1 ⊗ c2 ⊗ c3

)

.

That is, (∆̄ ⊗̂ id)∆̄ = (id ⊗̂ ∆̄)∆̄. Similarly, one can check that ∆̄ = τ̂∆̄. Thus (C, ∆̄) is a completed

cocommutative coalgebra. �

Example 4.9. Consider the quadratic Z-graded commutative Laurent polynomial algebra (k[t, t−1], ̟)

which is given in Example 4.7, by Lemma 4.8, we get a completed cocommutative coalgebra (k[t, t−1], ∆̄),

where ∆̄ is given by: ∆̄(tk) =
∑

i∈Z t
i ⊗ tk−i for all k ∈ Z. This completed cocommutative coalgebra

(k[t, t−1], ∆̄) is just the Laurent polynomial coalgebra given in Example 4.4.

We now give the notion and results on completed anti-Leibniz bialgebras.

Definition 4.10. A completed anti-Leibniz bialgebra is a triple (A = ⊕i∈ZAi, ·, ∆̂) such that (A = ⊕i∈ZAi, ·)
is a Z-graded anti-Leibniz algebra, (A = ⊕i∈ZAi, ∆̂) is a completed anti-Leibniz coalgebra, and the

following compatibility condition holds:

(

rA(a1) ⊗̂ id
)

∆̂(a2) − τ̂
((

rA(a2) ⊗̂ id
)

∆̂(a1)
)

= 0.

∆̂(a1a2) +
((

id ⊗̂ rA(a2) + (lA − rA)(a2) ⊗̂ id
)

(id ⊗̂ id−τ̂)
)

∆̂(a1) +
(

id ⊗̂ lA(a1) + lA(a1) ⊗̂ id
)

∆̂(a2) = 0,

for any a1, a2 ∈ A.

In the definition above, if A = A0, the completed anti-Leibniz bialgebra is just the anti-Leibniz bial-

gebra given in Definition 2.11.

Theorem 4.11. Let (A, ·,∆) be a finite-dimensional anti-Leibniz bialgebra and (C = ⊕i∈ZCi, ̟) be a

quadratic Z-graded commutative associative algebra. Suppose that (A, ⋄) is the Z-graded anti-Leibniz

algebra from (A, ·) by (C = ⊕i∈ZCi, ·) in Lemma 4.2, ∆̄ : C → C ⊗̂C is the linear map defined by Eq. (4.2)

and ∆̂ : A → A⊗̂A is the linear map defined by Eq. (4.1). Then (A, ⋄, ∆̂) is a completed anti-Leibniz

bialgebra, which is called an affine anti-Leibniz bialgebra from (A, ·,∆) by (C = ⊕i∈ZCi, ̟).

Furthermore, if A is finite-dimensional and (C = ⊕i∈ZCi, ̟) is the quadratic Z-graded Laurent

polynomial algebra
(

k[t, t−1], ̟
)

, then (A, ⋄, ∆̂) is a completed anti-Leibniz bialgebra constructed as

above if and only if (A, ·,∆) is an anti-Leibniz bialgebra.

Proof. First, since the bilinear form ̟(−,−) on C is invariant and (C, ·) is an associative algebra, for any

c, c′, x, y ∈ C, we have

¯̟
(∑

i, j,α

c′1,i,αc ⊗ c′2, j,α, x ⊗ y
)

= ¯̟
(∑

i, j,α

c′1,i,α ⊗ c′2, j,α, cx ⊗ y
)

= ̟(c′, cxy) = ̟(c′c, xy) = ¯̟ (∆̄(c′c), x ⊗ y).
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That is, ∆̄(c′c) =
∑

i, j,α c′
1,i,αc ⊗ c′

2, j,α. Note that (C, ·) is commutative and ∆̄ is cocommutative, we have

∆̄(c′c) = ∆̄(cc′) =
∑

i, j,α c′
1,i,α ⊗ cc′

2, j,α =
∑

i, j,α c1,i,αc′ ⊗ c2, j,α =
∑

i, j,α cc′
1,i,α ⊗ c′

2, j,α =
∑

i, j,α c′
1,i,α ⊗ c′

2, j,αc =
∑

i, j,α c2, j,αc′ ⊗ c1,i,α =
∑

i, j,α c2, j,α ⊗ c′c1,i,α. Thus, for any a ⊗ c, a′ ⊗ c′ ∈ A,
(

rA(a ⊗ c) ⊗̂ id
)

