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Abstract

It is proven that every finite group of odd order with all Sylow sub-
groups of nilpotency class at most two is an involutive Yang-Baxter group
(IYB group for short), i.e. it admits a structure of left brace. It is also
proven that every finite solvable group of even order with all Sylow sub-
groups of nilpotency class at most two and abelian Sylow 2-subgroups is
an I'YB group. These results contribute to the open problem asking which
finite solvable groups are IYB, in particular they generalize a result of Ben
David and Ginosar [4] concerned with finite solvable groups with abelian
Sylow subgroups.
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1 Introduction and preliminaries

The Yang-Baxter equation is an important equation in mathematical physics
and it lies at the foundations of quantum groups. In [9] Drinfeld suggested to
study the set-theoretic solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation. Gateva-Ivanova
and Van den Bergh [12] and Etingof, Schedler and Soloviev [10] introduced
the class of so called involutive non-degenerate set-theoretic solutions of the
Yang—Baxter equation and studied these solutions introducing a special class
of groups. Rump in [I4] introduced a new algebraic structure, called brace, to
study this class of solutions. Because of deep connections to several areas of
mathematics, this area has attracted a lot of attention during the last twenty
years, see for example [5] and the references therein.

Let X be a non-empty set and let r : X x X — X X X be a map. For
z,y € X we put r(z,y) = (05(y),vy(x)). Recall that (X,r) is an involutive,
non-degenerate set-theoretic solution of the Yang-Baxter equation if 72 = id,
all the maps o, and vy, are bijective maps from the set X to itself and

12723712 = T23T12723,

where r19 = r x idx and r93 = idx X r are maps from X3 to itself. Because
r? = id, one easily verifies that ~,(z) = U;ml(y)(l'), for all z,y € X (see for

example [10, Proposition 1.6]).

Convention. Throughout the paper a solution of the YBE will mean an invo-
lutive, non-degenerate, set-theoretic solution of the Yang—Baxter equation.

The permutation group of a solution (X, r) of the YBE, [I1], is
G(X,r)=gr(o, | z € X).

Etingof, Schedler and Soloviev in [T0] proved that for every solution (X, r) of the
YBE there exists an abelian group A, an action of G(X,r) on A and a bijective
1-cocycle G(X, R) — A. Using this, they proved in the same paper that if (X, r)
is a finite solution of the YBE, then the group G(X,r) is solvable.

A left brace, [14, [6], is a set B with two binary operations, + and o, such
that (B, +) is an abelian group (the additive group of B), (B, o) is a group (the
multiplicative group of B), and for every a, b, c € B,

ao(b+c)+a = aob+aoec. (1)

In any left brace B the neutral elements 0, 1 for the operations 4+ and o coincide.
Moreover, there is an action A: (B,0) — Aut(B, +), called the lambda map
of B, defined by A(a) = A\, and A(b) = —a+aob, for a,b € B. We shall
write a o b = ab and a~! will denote the inverse of a for the operation o, for all
a,b € B. A trivial brace is a left brace B such that ab=a + b, for all a,b € B,
i.e. all A\, =id. The socle of a left brace B is

Soc(B)={a€ B|ab=a+0b, for all b € B}.



Note that Soc(B) = Ker()), and thus it is a normal subgroup of the multiplica-
tive group of B.

An involutive Yang-Baxter group (IYB group for short) is a finite group
isomorphic to the permutation group G(X,r) of a finite solution of the YBE,
[8]. Hence by the above result of Etingof, Schedler and Soloviev, every IYB
group is solvable. This is equivalent to saying that the multiplicative group
of a finite left brace is solvable [8, Theorem 2.1]. In [8] it is proven that the
class of IYB group includes the following: finite abelian-by-cyclic groups, finite
nilpotent groups of class 2 (see also [I]), direct products and wreath products of
I'YB groups, semidirect products A x H with A a finite abelian group and H an
IYB group, Hall subgroups of IYB groups, Sylow subgroups of the symmetric
groups Sym,,. As a consequence it is also proven that every finite solvable group
is isomorphic to a subgroup of an I'YB group, and every finite nilpotent group is
isomorphic to a subgroup of a nilpotent I'YB group. Finite solvable groups with
abelian Sylow subgroups (so called A-groups) are IYB groups, [4, Corollary 4.3]
and [7, Theorem 2.1].

