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Representation and cohomology of embedding tensors on Malcev

algebras

Tao Zhang, Wei Zhong

Abstract

We introduce the concept of embedding tensor on Malcev algebras. The representa-

tion and cohomology theory of embedding tensor on Malcev algebras are studied. Some

applications in deformation and abelian extension are investigated.

1 Introduction

Embedding tensors arise in the study of supergravity theory and higher gauge theories. The

mathematical concept ”embedding tensor” is associated with tensor hierarchies which plays

a very important role in the construction of supergravity theories and higher gauge theories.

For reference about embedding tensors, Lie-Leibniz triples and associated tensor hierarchies,

see [2,10,17,19,23–26]. Given a Lie algebra (g, [ , ]) and a representation (V, ρ), a linear map

T : V → g is said to be an embedding tensor on g with respect to the representation (V, ρ) if

the map T satisfies the following identity:

[T (u), T (v)] = T (ρ(Tu)v), for u, v ∈ V. (1)

Recently, the mathematical theory of embedding tensors on Lie algebras, Hom-Lie algebras

and 3-Lie algebras was studied in [4,9,21,22]. It is showed that an embedding tensor gives rise

to a Leibniz algebra that further gives rise to higher algebra structure, see [10,12–14].

On the other hand, Malcev algebras were introduced by Malcev [16], who called these

objects Moufang-Lie algebras. Malcev algebras play a key role in the geometry of smooth

loops since the tangent algebra of a locally analytic Moufang loop is a Malcev algebra. For

general theory about Malcev algebras, see [5,6,20]. In [27], it is proved that any Lie algebra

G with a direct sum decomposition G = D ⊕M with D is subalgebra of G and [D,M ] ⊂ M ,

then there is a Malcev algebra on M . In [28], Yamaguti introduced a cohomology theoy for

a Malcev algebra g with coefficients in a representation M . Recently, Kupershmidt operators

on Malcev algebras were studied in [8,15].
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Since Malcev algebras are generalization of Lie algebras, it is natural to extend the theory

of embedding tensor on Lie algebras to the Malcev algebras setting. In the present paper, we

introduce the concept of embedding tensor on Malcev algebras. We will show that this new

concept of embedding tensor on Malcev algebras give rise to Malcev dialgebras in [1]. We

also investigate the representation and cohomology theory for this type of Malcev algebras.

As applications, we will study the infinitesimal deformation and abelian extension theory of

embedding tensor on Malcev algebras.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we review some basic facts

about Malcev algebras and Malcev dialgebras. We introduced the concept of embedding ten-

sor Malcev algebras and study its elementary properties. In Section 3, we investigate the

representation theory of embedding tensors on Malcev algebras. We show that given an em-

bedding tensor and a representation,we can construct a new embedding tensor on their direct

sum spaces which is called the semidirect product. In Section 4, we study abelian extensions

of embedding tensors on Malcev algebras. It is proved that equivalent classes of abelian ex-

tensions are one-to-one correspondence to the elements of the second cohomology groups. In

the last Section 5, we study infinitesimal deformations of embedding tensor Malcev algebras.

The notion of Nijenhuis operators is introduced to describe trivial deformations.

Throughout the rest of this paper, we work over a fixed field of characteristic 0. The space

of linear maps from a vector space V to W is denoted by Hom(V,W ).

2 Embeding tensor on Malcev algebras

In this section, we introduce the concept of embedding tensor on Malcev algebras and give its

elementary properties.

Definition 2.1 ([16]). A Malcev algebra is a vector space g endowed with a skew-symmetric

bracket [ , ] :M ×M →M satisfying the Malcev identity

J(x, y, [x, z]) = [J(x, y, z), x], (2)

for all x, y, z ∈ g, where J(x, y, z) =
[
[x, y], z

]
+
[
[y, z], x

]
+
[
[z, x], y

]
is the Jacobiator of x, y, z.

Remark 2.2 ([20]). The Malcev identity is equivalent to Sagle’s identity:

[[x, z], [y, t]] = [[[x, y], z], t] + [[[y, z], t], x] + [[[z, t], x], y] + [[[t, x], y], z], (3)

for all x, y, z, t ∈ g.

Let (g, [ , ]) and (g′, [ , ]′) be two Malcev algebras. A linear map φ : g → g′ is said to be a

homomorphism of Malcev algebras if [φ(x), φ(y)]′ = φ([x, y]), for all x, y ∈ g.

Definition 2.3. A representation of a Malcev algebra g on a vector space M is a map ρ : g →
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End(M) such that

ρ([[x, y], z]) = ρ(x)ρ(y)ρ(z) − ρ(z)ρ(x)ρ(y) + ρ(y)ρ([z, x]) − ρ([y, z])ρ(x), (4)

for all x, y, z ∈ g.

Given a representation of a Malcev algebra g on M . Define on the direct sum g ⊕M the

bracket by

[x+m, y + n] , [x, y] + ρ(x)(m) − ρ(y)(n). (5)

Then g⊕M is a Malcev algebra. This is called the semidirect product of a Malcev algebra g

and M .

Definition 2.4. Let (g, [ , ]) be a Malcev algebra and (M,ρ) be a representation of g. A linear

map T :M → g is called an embedding tensor operator if it satisfying the following condition

[T (m), T (n)] = T
(
ρ(T (m))(n)

)
, ∀m,n ∈M. (6)

In this case, (g,M, T ) is called an embedding tensor on Malcev algebra g.

A right Malcev dialgebra was introduced in [1]. In this paper, we introduce the left one.

Definition 2.5. A left Malcev dialgebra is a vector space with a non-skew-symmetric bracket

[ , ] :M ×M →M satisfying right anticommutativity and the following identity:

[[x, y] + [y, x], z] = 0, (7)

[x, [y, [z, t]]] = [y, [z, [x, t]]] + [z, [[x, y], t]] + [[x, z], [y, t]] + [[x, [y, z]], t]. (8)

A simple example of Malcev dialgebra is given as follows.

Proposition 2.6. Let g be a Malcev algebra and (M,ρ) is a representation of g. Define on

the direct sum g⊕M the bracket by

[x+m, y + n]H , [x, y] + ρ(x)(n). (9)

Then g ⊕M is a left Malcev dialgebra under the above bracket (9). This is called the hemi-

semidirect product of a Malcev algebra g and M which is denoted by g⋉H M .

Proof. We are going to show that g⋉H M is a left Malcev dialgebra. In fact

[[x+m, y + n]H + [y + n, x+m]H , z + p]H

=[[x, y] + ρ(x)(m) + [y, x] + ρ(y)(n), z + p]H

=[0 + ρ(x)(m) + ρ(y)(n), z + p]H
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=0.

By definition, we get

[x+m, [y + n, [z + p, t+ q]H ]H ]H

=[x+m, [y + n, [z, t] + ρ(z)(q)]H ]H

=[x, [y, [z, t]]] + ρ(x)ρ(y)ρ(z)(q)

and

[y + n, [z + p, [x+m, t+ q]H ]H ]H + [z + p, [[x+m, y + n]H , t+ q]H ]H

+ [[x+m, z + p]H , [y + n, t+ q]H ]H + [[x+m, [y + n, z + p]H ]H , t+ q]H

=[[y, [z, [x, t]] + [z, [[x, y], t]] + [[x, z], [y, t]] + [[x, [y, z]], t]

+ ρ(y)ρ(z)ρ(x)(q) + ρ(z)ρ([x, y])(q)

+ ρ([x, z])ρ(y)(q) + ρ([x, [y, z]])(q).