∆̂(a′ ⊗ c′) − τ̂
((

rA(a′ ⊗ c′) ⊗̂ id
)

∆̂(a ⊗ c)
)

=

∑

(a′)

∑

i, j,α

(a′(1)a ⊗ a′(2)) • (c′1,i,αc ⊗ c′2, j,α) −
∑

(a)

∑

i, j,α

(a(2) ⊗ a(1)a
′) • (c2, j,α ⊗ c1,i,αc′)

=

(

(rA(a) ⊗ id)∆(a′) − τ
(

(rA(a′) ⊗ id)∆(a)
))

• ∆̄(cc′)

= 0,

and

∆̂((a ⊗ c) ⋄ (a′ ⊗ c′)) +
((

id ⊗̂ rA(a′ ⊗ c′) + (lA − rA)(a′ ⊗ c′) ⊗̂ id
)

(id ⊗̂ id−τ̂)
)

∆̂(a ⊗ c)

+

(

id ⊗̂ lA(a ⊗ c) + lA(a ⊗ c) ⊗̂ id
)

∆̂(a′ ⊗ c′)

= ∆(aa′) • ∆̄(cc′) +
∑

(a)

∑

i, j,α

(a(1) ⊗ a(2)a
′) • (c1,i,α ⊗ c2, j,αc′) +

∑

(a)

∑

i, j,α

(a′a(1) ⊗ a(2)) • (c′c1,i,α ⊗ c2, j,α)

−
∑

(a)

∑

i, j,α

(a(1)a
′ ⊗ a(2)) • (c1,i,αc′ ⊗ c2, j,α) −

∑

(a)

∑

i, j,α

(a(2) ⊗ a(1)a
′) • (c2,i,α ⊗ c1, j,αc′)

−
∑

(a)

∑

i, j,α

(a′a(2) ⊗ a(1)) • (c′c2,i,α ⊗ c1, j,α) +
∑

(a)

∑

i, j,α

(a(2)a
′ ⊗ a(1)) • (c2,i,αc′ ⊗ c1, j,α)

+

∑

(a′)

∑

i, j,α

(a′(1) ⊗ aa′(2)) • (c′1,i,α ⊗ cc′2, j,α) +
∑

(a′)

∑

i, j,α

(aa′(1) ⊗ a′(2)) • (cc′1,i,α ⊗ c′2, j,α)

=

(

∆(aa′) +
((

id⊗ rA(a′) − rA(a′) ⊗ id+lA(a′) ⊗ id
)

(id⊗ id−τ)
)

∆(a)
)

• ∆̄(cc′)

+

((

id⊗ lA(a) + lA(a) ⊗ id
)

∆(a′)
)

• ∆̄(cc′)

= 0,

since (A, ·,∆) is an anti-Leibniz bialgebra. By the definition, we get that (A, ⋄, ∆̂) is a completed anti-

Leibniz bialgebra.

Second, if (A, ⋄, ∆̂) is a completed anti-Leibniz bialgebra, where (C = ⊕i∈ZCi, ̟) is the quadratic

Z-graded Laurent polynomial algebra (k[t, t−1], ̟), denote a⊗ tk by atk for a ∈ A, then for any a, a′ ∈ A

and k, l ∈ Z, we have

0 =
(

rA(atk) ⊗̂ id
)

∆̂(a′tl) − τ̂
((

rA(a′tl) ⊗̂ id
)

∆̂(atk)
)

=

(

(rA(a) ⊗ id)∆(a′) − τ
(

(rA(a′) ⊗ id)∆(a)
))

• ∆̄(tk+l).

Thus, we get Eq. (2.13) holds. Similarly, we can get Eq. (2.12) also holds. That is, (A, ·,∆) is an

anti-Leibniz bialgebra. �

Example 4.12. (I) Let (Λ2
1
,∆) be the 2-dimension anti-Leibniz bialgebra given in Example 2.12. Con-

sider the Z-graded vector space Λ2
1 ⊗ k[t, t

−1], we denote the homogeneous element in Λ2
1 ⊗ k[t, t

−1] by

atk, where a ∈ Λ2. Then the multiplication ⋄ on Λ2
1
⊗ k[t, t−1] is given by e1t

i ⋄ e1t
j
= e2t

i+ j, and the

completed comultiplication ∆̂ on Λ2
1
⊗ k[t, t−1] is given by ∆̂(e1t

k) =
∑

i∈Z e2t
i ⊗ e2t

k−i, for any i, j, k ∈ Z.