On the other hand, Bachiller in [3] shows an example of a finite p-group G,
for a prime p, such that G is not an IYB group. Thus, the following is a natural
question.

Question 1.1 Let G be a finite solvable group. Suppose that all Sylow subgroups
of G are IYB groups. Is G an IYB group?

Actually, if all Sylow subgroups of G coming from a Sylow system on G are
left braces, then Theorem 3.7 in [I5] gives certain conditions under which these
brace structures extend to a structure of left brace on G; these conditions are
formulated in the equivalent language of the so called affine structures.

Note that if the answer to this question is affirmative, then the additive
Sylow subgroups P, ..., P, of the left brace G form a Sylow system of its
multiplicative group. Hence P;P; = P;P; for all 4,j. If x € P; and y € P}, then
there exist unique elements z € P; and ¢t € P; such that xy = zt. Since in a
left brace zy = A\, (y))\;:(y) (xz) and A, (y) € P; and )\;:(y)(:c) € P;, we have that
Az(y) = z and /\;ml(y)(:c) =t

On the other hand, suppose that P is a finite p-group, for a prime p, such
that Aut(P) is not a p-group. Let ¢ be a prime divisor of | Aut(P)|, ¢ # p.
Let o € Aut(P) be of order q. Suppose that P is an IYB group. Consider the
semidirect product P x Z/(q), where

(al,bl) . (ag,bg) = (alabl (ag),bl + bz).

Suppose that the answer to Question [[L1lis affirmative. Since the abelian group
Z/(q) is an IYB group, we have that P x Z/(q) also is an IYB group. Let
P, = P x {0} and P> = {1} x Z/(q). There exists a structure of left brace B
on P % Z/(q) such that P; is the Sylow p-subgroup of the additive group of
B (because P; is normal in the multiplicative group of B). Furthermore, there
exists (a,b) € PxZ/(q) such that (a,b)Px(a,b)~! is the Sylow g-subgroup of the



additive group of B. Let f: B — P xZ/(q) be the map defined by f(ai,b1) =
(a,b)"Y(a1,b1)(a,b). Then f is an isomorphism from the multiplicative group of
B to the group P x Z/(q). We define a structure of left brace By on the group
P % Z/(q) defining a sum +; on the group P x Z/(q) as follows:

(a1,b1) +1 (a2,b2) = f(fH(a1,b1) + f~ (a2, b2)),

for all (a1,b1), (az,b2) € P x Z/(q), where + is the sum of the left brace B.
Note that f is an isomorphism of left braces from the left brace B to the left
brace B;. In particular, f(P;) = P; is the Sylow p-subgroup of (B, +1) and
Py = f((a,b)P2(a,b)™!) is the Sylow g-subgroup of (B1,+1). By the argument
given above, \,(z) = yzy~! for x € Pj,y € P, in the left brace By, so that we
obtain

/\(1,1)(0'170) = (1,1)(0,1,0)(1,—1)
(a(a1)7 1)(17 _1) = (a(al)vo)'

Let 8 € Aut(P;) be the automorphism defined by 8(z,0) = (a(x),0). Then 8 €
Aut(Py, +, ) because A, € Aut(Bq,+). In particular, this proves that there
exists a structure of left brace on the group P such that « is an automorphism
of this left brace.

The above observation leads to an interesting consequence. Namely, assume
that B is an IYB group of cardinality p”, for a prime p. If there exists some
o € Aut(B,-) of prime order ¢ # p such that o ¢ Aut(B,+,-) for every left
brace structure (B, +,-) on B, then the answer to Question [[LT]is negative.

In this paper, we focus on the problem whether finite solvable groups with
all Sylow subgroups of nilpotency class at most 2 are IYB groups.

