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HOW ASSOCIATIVE CAN A NON-ASSOCIATIVE MOUFANG
LOOP BE?

ILAN LEVIN

ABSTRACT. We prove a non-associative analog to the well-known % Theorem.

Namely, for a finite Moufang loop with nuclear commutators, we show that if
the probability that three randomly chosen elements associate is greater than

g, then the loop must be a group. The bound is tight as demonstrated by

the 16-element Octonion loop.

The % Theorem is a well-known observation in group theory; given a finite group
G, if the probability of two randomly chosen elements in G commuting exceeds
3, then the group is commutative. This probability is usually denoted by P(G).
The bound is sharp, as the probability of two randomly chosen elements in the
Quaternion group commuting is indeed %. The result was proven and generalized
to compact groups with Haar measure in [5]. This intriguing property has been
studied in multiple different directions. In [10], all groups with P(G) > i are
completely classifed. In particular, it is shown that if P(G) > 3%, then P(G) €

%, %, %, %, %, %} U {% + 225% : s € N}. In [4], it is shown that if two randomly
chosen elements of a finite group G generate a solvable group with probability
exceeding %, then the whole group is solvable. Moreover, the bound is attained by
the alternating group As.

This short note provides two non-associative analogs to the % Theorem:

Theorem. Let G be a finite non-associative Moufang loop satisfying
[[G,G],G,G] = 1. Then the probability that three uniformly chosen elements in G
associate does not exceed g.

Theorem. Let G be a finite non-associative CC loop. Then the probability that
three uniformly chosen elements in G associate does not exceed %.

The bounds given in the theorems are sharp. They are attained when considering
the octonion loop 014 and the smallest CC loop of order 6, respectively.

1. PRELIMINARIES

A set L with a binary operation is called a quasigroup if every equation of the
form ax = b or za = b has a unique solution (z being the variable). A quasigroup
with an identity element 1 is called a loop. A loop G is called Moufang if one of
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the following equivalent identities holds:

(1) z2(x(zy)) = ((z2)2)y
(2) ((z2)y)z = (2(y2))
3) (z2)(yz) = (2(zy))z

The associator of a, b, ¢ is denoted [a, b, ¢] and is defined as the unique solution
to the equation (ab)c = (a(bc))z.

Definition 1.1. The left (middle, right) nucleus of G is defined as the set of all
a’s such that [a,z,y] =1 ([x,a,y] =1, [x,y,a] = 1 respectively) for any x,y € G.
It is denoted by Me(G) M (G), N-(G) respectively).

In Moufang loops, all the nuclei coincide. We denote the nucleus by 91(G), and
when G is understood from context, we even use 1. The nucleus is a normal
subloop.

Moufang loops satisfy the fundamental Moufang’s theorem:

Theorem 1.2. Let G be a Moufang loop and let x,y,z € G be elements such that
[x,y,2] = 1. Then (x,y,z) is an associative subloop. In particular, whenever the
associator is trivial, it is invariant under permutations and inverses of the elements.

Moufang loops are di-associative, that is, every subloop generated by two ele-
ments is associative. This fact follows immediately from Theorem 1.2. In particular,
this fact implies that Moufang loops have well-defined inverses, and that they satisfy
the alternative laws: (zy)y = z(yy) and (z2)y = z(zy).

A finite loop is said to have the Lagrange property if every subloop is of order
dividing the order of the loop. Moufang loops satisfy the Lagrange property, as
proven in [3].

We mention Bruck’s notion of an adjoint set, appearing in [2, Page 119].

Definition 1.3. Given a subset A C G, the adjoint of A, A’, is the set of allxz € G
such that [A,xz,G] = 1.

By [2, Lemma VI1.4.3], if G is a Moufang loop, A’ is a subloop.

2. MOUFANG LooPs WiITH NUCLEAR COMMUTATORS

Throughout this section, G is a Moufang loop and 91 is its nucleus. We start by
realizing how big the nucleus can be. If G is associative, then of course 9t = G. Let
us assume otherwise.

Lemma 2.1. Let G be a Moufang loop and A <N, such that G/A is generated by
at most two elements. Then G is a group.

Proof. Assume G/A = (zA,yA). Denote H = (z,y). Notice that HA/A contains
both zA and yA, so HA/A = G/A and HA = G. Hence, the loop can be written
as G = (A, z,y). By [2, Theorem VIIL.4.2], taking A = A, B = {a},C = {y}, we see
that AU {x,y} is contained in an associative subloop of G. But this can only be G
- so (G is associative. O

Corollary 2.2. A non-associative Moufang loop G satisfies |G : N] > 8.