This anti-Leibniz bialgebra is also a Leibniz bialgebra, is also an anti-associative bialgebra (see [15]).

(II) Let (A = k{e1, e2, e3}, ·,∆) be an anti-Leibniz bialgebra with nonzero multiplication and comul-

tiplication: e2e2 = e1 = e3e3 and ∆(e2) = e1 ⊗ e1. Then we get an infinite-dimensional anti-Leibniz

bialgebraic structure on A ⊗ k[t, t−1] under the multiplication e2t
i ⋄ e2t

j
= e1t

i+ j
= e3t

i ∗ e3t
j and com-

pleted comultiplication ∆̂(e2t
k) =
∑

i∈Z e1t
i ⊗ e1t

k−i, for any i, j, k ∈ Z.

Remark 4.13. In this section, we using the Z-graded commutative associative algebra to construct

infinite-dimensional anti-Leibniz bialgebra. In fact, we can using the Z-graded perm algebra to con-

struct infinite-dimensional anti-Leibniz bialgebra. Recently, Lin, Zhou and Bai construct a Z-graded
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perm algebra in [21] as follows. Let P = { f1∂1 + f2∂2 | f1, f2 ∈ k[x±
1
, x±

2
]} and define a binary operation

· : P ⊗ P → P by

(x
i1
1

x
i2
2
∂s) · (x

j1
1

x
j2
2
∂t) = δs,1x

i1+ j1+1

1
x

i2+ j2
2

∂t + δs,2x
i1+ j1
1

x
i2+ j2+1

2
∂t,

for any i1, i2, j1, j2 ∈ Z and s, t ∈ {1, 2}. Then (P, ·) is a Z-graded perm algebra with the linear decom-

position P = ⊕i∈ZPi, where

Pi =

{
2∑

k=1

fk∂k | fk is a homogeneous polynomial with deg( fk) = i − 1, k = 1, 2
}

,

for all i ∈ Z. If we replace the Laurent polynomial algebra with this Z-graded perm algebra, the

conclusions of this chapter can also be obtained.

Acknowledgements. This work was financially supported by National Natural Science Foundation of

China (No. 11801141).

References

[1] M. Aguiar, On the associative analog of Lie bialgebras, J. Algebra 244 (2001), 492–532.

[2] S. Ayupov, B. Omirov, I. Rakhimov, Leibniz algebras: structure and classification, CRC Press, Taylor & Francis

Group, 2020.

[3] C. Bai, Left-symmetric bialgebras and an analogue of the classical Yang-Baxter equation, Commun. Contemp. Math.

10 (2008), 221–260.

[4] C. Bai, Double constructions of Frobenius algebras, Connes cocycles and their duality, J. Noncommut. Geom. 4

(2010), 475–530.

[5] C. Bai, L. Guo, X. Ni, O-operators on associative algebras and associative Yang-Baxter equations, Pacific J. Math.

256 (2012), 257–289.

[6] C. Bai, G. Liu, Y. Sheng, R. Tang, Quasi-triangular, factorizable Leibniz bialgebras and relative Rota-Baxter opera-

tors, arXiv: 2410.03089.

[7] A. Baklouti, S. Benayadi, Symplectic Jacobi-Jordan algebras, Linear and Multilinear Algebra 69 (2019), 1–22.

[8] A. Baklouti, S. Benayadi, A. Makhlouf and S. Mansour, Cohomology and deformations of Jacobi-Jordan algebras,

arXiv:2109.12364.

[9] S. Braiek, T. Chtioui, S. Mabrouk, Anti-Leibniz algebras: A non-commutative version of mock-Lie algebras, J. Geom.

Phys. 209 (2025), 105385, 15PP.

[10] K. Benali, Bialgebras via Manin triples of compatible mock-Lie algebras, Comm. Algebra 52 (2024), 1–14.

[11] K. Benali, T. Chtioui, A. Hajjaji, S. Mabrouk, Bialgebras, the Yang-Baxter equation and Manin triples for mock-Lie

algebras, Acta et Commentationes Universitatis Tartuensis de Mathematica 27 (2023), 211–233.

[12] D. Burde, A. Fialowski, Jacobi-Jordan algebras, Linear Algebra Appl. 459 (2014), 586–594.
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