2 Results

It is shown in [§, Theorem 3.3] that if G is a finite group such that G = AH,
where A is an abelian normal subgroup and H is an IYB subgroup such that
AN H = {1}, then G is also an IYB group. This is essentially due to the fact
that if we consider the trivial structure of brace on the abelian group A, then
every automorphism of the group A is also an automorphism of the trivial brace
A. This motivates our first observation.

Lemma 2.1 Let G be a nilpotent group of class 2 and with derived subgroup
G’ of odd order. Then there erists a structure of left brace on G such that
Aut(G) = Aut(G, +, ).

Proof. Since G’ has odd order, every element of G’ has a unique square root.
We define a sum + in G by the rule

hi + hy = hihalhs, hl]%



for h1,he € G. By [1l, (G, +,") is a two-sided brace. Let f € Aut(G). We have
that

F(h1 + ha) =f(hihalha, h]?)

=(f(h1)f (h2))[f (hs), f(h1)]?
=f(h1) + f(h2),

for all hi, he € G. Hence f € Aut(G, +,-) and thus Aut(G) = Aut(G, +,-). 1

As a consequence, we get the following result that generalizes [8, Theorem
3.3].

Proposition 2.2 Let G be a finite group with a normal nilpotent subgroup N
of nilpotency class at most 2 and with derived subgroup N’ of odd order and a
subgroup H such that G = NH and NN H = {1}. If H is an IYB group, then
G is also an IYB group.

Proof. Note that G is the inner semidirect product of N by H. If N is abelian,
then by [8, Theorem 3.3] G is an IYB group.

Let (H,+, ) be a structure of left brace on the group H. Suppose that N is
nilpotent of nilpotency class 2. By Lemma 2.1} there exists a structure of left
brace (N, +, ) on the group N such that Aut(N) = Aut(N, +,-). We define the
sum + on G by

ahi + bhy = (a + b)(hl + ha)

for all a,b € N and hy,hy € H. Since Aut(N) = Aut(NV,+,-), we have that
(G, +,-) is aleft brace, it is the inner semidirect product of the left brace (IV, +, -)
by the left brace (H,+,-) (see [B, Section 3]). Therefore, the result follows. |

Recall that a finite group G has the Sylow tower property if there exists a
normal series

{I}=GoCG1C---CGr=G

such that G;41/G; is isomorphic to a Sylow subgroup of G for all: = 0,...,n—1.
In this case G is solvable and G is a normal Sylow subgroup of G.

In [4, Corollary 4.3] it is stated that every finite solvable A-group is an IYB
group. However, its proof is only valid with the additional hypothesis that the
finite solvable A-group has the Sylow tower property. The proof of the following
result is an easy generalization of the argument used in the proof of [4, Corollary
4.3].

Theorem 2.3 Let G be a finite group of odd order or such that all Sylow 2-
subgroups of G are abelian. If G has the Sylow tower property and all the Sylow
subgroups of G have nilpotency class at most 2, then G is an IYB group.

Proof. Since G has the Sylow tower property, there exists a normal series

{1}=Go G, C---CGr=G



such that G;11/G; is isomorphic to a Sylow subgroup of G for alli = 0,...,n—1.
Note that n is the number of distinct prime divisors of the order of G. We shall
prove the result by induction on n. For n =1, G = G; is a p-group for some
prime p and by the hypothesis it has nilpotency class at most 2. Hence G is an
IYB group in this case. Suppose n > 1 and that the result holds for n — 1. Let
D1, - .., Pn be the distinct prime divisors of the order of G, such that G;1+1/G;
is a p;y1-group for all i = 0,...,n — 1. By Schur-Zassenhaus theorem, G; has
a complement H in G. Thus G = G1 H is the inner semidirect product of G
by H. It is easy to see that H = G/G; has the Sylow tower property and the
number of prime divisors of the order of H is n — 1. Since the Sylow subgroups
of H are also Sylow subgroups of G, by the induction hypothesis H is an I[YB
group. Since G has nilpotency class at most 2, by Proposition2.2, G is an IYB
group. Therefore, the result follows by induction. |

A natural question that arises is: what happens if G has a non-abelian
2-subgroup and G has the Sylow tower property?