Thus the right hand side terms of the above two equations are cancelled since M is a repre-

sentation of g. Therefore we obtain that g⋉HM is a left Malcev dialgebra. This complete the

proof.

Proposition 2.7. A linear map T : M → g is an O-operator on M over g if and only if the

graph

Gr(T ) := {(T (m),m)|m ∈M} ⊂ g⊕M

is a subalgebra of the hemi-semidirect product g⋉H M .

Proof. For any m,n ∈M , we have

[(T (m),m), (T (n), n)]H =
(
[T (m), T (n)], ρ(T (m))(n)

)
.

Thus the bracket in Gr(T ) is closed if and only if (6) holds. Hence the result follows.

Proposition 2.8. Let (M, g, T ) be an embedding tensor on Malcev algebra. Then we have a

left Malcev dialgebra on M with bracket defined by

[m,n]M , ρ(T (m))(n),

for all m,n ∈M ,

Proof. Using the identity (6), we have

T ([m,n]M ) = T (ρ(T (m))(n)) = [T (m), T (n)]g.
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Thanks to (4), for m,n, p, q ∈M , we get

[[m,n]M , p]M + [[n,m]M , p]M

=ρ
(
T ([m,n]M ) + T ([n,m])M

)
(p)

=ρ
(
[T (m), T (n)]g + [T (n), T (m)]g

)
(p)

=0

and

[m, [n, [p, q]M ]M ]M − [[n, [p, [m, q]M ]M − [p, [[m,n]M , q]M ]M − [[m, p]M , [n, q]M ]M

− [[m, [n, p]M ]M , q]M

=ρ(T (m))ρ(T (n))ρ(T (p))(q) − ρ(T (n))ρ(T (p))ρ(T (m))(q) − ρ(T (p))ρ(T ([m,n]M ))(q)

− ρ(T ([m, p]M ))ρ(T (n))(q) − ρ(T ([m, [n, p]M ]M ))(q)

=ρ(T (m))ρ(T (n))ρ(T (p))(q) − ρ(T (n))ρ(T (p))ρ(T (m))(q) − ρ(T (p))ρ([T (m), T (n)]g)(q)

− ρ([T (m), T (p)]g)ρ(T (n))(q)− ρ([T (m), [T (n), T (p)]g]g)(q)

=0.

Thus we obtain that (M, [ , ]M ) is a left Malcev dialgebra since M is a representation of g.

This complete the proof.

Similar computations shows that M is a right Malcev dialgebra if we define the bracket by

[m,n]M , ρ(T (n))(m).

3 Representation

In this section, the representation theory of an embedding tensor on Malcev algebras is given.

Definition 3.1. Let
(
M, g, T

)
be an embedding tensor on Malcev algebra. A representation

(ρ1, ρ2, ρ3) of
(
M, g, T

)
is an object

(
V,W, T ′

)
such that the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) ρ1 and ρ2 are representations of g on V and W respectively;

(ii) T ′ is an equivariant map with respect to ρ1 and ρ2:

T ′ ◦ ρ1(x)(v) = ρ2(x) ◦ T
′(v); (10)

(iii) there exists a map ρ3 :M → Hom(W,V ) such that

ρ2(T (m))(T ′(v)) = ρ3(m)(T ′(v)), (11)

where m ∈M and v ∈ V ;
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(iv) the following compatibility conditions are satisfied:

ρ3(m)ρ2(x)ρ2(y)(w) − ρ1(x)ρ1(y)ρ3(m)(w) + ρ1(y)ρ3(ρ(x)(m))(w)

+ρ3(ρ(y)(m))ρ2(x)(w) + ρ3(ρ([x, y])(m))(w) = 0, (12)

ρ3(m)ρ2
(
[x, y]

)
(w) − ρ1(x)ρ1(y)ρ3(m)(w) + ρ3

(
ρ(x)ρ(y)(m)

)
(w)

+ρ1(y)ρ3(m)ρ2(x)(w) + ρ3
(
ρ(x)(m)

)
ρ2(y)(w) = 0, (13)

ρ3(m)ρ2(x)ρ2(y)(w) − ρ3
(
ρ(y)ρ(x)(m)

)
(w) + ρ1(x)ρ3(ρ(y)(m))(w)

−ρ1(y)ρ3(m)ρ2(x)(w) + ρ1([y, x])ρ3(m)(w) = 0, (14)

where x, y ∈ g, w ∈W and m ∈M .

We construct semidirect products of an embedding tensor on Malcev algebra structure

using its representations.

Proposition 3.2. Given a representation of an embedding tensor (M, g, T ) on (V,W, T ′).

Define on (M ⊕ V, g⊕W,T + T ′) an embedding tensor by





T̂ (m+ v) , T (m) + T ′(v),

[x+ w1, y + w2]ĝ , [x, y] + ρ2(x) (w2)− ρ2 (y) (w1),

ρ̂(x+ w)(m+ v) , ρ(x)(m) + ρ1(x)(v) − ρ3(m)(w).

(15)

This is called the semidirect product of the embedding tensor (M, g, T ) and (V,W, T ′).

Proof. Consider the Malcev algebra g⊕W together with bracket given by

[x+ w1, y + w2] , [x, y] + ρ2(x) (w2)− ρ2 (y) (w1).

We are going to prove that (M ⊕ V, g⊕W,T + T ′) is an embedding tensor on Malcev algebra

g⊕W .

First we prove that T̂ is indeed an embedding tensor operator:

[T̂ (m+ u), T̂ (n+ v)] = T̂
(
ρ̂(T̂ (m+ u))(n + v)

)
. (16)

The left hand side of (16) is

[T̂ (m+ u), T̂ (n + v)]

=[T (m) + T ′(u), T (n) + T ′(v)]

=[T (m), T (n)] + ρ2(T (m))(T ′(v))− ρ2(T (n))(T
′(u)),
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and the right hand side of (16) is

T̂
(
ρ̂(T̂ (m+ u))(n + v)

)

=T̂
(
ρ̂(T (m) + T ′(u))(n + v)

)

=T̂
(
ρ(T (m))(n) + ρ1(T (m))(v) − ρ3(n)(T

′(u))
)

=T
(
ρ(T (m))(n)

)
+ T ′

(
ρ1(T (m))(v) − ρ3(n)(T

′(u))
)
.

Thus the two sides of (16) are equal if and only if the compatibility condition (10) and (11)

holds.