Proof. This follows by the previous lemma and the classification of groups up to
order 7. O
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This bound cannot be improved, as the 16-element octonion loop Q14 (studied
extensively in [8]) is Moufang and 91(Qy6) = {£1}. In this case, the quotient is
isomorphic to Z/27 x 7./27 x 7./ 27.

For any x € G, define the left translation map L, : G — G and the right
translation map R, : G — G by L,(y) = zy and R, (y) = yx, respectively. Denote
by L(z,y) the composition Ly o L, OL;;. This map is a pseudo-automorphism with
companion [y, 2] for all z,y € G. Pseudo-automorphisms are introduced in [2, Page
113).

Lemma 2.3. If [G,G,[G,G]] = 1, then the set 0y, = {z: [z,y,2] = 1} is a
subloop for all x,y € G.

Proof. By assumption, [y,z] € M, so L(z,y) is an automorphism. By [2, Lemma
VIL5.4], L(z,y)(2) = z[z,y,2]~ . The set of fixed points of an automorphism forms
a subloop, and L(z,y)(z) = z if and only if [z,y, 2] = 1. O

We are finally ready to prove the main theorem.

Theorem 2.4. Let G be a finite non-associative Moufang loop that satisfies |G, G, [G, G]] =
1. Then the probability that three elements x,y,z chosen uniformly associate is at
most ‘é—i.
Proof. First of all, notice that the event z,y, z associate can be split into three
disjoint cases:
(1) z €M
(2) x ¢ MNand y € {z};
(3) ¢ Nand y ¢ {z} and z € Iy .
The probability of the first case is % Assume z ¢ M. So there exist u,v € G such
that [z, u,v] # 1. Thus, the chain of subloops

N<A{r} <0 <G

is strictly ascending. A well-known exercise in quasigroup theory states that a
proper subquasigroup is of size at most half of the quasigroup. In particular, this

means that |[{z}'| < %. So the probability of the second case is bounded by
(1- %) - 7. The probability of the third case is bounded by (1 — %) 31l =
(1- %) -2, since there exists v € G such that [z,y,v] # 1, so v ¢ 0,,. Summing
everything up, the probability of z,y, z associating is at most % . % + %. By
Corollary 2.2, % < %, so the best case scenario is when % = %, and we get that
the probability is bounded by g. ([

Corollary 2.5. If the probability that 3 elements chosen uniformly associate in a
Moufang loop G with nuclear commutators is strictly greater than g, then G is a
group.

The bound is sharp. It is attained when considering the octonion loop Q1.

3. CoNnyucacy CLOSED Loops

A loop G is called a conjugacy closed loop (or CC loop) if it satisfies the following
two identities:
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(4) 2(ey) = R (1) - (=)
(5) (zy)z = (v2) - L7 (y2)

Conjugacy closed loops can also be interpreted as loops in which left translation
maps and right translation maps are closed under conjugation, that is, for all z,y €
G, R;' o R, o R, is a right translation map and L' o L, o L, is a left translation
map.

Associators of CC loops are invariant under permutations. Moreover, CC loops
satisfy the Lagrange property; see [7, Corollary 3.2].

We prove a similar theorem for CC loops.

Theorem 3.1. Let G be a finite non-associative CC loop. Then the probability that
three elements x,y, z chosen uniformly associate is at most %.

Proof. Let G be a finite non-associative CC loop. Similarly to the proof for Moufang
loops with nuclear commutators, the event x,y, z associate can be split into three
disjoint cases:

(1) z eM;

(2) z ¢ Nand y € {z};

(3) z¢MNand y ¢ {z} and z € 0, 4.

The probability of the first case is % Now assume z ¢ M. So, there exist u,v € G

such that [z,u,v] # 1. Using the same notation as in Lemma 2.3, the set 0y,
is a subloop of G by [6, Lemma 2.9(5)], but v ¢ Oy, S0 |0y ] < ‘—g‘ The set
{z}' is contained in 9, ,, hence |{z}'| < I%I as well. Taking this fact into account,
m\) 1

we find that the probability of the second case is bounded by (1 — @) 2 and

the probability of the third case is bounded by (1 — %) . % . % In summary, the
probability of the associating z,y, z is at most % . % + %. But since M # G, we
get [M] < S, So, the probability is bounded by 4 -1 43 =T, O

Corollary 3.2. If the probability that 3 elements chosen uniformly associate in a
CC loop G is strictly greater than %, then G is a group.

This bound is sharp. It is attained when considering the smallest CC loop, which
is of order 6.

4. CONCLUDING REMARKS

(1) The author suspects that the theorem might be false for general Moufang
loops, due to the concluding remark in [1].

(2) Verifications of the probability for the loop Q16 as well as the smallest CC
loop of order 6 were made using the LOOPS package [9] in GAP.
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