In [7, Theorem 2.1], to prove that finite solvable A-groups are IYB groups,
the special structure of A-groups decribed in [16] is used. Thus, in order to deal
with groups without Sylow tower property, we first describe a special structure
of a finite solvable group such that all Sylow subgroups have nilpotency class at
most 2. This will be the key to prove that finite groups of odd order such that
all Sylow subgroups have nilpotency class at most 2 are I'YB groups. Recall that
the Fitting subgroup F(G) of a group G is the is the maximal normal nilpotent
subgroup of G, [13].

Theorem 2.4 Let G be a finite solvable group such that all Sylow subgroups
have nilpotency class at most 2. Then there exist nilpotent subgroups Ny, ..., Ng
and subgroups G = My 2D My D -+ D Mp_1 2 My, = {1} such that

(Z)G:NlNlMl,fO’f’alllg’LSk,
(ZZ) MZ',1 = NZMZ, fO’f’ all 1 S 7 S k,
(111) N; is normal in M;_1, for all 1 <i <k,

() ((...(NaNMyp)N2)N---N M;_1)N;) N M; is normal in M; and a central
subgroup of F(M;_1)F(M;), for all 1 <i < k.

Proof. Let p1,...,pm be the distinct prime divisors of |G|. In this proof, for
every subgroup S of G, a Sylow p,-subgroup of S will mean a p,-subgroup of S
of cardinality p, where |S| = plk and p, is not a divisor of k. Note that if p,
is not a divisor of |S|, then {1} is a Sylow p,-subgroup of S.

If G is nilpotent, then we may put k = 1, Ny = G and M; = {1} and the
result follows in this case.

Suppose that G is not nilpotent. Let m1: G — G/F(G) be the natural
map. Let H; = 7] (Z(F(G/F(Q)))). Note that H; is a normal subgroup of G,
F(G) is a proper subgroup of H; such that H,/F(G) is abelian. Let Ny = H;
be the derived subgroup of Hy. Then Ny C F(G). Let Py 1,..., P1 m be a Sylow



system of Hy, that is Hy = Py -+ Pim, P1,r is a Sylow p,-subgroup of H; and
Pl,jpl,r = Pl,rpl,ja for all j,r. Then M; = Mg(Hl) = Ng(PLl)ﬁ' . 'ﬁNg(Pl)m)
is a system normalizer of H; relative to G. Thus by a result of Hall, G = M; Ny,
see [16, page 24].

Since P; , has nilpotency class at most 2, the derived subgroup P1/,r of Py ,
is central in P ,. Furthermore, P{,, € N; C F(G). Moreover, since F'(G) is
nilpotent and normal in G, F(G) is a direct product of its Sylow subgroups, so
that P, is central in F'(G). Since H;/F(G) is abelian and H; is normal in G,
we have that Py . F'(G) is normal in G. We shall prove that P/ ,. is normal in G.
Let g € G. Since Py, is a Sylow subgroup of P ,F(G), there exists h € F(G)
such that gPy g~ = hPy,h~'. Hence gP| g~ = hP{ h~' = P| ., because
Pj . is central in F(G). Hence P; . is normal in G.

Let By = P{,---P[,,. Then B; C N; and B; is normal in G and central in
F(G), because so is every P| .. Let G = G/By, Hy = H1 /B, F(G)=F(Q)/B;
and Ny = N1/B;. Note that N, is the derived subgroup of H,. Since H; is an
A-group and a normal subgroup of G, by [16, (4.4)], N; is a complement in G
to any system normalizer of H, relative to G. In particular (MyB1) NNy = Bj.
Hence, Ny N M; C B;y.