Next we prove that ρ̂ is indeed a representation of g⊕W on M ⊕ V :

ρ̂
([
[x+ w1, y + w2], z + w3

])
(m+ v)

=ρ̂(x+ w1)ρ̂(y + w2)ρ̂(z + w3)(m+ v)− ρ̂(z + w3)ρ̂(x+ w1)ρ̂(y + w2)(m+ v)

+ ρ̂(y + w2)ρ̂
(
[z + w3, x+ w1]

)
(m+ v)− ρ̂

(
[y + w2, z + w3]

)
ρ̂(x+ w1)(m+ v). (17)

The left hand side of (17) is

ρ̂
([
[x+ w1, y + w2], z + w3

])
(m+ v)

=ρ̂
([
[x, y] + ρ2(x)(w2)− ρ2(y)(w1), z + w3

])
(m+ v)

=ρ̂

(([
[x, y], z

])
+ ρ2

(
[x, y]

)
(w3)− ρ2(z)ρ2(x)(w2) + ρ2(z)ρ2(y)(w1)

)
(m+ v)

=ρ
([
[x, y], z

])
(m) + ρ1

([
[x, y], z

])
(v)− ρ3(m)ρ2

(
[x, y]

)
(w3) + ρ3(m)ρ2(z)ρ2(x)(w2)

− ρ3(m)ρ2(z)ρ2(y)(w1),

and the right hand side of (17) is

ρ̂(x+ w1)ρ̂(y + w2)ρ̂(z +w3)(m+ v)− ρ̂(z + w3)ρ̂(x+w1)ρ̂(y + w2)(m+ v)

+ ρ̂(y + w2)ρ̂
(
[z + w3, x+ w1]

)
(m+ v)− ρ̂

(
[y + w2, z + w3]

)
ρ̂(x+w1)(m+ v)

=ρ(x)ρ(y)ρ(z)(m) + ρ1(x)ρ1(y)ρ1(z)(v) − ρ1(x)ρ1(y)ρ3(m)(w3)− ρ1(x)ρ3(ρ(z)(m))(w2)

− ρ3
(
ρ(y)ρ(z)(m)

)
(w1)− ρ(z)ρ(x)ρ(y)(m) − ρ1(z)ρ1(x)ρ1(y)(v) + ρ1(z)ρ1(x)ρ3(m)(w2)

+ ρ1(z)ρ3(ρ(y)(m))(w1) + ρ3
(
ρ(x)ρ(y)(m)

)
(w3) + ρ(y)ρ([z, x])(m) + ρ1(y)ρ1([z, x])(v)

− ρ1(y)ρ3(m)ρ2(z)(w1) + ρ1(y)ρ3(m)ρ2(x)(w3)− ρ3
(
ρ([z, x])(m)

)
(w2)− ρ([y, z])ρ(x)(m)

− ρ1([y, z])ρ1(x)(v) + ρ1([y, z])ρ3(m)(w1) + ρ3
(
ρ(x)(m)

)
ρ2(y)(w3)− ρ3

(
ρ(x)(m)

)
ρ2(z)(w2).

Thus the two sides of (17) are equal to each other since ρ, ρ1 are representation of g on M,V

and the compatibility condition (12), (13) and (14) hold. This complete the proof.
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4 Abelian extensions

Abelian extensions of Malcev algebras was studied in [28]. In this section we study abelian

extensions of embedding tensor on Malcev algebras using the second cohomology group.

Definition 4.1. Let (M, g, T, ) and (V,W, T ′) be two embedding tensors on Malcev algebra.

An abelian extension of (M, g, T, ) by (V,W, T ′) is a short exact sequence

0 // V

T ′

��

i0
// M̂

T̂
��

p0
//M

T

��

// 0

0 //W
i1

// ĝ
p1

// g // 0

(18)

where (M̂, ĝ, T̂ , ) is an embedding tensor on Malcev algebra. We call (M̂ , ĝ, T̂ , ) an extension

of (M, g, T, ) by (V,W, T ′), and denote it by Ê. It is an abelian extension if (V,W, T ′) is an

abelian embedding tensor on Malcev algebra (this means that the bracket on W and V are

zero, the representation of W on V is trivial: for ∀w ∈W,∀v ∈ V , we have ρ̂(w)(v) = 0).

A splitting σ = (σ0, σ1) : (M, g, T, ) → (M̂, ĝ, T̂ , ) consists of linear maps σ1 : g → ĝ and

σ0 :M → M̂ such that p0 ◦ σ0 = idM , p1 ◦ σ1 = idg and T̂ ◦ σ0 = σ1 ◦ T .

Two extensions of Lie algebras Ê : 0 −→ (V,W, T ′)
i

−→ (M̂ , ĝ, T̂ , )
p

−→ (M, g, T, ) −→ 0

and Ẽ : 0 −→ (V,W, T ′)
j

−→ (M̃, g̃, T̃ )
q

−→ (M, g, T ) −→ 0 are equivalent, if there exists a

morphism F : (M̂, ĝ, T̂ ) −→ (M̃, g̃, T̃ ) such that F ◦ i = j, q ◦ F = p

Let (M̂ , ĝ, T̂ ) be an extension of (M, g, T ) by (V,W, T ′) and σ : (M, g, T ) → (M̂, ĝ, T̂ ) be a

splitting. Define ρ1 : g → gl(V ), ρ2 : g → gl(W ) and ρ3 :M → Hom(W,V ) by





ρ1(x)(v) =ρ̂(σ1(x))(v),

ρ2(x)(w) =[σ1(x), w]ĝ,

ρ3(m)(w) =− ρ̂(w)σ0(m),

for all x, y, z ∈ g, v ∈ V and m ∈M .

Proposition 4.2. With the above notations, (ρ1, ρ2, ρ3) is a representation of (M, g, T ) on

(V,W, T ′). Furthermore, ρi does not depend on the choice of the splitting σ. Moreover, equiv-

alent abelian extensions give the same representation.

Proof. Firstly, we show that (ρ1, ρ2, ρ3) is well-defined. Since Ker p0 ∼=W , then for w ∈W , we

have p0(w) = 0. By the fact that (p0, p1) is a homomorphism between (M̂ , ĝ, T̂ ) and (M, g, T ),

we get

p1 [σ1(x), w]ĝ = [p1σ1(x), p1(w)]ĝ = [p1σ1(x), 0]ĝ = 0.

Thus ρ2(x)(w) = [σ1(x), w]ĝ ∈ ker p1 ∼= W . Similar computations show that ρ1(x)(v) =

ρ̂ (σ1(x)) (v), ρ3(v)(w) = −ρ̂(w) (σ0(w)) ∈ Ker p0 = V . Now we will show that ρi are in-

dependent of the choice of σ. In fact, if we choose another splitting σ′ : g → ĝ, then
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p0 (σ0(m)− σ′0(m)) = m−m = 0, p1 (σ1(x)− σ′1(x)) = x−x = 0, i.e. σ0(v)−σ
′

0(v) ∈ Ker p0 =

V , σ1(x)−σ
′

1(x) ∈ Ker p1 =W . Thus, [σ0(m)− σ′0(m), w]ĝ = 0, [σ1(x)− σ′1(x), w]ĝ = 0, which

implies that ρ1, ρ2, ρ3 are independent on the choice of σ. Thus ρ1, ρ2, ρ3 are well-defined.

Secondly, we check that (ρ1, ρ2, ρ3) is indeed a representation of (M, g, T ) on (M,W,T ′).