Let N be a nilpotent subgroup of M;. Let b € By N N. There exist z; €
Py, ...;zm € P{,, such that b = 21 ---x,. Note that every z, is a power of
b. Thus . € P{, N N. Since N € M; C Ng(Py,-), we have that Py, N is a
subgroup of G and P, is normal in P; ,N. If P is the Sylow p,-subgroup of
N, then PP is a Sylow p,-subgroup of P, ,N. Since P;,P has nilpotency
class at most 2, Py, is central in P ,P. Hence Pj, C Cg(P). Therefore
P ,NN CZ(P) CZ(N). Hence z,, € P; .NN is central in N. Thus b is central
in N. It follows that By N N C Z(N). In particular, By N F(My) C Z(F(My)).
Since N7 N M7 is a normal nilpotent subgroup of M; contained in Bj, we have
that

NiNM, =BiNnM; =B N F(Ml) - Z(F(Ml))

Since By C Z(F(G)), we have that Ny N M; C Z(F(G)F(M)), as desired.

Next, suppose that ¢ > 1 and we have constructed subgroups G = M,
M; D -+ D M; and nilpotent subgroups Ny, ..., N; of G such that My, ..., M;_
are not nilpotent, IV; is the derived subgroup of H; = 7r;1 (Z(F(Mj—1/F(M;-1)
where 7;: M;_ 1 — Mj;_1/F(M;_1) is the natural map, M; = My, (Hj)
Nag; o, (Pj1) NN Ny, (Pjm) is a system normalizer of Hj relative to M;_1,
where P;, is a Sylow p,-subgroup of H; and P; 1, ..., P, is a Sylow system of
Hj, forall 1 < j <4, Bj =P/, Pj, and

V)

~— =

)

(i) G=Ny---N M, forall 1 <1 <1,

(i) My_y = N;M;, for all 1 < [ < 4,

(iii) N; is normal in M;_q, for all 1 <[ <4,
)

((...((NyNM1)N2)N---N M;_1)N;) N M is normal in M; and a central
subgroup of F(M;_1)F(M;), for all 1 <1 <.

(iv



We also assume that
((... ((NyNM71)No)N- - -NMi—1 )N)NM; = ((-.. (BiNMy)B2)N- - -NM,;—1) B;)NM;
and that the Sylow p,-subgroup of

((...((BiNMy)B2)N---NM;_1)B;) N M,

is contained in the p,-subgroup P, P, P/ of G, for all 1 <1 < i and
1 < r < m. Note that this holds for 7 = 1.

If M; is nilpotent, then we define k =i+ 1, N;4; = M; and M;11 = {1} and
the result follows in this case.

Suppose that M; is not nilpotent.

Let m;41: M; — M;/F(M;) be the natural map. Let

Hipy = 4 (Z(F(M;/ F(M))))).

Note that H;41 is a normal subgroup of M;, F'(M;) is a proper subgroup of H, 11
such that H;y,/F(M;) is abelian. Let N; 1 = H; , be the derived subgroup of
HrL’Jrl. Then NrL'Jrl g F(Ml) Let Pi+171, ey PiJrl,m be a SleW system of HiJrl
such that P,yq ; is a Sylow pj-subgroup of H;y1. Then M, 11 = My, (Hit1) =
Nt (Pig1,1) N+ =N Ny, (Pig1,m) is a system normalizer of H; 14 relative to M;.
Then by a result of Hall, M; = M;11N;;1, see [16, page 24]. Hence N;11 is a

normal subgroup of M; and
G=Ni---N;M; =Ny NiM;y1Niy1 = N1 Nip1 M.

Since F'(M;) is the maximal nilpotent normal subgroup of M;, we have that
H; 11 is not nilpotent. Hence M;,1 # M; (as otherwise all P,y; ; are normal
subgroups in M;, hence in H,11, and H,;11 would be nilpotent).

Let Biy1 =P/, ;- P/, Similarly as we have proved for By, one shows

that B;y1 € Niy1, Biy1 is normal in M; and B;y; is a central subgroup of
F(M;).
Since, by (iv),
((...((NyNMy)N2) NN M;_1)N;) N M;
is a normal subgroup of M; contained in Z(F(M;)), we have that
(((...((NyNMy)N2) N -+ - M;—1)N;) N M;)Bita
is normal in M; and a central subgroup of F'(M;). Since
((... ((NyNM71)No)N- - -NM;_1 )N)NM; = ((... ((BiNM1)Bg)N- - -NM;_1) B;)NM;
we have that

(... (Ny N My)N2) 0 -+ O M;_1)N;) O M;)Biga
= (((...((BLn My)Ba) N -0 M;_1)B;) N M;)Bis



is a central subgroup of F'(M;). Let
B=((...((BiNM)B)N---NM;_1)B;) " M;)B;41.
Since, by our inductive hypothesis, the Sylow p,-subgroup of
((...((BiNnMy)Ba)N---NM;—1)B;) N M;

is contained in the p,-subgroup Py . P; ,.--- P/, of G, for all 1 <r < 'm, and since
B is abelian, the Sylow p,-subgroup of B is contained in P .P;,. --- P/, P/, ,
which is a p,-subgroup of G because Pz'l+1,r C M; C Ng(Pyy), forall1 <1 <i.
Let Mz = ]\41/B7

Hiy = (((( .. ((Bl N Ml)Bg) n---N Mi—l)Bi) N Ml)HH_l)/B,

F(M;) = F(M;)/B and

Niv1 = ((((... (B N M1)By) -+~ 0 Mi_1)B;) N M;)Nis1)/B.

Note that N, is the derived subgroup ofEiH. Since H; 1 is an Agoup and
a normal subgroup of M;, by [16, (4.4)], Nit1 is a complement in M; to any
system normalizer of H;; relative to M;. In particular

(Mis1B) 0 (G (By N My)Ba) A -+~ M;_1)By) A Mi)Niyy) = B
Hence,

(((( .. ((Bl n Ml)BQ) Mn---N Mi—l)Bi) n Mi)Ni-i-l) NM;+1 CB.
Hence

(( .. ((Nl N Ml)NQ) n---N Mi)Ni-i-l) N My
= BN Mi+1 = (( .. ((Bl n Ml)Bg) n---N MZ)BZ+1) n Mi+1,

and its Sylow p,-subgroup is contained in P; . Py .- P/ .
Let N be a nilpotent subgroup of M;;1. Let b € N N B. There exist
Tj1 € Pjq,..xjm € Pj,,, for 1 <j <i+1 such that
b=x11" " Tit11°  Tlm " Titlm-

Since B is abelian, x1 22 - - - Tit1,r is a power of b and thus 1,22, - Tiq1,r €
NNB. We shall prove that z1 ,xa, - - - 11, € Z(N). Since N C Ng(Py,)N---N
Ng(Pit1,r) and Pjy1,» € Ng(Pjr), we have that Py ,.--- Piyq N is a subgroup
of G and Py, - FPit1, is normal in Py, - Py ,N. If @ is the Sylow p,-
subgroup of N, then P , - -+ Pi41 Q) is a Sylow p,-subgroup of P; , - - Pj41,N.
Since Pp ;- -+ Pit1,-Q has nilpotency class at most 2, P/ ,.--- P/, . is central in
Py Py ,Q. Hence P .- ‘Pil-l-l,r C C¢(Q). Therefore



Hence 1, wip1, € (P,.---P{;;,) NN is central in N. Thus b is central

in N. So it follows that N N B C Z(N). Since ((((...((Ny N Mp)N2)N---N
Mifl)Ni) N Ml)NfLJrl) n Mi+1 = BnN Mi+1 is a normal nilpotent Subgroup of
M1 contained in B, this implies that

(.. (NN My)N2) - - N M;—1)N;) N Mi)Niy1) N M1 C Z(F(Mig1)).
Since B is central in F(M;), we get that
((((-. - (NMiNMp)N2)N-- N M1 )N)NM;)Nip1) " Mip1 C Z(F (M) F(Miq1)).
Therefore, the result follows by induction. |

Now we are ready to generalize Theorem without the hypothesis on the
Sylow tower property. We note that the proofs of the following results are based
on a much more complicated construction.

Theorem 2.5 Let G be a finite group of odd order such that all Sylow subgroups
have nilpotency class at most 2. Then G is an IYB group.