Since (V,W, T ′) is an abelian embedding tensor on Malcev algebra, we have

ρ2([[x, y], z])(w) − ρ2(x)ρ2(y)ρ2(z)(w) + ρ2(z)ρ2(x)ρ2(y)(w)

− ρ2(y)ρ2([z, x])(w) + ρ2([y, z])ρ2(x)(w)

=

[
σ1(

[
[x, y], z

]
), w

]
−

[
σ1(x),

[
σ1(y), [σ1(z), w]]

]]
+

[
σ1(z),

[
σ1(x), [σ1(y), w]]

]]

−

[
σ1(y),

[
σ1([z, x]), w

]]
+

[
σ1([y, z]),

[
σ1(x), w

]]

=

[[
σ1([x, y]), σ1(z)

]
, w

]
−

[
σ1(x),

[
σ1(y), [σ1(z), w]]

]]
+

[
σ1(z),

[
σ1(x), [σ1(y), w]]

]]

−

[
σ1(y),

[
[σ1(z), σ1(x)], w

]]
+

[
[σ1(y), σ1(z)],

[
σ1(x), w

]]

=

[[
[σ1(x), σ1(y)], σ1(z)

]
, w

]
−

[
σ1(x),

[
σ1(y), [σ1(z), w]]

]]
+

[
σ1(z),

[
σ1(x), [σ1(y), w]]

]]

−

[
σ1(y),

[
[σ1(z), σ1(x)], w

]]
+

[
[σ1(y), σ1(z)],

[
σ1(x), w

]]

=0,

which implies that

ρ2([[x, y], z])(w) − ρ2(x)ρ2(y)ρ2(z)(w) + ρ2(z)ρ2(x)ρ2(y)(w)

− ρ2(y)ρ2([z, x])(w) + ρ2([y, z])ρ2(x)(w) = 0. (19)

Similarly, we have

ρ1([[x, y], z])(w) − ρ1(x)ρ1(y)ρ1(z)(w) + ρ1(z)ρ1(x)ρ1(y)(w)

− ρ1(y)ρ1([z, x])(w) + ρ1([y, z])ρ1(x)(w) = 0. (20)

For the equivalence between ρ1 and ρ2, we have

T ′ ◦ ρ1(x)(v) = T ′ ◦ ρ̂ (σ1(x)) (v) =
[
σ1(x), T

′(a)
]
= ρ2(x) ◦ T

′(v). (21)

For ρ3 :M → Hom(W,V ), we have

T ′ ◦ ρ3(m)(w) = −T ′ ◦ ρ̂(w) (σ0(m)) = −
[
w, T̂ σ0(m)

]

= − [w, σ1(T (m))] = [σ1(T (m)), w] = ρ2(T (m))(w). (22)

9



By the fact that (p0, p1) is a homomorphism between (M̂, ĝ, T̂ ) and (M, g, T ), we have

ρ̂(σ1(x))σ0(m)− σ0(ρ(x)(m)) ∈ V

One also check that

ρ3(m)ρ2(x)ρ2(y)(w) − ρ1(x)ρ1(y)ρ3(m)(w) + ρ1(y)ρ3(ρ(x)(m))(w)

+ ρ3(ρ(y)(m))ρ2(x)(w) + ρ3(ρ([x, y])(m))(w)

=− ρ̂
(
[σ1(x), [σ1(y), w]]

)
(σ0(m)) + ρ̂(σ1(x))ρ̂(σ1(y))ρ̂(w)(σ0(m))

− ρ̂(σ1(y))ρ̂(w)(σ0(ρ(x)(m))) − ρ̂([σ1(x), w])(σ0(ρ(y)(m))) − ρ̂(w)(σ0(ρ([x, y])(m)))

=− ρ̂
(
[σ1(x), [σ1(y), w]]

)
(σ0(m)) + ρ̂(σ1(x))ρ̂(σ1(y))ρ̂(w)(σ0(m))

− ρ̂(σ1(y))ρ̂(w)ρ̂(σ1(x))(σ0(m))− ρ̂([σ1(x), w])ρ̂(σ1(y))(σ0(m))

− ρ̂(w)ρ̂([σ1(x), σ1(y)])(σ0(m))

=0,

which implies that

ρ3(m)ρ2(x)ρ2(y)(w) − ρ1(x)ρ1(y)ρ3(m)(w) + ρ1(y)ρ3(ρ(x)(m))(w)

+ρ3(ρ(y)(m))ρ2(x)(w) + ρ3(ρ([x, y])(m))(w) = 0.

Similarly, we have

ρ3(m)ρ2
(
[x, y]

)
(w)− ρ1(x)ρ1(y)ρ3(m)(w) + ρ3

(
ρ(x)ρ(y)(m)

)
(w)

+ρ1(y)ρ3(m)ρ2(x)(w) + ρ3
(
ρ(x)(m)

)
ρ2(y)(w) = 0,

ρ3(m)ρ2(x)ρ2(y)(w) − ρ3
(
ρ(y)ρ(x)(m)

)
(w) + ρ1(x)ρ3(ρ(y)(m))(w)

−ρ1(y)ρ3(m)ρ2(x)(w) + ρ1([y, x])ρ3(m)(w) = 0.

Therefore, (ρ1, ρ2, ρ3) is a representation of (M, g, T ).

Finally, suppose that Ê and Ẽ are equivalent abelian extensions, and F : (M̂, ĝ, T̂ ) −→

(M̃, g̃, T̃ ) be the morphism. Choose linear sections σ and σ′ of p and q. Then we have

q1F1σ1(x) = p1σ1(x) = x = q1σ
′

1(x), thus F1σ1(x)−σ
′

1(x) ∈ Ker q1 =W . Therefore, we obtain

[
σ′1(x), v + w

]
g̃
= [F1σ1(x), v + w]g̃ = F1 [σ1(x), v + w]ĝ = [σ1(x), v + w]ĝ ,

which implies that equivalent abelian extensions give the same ρ1 and ρ2. Similarly, we can

show that equivalent abelian extensions also give the same ρ3. Therefore, equivalent abelian

extensions also give the same representation. The proof is finished.
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Let σ : (M, g, T ) → (M̂ , ĝ, T̂ ) be a splitting of an abelian extension. Define the following

linear maps:





θ : M −→ W, θ(m) , T̂ (σ0(m))− σ1(T (m)),

ω : g ∧ g −→ W, ω(x, y) , [σ1(x), σ1(y)]ĝ − σ1 ([x, y]g) ,

ν : g⊗M −→ V, ν(x,m) , ρ̂ (σ1(x)) σ0(m)− σ0(ρ(x)(m)),

(23)

for all x, y, z ∈ g, w ∈W and m ∈M .

Theorem 4.3. With the above notations, (θ, ω, ν) is a 2-cocycle of (M, g, T ) with coefficients

in (V,W, T ′) satisfying the conditions (24), (25) and (26) below.

Proof. Since T̂ is an embedding tensor operator, we have the equality

[T̂ (σ0(m)), T̂ (σ0(n))]ĝ − T̂
(
ρ̂(T̂ (σ0(m)))(σ0(n)

)
= 0.