Proof. By Feit-Thompson theorem, G is solvable. By Theorem 4] there exist
nilpotent subgroups N, ..., Ny and subgroups G = My O My D -+ DO My_1 2
My, = {1} such that

(i) G=Ny---N;M;, for all 1 < i <k,

(il) M;—1 = N;M;, for all 1 <i <k,

(iii) N; is normal in M;_q, for all 1 <i <k,
)

(( . ((Nl n Ml)Ng) n---N szl)Nz) N Ml is normal in Mz and a central
subgroup of F(M;_1)F(M;), for all 1 <i < k.

(iv

In particular G = Ny --- N and M; = Njqq1--- Ny = Ng -+ Nijyq for i < k—1.
We define a sum on each N; by the rule

N

T+Y = xy[y, I] ) (2)

for all z,y € N;. Note that (N;, +,-) is a left brace by [1]. Thus, we may assume
that £ > 1. We define a sum on G by the rule

(@1 ak) + (W1 ye) = (@1 +y1) - (T + yi), (3)
for all x1,y1 € Ny, ..., Tk, yr € Ng. First, we shall prove that this sum is well-
defined. So assume that x1,¥y1,21,t1 € N1, ..., Tk, Yk, 2k, tk € Ng are elements

such that

Note that, by (iv),

21_1:171 = 29" ~zkx;1 . ~a:2_1 € Ny NM; CZ(F(G)F(My)),

10



and z2 € No C F(My), so that zflxl commutes with z5. Hence

21_1;10122_1:102
= z;lzflxlxg

= zg--ozaycowg € (N1 N My)N2) N My C Z(F (M) F(My)).
Then, using induction it is easy to see that z; ' ---z; '@y - 2;_; commutes
with z; and

21_13:122_1332 ce zi_lxi

K2
—1 —1
= Zi-i-l"'zkxk ...:Ei-‘rl

€ ((..((Ny N M)Ns) N -0 Mi_1)N;) N M; © Z(F(Mi_1)F(M;)),

for all 1 <i < k. In particular,

Z;1$1251$2 EE z;lxi
= z;l . ~zf1:1:1 Ty = Ziy1 e ~zk33,;1 . a:;_ll € Ca(NiN;y1), (4)
for all 1 <i < k. Similarly we get
ity ety
= t;l . --tf1y1 coeyp =tigr - 'tkyzzl .. .y;rll € Co(NiNiy1), (5)
for all 1 < ¢ < k. We have that

(@1 +y1) - (o + k)
= 3313/1[241,331]%332242[3/2,1132]
_ _ _ _ 1 1
= 21(22 P kak 1 .. 'CE2 1)t1(t2 .. tkyk 1 .. .y2 1)[y17x1]2x2y2[y2,x2]2

1
o TrYr[Yk, Tk) 2

Nj=

1
C TRYE Yk, Tk 2

[SE

1 _ _ _ _
= atifyr, @2 (2o 2wy omy Dmalte - tryy s )y2ly2, 7o
1
o TR Yk Yk, T] 2
1 1 1
= = ziti[yn, w12 zatay2, w2]7 - - - 2tk Yk, TH]2 .
In the third equality above we use the fact that the elements ¢y, [y1,x1]7! € Ny
and xo € Ny commute with 2o - - - zkx,;l .- ~x§1 and tg - - - tkylzl e ygl, which is

a consequence of @) and (B) for ¢ = 1. Then, in the next equalities one applies
@) and (@) for the subsequent values of i. But (@) implies also that

i tw = (@i ay a) (e ey )
€ (Cg(Ni-1N;)Cq(N;Nit+1)) N N; C Z(N;),
and similarly ¢; 'y; € Z(N;). Hence [yi, 2i] = [ti, zi], for all 1 < i < k. Therefore

(@1 +y1) - (on +up) = (21 +80) - (2 + )
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and the sum on G is well-defined.
Note that the restriction of the sum in G to N; is exactly the sum on N;
defined previously. Since each (N;,+,-) is a left brace, it is easy to see that

(G,+) is an abelian group, in particular —zy - -z, = (—z1) - (—x,). Let
ay,bi,c1 € Ny ..., ag,bg,cx € Ni. We have that
al...ak(bl...bk+cl...ck) (6)