Then we get that

[θ(m) + σ1(T (m)), θ(n) + σ1(T (n))]ĝ = T̂

(
ρ̂
(
θ(m) + σ1(T (m))

)
σ0(n)

)
,

[θ(m), θ(n)]W + [θ(m), σ1(T (n))]ĝ + [σ1(T (m)), θ(n)]ĝ + [σ1(T (m)), σ1(T (n))]ĝ

=T̂

(
ρ̂(θ(m))(σ0(n)) + ρ̂

(
σ1(T (m))

)
(σ0(n))

)
,

ρ2(T (m))(θ(n))− ρ2(T (n))(θ(m)) + ω(T (m), (T (n)) + σ1([T (m), T (n)]g)

=T ′
(
ν(T (m), n)

)
+ θ

(
ρ(T (m)(n))

)
+ σ1T

(
ρ(T (m))(n)

)
− T ′

(
ρ3(n)(θ(m))

)
.

Thus we obtain

ρ2(T (m))(θ(n)) − ρ2(T (n))(θ(m)) + ω(T (m), (T (n))

− T ′
(
ν(T (m), n)

)
− θ

(
ρ(T (m)(n))

)
+ T ′

(
ρ3(n)(θ(m))

)
= 0. (24)

Since
(
ĝ, [ , ]ĝ

)
is an abelian extention of Malcev algebra g through W , we get

[
[σ1(x), σ1(z)]ĝ, [σ1(y), σ1(t)]ĝ

]
ĝ
−

[[
[σ1(x), σ1(y)]ĝ, σ1(z)

]
ĝ
, σ1(t)

]
ĝ

−
[[
[σ1(y), σ1(z)]ĝ, σ1(t)

]
ĝ
, σ1(x)

]
ĝ
−

[[
[σ1(z), σ1(t)]ĝ, σ1(x)

]
ĝ
, σ1(y)

]
ĝ

−
[[
[σ1(t), σ1(x)]ĝ, σ1(y)

]
ĝ
, σ1(z)

]
ĝ

=[ω(x, z), ω(y, t)] + ρ2([x, z])(ω(y, t)) − ρ2([y, t])(ω(x, z)) + ω([x, z], [y, t]) + σ1
(
[[x, z], [y, t]]

)

− ρ2(t)ρ2(z)(ω(x, y)) + ρ2(t)
(
ω([x, y], z)

)
− ω([[x, y], z], t) − σ1

([
[[x, y], z], t

])

− ρ2(x)ρ2(t)(ω(y, z)) + ρ2(x)
(
ω([y, z], t)

)
− ω([[y, z], t], x) − σ1

([
[[y, z], t], x

])
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− ρ2(y)ρ2(x)(ω(z, t)) + ρ2(y)
(
ω([z, t], x)

)
− ω([[z, t], x], y) − σ1

([
[[z, t], x], y

])

− ρ2(z)ρ2(y)(ω(t, x)) + ρ2(z)
(
ω([t, x], y)

)
− ω([[t, x], y], z) − σ1

([
[[t, x], y], z

])

=ρ2([x, z])(ω(y, t)) − ρ2([y, t])(ω(x, z)) + ω([x, z], [y, t]) − ρ2(t)ρ2(z)(ω(x, y))

+ ρ2(t)
(
ω([x, y], z)

)
− ω([[x, y], z], t) − ρ2(x)ρ2(t)(ω(y, z)) + ρ2(x)

(
ω([y, z], t)

)

− ω([[y, z], t], x) − ρ2(y)ρ2(x)(ω(z, t)) + ρ2(y)
(
ω([z, t], x)

)
− ω([[z, t], x], y)

− ρ2(z)ρ2(y)(ω(t, x)) + ρ2(z)
(
ω([t, x], y)

)
− ω([[t, x], y], z)

= 0.

Then we obtain

ρ2([x, z])(ω(y, t)) + ρ2(t)
(
ω([[x, y], z])

)
+ ρ2(x)

(
ω([[y, z], t])

)
+ ρ2(y)

(
ω([[z, t], x])

)

+ ρ2(z)
(
ω([[t, x], y])

)
− ρ2([y, t])(ω(x, z)) − ρ2(t)ρ2(z)(ω(x, y)) − ρ2(x)ρ2(t)(ω(y, z))

− ρ2(y)ρ2(x)(ω(z, t)) − ρ2(z)ρ2(y)(ω(t, x)) + ω([x, z], [y, t]) − ω
(
[[x, y], z], t

)

− ω
(
[[y, z], t], x

)
− ω

(
[[z, t], y], x

)
− ω

(
[[t, x], y], z

)
= 0. (25)

Since
(
M̂, ρ̂

)
is a representation of

(
ĝ, [ , ]ĝ

)
, we have the equality

ρ̂([[σ1(x), σ1(y)]ĝ, σ1(z)]ĝ)(σ0(m))− ρ̂(σ1(x))ρ̂(σ1(y))ρ̂(σ1(z))(σ0(m))

+ ρ̂(σ1(z))ρ̂(σ1(x))ρ̂(σ1(y))(σ0(m))− ρ̂(σ1(y))ρ̂([σ1(z), σ1(x)]ĝ)(σ0(m))

+ ρ̂([σ1(y), σ1(z)]ĝ)ρ̂(σ1(x))(σ0(m))

=ρ3(m)
(
ρ2(z)(ω(x, y))

)
− ρ3(m)

(
ω([x, y], z)

)
+ ν([[x, y], z],m)

+ σ0
(
ρ([[x, y], z])(m)

)
− ρ1(x)ρ1(y)(ν(z,m)) − ρ1(x)

(
ν(y, ρ(z)(m))

)

− ν
(
x, ρ(y)ρ(z)(m)

)
− σ0

(
ρ(x)ρ(y)ρ(z)(m)

)
+ ρ1(z)ρ1(x)(ν(y,m))

+ ρ1(z)
(
ν(x, ρ(y)(m))

)
+ ν

(
z, ρ(x)ρ(y)(m)

)
+ σ0

(
ρ(z)ρ(x)ρ(y)(m)

)

+ ρ1(y)
(
ρ3((m)ω(z, x))

)
− ρ1(y)

(
ν([z, x],m)

)
− ν

(
y, ρ([z, x])(m)

)

− σ0
(
ρ(y)ρ([z, x])(m)

)
− ρ3(ρ(x)(m))(ω(y, z)) + ρ1([y, z])(ν(x,m))

+ ν([y, z], ρ(x)(m)) + σ0
(
ρ([y, z])ρ(x)(m)

)

=ρ3(m)
(
ρ2(z)(ω(x, y))

)
− ρ3(m)

(
ω([x, y], z)

)
+ ν([[x, y], z],m)

− ρ1(x)ρ1(y)(ν(z,m)) − ρ1(x)
(
ν(y, ρ(z)(m))

)
− ν

(
x, ρ(y)ρ(z)(m)

)

+ ρ1(z)ρ1(x)(ν(y,m)) + ρ1(z)
(
ν(x, ρ(y)(m))

)
+ ν

(
z, ρ(x)ρ(y)(m)

)

+ ρ1(y)
(
ρ3((m)ω(z, x))