= e an(br o) (g + )
ay - agbierer, bl]% -+ breglek, bk]%

= ai(ag---agbici]e, bl]%(a& = 'Gk)_l)

M

@z apbacalea, ba]® - - bex[cx, byl
= al(&2 . 'akblcl[Ch bl]%(a& . 'Gk)il)

az(az -~ ap)bacalea, bo] (az -~ ar) ™" - - abrcrler, bi] 2
= ai(azagbi(az-ap) t +az--aperas - ap) )

-az(az - apby(asz - - .ak)*l +ag---agcalaz - ak)*l) - ap (b + cx)
= (aaz---agbi(az -~ ar) ™t +araz - ager(az - ap) Tt~ ar)

(agas - -apby(as - --ag) "' 4 asas - - -apca(as - --ap) "' — ag)

<+ (agbg + agcr — ag)
= aaz---agbiby---bp +araz---agcicy - cp —arag - - ag

where the last three equalities follow by (2]), because N; are left braces, and by
@) and Lemma [2Z1] (as conjugation in Nj - -+ Nj induces an automorphism on

the normal subgroup N;), respectively. Hence (G, +,-) is a left brace and the
result follows. |

Consider the group G = (Z/(7)) x (Z/(3)), where

(a1,a2)(b1,b2) = (a1 + 2%%b1, a2 + ba),

for all a1,b1 € Z/(7) and all as,bs € Z/(3). In this group, using the notation
of Theorem 2:4] we have that F(G) = (Z/(7)) x {0}, H1 = G, Ny = F(G). We
take the following Sylow system of Hj:

P111 :F(G), P172 :{0} XZ/(?))

Then M, = Ng(PLl) n Ng(Pl)g) =GnN P1)2 = P1)2. Hence Ny = M; and
My = {(0,0)}. Note that N; and N are abelian in this case. Now, the sum on
G, defined as in Theorem [Z.4] is

(a1,a2) + (b1,b2) = (a1 + b1, a2 + ba),

for all ay,b1 € Z/(7) and all ag,be € Z/(3). Thus, the structure of left brace on
G is the semidirect product (see [0, Section 3]) of the trivial braces Z/(7) by
Z/(3). Now we have

((0,1) + (0,1))(1,0) + (1,0) = (0,2)(1,0) + (1,0) = (5,2)
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and
(0,1)(1,0) + (0,1)(1,0) = (2,1) + (2,1) = (4,2) # (5,2).

Hence G is not a two-sided brace, in contrast to the situation described in
Lemma 2.0] and applied in the subsequent proofs.

Theorem 2.6 Let G be a finite solvable group of even order such that all Sylow
subgroups have nilpotency class at most 2 and all Sylow 2-subgroups are abelian.
Then G is an IYB group.

Proof. The proof is the same as the proof of Theorem Note that the
restriction of the sum on the Sylow 2-subgroup of each N; is defined by

a+b= ab[a,b]% =ab
because all Sylow 2-subgroups of G are abelian by hypothesis. J

We conclude with a special case of Question [ILT] that seems natural in the
context of our main results.

Question 2.7 Let G be a finite solvable group such that all Sylow subgroups
have nilpotency class at most 2. Is G an IYB group?

Theorem 2.5 shows that if the order of G is odd, then the answer is affirma-
tive. Theorem 2.6l gives an affirmative answer if the Sylow 2-subgroups of G are
abelian. Let G be a finite solvable group such that all Sylow subgroups have
nilpotency class at most 2. If a Sylow 2-subgroup P of G admits a structure of
left brace such that Aut(P) = Aut(P,+,-) then an approach as in the proof of
Theorem allows to prove that G is an IYB group (this condition is used in
the fifth equality of (@)). On the other hand, all left braces with multiplicative
group isomorphic to the dihedral group of order 8 are described in [2] and a
direct verification of these braces shows that in all of them there exists a mul-
tiplicative automorphism which is not an additive homomorphism. Therefore,
another approach would be needed to solve Question [Z7 in full generality.
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