)
− ρ1(y)

(
ν([z, x],m)

)
− ν

(
y, ρ([z, x])(m)

)

− ρ3(ρ(x)(m))(ω(y, z)) + ρ1([y, z])(ν(x,m)) + ν([y, z], ρ(x)(m))

= 0.
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Thus, we get

ρ3(m)
(
ρ2(z)(ω(x, y))

)
− ρ3(m)

(
ω([x, y], z)

)
+ ν([[x, y], z],m)

− ρ1(x)ρ1(y)(ν(z,m)) − ρ1(x)
(
ν(y, ρ(z)(m))

)
− ν

(
x, ρ(y)ρ(z)(m)

)

+ ρ1(z)ρ1(x)(ν(y,m)) + ρ1(z)
(
ν(x, ρ(y)(m))

)
+ ν

(
z, ρ(x)ρ(y)(m)

)

+ ρ1(y)
(
ρ3((m)ω(z, x))

)
− ρ1(y)

(
ν([z, x],m)

)
− ν

(
y, ρ([z, x])(m)

)

− ρ3(ρ(x)(m))(ω(y, z)) + ρ1([y, z])(ν(x,m)) + ν([y, z], ρ(x)(m)). (26)

Therefore, we obtain that (θ, ω, ν) is a 2-cocycle of (M, g, T ) with coefficients in (V,W, T ′).

This complete the proof.

Now we define the embedding tensor on Malcev algebra structure on (M ⊕ V, g ⊕W, T̂ )

using the 2-cocycle given above. More precisely, we have





T̂ (m+ v) , T (m) + θ(m) + T ′(v),
[
x+ w, x′ + w′

]
,

[
x, x′

]
+ ω

(
x, x′

)
+ ρ2(x)

(
w′

)
− ρ2

(
x′
)
(w),

ρ̂(x+ w)(m+ v) , ρ(x)(m) + ν(x,m) + ρ1(x)(v) − ρ3(m)(w),

(27)

for all x, y, z, t ∈ g, v ∈ V,w ∈W and m ∈M . Thus any extension Ê is isomorphic to

0 // V

T ′

��

i0
//M ⊕ V

T̂
��

p0
//M

T

��

// 0

0 //W
i1

// g⊕W
p1

// g // 0

(28)

where the embedding tensor on Malcev algebra structure is given as in (27).

Theorem 4.4. There is a one-to-one correspondence between equivalence classes of abelian

extensions and the second cohomology group H2((M, g, T ), (V,W, T ′)) which is defined by the

spaces of 2-cocycles mod 2-coboundaries satisfying (29), (30) and (31) below.

Proof. We have know from the above discussion that abelian extensions of embedding tensor

on Malcev algebra are correspond to 2-cocycle and vice verse. Let E′ be another abelian

extension determined by the 2-cocycle (θ′, ω′, ν ′). We are going to show that E and E′ are

equivalent if and only if 2-cocycles (θ, ω, ν) and (θ′, ω′, ν ′) are in the same cohomology class.

Since F is an equivalence of abelian extensions, there exist two linear maps b0 : M −→ V

and b1 : g −→W such that

F0(m+ v) = m+ b0(m) + v, F1(x+ w) = x+ b1(x) + w.

First, by the equality

T̂ ′ ◦ F0(m) = F1 ◦ T̂ (m).
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we have

θ(m)− θ′(m) = T ′b0(m)− b1(f(m)). (29)

Furthermore, we have

F1([x, y] + ω(x, y)) = [F1(x), F1(y)]
′
,

which implies that

ω(x, y)− ω′(x, y) = ρ1(x)b1(y)− ρ1(y)b1(x)− b1([x, y]). (30)

Similarly, by the equality

F1([x,m] + ν(x,m)) = [F1(x), F0(m)]′ ,

we get

ν(x,m)− ν ′(x,m) = ρ1(x)b0(m)− ρ2(m)b1(x)− b0([x,m]). (31)

By (29), (30) and (31), we deduce that (ψ, ω, ν) − (ψ′, ω′, ν ′) = D (b0, b1). Thus, they are in

the same cohomology class.

Conversely, if (θ, ω, ν) and (θ′, ω′, ν ′) are in the same cohomology class, assume that

(θ, ω, ν)− (θ′, ω′, ν ′) = D (b0, b1). Then we define (F0, F1) by

F0(m+ v) = m+ b0(m) + v, F1(x+ w) = x+ b1(x) + w.

Similar as the above proof, we can show that (F0, F1) is an equivalence. We omit the details.

5 Infinitesimal deformations

In this section, we study infinitesimal deformations of embedding tensors on Malcev algebra.

For infinitesimal deformations of associative algebras and Lie algebras, see [7,18].

Let (M, g, T ) be an embedding tensor and θ : M → g, ω : ∧2g → g, ν : g ⊗M → M be

linear maps. Consider a λ-parametrized family of linear operations:

Tλ(m) , T (m) + λθ(m),

[x, y]λ , [x, y] + λω(x, y),

ρλ(x)(m) , ρ(x)(m) + λν(x)(m).

If (Mλ, gλ, Tλ) forms an embedding tensor, then we say that (θ, ω, ν) generates a 1-parameter

infinitesimal deformation of (M, g, T ).

Theorem 5.1. With the notations above, (θ, ω, ν) generates a 1-parameter infinitesimal de-
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formation of (M, g, T ) if and only if the following conditions hold:

(i) (θ, ω, ν) is a 2-cocycle of (M, g, T ) with coefficients in the adjoint representation (satis-

fying (16), (19), (23)) and the following conditions (17), (20), (24) hold;

(ii) (M, g, θ) is an embedding tensor on Malcev algebra structure with bracket ω on g and

action of g on M by ν.

Proof. If (Mλ, gλ, Tλ) is an embedding tensor on Malcev algebra, then Tλ is an embedding

tensor operator. Thus we have

[Tλ(m), Tλ(n)]λ − Tλ
(
ρλ(Tλ(m))(n)

)

=[T (m) + λθ(m), T (n) + λθ(n)]λ − Tλ
(
ρλ(T (m) + λθ(m))(n)

)

=[T (m) + λθ(m), T (n) + λθ(n)] + λω(T (m) + λθ(m), T (n) + λθ(n))

− Tλ
(
ρ(T (m) + λθ(m))(n) + λν(T (m) + λθ(m), n)

)

=[T (m), T (n)] + [T (m), λθ(n)] + [λθ(m), T (n)] + [λθ(m), λθ(n)]

+ λω(T (m), T (n)) + λω(T (m), λθ(n)) + λω(λθ(m), T (n)) + λω(λθ(m), λθ(n))

− T
(
ρ(T (m))(n)

)
− T

(
ρ(λθ(m))(n)

)
− T

(
λν(T (m), n)

)
− T

(
λν(λθ(m), n)

)

− λθ
(
ρ(T (m))(n)

)
− λθ

(
ρ(λθ(m))(n)

)
− λθ

(
λν(T (m), n)

)
− λθ

(
λν(λθ(m), n)

)
,

which implies that

[T (m), θ(n)] + [θ(m), T (n)] + ω(T (m), T (n))− T
(
ρ(θ(m))(n)

)

− T
(
ν(T (m), n)

)
− θ

(
ρ(T (m))(n)

)
= 0, (32)

[θ(m), θ(n)] + ω(T (m), θ(n)) + ω(θ(m), T (n))− T
(
ν(θ(m), n)

)

− θ
(
ρ(θ(m))(n)

)
− θ

(
ν(T (m), n)

)
= 0, (33)

ω(θ(m), θ(n))− θ
(
ν(θ(m), n)

)
= 0. (34)

Since gλ is a Malcev algebra, then we have

[
[x, z]λ, [y, t]λ

]
λ
−

[[
[x, y]λ, z

]
λ
, t
]
λ
−

[[
[y, z]λ, t

]
λ
, x

]
λ

−
[[
[z, t]λ, x

]
λ
, y
]
λ
−

[[
[t, x]λ, y

]
λ
, z
]
λ
= 0,

which implies that

ω([x, z], [y, t]) − ω([[x, y], z], t) − ω([[y, z], t], x) − ω([[z, t], x], y)

+ ω([[t, x], y], z) + [ω(x, z), [y, t]] − [ω([x, y], z), t] − [ω([y, z], t), x]

− [ω([z, t], x), y] − [ω([t, x], y), z] + [[x, z], ω(y, t)] − [[ω(x, y), z], t]

− [[ω(y, z), t], x] − [[ω(z, t), x], y] − [[ω(t, x), y], z] = 0, (35)

ω(ω(x, z), [y, t]) − ω([ω(x, y), z], t) − ω([ω(y, z), t], x) − ω(ω([z, t], x), y)
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+ ω(ω([t, x], y), z) + ω([x, z], ω(y, t)) − ω([ω(x, y), z], t) − ω([ω(y, z), t], x)

− ω([ω(z, t), x], y) + ω([ω(t, x), y], z) + [ω(x, z), ω(y, t)] − [ω(ω(x, y), z), t]

− [ω(ω(y, z), t), x] − [ω(ω(z, t), x), y] − [ω(ω(t, x), y), z] = 0, (36)

ω(ω(x, z), ω(y, t)) − ω(ω(ω(x, y), z), t) − ω(ω(ω(y, z), t), x) − ω(ω(ω(z, t), x), y)

− ω(ω(ω(t, x), y), z) = 0. (37)

Since (Mλ, ρλ) is a representation of gλ, we have

ρλ([[x, y], z])(m) − ρλ(x)ρλ(y)ρλ(z)(m) + ρλ(z)ρλ(x)ρλ(y)(m)

− ρλ(y)ρλ([z, x])(m) + ρλ([y, z])ρλ(x)(m) = 0,

which implies that

ν([[x, y], z],m) − ν(x, ρ(y)ρ(z)(m)) + ν(z, ρ(x)ρ(y)(m)) − ν(y, ρ([z, x])(m))

+ ν([y, z], ρ(x)(m)) + ρ(ω([x, y], z))(m) − ρ(x)ν(y, ρ(z)(m)) + ρ(z)ν(x, ρ(y)(m))

− ρ(y)ν([z, x],m) + ρ(ω(y, z))ρ(x)(m) + ρ([ω(x, y), z])(m) − ρ(x)ρ(y)ν(z,m)

+ ρ(z)ρ(x)ν(y,m) − ρ(y)ρ(ω(z, x))(m) + ρ([y, z])ν(x,m) = 0, (38)

ν(ω([x, y], z),m) − ν(x, ν(y, ρ(z)(m))) + ν(z, ν(x, ρ(y)(m))) − ν(y, ν([z, x],m))

+ ν(ω(y, z), ρ(x)(m)) + ν([ω(x, y), z],m) − ν(x, ρ(y)ν(z,m)) + ν(z, ρ(x)ν(y,m))

− ν(y, ρ(ω(z, x))(m)) + ν([y, z], ν(x,m)) + ρ(ω(ω(x, y), z))(m) − ρ(x)ν(y, ν(z,m))

+ ρ(z)ν(x, ν(y,m)) − ρ(y)ν(ω(z, x),m) + ρ(ω(y, z))ν(x,m) = 0, (39)

ν(ω(ω(x, y), z),m) − ν(x, ν(y, ν(z,m))) + ν(z, ν(x, ν(y,m)))

− ν(y, ν(ω(z, x),m)) + ν(ω(y, z), ν(x,m)) = 0. (40)

By (32), (33), (35), (36), (38) and (39), we find that (θ, ω, ν) is a 2-cocycle of (M, g, T ) with

the coefficients in the adjoint representation. Furthermore, by (34),(37) and (40), (M, g, θ)

with bracket ω and ν is an embedding tensor on Malcev algebra.

Now we introduce the notion of Nijenhuis operators which gives trivial deformations.

Let (M, g, T ) be an embedding tensor on Malcev algebra and N = (N0, N1) be a pair of

linear maps N0 :M →M and N1 : g → g such that T ◦N0 = N1 ◦T . Define an exact 2-cochain

(ω, ν, θ) = D (N0, N1) .
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by differential D discussed above, i.e.,

θ(m) = T ◦N0(m)−N1 ◦ T (m),

ω(x, y) = [x, y]N = [N1x, y] + [x,N1y]−N1[x, y],

ν(x,m) = [x,m]N = [N1x,m] + [x,N0m]−N0[x,m].

Definition 5.2. A pair of linear maps N = (N0, N1) is called a Nijenhuis operator if for all

x, y ∈ g and m ∈M , the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) Im (T ◦N1 −N1 ◦ T ) ∈ KerN1;

(ii) N1[x, y]N = [N1x,N1y];

(iii) N0[x,m]N = [N1x,N0m].

Definition 5.3. A deformation is said to be trivial if there exists a pair of linear maps N0 :

M →M,N1 : g → g, such that (T0, T1) is a morphism from (Mλ, gλ, Tλ, [·, ·]λ) to (M, g, T, [·, ·]),

where T0 = id + λN0, T1 = id + λN1.

Note that (T0, T1) is a morphism means that

T ◦ T0(m) = T1 ◦ Tλ(m), (41)

T1[x, y]λ = [T1x, T1y] , (42)

T0[x,m]λ = [T1x, T0m] . (43)

Now we consider what conditions that N = (N0, N1) should satisfy. From (41), we have

T (m)+λT ◦N0(m) = (id + λN1) (T (m)+λθ(m)) = T (m)+λN1(T (m))+λθ(m)+λ2N1θ(m).

Thus, we have

θ(m) = (T ◦N0 −N1 ◦ T ) (m),

N1θ(m) = 0.

It follows that (N0, N1) must satisfy the following condition:

N1 (T ◦N0 −N1 ◦ T ) = 0. (44)

For (42), the left hand side is equal to

[x, y] + λN1([x, y]) + λω(x, y) + λ2N1ω(x, y),

and the right hand side is equal to

[x, y] + λ [N1x, y] + λ [x,N1y] + λ2 [N1x,N1y] .
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Thus, (42) is equivalent to

ω(x, y) = [N1x, y] + [x,N1y]−N1[x, y],

N1ω(x, y) = [N1x,N1y] .

It follows that N1 must satisfy the following condition:

[N1x,N1y]−N1 [N1x, y]−N1 [x,N1y] +N2
1 [x, y] = 0. (45)

For (43), the left hand side is equal to

[x,m] + λν(x,m) + λN0([x,m]) + λ2N0ν(x,m),

and the right hand side is equal to

[x,m] + λ [N1(x),m] + λ [x,N0(m)] + λ2 [N1(x), N0(m)] .

Thus, (43) is equivalent to

ν(x,m) = [N1x,m] + [x,N0m]−N0[x,m],

N0ν(x,m) = [N1x,N0m] +N2(x, θ(m)).

It follows that N must satisfy the following condition:

[N1x,N0m]−N0 [N1x,m]−N0 [x,N0m] +N2
0 [x,m] = 0. (46)

A Nijenhuis operator (N0, N1) could give a trivial deformation by setting

(θ, ω, ν) = D (N0, N1) . (47)

Theorem 5.4. Let N = (N0, N1) be a Nijenhuis operator. Then a deformation can be obtained

by putting 



θ(m) = (T ◦N0 −N1 ◦ T ) (m),

ω(x, y) = [N1x, y] + [x,N1y]−N1[x, y]

ν(x,m) = [N1x,m] + [x,N0m]−N1[x,m].

Furthermore, this deformation is trivial.

Proof. Since (θ, ω, ν) = D (N0, N1), it is obvious that (θ, ω, ν) is a 2-cocycle. It is easy to check

that (θ, ω, ν) defines an embedding tensor on Malcev algebra. Thus by Theorem 3.1, (θ, ω, ν)

generates a deformation.

Now we consider the general formal deformations of any order. Let (M, g, T ) be an embed-

ding tensor on Malcev algebra and θi : M → g, ωi : ∧
2g → g, νi : g⊗M → M, i > 0 be linear
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maps where θ0 = T, ω0(x, y) = [x, y]g, ν0(x,m) = ρ(x)(m). Consider a λ-parametrized family

of linear operations:

Tλ(m) , T (m) + λθ1(m) + λ2θ2(m) + · · · , (48)

ωλ(x, y) , [x, y] + λω1(x, y) + λ2ω2(x, y) + · · · , (49)

νλ(x,m) , ρ(x)(m) + λν1(x,m) + λ2ν2(x,m) + · · · . (50)

In order that (Mλ, gλ, fλ) forms an embedding tensor on Malcev algebra, we must have

ωλ(ωλ(x, z), ωλ(y, t)) − ωλ(ωλ(ωλ(x, y), z), t) − ωλ(ωλ(ωλ(y, z), t), x)

− ωλ(ωλ(ωλ(z, t), x), y) − ωλ(ωλ(ωλ(t, x), y), z) = 0, (51)

νλ(ωλ(ωλ(x, y), z),m) − νλ(x, νλ(y, νλ(z,m))) + νλ(z, νλ(x, νλ(y,m)))

− νλ(y, νλ(ωλ(z, x),m)) + νλ(ωλ(y, z), νλ(x,m)) = 0, (52)

ωλ(Tλ(m), Tλ(n))− Tλ
(
νλ(Tλ(m), n)

)
= 0. (53)

which implies that

∑

i+j+k=l

(
ωi(ωj(x, z), ωk(y, t))− ωi(ωj(ωk(x, y), z), t) − ωi(ωj(ωk(y, z), t), x)

− ωi(ωj(ωk(z, t), x), y) − ωi(ωj(ωk(t, x), y), z) = 0, (54)

∑

i+j+k=l

(
νi(ωj(ωk(x, y), z)),m) − νi(x, νj(y, νk(z,m))) + νi(z, νj(x, νk(y,m)))

− νi(y, νj(ωk(z, x),m)) + νi(ωj(y, z), νk(x,m))
)
= 0, (55)

∑

i+j+k=l

(
ωi(Tj(m), Tk(n))− Ti

(
νj(Tk(m), n)

))
= 0. (56)

For l = 0, conditions (54), (55) and (56) are equivalent to that (ω0, ν0, θ0) is an embedding

tensor on Malcev algebra. For l = 1, these conditions are equivalent to that (ω1, ν1, θ1) is a

2-cocycle.

Definition 5.5. The 2-cochain (ω1, ν1, θ1) is called the infinitesimal of (ωλ, νλ, Tλ). More

generally, if (ωi, νi, Ti) = 0 for 1 6 i 6 (n − 1), and (ωn, νn, Tn) is a non-zero cochain

in C2((M, g, T ), (M, g, T )), then (ωn, νn, Tn) is called the n-infinitesimal of the deformation

(ωλ, νλ, Tλ).

Let (ωλ, νλ, Tλ) and (ω′

λ, ν
′

λ, T
′

λ) be two deformation. We say that they are equivalent if

there exists a formal isomorphism (Φλ,Ψλ) : (M
′

λ, g
′

λ, T
′

λ) → (Mλ, gλ, Tλ) such that ω′

λ(x, y) =
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Ψ−1

λ ωλ (Ψλ(x),Ψλ(y))

A deformation (ωλ, νλ, Tλ) is said to be the trivial deformation if it is equivalent to (ω0, ν0, θ0).

Theorem 5.6. Let (ωλ, νλ, Tλ) and (ω′

λ, ν
′

λ, T
′

λ) be equivalent deformations of (M, g, T ), then

the first-order terms of them belong to the same cohomology class in the second cohomology

group H2((M, g, T ), (M, g, T )).

Proof. Let (Φλ,Ψλ) : (Mλ, gλ, Tλ) → (M ′

λ, g
′

λ, T
′

λ) be an equivalence where Φλ = idM +λφ1+

λ2φ2 + · · · and Ψλ = idM +λψ1 + λ2ψ2 + · · · . Then we have Ψλω
′

λ(x, y) = ωλ (Ψλ(x),Ψλ(y)),

Ψλν
′

λ(x, v) = νλ (Φλ(x),Ψλ(v)). Then by expanding the above equality, we have (θ1, ω1, ν1)−

(θ′1, ω
′

1, ν
′

1) = D (φ1, ψ1). Thus (θ1, ω1, ν1) and (θ′1, ω
′

1, ν
′

1) are belong to the same cohomology

class in the second cohomology group. The proof is finished.

An embedding tensor (M, g, T ) is called rigid if every deformation (ωλ, νλ, Tλ) is equivalent

to the trivial deformation.

Theorem 5.7. If H2((M, g, T ), (M, g, T )) = 0, then (M, g, T ) is rigid.

Proof. Let (ωλ, νλ, Tλ) be a deformation of (M, g, T ). It follows from above Theorem 5.6

that D (ωλ, νλ, Tλ) = 0, that is (ωλ, νλ, Tλ) ∈ Z2((M, g, T ), (M, g, T )). Now we assume

H2((M, g, T ), (M, g, T )) = 0, we can find (N0, N1) such that (ωλ, νλ, Tλ) = D (N0, N1). Thus

(ωλ, νλ, Tλ) is equivalent to the trivial deformation. This proof is completed.
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